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Purim, rooted in the Jewish story of Queen Esther and the Persian Empire, is 
traditionally celebrated as a festival of survival, resilience, and the triumph of 
justice. The story commemorates the deliverance of the Jewish people from an 
existential threat, marked by joyous festivities and acts of charity. In recent years, 
however, Purim’s narrative has found itself reinterpreted within political contexts, 
particularly in Israeli-Iranian relations. When Israeli leaders invoke Purim in 
rhetoric aimed at Iran, the story’s themes of defiance and divine justice take on 
complex, modern-day implications, potentially deepening regional tensions. This 
paper examines Purim’s transformation from a religious celebration into a 
narrative with profound geopolitical weight. By analyzing the political implications 
of using Purim as a cultural symbol, this discussion highlights both the risks and 
potential pathways for reimagining Purim as a source of peace and intercultural 
understanding, rather than an incitement to division. 
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I. Introduction 

Purpose of the Paper 

Purim, traditionally a Jewish festival commemorating the story of Queen Esther 
and the survival of the Jewish people in ancient Persia, has long been celebrated 
as a time of communal joy, charity, and reflection on themes of resilience and 
identity. However, in recent years, the festival’s narrative has seen a shift in 
interpretation and use, increasingly leveraged in political messaging, especially 
within the volatile arena of Middle Eastern relations. Israeli Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu has recently invoked Purim as part of his rhetoric toward 
Iran, framing the ancient conflict between the Jewish people and Persian Empire 
as a parallel to contemporary Israeli-Iranian relations. This invocation of Purim in 
political discourse can carry potentially inflammatory implications, especially 
given the historical context and sensitive nature of Israeli-Iranian tensions. This 
paper seeks to explore the complexities and risks involved when a religious 
narrative such as Purim is applied to modern political situations. 

Context of Analysis 

Historically, Purim is seen as a story of survival and redemption. The Jewish 
people, faced with a genocidal threat from Haman, an advisor to the Persian king, 
found salvation through the actions of Queen Esther and her cousin Mordechai. 
Yet, when Netanyahu recently addressed the Iranian people, positioning himself 
and Israel as protectors or friends of Iran’s citizenry while simultaneously 
condemning the Iranian government, he subtly reframed the ancient story, 
suggesting a modern-day “second Purim” in which Israel stands against Iran as 
Persia’s reincarnation. By invoking Purim, Netanyahu taps into a long-standing 
cultural and religious narrative that could either unite or alienate, depending on 
perspective. While the story is a source of Jewish pride and cultural resilience, its 
portrayal as a modern narrative of “Israel versus Persia” risks fueling a divisive 
narrative that may inflame, rather than mitigate, existing hostilities. 

Significance of the Discussion 

The stakes of this reframing extend far beyond rhetoric. By presenting Israel and 
Iran as actors in a timeless conflict, Netanyahu’s invocation of Purim could 
intensify hostilities by framing current Israeli-Iranian relations within a religiously 
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charged, existential struggle. This narrative, echoed by both media and political 
circles, risks shifting public perception away from diplomacy and cooperation and 
toward inevitable conflict. The implications are severe, with potential impacts not 
only on Israeli-Iranian relations but on the broader Middle Eastern geopolitical 
landscape, where religious and historical narratives often play a role in identity 
formation, ideological alignment, and even military strategy. 

In exploring this recontextualization of Purim, this paper seeks to unravel the 
delicate balance between historical commemoration and political appropriation. 
When cultural and religious symbols are used in political discourse, especially in 
regions marked by longstanding tensions, they can reinforce identities but also 
risk exacerbating divides. Understanding the potential consequences of such 
narratives is crucial for promoting a discourse that respects history without 
weaponizing it, fostering a more nuanced approach to international relations in 
the Middle East. 

 

II. Purim’s Historical and Religious Origins 

Story of Purim 

Purim is rooted in one of the most celebrated and dramatic narratives of the 
Hebrew Bible, the Book of Esther. Set in the Persian Empire under King Ahasuerus 
(often identified with Xerxes I), the story follows the Jewish Queen Esther and her 
cousin Mordechai as they uncover and thwart a plot against the Jewish people. 
Haman, a high-ranking advisor to the king, grows enraged with Mordechai after 
the latter refuses to bow to him. In retaliation, Haman devises a scheme to 
annihilate the Jewish population throughout the empire, obtaining the king's 
consent to issue a decree calling for their destruction. Esther, secretly Jewish 
herself, courageously intervenes by revealing her identity to the king and 
exposing Haman’s plot, persuading the king to reverse his decree and instead 
authorize the Jews to defend themselves. In the ensuing conflict, the Jewish 
people succeed in overcoming their enemies, a victory which is later 
commemorated in the annual festival of Purim. The story ends with Haman's 
downfall, solidifying Purim as a narrative of survival and divine providence. 
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Religious and Cultural Significance 

Traditionally, Purim is celebrated with immense joy and gratitude, focusing on 
themes of survival, resilience, and divine intervention. It is a holiday marked by 
mitzvot (commandments) such as reading the Megillah (the Scroll of Esther), 
giving to charity, sharing festive food, and holding celebratory meals. These rituals 
are designed not only to honor the survival of the Jewish people but also to 
encourage a sense of community, empathy, and remembrance. By giving to the 
poor and sharing food with neighbors, Purim promotes values of solidarity and 
generosity, while the joyous festivities reflect the relief and gratitude for escaping 
persecution. 

A central theme of Purim is self-defense, and this resonates deeply within Jewish 
cultural identity. Unlike other Jewish festivals that celebrate divine miracles, 
Purim uniquely emphasizes human agency and courage, with Esther and 
Mordechai playing critical roles in their people's salvation. Their actions embody 
the courage required to confront existential threats and reinforce a cultural 
memory of resilience and survival against those who seek the community’s 
destruction. This emphasis on self-defense has given Purim a particular resonance 
in contexts where Jewish communities face hostility, encouraging reflection on 
the balance between seeking peace and defending one's identity. 

