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The early months of 2026 have witnessed an unprecedented convergence of local land disputes
and global military conflict, reshaping the geopolitical landscape of the Middle East. At the heart
of this friction lies the West Bank, where the Latin Patriarchate of Jerusalem has filed formal
legal complaints against systematic encroachments by Israeli settlers on Church-owned
endowments. While ostensibly a property dispute, these events are inextricably linked to the
broader 2026 Iran War and a fundamental shift in United States foreign policy under the Trump
administration. This paper explores the ideological collision between a redemptive territorial
narrative and the historical Status Quo maintained by Christian institutions. By utilizing a market
share framework, the study analyzes how religious texts—specifically interpretations of the
Talmud and the New Testament—are being leveraged as blueprints for modern sovereignty.
Through the lens of the escalating rift between Pope Leo XIV and the American presidency, we
examine the tension between moral authority and sovereign force. This synthesis aims to
demonstrate how the survival of indigenous communities and religious heritage has become a
primary casualty in the quest for regional hegemony, transforming ancient sacred geography
into a modern battlefield of ideological and physical displacement.
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1. Introduction

The first quarter of 2026 has marked a paradigm shift in the geopolitical and theological
landscape of the Middle East, characterized by the convergence of high-intensity regional
warfare and a systematic acceleration of territorial attrition in the West Bank. While the
international community remains fixated on the kinetic exchange of the 2026 Iran War, which
commenced with unprecedented strikes on February 28, a parallel and arguably more
permanent struggle is unfolding across the hills of the Tubas governorate. The Latin Patriarchate
of Jerusalem, an institution that has historically navigated the complexities of the Holy Land
through a careful adherence to the Status Quo, has broken its customary diplomatic silence. On
April 23, 2026, the Patriarchate's Endowment Department filed a formal, documented
complaint with Israeli civil and military authorities, citing illegal encroachments in the Tayasir
and Hamam al-Maleh regions. This legal maneuver is not merely a dispute over property
boundaries; it represents a defensive posturing by the New Testament’s primary institutional
representative against what is perceived as an aggressive expansion of a Talmudic-driven
territorial mandate.

The situational irony of 2026 is found in the dual-front nature of this conflict. On one front, the
United States and Israel are engaged in a broad military campaign aimed at regional hegemony
and regime change in Tehran, a conflict that has already reshaped global energy markets and
upended the security architecture of the Persian Gulf. On the other front, a low-intensity but
highly effective campaign of displacement is being waged against the indigenous population and
Christian endowments in Area C of the West Bank. Data from the Palestinian Colonization and
Wall Resistance Commission (CWRC) indicates that in March 2026 alone, there were 1,819
recorded attacks, including 497 by settlers and 1,322 by military forces. The displacement of
over 1,600 individuals in the first three months of the year, including nearly 700 children,
underscores the human cost of this territorial recalibration. For the Latin Patriarchate, the
destruction of infrastructure—including a school serving seventy children in the Jordan Valley—
has transformed these land seizures into a red line that necessitates a global diplomatic
response.

Central to this friction is a deep theological divergence between the current American
administration and the Holy See. President Donald Trump, famously characterized by media
figures like Mark Levin as the first Jewish President due to his absolute alignment with Israeli
national interests, has framed the ongoing regional war through a lens of divine ordination. This
perspective, echoed by high-ranking officials such as Defense Secretary Pete Hegseth, posits
that the restoration of Jewish sovereignty over the entirety of the biblical land is a modern
redemptive necessity. Opposing this vision is Pope Leo XIV, who has emerged as the preeminent
moral critic of the administration's military and territorial policies. During his 2026 Easter



address, the Pope explicitly condemned the diplomacy of force, urging a return to dialogue and
the preservation of the multi-confessional identity of the Holy Land. The rift between the White
House and the Vatican is no longer a matter of private disagreement but a public clash of
civilizations over the definition of sacred sovereignty.

This paper argues that the current crisis should be understood through the lens of a sacred
market share. In this framework, territory is not merely a resource for state-building but a zero-
sum theological asset. The settler encroachments on Church-owned lands in Tayasir are tactical
expressions of a broader ideological goal: the erasure of non-Jewish historical footprints to
consolidate a singular religious narrative. By analyzing the Latin Patriarchate’s legal filings
alongside the rhetoric of the 2026 Iran War, we can see how the New Testament’s historical
presence is being systematically outbid by a redemptive Talmudic expansionism that views the
Status Quo as an obsolete relic of the past. The survival of the Christian presence in the West
Bank is thus inextricably linked to the outcome of the war in the Persian Gulf and the shifting
moral authority of Western leadership.

The following sections will explore the historical evolution of the Latin Patriarchate’s land rights,
the specific military and political drivers of the 2026 conflict, and the legal mechanisms being
used to both facilitate and resist land seizures. By synthesizing local field data with global
diplomatic shifts, this study aims to provide a comprehensive account of how the struggle for a
few acres in the Jordan Valley has become the epicenter of a global theological and geopolitical
reckoning. The objective is to demonstrate that without a robust international defense of the
Christian Status Quo, the pluralistic identity of the Holy Land faces an existential threat that no
ceasefire or peace treaty in Tehran can easily resolve.

