
In his book Sharansky makes that case that U.S. foreign
policy should be guided at least as much by ideals as
national interests. Part of that idealism should be a mis-
sion to export freedom to countries and societies living
in fear, focusing primarily on the Arab world.1 According
to Sharansky, the United States should not only prevent
terrorist and terrorist states from obtaining weapons of
mass destruction, but should also “understand how pow-
erful weapons of mass construction can be in the hands
of the free world.”

No doubt that Bush and Sharansky, a Soviet émigré
who is a top political official in Israel, share a similar per-
spective about international affairs, especially in the
Middle East. Following his Inaugural Address, the presi-
dent said that Sharansky’s book confirmed what he
already believed and that the Israeli author’s thinking
was “part of my presidential DNA.”2 

“If you want a glimpse of how I think about foreign pol-
icy read Natan Sharansky’s book,” the president told the
Washington Times in an exclusive interview in January
2005. Bush, who invited Sharansky to the White House
shortly after his reelection, received galleys of the book
from Tom Bernstein. A New York developer who was a
financial partner with Bush in the Texas Rangers,
Bernstein recently founded the International Freedom
Center, which is planning a museum that will be con-
structed at ground zero in lower Manhattan.3

Most media reports describe Sharansky mainly as a for-
mer Soviet dissident turned political philosopher, identi-
fying him in one article as the “intellectual godfather” of
Bush’s advocacy of a “global democratic revolution.”
Largely missing from the reports and discussion about
Sharansky’s intellectual influence in shaping Bush’s
administration’s commitment to spreading freedom and
democracy is an examination of the Israeli government

minister’s own political agenda in Israel and in the
United States. 

From “Prisoner of Zion” to Israel’s
Minister of Diaspora Affairs

According to Israel’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs, in the
1970s Sharansky engaged “in underground Zionist activi-
ties” until his 1977 arrest by Soviet authorities on
charges of treason and espionage. Although the U.S. gov-
ernment denied any connection between Sharansky and
the CIA, he was sentenced in 1978 to 13 years imprison-
ment. An international campaign, supported by
Presidents Carter and Reagan, led to Sharansky’s release
on February 11, 1986 as part of an East-West spy
exchange. That same night the self-described “Prisoner
of Zion” arrived in Israel, where he quickly became the
leading voice for the cause of Soviet Jewry. 

In 1988 Sharansky founded and became the first presi-
dent of the Zionist Forum. In 1995 Sharansky formed a
political party to represent new Jewish immigrants to
Israel. Always closely allied with Likud, particularly its
most extreme factions, the Yisrael B’Aliya party no longer
maintains its own independence and has effectively
merged with Likud.

A longtime member of the Knesset, Sharansky has held
a wide range of cabinet posts including Interior Minister,
Housing and Construction Minister, and Industry and
Trade Minister. Sharansky served as Deputy Prime
Minister from March 2001 to February 2003, when he
broke with Sharon over plans to withdraw Israeli settlers
from the occupied Gaza Strip. Sharansky, who continues
to oppose any concessions to the Palestinians, insists
there should be “no territory for terror.”4

Natan Sharansky and George W. Bush

The Foreign Policy Diaspora—
From Jerusalem to Washington
By Tom Barry | February 8, 2005

The State of the Union Address and Bush’s second Inaugural Address focused U.S. and international
attention on Natan Sharansky, author of The Case for Democracy: The Power of Freedom to Overcome
Tyranny & Terror. Pundits and reporters noted that the president’s lofty rhetoric about “ending tyranny
in our world” and guaranteeing “freedom from fear” echoed Sharansky’s language. 