Purim’s Historical Setting in Persia 

Purim’s setting in ancient Persia—what is now modern-day Iran—adds layers of 
complexity to its contemporary relevance, especially in the context of Israeli-
Iranian relations. Persia was a powerful and culturally rich empire, encompassing 
diverse populations and a spectrum of religious beliefs, including a longstanding 
Jewish presence. This historical coexistence, however, was not without tension, as 
exemplified by Haman’s plot, which reflects the occasional dangers minorities 
faced in empires that were tolerant but not immune to prejudice. 

In today’s geopolitical climate, Purim’s Persian setting imbues the festival with 
additional layers of interpretation. Modern-day Iran and Israel, despite the vast 
passage of time, are often framed in opposition, with historical narratives 
sometimes fueling contemporary tensions. While Purim is fundamentally a story 
of Jewish survival and identity, the fact that it takes place in ancient Persia can 
lead some to interpret its commemoration as a symbol of Jewish resilience 
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against modern Iranian threats—a perspective that political figures like 
Netanyahu occasionally invoke. This overlap between ancient and modern 
contexts shows how Purim’s narrative continues to resonate within Jewish 
identity but also how its story, when reframed through a contemporary lens, can 
play into political narratives that draw from and reinforce longstanding historical 
tensions. 

Purim’s historical and religious origins thus create a tapestry of survival, 
resilience, and the complexities of identity within a multicultural empire. The 
story itself is an archetype of overcoming adversity, but the memory of its setting 
in ancient Persia adds a potent dimension when considered alongside current 
Middle Eastern geopolitics. As we will explore, this interplay between historical 
narrative and modern-day political discourse has given Purim a unique place in 
discussions surrounding Israeli-Iranian relations, where ancient stories sometimes 
serve to justify contemporary positions, with potentially significant implications. 

 

III. Netanyahu’s Rhetoric: “A Plan for a Second Purim” 

Overview of Netanyahu’s Message to Iran 

In a recent and notably charged statement, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu addressed the Iranian people, framing Israel as a supportive ally to 
them while simultaneously condemning the ruling Islamic Republic. Netanyahu’s 
message portrayed a sharp distinction between the Iranian government and the 
citizens, signaling that Israel’s hostilities are directed not at the Iranian populace 
but at the government. He presented Israel as a potential ally, almost an 
advocate, for a "free Iran" and claimed that Iran's citizens deserve better 
governance—an implication that change is not only desirable but, from Israel’s 
perspective, necessary. 

Netanyahu’s rhetoric taps into a complex narrative within Israeli-Iranian relations, 
a dynamic heavily marked by mutual suspicion, occasional threats, and competing 
ideological visions. His message strategically invokes an ancient connection by 
addressing the citizens of Persia (modern-day Iran) rather than focusing solely on 
the state’s political structure, aligning his rhetoric with the story of Purim, where 
the Persian ruler’s adviser, Haman, threatened the Jewish people only for them to 
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find salvation through Esther’s intervention. By likening the current regime to a 
modern Haman, Netanyahu’s narrative suggests that the Iranian people, much 
like the Jewish people in ancient Persia, are oppressed under a tyrannical rule and 
deserve liberation. His rhetoric, although seemingly framed as a call for 
friendship, underscores an ideological dichotomy, with Netanyahu implicitly 
positioning Israel as a historical savior capable of aiding a future “liberation.” 

Implications of a “Second Purim” 

By drawing on Purim, Netanyahu’s rhetoric takes on loaded symbolism, hinting at 
a “second Purim” scenario, where Israel, like Esther, could intervene in what it 
perceives as a hostile regime threatening its existence. This language is 
particularly provocative, as Purim itself is a narrative rooted in survival amid 
existential threat. Invoking it in this way implies that Israel perceives itself in a 
similar role—one in which it may be justified in taking drastic measures against 
the Islamic Republic, much as Esther's people were allowed to defend themselves 
from an orchestrated massacre. 

The idea of a “second Purim” positions the current Iranian government in the 
symbolic role of Haman, the antagonist of the Purim story, implying that it poses 
an equivalent threat to Israel. This framing is more than a call for potential 
alliance or diplomacy; it is a thinly veiled warning that Israel could consider 
decisive actions if it believes its survival is at stake. It also implies a tragic end for 
those deemed threats within the regime, adding a potential sense of apocalyptic 
inevitability to his message. For Iranians, particularly those loyal to the 
government, Netanyahu’s reference to Purim might not be received as a historical 
analogy but as a threat veiled in the guise of cultural symbolism—a reminder of 
Israel’s willingness to stand its ground in the face of perceived existential threats. 

This invocation of Purim raises a specter of confrontation rather than 
cooperation, suggesting that Israel, in the story’s allegorical frame, would emerge 
victorious. To those within Iran who might view Purim as a story of betrayal, 
Netanyahu’s choice of language could be inflammatory and alienating, suggesting 
that Israel does not merely wish for a shift in government but, if needed, is 
prepared to enforce it. 
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Political Strategy or Historical Provocation? 

Netanyahu’s reference to Purim could be seen as a well-calculated political 
maneuver designed to communicate strength to both the Israeli public and the 
international community. Within Israeli politics, where Netanyahu’s 
administration has taken a firm stance against Iran’s nuclear ambitions, this 
rhetoric reinforces his position as a staunch defender of Israeli security. Framing 
Iran as a reincarnation of the Purim narrative, he aligns his stance with a story of 
survival and divine justice that is culturally resonant among Israeli citizens, thus 
consolidating domestic support by tapping into a collective cultural memory. 

On the other hand, the invocation of Purim could also be read as a historical 
provocation, one that risks escalating tensions rather than alleviating them. 
Purim’s significance as a story of triumph over oppression makes it a powerful 
symbol, but invoking it within contemporary Middle Eastern conflicts raises the 
specter of historical grievances and feeds into a rhetoric of age-old animosities. 
Netanyahu’s language, by linking ancient Persia and modern Iran, might blur the 
line between religious narrative and political reality, reinforcing a sense of 
timeless conflict that could be seen as dehumanizing or threatening by Iranian 
audiences. 