2. Historical Context: The Latin Patriarchate and the Status Quo

The historical legitimacy of the Latin Patriarchate of Jerusalem is rooted in two distinct eras: its
initial founding in 1099 during the Crusades and its modern restoration as a residential see in
1847. Following the fall of the Crusader states in 1291, the office of the Latin Patriarch became
titular, with the physical preservation of the Holy Places entrusted to the Franciscan Order,
known as the Custody of the Holy Land. The re-establishment of the residential Patriarchate by
Pope Pius IX through the papal bull Nulla Celebrior was a pivotal moment in the 19th-century
competition between European powers for influence in the Ottoman Empire. This restoration
allowed the Catholic Church to transition from a purely custodial role to an active pastoral and
administrative institution, establishing a network of parishes, schools, and charitable
endowments across what are today Israel, Palestine, Jordan, and Cyprus.



Central to the legal protection of this institution is the Status Quo, a complex set of historical
and legal arrangements that govern the possession and administration of sacred sites. The
Status Quo was first formalized through Ottoman imperial decrees, most notably the firmans of
1757 and 1852, which sought to freeze the rights and territorial divisions between the various
Christian denominations. These arrangements were later elevated to the status of international
law through the Treaty of Paris in 1856 and the Treaty of Berlin in 1878. The governing principle
of the Status Quo is the prohibition of any unilateral alteration to the property, rights, or
traditions of the recognized religious communities. While the most visible applications of this
law are found in Jerusalem and Bethlehem, its underlying ethos serves as the primary legal
shield for all church-owned property throughout the Holy Land.

Beyond the specific holy sites named in the 1852 decree, the Latin Patriarchate administers
extensive land holdings known as endowments or wagf properties. Under Ottoman law, a wagf
was defined as an inalienable religious endowment, typically land or buildings dedicated to
charitable or religious purposes. These properties remained protected through successive
changes in government, from the British Mandate period (1917-1948) through the Jordanian
administration of the West Bank (1948-1967). When Israel assumed control of the West Bank
following the 1967 war, it generally respected the historical property rights of the established
churches. However, the administrative division of the West Bank into Areas A, B, and C under
the 1995 Oslo Il Accord placed the majority of church-owned agricultural lands, including the
Tayasir and Hamam al-Maleh regions, under exclusive Israeli civil and military control in Area C.

The specific lands in the Tubas governorate represent the Church’s historical commitment to the
indigenous rural populations. These endowments were not merely passive assets but active
sites of community life, supporting schools, clinics, and agricultural development for the local
faithful. The historical provenance of these lands is often documented through Ottoman-era
deeds and British Mandate land registrations, making them some of the most legally fortified
Palestinian properties in the West Bank. Consequently, the Patriarchate’s characterization of
these lands as a red line is grounded in a century and a half of documented ownership and
international diplomatic recognition. To the Church, the current encroachments are not seen as
isolated property disputes but as a direct challenge to the centuries-old legal regime that has
allowed the Christian presence to survive under multiple shifting sovereignties.

3. The 2026 Iran War: A Global Geopolitical Shift

The geopolitical landscape of the early 21st century was irrevocably altered on February 28,
2026, with the initiation of Operation Epic Fury. This joint military campaign, spearheaded by
the United States and Israel, launched a series of high-intensity airstrikes across the Iranian



plateau, targeting nuclear enrichment facilities, command-and-control centers of the Islamic
Revolutionary Guard Corps, and critical energy infrastructure. The administration of President
Donald Trump framed the conflict not as a discretionary war, but as a preemptive necessity to
neutralize an existential threat to Western civilization and the State of Israel. This shift from the
diplomatic containment policies of previous decades to an overt kinetic engagement signaled
the end of the post-Cold War international order and the beginning of a period defined by
sovereign unilateralism.

The ideological bedrock of this conflict was a revitalized and absolute alighment between
Washington and Jerusalem. This partnership was personified by the characterization of
President Trump as the first Jewish President—a term popularized by media figures to describe
his unprecedented commitment to Israeli security and territorial goals. By treating the defense
of Israel as a primary American domestic interest rather than a secondary foreign policy
objective, the administration provided the political and military cover necessary for a total-war
approach toward Tehran. This alighnment also fundamentally changed the rules of engagement
in the region; for the first time, U.S. military assets were used to directly facilitate a campaign
that combined regional regime change with the consolidation of biblical territory, effectively
merging secular military strategy with a redemptive religious mission.

The immediate consequence of the war was the destabilization of global commodity markets
and the creation of a massive "fog of war" that obscured developments on the periphery of the
main conflict. As the world’s attention focused on the naval blockades in the Strait of Hormuz
and the daily tallies of missile exchanges, the administrative and physical borders of the West
Bank became porous. The prioritization of the Iranian front allowed for a strategic diversion of
international monitoring resources. In this vacuum, the Israeli Civil Administration and settler
organizations accelerated the creation of "facts on the ground" in Area C. The 1,819 attacks
recorded in March 2026 were not isolated incidents of rural violence but were synchronized
with the larger military momentum of the Iran War, functioning as a domestic extension of the

regional campaign for dominance.

