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I N T R O D U C T I O N

b y  N o e l  I g n a t i e v ,  f o r  t h e  E d i t o r s

T he aim  o f  R ace  T ra ito r is to  abolish  the w hite race, w hich  is 
ne ither a b io logical no r a  cultural form ation  bu t a social 
construct, existing  only  because o f  the priv ileges its m em bers 

enjoy w ith in  the state and  the legacy  o f  those priv ileges. G iven our 
stand it is logical tha t w e w ould  be led  to  the struggle against 
Z ionism , w hich  defines “Jew ” no t by  language or re lig ion  bu t by 
descent (or ascribed  descent)— the essence o f  race.

I am  a h istory  professor. O n Septem ber 11, 2001, I w as 
delivering  a lecture in  m y first-year survey class in U .S. h istory . 
Since it w as near the beg inn ing  o f  the sem ester I had  only  reached  
the Seventeenth  C entury  and the w ars betw een  the Puritan  settlers o f  
N ew  E ngland  and  various ind igenous peoples, w ars tha t led to  the 
e lim ination  o f  the indigenous peop les from  that region. A  co lleague 
poked  her head  in the door and  inform ed m e th a t som eone had  ju s t  
flow n an airp lane in to  the W orld  T rade C enter. U h huh, I said, and 
continued  w ith  m y lecture. A  few  m inutes later, som eone cam e 
around and to ld  m e tha t the school w as being closed. I ignored  her: 
W hat better use could  I m ake o f  m y tim e, I asked m yself, than  to  
p rovide students w ith som e h isto ry  that m ight explain  w hy som eone 
w ould  w ant to  attack  the W orld  T rade C enter? H ow ever, a few  
m inu tes la ter one o f  the sen ior adm inistra tors entered  m y classroom  
and  o rdered  m e to  leave im m ediately . I bow ed  to  superior force, and 
d ism issed  the class.

R ecalling  tha t incident h igh ligh ts som ething a friend  has recently  
po in ted  out to  m e, tha t the U nited  States o f  A m erica w as the w o rld ’s 
first Z ionist state: tha t is, it is the first p lace settled  by peop le  w ho 
arrived w ith  the certain ty  tha t G od had  prom ised  them  the land  and 
au thorized  them  to  d ispossess the ind igenous population . It is the 
sim ilarity  in  orig in  o f  the tw o  states as m uch as anyth ing  th a t leads 
A m ericans to  see their im age in  Israel and support it notw ithstanding  
the opinion o f  m ost o f  the rest o f  the w orld.

From  the beginning  o f  the Z ion ist p roject, it w as ev iden t tha t the 
estab lishm ent o f  the Jew ish  state dem anded  the expulsion  o f  the 
indigenous P alestin ians. A s w as stated  by one o f  the m ost 
au thoritative figures in  the Z ion ist state:

Noel Ignatiev is o n e  o f the ed itors of R ace  Traitor.



2 R ace  T r a i to r

A m ong ourselves it m ust be clear that there  is no p lace in 
our country  for bo th  peoples to g e th e r... T he only  solu tion  is 
E retz Israel, o r a t least the w estern  h a lf  o f  E retz  Israel, 
w ithou t A rabs, and there is no o ther w ay bu t to  transfer the 
A rabs from  here to  the neighboring  countries, transfer all o f  
them , no t one v illage or tribe should  re m a in .. .1

M oshe D ayan, form er D efense M inister, stated  in  a fam ous 
speech before students at the Israeli Institu te o f  T echnology  in H aifa 
in 1969:

Jew ish  v illages w ere bu ilt in the p lace o f  A rab  villages. Y ou 
do not even  know  the nam es o f  these A rab  villages, and I do 
not b lam e you  because geography books no longer exist. N o t 
only do the books no t exist, the  A rab  villages are no t there 
either. N ahalal arose in the p lace o f  M ahlul; K ibbutz  G vat in 
the p lace o f  Jibta; K ibbutz  Sarid  in the p lace o f  H uneifis; and 
K efar Y ehushua in the p lace o f  Tal al-Shum an. There is no t 
a  single p lace bu ilt in th is country  that d id  no t have a form er 
A rab population .2

It is a  m istake to  draw  a m oral line betw een  Israel and  the 
O ccupied T erritories. It is all occupied  territory . The 1967 w ar, as a 
resu lt o f  w hich Israel conquered and occupied  E ast Jerusalem , the 
W est B ank o f  the Jordan R iver, and the Sinai Peninsula, w as a 
continuation  o f  the process tha t began  in 1948. It w ill be  drearily  
fam iliar to any w ho know  the h isto ry  o f  the d isp lacem ent o f  the 
Indians from  the lands they  occupied  in  N orth  A m erica.

U nlike m any countries, includ ing  the U nited  States since the 
C ivil R ights A cts, the Israeli state does no t belong, even in theory , to 
those w ho reside w ith in  its borders, bu t is defined  as the state o f  the 
Jew ish  people, w herever they m ay  be. T hat pecu liar defin ition  is one 
reason  w hy the state has to  th is day failed  to  produce a w ritten  
constitu tion , define its borders, or even declare the existence o f  an 
Israeli nationality . M oreover, in the “outpost o f  dem ocracy ,” no 
party  that opposes the existence o f  the Jew ish  state is perm itted  to 
take part in elections. It is as i f  the U nited  States w ere to  declare 
itse lf  a C hristian  state, define “C hristian” no t by  relig ious b e lie f  bu t 
by descent, and then  pass a “gag law ” p rohib iting  public discussion 
o f  the issue.



I f  one part o f  the Z ion ist p ro jec t is the expulsion o f  the 
indigenous population , the o ther part is expanding  the so-called 
Jew ish  population . B u t here  arises the problem  that has to rm ented  
Israeli legal officials for fifty  years, w hat is a Jew ? (For a century- 
and-a-half, U .S. courts faced  sim ilar p roblem s determ ining  w ho is 
w hite.) The Z ionists set forth  tw o  criteria  for determ ining  w ho is a 
Jew . The first is “race ,” w hich  is a m yth  generally  and is particu larly  
a m yth  in the case o f  the Jew s. The “Jew ish” population  o f  Israel 
includes people from  fifty countries, o f  d ifferen t physical types, 
speaking d ifferen t languages and practic ing  d ifferen t re lig ions (o r no 
relig ion at all), defined as a single people based  on the fic tion  that 
they, and  only  they, are descended  from  the B iblical A braham . It is 
so paten tly  false that only Z ionists and N azis even  pre tend  to  take it 
seriously. In fact, g iven Jew ish  in term ingling w ith  o thers for tw o 
thousand  years, it is likely tha t the Palestin ians— them selves the 
p roduct o f  the m ixture o f  the various peoples o f  C anaan plus later 
w aves o f  G reeks and  A rabs— are m ore d irectly  descended  from  the 
ancien t inhabitants o f  the H oly  L and than  the E uropeans and  others 
d isplacing them . T he claim  that Jew s have a special righ t to  
Palestine has no m ore valid ity  than  w ould  an Irish  claim  o f  a divine 
righ t to  estab lish  a C eltic state all across G erm any, F rance, and Spain 
on the basis tha t C eltic tribes once lived there. N evertheless, on the 
basis o f  ascribed descent, the Z ionist officials assign those they  have 
selected  a priv ileged p lace w ith in  the state.

Z ion ist ideology has led to w idespread  b igotry  tha t w ould  inspire 
outrage in  respectab le c ircles in the U .S. Israeli law  forb ids the 
m arriage o f  a  Jew  w ith  a non-Jew . A n Israeli com pany has required  
thousands o f  C hinese w orkers to  sign a contract prom ising  no t to 
have sex w ith  Israelis.3 A ccord ing  to  the  Israeli Institu te for 
D em ocracy, “A s o f  2003, m ore than  h a lf  (53 per cent) o f  the Jew s in 
Israel state ou t loud that they  are against full equality  fo r the A rabs; 
77 per cent say there  should  be a Jew ish  m ajority  on crucial political 
decisions; less than  a th ird  (31 per cent) support hav ing  A rab 
political parties in the governm ent; and the m ajo rity  (57 p er cent) 
th ink  tha t the A rabs should  be encouraged  to  em igrate .”4 C onsider 
the follow ing:

I f  a E uropean  cab inet m in ister w ere to  declare, “I d o n ’t w ant 
these long-nosed Jew s to serve m e in restau ran ts,” all o f  
E urope w ould  be up  in arm s and th is w ould  be the m in is te r’s
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last com m ent as a m inister. T hree years ago, our form er 
labor and social affairs m inister, Shlom o B enizri, from  Shas, 
stated: “I c a n ’t understand w hy slan ty-eyed  types should  be 
the ones to serve m e in restau ran ts.” N oth ing  h ap p en ed .... 
A nd i f  a European governm ent w ere to announce that Jew s 
are no t perm itted  to attend  C hristian  sch o o ls? ... B ut w hen 
our E ducation  M inistry  announces that it w ill no t perm it 
A rabs to attend  Jew ish  schools in H aifa, i t ’s no t considered 
rac ism ...

W hat w ould  happen  i f  a  certain  country  w ere to 
enact legislation  forbidding m em bers o f  a particu lar nation  
to  becom e citizens there, no m atter w hat the circum stances, 
including m ixed couples w ho m arried  and  raised  fam ilies? 
N o country  anyw here enacts law s like these now adays. 
A part from  Israel. I f  the cab inet extends the valid ity  o f  the 
new  C itizensh ip  Law  today, P alestin ians w ill no t be able to 
undergo naturalization  here, even  i f  they  are m arried  to 
Is rae lis .... A nd  i f  the illegal Israeli im m igrants in the U nited  
S tates w ere hun ted  dow n like anim als in the dark  o f  n ight, 
the w ay the Im m igration  P olice  do here, w ould  w e have a 
better understanding  o f  the in justice w e are doing to  a 
com m unity  tha t w ants no th ing  o ther than  to  w ork  here?

W hat w ould  w e say i f  the paren ts o f  Israeli 
em igran ts w ere separated  from  their children  and deported , 
w ithout having  available any  avenue o f  naturalization , no 
m atter w hat the c ircum stances? ... W hat w ould  happen  i f  
an ti-sem ites in France w ere to  po ison  the drinking w ater o f  a 
Jew ish  neighborhood? L ast w eek  settlers po isoned  a w ell at 
A taw ana, in  the southern  M ount H ebron  reg io n ...

A nd w e still h av en ’t said any th ing  about a country  
that w ould  im prison another nation , o r about a regim e that 
w ould  preven t access to  m edical treatm en t for som e o f  its 
subjects, accord ing  to [their] national identity , about roads 
that w ould  be open only to  the m em bers o f  one nation  or 
about an airport that w ould  be closed  to  the o ther na tion .5

T he Z ionists are so desperate to  increase the loyal population  o f  
the state that they  are w illing  to  adm it hundreds o f  thousands o f  
people w ho do not m eet the official defin ition  o f  a Jew  because they



have only  a m ale g randparen t o r are m erely  m arried  to a Jew . Since 
there is no  such th ing as Israeli nationality  in Israel (there being only 
Jew ish  nationality  and  “undeterm ined”), these people w ho do not 
qualify  as Jew s (m ainly  from  the form er Soviet U nion), are therefore 
reg istered  as “under consideration .” A gain , the parallel w ith  the U .S. 
is evident: the first U .S . na tu ralization  law  w as passed  in 1790, 
fo llow ed by  the m ilitia  law  o f  1792. T he standards for e lig ib ility  
w ere the sam e in both: “w hite” (in the case o f  the m ilitia , there  w as 
the added  qualification  “m ale”). Thus, “citizen” m eant “w hite ,” and 
“w h ite” m eant som eone w ho cou ld  be relied  on to  suppress Indian 
w ars and slave rebellions. So in Israel, “Jew ” m eans anyone w ho can 
be relied  on  to  repress the ind igenous Palestin ians.

T hose w hom  the gods w ould  destroy they  first m ake m ad. 
R ecently  the Israeli p ress reported  on a group o f  Ind ians from  Peru  
w ho had  converted  to  Judaism  and  m oved to Israel, w here they  w ere 
relocated  on w hat w as once P alestin ian  land. N achson  B en-H aim  
(form erly  Pedro  M endosa) said  he had  no problem  w ith  that. “Y ou 
cannot conquer w hat has in any  case belonged  to  you since the tim e 
o f  the patriarch , A braham .” B en-H aim  said he w as looking forw ard 
to  jo in in g  the Israeli arm y to  defend  the country. B en-H aim  and  h is 
corelig ion ists had  m oved to  Israel w ith  the agreem ent o f  the Jew ish  
com m unity  in  Peru, w hich  d id  no t w ant them  because o f  the Ind ians’ 
low  socioeconom ic status.6

T he Peruvian  case po in ts to  the second criterion  fo r being  
recognized  as Jew ish: conversion  by  an  approved  relig ious official, 
w hich  m eans O rthodox rabbis only. In Israel today, C onservative and 
R eform  rabbis are prohib ited  from  leading th e ir congregations; there 
is no civil m arriage for Jew s, and— in a m easure rem iniscent o f  
m edieval Spain— all residents are taxed  to  support the established 
church, in this case the O rthodox rabbinate. T he stranglehold  o f  
organized  re lig ion  in a  state w here the m ajority  o f  the Jew ish  
population  is secular and even atheistic  is the price  paid  to  m ain tain  
the B ib lical ju stifica tio n  fo r Z ion ist occupation . “G od does no t 
ex ist,” runs the popu lar quip, “and  he gave us th is land .”

Israel is a racial state, w here righ ts are assigned  on the basis o f  
ascribed  descent o r the approval o f  the superior race. In th is respect it 
resem bles the A m erican  South  p rio r to  the passage o f  the C ivil 
R ights and V oting R ights acts, Ireland under the Pro testan t 
A scendancy, and, yes, H itlerite  G erm any. B u t in its basic  structures 
it m ost closely  resem bles the o ld  South  A frica. It is therefore  not
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surprising  tha t Israel should  have developed  a close alliance w ith 
South A frica w hen  that country  w as still under apartheid . A fter the 
first talks he ld  in 1970 betw een Shim on P eres and South  A frica ’s 
D efense M in ister B otha, cultural, com m ercial, and  m ilitary  
cooperation  betw een  the tw o rac ia l regim es developed. These 
relations w ere pub lic ly  celebrated  during  the v isit o f  South  A frican 
Prim e M in ister V orster to  Israel in 1976— the sam e V orster w ho held 
during  the Second W orld  W ar the rank  o f  general in the pro-N azi 
O rganisation  O ssew abrandw ag .7

Israe l’s greatest support com es from  the U nited  S tates, th ree to 
five b illion  dollars a year, m ore than  the U .S. gives to  any  o ther 
country  and exceeding  the to tal o f  U .S. g ran ts to  the w hole o f  A frica 
south  o f  the Sahara. E very  shell fired  into a Palestin ian  village, every 
tank  used  to  bulldoze a hom e, every  helicop ter gunship  is paid  fo r by 
U .S. dollars.

N ot only  does Z ionism  shape U .S. policy , it stifles d iscussion  o f  
alternatives. T o cite a personal exam ple: In 2001 a PB S reporter 
interview ed m e on  the eve o f  the U .N .-sponsored  conference on 
racism  about to be held  in S. A frica. I m ade som e rem arks about 
Israel, and afterw ards I asked h er i f  she w ould  use w hat I said. “O f 
course no t,” she replied . “ I agree w ith  you, and so do all the 
jou rnalists  I know , bu t w e ca n ’t run  any critic ism  o f  Israel w ithout 
fo llow ing it by  at least ten  refu tations.”

The greatest ideological w eapon in the Z ionist arsenal is the 
charge o f  antisem itism . S tudents and faculty  m em bers at H arvard  
begin a cam paign to  m ake the university  sell o f f  its stock in 
com panies tha t sell w eapons to  Israel (m odeled  on past cam paigns 
seeking divestm ent from  South A frica), and the presiden t o f  H arvard  
denounces the organizers o f  the cam paign  as “anti-sem itic  in  effect, 
i f  no t in in ten t.” A  faculty  com m ittee at the M assachusetts C ollege o f  
A rt invites em inent poet A m iri B araka to  deliver a  lecture, and 
m em bers o f  the C ritical Studies facu lty  circulate a petition  calling 
upon the college p resident to  denounce B araka as an anti-sem ite, 
citing as its m ain  evidence a poem  he w rote  about the h istoric 
oppression o f  b lack  people  in w hich  he refers to  alleged acts by  the 
Israeli governm ent p rio r to  the W orld  T rade C enter a ttack .8

C ynthia M cK inney , A fro-A m erican  C ongressw om an from  
A tlanta, w as the m ost outspoken critic in C ongress o f  U .S. M iddle 
E ast policy , including  unconditional support for Israel. A s a result, 
Jew ish  groups around the country  targeted  her and, by channeling



m oney to  her opponent, succeeded in defeating  h er b id  for reelection  
in 2002. W ere they  w ith in  the ir legal rights to  do so? Y es, they  w ere; 
there is no law  barring  people  in one d istrict from  contribu ting  to  a 
cam paign in another. B ut do they  th ink the ir in tervention  w ent 
unnoticed  by b lack  voters in A tlan ta  and around the country? People 
w ill reap  w hat they  sow. I f  A m erican  Jew s insist on identify ing 
them selves w ith  Israel, should  they  be surprised  i f  o thers m ake the 
sam e m istake?

N obel P eace P rize w inner B ishop  D esm ond T utu  o f  South  A frica 
said, “The Israel governm ent is p laced  on a pedestal [in the U .S.] 
People are scared in th is country  to say w rong  is w rong because the 
Jew ish  lobby is pow erful— very pow erfu l.”9 I f  U .S. ru ling  circles 
ever decide to  distance them selves from  Israel, they  w ill suddenly  
“d iscover” th a t it is the num ber one outlaw  state in the M iddle East, 
has defied  scores o f  U nited  N ations reso lu tions, been  condem ned by 
the U N  m ore than  any o ther m em ber o r non-m em ber, and is the only 
state in the M iddle E ast that possesses actual w eapons o f  m ass 
destruction . A nd they w ill find  a trem endous response, m ore than 
anyone anticipates, from  m any ord inary  people w ho go along w ith  
U .S. support o f  Israel in the sam e absent-m inded  w ay they  go along 
w ith  all o f  A m erica’s im perial adventures bu t am ong w hom  there  is a 
grow ing resen tm ent o f  Israe l’s defenders for constructing  a p icture o f  
the past tha t m akes d iscussion  im possib le and cheapens the lives o f  
all those, Jew s and non-Jew s, w ho suffered  at the hands o f  the N azis. 
W e need  to pose a challenge to  the “an ti-sem itism ” discourse o f  the 
Z ionists. W e sim ply do no t believe that the non-Jew ish  peoples o f  
this earth  are m otivated  by  a p rim ordial hatred  o f  Jew s. T o the extent 
that superstition  exists, w e confess our inability  to  overcom e it by 
argum ent. B ut superstition  is being defeated  by m odem  life. T hose 
w ho insist that Jew s have alw ays been  and w ill alw ays be hated  m ust 
be confronted.

B ut o f  course Jew s by  them selves could  no t determ ine U.S. 
M iddle E ast policy , any m ore than  the F lorida C ubans by them selves 
could  determ ine U .S. C aribbean policy. By no m eans does all the 
organized  support for Israel in  the U .S. com e from  Jew s. A side from  
im perialist in terests— and it is no t clear w hether Israel is an asset o r a 
liability  in th is regard— Israel has gained support from  a surprising  
quarter:
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A t first sight, the  scene is very  fam iliar: one that 
happens in W ashington, D .C . and o ther m ajo r A m erican 
cities all the  tim e. O n the p latform , an Israeli student is 
telling thousands o f  supporters how  the horrors o f  the year 
have only  reinforced  h is p eo p le ’s determ ination . “D espite 
the terro r attacks, th ey ’ll never drive us aw ay out o f  our 
G od-given land ,” he says.

T his is greeted w ith w hoops and hollers and the 
w aving o f  Israeli flags and the b low ing o f  the shofar, the 
Jew ish  cerem onial ram ’s horn . T hen com es the m ayor o f  
Jerusalem , E hud O lm ert, w ho is received  even m ore 
rapturously . “G od is w ith  us. Y ou  are w ith  u s .” A nd there  
are m ore w hoops and hollers and flag-w aves and shofar- 
blow s.

B ut som ething very  strange is going on here. There 
are thousands o f  people cheering  for Israel in  the huge 
W ashington C onvention Centre. B ut no t one o f  them  appears 
to  be Jew ish , at least not in the conventional sense. For this 
is the annual gathering  o f  a very  non-Jew ish  O rganization  
indeed: the C hristian  C oalition  o f  A m erica.

...  [T jhere is little doub t that, last spring, w hen 
P resident B ush dithered  and  dallied  over h is M iddle  E ast 
policy  before  finally  com ing dow n on Israe l’s side, he w as 
in fluenced  no t by the overrated  Jew ish  vote, bu t by the 
opinion o f  C hristian  “relig ious conservatives”— the self- 
descrip tion  o f  betw een  fifteen  and  eighteen percen t o f  the 
electorate. W hen the president dem anded  that Israel 
w ithdraw  its tanks from  the W est B ank in A pril, the  W hite 
H ouse allegedly  received one hundred  thousand  angry 
em ails from  C hristian  conservatives.

W hat’s changed? N ot the B ook o f  G en esis ...

W hat has really  changed  is the em ergence o f  the doctrine 
know n as “dispensationalism ” ... .

C entral to the th eo ry ... is the R apture, the second com ing o f  
Christ, w hich w ill presage the end o f  the w orld. A happy 
ending depends on the conversion  o f  the Jew s. A nd that, to 
cut a long story very short, can  only happen i f  the Jew s are



in possession  o f  all the lands g iven to them  by G od. In o ther 
w ords, these C hristians are supporting  the  Jew s in order to 
abolish  them .

O h yes, agreed  M adon Pollard , a charm ing lady 
from  D allas w ho w as selling  hand-pain ted  Jerusalem  crystal 
in the exhibition  hall at the conference. “G od is the 
sovereign. H e ’ll do w hat he p leases. B ut based  on the 
scrip ture, those are the gu idelines.” She calls h e rse lf  a 
fervent supporter o f  Is ra e l...

T his conference began  w ith  a v ideotaped 
bened iction  straight from  the  O val O ffice. Som e o f  the m ost 
influential R epublicans in C ongress addressed  the gathering  
including— not once, but tw ice— Tom  D eL ay [m ajority  
leader o f  the H ouse o f  R epresentatives, arguably  the m ost 
pow erfu l m an on C apitol H ill].

“A re you tired  o f  all th is, are you?” he yelled  to  the 
audience.

“N ooooooo!” they roared  back. “N o t w hen  y o u ’re 
standing  up  for Jew s and  Jesus, th a t’s fo r sure ,” he replied .

...  A riel Sharon, the Israeli prim e m inister, [was] 
reported ly  greeted  “ like a rock  star” by  C hristian 
evangelicals in Jerusalem  last m onth.

. . .  D eL ay w as fo llow ed by  P at R obertson , the 
coa lition ’s founder, som etim e p residentia l candidate and the 
very  person ification  o f  the successful A m erican  TV  
evangelist. R o b ertso n ... c ites the stories o f  Joshua and 
D avid  to  prove Israe l’s ow nersh ip  o f  Jerusalem  “ long before 
anyone had  heard  o f  M oham m ed” .10

I n t ro d u c t io n  9

O sam a B in-L aden  w as speaking no  m ore than  the tru th  w hen  he 
said that the Islam ic w orld  is facing an  alliance o f  C rusaders and 
Z ionists. It m ay have been  the strength  o f  tha t alliance that 
reported ly  led  Sharon to  brag  th a t he had  A rafat under house arrest in 
R am allah  and  B ush  under house arrest in W ashington.

L ess extrem e supporters o f  Israel advocate  the partition  o f  
P alestine into tw o states. B ut h istory  has show n, in Ireland, 
India, C yprus, and everyplace else it has been  tried, that
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partition  o f  a territo ry  along lines o f  descent— w hether called 
“rac ia l” or “re lig ious”— is a guaran tee o f  perm anen t w ar. In the view  
o f  the editors, there  is only one solution: a  single state in historic 
Palestine (the area betw een  the  M editerranean  Sea and the Jordan 
R iver), in w hich every  person  is recogn ized  as a citizen  and has one 
vote. The special advantages g iven to  “Jew s,” including the “righ t o f  
re tu rn ,” m ust be term inated , and  the Palestin ians w ho w ere forced 
into exile after 1948, and their descendants, m ust be g ran ted  the righ t 
to live there, w ith  the state undertak ing  practical m easures to  m ake it 
possib le for them  to  do so. B oth  H ebrew  and  A rabic (a t least) m ust 
be declared  official state languages, residents m ust be g ran ted  the 
righ t to publish  new spapers and m ain tain  cultural institu tions in any 
language they  choose, and  the special position  o f  O rthodox Judaism  
m ust be ended.

A s I w rite  these w ords, Ju ly  14, the anniversary  o f  the French 
R evolution , the idea o f  one-person , one-vote— the dem ocratic  
secu lar state— is seen to  be so subversive that it can scarcely  gain a 
hearing  even am ong critics o f  Israeli policy. To those w ho ho ld  that 
after all the b lood  that has been  shed and the b itterness that has 
accum ulated  it w ill no t be possib le  for “ Israelis” and  “P alestin ians” 
to  live together, w e have th ree responses: the first is the experience 
o f  South A frica, a p lace w hose h istory  o f  b itterness is no less than 
P alestine’s; the establishm ent o f  m ajority  ru le there, w hile  it by  no 
m eans solved all the problem s, d id  no t cause the earth  to open and 
sw allow  the people. O ur second response com es from  S herlock 
H olm es: after you have e lim inated  all the im possib le so lutions, 
W atson, the one rem aining, no m atter how  im probable, m ust be the 
righ t one. O ur th ird  response is to  cite recen t indications tha t the idea 
o f  the single dem ocratic  secu lar state is again  com ing to  seem  
plausib le to  an increasing num ber o f  Palestin ians. Its reem ergence is 
in part a response to  Israe l’s gobbling up  so m uch territo ry  that 
no thing is left for a P alestin ian  state. The new  reality  is 
acknow ledged by  no less than  co lum nist T hom as L. F riedm an, w ho 
quotes a prom inent Israeli A rab:

I f  Palestin ians lose the ir dream  to  have an independent state, 
then  the only  th ing that m ight guaran tee for them  a d ignified  
life w ill be asking to  live in  one state w ith  the Israelis. W hen 
this struggle starts, it w ill find  allies am ong the one m illion  
P alestin ian  A rabs inside Is rae l... W e w ill say, ‘D o n ’t



evacuate even a single W est B ank settlem ent. Just give us 
the vote and let us be part o f  one com m unity .’

F riedm an reports a po ll show ing tha t tw enty-five to th irty  percen t o f  
Palestin ians now  support the idea o f  one state— “a stunning  figure, 
considering  i t’s never been  proposed  by any Palestin ian  or Israeli 
party .” (This is no t quite true: it w as fo r m any years the official goal 
o f  the PL O , and  w as abandoned  under U .S . p ressure.) H e calls it “the 
law o f  un in tended  consequences.” 11

I f  Israel appears to  the ou tsider to  be in convulsion, neither is all 
w ell in the F irst Z ionist State. The flavo r o f  life in the U .S. has been 
w ell cap tured  in a recent novel by an  im m igrant w ho has lived there 
for m any years and is consequently  able to  look at the country  w ith  
the eyes o f  an  outsider:

I drove tow ard  the b leed ing  strip  o f  neon, the solitary  cars 
here and there, seeing the sm all drive-in  w indow s, glass 
tom bs encasing  h igh-school dropouts, m ostly  young girls, 
som e m ale m isfits, the dim  o f  m ind, all ban ished  to  the n ight 
shift for m inim um  w age. It w as th is new  destiny  o f  strip 
m alls and eateries tha t scared  the shit ou t o f  m e, that m ade 
m e w ince and understand  w hy peop le  kill each o th e r ... .  
A long these strips o f  neon  w ere the k illing  fields o f  our post­
industrialism , these g lasshouse eateries o f  d isaffection  w here 
people  get b ig  eating  b leed ing  burgers, clogging  up  their 
arteries and going about dying slow ly over b lack  ta r coffee. 
O ut here  at th is hour you  bore  w itness to  the attenuated  
deaths, the casualties tha t go uncounted . A nd w hen the sun 
rises, the radio  w hispers o f  the  n igh t tha t passed , it g ives the 
grim  statistics o f  pu lverising  rapes, robberies w here clerks 
w ere p isto l-w hipped  and tied  up  in freezers, or sho t in the 
face and  left to b leed  to  death , a young w om an w ith  tw o 
children  m issing  from  a seven-eleven  [convenience store], a 
so litary  sentry, w ork ing  alone o f  course— m argins o f  p rofit 
d ictate th e re  can ’t be tw o clerks on duty. A nd it passes itse lf  
off, th is  v iolence, th is m adness, as no th ing  to  do w ith 
politics. Som ehow  w e are an  apolitical nation . There are no 
collective actions o f  w arfare. E very th ing  can be dism antled  
to  the level o f  the individual. E ach  act o f  v io lence is isolated; 
it form s no  m ood; it feeds into no general rebellion . I t’s 
m aybe the greatest secret w e possess as a nation: our sense

In tr o d u c t io n  11
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o f  a lienation  from  everyone else around us, our ability  to  
have no sym pathy, no  em pathy  fo r o th ers’ suffering, a 
decentralised  philosophy o f  individual w ill, a culpability  that 
alw ays lands back  on each o f  us. “Y ou can be w hatever you 
w ant to b e” . .. It w as the m an tra  o f  our so c ie ty .. . 12

A nyone w ho understands hum an psychology  know s that the tim e 
m ust com e w hen the perpetual, generalized , undirec ted  v io lence 
described  here so w ell, th is constan t road-rage w here m illions o f  
people turn  into crazed  killers w henever they  get beh ind  the w heel o f  
an autom obile, m ust sooner o r later explode. T he form  o f  the 
explosion cannot be predicted . B ut there  can be no  doubt that it w ill 
open up  possib ilities o f  striking fo r freedom  for m any, including  the 
indigenous people o f  Palestine, now  held  dow n by the pow er o f  the 
U .S. T hat sam e explosion  w ill also open up  possib ilities fo r ty rannies 
beyond even those o f  the last century. The outcom e in P alestine will 
p lay  a large part in determ ining w hich  o f  the tw o possib le  fu tures 
com es to  pass.

H istory  offers occasional exam ples o f  sm all groups to  w hom  it is 
g iven to  p lay  a grea ter ro le in w orld  events than  the ir num bers w ould  
norm ally  indicate. T he indigenous people o f  P alestine are such a 
group. W hen the p resen t n igh tm are is ended, the hum an race, and 
N orth  A m ericans in particular, w ill record  a great deb t to  the 
Palestin ian  people, w hose refusal to  subm it to  overw helm ing  pow er 
has set a  sh in ing exam ple, and m ay even  succeed  in hum anizing  the 
m ighty  U nited  S tates o f  A m erica, w hose residents need  all the help 
they  can get.

The U .S .A ...., South A fr ic a ...,  Is ra e l... ,  and Ire la n d ..., four 
states that developed  along paralle l lines, four states w here racial 
constructions w ere h istorically  central to  the form ation  o f  the s ta te .13 
It is m ore than  accidental, then , that the guest-ed itor o f  th is special 
issue is h e rse lf  an Israeli citizen  bo m  in P alestine under the B ritish 
m andate, w ho lives in Ireland, w here she is active in the m ovem ent 
against im m igration  restric tions, and seeks to  “cherish  all the 
children  o f  the nation  equally .” W e are honored  that she agreed to 
pull this issue together, and p roud  to  presen t it to  our readers.
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G U E S T  E D I T O R ’ S  I N T R O D U C T I O N

“ W here sh o u ld  we go  a fte r the la s t fro n tie rs  
w here sh o u ld  the b ird s f ly  a fte r  the la s t sky?

BY R o n i t  L e n t in

T his w all w ill alw ays rem ind  m e o f  our resistance, o f  our 
screw ed up  rea lity ... o f  our past, o f  their fear. E very tim e 
they  build  it [the w all] h igher, m y grandm other laughs 

and tells the sold iers w ho are sitting  all day long beside our 
h o u se ... tha t the m ore they  do th ings, w alls, curfew s, closures, 
v io len ce ... the m ore we know  that they  are scared o f  u s ...  
because they  know  that w e are the righ tfu l ow ners. I sit, listen  to 
m y grandm other and laugh w ith  h e r ...  bu t I also  know  that m y 
present, m y ab ility  to m ove, v isit friends or go to  U niversity  w ill 
be negative ly  affected  by the w all. — Siham, a  n in e te e n -y e a r-  
o ld  P a le s t in ia n  s tu d e n t ,  c i te d  by N a d e ra  S h a lh o u b  
K e v o rk ia n 2

The decision, in July, 2004, by  the In ternational C ourt o f  Justice, 
regard ing  the illegality  o f  the Israeli Separation  W all, m eans, 
according to J e f f  H alper, the coord inator o f  the Israeli C om m ittee 
A gainst H ouse D em olition  (I.C .A .H .D .), th a t the h ighest legal 
authority  in the w orld  nam ed the Israeli occupation  unacceptab le  and 
challenged Israe l’s p resen tation  o f  itse lf  as an innocent victim  m erely  
pro tecting  itself. W hile in ternational law , enacted  by the U nited  
N ations and therefore by  the w o rld ’s nation-state regim e, has already 
m any tim es— albeit ineffectually— condem ned Israeli p o s t-1967 
occupation  o f  Palestin ian  territo ries, the I.C .J. ru ling  shifts the stakes 
in being a supra-state cosm opolitan  law  ruling, declaring  loud and 
clear that Israel is no t an innocent v ictim , bu t ra ther a m ilitary  
superpow er, w hich  produces ten  percen t o f  the w o rld ’s arm s, and 
w hich  is holding alm ost four m illion  P alestin ians in bondage w ith  no 
regard  for the ir fundam ental hum an rights. The ru ling  has been 
derided by Israel in the nam e o f  “security ,” and it is doubtful that 
Ronit Lentin is a  writer, sociologist, a n d  an tiracist activist. Bom  in 
Haifa during the British M andate in Palestine, s h e  h a s  lived an d  
w orked in Je ru sa lem  a n d  in Dublin. A m ong h e r  books a re  
C onversations with P alestin ian  W om en (1982) a n d  W om en and  the 
Politics of Military Confrontation: P alestin ian  and  Israeli G endered  
N arratives of Dislocation (with N ahla Abdo, 2002).



cosm opolitan  law  w ould  succeed  w here international U N  reso lu tions 
d id not.

D avid  T heo  G oldberg  argues, in The R ac ia l S tate  (2002), tha t all 
m odem  nation-states are rac ia l states, w hich  exclude in  o rder to 
construct hom ogeneity , w hich  he sees as “heterogeneity  in den ia l,” 
and in w hich race and nation  are defined  in term s o f  each o ther to 
produce a coheren t picture o f  the population. The racial state is a  
s ta te  o f  po w er, asserting  its contro l over those w ith in  the state and 
excluding others outside the state. T hrough constitu tions, border 
controls, the law , po licy  m aking , bureaucracy , and governm ent 
technologies, such  as census categories, invented  h istories and 
traditions, cerem onies, and cultural im aginings, m o d em  states, each 
in its ow n w ay, are defined by th e ir pow er to  exclude (and include) 
in racially  o rdered  term s, to  categorize h ierarch ically , and to set 
aside.

A s articles in th is special issue o f  R ace T ra ito r am ply  
dem onstrate, Israel is clearly  one o f  the w o rld ’s m ost illustrative—  
even parad igm atic— “racial s ta tes,” w here racism  operates w ithout 
“race” as a  b io logical sign ifier to  d ifferen tia te  and discrim inate, yet 
w here racial d iscrim ination  betw een  “Jew s” and the ir o thers operates 
at all layers. Israel, constructed  and  m ain tained  as the state o f  the 
“entire Jew ish  nation”— a nebulous and questionable entity— is 
racial in specific  w ays, even  though using  the term  “rac ism ” in the 
Israeli contex t is frow ned upon because o f  “the absence o f  
legitim acy for the term  in the dom inan t discourse in Israel and a 
strong tendency  to  construct the discourse about the relations 
betw een Jew s and Palestin ian-A rabs in national ra ther than  civil 
te rm s.”3

L et m e give som e illustrations: Israel grants autom atic 
citizenship  to  any  Jew  w ish ing  to  im m igrate, by strength  o f  the 
racially  d iscrim inating  “Law  o f  R etu rn ,” w hile opposing  the righ t o f  
return  to  P alestin ians m ade refugees by  the estab lishm ent o f  Israel in 
1948 and  by subsequent expulsions fo llow ing  the 1967 w ar and the 
occupation  o f  P alestin ian  territo ries. Furtherm ore, as Eli A m inov 
dem onstrates in th is jo u rn a l, land ow nership  in the state o f  Israel is 
lim ited to  those defined  as “Jew s” at the expense o f  P alestin ian  
citizens o f  the state. C iting  dem ographic  anxiety , accord ing  to  w hich 
Jew s m ight becom e a m inority  by  2020, the Israeli state continues to 
enact racial law s based  on Jew ish  belonging— Jew ishness here is 
conceptualized  not m erely  as re lig ion , bu t also as na tionality  and
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ethnicity— to preserve Jew ish  dem ographic superiority . R ecent 
exam ples are the “C itizenship  and E ntry  A ct” (2003), w hich  
prohib its non-Jew ish  (read: Palestin ian) spouses o f  Israeli Jew ish  
citizens from  entering  the state, and the proposal to  deport hundreds 
o f  Israeli-born  ch ildren  o f  m igran t w orkers. A ccord ing  to  Israe l’s 
M in ister o f  the In terior, the N ationality  L aw  w ill a ffect 21,298 
fam ilies and w ill also  deny citizensh ip  to ch ildren  bo m  o f  an Israeli 
citizen  resident in the O ccupied Territories. Such ch ildren  w ill be 
allow ed to  rem ain  in  Israel— w ith  special perm ission  from  the 
M in ister o f  the In terior— only until they  are tw elve, w hen  they  w ill 
be uprooted  and  forced  to  leave the state.4

T hat Israel is a racial state is painful to  m e, a  Jew ish  Israeli 
c itizen  b o m  in H aifa, Palestine, during  the B ritish  M andate. I define 
m y Jew ishness a long sim ilar lines as the “non-Jew ish  Jew ” Isaac 
D eutscher:

I f  it is not race, w hat then  m akes a  Jew ?

R elig ion? I am  an atheist. Jew ish  nationalism ? I am  an 
in ternationalist. In ne ither sense am  I, therefo re , a Jew . I am , 
how ever, a  Jew  by  force o f  m y  uncond itional so lidarity  w ith  the 
persecu ted  and  exterm inated . I am  a Jew  because I feel the 
Jew ish  tragedy  as m y ow n tragedy; because I feel the pu lse  o f  
Jew ish  h istory ; because I should  like to  do all I can  to  assure the 
real, not spurious, security  and self-respect o f  the  Jew s.5

F or centuries “the Jew ish  tragedy” m eant the d ialectic 
racialization  o f  Jew ish  people , th rough  bo th  relig ious and  political 
anti-Sem itism , b u t also Jew ish  people racia liz ing  the ir others, be 
they  in ternal— Jew ish  A rabs, w hom  E lla  S hohat called  “Z ion ism ’s 
Jew ish  v ictim s,”6 o r external— Palestin ian  A rabs. Jew ish  people in 
all the ir heterogeneities have also  been  d ialectically  and  com plexly  
positioned  in re la tion  to  o ther racial g roupings th roughou t history: in 
the U .S., for exam ple, Jew ish  people w ere assigned  w hiteness and 
“ off-w hiteness” periodically , u ltim ately  “becom ing  w hite  fo lk .” 7 In 
the T w entieth  C entury, it w as the N azi genocide w hich  racia lized  
and  targeted  Jew ish  and o ther “racially  in ferior” people  for 
annihilation.

