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This paper investigates the complex intellectual and theological mosaic that informs the
contemporary political strategy of Benjamin Netanyahu. By tracing a lineage from the 19th-
century dispensationalism of John Nelson Darby and the popularizing efforts of C.I. Scofield to
the secular Realpolitik of historian Will Durant and the modern Prosperity Theology of Paula
White, we uncover a systematic "weaponization of the sacred.” The catalyst for this study is
Netanyahu’s provocative assertion that in the arena of history, "Jesus Christ has no advantage
over Genghis Khan." This statement represents more than a historical observation; it signifies a
radical departure from the moral idealism of Western tradition in favor of a survivalist,
biological view of power. Through this lens, we explore how Netanyahu synthesizes disparate
currents—theological prophecy, historical determinism, and charismatic validation—to
construct a narrative where military dominance is not merely a necessity but a divine and
biological mandate. By analyzing these influences, the paper argues that the fusion of "might-is-
right" philosophy with religious "anointing" creates a dangerous precedent of cynical realism,
effectively stripping the "Prince of Peace" of his moral agency to justify the tactics of the
"Scourge of God."
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1. The Jesus vs. Genghis Dichotomy: A New Political Axiom

On March 19, 2026, during his first major English-language press conference following the
escalation of Operation Roaring Lion against the Iranian regime, Prime Minister Benjamin
Netanyahu articulated a worldview that fundamentally challenged the traditional moral
consensus of the West. Speaking to a global audience from Jerusalem, Netanyahu invoked a
stark and unsettling comparison that has since become the defining axiom of his current
political doctrine. By stating that history proves Jesus Christ has no inherent advantage over
Genghis Khan, Netanyahu did not merely offer a historical footnote; he signaled a radical pivot
toward a philosophy of biological and military determinism. This assertion serves as the
cornerstone of what we must identify as a new political axiom, one that prioritizes the raw
mechanics of survival over the inherited ethical frameworks of Judeo-Christian civilization.

The choice of these two figures is not accidental. In the Western imagination, Jesus Christ
represents the zenith of moral authority, self-sacrifice, and the transformative power of non-
violent truth. He is the ultimate "Soft Power" icon, whose influence shaped two millennia of law,
ethics, and human rights. Conversely, Genghis Khan serves as the archetype of "Hard Power"—a
conqueror whose legacy is written in the blood of empires and the ruthless efficiency of military
logistics. By placing them on a level playing field and declaring the latter to be historically
superior in the context of survival, Netanyahu effectively declared that the moral high ground is
a strategic liability in an age of existential conflict.

This dichotomy establishes a framework where power is decoupled from traditional morality.
Netanyahu’s logic, heavily influenced by his reading of historian Will Durant, suggests that the
"Good" is only relevant insofar as it is "Strong." In his address, he framed this as a tragic but
necessary realization for the defense of the state. He argued that if a society relies on its moral
virtue while its enemies rely on their capacity for destruction, that society is destined for the
dustbin of history. This perspective transforms the state from a moral actor into a biological
entity whose primary and sole responsibility is the maintenance of its own strength. It is a
worldview that sees the "barbarian at the gates" as a permanent condition of human existence,
requiring a response that is equally—if not more—barbaric in its efficiency.

The shock of this statement resonated most deeply among the very Christian Zionist
populations that have long formed the bedrock of Netanyahu’s international support. For those
raised on the teachings of John Nelson Darby and C.I. Scofield, the idea that Jesus Christ is
"disadvantaged" in the face of a brutal conqueror is a theological heresy. Yet, Netanyahu’s
mastery lies in his ability to present this heresy as a form of "Tough Love" for the West. He
suggests that while we may worship the Prince of Peace, we are governed by the laws of the
Jungle. By doing so, he forces his allies into a cognitive dissonance where they must either



abandon their moral ideals or accept that those ideals require a "Genghis-like" protector to
survive.

Furthermore, this axiom serves to pre-emptively neutralize criticism of the military tactics
employed in the Iran conflict. If "Evil" can overcome "Good" through sheer ruthlessness, then
the only way to prevent the triumph of evil is to outmatch it in ruthlessness. This circular logic
creates a moral vacuum where any action can be justified as a defensive necessity. The "New
Political Axiom" thus replaces the Enlightenment-era concepts of international law and human
rights with a primitive code of deterrence. In this environment, the "Scourge of God" is not an
enemy to be avoided, but a model to be emulated for the sake of endurance.

Ultimately, the Jesus vs. Genghis dichotomy marks the end of the "Liberal Order" within the
context of Netanyahu’s political theater. It is an admission that the tools of the preacher are
insufficient for the task of the premier. By framing the struggle as one between "civilization" and
"barbarism," but defining the success of civilization by its ability to act more powerfully than the
barbarian, Netanyahu collapses the distinction between the two. This section of the paper
argues that this shift is not merely a rhetorical flourish for a press conference, but a deliberate
intellectual realignment intended to prepare the global psyche for a prolonged era of
unrestrained conflict, where the only metric of success is the continued existence of the state at
any moral cost.

2. The Architect of the Restoration: John Nelson Darby and the Birth of Dispensationalism

To understand the fertile ground upon which Benjamin Netanyahu sows his rhetoric of
existential survival, one must look back to the mid-nineteenth century and the theological
innovations of an Anglo-Irish clergyman named John Nelson Darby. While Netanyahu’s current
public persona is defined by a secular, almost biological realism, the very existence of the
geopolitical stage he occupies was framed by Darby’s revolutionary approach to biblical
interpretation. Darby, a former lawyer and ordained priest in the Church of Ireland, became the
primary architect of what is now known as Dispensationalism. This system of thought did more
than change how Christians read the Bible; it fundamentally altered the Western political
imagination regarding the Jewish people and their relationship to the Land of Israel.