Furthermore, the 2026 Iran War served as the catalyst for the most significant diplomatic
rupture between the United States and the Vatican in the modern era. Pope Leo XIV’s persistent
calls for a ceasefire, beginning with his "Deep Concern" statement on March 1 and culminating
in his scathing Easter message, were met with direct hostility from the White House. The Pope’s
framing of the war as an "irreparable abyss" challenged the administration’s narrative of a "just
and necessary" struggle. By April 2026, as the two-week ceasefire expiration approached, the
rift had solidified into a global debate over the morality of sovereign force. This section of the
paper establishes that the war in Iran provided the necessary geopolitical cover and ideological



justification for the "market share" expansion in the West Bank, turning a regional military
conflict into a global theological reckoning.

4. Theology as Policy: The First Jewish President and Religious Zionism

The declaration by Mark Levin during the December 2025 Hanukkah Reception that Donald
Trump is the first Jewish President of the United States was more than a rhetorical flourish; it
was the formal naming of a new geopolitical reality. In the context of the 2026 Iran War, this
label serves as a shorthand for a presidency that has fully integrated the tenets of Religious
Zionism into the core of American foreign policy. By aligning the administrative power of the
United States with a redemptive, messianic view of the Land of Israel, the administration has
transitioned from being a traditional diplomatic broker to an active participant in a theological
project. This section examines how this theological synthesis has effectively replaced secular
international law with a biblical mandate as the primary driver of policy in the West Bank.

The Levin Doctrine and the Sanctification of Sovereignty

Levin’s framing of the presidency emphasizes a bond that transcends traditional political
alliances. By elevating the President to a status usually reserved for figures of biblical
significance—often compared to the Persian King Cyrus by his evangelical base—the
administration’s supporters have sanctified the use of sovereign force. This sanctification is
critical for justifying the 2026 military campaign against Iran, which is presented not just as a
defensive necessity but as a prerequisite for the full realization of Jewish sovereignty in the
Levant. In this theological framework, the legalities of the Status Quo and the property rights of
Christian institutions are viewed as secondary concerns that must not impede the broader
"market share" expansion of the promised land.

Religious Zionism as an Administrative Blueprint

The influence of Religious Zionism is not limited to rhetoric; it is embedded in the administrative
actions of the State Department and the Office of the Special Envoy for the Middle East. Under
the guidance of officials like Steve Witkoff and Secretary of State Marco Rubio, the
administration has provided tacit and often explicit support for the expansion of outposts in
Area C. This policy reflects a belief that the presence of non-Jewish indigenous populations and
their historical institutions—such as the Latin Patriarchate—represents a spiritual and
demographic obstacle to the redemption of the land. Consequently, the legal tools used by the
Patriarchate to defend its endowments are often dismissed by the administration as "lawfare"
designed to obstruct a divine historical process.



The Displacement of the New Testament Perspective

The "first Jewish President" moniker also signals a profound shift in the administration's
relationship with global Christianity. While maintaining a strong alliance with American Zionism-
leaning evangelicals, the administration has become increasingly alienated from the historical
churches of the East and the Vatican. This alienation is driven by a perception that the New
Testament’s emphasis on a universal, non-territorial kingdom is at odds with the immediate
territorial requirements of the modern Zionist state. By prioritizing a Talmudic interpretation of
land rights, the administration has effectively signaled that the "market share" of the sacred in
the West Bank is being reallocated. The Christian presence, once protected by the soft power of
Western diplomacy, now finds itself an outsider in a policy environment that values prophetic
fulfillment over historical preservation.

The Moral Cost of Theological Realighment

As the 2026 Iran War continues to provide the geopolitical cover for these domestic shifts, the
moral cost of this theological realignment is becoming increasingly evident. The Latin
Patriarchate’s struggle in regions like Tayasir and Hamam al-Maleh is the direct result of a policy
that views land as a zero-sum religious asset. When theology becomes the primary driver of
policy, the nuanced legal protections of the Status Quo are eroded in favor of a singular,
exclusive sovereign vision. This section concludes that the "first Jewish President" era has
fundamentally altered the rules of the game in the Holy Land, replacing the stability of
established religious rights with the volatility of a redemptive territorial campaign.

5. The Market Share Metaphor: Talmudic Expansion vs. New Testament Preservation

The struggle over the Tayasir and Hamam al-Maleh regions is best understood through a market
share framework, where the "commodity" being traded is the sacred and sovereign control of
the Land of Israel. In this model, the total market is the finite geography of the West Bank, and
the competing "brands" are two distinct theological legalisms. The first is a revitalized Talmudic
expansionism, driven by the Religious Zionist movement, which views every dunam of land as a
mitzvah (commandment) to be reclaimed for Jewish sovereignty. This perspective operates with
a growth-oriented logic; it seeks to increase its market share of the land through outposts,
farming cooperatives, and the literal paving over of historical boundaries. For the proponents of
this view, the era of the 2026 Iran War represents a rare market window—a period of high
volatility where the usual regulatory constraints of international law and the Status Quo are
weakened, allowing for a rapid acquisition of "assets" that were previously considered off-limits.