A ll th is m akes it ra ther painful to consider Z ionist racialization  
o f  its others, bu t also— in a c lim ate o f  a w estern  guilt/racism  
com plex— nearly  im possib le to  act ra tionally  in  re la tion  to  the



position  o f  Jew ish  people and the Jew ish  state in g lobal political 
contexts. Indeed, in recent tim es, it is becom ing  increasing ly  difficult 
to be an an ti-Z ionist Jew ish  critic o f  the Israeli occupation , the 
accusation  being  that such criticism  is “an ti-sem itic” or that the critic 
is a “ self-hating  Jew .” I, fo r one, am  p roud  to  be included  in the self- 
hating  Jew s SH ITLIST  w ebsite  (h ttp ://m asada2000.org /sh it- 
list.h tm l), even  though I be lieve that criticizing  Israel and the Israeli 
occupation  policies w orks a g a in s t anti-sem itism . A fter all, ju s tic e  is 
u ltim ately  indivisible: i f  w e seek  ju s tice  for Jew s against racist 
attacks, can w e be b lind  to  Israeli state racism  against the 
Palestin ians? A s E dw ard Said asked, how  long are w e going  to  deny 
that the cries o f  the people  o f  G aza are d irectly  connected  to  the 
policies o f  the Israeli governm ent and  no t to  the cries o f  the victim s 
o f  N azism ?

H ow ever, th is special issue, although it does that, too— see in 
particu lar Ilan Pappe and Eli A m inov’s articles— does no t aim  to 
reiterate the racial h istory  o f  Z ionism , bu t ra ther to  serve as a  forum  
fo r an overdue d iscussion  o f  the little articu lated  v ision  for the 
ending o f  the Israeli/Palestin ian  conflict— the one secular dem ocratic  
state o f  Palestine/Israel.

D em ocracy, as G eorge M onbio t insists in  The A ge o f  C onsent: A 
M anifesto f o r  a  New W orld O rd e r (2004), m ay  be fa r from  perfect, 
bu t it is the best w e have. A nd a secu lar dem ocracy, no t d iffer­
en tiating  along nationality , re lig ion , gender, class, and  race, and 
m aking civil ra ther than  ethnic characteristics the basis o f  c itizen­
ship, is be tter than  best, despite  the obvious risks dem ocracy  poses, 
such as the ty ranny  o f  the m ajority  and the potential fo r restra in ing  
no t only the oppressor bu t also the oppressed, as M onbio t rem inds 
us.

E ver since the 1967 w ar, in the face o f  m uch opposition— there 
w ere tim es w hen  m erely  m eeting  w ith  P alestin ians w as an indictable 
offence— several “p rogressive” Israeli th inkers and political activists 
have bravely  posited  the tw o-state  option  as a solu tion  to  the  Israeli- 
Palestin ian  conflict. Such p roposals w ere first vo iced  by  M atzpen, 
the Israeli Socialist O rganization .

H ow ever, it is c lear tha t w hat Israelis call “ facts on the ground” 
(o f  w hich  A riel Sharon in  h is various m ilitary  and m in isteria l 
positions w as a key  architect) has rendered  the tw o-state  idea long 
past its sell-by date. A s J e f f  H alper dem onstrates, since 1967 Israel 
has rendered  the very  idea o f  an  independent P alestin ian  state as part

G u e s t  E d i to r ’s  I n tro d u c t io n  17

http://masada2000.org/shit-list.html
http://masada2000.org/shit-list.html


18 R ace  T r a i t o r

o f  a tw o-state  so lu tion  redundant. H alper lists five elem ents defin ing 
the creation  o f  P alestin ian  B antustans, m aking territo ria l continuity , 
crucial for any state, obsolete.

(a) C reating  three areas on the W est Bank, d iffering  in  their 
degree o f  Palestin ian  “au tonom y” : Israel has also  repeated ly  attacked 
densely  populated  civ ilian  centers in cities such as R afah, R am allah, 
Jenin, B ethlehem , N ablus, and  H ebron w ith  tanks, bom bs, artillery , 
laser-guided m issiles and  snipers.

(b) A  policy  o f  closure and house dem olition: since 1967 Israel 
has dem olished e leven  thousand  P alestin ian  hom es and expropriated  
hundreds o f  thousands o f  dunam s o f  Palestin ian  land for its ow n 
settlem ents.

(c) C reating  seven Israeli settlem ent blocs, defin ing  w hat Sharon 
has unasham edly  called  “P alestin ian  can tons.” C an tonization  is an 
idea also  reiterated  as “p rogressive” by  supporters o f  binationalism  
such as M eron B envenisti, as I show  below .

(d) C onstructing  an  in frastructure o f  contro l, encom passing  a 
three b illion  dollar system  o f  h ighw ays and  bypass roads in tegrating  
the settlem ents into the m etropolitan  areas o f  T el A viv, Jerusalem , 
and M od i’in and  separating  P alestin ian  population  blocs.

(e) A nd finally , constructing  the separation  w all8 w hich, 
accord ing  to  Z ion ist observers, offers the best hope fo r a  tw o-state 
so lu tion .9 A ll o f  these m easures, as no ted  by A ruri and B arghouti, 
have been  generously  bankro lled  by Israe l’s pow erfu l ally , the 
U nited  States.

Y et, even though any tw o-state  solu tion  has been  superseded by 
the above “ facts on the g round,” and even though, as M eron 
B envenisti argued  already in the 1980s, the occupation  has becom e 
“ irreversib le ,” nationalism  exercises a m ajo r pu ll, particu larly , but 
no t exclusively , fo r m any Palestin ians w ho confront the Israeli 
occupation  on a daily  basis. In our jo in t in troduction  to  Women a n d  
the P o litics o f  M ilitary  C onfron tation : P a les tin ian  a n d  Is ra e li 
G endered  N arra tiv es  o f  D islocation  (2002), m y Palestin ian  co-editor 
N ah la  A bdo w rote: “M y nationalism  is an expression  o f  m y support 
o f  the ongoing popu lar m ovem ent w hich  is using  all m ean s ... to 
resist Israeli co lo n ia lism ...” She agreed  w ith  m e tha t a dem ocratic  
secular state is a long-term  p ro jec t w hich  has been debated  by the 
P alestin ian  left, bu t w hich  “requires read iness and com m itm ent on 
the part o f  Israeli Jew s,” and said that, “A  new  form  o f  trust m ust be 
genuinely  articu lated  betw een  A rabs in general and the Palestin ians



in particular, on the one hand, and  ordinary  Israeli Jew s, people at 
grass-roots level, on  the other. A s it stands, Palestin ians do not trust 
Israelis and  vice versa .” For the tim e being, pragm atically , in th is era 
o f  g lobalization  and in the contex t o f  the M iddle E ast and its 
d ictatorships, m onarchies, autocracies, and theocracies, A bdo doubts 
that the tim e for w hat she calls m y “ ideal so lu tion” has com e.

A sim ilar illustration  o f  the debate betw een idealism  and 
pragm atism  w as an  exchange betw een  contributors to  the B ritish  
T rotskyite jo u rn a l, W orkers L iberty. Paul F lew ers opposed  the tw o- 
state solu tion  or “partition” (ia la  India or N orthern  Ireland), w hich 
w ould  m ean the P alestin ians w ould  get only  “a few  tracts o f  land” 
and reinforce grow ing reactionary  trends in Israel. In rep ly , M artin  
Thom as argued that the tw o-state  solu tion  w ould  m ean  self- 
determ ination  for both  “nations,” even though the land area w ould 
“regrettab ly” no t be d iv ided evenly. Self-determ ination , accord ing  to 
T hom as, w hile no t an end  in itself, w ould  help  to  unite the w o rld ’s 
w orkers, and “partition” has been  a fact o f  life since 1948. Partition, 
w hile pragm atic , is seen by  these veteran  lefties as a short-term  
solution, w hich, M oshe M achover argues, as socialists, w e ought to 
resist. Instead, M achover suggests that the short-term  goals should  be 
confined to  im m ediate Israeli w ithdraw al from  all occupied 
territories, recogn ition  o f  the righ t o f  the Palestin ian  people to 
national self-determ ination , equal individual righ ts to  all people, and 
the recogn ition  o f  the rights o f  the Palestin ian  re fu g ees.10

H ow ever, even M achover, a socialist and a long-tim e opponent 
o f  Z ion ist ideologies, stops short w hen it com es to  a secular 
dem ocracy. F irst coined by F a teh , the m ain affiliated  group  o f  the 
PLO , in the late 1960s, a “secular dem ocracy ,” accord ing  to 
M achover, is no thing but a c lever ideological p loy  for re-defin ing  the 
problem  as a re lig ious/sectarian  one, accord ing  to  w hich  Israeli Jew s 
constitu te no t a  national, bu t a re lig ious group. Palestine, according 
to the Palestin ians w ho conceived  the secular dem ocracy idea, w ould  
be configured  as A rab in the national sense, in w hich  Israelis w ould  
be recognized as one o f  three “re lig ious” denom inations. For 
M achover, a dem ocratic  Palestine should  no t be sim ply secular, but 
“b inational.” A s I said, the lure o f  nationalism  is too strong, even 
though I agree w ith  M achover that configuring  the p roposed  secular 
dem ocratic  P alestine on relig ious term s is too narrow ly  focused.

B inationalism  is d iscussed  in this volum e by A s ’ad G hanem , 
w ith  a response by A dam  Sabra. It is also the focus o f  an interview
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given to  the Israeli daily  H a ’aretz, in A ugust, 2003 , by  w riter and  
form er M atzpen m em ber H aim  H anegbi and  fo rm er D epu ty  M ayor 
o f  Jerusalem  M eron  B envenisti, w ho in itia ted  the curren t— though 
lim ited— public  debate on a one-state so lution. B oth o f  these  veteran  
lefties speak poetically  about the de fa c to  oneness o f  the tw o people: 
“I am  a son o f  th is land. B ut th is land w as alw ays a land w ith  A rab 
people. It is a land w hose landscape is A rab  people, its natives. 
T herefore I am  no t afraid  o f  them . I canno t see m y se lf  liv ing here 
w ithout them .” (B envenisti) “ It started  a long tim e ago, a t h o m e ... 
(our) ne ighbourhood w as m ixed, and  fa th er’s w orkplace— the 
Jerusalem  m unicipality— w as m ix ed ... T herefore  A rabs w ere never 
foreign to  m e. T hey  w ere alw ays part o f  the landscape. Part o f  the 
land. A nd I never doubted the possib ility  o f  living w ith  th em ... 
H ouse by  house, street by street.” (H anegb i)11

H anegbi and  B envenisti are true  Jew ish-Israeli sons o f  “the land” 
w hose im agined geography o f  “the p lace” does no t renounce the idea 
o f  nation , and therefore  do no t m ove beyond  a b inational state o f  
Israe l, even though the very  no tion  o f  Israel as both Jew ish  and 
dem ocratic  is, to  say the least, illogical. T his does no t, how ever, 
deter these tw o binationalists:

U ltim ately  w e need  to  th ink  b in a tio n a lly ... U ltim ately  w e 
need  to  establish  here a new  Israel, a b inational Israel, like 
the new  South A frica, the m ultiracial South A frica. B ecause 
there is no o ther choice. W e need  to  give up the attem pt to 
m ain ta in  a closed, bounded  Jew ish  sovereignty . W e need  to  
recognize that w e w ill live in th is land  as a (Jew ish) 
m in o rity ... [which] w ould  partic ipate  in the dem ocratization  
o f  the M iddle East. A nd w hich w ould  be able to  live and die 
here, tu ck  and be fucked here, estab lish  m ixed  cities, m ixed 
neighbourhoods and m ixed fam ilies. B ut for th is to  happen 
w e need  to  give up the n ightm are o f  sovereignty , the 
n igh tm are tha t has caused  so m uch b lo o d sh ed ... (H anegbi)

A lthough H anegbi and B envenisti bo th  recognize tha t the tw o- 
state m odel canno t be put into practice, since, as B envenisti says, the 
reality  is a “binational reality ,” and  “the land cannot contain  a 
border,” the ir b inationalist v ision  does no t undo the settler-colonial 
illusion o f  coexistence, described once by the veteran  Israeli w riter 
A m os E lon as “the coexistence betw een  the horse and its rider.”



B envenisti says it is painful fo r him  to  part w ith  h is fa th er’s 
dream  o f  a  national Jew ish  state, because as soon as the Z ionist 
m ovem ent decided  no t to  annih ilate the A rabs, th a t dream  becam e 
unachievable, “because the land cou ld  no t take tw o sovereignties.” 
H ow ever, his w ork-in-progress so lu tion  is that o f  a  “ federal structure 
w hich w ill encom pass all o f  w estern  E retz  Israel” :

U nder th is (federal) structure there w ill be ethnic cantons. 
The P alestin ian  citizens o f  Israel w ill have the ir ow n 
cantons. T hey w ill have au tonom y w hich  w ill express their 
group  rights. A nd it’s c lear th a t the settlers w ill have the ir 
ow n canton. A nd the  governm ent o f  th is federation  w ill 
balance the tw o nationalist groupings. I have no problem  
w ith  equality: one against o n e ... I am  aw are tha t I am  full o f  
in ternal co n trad ic tio n s... F ederations have no t w orked 
anyw here in  the w orld . B ut m y d iagnosis is correct: even 
w ith in  the 1967 borders Israel is a lready  becom ing  a b i­
national s ta te ... Perhaps w e should  announce the death o f  
the Z ion ist revolution . A nd fix  a date for abolish ing  the Law  
o f  R e tu rn ... Start speaking  differently , stop believ ing  in  the 
rid icu lous ideas o f  a Palestin ian  state, o r o f  a separation  
w a ll...

A s argued  by  Sham ir, dem ography is c learly  no t on the side o f  
the Jew s in P alestine/Israel, w h ich  is w hy  the arch-haw kish  Sharon is 
so keen  to  part w ith  G aza: a tw o-state  so lu tion  m ay be the only  w ay 
o f  m ain tain ing  a Jew ish  m ajo rity  in  the Z ionist state. A s fo r the 
illusion  o f  Israel as both  dem ocratic  and  Jew ish , a lready in 1993, 
A riel Sharon, speaking  a t the L ikud  Party  A nnual G eneral M eeting, 
defended  the P a rty ’s opposition  to  the estab lishm ent o f  a Palestin ian  
state, by  say ing  plainly: “ Som e say th is is no t dem ocratic . Perhaps, 
but our grandparents d id no t com e here  to  estab lish  a  dem ocracy, bu t 
a Jew ish  sta te .12 In 1998, A s ’ad G hanem , N ad im  R ouhana, and O ren 
Y ifchatel d iscussed  w hether Israel can  be term ed “dem ocratic .” W ith  
particu lar reference to  Sam m y Sm ooha, w ho suggested  tha t Israel is 
an archetypical “ethnic dem ocracy ,” G hanem  and his associates 
argued  tha t Israel breaches several fundam ental p rincip les o f  
dem ocracy, ch iefly  equal and  inclusive citizensh ip , m inority  rights 
and consent, and dem arcations o f  c lear boundaries o f  sovereignty. 
T hey argue that a state tha t facilita tes an ongoing  p rocess o f
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ethnocentric  co lonization  and dom ination  cannot be considered  an 
“archetype” o f  dem ocracy .13

A ccord ing  to  D eutscher, capitalism  has driven the Jew s to see 
the ir ow n state as the solution to  the “Jew ish  tragedy .” H ow ever, 
though em bracing  the nation-state w as a paradoxical consum m ation  
o f  the Jew ish  tragedy, D eutscher stresses that Jew s should  at least be 
aw are o f  th is paradox  and realize that the ir in tense en thusiasm  for 
“national sovereignty” is h istorically  belated. “ I h o p e ,” he w rites, 
“that, together w ith  o ther nations, the Jew s w ill u ltim ately  becom e 
a w are ... o f  the inadequacy o f  the nation-state and tha t they  w ill find 
their w ay back  to the m oral and political heritage tha t the genius o f  
the Jew s w ho have gone beyond Jew ry  has left us— the m essage o f  
universal hum an em ancipation .”

In 1903, the Bund, the Jew ish  Socialist Party, spoke o f  Jew ish  
“cultural au tonom y” for Jew s w herever they  lived. The m ajority  o f  
Jew ish  people have h istorically  no t chosen Z ion, opting  instead to 
enact the ir Jew ishness elsew here, along d ifferen t levels o f  
racialization . I am  thankfu l for the opportun ity  to  w ork  w ith  R ace 
T ra ito r on th is special issue and look forw ard to  being a 
m em ber— albeit a  long-d istance one— o f  a Jew ish  m inority  in a 
fu ture secular dem ocratic  Palestine, w hich  w ill entail closing  a 
h isto ric  circle tow ards a non-nationalist Jew ish  existence as 
envisaged by  D eutscher: un ited  by  shared h istory , d isunited  by 
relig ion  and nation , and  rein tegrated  into hum anity.
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T H E  F U N D A M E N T A L  O B S T A C L E  T O  A  

S E C U L A R  D E M O C R A T I C  S T A T E  S O L U T I O N

b y  O m a r  B a r g h o u t i

C onquest m ay be f ra u g h t w ith evil o r  w ith g o o d  f o r  m ankind 
acco rd in g  to  the com parative  w orth o f  the conquering  a n d  
co n q u ered  peoples. — T heodore R ooseve lt1

G ood riddance! The tw o-state  so lu tion  for the
Palestin ian /Israeli conflict is finally  dead. B u t som eone has 
to  issue an  official death  certificate  before  the ro tting  corpse 

is given a proper burial and w e can all m ove on and  explore the m ore 
ju s t, m oral, and  therefore enduring  alternative fo r peaceful 
coexistence betw een  Jew s and A rabs in M andate  Palestine: the one- 
state solution.

B linded by  the arrogance o f  pow er and the ephem eral com fort o f  
im punity , Israel, against its strategic Z ion ist interests, has failed to 
contro l its insatiable appetite  for co lonial expansion  and has gone 
ahead  and devoured  the last b it o f  land tha t w as supposed  to  form  the 
m ateria l foundation  for an independent P alestin ian  state.

Since the eruption  o f  the second Palestin ian  In tifada, Israel has 
entered  a new  critical phase w here its m ilita ry  repression  against the 
Palestin ians in the occupied  W est B ank and  G aza has reached  new  
low s, and  its flou ting  o f  U .N . reso lu tions new  heights, w here its 
incessant land grab has led it to  erect a w all around Palestin ian  
popu lation  centers, separating  P alestin ians from  their lands— thus 
d ispossessing them  yet again— and w here m oral co rruption  and 
racial d iscrim ination  have m ore lucid ly  eroded the  in ternal coherence 
o f  Israeli society, as w ell as its m arketed  im age as a “dem ocracy .” 
A s a resu lt, Israe l’s standing in w orld  public opin ion  has nose  dived, 
b ring ing  it c loser to  the status o f  a  pariah  state.

T his phase has all the em blem atic properties o f  w hat m ay be 
considered  the final chapter o f  the Z ion ist project. W e are w itnessing 
the rapid  dem ise o f  Z ionism  and noth ing  can be done to  save it, for 
Z ionism  is in ten t on  k illing  itself. I, fo r one, support euthanasia.

G oing back  to  the tw o-state solution: besides having  passed  its 
expiration  date, it w as never a m oral so lution to  start w ith. In the

O m ar Barghouti is an  in d ep en d en t Palestin ian  political analyst.



best-case scenario , i f  U .N . R eso lu tion  242 w ere m eticu lously  im ple­
m ented, it w ou ld  have addressed  m ost o f  the legitim ate righ ts o f  less 
than  o n e-th ird  o f  the Palestin ian  people  over less than  a one-fifth o f  
their ancestral land. M ore than  tw o-th irds o f  the Palestin ians, 
refugees p lus the P alestin ian  citizens o f  Israel, have been  dubiously  
and shortsightedly  expunged  from  the defin ition  o f  the Palestin ians. 
Such exclusion can only  guaran tee the perpetuation  o f  conflict.

B ut w ho is offering  the best-case scenario  to  start w ith? N o one. 
The best o ffe r so far falls s ign ifican tly  short o f  even 242— not to  
m ention the basic princip les o f  m orality . A fte r decades o f  try ing to 
convince the Palestin ians to give up  th e ir righ ts to  the properties they  
had lost during  the N akba, the  1948 catastrophe o f  d ispossession  and 
exile, in  re tu rn  for a sovereign, fu lly  independent state on  all the 
lands tha t w ere occupied  in 1967, including  E ast Jerusalem , Israel 
has show n that it really  never had  any  in tention  o f  re turn ing  all those 
illegally  acquired  lands. F rom  C am p D avid  II to  T aba to  G eneva, the 
m ost “generous” Israeli o ffer w as alw ays w ell below  the m inim al 
requirem ents o f  successive U .N . reso lu tions and the basic tenets o f  
ju stice .2 A dm itting  that ju s tic e  is no t fu lly  served by  his 
governm ent’s o ffer at C am p D avid , fo r instance, form er Israeli 
foreign m in ister Shlom o B en-A m i gave the Palestin ian  the choice 
betw een “ju stice  or peace.”3

Peace decoupled  from  ju stice , though, is no t only m orally  
reprehensib le bu t p ragm atically  unw ise  as w ell. It m ay survive for a 
w hile, bu t only  after it has been  stripped  o f  its essence, becom ing  a 
m ere stab ilization  o f  an oppressive order, or w hat I call the 
m aster/slave peace, w here the slave has no pow er and /o r w ill to 
resist and therefore  subm its to  the d ictates o f  the m aster, passively , 
obediently , w ithou t a sem blance o f  hum an dignity . A s Jean-Jacques 
R ousseau once w rote:

The strongest m an is never strong enough to  be m aster all 
the tim e, unless he transform s force in to  righ t and  obedience 
in to  d u ty ... Force is a physical pow er; I do no t see how  its 
effects could  produce m orality . T o y ie ld  to force is an act o f  
necessity , no t o f  w ill; it is a t best an  act o f  prudence. In 
w hat sense can it be a  m oral duty?4

W ell, the P a lestin ians’ “p rudence” is running  out. The y ie ld ing  o f  
their official leadership  to  force m erely  led  to m ore co lonization  and 
prom ises o f  m ore to  com e.
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From  the onset, the tw o m ain  ju stifica tions given by  the Z ionists for 
the ir colonization  o f  Palestine w ere:

A ) P alestine w as a land w ithou t people, an  unciv ilized  w aste­
land.

B) Jew s had  a  div ine righ t to “redeem ” Palestine, in accordance 
w ith a prom ise from  no  less an  au thority  than  G od, and because, 
accord ing  to  the B ible, the Israelites had  built the ir k ingdom s all over 
the L and o f  C anaan  a couple thousand  years ago, w hich  gave them  
historical rights to  the  place. Thus, any d ispossession  o f  the  natives 
o f  Palestine, i f  they  existed , w as acceptab le  collateral dam age to the 
im plem entation  o f  G o d ’s w ill. I f  th is  sounds too  close to B u sh ’s 
ja rgon , it is m ere coincidence.

B y now , bo th  the political and  the relig ious argum ents have been  
show n to  be no m ore than  unfounded  m yths, thanks in no  sm all part 
to  the diligent w ork  o f  Israeli h istorians and  archaeo log ists.5

D oing aw ay w ith  both political fabrication  and B iblical 
m ythology, Joseph  W eitz, head  o f  the Jew ish  A gency’s C olonization  
D epartm ent in  1940, explained  the tru th  about how  th is 
“redem ption” w as to  be carried  out:

B etw een  ourselves it m ust be clear tha t there is no room  for 
bo th  peop les together in th is country. W e shall no t achieve 
our goal i f  the A rabs are in th is sm all country. There is no  
o ther w ay than to  transfer the A rabs from  here to  
neighboring  countries— all o f  them . N o t one village, no t one 
tribe should  be left.6

A t the core o f  the rationalization  o f  the expulsion  lies an en trenched  
colonial b e lie f  in the irrelevance, o r com parative w orth lessness, o f  
the rights, needs, and aspirations o f  the native P alestin ians. F o r 
instance, the au thor o f  the B alfour D eclaration  w rote:

The four G reat Pow ers are com m itted  to  Z ionism . A nd 
Z ionism , be it righ t o r w rong, good o r bad, is roo ted  in ag e­
long trad itions, in presen t needs, in  fu ture hopes, o f  far 
p rofounder im port than  the desires and p rejud ices o f  the 
700,000 A rabs w ho now  inhabit that ancien t land .7

It is a  classic case o f  w hat I call re la tiv e  hum anization .
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I define R elative H um anity  as the belief, and R elative H um an­
ization as the practice based  on  tha t belief, that certa in  hum an beings, 
to the ex ten t tha t they  share a com m on re lig ious, ethnic, cultural, or 
other substantial identity  attribute, lack  one o r m ore o f  the necessary  
attributes o f  being hum an, and  are therefore  hum an only  in the 
relative sense, no t absolutely , and no t unequivocally . A ccordingly , 
such re la tive  hum ans are en titled  to  only  a subset o f  the otherw ise 
inalienable righ ts tha t are due to  “ fu ll” hum ans.

P erceiv ing the Palestin ians as re la tive hum ans can explain  w hy 
Israel— supported  by the U .S. and in m any cases by E urope too— has 
gotten aw ay w ith  a take-it-for-gran ted  attitude tow ards the 
Palestin ians tha t assum es tha t they cannot, indeed, ought not, have 
equal needs, asp irations, o r righ ts w ith  Israeli Jew s. This factor has 
played a fundam ental ro le  in inhibiting  the evolu tion  o f  a unitary  
state so lution, as w ill be show n below .

B esides relative hum anization , there  are m any im pedim ents on 
the w ay to  a m orally  superior so lution. G iven the current level o f  
v iolence, m utual d istrust, and hate betw een  the tw o sides, how  can 
such a solu tion  ever com e true? B esides, w ith the pow er gap betw een 
Israel and the Palestin ians being  so im m ense, w hy  w ould  Israeli Jew s 
accept a  un itary  state, w here, by  defin ition , Jew s w ill be a m inority? 
Is Israeli consent really  necessary  as a first step, o r can it be 
eventually  achieved th rough a com bination  o f  in tense pressure and 
lack o f  viable alternatives, as in  South  A frica?

T hese concerns are valid  and crucial to address, bu t ra ther than 
delving into each one o f  them , I shall lim it m y se lf  to  show ing how  
the alternatives to  the one-state so lu tion  are less likely to  solve the 
conflict, partia lly  because the p rincip le  o f  equal hum an w orth , w hich  
is the fundam ental ingred ien t in any lasting  and  ju s t  peace, is 
conspicuously  ignored, breached , o r repressed  in  each o f  them . T his 
in itse lf  m ay no t logically  prove th a t the one-state so lu tion  is the only 
w ay out o f  the curren t abyss, bu t it should  at least show  that such a 
solution certa in ly  deserves serious consideration  as a re a l  alternative.

P a t h s  t o  E n d i n g  t h e  C o n f l i c t

A t the presen t, and given the im possib ility  o f  ach iev ing  a negotia ted  
tw o-state solu tion  that can  give Palestin ians the ir m inim al 
inalienable rights, there are th ree logical paths tha t can  be pursued:
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1) M ain tain ing  the status quo, keeping  som e form  o f  the tw o- 
state so lution alive, i f  only on paper;

2) “F in ish ing  the jo b ,” or reach ing  the logical end o f  Z ionism , by 
im plem enting  full ethnic c leansing  o f  the Palestin ians ou t o f  the 
entire M andate Palestine. Since genocide on the scale com m itted  to  
rid  A m erica or A ustralia  o f  their respective natives is no t po litically  
v iable now adays, ethnic cleansing  is the c losest approxim ation;

3) L aunching new  visionary  and  practical p rocesses that w ill 
lead to the estab lishm ent o f  a un itary  dem ocratic  state betw een  the 
Jordan and the M editerranean.

L et us explore each o f  the th ree options:

M a i n t a i n i n g  t h e  S t a t u s  Q u o

A bove every th ing  else, the status quo is characterized  by three 
attributes:

A ) D enial o f  the P alestin ian  re fu g ees’ rights,
B) M ilitary  occupation  and repression  in the W est B ank and 

G aza, and
C) Z ionist version  o f  apartheid  in Israel proper.

D e n i a l  o f  P a l e s t i n i a n  R e f u g e e s ’ R i g h t s

Far from  adm itting  its gu ilt in creating  the w o rld ’s o ldest and largest 
refugee problem , and despite  overw helm ing  incrim inating  evidence, 
Israel has system atically  evaded  any responsib ility . The m ost 
peculiar d im ension  in the popu lar Israeli d iscourse about the “b irth ” 
o f  the state is the alm ost w all-to -w all denial o f  any w rongdoing. 
Israelis by and  large regard  as their “ independence” the ru th less 
destruction  o f  Palestin ian  society  and  the d ispossession  o f  the 
P alestin ian  people. Even com m itted  “ leftists” often  grieve over the 
loss o f  Israe l’s “m oral superio rity” a fte r occupying  the W est B ank 
and  G aza in 1967, as i f  p rio r to  tha t Israel w ere as civil, legitim ate, 
and law -abiding as Finland!

In a classic se lf-fu lfilling  p rophecy , Israelis have alw ays yearned  
fo r being a n o rm al state to  the ex ten t that they  actually  started  
believing it so .8 It is as i f  m ost o f  those Israelis w ho actively  
partic ipated  or bore w itness to  the N akba  w ere co llectively  infected  
by som e chronic selective am nesia.

T his denial has its roots in the H olocaust and  in the un ique 
circum stances created  as a resu lt o f  it, w hich  allow ed Israel to argue
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that, unlike any o ther state, it w as ob liged  to  deny Palestin ian  
refugees the ir unequivocal righ t to  re turn  to  the ir hom es and lands. 
P reserving the Jew ish  c h a ra c te r  o f  the state, the argum ent w ent, w as 
the only w ay to  m ain tain  a  safe haven for w orld  Jew ry, the “ super­
v ictim s,” w ho are unsafe am ong the Gentiles, and that, o f  course, 
was o f  m uch m ore im port than  the m ere rights o f  the Palestinians. 
Even i f  w e ignore the com pelling  com parison  betw een the safety o f  
Jew s in  Israel vs. Jew s in  F rance, M orocco , Spain, the U nited  States, 
or, for that m atter, G erm any, w e canno t overlook  the fact that no 
other country  on  Earth today  can ever get aw ay w ith  a sim ilarly  
overt, racist a ttitude about its righ t to ethn ic purity .

B esides being  m orally  indefensib le, Israe l’s denial o f  the righ t o f  
return also betrays a level o f  m oral inconsistency  tha t is in m any 
ways unique.

The Israeli law  o f  re turn  for Jew s, for instance, is based  on the 
principle that since they  w ere expelled  from  Palestine over tw o 
thousand years ago, they  had  a righ t to  re tu rn  to  it. So by  denying  the 
rights o f  P alestin ian  refugees, w hose fifty -five-year-o ld  exile  is a 
m uch younger in justice, to say the least, Israel is essen tially  saying 
that Palestin ians canno t have the sam e righ t because they  are ju s t  no t 
equally  hum an.

H ere are som e m ore exam ples o f  this m oral inconsistency:
* T housands o f  Israelis w hose grandparen ts w ere G erm an citizens 
have successfu lly  applied  for the ir righ t to  return  to  G erm any, to  gain 
G erm an c itizensh ip  and receive full com pensation  for p illaged  
property. The resu lt w as th a t the Jew ish  population  o f  G erm any 
jum ped  from  tw enty-seven  thousand  in the early  1990s to  over one 
hundred thousand  last year.9
* B elgium  has a lso  passed  a law  “enabling  properties that belonged  
to Jew ish  fam ilies to be returned  to  their ow ners.” It also agreed to  
pay the local Jew ish  com m unity  fifty-five m illion  euros in restitu tion  
for stolen property  tha t “cannot be retu rned” and for “unclaim ed 
insurance polic ies belonging  to  H olocaust v ictim s.” 10

B ut the qu in tessence o f  m oral hypocrisy  is betrayed by the 
follow ing exam ple, reported  in H a  ’a re tz :

M ore than  five centuries after the ir ancestors w ere expelled  
from  Spain, Jew s o f  Spanish o rig in ... called  on the Spanish  
governm ent and parliam ent to  grant them  Spanish 
n a tio n a lity ... Spain  should  pass a law  “to  recognize that the
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descendants o f  the expelled  Jew s belong  to  Spain and to 
rehabilita te  them ,” said N essim  G aon, p residen t o f  the W orld 
Sephardic Federation . .. .  Som e Sephardic Jew s have even 
preserved  the keys to  their fo refa thers’ houses in S p a in ... 11

Since supporting  the righ t o f  return  o f  P alestin ian  refugees to 
their hom es is, in m y view , the litm us test o f  m orality  for anyone 
suggesting  a ju s t  and enduring solu tion  to the Palestin ian/Israeli 
conflict, m any, including the entire spectrum  o f  the Z ionist left in 
Israel, have flunked the test.

L eft and righ t are relative term s everyw here, but in Israel the 
d istinction  can be to tally  blurred  at tim es. O n the issues o f  ethnic 
purity , dem ography, and chauvinism , Israeli po litic ians and in tel­
lectuals on the left, even those self-proclaim ed as “ the left,” 12 have 
m ade the far-righ t parties o f  Europe sound as hum ane as M other 
Teresa. The crucial d ifference, how ever, is that in the case o f  Israel, 
the im m orality  is aggravated  by the fact that, unlike the foreign 
im m igrants to Europe, the O thers are the natives o f  the land.

D espite the above, one m ust no t deny that the righ t o f  return o f  
Palestin ian  refugees does indeed contrad ict the  requirem ents o f  a 
neg o tia ted  tw o-state solution. Israel sim ply  w ill never accept it, 
m aking it the A ch illes’ heel o f  any nego tia ted  tw o-state  so lution, as 
the record  has am ply  show n. It has noth ing  to  do w ith the m erit or 
skill o f  the Palestin ian  negotiators, lacking as they m ay have been, 
bu t ra ther w ith  an im balance o f  pow er that allow s an ethnocentric  
and colonial state to safeguard its exclusiv ist nature by d ictating  
conditions on a pathetically  w eaker interlocutor. This is p recisely  
w hy the righ t o f  return  cannot really  be achieved except in a one- 
state solution. T hat w ould  allow  the Palestin ian  w eakness to be 
tu rned  into strength, i f  they decide to  adopt a nonv io len t path  to 
establish ing a secu lar dem ocratic  state, thereby  gain ing  crucial 
in ternational backing  and transfo rm ing  the conflic t into a nondi- 
chotom ous struggle fo r freedom , dem ocracy, equality , and 
unm itigated  ju stice . A gain, South A frica’s m odel has to be tapped 
into for inspiration  in this regard, w ith one m ain caveat: issues o f  
social ju stice  m ust be om nipresent a t all stages o f  conflic t resolution.

M i l i t a r y  O c c u p a t i o n :  W a r  C r i m e s 13, L a r g e  a n d  S m a l l

F o llow ing  a v isit to  the com pletely  fenced G aza Strip , O ona K ing, a 
Jew ish  m em ber o f  the British Parliam ent, com m ented  on the irony
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that Israeli Jew s face today, saying: “ . . . in  escaping the ashes o f  the 
H olocaust, they  have incarcerated  ano ther people in a hell s im ilar in 
its nature— though not its extent— to the W arsaw  ghetto .” 14

A ny hum an being w ith  conscience w ho has recently  v isited  the 
O ccupied T errito ries cannot bu t agree w ith  K ing. Faced  w ith the 
Palestin ians’ seem ingly  inextinguishable  asp iration  for ju stice  and 
em ancipation, Israel has resum ed fo r the last th ree years a cam paign 
o f  w anton destruction , indiscrim inate atrocities, and m edieval sieges 
w ith the clear in tention  o f  co llectively  pun ish ing  the Palestin ians, 
potentially  forcing  them  to  abandon the ir lands en m asse. The rest 
are m ere details, painful and torm enting  as they m ay be.

I s r a e l ’s  A p a r t h e i d  W a l l 15: P a l e s t i n i a n  H u m a n  R i g h t s  v s .  
I s r a e l i  A n im a l  &  P l a n t  R i g h t s

A lthough Israel is now try ing to  presen t the w all as a security  barrier 
to “fend o f f  su icide bom bers,” the tru th  is that the w all is anything 
but n ew .16 It has been recom m ended to  A riel Sharon by the infam ous 
“prophet o f  the A rab dem ographic  th reat,” Israeli dem ographer, 
A m on Sofer, w ho insists that the im plem ented  m ap w as all his. A nd 
unlike the slick  Israeli po liticians, Sofer unabashedly  confesses that 
the w all’s path  w as draw n w ith  one specific  goal in m ind: 
m axim izing the land to  be annexed  to  Israel, w hile m in im izing  the 
num ber o f  “A rabs” that w ould  have to  com e along.

B ut Sofer m ay be tak ing  too  m uch cred it for h im self. Ron 
N ahm an, the m ayor o f  the W est B ank settlem ent o f  A riel, has 
revealed to  the m ass-circu lation  Yedioth A hronoth  that, “the  m ap o f  
the fence, the sketch o f  w hich you  see here, is the sam e m ap I saw  
during every  v isit [A riel Sharon] m ade here since 1978. H e to ld  me 
he has been  th ink ing  about it since 1973.” There w eren ’t m any 
“suicide bom bings” going on then!

Four years ago, w ell before the Intifada started, A riel Sharon 
him self, it tu rned  out, had evocatively  called  the w all p ro ject the 
“B antustan p lan ,” accord ing  to  H a  ’aretz .

D espite the w a ll’s g rave transgression  against Palestin ian  
political, econom ic, and environm ental rights, a “near total con­
sensus” 17 ex ists am ong Israeli Jew s in supporting  it. Several official 
and nongovernm ental bodies in Israel, how ever, are concerned  about 
the adverse effects the w all m ight have on anim als and plants.

The Israeli environm ent m in ister Y ehudit N ao t p ro tested  the 
w all, saying:



The separation  fence severs the continu ity  o f  open areas and 
is harm ful to  the landscape, the flora and  fauna, the 
eco logical corridors and  the drainage o f  the creeks. The 
pro tective system  w ill irreversib ly  affect the land  resource 
and create enclaves o f  com m unities [o f anim als, o f  course] 
that are cut o f f  from  their surroundings. I certa in ly  d o n ’t 
w ant to  stop  or delay  the bu ild ing  o f  the fence, because it is 
essential and  w ill save liv es ... O n the o ther hand, I am  
d isturbed  by  the environm ental dam age invo lved .18

H er m in istry  and  the N ational Parks P ro tection  A uthority  m ounted  
d iligen t rescue efforts to  save an affected  reserve o f  irises by  m oving  
it to an  alternative reserve. T h ey ’ve also  created  tiny  passages for 
anim als and enabled  the continuation  o f  the w ater flow  in the creeks.

S till, the spokesperson  fo r the parks au thority  w as no t satisfied. 
H e com plained:

T he anim als d o n ’t know  that there  is now  a border. T hey  are 
used  to  a certain  living space, and w hat w e are concerned 
about is that the ir genetic d iversity  w ill be affected  because 
d ifferen t population  groups w ill no t be able to  m ate and 
reproduce. Iso lating  the populations on tw o sides o f  a fence 
defin ite ly  creates a genetic p ro b lem .19

Even T hom as F riedm an has pred icted— quite  accurately , in  m y 
view — in The N ew  York Times,20 that the w all w ill eventually  “k ill” 
the tw o-state so lu tion , thereby  becom ing  “the m other o f  all 
unin tended  consequences.”

S m a l l e r  C r im e s  o f  t h e  O c c u p a t i o n

N ot all the crim es o f  the Israeli m ilitary  occupation  are as 
overbearing  as the w all. I shall address below  only  four exam ples o f  
sm aller, yet ram pant, w ar crim es:

B ir th  a n d  D e a th  a t  a n  Is ra e li  M ilita ry  C h e c k p o in t

R ula, a P alestin ian  w om an, w as in the last stages o f  labor. H er 
husband, D aoud, could  no t convince the sold iers at a  typical m ilitary  
checkpoin t to  let them  th rough to  m eet the am bulance tha t w as held  
up by the sam e soldiers on the o ther side. A fter a long w ait, R ula 
could  no longer ho ld  it. She started scream ing in pain , to  the total
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apathy o f  the soldiers. D aoud described  the experience to  H a ’a re tz 's  
exceptionally  conscientious reporter, G ideon Levy, saying:

N ex t to  the barbed  w ire there  w as a ro c k ... M y w ife started 
to  craw l tow ard  the rock  and  she lay dow n on it. A nd I ’m  
still talk ing  w ith  the soldiers. O nly one o f  them  paid  any 
attention , the rest d id n ’t even look. She tried  to  hide behind  
the rock. She d id n ’t  feel com fortable having  them  see h er in 
h er condition. She started  to yell and yell. T he soldiers said: 
“Pull her in our d irection , d o n ’t  let h e r get too  far aw ay.” 
A nd she w as yelling  m ore and m ore. It d id n ’t m ove him . 
Suddenly, she shouted: “I gave b irth , D aoud! I gave b irth !” I 
started  repeating  w hat she said  so the sold iers w ould  hear. In 
H ebrew  and A rabic. T hey heard .21

R ula later shouted: “The g irl died! the girl d ied!” D aoud, d is­
traught and fearing fo r her life, w as forced  to  cut the um bilical cord 
w ith a rock. L ater, the doctor w ho exam ined  the little corpse at the 
hospital revealed  that the baby  girl had  died  “from  a serious b lunt 
force in jury  received  w hen she shot ou t o f  the b irth  canal.”