The Plymouth Brethren and the Break from Tradition

Darby’s intellectual journey began with a profound dissatisfaction with the established
ecclesiastical structures of his day. He sought a more literal, unmediated engagement with the
prophetic texts of the Old and New Testaments. As a leader among the Plymouth Brethren,
Darby developed a method of "rightly dividing the word of truth" that segmented human
history into distinct eras, or dispensations. In each era, he argued, God dealt with humanity



under a different set of administrative principles. The most controversial and impactful of these
divisions was Darby’s insistence on a sharp, permanent distinction between the Church and the
nation of Israel. Before Darby, the prevailing view in Christendom was supersessionism—the
belief that the Church had replaced Israel as the recipient of God's promises. Darby rejected
this, asserting that God’s covenant with the physical descendants of Abraham remained active
and unfulfilled.

The Great Parenthesis and the Future of Israel

At the heart of Darby’s system was the concept of the Great Parenthesis. He posited that the
current age of the Church was a temporary interruption in God’s primary dealings with the
nation of Israel. According to this view, the prophetic "clock" for Israel stopped at the rejection
of the Messiah and would only restart once the Church was removed from the earth through a
secret rapture. This theological maneuver turned the Jewish people from a historical relic into
the central protagonists of the future. For Darby, the literal, physical restoration of the Jews to
Palestine was not just a possibility; it was a divine necessity. Without a restored Israel, the end-
times script could not proceed. This "Restorationism" provided a religious scaffolding for what
would later become political Zionism, decades before Theodor Herzl published his seminal
works.

The Prophetic Clock and Political Necessity

The impact of Darby’s doctrine on modern geopolitics cannot be overstated. By teaching that
the Jewish return to the land was a prerequisite for the return of Christ, he created a massive,
pre-packaged constituency for the Zionist movement within the English-speaking world.
Netanyahu’s strategic brilliance lies in his ability to tap into this Darbyite "prophetic clock."
When Netanyahu speaks of the "eternal capital” or the "indigenous rights" of the Jewish people,
he is using language that resonates perfectly with the dispensationalist belief that Israel’s
presence in the land is a cosmic imperative. Darby provided the "why" for the state’s existence,
framing it as an act of God that transcends international law or secular consensus.

The Theological Roots of the Existential Struggle

Darby’s vision was also inherently apocalyptic. He viewed the world as a place of increasing
ruin, where the "gentile nations" would eventually turn against God’s purposes, leading to a
final, cataclysmic struggle. This apocalypticism provides the psychological foundation for
Netanyahu’s "barbarians at the gate" narrative. In the Darbyite framework, Israel is always
surrounded by enemies, and the survival of the state is a battle against the forces of darkness.
While Netanyahu has largely secularized this struggle through the lens of Will Durant’s
biological realism, the underlying sense of "us versus the world" is a direct inheritance from
Darby’s pessimistic view of history.



The Transition from Darby to the Modern State

As we move from the nineteenth-century drawing rooms of the Plymouth Brethren to the
twentieth-century halls of power, we see Darby’s ideas undergoing a process of popularization
and refinement. Darby provided the complex, systematic theology, but it required a different
kind of mind to translate these ideas into the cultural vernacular of the common man. The
architecture Darby built remained the skeleton, but the flesh and blood of the movement—the
parts that would eventually reach the ears of world leaders and influence the voting blocks of
the American heartland—would be provided by his successors. Darby’s "Architectural
Restoration" ensured that when a leader like Netanyahu spoke of a "Genghis Khan" world, he
did so to an audience already convinced that Israel’s survival was the only thing standing
between the present and the end of history.

3. The Scofield Reference Bible: Codifying the Prophetic Mandate for the Masses

While John Nelson Darby provided the intellectual and architectural blueprints for
dispensationalism, his work remained largely confined to the dense, academic, and often insular
circles of the Plymouth Brethren and theological specialists. For these ideas to move from the
seminary to the kitchen table of the average American household, they required a different
vehicle. That vehicle was the Scofield Reference Bible, first published in 1909 and revised in
1917. Edited by Cyrus Ingerson Scofield, this annotated Bible did more than just present the
scripture; it superimposed a layer of interpretive authority directly onto the page, forever
changing the way millions of Christians engaged with the prophetic texts.

The Power of the Footnote

The genius of the Scofield Reference Bible lay in its format. By placing his commentary and
cross-references in footnotes directly beneath the biblical text, Scofield achieved a psychological
coup. To the lay reader, the distinction between the divinely inspired word of God and Scofield’s
human interpretation began to blur. The annotations provided a guided tour through the
complexities of scripture, offering "clear" answers to the most obscure prophecies. This
formatting effectively codified Darby’s dispensationalism into a digestible, authoritative system.
It transformed the Bible from a collection of ancient texts into a real-time decoding manual for
global events.

Genesis 12:3 as a Geopolitical Mandate

One of the most consequential aspects of Scofield’s codification was his treatment of the
Abrahamic Covenant. Scofield emphasized a literal and eternal interpretation of Genesis 12:3,
where God tells Abraham: "l will bless them that bless thee, and curse him that curseth thee."



In Scofield’s notes, this was not merely an ancient promise to a patriarch; it was a living,
breathing mandate for modern nations. He argued that the moral and material prosperity of
any nation was directly tied to its treatment of the physical descendants of Abraham. By linking
the "blessings" of God to the political support of the Jewish people, Scofield laid the theological
groundwork for what would become an unwavering alliance between American evangelicals
and the future State of Israel.

The Creation of the Prophetic Public

The commercial success of the Scofield Bible was unprecedented. It became a bestseller and a
standard text in the emerging fundamentalist movement of the early twentieth century. By the
time of the First World War and the subsequent Balfour Declaration, a massive "prophetic
public" had been created in the United States and Great Britain. This audience did not see the
Jewish return to Palestine as a secular political movement, but as the fulfillment of the specific
"revelations" they had studied in their Scofield Bibles. Scofield had successfully democratized
the apocalypse, making every reader a stakeholder in the survival and success of the Zionist
project.