Conversely, the Latin Patriarchate represents the institutional preservation of the New
Testament’s historical footprint. Unlike the expansionist model of the settler movement, the



Church’s approach is defensive and custodial. Its "market strategy" is not to acquire new
territory but to maintain the integrity of its existing holdings against what it terms "systematic
encroachments." The Church relies on the Status Quo—a centuries-old legal regime that
functions much like a grandfather clause in modern zoning law. By filing official complaints and
designating its endowment properties as a red line, the Patriarchate is attempting to defend its
dwindling market share. The Church’s theological position, which prioritizes the "Kingdom of
God" as a spiritual reality that transcends borders, finds itself at a tactical disadvantage when
faced with a rival that defines religious success through the physical ownership of specific
hilltops and grazing lands.

The friction between these two models has reached a breaking point in 2026 because the "First
Jewish President"” in Washington has effectively de-regulated the market. By removing the
threat of U.S. sanctions and providing diplomatic cover for "facts on the ground," the
administration has incentivized a high-risk, high-reward approach to land seizure. In this
environment, the "market value" of a 19th-century Ottoman deed or a British Mandate land
registration has plummeted relative to the "value" of a newly established settler farm backed by
the military. The Latin Patriarchate’s insistence on "lawful rights" and "historical sanctity" is an
attempt to re-stabilize the market by appealing to a set of rules that the current players no
longer recognize. The result is a zero-sum game where the expansion of a Talmudic territorial
mandate is directly proportional to the erosion of the Christian presence.

Ultimately, the market share metaphor reveals that this is not just a conflict of people, but a
conflict of timeframes. The Church operates on a "Longue Duree," measuring its success in
centuries of continuous presence. The Religious Zionist movement, fueled by the urgency of the
2026 regional war, operates on a messianic timeframe that demands immediate results. As the
"fog of war" in the Persian Gulf provides the necessary cover for rapid territorial "rebranding" in
the West Bank, the Latin Patriarchate finds itself in a desperate fight to ensure that the New
Testament’s physical history is not entirely bought out by a new, singular sovereign monopoly.
The struggle in the Tubas governorate is the frontline of this hostile takeover, where the
destruction of a school or the seizure of a pasture is a transaction in a much larger theological
ledger.

6. The Tayasir Incident: A Microcosm of Territorial Attrition

The events unfolding in the Tayasir and Hamam al-Maleh regions of the Tubas governorate
provide a granular look at the mechanics of territorial attrition in 2026. This specific geography,
located in the northern Jordan Valley, is part of the broader Area C, where Israeli civil and
military control is absolute. For the Latin Patriarchate, these lands are not merely abstract



symbols of faith but documented endowment properties that have supported the local Christian
and Palestinian communities for generations. The April 2026 crisis began with a series of
systematic incursions by Israeli settlers, who utilized the strategic distraction provided by the
regional war to move heavy machinery onto Church-owned land. This was not a localized
dispute between neighbors but a coordinated effort to alter the land's topography and historical
ownership.

The nature of the encroachment in Tayasir is characterized by what the Patriarchate described
as a "clear violation of Church properties." This included the physical destruction of agricultural
assets and the leveling of land intended for communal use. Most significantly, the violence
moved beyond property damage to include direct physical attacks on local residents. The
destruction of a school serving dozens of children in the Hamam al-Maleh area served as a focal
point for the Church’s outrage, signaling that the goal of the incursions was the permanent
displacement of the indigenous population. By targeting educational and social infrastructure,
the settlers are effectively raising the "cost of living" for those who reside on Church lands,
forcing a demographic retreat that favors the expansion of nearby outposts.

The Patriarchate’s response culminated in a critical field meeting on Wednesday, April 22, 2026.
This meeting brought together Church representatives, officials from the Israeli military, and
members of the Civil Administration to address the formal legal complaint filed by the
Endowment Department. Cardinal Pierbattista Pizzaballa’s instruction to treat the matter with
the "utmost seriousness" reflects a shift in the Church’s strategy. By forcing a direct
confrontation with the military and civil authorities, the Church is attempting to hold the state
accountable for the actions of the settlers. The Patriarchate’s insistence that these lands
represent a "red line" is an attempt to re-establish a boundary in a landscape where boundaries
have become increasingly fluid.

Ultimately, the Tayasir incident serves as a microcosm for the broader "market share" struggle
across the West Bank. It illustrates how the "fog of war" from the 2026 Iran conflict provides a
tactical window for non-state actors to execute state-aligned goals of territorial expansion. The
legal filing by the Latin Patriarchate is a desperate effort to utilize the last remaining levers of
the Status Quo to prevent the total absorption of Christian endowments into the settler
enterprise. As the Israeli military focuses its primary resources on the Iranian front, the "law of
the land" in regions like Tubas is increasingly being dictated by those who are bold enough to
seize it, leaving the Church to defend its historical rights in a legal system that is under immense
political pressure to prioritize redemptive sovereignty over historical precedent.
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7. Moral Authority vs. Sovereign Force: The Pope and the President

The year 2026 has witnessed the most acute tension between the Holy See and the White
House in the modern era, a conflict that transcends mere policy disagreement to touch upon
the fundamental nature of power and morality. This friction is personified by the diametrically
opposed worldviews of Pope Leo XIV and President Donald Trump. While the President wields
the sovereign force of the world’s most powerful military, the Pope exerts a moral authority that
seeks to challenge the ethical foundations of the 2026 Iran War and the accompanying
territorial shifts in the Holy Land. This section analyzes the escalating rhetorical and diplomatic
battle between these two figures and its implications for the global order.