C om m enting on the sim ilar death  o f  another Palestin ian  new born 
at another Israeli checkpoin t, a spokesw om an fo r the Israeli 
Physicians fo r H um an R ights said:

W e d o n ’t know  how  m any have d ied  like this because m any 
peop le  d o n ’t even  bo ther to  set out for hospital, know ing the 
sold iers w ill stop th e m ... T hese people offer no threat to 
Israel. T hose w ho do, like the suicide bom bers, o f  course 
never go through  roadblocks, w hich  ex ist only to contro l, 
subjugate and  hum ilia te  ordinary  people. It is like a routine 
terro rism .22

H u n tin g  C h ild re n  fo r  S p o r t

The veteran  A m erican  jo u rn a lis t C hris H edges exposed23 in H a r p e r ’s  
M agazine how  Israeli troops in G aza system atically  curse and 
provoke Palestin ian  children  p lay ing  in the dunes o f  southern  Gaza. 
Then, w hen  the boys finally  get irrita ted  enough and start throw ing 
stones, the sold iers p rem editated ly  respond w ith  live am m unition  
from rifles fitted  w ith  silencers. “L ater,” w rites H edges, “ in the 
hospital, I w ill see the destruction: the stom achs ripped  out, the 
gaping ho les in lim bs and to rsos.” H e then  concludes, “C hildren
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have been  shot in  o ther conflic ts I have co v ered ... bu t I have never 
before w atched  soldiers entice ch ildren  like m ice in to  a trap  and 
m urder them  for sport.”

P a tie n ts  a n d  th e  Siege

R eporting  on a particu larly  appalling  incident, G ideon  Levy w rites in 
H a  ’a re tz :

The sold iers m ade B assam  Jarar, a  double am putee w ith  
k idney  disease, and  M oham m ed A sasa, w ho is b lind  in bo th  
eyes, get ou t o f  the am bulance. B oth  m en had  com e from  
dialysis treatm ent. A bou t h a lf  an hou r passed, and  then  b lood 
started  to  drip  from  the tube tha t is perm anen tly  inserted  in 
Ja ra r’s low er abdom en.

“ I to ld  the sold ier on the tan k  th a t I w as bleeding. H e to ld  
m e to sit there and that th ey ’d  take m e to  a doctor. W e sat 
there in  the sun for alm ost an  h our.’’...T h e  b leed ing  
increased. A fter about an  hour, tw o soldiers cam e and lifted 
up Ja ra r and placed him  on the floor o f  the ir jeep . “I to ld  
them  that I co u ldn ’t travel in a jeep . T hey  said  th a t’s all there  
w as and  that they w ere going to take m e to  a doctor. T he guy 
drove like a m aniac and I w as bouncing  up  and dow n and 
m y w hole body  hurt. I to ld  them  that it hurt. T hey  said, 
‘D o n ’t be afraid, y o u ’re  no t going to  d ie .’ T here w ere four 
so ld iers in the je e p  and  I w as on the floor. H e w o u ld n ’t slow  
dow n. A nd  the soldiers w ere laughing and no t looking at m e 
at all.”24

S exual A ssau lt

In another crim e, tw o Israeli B order Police officers coerced  a 
Palestin ian  shepherd  to w ear on his back  the saddle o f  h is donkey 
and  w alk  back and  forth  before them ; and then, at gunpoint, one o f  
the tw o forced h im  to  have sex w ith  his donkey for h a lf  an  hour,25 as 
docum ented  by B ’Tselem .

B ased on th is culture o f  re la tive hum anization  o f  “the o ther,” 
N athan  Lew in, a potential candidate  for a federal judgesh ip  
in W ashington and form er president o f  the In ternational 

A ssociation  o f  Jew ish  Law yers and Jurists, w rites:
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I f  executing  som e su icide-bom ber fam ilies saves the lives o f  
even  an equal num ber o f  po ten tia l civ ilian  v ictim s, the 
exchange is, I believe, eth ically  perm issib le ... It is a po licy  
b o m  o f  necessity— the need  to  find  a true deterren t w hen 
capital punishm ent is dem onstrab ly  ineffective.26

D iplom acy aside, “c iv ilian” stands for “Jew ish” only, o f  course. 
H arvard  L aw  Professor A lan D ershow itz  has also advised Israel 

to level any Palestin ian  v illage th a t harbors a su icide bom ber.27
L ittle  w onder, then, tha t Shulam it A loni, the form er m em ber o f  

K nesset, finds it necessary  to  say: “W e do not have gas cham bers 
and crem atoria, bu t there is no one fixed m ethod  fo r genocide.”28

Do Is ra e lis  K n o w ?

In m y view , the B ritish jo u rn a lis t Jonathan  C ook  h it it righ t on w hen 
he w rote:

[Israelis] know  exactly  w hat happens: the ir Z ionist train ing 
sim ply  b linds them  to its significance. A s long as the enem y 
is A rab, as long as the catch-all excuse o f  security  can be 
invoked, and as long as they  believe anti-Sem itism  lurks 
everyw here, then  the Israeli public can  sleep easy as another 
[Palestinian] child  is shot rid ing  h is  b ike, ano ther fam ily ’s 
house is bu lldozed, another w om an m iscarries a t a 
ch eck p o in t... It seem s that a  people  raised  to believe that 
anyth ing  can be done in its nam e— as long as it serves the 
in terests o f  Jew s and  the ir state— has no need  o f  ignorance. 
It can com m it atrocities w ith  eyes w ide open.29

T his is no t new . Z ionist th inker, A had  H a ’am , described  the anti- 
A rab attitude o f  the Jew ish  settlers tha t cam e to  Palestine to  escape 
repression in  E urope, long before  Israel w as created , as follow s:

Serfs they  w ere in the lands o f  the D iaspora, and suddenly  
they  find them selves in freedom  [in Palestine]; and this 
change has aw akened in them  an inclination  to  despotism . 
T hey treat the A rabs w ith  hostility  and cruelty , deprive them  
o f  the ir rights, offend  them  w ithout cause, and even  boast o f  
these deeds; and  nobody am ong us opposes th is despicable 
and dangerous inclination .30
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B ut i f  th a t’s the case, then  tw o possib le  explanations— not 
necessarily  m utually  exclusive— m ay be pu t fo rth  to  explain  the 
Israe lis’ acceptance of, and som etim es fervent support for, th is 
system atic v io lation  o f  basic hum an rights:

1) W idespread  b e lie f  that th e ir dem ographic w ar against the 
P alestin ians could  be w on by  im plem enting  the suggestion  o f  cabinet 
m inister, B enny E lon, w ho called for in tensify ing  the siege and 
repression  in order to  “m ake the ir life so b itte r that they  w ill transfer 
them selves w illing ly .”31

2) S ecular or no t, the roo t o f  the en trenched Israeli perception  o f  
the Palestin ians as less hum an is nourished  by  a racist colonial 
trad ition  and  rising  Jew ish  fundam en ta lism .

I ’ll expand  a b it on  th is last point.
It is com m onplace to  read  about Islam ic fundam entalism  and its 

m ilitancy, anachronism , and  in trinsic  hate o f  “the o ther.” Jew ish  
fundam entalism , on the contrary , is a  taboo  issue tha t v irtually  never 
gets m en tioned  at all in the W est fo r reasons tha t are beyond the 
scope o f  th is essay. B ut, since Jew ish  fundam entalism  is increasing ly  
gain ing  ground in  Israel, m ak ing  the state, as the veteran  B ritish  
jo u rn a lis t D avid H irst describes it, “no t on ly  ex trem ist by  tem per­
am ent, racist in p ractice, [but also] increasingly  fundam entalist in the 
ideology tha t drives it.”32

F or exam ple, referring  to  Jew ish  L aw , or H a lach a , R abbi 
G insburg, the leader o f  a  pow erful H assid ic sect, defended  the 1994 
m assacre  o f  M uslim  w orsh ippers in a m osque in H ebron, saying:

L egally , i f  a  Jew  does kill a non-Jew , h e ’s no t called a 
m urderer. H e d id n ’t transgress the Sixth C om m andm en t... 
There is som ething infin itely  m ore ho ly  and unique about 
Jew ish  life than  non-Jew ish  life .33

R abbi Shaul Israeli, one o f  the h ighest rabbin ic  authorities o f  the 
N ational R elig ious Party  and o f  relig ious Z ionism  in general, 
ju s tified  the 1953 Q ibya m assacre, perpetrated  by an  Israeli arm y 
unit led  by A riel Sharon, also by citing  Jew ish  law. H e w rote:

W e have estab lished  tha t there  exists a special term  o f  “w ar 
o f  revenge” and  this is a w ar against those w ho hate the Jew s 
and [there are] special law s apply ing  to  such w a r ... In such a 
w ar there is absolutely  no obligation  to  take precautions 
during  w arlike acts in order that non-com batan ts w ould  no t
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be hurt, because during a w ar bo th  the righ teous and w icked 
are k illed ... the w ar o f  revenge is based  on the exam ple o f  
the w ar against the M idian ites in w hich  sm all children  w ere 
also  executed , and w e m igh t w onder about th is, fo r how  they 
had  sinned? B ut w e have already  found in the sayings o f  our 
Sages, o f  b lessed  m em ory, tha t little children  have to  die 
because o f  the sin o f  the ir paren ts.34

I s r a e l ’s  S y s te m  o f  R a c i a l  D i s c r i m i n a t i o n :  I n t e l l i g e n t ,  
N u a n c e d ,  b u t  s t i l l  A p a r t h e i d

U.S. academ ic E dw ard H erm an w rites:

I f  Jew s in France w ere requ ired  to  carry  identification  cards 
designating  them  Jew s (even though F rench  citizens), could  
no t acquire land or buy  o r ren t hom es in m ost o f  the country, 
w ere no t elig ib le  for service in  the  arm ed forces, and F rench 
law  banned  any po litical party  or leg isla tion  calling  fo r equal 
rights for Jew s, w ould  France be w idely  pra ised  in the 
U nited  S tates as a “sym bol o f  hum an decency” (New York 
Times) and  paragon  o f  dem ocracy? W ould  there  be a huge 
pro test i f  F rance, in consequence o f  such law s and practices, 
w as declared  by a U .N . m ajority  to  be a racist state?35

A dvocating  com prehensive, unequivocal equality  betw een  A rabs 
and Jew s in Israel has becom e tan tam ount to  sedition , i f  no t treason. 
An Israeli H igh  C ourt ju s tic e  recently  stated  on the record  that, “ It is 
necessary to  p revent a Jew  o r A rab w ho calls fo r equality  o f  righ ts 
for A rabs from  sitting  in the K nesset or being  elected  to  it.”36

A recent survey by  the Israel D em ocracy  Institu te reveals that 
fifty-three percen t o f  Israeli Jew s oppose full equal righ ts for the 
Palestinian citizens o f  Israel and  a staggering fifty-seven percent 
believe they should  be “encouraged  to em igrate .” O ne m ain  finding 
was tha t w hen Israeli Jew s say “w e” or “u s ,” they  hard ly  ever 
include the Palestin ian  citizens o f  the state.37

In land ow nersh ip  rights, the inequality  is categorical. “It is 
forbidden to  sell apartm ents in the L and o f  Israel to  G en tiles,” said 
Israel’s C h ie f  R abbi in 1986, com m enting  on an attem pt by a 
Palestinian to  buy an apartm ent ow ned by the Jew ish  N ational Fund 
in East Jerusalem .38

In o ther vital areas o f  life, includ ing  m arriage law s, urban 
developm ent, and  education , Israel has perfected  a com prehensive
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apparatus o f  racial d iscrim ination  against its Palestin ian  citizens that 
is unparalle led  anyw here today.

From  all the above-described  d im ensions o f  the m ilitary 
occupation , the status quo is un tenable , i f  no t because  o f  Palestinian 
resistance, then due to  rising  in ternational condem nation.

E t h n i c  C l e a n s i n g :  I s r a e l ’s  F i n a l  S o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  
P a l e s t i n i a n  D e m o g r a p h i c  T h r e a t

Israeli po liticians, in tellectuals, and  m ass m edia  often  debate how 
best to face the coun try ’s dem ographic  “w ar” w ith  the Palestinians. 
Few  Israelis d issen t from  the b e lie f  that such a w ar exists o r ough t to 
exist. T he popu lar call to  subord inate dem ocracy  to  dem ography,39 
how ever, has entailed  the the adoption  o f  re tro ac tiv e  population 
contro l m echanism s to  keep the num ber o f  Palestin ians in check.

In a stark  exam ple o f  such m echanism s, the Israeli C ouncil for 
D em ography w as reconvened  last year to  “encourage the Jew ish 
w om en o f  Israel— and only them — to increase the ir childbearing ; a 
p ro jec t w hich, i f  w e ju d g e  from  the activ ity  o f  the previous council, 
w ill also attem pt to  stop abortions,” as reported  in H a ’aretz . This 
p restig ious body, com posed  o f  top Israeli gynecologists, public 
figures, law yers, scientists, and  physicians, focuses on how  to 
increase the ra tio  o f  Jew s to  P alestin ians, by em ploying  “m ethods to 
increase the Jew ish  fertility  rate and preven t abortions.”40

B esides dem ographic engineering, th is a ll-ou t “w ar” on 
P alestin ian  population  grow th has a lw ays involved  en ticing  non- 
A rabs, Jew ish  or not, from  around the w orld— preferably , bu t not 
necessarily , the w hite part o f  it— to com e to  Israel, and be eventually  
Israe lized .41 Israeli scholar B oaz E vron w rites:

Fear o f  the “dem ographic th rea t” has haunted  Z ionism  from  
the very  beginning. In its nam e E thiopians w ere turned into 
Jew s over the ob jections o f  rabbis. In its nam e hundreds o f 
thousands o f  Slavs cam e here  w earing the L aw  o f  R eturn  as 
a fig leaf. In its nam e em issaries have gone out across the 
w orld  seek ing  out m ore and m ore Jew s.42

W ith the support o f  the Israeli governm ent, fo r exam ple, one 
Z ionist o rganization , A m atzia ,43 has organized  the adoption  o f  
foreign children  to  Jew ish  fam ilies that have fertility  problem s, 
insisting  only  on the condition  o f  converting  all the ch ildren  to 
Judaism  upon arrival in Israel. R om ania, R ussia, G uatem ala,
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U kraine, and the Philippines w ere the m ain  sources o f  children; bu t 
now, after th ey ’ve “dried  up ,” India has becom e the  source o f  choice, 
m ainly for the relative ease o f  acquiring  the “goods” there. 
A m atzia’s director, Shulam it W allfish , has sought ch ildren  from  the 
northern parts o f  India in particu lar, “w here the ch ild ren ’s skin is 
lighter, w hich  w ould  better su it Israeli fam ilies,” accord ing  to her.

M ore concerned about the im m inent rise o f  an A rab m ajority  
betw een the Jordan and the M editerranean  than  w ith  the oft-invoked 
and sanctified  “Jew ish  purity ,” A riel Sharon has indeed called  on 
religious leaders to  sm ooth the progress o f  the im m igration  and 
absorption o f  non-A rabs, even  i f  they  w eren ’t Jew ish , in order to 
provide Israel w ith  “a bu ffe r to  the burgeoning  A rab popu la tion ,” 
reports the G uard ianZ 4 T he Israeli governm ent’s v iew  is tha t “w hile 
the first generation  o f  each  w ave o f  im m igration  m ay have difficulty  
em bracing Israel and Jew ishness, th e ir sons and daughters frequently  
becom e en thusiastic  Z ionists. In the presen t clim ate , they  are also 
often very  righ t-w ing .”

A lbeit vastly  popular, such a po licy  is no t endorsed  across the 
board. E li Y ishai, the leader o f  the largest Sephardic Jew ish  party  
Shas, fo r exam ple, w ho is particu larly  a larm ed at the influx o f  
gentiles, hysterically  forew arns:

B y the end  o f  the year 2010 the state o f  Israel w ill lose its 
Jew ish  identity . A  secular state w ill b rin g ...h u n d red s  o f  
thousands o f  goyim  w ho w ill bu ild  hundreds o f  churches and 
w ill open m ore stores tha t sell pork. In every  city  w e w ill see 
C hristm as trees.45

The Israeli far-righ t m in ister, E ffi E itam , p rescribes yet another 
alternative: “I f  you  d o n ’t give the A rabs the righ t to  vote, the 
dem ographic problem  solves itself.”46

O ne conscien tious Israeli w ho is revolted  by all th is re troac tive  
language o f  dem ographic contro l is Dr. A m non R az-K rakotzk in  o f  
B en-G urion U niversity . H e w rites: “ I t’s frigh ten ing  w hen Jew s ta lk  
about dem ography.”47

A lso d issen ting  from  the m ainstream  Israeli v iew , B oaz E vron 
argues that:

W hen w e give up  defin ing  ou r national essence by  relig ious 
criteria , and  forcing  conversion  on people  w ho are good 
Israeli citizens, and give up  the effectively  illegal prefer-



ences afforded to  Jew s, it w ill suddenly  becom e apparen t 
there is no need  to  w orry  about the “dem ographic  th rea t.”48

B ut, by  far, the all-tim e favorite  m echanism  has alw ays been  
ethn ic  c leansing.

Incessantly  practiced , forever popular, bu t persisten tly  denied  by 
the Z ionists, in the last few  years ethnic c leansing  has been resu r­
rected  from  the gutters o f  Z ionism  to  occupy its very  throne.

The fam ous historian , B enny M orris, has recently  argued that 
com pletely  em pty ing  P alestine o f  its ind igenous A rab inhabitants in 
1948 m ight have led to peace in the M iddle  E ast.49

In response, B aruch K im m erling , p ro fessor a t H ebrew  
U niversity , w rote:

Let m e ex tend  B enny M o rris’s lo g ic ... I f  the N azi 
p rogram m e fo r the final so lu tion  o f  the Jew ish  problem  had  
been  com plete, fo r sure there  w ould  be peace today in 
P alestine.5

Then w hy d o esn ’t Israel act upon  its desire now , one m ay ask? 
Prof. Ilan Pappe o f  H aifa  U niversity  has a convincing  answ er:

T he constrain ts on Israeli behav iour are no t m oral o r eth ical, 
bu t technical. H ow  m uch can be done w ithout tu rn ing  Israel 
into a pariah  state? W ithout inciting  E uropean sanctions, or 
m aking  life too  d ifficu lt fo r the A m ericans?

O ffering  a d iam etrically  opposing  explanation , M artin  V an 
C reveld51, Israe l’s m ost p rom inent m ilitary  h istorian , w ho supports 
ethnic cleansing, arrogantly  shrugs o f f  any concern  about w orld  
opinion, issuing the fo llow ing form idable  w arning:

W e possess several hundred atom ic w arheads and  rockets 
and  can launch them  at targets in all d irections, perhaps even 
at Rom e. M ost E uropean cap itals are targets for our air 
fo rce ... Let m e quote G eneral M oshe D ayan: “ Israel m ust be 
like a m ad dog, too  dangerous to  bo ther.” .. .  O ur arm ed 
forces are no t the th irtie th  strongest in the w orld , bu t ra ther 
the second or third. W e have the capability  to  take the w orld  
dow n w ith us. A nd I can assure you  that th a t w ill happen, 
before Israel goes under.
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T hat should  am ply  explain  w hy E uropeans recently  ranked  Israel 
f ir s t  am ong countries considered  a th rea t to  w orld  peace .52

Y et a th ird  explanation , w hich  concurs w ith P ap p e’s, is that 
Israel currently  en joys the best o f  both  w orlds: it is im plem enting—  
on the ground— an elaborate m esh o f  po lic ies tha t m ake the 
Palestin ians’ lives p rogressively  m ore into lerable, creating  an 
environm ent conducive to  gradual ethnic cleansing, w hile  no t 
m aking any dram atic— K osovo-like— scene that w ould  alarm  the 
world, inviting  condem nation  and  possib le  sanctions.53

I s r a e l :  T h e  U n t e n a b l e  E s s e n t i a l  C o n t r a d i c t i o n s

Israel’s inheren t racial exclusiv ity , as dem onstrated  above, has 
convinced m any Palestin ian  citizens o f  the  state tha t they  are no t ju s t 
on the m argins, bu t a ltogether unw anted. A m eer M akhoul, the 
G eneral D irector o f  Ittijah, the um brella  organization  o f  Palestin ian  
N G O ’s in Israel, w rites:

T he state o f  Israel has becom e the m ost sign ifican t source o f  
danger for the m illion  Palestin ians w ho are citizens o f  the 
state tha t w as forced upon them  in 1948; a state that w as 
erected  on the ru ins o f  the Palestin ian  p eo p le ... The 
Palestin ian  citizens o f  Israel cannot defend  them selves by 
re ly ing  on the legal system  and  the K nesset. T his public has 
no  trust in the state and its institu tions, because the Israeli 
ru les o f  the gam e enable  on ly  d iscrim ination , racism  and 
repression  o f  collective asp irations.54

A side from  w hat Palestin ians th ink  o r w ant, the question  should  
be posed: can  a state tha t insists on  ethnic purity  ever qualify  as a 
dem ocracy, w ithou t depriv ing th is concept o f  its essence? Even 
Israel’s loyal friends are losing faith  in its ability  to reconcile  the 
fundam entally  irreconcilable: m o d em  liberal dem ocracy  and 
outdated ethnocentricity . W riting  in the New York Review o f  Books, 
New Y ork U niversity  P ro fessor T ony Judt affirm s that:

In a w orld  w here nations and  peoples increasingly  
in term ingle and  in term arry, w here cultural and  national 
im pedim ents to  com m unication  have all but collapsed, 
w here m ore and m ore o f  us have m ultip le elective identities 
and w ould  feel constrained  i f  w e had  to  answ er to  ju s t  one, 
in such a w orld, Israel is tru ly  an anachronism . A nd  no t ju s t
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an anachronism , bu t a dysfunctional one. In to d ay ’s “c lash  o f 
cu ltu res” betw een  open, p luralist dem ocracies and belli­
geren tly  in to lerant, fa ith -driven  ethno-states, Israel actually  
risks falling  into the w rong  c a m p .55

A vraham  B urg, a  devoted  Z ion ist leader, reached  a sim ilar 
conclusion .56 A ttack ing  the Israeli leadership  as an  “am oral c lique ,” 
B urg asserts tha t Israel, w h ich  “rests on a scaffo ld ing o f  corruption , 
and on foundations o f  oppression  and  in justice ,” m ust “ shed its 
illusions and choose betw een  racist oppression  and  dem ocracy .”

S e c u l a r  D e m o c r a t i c  S t a t e :  N e w  H o r i z o n s

N o m atter w hat ou r hypocrites, U ncle T om s, or “ false p rophets” m ay 
say, Israel, as an exclusiv ist and settler-co lonial state,57 has no hope 
o f  ever being accepted  or forgiven by  its v ictim s— and as it should 
know , those are the  only ones w hose forg iveness really  m atters.

D espite the pain , the loss, and  the anger w hich relative h u m an ­
ization  undoub ted ly  engenders in them , Palestin ians have an 
obligation  to  d ifferen tia te  betw een  ju s tice  and revenge, fo r one 
entails an  essen tia lly  m oral deco lon iza tion , w hereas the o ther 
descends into a  v icious cycle o f  im m orality  and  hopelessness. A s the 
late B razilian  educato r Paulo Freire w rites:

D ehum anization , w hich  m arks no t only  those w hose 
hum anity  has been  stolen, bu t also  (though in a  different 
w ay) those w ho have stolen it, is a d istortion  o f  the vocation  
o f  becom ing  m ore fu lly  h u m an ... [The] Struggle [for 
hum anization] is possib le  only  because dehum anization , 
although a concrete h istorical fact, is no t a  g iven  destiny  but 
the resu lt o f  an  un just order tha t engenders v io lence in the 
oppressors, w hich  in  turn dehum anizes the o p p ressed ... In 
order for th is struggle to  have m eaning , the oppressed  m ust 
not, in seek ing  to  regain  th e ir hum anity  (w hich  is a w ay  to 
create it), becom e in  tu rn  oppressors o f  the oppressors, but 
ra ther restorers o f  the hum anity  o f  bo th .58

R ejecting  relative hum anity  from  any  side and  insisting  on 
eth ical consistency, I believe th a t the m ost m oral m eans o f  ach iev ing  
a ju s t  and enduring  peace in the ancien t land  o f  P alestine is to 
establish  a secu lar dem ocratic  state betw een  the Jo rdan  and  the 
M editerranean , anchored  in eq u a l hum anity and, accordingly , eq u a l



rights. The one-state  so lution, w hether b inational— a notion  w hich is 
largely based  on a false prem ise tha t the second nation  in question  is 
defined59— or secular dem ocratic , offers a true chance for the 
decolonization o f  P alestine w ithou t tu rn ing  the Palestin ians into 
oppressors o f  the ir form er oppressors. The v icious cycle launched  by 
the H olocaust m ust com e to an  end altogether.

This new  Palestine should:
1) F irst and  forem ost allow  and  facilitate  the return  o f  and 

com pensation to  all the  P alestin ian  refugees, as the only ethical 
restitution acceptab le  for the in justice th ey ’ve endured fo r decades. 
Such a process, how ever, m ust upho ld  at all tim es the m oral 
im perative o f  avoid ing  the in flic tion  o f  any unnecessary  or unjust 
suffering on the Jew ish  com m unity  in Palestine;

2) G rant full, equal, and unequivocal citizenship  righ ts to  all 
citizens, Jew s or A rabs;

3) R ecognize, legitim ize, and even nourish  the cultural, relig ious, 
and ethnic particu larities and  trad itions o f  each respective 
com m unity. A s a general ru le, I subscribe to  w hat Prof. M arcelo  
Dascal o f  T el A viv  U niversity  insigh tfu lly  p roposes60:

the m ajority  has an ob ligation  to  avoid  as m uch as possib le 
the iden tification  o f  the s ta te ’s fram ew ork w ith  tra its that 
p reclude the possib ility  o f  the m ino rity ’s com m itm ent to it.61

Israelis should  recognize th is m oral Palestin ian  challenge to  the ir 
colonial existence no t as an existential th reat to  them  but ra ther as a 
m agnanim ous invitation  to d ism antle the colonial character o f  the 
state, to allow  the Jew s in P alestine finally  to  enjoy norm alcy, as 
equal hum ans and  equal c itizens o f  a  secular dem ocratic  state— a 
truly prom ising  land, ra ther than  a false P rom ised  Land.

That w ould  certain ly  confirm  that R oosevelt is no t only dead  but 
is also D EA D  W RO N G !

This a rtic le  w as p rev iously  p u b lish e d  in P a les tin e  C hronicle  (www. 
palestinechron icle.com ); Znet (w w w .zm ag.org); C ounterpunch  
(w w w .counterpunch.org); and, in F rench , w w w .solidarite-palestine. 
org.

R e la tiv e  H um anity 43



4 4  R a c e  T r a i t o r

n o t e s :

' Theodore Roosevelt, The Winning o f the West, reproduced in Norman Finkelstein, 
“History’s Verdict: The Cherokee Case,” Journal o f Palestine Studies, vol. XXIV, 
no. 4, Summer 1995, University of California Press.

2 For more details on Barak’s myth of the “generous offer,” refer to: David Clark, “The 
Brilliant Offer Israel Never Made,” The Guardian, April 10, 2002, or Faisal 
Husseini, “The Compromise that Wasn't: Why Camp David II Failed to Satisfy 
Minimal Palestinian Conditions,” www.AMIN.org, December 12, 2000, or Tanya 
Reinhart, “The Camp David Fraud,” Yedioth Ahronoth, July 13, 2000.

3 Barbara Demick, Philadelphia Inquirer, January 16, 2001.

4 Jean-Jacques Rousseau, The Social Contract, Penguin, p. 52.

5 Several archaeological studies have shown that most of the stories in the Bible used by 
Zionists to buttress their claim to Palestine were indeed not supported by the region’s 
history, which is “based on direct evidence from archaeology and historical 
geography and is supported by analogies that are primarily drawn from anthropology, 
sociology and linguistics,” as archaeologist Thomas L. Thompson has written 
(www.bibleinterp.com/ articles/copenhagen). His findings are supported by the 
extensive, painstaking and authoritative research of distinguished Israeli 
archaeologists, including Ze’ev Herzog (www.prometheus.demon.co.uk/04/ 
04herzog) and Israel Finkelstein (see Aviva Lori, “Grounds for Disbelief,” Ha ’aretz. 
May 10, 2003).

6 Joseph Weitz, A Solution to the Refugee Problem, Davar, September 29, 1967; cited in 
Uri Davis and Norton Mevinsky, eds., Documents from Israel, 1967-1973, p. 21.

7 The Origins and Evolution o f the Palestine Problem, U.N. Committee on the Exercise 
of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People (domino.un.org/UNISPAL.NSF/O/ 
aeac80e740c782e4852561150071fdb0?OpenDocument).

8 Henry Kissinger defined as Israel’s ultimate objective, “a normality that ends claims 
[from Palestinians] and determines a permanent legal status.” Consequently, he has 
consistently counseled Israel, in return for recognizing a Palestinian state, to insist on 
a quid pro quo that included “a formal renunciation of all future [Palestinian] 
claims.” That, he maintained, was “the essence of reasonableness to Americans and 
Israelis.” Henry Kissinger, “The Peace Paradox,” Washington Post, December 4, 
2000.

9 Reuters, “Germany: Growing Number of Israelis Seeking Citizenship,” H a ’aretz, 
Monday, June 17, 2002.

10 Yair Sheleg, “Belgian Prime Minister Apologizes for His Country's Actions during 
Holocaust,” Ha 'aretz, October 7, 2002.

11 DPA, “Sephardi Jews Demand Recognition from Spanish Government,” H a ’aretz, 
October 15, 2002.

http://www.prometheus.demon.co.uk/04/


R e l a t i v e  H u m a n ity  4 5

12 Celebrated Israeli writers A.B. Yehoshua and Amos Oz wrote: “We shall never be able 
to agree to the return of the refugees to within the borders of Israel, for the meaning 
of such a return would be the elimination of the State of Israel.” A.B. Yeshoshua and 
Amos Oz, “Support Barak Conditionally,” H a ’aretz, December 19, 2000.

13 Amnesty International’s examination of Israel’s conduct during the current Intifada led 
it to conclude that: “There is a pattern of gross human rights violations that may well 
amount to war crimes.” (www.cnn.com/2000AVORLD/meast/l 1/01/mideast, 
amnesty.reut).

14 Oona King, “Israel Can Halt This Now,” The Guardian, June 12, 2003 (www. 
guardian.co.uk/comment/story/0,3604,975423,00).

15 The dubbed “Separation Barrier” has been shown by many researchers to, in effect, 
separate Palestinians from their lands and isolate them in restrictive bantustans, fully 
under the control of the Israeli military. As such, the only proper and accurate name 
that can be applied to this mammoth barrier is the Apartheid Wall, as many have 
begun to call it. For details on the wall, refer to the Amnesty International report at 
web.amnesty.org/pages/isr-index, which considers the wall a form of collective 
punishment, and therefore illegal, or the Human Rights Watch report at 
www.un.org/News/Press/docs/2003/gal0179.doc, the B’Tselem detailed position 
paper at www.btselem.org, or the UNGA resolution condemning the wall at 
www.un.org/News/Press/docs/ 2003/gal 0179.doc.

16 Meron Rappaport, “A Wall in their Heart,” Yedioth Ahronot, May 23, 2003. 
Reproduced at www.gush-shalom.org/archives/wall _yediot_eng.

17 Ha ’aretz Editorial, “A Fence Along the Settlers’ Lines,” October 3, 2003.

18 Mazal Mualem, “Old Habitats Die Hard,” H a ’aretz, June 20, 2003.

19 Ibid.

20 Thomas Friedman, “One Wall, One Man, One Vote,” New York Times, September 14, 
2003 (www.nytimes.com/2003/09/14/ opinion/14FRIE).

21 Gideon Levy, “Birth and Death at the Checkpoint,” H a ’aretz, September 12, 2003.

22 John Pilger, “Israel’s Routine Terrorism,” The Mirror, September 16, 2002 
(www.mirror.co.uk/news/allnews/page.cfm?objectid=12202728&method=full&siteid 
=50143).

23 Chris Hedges, “A Gaza Diary,” H arper’s Magazine, October 2001.

24 Gideon Levy, “Wanted Men,” Ha 'aretz Friday Magazine, November 8, 2002.

25 B’Tselem, “Sexual Assault in Zeita,” June 2003 (www.btselem. org).

26 Ami Eden, “Top Lawyer Urges Death for Families of Bombers,” The Forward, June 7, 
2002.

http://www.btselem.org
http://www.btselem


4 6  R a c e  T r a i t o r

27 Alan Dershowtiz, Jerusalem Post, March 11, 2002; cited in Rod Dreher, “Muslims vs. 
Dersh,” National Review, November 22, 2002 (www.nationalreview.com/dreher/ 
dreher112202.asp).

28 Shulamit Aloni, “Murder of a Population under Cover of Righteousness,” Ha ’aretz, 
March 6, 2003. Translated from Hebrew by Zvi Havkin.

29 Jonathan Cook, “Eyes Wide Open,” Al-Ahram Weekly Online, August 21-27, 2003 
(weekly.ahram.org.eg/2003/652/op42).

30 Sami Hadawi, Bitter Harvest, New York: Olive Branch Press, 1991.

31 Shulamit Aloni, ibid.

32 David Hirst, “The War Game,” The Observer, September 21, 2003.

33 Israel Shahak, www.cactus48.com/jewishlaw.

34 Ibid.

35 Edward S. Herman, “Israeli Apartheid and Terrorism,” Z Magazine, April 29, 2002 
(zena.secureforum.com/Znet/ZMag /articles/may94herman).

36 Herman, ibid.

37 Ha ’aretz, May 22, 2003.

38 Ha''aretz, January 17, 1986.

39 Lily Galili, “A Jewish Demographic State,” H a ’aretz, July 1, 2002.

40 Gideon Levy, “Wombs in the Service of the State,” Ha ’aretz, September 9, 2002.

41 “Israeli assimilation” of non-Jewish foreigners is eating away at the Jewish majority, 
according to recent demographic studies. According to the most conservative—and, 
in my opinion, misleading—statistics, about ten percent of the supposed Jewish 
population of Israel is really non-Jewish. For further details, refer to Yair Sheleg, 
“Demographic Balancing Acts,” H a ’aretz, June 13, 2002.

42 Boaz Evron, “Demagography as the Enemy of Democracy,” H a ’aretz, September 11, 
2002.

43 Ruth Sinai, “Israelis Can Now Adopt Children from India,” H a ’aretz, November 11, 
2003.

44 Chris McGreal, “Sharon Takes on Rabbis Over Jewish Identity,” The Guardian, 
December 31, 2002.

45 Ibid.



R e l a t i v e  H u m a n ity  4 7

46 Yuli Tamir, “Divide the Land or Divide Democracy,” Ha ’aretz, April 14, 2002.

47 Lily Galili, ibid.

48 Boaz Evron, ibid.

49 Benny Morris, “A New Exodus for the Middle East,” The Guardian, October 3, 2002 
(www.guardian.co.uk/israel/comment /0 ,10551,803417,00).

50 Baruch Kimmerling, “False Logic,” The Guardian, October 5, 2002.

51 Ferry Biedermann, “Interview with the Israeli Military Historian Dr. Martin van 
Creveld,” January, 2003 (www.de.indymedia. org/2003/01/39170).

52 Thomas Fuller, “European Poll Calls Israel a Big Threat to World Peace,” 
International Herald Tribune, October 31, 2003.

53 Peace activists Gadi Algazi and Azmi Bdeir explain: “Transfer isn’t necessarily a 
dramatic moment, a moment when people are expelled and flee their towns or 
villages. It is not necessarily a planned and well-organized move with buses and 
trucks loaded with people... Transfer is a deeper process, a creeping process that is 
hidden from view... The main component of the process is the gradual undermining 
of the infrastructure of the civilian Palestinian population’s lives in the territories: its 
continuing strangulation under closures and sieges that prevent people from getting 
to work or school, from receiving medical services, and from allowing the passage of 
water trucks and ambulances, which sends the Palestinians back to the age of donkey 
and cart. Taken together, these measures undermine the hold of the Palestinian 
population on its land.” Ran HaCohen, “Ethnic Cleansing: Past, Present, and Future,” 
www.antiwar.com, December 30, 2002.

54 Ameer Makhoul, “Looking for a Different Framework of Legitimation,” Between the 
Lines, March 2002 (www.between-lines.org).

55 Tony Judt, “Israel: The Alternative,” New York Review o f Books, vol. 50, #16, October 
23, 2003 (www.nybooks.com/articles /16671).

56 Avraham Burg, “The End of Zionism,” The Guardian, September 15, 2003. Reprinted 
with permission of The Forward, which translated and adapted this essay from an 
article that originally appeared in Yediot Aharonot.

57 Even the former deputy mayor of Jerusalem, Meron Benvenisti, says: “In the past two 
years I reached the conclusion that we are dealing with a conflict between a society 
of immigrants and a society of natives. If so, we are talking about an entirely 
different type of conflict... Because the basic story here is not one of two national 
movements that are confronting each other; the basic story is that of natives and 
settlers. It’s the story of natives who feel that people who came from across the sea 
infiltrated their natural habitat and dispossessed them.”

Ari Shavit, “Cry, the Beloved Two-State Solution,” H a ’aretz, August 10, 2003.



4 8  R a c e  T r a i t o r

58 Paulo Freire, Pedagogy o f the Oppressed, Herder & Herder: NY, 1972, p. 28.

59 Binationalism makes two problematic assumptions: that Jews are a nation and that such 
a nation has a right to exist as such in Palestine. Clearly binationalism cannot work 
between Palestinians on the one hand and world Jewry on the other. But will Israeli 
Jews define themselves as a nation? Most probably not, since that would contradict 
the fundamental premise of Zionism. Then do Israelis regard themselves as a nation? 
Certainly not, since aside from parting with Zionism, that would include the twenty 
percent Palestinian minority within it.

60 Marcelo Dascal proposes this as a current principle that Israel and its Palestinian 
citizens ought to uphold as a means of alleviating the conflict between the two 
identities in opposition. This same principle, however, can be quite useful if applied 
to the future of a unitary state.

61 Marcelo Dascal, “Identities in Flux: Arabs and Jews in Israel,” in G. Weiss and R. 
Wodak (eds.), Critical Discourse Analysis: Theory and Interdisciplinarity. 
(Houndmills, Basignstoke, Hampshire: Palgrave Macmillan, 2003) pp. 150-166.



T H E  O N E - S T A T E  S O L U T I O N  I N  

H I S T O R I C A L  P E R S P E C T I V E

BY I LAN PA PPE

T he purpose o f  this article is to stress the pattern  o f  continuity  
in P a lestine’s m odem  histo ry  as a  un itary  po litical entity. 
A part from  a relatively  short period  o f  partition , from  1948 to 

1967, the land w as under one po litical m le  w hich  seem ed alw ays 
feasible, although not alw ays fo r the benefit o f  the people  living on 
the land. T he attem pts after 1967 to  revive the partition  failed, in 
particular since a partitioned  political structure failed  to  address the 
core issues o f  the conflict: the  ethnic c leansing  o f  the Palestin ians in 
1948, the refugee problem , and  the acceptance o f  the Jew ish  
com m unity as a  legitim ate part o f  the m o d em  M iddle East.

