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Cracks in the Wall

‘Ben White has written a book which provides valuable and profound insights
into the present apartheid reality of Israel as a “Jewish state” and contributed to
our understanding of the international dimensions of the Palestinian struggle.
This is not just sharp analysis but an urgent call to action’

Member of Knesset Hanin Zoabi

‘Ben White follows up his 2009 book ‘Israeli Apartheid: A Beginner’s
Guide’ with a look to the future and the implications of the legal and moral
contradictions at the heart of current Israeli policy towards the Palestinians.
He correctly identifies the best way forward as resting on the principles of
equality and self-determination’

Crispin Blunt MP, Foreign Affairs Select Committee chair 2015-17

‘In the midst of a torrent of competing facts, and often dense and bewildering
arguments, we are fortunate to have the steady, clear, and utterly principled
voice of Ben White ... If you are coming to the issue of Palestine for the first
time, or simply wish to learn more, there is nowhere better to start. This
book vividly captures the myriad debates, the complex struggles, and an
extraordinary cause, bringing into view the world of Palestine that lies hidden
behind the headlines’

Karma Nabulsi, Fellow in Politics, St Edmund Hall, University of Oxford

‘Ben White’s book will be important, essential reading for all who care about
the rule of law and the rights of Palestinians’
Ken Loach, film director

‘Ben White’s eagerly awaited book analyses important trends that are no longer
moving in Israel’s favour, trends that will shape a more hopeful future for
Palestine/Israel, and is a must read for all those who might despair of ever
seeing peace, let alone justice, come to this tormented land’

Nadia Hijab, co-founder of Al-Shabaka, the Palestinian Policy Network

‘Ben is a professional and perceptive journalist with a deep commitment to
human rights. His latest book will no doubt prove to be a vital contribution to
the Palestine/Israel debate’

Tommy Sheppard MP

‘Thoroughly-researched and precisely formulated, this is an important book

that clarifies the nature of Israeli apartheid, identifies hopeful forms of growing

opposition to it, sheds important light on the BDS movement, and makes a
powerful case for a one-state solution’

Professor John Chalcraft, Department of Government,

London School of Economics



‘In this important book, Ben White has captured several elusive phenomena:
the discriminatory one state reality that has existed in Palestine for some
time, the growing divisions in the American Jewish community over Israel’s
behaviour, and the beginning of the end of bi-partisan support for Israel as
Republicans support, and Democrats recoil from, the hard-right policies of the
Israeli government, and its treatment of the Palestinians’
Rashid Khalidi, Edward Said Professor of Modern Arab Studies,
Columbia University

Tve long relied on Ben White’s books for smart, unflinching insights into the
struggle for justice in Palestine. With Cracks in the Wall he goes even deeper
into the ideological history of Zionism and what it has wrought for Palestinians
in the twenty-first century. Anyone seeking a hopeful and humane vision of a
future for all the inhabitants of this land would do well to read this book’
Rabbi Brant Rosen, founding rabbi of Tzedek Chicago

‘With a brilliant combination of a bird’s-eye vision and a forensic examination
of the facts, Ben White has shown prominent cracks in Israel’s wall of impunity
that may augur the end of its apartheid system ... White argues, a single
democratic state in historic Palestine that offers equal citizenship to all and
enables the Palestinian refugees to return may finally be born.

Omar Barghouti, co-founder, BDS Movement

‘With his usual incisive gaze, Ben White unfolds for us the Palestine/Israel
reality as it is and cuts through the layers of misinformation, deceit and
ignorance ... White points to the drastic erosion in Israel’s international
standing and calls upon us to seize this historical moment and search more
energetically for a just solution within a one democratic state all over historical

Palestine’
Ilan Pappe, Director of the European Centre for Palestine Studies,
University of Exeter

‘Ben White smashes through stifling conventional wisdom that there’s no
prospect for justice and peace in Palestine. He is clear-eyed about the grinding
apartheid Israel is determined to cement and mask from view ... White
debunks Israel’s propaganda and acts as a guide through a political landscape
that shows many green shoots of hope in Palestine and around the world for a
just and equal future sooner than we might think possible’

Ali Abunimabh, author and co-founder, The Electronic Intifada

‘Cracks in the Wall presents a wealth of information, clearly, concisely, and
accurately, on the narrowing of support for Israel among Western liberals,
the rise of pro-Israel sentiment on the right, and the new coalition of support
for the Palestinians ... The book should appeal to those who need a short
introduction to these issues, and to those who follow them obsessively. A

highly useful resource ... engaged writing at its best’
Charles H. Manekin, Professor of Philosophy and Jewish Studies,
University of Maryland
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Foreword
Diana Buttu

The years 2017 and 2018 were the years of Palestinian anniver-
saries — or, more aptly, commemorations of Palestinian tragedies.
Beginning in 1917 when Arthur Balfour, an Englishman with
no ties to Palestine, declared his support for the ‘establishment
in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people, Palestin-
ians have endured - and resisted — one hundred years of colonial
arrogance.

This colonial arrogance has taken different shapes and forms
over the years. This notably included the 1947 Partition Plan, in
which the UN tried to, once again, give away parts of Palestine
without consulting Palestinians. More notorious yet was the 1948
Nakba, during which Israel forcibly ethnically cleansed us from our
homeland to fulfil Balfour’s promise. That brazen taking evidently
fuelled further takings and the 1967 Naksa in which Israel took
over the remaining parts of Palestine. Israel's unstoppable and
insatiable appetite for Palestinian land has continued apace since
as evidenced by the ever-accelerating settlement project.

The commemoration of tragedies is incomplete without
reference to the current 25th anniversary since the 1993 signing of
the Declaration of Principles, which launched the disastrous Oslo
negotiations process. In those 25 years, Palestinians have witnessed
the number of settlers in the West Bank (excluding Jerusalem)
rise from 52,000 to an astonishing 400,000, an onslaught that
evidently hastened Israel’s division of the West Bank into cantons
surrounded by walls and checkpoints, the cooptation of Palestin-
ian resistance through the formation of the Palestinian Authority,
in particular its security forces, as well as the burgeoning growth of
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Cracks in the Wall

NGOs, UN agencies and an unbridled overall assistance paradigm
that serves to gloss over Israel’s efforts to effectively emasculate
Palestinian ambitions for the realisation of our self-determination.
In the Gaza Strip, the Oslo process served as cover for Israel to
the world’s largest open-air and largely refugee inhabited prison.
With the water supply undrinkable, electricity available for only
a few hours a day, soaring unemployment and poverty rates and a
brutal, crippling Israeli siege, Gaza today is both unliveable and in
an infinitely more dire situation than it was two decades ago. An
entire generation of Palestinians have grown up under Oslo’s stran-
gulation, cut off from one another and from the rest of Palestine,
living under Israel’s oppressive rule and Palestinian Authority
repression. A Gazan child more than nine years old today has
survived three brutal military assaults.

It is in this context that US President Donald Trump emerges
promising the ‘deal of the century’ but instead dealing the final -
and wholly predictable - blows to Palestine. Within the first year
of his term, Trump took the decision to embolden Israel’s settler
movement through the appointment of Jared Kushner and David
Friedman, as envoy and ambassador respectively. Both men have
a history of strong ties to Israeli settler organisations and helped
press for Trump’s recognition of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital. These
Trump administration measures were, in part, facilitated by the
Palestinian Authority’s longstanding determination to pursue
negotiations (and only negotiations), even in the face of successive
Israeli governments that have made clear that their vision is for
Palestinians never to be free and for Israel to swallow many more
vast tracts of Palestinian land to make way for Israeli settlers.
Trump’s election simply removes the mask of the US being the
‘honest broker’ and of bilateral negotiations being a credible path
toward Palestinian liberation.

Yet while the political picture appears bleak, Palestinians remain
strong, defiant and unwilling to submit to Israeli, or other, colonial
diktats. Despite that a mealy-mouthed international community
continues to flail and crumble in the face of Israeli pressure, we
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Foreword

continue to show the world that stateless, dispossessed, refugee-
camp-dwelling Palestinians are stronger than superpowers.
Whether defying Israeli checkpoints, rebuilding homes and
villages destroyed by Israel or refusing to compromise on our
rights and principled demands for liberation, equality and return,
Palestinians increasingly make Israel uncomfortable, leading to
the very rapid rise in Israeli fascism in recent years. So terrified
is Israel of the growing BDS movement - a grassroots movement
that has still not been endorsed by the Palestinian Authority - that
Israel has invested substantial resources in an effort to malign the
movement, deport its leadership, criminalise its activities and bar
its supporters from entering the country. In the past few years,
the Israeli Knesset has passed successive racist laws targeting
Palestinians while also openly promoting myriad annexation and
transfer schemes. Palestinians are routinely arrested for writing
poems or Facebook posts and for speaking out against Israel’s
apartheid. We will persist nevertheless and with ever greater clarity
and determination.

It is in this context that Ben White’s Cracks in the Wall is
important. For while Israel may have erected a Wall, Palestinians
have succeeded in making many increasingly visible cracks in it -
and one day it, like Israel’s apartheid regime, will crumble.
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Introduction

It was a Senate hearinglike no other." David Friedman, US President
Donald Trump’s nominee for the position of ambassador to Israel,
had been speaking for about 20 seconds when he was loudly inter-
rupted by a man holding a Palestinian flag. ‘Mr. Friedman also said
that Palestinian refugees don't have a claim to the land, don’t have
a connection to Palestine, the man shouted. ‘My grandfather was
exiled, was kicked out by the State of Israel’ As he was led out by
police officers, Taher Herzallah, of American Muslims for Palestine
(AMP), managed one last parting shot. ‘We aren’t going away, Mr.
Friedman. We were there, we are there now, and we will always be
there. Palestinians will always be in Palestine!” After an awkward
silence, Friedman resumed. But this was just the first of a series
of interruptions; two minutes later, fellow AMP staffer Kareem
El-Hosseiny stood up and protested Friedman’s support for Israel’s
illegal settlements in the West Bank. Waving a Palestinian flag,
El-Hosseiny was also removed and arrested.?

Before Friedman could get to the end of his opening statement,
he was subjected to an equally dramatic interruption by three
members of IfNotNow, a group started in 2014 by young Jewish
Americans in the context of ‘Operation Protective Edge’* The
activists stood after blowing a shofar, a ram’s horn used in the
Jewish tradition to call our community to action in times of crisis,
before denouncing Friedman’s track record in the strongest terms.
“You promote racism, fund illegal settlements, one man shouted.
‘We will not be silenced. You do not represent us, and you will
never represent us. Another activist stood and stated loudly: Tsraeli
occupation is an injustice against Palestinians, and a moral crisis
for American Jews. Moral American Jews stand against occupation
and against Friedman. As they were taken out, the activists ‘sang
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Olam Chesed Yibaneh, a Hebrew song about building the world
with love’*

So why exactly was Friedman so controversial?> As a December
2016 piece in The New York Times summarised it:

he is president of the American fund-raising arm for a yeshiva
[Jewish religious school] in a settlement deep in the West Bank
[Beit El] headed by a militant rabbi who has called for Israeli
soldiers to refuse orders to evacuate settlers. He writes a column
for a right-wing Israeli news site in which he has accused
President Obama of ‘blatant anti-Semitism), dismissed the
two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, likened a
liberal American-Jewish group to ‘kapos’ who cooperated with
the Nazis, and said American Jewish leaders ‘failed’ Israel on the
Iran nuclear deal.®

In fact, Friedman’s financial ties to the settlement movement ‘run
deeper than Beit EI' - he also ‘made contributions over the years
to Ateret Cohanim, a right-wing organisation that buys land in the
Muslim Quarter of Jerusalem’s Old City and Arab East Jerusalem
for creating a “Jewish presence” there’”

After an opening statement punctuated by protests, the rest of
Friedman’s confirmation hearing proceeded without interruption.
But Trump’s nominee did not have an easy time of it from many
of the senators themselves. Friedman was repeatedly challenged
over his rhetoric regarding Obama, the State Department, and
liberal American Jews, including the frequency with which he had
levelled the charge of anti-Semitism at even moderate critics of
Israeli policies. Senator Tim Kaine (D-VA) led Friedman through
a careful series of questions, courtroom-style, eliciting an affir-
mation from the nominee that the US could ‘never support a
solution where Palestinians are deprived of equal rights. Another
senator, Tom Udall (D-NM), stated plainly and bluntly that he was
‘strongly opposed to this nominee’ on the basis that ‘Mr. Friedman
is completely unfit for this, or any other, diplomatic office’®
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Despite such misgivings about his suitability for office -
including from five former US ambassadors to Israel - the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee voted on 9 March 2017, to approve
Friedman’s nomination. As Reuters reported at the time, the 12-9
vote ‘was largely along party lines, a contrast with strong bipartisan
support for past ambassadors to Israel. All eleven of the com-
mittee’s Republican senators voted for Friedman, along with Bob
Menendez (D-NJ); the remaining nine Democrats all voted against
the nomination.* Though Friedman’s nomination continued to be
opposed by groups like Jewish Voice for Peace (JVP), as well as by
senior political figures such as veteran Democratic Senator Patrick
Leahy (D-VT), on 23 March 2017, the Republican-controlled
Senate duly confirmed Friedman’s nomination in a 52-46 vote.*

Friedmans tumultuous confirmation hearing, and the storm
surrounding his nomination was more than just a dramatic bump
in the road on his way to the ambassador’s residence in Israel; it was
representative of deeper processes underway in the US, which are
now accelerating under a Trump presidency. One of those develop-
ments is widening splits in the American Jewish community over
Israel and US policy in the region. As an Associated Press report in
December 2016 observed, Friedman’s nomination had ‘sharpened
a growing balkanization of American Jews, between those who
want the U.S. to push Israel toward peace and those who believe
Obama’s approach abandoned America’s closest Mideast ally’**

Nathan Guttman, the Forwards Washington bureau chief,
described it as ‘a Jewish battle royale for supporters and detractors
of the two-state solution, while for some observers — like Haaretz
journalist Judy Maltz, writing before Friedman’s confirmation
hearing — ‘America’s Jewish organizations ... [had] rarely been
more split.** Groups like the Zionist Organisation of America, the
Conference of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organizations,
Jewish Federations of North America, and the Orthodox Union,
all backed Friedman’s appointment. Opponents, meanwhile,
included J Street, Union for Reform Judaism, Americans for Peace
Now, Ameninu, and JVP. Some notable groups kept silent prior
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to Friedman’s appointment, including the American Israel Public
Affairs Committee and American Jewish Committees.

Friedman’s opponents represented different, though related,
phenomena - from a policy establishment-focused, liberal Zionist
group like J Street, to the far more radical campaigning organisa-
tion JVP, and the smaller - and younger - direct action-focused
activism of IfNotNow. Their tactics also varied (and reflected
their origins, goals, and constituents): J Street, for example, sent
more than 600 members to Capitol Hill in order to hand-deliver
a petition signed by 40,000 people against Friedman’s nomination
to Senate offices.’3 [fNotNow, on the other hand, vocally disrupted
Friedman’s confirmation hearing, and denounced his nomination
as representing ‘the moral failure of the Jewish communal establish-
ment’; Trump and Netanyahu, they declared, are ‘two sides of the
same coin’** The emergence of this, very public, American Jewish
conflict over Israel’ - including similar developments elsewhere,
like in Britain - is examined in more depth in Chapter 3.

Another significant subject highlighted by Friedman’s nomina-
tion is Israel’s transformation into a partisan issue in US politics.
This was made plain in both the Senate confirmation hearing -
where the ambassador-to-be was repeatedly and strongly criticised
by Democrats — as well as during the wider debate surrounding
his nomination. It wasn't just the Foreign Relations Committee
that divided along partisan lines: the Senate’s final confirmation
of Friedman was a roll call vote, described by news website Politico
as ‘an unusual step; since US ambassadors ‘have traditionally been
approved by voice vote or through unanimous consent’ because of
the ‘strong bipartisan support’ for Israel.*s

Concerns over the end of such bipartisan unity over Israel
were explicitly expressed in the confirmation hearing itself.
In explaining why many of the senators were posing ‘detailed
questions’ to Friedman about his past statements, Chris Murphy
(D-Conn.) bemoaned the fact that ‘Tsrael has become another
political football’** He went on: ‘What was most important in the
past was keeping our support of Israel out of the political playing
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Introduction

field and today that is not the case’ In the ‘short time’” he had been
‘in public service, the senator continued, Tsrael has gone from
being an issue that unites us to an issue that is used in political
campaigns in order to divide us’ The worry for the likes of Murphy
then, was that Friedman - through his public positions and past
rhetoric - was both part of the problem, but could also hinder
efforts to stop or slow this trend.

The fight over Friedman was only the latest episode to suggest
that Israel no longer enjoys the bipartisan consensus in US
politics that many had assumed was unshakeable (and this will
be examined further in Chapter 4). Recall the very public fight
over the Iran deal in 2015, which saw the Israeli prime minister
directly fighting a foreign policy goal of the US president, or the
way in which Bernie Sanders’ leadership bid in the Democratic
primaries acted as a megaphone for those within the party who
want a tougher line when it comes to Israeli policies. Meanwhile,
polls suggest the partisan divide is here to stay: in a February 2017
Gallup survey, 61 per cent of Democrats backed ‘establishing an
independent Palestinian state on the West Bank and Gaza Strip,
compared to just 25 per cent of Republicans.”” That same month,
the results of a national poll by YouGov was published, in which
American adults were asked to rate whether a country was an ally
or enemy of the US on a five-point scale. Israel dropped to 16th
place from sixth in 2014, a significant enough development - but
even more striking was the vast disparity between Republicans and
Democrats, who placed Israel fifth and 28th respectively.®

Israel’s deteriorating image amongst the liberal left, or progres-
sives, is a phenomenon that looks impossible to reverse — not least
because of a catalysing factor in the aforementioned processes
of fracture and partisan divides: Donald Trump.' Speaking to
the Jerusalem Post in April 2017, Israel's Consul-General in New
York, Dani Dayan, told the paper that the divisions in US society
post-Trump’s election victory were impacting on Israel’s status as
a bipartisan issue. ‘It's more challenging these days than ever, he
said, ‘because everything is partisan in this country now: abortion
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is partisan, guns are partisan, capital punishment is partisan
and lately even the weather [global warming] became a partisan
issue in America] He added: ‘In this landscape, keeping Israel as
virtually the only nonpartisan issue in American politics is tremen-
dously challenging’*° That same week, writing in Newsweek, Dayan
acknowledged ‘the perception that Israel is increasingly becoming
an exclusive cause of the political Right’*

The “Trump factor’ is not just about the more general polarisa-
tion in US politics; it is also about the support for Israel expressed
by the president and his close advisers during the US election
campaign, and since Trump took office. While Trump has not, thus
far, given Israel carte blanche in the way that some on the country’s
nationalist far right had hoped, his administration - both in policy
and personnel terms - is sympathetic to Benjamin Netanyahu’s
coalition government. From Trump’s December 2017 recognition of
Jerusalem as Israel’s capital, to the focus on ‘economic peace’ rather
than territorial concessions, even the modest amount of diplomatic
pressure applied by Barack Obama on the Israeli government is, for
now, a distant memory. But the apparent common cause between
Trump’s White House and the Israeli right is not all good news
for Israel’s supporters: as Brandeis University professor Jonathan
Sarna told Deutsche Welle, ‘there is fear that people will say “I hate
Trump, Trump loves Israel, therefore I hate Israel”>?> Though this is
too simplistic, as I will argue in Chapter 4, the Trump presidency
both represents and will serve to accelerate growing divisions in
the American Jewish community and amongst progressives over
Israel.

I chose to begin this book with the story of Friedman’s
nomination, confirmation hearing, and approval, because of the
way in which it was a microcosm of the important trends and
developments in Palestine/Israel and in the US that are the focus
of this book: a confident, Israeli right wing consolidating a de
facto, single apartheid state; fragmentation amongst the US Jewish
community over Israel and Zionism, and the end to bipartisan
support for Israel. However, there is one final element to this story
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Introduction

I wish to highlight. Discussions about an increasingly divided
Jewish community - in the US, UK and elsewhere - over Israel,
as well as Israel’s deteriorating ‘brand’ amongst liberals, are often
characterised by the exclusion of Palestinian voices.

Though that may sound counter-intuitive, in reality, Palestini-
ans are still all too often absent from these conversations, whether
they are conducted in the op-ed pages, academia, or the corridors
of Capitol Hill. In recent years, however, Palestinians — students,
scholars, and activists — have forced themselves on to the agenda,
through organising, determination, intelligence, creativity, and
moral clarity. At Friedman’s confirmation hearing, Palestinian
voices were heard — an interruption that embodied the way in which
marginalised history and experience can force itself into view. On
one level, Friedman’s appointment as American ambassador to
Israel was a grim reminder of the power enjoyed by the practition-
ers of contemporary colonialism and their allies; below the surface,
however, it was also a story about cracks in Israel’s international
pillars of support that, should they widen, could be instrumental in
the move towards a Palestine beyond apartheid. But first, we must
take stock of the grim situation on the ground at it stands today.



1

Reality check: Palestine/Israel is
already a single (apartheid) state

Once we recognize that the situation in the [occupied Palestin-
ian] territories is one of de facto annexation, it becomes clear
that Israeli rule there is no longer temporary ... A situation that
was meant to be temporary has become indefinite in duration.!

- Aeyal Gross, Haaretz, 27 October 2015

The people of Israel ... ask to empower settlements all over
Israel - in the Galilee, the Negev and in Judea and Samaria [the
West Bank] - and we will keep on doing so.?

- Member of Knesset Moti Yogev, 2 February 2017

It was 4.30am on 27 July 2010 when 1,300 armed Israeli police
officers descended upon al-Araqib, a small, impoverished Bedouin
Palestinian village in the Negev region of southern Israel.> After
blocking the entrance to the village, Israeli forces - including
mounted cavalry, bulldozers, and helicopters - forcibly removed
residents from their homes, including ‘children and elderly people’
By the end of the raid, the Israeli authorities had destroyed some
45 homes, leaving more than 300 people homeless, half of them
children under 16-years-old. The bulldozers did not spare animal
pens and chicken coops, and hundreds of trees were uprooted (for
‘replanting elsewhere’).5

According to one resident, the police officers and inspectors
smiled as they demolished the village, and ‘made victory signs
with their hands after the destruction’® A village spokesperson told
the media: “Today we got a close glimpse of the governments true
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face. We were stunned to witness the violent force being used. The
black-clad special unit forces are the true face of [then Minister of
Foreign Affairs, Avigdor] Lieberman’s democracy’” Eyewitnesses
told CNN that they saw ‘busloads of civilians who cheered as the
dwellings were demolished’® Just two days before the pre-dawn
raid on al-Araqib, Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu told
government colleagues that a Negev ‘without a Jewish majority’
could constitute a ‘palpable threat’ to the state.®

The story of al-Araqib’s residents is an all too familiar one for
many Palestinian citizens of Israel: forcible displacement from
their ancestral lands in the years after the creation of the State
of Israel, broken promises by the state, land appropriation for
‘security purposes, and a bureaucratic system designed to thwart
any attempts by the indigenous population to claim their rights.*
In more recent times, Israeli authorities have ramped up their
efforts at preventing al-Araqib’s residents from returning to their
land, including by spraying toxic chemicals on cultivated fields
and ploughing up crops. In addition, the state and Jewish National
Fund (JNF) have spearheaded a foresting project intended to plant
‘one million trees on the western land of the village.**

Some 90,000 Bedouin Palestinians live in dozens of so-called
‘unrecognised’ villages across the Negev. Though they constitute
25 per cent of the population of the northern Negev, Bedouin
‘occupy less than 2 percent of its land’** Meanwhile, in recent years,
Israeli authorities ‘have allocated large tracts of land in this region,
and public funds, for the creation of private ranches and farms.*3
According to a Human Rights Watch (HRW) document in 2010,
out of 59 such ‘individual farms’ in the Negev, only one is ‘allocated
to a Bedouin family and the rest to Jewish families’** In the words of
HRW researcher Joe Stork, ‘Israel employs systematically discrim-
inatory policies in the Negev. It is tearing down historic Bedouin
villages before the courts have even ruled on pending legal claims,
and is handing out Bedouin land to allow Jewish farmers to set
up ranches.’s



Cracks in the Wall

Just a few days before the bulldozers went to work in al-Araqib,
a similar scene had played out in the West Bank, as Israeli authori-
ties tore down Palestinian homes en masse in al-Farisiya, a herding
community in the northern Jordan Valley. On 19 July, Israeli
forces invaded the village and destroyed more than 7o structures
in one fell swoop, including ‘homes, stables, sheds, water tanks,
two tons of animal fodder, fertilizer and wheat’*¢ Israeli authorities
also targeted eight kitchens and ten bathrooms.”” The mass dem-
olitions left more than 100 Palestinians homeless, half of whom
were children. Among the items destroyed were water tanks and
irrigation pipes donated by global charity Oxfam; at the time, its
advocacy officer Cara Flowers said the area looked like ‘a natural
disaster had taken place’*® Flowers added: ‘With no access to
shelter, water or fodder for their goat and sheep herds, an entire
community is being forced to leave their land’ Just over two weeks
later, Israeli forces returned and destroyed 27 tents provided by the
Red Cross to residents who had been left homeless by the initial
demolition raid on 19 July."

Israeli authorities targeted al-Farisiya on the grounds that
the structures had been built ‘illegally, that is to say, without an
Israeli-issued permit.® Under the Oslo Accords, the West Bank
and Gaza Strip were divided into so-called Areas A, B and C, as a
way of delineating where the Palestinian Authority could exercise
limited autonomy over civil affairs. In Area C, the Israeli military
retained full control of security and civil affairs. Therefore, in Area
C - where al-Farisiya is located - Palestinians must obtain building
permits from the Israeli occupation authorities. The catch? These
permits are almost impossible to come by. In July 2016, European
Union diplomat Lars Faaborg-Andersen told the Israeli parliament
that out of 2,000 permit applications by Palestinians from 2009
to 2013, only 34 were granted — less than 2 per cent.* During
2016, according to the Office of the UN Special Coordinator for
the Middle East Peace Process (UNSCO), 91 per cent of ‘appli-
cations for building permits in Palestinian communities in Area
C were rejected’ Meanwhile, UNSCO reported in May 2017,

10



Reality check

out of 94 submitted outline plans for Palestinian communities in
Area C, only five have been approved by Israeli authorities.* The
‘cumulative area’ covered by Israeli-approved plans — where Pales-
tinians can ‘legally’ build - is thus less than 1 per cent of Area C.*

In the Jordan Valley specifically, Palestinians are denied access to
and/or use of 78.5 per cent of the entire area on various pretences:
the municipal areas of illegal settlements, closed military zones,
so-called ‘state lands, and so on.?> According to a 2017 report by
The Aix Group, the Palestinian cultivated area in the Jordan Valley
is only 37-40 per cent of the total, ‘due to extensive cultivation’
carried out by Israeli settlers.?® The average Israeli settler, moreover,
‘has almost 10 times more available water than the average Pales-
tinian living in the area’” Speaking to Oxfam, Ali Zohdi, a herder
and resident of al-Farisiya, explained the difficulties faced by the
villagers: ‘Every time the army comes and demolishes the houses
and animal pens here we rebuild, but they come and demolish
again. Our life is the goats and the sheep, and without this source of
income we lose our life’*® Meanwhile, as Oxfam noted, ‘the nearby
Israeli settlement of Rotem thrives’

The piles of rubble and twisted metal left in al-Araqib and
al-Farisiya over a few days in the summer of 2010 were a microcosm
of the grim reality that has taken shape in Israel and the occupied
Palestinian territory (oPt). For both Palestinian citizens in the
Negev, and Palestinians in the West Bank under military rule, Israeli
authorities carry out displacement and dispossession with a rubber
stamp of ‘due process. The Green Line, the post-1949 armistice
line that distinguishes between territory held by Israel before and
after 1967, has been erased in practical terms; the reality on the
ground is that of a single regime. In this territorial unit, Palestini-
ans are subjected to institutionalised discrimination, whether they
have Israeli citizenship or are under military occupation. Note the
similarities between the events and their context in al-Araqib and
al-Farisiya; indigenous Palestinian communities struggle for their
very survival thanks to a legal system and bureaucratic apparatus
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shaped by Israel’s explicitly discriminatory political priorities:
Jewish homes are built, Palestinian homes are torn down.

June 2017 marked 50 years since the beginning of Israel’s military
occupation of the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, and the
Gaza Strip (the constituent parts of the oPt). According to the
International Committee of the Red Cross, this is the longest
running military occupation in modern times.? Israel’s military
rule of the oPt has lasted for the vast majority of the state’s entire,
7o0-year existence. Over the last five decades, Israeli authorities
have pursued a de facto annexation of the oPt, advancing ‘facts
on the ground’ even as various diplomatic initiatives have come
and gone. Central to this long-term project of incorporating the
territory conquered in 1967 into the fabric of the Israeli state are
the settlements.

Today, there are more than 200 Israeli settlements in the oPt,
including 137 state-sanctioned colonies (twelve of which are in
East Jerusalem), and some 100 or so ‘outposts, technically unau-
thorised settlements that have nevertheless benefitted from varying
degrees of state support — and in some cases, received retroactive
‘legalisation’® All Israeli settlement activity in the oPt is a violation
of international law, since the Fourth Geneva Convention prohibits
an occupying power from transferring its citizens into the territory
it occupies, an act proscribed as a war crime by the Rome Statute
of the International Criminal Court. This has been the position
of the United Nations Security Council, United Nations General
Assembly, the International Criminal Court at The Hague, the
High Contracting Parties to the Fourth Geneva Conventions, and
others. Indeed, just a few weeks after the West Bank had been
conquered in 1967, an Israeli government legal adviser explicitly
stated that to colonise the occupied territory with civilians would
contravene international law.3*
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There are now more than 400,000 Israeli settlers in the West
Bank, and more than 200,000 in East Jerusalem.?* Revealingly, the
settler population has more than doubled since 1993, when the
Oslo Accords were signed by Israel and the Palestine Liberation
Organisation (PLO), with more than 50,000 settlement units built
in the West Bank since 1995.3* Even just during US President
Barack Obama’s two terms in office, a time when the White House
invested a good deal of energy in the peace process, the West
Bank settler population grew by more than 100,000 - a 20 per
cent increase.’* In 2016, the last year for which there are complete
figures, construction on new settlement homes in the West Bank
rose by 40 per cent compared to the previous year.’* 2016’s total of
2,630 housing units was the second highest number of construc-
tion starts for 15 years.’

In 2017, Israeli authorities proceeded with the establishment
of a brand new settlement, in what was the first such move since
1992 (excluding the retroactive authorisation of outposts). The
new settlement was established for settlers removed from the
Amona outpost following a lengthy court battle, and, according to
Israeli NGO Peace Now, is located ‘deep in the West Bank in a
region that ‘serves as focal point of settler land takeover and settler
violence’’” Peace Now added: ‘the message that is being conveyed
by the government of Israel is that it seeks to heighten its control
over the West Bank and that it has whatsoever no intentions of
ever evacuating the territories and achieving a political agreement
with the Palestinians. This move followed other steps intended to
facilitate settlement expansion in recent years, such as the decla-
ration in 2014 of almost 1000 acres near Bethlehem as so-called
‘state land’3® In 2015, a total of 15,300 acres in the West Bank were
‘ratified’ as state land, the largest total since 2005.3

The approval of a new settlement followed hot on the heels of an
even more significant move in February 2017, when Israel passed
a new law designed to ‘retroactively legalize the expropriation
of privately owned Palestinian land’#> The so-called ‘Regulari-
zation Law’ was intended to pave the way for Israel to ‘recognise
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thousands of illegally built Jewish settler homes, including in
outposts.** Even before the law was passed, Israeli authorities had
been trying to legalise about a quarter of the 100 or so outposts,
effectively creating new settlements under the radar.** The new
law was passed a mere six weeks after the adoption of UN Security
Council Resolution 2334, condemning Israeli settlements in the
oPt and other related violations of international law. Yet in the
three months following Resolution 2334, Israel announced plans
to build more than 5,000 settlement housing units, including ‘deep
inside the West Bank] in addition to building permits for 566
settlement units in East Jerusalem.*

One of the less well understood aspects of Israel’s colonisation
of the oPt is the size and significance of the settlements’ physical
footprint.* For while the built-up area of residential colonies con-
stitutes ‘only’ 2 per cent of the West Bank, a full 39 per cent comes
under settlement local authorities’ jurisdiction - land which,
according to UN OCHA, Israel has ‘consistently refused to allocate
... for Palestinian us€’* Palestinians in the oPt are also impacted
by ‘de facto settlement expansion’ carried out by settlers, processes
which typically ‘lack official authorization, yet take place ‘with the
acquiescence, and at times the active support, of the Israeli authori-
ties:* Nor is it just about the settlements and their local authorities;
the de facto annexation of the West Bank is also about transport
networks, water resources, telecommunications infrastructure,
and more. As Israeli journalist Uri Misgav wrote in March 2017,
if an alien landed in the oPt ‘and you told it that this was not part
of Israel, it wouldn’t understand what you were talking about’*” He
continued:

Two Supreme Court justices live there [the West Bank], as well
as cabinet ministers, the Knesset speaker and other Knesset
members, as well as a host of government officials. The Electric
Corporation provides electricity, the Mekorot national water
company supplies water, the National Roads Company looks
after roads and the National Lottery erects and manages public
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buildings. Factories, businesses and services operate there
without limits, including schools and a university that are under
the Ministry of Education’s supervision. State-funded cultural
institutions are compelled to perform in every settlement.