The Strategic Foundation for the Netanyahu Doctrine

The relevance of Scofield to Benjamin Netanyahu’s current political strategy is profound.
Netanyahu does not need to explain the "prophetic importance" of Israel to his Western allies;
Scofield did that work for him a century ago. This "codified mandate" created a voting bloc that
views the security of Israel as a spiritual necessity. Netanyahu is able to navigate this terrain
with ease, knowing that his audience has been conditioned to see Israel’s military victories as
evidence of divine favor. However, there is a deep irony in this connection. While the Scofield
audience supports Netanyahu because of their devotion to the "God of Israel," Netanyahu
himself often appeals to their support using the secular, power-centric logic of Will Durant.

From Scriptural Annotation to Political Identity

In conclusion, the Scofield Reference Bible served as the crucial bridge between the high
theology of the nineteenth century and the grassroots political movements of the twentieth
and twenty-first centuries. It took the abstract "architectural restoration" of Darby and turned it
into a personal, moral obligation for the common believer. This section argues that without
Scofield’s codification, the "prophetic mandate" that sustains modern Christian Zionism would
not have the reach or the resilience it displays today. It is this mass-produced, annotated
certainty that allows a leader like Netanyahu to stand before the world and use the language of
survival, knowing that his most powerful allies already believe that his survival is synonymous
with the will of God.



4. The Lessons of History: Will Durant’s Secularization of the Biological Struggle
The Shift from Providence to Biology

If the nineteenth-century world of Darby and Scofield was defined by the search for divine
blueprints in the stars of prophecy, the twentieth-century world of Will Durant was defined by
the cold, terrestrial realities of biology and sociology. Durant, who famously entered a seminary
only to emerge as an apostate and a socialist, spent his life synthesizing the entirety of human
knowledge into his monumental series, The Story of Civilization. However, it was his distilled
work, The Lessons of History, that provided the intellectual pivot point from the sacred to the
secular. Durant’s primary contribution to the lineage we are tracing was the removal of God as
the active agent of history, replacing Him with the pitiless laws of biological competition. For
Durant, history was not a path toward a celestial kingdom, but a recurring cycle of growth,
struggle, and decay dictated by the same forces that govern the animal kingdom.

History as a Pageant of Power

In the Durantian view, the most fundamental lesson of history is that nature and history do not
agree with our conceptions of good and evil. He argued that nature is not interested in the
survival of the "good" but in the survival of the "strong" and the "adaptable." By viewing human
history through the lens of biological selection, Durant effectively secularized the concept of the
struggle for the Holy Land. To Durant, the rise and fall of empires were not the result of divine
favor or punishment, but the outcome of resources, military discipline, and the willingness to
exercise power. This "pageant of power" suggests that every civilization is a precarious
achievement held together by the threat of force. When Netanyahu cites Durant to argue that
history favors the strong, he is invoking this specific, disenchanted view of the human condition.

The Fragility of the Moral Ideal

One of the most striking elements of Durant’s work is his analysis of morality as a social utility
rather than a transcendent truth. He observed that while moral codes like those of Jesus are
necessary to maintain internal order and social cohesion within a group, they are frequently a
liability in the external competition between groups. In The Lessons of History, Durant notes
that the virtues that make a man a good citizen—humility, mercy, and pacifism—are often the
very traits that lead to the conquest of his society by those who possess the "barbarian" virtues
of ruthlessness and martial vigor. This is the intellectual source of the "Jesus vs. Genghis"
comparison. Durant posits that while we may admire the moral genius of a figure like Jesus, the
historical record shows that without the protective shield of a Genghis-like power, the legacy of
the moralist is eventually erased by the conqueror.



The Secular Bridge for the Modern Statesman

For a leader like Benjamin Netanyahu, Durant provides an essential "tough-minded" alternative
to the sentimentality of the West. It allows a statesman to speak the language of "Western
Values" while simultaneously operating on the assumption that those values are biologically
weak. By secularizing the struggle, Durant offers a justification for actions that would be
condemned under a strictly religious or humanitarian framework. If history is a biological
struggle, then the survival of the state is the highest moral law, superseding the individual ethics
of the Sermon on the Mount. This section argues that Durant’s work served as the intellectual
bridge that allowed Netanyahu to retain the support of the "prophetic public" while
implementing a policy of raw Realpolitik. It replaced the "Will of God" with the "Will to Power,"
framing the latter as the only way to ensure the former has a place to exist.

The Convergence of the Sacred and the Biological

The irony of this intellectual lineage is that the secularism of Durant ends up reinforcing the
apocalypticism of Darby and Scofield. While their starting points are diametrically opposed—
one rooted in scripture, the other in biology—their conclusions regarding the necessity of a
strong, militarized Israel are identical. To the Darbyite, Israel must be strong because it is the
center of a divine war; to the Durantian, Israel must be strong because it is a biological entity
surrounded by predators. Netanyahu’s genius lies in his ability to exist in both worlds at once.
He uses Durant to tell the world that his actions are "logical" and "historical," while relying on
the Scofield-inspired masses to believe those same actions are "holy." This synthesis creates a
political force that is immune to traditional moral critique, as it views morality itself as a
historical luxury that only the secure can afford.

5. Might Over Right: The Durantian Influence on Netanyahu’s Worldview

The transition from the theological certainty of the Scofield era to the grim realism of the
twenty-first century is best exemplified by Benjamin Netanyahu’s adoption of Will Durant’s
philosophy as a primary governing logic. While Netanyahu’s rhetoric often pays homage to the
biblical destiny of Israel, his operational framework is rooted in the "Might Over Right" doctrine
he derived from The Lessons of History. In this worldview, morality is not an inherent shield
provided by God, but a fragile byproduct of security. Netanyahu’s frequent assertion that history
favors the strong over the moral is the ultimate secularization of the Zionist project,
transforming it from a messianic hope into a biological necessity.



The Biological Basis of Statecraft

Netanyahu'’s interpretation of Durant centers on the idea that states are essentially biological
organisms engaged in a perpetual struggle for resources and space. In his 2026 address, he
explicitly linked the "Jesus vs. Genghis" comparison to the necessity of total military superiority.
For Netanyahu, the "right" to exist is not granted by international recognition or moral
rectitude; it is earned through the capacity to deter or destroy one's enemies. This perspective
replaces the legalistic "Right to Exist" with a Durantian "Might to Exist." By viewing the state as a
biological entity, Netanyahu justifies the suspension of traditional ethical restraints, arguing that
a dead civilization cannot practice virtue. The "right" is thus subordinate to the "might" that
preserves the possibility of any rights at all.