O n e - s t a t e  S o l u t i o n s  u n d e r  B r i t i s h  R u l e

Palestine in the O ttom an period  w as d iv ided  into adm inistrative 
units, bu t had a k ind o f  cohesion  d istinguished  by  dialect, custom s, 
and the people them selves. The country  w as com posed  o f  three 
principal O ttom an subdistricts, A cre, N ablus, and Jerusalem , w hich 
were connected  by h istory  and  tradition . T hese sim ilarities had  all 
along been  recognized  by the people them selves, w hich is w hy the 
people o f  Jabal N ab lus had  m ade every  possib le  effort to  rem ain  
connected to  Jerusalem . W hen N ablus w as officially  annexed  in 
1858 to  the v illayet o f  B eirut, a p ro test m ovem ent arose, so m assive 
that it tu rned  into a b loodbath  in w hich, accord ing  to  the B ritish 
consul in Jerusalem , th ree thousand  people w ere k illed. (H e w as, 
how ever, know n to  have exaggerated  in the past, so the num ber 
could w ell have been m uch lo w er).1

Tow ards the end o f  the era, in 1918, the th ree districts w ere 
reunited into one geopolitical un it by  the B ritish ; (a  sim ilar act o f  
unification took  place in Iraq at the sam e tim e). The m aking  o f  a 
unitary m andatory  state w as a sm ooth  h istorical p rocess that
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generally  im proved p eo p le ’s re la tive w ell-being  and  added  to  the 
already  ex isting  geopolitical cohesiveness o f  Palestine and  its 
society. T his process in fact only  ended  in 1923, bu t by  1918 
Palestine w as m ore un ited  adm inistra tively  than  in the O ttom an 
period. W hile w aiting  for final in ternational approval on P alestin e’s 
status, the B ritish  governm ent nego tia ted  the final borders o f  the 
land, creating  a better-defined  space for the national m ovem ents to 
struggle over, and  produced  a  c learer sense o f  belong ing  for the 
people liv ing in  it. O n the o ther hand, the final shaping o f  the borders 
helped the Z ion ist m ovem ent find  out for the first tim e w hat it m eant 
geographically  by  the concept o f  E retz  Israel, o r the land o f  Israel; 
w ith  Z ionism  cam e also  the idea o f  partition ing  Palestine.

The political elite o f  the ind igenous population  conceived 
P alestine as a unitary  state. In fact, in the very  early  years o f  B ritish 
occupation  and nascent Z ionist p resence it im agined  the fu ture m ore 
in pan-A rabist than  Palestin ian  term s. B ut the balance o f  forces on 
the ground underm ined the dream  o f  a un itary  A rab  state stretching 
from  M orocco  to  Iran and brough t crash ing  dow n even less 
am bitious p lans such as creating  a G reater Syria out o f  the eastern  
M editerranean  countries. B y 1922, the m ajority  o f  the P alestin ian  
leaders, and  one guesses the population  at large, conceived  Palestine 
as the national hom eland  o f  the P alestin ians stretch ing  from  the river 
Jordan to the M editerranean . W hen this w as the trend, the 
Palestin ians w ere n inety  percent o f  the population , and  the ir leaders, 
aw are o f  the new  gam e in the p o st-W o rld  W ar I M iddle  East, asked  
to  be included in the system  o f  nation  states w hich  w ere m arching 
tow ards independence on the princip le o f  dem ocracy and  self- 
determ ination . H ad  the ir w ish  been  granted , Palestine w ould  have 
been  today in a sim ilar position  to  that o f  Syria or Iraq.

B ut the m andatory  charter included the B alfour declaration  and 
w ith  it the am biguous B ritish  prom ise to  m ake P alestine a hom eland  
for the Jew s, w ithout p rejud icing  the interests or am bitions o f  the 
local population . A  few  bursts o f  v io lence and m ore reflective B ritish  
strategic though t led London to  re th ink  its p rev ious concepts. B ut 
until 1937, the B ritish  also v isualized  the fu ture w ith in  a one-state 
paradigm . In 1928, these fresh insights tu rned  into the first 
sign ifican t peace initiative. In a country  tha t had a m ajo rity  o f  
Palestin ians (eighty-five percen t o f  the population), the B ritish  m ust 
have felt trium phant w hen they  succeeded in persuading  the 
E xecutive C om m ittee o f  the P alestine N ational C ongress— the de
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facto governm ent o f  the Palestin ians— to share the land w ith the 
Jewish new com ers. The idea w as to  build  a state on the basis o f  
parity in the executive, legislative, and ju d ic ia ry  system s. It w as a 
concept o f  a un itary  state that w as accepted  by  a Palestin ian  
leadership, in a rare  m om ent o f  un ity  in a po lity  tha t h itherto  and 
after w as d iv ided  by clannish  cleavages o f  prestige and  ancestry .2

It w as also an opportune m om ent for a llow ing  the tw o 
com m unities to try  and coex ist w ithin an acceptab le  political 
structure. B u t the Z ionist leadership  refused  to  partake in such a 
solution. Interestingly , as long as Z ion ist leaders had  been  aw are o f  a 
total re jection  o f  the idea on the Palestin ian  part, the official Z ionist 
position w as that th is k ind o f  a solu tion  is acceptable. O nce the 
intelligence unit o f  the Jew ish  A gency  reported  a change o f  w ind  on 
the Palestin ian  side, the Jew ish  leadership  reversed  its po licy  and 
rejected the idea o f  parity .3 The Z ion ist leaders preferred  the idea o f  
partition, w ith  the hope o f  annexing m ore o f  Palestine w hen 
favorable conditions for such expansion  developed.

W hen the fu ture o f  P alestine w as d iscussed once m ore in the 
wake o f  the B ritish  decision  to  leave P alestine in February  1947, the 
Zionist leadership , although represen ting  the m inority  o f  Jew ish  
new com ers, determ ined  the peace agenda. A  very  inexperienced 
inquiry com m ission  w as appo in ted  by  the U .N ., the in ternational 
body tha t took  responsib ility  for P alestine after the B ritish 
w ithdraw al. The new  com m ission acted  w ith in  a vacuum  easily  filled 
by Z ionist ideas. In M ay, 1947, the Jew ish  A gency prov ided  the 
inquiry com m ission, U .N .S .C .O .P ., w ith  a m ap tha t included a 
Jewish state over e ighty  percen t o f  Palestine, m ore or less equal to 
Israel o f  today  w ithout the occupied  territo ries. In N ovem ber, 1947 
U .N .S.C .O .P. reduced  the Jew ish  S tate to  fifty-five percen t o f  
Palestine and form ulated  the p lan  as U .N . R esolu tion  181. The 
Palestinian rejection  o f  the plan, w hich  d id not surprise anyone, as 
they had  been  opposed  to partition  ever since 1918 and the Z ionist 
endorsem ent o f  it, w hich  w as foreto ld  since partition  w as, after all, a 
Z ionist so lu tion  to the problem , w ere in the eyes o f  the in ternational 
policing body  a so lid  enough base fo r peace in the H oly  Land. 
H ow ever, im posing  the w ill o f  one side on the o ther w as hardly  a 
productive m ove tow ards reconcilia tion  and, indeed, ra ther than 
bringing peace and quiet to the to m  land, the reso lu tion  triggered 
violence on a scale unprecedented  in the h istory  o f  m odem  
Palestine.4
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The Jew ish  leadership  returned  to its M ay, 1947 m ap; i f  the 
P alestin ians rejected  the Z ionist idea o f  partition , it w as tim e for 
unilateral action. The m ap show ed clearly  w hich  parts o f  Palestine 
w ere coveted  as the future Jew ish  state. The problem  w as that, w ithin 
the desired  eighty  percent, the Jew s w ere a m inority  o f  forty  percent 
(660,000 Jew s against one m illion  Palestin ians). B ut th is w as also  a 
passab le  hurdle. The leaders o f  the Yishuv had  been  prepared  for 
such an eventuality  ever since the beginning o f  the Z ion ist p ro jec t in 
Palestine. T hey advocated  the forced transfer o f  the indigenous 
population  so tha t a pure Jew ish  state could  be established. 
T herefore, on M arch 10, 1948, the Z ion ist leadership  adopted  the 
now  infam ous P la n  D a le t w hich ordered the Jew ish  forces to 
ethn ically  cleanse the areas regarded  as the fu ture Jew ish  S tate in 
Palestine.

The in ternational com m unity  realized  tha t the partition  p lan  was 
m ore an incentive for b loodshed  than a peace program  and, five days 
after the 1948 w ar erupted , it m ade another attem pt a t a 
reconciliation  effort. The m ission  w as en trusted  to  the U .N .’s first 
m ediator in the post-m andatory  conflict, the Sw edish C ount Folke 
B em adotte . B em adotte  offered  tw o proposals to  end the conflic t by 
partition ing  the land in to  tw o states. The d ifference betw een  them  
w as that, in the second proposal, he suggested  the annexation  o f  
A rab Palestine to  T ransjordan. B ut in both  proposals he stipulated  
the unconditional repatria tion  o f  Palestin ian  refugees as a 
precondition  for peace. H e w as am bivalen t about Jerusalem , w ish ing  
it to  be the A rab  capital in the first proposal bu t in the second 
preferring  it to  rem ain  in ternational. In any case, he seem ed to  place 
the refugees and Jerusalem  at the cen ter o f  the conflict, and 
perceived  these tw o dilem m as as indivisib le problem s, for w hich 
only a com prehensive and  ju s t so lution w ould  do .5

Even after B em ad o tte ’s assassination  by  Jew ish  extrem ists in 
1948, the P alestine C onciliation  C om m ission  appoin ted  to  replace 
him  pursued  the sam e policy. T he th ree m em bers o f  th is com m ission  
w ished to bu ild  the fu ture solu tion  on  th ree tiers: the partition  o f  the 
land into tw o states, no t accord ing  to the m ap o f  the partition  
reso lu tion  but corresponding to the dem ographic d istribu tion  o f  Jew s 
and Palestin ians, the in ternationalization  o f  Jerusalem , and the
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unconditional return  o f  the refugee to  the ir hom es. The new  
m ediators offered  the three princip les as a basis for negotia tions, and 
while the A rab  confrontational countries and the Palestin ian  leader­
ship accepted  th is offer, during  the U .N . peace conference in 
Lausanne, Sw itzerland in M ay, 1949, as the U .N . G eneral A ssem bly 
had done before  them  in R esolu tion  194 o f  D ecem ber, 1948, it w as 
nonetheless buried  by the in transigent D avid  B en  G urion and his 
governm ent in the sum m er o f  tha t year. A t first, the U .S. 
adm inistration  rebuked  Israel for its po licy  and  exerted  econom ic 
pressure on it, but la ter on, the Jew ish  lobby succeeded  in 
reorientating U .S. policy  onto p ro-Israeli tracks, w here it has 
rem ained until today .6

Palestine w as no t divided. It w as destroyed , and m ost o f  its 
people expelled . T he expulsion  and the destruction  k indled  the 
conflict ever since. The P .L .O . em erged  in the late 1950s as an 
em bodim ent o f  the P alestin ian  struggle for return , reconstruction , 
and restitu tion . B u t its struggle w as no t particu larly  successful. The 
refugees w ere to tally  ignored by  the in ternational com m unity  and the 
regional A rab  pow ers. O nly G am al A bdel-N asser seem ed to  adopt 
their cause, forcing the A rab  League to  show  at least concern  for 
their case. A s the ill-fated  A rab  m aneuvers o f  June, 1967 show ed, 
this w as neither effective no r sufficient.

A m ore system atic conceptualization  o f  the one-state em erged 
w hen the P .L .O . phoenix  hatched  (1 9 4 8 -6 7 ). In the paper 
F ilastinuna, several w riters envisaged  a secular dem ocratic  state as 
the only v iab le  solution for the Palestine problem . B ut a thorough 
reading show s that the concern  w as an un iden tified  “P alestin ian  
entity” that w ould  trigger the reb irth  o f  the m ovem ent, ra ther than  a 
focus on actual political m odels or structures.7 The debate w as 
m ainly betw een  a pan-A rabist point, w ish ing  to  oppose w hat they  
called separatism  from  the qaw m i (the pan-A rab ist version o f  
nationalism ) fu ture in the nam e o f  a Palestin ian  w atniyya (nation­
state territorialism ).

N either w as the nature o f  a fu ture Palestin ian  entity  seriously  
discussed in the regional o r in ternational arenas. There w as a lull in 
the peace efforts in the 1950s and  1960s, although schem a such as 
the A nglo-A m erican A lpha Program  and the Johnston  P lan  w ere 
throw n into the air.8 T hese and  m ore esoteric in itiatives, a lm ost all o f  
them  A m erican, w ished to adopt a  businesslike approach  to the 
conflict. T his m eant a great b e lie f  in partition  accord ing  to  security



interests o f  Israel and its A rab neighbors, w hile to tally  sidelin ing the 
P alestin ians as partners for peace. The Palestin ians w ere d im in ished  
as a political partner in this businesslike approach. T hey ex isted  only 
as refugees w hose fate w as trea ted  w ith in  the econom ic aspect o f  the 
A m erican  C old  W ar against the Soviet U nion. T heir problem  w as to 
be solved w ith in  a new  M arshall p lan  for the M iddle East. T his p lan  
p rom ised  A m erican  aid to the area to  im prove the standard  o f  living 
as the best m eans o f  contain ing  Soviet encroachm ent. F or that, the 
refugees had  to  be resettled  in  A rab  lands and m ade to  serve as cheap 
labor for their developm ent (d istancing  them  from  Israe l’s borders 
and consciousness). A lthough the P .L .O . show ed enough resistance 
to encourage A rab  regim es to  leave the refugees in the ir transitional 
cam ps, despite  the ir be ing  perceived  as a destab iliz ing  factor, the 
association  o f  the P .L .O . w ith  the Soviet U nion, on the o ther hand, 
pushed  the Palestin ians, w herever they  w ere, from  any prospective 
P ax  A m ericana.

T h e  P a r t i t i o n  F o r m u l a  a n d  I t s  D e m i s e :  

1 9 6 7 - 2 0 0 0

In June, 1967, the w hole o f  P alestine becam e Israel— a new  
geopolitical reality  tha t necessita ted  a renew ed  peace process. A t 
first, it w as the U N  that took  the in itiative, bu t it w as soon rep laced  
by  A m erican  peacem akers. The early  architects o f  Pax A m ericana 
had  som e orig inal ideas o f  the ir ow n w hich w ere flatly  rejected  by 
the Israelis and hence rem ained  on paper. T hen the m echanism  o f  
A m erican  brokering  becam e a p roxy  fo r Israeli peace p lans. A t the 
cen ter o f  the Israeli perception  o f  a solu tion  stood  three assum ptions: 
the first w as tha t Israel should  be absolved from  the 1948 ethnic 
c leansings by  no t m ention ing  the issue any  m ore as part o f  a 
p rospective peace agenda; secondly  and  consequently , negotia tions 
fo r peace w ould  on ly  concern  the fu ture o f  the areas Israel had  
occupied  in 1967, nam ely  the W est B ank  and  the G aza Strip; and, 
th ird ly , the fate o f  the P alestin ian  m inority  in  Israel w as no t to be 
part o f  a com prehensive settlem ent for the conflict. T his m eant that 
eighty  percen t o f  P alestine and m ore than  fifty  percen t o f  the 
P alestin ians w ere excluded  from  the efforts o f  m aking  peace in the 
land o f  Palestine. T his form ula w as accepted  unconditionally  by the 
U .S . and sold as the best offer in tow n  to the rest o f  the w orld.
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A t the heart o f  this form ula stood an  equation  o f  te rrito ries for 
peace, p roduced  by the Israeli peace cam p and  m arketed  by  the 
A m ericans. It is a strange form ula i f  you  stop and  th ink  about it: on 
the one end  o f  the equation  you have a quantitative and m easurable 
variable, on the other, an abstract term , no t easily  conceptualized  or 
even illustrated. It w as less b izarre as a w ork ing  basis for b ilateral 
peace betw een  Israel and its A rab  neighbors, w here indeed it 
operated quite w ell, for a w hile, in  the case o f  E gypt and Jordan. A nd 
yet w e should  rem em ber tha t even in the case o f  these tw o countries 
it p roduced “cold  peace ,” as it d id  no t o ffer a com prehensive solution 
to the Palestine question. A nd, indeed, w hat had  th is equation  to 
offer to  the ultim ate v ictim s o f  the 1948 w ar, w hose dem and for 
“ju stice” is the m ain  fuel k ind ling  the con flic t’s fire?

The architects o f  the O slo A ccord  thought it could. T hey reso ld  
the m erchandise o f  “peace fo r te rrito ries,” including  hollow  concepts 
such as Israeli recognition  by  the P .L .O . and “au tonom y” for the 
Palestinians, w hich  w ere m eant to  strengthen the businesslike 
approach to  the conflict. The reality  on the ground w as one state, 
tw enty percen t o f  w hich  w as under ind irect Israeli m ilitary  
occupation, w hich, how ever, w as represen ted  as the m aking  o f  a 
tw o-state solu tion  w ith the d isp lay  o f  a dram atic d iscourse o f  peace.9

I am  no t underestim ating  the progress m ade in O slo, bu t one 
should never forget the circum stances o f  the A ccord ’s b irth , as they  
tell w hy it w as such a co lossal failure. D ram atic changes in the 
global and regional balance o f  pow er and an  Israeli read iness to 
replace the H ashem ites o f  Jo rdan  w ith  the P .L .O . as a partner for 
peace opened  the w ay to an even m ore com plicated  form ula o f  
“territories for peace .” O slo w as a celebration  o f  the idea o f  partition: 
territories, and everything else w hich  is v isib le and quantifiable, 
could be d iv ided  betw een  the tw o sides. Thus the only  non-Jew ish  
parts o f  p o s t-1948 P alestine— tw enty-tw o p ercen t o f  the land— could  
be red iv ided  betw een  Israel and a future Palestin ian  autonom ous 
entity. W ithin  that tw enty-tw o percent o f  Palestine, the illegal Jew ish  
settlem ents could  be d iv ided into e igh ty  percen t under Israeli control 
and tw enty  percent under Palestin ian  authority . Furtherm ore, m ost o f  
the w ater resources w ere to be g iven to  Israel, m ost o f  Jerusalem  
w ould rem ain  in Israeli hands. Peace, the quid  pro  quo, m eant a 
Palestinian state robbed  o f  any say in its defense, foreign, or 
econom ic policies. A s for the Palestin ian  righ t o f  return , accord ing  to 
the Israeli in terpretation  o f  O slo, w hich  is the one that counts, it



should  be forgotten  and erased. T his Israeli concept o f  a solu tion  was 
p resen ted  to  the w orld  at large in the sum m er o f  2000 at Cam p 
D avid.

F o r Palestin ians, the sum m it in C am p D avid  w as m eant to 
produce the final stages in the Israeli w ithdraw al from  the W est B ank 
and the G aza strip, in accordance w ith  R esolu tions 242 and 338 o f  
the U .N . Security  C ouncil, and  prepare the ground for new  
negotiations over a final settlem ent on the basis o f  U .N . R esolution  
194, the return  o f  the refugees, the in ternationalization  o f  Jerusalem , 
and a full sovereign Palestin ian  state. E ven the U .S. vo ted  in favor o f 
th is resolution , at the tim e and ever since.

The Israeli left, in pow er since 1999, regarded  the C am p D avid  
sum m it as a stage for d ictating  to  the P alestin ians the ir concept o f  a 
solution: m axim izing  the d iv isib ility  o f  the v isib le (evicting  n inety  
percent o f  the occupied  areas, tw enty  percen t o f  the settlem ents, and 
fifty  percen t o f  Jerusalem ), w hile dem anding  the end o f  Palestin ian  
reference to  the invisib le layers o f  the conflict: no righ t o f  return, no 
full sovereign Palestin ian  state, and no solu tion  for the P alestin ian  
m inority  in Israel. A fter C am p D avid , an acceptab le solu tion  for the 
Israelis m eant that as long as the P alestin ians do no t succum b to  the 
Israeli d ictate, the occupation , exile, and  discrim ination  w ould  
continue. W ith  or w ithout A riel S haron ’s v io lation  o f  the sacredness 
o f  H aram  a l-S h a r if  in Septem ber, 2000, the second uprising  broke 
out in the territories and in Israel a m onth  later, and is still going on 
w hile th is article is w ritten.

T h e  R e v i v a l  o f  t h e  O n e - s t a t e  I d e a

“T errito ries for P eace” is no longer on the negotia tions table, ever 
since the outbreak o f  the second Intifada. A n uprising  tha t sp illed  
over into Israel itself, leading the Palestin ian  m inority  there  to  call 
for the de-Z ionization  o f  the Jew ish  state, a llow ing W est B ankers to 
dem and the Palestinazation  o f  M uslim  and C hristian  Jerusalem , the 
inhabitants o f  G aza to  raise arm s against the continued  occupation , 
and uniting  refugees around the w orld  in the ir call fo r the 
im plem entation  o f  the ir righ t o f  return. W hat the curren t In tifada has 
m ade clear w as that in the eyes o f  the Palestin ians, the end o f  
occupation  is a precondition  for peace and cannot be peace itself. 
T he Israeli peace cam p, so w e are to ld  by its “gurus,” w as insulted  in 
O ctober, 2000. The narrative prov ided  by  E hud B arak, the Israeli

56 R ace  T r a i to r



prim e m in ister at the tim e o f  the C am p D avid  sum m it, w as w idely 
accepted by  the Israeli peace cam p. A ccord ing  to th is version, the 
Israeli leadership  m axim ized  the equation  o f  “territo ries for peace” 
by offering  m ost o f  the territo ries Israeli occupied  in 1967.

This version  w as endorsed  by  the U nited  States, although several 
European governm ents and personalities doubted  its validity . This 
narrative delineates clearly  w hat the final settlem ent m eans in the 
eyes o f  the political cam p led  at the tim e by  the L abor Party  and its 
leader, E hud B arak. Such a “com prehensive” solu tion  is, in essence, 
an Israeli dem and that the Palestin ians recognize the Z ionist 
narrative o f  the 1948 w ar as exclusively  righ t and valid. A ccord ing  
to this narrative, Israel has no responsib ility  for the m aking  o f  the 
refugee problem  and the Palestin ian  m inority  in Israel— now  tw enty  
percent o f  the population— is no t part o f  the solution to  the conflict. 
It also includes an  Israeli dem and th a t the Palestin ians acquiesce in 
the new  reality  Israel created  in G reater Jerusalem  and the W est 
Bank. A  final peace settlem ent is therefore  one in w hich  the w orld  
recognizes as forever Jew ish  the settlem ent belt encircling  Jerusalem  
and p lanted  at the heart o f  P alestin ian  cities such as N ablus and H alil 
(Hebron).

The drive for a com prehensive settlem ent can  therefore no t be 
associated only  w ith  Israeli w ithdraw al from  the territo ries it 
occupied in 1967, w hich constitu te only tw enty-tw o percen t o f  
historical Palestine. It requires a reconcilia tion  process tha t is based 
on a h istorical perspective and  w hich  touches upon questions o f  
accountability  and responsibility . From  the P alestin ian  perspective, it 
means a recognition  by Israelis o f  the ir s ta te’s ro le as colonizer, 
expeller, oppressor, and occupier.

I have w ritten  elsew here on the various m echanism s for such a 
process10; here  I w ould  like to  associate the end o f  conflict and the 
question o f  the desirable po litical stricture that should  accom pany 
such a process and eventually  a solution. I use the term  accom pany, 
as I believe the process o f  m ediation  and reconcilia tion  betw een 
Israel and its P alestin ian  v ictim s is a first p reconditioned  stage that 
should com m ence even befo re  the final construction  o f  an 
appropriate political structure.

A historical perspective on peace efforts up  to  now  indicates that 
the attem pt to  focus on the fate o f  the territo ries Israel had  occupied  
in the June 1967 w ar— territo ries w hich constitu te tw enty-tw o 
percent o f  Palestine— has been  a to tal failure. Even the various
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Israeli offers to  w ithdraw  from  m ost the territo ries (from  O slo, 
th rough C am p D avid  2000, the A yalon  N usseibah  In itiative, the 
R oad M ap, to  the G eneva A ccord) could  no t elic it m eaningful 
P alestin ian  consent to  end the conflict. A ll these offers had one thing 
in com m on: they  em ptied  the concept o f  statehood from  its 
conventional and accepted  no tion  in  the second h a lf  o f  the tw entieth  
century. A ll these peace offers, w ithou t exception , lim ited  the future 
independence o f  the P alestin ians to  tha t tw enty-tw o percen t, giving 
Israel an exclusive say in  security , foreign, and econom ic m atters in 
the fu ture m ini-state o f  the W est B ank and G aza Strip.

The m in i-sta te  structure failed  to  o ffer a solu tion  to  the refugee 
questions that w ould  entail the im plem entation  o f  the righ t o f  return, 
nor did it suggest that the 1.4 m illion  Palestin ians inside the state o f 
Israel w ould  cease to  be second-class citizens.

T hese issues have a be tter chance o f  being  dealt w ith  in a one- 
state structure, a so lu tion  tha t m ay rem ain  in the short term  a v irtual 
reality , as the m ajo rity  o f  the Jew s in Israel and quite a  considerable 
num ber o f  W est B ankers oppose it. In the long run, it m ay be, for 
better o r w orse, the on ly  gam e in tow n, as recognized  even by those 
w ho still are ardent supporters o f  the idea o f  tw o states, such as the 
P alestin ian  leader M ustafa  B arghouti.

In Israel, tw o long-tim e com rades o f  B arg h o u ti’s struggle for 
tw o states, H aim  H anegbi and  M eron B envenisti, decided  at the end 
o f  the sum m er o f  2003 that the tim e has com e to  forsake the tw o- 
state solution. The form er sees it as a ju s t  solu tion  to  the question; 
the latter as unfortunately  the only  feasib le one, g iven the range o f  
Jew ish  settlem ents in the occupied  territo ries, the unw illingness o f  
any Israeli governm ent to  m assively  w ithdrew  settlers, and the 
grow ing  dem ographic  balance o f  Palestin ians inside Israel. H ow ever, 
both  advocate a b inational m odel, a  k ind o f  federation  betw een  tw o 
national entities w ho share the executive, legislative, and 
constitu tional authorities on a parity  and  consensual basis.

The m ore veteran  advocates o f  such a solu tion  tend  to p refer the 
idea o f  a secu lar dem ocratic  state for all its citizens, bu t it seem s that, 
as T ony Jud t has cla im ed recen tly  in  the New York Review o f  Books, 
it w ill be easier to  w in  over those d isappoin ted  w ith  the chances o f  a 
tw o-state so lution to  the no tion  o f  a b inational state, already  
suggested  by A sad  G hanem  and Sara O zacky in the late 1990s.

It m ay be early  to  detail the nature o f  the political structure that 
w ould  rep lace the tw o-state  so lu tion , and the tw o m odels o f  the
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secular state and the b inational that w ould  com pete in the theoretical 
discussions on the subject. T hese tw o m odels are still u sed  as a th reat 
by the Palestin ian  A uthority  should  Israel execute un ilateral m oves 
to annex h a lf  o f  the W est B ank  and erect the ghetto  w all as a w edge 
betw een ten  percen t o f  P alestine and  the enlarged state o f  Israel. B ut 
the to tal failure o f  the tw o-state  so lu tion  m ay com e sooner than  later 
and those o f  us w ith  h indsight should  p repare the alternatives now .

E ver since 1987, the ou tbreak  o f  the first In tifada, I have been 
doubting the effectiveness o f  the option  from  w ith in . It still rem ains 
for m e the best w ay o f  b ring ing  about a  lasting  solu tion  to  the 
question o f  the refugees, the pred icam ent o f  the P alestin ian  m inority  
in Israel, and the future o f  Jerusalem . There are necessary  steps to be 
taken on the w ay to  such a solu tion , w hich  w ould  p robably  be best 
served w ith in  a one-state structure. B ut it w ill take tim e before  th is 
settlem ent w ould  be accepted  as reasonable  and  feasib le, and  for that 
we need  to  convince and negotia te  w ith  w hom ever w e th ink  should 
be part o f  the future state.

The non-Z ionist left is now  th ink ing  o f  a po litical structure that 
w ould preven t a civil w ar in  Israel, g ran t equal righ ts to  the 
Palestinian m inority  in Israel, and provide fair so lu tions to  the R ight 
o f  R eturn  and the status o f  Jerusalem . T his can  only be ach ieved  
w ithin a one-state solution. Such a solu tion  has no t ye t been  properly  
w orked out by  this part o f  Israeli po litica l scene (m ade up  m ain ly  o f  
Palestinian citizens, post-Z ion ist academ ics, and  grassroots 
organizations active in supporting  the draft-refusal m ovem ent and 
opposing the occupation).

The dem and no t to  instrum entalize  the m em ories o f  the 
catastrophes o f  both  Jew s and P alestin ians is, o f  course, d irected  to 
both sides. Such a dem and cannot be accep ted  unless the political 
structure o f  the fu ture solu tion  is a-national o r b inational. O nly in 
such a political form ation can one hope for non-ethnocentric, 
polyphonic reconstruction  o f  the past tha t can  produce in  tu rn  m ore 
reflective and  hum anistic  a ttitudes tow ard  the suffering  o f  bo th  sides. 
This can  happen  in a “ state for all its c itizens” bom  out o f  the 
distaste for nationalism  and  e thn icity  tha t gu ided  the political 
form ations in the past. It is d ifficu lt to  appreciate  how  m any v ictim s 
such a b reak  w ith  past iden tities necessitates. A dm itted ly , the 
com parative h istorical lessons are no t encouraging  in th is respect. 
Therefore, the by-product o f  the one-state so lu tion  can be seen as an 
ideal m odel tha t w ould  probab ly  be im plem ented  in a m ore restricted
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w a y  o n  th e  g ro u n d . T h is  is  in d e e d  th e  d i f fe re n c e  b e tw e e n  th e  o n e -  
s ta te  a n d  b in a t io n a l  m o d e ls .  T h e  la t te r  im p o s e s  m a n y  r e s tr ic t io n s  o n  
o u r  h o p e  f o r  a  m u l t ic u l tu r a l  a n d  p o ly p h o n ic  fu tu re , b u t  i t  is  le s s  r ig id  
th a n  th e  tw o - s ta te  s o lu t io n  a s  a  p o l i t ic a l  f r a m e w o rk  th a t  a l lo w s  
d e v ia t io n s  f ro m  b e in g  e n s la v e d  to  n a t io n a l  n a r r a t iv e s  a n d  h is to r ic a l  
in te rp re ta t io n s .

6 0  R a c e  T r a i t o r
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U . S .  P O L I C Y  A N D  T H E  S I N G L E  

S T A T E  I N  P A L E S T I N E / I S R A E L

b y N a s e e r H .  A r u r i

W ashington  has never pred icted , nor even contem plated , that 
its ow n policies, subsum ed under the m islead ing  title, 
“peace process,” m ight som eday prove to have been  a 

contributory agent to a single state in pre-1948 Palestine. U .S. 
accom m odation to  Israeli settlem ent po l-ic ies and creeping 
annexation over several decades has created  facts and conditions that 
could initially  m ake a b inational, m ulti-e thn ic  state, to  hopefu lly  lead 
to a secular dem ocracy, the only  v iab le  resolution , should  apartheid  
and ethnic cleansing  be deem ed unacceptab le  options in the T w enty- 
first Century.

D uring the past dozen years or so, Israel and the U nited  States 
have pursued  policies w hich dealt a  cripp ling  b low  to  the tw o-state 
solution, w hile continuing to  pay lip  service to  the concept o f  an 
independent Palestin ian  state. O ne w onders w hether they  failed  to 
realize that those policies have unw itting ly  paved  the w ay to a single 
pluralistic state for A rabs and  Jew s in w hat the form er call h istoric 
Palestine and the latter call E re tz  Israel.

The derailm ent o f  the tw o-state solu tion  w as accom plished  by 
the accum ulation  o f  fruitless dip lom atic efforts carried  ou t by 
numerous U .S. presidents from  N ixon  to  C lin ton  and B ush II. The 
question is w hether these efforts, w hich  span m ore than three and a 
half decades and involve m ore than  a dozen “peace p lans,” have 
even been m eant for im plem entation . In th is article, I look at tw o 
recent processes, the O slo  A ccords (1 9 9 3 -2 0 0 1 ), and  the 
Sharon/Bush “w ar on terro r” (2 0 0 1 -2 0 0 4 ), w hich  led to B u sh ’s 
unreserved support for S haron’s d isengagem ent p lan , and exam ine 
their im pact on the  prospects for a tw o-state  solution. B etw een the 
signing o f  O slo in 1993 and the presen t, the tw o strategic allies 
succeeded in creating  the ir ow n ru les o f  d ip lom atic engagem ent, 
which rem oved the P alestin ians from  the negotia ting  tab le  and 
transform ed the “honest b roker” to  cobelligerent. S im ilarly , they
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created  the ir ow n ju risp rudence  for an Israeli/Palestin ian  deal, which 
arbitrarily  bestow ed the W est B ank on Israel, leaving B u sh ’s vision 
o f  a sovereign, contiguous Palestin ian  state a m ere rhetorical 
exercise.

T his paper argues that the O slo  process sealed  the fate of 
P alestin ian  statehood and that the subsequent “w ar on  terro r” m ade it 
possib le for B ush to grant Sharon a new  B alfour D eclaration  in April 
2004, ironically  leaving the vision  o f  a single state for tw o equal 
com m unities as the only  d ignified  solution. B oth  o f  these processes, 
carried  out by tw o U .S. p residents and  several Israeli prime 
m inisters, have to tally  underm ined  the basic  princip les of 
international law , w hile leaving an eventual p luralist existence in 
pre-1948 P alestine as the only  viable alternative to  perpetual conflict.

O s l o  a n d  t h e  D e m i s e  o f  t h e  T w o - s t a t e  S o l u t i o n

There is a new  reality , unw itting ly  produced  by  the O slo  Accords, 
w hich m ay have escaped the m inds o f  m any w ho euphorically 
w atched  the “h isto ric” signing. T hese accords have dealt a crippling 
b low  to  the foundations o f  the global consensus, w hich had  defined 
the prerequisites for a ju s t and durable peace during the 1970s and 
1980s: peace w as p red icated  on the righ t o f  the Palestin ian  people  to 
estab lish  the ir ow n independent state a longside Israel. P eace w as to 
occur after Israel com pleted  its w ithdraw al from  occup ied  territories, 
in accordance w ith U .N . Security  C ouncil R esolu tion  242, and after 
the P alestin ians recogn ized  Israe l’s existence and  sovereignty  in  the 
largest part o f  their ow n national patrim ony. T hat consensus was 
buried  beneath  the rubble o f  O slo.

B y early  2000, a lm ost seven years after the “h istoric  handshake,” 
the pursu it o f  a negotia ted  settlem ent based  on tw o states seem ed to 
have run  its course. T hat p ro ject w as dealt a severe b low  by  a 
colossal im balance o f  pow er betw een Israel and  the Palestin ians, by 
a steady and grow ing  Israelization  o f  A m erican  M iddle E ast policy, 
by  a vigorous drive o f  settler colonization , by A rab  disarray  and 
failure to respond to  the Israeli challenge, and to  the ex igencies of 
the p o s t-co ld  w ar era.

The O slo process dem onstrated  that Israe l’s negotia ting  strategy 
w as to  keep on negotia ting  a d  infinitum . The so-called  peace partners 
w ere no t only far apart conceptually , bu t w ere also hopelessly 
d iv ided  over interpretations and w hat the end  resu lts o f  the process 
should  be. W e saw  one agreem ent after another, from  O slo  I to  Oslo
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II, from  C airo I to  C airo II, from  early  em pow erm ent to  the 
disem pow erm ent o f  the H ebron  A greem ent, to  the 1998 W ye R iver 
M em orandum , and  then  the Sharm  al-Shaykh A greem ent, in w hich 
A rafat seem ed to  have acquiesced  in the im plication  that the U .N . 
resolutions, w hich  constitu te the ju risp rudence  o f  the Palestine 
question, have effectively  ceased  to  be the basis for a final 
settlem ent.

In 1999 and 2000, w e w itnessed  how  the lone superpow er had  to 
em ploy seem ingly  v igorous d ip lom atic  resources to  persuade Prim e 
M inisters B enyam in N etanyahu  and, later, E hud B arak  to  m eet the 
m inim um  sym bolic requirem ents o f  the agreem ents to reach 
agreem ent. The drafting  seem ed to  enable Israel to  conquer territory, 
to oppress, to  displace, and  to  d ispossess, w ithout being  held  
accountable. Thousands o f  dunam s (quarter-acres) o f  land w ere 
confiscated and  thousands o f  Palestin ians w ere d ispossessed  after the 
Oslo signing, w hile the bu ilt-in  im passe continued  unabated . It 
proved to  be m ost efficacious for Israel, w hich  determ ined  the 
agendas, supplied  the draft agreem ents and m aps, and  invested  in 
deliberate am biguity . The le tter o f  O slo rendered  the goal o f  
Palestinian statehood im practical and obsolete, ye t the P alestin ian  
Oslo dream  continued  to  hang on its sp irit, w hich  w as no th ing  m ore 
than a th in  th read  o f  hope, devoid  o f  any substance.

Paradoxically , the O slo process led to  an inevitable conclusion, 
which its ow n architects had neither envisaged, contem plated , nor 
pursued: the future struggle is tow ards in tegration  and no t separation , 
toward a p luralistic  existence, no t exclusion, tow ards parity , 
mutuality, com m on hum anity , and  a com m on destiny . Ironically , this 
reality m ight lay the foundation  for a jo in t Palestin ian/Israeli 
struggle, em anating  from  a realization  tha t the  lives o f  Palestin ians 
and Israelis are inextricably  in tertw ined. There w as and  rem ains a 
common in terest in the econom y, em ploym ent, w ater d istribution , 
ecology, energy, hum an rights, and foreign relations. B ut to  date, 
readiness to  translate  that com m onality  in to  a structural fram ew ork 
that w ould  enable both  people  to  derive equal benefits rem ains a 
distant dream , as Israeli tanks and A pache helicopters em bark  on a 
cam paign o f  hom e destruction , starvation , and  killing  defenseless 
civilians in the G aza Strip, w hich  is badly  in need  o f  in ternational 
protection.

Even i f  the O slo process had m iracu lously  led to  som e kind o f  a 
breakthrough, the m axim um  gain  for the Palestin ians that seem ed



possib le in 2000 w ould  have been  a fractured  collection  of 
B antustans, noncontiguous enclaves, on about forty  to  fifty  percent 
o f  the W est B ank, and  six ty-five percen t o f  G aza. U nder optim al 
conditions, som eth ing  called  the state o f  P alestine m ight have 
em erged, bu t w ou ld  have been  only  nom inally  independent. G enuine 
independence had  already been  ru led  out by the agreem ent betw een 
L abor and  L ikud  in January , 1997. Entitled  “N ational A greem ent 
R egarding the N egotia tions on the P erm anent Settlem ent w ith  the 
Palestin ians,” it re jected  Palestin ian  sovereignty , rem oval o f  the 
Israeli settlem ents, negotiation  o f  the status o f  Jerusalem , repatriation  
o f  refugees, and  the d ism antling  o f  the occupation .

Since O slo II (1995), the P alestin ians in the W est B ank and  Gaza 
began to realize tha t they  are residents o f  enclaves “separated” from 
each o ther and  from  Israel, but functionally  part o f  a “g reater Israel.” 
T hey w ere separated  from  the settlem ents, from  Jerusalem , and  from 
each other, and cu t o f f  from  o ther P alestin ian  cities and  even v ill­
ages, as w ell as from  the Palestin ian  D iaspora. B y 2000, this 
fragm entation  w as social, econom ic, physical, and reg ional, despite 
O slo ’s call fo r a  contiguous P alestin ian  entity. O n his w ay to the 
C am p D avid  sum m it on  Ju ly  11, 2000, P rim e M in ister E hud B arak 
reaffirm ed the concept o f  separation , the  equivalen t o f  apartheid  in 
the A frikaans language: “Separation— w e here and  they  th e re . . .” 
(Yediot A haronot, Ju ly  11, 2000)

In v iew  o f  all that, the “ state o f  Palestine,” as the end resu lt o f 
O slo , w ould  have been  econom ically  strangled  by  Israel, dom inated  
by U .S and w orld  financial institu tions, and constrained  by  regional 
in terests and global requirem ents. It w ould  have continued  to  be 
in to lerant and repressive tow ards d issent, now  reclassified  as 
“terrorism .” M oreover, the price  o f  the facade w ould  have included  a 
perm anent deferral o f  the final status issues. T hus, the absence o f  any 
sign ifican t change in the status quo w as the logical rationale for the 
pursu it o f  a real independent state, bu t one that w ould  have to be 
contiguous, dem ocratic , secular, and based  on equal p lurality .