Ultimately, Netanyahu’s rhetoric is a double-edged sword. For supporters, it 
paints him as the custodian of Jewish survival, preserving historical memory as a 
warning to adversaries. Yet to critics, his rhetoric may appear reckless and 
inflammatory, stoking religious tensions and risking further estrangement 
between Israel and Iran. The historical connotations embedded in his message 
remind Iranian leaders and citizens alike of the cultural and religious divides that 
political figures often exploit, suggesting that the legacy of Purim, rather than 
inspiring peace, may be harnessed as a rallying call for confrontation. In this 
sense, Netanyahu’s “second Purim” framing is less about diplomacy and more 
about signaling Israel’s willingness to take decisive action—an interpretation that 
could shape, or even destabilize, the path forward in Israeli-Iranian relations. 
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IV. Inflammatory Potential of Purim’s Narrative in the Middle East 

Perceptions of Anti-Persian Sentiment 

Invoking Purim in modern-day political rhetoric—especially within the context of 
Israeli-Iranian relations—risks amplifying perceptions of anti-Persian sentiment. 
For many Iranians and others in the Middle East, Purim is not merely a historical 
or cultural festival but a narrative deeply tied to an ancient conflict between Jews 
and Persians. When leaders like Netanyahu link Purim’s story to contemporary 
Iran, it can feel like an enduring symbol of hostility rather than a relic of ancient 
history. This perception may be particularly sensitive for Iranians, who could 
interpret Netanyahu’s rhetoric as a veiled continuation of historical grievances, 
effectively branding Iran as the eternal antagonist in a biblical story of Jewish 
survival. 

From an Iranian perspective, such rhetoric could be seen as a targeted insult to 
Persian identity, especially given the deep historical and cultural pride that many 
Iranians hold in their ancient heritage. Persia, known for its cultural achievements 
and significant historical influence, is often celebrated in Iran as a source of 
national identity. Recasting this legacy through the lens of a Purim narrative risks 
alienating Iranians by framing their national story within a narrative of 
antagonism. Furthermore, for Iranians who interpret Purim as commemorating a 
massacre of Persians rather than a triumph of Jewish survival, Netanyahu’s 
allusions might provoke a sense of betrayal or historical injustice. It could 
reinforce the perception that Israeli leaders not only view modern Iran as a threat 
but have culturally anchored that perception in an ancient, antagonistic narrative, 
effectively reviving and reinforcing a hostile image that dates back to the Persian 
Empire. 

Purim as a Symbol of Israeli Defiance and Dominance 

Netanyahu’s invocation of Purim also carries implications for Israeli national 
identity, especially as a symbol of resilience and defiance in the face of existential 
threats. By evoking Purim, Netanyahu casts Israel as a nation capable of 
confronting powerful adversaries, drawing a direct parallel between the survival 
of the Jewish people in ancient Persia and modern Israel’s stance against Iran. 
This symbolism is particularly potent within Israeli society, where Purim holds a 
special place as a reminder of Jewish survival against historical enemies. 
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Netanyahu’s rhetoric, by framing Israel as a modern-day Esther, seeks to unite 
Israeli citizens under a shared cultural memory of defiance, presenting Iran as the 
latest manifestation of an enduring threat. 

This framing not only appeals to national pride but also emphasizes a narrative of 
dominance, where Israel is not only able to stand against its enemies but also to 
overcome them. To regional observers, particularly those in Iran and its allies, this 
can be interpreted as Israel asserting its superiority in the region, positioning itself 
as an unyielding force capable of decisively confronting any adversary. 
Netanyahu’s rhetoric could thus be seen as a bold claim to regional strength, one 
that may alienate neighboring countries by implying that Israel views itself as a 
regional protector or even as a force with a mandate to intervene. By likening 
Israel’s stance toward Iran to the Purim story, Netanyahu risks reinforcing a 
narrative of dominance that might provoke resistance, especially from countries 
that view Israel’s influence as a threat to their sovereignty or regional balance. 

Iran’s Response and Regional Reactions 

Given the inflammatory nature of this rhetoric, Iranian leaders and media outlets 
are likely to respond with sharp criticism, viewing Netanyahu’s invocation of 
Purim as a deliberate attempt to stoke regional tensions. Iranian state media, 
which frequently frames Israeli actions as aggressive or imperialistic, might 
interpret Netanyahu’s message as a continuation of hostile policies and portray it 
as evidence of Israel’s disregard for Iranian sovereignty and identity. Iranian 
leaders, too, could leverage this narrative to reinforce anti-Israeli sentiment, 
painting Netanyahu’s rhetoric as an attack not only on the Islamic Republic but on 
the Persian cultural heritage itself. 

The framing of a “second Purim” could be spun by Iranian media as a thinly veiled 
threat of aggression, allowing Iranian leaders to unite domestic opinion by 
portraying Israel as an aggressor with an historical vendetta. This, in turn, could 
escalate tensions within Iran, reinforcing hardline anti-Israel positions and 
reducing the likelihood of diplomatic efforts. Additionally, Iranian leaders might 
use this rhetoric to rally support from allies in the region, emphasizing a narrative 
of shared resistance against perceived Israeli and Western encroachments on 
Middle Eastern sovereignty. 
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Regionally, other Middle Eastern nations are likely to interpret Netanyahu’s 
rhetoric with caution, with reactions varying depending on their relationships 
with Israel and Iran. Nations with close ties to Iran, such as Syria and Lebanon, 
might see Netanyahu’s rhetoric as a reaffirmation of Israeli hostility, potentially 
pushing them to strengthen their alignment with Iran. Conversely, Arab nations 
with budding relations with Israel, like the UAE and Bahrain, may face a 
diplomatic dilemma; while they may be inclined to support Israel’s right to self-
defense, they could view the “second Purim” language as unnecessarily 
provocative and destabilizing to the fragile peace that these new alliances seek to 
cultivate. 