Upon resigning as deputy prime minister, Sharansky
was appointed Minister for Jerusalem Affairs and the
Diaspora as part of a deal in which his Yisrael B’Aliya
became a branch of the ruling Likud party.5

Sharansky is founding member and current chairman
of One Jerusalem, which has one objective: “Saving a
united Jerusalem as the united capital of Israel.” Among
other activities, One Jerusalem provides “essential infor-
mation about the destruction of Jewish artifacts in sacred
places like Temple Mount.” Other prominent U.S.
cofounders of One Jerusalem include outgoing
Undersecretary of Defense for Policy Douglas Feith and
David Steinmann, who is chairman of the Jewish
Institute for National Security Affairs and a board mem-
ber of the Center for Security Policy.6

Dore Gold, also a cofounder of One Jerusalem, is top
Likud deputy and former Israeli ambassador to the
United Nations. Referring to Sharansky’s influential role
in shaping U.S. policy, Gold said: “Sharansky has a very
powerful moral voice because he was a prisoner of
Zion.”7

Sharansky shares the Israeli government’s conviction
that the entire city of Jerusalem is the country’s capital.
Israel annexed East Jerusalem after the 1967 war, and
have since steadfastly refused to release it to the
Palestinians, despite repeated UN resolutions declaring
Israel in violation of international law. The Palestinian
Authority claim East Jerusalem and would like to make it
the capital of the proposed Palestinian state.

For Sharansky, the accusation that the views of some
pro-Israel policy advocates are clouded by their dual loy-
alty to both Israel and the United States misses the fun-
damental truth about the Jewish diaspora. “I see the
Jewish world as one,” said Sharansky, “those who are liv-
ing and those who are not yet living in Israel. It is part of
the same body of people who left Egypt 3000 years ago,
and they are on their way to the land of Israel.” For this
reason, Sharansky says that the Israeli government must
be closely involved in the problems of the Jews in the
diaspora. “In fact,” he said, “on my initiative was created
a special government committee on relations with the
diaspora, and I’m chairman all these years.”8

In his role as Diaspora Minister, Sharansky travels
throughout the United States and authorizes government
funding to establish pro-Israel groups on U.S. campuses.
“Israel has few strategic assets as critical as American

Jewry,” according to the Israeli minister. “The fact that
the world’s leading superpower is a steadfast ally of
Israel is due in large measure to this proud and activist
community.”

Sharansky charges that Middle East studies depart-
ments at U.S. universities have adopted a vehemently
anti-Israel posture due to “years of massive investments
of money and effort by Arab states and the Palestinians.”
As the product of “generous Saudi funding,” university
departments have “been set up…to establish pseudo-sci-
entific theories, presenting Israel as the last colonial state,
whose very existence is immoral regardless of borders.”

To counter this Arab conspiracy, Sharansky intends to
“recapture the campus” with “a concentrated effort” and
change in direction in “Israel’s informational efforts.”9

Sharansky has also established, by way of the govern-
ment’s Israel Citizens Information Council, the Hasbara
Program, which sponsors an information program for
Jews living outside Israel.  As part of the Hasbara cam-
paign, “We are trying to be sure that on every campus
there will be a critical mass that will be able to stand up
and be counted to defend Israel.” Sharansky helped
establish the World Congress of Jewish activists, which
sponsors training programs in Jerusalem for students
around the world, including U.S. high school students.
The trainees are taught “how to defend Israel.”10

The Israeli minister says that his work on U.S. campus-
es counts on the strong backing of Prime Minister
Sharon. But the Israeli government is not alone in this
effort. “I’m working with the AIPAC [American-Israeli
Political Affairs Committee], Hillel of course, and Caravan
for Democracy, Friends of Likud as well as supporters of
the Likud Movement,” explained Sharansky.

As Minister of Jerusalem and Diaspora Affairs,
Sharansky advocates the “ingathering of Jews” in Israel.
In a letter published by the Israel Citizens Information
Council, a project of his ministry, Sharansky wrote: “In
Israel there is no such thing as an ‘ordinary citizen.’ This
country consists largely of immigrants, but immigrants
only in the sense that they were born someplace else,
just to return home, to Israel, later. The community we
have created—a diverse, vibrant and growing democra-
cy—is best represented by its citizens.”11 Sharansky
describes himself as “the representative of the govern-
ment and people of Israel to the Jewish world.”12
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Sharansky is also the chairman of The Coordination
Forum for Countering Anti-Semitism, a government
forum that brings together various government min-
istries, including its foreign ministry and information cen-
ter, together with various Jewish organizations including
the World Jewish Congress and the Anti-Defamation
League (ADL). The government-sponsored forum com-
mits “Israel as the Jewish state” to protect “the security
of Jewish communities around the world” and to “eradi-
cate all anti-Jewish activity.” 