Palestinians, meanwhile, in ‘those [same] areas) are ‘also subject
to Israeli law, but Israeli military law with military courts and
directives issued by the regional military commander’*® It is this
‘two-tier system of laws, rules, and services (HRW) that places
Israeli settlements in the oPt at the centre of an ‘inherently dis-
criminatory’ system (Amnesty International), whose related
human rights violations include ‘arbitrary movement restrictions,
demolitions, forcible transfer of Palestinian communities, [and]
restricted access to natural resources for Palestinians*® As of
December 2016, the UN counted 682 physical obstacles to Pal-
estinian movement in the West Bank, an extraordinary figure for
an area smaller than Delaware.>® These obstacles included check-
points, earth mounds, road blocks, road gates, and trenches. The
settlements are, in other words, at the very heart of Israel’s military
regime in the oPt; at any given time, more than half of the Israeli
army’s regular forces are in the West Bank - of whom, almost 8o
per cent ‘are involved in direct protection of the settlements’s* It is
a picture of pure colonialism.

Israel’s de-facto annexation of the oPt has proceeded over the past
half century at varying speeds, and through different mechanisms.
The only explicit act of annexation that has taken place (thus far)
with respect to the territory conquered in 1967 - excluding the
Occupied Syrian Golan Heights — was the area that became known
as East Jerusalem, and this occurred almost immediately. In the
first few weeks following the Six-Day War, Israeli officers ‘toured’
the area, ‘maps in hand, in preparation for drawing Jerusalem’s
‘new borders’s* They had one clear goal: ‘include the maximum
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territory with the minimum Palestinian populatior’. In total, Israel
annexed 70 square kilometres to the municipal boundaries of
Jerusalem, the vast majority of which was land that ‘belonged to
28 villages in the West Bank™ as well as ‘to the municipalities of
Bethlehem and Beit Jala’s3 In 1968, more than 4,200 dunams - over
4 square kilometres — was expropriated from ‘mainly Palestinian
owners.>* Two years later, in August 1970, eight separate orders saw
10,000 dunams (10 square kilometres) of land in East Jerusalem
confiscated and used to establish the settlements of Ramot, Gilo,
East Talpiot and others.5s

Yet even this act of annexation, further confirmed by a Basic
Law adopted in 1980, was conducted in a way that sought to
obfuscate the nature of what was taking place.>® The relevant leg-
islation, passed less than three weeks after the Six-Day War, was
‘conducted in coded language, with the ‘annexation directive ...
integrated into an obscure statutory text’ rather than being ‘set
forth in a special law’5” As related by veteran Israeli journalist Uzi
Benziman, ‘the Knesset procedure [similarly] bore an extremely
low public profile; all of which was done ‘in order to keep that act
hidden from the international community’*® Indeed, the Foreign
Ministry instructed its ambassadors and diplomats around the
world to describe the annexation laws as ‘municipal fusion, merely
‘a practical necessity stemming from the desire to run the whole
city properly’>® Nevertheless, on 4 July, the UN General Assembly
condemned ‘the measures taken by Israel to change the status of
[Jerusalem]’, measures it deemed ‘invalid’ and which it urged Israel
to ‘rescind’®

In the West Bank, meanwhile, the establishment of civilian
colonies began slowly. The first handful of settlements, located
in the ‘Gush Etzion® area of the West Bank south of Jerusalem, in
Hebron, and in the Jordan Valley, were established by the Labor
party.® By the time that Menachem Begin’s Likud came to power
in 1977, there were some two dozen settlements in the West Bank
(excluding East Jerusalem), home to around 4,500 residents.®
In 1981, by the end of Likud’s first term in office, the number of
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settlements had more than doubled to 68, and the number of settlers
quadrupled to 16,200.% During that period (1977-81), around 13
per cent of the West Bank was ‘transferred to Israeli administrative
control ... through closure, requisition, or expropriation, as well
as a third of the Gaza Strip.* A road network was constructed -
94 kilometres between 1979-81 - linking Jewish settlements up to
one another and with Israeli communities inside the Green Line,
while the Likud government also expanded ‘the number of legal
and administrative services which Israeli settlers in the territories
could enjoy’*

By the first half of the 1980s, some believed that the steps being
taken by Israeli authorities in the oPt were leading to an irreversi-
ble fait accompli. In April 1982, former Arab affairs advisor to the
Israeli PM, Shmuel Toledano predicted that ‘within a few years, if
anyone were to suggest giving up any part of the [occupied Pales-
tinian] territories, the suggestion would be regarded as no different
than that of giving up part of the Negev or the Galile€’*® A few
months later, former deputy mayor of Jerusalem Meron Benvenisti
warned that the settlement enterprise in the oPt was already so
well advanced that it was ‘five minutes to midnight’ in terms of
preventing an irreversible Israeli hold on the West Bank.” In
1983, Israeli journalist Amos Elon declared that, ‘for all practical
purposes [the oPt] have already been annexed to the State of Israel,
perhaps irrevocably’®® Not all such predictions were warnings,
of course: that same year, Likud deputy minister Michael Dekel
vowed that ‘within two years there will be 100,000 Jews in Judea
and Samaria [the West Bank], then no Israeli Government will be
able to agree to return that area to Arab control’®

As the years went by, observers and journalists continued to
repeat the same message. Shortly after the First Intifada had
erupted in December 1987, Thomas Friedman observed in the New
York Times how, ‘for the past 20 years many Israelis have insisted
on referring to the West Bank by its Biblical names “Judea and
Samaria” and on viewing these occupied territories as integral parts
of a Greater Israel. The Green Line, many Israelis said, did not exist
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for them anymore’”® More than a decade later, in June 1999, the
same newspaper published an op-ed by journalist Anthony Lewis,
who questioned what kind of Palestinian ‘state’ was emerging as a
result of the Oslo Accords.” “There will almost certainly be a Pal-
estinian state, he wrote, ‘but it will be a state of a peculiar kind’
Highlighting Israel's domination of the territory, Lewis referred
back to the warnings of Benvenisti, noting that, while ‘in formal
terms ... Israel will not govern all of historic Palestine, in terms of
‘the realities on the ground ... Benvenisti was right.

And on it went - in 2006, Israeli NGO B'Tselem declared that
Israel had ‘de facto annexed the Jordan Valley, having ‘instituted a
regime of permits and harsh restrictions on the movement of Pal-
estinians’ in the area.”> More recently, the organisation highlighted
‘an Israeli policy to concentrate Palestinian activity in enclaves
throughout the West Bank and de-facto annex the rest of the land
to Israel proper’”® In 2007, the Financial Times presented a map of
the West Bank it said showed a territory ‘in which 2.5m Palestin-
ians are confined to dozens of enclaves separated by Israeli roads,
settlements, fences and military zones’’* In 2009, former director
of the Institute for Jewish Policy Research, Antony Lerman, writing
in the Guardian, urged readers to acknowledge that ‘one state
exists’’> He added: ‘It has not been formally proclaimed. It has no
legal status. No one wants to acknowledge it. But it’s hard to see
Israeli control of the area of the pre-1967 state, the West Bank and
Gaza as constituting anything other than one, de facto state’

For some Israeli leaders and politicians, even this de-facto
single state reality is not enough; they want the official annexation
of some, or even all, of the West Bank. Israeli economy minister
Naftali Bennett, head of the Jewish Home party, is one of the most
well-known, and outspoken, advocates of such an approach, but
he’s not alone.” In December 2016, Israeli public security minister
Gilad Erdan said Israel should ‘announce a full annexation of
settlement blocs’ in response to the passing of UN Security Council
Resolution 1443.77 In February 2017, Israeli justice minister Ayelet
Shaked expressed opposition to annexing the entirety of the West
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Bank, but affirmed that ‘we definitely need to annex Area C,
some 60 per cent of the West Bank.”® Her government colleague,
deputy foreign minister Tzipi Hotovely, has no such qualms; that
same month, she recommended that Israel work towards officially
annexing all of the West Bank: ‘It can be done in a gradual manner,
she said, ‘starting with the greater Jerusalem area and from there
applying Israeli law on the entire settlement enterprise and later to
sovereignty from the sea to the Jordan.”

This type of ‘creeping annexation’ is exactly what some fear — and
others hope - has been unfolding in the last few years. According to
Michael Schaeffer Omer-Man, editor in chief of +972 Magazine, the
likes of Ayelet Shaked ‘make no secret of their intentions to annex
the West Bank to Israel — slowly’** He went on: “They recognize
that neither mainstream Israel nor the international community
is ready to accept sweeping annexation; incremental annexation
is a far more effective, and achievable goal. Before noting some
recent legislative developments, however, it is important to note
that Israel has long used ‘different instruments’ in order to apply
‘parts of its domestic legal system to the territories occupied in
1967% These have included the Supreme Court’s exercise of juris-
diction over the oPt, as well as the application of ‘a significant bulk
of Israeli domestic law’ to the oPt through both military order and
legislative action. As “The Nakba Files’ blog noted, ‘because these
laws mostly apply to people rather than territory, Israel preserves
the fiction that it is not engaged in annexation by arguing that if the
settlers were to be evacuated there would no longer be any basis to
apply these laws in the territories’

The first half of 2017 witnessed an acceleration of legislative
efforts at creeping annexation. The aforementioned settlement
‘Regularisation Bill, for example, was not just a significant
land grab - it was also ‘the first time since Israel annexed East
Jerusalem in 1967 that Israel has acted to extend Israeli law to
the occupied West Bank’® Then in June, Israeli justice minister
Ayelet Shaked announced that all government-sponsored legisla-
tion will ‘henceforth explicitly mention applicability to residents
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of West Bank settlements, justifying the move in the name of
‘equality’ for settlers (compared to other Israeli citizens).* Praising
the law, Israeli minister Yariv Levin said ‘we are not seeking
“creeping annexation”; we are looking for justice for the residents.
But, he then added, ‘if there are those saying that through legis-
lation we are advancing “creeping annexation” — we won't argue.
Shaked and Levin’s move was described by the Jerusalem Post as a
‘loophole’ enabling ‘the bulk of new Israeli laws [to be applied] to
Area C of the West Bank without formally annexing the region to
sovereign Israel’®s

The picture I have sketched out thus far, that of five decades of
colonisation of the oPt and incremental, de facto annexation, has
led many - for a while now - to assert that the so-called ‘two-state
solution’ is imperilled, or mortally wounded. Putting aside for the
moment the fact that different people mean different things by a
‘two-state solution’ (I will address this in the next chapter), it is
clear that the goal of a sovereign Palestinian state in the oPt is, at
the very least, complicated by Israel’s facts on the ground. Indeed,
it can be argued that actions taken and policies adopted by various
Israeli governments since 1967 have been pursued specifically
in order to thwart the emergence or viability of an independent,
sovereign Palestinian state. There is, however, an important piece of
the puzzle that is often neglected in a debate focusing on practical-
ities and settlement expansion, and on whether there is some kind
of cut-off point beyond which Israel’s de-facto annexation of the
West Bank is a fait accompli from which there is no coming back.

In 1985, Professor Ian Lustick — a renowned Middle East
scholar — wrote a report commissioned by the US government’s
Defense Intelligence Agency titled “The “Irreversibility” of Israel’s
annexation of the West Bank and Gaza Strip: Critical Evaluation’®
It is an extraordinary read, not least because of the ways in which
many of the key arguments are still repeated more than 30 years
later. At the time, there were some 40,000 settlers in the West
Bank, in addition to more than 100,000 in East Jerusalem.’” It is
tempting, in light of the fact that the West Bank settler population
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has increased 10-fold since then, to conclude that, if Israel’s
‘annexation’ of the territories was debateable in 1985, it is certainly
adone deal in 2018. But there is, perhaps, a more instructive lesson
from LusticK’s report.

Lustick argued that ‘approaching the problem with the image of
a single dramatic “point of no return” obscures more than it illu-
minates, adding that the notion of some single such point ‘is more
important for the role it plays as a polemical device, to exhort
or discourage opponents of annexation (depending upon the
speaker), rather than a useful conceptual category for discussing
the likely or possible future of the areas’®® Rather, Lustick argued,
‘Israel’s relationship to the West Bank and Gaza Strip is plotted
along a continuum interrupted by two thresholds, an “institu-
tional” threshold and a “psycho-cultural” threshold’ It is the latter
that is more significant, since it represents ‘the point at which the
absorption of the territory ceases to be problematic for the over-
whelming majority of citizens of the central state, i.e. when the
question of the “future” of the territory is removed from the national
political agenda, when no ambitious politician would consider
questioning the permanence of the integration of the territory..

Polls in recent years suggest that the ‘cultural threshold’ is
being, or has been, crossed. In one survey conducted in October-
November 2016, among a representative sample of 1,027 Israeli
Jews, respondents were asked ‘whether to the best of their
knowledge Israel has formally declared its sovereignty over Judea
and Samaria [the West Bank]’® Only about half of those polled
correctly answered ‘no’ (and only 40 per cent of those aged 18-29),
with the other half split between ‘yes’ and ‘don’t know’ The poll
also asked Israeli Jews ‘whether they believe certain settlements in
the West Bank lie within the territory of the State of Israel’ The
eight settlements selected varied in terms of size and location -
some ‘lie deep in the West Bank’ while ‘others are more proximate
to the Green Line. Strikingly, ‘there was not a single settlement
which a majority of respondents thought was outside the territory
of the State of Israel
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In May 2017, ahead of the fiftieth anniversary of the Six-Day War,
the respected ‘Peace Index” poll conducted by Tel Aviv University
asked: ‘In your opinion, should or should not Israel’s control of
Judea and Samaria [the West Bank] be defined as an occupation?’*®
Only 31.1 per cent of Israeli Jews replied in the affirmative. A year
earlier, the poll produced a similar result; asked ‘is it right or not
right to define Israel’s control of the territories as an “occupation”™,
only 22.7 per cent answered ‘yes, while 71.5 per cent responded
‘no’®* By way of giving a different angle, in 2015, a poll specifically
of Israeli teachers discovered that 57 per cent of them did not know
about the Green Line ‘or how it was determined’®> When asked,
however, whether the time has come to officially annex all the terri-
tories conquered in 1967, Israeli Jews — according to the May 2017
poll - are divided: 44.4 per cent said ‘yes, and 45 per cent said ‘no.»

For now, at least, neither Israeli politicians, nor the public, are
decisively in favour of formal annexation (as we will explore further
in the next chapter), and thus the status quo remains a de facto
apartheid, one-state reality in all of historic Palestine. Inside the
pre-1967 lines, Palestinian citizens of Israel face ‘institutional and
societal discrimination’ (the words of the US State Department)
that affects them in areas of life as diverse as land ownership and
housing, through to education budgets, family life, and political
expression.®* In East Jerusalem, Palestinian ‘residents” are subject
to home demolitions and settler takeovers, and discrimination
in municipal services. Throughout the West Bank, meanwhile,
Palestinians are subject to a military regime that facilitates land
colonisation by the state and settlers, restricts the indigenous pop-
ulation’s freedom of movement, and convicts hundreds each year
in sham courts. In the Gaza Strip, meanwhile, almost 2 million
Palestinians are fenced-off and blockaded, cut off from Palestini-
ans in the West Bank, after years of deliberate de-development and
bloody assaults.®s
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This de facto single state exists for, and preserves the ability of
Israeli Jews to enjoy rights and privileges denied to Palestinians.
The laws and policies differ, but from the Negev to the southern
Hebron hills, from the Galilee to the Jordan Valley, and from East
Jerusalem to the Gaza Strip, Palestinians confront, in law and in
practice, a political system defined by their dispossession, segre-
gation, exclusion, and brutalisation. Let’s zoom in for a moment,
to understand what this de facto single state reality looks like on
the ground. Take Umm al-Hiran, a Bedouin Palestinian village in
the Negev targeted for destruction by Israeli authorities in order to
implement a long-standing plan to expel its residents and replace
the village with a Jewish community.*® Umm al-Hiran’s residents,
remember, are Israeli citizens — and yet they find themselves dis-
possessed in what Israeli legal advocacy organisation Adalah called
‘a clear case of dispossession and displacement for strictly racial
reasons. On 18 January 2017, hundreds of Israeli police officers
descended on the village in order to carry out an initial round of
demolitions; during the raid, they shot and killed local resident
Yaqub Abu Qi’an while he was driving in his car.”

Not far from Umm al-Hiran - about a dozen or so kilometres
north-east - is another Palestinian village threatened with destruc-
tion, but this time in the southern Hebron hills area of the West
Bank.® All of Susya’s homes have been deemed to have been built
‘illegally’, thanks to its location in ‘Area C’ of the West Bank, where
Palestinians find it almost impossible to obtain the required permit
from the Israeli occupation bureaucrats. In other words, as HRW
has described, ‘in both the Negev and the West Bank, Israel author-
ities apply zoning laws in a discriminatory manner that frequently
restricts the ability of Arabs to build lawfully’ So, while there are
indeed important differences between the plight of Umm al-Hiran
and Susya - and those differences matter, not least with respect
to options of and strategies for resistance — they are part of the
one, same story: namely, an Israeli government policy that ‘comes
at the expense of the people who live in those spaces, their homes
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destroyed in order to make room for the expansion of Jewish-only
communities’.**

The stories abound. In the Jordan Valley, which runs all the way
down the eastern most flank of historic Palestine, in today’s West
Bank, Israeli authorities are displacing Palestinians while Jewish
settlements flourish. In 2016, Israeli occupation forces conducted
dozens of ‘destructive [demolition] raids’ in the Jordan Valley,
targeting not just homes and agricultural facilities, but also ‘water
networks’*®* As Palestinian homes are torn down, meanwhile,
Israeli colonies continue to flourish: in December 2017, the Israeli
government released a plan to build three brand new settlements in
the Jordan Valley, expand pre-existing ones, and triple the region’s
total settler population.’*> Or take Silwan, a Palestinian neighbour-
hood of East Jerusalem, where eviction cases have been filed against
67 households (as of November 2016), threatening more than 300
with displacement.**3 In parallel to these disturbing developments,
settler groups, with the backing of various government bodies, are
expanding their presence in the area through ‘tourism’ and ‘archae-
ology’ projects, in addition to fortified housing.**

The Gaza Strip, of course, is unique - but it is a mistake to
consider it outside of the framework of this apartheid regime.
Its isolation goes back some three decades, when, in 1989, ‘Israel
introduced a system whereby only Palestinians vetted by the Shin
Bet security service and in possession of magnetic cards were
permitted to travel to the West Bank via Israel’ s By the mid-199o0s,
under then Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin, a perimeter fence had
been built around the Gaza Strip, a precursor to the Separation
Wall that would follow, some years later, in the West Bank. Since
Israel’s unilateral removal of settlers and troop redeployment in
2005 (the so-called ‘disengagement’), the Gaza Strip has remained
under Israeli military occupation, a position affirmed by the
UN Security Council, UN General Assembly, and Office of the
Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court.** It remains, with
respect to international law, part of the single territorial unit that is
the oPt. As part of historic Palestine, it has become a way for Israel
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to fence off some 2 million Palestinians, the majority of whom are
children, and 1948 refugees. ‘T would like Gaza to sink into the sea,
Yitzhak Rabin famously said, and Israel has settled for the next best
thing; trapping its unwanted Palestinians - and the ‘demographic
threat” they represent — behind fortified fences, watchtowers, and
automatically triggered machine guns.*”

The reality sketched out in this chapter is not new, nor did it
emerge overnight; it developed steadily, openly, and indeed,
has been copiously documented by Palestinians, Israelis, and
international observers and human rights groups. Israel’s incor-
poration of the oPt - its land and resources, at any rate, not its
Palestinian inhabitants — into the fabric of the state and its infra-
structure, the successive Israeli governments’ policies that de facto
annexed territory seized in 1967, has proceeded in plain view. In
2009, almost a decade ago now, Israeli political geographer Oren
Yiftachel wrote how ‘persisting colonial and oppressive practices
are working to further Judaise contested space and deny Palestin-
ians - on both sides of the Green Line - their legitimate rights.**
Yiftachel called this process ‘creeping apartheid, which he defined
as ‘an undeclared yet structural process through which new,
oppressive sets of political geographic relations are being institu-
tionalised for Jews and Palestinians living under the Israeli regime
between Jordan and the [Mediterranean] sea. This process has, he
said, led to ‘the merging of the colonised West Bank, the besieged
Gaza Strip and Israel proper into one system, ultimately controlled
by the Jewish state’

Israel has undeniably benefitted from the fact that, while the oPt
has been de-facto annexed to form part of a single regime, there
has been no formal annexation (excluding East Jerusalem). This
is no accident - it is a ‘deliberate ambiguity’ based on ‘creating a
framework of temporary military occupation that falls in line
with international law (and as such is considered a legitimate
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occupation), but which de facto promotes permanent control
and annexation’'® International law scholar Valentina Azarova
has described the situation in the oPt as one of ‘an unlawfully
prolonged occupation, which ‘arises when an occupying state seeks
to permanently transform the international status, government or
demographic character of a foreign territory, including through de
jure or de facto annexation’'*°In October 2017, senior UN human
rights expert Michael Lynk used a periodic report on the situation
in the oPt to similarly declare that Israel’s occupation had ‘crossed
a red line into illegality’ '

But the fact that, until now, the West Bank remains de facto,
rather than de jure, annexed, is - paradoxically — one of the reasons
why Israel has been able to advance its colonisation project so effec-
tively. As Israeli international law expert Aeyal Gross wrote in his
recent book, “The Writing on the Wall, ‘Israel acts in the OPT as a
sovereign insofar as it settles its citizens there and extends to them
its laws on a personal and on a mixed personal/territorial basis.**2

Yet, insofar as the territory has not been formally annexed and
insofar as this exercise of sovereignty falls short of giving the
Palestinian residents citizenship rights, Israel is not acting as a
sovereign. In the OPT, then, Israel enjoys both the powers of
an occupant and the powers of a sovereign, while Palestinians
enjoy neither the rights of an occupied people nor the rights of
citizenship. The implication is a matrix of control whereby Israel
acts as both occupier and non-occupier, and as both sovereign
and non-sovereign, one of the ways wherein legal indeterminacy
itself serves as a form of control.*3

A situation where ‘a state, although empirically sovereign in a
territory, deliberately abjured a claim to be the juridical sovereign
precisely in order to avoid the international obligations that would
pertain if it were’ is unusual, perhaps unique.** But over the last
half century, Israel has exploited the ‘difference between empirical
and juridical sovereignty’ for its own ‘strategic advantage’
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Another seeming paradox is that Israel has been aided in its
creation of a de facto, single regime in all of historic Palestine by the
peace process, which - dating it from the Madrid Conference and
Oslo Accords of the early 1990s - has existed in various forms for a
quarter century; half the entire duration of the military occupation
of the oPt. The almost three decades of (primarily US-managed)
talks and diplomacy have played a crucial role in helping Israel
pursue de facto annexation by effectively neutralising any potential
international opposition to such a process. As Israeli journalist
Chemi Shalev wrote in 2014:

with the benefit of hindsight it is hard to counter the argument
that the perennial search for a two state[sic] solution has served
as a cover for a de-facto annexation of the West Bank that
absolves Israel of the need to grant the Palestinians full civil
rights. Without the dangled promise of eventual peace, it would
be much harder for Israel to look in the mirror and rebuff the
claims of apartheid.”s

This point is ably illustrated by recalling the warnings issued by
senior international diplomats — and even Israelis - in recent years,
about the supposed dangers posed to Israel by a failure to achieve
a two-state solution with the Palestinians. During a March 2017
visit to the region, British foreign minister Boris Johnson told
local media that ‘you have to have a two-state solution or else you
have a kind of apartheid system’"*¢ Johnson, a declared friend of
Israel, was echoing a similarly-expressed warning by John Kerry,
who, as US Secretary of State in 2014, described the two-state
solution as the only viable option: ‘Because a unitary state winds
up either being an apartheid state with second-class citizens - or
it ends up being a state that destroys the capacity of Israel to be a
Jewish state’**” Even former Israeli premier Ehud Barak, speaking
in Herzliya in 2010, had said much the same: ‘as long as in this
territory west of the Jordan river there is only one political entity
called Israel it is going to be either non-Jewish, or non-democratic)
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adding: ‘If this bloc of millions of Palestinians cannot vote, that will
be an apartheid state**®

Yet what is important to note here is that this picture painted
of a single political entity in which millions of Palestinians cannot
vote actually describes the status quo (of some time now), not a
future scenario. And one of the key ways in which this artificial
distinction between status quo and future is maintained, a crucial
part of how the illusion of impermanence with respect to Israel’s
hold on the oPt is preserved, is the politics of the peace process.
Even though Johnson, Kerry, and Barak are describing a situation
that — regardless of the lack of Israel’s formal annexation of the oPt
- corresponds to the reality on the ground, it is the prospect of a
‘two-state solution, the idea that Israel’s presence and control over
the oPt still have to be determined or are, in some way, temporary
or negotiable, which keeps the same international diplomats from
denouncing Israeli apartheid as it exists today.

This illusion is now proving increasingly difficult to uphold,
for a combination of reasons. First, the collapse of US-supervised
talks between Israel and the Palestinians in 2014 — and the failure
ever since to recommence anything like as substantial an effort -
has threatened the very credibility of the peace process itself. The
absence of talks imperils Israel’s strategic ambiguity with regards
to the status of the oPt, and also threatens to create an atmosphere
where punitive measures are on the table; as Tzipi Livni instruc-
tively argued in 2011, ‘restarting negotiations would stop the
snowball rolling towards us at the UN and in general’*** She added:
‘The diplomatic impasse is leading to diplomatic isolation’ Second,
at the time of writing Benjamin Netanyahu has been prime minister
of Israel since March 2009 - almost a decade. Netanyahu has, at
most, paid lip service to a ‘two-state solution’ (more of which in the
next chapter), and a number of his government ministers over the
years openly and proudly opposed Palestinian statehood, backing
partial or total, formal annexation of the oPt. Finally, a series of
recent, significant anniversaries, have highlighted the length of
time that Israel has held the oPt, and drawn attention to the plight
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of the Palestinians more generally: 2017 saw the 50™ anniversary of
the Six-Day War, the centenary of the Balfour Declaration, and the
7o' anniversary of the UN’s Partition Plan for Palestine.

This combination, of a comatose peace process, a rejection-
ist and intransigent Israeli government, as well as a succession of
significant anniversaries, has made it harder to deny the obvious -
that Israel has, in the last 50 years, established a de facto, apartheid
regime in historic Palestine — and indeed, that reality has been
laid increasingly bare. Such a perspective also changes how one
views the aforementioned developments that some have called
‘creeping annexation, instead characterising such steps as just the
latest attempts to renegotiate and redraw the lines between legal
regimes to consolidate conquest and demographic transforma-
tion’> Ultimately, however, the key to understanding how - and
why - Israel has established this de facto, apartheid single state can
be found in remarks by former premier, and then foreign minister,
Yitzhak Shamir, when discussing in March 1983 the status of the
oPt, Israel, Shamir said, ‘did not conquer the territories from their
legal owners, but liberated them from countries that conquered
them in 1948. We have not “annexed” them, and shall not “annex”
them. They are part of Eretz Yisrael [the Land of Israel], and what
is part of your country you do not annex.**!

It is impossible to understand Israel’s approach to the oPt, and
the trajectory that successive governments have taken over the
last half-century, without placing such developments in the wider
context of the Zionist movement’s efforts to create a Jewish state’
in Palestine. While for its founding thinkers and activists, Zionism
was about Jewish nationalism and self-determination, for Palestin-
ians it was experienced from the very beginning as displacement,
discrimination and dehumanisation. In 1897, when the first Zionist
Congress was held in Basle, the population of Palestine was approx-
imately 96 per cent Arab and 4 per cent Jewish.** Even by 1947,
after waves of Jewish immigration, Palestinian Arabs still consti-
tuted two-thirds of Palestine’s population. There was, inevitably,
only one way of establishing a Jewish state in Palestine; removing
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the land’s non-Jewish inhabitants. Such a step, in the words of Pal-
estinian historian Nur Masalha, was ‘the logical outgrowth of the
ultimate goal of the Zionist movement, which was the establish-
ment of a Jewish state through colonization and land acquisition
- in other words, through a radical ethno-religious-demographic
transformation of a country, the population of which had been
almost entirely Arab at the start of the Zionist venture.*>> Masalha’s
conclusions are echoed by Israeli journalist and historian Tom
Segev: “disappearing” the Arabs lay at the heart of the Zionist
dream, and was also a necessary condition of its realization'*

Over a period lasting roughly two years, bisected by the estab-
lishment of the State of Israel in May 1948, around 85-90 per cent
of Palestinians who lived in what became the new ‘Jewish state’
were expelled (some 700-800,000).'* Around four out of five
Palestinian towns and villages were destroyed (or repopulated
by Jewish Israelis), while in cities such as Haifa and Acre, Pales-
tinian neighbourhoods were emptied, and resettled.** ‘Beyond
the hypocritical rhetoric and naive phraseology, Israeli scholar
Zeev Sternhell wrote, ‘one basic fact stands out: the significance
of Zionism was the conquest of land and the creation of an inde-
pendent state through work and settlement, if possible, or by force,
if necessary.**” In his seminal essay, ‘Zionism from the Standpoint
of Its Victims, Edward Said noted how ‘all the constitutive energies
of Zionism were premised on ... the functional absence of “native
people” in Palestine’'*®

Institutions were built deliberately shutting out the natives, laws
were drafted when Israel came into being that made sure the
natives would remain in their ‘nonplace, Jews in theirs, and so
on. It is no wonder that today the one issue that electrifies Israel
as a society is the problem of the Palestinians, whose negation is
the most consistent thread running through Zionism.

Said was writing in the late 1970s, but, sadly, his diagnosis rings
all too true some 40 years on, as we shall see in the next chapter.
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The impasse in Israel

The maximum we are willing to give is far from the minimum
the Palestinians are willing to take.
- MK Yoav Kish, May 2017*

We have to go from solving the problem, to living with the
problem.
— Israeli economy minister Naftali Bennett, June 2013*

In Chapter 1, we took a hard look at the reality on the ground in
Israel and the occupied Palestinian territory (oPt), an area which,
over the last five decades, has been incrementally but undeniably
fashioned into a single, apartheid regime by successive Israeli gov-
ernments and state institutions. We looked at the facts; the history
of settlement establishment and expansion, the means by which
Israel has colonised and incorporated the oPt into the fabric of the
state, and how the dispossession, displacement, and segregation
of Palestinians is an ongoing process across the entirety of this de
facto, single state. But how did we get here? And what are Israel’s
political leaders proposing by way of a solution? These are the
questions that we will address in this chapter.

In Israeli politics today, there is an impasse with respect to the
Palestinian question. Itis a deadlock born out of one simple fact: the
Israeli maximum on offer does not meet the Palestinian minimum,
or the demands of international law. There are, of course, profound
divisions amongst Israel’s political parties about the best way
forward - and we shall consider some of those disputes shortly.
But before doing so, it is of vital importance to bear in mind the
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commonalities that unite Israel’s main political leaders and factions,
namely the belief in the right of the Jewish people to the entire land
of Eretz Yisrael (Israel and the oPt, all of historic Palestine), and the
denial of the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination.
It is impossible to understand how we got to where we are today
without grasping this uncomfortable truth, and nor is it possible
to grasp why successive attempts at peace talks have failed without
facing up to this reality.

Israeli politics is notoriously volatile; fragile coalitions can reach
crisis point and collapse, new splinter factions and personality-
driven parties can emerge - then disappear — and anyone making
predictions about the longevity of a particular government can be
made to look very foolish indeed. With those caveats in mind, it
is, however, possible to paint a picture of the current, principal
political forces in the Knesset based on the kind of solutions
or framework with which they view the Palestinian question.
Individuals and party leaders, governments and coalitions can
change; but it is possible to identify broader categories of strategy
and vision, with respect to the Palestinians, within which you will
find the main Israeli political streams and parties.

Maintain the status quo

At the time of writing, Israeli prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu
has been in power since 2009, in addition to the three years he
served during his first term as premier 1996-9. His approach to the
Palestinian issue has thus had a significant impact on the trajectory
of Israel’s apartheid regime over the past decade, and even earlier.
Netanyahu clearly opposes a sovereign Palestinian state in the oPt;
his approach is best summarised as a desire to maintain the status
quo - and (his own) power. His position is a matter of record, both
in terms of rhetoric, and policy. In the final days of campaigning
before the March 2015 election, for example, Netanyahu declared:
‘We won't divide Jerusalem, we won’'t make concessions, we won't
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withdraw from land’? The next day, Netanyahu told an interviewer
that a Palestinian state will not be established with him as PM.#

While such remarks could be downplayed as last-minute
campaign trail bluster, Netanyahu made a more instructive
comment in early 2017, when he told colleagues that what he was
‘willing to give to the Palestinians is not exactly a state with full
authority, but rather a state-minus, which is why the Palestinians
don’t agree [to it]’> Soon after, Michael Oren, a deputy minister
in the prime minister’s office, suggested that ‘alternative solutions’
should be looked at, including a scenario which ‘may not conform
to what we know as a two-state solution, but would enable the
Palestinians to lead their lives in prosperity and security’® In May
2017, an unnamed Netanyahu aide affirmed this, telling Foreign
Policy that ‘[Netanyahu] has always said it will be a state-minus.”
There are echoes here of an interview Netanyahu gave to CNN in
2014, when he noted drily: T think we have to adjust our concep-
tions of sovereignty’®

All of which is more than enough to cast into doubt Netanya-
hu’s sincerity when expressing support for a Palestinian state in
his oft-quoted Bar Ilan speech of 2009 - or, perhaps more instruc-
tively, raise significant questions about what exactly he envisages,
or means, by a Palestinian ‘state’? In that speech, the Israeli premier
backed a ‘Palestinian state, provided that the state would be demil-
itarised, and, ‘if the Palestinians recognise Israel as the Jewish
state’ Netanyahu has repeatedly insisted that ‘Israel must retain the
overriding security control over the entire area west of the Jordan
River’ forever.® Netanyahu has also made clear that he sees Israel
retaining all of Jerusalem as its ‘undivided capital, in addition
to major, so-called ‘settlement blocs’ (more on which later) in
the southern, central and northern West Bank (Gush Etzion,
Maale Adumim, and Ariel respectively). Taken together, this is a
blueprint for Palestinian cantons — combined with the demand for
recognition of Israel as a Jewish state, this recipe for reservations
is intended to be impossible for a Palestinian leadership to accept.
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Netanyahu’s position on the Palestinians is consistent with his
Likud party’s positions. In 1999, for example, Likud explicitly
‘reject[ed] the establishment of a Palestinian Arab state west of the
Jordan river, adding: “The Palestinians can run their lives freely
in the framework of self-rule, but not as an independent and
sovereign state, with ‘their activity ... [to be] limited in accordance
with imperatives of Israel’s existence, security and national needs**
In 2006, the Likud constitution affirmed ‘the right of the Jewish
people to the Land of Israel as an eternal, inalienable right, working
diligently to settle and develop all parts of the land of Israel, and
extending national sovereignty to them [my emphasis]’’> On
31 December 2017, the Likud Central Committee adopted a
resolution urging unrestrained construction in settlements, and
the annexation of West Bank land.*?