The Vatican Diplomatic Offensive

The Vatican’s opposition to the regional escalation became explicit following the February 28
strikes on Iranian infrastructure. Pope Leo X1V, departing from the more cautious diplomatic
language of his predecessors, moved quickly to frame the conflict as an unnecessary
catastrophe. The peak of this moral offensive occurred during the Easter Urbi et Orbi message
on April 5, 2026. Speaking to a world gripped by the fear of nuclear escalation, the Pope
delivered a blistering critique of what he termed the law of force. He argued that when
sovereign nations prioritize military dominance over the force of law, they abandon the very
civilization they claim to defend. By quoting the prophet Isaiah to suggest that divine ears are
closed to those whose hands are stained by the blood of unnecessary war, the Pope effectively
excommunicated the administration’s military logic from the realm of Christian ethics.

The White House and the Theology of Power

In Washington, the response to the Pope’s moral critiques has been one of dismissal and
counter-assertion. The administration, bolstered by its status as a champion of Israeli interests,
has developed its own theology of power. For President Trump and his advisors, the use of
sovereign force is not a violation of moral law but the fulfillment of a protective duty. The White
House has consistently framed the 2026 Iran War as a defensive necessity, characterized by a
clarity of purpose that views Vatican calls for dialogue as a form of geopolitical naivety or, more
aggressively, as a direct alignment with the enemies of the West. This theology of power posits
that in a world of existential threats, the exercise of overwhelming force is the only true path to
a lasting, albeit imposed, peace.

The Clash of Covenants

At the heart of the rift is a clash of covenants. The Pope represents a universalist, New
Testament covenant that emphasizes a spiritual kingdom and the dignity of all persons
regardless of their territorial claims. In contrast, the administration’s policy—deeply influenced
by the Religious Zionist movement—operates on a territorial covenant that views the physical
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control of the Holy Land as a primary theological objective. This is why the Latin Patriarchate’s
struggle in the West Bank has become such a potent symbol for the Vatican. To the Pope, the
defense of Church land in Tayasir is a defense of the New Testament’s right to exist in the
physical world. To the President’s allies, these same lands are part of a sovereign inheritance
that cannot be alienated by historical agreements like the Status Quo.

The Erosion of International Consensus

The standoff between Leo XIV and Trump has effectively split the international community into
two camps: those who look to the Vatican for a moral check on unilateralism and those who see
the White House as the only credible guarantor of security in a fragmenting world. This division
has rendered international bodies like the United Nations nearly paralyzed, as the two most
significant moral and military powers on the planet no longer share a common language of
justice. For the Latin Patriarchate, this means that the traditional diplomatic channels of the
Holy See are increasingly ignored by a Washington administration that views itself as
answerable only to its own sovereign mandate and its specific domestic and regional
constituencies. The struggle for a few acres of church land has thus become the primary theater
for a global debate on whether the world will be governed by the conscience of the Church or
the sword of the State.

8. The Role of International Law in a Period of Regional War

The escalation of the 2026 Iran War has created a profound crisis for the international legal
order, specifically regarding the application of the Fourth Geneva Convention and the Hague
Regulations in the occupied West Bank. Traditionally, these frameworks have served as the
bedrock for the protection of civilian property and religious institutions in territories under
military occupation. However, as the joint United States-Israeli military operations against
Tehran have intensified, the functional enforcement of international humanitarian law has
undergone a process of rapid decay. In the Tayasir and Hamam al-Maleh regions, this legal
erosion is not a byproduct of administrative oversight but a direct consequence of a shift toward
sovereign unilateralism. The Latin Patriarchate’s reliance on international law to protect its
endowment properties now faces an unprecedented challenge: a political environment that
views the mandates of international bodies as secondary to the exigencies of a regional
redemptive war.

The Erosion of the Fourth Geneva Convention

Article 46 of the Hague Regulations and Article 53 of the Fourth Geneva Convention strictly
prohibit the destruction or seizure of private and institutional property by an occupying power,
except where such destruction is rendered absolutely necessary by military operations. The
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Latin Patriarchate’s April 2026 filing argues that the settler encroachments in the Tubas
governorate constitute a direct violation of these protections. The destruction of agricultural
assets and the leveling of land for settler outposts do not meet the threshold of military
necessity; rather, they represent a permanent alteration of the territory's character. In a period
of regional war, the burden of proof for military necessity has been lowered by the Israeli Civil
Administration, allowing for the reclassification of Church lands as security zones or state lands.
This reclassification bypasses the protective intent of the Geneva Conventions, effectively
legalizing the transfer of "market share" from a religious institution to state-aligned non-state
actors.