T h e  T h r e a t  o f  P e a c e

The A pril, 2004, assassinations o f  Shaykh A hm ad Y assin  and Dr. 
A bdul-A ziz  R antissi, the top  leaders o f  the Islam ic resistance 
m ovem ent H am as, represen ted  an escalation  in Israe l’s ongoing 
po licy  o f  daily  incursions, house dem olition , econom ic strangulation , 
k illings o f  civ ilians, and o ther Israeli m easures, calcu lated  to  b lock
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any in itiatives for a political settlem ent based  on a tw o-state  solution. 
In the short term , Israeli P rim e M in ister A riel Sharon had invited  
m ajor retaliation , w hich in turn  w ould  facilitate  a m assive Israeli 
attack tha t w ould  spread the conflic t beyond  the W est B ank  and 
Gaza and insure a continuation  o f  the im passe that has been 
perm itted by the self-designated  peacem aker, the U nited  States. In 
the long term , his po lic ies m igh t help  to  pave the road  tow ards a 
struggle for a single b inational state betw een  the Jordan  R iver and 
the M editerranean Sea.

W hy is peace a th reat to  Sharon and  the Z ionist establishm ent? 
Thirty-seven years after the occupation , ten years after O slo, four 
years after the M itchell R eport, three years after Taba, m ore than  tw o 
years after the Z inni m ission, and one year after the R oad  M ap, 
peace has rem ained  hopelessly  elusive.

The pre-O slo  as w ell as the O slo  assum ptions o f  a d ip lom atic 
settlem ent are clearly  un tenable  for A riel Sharon, w ho has been 
engaged during  his last th ree years in pow er in  im plem enting  his 
1981 plan: to  annex h a lf  o f  the  W est B ank  ( itse lf  tw enty-tw o percent 
o f the original, pre-1948 Palestine) and  restric t the P alestin ians to 
lim ited au tonom y in fragm ented  entities, in o rder to  insure that the 
area betw een  the Jordan  R iver and  the  M editerranean  Sea w ill never 
accom m odate m ore than a single, sovereign state— Israel.

Sharon w as able to  convince President B ush that his un ilateral 
plan, w hich  begins w ith evacuating  G aza, is the cornerstone o f  a new  
diplom atic settlem ent. It w ou ld  be presen ted  to  the Palestin ians on a 
take-it-or-leave-it basis. F or the U nited  S tates, it m eans a price tag  in 
m onetary com pensation  and acquiescence in S haron ’s expansionist 
designs for the W est Bank. B ush, w ho in 2003 critic ized  the build ing  
o f a four h u n d red -m ile  w all tha t “snakes th rough the W est B ank ,” is 
not likely to  b ring  tha t up again  in an  election  year, w hen  the m ere 
m ention o f  a dip lom atic settlem ent is taboo for both  U .S. p residential 
candidates.

F o r Sharon, the danger o f  peace em anates from  a perceived  
“dem ographic th rea t.” B y the year 2010, P alestin ian  A rabs living 
under Israeli control w ill becom e a m ajority  betw een  the Jordan and 
the M editerranean , for the first tim e since 1948. A t presen t, the 
num ber o f  Palestin ians living betw een  the river and sea under Israeli 
control com es to  4 .8  m illion , com pared  to  5.1 Israelis. Short o f  
giving the Palestin ians equal rights in one state, Israel is left w ith 
three options: acquiescing in the estab lishm ent o f  a separate
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sovereign P alestin ian  state, expelling  m uch o f  the Palestinian 
population , o r keeping  them  confined  in apartheid-sty le cantons, 
w hich is essentially  S haron ’s p lan  o f  1981. Sharon hopes to 
overcom e h is dem ographic concerns and keep  a sim ple conflict 
about ending a m ilitary  occupation  o ff  not on ly  the g lobal agenda, 
bu t even that o f  h is strategic ally  w hose electoral concerns supersede 
peace.

A  N e w  B a l f o u r  D e c l a r a t i o n  b y  G e o r g e  W . B u s h

T he A pril 14, 2004, exchange o f  statem ents and the subsequent jo in t 
press conference o f  P resident G eorge W . B ush and Israeli Prim e 
M in ister Sharon created  an upheaval regard ing  the Palestine 
question , the likes o f  w hich have not been  w itnessed  since the 1917 
B alfour D eclaration. B u sh ’s scripted statem ent, letter o f  assurance, 
and his unrehearsed  answ ers to  the m edia, during the jo in t W hite 
H ouse appearance, released Israel from  its legal and m oral 
obligations to  the P alestin ian  people and  to  the requ irem ents o f  
in ternational law , as far as the lone superpow er w as concerned. 
B u sh ’s sta tem ent w ill have a m ajo r im pact on U .S. po licy  tow ard  the 
Palestine/Israel conflict, in ternational law , the U .S ./Israeli strategic 
alliance, and stab ility  in a vo latile  reg ion  o f  the w orld. The im plied 
veto o f  any sovereign and contiguous existence fo r the Palestin ians 
in the W est B ank, together w ith  the abrogation  o f  the righ ts o f  
refugees to  re tu rn  to  the ir hom es, is bound to  m ake the unitary  
solu tion  as a likely path  in the long term .

W hat B ush has em braced is a un ilateral p lan  by  Sharon tha t aim s 
to relinquish  som e control over G aza, w hich w ould  ease Is rae l’s 
security  problem  there. G aza has alw ays been  a costly  venture  for the 
Israeli governm ent, since the 7500 Jew ish  settlers there  required  a 
w hole arm y d iv ision  and several battalions to  pro tec t them . U nder 
the Sharon plan , endorsed  by  B ush, G aza, w hich  no  Israeli faction  
has ever been in terested  in re ta in ing  forever, is being  exchanged  de 
fa c to  for the W est Bank, w hich  Israel regards as the real econom ic 
and strategic prize, no t to  m ention  its b ib lical significance in the eyes 
o f  extrem ist Z ionists. Sharon is p roposing  a partial w ithdraw al from  
an unw anted, overpopulated , poverty-stricken  sw ath o f  land, in 
return  for U .S. acquiescence in a long-term  interim  agreem ent that 
w ould  consolidate and m ake perm anen t Israe l’s contro l over the 
W est Bank. The deal sm acks o f  the late 1970s d ism antling  o f  the 
Sinai settlem ent o f  Y am it and  the w ithdraw al from  Sinai and Sharm
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El-Sheikh, in exchange for peace w ith  Israel, w hich enabled  the 
latter to  invade Lebanon and  deal a crippling  b low  to  Palestin ian  
national aim s in 1982. From  S haron ’s vantage point, the curren t deal 
provides him  w ith  strategic gains w ithou t having to  negotia te  w ith 
the Palestin ians, w hich w ould  inevitably  require  som e concessions 
on the part o f  the Israeli leader.

N o t unlike B ritain  during the F irst W orld  W ar, the U .S. has ju s t 
as explicitly  endorsed, and not m erely  “view ed w ith  favor,” Israeli 
sovereignty over the entire area lying betw een  the Jordan  R iver and 
the M editerranean  Sea, thus help ing  to  fulfill a long-standing  Z ionist 
aim. By rendering  the 1949 ceasefire lines obsolete, w hile 
m aintaining deliberate silence on the 1967 borders, the U .S. 
president has, in effect, recognized  a perm anen t Israeli occupation  o f  
the rem ain ing  tw enty-tw o percen t o f  w hat Israel d id  no t conquer in 
1948.

This action  supplanted  m uch o f  A m erica’s d ip lom atic w ork  for 
thirty-seven years, creating  a  dram atic shift in U .S. policy . A lthough 
A m erica’s d ip lom atic m onopoly  has constitu ted  an exercise in 
futility since the early  1970s, it had  never explicitly  w ithdraw n 
from the w idely  accepted  position  that the occupation  w as tem porary  
and that territorial acquisition  by  force w as im perm issib le under 
international law . A lthough the U .S. has paradoxically  p layed  the 
role o f  m ediator, w hile acting  as Israe l’s c h ie f  dip lom atic backer, 
bankroller, and  arm s supplier, it nevertheless refrained  from  
conceding pub lic ly  tha t Israel w as under no obligation  to  w ithdraw  
from occupied  territory. N ow , the w indow  dressing  has been aban­
doned; B ush has com e out o f  the c loset and de fa c to  Israeli 
annexation o f  m uch o f  the W est B ank is certain  to follow . The 
occupation is part o f  w hat B ush described  as “facts on the g round.” 
242 is history.

It should  be no ted  that, since 1948, U .S. policy  has had  tw o 
faces: the declared  policy  and the presum ed policy. W hile it tried, 
how ever d isingenuously , to  m asquerade in ternational legality  on 
Jerusalem , the refugees, the occupation , and  the settlem ents, W ash­
ington’s real and  presum ed policy  deviated  from  the international 
consensus, thus becom ing the single m ost im portan t factor in 
enabling Israel to  create to d ay ’s f a i t  accom pli. N ow , even the 
pretension o f  conform ity  w ith  in ternational law  has been dropped by 
G eorge W . Bush, no tw ithstanding  his m eaningless references to an 
independent P alestin ian  state.
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O n the refugee question , the U .S .’s declared  policy  had  been 
consisten t w ith  the requirem ents o f  U .N . R esolu tion  194 from  its 
beg inning  in 1948 until 1939. T hat reso lu tion  recognized  the righ t o f 
return, com pensation , and restitu tion . In 1993, M adeleine A lbright 
scrapped all U .N . resolutions on Palestine, rendering  m ore than  four 
decades w orth  o f  international understanding  on the question  o f 
Palestine “irrelevant, contentious and  obsolete .” W hile the po licy  on 
refugees rem ained  vague and  cau tious during  the past decade, B u sh ’s 
statem ent now  restric ts the righ t o f  re tu rn  to  truncated  and  isolated 
Palestin ian  B antustans, fenced  in betw een Israeli highw ays, 
settlem ents, and  checkpoints. Even that is doubtful, g iven S haron ’s 
im plied  desire to have the entire W est B ank em pty  o f  A rabs. H aving 
em phasized the ethno/relig ious character o f  Israel, calling  it the 
Jew ish  state, B ush has no t only barred  the refugees from  re turn ing  to 
the ir hom es and property , bu t also endorsed  the rac ist dem ographic 
im perative tha t Israel m ust re ta in  its “Jew ish  character” regard less o f  
the righ ts o f  the indigenous Palestin ian  people. A gain , in ternational 
law , w hich  has been  tram pled  on by  the U .S . in A fghanistan , Iraq, 
H aiti, and elsew here, has now  been  explicitly  negated  in Palestine.

O n the issue o f  Israeli settlem ents, long considered  illegal under 
in ternational law , U .S. po licy  under B ush has, fo r the first tim e, 
accepted  them  as perm anent and  thus legal. B u sh ’s attitude tow ard 
existing  U .S. declared  policy  and the requirem ents o f  in ternational 
law  is exem plified  by  his arrogant answ er to  a question  on Iraq: “Oh, 
let m e call m y law yer.” U .S. po licy  on the status o f  settlem ents has 
steadily  grow n to  accom m odate the Israeli position , from  “ illegal” 
(C arter), to  “not illegal” (R eagan), to  an “obstacle to  peace” (B ush 
I), to  “a com plicating  factor in the peace p rocess” (C lin ton), to 
“firm ly roo ted  facts on the ground” and thus perm anent, under B ush 
II. This is certa in ly  a radical departure from  the days o f  B u sh ’s father 
w ho tried  to  take on the m ighty  pro -Israel lobby in the spring o f  1991 
over the status o f  these settlem ents. H is Secretary  o f  State, Jam es 
B aker III, had sim ply  referred  to  the settlem ents in and around 
Jerusalem , citing  U .S. trad itional po licy  as no t recognizing  Israeli 
sovereignty  over E ast Jerusalem , w hen all hell broke loose. N ot only  
d id the younger B ush learn from  his fa th e r’s “m istakes,” but his 
w holesale  em brace o f  S haron’s p lan  w ill be used  by  h is re-election  
cam paign to  signify tha t a vote against the President is a vote against 
Israel.
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M oreover, B u sh ’s new  m anifesto  has resu lted  in the U .S. and 
Israel m aking  closed-door agreem ents in  W ashington  regard ing  the 
fate o f  the Palestin ians. The Palestin ian  leadership  need  not be 
present w hen  the future o f  the ir people is being decided by the 
intellectually challenged  B ush  and  Sharon, w ho w as ind icted  in his 
own country  for the m assacre o f  Sabra and Shatila in 1982. In fact, 
the Palestin ian  p resence has been bypassed en tirely  both  during  the 
past four m onths o f  U .S ./Israeli negotia tions on the basis o f  Sharon’s 
so-called d isengagem ent p lan  and at the m eetings lead ing  to  
the A pril 14 press conference. Incidentally , these nego tia tions w ere 
led on the A m erican side by E llio t A bram s, another crim inal 
convicted (to be pardoned  by  B ush) fo r having  lied to  C ongress 
during the Iran-C ontra affair. Saeb Erekat, the P .L .O . ch ie f  
negotiator, w rote an article in  the W ashington P o s t on A pril 25, 
2004, appropriately  titled , “W hy D id B ush T ake M y Job?” G eorge 
Bush, acting  as Israe l’s partner and accom plice, has forfeited  
w hatever claim s the U .S. m ay have held  to  the ro le  o f  m ediator.

A gain, the U .S. adhered  to w hat has becom e accepted  practice 
over the past few  decades. Israel p rovides the fram ew ork  fo r a plan, 
just as it d id  in 1978, C am p D avid , and in 1993, O slo, w hile the U .S. 
signs off. N o t only d id S haron sell B ush  a recycled  version  o f  his 
1981 plan  to  keep  at least fifty  p ercen t o f  the W est Bank, relegating  
the Palestin ians to  th ree fragm ented en tities (Jenin  and N ab lus in the 
north, R am allah  in the center, and  H ebron/B eth lehem  in the south), 
but he also guaran teed  U .S. acceptance, based  on p revailing  strategic 
realities in the region and dom estic po litical realities in the U nited  
States.

A nother b latan t departure from  the  d e c la re d  U .S. policy , O slo ’s 
designation o f  a “ final s ta tus,” w as sum m arily  d ism issed, as B ush 
proceeded to p reem pt and foreclose on the issues falling  under that 
status. A m erica’s frequently  used  phrase cau tion ing  against 
“prejudging” a final settlem ent evaporated  like dust, w ith  B u sh ’s 
instincts fixated  on h is electoral prospects and  h is “w ar on terro r.” 
As long as he, h im self, d id  the prejudging , there  seem ed to  be no 
need for accounting.

In conceding  final status issues, such as boundaries, refugees, 
settlem ents, and Jerusalem , B ush seem ed either incognizant o f  or 
oblivious to w hat his p redecessors had pu t on the negotia ting  table at 
Camp D avid  I, C am p D avid  II, Taba, or C lin ton ’s January , 2001, 
speech in N ew  Y ork, largely to  an  A m erican  Jew ish  audience. T hose
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proposals regard ing  Israeli territorial acquisitions to  accom m odate 
Israe l’s settlers entailed  a sw ap, w hereby  Israel w as under obligation 
to cede “com parable” land to  the P alestine A uthority . B ush ’s 
generous o ffer takes no account o f  such reciprocal arrangem ents, 
bestow ing  upon Israel land w hich  is neither h is nor S haron’s. Nor 
d id B ush u tter a single sentence about Israe l’s apartheid  w all, which 
he had  p rev iously  considered  an obstacle to  the peace process. 
Perhaps he w as satisfied  w ith  S haron’s bogus assurance that the four 
h u n d red -m ile  w all w as “tem p o ra ry ... and, therefore, w ill not 
prejud ice any final status issues including  borders.”

R em arkably , B u sh ’s new  policy  gave the R oad  M ap short shrift, 
despite  the hollow  reference and the huge d ip lom atic capital invested 
in it for m ore than  a year, during  w hich  sum m it m eetings w ere held 
w ith  A rab leaders, the  E uropean U nion, R ussia, and the U nited 
N ations. It d id  no t seem  to m atter to  the m agisteria l B ush tha t the 
R oad M ap w as co-sponsored  by the so-called  Q uartet, w hich  should 
have been  consulted  w hen their enterprise w as laid  to  w aste  a t the 
behest o f  Sharon and his neo-conservative/L ikud ist allies in the U.S. 
Instead, it w as effectively  set aside after it becam e know n, several 
m onths ago, tha t Israel had  stipulated  fourteen  am endm ents p rio r to 
accepting  it as a basis for negotiations. Instead o f  freezing the Israeli 
settlem ents, as required  by the R oad M ap, Sharon, the father of 
settlem ents, received  a U .S. sanction  for keeping  the settlem ents and 
scrapping the R oad M ap in a deal that B ush w ould  call historic and 
courageous. In contrast, the European U nion issued a sta tem ent on 
A pril 15 saying it w ill not recognize any change to  the pre-1967 
borders o ther than those arrived at by  agreem ent betw een  the parties. 
Sadly, how ever, the Q uartet jo in ed  the U .S. and Israel, in June, 
endorsing S haron’s “disengagem ent p lan .”

In conclusion , the A pril 14 charade w as the inevitable 
consequence o f  U .S. policy, w hich  has perm itted  Israel over the past 
decades to  create facts on  the ground, w hile w aiting  fo r propitious 
regional and in ternational circum stances to  leg itim ize them . The 
collapse o f  the Soviet em pire, together w ith  A rab  disarray  and  the 
ascendancy o f  W ash ing ton’s neo-conservatives, w ho explo ited  the 
events o f  S eptem ber 11, w ere the  exact circum stances that Israel has 
been  w aiting  for to  reap  the harvest. It found  another Jam es A rthur 
B alfour in G eorge W . B ush, w hose abandonm ent o f  the so-called 
peace process could  paradoxically  prom ote the search for d ifferent 
and  m ore creative solutions.
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By 2000, a new  discourse w as already  developing about a 
broader social-econom ic struggle for equal righ ts, equal citizenship, 
and equal legitim acy w ith in  a single Israeli/Palestin ian  polity. 
D ifferent versions, either a  dem ocratic , secular state or a b inational 
state, w ere being v iew ed by  a g row ing  num ber o f  people on both 
sides as a viable alternative to  perpetual conflict. Israeli h istorian  Ilan 
Pappe said: “In the short term , w hat people  w ant to do is separate. 
But it never delivers the goods. A ll tha t separation  has delivered  is 
more v io len ce ... I d o n ’t th ink  even a b inational state is the last 
phase. I th ink  it is a dem ocratic , secular state.” (h ttp ://w w w . 
w ashingtonpost.com /w p-dyn/articles/A 36478-2004Jul8 .h tm l)

A ny realistic  alternative to  the now  defunct O slo, the R oad  M ap, 
and S haron’s so-called  D isengagem ent P lan  m ust guarantee the 
rem oval o f  incapacities in flicted  on the P alestin ians in three spheres: 
those in the P alestin ian  territo ries o f  the W est B ank, G aza, and East 
Jerusalem , those inside Israel, and  those in the D iaspora. N o degree 
of independence or liberation  cou ld  be m eaningfu l w ithout rem oving 
the legal, social, and  econom ic d isab ilities w hich set the Palestin ians 
apart and div ide them  based  on three ex isting  categories. T hat w ould 
require a determ ined, system atic, and pro tracted  struggle, com bining 
the three segm ents o f  the Palestin ian  people, together w ith  Israeli 
Jews w ho w ish  to  be neither m aster o f  ano ther people, nor priv ileged 
in an apartheid  system , no r co lonial settlers, w ho deny the existence 
o f the indigenous natives o f  the land and  w ish  the ir disappearance.

The goal o f  the struggle w ould  have to  be equal p ro tection  o f  the 
law in any such unified  state, as guaranteed by the Fourteenth  
A m endm ent to  the U .S. C onstitu tion: the illegality  o f  any disparity  
or c lassification  in pro tection  o f  the law , the end  o f  group 
segregation, and  its rem oval from  the social, econom ic, and legal 
fabric o f  society. E quality  for every single hum an being  in 
Palestine/Israel w ould  be the m otto  o f  the new  struggle. T his k ind  o f  
struggle m ay sound unrealistic  and the goal idealistic  o r u topian , but 
it certain ly  has m ore p rospects for success than  the w hole range o f  
the “peace p rocess,” w hich  has a lready  been  relegated  to  the dustbin 
o f history.
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W H Y  S E C U L A R  D E M O C R A C Y ?

b y  E l i  A m in o v

I n  the Z ionist political lexicon, the term  “ secular dem ocratic 
sta te” is located som ew here betw een  the term s Shoah 
(H olocaust) and K hurban  (the destruction  o f  the tem ple), as an 

im pending th rea t to  the Jew ish  people. O n the increasing ly  rare 
occasion  w hen a  Palestin ian  spokesperson  uses the term , the Z ionist 
p ropaganda m achine alarm ingly  declares tha t beh ind  the term  h ides a 
Palestin ian  in ten tion  to  annihilate the state o f  Israel. In order to 
contex tualize  the debate, th is article begins by  exploring  the term 
itself.

In reality , m ost developed nation  states are secu lar dem ocracies: 
tha t is, in m ost states, church and  state are separate and citizens elect 
the parliam ent on a one-person-one-vote b a s is .1

The Z ionist leadership  regards the idea o f  a secu lar dem ocracy, 
covering  the entire area o f  historic Palestine, in w hich  all citizens 
en joy  the sam e po litical and social righ ts, regard less o f  the ir ethnicity  
or relig ion, as anathem a. T his applies no t only  to  the governm ent o f  
the state o f  Israel, bu t to  all the Z ionist parties along the political 
spectrum . A ll Z ion ist K nesset m em bers, as w ell as Suprem e Corn! 
jud g es, oppose the separation  o f  church  and state. In order to 
understand  the m aterial basis for th is argum ent, th is article w ill 
expose no t only  the real situation  in historic Palestine— the territory  
w here and through the partition  o f  w hich  the state o f  Israel was 
established— but also the Z ionist in terest in  opposing  a secular 
dem ocratic  state.

I w rite  this article now , ten  years since the O slo  A ccords, as 
historic Palestine is aw ash w ith  b lood, in an  a ttem pt to  chart the only 
w ay w hich, I believe, can  po in t to  the end  o f  the Palestin ian /Israeli 
conflict.

In h istoric  Palestine, betw een the M editerranean  Sea and  the Jordan 
R iver, live som e ten  m illion  people, over six m illion  o f  w hom  are 
Israeli citizens. T his figure includes 1.2 m illion  Palestin ians, som e
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4.8 m illion  Jew s, w hose nationality  is defined  accord ing  to the 
Jewish relig ion, and m em bers o f  o ther relig ions, o f  Jew ish  origin, 
defined as Jew s for statistical reasons, but w hose nationality  is 
registered by  the M inistry  o f  the In terior as “under consideration .” 
The latter category , m ostly  im m igrants from  the form er Soviet U nion 
who arrived  in Israel w ith Jew ish  fam ily  m em bers, w ho num ber 
approxim ately h a lf  a m illion , cannot m arry  Jew ish  people in Israel, 
and i f  they  m arry Jew ish  people abroad, the ir ch ild ren ’s nationality  is 
also reg istered  as “under consideration ,” even  though, for 
dem ographic reasons, they  w ould  be considered  “Jew ish .” In 
addition, the territory  holds som e 3.5 m illion  stateless Palestin ians, 
who live in the territories occupied  in 1967 in B antustans under 
direct occupation .

The Israeli reg im e’s actions in  the territo ries occupied  in 1967 
entail no t only the m urder o f  citizens and the illegal assassination  o f  
those suspected  o f  opposition  to the occupation , bu t also  the 
appropriation o f  P alestin ian  land. T his appropriation  has been  carried  
out continuously  since June, 1967, th rough land confiscations, 
military edicts, and separation  fences. L ands are appropriated  no t for 
the benefit o f  the citizens o f  Israel, bu t for the benefit o f  the “Jew ish  
nation” w orldw ide. A ny Jew , from  anyw here in the w orld , w ith 
whatever citizenship , can purchase these lands, at a low er cost than 
that o f  private lands, and  bu ild  on them  or trade in them , w hile  non- 
Jewish Israeli citizens, including Israe l’s D ruze citizens w ho serve in 
the Israel D efence Forces (I.D .F .), som etim es even as h igh ranking 
com m anders in the occupied  Palestin ian  territo ries, are prevented  
from doing  so.

Thus, because, accord ing  to the righ t-w ing  Z ionist ideology, “ it 
is the righ t o f  any Jew  to settle anyw here in the land o f  Israel,” that 
is, in the w hole o f  historic Palestine, h a lf  a  m illion  Jew ish  settlers 
live on lands occupied  in 1967, som e tw o hundred  thousand  o f  them  
on lands unila terally  and illegally  annexed  to  Jerusalem  and the rest 
in settlem ents in the m idst o f  the Palestin ian  population . The 
settlem ents, w hich  are linked by a m odem  road  system  b u ilt after the 
Oslo A ccords, occupy tw enty  percen t o f  the W est B ank and tw enty- 
five percent o f  the G aza Strip. T he roads leading to these settlem ents 
crisscross the m ost fertile areas and preclude any poten tia l for 
territorial continu ity  am ong the Palestin ian  ghettos. T hese “bypass 
roads” are, in fact, apartheid  roads for Jew s only.
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In order to conserve the appropriation  o f  lands added to  the 
colonial booty  since the O slo A ccords and using  as an  excuse the 
curren t In tifada, Israel is now  constructing  a new  separation  w all— 
supposedly  a “ security  fence”— deep inside the W est B ank. This 
w all, over tw ice as h igh and m ore technologically  sophisticated  than 
the B erlin  W all, is in tended to  conserve and increase the Jewish 
ghetto  and  its e thno -re lig io u s character and, at the sam e tim e, limit 
the area o f  the P alestin ian  B antustans. M ore d irectly , the w all is 
in tended to  d islocate a further th ree hundred  thousand  Palestinians 
from  their lands in  the W est B ank  and transfer them  eastw ards. The 
w all, like o ther partition  plans, partition  w ars, and partition 
agreem ents since 1947, th rough  agreem ent w ith  the Jordanian 
K ingdom , the O slo A ccords, o r the G eneva A ccords, is aim ed at 
perpetuating  the d iv ision  o f  the P alestin ian  people and p reventing  its 
unification  on its land, separating  no t only  Jew s and  A rabs, bu t also 
separating A rabs from  the civ il, co llective, and  territo rial rights 
enjoyed  by  Jew s. A bove all, th is m egalom aniac w all represen ts the 
essence o f  the Z ionist p retension  “to  be a fortified  (European) 
defence w all against A sian  barbarism ,” as envisaged  by the founding 
father o f  Z ionism , T heodor H erzl.

Inside the territo ry  am biguously  term ed  the state o f  Israel, whose 
ever-expanding  borders have never been  defined, the Jew ish  ethnic 
dem ocracy or ethnocracy  operates an ethnic regim e, inherited  from 
the im perial O ttom an and B ritish  regim es. A n ethn ic  regim e m eans 
that the individual is first and  forem ost defined  as be longing  to  an 
ethnic group rather than as the citizen  o f  a  territo ry , governed by  a 
sovereign pow er, elected  by the m ajo rity  o f  its citizens. W hile 
P alestin ians w ho have Israeli c itizenship , defined  as “ Israeli A rabs,” 
can elect and be elected  to the K nesset, they  can only do so on  a 
platform  w hich  recognizes the state o f  Israel as the state o f  the 
“Jew ish  nation ,” and  not as a dem ocratic  state. In o ther w ords, Israel 
is the state o f  the Jew s o f  Israel, the Jew s o f  B ritain , the Jew s o f  the 
U nited  States, and the Jew s o f  R ussia, bu t no t the state o f  its citizens. 
I w ill deal w ith the d iscrim ination  w hich resu lts from  th is later, but 
fo r now , let m e say that the  only  sovereign pow er in historic 
P alestine is the Z ionist regim e, ru ling  over ten  m illion  people w ho 
dream  o f  peace, life, and security , bu t w ho are destined  to  drow n in a 
m ire o f  b lood  and  destruction , under the continued  partition  of 
Palestine.
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D espite the various partition  p lans (see Pappe in this jou rna l), 
historic P alestine is one geopolitical unit, w here Jew s and 
Palestinians live together. T his geopolitical unit, in contrast to  o ther 
M iddle E ast states, w as constructed  during  one hundred  years o f  
Zionist settlem ent and  the expropriation  o f  its ind igenous people. 
People w ho support a tw o-state  so lu tion  regard  the tw o com m unities 
living in P alestine as tw o nations. I f  w e accept th is defin ition , w e 
must agree that, in actual fact, th is territo ry  ho lds a  b inational state, 
even i f  it is no t recognized  as such. In reality , how ever, the Jew ish  
com m unity ru les the entire territo ry  and contro ls all the  resources 
west o f  the Jordan, w hile the P alestin ian  com m unity  has to  m ake do 
with leftovers, even though its size approxim ates that o f  the Jew ish 
community.

It is im possib le to  reform  th is apartheid  state, w hich  is the logical 
sequel o f  Jew ish  settler-colonialism , th rough parliam entary  m eans. It 
is im possible to  separate the Jew ish  re lig ion  from  the Jew ish  state, 
just as it is im possib le to separate Islam  from  Islam ic states. E ver 
since its establishm ent, Z ionist Israel w as unable to  estab lish  a 
constitution, because it w as im possib le  to institu tionalize Z ionist 
apartheid in a w ritten  constitu tion . The s ta te ’s “basic  (constitu tional) 
laws” are deeply  d ichotom ous, m oving  uncom fortab ly  betw een 
dem ocratic and  div ine law . A ccord ing  to  Israe l’s law s, even i f  sixty 
percent o f  its citizens re jec t Z ionism  and decide tha t Israel is the 
state o f  all its citizens, m any citizens w ill be unable  to  run for 
elections; the K nesset— the apartheid  parliam ent— accepts only 
parties w hich  define the state o f  Israel as the state o f  all the w o rld ’s 
Jews (A m endm ent No. 7 to the B asic  L aw : The K nesset).

C learly  such an an ti-dem ocratic  structure should  be rep laced  by 
a secular dem ocratic  regim e w hich  recognizes all inhabitan ts o f  the 
territory as equal citizens, in w hich  “the nation” is com posed  o f  the 
entire citizenry , regard less o f  re lig ion , language, or ethnic orig in , in 
which relig ion  and  state are separate, and in w hich  a dem ocratic  
constitution p ro tects all citizens. Since th is structure w ill no t be 
voluntarily reform ed by  the curren t Jew ish  or P alestin ian  leadership, 
this change w ill on ly  be possib le  th rough a deep sociopolitical crisis, 
to w hich the Z ion ist leadership  is inevitably  leading. W hen such a 
crisis occurs and  the population  is forced  to  en ter the po litical arena, 
it should be clear that the solu tion  m ust be the equal election  o f  
representatives to  a country-w ide represen tative council, com posed 
of representatives from  all groups and com m unities w ho live in the
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territo ry , Jew s and A rabs alike, including  those refugees hitherto  
prevented  from  return ing . Such a  represen tative council w ill be given 
the authority  to  reunite  the d iv ided  territo ry  and  enact an  appropriate 
constitu tion , w ith  a v iew  to  estab lish ing  a state in w hich  re lig ion  will 
be a private affair, in w hich  relig ious officers w ill live o ff  the 
generosity  o f  the ir congregations (and no t as in Israel, w here 
relig ious officers are financed by the state), and in w hich  H ebrew  
and A rabic w ill be equally  em ployed  by  all public, state, and 
educational bodies.

In order to  m ake th is p rocess w ork, the represen tative council 
w ill have to  pro tect the population  from  any a ttem pt to  re instate  the 
o ld order by the pow ers w hich  are curren tly  running  the M iddle East 
for the ir ow n benefit, the  U nited  S tates and its allies. O n ly  breaking 
aw ay from  the interests o f  the dom inant pow ers w ill ensure the 
existence o f  a  stable secu lar dem ocracy  and solve the national 
question  in Palestine, fo r Jew s and  A rabs alike.

Z i o n i s m  a n d  t h e  J e w i s h  S t a t e

The sketch p resen ted  above is no t acceptab le to  the m ajority  o f  the 
Israeli left, the leadership  o f  m ost developed  countries, and  m ost 
international and local m edia. F o r them , the h istory  o f  P alestine can 
be broken dow n in to  tw o periods: the “ good” period , w hich  ended in 
June 1967, and the “bad” period, w hich  fo llow ed. Som e o f  them  
believe that the apartheid  against the local A rab  population  originates 
in the occupation  o f  the rem ainder o f  h istoric Palestine in 1967 rather 
than  being an  im m anent com ponent o f  Z ionism . O thers believe that 
the current phase resu lts from  the failure o f  the O slo  A ccords, a 
p rocess destined  to failure, because it w as based  on the Palestin ian  
leadership  agreeing  to  be part o f  U .S .-led  sociopolitical arrange­
m ents, w hich  left no  room  for P alestin ian  self-determ ination . I w ould 
argue that the curren t phase is an inevitable consequence o f  Z ionist 
settlem ent, the 1947 U .N . partition  p lan , the 1948 w ar, and support 
by  the in ternational pow ers.

The state o f  Israel is the p roduct o f  the Z ion ist m ovem ent, bom  
in the last decade o f  the N ineteen th  C entury, w hich  adopted  the anti- 
sem itic assum ption tha t the Jew s w ere a foreign body am ong the 
peoples o f  the w orld . A ccord ing  to Z ionism , the “Jew ish  question” 
could  only be solved by  separating  the Jew s from  the gentiles and 
settling  them  in a territo ry  outside E urope, under the auspices o f  a



colonial pow er. The various p lans to  settle the Jew s outside Europe 
included A rgentina, U ganda, M adagascar, and finally  Palestine. 
U ltim ately the Z ionists began  settling  in  P alestine because the 
crum bling O ttom an E m pire allow ed the Jew ish  settlers to elicit the 
sponsorship o f  foreign consulates, w ho expected  to  use the Jew s in 
order to  further the ir coun tries’ ow n interests.

The colonization  o f  P alestine w as perform ed by continually  
displacing the local population  from  their lands and from  labor. The 
m ost active w as the “ labor” settlem ent stream  w hose “socialist” 
ideology o rig inated  in the R ussian  and Polish  social dem ocratic  petty  
bourgeoisies. T hese settlers estab lished  com m unes w hose m em bers 
alienated and  d isp laced  the ind igenous people  from  their m idst, on 
the pretex t tha t the “natives” w ere feudal residues. T hus the 
colonialists’ socialism  w as an instrum ent, on  the one hand, o f  unity  
and deep m utual com m itm ent and, on  the other, o f  d isp lacing  the 
natives. The an im osity  o f  the expropriated  locals w as perceived  as 
reactionary opposition  to  the se ttle rs’ p rogress and m odernism . 
“Socialist” Z ionism  becam e predom inan t during the 1930s and  w as 
the m ost active force in estab lish ing  the Jew ish  arm y under the 
auspices o f  the B ritish M andate. It estab lished  the Z ionist apartheid  
institutions (such as the H istadru t2) and, due to  its po licy  o f  
separating Jew s from  non-Jew s, gained  the support o f  relig ious 
Zionism . Indeed, it w as Z ion ism ’s m essian ic  elem ent w hich  gave 
religious Z ionism  its central p lace in  Israeli politics.

It is w orth  reem phasising  that the Z ionist p rogram  rests on the 
separation o f  Jew s from  non-Jew s and on the m yth  o f  an eternal, 
unique, ahistorical “chosen peop le .” A ccord ing  to  Z ionism , Jew s are 
a foreign body, as the anti-sem ites argue, on ly  because they  are 
them selves “a nation .” The use o f  the term  “Jew ish  nation” w as 
deliberately confusing  so as to  becom e a new  ideology fo r Europeans 
o f Jew ish  ex traction  w ho had  abandoned  the ir fo refa thers’ re lig ion  in 
favour o f  the E nlightenm ent and had  becom e m odem  secular 
nationalists. A pprehensive about assim ilation  and the to tal 
abandonm ent o f  relig ious Judaism , Z ionism  undertook  to  h istorically  
represent h a lach ic  Judaism , a lbeit in secular, m odem  term s. 
Concepts such as “the prom ised  land ,” “ land redem ption ,” “the 
uniqueness o f  the Jew ish  nation ,” the “chosen peop le ,” etc., 
populated the collective unconscious value system  o f  Z ion ist Jew s.

N ow  that such a value system  has been  adopted  by  the m ajority  
o f Israeli Jew s and a large section  o f  w orld  Jew ry, it is hard  to
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believe that, for a long tim e, the m ajority  o f  the w o rld ’s Jew s 
rejected  this value system  w hen it w as first articulated. L ucien  W olf, 
a  B ritish  Jew ish  leader, for exam ple, reacted  to a Z ion ist resolution  
by  saying: “ I have alw ays fought such view s as anti-sem itic  and  now  
they  reappear as Z ionist v iew s.” B etw een  the tw o w orld  w ars, m any 
w alls o f  European cities w ere covered  by  graffiti saying, “Jew s to 
P alestine,” and it w as hard to  know  w hether they  w ere w ritten  by 
Z ionists or anti-sem ites. A nd, o f  course, the N azis, too, adopted 
Z ionist argum ents by also annih ilating  Jew s w ho had  converted  to 
C hristianity .

The Jew ish  state w as based on  the assum ption  that the Jew s w ill 
becom e “a norm al na tion” only  by  hav ing  th e ir ow n separate and 
defined territory. B u t after the Z ionist m ovem ent d isp laced  the local 
people am ong w hom  it had  settled, the only links betw een , say, 
R ussian  and Y em eni Jew s w ere the H ebrew  language, the Jew ish  
prayer book, and  the H a lach a . In an  a ttem pt to avoid  true 
dem ocracy, the fathers o f  Z ionism  decided  to  estab lish  in P alestine a 
Jew ish, ra ther than  a  dem ocratic , state. Instead  o f  separating  relig ion 
and state, they  avoided  creating  a dem ocratic  constitu tion  w hich 
recognizes all the inhabitan ts o f  the territo ry  as equal citizens, so 
linking the state w ith  the Jew ish  relig ion. T hus, anyone w ish ing  to  
becom e an Israeli citizen  has to  be bo m  to  a Jew ish  m other, never 
m ind w here, o r convert to Judaism . T his d istinguishes Israel from  all 
o ther dem ocracies, including those  b o m  as colonies. Im agine anyone 
in terested  in becom ing  a F rench  or D utch citizen  having  to  do it 
through conversion to  C atholicism  or P rotestantism .

H ow ever, the Jew ish  state is no t m erely  the p roduct o f  the 
Z ionist m ovem ent, w hich w as u ltim ately  a branch  o f  h a lach ic  
Judaism , bu t also o f  the in terests o f  those pow ers w hich expected  to 
fu lfill a  dom inant ro le in shaping the M iddle E ast fo r the ir ow n 
benefit. A t first, it w as B ritish  im perialism  w hich  nurtu red  Jew ish  
settlem ent and after, W orld  W ar II, it w as the U nited  S tates w hich 
becam e the actual ow ner o f  the strategic resource o f  the Jew ish  state.

The need  for th is strategic resource em anates from  its location  in 
the M iddle East, w here huge reservoirs o f  oil cannot break  the 
v icious circle o f  poverty , deprivation , and  lack  o f  industria lization  
and  dem ocratization , bu t furnish  cheap  energy to  the developed 
w orld . Israe l’s ro le  in the region is to  guard the status quo and, w hen 
necessary , penalize those regim es in terested  in d isrupting  the balance 
o f  pow er. B ecause o f  this ro le, Israel receives m assive financial



support from  the U .S. and  enjoys the support o f  o ther pow ers w hich 
benefit from  the status quo in the region. T his is w hy, despite  Israel 
being a m ilitary  pow er w hich  has all sorts o f  w eapons o f  m ass 
destruction, chem ical, b io log ical, and nuclear, w hich  enacts 
apartheid  bordering  on genocide on the Palestin ians, and w hich has 
never m issed  an opportunity  to  use its m ilitary  force, it is no t defined 
as a rogue state. T his is the reason  w hy the U .S. supports Israe l’s 
dem ands th a t the Palestin ians recognize it as the state o f  the Jew ish  
nation, a state in  w hich  Palestin ians are bu t tem porary  tenants and 
secular Jew s are bu t “the M essiah ’s ass.”3

A lthough m ore than  seventy  percen t o f  Israe l’s Jew ish  citizens 
are secular, they are regulated  by  h a lach ic  ru les w hich  have been  
incorporated into Israe l’s legal statute. R elig ious law s relating  to 
birth, death, m arriage, and divorce, law s forb idding  pig  breed ing  and 
selling bread during Passover, are all incorporated  in the statute 
book. W hen a godless D anish  vo lun teer w ishes to m arry  an  atheist 
kibbutz m em ber, she has to  convert to  Judaism  and becom e an 
orthodox Jew ish  w om an. In order to shorten  th is process, bu t also 
because non-Jew s are forbidden from  liv ing upon “state (national) 
lands,” m any secular kibbutzim  have estab lished  “conversion 
sem inaries.” (It is, o f  course, inconceivable  for a P alestin ian  citizen 
o f  Israel to be accepted  as a  kibbutz m em ber). C onversions m ust be 
done accord ing  to the (stricter) dom inant O rthodox stream , desp ite  it 
being a m inority  re lig ious stream  in Israel; people w ho convert to  the 
C onservative stream  are not perm itted  to jo in  “the Jew ish  nation .” 

