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Damascus In The Crosshairs
An Abandoned City
The special word about Damascus: “See, Damascus will no longer be a city. It will be destroyed and laid waste. (Isa 17:1, NLV)
In this verse and in Jeremiah 49:23-27 one of the oldest occupied cities in all of history is said to be completely destroyed and never to be a city again. Some are saying that the destruction could come by a nuclear strike, but it does not explicitly say that the city will be destroyed by a nuclear bomb. As I previously mentioned, the verses most cited is Isaiah 17:1-3, where Damascus is said to cease from being a city and become a ruinous heap. Jeremiah 49:23-27 is also important because it describes panic, weakening, fire, and military collapse in Damascus. Together, these passages are why many Bible prophecy teachers treat Damascus as a still-significant end-times city. The strongest biblical case usually starts with Isaiah 17. In those verses, Damascus is not merely defeated; it is pictured as reduced to ruins. The language is severe enough that interpreters often argue the prophecy points beyond the ancient Assyrian conquest and toward a more total future destruction. Jeremiah 49 adds imagery of fear, anguish, fleeing, young men falling in the streets, and fire consuming the strongholds of Ben-hadad. Some teachers also connect Zechariah 9:1 as part of a broader judgment pattern on Syria and the surrounding region, though Isaiah 17 remains the central passage.
How Will Judgment Come?
At the same time, careful interpretation matters. Scripture clearly predicts destruction, but it does not name the mechanism. The text does not say "nuclear," "missile," or "atomic" anywhere. That part is an inference made by modern interpreters who look at the scale and suddenness of the ruin and ask what kind of modern event could make Damascus uninhabitable or reduce it so dramatically. In other words, the Bible gives the outcome; many teachers are speculating about the means. But we shouldn’t let that criticism stop us. Oftentimes a prophecy will mention a judgment without being too specific. Also, those terms weren’t even around when the author wrote the prophecies but the effects of the judgment can come from modern weapons. 
Among contemporary prophecy teachers, Amir Tsarfati has publicly said that some students of prophecy believe a nuclear bomb could be the means of fulfilling the Damascus prophecy, while others suggest an earthquake. In another public post tied to the same discussion, his page said that if intelligence ever showed the Assad regime responsible for a large attack, nuclear retaliation on Damascus would not be out of the question. Those statements do not claim certainty, but they show that nuclear destruction is a live interpretive option within modern prophecy teaching.
Others Weigh In
Jack Hibbs has spoken similarly, though more cautiously. In a sermon transcript on the Middle East crisis, he argued that Isaiah 17 had not yet been fulfilled in totality, said Damascus would be destroyed, and then speculated that an Israeli missile strike could ignite hidden weapons in or under the city. Elsewhere in the same transcript, he discussed Israeli aircraft allegedly loaded with nuclear devices, which helps explain why some listeners connect his Damascus teaching to a possible nuclear scenario. Again, this is not the Bible speaking directly; it is a pastor drawing a modern military inference from biblical prophecy and current regional tensions. Again, I don’t think that means it won’t be from nuclear weapons, either. Tsarfati brought up the topic again along with a pastor friend of his. A joint Amir Tsarfati and Barry Stagner Q&A has also framed the issue in nuclear terms. In that video it shows the question, in substance, that if Damascus is to be destroyed and left uninhabitable, would that likely require a nuclear weapon. The pastor, Barry Stagner is more than leaning to the possibility that Damascus will be destroyed by a nuclear bomb which is his prerogative. This interpretation is openly discussed in the prophecy-teacher world around him and espoused by the late Hal Lindsey when he wrote about the book of Revelation. 
What’s Next?
Overall, our conclusion is this that the Bible teaches a catastrophic judgment on Damascus, especially in Isaiah 17:1-3 and Jeremiah 49:23-27. What the Bible does not do is identify the technology that brings it about specifically.  Nuclear strike, chemical detonation, conventional war, internal collapse, or even earthquake are all interpretive proposals made after the fact by modern teachers. So, as we discuss this topic we should say two things at once: first, Scripture plainly foretells severe ruin for Damascus; second, the nuclear explanation is a contemporary prophetic inference, not an explicit biblical statement. And who will actually attack Damascus? One Bible teacher thinks Israel will be the one to do it. However, noted Bible prophecy teacher Bill Salus tells us that verse 9 points to Israel doing the damage:
In that day their strong cities will be like places left empty among the trees, or like high branches which they left behind because of the sons of Israel. The land will be laid waste. (Isa 17:9, NLV)
Regardless of how it happens, and I believe that the IDF will be heavily involved the city of Damascus will be destroyed as the Bible predicts. If I lived there now I’d think about moving sooner than later. 
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