The Legal Vacuum of Area C in 2026

The administrative division of the West Bank into Area C has always presented a legal challenge,
but the 2026 conflict has transformed it into a total legal vacuum for non-Jewish residents and
institutions. Under the current American administration, the traditional US role as a guarantor
of international legal norms has been replaced by the Levin Doctrine, which posits that the
sovereign rights of the State of Israel supersede the historical claims of the New Testament
institutions. This has emboldened the Civil Administration to apply Israeli domestic law—
specifically zoning and planning regulations—to Area C in a manner that ignores the protections
traditionally afforded to religious endowments. When the Latin Patriarchate attempts to litigate
these issues in the Israeli court system, it finds that the judiciary is increasingly reluctant to
issue injunctions against settler activity during what is framed as an existential war for the
survival of the state.

Strategic Lawfare: The Patriarchate's Defense

In response to this erosion, the Latin Patriarchate has engaged in what can be described as
strategic lawfare. By documenting every incursion, seizure of machinery, and physical assault,
the Church is attempting to create a record that can be presented to the International Criminal
Court or the Vatican’s diplomatic partners. The Patriarchate’s goal is to raise the international
"compliance cost" for the Israeli government. By framing the protection of endowment
properties as a red line, the Church is signaling that it will not accept the de facto annexation of
its lands under the cover of the Iran War. This legal defense relies on a synthesis of Ottoman-era
deeds, British Mandate registrations, and modern international human rights law. However, the
effectiveness of this strategy is contingent upon the existence of an international community
willing to enforce these norms—a community that is currently fractured by the geopolitical
demands of the 2026 regional conflict.
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International Law vs. Redemptive Sovereignty

Ultimately, the role of international law in 2026 has become a battlefield between the principles
of universal human rights and the logic of redemptive sovereignty. The Latin Patriarchate views
international law as the only remaining shield for the New Testament’s historical presence in the
Holy Land. Conversely, the "First Jewish President" and his allies view these same laws as
anachronistic hurdles that prevent the full realization of a divine mandate. The outcome of the
struggle in Tayasir will likely serve as a precedent for the future of international law in the
region. If the Church’s endowments can be seized with impunity while the world is distracted by
the war in Iran, the very concept of the Status Quo will be effectively dead. The struggle is thus
not just over a few acres of land, but over whether the 21st century will be governed by
negotiated legal treaties or by the unbridled exercise of sovereign force.

9. Economic and Resource Implications of Land Seizure in Area C

The struggle for the Tayasir and Hamam al-Maleh regions cannot be separated from the
immense economic value and resource potential of the Jordan Valley. As the primary
agricultural heartland of the West Bank, Area C contains the vast majority of the territory’s
fertile land, water springs, and grazing pastures. For the Latin Patriarchate, these endowment
properties are not merely spiritual assets but the physical infrastructure of a self-sustaining
community. The systematic land seizures documented in early 2026 represent a form of
economic warfare designed to dismantle the financial viability of the indigenous population. By
targeting the agricultural foundations of church-owned lands, the settler movement is
effectively executing a hostile takeover of the region’s primary resources, transforming a
pluralistic rural economy into a singular, state-aligned enterprise.

The Destruction of Agricultural Capital in Tayasir

The April 2026 incursions in the Tubas governorate were characterized by the deliberate
destruction of agricultural capital. Reports from the Patriarchate’s Endowment Department
highlighted the use of heavy machinery to level land and destroy existing crops and
infrastructure. This destruction is a calculated move to raise the barriers to entry for local
farmers. In an agrarian economy, the loss of land and equipment is not a temporary setback but
a permanent erasure of wealth. When settlers use bulldozers to alter the topography of church
land, they are not just moving soil; they are devaluing the New Testament’s physical holdings to
the point where the cost of maintenance and defense exceeds the economic return. This
process of devaluation is a key component of the market share strategy, forcing a forced
divestment by the original owners through the sheer weight of financial loss.
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Water Sovereignty and the Zero-Sum Resource Struggle

In the arid climate of the Jordan Valley, water is the ultimate currency of sovereignty. The
regional escalation of the 2026 Iran War has exacerbated existing water scarcities, making
control over springs and pipelines a matter of existential importance. Throughout March 2026,
OCHA documented numerous instances where settlers and military forces sabotaged main
water pipelines and restricted access to historic wells. In the context of the Tayasir dispute, the
encroachment onto church land often centers on securing control over these vital water assets.
By diverting water resources to newly established outposts, the settler movement effectively
strangles the agricultural output of the Latin Patriarchate’s endowments. This zero-sum struggle
over water ensures that the "market" for agricultural success is tilted heavily in favor of those
backed by the sovereign force of the state.