Thus Z ionism  has reconstructed , upon P alestin ian  soil, the East 
European Jew ish  ghetto  from  w hich its early  ideologues attem pted  to 
escape. L ife in the M iddle E astern  Jew ish  ghetto  is pretty  
convenient, though it is becom ing  less and less so w ith  tim e. Y ou 
can exit the ghetto, bu t som e find it hard  to  return. A n Israeli Jew  
who spends a few  years abroad, acquiring  w ealth  and a foreign 
passport, w ill have no  problem  returning. A n Israeli A rab  w ho does 
the sam e th ing  loses his Israeli citizenship  and  is unable to  return. 
The sam e goes for non-Jew ish  spouses o f  Israeli Jew s w ho 
im m igrated to Israel as a m arried  couple and  then  d ivorced. A n A rab 
resident o f  Jerusalem , w ho has lim ited  citizenship  rights, does not 
get an Israeli passport bu t ra ther travel docum ents and  i f  he stays 
aboard m ore than  three years, he cannot return. A n Israeli Jew ish  
citizen is unable to  m arry a non-Jew  in “the only dem ocracy in the 
M iddle E ast,” because it does no t allow  civ il m arriages and no rabbi,
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priest, o r kad i is allow ed to  m arry  such a couple. A n Israeli Jew ish 
citizen  is no t allow ed to m arry , in h is ow n state, an I.D .F. soldier 
w hose father is Jew ish  but w hose m other is not. W hen he buys 
vegetab les in the superm arket, he pays ten  percent m ore to  cover that 
ten  percent w hich are destroyed by k ash ru t inspectors, in m em ory  o f  
the tithes paid  during  the Tem ple period. T housands o f  kash ru t 
inspectors in Israel, inspecting  m arkets, restauran ts, cattle  farm s, 
relig ious councils, hotels, m iquvas, food, pharm aceutical, and 
detergent factories receive the ir salaries from  the Israeli exchequer. 
H undreds o f  kash ru t inspectors are sent abroad to  inspect the food 
and drink processing  for the benefit o f  secular Israeli c itizens who 
are no t aw are that ten  percent o f  the French w ine they  w ould 
consum e has been  spilled  on the soil o f  P rovence or T uscany  in order 
to save the ir souls. I f  they  are Z ionist atheists they  can alw ays 
console them selves and  say, “W e know  there  is no god, bu t H e gave 
us th is la n d ...”

T oday Israel is the least safe p lace for Jew s, the p lace w here 
Jew s get k illed  only because they  are Jew s. B ut no t only “pu re” Jew s 
get k illed  defending  the Jew ish  state. In Septem ber, 2003, C orporal 
Felix  N ico laiech ik , a  n ineteen-year-o ld  soldier, w as k illed  in a 
bom bing in the T srifin  barracks. N ico la iech ik  had  im m igrated  to 
Israel seven years prev iously  because his g rea t-grandfather was 
Jew ish. H is C hristian  father, w ho received  Israeli citizensh ip , asked 
for a priest fo r h is m ilitary  funeral, bu t his request w as rejected  
because “there  are no priests in  the I.D .F .” Felix , w ho, unlike his 
father, w as not en titled  to  Israeli citizenship , because he w as fourth- 
generation  Jew ish  and no longer subject to  these N urem berg-sty le  
law s, w as buried  w ithout a relig ious cerem ony, to  the chagrin  o f  his 
father and fam ily. T he arm y o f  the Jew ish  state has only  rabbis and, 
to  date, has appoin ted  no priest or kad i as arm y chaplain  in ‘The only 
dem ocracy in the M iddle E ast,” even though M uslim — D ruze and 
B edouin— and C hristian  Palestin ians serve in the I.D .F.

In 2002, the Israeli governm ent decided to  erase the “Jew ish 
nationality” category  from  the identity  cards o f  Israeli Jew s. 
M inisters im agined th is as a pragm atic  step tow ards d isen tangling  
the m ess m asterm inded  by the relig ious po litical parties, w hich 
dem anded tha t R eform  Jew s no t be reg istered  as Jew s, despite  the 
Suprem e C ourt decision. The erasure o f  the nationality  category  
from  the identity  papers o f  Israeli Jew s w as aim ed to  please 
everyone. H ow ever, an exam ination  o f  such accidental acts



dem onstrates the failure o f  Z ionism  to  create a m odem  nation. The 
unw illingness to  separate re lig ion  and state brough t about a  relig ion- 
based nation. The sim ple no tion  that the nationality  o f  Israeli citizens 
could have been  term ed “Israeli” d id  no t occur, because Z ionism  
does no t recognize such nationality . Therefore, the m in is te rs’ 
reluctant decision  to  erase the category  “nationality : Jew ish” 
dem onstrates the im possib ility  o f  separating  the Jew ish  relig ion  from  
the Jew ish  state w ithout abolish ing  the latter. It w as a rem inder o f  the 
need for a secular dem ocracy, th rough  a represen tative body  o f  all 
the inhabitants o f  historic Palestine, a represen tative body  w hich 
w ould enact an equal constitu tion  fo r the to m  country  and estab lish  a 
state in w hich  relig ion  w ould  becom e p eo p le ’s private business and 
the nation  w ould  be com posed  o f  the w hole citizenry.

T h e  J e w i s h  S t a t e  a n d  t h e  P a l e s t i n i a n s

The inferior position  o f  Israe l’s P alestin ian  citizens w as no t based  on 
the M ay 15, 1948 D eclaration  o f  Independence but had  already been 
decided at the tim e o f  the U .N . reso lu tion  on the partition  o f  
Palestine on N ovem ber 29, 1947. T his article does no t discuss the 
political reasons for the partition  (see Pappe in th is jo u rn a l), stating 
m erely that the resolution  w as illegal and  an ti-dem ocratic, even 
according to  U .N . paradigm s, for tw o  reasons. F irst, the U .N . 
program  for form er co lonies spoke o f  secular dem ocracies, and  not 
o f  ethnic separation. Second, there  w as no referendum  and  the 
inhabitants o f  the B ritish  M andate territo ry  w ere not asked. Thus, 
com bining the in terests o f  the U .S. and the Soviet U nion, the lofty 
organization  left the execution  o f  the partition  to  the pow er gam es 
betw een Jew s and the Palestinians.

O n the eve o f  partition , the p roportion  o f  Palestin ians to  Jew s 
was tw o to  one, in a population  o f  tw o  m illion. The m ilitary  pow er 
balance w as diam etrically  opposed: the Z ionists had  a unitary  
com m and structure and som e tw enty-five to  th irty  thousand  B ritish- 
trained sold iers, under the auspices o f  the pre-sta te  arm ies o f  the 
Palm ach, the H agana, and o ther underground  forces. The 
Palestin ians, w hose 1936-39  struggle fo r independence had been 
beaten by  the B ritish w ith the assistance o f  Jew ish  forces, m anaged  
to organize, until M ay, 1948, only tw elve thousand  com batants, 
w ithout un itary  com m and structures. The arm ed struggle began  on 
the m orning  after the partition  reso lu tion , w hile the B ritish  arm y still
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occupied  Palestine. In the Z ion ist annals, the 1948 w ar is called  “the 
w ar o f  independence,” in w hich the Jew s supposedly  fought foreign 
pow ers: the B ritish  arm y and the arm ies o f  seven A rab  states. This 
has no basis in  reality . W hen the B ritish  left Palestine on M ay 15, 
1948, all the A rab cities on the coastal p lane, the C arm el, and the 
G alilee w ere in  Jew ish  hands, and only then  d id  the A rab  arm ies 
invade. T he occupation  o f  the A rab cities, Jaffa , M ajdal, Lod, 
R am leh, A cco, and B isan, and  the m ixed cities o f  H aifa, the new  
Jerusalem , T iberias, and Saffed, w as com pleted  under the w atchful 
eye o f  the “fo re ign” B ritish  arm y. T he occupation  o f  these cities, 
w hich  w ere the backbone o f  P alestin ian  nationalism , and  the 
conversion o f  the ir inhabitants to  refugees, began the Palestin ian  
N akba (H olocaust), and tu rned  the nation  w hich  had  been  the 
m ajority  on its ow n land into a  nation  o f  refugees, and the rem ainder, 
w ho lived in v illages, to  leaderless “hum an dust.”4 The liquidation  o f 
P alestin ian  cities began the deliberate Z ionist po licy  o f  the de­
urbanization  o f  P alestin ian  society. The occupation , under the aegis 
o f  the B ritish  arm y, w as enabled  by the supply  o f  arm am ents by 
S ta lin ’s regim e via C zechoslovakia  to  the H agana o rganization  in 
A pril, 1948. T his m ilitary  assistance decided the fate o f  the 1948 w ar 
and o f  the Palestin ian  people, tw o-th irds o f  w hom  becam e refugees 
w ho are w aiting  to  th is day to  re tu rn  to the land from  w hich  they 
w ere expelled  by the Z ionist arm y. T he Palestin ian  people w as 
effectively  d iv ided  into three: one sm all part inside the Jew ish  state, 
another in the portion  o f  P alestine under the H ashem ite ru le  o f  
Jo rd an ’s k ing A bdallah , w ho, th rough a secret accord  w ith Ben 
G urion, w as able to  annex the territo ries no t occupied  by the Z ionist 
arm y, and the th ird , larger, portion , in exile.

L a n d  “ R e d e m p t i o n "

D espite the efforts o f  the Jew ish  N ational Fund, defined  as “the 
caretaker o f  the land o f  Israel, on b e h a lf  o f  its ow ners: Jew ish  People 
everyw here,”5 as an instrum ent fo r “redeem ing” the land and 
expropriating  its natives, during its first fifty  years, the J.N .F . 
m anaged to “redeem ” only  som e one m illion  dunam s,6 about four 
percent o f  the territory . A t the tim e o f  the 1947 partition  p lan , Jew s 
held  seven percent o f  the territory , e ither as private lands or as 
“national lands” held  by the J.N .F . T he strategies used  by  the J.N .F .



to achieve its purposes during  the M andate period  included deceit, 
tem ptation, bribery, and expropriation .

A fter the U .N . partition  reso lu tion , the B ritish  lim ited  them selves 
to specific areas and the Z ionists took  o ff  the k id  gloves. In the 
territory allocated  by the U .N. to  the Jew ish  state, a p rocess o f  ethnic 
cleansing w as alm ost com pleted  p rio r to the end o f  the B ritish  
M andate. The expropriation  o f  the territo ry ’s orig inal inhabitants 
went on  during  the 1948 w ar and after the arm istice. The 
establishm ent o f  the State o f  Israel m eant occupying fifty-five 
percent o f  the territories a llocated  by the U .N . to the P alestin ian  state 
and transferring  seventy  percen t o f  the Palestin ians from  their lands. 
M ore than four hundred  v illages and cities— property , houses, and 
land— w ere transferred  to the Z ion ist v ictors. O f  a to tal o f  thirteen  
m illion dunam s, an area ten tim es larger than  w hat the Z ionists had 
before the w ar, m ore than half, o r 6 ,705,567 dunam s o f  farm ed land, 
was robbed, com plete w ith  the ir yield. In addition  to  thousands o f  
houses, in w hich m ore than three hundred thousand “new  [Jew ish] 
im m igrants” settled later, the  Jew ish  state took  over som e 7,800 
offices, shops, w orkshops, and  stores. The success o f  th is enterprise 
w hetted the Z ionist appetite and the State o f  Israel developed  a 
sophisticated  set o f  land law s aim ed at the ongoing  “redem ption” o f  
land from  non-Jew s. The legal infrastructure w as underp inned  by a 
set o f  em ergency  law s, m ostly  B ritish  colonial laws, w hich, before 
the end  o f  the M andate period, the Z ionist leadership  had term ed 
“w orse than  N azi law s.”

F r o m  E m e r g e n c y  L a w s  t o  A p a r t h e i d  L a w s

In O ctober, 1948, the “Em ergency R egulations (E xplo ita tion  o f  
U ncultivated  L and)” m andated  the M inister o f  A gricu lture  to  take 
over any uncultivated  land and give it over for “tem porary” 
cultivation. T hus expropriated  lands w ere renam ed “uncu ltiva ted” 
lands. There w ere m any w ays o f  expropriating  the lan d s’ rightful 
ow ners: som e w ere rem oved from  battle  zones, supposedly  
tem porarily , others w ere required , for security  reasons, to stay aw ay 
from  lands situated  ten  k ilom eters aw ay from  the borders w ith 
Jordan or Lebanon. But, in m ost cases, the m ilitary  governm ent 
prevented the expropriated  from  cu ltivating  the ir lands, w hich  w ere 
declared m ilitary  zones, accord ing  to  the Em ergency R egulations 
(Security  Z ones) o f  1949. T he P alestin ians w ho rem ained  on their
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lands had som e five m illion  dunam s w hich  the Z ion ists p lanned  to 
“redeem .” “U ncu ltivated” lands w ere red istribu ted  to  kibbutzim  and 
M oshavim ,1 or form ed the basis for the estab lishm ent o f  new  Jew ish 
settlem ents. B u t although these lands w ere taken  aw ay from  their 
Palestin ian  ow ners, the latter rem ained  the ir legal ow ners. The 
cunning  Z ionist apartheid  system  needed  further law s to  turn  these 
lands into ethn ic  property , closed  to  non-Jew s, w hile p reserv ing  the 
S tate o f  Israe l’s p riva te  property  structure.

T he A bsentee Property  L aw  o f  1950, based  on the Em ergency 
R egulations C oncern ing  A bsentee Property  o f  1948, w hich 
expropriated  the lands o f  those defined  as “absen tees,” re la tes only  to 
the A rab sector, though  it apparen tly  expropriated  the lands o f  a ll 
inhabitants absen t from  their houses or from  Israe l’s sovereign 
territo ry  on S eptem ber 1, 1948. T hus Palestin ians w ho escaped  or 
w ere expelled  from  the battle  zones, o r w ho tem porarily  m oved  to  a 
neighboring  v illage, becam e property less absentees. T his included 
the P alestin ian  inhabitan ts o f  areas in the G alilee or “the T riangle ,” 
no t yet cap tured  by  the Israeli arm y. H ow ever, Iraqi Jew s, w ho had 
purchased  investm ent lands p rio r to the estab lishm ent o f  the State o f  
Israel, and  w ho, on the relevan t date, w ere resident in  “enem y 
territo ry ,” d id no t lose the ir property . T he sam e w ent fo r the Jew ish  
residents o f  the G ush E tzion trac t w ho fell cap tive to  Jordan. In order 
to  declare lands as state property , the statutory C ustodian  o f  
A bsentee Property  had  to  declare the ir ow ners absentees and, in the 
case o f  Jew ish  property , the custod ian  did no t do so. T his law  created  
the paradoxical status o f  “presen t absentees,” tha t is, Palestin ians 
w ho are physically  presen t as c itizens o f  the State o f  Israel bu t absent 
in re la tion  to the ir lands, w hich  w ere declared  “state lands.” T hese 
lands w ere transferred  to  the s ta te ’s D evelopm ent A uthority , 
accord ing  to  the D evelopm ent P roperty  (T ransfer o f  P roperty) Law 
o f  1950, and later to  the Israel L and A dm inistra tion , w hich  treats 
them  accord ing  to  J.N .F . regulations, w hich forbid  the sale o r lease 
o f  lands to  non-Jew s, even though the J.N .F . holds on ly  seventeen 
percent o f  state lands. The A cquisition  o f  A bsentee P roperty  L aw  
requisitioned  tw o m illion  dunam s, tu rn ing  them  into “state lands.”

T he L and A cquisition  (V alid ity  o f  A cts and C om pensation) Law  
o f  1953 regulated  the robbery  o f  these lands, already distribu ted  to  
kibbutzim, m oshavim , and  housing  associations. T his law  m ade 
perm anent and  legal the tem porary  land expropriations, enacted  
through  em ergency regulations, even though it could  be argued  these



w ere no longer necessary . T he legal ju stifica tion  for th is w as the 
statem ent tha t “all lands w hich, on the relevant date, A pril 1, 1952, 
w ere no t in the hands o f  the ir legal ow ners, and all the lands w hich, 
since the estab lishm ent o f  the state w ere used  by the au thorities for 
the purpose o f  developm ent, settlem ent or security— w ill be 
transferred  to  the ow nership  o f  the G overnm ent o f  Israel” (the term s 
“developm ent,” “ settlem ent,” and  “security” are rac ist term s 
applicable to  Jew s only). The 1953 law  enabled  the Jew ish  state to 
take over a fu rther 1.2 m illion  dunam s, leaving only  1.8 m illion  
dunam s in the hands o f  P alestin ian  citizens o f  Israel, though no t for 
long. D uring the fo llow ing years, m ore than  h a lf  o f  these lands w ere 
expropriated  in order to “jud a ic ize  the G alilee” and create B edouin  
reservations in the N egev  desert. T oday  Palestin ian  citizens o f  Israel 
own less than  eight hundred  thousand  dunam s (out o f  a to tal area o f  
tw enty  m illion  dunam s).

L a n d  a s  t h e  B a s i s  f o r  A p a r t h e i d

The above-m entioned  law s form  the legal fram ew ork  o f  the Jew ish  
Israeli apartheid  regim e. T hrough th is policy , the “ju d a ic ized ” lands 
becam e the exclusive property  o f  “the Jew ish  nation ,” instead  o f  the 
property  o f  the State o f  Israel and  all its citizens. The allocation  o f  
this p roperty  to  a re lig iously  defined  (Jew ish) collective is the m ain  
reason w hy  the State o f  Israel is no t a dem ocracy. The need  to 
preserve th is p roperty  as belonging  to  an ethno-relig ious 
m etaphysical entity  prevents the separation  o f  re lig ion  and state and 
the enactm ent o f  a constitu tion  w hich  w ould  ensure equality  to  all 
citizens. U ltim ately , the existence o f  the “land o f  the Jew ish  nation” 
is the m ateria l glue betw een  Z ion ist rac ist co lonialism  and relig ious 
Judaism ’s racist xenophobia.

The sophistication  o f  the apartheid  regim e is enabled  through 
bodies such as the Jew ish  A gency, w hich , th roughout its existence, 
has exclusively  developed Jew ish  settlem ents, using national 
resources such  as state lands and  state budgets. B etw een  1948 and 
1973, the Jew ish  A gency estab lished  594 Jew ish  settlem ents and not 
one A rab  settlem ent. A t tim es, the budget o f  the Jew ish  A gency, 
w hich is destined for Jew s only, w as larger than  the developm ent 
budget o f  the Israeli G overnm ent. The special agreem ents betw een  
the governm ent o f  Israel and the Jew ish  A gency accord  the agency 
national status, bu t its racist policy  is ju stified  by  claim ing it is a
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“private body .” The J.N .F . is one arm  o f  the Jew ish  A gency. A nother 
w ay o f  cam ouflag ing  the agency ’s w ork is th rough law s w hich 
d iscrim inate betw een  Jew s and non-Jew s, and w hich, w ithout 
m ention ing  the w ord “Jew ,” relate to “ those entitled  to Israeli 
citizenship  accord ing  to  the legislation  contro lling  the entry  to 
Israel.” T his clause is included in all leasing contracts o f  the State 
D evelopm ent A uthority  and is applicable both  to  the S tate o f  Israel 
proper, w here n inety-five percen t o f  the land is “ state land ,” and to 
the W est B ank, in w hich “on ly” seventy  percent o f  the land is 
designated  “state land .”

The im aginary  Z ion ist lexicon m eans tha t the princip le  o f  ethnic 
property  h ides the exclusively  Jew ish  ow nership  o f  land, p resented  
as “co llective” ow nership , bu t perform ed through annulling  the 
collective p roperty  righ ts o f  rural Palestin ian  com m unities. The m ore 
lands allocated  for exclusive Jew ish  use, the prouder the Z ionist 
ideologues becam e at being the creators o f  a supposedly  “new  
society .” A s co lonialists w ho settled  in ethn ically  exclusive 
settlem ents, w here the “o ther” had  no righ t o f  entry, they  could  self- 
deceptively  claim  th a t w hat un ited  them  and  d ifferen tia ted  betw een 
them  and others w as their “progressive” ideology, ra ther than their 
racist nationalism , based  on princip les o f  ethnic land property . There 
is, indeed, a sim ilarity  betw een  the Z ionist attitude to the land and 
o ther aspects o f  the Z ionist policy. F or exam ple, the term  “H ebrew  
labor” w as conceived  not as a central tenet o f  Z ionist colonialism , 
aim ed to get rid  o f  A rab  labor, but as p ro o f that the expropriating  
colonial regim e w as “unco lon ial.”

The regulations preventing  the use o f  lands by non-Jew s dam age 
the social rights o f  P alestin ian  citizens by  lim iting  the ir rights o f  
abode and occupation  and thus b locking  the ir access to  sources o f  
livelihood. Furtherm ore, these regulations dam age the p rincip le  o f  
p roperty  rights, a central princip le o f  liberal civil rights, enshrined  by 
the U .S. D eclaration  o f  Independence o f  1776 and  the U .N . 
U niversal D eclaration  o f  H um an R ights o f  1948. The latter rights 
cannot be granted  by  the State o f  Israel because n inety-five percent 
o f  the land is ethnic property , open only  to  individual m em bers o f  the 
Jew ish  relig ion, even i f  they are no t citizens o f  the S tate o f  Israel. 
T his unique form  o f  p roperty  law  is the reason  w hy the J.N .F. 
resisted  the p rivatization  plan  to w hich  the In ternational M onetary  
F und com m itted  the governm ent o f  Israel. T he supporters o f  ethnic



property  side w ith  the supporters o f  p rivate property  and defend 
Israeli apartheid  in the nam e o f  a national-social com m itm ent.

B o u n d l e s s  “ R e d e m p t i o n ”

M eanw hile, the Judaization  o f  A rab lands continues. The last land 
reserves in A rab settlem ents are expropriated  for the construction  o f  
exclusive new  Jew ish  neighbourhoods. F o r exam ple, in the 
Palestin ian  G alilee settlem ent T arshikha, the last reserve o f  1,800 
dunam s w as expropriated  for the construction  o f  the Jew ish  
settlem ent K far V radim . A rab villages o f  m ore than  tw enty  thousand  
inhabitants, redesignated  as “tow ns,” are not gran ted  p lanning  
perm ission or land  reserves. T hough overcrow ded, they  are not 
perm itted  to  bu ild  on neighboring  green spaces, w hich  are reserved 
for Jew ish  construction  only.

A ccord ing  to  the jo u rn a lis t B. M ichael ( Yediot A h arono t, M ay 
23, 1997), fo r every Israeli Jew ish  citizen  there are 4.2 dunam s 
w ithin Israel proper, w hile for every  Palestin ian  citizen  there  are 
barely 0.7 dunam s. In the territo ries occupied  in 1967, the State o f  
Israel has continued  its po licy  o f  “ land redem ption .” T w enty-eigh t 
percent o f  the G aza Strip and over seventy  percen t o f  the W est B ank 
have been  designated  “ state lands,” assigned  to Jew s only. In the 
G aza S trip , Israel continues to  ow n all “state lands,” w hile, in the 
W est Bank, the G overnm ent o f  Israel p lans to transfer to the 
Palestin ian  A uthority  ju s t  th irty  p ercen t o f  the territory , so that the 
P alestin ian  bantustans w ill encom pass a little m ore than  tw o m illion  
dunam s. Indeed, on the W est B ank, like in the State o f  Israel, there is 
0.7 dunam  p er Palestin ian  inhabitan t, less than  one-six th  o f  the 
Jew ish  per cap ita  area.

The O slo  A ccords, w hich  involved  a P alestin ian  leadership  
anxious to be part o f  a regional U .S .-led  agreem ent w hich upheld  the 
security  o f  the S tate o f  Israel, w ere m ade null and  void  by Israel, 
w ith  U .S. support. A fter S eptem ber 11, 2001, increasing Israeli 
confidence in continuing U .S. support m ade the Z ionist leadership  
careless in relation  to its und isguised  apartheid  regulations. In M ay, 
2002, the Israeli governm ent decided  to freeze all Palestin ian  
requests for fam ily reunification  and, in Septem ber, 2003, this 
decision  w as m ade law  by  the K nesset. T he law  states tha t m arriages
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betw een  P alestin ians from  the O ccupied T errito ries and  Palestinian 
citizens o f  Israel w ould  no t accord  residency  righ ts for the 
P alestin ian  from  the O ccupied T erritories. T hus, i f  a H ebron  w om an 
m arries an  Israeli citizen  from  H aifa , she can  live w ith  h im  in H aifa 
only  i f  she is Jew ish . I f  she is no t Jew ish , her husband  can m ove to 
live w ith  her in H ebron  or they  can have a m arriage by 
correspondence.

R egrettably , the tragedy o f  the P alestin ian  people stem s no t only 
from  the unending  appetite  o f  the Z ion ist leadersh ip  and from  being 
ignored  by the A rab  regim es w ho support the proposed  in ternational 
agreem ents, it a lso stem s from  various P alestin ian  leaders, over the 
past century, w ho have co llaborated  both  w ith  the reg io n ’s im perial 
ru lers and w ith  the colonial m ovem ents w hich  too k  over the land. 
T he com m itm ent o f  the Palestin ian  leadership  to  the O slo  process 
and the G eneva A ccords m eans com m itm ent to  U .S. interests, w hich 
cen ter on the stab ility  o f  the S tate o f  Israel, a crucial instrum ent for 
keeping  the reg io n ’s status quo. Thus, in  accepting  U .S . hegem ony 
and in obstructing  dem ocratic  cam paigns for change in the reg ion  (as 
opposed to  terro rist attacks), A rafat and  the P alestin ian  leadership , in 
effect, support the partition  o f  the territo ry  and  w ork  against 
P alestin ian  self-determ ination . The curren t P alestin ian  leadership, 
w hile detesting  the O slo  process, actually  upholds it. The accords 
continue to  ex ist only  because o f  Palestin ian  despair and passivity . In 
a secular dem ocratic  republic , w here free e lections are the ru le, it is 
m ost un likely  tha t these leaderships w ould  p lay  a role.

In order to  m ake the S tate o f  Israe l’s ethnic land property  a resource 
available to  all citizens, the Z ion ist political structure m ust be 
rep laced  by a secular, dem ocratic  republic. In order to  abolish  the 
un fa ir priv ileges o f  the leadership  o f  the Jew ish  sect and  the entire 
sectarian  regim e, a  secular dem ocracy m ust be established. A  secular 
dem ocratic  state is required  in order to reso lve the ongoing  conflict 
betw een  Z ionism  and  the native people  o f  Palestine and  to  guarantee 
freedom  o f  re lig ion  and  freedom  from  relig ion.

A bove all, to allow  the Jew s brough t to  P alestine by a colonial 
m ovem ent and the ir offspring  to  becom e a part o f  a m o d em  nation­
state, ra ther than  a  th reatened  population  liv ing  by  the sw ord, it is 
necessary  to  estab lish  in historic Palestine a unified , secular, 
dem ocratic  state.
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N o t e s :

1 There are, of course, several exceptions: the United Kingdom is a monarchic 
parliamentary democracy, where the Queen, the head of state, is also the head of the 
Church of England. Similarly, there are many Muslim states, including monarchies 
such as Saudi Arabia, and non-monarchies such as Pakistan, where Sharia law has 
been adopted by the state.

2 The Histadrut was created in 1920 as a trade union which would organize the economic 
activities of Jewish workers. The opening resolutions of the first Histadrut 
conference expressed the goal “to build a Jewish workers’ society.”

3 “The Messiah’s Ass” is a term coined by Rabbi Cook when speaking about the Zionist 
pioneers prior to the establishment of the State of Israel. It denotes people who 
unconsciously blaze a trail for halachic Judaism.

4 The terms “Holocaust,” “remainder,” and “human dust” have been used in relation to 
the fate of European Jewry under the Nazis.

5 The Jewish National Fund was established at the 1898 Zionist Congress with the 
avowed aim of purchasing land for Jews in Palestine (www.jnf.org).

6 Dunam: about a quarter acre. The term “dunam here and dunam there” became a slogan 
of “land redemption.”

7 Kibbutzim are cooperative communes; Moshavim are cooperative agricultural 
settlements.

http://www.jnf.org
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T H E  I S R A E L I / P A L E S T I N I A N  C R I S I S :

A  R E A L I S T I C  O P T I O N

BY A S ’AD GHANEM

D uring  the last th ree years, since the ou tbreak  o f  the In tifada 
and S haron ’s rise to  pow er, the fundam ental conditions in 
w hich  the conflic t has been conducted  are to tally  d ifferent 

from  those that p revailed  until the end  o f  E hud B arak ’s tenure as 
prim e m inister. W hen the O slo  A ccords w ere signed in 1993, they 
m arked the start o f  a historic process o f  reconcilia tion  betw een  the 
tw o national m ovem ents, the P alestin ian  and the Z ionist, and, in 
practice, the beg inn ing  o f  the im plem entation  o f  the option  o f  
territo rial separation  betw een  the tw o states o f  Israel and Palestine. 
T his stage o f  the conflic t took  place in  ligh t o f  A ra fa t’s contro l o f  the 
Palestin ian  national m ovem ent, on one hand, and  the pragm atic  and 
concilia tory  L abor P a rty ’s tem porary  hold  on pow er in Israel, on the 
other. The agreem ent betw een  A rafa t and R abin  w as m ade possib le 
by sign ifican t support from  the U nited  States and m ajo r assistance 
from  the E uropeans, the R ussians, and the C hinese, as w ell as, o f  
course, the active agreem ent o f  E gypt and Jordan  and  the tacit 
consent o f  m ost A rab  countries, w ith  the G u lf  states and Saudi 
A rabia expressing  a w illingness to  ex tend  m ajo r financial support.

Since February , 2001, and  in light o f  the Israeli elections and 
S haron ’s rise to  pow er, the option  o f  territo rial separation  has ceased 
to be relevant, along w ith  all o f  the p layers w ho had  been  part o f  it. 
Israel has reoccup ied  the Palestin ian  cities, s trengthened  and 
enlarged  the settlem ents and rein fo rced  the p ro tection  o f  the settlers, 
closed dow n Palestin ian  institu tions in Jerusalem , and  tigh tened  its 
grip  on East Jerusalem . Prim e M in ister Sharon has repeated  his 
w illingness for the estab lishm ent o f  a P alestin ian  state in about forty 
percent o f  the W est B ank and G aza Strip, know ing  that no 
P alestin ian  leader could  accept such an offer. F o r tw o years, now , the 
parties that supported  the separation  option  have no longer been 
re levant to events in the Palestin ian /Israeli conflict.
Dr. A s ’a d  G hanem  is a  Political S cien tist a t the University o f Haifa 
a n d  the d irector o f Ibn-Khaldun, The A rab A ssociation  for R ese a rc h  
a n d  D evelopm ent.



The B ush adm inistration  autom atically  supports the line 
sketched  out by Sharon and  the Israeli governm ent. This 
adm inistra tion  has no independent line and  in p ractice  is no t relevant 
to any fair p rocess o f  separation . The Europeans, w hom  the Israeli 
governm ent suspects o f  p ro -Palestin ian  sym pathies, are excluded 
from  exerting  any influence and  are no t re levant to the conflict; the ir 
influence is lim ited  to  regular and  ineffectual m eetings w ith  the 
parties. The A rab states provide w indow  dressing  for an  im aginary  
process, but the positions they stake ou t from  tim e to  tim e, such as 
that pu t forw ard at the A rab League sum m it m eeting  in  B eiru t, are 
no t re levant for w hat is taking p lace in  the field; no t to  m en tion  the 
fact that they  are too th less and  have no serious capacity  to  influence 
or counteract the Israeli positions.

In Israel and am ong the Palestin ians, the p rom oters o f  O slo  and 
the idea o f  separation  are no longer re levan t for w hat is going on in 
the field. The L abor Party  is irrelevant; at best it can  m erely  provide 
an attractive w rapper fo r the righ t-w ing  governm ent and its crim es 
against the Palestin ians. A rafat and h is cronies are in a hard  position. 
On the one hand , o fficial Israel is abusing  them  and accusing  them  o f  
responsib ility  fo r terrorism  over w hich  they  have no  contro l. O n the 
o ther hand, m ost Palestin ians are d isgusted  w ith  them  and  view  them  
as responsib le  for the stark situation  into w hich  they  have been 
forced, accusing  them  o f  negligence, corruption , and a lack o f  
concern  for the life o f  the general public.

F or three years now , the conflic t betw een  the P alestin ians and 
Israelis has been  w aged  betw een  tw o antithetical and belligerent 
options, w ith  Israeli apartheid  on one side and  a P alestin ian  Islam ic 
state on the other. The Sharon  governm ent hopes to  lead the 
Palestin ians to  despair o f  the possib ility  o f  establish ing a sovereign 
Palestin ian  state. It is w ork ing  fo r a  to tal v ictory  in the conflict-riven 
land and unilateral dom ination  o f  the entire country , perhaps 
tem pered  by a w illingness to  perm it the Palestin ians to  live in som e 
sort o f  autonom y (quasi-state) under overall Israeli supervision and 
control. In practice , construction  has begun on the foundations o f  an 
apartheid  regim e, based  on the d ictatorsh ip  o f  the Jew ish  m ajority , 
w ith system atic infringem ent o f  P alestin ian  basic righ ts. In order to 
realize this op tion  Israel is em ploying  cruel m eans o f  repression  o f  a 
sort no t seen in the conflict since the end  o f  the 1948 w ar and the 
estab lishm ent o f  Israel.

O n the o ther side, the radical Islam ic m ovem ents, H am as and
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Islam ic Jihad, are push ing  fo r the  estab lishm ent o f  an  Islam ic 
P alestin ian  state in p lace o f  Israel, perhaps w ith  a w illingness to 
allow  Jew s to  live in tha t state as a  vanquished  m inority . T o advance 
tow ard  realiza tion  o f  the Islam ic option , these m ovem ents em ploy 
cruel m ethods against the Jew s, o f  w hich  the harshest m anifestation  
is attacks on  Israeli citizens in the heart o f  Israeli cities.

These three options are no t realistic  and cannot endure. 
Separation  is no t re levan t because Israel has crossed the th resho ld  o f  
its w illingness to  w ithdraw  to  the 1967 borders and im plem ent 
U n ited  N ations R esolu tion  242. E ven w ere the Israeli left to  re tu rn  to 
pow er in  the foreseeable  fu ture, it w ould  no t risk  a civ il w ar. The 
option  o f  Israeli contro l m ight be possib le  and  in fact a lready  exists 
on  the ground, bu t it cannot long endure. The Palestin ians constitute 
fifty  percent o f  the to tal population  o f  the country; they  are fighting 
against Israeli contro l and are w illing  to pay  a h igh price. H ence the 
Israeli apartheid  reg im e w ill never be stable and  w ill endanger the 
Israelis ju s t as it harm s the Palestin ians. A n Islam ic state has no 
prospects in the curren t balance o f  pow er in  the  country  and  w ould  
be rejected  by  the Jew s and a large segm ent o f  the P alestin ians; it 
w ou ld  certain ly  encoun ter v igorous opposition  on the part o f  the 
surrounding A rab  countries.

W hat th is m eans is tha t w e, P alestin ians and Jew s, m ust exam ine 
the possib ility  o f  the fourth option, a  b inational state. O nly 
P alestin ians and Israelis together can  sketch th is ou t as a possible 
escape from  the cycle o f  b loodshed , so they  can carry on the conflict 
in  a single po litical en tity  w hile  m aking  m axim um  use o f  techniques 
o f  partnersh ip  and  com prom ise on  fundam ental questions and  issues 
and  key positions.

T his option  a ttracted  great atten tion  am ong Jew s before  the birth 
o f  Israel and  w as pu t forw ard by  Jew ish  leftists as a so lu tion  to  the 
individual and  collective ex istence o f  the Jew s in the country. Today, 
som e Jew ish  in tellectuals are beg inn ing  to  consider it as a future 
op tion  for reso lv ing  the v io len t conflic t w ith  the Palestin ians. A m ong 
the Palestin ians, too , there  have lately  been  increasing voices that 
th is option  is the on ly  ou tle t fo r the ir fu ture collective existence in 
the country. T hose on both  sides w ho  consider th is option  are w illing  
to  accept the o ther, the Jew  o r the Palestin ian , as a  partner in a shared 
state in w hich  the righ ts o f  individuals to  equality  and a life o f  
d ign ity  are recognized , as are the collective righ ts o f  both  the 
Palestin ians and the Jew s to  express the ir national asp irations and



desires in  a shared  state. O nly  in th is w ay  can  there  be true concord  
betw een the tw o national m ovem ents, the P alestin ian  and the Zionist. 
In m y opin ion , in ternational and  A rab  parties w ho w ish  to  be 
relevant to  reso lv ing  the conflic t m ust exam ine th is option , too , and 
orient to  realization . O therw ise they  w ill continue to  be irrelevant 
and the conflic t w ill continue to  take its to ll o f  hum an lives and 
m aterial and  o ther resources, w ith  no realistic  so lu tion  in sight.

F a c t o r s  R a i s i n g  t h e  L i k e l i h o o d  o f  t h e  

E s t a b l i s h m e n t  o f  a  J o i n t  B i n a t i o n a l  S t a t e

A w orking  p rem ise ju stify in g  separation  is based  on the p rincip le  o f  
reaching agreem ent on  the basis o f  U .N . R esolu tion  242, Israeli 
w ithdraw al from  the W est B ank  and G aza Strip. I w ill list below  the 
factors delay ing  such a separation  and perhaps even m aking  it 
im possible as a po litical act en tailing  physical, territo ria l, and 
national separation . T hese factors dem and that, sooner or later, w e 
begin to  consider a  d ifferen t strategy, nam ely  jo in t ru le  th roughout 
the country  by  represen tatives o f  bo th  groups. T his seem s to  be the 
only p racticab le  w ay to  m ake p rog ress tow ards solv ing  the 
continuing conflic t betw een  the Jew s and the P alestin ians over 
control o f  the land.

D i f f e r e n t  E x p e c t a t i o n s  o f  S e p a r a t i o n

For m ost Palestin ians, separation  should  lead to  the estab lishm ent o f  
an independent Palestin ian  state th roughout the W est B ank  and 
Gaza, w ith  E ast Jerusalem  as its capital. T his state should  be able to 
cooperate on various issues, from  a position  o f  pow er and free 
choice, w ith  the d ifferen t states in the reg ion , including  Israel. T his is 
the P alestin ian  leadersh ip ’s guideline in  negotia ting  w ith  Israel.

The Israeli public is m ore evenly  d iv ided  in its position . M ost 
Israelis support a  certa in  separation  and  a g reat num ber also support 
the estab lishm ent o f  a P alestin ian  state, lim ited  in its sovereignty  and 
its territo ry  (A rian  1997). The m ain  po litical parties in Israel, 
including the L abor Party , w hich  has rem oved its opposition  to  the 
establishm ent o f  an independent Palestin ian  state from  its 
constitution, are no t w illing  to  accep t an independent P alestin ian  
state, equal to  Israel w ith  respect to  sovereignty  and  territory . The 
perception  o f  m ost Israelis and  the ir po litical represen tatives can be 
sum m ed up  as a longing  to  “get out o f  the conflic t” and leave the
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Palestin ians to  deal w ith  the ir problem s, w hile  re ta in ing  absolute 
contro l over security  and foreign affairs, w ith  the ability  to  threaten 
the P alestin ians (and  m ake good the th reat) th rough closures or other 
punitive m easures at any tim e. O f  course, a  significant portion  o f  the 
Israeli public w ill no t accept even partia l P alestin ian  independence or 
sovereignty. The curren t Sharon governm ent, at least, and any 
sim ilar governm ent in  the fu ture, w ill depend  upon  the support of 
th is m inority .