Speaking in the capacity of chairman of the anti-
Semitism forum, Sharansky warned that under the veil of
“political criticism of Israel” lurks discrimination against
the State of Israel to which a double standard is applied,
and doubts are cast regarding its very right to exist.”

Sharansky frequently generalizes about the character
and mission of Jews, whether living in Israel or members
of the diaspora. Sharansky, for example, stated: “We Jews
are strong on history and being logical and believing in
moral principles, so it’s very important every Jew should
choose himself or herself as an ambassador of his people
and of his country.”13

When the U.S. media reported that in August 2004 that
the FBI had been investigating clandestine information-
sharing meetings involving a Pentagon official working
for Douglas Feith, Israeli intelligence officials, and repre-
sentatives of the American-Israeli Political Affairs
Committee, Sharansky was the Israeli government official
who publicly denied the allegations of spying. Sharansky
suggested the criminal investigation was the result of a
U.S. government interagency “rivalry,” singling out “the
Pentagon and the CIA.” 

The Neoconservative Connection

President Bush is not the first president to give
Sharansky a personal audience. After he was released
from prison in the Soviet Union, Sharansky met with
President Ronald Reagan—one the three men that
Sharansky credits for ending the “evil empire.” Sharansky
told the Weekly Standard that in addition to President
Reagan the other two men who form his trinity of heroes
are Soviet dissident Andrei Sakharov (for whom
Sharansky served as a translator) and Henry “Scoop”
Jackson. Senator Jackson led the Cold Warrior wing of
the Democratic Party, and he also was the leading 

congressional supporter of Israel. Many of today’s most
prominent neocons, including Richard Perle of the
American Enterprise Institute and Deputy National
Security Adviser Elliott Abrams, worked on Jackson’s
staff.14

For his part, Perle, a leading neoconservative who has
advised the Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and the
Likud party, boasts that “Scoop Jackson” and Natan
Sharansky are his two personal heroes.15

In his book Sharansky describes U.S. policy as a contin-
uum involving many of his closest friends and collabora-
tors in the United States, including Abrams, Perle, Deputy
Defense Secretary Paul Wolfowitz, outgoing
Undersecretary of Defense for Policy Douglas Feith, and
Cheney’s chief of staff “Scooter” Libby. “If you check
their background, most of them were connected either to
Senator Jackson or to the Reagan administration, or
both,” wrote Sharansky.

In the United States, Sharansky is a frequent guest at
neoconservative institutions, especially the American
Enterprise Institute. Although he resists any political
labeling aside from “Zionist,” his writing and speeches
are laden with the political terminology and frameworks
of the neocons, including such terms as “moral clarity,”
“appeasement,” and “totalitarianism.” In his writings in
Commentary and other neoconservative publications,
Sharansky rejects the attempts to establish a “moral
equivalence” (another stock neocon term) between the
Israelis and the Palestinians. 

Referring to the Palestinian Authority and Israel,
Sharansky in a speech to an April 2002 pro-Israel rally in
Washington said: “Equating good and evil is an evil
itself….We cannot accept moral equivalence between
those who see human bodies as a shield for terrorists,
and those for whom human rights are the highest
value.”16 Paralleling Bush’s own description of interna-
tional affairs as a divide between good and evil, and
those who are fighting terrorism and those who are sup-
porting it, Sharansky writes in his book that the world is
“divided between those who are prepared to confront
evil and those who are willing to appease it.”