In sum, Netanyahu’s invocation of Purim has the potential to generate a ripple 
effect across the Middle East. By framing modern Israeli-Iranian relations through 
a story with deep religious and cultural resonance, Netanyahu risks reinforcing an 
“us vs. them” narrative that plays into existing divisions. For Iran, this rhetoric 
could solidify a sense of historical grievance and existential threat, bolstering 
support for its anti-Israeli stance both domestically and among allies. For Israel, 
while this rhetoric may resonate domestically as a call to resilience, it risks 
isolating Israel from potential regional allies who might view Purim’s narrative as 
a needlessly divisive framework. The inflammatory potential of this narrative 
underscores the delicate balance required in Middle Eastern geopolitics, where 
religious and cultural symbols, if not carefully managed, can escalate conflicts 
instead of fostering dialogue. 

 

V. Purim as a Tool of Propaganda in Modern Geopolitics 

Religious Narratives as Political Tools 

In the landscape of modern geopolitics, religious stories often become more than 
cultural or theological heritage—they are frequently repurposed as instruments 
of propaganda. Religious narratives, with their deep-rooted themes and 
emotional resonance, have the power to unify groups, reinforce ideologies, and 
legitimize political agendas. In this context, Purim’s story of survival from a near-
genocidal plot against the Jewish people provides a potent vehicle for conveying 
themes of resilience, divine justice, and the imperative of self-defense. By 
invoking Purim’s narrative within the realm of Israeli foreign policy, leaders like 
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Netanyahu can evoke not just a story of historical survival but an implied warning 
of modern threats, signaling that Israel, much like the Jews of ancient Persia, will 
stand up against those who would see it eradicated. 

Purim’s transformation from a religious celebration to a political tool is significant. 
The story of Esther and Mordechai conveys universal values of courage, loyalty, 
and survival. However, when used strategically, it can become a narrative of 
justification, suggesting that Israel, like the Jewish people in Persia, is under 
existential threat and has divine sanction to defend itself aggressively. This 
framing may serve to unify Israeli citizens around a collective memory of adversity 
and resilience, while also subtly justifying pre-emptive or defensive actions 
against perceived enemies, particularly Iran. By framing modern-day Iran as a 
stand-in for ancient Persia, Netanyahu taps into a longstanding narrative that 
places Israel on the moral high ground, positioning it as an enduring symbol of 
survival in the face of annihilation—a potent message both domestically and on 
the global stage. 

Identity, Ideology, and Historical Narrative 

Purim’s themes of survival, divine justice, and resistance lend themselves 
powerfully to the construction of a national identity rooted in resilience and 
moral authority. For Netanyahu, and others in the Israeli political sphere, invoking 
Purim can serve as a means of fostering a unified Israeli identity that sees itself in 
perpetual opposition to regional adversaries. In this narrative, Israel becomes the 
“new Esther,” an underdog nation surrounded by hostile forces but protected by 
a unique relationship with the divine, capable of triumphing over existential 
threats through courage and unity. 

By promoting a national identity that is intrinsically linked to historical survival 
stories like Purim, Netanyahu reinforces an ideology of vigilance and defiance. 
This identity not only positions Israel as a bastion of resilience but also draws a 
line between allies and adversaries, marking those who pose a threat as morally 
akin to Haman—perpetrators of existential threats to the Jewish people. This 
ideological framing can justify aggressive foreign policy stances and lend moral 
legitimacy to military actions in the name of self-preservation. In essence, Purim 
becomes a narrative of divine right, where Israel, embodying the legacy of the 
ancient Jewish people, stands as a beacon of survival, perpetually ready to act 
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against perceived threats. The moral clarity provided by such a narrative can also 
resonate with international allies, particularly those in the West, who may 
interpret Israel’s struggles as a continuation of historical resilience and 
righteousness, deserving of unwavering support. 

Comparisons to Other Politicized Holidays 

Purim is not alone in being reappropriated as a tool of nationalistic or militaristic 
identity. Numerous other religious and cultural holidays around the world have 
similarly evolved into expressions of national pride or calls to action, often tied to 
narratives of historical survival or victory. For example: 

• Passover: While traditionally a celebration of liberation from Egyptian 
slavery, Passover’s message of freedom and deliverance has been used by 
Israeli leaders to frame modern Israel as a homeland where Jews are safe 
from persecution. The story of Exodus, with its themes of liberation and 
divine protection, is sometimes invoked in political rhetoric to underline 
the idea that Israel is the only place where Jewish people can truly be free 
and sovereign. This reappropriation strengthens Israeli national identity, 
aligning the state’s existence with the fulfillment of ancient promises. 

• Ashura (Shiite Islam): In Shia Islam, Ashura commemorates the martyrdom 
of Imam Hussein, a significant figure who died resisting oppression. Over 
time, Ashura has become a symbol of the struggle against tyranny and 
injustice, with leaders in Iran and other Shia-majority areas often invoking 
Hussein’s sacrifice to encourage defiance against perceived oppressors, 
including Western powers and Israel. This holiday, therefore, becomes 
more than a religious observance; it’s an emblem of resistance and a call to 
solidarity against oppression. 

• America’s Fourth of July: Independence Day in the United States 
commemorates the Declaration of Independence, but it has also become a 
time for affirming national values, particularly those of freedom, resilience, 
and strength. During periods of conflict, American leaders have invoked the 
spirit of July 4th to rally citizens around the ideals of liberty and justice, 
sometimes positioning the U.S. as a defender of these values on the global 
stage. As such, the holiday reinforces a narrative of American 
exceptionalism and readiness to defend democratic ideals. 
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• Russia’s Victory Day: Celebrating the Soviet victory over Nazi Germany in 
World War II, Victory Day in Russia is not only a day of remembrance but a 
reinforcement of Russian national pride and resilience. It serves as a symbol 
of defiance against Western influence, often emphasizing Russia’s historical 
role as a defender against foreign threats. Russian leaders invoke Victory 
Day to inspire unity and justify contemporary military actions, framing 
them as necessary to preserve Russia’s legacy of strength and survival. 

These examples highlight how powerful holidays and religious commemorations 
can transcend their original purposes, evolving into symbols of identity, ideology, 
and national strength. By invoking Purim in a similar way, Netanyahu situates 
Israel within this global tradition, drawing on a historical narrative to underscore 
Israel’s right to defend itself against perceived existential threats. This approach 
appeals to cultural pride and unity but also risks stoking regional tensions by 
framing modern political dynamics in terms of ancient enmities, thereby drawing 
lines between allies and adversaries in ways that may entrench hostilities. 