Over the last decade, Netanyahu-led governments have pursued
policies consistent with such a vision, expanding settlements
all over the West Bank, including in more isolated colonies,
and working to retroactively-approve settler ‘outposts. Before
Netanyahu returned as premier in 2009, according to a settlement
watchdog, the percentage of new housing starts on the eastern side
of the Separation Wall was some 20 per cent of total settlement
construction. Since then, however, that proportion has increased
to 35 per cent (as of October 2016).' In June 2017, the Netanyahu
government was reported to be set on advancing 2,500 housing
units, 98 per cent of which were also east of the Wall, with 75 per
cent located deep within the West Bank’*s

Such policies have only ever been — modestly and temporarily
— diluted or held back when Israel has been required to demon-
strate a show of ‘restraint’ for the sake of the peace process charade.
While Netanyahu may have, begrudgingly, been forced to express
verbal support in 2009 for a Palestinian state, the ‘state’ he has in
mind is, in essence, a permanent version of the status quo. In other
words, there are plenty of good reasons to believe Public Security
Minister Gilad Erdan when he stated in February 2017: ‘all the
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members of the cabinet oppose a Palestinian state, and the Prime
Minister first among them’'¢

Formal annexation (total/partial)

While Netanyahu is happy with the apartheid status quo, some of
his ministerial colleagues, as well as influential movements both
inside and outside of the Knesset, advocate the formal Israeli
annexation of some, or even all, of the West Bank. In both cases, an
important role is envisaged for Jordan, whether in terms of some
kind of confederation with the West Bank cantons of Palestinian
‘autonomy, or even with respect to some proposals for Palestinians
in the West Bank to actually vote in Jordanian elections. Another
important point to note about the pro-annexation camp is that the
Gaza Strip is left out of the equation entirely, thus ‘solving, so the
thinking goes, one of the main challenges presented by annexation
of all or part of the West Bank: demographics. Absorbing hundreds
of thousands of Palestinians in the West Bank - with or without
offering them Israeli citizenship - is one matter; but the annexa-
tionists do not even consider taking into account the two million
Palestinian residents of the Gaza Strip.

Supporters of annexation can be found amongst Netanyahu's
ministers — including from his own Likud party. In early 2017,
Intelligence and Atomic Energy Minister Yisrael Katz urged the
annexation of ‘dozens of settlements in the Jerusalem area; including
Maale Adumim."” A few weeks later, Likud minister Ayoub Kara
declared that ‘Israel shouldn’t apologize for intending to annex
Judea and Samaria [the West Bank]. We should be determined
to implement our right to these historic areas of our homeland.*®
Minister Chaim Katz (no relation), meanwhile, was even blunter,
speaking in December 2015: “The land of Israel is whole. There is
no Palestine; he said.** ‘Let the Palestinians go to Jordan, to Gaza,
to Saudi Arabia, to Kuwait, to Egypt and to Iraq. Perhaps one of the
most vocal, pro-annexation voices within Likud is deputy foreign
minister Tzipi Hotovely, who for years has urged the government
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to ‘apply Israeli sovereignty over Judea and Samaria, giving its Pal-
estinian residents ‘full Israeli citizenship.® In November 2016, she
urged the annexation of 60 per cent (Area C’) of the West Bank,
rather than its entirety, and a few months later, returned to a more
comprehensive language: ‘We need to go to a million settlers in
Judea and Samaria — with a US embassy in Jerusalem. We need to
think of new ways of thinking that will include Judea and Samaria
under Israeli sovereignty forever; she told a receptive audience in
Washington DC.*

One of the most high-profile and consistent supporters of
annexation is Jewish Home leader Naftali Bennett, whose party
platform ahead of the 2015 elections backed the annexation of
Area C of the West Bank. Bennett had attracted international
attention as early as 2013, for his pro-annexation positions, and
view that ‘Palestinians living in Area C could either take Israeli cit-
izenship or relocate to the Palestinian-governed 40% of the West
Bank’>* His understanding of ‘self-government’ is, in his own
words, ‘autonomy on steroids.* In 2014, Bennett explained how
the unilateral annexation of Palestinian land could be enacted in
stages: first the Gush Etzion so-called ‘bloc’ south of Jerusalem,
‘and then to Ariel and Maale Adumim and the Jordan Valley’ - and
finally ‘all the Jewish communities in Judea and Samaria’>* Bennett
has continued to share his annexation proposals to anyone who
will listen, telling Al Jazeera English in February 2017 that Israel’s
right to the West Bank derives from nothing less than the Bible
itself.> Bennett’s colleagues in Jewish Home, like ministers Uri
Ariel and Ayelet Shaked have also explicitly rejected Palestinian
statehood, with the latter telling a DC conference in October 2015:
“There is not and never will be a Palestinian state.>¢

Unilateral annexation - even of portions of the West Bank -
would constitute a measure that the Western sponsors of the peace
process could not ignore, and its likely diplomatic impact means
that - for now, at least — an Israeli government headed by a status
quo proponent like Netanyahu is unlikely to formally implement
such a step. However, even if the annexationist camp’s vision is not

36



The impasse in Israel

being implemented in full, their very existence and relative strength,
both inside and outside the Likud party, is enough to hamper the
willingness or ability of someone like Netanyahu to establish even
a canton-style Palestinian ‘state-minus’ (and note that, as of June
2016, only four ministers in the Israeli cabinet were on the record
in support of a Palestinian ‘state’ in any shape or form).>” That is to
say, putting aside Netanyahu’s own views, he is aware of how much
he owes politically to the pro-annexation constituency.

The separation’ camp

Against Netanyahu’s policy of maintaining the status quo, and the
pro-annexation positions of members of Likud, Jewish Home, and
non-parliamentary activists, is an Israeli opposition that unites
behind one, main call: separation from the Palestinians. Regret-
tably, such an approach not only offers little by way of optimism
but even represents a particularly deleterious assault on Palestin-
ian rights in and of itself. Let us begin with Israel’s Labor party,
which in the 2015 election ran under the banner of the Zionist
Camp (sometimes translated as the less militaristic-sounding
“Zionist Unior’), together with Tzipi Livni’s small Hatnuah party.
While railing against Netanyahu’s approach to the Palestinians, the
Zionist Camps manifesto was, in reality, a blueprint for a Pales-
tinian Bantustan that would be a ‘state’ in name only.® According
to the Zionist Camp, under any ‘final status agreement, the future
Palestinian ‘state’ would be demilitarised, ‘the settlement blocs in
Judea and Samaria [the West Bank]” would be ‘under Israeli sover-
eignty’, and Jerusalem would remain ‘the eternal capital of the State
of Israel'® On the campaign trail, the then leader of Labor and the
Zionist Camp, Isaac Herzog, declared that the Jordan River - i.e.
the West Bank’s entire eastern flank - would be Israel’s ‘security
border’** He also singled out Gush Etzion, Maale Adumim, and
Ariel - located in the south, centre, and north of the West Bank
respectively — as so-called ‘settlement blocs’ that Israel would keep
in perpetuity, noting: ‘in the ideal world, I would like to keep it all’
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A year later, and Labor officially kicked the ‘two-state solution’
into the long grass, adopting a platform at its party conference
which urged Israel to pursue unilateral withdrawal from areas of
the oPt in order to ‘separate’ more effectively from the Palestin-
ians.>* According to Labor’s platform, Israel would complete the
Separation Wall, hold on to the ‘settlement blocs, and reassign
portions of Area C to full Palestinian Authority ‘control’ A few
weeks prior to the Labor conference, Herzog put it plainly, when
he declared that he ‘wish[es] to separate from as many Palestin-
ians as possible, as quickly as possible’?> In February 2017, a few
months before he was removed as Labor leader, Herzog laid out a
‘road map’ for Israel’s relations with the Palestinians, which had, as
its primary framework, a period of ten years during which Israel
would de facto annex the ‘settlement blocs, and the Israeli army
‘would continue acting throughout the West Bank up to the Jordan
River’* Only after this period would ‘direct negotiations’ begin —
if the decade ‘passed without violence’ (as defined, of course, by
Israel). Herzog’s successor as Labor chair, Avi Gabbay, meanwhile,
has hailed West Bank settlements as ‘the beautiful and devoted face
of Zionism, and insisted that even isolated colonies may not need
to be removed as part of a ‘separation’ plan.>

The above proposals are neither the parameters of a genuine Pal-
estinian state, nor a million miles away from what we can deduce
Netanyahu imagines a Palestinian ‘state’ to look like. So why do the
likes of Herzog and Livni get so furious with what they describe as
the prime minister’s refusal to ‘separate’ from the Palestinians? In
essence, the dispute boils down to the following. While Netanyahu
believes in Israels ability to continue with the status quo ad
infinitum - and also lacks the political base from which to pursue
an alternative path — Herzog and his like-minded colleagues in the
Zionist Camp believe that Israel’s strategic interests are best served
by both the existence of some kind of ‘peace process, as well as
by a unilaterally defined ‘separation’ from Palestinian population
centres in the oPt that can, if the Palestinians want, be called a
‘state. But make no mistake, this recipe, with its commitment to
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the ‘settlement blocs, a ‘unified’ Jerusalem, and Israel’s control of
the Palestinian entity’s eastern border, is as much an obstacle to the
realisation of Palestinian rights as the annexation vision of the likes
of Bennett and Shaked. The latter may get the headlines for their
brand of rejectionist nationalism but Herzog likewise is dedicated
to ensuring that Jerusalem will ‘remain Jewish’ and ‘whole’?
Labor - and its temporary alliance, the Zionist Camp - is not
the only political party advocating for ‘separation’ from the Pales-
tinians. This is also the approach of self-styled ‘centrist’ Yair Lapid,
and his Yesh Atid party, who told Israeli television in 2016: “We
need to remove the Palestinians from our lives — we need to do
this by building a high wall and making them disappear’ - or as
another translation put it: ‘Get them [the Palestinians] out of our
sight’* Lapid had said similar things before: in 2015, he said: “‘We
need to separate from the Palestinians and to make sure theres a
higher wall between us — not a smaller wall’*” In its platform, Yesh
Atid spells out what this means in more detail; the party supports
‘two states for two people as part of which the major settlement
blocs (Ariel, Gush Etzion, Maale Adumim[sic]) will remain as part
of Israel*® As Israeli political scientist Neve Gordon noted in 2013,
it was ‘telling that Yesh Atid launched its election campaign in
Ariel, a settlement located in the heart of the occupied West Bank.
Ariel was thus constituted as an eastern suburb of Tel-Aviv, part of
normal Israel, rather than an illegal settlement.® For Yesh Atid, a
permanent deal will also ‘guarantee Israel’s right to act to defend
itself and against any terrorist threat without limitations, as well as
the demilitarization of the Palestinian state’*> Lapid also remains
within the consensus that includes Netanyahu and Herzog when
he insists that Jerusalem will not be divided and will remain the
capital of Israel’ (Ramallah will be the Palestinian ‘capital’).*!
Labor and Yesh Atid self-consciously position themselves
as responsible, or pragmatic, centrists, but the principle of
‘separation’ is also to be found on the right, in the form of Avigdor
Lieberman, head of Yisrael Beiteinu. Lieberman, who has served
as a government minister in a number of different coalitions,
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rejects both the position of the annexationists, as well as what
he sees as the international community’s understanding of the
‘two-state solution’ In February 2017, Lieberman elaborated on his
position at the Munich Security Conference.* ‘I believe that what
is necessary for us is to keep the Jewish state) he said, continuing:
‘My biggest problem is that today on the table we have a proposal
(which) will establish a very homogenic Palestinian state without
even one Jew [referring to removal of West Bank settlers] and we
will become a bi-national state with more than 20 percent of the
population Palestinians. For Lieberman, then, ‘two-states’ means
an ‘exchange of land and population’ (my emphasis), whereby West
Bank settlements become part of Israel, while communities of
Palestinian citizens would be inside the borders of the Palestinian
state. This idea of ‘two states, which prioritises a goal of maximum
ethno-homogeneity, is often presented as ‘extreme, but in fact,
merely makes explicit the racism of the ‘separation’” discourse long
advanced by so-called Israeli moderates — it was Tzipi Livni, who in
2008, told high school students in Tel Aviv that ‘once a Palestinian
state is established’, Palestinian citizens can be told that ‘the national
solution for you is elsewhere’+

One final group merits a mention, with respect to the call for
separation, and that are various former Israeli military, security
and political figures who have, in recent years, advocated for ‘two
states for two peoples’ as a way of protecting Israel as a Jewish
state. One such group is Blue White Future, which describes itself
as ‘a non-partisan political movement’ committed ‘to securing
the future of Israel as a Jewish and democratic state’* Only a ‘two
state solution, says the group, can guarantee Israel’s existence
‘as a democratic state with a significant Jewish majority, define
permanent and secure borders, [and] strengthen Jerusalem’s
position as the capital city of Israel’ — which gives you a clue as
to the kind of Palestinian ‘state’ they envisage (in a 2017 piece,
the group’s co-chairs repeatedly referred to the Separation Wall
as a future border).# Years earlier, Blue White Future used unin-
tentionally instructive language when they warned that ‘[Israel]
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cannot remain a Jewish democracy without disengaging from 2.5
million Palestinians] thus evoking the 2005 redeployment from
Gaza that Israel used to deny its continued responsibilities as
occupying power.*

Another prominent group is Commanders for Israel’s Security
who, like Blue White Future, describe themselves as ‘non-partisan,
and are made up of senior, retired officers from the Israeli army,
Shin Bet, Mossad, and police.#” The group promotes ‘a political
agreement with the Palestinians as part of a regional framework,
on the basis of safeguarding ‘[Israel’s] future as the national home
of the Jewish People’ Until conditions ‘ripen’ for such a deal, ‘Israel
must take independent action to restore security to its citizens,
improve its standing regionally and internationally and preserve
conditions for a future agreement’ In 2017, the group sponsored
billboards featuring images of Palestinians and the words, in
Arabic, ‘Soon we shall be a majority’** The adverts also included
a telephone number which, if rung, played a recording of former
Israeli general Avi Mizrahi saying: ‘Are the billboards bothering
you? They will disappear in a few days. Those who won’t disappear
are two and a half million Palestinians in the West Bank. They want
to be the majority — and this is who we want to annex? If we don't
separate from the Palestinians, Israel will be less Jewish and less
secure. We need to separate from the Palestinians now’

Movement within, rather than between, ‘blocs’

Opver the last three elections (2009, 2013, 2015), the voting patterns
of the Israeli electorate have remained generally consistent with
respect to the principle ‘blocs’ in the Knesset, namely the division
between the right-wing and Haredi parties on the one hand, and
the so-called centrist parties on the other.* In the 2009 election,
right-wing and Haredi parties secured 52.4 per cent of the vote,
while 32.4 per cent went to centrist parties.*® Arab parties got 9.2
per cent of the vote, while left-of-centre Meretz got 3 per cent. In
the 2013 election, right-wing and Haredi parties secured 46.37 per
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cent of the vote, while centrist parties achieved 32.79 per cent.>*
Meretz secured 4.55 per cent, while the Arab parties again got
9.2 per cent combined. Two years later, in the 2015 election, the
electorate divided along similar lines: the right and Haredi parties
got 45.97 per cent, centrist parties got 34.98 per cent, the Arab
parties combined under the Joint List to get 10.61 per cent, while
the Meretz-dominated Israel’s Left got 3.93 per cent.5

It is important to note, however, that the Haredi parties, Shas
and United Torah Judaism (UTJ - itself an amalgamation of two
smaller parties, Degel HaTorah and Agudat Israel) are not automatic
coalition partners of the Israeli right. Shas, for example, which has
traditionally represented the interests of Sephardic and Mizrahi
Haredim, went into coalition with Ehud Olmerts government in
2006, and in 2013 chose to sit on the opposition benches, rather
than join Netanyahu’s government (though re-entered government
in 2015).5* More recently, Shas minister Aryeh Deri indicated that
the party’s more natural home is with the right, telling the pro-set-
tler media outlet Arutz Sheva in July 2017: ‘As long as the system
works the way it does and we have to endorse a candidate for prime
minister, we will endorse the right-wing candidate’s* Affirming
good relations with all the coalition partners, Deri added: ‘Everyone
understands that there’s no better government? UTJ, meanwhile,
though in principle ‘non-Zionist, is happy to use its position in
government to work for the interests of Haredim with respect to
welfare and significant issues such as military service.

Parties representing Palestinian citizens of Israel, are simply not
considered as coalition partners by the vast majority of other parties,
and their (unlikely) inclusion in any government would likely be
a deal breaker for other members of such a coalition. Indeed, no
Arab party has ever been part of a ruling coalition, and there have
only ever been three non-Jewish ministers from any party since
1948. In 2015, the United Arab List, Hadash (a joint Jewish-Arab
party), and Balad, combined to form the Joint List, which secured
13 seats, making them the third largest party (though it should
be noted that this only represented an increase of two seats when
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compared to the Joint List’s constituent members’ combined total
in 2013). Yet even before the election, Moshe Kahlon — who left
Likud to head the ‘centrist’ party Kulanu - declared that he ‘would
not sit on a government that relied on the Arabs’ss In 2013, during
post-election horse-trading, Yair Lapid similarly vowed that he
would ‘not be part of an obstructionist bloc with the Hanin Zoabis’
(a reference to a prominent Palestinian politician whose views and
activities turned her into somewhat of a bete noire amongst Jewish
Israeli parliamentarians).s

In summary, recent elections have shown that shifts in votes tend
to be within the right or centrist blocs (by any reasonable interpre-
tation of the term, there is no left-wing bloc), rather than across or
between those blocs. That is to say, in general, while some voters
may switch between Likud and Jewish Home, and others may
cross between Labor and Yesh Atid, there has not been, and there
is no imminent sign that there will be, a seismic shift in the size of
these blocs. The upshot of this, in addition to the role played by
the Haredi parties, and Palestinian legislators, is that it remains far
easier to form a right-wing coalition government, than a centre, or
centre-left, one. Thus, with respect to the Palestinians, this means
that the aforementioned pro-status quo and pro-annexation camps
are likely to remain in power, versus the pro-separation camp.

The death of the peace process — and the elephant in the room

Israeli-Palestinian negotiations of any serious nature ground to
a halt after the collapse of talks led by the then US Secretary of
State John Kerry in April 2014. Many analysts and politicians
have sought to understand the failure of these talks, as well as
previous rounds, by focusing on the temperament of the indi-
viduals involved, or the minutiae of the exchanges of offer and
counter-offer. Yet one critical point is routinely omitted: the Israeli
maximum on offer has never met either the Palestinian minimum
or the standards of international law. And the reason for that is
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something that has been almost entirely neglected by policymakers
and experts: ideology.

Speaking at a conference organised by UK-based Israel advocacy
organisation The Britain Israel Communications and Research
Centre (BICOM) in March 2017, Professor Galia Golan, a former
consultant to the Israeli government, acknowledged that ‘Israeli
negotiators go into negotiations with the idea that it’s ours. It’s all
ours ... And that’s a very, very basic attitude’s® This idea that ‘it’s
all ours’ is shared across the Israeli political spectrum. When the
Knesset passed the settlement ‘Regularisation Bill' in February
2017, a government minister said: “The argument tonight is about
who this land belongs to and about our basic right to our land.
Tonight, we are voting on our right to the Land [of Israel].>* The
likes of Naftali Bennett explicitly grounds his exclusivist claim to
all of historic Palestine in religious terminology: ‘If you want to say
that our land does not belong to us, I suggest you go change the
Bible first’ (or even more pithily on another occasion: ‘the Land of
Israel is ours. Period’). Netanyahu confidante Tzachi Hanegbi,
for example, declared in March 2017 that Israel is ‘committed to
living in our regional land’ Land, he added, ‘that was given to us
not by Google or Wikipedia but by the Bible’** A few months later,
Netanyahu protested a UNESCO decision to make Hebron a World
Heritage site in ‘Palestine’ by reading from Genesis during a cabinet
meeting.®> Shas’s Aryeh Deri has also stated: “We believe Israel is
ours because God gave it to us. I don't believe I am an occupier’?

But note that Golan did not distinguish between Israeli nego-
tiators from the right or centre — and indeed, the most serious
attempts at talks (Camp David, Taba, Annapolis) were held when
Israel was led by centre or centre-left governments. Thus you will
find the same ideology also informing Israel’s so-called moderates,
whether it is Tzipi Livni - ‘this is our land’ - or Yair Lapid’s Yesh
Atid who, in their 2015 platform, explained their support for
‘separation from the Palestinians’ as a means of avoiding ‘a state
for all its citizens” or a bi-national state.** “The dilemma between
keeping sections of the land of Israel and maintaining a Jewish
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majority, Yesh Atid stated, ‘requires us to give up Israeli territory’
(my emphasis), adding: “The concessions of some of the territory
of the historic land of Israel is a necessary part of the fight for
the survival of a Jewish state in the land of Israel with a Jewish
majority’ (again, my emphasis). Yesh Atid, like the pro-separation
current represented by Labor and other ‘pragmatic centrists, see
the Palestinian population as a problem to be got rid of - this is
what motivates their desire to ‘separate, not a recognition of Pales-
tinian self-determination or rights.®> The pro-separation centrists
are part of a milieu described perceptively by the Associated Press
as ‘the more sophisticated nationalists [who] profess to support a
partition — albeit on terms the Palestinians aren’t likely to accept’
In October 2016, Israeli newspaper Haaretz published minutes
of a secret meeting between then Israeli premier Menachem Begin
and Shimon Peres, head of the opposition at the time.*” The dis-
cussions took place on 31 August 1978, ahead of Begin’s talks
with Egypt’s leader Anwar Sadat at Camp David. The minutes
shed valuable light on how what distinguishes Israeli ‘hawks” from
‘doves” - the journey Peres is typically said to have made - is less
about ideology, and more about strategy. According to Peres in
1978, ‘Jordan is also Palestine, adding: Tm against ... another
Palestinian country, against an Arafat state [in the oPt]. Yet, at
the same time, Peres told Begin that there was ‘no choice but a
functional compromise’ in the West Bank. Or, as he put it: T do
think that one of these days there will be a need for a partition
because we won't know what to do with the Arabs? He continued:

We'll reach 1.8 million Arabs and I see our situation as getting
very difficult and not a matter of police or prison ... I see them
eating the Galilee and my heart bleeds, because I was one of
the founders of Ramot Naftali [a moshav] and I see 300 houses
bought by Arabs and that’s the beginning of the process. They
live in houses in Afula and in Acre and they take over entire
streets. The moshavim are full of Arab laborers and Jews sitting
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in their houses and playing tennis and the Arabs are working in
the fields. That doesn’t seem right to me.

Thus, Peres ‘the hawk’ already believed that some kind of ‘partition’
of the land would be necessary, due to the problem of ‘what to do
with the Arabs’ Peres ‘the dove’ came to see the Oslo peace process,
and even support for a Palestinian ‘state’ (or an ‘Arafat state] as
he ironically and presciently put it in 1978), as the answer to the
question that had bothered him years earlier. The minutes also
show that the parameters for an ‘Arafat state’ barely changed over
the years, with Peres telling Begin: ‘We don’t agree to return to the
1967 borders, Jerusalem must remain unified and the defence of
Israel must begin from the Jordan River with an IDF presence in
Judea and Samaria [the West Bank]. In 1995, shortly before he was
assassinated, then Israeli premier Yitzhak Rabin told the Knesset
that the Oslo Accords would produce ‘a Palestinian entity ... which
is less than a state, with Israel retaining major settlements, a ‘united
Jerusalem, and the Jordan River becoming a ‘security’ border in the
‘broadest meaning’®

The essence of the impasse

Ahead of Benjamin Netanyahu’s visit to the White House, not long
after Donald Trump’s inauguration, an administration official told
reporters that ‘peace is the goal, whether it comes in the form of
a two-state solution ... or something else¢’ (and it was at the joint
press conference with Netanyahu where Trump famously said: Tm
looking at two-state, one-state, and I like the one that both parties
like ... T can live with either one’).® But the unnamed official
also made quite a perceptive comment, observing: ‘If I ask five
people what a two-state solution is, I get eight different answers’
While Netanyahu has been quite explicit in how he has drained
the ‘two-state solution’ concept and Palestinian ‘statehood’ of real
meaning, he was not the first to do so — and others have performed
the same trick with more subtlety, thus avoiding provoking a similar
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level of international disquiet. The grim reality is that none of the
Israeli political parties who are either part of the current ruling
coalition, or who could feasibly form part of an alternative one,
support a two-state solution based on international law and the
Palestinian people’s right to self-determination and sovereignty. It
is crucial to understand how this rejectionism encompasses both
explicit opponents of Palestinian statehood, as well as those who
express support for a ‘two-state solution’ but whose parameters are
unviable; Netanyahu seeks a ‘state-minus, Rabin sought an ‘entity
which is less than a state’

In June 2017, an article was published in the New York Times on
the prospects of a two-state solution. “The Israeli idea of Palestinian
statehood never included all of the attributes of full sovereignty;
wrote the paper’s correspondent Isabel Kershner.”® ‘Israel insists on
a demilitarized state, and Mr. Netanyahu says the Israeli military
has to keep overall security control’ She continued: ‘Together
with other so-far-intractable issues - like the fate of Jerusalem
and of Palestinian refugees — many experts have long said that the
maximum Israel can offer does not meet the minimum Palestin-
ian requirements’ It is rare for such a clear acknowledgement of
the yawning chasm between Israel's maximum and the Palestinian
minimum to appear in such a prominent forum. Even the headline
was, unintentionally, instructive: ‘Is 2-State Solution Dead? In
Israel, a Debate Over What’s Next. In this colonial conflict, Israel is
still debating — as Peres put it - ‘what to do with the Arabs’ Some
Israelis are now openly saying, in the words of former defense
minister Moshe Yaalon, that ‘Israel should manage the conflict
rather than trying to solve it.”* Micah Goodman, an Israeli philos-
opher and West Bank settler (a description he is not fond of - ‘It’s
where I live, not who I any’), published a runaway success of a book
in 2017, in which he argues that ‘there is no solution, and that the
‘conflict’ with the Palestinians is destined to be ‘one that will be
[always] part of our life, like car accidents and crime and poverty’.’*

The Israeli right represented by Netanyahu wants the status quo
for as long as possible, a permanently temporary occupation. The
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Israeli right of Bennett wants to take steps such as annexation of
all or part of the West Bank. The Israeli centrists, the ‘moderate’
opposition represented by Labor and Yesh Atid want separation
through the form of a Palestinian Bantustan. The international
community must understand that these are the Israeli options on
the table. The fact that Israel's maximum does not meet the Pal-
estinian minimum (or the standards of international law) has
long been obscured, in party, thanks to a quarter century-long
peace process which has fuelled the illusion that — in the words
of Trump - a solution can be found that ‘both parties like’”* The
peace process has also obscured the fact that the majority of Jewish
Israelis have chosen the status quo, as Israeli journalist Noam
Sheizaf has written: Israel gains strategically from the existence of
a ‘peace process, with respect to ‘international legitimacy’, but ‘has
to give nothing, or very little, in return’’* It has thus been in ‘Israel’s
interest ... to sit around the negotiating table forever. This illusion
is, slowly, coming to an end. The two-state solution is dead, but the
unsettling truth is that it was never really alive — at least in terms of
what Israel’s leaders were ever prepared to allow, without the inter-
national pressure that, to date, has never materialised.

Daniel Levy, head of the US Middle East Project and a former
Israeli adviser to negotiations, was discussing the plausibility of
a two-state solution with me in early 2017 when he made this
perceptive point. ‘There are creative solutions to various problems,;
he said. ‘But creative solutions can't paper over a gap that is so
huge, because one side simply does not accept the legitimacy of the
independent sovereign existence of the other”s Yet the significance
of ideology, when it comes to understanding Israeli politics and
society, and identifying obstacles to establishing a Palestinian state,
has been neglected by Western policymakers and analysts. You can
locate this ideology not only — or perhaps not even primarily - in
the rhetoric of Israeli leaders, but in their policies, their maps, in
legislation - in the material. The ideology is expressed in speeches
and statements — but also in bulldozers and cranes, fences and walls.
The de facto, single apartheid state that exists today is a testimony
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to the existence and impact of this hegemonic ideology amongst
Israel’s military and political leaders, and it explains the impasse
reached with the Palestinians. Yet, away from the headlines,
opposition to these discriminatory policies is growing - including
amongst a particularly key constituency: American Jews.
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Anti-Zionism and opposition to a Zionist state has been - and
is ... a legitimate position in Judaism. There were - and are —
Jews who, far from incorporating political Zionism as part of
their faith, have regarded it as a moral imperative to stand in
opposition.!

- Elmer Berger, 1989

Support for Israel is no longer the great unifier of American
Jewry that it was after 1967. Israel is now actually becoming a
divisive, rather than a unifying force in American Jewish life.>

— Professor Dov Waxman, 2016

Zionism emerged in the context of the serious questions and
challenges facing Jews in Europe and Russia in the nineteenth
century. It was one answer to, and offshoot of, the social and
political developments that had flowed from the Enlightenment
and the French Revolution, and a response to the pogroms in
the Pale of Settlement and the anti-Semitism found in Vienna
and Paris. The rise of assimilation amongst Jews in Western and
Central Europe, and even in the Russian empire, was also a major
cause of concern for the early Zionists. Some emphasised the need
to save Jews as individuals (from anti-Semitism); some argued the
need to save the Jews as a nation (from assimilation). Thus, for
its adherents, Zionism was a positive response to the challenges of
emancipation and anti-Semitism, an expression of Jewish national-
ism rooted in the fertile soil of a century or more of philosophical
innovation and activism.
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There were two, broader ideological and political currents,
whose existence was instrumental to the emergence of Zionism,
and the success of its project in Palestine. First, mainstream political
Zionism was ‘part and parcel of the history of late-nineteenth-
century ethnic nationalisms’ - like other European nationalisms of
its time, the Zionist movement embraced a ‘vision of ethnonational
citizenship’? The second element at play was European colonialism.
Theodor Herzl, who published the seminal essay ‘The Jewish State’
in 1896 and convened the First Zionist Congress the following
year, knew that the Zionist project could only be realised under the
protection of an imperial power. But this was not just an issue of
practicalities; it was also a reflection of how ‘European supremacy’
had fostered ‘the idea that any territory outside Europe was open
to European occupation’*

Zionist thinkers and factions diverged over strategies, political
traditions, economics, and religion: there was Herzlian Zionism,
Labour Zionism, Revisionist Zionism, Socialist Zionism, Religious
Zionism and Cultural/Spiritual Zionism. Ultimately, however, all
these variations shared some fundamental ideas in common: the
solution to anti-Semitism was Jewish nationalism; Jews had a right
to the land of ‘Eretz Israel’ (Palestine); the necessity of mass emi-
gration to, and the establishment of a Jewish majority in, Palestine;
and the legitimacy, and need for, a Jewish state/sovereignty in
Palestine. As Israeli historian Zeev Sternhell put it, ‘the historical
struggle between the labour movement and the revisionist Right
was a struggle over the methods of implementing national objec-
tives, not over the objectives themselves (my emphasis).> “The real
content of the Zionist idea is political, declared Israel’s first prime
minister, David Ben-Gurion, in 1924: Zionism is the desire for a
Jewish state, a country and authority in that country [Palestine].*

Today, a majority of Jews in Western Europe and North America
self-define as Zionists, a small, but significant, number of whom
actively mobilise to advocate for Israel’s (perceived) interests (from
varying perspectives).” The ideas developed by those early Zionist
thinkers and activists were, in other words, eventually embraced
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by a majority of Jews worldwide. The support offered to Israel
by American Jews in particular developed into a core ‘strategic’
interest for Israel, less in terms of donations and more with respect
to the role it plays in helping to shape US foreign policy. Yet it was
only after the Six-Day War in 1967, ‘some two decades after Israel’s
founding, that ‘the American Jewish pro-Israel establishment was
built’® Furthermore, the support offered for Israel by the majority
of today’s main Jewish communal bodies in the US and Europe can
overshadow both an oft-forgotten and suppressed history of Jewish
opposition to Zionism, and a contemporary surge in dissent. This
fragmentation within the organised Jewish community, especially
in the US, and the growth in opposition to not just individual
Israeli policies but to Zionism itself, is the first ‘crack in the wall’
whose significance this chapter will hopefully make clear.