The Failure of Soft Power

Through the Durantian lens, Netanyahu views the "Soft Power" of Western liberalism—
diplomacy, international law, and human rights—as a historical anomaly that only survives when
protected by "Hard Power." He critiques the "Jesus-like" approach of modern Western
democracies, suggesting that their reliance on moral consensus makes them vulnerable to
"Genghis-like" actors who do not share their values. Netanyahu’s worldview posits that the
"Barbarism" he fights is not an external accident but a recurring historical force that can only be
met with superior force. This influence leads to a policy of pre-emptive strikes and absolute
deterrence, where the goal is not to be "liked" by history, but to be the one who survives to
write it.

The Exception of the Cultural Force

Despite the grimness of the "Might Over Right" axiom, Netanyahu draws a specific "Good News"
lesson from Durant regarding the "Cultural Force." Durant noted that while large numbers
usually win, a smaller group can overcome the odds if it possesses a unique, concentrated
cultural and intellectual energy. Netanyahu frequently cites this as the secret to Israel’s survival.
By branding Israel as an "Innovation Nation" and a "Start-up State," he attempts to fuse
technological genius with martial vigor. This is the "Netanyahu Doctrine" in its purest form:
using the "Might" of high-tech weaponry and intelligence to validate the "Right" of a small
nation to dominate its environment.

The Erasure of the Moral Advantage

Ultimately, the Durantian influence leads to a radical skepticism regarding the power of truth or
justice on their own. In Netanyahu’s speeches, the "moral advantage" is often portrayed as a
dangerous delusion. He suggests that those who believe "Right" will naturally triumph over
"Might" are historically illiterate. By removing the "Advantage of Christ"—the belief in the
ultimate triumph of the suffering servant—Netanyahu replaces it with the "Advantage of the
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Sword." This shift marks the definitive move from the idealistic Zionism of the founders to a
neo-Darwinian Zionism that views the world as a zero-sum game of predator and prey.

6. The Modern Court Prophet: Paula White and the Theology of Dominion

The evolution of the pro-Israel movement from the nineteenth-century prophecies of Darby and
Scofield to the twenty-first-century geopolitics of Benjamin Netanyahu reaches its most modern
and visceral expression in the figure of Paula White. As a prominent televangelist and the
spiritual advisor to Donald Trump, White represents a shift in American evangelicalism that
perfectly complements Netanyahu’s Durantian realism. While Darby and Scofield taught a
passive, expectant waiting for the divine clock to strike, White champions a "Kingdom Now" or
"Dominionist" theology. This perspective, often categorized under the New Apostolic
Reformation, provides the active, aggressive spiritual validation required to support a leader
who openly compares the efficacy of Jesus to that of Genghis Khan.

At the core of White’s influence is the Seven Mountains Mandate, a theological framework that
commands believers to occupy and transform seven key spheres of societal influence:
government, family, education, media, arts, business, and religion. This is not the isolationist
Christianity of the Darbyite era; it is a theology of conquest. For White, political power is not a
worldly distraction but a spiritual weapon. By framing the government "mountain" as a territory
to be seized for God, she creates a theological vacuum where the "Might" of a state leader is
rebranded as a "Holy Anointing." When Netanyahu operates with the cold efficiency of a secular
conqueror, White’s theology allows his supporters to see those actions as the legitimate
exercise of "Kingdom Authority" rather than a betrayal of Christ’s teachings.

The marriage between White’s Prosperity Theology and Netanyahu’s Realpolitik is one of
mutual utility. Prosperity Theology teaches that material success and physical health are
outward signs of inward spiritual favor. In a geopolitical context, this translates to the belief that
military victory and territorial expansion are proof of God’s blessing. Consequently, the
"weakness" of a non-violent Jesus, which Netanyahu critiques in his "Genghis Khan" axiom, is
successfully replaced by White with a "Warrior Jesus" who favors the victorious. By redefining
the spiritual "advantage" as one measured by tangible dominance, White provides the religious
cover for Netanyahu to discard the Sermon on the Mount in favor of the strategic manual.

Furthermore, White functions as a "Modern Court Prophet," a role that bridges the gap
between the secular Israeli state and the charismatic American voter. In her high-profile
meetings with Netanyahu, such as the Jerusalem conferences of 2025 and 2026, she explicitly
links his political survival to the "Destiny of the Nations." She uses the language of spiritual
warfare to frame military conflicts in Iran or Gaza as battles between "principalities and
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powers." This elevates Netanyahu’s policy decisions from the realm of political debate to the
realm of divine decree. If Netanyahu is the "Greatest Prime Minister in history," as White has
declared, then his "Genghis-like" tactics are not merely strategic choices—they are prophetic
fulfillments.

This section argues that Paula White provides the "Missing Link" in the quintet. While Durant
provided the secular logic of survival, White provides the supernatural validation that makes
that logic palatable to a religious base. She essentially "sanctifies" the Durantian struggle, telling
her followers that to "Stand with Israel" is to participate in a global dominion that requires the
strength of a conqueror. In the world of Paula White, the "advantage" of Christ is found in his
eventual return as a judge and a warrior—a vision of Jesus that looks remarkably more like
Genghis Khan than the suffering servant of the Gospels. This theological rebranding ensures
that the "Might Over Right" doctrine is not just accepted, but celebrated as a divine victory.

7. Anointing the Strongman: How Prosperity Theology Masks Cynical Realism

The intersection of Benjamin Netanyahu’s Durantian pragmatism and Paula White’s charismatic
influence marks a significant departure from traditional political ethics, creating a specialized
form of "anointing" that serves to sanitize raw power. In this framework, Prosperity Theology
acts as the aesthetic and spiritual veil for what is essentially a cold, cynical realism. By shifting
the focus from the internal moral character of a leader to their external "victory" and "favor,"
this theology provides a mechanism where the "Might" of the strongman is not just accepted as
a biological fact, but celebrated as a divine endorsement.