In conclusion, Purim’s story offers Netanyahu and other Israeli leaders a powerful 
narrative tool, one that intertwines religion, culture, and history into a cohesive 
message of defiance, resilience, and vigilance. By framing Israel’s stance toward 
Iran through the lens of Purim, Netanyahu amplifies a narrative of survival that 
resonates deeply within Israeli society. However, like other politicized holidays, 
this narrative risks perpetuating conflict by framing international relations in 
terms of historical antagonisms, with Israel cast as the rightful victor over threats 
both ancient and contemporary. As this paper explores, while such narratives can 
unify and inspire, they can also create divisive, polarizing frames that make the 
possibility of lasting peace ever more elusive. 

 

VI. Theological and Ethical Implications of a “Second Purim” 

Religious Justification or Ethical Dilemma? 

The framing of contemporary political conflicts as a “second Purim” introduces a 
profound theological and ethical dilemma, where the moral clarity of ancient 
religious narratives meets the complexities of modern geopolitics. In the Purim 
story, Queen Esther and her cousin Mordechai’s intervention in a genocidal plot 
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against the Jewish people is presented as an act of righteous defiance. However, 
applying this ancient narrative to current geopolitical realities blurs the line 
between religiously justified self-defense and potential political manipulation. By 
casting Iran in the role of Haman, as an antagonist threatening Israel’s existence, 
Netanyahu taps into a deeply resonant narrative of survival, yet he risks 
transforming the Purim story from a tale of miraculous deliverance into a pretext 
for aggressive political action. 

Using religious narratives as justification can create an ethical gray area, as it 
implies a moral authority that is tied not just to political imperatives but to divine 
sanction. This approach can appeal strongly to religious communities and 
nationalist sentiment, framing any opposition to Israeli policy as an opposition to 
divine will or historical justice. However, such framing can easily lead to ethical 
contradictions. The Purim story concludes with the violent defeat of those who 
sought to destroy the Jewish people—a victory that is celebrated within the 
context of ancient self-defense. When transposed into the present day, however, 
this narrative may suggest an uncompromising stance that equates current 
political adversaries with a moral evil that must be vanquished, rather than 
approached through diplomacy or negotiation. This framing risks justifying 
potentially extreme actions under the guise of a biblical mandate, which, in turn, 
challenges the ethical obligations that come with political power in a modern, 
multicultural world. 

Purim’s Narrative in the Modern Ethical Context 

Applying Purim’s themes of violence and self-defense to modern statecraft 
introduces ethical questions about proportionality, justice, and moral 
responsibility. While the Purim story celebrates Jewish resilience and the triumph 
over a life-threatening enemy, the ethical complexities of international relations 
call for a different calculus than those found in ancient scripture. Purim’s 
narrative, when viewed through a modern ethical lens, raises questions about 
how one should respond to perceived existential threats while adhering to 
principles of justice and measured response. 

Modern conflicts involve a global community governed by international laws, 
conventions, and norms, which were not present in ancient times. Invoking a 
“second Purim” can carry implicit ethical messages that could justify unilateral or 
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disproportionate actions, sidelining considerations of diplomatic resolution and 
potentially leading to overreach in the name of self-defense. The Purim story, as it 
is traditionally understood, leaves little room for negotiation or reconciliation; it 
ends in the defeat of an antagonist viewed as irredeemable. But in today’s world, 
where mutual interests and shared humanity are seen as avenues toward peace, 
framing modern conflicts as direct continuations of Purim raises ethical 
challenges, particularly concerning whether it is morally justifiable to see an 
entire nation or government as a categorical threat. 

This interpretation also risks reinforcing a narrative where Israel, by virtue of 
historical suffering, assumes an uncompromising stance in the face of perceived 
threats. While this position may resonate with those who view Israel’s actions 
through a lens of historical justice, it may alienate those who believe that all 
nations share a responsibility to pursue peace and minimize harm. Moreover, it 
places the onus of “moral purity” on actions taken against perceived threats, 
potentially allowing leaders to bypass moral scrutiny by reframing actions within 
the context of biblical justice rather than contemporary ethical standards. As 
such, the invocation of Purim as a guiding narrative in foreign policy raises 
significant questions about the responsibility of nations to act with restraint and 
prioritize peaceful solutions in a complex, interconnected world. 

Potential for Misinterpretation and Escalation 

The narrative of a “second Purim” holds considerable potential for 
misinterpretation, escalation, and deepening of hostilities, especially among 
those in Iran who may view it as a threat to their national identity and existence. 
By framing a political struggle in terms of an ancient tale that culminates in the 
defeat of a villainous figure, Netanyahu’s rhetoric could easily be interpreted by 
Iranians as a signal of intent—suggesting that Israel’s ultimate goal is not just to 
counter Iran’s government policies but to completely eliminate what it perceives 
as a modern “Haman.” This characterization may escalate tensions, reinforcing 
Iran’s perception of Israel as an existential enemy, thereby reducing the likelihood 
of diplomatic resolution and increasing the potential for conflict. 

For the Iranian populace, hearing their country’s conflict with Israel couched in 
terms of a “second Purim” could lead to widespread fear or resentment, framing 
Israel not as a potential partner for peace but as a relentless adversary with 
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historical grievances. The association with Purim could be seen as stripping Iran of 
its cultural dignity, reducing it to a mere antagonist in a story of divine justice. As 
a result, this framing might deepen anti-Israel sentiment within Iran, prompting 
Iranian leaders to respond with equally inflammatory rhetoric and reinforcing a 
cycle of hostility that diminishes prospects for peace. 

In the wider Middle Eastern context, the narrative risks polarizing regional allies 
and adversaries. Other nations sympathetic to Iran or resentful of Israel’s regional 
influence could view Netanyahu’s invocation of Purim as a provocation, 
interpreting it as an unwillingness to seek coexistence or compromise. Allies of 
Israel may find themselves in a delicate position, as the framing of Israel-Iran 
relations in terms of ancient conflict complicates diplomatic efforts to foster 
regional stability. Even among international allies, there is a risk that invoking 
Purim in this manner could be perceived as lacking nuance, suggesting an over-
simplified view of modern conflict that may not align with international norms or 
the pursuit of lasting peace. 