President Bush first began expressing a new idealism in
U.S. foreign policy in speeches at the American
Enterprise Institute and the National Endowment for
Democracy (NED) in late 2003. Although Sharansky was
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also talking about the urgent need for U.S.-led democrati-
zation initiative in the Middle East, too much can be
made of Sharansky’s influence. Since the early 1980s
U.S. neoconservatives have been steadfast advocates that
U.S. foreign policy must combine the hard side of mili-
tary intervention with the soft side of public diplomacy
and free-market democratization.

Celebrating the 20th anniversary of the birth of NED,
President Bush in a November 2003 speech delivered at
the NED headquarters reaffirmed the U.S. government’s
role as international provocateur in a “global democratic
revolution.” Bush promised to double NED’s budget to
allow it to take the “world democratic movement” to the
Middle East—the region targeted by the U.S. government
as the focus of its “forward strategy of freedom.”

Sharansky’s vision of having Washington lead coalitions
to end tyrannies and promote democratization, especial-
ly in the Middle East, mirrors the democratization agen-
da that neocon-controlled think tanks and quasi-govern-
mental institutions like the National Endowment for
Democracy have long been advocating. NED, for exam-
ple, under the leadership of neocon Carl Gershman, has
established itself as the international secretariat for the
“World Movement for Democracy,” which encompasses
an increasing array of international associations of non-
governmental organizations, foundations, academics, and
parliamentarians, among others. 

NED’s democratization programs and its new role in
organizing transnational democracy movements aligned
with the United States is part of the neocon strategy to
marginalize the United Nations, which in addition to con-
straining U.S. hegemony has been a consistent critic of
Israeli human rights abuses and its violations of interna-
tional law. Sharansky shares this vision, as he spelled out
in his book. According to Sharansky, the United Nations
“is a very problematic organization” because it includes
countries that are not democratic and because the UN
doesn’t make the necessary connection between human
rights and freedom. Consequently, “We have to start
thinking about creating a parallel to the United Nations,
an organization, a United Nations of free societies. And
these, in the United Nations of free societies, the ques-
tion of human rights will not be disengaged from the
question of freedom.” 

This notion that human rights policy should not shape
foreign policy but should be used to support a foreign
policy that prioritizes “freedom” has been a consistent
theme of neoconservatism since the early 1970s—
although until the Cold War’s end the concept of freedom

was synonymous with anticommunism. But in
Sharansky’s view a commitment to freedom means join-
ing the war on terrorism and tyranny. “In our region,” he
says, “we see how [UN] representatives directly cooper-
ate with pro-terrorist organizations.”17

Sharansky’s concern about human rights abuses in the
Middle East is almost exclusively focused on the
Palestinians and the Arab countries. According to
Sharansky, there can be no withdrawal from Israeli-occu-
pied territories or recognition of a Palestinian estate until
Palestinians stop abusing human rights. “I remain con-
vinced,” wrote Sharansky in The Case for Democracy,
“that a neighbor who tramples the rights of its own peo-
ple will eventually threaten the security of my people.” In
contrast, Sharansky asserts: “Nothing compares with the
unique tolerance of Israeli society.”18

In a December 2004 review of Sharansky’s new book
in the Weekly Standard, Meyrav Wurmser expressed her
delight that “one of the great champions of freedom is
now influencing the thinking of the most powerful man
in the world.” Wurmser, the Israeli-born director of the
Center for Middle East Policy at the neoconservative
Hudson Institute, concludes her homage to Sharansky
warning: “Dictators everywhere, take note.”19 Similarly,
William Kristol, editor of the Weekly Standard and the
cofounder of the Project for the New American Century
(PNAC), was elated that the president was praising
Sharansky’s book. Days before the Inaugural Address,
Kristol wrote that Bush’s enthusiasm for Sharansky’s
political philosophy was very “good news” since it indi-
cated that the president was determined to continue his
controversial foreign policy in the Middle East during his
second term.20

The close ties between Israeli government officials and
Jewish neoconservatives in the Bush administration have
sparked concerns that right-wing Zionists are driving the
U.S. government’s militarism in the Middle East and its
strong support for the Likud hardliners. 