The Theology of Visible Results

At the heart of Prosperity Theology is the conviction that God'’s favor is evidenced by tangible,
material, and measurable success. When applied to the political sphere, this "Theology of
Results" aligns perfectly with Netanyahu'’s insistence on the "Genghis Khan" model of survival. If
a leader is successful in expanding territory, defeating enemies, or securing the economy, that
success is interpreted by followers of the Paula White tradition as an "anointing." This creates a
dangerous feedback loop: the more a leader utilizes the "ruthless efficiency" of a conqueror to
achieve results, the more they are perceived as being in alignment with the divine will. The
"cynical realism" of the statesman is thus successfully masked by the "spiritual success" of the
visionary.

Sanctifying the Secular Sword

Netanyahu’s worldview, as explored in previous sections, is fundamentally secular and
survivalist. However, to maintain the support of the global "Prophetic Public," he requires a
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language that transcends the transactional. Prosperity Theology provides this by "sanctifying
the sword." It takes the secular military strategy—often involving the "Genghis-like" tactics
Netanyahu alluded to in the 2026 presser—and rebrands them as "spiritual warfare." When the
strongman acts, he is not merely moving tanks or conducting air strikes; he is "breaking
strongholds." This linguistic shift allows the cynical use of force to be processed by the religious
mind as a holy necessity, effectively silencing the ethical critiques that would typically arise from
the teachings of Jesus regarding peace and mercy.

The Erasure of the Suffering Servant

Perhaps the most profound impact of this "anointing" is the systematic erasure of the "Suffering
Servant" archetype in favor of the "Victorious King." Traditional Christianity and Judaism both
contain deep roots in the idea of find meaning in suffering, exile, and the moral power of the
powerless. Netanyahu’s "Jesus vs. Genghis" dichotomy explicitly mocks this tradition by
suggesting that the "Suffering Servant" (Jesus) has "no advantage" in the real world. Prosperity
Theology agrees with this assessment by viewing lack, weakness, or defeat as a sign of
"disfavor" or "lack of faith." By aligning with a theology that equates power with righteousness,
Netanyahu is able to discard the moral constraints of the "weak" Jesus without losing his
"Christian" support. The strongman is anointed specifically because he refuses to suffer.

The Transactional Nature of the Anointing

Finally, this section observes that the "anointing" of the strongman is inherently transactional.
Paula White and her contemporaries provide the "Anointing" (the religious legitimacy), and in
return, the strongman (Netanyahu) provides the "Mountain" (the political and military power)
to advance their shared Dominionist agenda. This creates a closed system of logic where the
"Cynical Realist" and the "Charismatic Prophet" validate each other. The realism of the politician
ensures the survival of the movement, while the theology of the prophet ensures the politician
is never held to the moral standard of the very faith they claim to defend. In this environment,
the "Advantage of Genghis" becomes the only "Advantage" that matters, hidden behind a thin
veneer of "Prophetic Favor."

8. The Synthesis of the Quintet: Merging Prophecy, History, and Power

The convergence of John Nelson Darby, C.I. Scofield, Will Durant, Paula White, and Benjamin
Netanyahu represents a sophisticated, multifaceted intellectual architecture that essentially
functions as a modern "State Theology" of power. This synthesis is not merely an accidental
overlap of ideas but a deliberate weaving of disparate threads—prophecy, historical
determinism, and charismatic anointing—into a singular, operational worldview. At its center is
the resolution of the tension between the moral ideals of Western civilization, represented by
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Jesus, and the cold, survivalist mechanics of the ancient world, represented by Genghis Khan. By
merging these five influences, Netanyahu creates a political reality where the "might" of the
conqueror is perpetually justified by the "mandate" of the prophet.

The Functional Hierarchy of the Quintet

In this synthesis, each figure plays a specific, functional role in the maintenance of the
Netanyahu doctrine. Darby and Scofield provide the chronological and theological foundation;
they define the map of history and the identity of the protagonists. Durant provides the engine
of realism, stripping away the perceived "weakness" of religious sentiment to reveal the
biological necessity of strength. Paula White provides the modern, atmospheric validation that
re-sacralizes this secular strength for a contemporary audience. Finally, Netanyahu serves as the
practitioner—the one who synthesizes these inputs into a policy of "Peace through Strength," or
more accurately, "Survival through Dominance."

Resolving the Moral Dilemma of the Sword

The most critical achievement of this synthesis is the way it resolves the moral dilemma
inherent in a Judeo-Christian leader choosing the path of Genghis Khan over the path of Jesus.
In a standard ethical framework, these two paths are mutually exclusive. However, the "Power
Quintet" framework allows for a cognitive bridge. Through Scofield, the audience believes that
Israel’s survival is the ultimate moral good. Through Durant, they are taught that survival
requires the suspension of traditional morality. Through White, they are assured that this
suspension is actually a form of spiritual "dominion." Thus, when Netanyahu declares that Jesus
has "no advantage" in a world of barbarians, his audience does not hear a rejection of faith;
they hear a profound, "tough-minded" defense of the very world that allows faith to exist.

The Instrumentalization of the Apocalyptic

Another key element of the synthesis is the transition from "Waiting for the Apocalypse" (the
Darbyite mode) to "Managing the Apocalypse" (the Netanyahu mode). While Darby’s followers
were largely passive observers of a divine timeline, the synthesis with Durant’s realism and
White’s Dominionism turns the believer into an active participant in the state’s military and
political projects. The "Prophetic Mandate" is no longer a future hope but a present-day
intelligence brief. This instrumentalization of the apocalyptic means that every geopolitical
move—whether a strike on an enrichment facility or a territorial annexation—is processed as
both a strategic necessity and a cosmic victory.