A forgotten history of opposition

For some time, the pioneering Zionist thinkers and activists
struggled to capture the imagination of most, or even many, Jews in
Europe and the Russian empire. For example, only a small number
of Jewish emigrants who left the Russian Empire following the
pogroms of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries went
to Palestine ‘out of a firm, coherent ideological motive’® Indeed,
‘among the masses of Jews who left Eastern Europe in the thirty or
forty years prior to the passing of the [restrictive] American immi-
gration laws in 1922, only about 1 percent or slightly fewer came to
Palestine’*® Nor was it just a question of apathy or lack of support
— the Zionist movement faced explicit and often fervent opposition
from many groups, and for different reasons.

One source of opposition can be found in those Jews committed
to various forms of left-wing and socialist political organising and
activism. Perhaps the most prominent example of this was the
Jewish Workers Association (Bund). With its base in the Jewish
working class of Russia and Poland, for a time, the Bund boasted
the largest membership of any socialist organisation in the Russian
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empire. For the Bund, ‘the future was perceived ... as the inte-
gration of the Jewish proletariat, conscious of its own cultural
heritage, within the general revolutionary proletarian movement."*
The Bund were also fierce opponents of Zionism and efforts to
establish a Jewish political entity in Palestine. “We are asked why
we are opposed to Zionism, Bund leader Vladimir Medem stated
in 1920.**

The answer is simple: because we are socialists. And not merely
socialistically inclined or socialists in name only, but active
socialists. And between Zionist activity and Socialist activity
there is a fundamental and profound chasm ... Across that
chasm there is no bridge ... A national home in Palestine would
not end the Jewish exile ... The Jewish exile would exist as
before. All that would change would be the belief of Jewry in its
future - the hope of the Jews in exile - the struggle for a better
life would be snuffed out.

Other opponents of Zionism could be found among those Jews for
whom the whole enterprise was seen as a threat to integration in
their respective societies. For these Jews, Zionism was even seen as
an aid to the anti-Semites, by promoting the concept of the Jews
as a separate nation. This point of view was expressed, notably,
by Edwin Montagu, the only British government cabinet minister
to oppose the Balfour Declaration, and the cabinet’s only Jewish
member. Montagu’s strident opposition, expressed in a memo to
the rest of the cabinet, was primarily based on what he felt would
be the consequences for Jews in Britain (and elsewhere) of a Jewish
state being established in Palestine: “‘When the Jews are told that
Palestine is their national home, every country will immedi-
ately desire to get rid of its Jewish citizens, he wrote.’* Montagu
also rejected an even more fundamental premise of the Zionist
movement, asserting that Jews around the world were linked by
religion, rather than nationhood (‘the members of my family ...
have no sort or kind of community of view or of desire with any
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Jewish family in any other country beyond the fact that they profess
to a greater or less degree the same religion’).

But it wasn't just socialists and the more elite ‘integration-
ists’ who resisted Zionism; perhaps the most significant form of
opposition was religious. Indeed, in the words of Israeli professor
and expert Yosef Salmon, of the ‘several far-reaching religious
crises’ experienced by ‘traditional Jewry in Europe [in the course of
the modern eral’, it was ‘the Zionist threat that offered the gravest
danger’’s Salmon continued: “Zionism challenged all the aspects
of traditional Judaism ... The Zionist threat reached every Jewish
community. It was unrelenting and comprehensive, and therefore
it met with uncompromising opposition” The Zionist movement
was seen as

a rejection of that age-old desire for the Jews to return to the
Land of Israel, and not its linear fulfilment ... because that tradi-
tional ‘yearning for Zion’ was tied inexorably to the belief in the
advent of a messiah chosen and anointed by God - and by God
alone — who would initiate the ‘ingathering of the exiles*¢

Religious opposition to Zionism came from both Reform and
Orthodox Judaism. ‘A sober student of Jewish history and a genuine
lover of his co-religionists sees that the Zionist agitation contradicts
everything that is typical of Jews and Judaism, remarked a professor
at Hebrew Union College, the Reform movement’s rabbinical
school in the US, in 1889.”7 Amongst Orthodox Jewish leaders
in Europe, meanwhile, ‘rejection of Zionism united otherwise
disparate Judaic groups because all of them drew on a deep-rooted
tradition that antedates Zionism.*® In 1900, for example, the rabbis
of Lithuania ‘published their collective condemnation of Zionism’
in a compilation called Or la Yesharim (Light for the Upright).”
In Germany, ‘Orthodox Jews in Germany were no less determined
to reject Zionism than their brethren in Eastern Europe’; it was
opposition from German Jews that forced the first Zionist congress
to be held in Basle, rather than in Berlin.*
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In his book ‘What is Modern Israel?, University of Montreal-
based professor Yakov Rabkin describes how Zionism, ‘at its
inception, was very much ‘a marginal movement’

Most practicing Jews, both Orthodox and Reform, rejected
Zionism, referring to it as a project and an ideology that
conflicted with the values of Judaism. Jews who joined various
socialist and revolutionary movements saw Zionism as an attack
on equality and as an attempt to distract Jewish masses from
pursuing social change. Finally, those who, thanks to the Eman-
cipation, had integrated into the broader society and become
dedicated liberals were convinced that Zionism was, no less
seriously than anti-Semitism, a threat to their future. Jewish
nationalism was thus rejected because it was seen to imperil not
only Judaism but also the social status and political values of the
emancipated Jews.>

Over time, however, ‘the rising tide of anti-Semitism in Europe
diluted opposition to political Zionisny’; it was ‘anti-Semitism and
compassion for its victims’ that ‘were the principal factors leading
Orthodox, Reform, Conservative and secular Jews into the Zionist
fold’» But the opposition never fully faded away - many Ultra-
Orthodox Jews, for example, remain opposed to Zionism even
while adapting to the practical reality of the State of Israel — and
the historical perspective is a vital backdrop for examining the
contemporary fragmentation and fresh shoots of dissent.

Growing fragmentation

One of the reasons why this past opposition is so easily forgotten,
or suppressed, is that for most of the last half century, fervent
support for Israel has characterised the main Jewish institu-
tions and communal bodies in the US. For decades, especially
after the Six-Day War in 1967, Dov Waxman has described, ‘the
American Jewish relationship with Israel was largely character-
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ised by unwavering support for Israel by most American Jews ...
It was also a central component in American Jewish identity’>
That era is well and truly over, with ‘a historic change’ taking place
‘in the American Jewish relationship with Israel’ - ‘the pro-Israel
consensus that once united American Jews is eroding, and Israel is
fast becoming a source of division rather than unity for American
Jewry. Put simply, ‘a new era of American Jewish conflict over
Israel is replacing the old era of solidarity’*® Various phenomena
have contributed to these changes: in Israel, thirty years of Labor
domination was followed by the return of Revisionist Zionism and
the growth in popularity of Likud and other right-wing factions;
decades of military occupation in the oPt; the invasion of Lebanon
and First Intifada of the 1980s. But the fragmentation is not just a
product of events in the Middle East - it has also been driven ‘by
changes within the American Jewish community itself} including
‘@ broader process of polarisation between non-Orthodox and
Orthodox Jews?

In June 2017, the fiftieth anniversary of Israel's military
occupation of the West Bank and Gaza Strip provided an insight
into elements of the current divide. For some, it was an occasion of
‘unabashed celebration, while for others, the anniversary marked
‘the start of the occupation and remains a deeply complicated and
conflicted milestone’ - and some saw ‘nothing at all to celebrate’®
On the one hand, 4 June saw a ‘New York Celebrates Israel Day,
with a parade down Fifth Avenue, and a ‘Celebrate Israel Festival’
sponsored by the Israeli American Council.?® On the other hand,
the young Jewish American group IfNotNow organised ‘public
demonstrations all across the country’ designed to ‘force the
American Jewish community to reckon with what it means to
have supported the occupation for the past 50 years® Two very
different delegations were also a microcosm of this divergence.
One saw the former British chief rabbi Jonathan Sacks lead a trip
that included participation in the notorious ‘March of the Flags’
on so-called Jerusalem Day, and a dance with Israeli soldiers ‘in
the radical settler enclave inside the city of Hebron'** That same
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summer, more than 100 activists from Jewish communities abroad,
mainly the US, participated in a ‘Sumud Freedom Camp’ to rebuild
a demolished Palestinian community in the West Bank.3*

These are relatively small-scale examples, but this fragmentation
has also taken place at an institutional level. In 2008, a group of
American Jews frustrated with the approach taken by the likes
of the American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC), who
offer uncritical support for Israeli government policy, established
J Street, a more liberal, centrist pro-Israel lobby organisation that
has since gone from strength to strength. Five years after it was
established, J Street had 180,000 registered supporters and 20,000
donors.?> At its sixth and then largest conference in early 2017,
some 3,500 delegates attended.? ] Street has positioned itself as a
left-of-centre friend of Israel: it supports Israel as a Jewish state’
and has explicitly and repeatedly opposed the Boycott, Divestment,
Sanctions (BDS) Movement. Yet even its very modest criticism of
Israeli government policies — often framed less in terms of respect
for Palestinian rights and more with regards to Israel’s interests —
has been enough to make it beyond the pale for some (including,
notoriously, the US’s now ambassador to Israel, David Friedman).3*
Despite J Street’s pretty conservative (with a small ‘C’) agenda, it
has played a critical role in the growing divide amongst American
Jews towards Israel (as well as reflecting an approach that did
not, until recently, have a high-profile platform from which to
express itself). It is also possible that some members of J Street,
perhaps especially its younger members, will come to chafe at the
organisation’s liberal Zionist approach, and seek a more critical,
and radical, politics. ‘If Palestinians in the occupied territories are
to be denied self-determination in a state of their own, said Bernie
Sanders at the aforementioned 2017 J Street conference, ‘will they
receive full citizenship and equal rights in a single state, potentially
meaning the end of a Jewish majority state?’>s He went on: ‘these are
very serious questions with significant implications for America’s
broader regional partnerships and goals’
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What Israel worries, of course, are the answers Jewish Americans
might have to such questions - and especially young Jewish
Americans. The Open Hillel movement, for example, ‘a network
of student groups that promotes open dialogue about Israel on
college campuses, has ‘struck a nerve with the pro-Israel estab-
lishment in the US’ for creating a space for Jewish students where
questions like BDS and Zionism can be discussed, not policed or
repressed.’® In June 2017, a report appeared in the Times of Israel
under the headline ‘“Devastating” survey shows huge loss of Israel
support among Jewish college students’?” Describing a ‘dire’ picture
amongst ‘the next generation of potential Jewish leadership, the
piece reported on how polling showed Jewish college students
drop 27 percentage points on the question of whether they ‘lean
towards the Israeli side’ between 2010 and 2016. American Jewish
commentator Peter Beinart, noting how some scholars believe the
‘gap’ in attitudes towards Israel among American Jewish genera-
tions ‘will close over time, has argued that the evidence does not
support such a conclusion: ‘were that the case, he wrote, ‘surveys
would show rising attachment to Israel as American Jews enter
their thirties and forties and a flattening after that. Instead, the data
shows a straight drop.3®

Some of those observing these trends, like Beinart, believe they
can be arrested and reversed by promoting and defending a form
of ‘liberal’ Zionism that, its proponents believe, marries progres-
sive values with support for the existence of Israel as a Jewish
state’ So-called liberal Zionism backs a ‘two-state solution’ on the
basis that dividing the land is the only way to preserve Israel as
an ethnocracy. For this pro-‘separation’ constituency, the Zionist
gains secured in 1948 are safeguarded by relinquishing some
of the territory conquered in 1967. Even the mere prospect of a
‘two-state solution’ has had its uses as ‘a kind of comfort zone. In
the words of British journalist Jonathan Freedland: Tews could
have a state of their own, without depriving Palestinians of their
legitimate national aspirations’?* The two-state formula, in other
words, helped ease (but not remove, of course) the inherent
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tension in the liberal Zionist identity; as the two states framework
grew imperilled, those tensions have become increasingly public,
and unbearable.

Alienation and dissent

The division over Israel amongst Jewish communities in the US,
UK and elsewhere is not just a question of alienation, apathy, or
even divergence over how best to advance Israel’s ‘interests’ (or dis-
agreement about what those interests are). Increasingly, American
Jews in particular are mobilising in solidarity with the Palestin-
ian people’s struggle for self-determination and liberation, and in
opposition to not just Israeli policies, but to Israel’s identity as a
‘Tewish state’ An instructive example of this growing phenomenon,
and certainly one of the most influential, is the American organ-
isation Jewish Voice for Peace (JVP), ‘a diverse and democratic
community of activists inspired by Jewish tradition to work together
for peace, social justice, and human rights’*> At the time of writing,
JVP boasted 65 chapters across the United States, some 210,000
online supporters, and around 10,000 dues-paying members.*
JVP also has a Rabbinical Council, an Artist and Cultural Workers
Council, an Academic Advisory Council, a Labor Council, and
works in partnership with a Jews of Colour/Mizrahi and Sephardi
Caucus. Its 2017 national conference saw more than 1,000 JVP
members and partners gather in Chicago.+* It is, in other words, a
force to be reckoned with.

The group’s mission is both local and Palestine/Israel-focused:
its website states that JVP ‘opposes anti-Jewish, anti-Muslim, and
anti-Arab bigotry and oppression, and ‘seeks an end to the Israeli
occupation of the West Bank, Gaza Strip, and East Jerusalem;
security and self-determination for Israelis and Palestinians; a just
solution for Palestinian refugees based on principles established in
international law; an end to violence against civilians; and peace
and justice for all peoples of the Middle East.** JVP’s work includes
campus organising, interfaith work, legislative advocacy, arts and
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culture, and ‘Jewish community transformation’ - ‘challenging
institutional Jewish communities to act on values of justice, and
our Rabbinical Council and Open Synagogue Network are paving
the path to justice-centred Jewish communities’* In addition,
a core part of JVP’s work is support for the Palestinian-led BDS
campaign.

A September 2017 article by long-standing JVP executive
director Rebecca Vilkomerson gave a valuable insight into her
personal trajectory, as well as that of her organisation.*s T joined
Jewish Voice for Peace, then just a small Bay Area organization,
in 2002, Vilkomerson wrote. ‘The first time I wore a JVP t-shirt,
one that said “Jews Say End the Occupation Now”, I felt vulnerable
and unsure about professing such a sentiment loudly and publicly.
Fast forward 15 years, and expressing opposition to the occupation
is now the norm in most liberal Jewish communities’ According
to Vilkomerson, throughout its history, JVP has ‘played the role
of pushing and challenging the boundary of the conversations on
Israel that are possible in the American Jewish community’ But,
as Vilkomerson acknowledges, JVP itself has been challenged on
and moved its own boundaries. ‘Surprising as it may be to some,
she related, TVP did not always fully support BDS’ She continued:

We supported forms of economic pressure on Israel, including
ending military aid, but it took us a full 10 years from the
initiation of the call from Palestinian civil society for us to
sign on as an organization. We endorsed the full call for BDS,
including the Palestinian right of return, in 2015, following a
multi-year organization-wide process of study and discussion.

Behind that decision, Vilkomerson relates, was the emergence
of a ‘collective understanding that recognizing the trauma of the
Nakba, the displacement of Palestinians and the ongoing inability
of many Palestinian families to unite in their homeland is a core
obstacle to moving towards justice’ Perhaps even more signifi-
cantly, she wrote, ‘we don't see the right of Palestinians to return
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to their homeland as a threat’ Vilkomerson acknowledges that ‘we
often hear the critique that embracing the right of return is akin to
the destruction of Israel, but, she adds, T disagree’

What we are seeking is the full rights and equality of all people
living in Israel/Palestine. This would transform the State of
Israel, but in the long-term has a better chance of protecting the
safety and the possibility of a just future for all people. For liberal
Zionists who hear this aim as destructive, I would invite them to
think more deeply about how liberal values are compromised by
the reality of the Israeli state.

Vilkomerson added a final insight into her own journey. “The back
of that t-shirt I wore in 2002 read: “Security for Israel Requires
Justice for Palestinians”, she wrote.

Then, advocating for the rights of Palestinians solely for the
purpose of making Israeli lives better felt like a radical act. But
I've changed too. Justice for Palestinians is an imperative in its
own right, not merely a tool or a condition of security for Israeli
Jews. We all need to be able to examine our internal biases and
assumptions. The collective vision of equality and justice for all
people that we are building depends upon it.

For Rabbi Brant Rosen, co-chair of the JVP Rabbinical Council
and rabbi of newly founded congregation, Tzedek Chicago,
Vilkomerson’s story is far from unique. According to Rosen,
writing in March 2016, ‘growing numbers of Jews and others
identify as anti-Zionists for legitimate ideological reasons. Many
profess anti-Zionism because they do not believe Israel can be both
a Jewish and democratic state’4 Some, meanwhile, ‘don’t believe
that the identity of a nation should be dependent upon the demo-
graphic majority of one people over another’ Others ‘choose not to
put this highly militarized ethnic nation-state at the centre of their
Jewish identity’. Such beliefs, he continued, ‘are motivated by values
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of equality and human rights for all human beings’ In March 2017,
three Jewish students at Columbia University, and Jewish Theo-
logical Seminary, published an eloquent expression of these kinds
of shifts, again, in very personal terms.#” ‘Nearly two years ago,
the three of us arrived on this campus as Jewish teens inoculated
with an intense fear of the Israeli/Palestinian debate, they wrote.
‘We had been told for years in day school and summer camp that
we would be provoked by anti-Semitic and anti-Israel rhetoric -
presented to us as synonymous — and warned that we would be
made to feel ashamed of our Jewish identities.
Instead, they continued,

what we actually found ourselves confronting when we arrived
at Columbia, however, was the way our education and sociali-
zation in the mainstream Jewish world hadn’t prepared us for
the conversations about Israel/Palestine happening on college
campuses. We had been lied to and deceived by our teachers,
parents, camp counsellors, role models, and community leaders.
We came to realize just how much the Jewish community has
yet to reckon with the violence and dispossession that American
Jews are complicit in perpetuating.

What we hadn’t learned from our combined 26 years of Jewish
day school, countless hours spent in Hebrew school and
synagogue, and years of Jewish summer camp, was that Judaism
could flourish without the need for ethnonationalism - the
supremacy of Jewish ethnic identity in the State of Israel - or
racist apartheid policies. We hadn't learned that those policies
were being enacted in our name and in the name of all Jewish
people.

‘We must be better than this, they continued. ‘Our history is one
that is rooted in dispossession, fear, loss, and diaspora. We are
Jews with lasting generational trauma. We must confront this and
reckon with it; we must work with those facing similar traumas
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of dispossession, similar fears, similar losses, and similar diaspora
today’ Palestine solidarity events like ‘Israeli Apartheid Week’
are not ‘an insult to our identities as Jewish people; the students
insisted. ‘It’s a week dedicated to demanding that our Judaism be a
Judaism of morals, that our Judaism not be tied to ethnic nation-
alism, and that our Judaism be a religion and culture of liberation
and redemption for all’

Similar, though naturally smaller-scale developments are taking
place elsewhere, including in the UK. Jews for Justice for Palestini-
ans, for example, has been protesting Israeli policies and organising
in support of Palestinian rights since 2002, defining itself as a
‘network’ that ‘bring[s] together Jews from across the religious and
political spectrum and value[s] contributions to the struggle for
justice for Palestinians by Jews from every background, in Britain,
Israel, and across the world’ (it is not, as an organisation, ‘anti-
Zionist’).** Independent Jewish Voices, meanwhile, was launched
in 2007 ‘out of a frustration with the widespread misconception
that the Jews of this country speak with one voice - and that this
voice supports the Israeli government’s policies:* The goal was
to ‘create a climate and a space in which Jews of different affilia-
tions and persuasions can express their opinions about the actions
of the Israeli government without being accused of disloyalty or
being dismissed as self-hating’ That same year, Jews for Boycotting
Israeli Goods published its founding statement in support of the
BDS campaign.>® A different kind of organisation, but a notable
one, is the Jewish Socialists Group, whose history dates back to
the 1970s, and which defines itself as ‘socialists, diasporists and
secularists’>* While their work is broader than Palestine-related
campaigning, their position represents an important element in
Jewish opposition to Zionism; in their own words:

as diasporists we celebrate the fact that the Jews are an inter-
national people. We support the right of Jews and other ethnic
minorities to live in security and harmony with other communi-
ties wherever they are in the world, and to be free to express and
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develop their historical and cultural identities. In the diaspora
we are at home, not in exile. We reject the negative ideology of
Zionism, which subordinates the political, social, economic and
cultural needs of diaspora communities to the demands of the
Israeli state.>

In recent years, there have been various expressions of dissent
amongst young British Jews. In 2016, the Union of Jewish Students’
(UJS) election was unprecedented in recent years for the inclusion
amongst the three candidates for president an avowedly anti- Zionist
candidate. Eran Cohen, who was born in Israel, also openly backed
the BDS Movement.5* To be able to run for president, Cohen had
to secure ten nominations from members of at least five campus
Jewish societies. At the time, Cohen told the Jewish Chronicle:
U]JS should represent all Jewish students — Zionist or not, adding:
T am a diasporist — I believe the focus of Jewish life is wherever
Jews live, and excessive focus on Israel damages the UK Jewish
community’5* In his campaigning, Cohen cited a 2015 poll where
24 per cent of British Jews said they ‘would be prepared to support
some sanctions against Israel if I thought they would encourage the
Israeli government to engage in the peace process.>s In the same
poll, only 59 per cent said that they consider themselves to be a
“Zionist. Cohen cited such figures to substantiate his argument that
the views of Jewish students about Israel and Zionism were more
diverse than represented by a body like UJS; one of his supporters
said that his campaign had demonstrated ‘that I am not the only
one who feels pushed out of the Jewish community’*® Always a rank
outsider, and smeared during the campaign as a ‘self-hating Jew,
Cohen eventually came last out of the three candidates, winning
8.5 per cent of the vote.5”

The months following Cohen’s run for president provided
further examples that there is a growing disillusionment with and
opposition towards the State of Israel amongst young British Jews.
In March 2017, a Jewish student wrote a blog post on the Times
of Israel, positioning herself as ‘part of a generation of young Jews

64



Jewish communities divided

who have been on a journey of learning a more complete truth
about Israel-Palestine’s past and present.’® Describing a personal
journey from support for Israel to opposing the occupation, and
from opposing boycotts to supporting them, the author wrote: ‘Not
so long ago, we were in the minority, fighting for the ability for Jews
to be critical of Israel in our UK Jewish community. The people
who dismissed us then have now taken up the anti-occupation role
for themselves. However, she continued,

while it’s becoming increasingly acceptable for Jews to speak out
against the State of Israel, boycotting Israel is still a red line for
our community. I know many young Jews who have confided
in me their support of boycotts, yet are too scared to speak out.
Their fear is not unjustified, pro-boycott Jews face intimidation
and harassment by many in our community, and are constantly
having their Jewishness questioned.

Around the same time, a former President of Edinburgh University’s
Jewish Society (2012-13) wrote about ‘the growing frustration felt
by many millennial Jews about the default positioning that support
for Israel receives amongst Jewish civil society organisations.>

In October 2016, an article was published in Haaretz by Sara
Yael Hirschhorn, then the Sidney Brichto Fellow in Israel Studies
at the University of Oxford.®® The title was striking: ‘Liberal
Zionists, We Lost the Kids’ The piece was based on an afternoon
that Hirschhorn spent with ‘a group of teenagers in my community
here in Oxford, leading a session about Zionism’ The aim ‘was to
talk about what Israel means to 14 to 18 years olds, but, as it turned
out, the answer was that ‘it really doesn’t mean much at all’ Within
this group, ‘the majority children of the stalwarts of this proudly
Zionist community which ranges from Reform to Orthodox] not
a single one ‘would self-identify as a Zionist. Hirschhorn was
keen to point out that the problem was not issues like Israel’s
settlements in the West Bank, but rather ‘the very premise of
a self-defining State of the Jews - to them, she wrote, ‘the State
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of the Jews was synonymous only with xenophobia, colonialism,
displacement, chauvinism, fundamentalism, and illiberalism’ In
fact, as Hirschhorn relayed, when she ‘asked them pointedly if it
would alter their Jewish identity if the State of Israel was wiped
off the map tomorrow, she was ‘met with shrugged shoulders and
then more adamant statements that Israel was not relevant to their
understanding or expression of Judaism’

The era of Trump and Bibi

Worryingly, from the point of view of the State of Israel and its allies,
the Trump era is set to be a catalyst for these processes of fragmen-
tation and growing dissent. As JVP’s Vilkomerson wrote in a recent
volume on anti-Semitism, ‘the acquiescence and even support for
Trump and his appointments by a number of mainstream Jewish
institutions is opening a new conversation about how support for
Israel and support for Jewish people are not only not equivalent, but
sometimes at odds’® In fact, she added, ‘a noxious stew of Islamo-
phobia, antisemitism, and racism is emerging that remarkably
converges on one point: support for Israel’** A piece in the Forward
in November 2016, following Trump’s election, put it like this: ‘Just
as the US starts mimicking Israel, most Jews have become deeply
uncomfortable’®> Moreover, Trump arrived in the White House
as many American Jews were already feeling the strain over a
different, ongoing era - that of Netanyahu.

In June 2017, two decisions by the Israeli authorities ‘sparked
outrage in the Jewish world’* First, the Israeli cabinet voted to
suspend its own plan ‘to create a new and permanent space for
egalitarian prayer at the Western Wall’ That very same day, ‘a min-
isterial committee voted to move forward a bill that would deny
recognition of conversions performed in Israel but outside the
state-sanctioned Orthodox system’ These developments, the New
York Times reported, prompted ‘an emotional debate” over Israel’s
relationship with the world’s Jews, ‘at a time when a right-wing
Israeli government, under increased international criticism,
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has relied on support among the generally more liberal Jewish
diaspora in the West:® “To the casual observer, Israel has never
looked more secure and prosperous, wrote Thomas Friedman in
the same paper.*® ‘In fact, he continued, ‘the foundations of Israel’s
long-term national security are cracking; as,

under the leadership of Prime Minister Bibi Netanyahu, Israel
is ... drawing a line between itself and the Jewish diaspora, par-
ticularly the U.S. Jewish community that has been so vital for
Israel’s security, diplomatic standing and remarkable economic
growth.

Half a century ago, just after Israel had conquered the West Bank
and Gaza Strip, American journalist I. E. Stone reviewed an issue of
Jean Paul-Sartre’s journal Modern Times dedicated to the ‘Israeli-
Arab conflict’® ‘Israel is creating a kind of moral schizophrenia in
world Jewry, Stone wrote in the New York Review of Books.

In the outside world the welfare of Jewry depends on the mainte-
nance of secular, non-racial, pluralistic societies. In Israel, Jewry
finds itself defending a society in which mixed marriages cannot
be legalized, in which non-Jews have a lesser status than Jews,
and in which the ideal is racial and exclusionist.

Fifty years on, and as American Jewish commentator Peter Beinart
has put it, ‘maintaining this moral distinction’ between support
for liberal politics and democratic values in the US and support
for occupation and illiberalism in Israel has only ‘grown harder’ for
‘organised American Jewish life’ - and it is a distinction that is now
‘fading’ entirely.®® The overlap in Trump’s occupancy of the White
House and Netanyahu’s premiership is pushing a long-standing,
often below-the-surface tension into the public eye, and possibly
to breaking point.

In an August 2017 piece for Haaretz, veteran commentator
Chemi Shalev pointed out how, as Dov Waxman’s scholarship
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among others has demonstrated, ‘the erosion of American Jewish
solidarity with Israel didn’t start with Donald Trump'® Rather,
‘the identification of the Jewish community with the Jewish state
reached a zenith in the 1967 Six-Day War and has been going
downhill ever since, in spurts and bursts. Though Israel continues
to ‘enjoy the support of an overwhelming majority of American
Jews, divisions about peace, the occupation, religious pluralism
and Israel’s increasingly right-wing character’ have grown ‘steadily’
Shalev continued:

When the presidency of Barack Obama pitted his adoring Jewish
supporters against a right-wing Jewish establishment and an
Israeli prime minister that reviled him, many people thought the
rupture couldn’t get worse. But that was before anyone imagined
that Trump could be elected president.

For many Jews, Chalev explained, ‘“Trump is the worst thing that
has happened to America in their lifetimes. At the same time,

Israel’s tepid reaction to the neo-Nazi show of force and violence
in Charlottesville ... casts Israel as a country that continues to
curry favour with Trump despite his flirtation with anti-Semitic
scum. It portrays Netanyahu as a leader willing to sacrifice
American Jews in exchange for continued support for his
policies and for the occupation.

Thus, Chalev concludes, ‘the delineation between the two opposing
Jewish camps has never seemed clearer’

On one side we have Netanyahu, many of his colleagues, the
pro-settler lobby, an unfortunate proportion of Orthodox Jews,
supporters of Jewish settlements, Obama and/or Muslim-hating
Israelis along with hyper-hawks and ultranationalists such as
Sheldon Adelson. On the other side there are Israeli doves along
with American Jewish liberals, Reform and Conservative Jews
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and other Trump-haters. And increasingly it seems that never
the twain shall meet.

Conclusion

In March 2017, Israeli think tank the Reut Institute warned of a
‘perfect storm’ brewing for Israel’s relationship with Jews around the
world, citing ‘several indicators, and in particular, ‘an increasingly
complex relationship between Israel and the younger generation
of American Jews?”° The think tank suggested that 2017 would
represent a symbolic watershed, ‘a critical year for Israel-Diaspora
relations’ and ‘the site of a convergence of worrying events and
trends. So, what was so special about 2017? First, the Institute
explained, 2017 was a year of key anniversaries, including the
Balfour Declaration centenary, and 50 years of Israeli control of the
occupied Palestinian territory. “The convergence of these events),
Reut wrote, would ‘further highlight the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
and its implications for Israel-Diaspora relations. Specifically, ‘a
decline in the prospects for a Two-State Solution, and the lack of an
agreed upon alternative’ has meant that leading American Jewish
organisations ‘increasingly struggle to deal with a complex Israeli
reality’ Second, the think tank argued, 2017 was set to be ‘the site of
renewed conflict around the status of Progressive Judaism in Israel}
referring to issues such as access to the Western Wall mentioned
earlier in this chapter. ‘Conflicts such as these negatively affect
the ability of a growing number of individuals, as well as Jewish
communal organizations, to maintain a meaningful connection to
Israel, Reut observed.

Finally, and significantly, 2017 was a year where Israel and the
American Jewish community had to ‘deal with the repercussions’
of Donald Trump’s presidential victory, ‘in the face of strong
opposition of progressive Jews in the United States. Their stance
is in strong contrast to ‘the present Israeli governments strong
support for the Trump Administration’ which, along with ‘the lack
of progress in negotiations with the Palestinians, was ‘likely to place
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most American Jews and the Israeli government on two different
sides of the political arena. As a result, American Jewish organ-
izations will be compelled to take clear sides on Israeli political
issues, developments which ‘will create significant organizational
dilemmas where every outcome comes with significant costs.
Opverall, the think-tank concluded, while ‘the veteran leadership of
American Jewry seeks to contain and ease these contradictions, in
contrast, ‘many young American Jews show signs of polarization
in relation to Israel’

Two months previously, on the eve of Trump’s inauguration,
another think tank, The Institute for National Security Studies
(INSS), published a similar warning.”* “The Jewish communities
in Israel and the US, which constitute about 8o per cent of the
world’s Jewish population, are already tested by their divisions over
religion and politics, the report noted, highlighting the familiar
disputes over worship at the Western Wall and the policies of
Israels Orthodox state rabbinate. The INSS noted further, ‘sig-
nificant gaps between the US and Israeli Jewish communities in
attitudes relating to politics, pointing to surveys that show while
‘49 percent of US Jews describe themselves as liberal, only 8 percent
of Israelis identify similarly’ (separate recent research showed a
‘wide rift’ in attitudes between young American Jews and young
Jewish Israelis).” The INSS also cited other surveys indicating that
‘the younger generation in the United States, Jews and non-Jews
alike, supports Israel less than its predecessors did. Meanwhile,
‘the growing hate speech and incitement towards foreigners and
minorities evident after Trump’s victory may well distance the US
Jewish community from the incoming administration, at the same
time that the incoming President’s pro-Israel positions could lead
to closer ties between Jerusalem and Washington’ In the context
of ‘pre-existing tensions, INSS concludes, ‘these different attitudes
toward the Trump presidency ... could easily deepen the divide
between American Jewry and Israel

The Reut Institute was careful to frame such developments
as strategic concerns, on the basis that the relationship between
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Israel and Jewish communities worldwide ‘serves as a central pillar
of Israel’s national security, and, more broadly, fundamentally
relates to the essence of the State of Israel, its vision, mission, and
purpose’”? Former, and even current, Israeli officials have discussed
the growing crisis in similarly serious terms. During a June 2017
discussion by a Knesset subcommittee on ‘trends in American
Jewry and their impact on relations with Israel, senior Likud
parliamentarian Avi Dichter described ‘the connection between
American Jewry and the State of Israel as ‘a strategic-to-existential
asset; strategic turbo.’* He added: “The weakening of this asset is a
real threat to the State of Israel’ That same month, a former Israeli
ambassador, Arthur Koll, who also served in senior positions
within the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, penned a similarly troubled
op-ed: ‘the strategic alliance with the US is a central pillar in the
very foundation of the national security of Israel, and its interna-
tional standing, Koll wrote.”> “The bond between the Jewish State
and American Jewry has been a central component in nourishing
and forging this unique alliance’ However, he continued, ‘we are
now reaching a stage in which decisions by the Israeli government
win support by American Jews who support Trump, and at the same
time, they tangibly harm the position of liberal American Jews,
who - it so happens - are Democratic supporters. These ‘partisan
reverberations’ mean that, ultimately, ‘these [Israeli government]
decisions undermine the traditional Israeli interest of securing
bipartisan support of Israel. What Koll did not address, however,
is that Israel’s star has been waning for some time amongst the
Democratic base and left-liberals more generally — and this is the
‘crack in the wall’ we will look at next.
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Progressive alienation,
far-right embrace

The fact that an overwhelming majority of Democrats voted
against Israel on a matter that it described as existential doesn't

bode well for the future.
- Chemi Shalev, September 2015

Yet we cannot just shuck off the sense that there’s a real affinity
here as well. Far-right nationalists often see Israel, particularly
its current far-right government, as an ally.