Thus, invoking Purim as a modern political narrative has the potential to shift 
Israeli-Iranian tensions from the realm of diplomacy into the domain of deeply 
ingrained, almost mythic hostility, making it increasingly challenging to de-
escalate. By framing Iran as the modern equivalent of Haman, Netanyahu’s 
rhetoric could inadvertently incite a sense of existential urgency on both sides, 
with each perceiving the other as an implacable foe. In a region already fraught 
with geopolitical and religious complexities, such a narrative risks spiraling into a 
self-fulfilling prophecy of conflict. Consequently, the theological and ethical 
implications of framing contemporary political tensions in terms of ancient 
religious stories underscore the need for caution, diplomacy, and a balanced 
approach that respects both historical memory and the ethical obligations of the 
present. 

 

VII. Media Framing and Public Perception of Netanyahu’s Message 

Differing Global Perspectives 

Netanyahu’s invocation of Purim in his message to Iran has elicited varied 
responses across global media landscapes, with Western, Israeli, and Middle 
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Eastern media each interpreting his rhetoric through their own lenses. In Western 
media, Netanyahu’s message is often framed within the broader narrative of 
Israeli-Iranian tensions, focusing on the Israeli leader’s repeated calls for 
resistance to Iran’s nuclear ambitions. Western outlets may interpret his use of 
Purim as a cultural and historical reference, meant to resonate with Israeli citizens 
and draw upon Israel’s collective memory of survival. Some Western analysts 
might perceive it as a rallying call for Israel’s right to self-defense, underscoring 
the country's perception of Iran as a looming existential threat, while others may 
critique it as unnecessary provocation, potentially escalating an already volatile 
situation. 

In Israeli media, Netanyahu’s rhetoric is more likely to be viewed with cultural 
sympathy, as the story of Purim holds deep resonance within Jewish identity. 
Israeli outlets might portray his message as a reminder of Jewish resilience and 
survival, invoking Purim as a symbol of the Jewish people’s capacity to withstand 
threats and emphasizing Israel’s duty to protect its citizens from adversarial 
states. For many Israeli readers, the narrative of a “second Purim” may seem apt 
given the existential anxiety surrounding Iran’s nuclear potential, with Netanyahu 
cast as a defender of the Israeli state. Yet, within Israeli media, there may also be 
critiques, particularly from more liberal or peace-oriented voices, who argue that 
the Purim reference could inflame rather than mitigate tensions, potentially 
isolating Israel from allies and heightening regional hostility. 

In Middle Eastern media, especially in Iranian outlets and those aligned with 
Iran’s regional allies, Netanyahu’s invocation of Purim is likely viewed as both an 
insult and a threat. Iranian media may interpret the Purim reference as 
symbolically targeting Persian identity, casting Iran as the “modern-day Haman” 
that must be subdued. Such rhetoric may be framed as evidence of Israeli 
hostility, reinforcing Iran’s portrayal of Israel as an adversary intent on 
destabilizing the region. Iranian state-controlled outlets may emphasize that 
Netanyahu’s rhetoric reveals an agenda beyond diplomatic conflict, one that 
evokes a mythic battle against the Persian people themselves. This framing can 
resonate widely within Iranian society, painting Israel as an aggressor motivated 
by historical grievances, while further polarizing Middle Eastern audiences and 
diminishing the likelihood of diplomatic solutions. 
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Potential for Misinterpretation 

Netanyahu’s framing of Purim risks overshadowing its traditional celebration, as 
his inflammatory use of the narrative may reinforce hostile perceptions on the 
global stage. Traditionally, Purim is a time of joy, community, and remembrance 
of Jewish survival against adversity. However, by invoking Purim within a charged 
political message to Iran, Netanyahu shifts the focus from the holiday’s themes of 
resilience and survival to a narrative of confrontation and existential threat. This 
shift can lead to misinterpretations among international audiences unfamiliar 
with the nuances of Purim, who may view the festival less as a celebration of 
survival and more as a symbol of aggression when linked to modern political 
dynamics. 

International audiences, especially those with limited background in Jewish 
cultural traditions, may misinterpret the Purim reference as an endorsement of 
violence or hostility. This risks skewing public perception of both Purim and 
Israel’s stance toward Iran, transforming what is traditionally a joyous festival into 
a perceived justification for hostility. Such misinterpretation could lead some to 
equate the holiday itself with aggression, creating a distorted understanding of 
Purim and feeding into stereotypes that portray Israel as inherently 
confrontational. Furthermore, international media’s reporting on Netanyahu’s 
message, often filtered through political or ideological lenses, can amplify these 
misinterpretations, making it more challenging for observers to discern the 
cultural significance of Purim from its current political usage. 

Social Media and Viral Narratives 

In today’s digital age, Netanyahu’s invocation of Purim is rapidly disseminated on 
social media, where messages can quickly go viral and reach a diverse, 
international audience. On platforms such as Twitter, Facebook, and Instagram, 
where information spreads almost instantly, Netanyahu’s message can be shared, 
retweeted, and commented upon by users worldwide. This rapid sharing 
accelerates the message’s divisive potential, as users interpret, modify, and 
propagate the Purim reference according to their own views and biases. Hashtags 
and visual content related to Purim, Israel, and Iran allow users to frame 
Netanyahu’s message within broader political conversations, intensifying public 
perception along polarized lines. 
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Social media also enables selective narratives to gain prominence, with echo 
chambers and algorithmic filters reinforcing the most sensationalized 
interpretations. In pro-Israel circles, users may highlight Netanyahu’s rhetoric as a 
necessary reminder of Israel’s resilience and right to self-defense. Within pro-
Iranian or anti-Israel networks, however, his message could be circulated as 
evidence of aggression, positioning Netanyahu’s Purim reference as a symbol of 
animosity toward Persian heritage. This polarized framing creates a self-
reinforcing cycle, where each side interprets and disseminates the message 
according to its own perspective, ultimately entrenching divisions and intensifying 
regional animosities. 