The War-Driven Cost of Living Crisis

The economic implications of land seizure are further magnified by the broader financial fallout
of the 2026 Iran War. The conflict has led to a dramatic spike in the cost of living across the Holy
Land, with prices for basic commodities and fuel increasing by as much as 30 percent in the first
quarter of the year. For the residents of the Tubas governorate, this inflation is coupled with the
loss of livelihoods caused by border closures and the destruction of local markets. The Latin
Patriarchate has noted that many of its employees, including teachers and support staff, have
lost access to their primary sources of income. In this environment, the destruction of a single
animal shelter or the seizure of a grazing pasture can be the final blow that forces a family into
displacement. The "market share" of the land is thus being reallocated not through fair trade,
but through a strategy of economic exhaustion.

Steadfastness as an Economic Defense Strategy

In response to this economic attrition, the Latin Patriarchate has emphasized the concept of
sumud, or steadfastness, as a form of resistance. The Church’s commitment to helping local
residents "remain steadfast" involves more than just moral support; it requires the mobilization
of humanitarian aid and the defense of legal rights to ensure that the economic cost of staying
does not become insurmountable. By providing social services and maintaining the functionality
of schools and clinics despite the threat of demolition, the Patriarchate is attempting to stabilize
the "market" for the indigenous population. However, as the 2026 regional war continues to
drain international attention and resources, the financial burden of this defense is becoming
increasingly heavy. The struggle in Tayasir is therefore a test of whether a religious institution
can sustain the economic weight of its historical presence against a rival movement that has the
full financial and military backing of a mobilized state.
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10. Diplomatic Fallout: The Vatican Global Mobilization

The escalation of settler activity in the West Bank, occurring under the shadow of the 2026 Iran
War, has forced the Holy See into its most aggressive diplomatic mobilization in over a century.
While the Vatican has historically preferred the diplomacy of silence or quiet mediation, the
direct threat to the Latin Patriarchate’s endowments has triggered a shift toward what Pope Leo
XIV has termed a diplomacy of truth. This mobilization is not merely a series of press releases
but a coordinated global effort to leverage the Catholic Church’s immense moral and
institutional capital against the sovereign force of the Trump administration. By April 2026, the
Vatican had transformed the local property dispute in Tayasir into a central pillar of its
international campaign for peace, effectively framing the protection of the Status Quo as a
prerequisite for global stability.

The Holy See-United States Rift

The diplomatic rift between the Vatican and Washington reached an unprecedented level of
hostility following the onset of Operation Epic Fury. The administration’s dismissal of the Pope’s
Easter message as political interference served to catalyze a counter-mobilization across the
global Catholic network. The Vatican’s Secretariat of State, led by Cardinal Pietro Parolin, has
issued directives to apostolic nuncios in over 180 countries to brief national governments on the
eroding state of religious freedom in the Holy Land. This campaign specifically highlights how
the US-backed redemptive military strategy is facilitating the illegal seizure of Christian
properties. By framing the issue as a violation of international law rather than just a religious
grievance, the Vatican is attempting to build a broad secular coalition to pressure the White
House into re-imposing the regulatory constraints of the Status Quo.

Mobilizing the Global Parish Network

Beyond the halls of high diplomacy, the Vatican has mobilized its grassroots infrastructure to
influence public opinion, particularly within the United States. In the weeks following the Tayasir
incident, Catholic NGOs and parish communities have been provided with detailed reports on
the destruction of the Hamam al-Maleh school and the seizure of church-owned grazing lands.
This informational market share strategy is designed to counter the narrative provided by the
administration and its allies. By humanizing the victims of settler encroachments and linking
their plight to the broader regional war, the Vatican is creating a domestic political cost for the
President’s theological alignment. The goal is to demonstrate that the policies of the
administration are not only alienating international allies but are also in direct conflict with the
moral convictions of a significant portion of the global Christian constituency.
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Interfaith Coalitions and the Defense of Pluralism

A key component of the Vatican’s mobilization has been the formation of strategic interfaith
alliances. Recognizing that the market share of the sacred is being monopolized by a singular
redemptive vision, Pope Leo XIV has reached out to the Orthodox Patriarchates and moderate
Muslim leaders to form a United Front for the Status Quo. This coalition argues that the survival
of the multi-confessional identity of Jerusalem and the West Bank is essential for any future
regional peace. In late April 2026, a joint statement by the heads of the 13 recognized churches
in Jerusalem declared the protection of endowment properties a collective religious duty. This
diplomatic maneuver effectively isolates the Religious Zionist movement, framing their
territorial expansion not as a fulfillment of prophecy but as a disruptive violation of a shared
sacred order.

The Moral Leverage of the Apostolic See

Ultimately, the Vatican’s global mobilization is a test of whether moral authority can still serve
as a credible check on sovereign force in the 21st century. By transforming the Latin
Patriarchate’s legal complaint into a global cause célebre, the Holy See is attempting to re-
regulate the market of the Holy Land. The Vatican is betting that its brand of universal peace
and historical preservation carries more long-term value than the temporary territorial gains
achieved through military force. As the 2026 Iran War enters a new and more dangerous phase,
the success of this mobilization will determine whether the New Testament presence in the
Holy Land remains a living community or is relegated to a collection of museum-like shrines
under the total control of a new sovereign monopoly.