— Asher Schechter, October 20172

For decades, support for Israel has been a bipartisan issue in US
politics; that is to say, both Republicans and Democrats have seen
the US’s strong relationship with Israel - manifesting in military
aid, diplomatic protection, and more - as an unquestioned good.
Resolutions on Capitol Hill declaring support for Israeli military
offensives have been passed without a single dissenting vote.
During Barack Obamas two terms in office, the US signed a
new Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for military aid to
Israel worth $38 billion over a ten-year period (‘the single largest
pledge of military assistance in U.S. history, boasted the White
House).> The Obama administration also resolutely defended
Israel’s assaults on the Gaza Strip, and shielded Israel in interna-
tional fora, such as the United Nations; though the US declined
to veto Security Council Resolution 2334 in December 2016, the
first time that Obama used its veto power at the Security Council
was to thwart a 2011 resolution condemning Israeli settlements.
However, it was also during the Obama years that signs started to
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appear that the era of rock solid bipartisan support for Israel was
ending, a process that has continued - and looks set to accelerate
- under the Trump presidency. More on some of those signs in
a moment, but first, let’s recap the events discussed in the booK’s
introduction; the Senate confirmation hearing of Trump-nominee
and now-Ambassador to Israel, David Friedman.

On 9 March, after a highly contentious public debate about the
suitability of Friedman for the post, the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee approved the bankruptcy lawyer’s nomination in a
12-9 vote. Only one Democrat joined 11 Republicans in backing
Friedman. In the final, full vote, the Senate was split 52-46 in a roll
call vote, described by Politico as ‘an unusual step’ since US ambas-
sadors ‘have traditionally been approved by voice vote or through
unanimous consent, on account of ‘strong bipartisan support’ for
Israel.* The words of Chris Murphy (D-Conn.) during the confir-
mation hearing bear repeating. Warning that ‘Israel has become
another political football, the senator claimed that in the ‘short
time” he had been in public service, ‘Israel has gone from being an
issue that unites us to an issue that is used in political campaigns in
order to divide us’s Friedman’s tumultuous nomination was just one
recent episode to suggest that Israel no longer enjoys the bipartisan
consensus in US politics that many had assumed was unshakea-
ble (and was itself representative of the shift). Another example
was Bernie Sanders’ candidacy in the Democratic primaries, a
leadership bid that shed light on those within the party - especially
amongst the grassroots — and amongst progressives more broadly,
who want a tougher line on Israel.

Like Friedman, Sanders is both a symptom and an accelerant.
At a debate with Hillary Clinton in Brooklyn in April 2016, an
exchange took place that is worth reproducing verbatim from the
transcript.® Asked about comments he made regarding ‘Operation
Protective Edge’ in 2014 - an unprecedentedly brutal assault on the
Gaza Strip by the Israeli military — Sanders doubled down on his
(admittedly mild) criticism of the offensive.
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SANDERS: But - but what you just read, yeah, I do believe that.
Israel was subjected to terrorist attacks, has every right in the
world to destroy terrorism. But we had in the Gaza area — not a
very large area — some 10,000 civilians who were wounded and
some 1,500 who were killed.

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Free Palestine!

SANDERS: Now, if you're asking not just me, but countries all
over the world was that a disproportionate attack, the answer is
that I believe it was, and let me say something else.

(APPLAUSE) (CHEERING)

SANDERS: And, let me say something else. As somebody who
is 100% pro-Israel, in the long run - and this is not going to be
easy, God only knows, but in the long run if we are ever going to
bring peace to that region which has seen so much hatred and
so much war, we are going to have to treat the Palestinian people
with respect and dignity.

(APPLAUSE) (CHEERING)

Later, he added: ‘All that I am saying is we cannot continue to be
one-sided. There are two sides to the issue’ Taken as a whole, the
above comments - plus the applause, cheers, and even an inter-
jection from the audience - suggest something significant is
happening within the Democratic party. As a report in the New
York Times put it, Sanders’ comments, while ‘measured, were
nonetheless ‘striking’ enough that they ‘worried more traditionally
pro-Israel Jewish Democrats and Jewish organizations trying des-
perately to maintain bipartisan support for the Israeli government
but watching it slowly being chipped away’” In the same piece,
‘a prominent Brooklyn progressive rabbi’ said the applause that
greeted Sanders’ criticism of Israel ‘spoke to this growing rift in the
Democratic Party, and ‘was proof of a major crisis in the Jewish
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community that no major Jewish organization has resolved or
tigured out how to handle’

A month later, Sanders placed public intellectual Dr Cornel
West, Rep. Keith Ellison (D-Minn.), and Arab American Institute-
founder James Zogby on the Democratic Party’s Platform Drafting
Committee, three individuals who all, in different ways, have
voiced criticism of Israel and support for the Palestinians. Malcolm
Hoenlein, executive vice chair of the Conference of Presidents
of Major American Jewish Organizations, called the presence of
such individuals on the committee ‘disturbing, adding: ‘For us,
the concern is that it legitimizes and potentially puts into a major
party platforny’ a point of view ‘that undermines the principles of
the Israeli-U.S. relationship that have been bipartisan for decades’®
Weeks later, the committee considered - but ultimately rejected -
proposed language on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict that urged
‘an end to occupation and illegal settlements’ in the West Bank.
But the existence of the debate at all is what is instructive here.
BBC correspondent Kim Ghattas, writing in Foreign Policy, noted
how Sanders had ‘clearly identified the Israel-Palestine conflict as
another issue on which he could draw a sharp contrast with the
Democratic Party establishment and excite its progressive base’ -
he ‘had little to lose and everything to gain by speaking up for the
Palestinians’*

These divisions have been bubbling to the surface for some
years now; at the 2012 Democratic National Convention, there was
booing from delegates when a reference to Jerusalem as the capital
of Israel, after having initially been dropped, was reinstated.” In
a report on the 2016 convention, the Jewish Telegraphic Agency
reported that ‘delegates for Bernie Sanders, many of them young,
would like to see America’s sympathies shift from robust support
of Israel to outspoken opposition to the oppression of Palestini-
ans, adding: ‘These delegates see opposing Israel’s occupation
of the West Bank as of a piece with other human rights issues
they champion’* For some experts, the trajectory is clear: “The
Democratic leadership will change on Israel and Palestine when
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they start to perceive that it’s going to hurt them electorally and
I do believe thats going to happen, political activist and pollster
Peter Feld told the Forward in February 2017.* ‘It’s not going to be
politically possible by 2020 for any Democrat to run for president
with the type of pro-Israel platform that Hillary ran on in 2016’

Friedman and Sanders are important parts of the story, but
there are other recent examples. In 2015, US-Israeli relations were
marred by an extraordinarily public dispute over negotiations, and
the eventual deal, with Iran. The story was perhaps best typified by
Benjamin Netanyahu’s speech in Congress in March of that year,
conducted without a formal invitation from the White House,
urging US politicians to block Obama’s nuclear deal with Tehran.
The sight of a foreign leader allying with Republicans on Capitol
Hill to undermine a Democratic president led, unsurprisingly, to
considerable disquiet amongst Democrats, more than 50 of whom
boycotted Netanyahu’s speech entirely.** Six months later, Senate
Democrats prevented the passing of legislation intended to kill
the Iran nuclear deal, with only four of 46 Democrats siding with
Republican senators in opposition to the deal.’s The next day, only
25 of 187 Democrats voted against the deal in the House of Repre-
sentatives.® As the dust started to settle, the New York Times said
the debate in Washington over the deal had ‘exposed the diminish-
ing power of the Israeli lobbying force that spent tens of millions of
dollars to prevent the accord.” As Israeli journalist Chemi Shalev
put it, ‘the head to head clash between AIPAC (The American
Israel Public Affairs Committee, which lobbied hard against the
deal), the Jewish establishment and the Obama administration
increases the already significant distance between Israeli policies
and Democrats and the left’'® The fact is, he added, that ‘an over-
whelming majority of Democrats voted against Israel on a matter
that it described as existential.

The shift amongst Democrats is not restricted to a reluctance to
sign up to anything that Israel and its lobby groups demand; there
is also a growing awareness of, and opposition to, human rights
violations experienced by Palestinians under occupation. In March
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2016, Sen. Patrick Leahy (D-Vt.) and 10 other House members
- all Democrats - signed a letter to the Obama administration
demanding an investigation into claims that Egyptian and Israeli
armed forces had committed ‘gross violations of human rights’*®
Three months later, 20 members of Congress (all Democrats) asked
Obama to establish a Special Envoy for Palestinian Youth, in light
of the abuses faced by children in Israeli detention and military
courts. At the end of the year, when the House of Representatives
voted to condemn UN Security Council Resolution 2443 (which
reaffirmed the illegality of Israeli settlements), 76 Democrats — and
four Republicans — voted against the resolution, a development
which some saw as ‘a sign ... that the discussion around Israel is
changing’®* Democrats who voted No’ included House Minority
Leader Nancy Pelosi and Keith Ellison, while another dissenting
Democrat, Luis Gutierrez, explained that he objected to the idea
that ‘this Congress has allowed our chamber to be used as an Israeli
campaign rally’ In June 2017, meanwhile, 32 Democratic members
of Congress raised with Secretary of State Rex Tillerson the Israeli
military trial of Palestinian human rights defender Issa Amro,
asking him to use his influence with the Israeli authorities.>

The end of the bipartisan era has been driven by a shift over a
number of years amongst Democrats’ rank and file. In 2011, for
example, a poll on Americans’ views towards their government’s
recognition of a Palestinian state found that support for such a
move among Democrats was precisely double that found among
Republicans (54 versus 27 percent).* Another telling sign was a
CNN poll taken in 2014 during ‘Operation Protective Edge, when
51 per cent of Democrats thought Israel was using ‘too much’
force, a view shared by only 24 per cent of Republicans.>* Indeed,
42 per cent of Democrats believed the Israeli assault to be unjus-
tified entirely, a view held by only 19 per cent of Republicans. In
a separate Pew Research Centre poll conducted during the war,
while 60 per cent of Republicans saw Hamas as most responsible
for the violence, Democrats were divided: 29 per cent fingered
Hamas as more responsible, but 26 per cent said Israel.> The Pew
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survey included other findings that point to a related, but different
and broader, problem for Israel, with Americans aged 18-29 more
likely to blame Israel (29 percent) than Hamas (21 percent), a
remarkable finding considering how both actors are portrayed in
US media.

A poll in 2015 - the year that Israel sought to torpedo the Iran
nuclear deal - conducted on behalf of the Brookings Institution
showed that Democrats were twice as likely as Republicans to
blame ‘continued Israeli occupation and settlement expansion’ for
the lack of progress in peace talks, and 49 per cent of Democrats
surveyed backed ‘economic sanctions or ... more serious action’
by the US in response to Israeli settlement expansion (that figure
rose to 56 per cent in 2017).>° That same year, a survey carried out
by Frank Luntz, a Republican, pro-Israel pollster, found that 47 per
cent of Democrats believe Israel to be a ‘racist country’, as opposed
to 13 per cent of Republicans.”” Interestingly, in terms of longer-
term implications for policy and a bipartisan divide, only 18 per
cent of Democrats said they would be more likely to vote for a local
politician who supports Israel, but 32 per cent said they would be
less likely to support a local politician who backs Israel (for Repub-
licans, the figures were 76 and 7 per cent respectively). Criticism of
Israeli occupation by a local politician, meanwhile, was a turn-off
for 75 per cent of Republicans - but only 23 per cent of Democrats.
Summing up his findings, Luntz said ‘Israel can no longer claim to
have the bipartisan support of America’

The divide is here to stay - and it is growing. In 2016, a survey
carried out by the Brand Israel Group found that the demographic
groups ‘with relatively high levels of favourability toward Israel...
included men, Republicans and older Americans’*® By contrast,
‘the groups that like Israel less are ... women, Democrats and mil-
lennials, along with African-Americans and Latinos. Compared
to an earlier survey in 2010, favourability among Democrats had
dropped 13 points, from 73 per cent to 60 per cent, the group
found. In January 2017, the ‘difference between the proportion of
Republicans and Democrats who sympathize with Israel over the
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Palestinians’ was the largest it had ever been in surveys going back
to 1978.% The aforementioned Pew poll’s findings also represented
the first time that Democrats ‘were about as likely to sympathize
with the Palestinians as with Israel. Among ‘liberal Democrats’
specifically (i.e. left-leaning, as opposed to ‘centrist Democrats)
38 per cent sympathised more with the Palestinians, compared to
26 per cent sympathising more with Israel.>> That same month, a
YouGov poll asked Americans to rate countries as an ally or enemy
of the US.>* While Israel dropped to 16th place from 6th in 2014,
even more striking was the vast disparity between Republicans and
Democrats, who placed Israel 5th and 28th respectively.

These shifts are not going to produce immediate change at the
level of policy, and there will be stubborn resistance to even modest
changes that reflect the opinion evidenced by polls. In the spring of
2017, efforts by some members of the Massachusetts Democratic
Party to alter the platform so as to describe Israeli settlements
as ‘obstacles to peace’ ran aground, after ‘state party leaders and
Jewish communal organizational leaders vehemently opposed the
resolution’* This was a timely reminder that even mild criticism
of Israeli policies — even criticism in line with numerous past US
administrations — can face strong opposition in a milieu where
unquestioning support for Israel has been de rigueur for so long.
Or take Bernie Sanders, for example, a lightning rod for many in
the party who wish to see stronger support for Palestinian rights,
but someone who still, when asked, denounced the Palestinian-led
Boycott, Divestment, Sanctions (BDS) campaign.’? Steve Cohen,
a Hebrew Union College-based academic, I believe got it right
when he argued in February 2017 that the Democratic Party would
remain officially, and explicitly, ‘pro-Israel’ for the time being.
‘Pro-Israel will mean to oppose expansionist policies of the Israeli
government to save Israel from itself’ he said.>* But the processes
underway, whose trajectory is from the bottom up, are not going
to stop. And at some point, their impact will be felt at the level of
national decision-makers.
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Israel’s deteriorating image amongst the liberal-left, or progres-
sives, is a phenomenon not confined to the US - in fact, in other
Western countries, it is arguably at a far more advanced stage.
Westminster-based lobby group Labour Friends of Israel (LFI), for
example, felt obliged to ‘reinvent itself” in 2011, in order to ‘develop
the “progressive case” for Israel, a development prompted by what
The Jewish Chronicle called ‘a growing anti-Zionist sentiment in
the Labour movement and the wider British left’3> At a conference
held in March 2017 by UK-based Israel advocacy group, the Britain
Israel Communications and Research Centre (BICOM), a senior
official from polling firm Populus had some sobering words for the
audience during a panel on Israel and public opinion. Analysing
various polls in the UK, Western Europe and North America,
Populus managing director Rick Nye explained how ‘support for
Israel has increasingly become ... the preserve of older, more male,
more conservative parts of Western electorates, and in the US,
evangelical, religious parts of the electorate’*® At the same time,
‘supporting Israel becomes less attractive for people who aren’t
older, more conservative and more male), he added. ‘And it impacts
disproportionately on college-educated younger people, people on
campus. The challenge for Israel advocates, Nye said, is ‘can you
construct a contemporary narrative that’s attractive to a millennial
audience?’

That is a tall order, and the more perceptive Israel advocates
are well aware of the challenge they face. As Alan Johnson, an
academic turned BICOM staffer, admitted in a 2015 piece on Jews
and the left, for many, ‘one brute fact remains ... the Palestinians
do not have a state or a vote and pretty soon it will be 50 years since
1967’3 For ‘most people, moreover, ‘it’s the only fact that matters’ In
other words, it’s the occupation, stupid. Israel’s ‘problem, as Jewish
American commentator Peter Beinart put it in February 2016, is its
‘almost half-century-long control over millions of West Bank Pal-
estinians who lack citizenship and the right to vote in the country
that controls their lives, and live under a different legal system
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than their Jewish neighbours’3® Such a state of affairs, Beinart says,
undermines what has legitimised Israel for many on the left: the
perception that it is a democracy. ‘Israel is now associated not with
the higher goal of being a light onto the nations and the liberal
ideal once part of socialist Zionism, Samuel Heilman, a sociology
professor at Queens College, told the Forward in early 2017, ‘but
increasingly associated with right-wing regimes and right-wing
politics’?

That dramatic change in association for progressives and leftists,
from land of the kibbutz to belligerent occupier, is not, however,
just about Israel - it’s also about the left itself. In his book “The
British left and Zionism: History of a Divorce, the University of
Manchester’s Paul Kelemen makes the important point that while
‘the disillusionment with Israel has been most pronounced on
the left ... in retrospect, it is the left’s previous and longstanding
commitment to the Zionist project that stands out’ (my emphasis).*
By way of illustration, consider the following. In 1922, James
Ramsay MacDonald, who became Labour’s first ever prime
minister, rejected Palestinian Arabs’ claim to self-determination
on the basis that ‘the Arab population do not and cannot use or
develop the resources of Palestine], echoing the same discourse that
accompanied the displacement and genocide of indigenous pop-
ulations in Australia, North America, and elsewhere.** Or recall
how, at its 1944 annual conference, the Labour party adopted a
resolution on Palestine which stated: ‘Let the Arabs be encouraged
to move out, as the Jews move in.4* Such views would be considered
anathema to any self-identifying progressives or left-wingers
today. Thus, while Israel’s own trajectory and history - particularly
post-1967 — has had a vital role to play in alienating the left from
Israel, equally as important is how ‘anti-racism and human rights
have assumed greater prominence in the lefts political outlook’*
To put it plainly, Israel has always been wedded to settler coloni-
alism; the left (or at least a significant portion of it) has embraced
decolonisation.
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Far-right embrace

While liberals and the left have grown disillusioned with, or even
hostile towards Israel, a parallel process in the opposite direction
has taken place among important sections of the European and
North American far right. Many Israeli politicians, including at
the highest levels of government, have embraced these newfound
friends, despite the disquiet among many - including in Jewish
communities — at such alliances. According to Israeli writer and
blogger Edo Konrad, [the] logic that undergirds the thinking of
Israeli politicians who back far-right European politicians such
as [French National Front leader] Marine Le Pen, [Netherlands’
Party for Freedom leader] Geert Wilders, and [Austrian Freedom
Party leader] Heinz-Christian Strache’ is straightforward: ‘we will
politely ignore their Nazi pasts, pesky anti-Semitic cartoons, and
outright incitement - as long as they continue to back the Jewish
state’* Konrad added: “This is what a deal with the devil looks like’

In the summer of 2017, these developments came under an
uncomfortable, though instructive, spotlight, in Hungary. At the
time, Prime Minister Viktor Orban was busy ‘courting radical
right-wing voters ahead of 2018 elections, using language of
‘ethnic homogeneity’ that analysts saw as ‘fashioned to occupy
territory on the far right'*s In a June speech, Orban praised the
role of Miklos Horthy, a Hungarian leader who collaborated
with the Nazis during the Holocaust.*® The remarks, however,
came just two weeks before Netanyahu’s scheduled participation
in a diplomatic summit in Budapest, and, ‘according to a senior
Israeli official, Netanyahu’s government ‘agreed to accept a weak
clarification by the Hungarian foreign minister in order to avoid
damaging the upcoming summit’#” But there was more. Orban was
also spearheading a nasty campaign against Hungarian-American
investor and philanthropist George Soros, a campaign with clear
anti-Semitic undertones (and which prompted explicit anti-Sem-
itism Orban declined to condemn). After an appeal by Hungarian
Jews, the Israeli embassy in Budapest published a condemna-
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tion - only for Netanyahu to instruct the Foreign Ministry to
retract its statement, and to issue a ‘clarification’ which said Soros
was a legitimate target for criticism.*® With the path smoothed,
Netanyahu proceeded to Budapest where he ‘hailed Viktor Orban’s
government as one of Israel’s foremost defenders.+

In Austria, meanwhile, the far-right Freedom Party has also
sought to build ties with Israeli politicians, a party whose first
leader was a former Nazi party member and SS officer, and whose
participation in a 2000 coalition government prompted interna-
tional outrage. In January 2016, officials from Israel’s ruling Likud
party hosted Freedom Party leader Heinz-Christian Strache, an
invitation they defended on the basis that ‘Strache and his party
had become more and more pro-Israel in recent years, and could
‘soon come to power in Austria’ (as indeed they did in December
2017, as part of a coalition agreement).’® In June 2017, Likud par-
liamentarian Yehuda Glick met with Strache in Vienna, where
the Freedom Party leader called for Jerusalem to be recognised
as Israel’s capital.* Earlier that same year, Nicolas Bay, secre-
tary-general of the French National Front visited Israel and met
with ‘military, government and political officials, including
the Israeli Health Ministry’s deputy director general and Likud
party members.>* In Switzerland, meanwhile, the right-wing,
anti-immigrant Swiss People’s Party sponsored a bill in 2017 that
sought to ban state funding for any groups ‘implicated in racism,
antisemitism, incitement to hatred or BDS campaigns’* According
to the Jewish Telegraphic Agency, the legislation was introduced
following lobbying by the Israeli organisation NGO Monitor, a
group dedicated to attacking Palestinian, Israeli and international
human rights groups who speak out about the occupation.’* In a
blow to NGO Monitor, reference to BDS was stripped from the
final version - but the political alliance between an Israel advocacy
organisation and the People’s Party was striking.>

Contemporary far-right support for Israel is based on three,
main elements. First, it is part of attempts by far-right parties to
sanitise the historic (and even current) anti-Semitism of their
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movements and traditions. A particularly crude illustration of this
phenomenon occurred in October 2009, when British National
Party (BNP) head Nick Griffin appeared on BBC current affairs
show Question Time and claimed that he had transformed the
BNP from an anti-Semitic organisation to ‘the only party which ...
supported Israel’s right to deal with Hamas terrorists’ (a reference
to ‘Operation Cast Lead’).® Coincidentally, just three weeks earlier
right-wing Polish politician Michal Kaminski appeared at Con-
servative Party conference, a man who had previously declared ‘we
want Poland for the Poles, and opposed a public apology by the
Polish president for a 1941 massacre of Jews.5” According to Jewish
Chronicle reporter Miriam Shaviv, Kaminski was ‘in Britain as the
special guest of the Conservative Friends of Israel, who had also
taken him to Israel, ‘where he was pictured smiling by the Western
Wall and was welcomed by [then] deputy foreign minister Danny
Ayalon’s® Well-known Israel apologists, like journalist Stephen
Pollard, defended Kaminski from accusations of anti-Semitism on
the basis of his defence of Israel.’> Commenting on the Griffin and
Kaminski controversies, Shaviv wrote how supporting Israel, for
both men, ‘is a strategic move’

Supporting Israel allows them to claim that they are not
really racists or anti-Semites, and gives them cover for other
objectionable views. It also allows them to portray themselves,
to their supporters, as opponents of the Muslims - a position
that carries far more electoral benefit in today’s Europe than
being anti-Semitic.®

Almost a decade on, and numerous far-right nationalist groups,
from France, to the Netherlands and Sweden ‘are pledging Israel
their full support.®* At a conference in Brussels in January 2017,
Holly R. Huffnagle, policy adviser on anti-Semitism at the US State
Department, warned of European far-right groups attempting to
legitimise themselves by posing as ‘friends of Israel’** Highlighting
‘a very real concern today of the rise of the far right historically
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anti-Semitic parties in Europe, Huffnagle described such groups as
campaigning on ‘ethno-nationalist, anti-migrant and anti-Muslim
platforms. She added: “They now proclaim that they are “pro-
Israel” and therefore they are no longer antisemitic, [that] they
can’t be antisemitic.

Huffnagle’s remarks point towards the second element of the far
right’s embrace of Israel: the perception of a common enemy in the
form of Tslamic terrorism’ (or just Muslims in general). Israel is
seen to be fighting the good fight against ‘radical Islam), including
with methods that the far right would like to see adopted by
Western governments. Dutch far-right populist Geert Wilders, for
example, notorious for his explicitly Islamophobic views, has urged
Israel to build ‘more and more settlements’ in the Occupied West
Bank, and described Israel as ‘the Wests first line of defence’® In
2011, a group of far-right European politicians visited Israel, where
they ‘signed a “Jerusalem Declaration” guaranteeing Israel’s right to
defend itself against terror; as reported by Newsweek.*

‘We stand at the vanguard in the fight for the Western,
democratic community’ against the ‘totalitarian threat’ of ‘fun-
damentalist Islam, says the document, which was signed by
members of the group that included Heinz-Christian Strache,
head of the Austrian Freedom Party; Filip Dewinter, head of
Belgium’s ultranationalist Vlaams Belang; René Stadtkewitz,
founder of the German Freedom Party; and Kent Ekeroth, the
international secretary for the Sweden Democrats, a populist
anti-immigration party.

For many in Israel, this is music to their ears. In 2008, Israeli
parliamentarian Arieh Eldad screened a film by Geert Wilders
and declared that ‘the spread of Islam threatens the foundations
of Western civilization’® He continued: ‘Muslim immigrants in
Europe ... have not necessarily come there to be assimilated into
society, but rather to resist it from the inside. The feeling in Europe
is that the time has come to stop jihadist Islam, and this may be
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the last opportunity’ In an echo of the type of aforementioned
language used by Wilders himself, Eldad said: ‘If Jerusalem capitu-
lates, Europe will follow in its footsteps and fall’

The third key element of the contemporary far-right support
for Israel is an identification with Israel on the grounds that it is a
demographics-obsessed, ethno-national state. ‘White nationalists,
a 2016 piece by the US’ National Public Radio (NPR) noted, ‘point
admiringly to Israel’s character as a Jewish state and argue that it
shows how the country is organized along ethnic and religious
lines®® American white nationalist activist Richard Spencer, for
example, who popularised the term ‘alt-right, has described his
vision as a ‘sort of white Zionism’*” According to Spencer, in a
2013 speech, the ‘White Ethno-State’ he dreams of ‘would be, to
borrow the title of a novel by Theodor Herzl (one of the founding
fathers of Zionism), an Altneuland - an old, new country’®® In
December 2016, a rabbi at Texas A&M University asked Spencer
to join him in Torah study. ‘My tradition teaches a message of
radical inclusion and love, the rabbi said. Spencer declined the
invitation, responding: ‘Do you really want radical inclusion into
the State of Israel? And by that I mean radical inclusion. Maybe
all of the Middle East could go move in to Tel Aviv or Jerusalem.
Would you really want that?” The rabbi didn't answer.®® As an
Anti-Defamation League (ADL) official summarised: ‘there are
some white nationalists who support Israel, and they support it
for very specific reasons: Because they see it as a nationalist state,
and they compare it to a white ethno-state that they want in this
country.”°

At the aforementioned June 2017 summit in Budapest,
Netanyahu slammed the European Union in comments captured
in a hot-mic moment.”* Sounding very much like the continent’s
populist far right, the Israeli premier told his hosts: ‘I think Europe
has to decide if it wants to live and thrive or if it wants to shrivel
and disappear. I am not very politically correct ... But the truth
is the truth. Both about Europe’s security and Europe’s economic
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future. Both of these concerns mandate a different policy toward
Israel’ He added: ‘We are part of the European culture. Europe ends
in Israel. East of Israel, there is no more Europe’ Commenting on
the remarks, Israeli journalist Chemi Shalev said Netanyahu had
‘appealed to the nationalistic and xenophobic side of his ... hosts
from Hungary, Poland, Slovakia and the Czech Republic, playing
to their ‘ethnocentric nationalism and their fear of a Muslim
“mongrelization” of Europe’”* Hungarian PM Orban, meanwhile,
as reported by the Financial Times, ‘defended his hardline refugee
policies ... [by] liken[ing] the stance to Israel’s right to self-defence)
stating: “‘We do not want to have a mixed population and we do not
wish to change the ethnic mix of this country due to any outside
pressure.’?

While the left, liberals, and even moderate conservatives, in
Europe and North America have been appalled by the far rights
nationalist, Islamophobic, and demography-focused rhetoric, it is
important to remember how, in the Israeli context, the idea of the
country as an ‘an outpost of civilization as opposed to barbarisn’
(the words of Theodor Herzl), or a ‘villa in the middle of the jungle’
(the words of former Labor premier Ehud Barak) is very much a
mainstream one.”* Indeed, it is often Israel’s so-called centrists who
are responsible for demographic scare-mongering and advocates
of a politics of ethnic separation to ‘save the Jewish state’ (as we
saw in Chapter 2). Israel’s Separation Wall, initially justified in
the name of ‘security’ by then Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, has
become a demographics-based border-in-waiting for the likes of
the Labor party and Yesh Atid. Likewise, the fence along Israel’s
border with Egypt was constructed in the first instance not as a
‘security’ measure, but in response to concern over (non-Jewish)
African ‘infiltrators, who, Netanyahu said, posed an existential
threat to Israel as a Jewish state’”> No wonder then, that Israeli
defence companies are hoping that Europe’s ‘migration crisis and
security fears’ will ‘create big opportunities’’®
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The Trump factor

The alienation of progressives and the left from Israel, and the
embrace of Israel by the far right, were both already well underway
when Donald J. Trump was elected 45th president of the USA. But
the Trump presidency is set to expose both processes to an unprec-
edented level of exposure, and, crucially, act as a catalyst for them
- including an acceleration of the bipartisan split. Part of this has to
do with the way in which Trump built a political base amongst the
far right and white nationalists, even appointing a figure like Steve
Bannon as White House Chief Strategist (albeit a short-lived role).
It was ‘under Bannon’s leadership, as NPR described, that alt-right
news site Breitbart ‘published anti-feminist, anti-Muslim, and
anti-immigrant articles and won a reputation as being allied with
nationalists who explicitly favour white European values’”” Yet it
is also, as the Forward put it, ‘brazenly Zionist, albeit peddling an
exclusively right-wing perspective on Israel’”® This is not just a
problem for ‘brand Israel’ - it is an indication that Israel will not
be immune from the wider political polarisation characteristic of
the Trump era.

The Trump administration’s approach to Israel and the Pal-
estinians has also been a further catalysing factor, in that it has
animated right-wing opponents of the two-state solution and
Palestinian statehood, at the same time as prompting centrists to
despair. Trump’s high-profile decision to recognise Jerusalem as
Israel’s capital in December 2017 - a move hailed by Netanyahu
and opposed by major US allies — was approved of by 76 per cent
of Republicans, compared to just 12 per cent of Democrats.” By
way of another example, consider how the Congressional Israel
Victory Caucus was established in the first few months of the
Trump presidency, chaired by two Republicans. Its launch event on
Capitol Hill was not attended by a single Democrat, but did receive
support from the Zionist Organisation of America and Christians
United for Israel (CUFI).* The Caucus, which has a sister group
in the Israeli Knesset, was also backed by Middle East Forum, a
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hard-right group led by well-known anti-Muslim activist Daniel
Pipes.* According to critics, who included senior Democrats
and Israel Allies Caucus co-chairs Brad Sherman and Eliot Engel,
the caucus is ‘a purely partisan effort that further erodes the
longtime bipartisan support for Israel while achieving little or
nothing of value’®> Such developments have wider implications,
beyond purely an acceleration of the bipartisan shift, as noted by
Peter Beinart. Commenting on a speech by Bernie Sanders at a
J-Street conference, Beinart suggested that ‘the more Trump and
his advisers question long-standing taboos by shifting right, the
more Democrats will do the same by shifting left’® In other words,
ambivalence or hostility towards the two-state framework from the
Trump and Republican right (and indeed, from the European and
North American far right more generally), will, in the words of
Beinart ‘liberate Democratic politicians [in the years to come] to
think beyond two states, too.