Beyond individual interpretations, social media’s viral nature can amplify and 
distort the message itself. Simplified headlines, memes, and abbreviated quotes 
can reduce Netanyahu’s message to a soundbite or image, stripping away context 
and encouraging knee-jerk reactions. In these reduced forms, Netanyahu’s 
invocation of Purim may be interpreted as a declaration of religious or cultural 
superiority, feeding into narratives of hostility and existential conflict. Social 
media’s ability to amplify emotional content can thus make the Purim reference 
appear more aggressive than it was perhaps intended, leading audiences to 
perceive Israel’s stance as more combative and uncompromising. 

Moreover, social media’s global reach means that audiences far removed from 
the cultural context of Purim may form opinions based on sensationalized or 
decontextualized interpretations. This can impact international public opinion, as 
users from diverse backgrounds may take Netanyahu’s message at face value, 
associating Purim with aggression against Iran rather than its traditional themes 
of survival and resilience. Such perceptions risk harming Israel’s reputation among 
international observers, who may view Netanyahu’s message as indicative of 
Israel’s broader stance rather than a specific reference within a particular cultural 
context. 

In conclusion, media framing and public perception play crucial roles in shaping 
the impact of Netanyahu’s message, with significant variation across different 
cultural and ideological contexts. The Purim reference, while resonant within 
Israeli society, risks being misinterpreted by international audiences, particularly 
in Iran and other Middle Eastern nations where the story may evoke historical 
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grievances. Social media, with its ability to amplify divisive narratives, further 
complicates this landscape, creating a global echo chamber that can escalate 
tensions and reinforce hostile perceptions. As such, the theological and cultural 
implications of invoking Purim extend far beyond Israel’s borders, affecting not 
only regional stability but also Israel’s relationships with the wider world. 

 

VIII. Purim as a Case Study in Religion and Conflict 

Religious Narratives in Conflict Settings 

Religious narratives have immense symbolic power, particularly in conflict 
settings, where they can be leveraged to justify actions, unite groups, or 
perpetuate enmities. Stories with deep historical resonance, such as Purim, often 
carry messages of survival, divine justice, and triumph over adversity. Yet, when 
transposed onto contemporary conflicts, these narratives can acquire new and 
sometimes incendiary meanings, morphing from sources of cultural pride into 
frameworks that fuel antagonism rather than unity. In the case of Purim, a 
narrative originally centered on Jewish resilience in the face of annihilation, the 
story’s invocation in modern Israeli-Iranian relations risks transforming it into a 
symbol of perpetual enmity between Jews and Persians. 

In conflict settings, the power of religious stories lies in their universality—they 
can be simplified to heroes and villains, good versus evil, which can resonate 
powerfully within the collective psyche. However, this simplicity can be 
dangerous, as it obscures the complexities of modern-day conflicts. By framing 
Iran as the modern “Haman” and Israel as Esther’s people under threat, the Purim 
story risks reinforcing an “us versus them” mentality that deepens cultural and 
religious divides. Instead of fostering a mutual respect for ancient narratives, this 
framing can entrench existing biases and prejudices, reducing complex socio-
political issues to morally charged binaries. 

Furthermore, such narratives can become entrenched in national consciousness, 
affecting public opinion and influencing policy. When Purim’s story of survival is 
wielded as a narrative of divine mandate or moral obligation, it has the potential 
to inspire uncompromising stances, where the resolution is seen not through 
diplomacy but through total triumph. This approach may satisfy immediate 
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political goals but risks leaving a legacy of enmity that spans generations, 
embedding conflict within the cultural memory of both sides. Ultimately, religious 
narratives used in conflict can become self-fulfilling prophecies, perpetuating 
cycles of aggression that they initially sought to overcome. 

Implications for Peacebuilding Efforts 

The use of religious festivals like Purim to frame international relations, especially 
in sensitive regions like the Middle East, places a unique burden of responsibility 
on political leaders. Leaders who invoke religious narratives in such a context risk 
inflaming tensions and casting conflicts in starkly existential terms, making 
peacebuilding efforts significantly more challenging. When religious symbols and 
stories are brought into political discourse, they can transform conflicts from 
political disputes into perceived battles for cultural or religious survival, creating a 
zero-sum dynamic that complicates the pursuit of peaceful resolutions. 

In the case of Purim, the story’s invocation in modern Israeli-Iranian relations 
could place Iran and Israel in an antagonistic frame of reference that transcends 
mere geopolitical disagreement. This framing risks transforming the conflict into 
one of fundamental cultural and religious identity, where each side sees the other 
as embodying historical enmity. For peacebuilding efforts, this creates an 
environment where concessions or compromises are viewed as betrayals of one’s 
identity or heritage, raising the stakes for any diplomatic resolution. Leaders, in 
particular, bear the responsibility to consider these risks, as invoking such 
narratives can inspire public support but at the cost of making peaceful 
engagement more difficult. 

The politicization of religious stories further risks alienating potential peace 
advocates within each community, as hardline narratives can overshadow voices 
that call for reconciliation. For example, by framing Iran through the lens of 
Purim’s narrative, Netanyahu’s rhetoric may diminish the influence of moderate 
or reformist voices within Israel and Iran, silencing those who seek to bridge 
divides. Furthermore, such framing can impact international perspectives, as 
foreign nations might find it harder to engage diplomatically with a region 
polarized by religious narratives. In this sense, using Purim in modern political 
discourse has implications that extend beyond the immediate conflict, shaping 
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the way in which other nations and leaders perceive the feasibility of peace within 
the region. 

Pathways for Reinterpreting Purim’s Message 

Given the risks associated with using Purim as a narrative of conflict, 
reinterpreting the holiday’s message with a focus on peace, intercultural respect, 
and resilience can offer constructive pathways forward. While Purim has 
traditionally celebrated Jewish survival, it also embodies broader themes of 
courage, advocacy, and the preservation of cultural identity. Leaders and cultural 
figures could reinterpret Purim to emphasize these universal values, transforming 
it from a story of adversarial triumph to one of mutual respect and coexistence. 