These positions reveal tha t Israel cannot offer the m inim um  
w hich  the P alestin ians require  to  m ove from  a conflic t situation  to a 
peaceable  one. Furtherm ore, there  is a h igh likelihood that this 
situation  w ill no t change rapidly , seeing tha t the processes o f  the 
change in the Israeli position  are lim ited  by  o ther factors w hich 
preven t separation. T hese factors are as follow s:

C o m m o n  I s s u e s

T here are several com m on issues betw een  the tw o parties concerning 
the tw o parts o f  the land to be d iv ided  and  these call fo r a  com m on 
approach. Issues such as w ater resources, environm ent, em ploym ent, 
com m ercial m arkets, rou tes o f  passage, ports, etc., cannot be 
separated. T hese shared concerns are curren tly  a m ajo r factor 
h indering  separation  and w ill be a m ajor obstacle to  its 
im plem entation .

O n a num ber o f  these issues, Israel, as the ru ling  pow er, insists 
tha t it rem ains the sole ru ler. A ccord ing  to  various Israeli sources, 
Israel cannot share its abso lu te contro l over these areas w ith  anyone. 
E ven the governm ent w hich  signed the O slo A ccords could  not 
decide on these issues in the agreem ent and left them  for the 
negotiations on the final settlem ent. In tru th , no possib le  final 
agreem ent scenario  w ou ld  allow  these com m on issues to  be in the 
exclusive contro l o f  one o f  the parties, even assum ing  both  sides 
w ere in  favor. T herefore, they  w ill continue to  be factors obstructing 
separation  and  supporting  the estab lishm ent o f  a com m on system  
th roughout the country.

T h e  S e t t l e m e n t s

The Israeli-Jew ish  settlem ents in the W est B ank  and G aza Strip are 
the resu lt o f  the settling  undertaken  by Jew s o r by  the governm ent o f  
Israel since 1967. T hese settlem ents today  house around tw o hundred 
thousand  settlers (no t taking in to  account E ast Jerusalem , w hich  I
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will consider separately): ten  thousand  in the G aza S trip  and the 
other 190,000 in the W est B ank. T hese settlers, re lig ious and secular, 
are m otivated  by  a variety  o f  reasons, ideological and  financial.

T he settlem ents are spread  over large areas and contro l m any 
parts o f  the W est B ank and the G aza Strip. I f  w e add the roads 
leading to  them , it becom es obvious that m uch o f  the territo ries are 
under the contro l o f  the settlers and  are u sed  by  them . T his obstructs 
the cohesion o f  the areas ru led  by  the P alestin ian  A uthority  and w ill 
be a m ajo r im pedim ent to  the territo ria l consolidation  o f  the 
Palestinian entity, w hich  is the supposed outcom e o f  the separation  
betw een the tw o peoples. Furtherm ore, the  settlers, fo r the m ost part 
armed, are a m ajo r source o f  harassm ent to  the P alestin ian  populace. 
They are leaders in  the expropriation  o f  Palestin ian  lands and  are an 
inflam m atory influence in the various steps taken against the 
Palestinians. In addition , several Palestin ians in the O ccupied  
Territories have been  killed  o r in jured  by  the settlers.

O bviously  the Palestin ians cannot accept a situation  w here m ost 
o f the settlem ents continue. F or the Palestin ian  en tity  to  succeed, the 
Palestinian dem and for the rem oval o f  the settlers m ust be 
unequivocal and  resolute. O f  course, the m ain  question  is w hether it 
is objectively  possib le for the governm ent o f  Israel to  uproo t the 
settlers. The answ er depends on  several variab les. A ssum ing  th a t the 
current governm ent continues in pow er and even gets a second term , 
there is no  reason  to  expect a change in  its basic attitude: obviously  it 
will no t agree to  uproo t the settlers, no r be able to do so. Indeed it 
will m ake it m uch  m ore d ifficult fo r any fu ture governm ent to  realize 
such a step, rendering  it p ractically  im possib le to  carry out. In such a 
case, the tw o sides w ould  have to  exam ine the possib ilities o f  
resolving the conflic t w hile allow ing  the settlers, o r a t least m ost o f  
them, to  rem ain . Such an arrangem ent is practicab le  only  w ith in  a 
com m on system  and no t in a separation  o f  the nations and  the 
country. T he settlers and  th e ir asp irations have been  and w ill 
continue to  be a m ajo r stum bling b lock  to  separation  and w ill force 
the leadership  o f  b o th  peoples to  consider o ther so lu tions, such as a 
binational state.

E a s t  J e r u s a l e m

A fter the end  o f  the 1948 w ar and the estab lishm ent o f  the state o f  
Israel, Jerusalem  w as d iv ided  along the cease-fire line into W est 
Jerusalem , under Israeli control, and E ast Jerusalem , adm inistratively
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a part o f  the W est B ank, ru led  by Jordan and, together w ith  the rest 
o f  the W est Bank, annexed  by h er in A pril, 1950. Israel occupied 
Jerusalem  w ith  the rest o f  the W est B ank  in the June, 1967 w ar, and 
annexed it w ith  an am endm ent to  the R ule and Justice  R egulations 
order, passed  in the K nesset a lready by June 27, 1967. The follow ing 
day, the governm ent o f  Israel announced  the annexation  o f  about 
seventy thousand  dunam s from  the territo ry  o f  E ast Jerusalem  to 
W est Jerusalem .

A fter the annexation , Israel gran ted  the status o f  perm anent 
residents to those Palestin ians in E ast Jerusalem  w ho partic ipated  in 
the census held  fo llow ing the annexation . T hose receiv ing  the status 
o f  a resident could  apply fo r Israeli citizenship  and be granted  it, 
p rov ided  they m et the basic requirem ents o f  sw earing alleg iance to 
Israel, renouncing  any o ther nationality , and  having  a know ledge of 
H ebrew . M ost P alestin ian  residents o f  Jerusalem  still refuse Israeli 
citizenship  and regard  the ir fu ture as sim ilar to that o f  other 
P alestin ians in the W est Bank. T hey aspire to d isengage them selves 
from  Israeli contro l and be jo in ed  to  the Palestin ian  entity  ru ling  the 
o ther cities o f  the W est B ank and G aza Strip. T his is also the 
position  voiced  by  the political leadership  o f  the Palestin ians in 
Jerusalem .

A s far as in ternational law  is concerned, E ast Jerusalem  is 
occupied  territo ry  and  therefore the  conquering country  m ay not 
change its status and annex it. H ence, in in ternational gatherings, 
Israel refuses to  ta lk  o f  “annexation ,” preferring  the phrase “the 
in tegration  o f  Jerusalem  in the m unicipal adm inistra tion  area.” 
N aturally , the Israeli governm ent presen ts E ast Jerusalem  to  Israeli 
public opinion as an integral part o f  Israel, subject to  all the 
regulations o f  Israeli law.

Side-by-side w ith  the annexation , Israel pursues a po licy  o f  harsh 
law  enforcem ent on the Palestin ians in E ast Jerusalem , w ith  the aim 
o f  bringing them  to  accept Israeli control. T his po licy  includes 
expropriation  o f  lands, a  large presence o f  security  forces, neg lec t in 
m unicipal services and  planning  and  bu ild ing  procedures, and large- 
scale settlem ent in all the annexed  parts o f  E ast Jerusalem  and 
beyond. T oday, abou t 180,000 P alestin ians live in those parts o f  East 
Jerusalem  that w ere annexed, w hereas the num ber o f  Jew s in those 
areas is 190,000. T his is accom panied  by  a sign ifican t change in 
physical landscape, geographic distribution , and contro l o f  the land.
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Israel has taken various steps, such as encircling  areas o f  East 
Jerusalem  w ith  Jew ish  neighborhoods and erecting  Jew ish  
neighborhoods w ith in  it, encircling  it w ith  roads, estab lish ing  Israeli 
governm ent institu tions in the lands taken  in June, 1967, expro­
priating land, and strengthening Israeli and Jew ish  contro l over them . 
These steps are clearly  and indisputab ly  irrevocable. In ternational 
law, the stance o f  m ost Palestin ians in E ast Jerusalem , and even the 
specific section  in the O slo agreem ent dealing  w ith  the solu tion  to 
the problem  o f  control in E ast Jerusalem  as a part o f  the final 
agreem ent are all entirely  irrelevant. Israel continues in its policy , 
designed to  serve the national in terests o f  the Jew s, and is not w illing  
to consider any gesture tow ards P alestin ian  contro l in East 
Jerusalem . In fact, even should  the sides w ant red istribu tion , it is 
now no t possib le to  carry  it out.

A s in the prev iously  described  reality , w here the option  o f  
separation is no t possib le— and w here the situation  is m arked by the 
determ ined position  o f  the Palestin ians, supported  by the A rab w orld, 
the M uslim  w orld , and m ost o f  the states in the w orld, as w ell as by 
international law — the only possib le  so lu tion  is one o f  partnersh ip  in 
a fram ew ork w hose essence is b inational contro l o f  Jerusalem . 
Jerusalem , then, could  be a m odel o f  a b inational reality  for the 
w hole country.

R e f u g e e s

The Palestin ian  refugees are those Palestin ians w ho lived in Palestine 
and w ere deported, o r forced to  leave fo r o ther residences, w hether in 
Palestine or outside, in tw o m ajor w aves. The first arose betw een  the 
U.N. Partition  R esolution  181 o f  1947 and the afterm ath  o f  the 1948 
war. B efore and during  the w ar, 750,000 A rabs left the ir hom es 
because o f  the in tim idating  tactics o f  the Z ion ist forces. The second 
wave occurred  after the ou tb reak  o f  the June, 1967 w ar, w hen 
250,000 Palestin ians w ere driven from  their hom es. Som e o f  the 
refugees in the second w ave had  already  been  driven out in 1948. In 
negotiations betw een Israel and  the P.L .O . and elsew here, the term  
“refugees” designates those Palestin ians liv ing outside the 
boundaries o f  Israel, in particu lar those still liv ing in the countries o f  
the region, and includes those w hose orig in  is in pre-1967 Israel now  
living in the W est B ank and G aza Strip.

A ccord ing  to  various data, the percentage o f  refugees w ith in  the 
Palestinian people fluctuates betw een fifty and sixty percent, that is
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betw een  3.5 and  four m illion , accord ing  to the latest survey 
undertaken by  the U .N .R .W .A . (the U .N . special agency for 
P alestin ian  refugees). O f  that to tal, seventeen  percen t still live in 
refugee cam ps and  eigh t percent have no stable dw ellings.

T hese refugees have not, fo r the m ost part, given up on their 
righ t to re turn  to  the com m unities from  w hich they  w ere exiled in 
1948 and 1967 and  a large part in tend to  return  to  the boundaries o f 
m andatory  P alestine in the future. T he A rabs in Israel, the m ost 
m oderate o f  all the Palestin ian  groups as regards the settling  o f  the 
conflict, including the refugee issue, still believe, fo r the m ost part, 
that the Palestin ian  refugees have a righ t to  re turn  to  their hom es.

In ternational decisions, chiefly  R esolu tion  194 o f  the U .N. 
G eneral A ssem bly (1948), acknow ledge the righ t o f  the Palestinian 
refugees to choose betw een return ing  to the ir hom es and receiv ing 
appropriate com pensation  fo r the houses and property  left in the 
country. The P alestin ian  leadership  reiterates a t every opportunity  
the sam e right. E ven the O slo A ccords, the legal basis fo r the peace 
process betw een  Israel and the P .L .O ., d id  no t re ject tha t right, but 
ra ther postponed  the settling o f  the question  to  the final agreem ent 
negotiations. T his issue is being  ham m ered  out in m any jo in t forum s 
and is one o f  the subjects o f  m ultila teral talks, theoretically  still 
tak ing  p lace betw een  Israel and the countries o f  the region, including 
the Palestinians.

Israel, fo r its part, has announced  tha t it shall not, under any 
circum stances, agree to  the return  o f  refugees to  her territo ry  and has 
even expressed  reservations about the return o f  refugees to  the 
P alestin ian  en tity  to  be estab lished  in the W est B ank and  the G aza 
Strip. O fficially , it denies its responsib ility  fo r the creation  o f  the 
refugee problem , usually  b lam ing  the P alestin ians them selves and 
the A rab countries. T hese positions are upheld  by the Israeli public 
and there are no signs o f  any w eakening  in the traditional Israeli 
position  on th is issue. It is reasonable  to assum e that Israel w ill not 
agree to  Palestin ian  dem ands in the fu ture and that th is issue will 
continue to  trouble the people o f  the area, bo th  Israelis and 
Palestin ians, fo r a  long tim e.

U nder the presen t circum stances, it is obvious that even i f  Israel 
w ere to allow  the return  o f  refugees to  the Palestin ian  entity, this 
en tity  w ould  be financially  incapable o f  absorb ing  tens o f  thousands. 
M oreover, probably  m ost o f  the refugees w ould  not w ish  to  “retu rn”



to it, continu ing  to  affirm  th e ir righ t and ab ility  to  re turn  in the future 
to the ir hom es w ith in  the G reen Line.

In short, any  separation  w ill no t be able to  deal effectively  w ith 
the refugee problem  and p resum ably  only  a jo in t entity  could  create a 
Palestinian/Israeli balance, w hich  w ould  necessita te  a relative 
opening o f  the borders o f  the state to  the return  o f  the Palestin ian  
refugees. T his w ould  be a com pensation  for the absorp tion  o f  tens o f  
thousands o f  Jew s since 1948. O nly  cooperation  on the issue 
betw een Palestin ians and Israel, fo llow ing the foundation  o f  a 
binational system  in the country , could  lead to  the solu tion  o f  the 
refugee problem .

T h e  I m a g e  o f  t h e  “ H o m e l a n d ” f o r  t h e  J e w s  a n d  t h e  
P a l e s t i n i a n s

The Jew s and the Palestin ians see the w hole o f  the country , rather 
than a part o f  it, as their hom eland. Even Palestin ians and Jew s 
proclaim ing the ir w illingness for territo rial com prom ise still believe, 
for the m ost part, that the entire country  is their unique and absolute 
hom eland as far as pure ju stice  goes: Palestine to the P alestin ians and 
the Land o f  Israel to the Jew s. T heir w illingness to com prom ise 
derives from  tactical and  practical considerations. In a parallel 
developm ent, the hard-liners in both  cam ps— such as the extrem e 
right and the believers in the “com plete Land o f  Israel” am ong the 
Jew s and the radical M uslim s and radical left am ong the 
Palestin ians— are not w illing  to  consider com prom ise so lu tions and 
hold that pure ju stice  com pels them  to fight the o ther side 
relentlessly.

T erritorial com prom ise in the form  o f  separation  w ill no t satisfy 
the hard-liners. N either w ill it be sufficien t ideo logically  for the 
com prom isers to  accept the com prom ise. Even the Jew ish  left, in the 
form o f  H ashom er H a tza ’ir and A hdu t H a ’avoda-Poaley  Z ion, 
reluctantly  accepted  the idea o f  partition  after the estab lishm ent o f  
the state o f  Israel and did no t easily  g ive up  on the idea o f  the entire 
country as one political and territo rial unit. F or its part, the 
Palestin ian  national m ovem ent, beg inning  in the early  1970s, is 
com ing to  term s, albeit slow ly and  painfu lly , w ith  the idea o f  
separation  and  territo ria l com prom ise. The reason  for this pain  is the 
d ifficulty  o f  reconciling  b e lie f  in a righ t to the entire country  w ith  the 
reality  o f  partition . O nly  a situation  in w hich  both  Palestin ians and 
Jew s could  live together in a fram ew ork  allow ing  them  access to  all
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parts o f  the country  could  satisfy the b e lie f  w ith in  both com m unities 
in the ir full righ t to  the entire country.

A  P o s s i b l e  M o d e l  f o r  J e w i s h / P a l e s t l n i a n  

R e l a t i o n s  i n  a  B i n a t i o n a l  S y s t e m

The basic prem ise guid ing  m e to  p ropose the binational 
Palestin ian /Israeli state is that separation  is not p racticab le: the two 
nations are bound to  live together in a com m on state. T rue, the first 
phase w ould  reflect the balance o f  pow er in the area: Jew s w ould 
continue to contro l the Palestin ians and oppression  and discrim ­
ination  w ould  deepen and grow . Several factors, how ever, w ould 
conspire  to incorporate the Palestin ians, in term s o f  equality  bo th  as 
individuals and  as a political com m unity , in the runn ing  o f  the state: 
increasing ag itation  am ong the Palestin ians, bo th  in  Israel and the 
W est B ank and G aza Strip, and the ir w illingness to  initiate violence 
against the Jew ish  ru le; the support o f  Jew s in condem nation  o f  the 
oppression; and the  grow th o f  public know ledge o f  the situation 
w orldw ide, lead ing  to  in ternational pressure.

In cond itions sim ilar to  those in South A frica  in the late 1980s 
before the overthrow  o f  apartheid , the Jew ish  public  and its 
leadership  w ould  be forced to  recognize the Palestin ians as equal 
partners. T hey w ould  have to  negotiate w ith the ir represen tatives and 
reach  w ith them  an agreem ent as to  the d istribu tion  o f  pow er and 
contro l o f  the resources. Separate and jo in t institu tions w ould  be 
established, such as parliam ents, governm ents, and legal institutions. 
Each national group w ould  have autonom y over its ow n unique 
affairs and  com m on m atters w ould  be d iscussed  in com m on forum s 
w here both  parties w ere equally  represen ted . T he security  forces 
w ould  be com prised  o f  both groups. T he represen tatives o f  each 
group  w ould  have the righ t o f  veto  over jo in t decisions and  the 
contro l over territo ry  w ould  be red istribu ted  am ong the  m em bers o f  
the tw o groups. T he country  w ould  be one adm inistrative unit o r be 
d iv ided  into federal and  cantonal units, responsib le  for the running  o f  
local m atters and  subject to  cen tralized  ru le  in the capital, Jerusalem . 
Jerusalem  itse lf  w ould  have a unique d istribu tion  o f  pow er and 
control.

These developm ents, w hich w ould  prom ote the possib ility  o f  a 
b inational state, w ould  be assisted  by  the m aturation  o f  the peace 
p rocess and  reconciliation  betw een  Israel and  the surrounding  A rab
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nations; the peace w ith  E gypt and Jordan , despite  p roblem s, is stable 
and m utually  beneficial, and Israel w ould  probab ly  m ake peace w ith 
Syria and  L ebanon in  the short term . In such a situation , Israel w ould  
be sensitive no t only  to  W estern  pressures bu t also to  its re la tionsh ips 
w ith h er A rab  neighbors. Even i f  som e o f  its leaders w ere to  seek  to 
get rid  o f  th e  P alestin ians by  a fo rced  “transfer,” unlike the  situations 
in 1948 and 1967, it could  no t be carried  out, due to  the peace 
agreem ents betw een  Israel and its ne ighbors and  the Israeli w ish  to 
m aintain  them . O verall, the  peace process betw een Israel and  the 
A rab states w ould  have a  positive  influence on the bu ild ing  o f  an 
equal and  binational system  in  the country.

Lately , a penetrating  d iscussion  is developing , in itia ted  m ainly  
by those supporting  the estab lishm ent o f  a  secu lar dem ocratic  state. 
They insist tha t the nationalist asp irations o f  both  groups m ust be 
bypassed and  that a secu lar dem ocratic  state m ust be established, 
m odeled  on a liberal dem ocracy, w ithou t regard  fo r its c itizen s’ 
national affiliations. T hey oppose the b inational idea. In m y opin ion , 
the proponen ts o f  the liberal state do no t suffic ien tly  appreciate  the 
pow er o f  national affiliation  fo r the tw o groups. T hey speak  o f  a 
utopia w hich  has no  chance o f  being  realized . A ny fu ture 
arrangem ent m ust take into account the national self-iden tification  o f  
the tw o groups and  the possib ility  o f  d istribu ting  contro l and 
resources on tha t basis.

In o rder to prom ote serious consideration  o f  the b inational 
m odel, I have m ade suggestions for a so lu tion  to  the ou tstanding  
issues. I have stressed  that an  essen tia l change in  the character o f  
relations betw een  the P alestin ian  and Israeli nations is required . T his 
w ould include a  change in the character o f  the tw o national 
m ovem ents, Z ion ist and  Palestin ian , and  their re la tionsh ips to the 
respective Jew ish  and  Palestin ian  d iasporas, as w ell as in re la tion  to 
the w ider A rab national m ovem ents. C hanges are also requ ired  in the 
attitude o f  foreign states tow ards the reg ion  and its fu ture and in the 
nature o f  re la tions betw een  the superpow ers and  states in the region. 
The proposed  b inational m odel pain ts a  p icture o f  in ter-com m unity  
relations en tirely  and  fundam entally  d ifferen t from  th a t o f  any  o ther 
option for Jew ish /A rab  relations in the country.

R e l a t i o n s  b e t w e e n  t h e  N a t i o n s

Today, one group, the Jew s, dom inates, w hile  the o ther, the 
Palestin ians, are ru led , the outcom e o f  the struggle betw een  the tw o
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groups since the first Jew ish  w ave o f  im m igration  in 1881. In a 
b inational state, the relations betw een  the m em bers o f  the tw o groups 
w ould  be equal, reflected  in  an agreed  d istribu tion  o f  power, 
resources, te rrito ry , etc., e ither in a p roportionate  m anner or in an 
equal one w hich  does no t take account o f  the num erical strength  o f 
each  group. For the dom inant group to  re linquish  its dom inance and 
for the ru led  g roup  to  assum e equality  in a b inational state w ould 
require  an am ount o f  pain  and  perhaps also  loss o f  lives and 
property . Such a change w ould  oblige the tw o com m unities to 
undergo  a m ajor transform ation  in the ir attitude to  each o ther and  in 
the ir educational, social, and political program s.

C h a n g e s  in  I s r a e l  a n d  in  P a l e s t i n e

In line w ith the changes w ith in  the tw o societies, the tw o states, or 
the state o f  Israel and the Palestin ian  entity, w ould  have to  undergo 
sw eeping changes. Each w ould  have to  com prom ise on both  the 
essential and sym bolic levels. T his w ould  involve changes in the 
political structure, in the security  forces, and  in  th e ir political, 
econom ic, social, and strategic perception  o f  the ir position  and 
status, both  in ternally  and  w ith  respect to  outsiders. Such changes 
w ould  be m anifested  later in the current en tities becom ing  a new, 
jo in t entity.

C h a n g e s  in  O r i e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  T w o  N a t i o n a l  
M o v e m e n t s

In o rder to ensure the survival o f  both, the in ternal and  external 
orien tation  o f  the tw o national m ovem ents w ould  have to  change 
fundam entally  from  a conflic t situation , or at least one ru ling  out any 
possib ility  o f  liv ing together, to  one o f  m utual acceptance and 
reconciliation . In such a situation , re la tions betw een  the  relevant 
parties w ould  be fundam entally  d ifferen t from  the  situation  today. 
T his w ould  be true o f  those betw een  the  national m ovem ent o f  the 
Jew s in Israel and d iaspora Jew ry  and  also  o f  the relations betw een 
the Palestin ian  national m ovem ent, bo th  in  Palestine and  abroad , and 
the A rab national m ovem ent. The u ltim ate  goals o f  the m ovem ents 
w ould  be to  create the b inational system  in the country, as a resu lt o f  
w hich  the grow th o f  the separate national m ovem ent w ould  becom e 
a m eans, ra ther than  an end  in itself.

F urtherm ore, the b inational arrangem ent w ould  requ ire  changes 
in the nature o f  its re la tionsh ip  w ith the rest o f  the w orld, in
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particular w ith  the m ajor pow ers, such as the U .S ., the European 
nations, and o ther states in the M iddle East. The b inational state 
w ould have to  balance its ties w ith  these countries.

In m ore advanced  stages o f  developm ent o f  the b inational 
regim e, as in B elgium  o r S w itzerland, the leading exam ples (L ijphart 
1977; 1984), there  w ould  be a need  to  concentrate  on the 
im plem entation and  developm ent o f  the fo llow ing  m ajo r elem ents:

1) A  b road  coalition  o f  the  tw o parties. S tability  o f  the b inational 
state w ould  be dependent upon  a strong coalition  betw een  a broad 
spectrum  o f  the  elites o f  bo th  groups and  the political leadership  
representing  the  m ajority  in  each  group. Such a coalition  w ould  lead 
the country  and  be responsib le  fo r keep ing  the peace and fo r running  
its in ternal and external affairs, w hile striv ing to  reach  consensus and 
com prom ise on problem atic issues.

2) R igh t o f  veto  for each o f  the tw o groups. R unning  the affairs 
o f the b inational state correctly  w ould  dem and the possib ility  o f  
either group exercising  a righ t o f  veto  in  extrem e cases, even in the 
other g ro u p ’s in ternal affairs. T hus, the represen tatives o f  one group  
w ould have to  take account o f  the o ther g ro u p ’s interests.

3) Fair represen tation  for bo th  groups. The political and  public 
com m on institu tions o f  the b inational system  w ould  have to  include 
fair and proportionate  represen tation  fo r each  o f  the groups. Each 
group w ould  have a “quota” reserved  for its represen tatives. C ertain  
offices, such as president, prim e m inister, and m inisters, w ould  
require the tw o groups to  agree on ro tation  o r to have tw o people  in 
office, one from  each  group.

4) Internal au tonom y fo r each  group. The internal affairs o f  each, 
such as education , culture, m unicipal governm ent, etc., w ould  be 
adm inistered separately . Such au tonom y m ight be territorial, 
personal, o r m ixed , accord ing  to  the arrangem ent reached  betw een 
the tw o groups. In dealing  w ith  overlapping  issues or regions o f  
m ixed population , represen tatives o f  each w ould  have to  cooperate in 
the correct m anagem ent o f  even  those areas perceived  to  be separate.

T h e  P r e s e n t  C r i s i s  a n d  t h e  F u t u r e  o f  a  

S o l u t i o n

At the end  o f  Septem ber, 2000, A riel Sharon, accom panied  by 
various righ t-w ing  politic ians, Israeli security  personnel, and 
journalists, entered  the p laza  o f  the al-A qsa M osque (H aram  al-
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Sharif) in Jerusalem . H is v isit set o f f  a  w ave o f  dem onstrations and 
pro tests am ong P alestin ians and throughou t the A rab  w orld  and in 
practice  term inated  the B arak governm en t’s attem pt to  reach  an 
accord  w ith  the Palestin ians and, subsequently , led to  B arak ’s 
rep lacem ent as prim e m inister by Sharon in the elections of 
February , 2001. The confrontations betw een  the P alestin ians and 
Israeli security  forces and settlers reached  a scale unknow n since the 
sign ing  o f  the O slo  A ccords and  the estab lishm ent o f  the Palestinian 
A uthority .

H undreds o f  P alestin ians and Israelis have been  killed  in 
skirm ishes and hostile  operations in itiated  by  each side in the o th e r’s 
territory . Inside Israel proper, m em bers o f  the Islam ic Jihad , H am as, 
and the Popular F ron t fo r the L iberation  o f  P alestine have conducted 
operations against Israeli citizens; Israeli security  forces and  settlers 
have carried  ou t offensive operations in the territo ry  under the 
control o f  the P.A . The situation  has continued  to deteriorate  and  had 
reached  a critical stage by  the year 2003. O ne notes the follow ing 
features:

1) The Palestin ian  side is split. O n one side, there is the official 
position  o f  bo th  A ra fa t’s Fatah  o rganization  and  the P .A ., w hich 
advocates p resen ting  the “ second In tifada” as a  popu lar struggle o f 
national liberation  from  the Israeli occupation  o f  the W est B ank and 
G aza and has reservations about actions d irected  against Israeli 
c iv ilians w ith in  the G reen L ine. O n the o ther side, the m ain 
opposition ist groups (H am as, Islam ic Jihad , and the P opu lar Front) 
ho ld  to  the rad ical line o f  to tal struggle against Israel and the Israelis, 
perm itting  the ir m em bers to  ac t both  in the territo ries o f  the P.A . and 
in Israel proper, and presen ting  the confrontation  as part o f  a 
com prehensive w ar against Israel and  Z ionism .

2) Israel has a righ t-w ing  governm ent headed  by A riel Sharon. 
T his governm ent asserts that it rem ains com m itted  to  the peace 
process, but has failed  to  advance any political program  th a t w ould 
m ake it possib le  to  begin nego tia tions to  end the occupation . On 
m any  occasions, Sharon has stated  h is support for an  in terim  solution 
based  on a long-term  accord  that w ould  give the Palestin ians control 
o f  about forty  percen t o f  the area o f  the W est B ank and G aza. The 
P alestin ians are no t w illing  to  even  discuss such an arrangem ent and 
dep ic t the curren t governm ent as having  no in terest in reaching  a 
peace agreem ent.



3) O fficially , Israel continues to  encourage Jew s to go settle in 
the W est B ank and G aza, com m ending  the estab lishm ent o f  “new  
outposts” populated  by  a few  settlers, w ith  the object o f  asserting  
control o f  as m uch land as possib le. In p ractice , there is an ongoing 
debate betw een  the tw o m ain  com ponents o f  the unity  governm ent, 
L ikud and L abor, on  the con tinuation  o f  th is situation . In the 
m eantim e, how ever, there  seem s to be no  reasonable prospect o f  
turning the clock  back  and retriev ing  the situation  that ex isted  before 
the ou tbreak o f  the curren t round  o f  v io lence, in Septem ber, 2000.

4) There have been  no  negotia tions betw een  Israel and the 
Palestinians since Sharon becam e prim e m in ister in  February , 2001. 
The m ain  contact has been  through  foreign brokers and in the m edia, 
replete w ith  m utual insults and  accusations alleg ing  the o th e r’s 
responsibility  for the situation.

R elations betw een  Israel and the Palestin ians have w orsened 
since Sharon cam e to  pow er. In the field , the com plexity  o f  the 
relations and  contacts has becom e increasingly  onerous and the 
disagreem ents have am plified . The Palestin ians continue to  advocate 
an end to  the conflic t based on in ternational reso lu tions, including 
Israeli w ithdraw al from  the entire W est B ank and G aza Strip, 
dism antling the settlem ents, the partition  o f  Jerusalem , and the return  
o f the Palestin ian  refugees to  the ir hom eland  or paym ent o f  
com pensation in accordance w ith  U .N . R esolu tion  194. O n the o ther 
side, the Israeli public has stiffened  in  its re jection  o f  all Palestin ian  
dem ands as part o f  a  com prehensive solution to  the conflict. In 
practice, the feasib ility  o f  separation  betw een  Israel and  the 
Palestinians is d im in ish ing  and is m uch less than it w as a year ago.

Several options are available to  the parties. The m ost extrem e 
involves un ila teral Israeli action  aim ed at p roducing  another w ave o f  
Palestinian refugees fleeing areas ad jacent to  Israel p roper fo r the 
heart o f  the W est B ank o r even the east bank o f  the Jordan. O f  course 
this option  w ould  produce a w ave o f  Palestin ian  and pan-A rab 
resistance and  w all-to-w all condem nation  in E urope and even N orth  
A m erica and w ould  cost Israel dearly , w hich  m akes it unlikely. 
H ow ever, it rem ains possib le and  is re levan t to  the cu rren t situation. 
A nother op tion  w ould  be pro longation  o f  the curren t situation  fo r the 
foreseeable future, w ith  a concom itan t w illingness by bo th  sides, and 
especially  Israel, to  pay  a lim ited  price. Such a long-term  
continuation o f  the curren t situation  involves m ore Jew ish  settlem ent 
activity in the W est B ank and G aza S trip  and the perpetuation  o f
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Israe l’s iron-fist po licy  v is-a-vis the Palestinians.
A s tim e passes, iso lating  the W est B ank and G aza Strip from 

Israel w ill becom e increasingly  im practicable and  even irrelevant. 
This could  pave the w ay for new  th inking  by m any persons on both 
sides about the possib ility  o f  estab lish ing  a jo in t po litical en tity  w ith 
b road  in ternal au tonom y for each group. T he continu ing  situation  is 
liable to  augm ent m utual hostility , bu t also  the m utual dependence 
betw een  the tw o. O n the P alestin ian  side especially , m ore voices can 
be expected  to  call for considering  the op tion  o f  a jo in t political 
entity  tha t w ould  be the basis for a  shared  binational 
Israeli/Palestin ian  state. It is d ifficu lt to  envision  th is today , bu t a 
change in leadersh ip  and fatigue w ith  the presen t situation  could  lead 
to  changes in the scope, nature, and  form  o f  the  longed-for peace 
betw een  the tw o peoples.
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B I N A T I O N A L I S M  O R  A  U N I T A R Y  S T A T E ?  

A  R E S P O N S E  T O  A S ’ A D  G H A N E M

b y  A d a m  S a b r a

A s ’ad G hanem ’s article, “T he B inational Solution for the 
Israeli/Palestin ian  C risis” contains ideas I can agree w ith and 
som e I cannot. L ike G hanem , I recognize that the “Peace 

Process” tha t began w ith  the first O slo  A ccords has collapsed in 
failure. It w as im practical from  the beginning  and, in m y opinion, 
im m oral, in that it sidestepped  the m ost basic and ju s t dem ands o f  
the Palestin ian  people. Furtherm ore, the endless debates over w here 
to draw  the border betw een  tw o  “ states” have led to  increased 
violence and hatred . “Peace,” it seem s, produced  its opposite.

G hanem  proposes recognizing  tha t h istoric  Palestine constitu tes 
a geographic unity  that cannot be subject to div ision  or partition . On 
this w e agree.

I canno t ag ree w ith him , how ever, tha t b inationalism  is the best 
way to  obtain  these goals. I have doubts tha t one can m eaningfu lly  
com pare P alestine w ith  Sw itzerland  or B elgium . The results o f  
Z ionist ethnic cleansing  and  apartheid  have resu lted  in so great an 
im balance o f  pow er that it is dangerous to  assum e that the tw o 
groups could  have equal influence in a b inational state. The “ Israeli” 
Jews already contro l m ost o f  the resources o f  such a state— w hat 
would m otivate  them  to  treat the ir “partner” any  better than  they 
have trea ted  Palestin ians up  to  now ?

It is no t c lear how  the fundam ental inequalities betw een  the tw o 
groups w ould  be addressed  in the b inational fram ew ork w hich, as 
described by G hanem , allow s each  com m unity  to  exercise authority  
over in ternal m atters. B ut w hat is an in ternal m atter?  Is the righ t o f  
Palestinians to  lands taken from  them  along the coast and in W est 
Jerusalem  an in ternal m atter, to  be decided by the presen t Jew ish  
m ajority in that reg ion? T his is likely to be a conten tious issue, given 
that “nationality” w ould  be so im portan t to  the structure o f  the state. 
A dm ittedly, th is w ould  also be an issue in a unitary  state based  on 
one person, one vote, bu t it seem s likely  tha t it w ould  easier for the 
citizens o f  a un itary  state to recognize com m onalities am ong 
them selves w hich w ould allow  them  to  transcend  this division.

Adam S abra  te a c h e s  Islam ic an d  Middle E aste rn  H istory a t W estern 
Michigan University.
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“N ational” groups and  the hatreds they  arouse are the cause of 
the problem . In fact, they  resem ble m ore than anything the sectarian 
groups o f  L ebanon. Institu tionaliz ing  th e ir existence in the 
constitu tion  o f  a  b inational state w ould  on ly  give these groups new  
lease on life and encourage the citizens o f  the new  state to  identify 
w ith the ir “nation” rather than  w ith the larger society. Indeed, it 
w ould  im pede the grow th o f  in tergroup  alliances based  on other 
interests, such as class, gender, etc. G iven that re lig ion  is so 
im portant to  the claim s m ade by both groups, re ify ing  th e ir  group 
identity w ould  likely encourage the  grow th o f  re lig ious identity  and 
im pede the developm ent o f  secularism .

F inally , i f  tw o nations exist in historic Palestine, w hat is to stop 
either from  exercising  its righ t to  self-determ ination? It is exactly 
th is approach that led to the partition  o f  Palestine in the first place. If  
both parties recognize the im possib ility  o f  repartition , then  w hy not 
m ove beyond “national” groups altogether?  I f  the com ponents o f 
national identity  are language, culture, and  relig ion, there  is no 
reason that these cannot be m ain tained  w ith in  a unitary  state. A  state 
w ith tw o (at least) official languages, o fficial recognition  for the 
cultural d iversity  o f  its people, and a secular to leration  for all 
relig ious practice w ould  not only  liberate the Palestin ians from 
Z ionist apartheid, it w ould  also free secular Jew s from  the influence 
exercised  by the relig ious parties over the Israeli state.

G hanem ’s principal objection to a unitary state is that such a 
so lution is unrealistic , in his opinion. O n the o ther hand, w ith every 
passing  day, it seem s to  m e that such a solution looks m ore and m ore 
realistic . In any case, it is not clear to m e w hy the b inational solution 
G hanem  proposes is any m ore realistic . It is w orth  rem em bering  that 
it w as an excess o f  “realism ” that landed us in the situation  w e are in 
today. Perhaps it is the tim e for idealism .
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U N I T A R Y  S T A T E  I N  I S R A E L / P A L E S T I N E

BY G h a d a  K a rm i

I n the last decade I w ro te  several articles, p rom oting  the idea o f  a 
un itary  state as the only solu tion  to  the longstanding  and 
intractable conflic t in Israel/Palestine. T his w as against the 

prevailing  d iscourse o f  the tw o-state solu tion  as the best possib le 
option under the circum stances, bu t w hich  I saw  as postpon ing  the 
inevitable. The m arch  o f  events has only  w orsened  the chances o f  the 
tw o-state so lu tion  being  im plem ented. A s a result, som e o f  the 
supporters o f  this so lution have been  forced  to  reconsider and 
conclude tha t the only op tion  left is a one-state alternative.

Such conclusions are pragm atic  in nature , bu t the basis for 
supporting  the one-state op tion  should  never have been  one o f  
political expediency  or realpolitik . R ather it should  alw ays have been 
one o f  confronting  the real roo ts o f  the conflict, w hich  are not 
changing variab les, dependent on the po litical c lim ate o f  the tim e. 
The problem  underly ing  th is b itte r and longstanding  conflict betw een  
Israel and the Palestin ians is the issue o f  d ispossession, o f  land and 
o f  property. The curren t depredations o f  the Palestin ian  people all 
stem  from  th is initial Z ion ist act. The Jew ish  state established in 
1948 took  the p lace o f  the orig inal inhabitants, at the ir expense, and 
has tried  ever since to  ju s tify  or deny th is fact. A nd the m ost 
stubborn issue in  the w ay o f  th is denial has been  the righ t o f  re turn  o f  
the d ispossessed  Palestin ians to  their hom es. E very  tactic  has been 
used to figh t th is right. Israel has produced  a new  version o f  h istory  
and has tried  to  dem olish  all ev idence o f  the Palestin ian  pre-1948 
presence, by  destroy ing  villages, changing  place nam es, and  con­
cealing h istorical archives. B u t the righ t o f  return  rem ains ou t­
standing.

The in ternational com m unity , w hich  approved  U .N . G eneral 
A ssem bly R esolu tion  194 in  1948 to  enshrine th is righ t and affirm  
w hat w as already  accepted  in in ternational law , is now  reneging  on
Or. G hada Karmi is a  L o n d o n -b ased  P alestin ian  acad em ic  an d  
writer. H er books include In S ea rch  of Fatim a a n d  T he Palestin ian  
Exodus, 1948-1998; sh e  is now  writing a  book on the o n e-sta te  
solution for Pluto P ress .
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this princip led  stand and try ing  to  help  Israel evade its 
responsibilities. In the last h a lf  dozen years, a host o f  p lans and 
in itiatives have appeared  from  w estern  sources, advocating  the 
dissolution  o f  the refugee problem  in a variety  o f  w ays. These 
include patria tion  in the host countries w here the refugees live now , 
packages o f  com pensation  for them , em igration  visas for w estern 
countries, and a lim ited  “return” to  the P alestin ian  state, w hich  does 
no t yet exist. A s against these m oves, there are v igorous cam paigns 
by P alestin ians and  others p rom oting  the righ t o f  return. The A l 
A w da C oalition  in the U .S., w ith  branches in  E uropean countries, is 
bu t one o f  these groups, as is the active and effective Badil 
organization , based  in the D heisheh  cam p in B ethlehem . N um erous 
in ternational conferences have convened to  affirm  the righ t o f  return. 
M any individuals and groups are also w orking  devoted ly  tow ards 
this end and the issue is firm ly on the political m ap.