11. Future Scenarios: The Survival of Christian Presence in the Holy Land

As the 2026 Iran War continues to reshape the geopolitical landscape, the future of the
Christian presence in the West Bank hinges on whether the Latin Patriarchate can successfully
defend its sacred market share against the rising tide of redemptive sovereignty. The struggle in
the Tayasir and Hamam al-Maleh regions is not a localized property dispute but a pivot point for
three distinct historical trajectories. These scenarios reflect the potential outcomes of the
collision between the New Testament’s custodial mission and the Talmudic territorial expansion
favored by the current US-Israeli alignment.

Scenario A: The Museumization of the Church

In this scenario, the systematic legal and physical attrition of Church endowments continues
unabated. The Latin Patriarchate, unable to withstand the economic and military pressure of
the 2026 conflict, is forced into a series of strategic retreats. The result is the museumization of
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the faith, where the living community of the Jordan Valley is entirely displaced, leaving behind a
network of historically significant but demographically empty shrines. These sites would be
protected by the state as cultural artifacts rather than active religious centers, effectively
decoupling the Church from the land and its people. This outcome would represent a total loss
of market share, transforming the Christian presence into a historical footnote within a singular,
exclusive sovereign narrative.

Scenario B: The Internationalization of the Jordan Valley

The second scenario envisions a successful Vatican-led diplomatic mobilization that results in a
new international mandate for the protection of religious endowments. By leveraging the moral
authority of Pope Leo XIV and forming a broad coalition with other global powers, the Church
could secure a special legal status for its lands in Area C, perhaps as a Zone of Cultural and
Religious Sanctity. This would involve the re-imposition of the Status Quo through international
monitoring and potentially the stationing of non-combatant observers in sensitive regions like
Tubas. Such a scenario would preserve the Church’s market share by re-regulating the territory
through international law, providing a buffer against the redemptive territorial goals of the
settler movement and its allies in Washington.

Scenario C: The Subterranean Church of Area C

The third and perhaps most likely scenario is a persistent, low-intensity struggle where the
Church remains on the land but in a state of perpetual marginalization. In this future, the Latin
Patriarchate continues to file complaints and defend its red lines, but with diminishing returns
as the "First Jewish President" and his successors prioritize Israeli territorial consolidation. The
Church would transition from a wealthy land-owning institution to a subterranean mission,
focusing purely on the pastoral care of a displaced and impoverished population. This scenario
is defined by sumud—steadfastness through suffering—where the New Testament footprint is
maintained not through legal victory or economic power, but through the endurance of a
remnant community.

Ultimately, the survival of the Christian presence in the Holy Land depends on whether the
world views the Latin Patriarchate’s holdings as a relic of the past or as a vital component of a
pluralistic future. The 2026 regional war has accelerated the timeline for these scenarios,
forcing a resolution to a struggle that has remained in a stalemate for nearly a century. Whether
the Church remains a living entity on the hills of Tayasir or becomes a series of silent stones
depends on the global community's willingness to value religious diversity as a sacred asset
rather than a geopolitical liability.
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12. Conclusion and Synthesis

The synthesis of the 2026 Iran War, the unprecedented domestic theological realignment in the
United States, and the territorial attrition in the West Bank reveals a profound transformation in
the nature of Holy Land sovereignty. The events in Tayasir and Hamam al-Maleh are not isolated
property disputes but symptomatic of a larger reallocation of sacred market share. As this paper
has demonstrated, the New Testament’s historical and institutional presence—represented by
the Latin Patriarchate of Jerusalem—is currently facing an existential challenge from a
redemptive, Talmudic-driven territorial expansion. This expansion is facilitated by the
geopolitical fog of a regional war and the ideological backing of an American presidency that
has redefined the defense of the State of Israel as a divinely ordained mission. The
characterization of Donald Trump as the first Jewish President serves as the cultural and political
cornerstone of this shift, signaling a departure from the traditional role of the United States as a
neutral arbiter of the Status Quo.

The conflict between Pope Leo XIV and the Trump administration throughout early 2026 has
elevated this struggle to a global moral reckoning. The Pope’s advocacy for the force of law over
the law of force represents a defense of a universalist, multi-confessional order that has
protected the Holy Land for centuries. Conversely, the administration’s prioritization of
sovereign force and its alignment with Religious Zionism prioritize the fulfillment of a specific
territorial covenant over established international legal norms. The 1,819 attacks recorded in
the West Bank in March 2026, alongside the record-breaking displacement of Palestinian
communities, suggest that the market share of the sacred is being aggressively consolidated.
Without a robust re-establishment of the Status Quo and a return to diplomatic dialogue, the
Christian presence in the Holy Land risks being reduced to a series of empty shrines,
disconnected from the living community that has inhabited the land since the time of the New
Testament. Ultimately, the survival of this presence depends on whether the international
community can recognize that true sovereignty in the Holy Land requires the preservation of its
pluralistic identity, rather than the total dominance of a single religious narrative.
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Levin hails Trump at Hanukkah event

This video documents the December 2025 Hanukkah reception where Mark Levin referred to
Donald Trump as the "first Jewish President," a moment that defined the administration's
ideological path leading into the 2026 regional war.
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