Conclusion of the Synthesis

Ultimately, the synthesis of these five voices creates a closed-loop system of justification. If the
state is attacked, it is a sign that the "barbarians" (Durant) are at the gates of the "Holy Land"
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(Scofield). If the state responds with overwhelming, "Genghis-like" force, it is a sign of
"Anointing" and "Dominion" (White). If the world condemns the response, it is proof of the
"Antichrist spirit" or the "decay of the nations" (Darby). By integrating these perspectives,
Netanyahu has constructed an ideological fortress that is virtually impervious to outside moral
critique. It is a world where the "Advantage of Christ" is strategically deferred to the afterlife,
while the "Advantage of the Conqueror" is treated as the only reliable currency of the present.

9. The Instrumentalization of Faith: Exploiting the Evangelical-Zionist Alliance

The strategic brilliance of Benjamin Netanyahu lies in his ability to transform a nineteenth-
century theological niche into a twenty-first-century geopolitical juggernaut. By tapping into the
deep-seated beliefs codified by Darby and Scofield, Netanyahu has effectively instrumentalized
the faith of millions of American Evangelicals, turning their spiritual devotion into a reliable
source of political, financial, and military support. This alliance is not merely a shared interest in
the Holy Land; it is a calculated exploitation of a specific prophetic worldview to provide cover
for the "might-is-right" policies of the Israeli state. In this context, the "Jesus vs. Genghis"
rhetoric serves as a pressure test for the alliance, forcing the religious base to reconcile their
devotion to the Prince of Peace with their practical support for the "Scourge of God."

The Transformation of Affinity into Asset

For decades, the relationship between the State of Israel and the American Evangelical
community was defined by a vague, sentimental affinity based on shared biblical history.
However, under Netanyahu'’s leadership, this affinity was weaponized into a tangible political
asset. He recognized that the followers of the Scofield tradition do not view Israel as a foreign
country, but as a domestic spiritual priority. By speaking directly to this base—often bypassing
traditional diplomatic channels—Netanyahu created a "grassroots lobby" that perceives any
criticism of Israeli policy as an affront to God’s plan. This instrumentalization ensures that the
American executive and legislative branches remain tethered to Israeli strategic interests,
regardless of the prevailing secular political climate.

The Transactional Nature of the Prophetic Alliance

While the Evangelical side of the alliance views the relationship as a fulfillment of the
Abrahamic Covenant (Genesis 12:3), Netanyahu views it through the lens of Durantian realism.
To Netanyahu, the "Prophetic Public" is a strategic depth that provides Israel with a unique form
of "Soft Power" that can be converted into "Hard Power." The transaction is clear: Netanyahu
provides the "Signs of the Times"—the military victories, the territorial expansions, and the
defiance of international "Babylon"—and the Evangelical base provides the diplomatic shield
and the military funding. This section argues that the alliance is inherently asymmetric; while
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the Evangelicals provide their faith, Netanyahu provides the raw exercise of power that his
Durantian philosophy dictates is the only true currency of history.

The Rhetorical Pivot: Forcing a Choice

When Netanyahu asserts that Jesus has "no advantage" over Genghis Khan in the arena of
history, he is performing a daring rhetorical maneuver designed to "modernize" his religious
allies. He is essentially telling the Evangelical community that their Darbyite wait for a future
kingdom is a luxury they can no longer afford in the face of modern "barbarism." By de-
emphasizing the pacifism of Jesus and highlighting the necessity of Genghis-like strength, he
forces his allies to choose between a "weak" theological ideal and a "strong" political reality.
Most often, the base chooses the latter, persuaded by voices like Paula White that the "Warrior
Jesus" of the future approves of the "Warrior State" of the present.

The Erasure of Dissent within the Faith

The instrumentalization of this alliance also serves to marginalize dissenting voices within the
Christian community. By framing support for the Israeli state as the primary metric of "Biblical
faithfulness," Netanyahu and his proxies effectively excommunicate Christians who prioritize the
peace-making aspects of the Gospel over the power-seeking aspects of Zionism. This creates a
monolithic voting bloc that is immune to humanitarian arguments, as any concern for the
"victims" of the struggle is portrayed as a lack of faith in the "God of Armies." This section of the
paper contends that this exploitation of faith has led to a profound ethical hollowing out of the
Evangelical movement, where the "Advantage of the Sword" has completely eclipsed the
"Advantage of the Cross."

Conclusion: The Faith-Power Loop

Ultimately, the Evangelical-Zionist alliance under Netanyahu functions as a self-reinforcing loop.
The more Netanyahu utilizes the "might" of the state to dominate his environment, the more
the "Prophetic Public" sees it as proof of his anointing. The more they support him, the more
"might" he is able to project. This instrumentalization represents the ultimate triumph of the
Durantian view over the Darbyite hope. It is a world where faith is no longer a guide for the
conscience, but a fuel for the engine of the state. By the time Netanyahu reaches the "Jesus vs.
Genghis" dichotomy, the alliance is so deeply entrenched that the rejection of Christ’s historical
advantage is accepted as a profound, albeit tragic, strategic truth.

10. The Rejection of the Sermon: The Ethical Consequences of Prioritizing the Sword

The most profound casualty of Benjamin Netanyahu’s synthesis of Durantian realism and
dispensationalist prophecy is the ethical core of the New Testament: the Sermon on the Mount.
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By explicitly stating that Jesus Christ—the primary architect of a morality based on mercy,
humility, and the love of enemies—possesses no historical advantage over a ruthless conqueror
like Genghis Khan, Netanyahu effectively declares the foundational ethics of Western civilization
to be a strategic liability. This section examines the systemic "Rejection of the Sermon" and the
resulting ethical consequences when a state chooses to prioritize the "Sword" of the conqueror
over the "Spirit" of the suffering servant.

The Sermon as a Strategic Liability

In the ethical framework of the Sermon on the Mount, power is found in weakness, and victory
is achieved through sacrifice. Concepts such as turning the other cheek, loving one's enemies,
and mourning for the oppressed are presented as the highest expressions of human divinity.
However, through the lens of Will Durant’s biological history, these virtues are viewed as
"suicidal" for a nation state. Netanyahu’s doctrine posits that in a world populated by
"barbarians," the practitioner of the Sermon is not a saint, but a victim-in-waiting. By prioritizing
the Sword, the state rejects the possibility of a "moral advantage," arguing that morality is a
luxury of the secure. The consequence is a political culture that views empathy as a weakness
and diplomacy as a form of surrender.