One way to reinterpret Purim’s message is by highlighting Esther’s role as a figure 
who bridges identities, advocating for her people while also operating within the 
Persian court. In this light, Purim could become a symbol of cultural dialogue and 
intercultural alliance, acknowledging that survival and resilience are shared 
human experiences that transcend specific ethnic or religious groups. 
Emphasizing Esther’s diplomacy rather than Haman’s villainy could allow Purim to 
serve as a reminder of the importance of finding common ground, even in 
adversarial situations, and the potential for peaceful coexistence between diverse 
cultures. 

Moreover, Jewish leaders, educators, and policymakers could frame Purim as a 
reminder of the potential for oppressed groups to achieve security without 
demonizing their adversaries. By focusing on Purim as a story of resilience and 
human rights, rather than solely as a narrative of triumph over enemies, the 
holiday could serve as a foundation for dialogue between groups with historical 
grievances. In this context, Israel and Iran, as modern representatives of ancient 
cultures with profound histories, could find commonality in their mutual legacies 
of resilience, using Purim as a symbolic bridge rather than a dividing line. 

Finally, reinterpreting Purim as a festival of peace and mutual understanding 
could serve as an inspiration for interfaith initiatives, both within the Middle East 
and globally. By celebrating Purim as a reminder of the human capacity to 
overcome adversity, faith communities could create spaces for dialogue that 
recognize the dignity and resilience of all people, regardless of religious or 
national affiliation. This approach would require a shift away from Purim as a 
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story of opposition and toward a broader understanding of its themes, positioning 
the holiday as a celebration of shared survival and hope. 

In sum, reimagining Purim’s message offers a potential avenue for promoting 
intercultural respect, peace, and understanding in the Middle East. By focusing on 
its themes of resilience and mutual respect, Purim could contribute to a new 
narrative—one that builds bridges rather than walls and encourages leaders to 
prioritize dialogue over division. This reinterpretation would require sensitivity, 
creativity, and collaboration among religious, cultural, and political leaders, but it 
holds the promise of transforming an ancient story of survival into a modern 
symbol of peace. 

 

IX. Conclusion 

Summary of Risks 

Invoking Purim in modern political discourse, particularly in the highly sensitive 
context of Middle Eastern geopolitics, carries significant risks that cannot be 
overlooked. As discussed, framing complex international relations through the 
lens of religious narratives such as Purim risks transforming nuanced political 
dynamics into oversimplified, adversarial conflicts steeped in historical and 
cultural antagonisms. This approach, by echoing ancient stories of existential 
threats and survival, can create a polarized view of contemporary international 
relations, casting current adversaries in the roles of timeless villains or saviors. In 
the case of Israel and Iran, invoking Purim not only risks reinforcing mutual 
hostilities but also deepens cultural and religious divides, potentially locking both 
nations into self-fulfilling cycles of suspicion and escalation. 

The repercussions of using religious stories to justify or reinforce political actions 
are profound. As seen with Netanyahu’s rhetoric, referencing Purim can trigger 
intense reactions within Israel, Iran, and the broader Middle East, shaping public 
perception in ways that complicate diplomatic efforts. Religious narratives carry 
an emotional weight that often bypasses rational analysis, appealing to collective 
memory and identity but potentially overshadowing the complexities of the 
modern world. In such a context, framing today’s conflicts as part of a larger, 
mythic struggle risks inflating tensions to existential proportions, limiting avenues 
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for compromise and leaving little room for peacebuilding efforts. It also risks 
alienating international allies and observers who may interpret such rhetoric as a 
sign of inflexible extremism, thereby weakening regional stability and Israel’s 
standing in global diplomacy. 

Call for Responsible Rhetoric 

The potential for harm in these narratives underscores the pressing need for 
careful, ethical, and responsible rhetoric in international relations. Political 
leaders hold the power to shape national and international discourse, and with 
that power comes the responsibility to respect and preserve the dignity of 
historical narratives without weaponizing them for political gain. While religious 
and cultural stories can be valuable tools for fostering unity and resilience, their 
invocation in geopolitics requires a nuanced approach that considers both 
immediate impacts and long-term consequences. In the Middle East, where 
histories and identities are profoundly intertwined, language that frames 
contemporary issues in terms of ancient antagonisms can amplify divisions rather 
than bridge them. 

Leaders who draw on religious narratives, such as Purim, must carefully balance 
respect for cultural heritage with a commitment to peace and stability. Invoking 
such stories should be approached with the understanding that these narratives 
do not exist in a vacuum; they reverberate across borders, influence perceptions, 
and have the power to shape policy. Responsible rhetoric, therefore, means 
moving beyond using historical grievances as symbols of intransigence and 
instead promoting messages that encourage dialogue, cooperation, and mutual 
respect. This approach not only fosters a more constructive environment for 
diplomacy but also respects the ethical dimensions of leadership, where the long-
term goals of peace and regional stability take precedence over short-term 
political gains. 

Final Thoughts 

Purim, at its heart, is a celebration of survival, resilience, and the triumph of 
justice over oppression. However, in an era marked by complex international 
relations, this story need not be confined to a singular, adversarial interpretation. 
Beyond the celebration of historical victories, Purim can serve as an invitation to 
reflect on the broader themes of courage, advocacy, and the value of peaceful 
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coexistence. By viewing Purim as an opportunity to affirm these universal values, 
leaders, communities, and individuals alike can draw inspiration from the story in 
ways that transcend conflict and highlight shared humanity. 

In the Middle Eastern context, where histories are long and memories are deep, a 
reimagined approach to Purim—one that honors its themes of resilience without 
casting modern nations as perpetual foes—offers a pathway toward healing and 
understanding. Recognizing that the lessons of Purim extend beyond opposition 
to encompass values of unity, courage, and communal resilience could allow 
Israel, Iran, and the broader international community to view this holiday not only 
as a commemoration of survival but as a call for genuine peace. Embracing 
Purim’s spirit of survival in this way creates a foundation upon which new 
narratives of cooperation and mutual respect can be built, enabling the pursuit of 
a future defined not by conflict but by enduring peace and understanding. 
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