Writing in the American Jewish journal Tikkun, Paul
Buhle observed: “Hawks would of course be flying with-
out a single Jewish influential on the wing. And yet the
‘Jewish role’ in the think tanks around the White House
cannot be dismissed—even if the topic is nearly forbid-
den from open discussion.” He notes that while some
Jewish influence in foreign policy over the past three
decades has been positive, “the current situation has not
only striking but essentially Jewish connections…some
terrifyingly negative.”21
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Meeting of Minds

One of the greatest achievements of the neoconserva-
tives and the Israeli lobby has been the creation of an
ideological echo chamber in which neocon ideas become
common themes in the media and eventually come
bouncing back as policy pronouncements by the presi-
dent and other administration figures. Then the neocon
pundits and polemicists outside the administration in
institutes like AEI and PNAC applaud the administration
for its wise and courageous policies—when in fact those
policies came from their own policy blueprints.

Even before the recent state of the union and inaugural
addresses, close observers of the president’s pronounce-
ments about Israel and democratization in the Middle
East have noticed that Sharansky’s views are echoed—
often with the same phrasing—by the president.

As Dana Milbank of the Washington Post observed in a
July 2, 2002 article, “By coincidence—or something
more—the Israeli-Palestinian peace plan published in the
Jerusalem Post on May 3 sounds a lot like the peace pro-
posal Bush delivered in the Rose Garden on June 24.” 

Sharansky outlined a seven-point plan that appeared to
serve as the briefing points for Bush’s own plan.
Sharansky, for example, called for the U.S. to head an
“international coordinating body” that would under new
Palestinian leadership “develop the infrastructure for
democratic life among the Palestinians.” There would
also be an “international economic fund” for industrial
and infrastructure development. Sharansky called for a
“three-year transition period,” while Bush said that a
final agreement between Israel and the Palestinians
“could be reached within three years from now.” Before
there can be any serious peace negotiations, insists
Sharansky, the Palestinians must first rewrite their char-
ter, school books, and all official documents that deny
the legitimacy of Zionism. 22

Like Sharansky, Bush proposed “a major project of eco-
nomic reform and development” for the Palestinians but
only if the Palestinian Authority would prove its demo-
cratic credentials and form an “open and free society
that is not burdened by fear, hatred, and terror.” In his
plan, Sharansky asserted that the project would succeed
only if the Palestinians established a “free and open soci-
ety.” Milbank led his report with the rhetorical question:
“Is Natan Sharansky working in the White House speech-
writing office?”23

Bush’s speech announcing that the U.S. government
would no longer engage with Yassir Arafat because he
wasn’t a democrat came on the heels of an exclusive AEI
conference in Beaver Head, Colorado. Sharansky gave
the key address, and Paul Wolfowitz and Dick Cheney
were there taking notes. Both Wolfowitz and Cheney had
been working on the drafts of Bush’s June 24 speech.
Sharansky’s core message—dump the region’s dictators
and make democracy and other reforms a precondition
for peace negotiations—was also the key theme of Bush’s
speech. Richard Perle, who invited Sharansky to the
forum, said that the decision to drop Arafat was taken
shortly before Bush delivered his pro-Likud speech.
“Sharansky provided an important bit of last-minute affir-
mation,” said Perle. 

Sharansky met privately with Cheney and Wolfowitz
two days before Bush’s Middle East speech. Recalling his
hour-plus meeting with Cheney, Sharansky said: “More
than half our talk was devoted to what would be said in
the speech.” His time with Wolfowitz “gave us a chance
to talk about everything—Arafat, international terrorism,
Iraq and Iran, and, of course, Jewish history, our roots
and so on.”24 Part of the bond between Sharansky and
Wolfowitz is their admiration for “Scoop” Jackson. A few
months after he met with Sharansky at the AEI forum,
the Jewish Institute for National Security Affairs (JINSA)
honored Wolfowitz with its Jackson Distinguished Service
Award. Dick Cheney received the same award from JINSA
in 1991.