The Moral Hollowing of the State

When the state adopts the "Genghis Khan" model, it undergoes a process of moral hollowing. In
this environment, the ends (survival and dominance) justify any means. The ethical constraints
that traditionally govern the use of force—such as proportionality, distinction, and the
protection of the innocent—are subordinated to the overarching goal of total deterrence. This
hollowing is not merely a policy choice; it is an ideological shift that permeates the entire social
fabric. It creates a society where the "Warrior" is the only respected archetype, and the
"Peacemaker" is viewed with suspicion or contempt. The "Rejection of the Sermon" thus leads
to a state that is technically proficient in violence but ethically bankrupt in its vision of the
future.

The Normalization of Pre-emptive Violence

A direct consequence of prioritizing the Sword over the Sermon is the normalization of pre-
emptive and disproportionate violence. If "Might is Right" and history favors the strong, then
the most "moral" act a leader can perform is to strike first and strike hardest. This logic is
evident in Netanyahu’s rhetoric regarding the "Iranian threat" and the "barbarians at the gates."
By framing every conflict as an existential struggle between "Civilization" and "Darkness," the
state justifies the suspension of the very values that civilization is supposed to represent. The
"Advantage of Genghis" is found in the ability to act without the hesitation of a conscience
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trained in the Sermon on the Mount. This leads to a cycle of perpetual conflict where the only
way to stay safe is to remain the most dangerous actor in the room.

The Betrayal of the Suffering Servant

For the millions of followers of the Darby, Scofield, and Paula White traditions, the "Rejection of
the Sermon" creates a profound spiritual crisis, though one that is often suppressed by the
"Dominionist" narrative. By supporting a leader who mocks the historical efficacy of Jesus, these
groups are participating in the betrayal of the very "Suffering Servant" they claim to worship.
They trade the transformative power of the Cross for the coercive power of the State. The
ethical consequence is a "Christian Zionism" that has more in common with the crusading spirit
of the Middle Ages than with the teachings of the historical Jesus. The "Advantage of the
Sword" becomes a surrogate for the "Grace of God," leading to a religion that is used to justify
oppression rather than to liberate the oppressed.

Conclusion: The Ethical Vacuum

Ultimately, the rejection of the Sermon on the Mount in favor of the Genghis Khan model
creates an ethical vacuum that cannot be filled by "Prophetic Destiny" or "Historical Necessity."
By declaring the "Soft Power" of Christ to be obsolete, Netanyahu leaves the world with a vision
of the future that is stripped of hope and defined solely by the capacity for destruction. This
section argues that the true "advantage" of the Sermon was not its military utility, but its ability
to offer a moral alternative to the "Jungle" of history. Without that alternative, civilization
becomes indistinguishable from the "barbarism" it seeks to defeat. The "Sword" may ensure
temporary survival, but it does so at the cost of the very soul of the civilization it was intended
to protect.

11. Assessing the "Moral Vacuum": A Critique of Existential Justifications for Violence

The culmination of Netanyahu'’s intellectual synthesis—a blend of Darby’s apocalypticism,
Durant’s biological realism, and White’s dominionism—Ileads to the creation of what critics
identify as a profound moral vacuum. By asserting that the historical survival of the state
requires a standard of power that renders the ethical teachings of Jesus obsolete in the face of
Genghis-like force, the political leader effectively removes the guardrails of traditional Western
morality. This section assesses the philosophical and practical implications of this vacuum,
offering a critique of the existential justifications for violence that have become the hallmark of
the current era.
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The Collapse of the Distinction Between Civilization and Barbarism

The primary critique of Netanyahu’s "Jesus vs. Genghis" axiom is that it collapses the very
distinction it purports to defend. Netanyahu frames the conflict as a defense of "civilization"
against "barbarians." However, by adopting the "advantage" of the barbarian—ruthless power,
pre-emptive strikes, and the prioritization of might over right—the defender begins to mirror
the attacker. In Durant’s secular framework, this is merely an adaptive necessity. But from a
moral perspective, it represents the death of the civilized ideal. If civilization is defined solely by
its ability to project more power than its rivals, then "civilization" becomes nothing more than a
more efficient form of barbarism. The moral vacuum is created when the values that civilization
is meant to protect are sacrificed in the name of its preservation.

The Hazard of Existential Determinism

The use of "existential threat" as a catch-all justification for military action serves as a form of
moral erasure. When a threat is framed as existential, as Netanyahu has consistently done with
the Iranian regime and its proxies, it creates an environment where any tactical choice is viewed
as a binary between "survival" and "annihilation." This determinism removes the possibility of
ethical deliberation. In this vacuum, the question is no longer "is this right?" but "will this
work?" The critique of this approach is that it treats history as a closed system with no room for
the transformative potential of soft power, diplomacy, or moral courage. By invoking Genghis
Khan as a historical standard, Netanyahu traps the state in a cycle of perpetual escalation where
the only logical response to violence is more overwhelming violence.

The Secularization of the Holy War

Perhaps the most insidious element of the moral vacuum is the secularization of what the Darby
and Scofield traditions originally viewed as a holy war. In the nineteenth-century view, the
struggle for Israel was a divine drama governed by a higher law. By introducing Durant’s
biological realism into this mix, Netanyahu removes the divine oversight and replaces it with
raw human will. This creates a scenario where the state exercises "god-like" power over life and
death without being subject to "god-like" moral constraints. The "anointing" provided by figures
like Paula White serves only to mask this shift, providing a religious vocabulary for a secular,
power-centric agenda. The result is a hybrid ideology that possesses the zeal of a crusade but
the coldness of a laboratory.