Meanwhile, the Trump era is also birthing a politics of resistance
characterised by intersectional solidarity across various groups
opposed to racism, Islamophobia, militarisation, police brutality,
imperialism, border walls, and so on. In this context, many will
make the comparison - if they have not already done so - between
Trump’s brand of ethno-nationalist, security-state politics and what
has long been the mainstream in Israel. In a 2016 article, Eastern
Mennonite University-based Timothy Seidel wrote: “‘Whether it is
the construction of walls, militarisation of borders, the confiscation
of land, or the brutalisation and incarceration of bodies, activists
and academics are identifying commonalities across experiences
that transcend national boundaries and identities, highlighting
‘the situation in Palestine-Israel’ in particular as having ‘played an
increasingly significant role in mobilising transnational solidarities
that cross such boundaries’® In summer 2017, Adalah, a legal
rights and advocacy centre based in Israel, with the support of the
transnational Cultures of Resistance Network, launched ‘Freedom,
Bound; described as ‘an artistic and historical account of the shared
struggle for collective liberation, and ‘inspired by and rooted in
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the rich legacy of Black-Palestinian solidarity’® The online, multi-
media resource showcased the work of artists, who were invited to
respond ‘to the legacy of Black-Palestinian solidarity’ In a post for
Mondoweiss, Purdue University professors Tithi Bhattacharya and
Bill V. Mullen noted how the alt-right and Israel advocates were
deploying similar tactics in seeking to blacklist academics and
students seen as progressive and supportive of Palestinian rights
respectively.® They urged students and faculty to ‘show their own
solidarity’ by joining up ‘with campus groups like Students for
Justice in Palestine’ or taking up ‘with the new national campus
anti-fascism network’

Conclusion

At this juncture, an important point needs to be acknowledged.
It is my contention that the end of Israel as a bipartisan issue of
concern in US politics, along with the wider left’s alienation from
and the far right’s embrace of Israel, are developments of profound
long-term concern for the State of Israel, and its ability to maintain
the apartheid status quo. These are, in other words, cracks in the
wall, like the fragmentation of, and growing dissent among, Jewish
communities with respect to Israel. However, it might be countered,
with the far right on the ascendency in Europe and North America,
might Israel’s alliance with the right be an asset? Or as Trump would
putit, if liberals and progressives look increasingly like ‘losers, who
cares if Israel can no longer depend on them? Here is why I do not
believe this argument holds water. First, liberal opinion-formers
and cultural elites remain highly influential in the West, in the
media, in NGOs and human rights work, and in politics too. As
an Israel lobby professional put it in 2015, Israel has lost the intel-
lectual high ground [in the West], certainly in those places where
the liberal left is dominant, adding: ‘“Today, the young idealist ...
sees BDS as a reasonable political response. Tomorrow, the centre
ground itself will be threatened’®” Second, putting Israel’s eggs in
a right-wing, or even far-right, basket, is short-sighted; in the US,
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the Democrats will at some point return to power, while across
Europe and North America, an energised, radical left-wing politics
is also on the rise - it’s not just about right-wing populism. Finally,
Israel remains highly dependent - practically, morally - on the
support of Jewish communities worldwide, especially in the US
and Europe. Yet the divisions and dissent described in Chapter 3
will only deepen if the emerging future is an apartheid Israel reliant
on far-right friends.

In February 2017, Israel's Justice Minister Ayelet Shaked
expressed her worry about the loss of support for Israel amongst
Democrats in no uncertain terms. Speaking at the Conference
of Presidents of Major American Jewish Organisations, Shaked
said she ‘almost didn’t sleep at night’ after seeing a recent poll,
and called the drop ‘a strategic issue for Israel’*® Other Israelis are
similarly troubled. Shalom Lipner, who from 1990 to 2016 worked
for seven Israeli premiers in the Prime Minister’s Office, reminded
readers in a June 2017 article that ‘the literal ABCs of Israel’s
national security doctrine’ is ‘Jerusalem’s airtight bond with the
United States’: ‘America. Bipartisanship. Compulsory, he wrote.®
Yet, he went on, ‘the incontrovertible fact today is that Republican
sympathies for Israel far outstrip Democratic ones, thus posing
a challenge from which friends of this bilateral relationship dare
not shirk; capitulation is an unaffordable luxury for them’ Not
long after, an article with the title ‘How Long Could Israel Survive
Without America?” was published in Newsweek by Chuck Freilich,
a Harvard University based, former Israeli deputy national security
advisor.®® After noting various aspects of ‘Israel’s dependence on
the US’ - such as the fact that, in recent years, US aid ‘has accounted
for some 3 percent of Israel’s total national budget’ and ‘40 percent
of the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) budget’ - Freilich cautioned that
while ‘there is nothing wrong with rising support for Israel on the
right ... the loss of support on the left, and the identification of
Israel as a partisan issue, should be of deep concern.

According to the Pew Research Centre, sympathy for Palestini-
ans among US Millennials (Americans born after 1980) rose from 9
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per cent in 2006 to 27 per cent in 2016.** In a Gallup poll conducted
in early 2017, the two demographic subgroups with the most unfa-
vourable attitudes towards Israel were Democrats (36 per cent of
whom viewed Israel ‘mostly or very unfavourably’), followed by
the under-30s (33 per cent of whom viewed Israel unfavourably).*
In a ‘special report’ by the Council on Foreign Relations published
in November 2016 on ‘Repairing the U.S.-Israel Relationship,
co-authors Robert D. Blackwill and Philip H. Gordon pointed out
that the trend amongst Millennials ‘cannot be attributed to a per-
spective expected to change as this younger group ages, given that
in the past a similar age gap did not exist’®* Summarising trends in
the US they describe as ‘troubling, Blackwill and Gordon write: ‘the
issues include a youth population less sympathetic to Israel than
their older counterparts, demographic trends likely to give more
political power to groups less traditionally supportive of Israel, an
increasingly divided U.S. Jewish community, and - perhaps most
troublingly - a growing and unprecedented partisan gap over
Israel. While none of these trends ‘will necessarily lead to divorce
between the United States and Israel, the authors add, ‘to ignore
their existence would be irresponsible’ Yet in an era of apartheid in
Palestine, these trends will only continue to head in one direction.
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B.D.S. doesn’'t pose an existential threat to Israel; it poses a
serious challenge to Israel’s system of oppression of the Pales-
tinian people.

- Omar Barghouti, April 2016

[BDS] is but the newest weapon in a decades-old effort to
eliminate Israel, and deny the Jewish people their right to
self-determination.

- Israeli minister Gila Gamliel, February 2017*

In 2005, a group of Palestinian activists launched the Boycott,
Divestment, Sanctions (BDS) Movement, a global campaign aimed
at pressuring Israel to end human rights violations. At its launch,
the BDS Call was backed by some 170 various trade unions,
political groups, women’s organisations, popular committees, and
other Palestinian civil society bodies. As is clear from the BDS
Movements website, at the heart of the boycott campaign is a
desire to end the impunity enjoyed by the State of Israel for human
rights violations that, in other cases, have prompted international
censure and sanction.’ ‘For nearly seventy years, Israel has denied
Palestinians their fundamental rights and has refused to comply
with international law’, the BDS Movement writes. Israel’s ‘regime
of settler colonialism, apartheid and occupation over the Pales-
tinian people ... is only possible because of international support,
it continues.

Governments fail to hold Israel to account, while corporations
and institutions across the world help Israel to oppress Palestin-
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ians. Because those in power refuse to act to stop this injustice,
Palestinian civil society has called for a global citizens” response
of solidarity with the Palestinian struggle for freedom, justice
and equality.

Explicitly referencing the South African Anti-Apartheid Movement
as a source of inspiration, the BDS campaign urges ‘nonviolent
pressure on Israel’ until it ‘meets its obligation to recognize the Pal-
estinian people’s inalienable right to self-determination and fully
complies with the precepts of international law’* Three, specific
demands are cited: first, ‘ending its occupation and colonization of
all Arab lands and dismantling the Wall’; second, ‘recognizing the
fundamental rights of the Arab-Palestinian citizens of Israel to full
equality’; and third, ‘respecting, protecting and promoting the rights
of Palestinian refugees to return to their homes and properties as
stipulated in UN resolution 194’ Those three demands, crucially,
do not refer to, or stipulate, political frameworks for the realisation
of those rights — for example, two-states, or a single, democratic
state — but rather affirms their inalienability and centrality in any
final settlement.

The BDS Call has generated much controversy, largely as a result
of being misrepresented and disingenuously smeared by the Israeli
authorities and Israel advocacy groups. Yet the case for a boycott
of Israel - of which I am proud to be a supporter - is straightfor-
ward, and based on three main elements. The first is the reality
of Israel’s policies of colonialism and apartheid, which we have
already considered at some length in this book (though by no
means comprehensively), and in Chapters 1 and 2 in particular.
Second, the case for boycott is based on the appeals for solidarity
from Palestinians — from trade unions, agricultural workers,
students, professors, political activists, prisoners, and human rights
defenders. Third and finally, the BDS campaign is an effective and
empowering tactic. As Nelson Mandela wrote in 1958, boycott ‘is
in no way a matter of principle but a tactical weapon whose appli-
cation should, like all other political weapons of the struggle, be
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related to the concrete conditions prevailing at the given time’’
Israel is vulnerable to pressure and isolation — economically, dip-
lomatically, and culturally. Israel’s crimes, the appeal for solidarity
from Palestinians, and the utility of boycott as a tactic - these are
the foundations of the case for BDS.

Inrecent years, the BDS campaign has grown considerably, across
continents and in various sectors.® French multinational Veolia sold
its Israeli subsidiaries and abandoned Israel as a market altogether
in 2015, after a global campaign targeting its links to occupation
and settlements.” Irish construction giant CRH withdrew from the
Israeli market in 2016, while British security company G4S is also
set to ditch its Israeli interests after a BDS campaign focused on its
role in Israeli prisons and other occupation infrastructure.® These
companies and others have lost contracts as a result of BDS cam-
paigning, as well as suffering reputational damage.® BDS has been
backed by numerous trade unions, while divestment campaigns
have gained traction amongst a variety of financial institutions,
investors, and pension funds, including in the Netherlands, Scan-
dinavia, and amongst mainline Protestant church denominations
in North America.** In March 2016 - in what the BDS Movement
described as a sign that ‘the logic of appeasing Israel’s regime of
oppression has started giving way to the logic of sustained interna-
tional pressure’ — the UN Human Rights Council adopted a motion
that established a database of international businesses ‘involved
in activities’ in the oPt.'* That same month, a report in Israeli
newspaper Haaretz claimed that ‘a growing number of Israeli
companies operating in the West Bank are moving their facilities
to locations within [pre-1967 territory]’ as a response to ‘interna-
tional boycott pressures and other constraints’**

The BDS Movement has also seen considerable take-up amongst
university students in Western Europe - the UK in particular -
and North America. The website of National Students for Justice
in Palestine, for example, an umbrella group for American
campus-based solidarity groups, cites more than 50 ‘victories’
in students’ councils across the US since 2012.** In 2015, the
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British National Union of Students (NUS) voted to endorse BDS,
mandating the confederation of some 600 student unions to
support the boycott campaign in various ways.™ In 2016, graduate
students at New York University voted to boycott Israel in what a
pro-BDS Israeli activist and doctoral student said was indicative of
how justice in Palestine had become ‘one of the defining political
issues of our time’'s That same year, the largest student union
in Britain - the University of Manchester — voted to endorse
BDS.*¢ Academic unions have also fiercely debated, and in some
notable cases endorsed, BDS. In the US, the Association for Asian
American Studies, the American Studies Association, the Native
American and Indigenous Studies Association, and National
Womenss Studies Association, have all endorsed a boycott of Israeli
academic institutions, while in the UK, hundreds of academics
have publicly declared their backing for the academic boycott.’” ‘As
a global boycott movement against Israeli universities gains stean,
Associated Press reported in February 2016, ‘Israeli professors say
they are feeling the pressure from their colleagues overseas.'®
Recent years have also seen growing support for the cultural
boycott of Israel, with hundreds of artists and cultural figures
from around the world heeding the call, including Alice Walker,
Henning Mankell, Roger Waters, Naomi Klein, Ken Loach, Judith
Butler, Elvis Costello, and Mira Nair.” In February 2015, almost
a thousand UK artists signed a pledge in support of the cultural
boycott (including this author).”® Already in spring 2014, New
York-based, Israeli writer Reuven Namdar wrote of how ‘the inter-
national boycott ... is slowly solidifying around Israel’s cultural
lif€** In 2015, curators held a meeting in Tel Aviv on ‘The Cultural
Boycott of Israel and What It Means for Israeli Contemporary Art.
According to a report on the gathering, the boycott ‘is practiced
overtly as well as covertly, officially and unofficially, and by a
variety of groups within the art world’?> When well-known public
figures engage with the boycott, BDS has attracted mainstream
attention; a good example of this was the refusal in February 2017
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of American football star Michael Bennett to participate in an
Israeli government-organised ‘good will’ tour.>

Israel and friends go on the offensive

As the BDS campaign started to gather momentum, Israeli officials
were initially slow to respond to what Israel advocates had already
labelled as early as 2012 a ‘real threat’** But by 2014, and even
before the international outrage prompted by the unprecedented
assault on the Gaza Strip which took place that summer, Israeli
politicians were taking notice.> In February 2014, Netanyahu
slammed the boycott movement as ‘classical antisemites in modern
garb, remarks said by the Guardian to be a reflection of ‘anger and
anxiety in Jerusalem about BDS > The following month, then Labor
leader and Zionist Camp opposition head Isaac Herzog bemoaned
that ‘the boycott movement against Israel ... is [unfortunately]
turning into a strategic threat”” By 2015, the Israeli government
commissioned an internal report on the potential future damage
of a boycott, with the worst case scenario seen as ‘devastating’
for the economy.®® In June 2015, the Guardian noted how ‘Israel
and key international supporters have sharply ratcheted up their
campaign against the Palestinian-led Boycott Divestment and
Sanctions (BDS) movement, with senior Israeli officials declaring
it a strategic threat, language that the government ‘usually reserves
for the likes of Hamas or Iran’s nuclear programme’ In September
2016, Israeli justice minister Ayelet Shaked said BDS is a new
extension of terrorism, comparing the campaign to ‘underground
tunnels into Israel [from the Gaza Strip]’*° In early 2017, strategic
affairs minister Gilad Erdan told Bloomberg: Israel is in the midst
of a cognitive war, which is part of a new strategic challenge, iden-
tifying adversaries such as ‘non-violent campaigns like Boycott,
Divestment, Sanctions’3*

The unprecedented Israeli offensive on Gaza in 2014, which
killed some 2,200 Palestinians, gave a boost to the BDS Movement,
and prompted even long-time friends of Israel to express public
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criticism of the ongoing occupation. Thus, if Israeli officials were
initially inclined to ignore, or mock, the BDS campaign, they
soon started to take it very seriously indeed; in one small, but
instructive, illustration of this, an Israeli diplomat based out of the
embassy in London in 2016 had a map of Britain on his wall which,
according to Haaretz, ‘show[ed] the front — the main [university]
campuses, the deployment of pro-Israel activists and the location
of the “enemy forces”.3* The reporter compared it to ‘the war room
of a brigade on the Lebanese border’ Israel’s embassy in London
would hit the headlines in early 2017, when an undercover Al
Jazeera investigations team exposed some of the efforts being
exerted by Israeli diplomats to undermine the BDS campaign and
Palestine solidarity activism more broadly.** In February 2016, an
Israeli Foreign Ministry spokesperson told the Financial Times:
‘We have stepped up our efforts directly and indirectly, dealing
with friends of Israel in a variety of countries in which we have
the BDS movement, fighting it with legal instruments.3* That year,
NIS (New Israeli Shekel) 10 million ($26 million) was allocated
by the government to fighting BDS, with officials also revealing
- in remarkably candid remarks to an Associated Press journalist
— that they would use cyber technology to fight BDS campaign-
ers, including through ‘actions [that] will not be publicly identified
with the government’3s

Over the years, one of the main forums for Israel and its
advocates to discuss and strategise how to tackle BDS and
Palestine solidarity activism has been the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs-convened, Global Forum for Combatting Antisemitism
(GFCA). At the 2009 conference, an anti-BDS working group
proposed ‘hav[ing] in place legislative prohibitions vs. BDS which
can then be applied in different communities, acknowledging
the different legal traditions.*® Four years later, an ‘action plan’
produced by the Forum’s ‘BDS and Delegitimization Task Force’
included: ‘Identify laws that can be used in different countries or
states to fight discriminatory practices such as BDS!?” At the 2015
Forum, the BDS-focused working group - under the title ‘Lawfare’
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- stated: ‘Pursue legislation at the local, state and federal level to
constrain BDS*® This was not idle talk. In February 2016, an Israeli
spokesperson admitted to the Financial Times that Netanyahu’s
government had ‘stepped up’ its efforts, ‘directly and indirectly,
dealing with friends of Israel in a variety of countries in which we
have the BDS movement, fighting it with legal instruments’* As
an AFP report put it a couple of months later, despairing of ever
winning ‘the battle for public support’ in many countries, ‘Israel has
instead increasingly focused on measures limiting BDS legally’+ In
November 2016, Israel’s envoy to the UN, Danny Danon, boasted:
‘Were advancing legislation in many countries ... so that it will
simply be illegal to boycott Israel’+

Such efforts have seen some fruit. In March 2017, a bill was
tabled in the US Congress that would prohibit American citizens
and companies from participating in or supporting boycotts of
Israel organised by ‘international governmental organizations
like the United Nations or the European Union’#* The Israel Anti-
Boycott Act, which amends pre-existing legislation concerning
international trade and foreign government-sponsored boycotts,
would impose ‘severe civil and criminal punishment’ on violators.
The bill was originally co-sponsored by 32 Republicans and 15
Democrats, though, in an unusual development, Kirsten Gillibrand
(D-NY) was the first senator to officially withdraw sponsorship.+
The bill attracted considerable criticism from civil rights groups
on the grounds that it constituted an infringement on First
Amendment rights to free expression, including, notably, from the
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU), who wrote to all the bill’s
co-sponsors in defence of the right to boycott.* Interestingly, the
bill itself specifically references the aforementioned UN database
of companies complicit in Israeli occupation, an indication of
just how much of a threat - or potential threat — such a step was
perceived to be by Israel and its supporters.

This anti-BDS push on Capitol Hill followed a wave of anti-
boycott bills at state level. In early 2016, Israeli newspaper Yediot
Ahranoth reported how, ‘in cooperation with Jewish and pro-
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Israeli organisations, the Israeli government had ‘convinced
several American states to pass legislation against the boycott of
Israel’s The article explained that ‘the need for this arose after
several American pension funds divested from Israel following
capitulation to the boycott movement, adding: ‘such legislation,
it became apparent, is the most effective weapon against boycott.
According to legal rights and civil liberties group Palestine Legal,
‘since 2014, dozens of anti-BDS measures have been introduced in
state legislatures across the country’, with a total of 21 states enacting
anti-BDS laws as of July 2017.4¢ The legislation forbids authorities
‘from contracting with individuals or companies who are unable
to prove that they are not boycotting Israel or businesses in Israeli-
controlled territories.#” That last reference is significant, ‘extending
the law’s protection from boycott to products manufactured in
Israel’s illegal settlements in the West Bank’ - Georgia, South
Carolina, Florida, and Illinois, have all enacted laws with such
protection for settlements.*® The Illinois legislation ‘prompted the
drafting of a blacklist of companies “engaging in actions that are
politically motivated and are intended to penalize, inflict economic
harm on, or otherwise limit commercial relations with the State
of Israel or companies based in the State of Israel or in territories
controlled by the State of Israel”, an extraordinarily explicit —
and broad - attack on Palestine solidarity activism.* The ACLU,
referring to this ‘wave after wave of legislation seeking to stamp out
boycotts and divestment campaigns aimed at Israel, noted: ‘None
of them comport with the First Amendment’s°

In the UK, the approach has been one of intimidation, rather
than criminalisation. In October 2015, the ruling Conserva-
tive Party announced it would be introducing ‘new rules to stop
politically-motivated boycott and divestment campaigns by town
halls against UK. defense companies and against Israel’s* These
‘new rules’ would, it was claimed, ‘affect procurement policy for
publicly-funded bodies, and local authorities’ pension fund legisla-
tion’s* Yet when, in February 2016, the government duly published
a procurement guidance note, there was no new legislation.
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Commenting at the time, the Palestinian BDS National Committee
(BNC) said the Conservative government’s actions were ‘an
attempt to intimidate; and emphasised how ‘it remains perfectly
legal for councils and universities to take ethical stances that reflect
the views of their communities and exclude companies that violate
human rights or commit other forms of gross misconduct from
tender exercises.’* The promised changes in pension investment
regulations did materialise, despite overwhelming opposition
during a public consultation exercise (98 per cent of respondents
rejected the proposals).>* However, just eight months after the new
regulations came into force, key elements were struck down in the
High Court, after legal action brought by the Palestine Solidarity
Campaign and other activists.> The ruling came almost exactly
a year after Jewish Human Rights Watch, a pro-Israel advocacy
group focused on lawfare, lost — again in the High Court - its legal
action against three local authorities who had passed resolutions in
support of Palestinian rights.>°

There have been more successes for Israel in France, the only
country - outside of Israel - where those who merely advocate
for BDS can be penalised. Interestingly, this is not a result of new
laws, but rather thanks to the exploitation of long-standing leg-
islation (from 1972 and 2003) designed, ironically, to combat
racism.” The protection from discrimination and hatred offered
in French legislation to ‘national groups’ (as well as ethnic groups,
races and religions), gave pro-Israel groups a chance to prosecute
BDS activists that they have eagerly pursued.’® Indeed, the leg-
islation has been described as ‘among the world’s most potent
legislative tools to fight the growing [BDS Movement], with
attendees at the aforementioned GFCA in 2015 (optimistically)
urging France’s laws to be ‘replicated where possible elsewhere in
Europe’. For French BDS activists, this has had real consequences,
with a number already convicted based on their participation in
pro-boycott demonstrations.>® The political atmosphere in France
has only encouraged such prosecutions; in 2010, Justice Minister
Michele Alliot-Marie urged French prosecutors to go after those
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who advocate a boycott of Israel, on the grounds of incitement
to hatred.® In January 2016, Prime Minister Manuel Valls told
umbrella Jewish body CRIF (which has backed the prosecutions):
‘We have passed from criticism of Israel to anti-Zionism and
from anti-Zionism to anti-Semitism, adding, ‘We will be taking
measures that will demonstrate that enough is enough and we
cannot allow everything in our country’®

Elsewhere in Europe, there have been mixed results for Israel’s
anti-BDS offensive. In Spain, pro-Israel activists have pursued
lawsuits targeting local municipalities that have declared themselves
‘free from Israeli apartheid’®* In Italy, ‘a draft law to stifle the BDS
movement has been deposited for examination at the Senate), again
on so-called anti-discrimination grounds.®> However, lawfare ini-
tiatives have also proved just as likely to prompt government-level
affirmations of the right to boycott; in 2016, for example, the Dutch
government affirmed that ‘endorsing BDS falls under freedom of
expression, while in June 2017, Spain’s lower house unanimously
backed a resolution affirming ‘the right to promote boycott,
divestment and sanctions (BDS) campaigns.® In December 2016,
some 200 legal scholars and practicing lawyers from 15 European
states issued a statement affirming the BDS campaign as ‘a lawful
exercise of freedom of expression, joining the European Union, as
well as the Swedish and Irish governments in supporting the right
to boycott.®s

Israel’s pushback against the growing momentum of the BDS
campaign has not just constituted lawfare. Another key element of
Israel’s global propaganda drive is ‘rebranding, namely efforts to
associate Israel with things like hi-tech, tourism, Tel Aviv nightlife,
fine cuisine, and so on. This strategy actually predates the launch
of the BDS Movement in 2005, as a response to the growth in the
Palestine solidarity movement that took place in the context of the
Second Intifada.®® In 2009, not long after the ‘Operation Cast Lead’
assault on the Gaza Strip, a senior Israeli official told the New York
Times: ‘We will send well-known novelists and writers overseas,
theatre companies, exhibits. This way, you show Israel’s prettier
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face, so we are not thought of purely in the context of war’* In
2011, a well-known Israeli chef told Australian media how ‘the
government decided, through culture, to start improving Israel’s
image. They started sending artists, singers, painters, filmmakers
and then the idea came of sending chefs ®® Another part of the fight
against BDS, as outlined in an influential report by Israeli think
tank the Reut Institute, is to ‘drive a wedge’ between so-called
‘moderates’ and ‘extremists’; put plainly, this means Israel lobbyists
targeting ‘problematic’ mainstream NGOs (such as Amnesty Inter-
national) through private engagement and public attack, in an
effort to scare them off from partnering with or having any links to
Palestine solidarity and human rights groups.®

Israel’s efforts to combat BDS have also focused on the ‘home
front, where legislation and state-level intimidation has sought
to undermine the political activism of international visitors and
of Israeli citizens themselves. In July 2011, the Knesset approved
the Bill for Prevention of Damage to the State of Israel Through
Boycott, which, ‘as a result of amendments that changed the
provisions originally intended to create a criminal offence,
sanctioned the promotion of boycott as a civil offence’” The law
‘imposes sanctions on any individual or entity that calls for an
economic, cultural or academic boycott of Israel's West Bank set-
tlements or of Israel itself’, and it was subsequently upheld almost
in its entirety by the Israeli Supreme Court.”* In March 2016, Intel-
ligence Minister Yisrael Katz advocated engaging in ‘targeted civil
eliminations’ of BDS leaders with the help of Israeli intelligence,
‘using language that deliberately evoked the Hebrew term for
“targeted assassinations””> Omar Barghouti, one of the founders of
the BDS Movement who has permanent residency status in Israel,
has been subjected at various times to a de facto travel ban, threats
to revoke his residency, and legal harassment.”? In 2017, it emerged
that Strategic Affairs Minister Gilad Erdan was seeking to ‘expand
the surveillance activities of his ministry to include Israeli citizens”
In addition, at the time of writing, a new bill is being advanced in
the Knesset that seeks to exempt the government’s anti-BDS efforts

103



Cracks in the Wall

from the country’s Freedom of Information Law.”> Meanwhile, in
early 2017, the Knesset passed a new law, which ‘forbids granting
entry visas or residency rights to foreign nationals who call for
economic, cultural or academic boycotts of either Israel or the
settlements’”® Soon after, members of an interfaith group from the
US was barred from catching a flight before they even boarded, after
Israeli authorities had informed Lufthansa the individuals would
not be allowed to enter — one was a rabbi.””

The ‘new antisemitism’

As the overview of Israel’s anti-BDS efforts suggests, a key part of
the counter-boycott offensive is the accusation that BDS is ‘anti-
Semitic. This deserves some unpacking, particularly because the
ideas at play here go much broader than the specific focus on, or
targeting of, the boycott campaign. According to Oxford University
senior research fellow and international expert Brian Klug, ‘a good,
simple working definition of antisemitism, according to a broad
consensus of scholars, is this: hostility towards Jews as Jews.”® He
continues: ‘It would be more accurate (if cumbersome) to define
the word along these lines: a form of hostility towards Jews as
Jews, in which Jews are perceived as something other than what
they are. Or more succinctly: hostility towards Jews as not Jews’
When Antony Lerman, Senior Fellow at the Bruno Kreisky Forum
for International Dialogue in Vienna, first started studying anti-
Semitism 40 years ago, there was, he told me for a 2016 article,
‘broadly speaking, a shared understanding of what antisemitism
was. And Israel was hardly ever mentioned.” Today, however,
TIsrael is promoted as the central recipient of antisemitic hate’;
for Lerman, this constitutes nothing less than ‘a fundamental
redefinition of antisemitisn.

It is easy to find examples of where this idea of a ‘new anti-
semitism’ — one that targets Israel - is propagated. The British former
chief rabbi Jonathan Sacks, writing in Newsweek, summarised the
view thus: ‘In the Middle Ages, Jews were hated because of their
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religion. In the 19th and 20th centuries they were hated because
of their race. Today they are hated because of their nation state,
Israel. Anti-Zionism is the new anti-Semitism’* Much earlier,
Jewish Agency head Natan Sharansky claimed to have developed
a ‘simple test’ for ‘exposing the new anti-Semitism, calling it the
3D’ test: Demonisation, Double Standards and Delegitimisation.**
For Sharansky - and many others - this was a fool proof way of
‘distinguish[ing] legitimate criticism of Israel from anti-Semitism’
— despite the obvious subjectivity of the ‘test. Israeli politicians,
unsurprisingly, have not held back from pushing the concept of a
‘new antisemitisny’ ‘In the past, we saw European leaders speaking
against the Jews, said Israeli justice minister Ayelet Shaked in a
May 2016 interview with the Washington Post.®> ‘Now, we see
them speaking against Israel. It is the same anti-Semitism of blood
libels, spreading lies, distorting reality and brainwashing people
into hating Israel and the Jews. Israel’s international friends have
also got the message; French president Emmanuel Macron used a
meeting with Netanyahu to assert: “‘We will never surrender to the
messages of hate; we will not surrender to anti-Zionism because it
is a reinvention of anti-Semitism.%

The concept of a ‘new antisemitism’ is not new, having emerged,
as Lerman has explained, from serious discussions about the rela-
tionship between antisemitism and anti-Zionisn’® However, he
continued, ‘its ubiquity by the mid-2000s was a direct result of a
concerted campaign to get individual governments, parliamen-
tary bodies, the Organisation for Security and Cooperation in
Europe, the Council of Europe and others to accept the validity of
the notion’ This campaign was the result of ‘a much closer nexus
between Jewish communal leaderships, national and international
Jewish organisations, pro-Israel advocacy groups, institutional
arms of the Israeli government and academics and researchers
promoting the idea of the “new antisemitism™ The concept was
the subject of a searing critique by Klug as far back as 2004, in an
important intervention published by The Nation.®s ‘To argue that
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hostility to Israel and hostility to Jews are one and the same thing,
Klug wrote,

is to conflate the Jewish state with the Jewish people. In fact,
Israel is one thing, Jewry another. Accordingly, anti-Zionism
is one thing, anti-Semitism another. They are separate. To say
they are separate is not to say that they are never connected.
But they are independent variables that can be connected in
different ways.

In a follow-up response, the Oxford academic was categorical: ‘It is
time to reclaim the word “anti-Semitism” from the political misuses
to which it is being put. Steven Beller, Visiting Scholar at George
Washington University and author of Oxford University Press’s
‘Antisemitism: A Very Short Introduction, has been similarly blunt:
‘attempts to thus call this hostility to Israel “the new antisemitism”
are, to my mind, misplaced and illegitimate’®

So, while the discourse of a ‘new anti-Semitism’ has been around
for some time, and acknowledging how, in the words of Israeli
journalist Zvi Barel, ‘successive Israeli governments have worked
to blur the boundary between anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism,
there is nonetheless a contemporary impetus to efforts at equating
Palestine solidarity activism and BDS with antisemitism.*” In
her introduction to Jewish Voice for Peace’s collection ‘On Anti-
semitism, the groups director Rebecca Vilkomerson makes a
connection between ‘the growing strength of the movement for
Palestinian rights; and the ‘increasing efforts by those that uncon-
ditionally defend Israel to include criticism of Israel as part of the
definition of antisemitism’®® She continues:

Dubbed the ‘new antisemitism, it defines Israel as the Jew
among nations” in order to shield it from criticism, and has
gained broad acceptance in the intervening years, leading to a
dangerous blurring of lines that equates criticizing the actions of
a state, Israel, with hatred of Jewish people.
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In December 2016, Jewish American commentator Peter Beinart —
who, unlike Vilkomerson, identifies as a Zionist — came to a similar
conclusion.

With every passing year, Israeli control of the West Bank
grows more permanent. And so, with every passing year, more
American progressives question Zionism ... And the more
those Americans voice this discomfort, the more establishment
American Jewish organizations work to classify anti-Zionism as
anti-Semitism, punishable by law.®

These arguments can be paraphrased with respect to the shape
of this book thus: in response to the apartheid status quo on the
ground (Chapters 1 and 2), opposition towards Israeli policies and
solidarity with the Palestinians has grown in Jewish communities
(Chapter 3), as well as among progressives and the left (Chapter
4). In response to such developments, and the growth of the BDS
Movement, Israel is seeking to delegitimise efforts at holding it to
account.

Redefining ‘anti-Semitism’

As a central part of such efforts, the Israeli government and its
allies are promoting a definition of anti-Semitism that incorporates
the concepts of a ‘new anti-Semitism’ In 2005, a draft, working
definition of anti-Semitism was circulated by the European Union’s
Monitoring Centre on Racism and Xenophobia (EUMC).* The
text, drafted with the help of pro-Israel groups, proved highly
divisive for its muddled conflation of genuine anti-Semitism (e.g.
Holocaust denial) with criticism of or opposition to Israel and
Zionism (e.g. claiming the State of Israel ‘is a racist endeavour’).>*
By 2013, the EUMC’s successor body, the European Union Agency
for Fundamental Rights (FRA), had abandoned the politicised
definition as unfit for purpose and removed it from its website,
clarifying on numerous occasions that the document did not have
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any official status and had never been ‘adopted’ by the body.*> Never-
theless, pro-Israel groups persisted in misrepresenting the status of
the document as the ‘European’ or ‘European Union’ definition of
anti-Semitism, and found some success in securing its adoption
by, among others, the US State Department. However, it was clear
to others that a fresh impetus was needed to salvage the ‘definition’
from the controversy — and obscurity - of its EUMC/FRA origins.
At the Israeli-government convened GFCA in Jerusalem in 2015,
a working group recommended ‘that the Working Definition of
Antisemitism should be reintroduced into the international arena
with the aim of giving it legal status’?

Step forward Mark Weitzman, a long-time senior official at the
Los Angeles-based Simon Wiesenthal Centre, an institution which
has embraced the idea of a ‘new anti-Semitism’ to the extent that
it does not even pretend to separate fighting anti-Semitic hate and
defending Israel. A prime illustration of this is the Centre’s annual
“Top Ten Worst Anti-Semitic/Anti-Israel Incidents, which in 2015
listed the EU’s decision to correctly label the origin of products
made in Israeli settlements right after the activities of so-called
Islamic State.** In 2016’s “Top Ten, the Centre ranked white nation-
alist Richard Spencer at number five, while at number one was UN
Security Council Resolution 2334 on the illegality of Israeli settle-
ments.” Crucially for this story, Weitzman also served as chair of the
Committee on Antisemitism and Holocaust Denial for the Inter-
national Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA), a 31-member
body founded in 1998 by former Swedish Prime Minister Goran
Persson. It was under Weitzman’s chairmanship that the IHRA
committee proposed, in 2015, a definition of anti-Semitism
which almost exactly replicated the discredited EUMC ‘working
definition’® In May 2016, the IHRA duly adopted it.