In Sharansky’s view, Bush’s speech on his new Middle
East policy was one of “the two greatest speeches of my
lifetime,” the other being Ronald Reagan’s speech casting
the Soviet Union as an “evil empire.”25 26

Channeling Sharansky

After perusing galleys of Sharansky’s book, President
Bush invited the Israeli minister for a personal meeting at
the White House on November 11, 2004. Following his
Oval Office meeting with Sharansky, the president said
Sharansky’s political philosophy would be part of both
his state of the union and inaugural speeches. 27 Although
drafted mainly by Michael Gerson, the State of the Union
Address incorporated comments from Elliott Abrams,
who has been Sharansky’s ally and friend since the
Reagan years, when Abrams directed human rights and
Latin American policy. 

According to Sharansky’s account of the meeting, he
told Bush that he was “a dissident among the leaders of
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the free world.” He applauded the president for keeping
on message “about spreading democracy in the Middle
East” despite mounting criticism. “Dissidents,” he said,
“focus on ideas. They have a message burning inside of
them. They would stand up for their ideas no matter the
consequences…You keep on talking about the impor-
tance of free societies and free elections.”

Sitting in on the president’s session with Sharansky was
Abrams, then special adviser to the president and the
National Security Council’s special adviser on Near East
and North African Affairs. Like Sharansky, Abrams is a
right-wing Zionist close to the Likud party who writes fre-
quently in neoconservative publications like Commentary.
Abrams, who has since been promoted to deputy nation-
al security adviser in charge of the administration’s glob-
al democracy policy, holds policy positions that closely
reflect those of Sharansky, including Abrams’ insistence
that there can be no peace negotiations or land deals
with the Palestinian Authority until certain preconditions
are met, including an explicit endorsement of U.S. policy
in the Middle East. In addition to his new position at the
NSC and as a special assistant to the president, Abrams
will oversee the NSC’s Near East and North Africa direc-
torate.

Prior to his hour-plus meeting with President Bush,
Sharansky visited 40 minutes with then-National Security
Adviser Condoleezza Rice. As he walked into Rice’s
office, she was holding his new book. “I’m reading it
because the president is reading it, and it’s my job to
know what the president is thinking.” Joining the meet-
ing with Rice was Sharansky’s coauthor, Ron Dermer.

Dermer was recently named as Israel’s new Minister of
Economic Affairs at the Israeli Embassy in Washington.
Dermer has served as an adviser to several Israel corpo-
rations. In 1995-1999 Dermer worked under Sharansky
as the chief strategist for the Yisrael B’Aliya party. Among
other positions, Dermer has been a political commenta-
tor at the Jerusalem Post and has served as an economic
and political strategic adviser to Minister of Finance
Benjamin Netanyahu and Minister for Diaspora and
Jerusalem Affairs Sharansky.28

Like the president, Secretary of State Rice has integrat-
ed political frameworks articulated by Sharansky into her
own pronouncements about the administration’s overall
foreign policy and in particular its Middle East policy. At
her January confirmation hearing in the Senate, for
example, Rice described the world in the dualistic terms
used by Sharansky—the division between the fear and
free societies. “We cannot rest,” said Rice, “until every

person living in a ‘fear society’ has finally won their free-
dom.”

Bush Saw Democracy Firsthand in
Israel 

The November session between Sharansky and the
president was not the first time that Bush had met
Sharansky. On an official visit to Israel in 1998, then-Gov.
Bush met with then-Foreign Minister Ariel Sharon, Prime
Minister Netanyahu, and Industry Minister Sharansky.
The Likud government escorted Gov. Bush around the
country, visiting weapons manufacturing plants, defense
facilities, anti-ballistic missile sites, and industries doing
business with Texans. “I saw democracy firsthand in
Israel,” said Bush, adding that Israel “is short on natural
resources in terms of resources you find in the ground
but it’s very long on the most natural resource of all,
which is brain power.” According to Bush, who had din-
ner with Netanyahu and was personally escorted in a hel-
icopter tour of the occupied territories by Sharon, “Israel
has got a tremendous amount of talent—smart folks—
many of whom have immigrated from Russia.”