The Erosion of International Norms and Human Agency

The practical consequence of this moral vacuum is the erosion of the international legal order.
Concepts like human rights, the laws of war, and national sovereignty depend on a collective
belief in a "moral advantage"—the idea that there are certain lines even the strongest must not
cross. By publicly doubting the advantage of the moral actor (Jesus) over the conqueror
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(Genghis), Netanyahu undermines the philosophical basis of these norms. This critique suggests
that his worldview not only justifies immediate violence but also paves the way for a global
return to a "state of nature" where might is the only recognized law. It denies human agency by
suggesting that we are prisoners of our biological and historical instincts, incapable of
transcending the "Jungle" through higher ethical commitments.

The Psychological Impact of the Vacuum on Society

Finally, we must assess the internal impact of this moral vacuum on the society that adopts it. A
population that is consistently told that history favors the ruthless is a population that will
eventually become desensitized to suffering. The "Rejection of the Sermon" leads to a
hardening of the national heart, where empathy for the "other" is viewed as a security risk. This
section argues that the ultimate cost of Netanyahu’s doctrine is the loss of the "Moral
Imagination"—the ability to conceive of a future that is not defined by the weight of the sword.
In the shadow of Genghis Khan, the society becomes a garrison, and the garrison eventually
becomes a prison of its own making, as it can never achieve enough power to feel truly secure
in a world it has defined as inherently predatory.

12. Conclusion: The Fragility of Civilization in the Shadow of the Strongman

The intellectual journey traced in this paper reveals a profound and troubling transformation in
the Western political and theological landscape. By weaving together the apocalyptic maps of
John Nelson Darby, the mass-marketed certainty of C.I. Scofield, the biological realism of Will
Durant, and the dominionist fervor of Paula White, Benjamin Netanyahu has constructed a
worldview that effectively formalizes the "Might Over Right" doctrine for the twenty-first
century. The "Jesus vs. Genghis" dichotomy is not merely a provocative historical comparison; it
is a declaration that the moral foundations of the West are no longer considered sufficient to
ensure its survival. In the shadow of the strongman, the "Advantage of Christ"—which for
centuries provided the ethical orientation for Western law and human rights—is being
systematically traded for the "Advantage of the Conqueror."

This synthesis represents the ultimate realization of Will Durant’s warning regarding the fragility
of civilization. Durant argued that civilization is a precarious achievement, a thin veneer of order
and morality held back from the abyss of barbarism by constant effort and, when necessary,
force. However, the tragedy of the Netanyahu doctrine lies in its interpretation of that force. By
suggesting that one must out-barbarian the barbarian to preserve the gates, the doctrine risks
destroying the very "soul" of the civilization it claims to defend. If the primary lesson of history
is that the ruthless survive, then a civilization that survives through ruthlessness has arguably
already lost its defining characteristic. The "Moral Vacuum" identified in this study is the
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inevitable byproduct of a strategy that views ethical constraints as strategic liabilities rather
than civilizational essentials.

Furthermore, the instrumentalization of faith throughout this lineage has led to a hollowing out
of the religious traditions that once served as a check on state power. When the "Prophetic
Public" is conditioned to see military dominance as the primary evidence of divine favor, the
prophetic voice is silenced. The "Court Prophet," exemplified by Paula White, provides a
supernatural rubber stamp for the "Strongman," ensuring that the "Cynical Realism" of the
leader is never held to the standard of the "Suffering Servant." This alliance creates a closed-
loop system where power is self-validating, and the "Rejection of the Sermon" is celebrated as a
strategic triumph rather than lamented as a spiritual failure.

Ultimately, the fragility of civilization is most apparent when its leaders lose the "Moral
Imagination" to conceive of a world not defined by the weight of the sword. Netanyahu'’s
reliance on the "Genghis Khan" model suggests a deep-seated pessimism regarding human
nature and the possibility of progress. It is a return to a pre-Enlightenment world where the
only "Rights" are those held by the strong. As this paper has argued, the fusion of 19th-century
prophecy with 20th-century biological realism and 21st-century dominionism creates a political
force that is remarkably resilient but ethically desolate. The shadow of the strongman may offer
temporary security in a violent world, but it offers no path toward a lasting peace that reflects
the higher aspirations of the human spirit.

The true "Advantage of Christ," historically speaking, was never found in military logistics or
territorial expansion, but in the radical idea that the "weak things of the world" could confound
the mighty. By explicitly rejecting this advantage in favor of the "Advantage of the Sword," the
current political theology of the Israeli state marks a definitive break from the moral idealism
that birthed the very Western allies it relies upon. As we look toward an increasingly unstable
future, the question remains whether a civilization built on the "Genghis" model can endure, or
whether, in its quest for absolute survival, it will eventually collapse under the weight of its own
discarded ideals.

21



References
Darby, J. N. (1867). The Collected Writings of J.N. Darby. G. Morrish.

Durant, W. (1926). The Story of Philosophy: The Lives and Opinions of the Greater Philosophers.
Simon & Schuster.

Durant, W., & Durant, A. (1967). Rousseau and Revolution (The Story of Civilization, Vol. 10).
Simon & Schuster.

Durant, W., & Durant, A. (1968). The Lessons of History. Simon & Schuster.
Netanyahu, B. (1993). A Place Among the Nations: Israel and the World. Bantam.
Netanyahu, B. (2022). Bibi: My Story. Threshold Editions.

Netanyahu, B. (2026, March 19). Press Conference on Operation Roaring Lion and Regional
Security. Government Press Office, Jerusalem.

Scofield, C. I. (1909). The Scofield Reference Bible. Oxford University Press.
White, P. (2019). Something Greater: Finding Triumph over Trials. FaithWords.

White, P. (2025). The Seven Mountains Mandate and the Anointing of the Nations. Destiny
Image Publishers.

The author has published over 5,000 Al-assisted papers at:
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Douglas-Youvan/research . Google Scholar has indexed

these preprints, and if you want a particular reference, the Al mode of a Google search (Gemini)
has efficiently catalogued these preprints.

22


https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Douglas-Youvan/research

.l rroseeriTy & Dominion (217

23