Celebrating the achievement, Weitzman told a right-wing news
site: ‘We decided a couple of years ago that IHRA was the right venue
to bring up the definition for adoption. The idea was proposed to
my committee, who recommended it to IHRA’s Plenary and it took
two years to get the definition through, which is remarkably fast in
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IHRA terms’ (he later claimed that the IHRA definition was ‘taken
from the EUMC definition as there was not enough time to invent
a new on€’).”” According to The Louis D. Brandeis Centre, which
has often led attacks on Palestine solidarity activism and BDS on
US campuses, while the IHRA definition was ‘essentially the same
text’ as the EUMC working definition, ‘because the ITHRA has
adopted it, the definition has now officially been given the inter-
national status that it was previously lacking’®® As a 2016 Israeli
government report described, ever since the FRA ditched the draft
working definition, Israeli representatives, individuals and organ-
izations, Jews and non-Jews ... [had] been endeavouring to restore
awareness of the definition as well as its use’* Through Weitzman,
and the THRA, they had achieved their goal.

The birth of an THRA definition’ was celebrated at the time by
a number of pro-Israel groups, who specifically highlighted - and
praised - its recognition of the ‘new antisemitism’*** The American
Jewish Committee, for example, whose officials had played a key
role in the drafting of the ill-fated EUMC document, said the
IHRA definition ‘offers a clear and comprehensive description
of anti-Semitism in its various forms, but ‘of particular note,
anti-Semitism as it relates to Israel*** The intended use of the
definition soon became clear. In February 2017, pro-Israel groups
in the UK - where the Conservative government had symbolically
‘adopted’” the IHRA definition - sought to have Israeli Apartheid
Week events cancelled on the basis they were ‘anti-Semitic’*
After one university cancelled a panel event on such grounds, the
Simon Wiesenthal Centre, and Mark Weitzman, were delighted
(the Centre had previously unsuccessfully sought to persuade the
French government to outright ban Israeli Apartheid Week as ‘a
clear violation’ of the EUMC working definition).”*® In a press
release, the Centre proudly noted how Weitzman had ‘spearheaded
the THRA’s adoption of the definition, and quoted him as saying
the university’s decision to cancel the event — which sparked con-
siderable outrage on freedom of speech grounds - was ‘evidence
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that this internationally accepted definition can play a vital role in
the fight against antisemitism’'**

In the UK, the definition was published on a government website
some months before its so-called ‘adoption, under the supervision
of Eric Pickles, Special Envoy for Post-Holocaust issues and chair
of Conservative Friends of Israel.’®> Days before it went online,
Pickles had been a speaker at a conference on anti-Semitism,
where he explicitly compared the BDS campaign to the Nazi
boycott of Jewish goods. ‘There’s nothing complicated to it, he
told the audience. ‘It’s the same thing happening 7o years later. It’s
the same ideology, it's the same language, it’s the same threats’**
Its use in the UK has generated a good deal of pushback; David
Feldman, head of the Pears Institute for the Study of Antisemitism,
criticised the text as ‘bewilderingly imprecise, and highlighted ‘a
danger that the overall effect will place the onus on Israel’s critics
to demonstrate they are not antisemitic’*” The Jewish Socialists’
Group, meanwhile, said the definition is ‘being used to muzzle
free speech on Israel/Palestine and on Zionism as a political
ideology, which like any other political ideology can be supported
or rejected and should be open to question’**® In fact, on that point,
supporters and opponents of the definition are in agreement: an
Israeli government document noted approvingly that ‘the main
innovation in the working definition is that it also includes expres-
sions of Antisemitism directed against the State of Israel, when it
is perceived as a Jewish collective.® In other words, ‘the definition
also refers to anti-Zionism ... as a form of Antisemitism’

In the US, meanwhile, a bill introduced on Capitol Hill in late
2016 sought to instruct the Department of Education to consider
the contested definition of anti-Semitism when assessing federal
discrimination claims brought by students and faculty. As the
Forward reported, the background was years of ‘efforts [by Jewish
groups] into boosting the spread of State Department’s definition
of anti-Semitism;, some of whom had also ‘filed multiple civil rights
claims’ on the basis that certain campuses had become ‘hostile
environments’ for Jewish students.*® The head of one such group,
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Morton Klein of the Zionist Organisation of America, said he
hoped the law would ‘help us in our efforts to minimize and more
successfully fight against the increasing and dangerous scourge of
campus anti-Semitism, led primarily by Muslim student members
of Students for Justice in Palestine, and increasingly by antisemites
affiliated with Black Lives Matter’'"* The Anti-Defamation League
was also clear about the bill's aim, tweeting: ‘Worried about
anti-#Israel activity on campus? We drafted a law that will help
show when it’s gone too far’*** The bill attracted heavy criticism,
including from the ACLU and hundreds of Jewish students and
scholars.’? Though the ‘Anti-Semitism Awareness Act’ was passed
in the Senate, the Congress session ended before there was time for
the House to pass it (at the time of writing, it is unclear if it will be
reintroduced).

The attempt to pass nationwide legislation followed on from a
battle at the University of California, where pro-Israel groups had
sought to persuade university authorities to adopt a statement
on antisemitism that ‘equated[d] anti-Zionism with religious
bigotry’**4 Thanks to the efforts of Palestine solidarity and civil
liberty groups, the final statement was somewhat watered down,
referring instead to ‘antisemitic forms of anti-Zionism, but, as
Dima Khalidi, the director of Palestine Legal, noted, pro-Israeli
groups had ‘succeeded in convincing the regents that Palestine
advocacy is inherently antisemitic, and should be condemned:**s
The Louis D. Brandeis Centre, meanwhile, who saw the University
of California statement as a springboard for future action, has said
that ‘the next step is getting the University of California, and other
universities nationwide, to follow the IHRAs good example, and
adopt an official definition [of antisemitism]’.**¢ Revealingly, in the
context of these debates, one of the main authors of the original
EUMC document - Ken Stern - came out against its ‘official
adoption’ in California, arguing that to do so ‘would do more
harm than good:**” Stern had made his concerns explicit as early as
2010, when he regretted that some groups were using the EUMC
working definition ‘in an inappropriate way, citing attempts by
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‘American Jewish organizations from the right side of the political
spectrum’ to change campus policy."'® According to Stern — who to
be clear, is a firm believer in the new antisemitism - such groups
were ‘using the definition in a way it was never intended, and with
the subtlety of a mallet’

Drawing the red line

So why exactly is BDS such a target of attack by Israel? Put
simply, BDS puts the focus on Israel’s criminal policies, contextu-
alises them with a framework of apartheid and colonialism, and
demands accountability by way of response. These three elements,
combined with its growth, and momentum, are at the heart of
Israel’s opposition to the boycott. But it is important to break down
just why Israel and its allies allege that BDS is actually ‘antisemitic’
- and front and centre of such claims is the fact that the BDS Call
demands the realisation of Palestinian refugees’ rights to return.
The return of expelled and denationalised Palestinians would sig-
nificantly undermine, or end, Israel’s Jewish majority of citizens (a
majority achieved, of course, by those refugees” historic removal
and ongoing exclusion). Such a scenario is anathema to the State
of Israel, its political leadership, and the overwhelming majority of
Zionists worldwide; in the words of an ADL official in May 2015:
‘the unqualified right of return of all Palestinian refugees [to Israel]
... would lead to the demise of Israel as a Jewish state. People who
advocate that promote an idea that at its core is antisemitic’**® This
opposition, and the implications and significance of the refugees’
return, are the subject of the booK’s final chapter. Thus, at this
point, it is sufficient to note how the BDS Movement’s support for
Palestinian refugees’ right of return is enough to render it beyond
the pale for Israel and its supporters.

Perhaps one of the most commonly advanced arguments in
support of BDS being antisemitic is that it supposedly ‘singles
out’ Israel as a unique evil in the world, or uniquely deserving of
isolation and boycott. As the Board of Deputies of British Jews put
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it, ‘we regard as antisemitic any exceptional treatment of Israel,
where Israel is uniquely subjected, among all the countries in the
world, to hostile behaviours such as denial of its right to exist and
boycotts’*?* Yet in reality, the BDS campaign is merely one of dozens
of active consumer boycott campaigns (in the West alone), with
a host of state and non-state targets.'*" At an inter-governmental
and governmental level, the likes of the UN and EU, as well as
the UK and US to name just two, currently impose sanctions and
embargoes on a number of countries and other actors. Thus, in
reality, it is Israel who is ‘singled out’ — but for diplomatic protection
and impunity, military partnerships and aid, preferential trade
deals, and institutional and governmental cooperation.

Thosealleging that BDS is ‘antisemitic’ for singling out Israel often
invoke examples of human rights and international law violations
around the world. ‘What about Turkey’s occupation of Northern
Cyprus, or China’s occupation of Tibet?’ they will say. Why is the
BDS campaign not targeting these states? While offering some
superficial, rhetorical satisfaction, this is not a serious argument.
By their very nature, single-issue campaigns and movements con-
centrate on a specific issue; human trafficking activists ‘single out’
human trafficking (and are not accused of ignoring, say, climate
change). No one accuses Tibetan solidarity campaigners of ‘singling
out’ China. Only the Palestinians, it seems, are required to justify
their right to resistance and solidarity. Palestinians ‘single out’
Israel because it is Israel who has expelled, dispossessed, colonised
and occupied them. Are Palestinians uniquely prohibited from
appealing for and receiving solidarity? In addition, and as discussed
earlier in this chapter, boycott — and in this case, the BDS Movement
- is a tactic, not a principle. What works in one situation, may
not work in another. Furthermore, the BDS campaign has broad
support amongst Palestinian activists in Palestine and beyond.

As the activists behind ‘Artists for Palestine UK’ pointed out:

Boycotts are selective, but this does not mean that they are
morally tarnished ... If the demands of ‘consistency’ lead to the
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claim that nothing can be done unless and until everything is
done, then passivity is bound to be the result. This, in relation to
Israel, is surely what the critics intend.**

For a perfect illustration of how the inability, or refusal, to engage
with BDS as a specific tactic in a specific situation leads to passivity,
and complicity, consider British author Ian McEwan’s defence of
his decision to accept the Jerusalem Prize for literature in 2011. If I
only went to countries that I approve of’, he said, ‘T probably would
never get out of bed.*>3

Those arguing that BDS is antisemitic for ‘singling out’ Israel
not only have to prove that Israel is indeed being subjected to
‘exceptional treatment’ (it is not), but also that such ‘exceptional
treatment’ is motivated by antisemitism, as opposed to any other
kind of motivation. Instead, the fact that Israel is targeted for
boycott is considered, ipso facto, antisemitic. In understanding
this, one has to remember that such critics, nine times out of ten,
do not accept that Israel is maintaining an apartheid regime; if you
consider Israel to be ‘the only democracy in the Middle East, no
wonder you are mystified by — and look for sinister explanations
for - the fact it is targeted for boycott.

There is a related, but subtler, objection to the BDS campaign.
In the words of former Harvard University president Lawrence
Summers, who is on the record as saying that he ‘support[s] and
feel[s] affinity with the State of Israel, the BDS Movement is ‘anti-
semitic in effect if not intent’>* Why? Because BDS targets Israel,
and the vast majority of Jews support Israel and identify as Zionists.
As expressed by Jane Eisner, editor of the Forward:

Most American Jews feel some attachment to Israel, and that
attachment has become a central part of Jewish identity ... So it
is understandable that any Jew, particularly a susceptible college
student, would be offended by an attack on Zionism that felt like
an attack on his or her Jewish identity.*s
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In Britain, the chair of Labour Friends of Israel, Joan Ryan, put
it like this: ‘Some believe that antisemitism and anti-Zionism are
separable. I do not agree, not least because the vast majority of
British Jews have a strong attachment to Israel, the world’s only
Jewish state*>* In 2016, the chair of the Jewish Leadership Council
(JLC) in Britain, Mick Davis, wrote in the Telegraph: ‘More than 9o
per cent of British Jews see Israel as part of their Jewish identity.
Attacks on her legitimacy are an affront to our consciousness, an
assault on our religious, cultural and moral heritage”” In fact,
surveys offer a more complicated picture than Ryan and Davis let
on: 28 per cent of British Jews declined to identify themselves as
“Zionists’ in a major 2010 survey, while in a 2015 survey, two-thirds
of British Jews said they would ‘support some sanctions against
Israel if I thought they would encourage the Israeli government to
engage in the peace process.'*®

Nevertheless, it is undeniable that an overwhelming majority of
Jews in Britain, the US, France and elsewhere, identify as proud
Zionists and believe Israel should be a Jewish state’ (even if Jewish
opposition to Zionism and Israel, past and present, is too often
neglected). It is here that the more intelligent opponents of BDS
blur the boundaries between, on the one hand, antisemitism,
and on the other hand, offence provoked by legitimate political
expression or activism. As The Institute for Race Relations
stressed, in a critical response to the UK government’s endorse-
ment of the IHRA definition of antisemitism, ‘the conceptual flaw
underlying ... [the] definition is to equate racism with anything
that gives offence. For while racism is offensive, not everything
which gives offence is per se racist’** Yet the distinction between
the two is often lost, unintentionally or disingenuously, in attacks
on BDS. Furthermore, the positions expressed above by the likes
of Davis and Ryan effectively place a veto on an essential tactic of
solidarity with Palestinian rights, on the basis of what is, in reality,
a momentary snapshot of a fluid, and ever-shifting relationship
between Jews and Israel; remember that when Zionism emerged,
the vast majority of Jews opposed it.
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The Community Security Trust (CST) is the pre-eminent UK
charity for recording and combating antisemitism. In 2014, during
Israel’s assault on the Gaza Strip, one of its senior officials, Mark
Gardner, told an audience in a synagogue meeting that while
the Jewish community would ‘get through’ a spike in antisemitic
incidents, ‘the boycott stuff is really, really serious’*** He added:

Israel has, I think, come right up to that red line, to that tipping
point, where it becomes in danger of really seriously being the
new South Africa, the new South Africa that everybody should
boycott, that Israel is equivalent to apartheid South Africa,
and that therefore, if you support Israel well you're just like the
Afrikaners of old.

Instructively, Gardner does not explicitly state that BDS is
‘antisemitic’; rather, his concern is what an isolated, apartheid
Israel will mean for Jews who continue to back the state. These
candid comments help us understand part of the reason why BDS
is attacked as ‘antisemitic’ — but it also demonstrates the weak
foundations on which such an argument rests. In addition, by
accusing BDS of being ‘antisemitic’ on the grounds that Israel is
integral to Jewish identity, it is not just the civil society boycott
campaign in the crosshairs — the very legitimacy of solidarity with
the Palestinians” anti-apartheid struggle is at stake.

Dehumanising Palestinians, delegitimising solidarity

In March 2016, in an article on allegations of antisemitism within
the Jeremy Corbyn-led Labour Party, the Board of Deputies of
British Jews president Jonathan Arkush told the Daily Mail that
‘this is not about criticism of Israel - every country can be subject to
criticism’*3* Some version of this point is made by most proponents
of the ‘new antisemitism; to the extent that it has become a cliché:
mere criticism of Israel, we are assured, is not antisemitic. Yet just
a few weeks earlier, Arkush had admonished then PM, David
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Cameron, for having issued a very mild rebuke to Israel over
illegal settlement construction, claiming that it had made ‘many’
in Britain’s Jewish community ‘concerned and uncomfortable’'3
Arkush, speaking as president of the largest Jewish communal
body, was telling the prime minister that to speak out about an
issue on which there is international consensus - the illegality of
the settlements and their role in obstructing a two-state solution -
would make British Jews ‘uncomfortable’

In 2014, during a surge in solidarity with Palestinians as Israel
devastated the Gaza Strip, some local councils decided to fly Pales-
tinian flags; in response, the Board of Deputies said that such steps
damaged ‘community cohesion’ and had ‘the potential to intimidate
and divide our communities’’33 Or consider what happened to a
Methodist church in London in 2016, when one of its members,
having spent time in Palestine, organised an exhibition featuring
a very simple ‘mock checkpoint. The church, as reported in the
Times, was accused by a local rabbi of holding an exhibition that
would ‘fan the flames of antisemitism, while pro-Israel lobby
group Jewish Human Rights Watch said the event caused ‘signif-
icant distress.*** In other words, this is a much broader assault on
political freedoms and the right of Palestinians and their allies to
campaign against Israeli violations of international law. ‘Of course,
mere criticism of Israeli policies isn’t antisemitic, say those who
never actually criticise Israel, ‘but - why are you singling out Israel?’

The same kinds of stories are repeated everywhere and anywhere
that churches, trade unions, student councils, local authorities,
cultural workers or elected officials express solidarity with the
Palestinians’ anti-apartheid struggle, or back initiatives to hold
Israel and others to account for violations of international law and
human rights. As Brian Klug wrote in The Nation in 2004,

when I say that ‘anti-Zionism®’ puts the ‘new’ into ‘new
antisemitism, I am referring not only to anti-Zionism in the
narrow sense; I am using the word broadly to include any
position that lies on the far side of the line separating ‘fair’
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from ‘foul. Now, if crossing the line is antisemitic, and if ‘most
of the current attacks on Israel and Zionism’ cross the line, it
follows that most current attacks on Israel and Zionism are
antisemitic.?

All of the various efforts to undermine the BDS campaign, or
ring-fence certain discussions about Israel as a ‘Jewish state; share
two characteristics in common: reliance on a reductionist definition
or defence of Zionism, and the disappearing or dehumanising of
Palestinians and their experience. To maintain that anti-Zionism
is antisemitism is to deny the historical and contemporary reality
of what Zionism has meant for Palestinians, and to dehumanise
them as a people. For the Palestinians, Zionism has meant
violent displacement, colonisation, and discrimination - are they
‘antisemitic’ for refusing to cheer their own dispossession? By
extension, as orthodox Jewish studies and philosophy professor
Charles H. Manekin put it, labelling Palestine solidarity activists
as antisemitic is to imply that ‘the Palestinians have little justified
claim to sympathy’** A handful of self-identifying Zionists
acknowledge this; as Peter Beinart wrote in Haaretz in April 2016:
‘Palestinians didn’t become anti-Zionists because they needed a
rationale for hating Jews and found the old ones outdated. They
become anti-Zionists because their experience with Zionism was
extremely rough.*7

The offensive against the BDS Movement is a response to
growing, global solidarity, an expanding BDS campaign, and, cracks
in the consensus regarding Zionism and Israel as a Jewish state’; in
other words, the backlash is a sign of certain kinds of weaknesses,
not strength. Some have sought to diminish, or downplay, the sig-
nificance of BDS, suggesting that Israeli politicians like Netanyahu,
as well as right-wing lobby groups, benefit politically and finan-
cially respectively from playing up the BDS danger. But BDS
critics almost always miss the point. Over the last decade, the BDS
movement has done exactly what one would expect a dynamic
grassroots campaign to do; attract support from numerous kinds
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of trade unions, church groups, political advocacy groups, human
rights bodies, student associations, and so on. The BDS campaign
is, ultimately, a tactic of solidarity; it is not a political programme,
it cannot ‘free Palestine; and it can only ever be complementary to,
rather than a substitute for, a Palestinian national movement.

A campaign that began on the margins now has an impact on
public debate and discussion; it is influential in ways that only a
decentralised, grassroots campaign — in contrast to government
propaganda initiatives — can be. BDS has even persuaded some
Jewish Israelis that, in the words of writer Gideon Levy, ‘boycott,
divestment [and] sanctions is [the] only game in town, the last
hope for .. change**® In July 2016, Netanyahu - somewhat
bizarrely - claimed to have ‘defeated’ the BDS Movement."* Not
only was this untrue, it is also not possible, at least not in the way
that Netanyahu, Israeli officials and pro-Israel groups imagine.
Its growth, and the nature of its successes do indeed depend on
various factors — but ironically, developments like Netanyahu’s
government of right-wing nationalists have proved to be a particu-
larly potent accelerant.
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Palestinian green shoots
and signposts

From the refugees separated by a few miles from their expropriated
lands, to the students in the Gaza Strip banned from studying in
the West Bank, Israel has fragmented and divided the Palestinian
people over the decades with physical obstructions (walls,
fences, checkpoints), laws and bureaucracy (different ID cards
and travel permits), and ‘divide and conquer’ style propaganda.
Overcoming that fragmentation has been further complicated on
account of the moribund state of representative bodies like the
Palestine Liberation Organisation, as well as the long-running
split between Fatah and Hamas. In recent years, however, there
have been a number of developments emerging from Palestinian
grassroots activists and intellectuals that offer signposts on the
way to a post-apartheid Palestine/Israel - green shoots that
are a stark contrast to the stagnation in the principal political
organisations. One of the most striking threads running through
such phenomena is the way in which Palestinians, especially
youth, are forging new links across the various divisions imposed
by Israeli colonisation. Ironically, one of the contributing factors
here has been Israel’s creation of a de facto, single state in all of
historic Palestine; as the territory on both sides of the 1967 lines
has been bound together, this has created different kinds of spaces
and opportunities for Palestinian resistance and co-solidarity, for
all those living under direct Israeli rule. The tools provided by
social media platforms are part of the story, but it is also about
a generation which rejects the fragmentation of the past. It is a
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reflection of a political consciousness that is both old and new:
it harks back to before the time when the Palestinian issue was
reduced to that of ‘state-building, and is shaped by the realities
and priorities of the present.

Hunger strikes and solidarity

On 17 April 2012, Palestinian prisoners in Israeli jails launched a
mass hunger strike, beginning on the annually marked Prisoners’
Day. The background to the strike included a number of hunger
strikes by individual prisoners, including Khader Adnan’s 66-day
hunger strike from mid-December 2011 to late February 2012, in
protest at detention without charge or trial (so-called administra-
tive detention).’ There had also been a three-week hunger strike
and ‘campaign of disobedience’ in September-October 2011,
prompting support actions such as solidarity hunger strikes by
Palestinian youth in Haifa.> The April 2012 mass hunger strike,
which ‘sparked widespread sympathy protests and demonstra-
tions across the West Bank and Gaza, saw participation by some
2,500 Palestinian prisoners, and only concluded on 14 May
after a deal was struck with the Israeli authorities to secure ‘an
easing of their conditions’* According to Palestinian activist and
journalist Budour Hasan, the strike was ‘accompanied by popular
protests and escalated mobilization on the ground, not seen in
Palestine since the early days of the second intifada more than
a decade earlier, with participating prisoners coming from ‘all
political factions:* Five years later, on 17 April, 2017, another
mass hunger strike was launched, this time led by Fatah leader
Marwan Barghouti. Around 1,500 prisoners launched the action,
with more than 8oo inmates sticking with the hunger strike until
its negotiated end on 27 May.’ Protests in support of the prisoners
saw clashes with Israeli forces in the West Bank and Gaza Strip,
while a general strike on 22 May was observed in communities
across the occupied Palestinian territory (oPt), and, in a number
of Palestinian communities inside the Green Line.®
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Palestinian political prisoners have long used hunger strikes as
a form of protest in response to violations of their rights by Israeli
authorities, with a timeline dating the first use of the tactic to 1968.7
As Palestinian academic Basil Farraj described, ‘through hunger
strikes, Palestinian prisoners have been able to continuously force
their struggles onto the Palestinian and often the international
political stage’® He adds: ‘given that there are currently no alter-
natives through which prisoners can secure their freedom or a
change in Israeli policies, the importance of mobilizing com-
munities and political bodies around prisoners’ rights cannot be
underestimated. As in the cases mentioned above, ‘grassroots,
human rights organizations and official bodies both within and
outside Palestine have mobilized during hunger strikes by Palestin-
ian prisoners. This support has included ‘daily gatherings, protests
outside the offices of international organizations, calls on the Israeli
government to heed the prisoners’ demands, and demonstrations
outside prisons and hospitals’ Hunger strikes are thus a crucial way
that Palestinians ‘assert their political existence and demand their
rights) and, as has been demonstrated in recent years, in particular,
highlight forms of Palestinian solidarity and resistance that cross
Israeli-imposed borders. As one former prisoner told a journalist
in 2012, the tradition of hunger strikes are stories that ‘give you
power and hope’®

Resisting dispossession in the Negev

In 2013, an unprecedented surge in activism by Palestinian citizens
of Israel, that spilled over into the occupied West Bank and Gaza
Strip and whose ripples went international, emerged to challenge a
plan by the Israeli authorities to forcibly displace tens of thousands
of Bedouin Palestinians in the Negev. The so-called ‘Prawer Plan,
named after the official who oversaw the relevant committee,
envisaged the expulsion of dozens of entire communities in the
Negev, in order to concentrate their residents into a smaller number
of government-approved shanty towns (in the name of ‘develop-
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ment’). On 15 July, a day of protests coordinated and publicised on
social media with the hashtags #AngerStrike and #StopPrawerPlan
saw demonstrations across historic Palestine — by Palestinians with
Israeli citizenship from the Negev to Nazareth, and by Palestini-
ans under military rule from Ramallah to the Gaza Strip. The day
of action, which included a general strike inside the Green Line,
and even saw Palestinian prisoners expressing their support, was
hailed as an ‘extraordinary show of solidarity’, by Palestinians ‘from
the river to the sea’’® Even more strikingly, as Palestinian organiser
and academic Abir Kopty pointed out, ‘Palestinians in the West
Bank and Gaza joined their brothers’ and sisters” struggle within
48 hours, when it is usually the opposite.’* Palestinian journalist
and activist Linah Alsaafin described the day as a demonstration
that, ‘despite political division, non-representative and collabora-
tive leadership, Palestine remains from the river to the sea, with the
Bedouins in the Naqab an integral component of the Palestinian
population’’

Later that year, on 30 November, an internationally observed
‘Day of Rage’ upped the ante even further, in what was the third
such day that year.”* Dozens of protests took place in Palestinian
communities on both sides of the Green Line (Hura, Haifa,
Jerusalem, Ramallah, Gaza), as well as in many cities around
the world.* The following month, it was revealed that the Israeli
government had halted the legislative process of the Prawer Plan.
Though activists were under ‘no illusion that the freeze would
reverse the Israeli government’s overall displacement policy, the
fact that the Prawer Plan was ‘stalled’ signified ‘a tremendous
achievement’; the government’s response ‘demonstrated the
combined strength of a community-led popular struggle, creative
advocacy, and strategic legal and international interventions to
disrupt the status quo.’s That ‘popular struggle’ was characterised
by not just a ‘new wave of Palestinian youth activism, but the
‘unprecedented leadership of young people’*® The perspectives of
this new generation — non-factional, open, and creative — spoke ‘to
new coalitions that might change things to come drastically’
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Battle of the Gates: Jerusalem in 2017

Jerusalem was never really the same after 16-year-old Muhammad
Abu Khdeir was kidnapped and killed by three Jewish Israelis in
July 2014. That summer, which also saw the Israeli military pound
the Gaza Strip and launch an unusually brutal crackdown across
the West Bank, Palestinian neighbourhoods in occupied East
Jerusalem saw a marked uptick in activism and confrontations
against Israeli forces and settlers. Since then, Israel’s apartheid
‘capital’ has been on a permanent war footing, with Israeli author-
ities meting out collective punishment, mass arrests and police
brutality against the city’s rebellious Palestinian youth. By the
summer of 2017, a perfect storm had been brewing, against the
backdrop of this simmering revolt and Israel’s crackdown, and in
the absence of either the Palestinian Authority or a strong local
leadership. On 14 July, three Palestinian citizens of Israel carried
out a shooting attack on Israeli police officers posted at one of the
entrances to the Al-Agsa Mosque compound.” Israeli authorities
responded by closing the compound for two days, then installing
metal detectors and security cameras. In a spontaneous act of civil
disobedience that gathered remarkable momentum, Palestinians
refused to enter the compound until Israeli authorities removed
the newly installed surveillance measures and obstacles to freedom
of movement. Prayers were held in the streets of East Jerusalem,
and protesters clashed with Israeli forces; over twelve days, more
than 1,000 Palestinians were wounded, while on a ‘Day of Rage’ on
Friday 21 July, three Palestinians were killed in demonstrations.*®
Eventually, on Thursday 27 July, the Israeli government removed
the security cameras and metal detectors.

As Linah Alsaafin and Budour Hassan described in a subsequent
analysis piece for Al Jazeera, ‘the mass protests were characterised
by their largely peaceful nature, which involved tens of thousands
participating in sit-ins and prayers outside the entrances to the
compound.’® These sit-ins ‘were often preceded and followed
by chants that called for the liberation of Jerusalem and al-Agsa
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Mosque, in addition to chants that condemned Israeli occupation
and the perceived complicity of Arab governments with the
occupation’ The nature of the protests, meanwhile, made them ‘open
to Palestinians from all walks of life and from all ages, including
children, families and the elderly’. There was also an outpouring of
community support; ‘people instinctively came out to support the
protests and sustaining them by offering food, water, and a warm
embrace to the protesters, said one participant quoted by Alsaafin
and Hassan. Old City residents cooked meals, distributed food
and fruits from their own homes), in addition to ‘donations and
prepared meals from Palestinian individuals and charities alike’
Strikingly, the protests were characterised by an absence of political
leadership, something that some believed was ‘one of the reasons
why the sit-ins were so successful. One activist said that while
‘usually the leadership should be the advanced guard; in this case
‘the leadership were running behind the masses* Dr Inas Abad,
a political science researcher and lecturer and a political activist
from East Jerusalem, hailed the events at Al-Agsa as ‘an important
turning point in our struggle as one people, away from the fac-
tionalism that has divided our movement’* Tellingly, the Tsraeli
defense establishment’ was said to be ‘troubled by the Palestinian
sense of victory’ following the removal of the ‘security measures’*?

Representation and strategy

One of the responses to an uptick in protests and attacks in the oPt
in autumn 2015 was a heightened discussion amongst Palestinians
aboutissues of representation, leadership and strategy. ‘This popular
uprising is spontaneous and who’s leading it is the new generation
- mostly university and school students, Ramallah-based lawyer
Lema Nazeeh told Al Jazeera.?s “This time we are taking action
in the streets and doubling the resistance everywhere, starting in
Jerusalem, to the West Bank and Gaza. Palestinians living in the
1948 territories [i.e. citizens of Israel] are also participating in it.
Others believed that Palestinians would need to ‘organize and
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expand their networks of communal solidarity and horizontal
support to become a social movement’ in order ‘to overcome
Israel's massive repression’ and the ‘complicity” of the Palestinian
Authority>* ‘The absence of authentic Palestinian national
leadership is particularly acute at this time of crisis, wrote the
Al-Shabaka think-tank, asking: ‘what can other political parties and
forces do to provide a framework for national leadership, whether
within or outside the Palestine Liberation Organization?’> Those
questions were explored in an Al-Shabaka convened roundtable, a
forum typical of the work being done by the transnational network
on the major issues facing Palestinians, whether it’s questions of
leadership, ‘political disintegration, reform of PLO institutions, or
what frame of analysis should shape the Palestinian struggle for
self-determination.>

Al-Shabaka are not the only ones; there is also the Palestine
Strategy Group (PSG), comprising Palestinians from across the
social and political spectrum, which issued its first report in
2008.7 The PSG ‘subsequently embarked on a new initiative with
the aim of crystallising a national Palestinian agenda, culminating
in a report called “Towards New Strategies for Palestinian National
Liberation’®® In 2017, PSG published a report on ‘Relations
Between Palestinians Across the Green Line, the product of two
years of work by ‘Palestinian analysts, activists, intellectuals and
politicians, and exploring the relationship between - and prospect
of coordinated political action by - the Palestinians with Israeli
citizenship, and Palestinians living under occupation in East
Jerusalem, the West Bank, and Gaza Strip.* The debate about the
ways forward is not just taking place in the context of think-tanks
— there are also public discussions hosted by sites like Jadaliyya, on
issues of crucial importance like ‘Palestinian Diaspora and Rep-
resentation’*® As Hani Al-Masri, Director General of Masarat, a
Palestinian centre for policy research and strategic studies, has put
it, Israel’s opposition to a two-state solution, along with the Pal-
estinians’ rejection of either the status quo or a state with limited
sovereignty, means that a ‘new strategic space’ has been ‘opened’3*
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Self-determination,
not segregation

If the day comes when the two-state solution collapses, and we
face a South African-style struggle for equal voting rights, then,
as soon as that happens, the State of Israel is finished.

— Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert, 2007*

Freedom means being able to do what formerly was unjustly
forbidden.

— Albie Sachs, Justice of South Africa’s

Constitutional Court, 1994-2009>

In October 2017, Israeli parliamentarian Miki Zohar explained
in a newspaper interview why he was opposed to the creation of
a Palestinian state.’ ‘In my opinion, the Likud MK said, ‘he [the
Palestinian] doesn’t have the right to national identity, because he
does not own the land of this country’. Zohar, who advocates the
annexation of the West Bank but without giving citizenship to its
Palestinian inhabitants, clarified that Palestinians could stay ‘by
virtue of my own sense of fairness, on the basis that they were born
and live in the West Bank. Then he added: Tm sorry to say this,
but they [the Palestinians] have one conspicuous liability: They
weren't born Jews. These are crudely offensive remarks — and note
that at the time, Zohar was serving as chair of the Knesset’s Special
Committee for Distributive Justice and Social Equality. Yet Zohar’s
core assumptions — such as the belief in a defiantly and explicitly
discriminatory political system — are what have shaped Israeli state
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policy for the past seventy years, are the organising principles of
today’s apartheid status quo, and guide the future visions being
offered by Zionist political parties in Israel today.

This book began with, and is grounded in, the reality on the
ground today in Palestine/Israel - that of a de facto, single apartheid
state. We have also considered what I described as ‘cracks in the
wall, those widening pockets of resistance and growing possibilities
for dissent in Israel’s long-standing pillars of support internation-
ally, and especially in the US. Now, we conclude with a vision of
an alternative reality, one which, in fact, should not be too hard to
imagine: a single democratic state. Efforts at dividing Palestine, an
attempt to resolve the Zionist movement’s aspirations for a Jewish
state’ at the expense of and in the face of opposition from Pales-
tine’s majority non-Jewish population, have been an abject failure,
not least in terms of their human cost. Put simply, discrimination
and segregation cannot be a blueprint for the future. Partition and
privilege must be rejected; decolonisation and transformation
must be embraced.