Sharansky, one of those immigrants, gave Bush an
overview of the existing U.S.-Israeli business relationships
and new opportunities, especially in the defense industry.
Reflecting on these matters when he returned home,
Bush said: “I went and toured the defense facility of Ben
Guiron Airport for a couple of reasons. One, I am very
interested in looking at Israel’s development of an
antiballistic system as well as hearing of their plans for a
galaxy airliner that is now being manufactured with the
Pitzgzer Family.”29

U.S-Israel Policy Coherence for
Two Chosen People

Sharansky’s philosophy of freedom and fear, good and
evil, is a projection of his own political activism. In Israel
and across the Middle East, Sharansky is widely regarded
as a right-wing Zionist and hawk, who positions himself
to the right of Ariel Sharon.

Shortly after Bush’s “axis of evil” address in January
2002, Sharansky at a pro-Israel rally in Washington com-
mended the president for “waging a global battle against
Islamic terrorism.” He said that a trinity of countries in
the Middle East—Iran, Iraq, and Syria—were the ones
that constituted an axis of evil confronting Israel. 
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The coherence between the Likud party’s agenda and
that of the Bush administration was clearly on display at
the December 2004 “Herzliya Conference on National
Strength and Security in Israel,” which featured
Sharansky and Finance Minister Benjamin Netanyahu.
Sharansky expressed his elation about the prospects for
Israel’s regional agenda, noting that the reelection of
Bush was even more auspicious than the death of Arafat,
who Sharansky had repeatedly dismissed as a “murder-
er” and “terrorist.” Sharansky said that President Bush
shared his own belief that there could be no peace in the
Middle East and resolution of the Palestinian issue until
the Arab world adopted economic and political reforms
in line with those promoted by the Bush administration
and the Likud party. 

Like Sharansky, Netanyahu endorsed the new Bush
Doctrine that insisted that democratization must precede
peace negotiations in the Middle East—a roadmap to
peace that the right-wing and neoliberal Likud leader
called an antidote to the Oslo peace process. Like U.S.
neoconservatives, Sharansky and Netanyahu frequently
liken Bush’s plan to end tyranny and promote democracy
to the U.S. foreign policy in Japan and Germany following
the Allied victory in World War II. “It will take even
longer here,” said Netanyahu, a close political ally of
Sharansky, “yet it is the same process.”30

Both the United States and Israel have much in com-
mon, according to Sharansky. One of the links, he said in
a speech at a forum sponsored by the American
Enterprise Institute, which was the basis for an article in
Commentary, the journal of the American Jewish
Committee, is the spreading scourge of anti-Semitism.
“Anti-Americanism in the Islamic world and anti-
Americanism in Europe are in fact linked,” argued
Sharansky, because “both bear an uncanny resemblance
to anti-Semitism.” In this essay entitled “On Hating
Jews,” Sharansky wrote: “America embodies a different—
a nonconforming—idea of the good, and refuses to aban-
don its moral clarity about the objective worth of that
idea.”

Moreover, Minister of Diaspora Affairs Sharansky
believes that “Israel and the Jewish people share some-
thing essential with the United States.” According to
Sharansky, The Jews have long held that they were cho-
sen to play a special role in history, to be what their
prophets called “a light unto nations”….It is similar with
the United States—a nation that has long regarded itself
as entrusted with a mission to be what John Winthrop in
the 17th century called “a city on a hill” and Ronald

Reagan in the 20th century parsed as a “shining city on a
hill.”31

Tom Barry is policy director of the International
Relations Center (IRC), online at www.irc-online.org. He
directs the IRC’s Right Web program.
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