The righ t o f  re turn  is integral to the issue o f  dispossession, w hich 
is at the heart o f  the problem  betw een  Israel and the Palestinians. 
A ny solution  to  the conflict w hich  does no t recognize th is fact cannot 
last. The Palestin ian  refugees— to say no th ing  o f  the m illions o f  
others w ho have been  d isp laced  bu t are no t o ffic ia lly  so 
designated— w ill no t evaporate. There are sim ply too  m any o f  them : 
3.5 m illion in the cam ps and three m illion  outside. H ow ever m any 
attem pts are m ade to  cheat them  out o f  the ir righ t to  return , by 
ignoring the issue, by patria tion  schem es, o r by  naked  bribery , they 
w ill regroup and figh t again. T hat is in  the h istorical natu re  o f  such 
phenom ena. In th a t sense, it is too  late for Israel to  p retend  they  can 
be done aw ay w ith  or that it can  enjoy a lasting  sense o f  security 
w hile the m ajority  o f  Palestin ians rem ain  d ispossessed.

T h e  T w o - s t a t e  S o l u t i o n  a n d  t h e  R i g h t  o f  R e t u r n

O ver the last tw o decades, the idea o f  a  tw o-state  so lu tion  has 
becom e a persisten t them e in the discourse on the Palestin ian /Israeli 
conflict. H ow  has it dealt w ith  the issue o f  the righ t o f  re turn? In 
1993, w hen the O slo  A ccords w ere signed, the question  o f  refugees 
w as p laced  on the agenda for the final status talks, and there  w as a 
prevalen t v iew  that som e solution  w ould  be found. In any case, it 
w as assum ed that the creation  o f  an independent P alestin ian  state 
w as only a m atter o f  tim e and tha t th is w ould  provide a hom e for at 
least som e refugees. A lthough the A ccords never explicitly  said this, 
indeed they  ind icated  no  specific endpoint, th is did no t p revent the
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adoption o f  th is view . In any  event, the final status talks never 
happened  and, despite  changes on the ground, the official Palestin ian  
position  w ith  regard  to  an independent state rem ains the sam e. It has 
been  reinforced  by  E uropean  and  U .S . support, verbally  at least, and 
now  represents the estab lished  view  regard ing  the u ltim ate  aim  o f  
Palestin ian  aspirations. The righ t o f  re tu rn  is now  understood  to 
m ean lim ited  return  to  the territo ry  o f  the Palestin ian  state w ith  a 
num ber o f  adjustm ents on offer fo r the m ajority  o f  refugees, w ho 
w ill rem ain  outside.

Even w ithou t the curren t situation  on the ground, w hich m akes 
the em ergence o f  any m eaningfu l P alestin ian  state im possib le to 
im agine, such a solu tion  could  never have reso lved  the refugee 
problem . T he h istory  o f  the P alestin ian  state orig inates w ith the 
Palestine N ational Council (P.N .C.) decision taken in 1974 to  establish 
a Palestinian “authority” on any liberated part o f  the Palestinian 
hom eland. This w as later defined to m ean statehood and, since then, the 
Palestinian leadership has consistently aim ed for an independent state, 
to be set up in the W est B ank and G aza w ith East Jerusalem  as its 
capital. B ut the only position on the right o f  return in these declarations 
was the classic one o f  reiterating U .N . R esolution 194. N o one 
discussed how  this w ould be im plem ented in the Jew ish state, w hich 
w as unw illing to  recognize any Palestinian right, let alone the m atter o f  
return.

W hen  Sari N usseibeh , the d irecto r o f  A1 Q uds U niversity  and 
m em ber o f  the Palestin ian  L egislative C ouncil fo r Jerusalem , stated 
the obvious conclusion  from  th is, he w as attacked as a tra ito r by 
m any Palestin ians. B u t w hat he said w as entirely  logical: nam ely, 
that P alestin ian  recognition  o f  Israel, as happened  at O slo, m eant 
accepting  its Z ion ist character and  th is, in turn, w ould  preclude the 
possib ility  o f  any  th reat to  the s ta te ’s Jew ish  m ajority , as w ould 
happen  through a m ass P alestin ian  return. H ence, he argued, no  righ t 
o f  return  to  Israel w as possib le  w ithin the term s o f  the O slo 
A greem ent.

The A rab League accepted “Palestine” as a m em ber state in 1976. 
In N ovem ber, 1988, the P.N.C. m eeting in A lgiers form ally accepted 
the existence o f  tw o separate states, Israel and the new  Palestine, and 
all w ithout further d iscussion o f  the rig h t o f  return. In 1997, Y asser 
A rafat announced that the P.L.O . w ould declare the establishm ent o f  an 
independent Palestinian state on M ay 4, 1999. T hough th is never 
happened, he still rem ains com m itted  to  the  idea o f  an independent
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state “alongside Israel.” A lthough the exact boundaries o f  the 
proposed state have not been defined, despite  rum ors that cam e out o f  
the C am p D avid  and T aba talks in 2 0 0 0 -2 0 0 1 , the idea o f  such an 
entity has taken firm  hold. A nd it did so despite the fact that the Cam p 
D avid  talks broke dow n principally  over the issue o f  the righ t o f  
re tu rn  and the subject resurfaced  a t T aba, w here the tw o sides w ere 
said to  have agreed to  an acceptable form ula.

There is today  widespread, i f  tacit, acceptance o f  the tw o-state 
idea even in Israel, although there has never been any official Israeli 
endorsem ent o f  a Palestine state. B ut m any recognize this as a 
probable outcom e. A s a result, the idea o f  tw o states as the preferred  
solution to  the conflic t has becom e so dom inant as to exclude all 
other possibilities. Y et the curren t Israeli m ilitary  assau lt on the 
P alestin ians and Israe l’s can tonization  and unrelen ting  colonization  
o f  Palestin ian  land has m ade it im perative to  review  th is position . Is 
a Palestin ian  state in to d ay ’s circum stances feasible and, even  i f  it 
w ere, how  w ould  the righ t o f  return  be resolved?

T h e  P a l e s t i n i a n  S t a t e

Irrespective o f  w hether the tw o-state  so lution is po litically  w ise or 
desirable, a glance at the latest m ap o f  the O ccupied Territories 
suggests that it m ight be im possib le to  realize  on logistical grounds 
alone. The W est Bank o f  today  is studded w ith  Jew ish settlem ents 
encircling Palestinian tow ns and separating them  from  each other, 
crisscrossed by bypass roads built for the exclusive use o f  Israelis and 
breaking up Palestinian territory even m ore. The separation  w all, 
w hich the current Israeli governm ent is bu ild ing  so vigorously , w ill 
encircle every m ajo r Palestin ian  population  center. Sharing the 
territory o f  the W est Bank and G aza w ith the Palestinians are over tw o 
hundred  thousand  Jew ish settlers and a Jew ish population o f  tw o 
hundred  thousand  in and around E ast Jerusalem . T here is no 
territorial continuity am ong the Palestinian areas in the W est Bank, 
w hich are cut o ff  from  each other, from  Gaza, and from  Jerusalem .

Israe l’s v ision  for a final settlem ent cedes little to  Palestin ian  
aspirations for a  state o f  the ir ow n. Israel w ould keep m uch o f  the 
land and control all the resources. East Jerusalem  w ould rem ain part o f  
Israel’s “united capital” forever. N o Israeli p lan  so far has offered  the 
Palestin ians enough territo ry  fo r a viable state and, i f  the current 
Israeli prim e m in is te r’s p lans go through, the resu lting  land w ill be a
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travesty  o f  w hat the Palestin ians had  hoped  for as their state. A fter an 
Israeli w ithdraw al from  G aza, a tten tion  w ill be focused on the W est 
Bank. H ere, S haron’s idea is to  annex m ore than  h a lf  the land w ith 
the m ajo r settlem ents to  Israel, leav ing  a “con tiguous” territory , that 
is, one w here the Palestin ian  enclaves are connected  by  bridges and 
tunnels, so they  can avoid  the “ inconvenience” o f  checkpoints. They 
m ay, i f  they  w ish , call th is a state or w hatever else they  like. 
Im agining th a t the righ t o f  return  could  be im plem ented  in such a 
scenario  is laughable.

W ithout a total rem oval o f  the settlem ents and an Israeli 
w ithdraw al from  East Jerusalem , the form ula hitherto pu t forw ard for a 
Palestinian state, to  be set up in the w hole o f  the W est B ank and G aza 
up to the 1967 borders, w ith East Jerusalem  as its capital, sim ply 
cannot occur. In order to realize the aim  o f  the tw o states, one would 
have to  postulate either a vo luntary  Israeli renunciation o f  the 
settlem ents and East Jerusalem  or an external agency w illing to 
pressure Israel into doing so. N either o f  these options is on offer, now  
or in the conceivable future, and, in any case, the practical difficulties 
o f  evacuating all the settlers and disengaging from  the W est Bank in 
term s o f  security, w ater, and infrastructure w ould be so form idable as 
to m ake an Israeli governm ent o f  any persuasion unw illing to  do it.

T h e  O n e - s t a t e  S o l u t i o n

For these reasons, a  Palestinian state as envisaged is not feasible and 
the situation on the ground m akes even a physical separation o f  the tw o 
peoples hard to  achieve. G iven these circum stances, abandoning the 
tw o-state solution in favour o f  one state, to include both peoples, w ould 
seem  the obvious alternative. The history o f  the single state solution on 
the Palestinian side goes back nearly thirty years. The proposal to 
create w hat w as then called a secular, dem ocratic state in Palestine was 
first propounded in 1969 by the left-w ing P.L.O . faction, the D em o­
cratic Front for the L iberation o f  Palestine, and form ally adopted in the 
m odified version o f  a  “dem ocratic state o f  Palestine” by the P.N .C. 
m eeting that year. W ith a few  exceptions, the proposal w as m et with 
rejection on both sides. The Israelis considered it quite sim ply a recipe 
for their destruction and the Palestinians thought it an unacceptable 
concession to the enem y. It w as never follow ed through by either side 
and w as quietly dropped after 1974, as the option o f  a W est Bank state 
began to unfold.
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In these deliberations, the righ t o f  return  w as also quietly  
dropped. A nd ye t a  m om en t’s thought w ould  have m ade it obvious 
tha t the issue w as too  fundam ental and too  im portan t to  set aside, 
even  in the interests o f  realpolitik . In recent tim es and faced w ith the 
current political im passe, the idea o f  one state for the tw o peoples has 
begun to resurface am ong a sm all num ber o f  leftw ing Israelis and 
Palestinians, albeit from  varying perspectives and for different m otives. 
T he debate is ga in ing  increasing m om entum , as the im possib ility  and 
basic in justice o f  the tw o-state so lu tion  becom e clearer. O f  course, it 
is no t a new  idea fo r e ither side. E xpressed  as binationalism , it 
engaged European intellectual Zionists like M artin Buber, Judah 
M agnes, and A rthur R uppin in the 1920s and ‘30s, w ho were 
interested in creating a binational state in Palestine w here both 
com m unities could live together. Som e Z ionists proposed living w ith 
the A rabs in a  cantonization arrangem ent on the Swiss m odel. This 
w ould give the Jew s self-governm ent in the localities in w hich they 
lived and the rest o f  the country could be split up into Christian and 
M uslim  self-governing cantons.

A few  Palestinians agreed w ith the cantonization idea, because 
they thought it could be a w ay o f  halting Z ionist am bitions tow ards 
creating a Jew ish state in Palestine. B ut the vast m ajority w ere opposed 
to binationalism  in any form , since it w ould have given a foreign 
m inority w ho had no  rights to  the country an equal share o f  Palestine 
and w ould enable them  to  pursue their Z ionist aim  o f  dom ination. On 
the Jew ish side, the advocates o f  binationalism  rem ained a small, 
ineffective m inority  and their ideas w ere superseded in 1948, w hen 
Israel was set up as a Jew ish state. The discourse on this them e then 
w ent into abeyance, but has resurfaced am ong a few  m odem  day left- 
w ing Zionists w ho are concerned w ith binationalism  once again.

In a binational state, Jew s and Palestinians w ould coexist as 
separate com m unities in a federal arrangem ent. Each people w ould run 
its ow n affairs autonom ously and be guaranteed the legal right to  use its 
ow n language, religion, and traditions. B oth w ould participate in 
governm ent in a single parliam ent, w hich w ould be concerned with 
m atters o f  supra-com m unal im portance: defence, resources, the 
econom y, and so on. Such a state could be m odelled on the cantonal 
structure o f  Sw itzerland or the b inational arrangem ent o f  B elgium . In 
the Palestine/Israel case, the cantonal structure w ould be based on the 
present dem ographic pattern o f  the country; densely A rab-populated 
areas like the Galilee w ould becom e A rab cantons and Jew ish ones like
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Tel A viv w ould be Jew ish cantons, and so on. T his leaves a num ber o f  
practical issues to  be reso lved  as, fo r exam ple, the exact com position  
and pow ers o f  the parliam ent, the exercise o f  the right o f  return for 
Jews and tha t fo r A rabs, and  so on.

Im plicit in these proposals is a recognition that Israel is in fact 
som ething o f  a  binational state already, since one-fifth o f  its current 
population inside the G reen Line is Palestinian Arab. The dem ocratic, 
secular state, on the other hand, envisions a one-m an, one-vote polity 
w ithout reference to  ethnicity or creed. It w ould aim  to  create an 
equitable pluralist society on the W estern dem ocratic m odel and is 
opposed to an arrangem ent o f  separate com m unities. Indeed, som e see 
b inationalism  as no  m ore than  the continuation  o f  Z ionism  under 
another nam e. A  secular dem ocracy w ould  oppose ethnic or relig ious 
d ivisions. This idea has far few er adherents and these, outside the tiny 
ranks o f  anti-Zionist Jew s, like the Israeli h istorian , Ilan  Pappe (see 
this jo u rn a l; see, also, A m inov in th is  jou rna l), are, like m yself, 
m ostly Palestinian.

B ut irrespective o f  w hich  m odel is used , from  our po in t o f  view , 
the im portan t issue is that a  un itary  state is the only  one tha t can 
provide a ju s t  and lasting so lu tion  to  the righ t o f  re turn  o f  the 
d ispossessed  Palestin ians. T here is no  o ther so lution, w hich  respects 
this righ t and allow s its enactm ent, w hile also provid ing  for the 
continued  presence o f  an Israeli Jew ish  population  in the country. 
M ore than  ever, it is im portan t to  defend and pro tect the Palestin ian  
righ t o f  return. A lready  under th reat from  the W est and Israel, it is 
now  threa tened  by  the top  echelons o f  P alestin ian  leadership . The 
P alestin ian  partic ipants in the recent G eneva A ccords signed  up  to 
the statem ent in those A ccords w hich  speaks o f  recogn iz ing  Israel as  
a  Jew ish  state. A nd in an in terv iew  w ith  the Israeli new spaper, 
H a ’are tz , on June 17, 2003, Y asser A rafat w as reported  as guaran­
teeing the “Jew ish  character” o f  Israel in any fu ture solution, a 
statem ent he later denied. N oth ing  could  m ore po in ted ly  attem pt to 
dem olish  the righ t o f  Palestin ian  return . In these circum stances, 
p resen ting  a strategy fo r im plem enting  th is righ t in a w ay th a t is both  
ju s t  and hum ane to  all the  inhabitants o f  Israel/Palestine is m ore 
urgent than  ever.
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Irrespective o f  w hich system  is chosen, the one-state solution is 
unlikely to find acceptance am ong the m ass o f  Palestinians or Israelis. 
The m any argum ents pu t up  against it are by  now  w ell rehearsed  in  a 
num ber o f  artic les and studies. These ob jections are all valid  and 
deserve d iscussion  and  debate. N o t least is the accusation  tha t tim e 
and effort chasing  the unrealistic  goal o f  a un itary  state w ill be 
diverted  from  the only  feasib le option , w hich  is supported  by  the 
in ternational com m unity , the  tw o-state so lution. A nd how  w ould  the 
unitary  state be created  in  the unfavorable  pow er im balance that 
curren tly  exists?

T hese questions are hard  to  answ er. T here is no real h istorical 
p recedent to  draw  on for gu idance, though  the South  A frican 
experience is the one usually  propounded  as a  paralle l case. The 
reality  is that such issues w ill be faced  w hen the in itial and  hardest 
step is taken: the decision  to set up  a un itary  state. O nce that is 
achieved, the rest m ust com e through  d iscussion  and experience. It 
w ou ld  be idle to  pre tend  that the Z ionist p ro ject in P alestine has no t 
created  a m assive problem  fo r the region. D ealing  w ith  its 
consequences for the  P alestin ian  people  w ill no t be easy, bu t that 
cannot be a reason  fo r no t try ing  o r for a id ing the survival o f  
Z ionism  th rough  supporting  the continuation  o f  a  Jew ish  state.
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b y  I s r a e l  S h a m i r

Q uarter o f  a century  ago (tim e runs fast!), w hen Israel w as far 
m ore in tim ate than it is today, w hen we did no t value privacy  
and  did no t know  how  to  spell it, I left my k ibbutz in the G alilee 

and m oved in to  a house in Jaffa  to  share it w ith a few  fam ilies. Such an 
arrangem ent w as quite com m on those days.

O nce Ja ffa  w as called  the B ride o f the E ast and it com peted  w ith  
its neighbours, B eiru t and A lexandria. Surrounded by frag ran t orange 
groves, th is city  o f  one hundred  thousand inhabitants boasted  the first 
c inem a in the L evan t and housed  the headquarters o f  E uropean  
com panies. A m ericans and G erm ans built the ir red-roofed  houses on 
its ou tsk irts and, in 1909, E ast E uropean  Jew s estab lished  T el A viv  
further to  the north. B ut Ja ffa ’s days o f  prosperity  w ere long gone in 
1948.

In m y days it w as (and still is) a  d ilapidated  seaside v illage to  the 
south  o f  the b ig  city. B u lldozers have tom  dow n every second house 
and g iven the tow n its jag g ed  look. T hey have also dum ped bu ild ing  
w aste  on the seashore, in p reparation  for big real esta te  developm ent. 
S a linger’s E sm e w ould  love th is p lace o f squalor. Still, it is a good 
place, rem in iscen t o f D u rre ll’s A lexandria  Q uartet. D rug d ea le rs’ b ig 
C adillacs cru ise  its unpaved  streets; kids in long galab ie d resses play  
on the streetcom ers; the  bells o f  St. A n thony’s C atholic C hurch  b lend 
w ith  those  o f  St. G eorge’s O rthodox C hurch and w ith  the m uezzin  call 
from  the  nearby  A jam i M osque; fisherm en carry their catch  to  the 
seaside restauran ts for d iners from  T el A viv; Palestin ian  w om en crack  
seeds and  chat outside the ir hom es; the sm ell o f fresh  falafel com es 
from  m arket stalls; ten  stray cats stare dow n a k ing-size rat; the  F rench  
am bassador returns to  his residence; a film  crew  shoots a B eiru t scene. 
W e lived together, one o f  the few  desegregated  com m unities, in a 
sm all sliver o f  land betw een  the road and the sea, a rem ainder o f  Jaffa  
o f  old.

W e lived in a crum bling  p ink  m ansion built by a Palestin ian  trader 
in the 1920s. It w as a classic A rab  house: yard-th ick  w alls o f soft local 
k u rk a r stone b locked  out the ho t easterly  w ind, w ide and h igh  doors 
a llow ed bringing in a grand  p iano  w ithout m uch difficulty , the room s 
w ere spacious, and a broad leaved  shesek, a native tree w ith  sw eet
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aprico t-like fru its, besieged  our w indow . C eilings painted by E gyptian  
craftsm en rose six yards h igh above its Italian m arble floors. The 
co u n t’s coat-of-arm s adorned  the fron t door, as the trader received this 
title  from  a gratefu l V atican  in 1928.

T he only en trance to  the house led into a spacious hall, b ig  enough 
fo r Scarlet O ’H ara ’s m aiden  dance and, from  there, six double  doors 
opened  in to  six b ig room s, w here w e lived: a M oroccan  fam ily, 
ow ners o f  a sm all garage, an A rm enian  guide, a R ussian  pain ter w ho 
helped us find  the place, a B ulgarian  fam ily w ho ran a sm all bu rekas 
stall. T he o w n er’s fam ily  lived there  as w ell, bu t now  they kept only 
one room  for, in 1948, a C olonel A rad, an old officer in Y itzhak  
R ab in ’s com m and, too k  ov er the house.

T he C olonel held  the legal title  to  the central hall and w as 
responsib le  fo r the ren t, paid  to  the state authority . H e had a lot o f  fun 
m aking  our life d ifficult; he d id  no t allow  us to  pass by “his te rrito ry” 
after eleven o ’clock, in terfered  w ith  ou r guests, incited quarrels, and 
carried  out the trad itional po licy  o f  divide et im pera. H e w as an E ast 
E uropean  w ho set R ussians and B ulgarians against M oroccans and 
P alestin ians, a m an fro m  the cu ltu red  elite  against the coun t and the 
R ussian  pain ter, and a Jew  against the count and the A rm enian. H is 
strategy w orked  fo r a  long w hile— the M oroccans loved to  belong  to  
the ru ling  class Jew s; the Palestin ian  elite  w as happy to  be considered  
part o f  the “e lite” ; and the R ussians w ere ra ther lost and confused  and 
ready to  take up any offer.

O ur Israeli lifesty le  rem inds m e o f  this old Jaffa  house. In the 
center, there are the m ilitary  and  political elites o f  the land, 
descendants o f  the p re-w ar settlers from  Eastern  E urope, generals and 
m edia barons, the fam ilies o f  Sharon  and B arak, M oses and Schocken, 
N etanyahu and Peres. T he side room s are for the “m inorities” : 
R ussians and M oroccans, na tive  Palestin ians and O rthodox 
non-Z ion ist Jew s, E th iop ians and  B ulgarians. The “m inorities” 
together represen t a m ajority , and a huge one, but the o ld  co lonel 
succeeded in keeping  us in e ternal strife. O ne o f his p referred  tools 
w as “the Jew ish  S tate ,” a  dev ice  to  separate and split the m inorities.

W e, the dw ellers o f  Israel, never describe ourselves as “Jew s,” but 
refer to  our com m unity , e id ah  in H ebrew ; the only Israelis are the 
native-born  ch ildren  o f  the p re -w ar settlers, bu t a native-born  son o f  
M oroccan , K urdish , Iraqi Jew ish  im m igrants rem ains a M oroccan , a 
K urd, an Iraqi. “Jew s” is an iden tification  used against “P alestin ians,” 
as “A shkenazi” is iden tifica tion  against “Sephard i” or “M izrah i.”
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Thus, a Jew ish  state m eans a state w here E ast E uropean  Jew s are on 
the top, native Palestin ians are  on the bottom , and o ther com m unities 
vie for their position  in betw een  by stressing the ir Jew ishness. This 
can be seen in shares o f  p roperty  and pow er: “Israe lis” ow n eighty 
percent o f p rivate property , and  hold  e igh ty  percen t o f  governm ent 
m inistries, p rofessorial positions in un iversities, and leading positions 
in the m edia.

T his stable situation  changed  w ith  the arrival o f  the R ussians, for 
one sim ple reason: m any o f  th is com m unity  o f  1.2 m illion  are not 
considered “Jew s” by the relig ious law  w hich  is the law o f  the land. 
R ussian  Jew s in term arried  w ith  R ussians as m uch as A m erican Jew s 
w ith their fellow  A m ericans. W hat is m ore im portant, in the Soviet 
U nion, since the days o f  L en in  and T rotsky, there  w as a vast effort to 
assim ilate Jew s and  it succeeded  to  a  large extent. R ussian  Jew s 
becam e R ussified , w hile  R ussian  elites becam e Jew ified.

R ussians in Israel (w hether o f  Jew ish  orig in  or not) speak R ussian, 
read  R ussian  new spapers, w atch  R ussian  T V , and eat R ussian  pork 
sausage w ith R ussian  beer. W h at m ade these ordinary  R ussians seek 
the light o f  Z ion?

In R ussia, as in the U .S ., there  are probably  at least tw enty  m illion 
people en titled  to  becom e Israeli citizens. O ne does no t have to be 
Jew ish. If  your daugh ter from  a first m arriage w as m arried  to  an 
adopted  g randchild  o f  a  Jew , you can  go to  Israel w ith your new  
fam ily. T he fo rm er Soviet R epub lics are in d ire  straits. T he ir w orkers 
get no  salary for m onths, so m any fam ilies send the ir old fo lk  aw ay to 
Israel, w here they get a  few  thousand  dollars upon arrival, a sm all 
pension, and public housing , i f  they are lucky.

T he m ajority  o f  arrivals have had  no  exposure to, nor w ere they 
in terested  in, Juda ism  o r Jew ish  cu lture  in R ussia. T he ir Israeli ID 
cards bear the inscrip tion  “e thnic  o rig in  and relig ion  uncertain .” They 
are no t considered  “real Jew s” and  the ir dead  are buried  beyond the 
fence, in a special p lo t fo r those  o f  “dubious o rig in .” T he dreadful 
explosion  in the D olfin  d isco theque created  a v isib le problem : the 
relig ious undertakers refused  to  bury  the dead  R ussian  girls in a 
Jew ish  cem etery , even  as the Israeli governm ent w as bom bing 
Palestin ians “to  avenge Jew ish  b lood .”

In the b lessed  a ir o f  the  H oly  L and, m any o f  them  look for 
spiritual and relig ious revival. Judaism  attracts only a few , w hile 
others turn to the C hurch  fo r com fort. It is a risky en terprise; by Israeli 
law , they can  be deported  fo r their b e lie f in C hrist. T hey gather and



pray aw ay from  prying eyes, bu t on holidays they throng  the Holy 
Sepulchre o f  Jerusalem , the N ativ ity  C hurch  o f  B ethlehem , St. 
G eorge’s o f Lydda, and St. P e te r’s o f  Jaffa.

In 1991, w hen R ussia ’s fu ture w as exceedingly  opaque, Israel 
received a lot o f young b lood  from  there. Israel supporters in the U.S. 
m edia carried  out a tw o-pronged cam paign: they  w arned of 
forthcom ing pogrom s and they prom oted the idea o f  a beautifu l, easy 
life fo r im m igrants. N ewsweek and Time concen trated  on the neo-N azi 
Pam yat group and ram pant anti-Sem itism . A t tha t tim e, I was 
reporting  fo r the H a ’a re tz  from  M oscow  and in terv iew ed  P am yat 
leaders. I found  this sin ister organization  to  num ber abou t as many 
m em bers as the F lat E arth  Society. S till, a n ice R ussian  Jew ish  
film m aker and his w ife cam e to  our coun tryside house to  arrange for 
protection  in case o f  a pogrom . I tried  to ca lm  th em  dow n, bu t I could 
no t fight the m ighty m edia m achine alone. T en  years later, I m et a 
R ussian  Jew ish  lady w riter in Jerusa lem  w ho to ld  m e that she had 
in itiated  the rum or o f  pogrom s.

“Y ou Israelis should  erec t a m onum ent to  m e,” she said.
“C ertain ly ,” said I, “any particu lar reason?”
“I b rought you a m illion  R ussians— I announced  on M oscow  Echo 

R adio  that there  w ill be a pogrom .”
I hadn’t the heart to  d isabuse her. H er announcem ents w ould  have 

had no  effect if  Israe l’s A m erican  friends h ad n ’t am plified  them . 
A nyw ay, the frigh tened  and seduced R ussians rushed  fo r visas to  the 
A m erican em bassy  and, at that m om ent, Israel requested  the U .S. stop 
granting  them  visas. T he U .S. gates w ere closed  and this m ass o f 
people on the m ove w as forced  to  go to  Israel.

T hey had a hard  tim e, fo r the Israeli e lite  sub jected  them  to the 
unique Israeli m ethod  o f “de-developm ent” (as one m ight call it), a 
m ethod already tried  out on O riental Jew s and P alestin ians. T he Israeli 
m edia described them  as a bunch  o f crim inals and  p rostitu tes; they 
w ere required  to  sign contracts and p rom ises in H ebrew  w hich they 
d id not understand; the ir specialists w ere sen t to  sw eeping  streets or 
p icking oranges. T he ir ra te  o f  d ivorce skyrocketed  and th e ir children 
w ere pushed  in to  drugs. In 1991, Israel ceased  em ploying  the 
Palestin ians from  the occupied  territo ries and  yeste rd ay ’s R ussian 
elite  was expected  to  take the ir p lace in low -paid  m enial jobs. But 
sheer m ass allow ed the R ussians to  create  the ir ow n 
state-w ith in-a-state, com plete  w ith its ow n m edia, shops, and m utual 
assistance. T he R ussians survived and figured  out the gam e. The
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c lev er ones w ent back to  M oscow , the adventurous left fo r the U .S ., 
the  peaceab le  ones departed for C anada. S ince then, Israel has been 
getting  m ainly old folk, single m others, and the desperately  
unem ployed.

T he R ussians are a nice, hard-w orking, bu t con fused  com m unity . 
T hey  hardly  understand w here they have landed  and  incessantly  try to 
com pare  the ir situation w ith that in B aku  o r T ashkent. A  perusal o f 
R ussian  new spapers show s people at a loss. O ne w riter dem ands that 
Palestin ians be castrated  in order to  so lve the dem ographic  crisis. 
A no ther b lam es everything on relig ious Jew s, describ ing  them  as 
“b lood-suck ing  parasites.” A  th ird  accuses the O rien tal Jew s o f  failing 
to  live up to  his expectations. T hey are being  taugh t a b rie f version o f 
the m odem  Jew ish  faith  and its single com m andm ent: ‘T h o u  shalt 
hate  A rabs.”

N ow  Prim e M inister A riel S haron in tends to  im port another 
m illion  “R ussian  Jew s.” It is possib le  that, if  the  A m erican  Jew ish  
F riends o f  Israel put a harder squeeze on U kraine, ten  m illion  
U krain ians m ay suddenly recover the ir “Jew ish  ro o ts .” B ut it is 
possib le  that, in his greed, Sharon w ill com pletely  underm ine the 
Jew ish  state, fo r the Jew s/non-Jew s dichotom y is no t the only possib le 
one. “Jew s” in Israel are not an ethn ic, cu ltu ral, o r re lig ious unit, but 
ra th er an am algam  o f  im m igrants from  various countries, d iv ided  by 
m utual d islike and distrust and united  by a m ighty  propaganda 
m ach ine w hich  prom otes eternal and  innate  hatred  o f  gentiles. Such a 
structure  has no real life force and can  easily  b reak  dow n.

T he population  o f  the H oly  L and  cou ld  be subdivided and 
classified  by “Jew ishness” in to  Jew s and non-Jew s o r by country  o f 
origin: native or adoptive citizens o f  E uropean , A sian , A m erican, 
A frican  stock; o r by relation  to  C hrist, in to  those w ho accep t that Jesus 
is C hrist and those w ho reject it; they can  be d iv ided  by class, into 
p o o r and rich , w orking class and explo iters; by language— Palestin ian  
A rabic, M ughrabi A rabic, M odem  H ebrew , Y iddish , R ussian , E nglish , 
F rench , A m haric speakers; o r by confession— O rthodox, C atholic, 
U n iate , M onophysite , and P ro testan t C hristians; Sunni, A hm adie, 
A law i, D ruze M uslim s; B ahai; Sephardi, Iraqi, Y em enite , E th iopian , 
H assids, L itvak  and K ookite Jew s; o r by p ro fession  or by p lace o f 
residence. In o ther w ords, “Jew ishness” is no t the only natural 
criterion .

F o r all bu t the elites, the best so lu tion  is the creation  o f a 
non-rac ist, dem ocratic  state, in w hich  “Jew ish n ess” has no  legal value



Such separation  w ill do  a lo t o f  good to  m em bers o f  the Jew ish  
faith  abroad: they w ill be free  to  deal w ith  the m ost im portan t th ing for 
every relig ious m an, i.e., w ith  th e ir adoration  o f  the C reator, w ith the ir 
prayers, w ith  the ir sp iritual im provem ent, and w ith the study o f  the 
T orah. H opefu lly , peop le  w ho tend  to  consider them selves “Jew s” but 
do  not accept the  Jew ish  fa ith  w ill recognize their m istake and seek 
the ir w ay to G od in the w ay they  find  fit, fo r “irrelig ious Jew ” is a 
concept that survives due  to  the existence o f the Jew ish  state, as 
o therw ise it w ould  be as m ean ing less as “atheist C atholic .”

T he relig ious Jew ish  com m unities in the H oly L and w ill p rosper 
as w ell, fo r the ir re lig ious needs w o n ’t be intertw ined w ith the civic 
burden. W ithou t a sta te-im posed  “C h ie f R abbinate ,” they w ill be able 
to  w orship  G od the w ay they find  fit, be  it C onservative, L iberal, or 
any o ther O rthodox o r U ltra-O rthodox  school they prefer. In the 
presen t setup, the  O rthodox  Jew s are d iscrim inated  against, forced to  
go to  the arm y, and the ir chance  o f  find ing  a profession is severely 
curtailed , w hile the O rien tal Jew ish  com m unities are forced to  accept 
w ays o f  w orsh ip  w hich  are foreign  to  them . T he U ltra-O rthodox Jew s 
w ere alw ays against the Jew ish  S tate, fo r they considered  it a revolt 
against G od. T hus, even  fo r re lig ious Jew ish  groups, the dem ocracy 
option is the solution.

Probably  the un ited  P alestine  w ill not rem ain  a laical state o f  
individuals forever. T he  fire  o f  the prophets is no t dead there. B ut 
instead o f  infighting , the  peop le  o f  the H oly L and w ill look  fo r an 
all-em bracing  w ay to  serve G od. T o  those w ho say, “B ut you are 
d ream ing ,” w e shall rep ly  w ith  the w ords o f  Sam i A ldeeb, w ho 
presides over the A ssocia tion  fo r O ne D em ocratic  S tate in P alestine/ 
Israel: “D o you p refe r the  p resen t n igh tm are?”

A  N e o - C a n a a n i t e  M a n i f e s t o

W e recognise that the peop le  o f  the H oly L and— w hether called 
“ Israelis” or “P a lestin ians”— are descendants o f  A braham  and o f  B ene 
Israel o f  old, sharing o u r com m on ancestry  and united by love o f  the 
L and  and its C reator. D isestab lishm en t o f  sta te-endorsed  Judaism  
rem oved a heavy obstac le  in the w ay o f  new  in tegration  o f the 
separated  tribes. N ow  is the tim e to  understand  the errors o f  the first 
Z ionists, w ho recogn ized  th e ir affin ity  to  the Jew ish  com m unities 
overseas bu t failed  to  recogn ize  th e ir m ost im portant b ro therly  affin ity  
to  the People o f  the L and. T he  Z ionists w ere righ t in  the ir love and
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adoration o f our hom e, the H oly  L and, bu t they w ere w rong by 
considering it an exclusive feeling . T hey cam e back  as a P rodigal Son, 
to find  p lace am ong their b reth ren  w ho nev er left hom e. By bringing 
back  the P rodigal Son, the fam ily  o f  B ene Israel com pletes its period 
o f  w andering.

N ow  we shall reorganize life in the H oly  L and on the basis o f the 
U nion o f T ribes, as it w as in  the days o f  old. T he territorial tribes—  
N orth  H ighlands (N ablus), South  H ighlands (H alil), the V alleys 
(A fula), L ow er G alilee  (N azareth), U pper G alilee  (Safed), W estern 
G alilee (A cre), the S eashore (Tel A viv), Ph ilistia  (G aza), Shefela 
(B eth G ubrin), N egev  (B eer Sheva), A rava (E ilat), and Jerusalem  
(from  R am allah  to  B eth lehem )— w ill incorporate  all dw ellers o f their 
respective territo ries, w hether native sons o f  the land or returnees. 
Each tribe w ill possess the h ighest level o f  au tonom y and there  will be 
no free unhindered  popu la tion  m ovem ent betw een  the tribes. Every 
tribe will ru le  on the acceptance o f  re turnees, w hether o f Jew ish or 
Palestin ian  origin, as it finds fit.

T he T em ple o f  Jeru sa lem  a lready  exists. It is the H aram  al-Sharif, 
the great m osque o f  the city . T here  is no  reason  to  return  to  the routine 
o f  sacrifices re jected  by the p rophets and  by the A lm ighty W ho 
destroyed the tem ple o f  o ld, as H e p refers p ray er to  the b lood  o f lambs. 
Every tribe w ill decide on its w ay o f  w orship  and m ode o f behaviour. 
W hile the Prodigal Son  com es hom e enriched  by all earth ly  riches and 
m uch w isdom , it is the P eople  o f  the L and  w ho nourished  it and 
p reserved  it. T he  rep resen ta tives o f  the tribes w ill gather and establish  
the N ew  C ovenant o f  the H oly  Land. T hey w ill erase all law s and ban 
all ideas causing  d iscrim ination . W e shall reconstitu te  the Jubilees o f 
the land and every  fifty  years all debts w ill be voided and land 
redistributed  in fa ir portions to  the dw ellers o f  the land. Am en.
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W H A T  W E  B E L IE V E

T h e  w h ite  r a c e  is  a  h is to r ic a l ly  c o n s tru c te d  so c ia l fo rm a tio n . It 
c o n s is ts  o f  a ll th o s e  w h o  p a r ta k e  o f  th e  p r iv ile g e s  o f  th e  w h ite  
sk in  in  th is  so c ie ty . I ts  m o s t  w re tc h e d  m e m b e rs  s h a re  a  s ta tu s  
h ig h e r , in  c e r ta in  re s p e c ts , th a n  th a t  o f  th e  m o s t  e x a lte d  p e rso n s  
e x c lu d e d  fro m  it, in  re tu rn  fo r  w h ic h  th e y  g iv e  th e i r  s u p p o r t  to  
a  sy s te m  th a t  d e g ra d e s  th e m .

T h e  k e y  to  s o lv in g  th e  so c ia l p ro b le m s  o f  o u r  a g e  is  to  a b o lish  
th e  w h ite  ra c e , th a t  is , to  a b o lis h  th e  p r iv ile g e s  o f  th e  w h ite  
sk in . U n til  th a t  ta s k  is  a c c o m p lis h e d , e v e n  p a r tia l  re fo rm  w ill 
p ro v e  e lu s iv e , b e c a u s e  w h ite  in f lu e n c e  p e rm e a te s  e v e ry  is su e , 
d o m e s tic  a n d  fo re ig n , in  U .S . so c ie ty .

T h e  e x is te n c e  o f  th e  w h ite  ra c e  d e p e n d s  o n  th e  w il l in g n e s s  o f  
th o s e  a s s ig n e d  to  it  to  p la c e  th e ir  ra c ia l  in te re s ts  a b o v e  c la s s , 
g e n d e r , o r  a n y  o th e r  in te re s ts  th e y  h o ld . T h e  d e fe c tio n  o f  
e n o u g h  o f  its  m e m b e rs  to  m a k e  it  u n re l ia b le  a s  a  p re d ic to r  o f  
b e h a v io r  w ill  le a d  to  its  c o lla p se .

R a c e  T r a i t o r  a im s  to  se rv e  a s  a n  in te lle c tu a l c e n te r  fo r  th o se  
se e k in g  to  a b o lish  th e  w h ite  ra c e . I t  w ill  e n c o u ra g e  d is s e n t 
f ro m  th e  c o n fo rm ity  th a t  m a in ta in s  it  a n d  p o p u la r iz e  e x a m p le s  
o f  d e fe c tio n  fro m  its  ra n k s , a n a ly z e  th e  fo rc e s  th a t  h o ld  it 
to g e th e r  a n d  th o s e  th a t  p ro m is e  to  te a r  it  ap a rt. P a r t  o f  its  ta s k  
w ill  b e  to  p ro m o te  d e b a te  a m o n g  a b o lit io n is ts . W h e n  p o ss ib le , 
it w ill  s u p p o r t p ra c tic a l m e a su re s , g u id e d  b y  th e  p r in c ip le , 
T r e a s o n  to  w h i te n e s s  is lo y a l ty  to  h u m a n i ty .
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H e r b e r t  H i l l  d i e d  o n  A u g u s t  1 5 , 2 0 0 4 ,  a t  t h e  a g e  o f  

e i g h t y .  I n  h i s  c a p a c i t y  a s  N a t i o n a l  L a b o r  S e c r e t a r y  
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f i r e d ,  b u t  t h e  e x e c u t i v e  d i r e c t o r ,  R o y  W i l k i n s ,  

s u p p o r t e d  h i m .
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