If not partition ... then what?

Thereare, of course, many versions of a ‘one-state solution, including
some very bad ones. The present reality may ‘only’ be a de facto,
apartheid state, but there are some in Israel - like Zohar — who seek
to formalise such arrangements into something permanent. Others,
meanwhile — as we saw in Chapter 2 - are happy to maintain the
status quo indefinitely; as Moshe Yaalon, the former Israeli defense
minister, put it while in office: Tam not looking for a solution, I am
looking for a way to manage the conflict’* At the time of writing,
there is nothing to suggest that Donald Trump’s administration
is prepared to pressure Israel to make much more than tokenistic
economic gestures. But these are not the de facto or de jure types of
‘one-state’ that we are interested in examining at this point. Looking
beyond a single, apartheid state we see that there are variations of
a one-state solution premised on democratic values, and some of
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these differences are significant: binationalism, for example, or
a federation of self-governing cantons. This book - this chapter
- is not an attempt at a comprehensive review and assessment of
the different practical options, let alone a detailed plan for how to
achieve one in particular. Nevertheless, as a contribution to a vital
discussion, and as a way of dealing with relevant arguments in this
discussion, I am going to propose one particular model as optimal:
a single democratic state in Palestine/Israel.

One democratic state has significant advantages and benefits
for both Palestinians and Jewish Israelis. For Palestinians, it offers
a framework that is the most promising and obviously capable of
realising all of their rights, including self-determination, but also
the refugees’ right to return, the right of Palestinians who currently
have Israeli citizenship to live without systematic discrimination,
and the right of Palestinians in the occupied Palestinian territory
(oPt) to be free of military rule. In a single democratic state, Pal-
estinians can live anywhere in their homeland - Nablus and
Haifa alike. As for Jewish Israelis, a democratic state where the
Palestinian people’s rights have been realised would constitute a
genuine ‘end of claims, and significantly reduce a major source of
insecurity. As Palestinian intellectual and former MK Azmi Bishara
has written: ‘By rejecting a legitimate solution, Israel has chosen to
remain a heavily fortified citadel, surviving by dint of its power of
deterrence and inter-Arab squabbles’s This is not sustainable, and
it is certainly not desirable - including for Jewish Israelis. A single
democratic state also means that Jewish Israelis can live anywhere
in ‘Eretz Israel, as equal citizens. Israelis and Palestinians alike feel
that neither the physical nor the spiritual landscape is divisible,
wrote former deputy mayor of Jerusalem Meron Benvenisti.® In
one state, the unity of this dual landscape is preserved.

There are also significant practical benefits to a single
democratic state, for the geography and natural resources of
Palestine/Israel do not lend themselves to division. The Mountain
Aquifer, for example, ‘is the only source of water for Palestinians
in the West Bank and the main provider of freshwater to Israelis,
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with ‘the majority of its natural recharge area’ lying within the West
Bank and ‘two of its three basins flowing naturally toward Israel’”
As Virginia Tilley wrote in her important book “The One-State
Solution, ‘more than any other factor, water graphically demon-
strates the indivisibility of this delicately balanced, ecologically
sensitive territory’® A single democratic state offers the possibility
of solutions to the deadlocked problems of partition: freed from
the imperative of maintaining an exclusivist ethno-religious state,
issues like water rights or the status of Jerusalem are transformed
from the stumbling blocks of tortuous negotiations into opportu-
nities for celebratory affirmations of a common homeland and the
mutual protection of both communities’ rights’® But what about
the details? As I mentioned, while this chapter is not intended as
a blueprint, I will mention two specific issues — starting with the
Palestinian refugees.

The Palestinian refugees: return and restoration

When I went to Palestine for the first time in 2003, I broadly
understood the Palestinian question in terms of a struggle against
military occupation and for statehood. One day, I was speaking
with my students after an English class in Bethlehem, and a
resident of Dheishe refugee camp asked rhetorically: “‘Why can’t
I go home?” And what I realised then, and my understanding of
this truth has only deepened since, is that this question remains
in the air - a stark, unanswered challenge - no matter how many
efforts are made to smother it. For the State of Israel, and the
Zionist movement, the return of Palestinian refugees constitutes
the undoing of the ‘miracle’ of the Nakba, an end to the Jewish
majority created through displacement and discrimination. Seen
outside the lens of this demographic anxiety, however, the power of
the Palestinians’ return is transformative, rather than destructive.
The imperative of return is four-fold. First, it is an individual
right, belonging to each and every Palestinian refugee. Second, it
is a right grounded in international law and conventions. Third,
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for Palestinians, ‘the right of return is inextricably linked with the
right to self-determination, since neither one can be realized fully
in the absence of the other’*® And finally, return is at the heart
of a wider decolonisation process: it seeks not to wind back the
clock, but rather ‘its potential is for a much more radical kind of
transformation.**

Before we think about practicalities, it is important to adjust our
framework slightly. Though the majority of Palestinian refugees
are excluded from their homeland, many are in fact present within
historic Palestine. Of the approximately 5.8 million UN-registered
Palestinian refugees, just over 40 per cent — two in five - live under
direct Israeli (military) rule in the West Bank and Gaza Strip.*
When you add some 300,000 ‘present absentees” within Israel’s
pre-1967 lines, for whom the Nakba entailed ‘internal displace-
ment’ within what became the State of Israel, that makes some
2.7 million Palestinian refugees (excluding those who are not
UN-registered) who currently live within Palestine/Israel.’* They
are, in other words, present within today’s single apartheid state
reality, but alienated from their lands and properties by law and by
force. There are another 3 million refugees across Israel’s walls and
fences in Jordan, Lebanon and Syria. Thus, the majority of Pales-
tinian refugees, even those in neighbouring states, ‘live within tens
of kilometres of their historic sites of dispossession’** Seen from
this point of view, we understand that ‘return’ is not just a physical
question but one of transforming discriminatory structures.

But how can it be done? The issue of the practicalities of return
is often linked to the number of Palestinian refugees who would
actually want to return on a permanent basis, but, at this juncture,
a figure is not the primary concern. It is hard to have a reliable
overall picture, since Palestinian refugees are found in dozens of
different locations (camps and outside of camps), and efforts at
comprehensive polling come up against substantial logistical and
political obstacles. It can also be expected that there would be some
degree of variation in Palestinian refugees” answers based on their
present circumstances. But crucially, the numbers involved are not
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as significant as Israel’s ideological, political objections to their
return; note how even internally displaced Palestinian citizens of
Israel are denied restitution because, from the state’s point of view,
this would have ‘far-reaching and strategic implications.'s

Though certainly complicated, the practicalities of return can
draw on a number of precedents: as Palestinian refugees rights
group BADIL has tirelessly documented, ‘provision for restitution
has taken a major role in resolving conflicts including long-term
conflicts in Cyprus (40 years) and South Africa (9o years)’*® Some,
like Palestinian scholar Salman Abu Sitta, point to ‘dozens of similar
cases that can help provide a ‘legal framework’ for return and a
‘reconstituted Palestine) noting that ‘the real question that remains
is whether or not the great powers that created the problem in the
first place have the political will to enforce outstanding interna-
tional resolutions.’” In 2013, a conference at Boston University
examined ‘the political, legal, humanitarian, and practical aspects
of return; including precedents in East Timor, Bosnia, and South
Africa.’® Israeli NGO Zochrot, which has partnered with BADIL
in seriously examining the implementation of the refugees’ return,
has conducted workshops to ask questions like ‘How many new
housing units will be built?” and ‘How will industrial and agri-
cultural regions be allocated?’”® One of Zochrots main aims
in studying the issue is to show that ‘refugee return, as well as
being legal and just, can also be achieved in a manner which also
takes into account the rights of the existing receiving communi-
ties; thereby moving the focus from prejudiced assumptions to a
reasonable discussion on the practical aspects of refugee return’*

In 2017, a competition was held for the best architectural design
of a reconstructed, formerly destroyed, Palestinian village (the
winner was a student from Birzeit University in the West Bank).>*
The initiative recalls words written in 2011 as part of two Pales-
tinian architects’ ‘Arena of Speculation’ project. In the move ‘from
a nostalgic imaginary to something both tangible and realisable,
they wrote, ‘we are forced to engage in new ways with the spatial,
political and social landscapes of Israel-Palestine. Instead of
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asking “can we return?” or “when will we return?”, Palestinians are
suddenly allowed to ask “what kind of return do we want to create
for ourselves?”??

A democratic constitution

In 2007, Adalah - full name ‘The Legal Centre for Arab Minority
Rights in Israel’ — published a significant document, which it
called ‘“The Democratic Constitution’?? It was, the organisation
declared, ‘a constitutional proposal for the state of Israel, based on
the concept of a democratic, bilingual, multicultural state], drawing
on ‘universal principles and international conventions on human
rights, the experiences of nations and the constitutions of various
democratic states. The constitution provides for a state ‘that is
based on full equality between all of its residents and between all of
the different groups within it, where Jewish and Arab citizens shall
respect each other’s rights to live in peace, dignity and equality,
and will be united in recognizing and respecting the differences
between them, as well as the differences that exist between all the
groups in a democratic, bilingual and multicultural state! The
‘liberties and rights’ in Adalah’s constitutional proposal are based
‘on the constitutions and legal experience of many democratic
states, as well as ‘international human rights covenants and dec-
larations, such as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, and the UN
Declaration on the Rights of Persons Belonging to National or
Ethnic, Religious and Linguistic Minorities (1992).

Reading this document, one is struck by how, though primarily
crafted as a response to the needs of Israel’s Palestinian citizens, in
the context of a single democratic state, it offers a guide for how
to protect Jewish and Palestinian rights. As Palestinian-American
scholar Saree Makdisi commented, ‘although Adalah’s proposal is
explicitly intended as a constitution for the State of Israel within its
pre-1967 borders, if all of its principles of equality and justice were
to be applied, Israel would no longer be, or claim to be, a Jewish
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state>* Thus, he added, Adalah’s ‘Democratic Constitution’ ‘serves
implicitly as a draft constitution’ for one ‘bilingual and multicul-
tural’ democratic state, ‘in all of historic Palestine, a state in which
Jews and Palestinian Arabs could live together as equal citizens’?s
By itself, it is important to stress, a liberal constitution is ill-
equipped to unsettle settler colonialism - it must be accompanied
by, inter alia, mechanisms for land redistribution and restorative
justice. But it can play a vital role in the transformation.

Adalah’s document provides a fascinating glimpse of what might
be, but there are many other sources of insights and inspirations.
Indeed, a forensic analysis of how the State of Israel systemati-
cally discriminates against non-Jewish citizens offers not just a
grim account of the current state of affairs but, by implication,
suggests how things could be different. This was the conclusion
of Palestinian legal scholar Mazen Masri, in his recent book ‘The
Dynamics of Exclusionary Constitutionalism: Israel as a Jewish
and Democratic State, who noted that his analysis can also be
‘useful in a prospective way. By identifying how the definition is
used in each discrete area to produce the dynamics of exclusion-
ary constitutionalism, one can discern what has to be changed. A
roadmap for democratisation starts to come into view’* Others,
like Palestinian-American author and activist Ali Abunimah
writing in his 2006 book One Country, have highlighted sets of
‘principles for the one-state solution, in Abunimah’s case, ‘rooted
in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and informed by
such worthy models as the Belfast Agreement signed by parties to
the conflict in Northern Ireland’® The ‘One State Declaration’” of
2007, meanwhile, similarly offers a set of ‘principles’ on which to
base one, democratic state.*®

There are also some largely — or completely - forgotten historical
resources to draw on - such as the Anglo-American Committee
of Inquiry into Palestine of 1946, which recommended that
the constitutional future of Palestine should be based on three
principles, including ‘that Jew shall not dominate Arab and Arab
shall not dominate Jew’, and that ‘Palestine shall be neither a Jewish
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State nor an Arab State’* In 1947, a senior US State Department
official drafted a secret memorandum titled ‘A Plan for the Future
Government of Palestine, which recommended that ‘Palestine
should become neither an Arab State nor a Jewish State but a single
independent Palestine State in which all its people, of whatever
religion or blood, may dwell together in concord’*® Palestine, it
continued, ‘should continue to provide a Jewish National Home
in its spiritual and cultural aspects, as well as a home for the Arabs
and all others who live there; in the context of ‘all the inhabitants of
Palestine” accepting the responsibilities and sharing ‘the rights and
privileges of a common Palestinian citizenship. The government
of Palestine would ‘represent all Palestinian citizens and should
protect their human rights and fundamental freedoms. As
American author and campaigner Josh Ruebner commented, ‘in
laying down principles and a suggested form of government for a
non-confessional, multi-religious democracy premised on equality,
the memorandum still offers substantial concrete guidance for a
one-state resolution today’?*

Self-determination without domination

One of the objections to a single democratic state as a solution is the
claim that neither Jewish Israelis nor Palestinians actually want one
or, more accurately that a majority of both peoples are opposed to
this scenario. It is true that only a minority of Jewish Israelis express
support for such a model; 18.7 per cent, according to a February
2017 poll (with 78.1 per cent opposing).’* Of course, this is to be
expected given the current de jure and de facto privileges afforded
to Jews under the status quo (if anything, the support of almost 1
in 5 Jewish Israelis is encouragingly high). But it is unreasonable to
allow the privileged group to set or limit the parameters of what is
possible. Responding to and dealing with the fact that most Jewish
Israelis oppose a single democratic state — including through both
pressure, and dealing with their concerns - is distinct from accom-
modating such opposition. But what about the Palestinians? In the
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same poll as previously cited, 36.2 per cent of Palestinians in the
West Bank and Gaza Strip backed one, democratic state, and 61.2
per cent opposed. Again, given the situation of Palestinians in the
oPt and the length of time that a ‘two-state solution’ paradigm has
dominated, even this level of support is perhaps surprisingly high.

But - and too often this is not taken into account — Palestini-
ans in the oPt represent one third of the Palestinian people; one
in seven are citizens of Israel, of whom 55.6 per cent already back
a single democratic state. With respect to the Palestinian refugees
outside of Palestine/Israel, meanwhile, one can expect that a
sizeable proportion, probably a majority, would be in favour of a
single state framework and its facilitation of the realisation of their
right to return. That being said, as University of Oxford-based
academic Karma Nabulsi has cautioned,

none of the current assertions, claims, or arguments in favour
of either a one-state or a two-state strategy by political groups,
intellectuals, and rights-based organisations can have any real
meaning until there is a method to incorporate these claims
within a deliberative discussion that is understood and agreed
upon by all sectors of society - inside and outside Palestine.
At the moment there is no collective process to ensure that all
voices are heard.*

There is another related objection raised to the one-state solution,
namely: Israelis and Palestinians have failed to agree even a
two-state solution, so how do you expect them to agree to and live
together in one? A variation of this criticism argues that since the
situation facing Palestinians in the oPt is so dire, the priority must
be to end military occupation and establish a Palestinian state in
the West Bank and Gaza Strip, even if as an intermediary measure.
But the logic of both objections is flawed. All of the Israeli political
parties who could feasibly lead a government are opposed to the
establishment of a genuinely sovereign state in the oPt (see Chapter
2). Maintaining the status quo, annexation, or ‘separation’ — these
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are the possible offers on the table with respect to the current Israeli
government or any that might plausibly follow it. All are variations
of managing, rather than solving, the so-called conflict — and none
of them allow for the creation of a sovereign Palestinian state (and
note that only 32 per cent of Jewish Israelis back a two-state peace
package — even with a ‘demilitarised’ Palestinian state).>* In other
words, if we allow what Israel is prepared to accept to define the
parameters of the possible, then both a Palestinian state in the
oPt, and a single democratic state are off the table. Attempts to
create a genuine two-state solution are dealing with symptoms;
a transformative decolonisation of Palestine/Israel in its entirety
addresses the root cause.

A different kind of objection to a single democratic state concerns
what for many people is the ultimate justification for a Jewish state’
in Palestine - the need for a sanctuary, or flifeboat state] for the
Jewish people in light of historic atrocities and ongoing antisem-
itism. In 1967, Israeli novelist Amos Oz claimed that ‘the Zionist
enterprise has no other objective justification than the right of
a drowning man to grasp the only plank that can save him’* Oz
repeated the same metaphor in his book In the Land of Israel, with
some small additions. ‘[Zionism’s] justification in terms of the
Arabs who dwell in this land is the justness of the drowning man
who clings to the only plank he can, he wrote.** He continued: And
the drowning man clinging to this plank is allowed, by all the rules
of natural, objective, universal justice, to make room for himself on
the plank, even if in doing so he must push the others aside a little.
Even if the others sitting on that plank leave him no alternative but
force’ Except, of course, the Palestinians were not asked to ‘share
a plank’; they were expelled en masse and remain excluded from
their homeland simply because they are not Jewish. Moreover,
what actual cost is there to simply sharing a plank? None. And
who, other than a monster, would refuse a drowning man room on
the driftwood? Thus, Oz’s metaphor both whitewashes the reality
of the Nakba, and blames the Palestinians themselves, portraying
them as callous brutes who had to be ‘forced’ to share their plank.3”
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There is a further dimension to the ‘lifeboat state’ argument. As
Adam Shatz wrote in 2004,

leaving aside the question as to why this sanctuary should come
at the expense of the Palestinians, who played no role in the
Holocaust, it is by no means clear today that the existence of a
Jewish ethno-state in the Middle East makes Jews safer today, or
whether it actually exposes them to greater dangers.**

As Charles H. Manekin put it: this ‘argument seems to say that
unless there is a Jewish state of refuge, some Jews may die or suffer
antisemitism. But with a Jewish state some Jews may die or suffer
antisemitism’?® The ‘real question, he added, ‘is or should be, “Can
Judaism and the Jewish people survive without a Jewish state” And
the answer is, so far, yes. In fact several thousand years of Jewish
survival teaches us that.

A final objection to a single democratic state — as opposed to the
existence of a Jewish state’ in Palestine - is that it would be a denial
of the Jewish people’s right to self-determination (and, some add,
is thus an antisemitic proposal). In fact, self-determination ‘doesn’t
necessarily mean that every national or ethnic group must have
its own state, but rather that the government should represent all
the different groups’* As legal scholar Michael Kearney told me,
self-determination is ‘less understood these days as a right to one’s
own exclusive state, and more as a right to non-discrimination and
to democratic participation in society’+ In his famous 2003 essay
in the New York Review of Books, the late Tony Judt described ‘the
very idea of a “Jewish state” — a state in which Jews and the Jewish
religion have exclusive privileges from which non-Jewish citizens
are forever excluded’ as ‘rooted in another time and place’** Israel,
he added, ‘is an anachronism. Israel’s advocates do their best to
confuse the issue by speaking of Israel as a Jewish state in the same
way that France is French, a comparison which is unintention-
ally revealing. To quote Judt (responding to the critics of his 2003
essay), ‘France is the state of all the French; all French persons are
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by definition citizens of France; and all citizens of France are ...
French’# Israel, ‘by contrast) is ‘by its own account the “state of
all the Jews” (wherever they live and whether or not they seek the
association), while containing non-Jewish (Arab) citizens who do
not enjoy similar status and rights. There is no comparison’ Put
simply, the right to self-determination does not equate to a right
to an ethno-state, and it is certainly never a right to expel, colonise
and discriminate.

Decoupling self-determination and ethnic statehood is not easy,
especially when many Jewish Israelis fear the consequences of a
loss of ‘power and privilege’** Haifa University professor Arnon
Soffer told the Guardian in 2007: ‘We have to do everything to
keep Israel as a Jewish state ... They use words like “democracy”,
but if they are in power, it is the end of democracy. We have to stop
being naive’* In Soffer’s words, we see that nothing has changed
since Revisionist Zionist leader Vladimir Jabotinsky declared that
‘the name of the disease is minority’ and ‘the name of the cure is
majority’* Nor are such anxieties unique to the Israeli right — in
fact, they are often best articulated by the self-described “Zionist
left. In March 2015, Amos Oz wrote in the Los Angeles Times: ‘Let’s
start with a matter of life and death. If there are not two states,
there will be one. If there is one, it will be Arab. If Arab it is, there
is no telling the fate of our children and theirs’+ But why? What is
so terrible about this prospect? Tellingly, Oz never really explains,
directly, why ‘an Arab state’ would be such a terrible prospect for
his children and grandchildren - it is just assumed. The language
used is revealing. A state with, say, a 60 per cent Arab (Palestin-
ian) majority of citizens, is not the same thing as an ‘Arab state’
Oz’s shorthand betrays the majoritarian, ethnocratic ethos of the
‘Jewish state’” he seeks to preserve.

There are echoes here of white South Africans’ fears right up to
the final years of the apartheid regime. In one 1987 poll of white
South Africans, 91.4 per cent of Afrikaners and 78.2 per cent of
English speakers thought black majority rule would mean discrim-
ination against whites, while 78.5 per cent of Afrikaners and 70.1
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per cent of English speakers believed that ‘the physical safety of
whites would be threatened’*® In 1990, Albie Sachs - a lawyer and
anti-apartheid activist who Nelson Mandela would later appoint to
the country’s Constitutional Court — acknowledged concerns ‘that
removing one tyranny might lead to its replacement by another’*
However, he continued, ‘from a moral point of view, it seems most
dubious to refrain from dealing with an actual and manifest evil
because of anxiety that its elimination might lead to the appearance
of another evil ... The best time for fighting for freedom is always
now, and the best starting point is always here’

As it was for many decades in Apartheid South Africa, for now,
‘Israeli military and economic power insulates them from having
to face reality; as Edward Said put it in 2001.5° ‘Therefore, it is
up to us [the Palestinians] to provide the answer that power and
paranoia cannot. He continued: ‘If we are all to live ... we must
capture the imagination not just of our people, but that of our
oppressors. Abunimah expressed a similar sentiment in a 2009
piece, writing: ‘Without indulging Israeli racism or preserving
undue privilege, the legitimate concerns of ordinary Israeli Jews’
- such as ‘personal and family dislocation, loss of socioeconomic
status and community security’ — can be ‘addressed directly in
any negotiated transition to ensure that the shift to democracy is
orderly, and essential redistributive policies are carried out fairly’s*
According to legal scholar (and Israeli citizen) Raef Zreik,

[the Palestinians’] main role is to show that a Jewish nationalism
that is not colonial is a viable option. This means that while the
Palestinians say ‘No’ to Jewish supremacy they can say ‘Yes to
Jewish equality, while they say ‘No’ to Jewish privileges they can
say ‘Yes' to Jewish rights, ‘No’ to Jewish superiority but ‘Yes’ to
Jewish safety.>

In a critical response to Tilley’s One Country, Israeli academic
Yoav Peled claimed that ‘adherents of the one-state solution should
have the courage to face the fact that without Jewish domination
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of whatever portion of Palestine/Israel, there will be no Jewish
national home’ (my italics).5* In response, Tilley challenged the
assumption that equality in immigration and land control (two
‘resources’ cited by Peled that must remain under ‘Jewish control’)
would necessarily ‘eradicate the Jewish national home’** Would
such processes of decolonisation and democratisation, she asked
rhetorically, ‘dissolve Jewish-national life for a Jewish-Israeli
population ... that sustains a sophisticated national literature and
media, vigorous arts and a sturdy political culture? It is hard to
defend such a claim’ It is only by uncoupling ‘domination’ and
self-determination, two concepts that the Zionist movement has
fought hard to weld together, that Palestine/Israel can move from a
single apartheid state to a democratic one. ‘Decolonization should
not be understood as a blunt and absolute reversal of coloniza-
tion, Omar Barghouti wrote, ‘putting us back under pre-colonial
conditions and undoing whatever rights had been acquired to
date. Instead, decolonization can be regarded as a negation of
the aspects of colonialism that deny the rights of the colonized
indigenous population and, as a byproduct, dehumanize the
colonizers themselves’ss

Fertile soil — the Jewish alternative to an ethno-state

As we look forward beyond apartheid in Palestine/Israel, to a
de-coupling of self-determination and domination, there is a
wealth of Jewish traditions, intellectual history, and contemporary
dissent, that forms fertile soil for developing an alternative to a
majoritarian, ethno-state.® Writing on ‘the inevitable impossible,
South African academic Steven Friedman described how, under
the historic Apartheid regime, ‘the leadership of Afrikaner nation-
alism came to see a democratic state as a better guarantor of their
interests than domination through separation’ He added: “This
makes it significant that an alternative Jewish tradition does exist
that could help to prepare Jews for a shared future not premised on
ethnic nationalismy’ - traditions, he added, that ‘may make both the
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advent of a shared state and its success more likely’*® In Chapter 3
we considered some of the historic and contemporary oppositions
and alternatives to Zionism amongst Jews, grounded in widely
divergent motivations. The point is, as Judith Butler put it, that
‘there are forms of Judaism or Jewishness that would oppose all
forms of domination of this kind’*

In a 2013 blog post, Charles H. Manekin explained that, ‘as a
religious Jew, he believes that ‘the Jew qua Jew has three homes:
the state of which she is a citizen; the Jewish community of which
she is a participant, and the land of Israel’® But crucially, he added,
‘Tews do not need political sovereignty in an exclusivist ethnic state
in order to feel at home in that land [i.e. Palestine/Israel]. Some
years previously, reflecting on the necessity of Israel as a state of all
its citizens, rather than ‘a Jewish state as constituted now, Manekin
wrote: ‘People say to me, “Why would any Jew be interested to live
in a state like that?”** He continued: ‘“The funny thing is that the
Jews who ask me this question actually do live in a state like that
— it is called the USA’ Once again, we see that the key issue here
is decoupling elements that the Zionist movement has (often very
successfully) sought to irrevocably bind together, namely: Jewish
peoplehood, self-determination, and a ‘Jewish state’/ethno-state in
Palestine.

But it’s not just a question of dusting off forgotten histories or
reviving marginalised traditions - its also about new visions, in
Palestine/Israel and the Jewish world. Some of these are being
forged, as you read this, in the context of a combined struggle
against Donald Trump, white supremacy, and far-right nationalism
athome, and apartheid in Palestine/Israel. ‘Over the next few years,
wrote Ben Lorber, Jewish Voice for Peace campus coordinator, in
February 2017, ‘the twin barbarisms of the Trump and Netanyahu
regimes will continue to dovetail, and the rift between Israel and
the bulk of American Jewry will continue to widen’*> He continued:

While a few American Jews will cast their lot with Trump,
Netanyahu and the rising global forces of fascism, hundreds of
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thousands more will overcome the inertia of our mainstream
institutions and take to the streets to defend our lives and com-
munities against tyranny. Through this experience of struggle,
American Jews will reconnect to the social movements from
which, for too long, too many of us have been estranged. We will
re-learn the muscles of tzedek (justice) and tikkun olam (healing
the world) which, for too long, too many of us had failed to put
to use.

According to Lorber, ‘the old dream of a liberal Zionism will not
survive to carry us through the 21st century’ But, he went on,

out of the fire of our reborn commitment to our principles, a new
diaspora Jewish identity can be formed, founded on prophetic
values of social justice, solidarity and love. We will again bear
witness to ‘mi-melech malche ha-melachim; to a ‘king who rules
over kings, a force of divine righteousness greater than earthly
power. Let us cleave to this vision, and this work, without fear,
with a clear head and a strong moral compass. It is our only hope.

In an important essay published by The Nation in 2007 (‘The State
of Zionisny'), Brian Klug, Senior Research Fellow in Philosophy at
St. Benets Hall, Oxford, and renowned expert on antisemitism,
wondered whether Zionism is ‘caught in a time warp, writing:
‘Could Israel, under its influence, be continually undermining
itself, while millions of Jews who have no say in the matter are
implicated in its policies? ... What, in short, if our “liberation”
entraps us in an illusion?’® For Klug, Jewish ethnic nationalism
is no solution to the problems we face today’ - ‘it is time to move
on. But the debate on how to ‘reconfigure’ Israel is being inhibited
by the latter’s ‘fear of abandoning its Zionist script; fear of being a
normal country, one that is home to all its citizens; fear of equality,
of an inclusive and open-ended society that evolves into something
that is and is not Jewish’,
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But if Israel cannot give up this fear, what hope is there for the
future? A state that does not believe in its own possibility, except
as a perpetual interloper at odds with its neighbours, has no
future.

Some Jewish Israelis are already giving up on the fear, and
embracing that future vision. In a 2010 video made by Zochrot,
Israelis in the streets, shops and cafes of Jaffa are asked what they
will do on the day the city’s Palestinian refugees return.* T1l be glad
to meet them, that’s all; said one woman. ‘T hope they’ll invite me
over for good food, said another, smiling. T'll start believing there’s
a chance for the idea of a state of all its citizens, said one young
man, ‘and things will actually begin to move in a natural, sensible
direction, like in every proper, sensible state, not delusional, like
this one’ Another young man commented: T hope T'll be around
to see it!

Conclusion

The memoirs of former US Secretary of State Condoleeza Rice
may seem like an unlikely source of inspiration at this juncture,
but they include a fascinating anecdote that tells us something
important about the prospects for a Palestine/Israel beyond
apartheid. Recounting a meeting with then Israeli minister Tzipi
Livni in March 2004, Rice explains how the Israeli politician
was categorical about the impossibility of Palestinian refugees
returning, since this would ‘change the nature’ of the State of Israel
(i.e. as a Jewish state’).® Rice’s reflections are unusually candid. ‘I
must admit that though I understood the argument intellectually’
she wrote, ‘it struck me as a harsh defence of the ethnic purity of
the Israeli state when Tzipi said it’ She continued: ‘It was one of
those conversations that shocked my sensibilities as an American.
After all, the very concept of ‘American’ rejects ethnic or religious
definitions of citizenship. Moreover, there were Arab citizens of
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Israel. Where did they fit in?” Though, by her own account, Rice
was apparently convinced by Livni’s apologia for Zionism, she
nevertheless acknowledges that she supported the denial of the
Palestinian refugees’ right to return ‘despite the dissonance that it
stirred in me’

Such ‘dissonance’ is only tolerable when Palestinian rights are
subordinated to Israeli demands, and when the Zionist movement’s
insistence on an ethno-state in Palestine is accepted and unchal-
lenged. Yet, as we have seen at various stages of this book, both
of these positions are under growingly intolerable pressure,
processes only accelerating in the Trump era. As the cracks widen,
Israeli leaders are right to be worried about the long-term conse-
quences — and likely shelf life of apartheid - should the paradigm
of partition be definitively abandoned. According to an April
2017 poll by University of Maryland based academics examining
‘American Attitudes to the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict, 31 per cent
of Americans already support ‘a single democratic state’ in all of
Palestine/Israel as the ideal future for Israel and the Palestinians
that the US should be supporting.®® Even more instructively, when
the 37 per cent of respondents who currently back a two-state
solution were asked what they prefer if this ‘turns out over time to
be impossible; an overwhelming majority — 63 per cent — supported
a single democratic state.

Almost two decades ago, Edward Said, describing how the
‘peace process’ had ‘become the only game in town, sounded a
profound note of caution.”” ‘What if the “peace process” has in fact
put off the real reconciliation that must occur if the hundred-year
war between Zionism, Jewish nationalism, and the Palestin-
ian people is to end?” For, as he had written many years earlier,
‘to found a state in Asia and people it with a largely immigrant
population drawn initially from Europe means depopulating the
original territory’.*® Yet, while ‘for the native Arab Palestinian and
for the immigrant Jew who took his place, the mere fact of sub-
stitution has never really varied, he continued, it is this fact with
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which the search for peace in the Middle East must begin, and
with which it has not yet even begun to deal’ (my emphasis). This
is a reckoning, pregnant with liberatory potential, whose time has
come. As Israeli journalist Gideon Levy wrote in 2015, ‘out of the
fire and despair, we must start talking about the last way out: equal
rights for all’®

Indeed, this one state is not so hard to imagine, especially
when you travel around that land (as I have done, on and off, over
the last 15 years). As this book has been at pains to describe, a
de facto single state already exists, and has for some time. Only
it is an apartheid one, defined by harsh boundaries of inclusion
and exclusion, whose power structures are shaped by the politics
and priorities of settler colonialism. It is a landscape of walls
and watchtowers. Yet these visible and concrete divisions can,
counter-intuitively but undeniably, speak to and evidence a kind
of intimacy, albeit one that has, for decades now, been of a dark
sort — the closeness of a coloniser and colonised, master and slave.
And it is precisely in the acknowledgement of this bond, through
an unflinching inventory of what Zionism and the State of Israel
has meant for the Palestinians, that it is possible to imagine the
transformation of the settler and native into citizens.

A book which moved me very much when I first read it is
Mourid Barghouti’s memoir T Saw Ramallah based on the poet’s
return to Palestine after an enforced absence of some 30 years.
‘When Palestine is no longer a chain worn with an evening dress,
an ornament or a memory or a golden Qur’an, Barghouti recounts
telling a friend, ‘when we walk on Palestinian dust, and wipe it off
our shirt collars and off our shoes, hurrying to conduct our daily
affairs — our passing, normal, boring affairs — when we grumble
about the heat in Palestine and the dullness of staying there too
long, then we will really have come close to it Later, he writes:
‘the Palestinian has his joys too. He has his pleasures alongside his
sorrows. He has the amazing contradictions of life, because he is
a living creature before being the son of the eight oclock news”*
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A single democratic state thus offers something extraordinarily
ordinary; the prospect of Jewish Israelis and Palestinians escaping
‘the iron circle of inhumanity’ created by ‘the radical Zionist
distinction between privileged Jews in Palestine and unprivileged
non-Jews, moving beyond apartheid, and instead, cooperating and
arguing, loving and hating, praying and protesting, working and
resting — living, in other words — as equal citizens of a shared home.”
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