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“Those  who  cannot  remember  the  past  are  condemned  to  repeat  it.”  —(George
Santayana)[1]

Bad Students of History

General  Vo  Nguyen  Giap,  the  great  military  strategist[2]  and  political  leader  who  led
Vietnamese communist  forces to victories  in  successive wars against  Japan,  France[3],
South Vietnam and the United States, once famously said:

“the imperialists are bad students. Yes. We taught them the right lessons, didn’t we?
But  they  learn  the  lessons  badly,  although  they  are  lessons  of  historical  significance:
the debacle in Algeria, in Cuba – the stinging debacle in Vietnam. Well, these are events
that  herald  and  have  contributed  to  the  collapse  of  colonialism  and  also  to  the
inevitable collapse of neocolonialism. However, these students, bad students, want to
repeat grades”.[4]

Later on, in the same vein, Gideon Rose argued in a penetrating look at American wars over
the last century[5] that time and again American Presidents and their advisers have focused
more on beating up the enemy than on the need for careful postwar planning. Such a
phenomenon, which challenges the Clausewitzian dictum that war is simply a continuation
of political intercourse with the addition of other means[6], led them to blindly stumble into
turmoil during the final stages of almost each and every major conflict from World War I to
Iraq and Afghanistan.

The latter experiences were the most prominent examples of this phenomenon, not an
exception to the rule. As U.S. Central Command (CENTCOM) commander Tommy Franks
put it to the deputy Secretary of defense on the eve of the second Iraq war, “you pay
attention to the day after, I’ll pay attention to the day of”[7]. In reality, though, history will
recall that nothing of the sort has come about.

Likewise, after its year-long genocidal war on Gaza – which now threatens to become a full-
scale regional conflict, or worse, after Netanyahu’s decision to assassinate Hezbollah leader
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Hassan Nasrallah[8] and wreak havoc on Lebanon, a country Israel hopes to colonize as
well,  as part of its messianic or irredentist Zionist folly of an “Eretz Yisrael Hoshlema”
(Greater Israel)[9] – Israel finds itself in the exact same above-mentioned predicament of its
American closest ally, supplier of deadly arms, and unconditional diplomatic shielder. As
Gideon  Rose  rightly  pointed  out,  “lessons  from previous  wars  can  serve  as  cognitive
blinders, narrowing the way officials think about the situations they face, and power can be
a trap, underwriting hubris and folly”. In 2001, Benjamin Netanyahu said:

“We must beat them up, not once but repeatedly, beat them up so it hurts so badly,
until it’s unbearable.”[10]

Precisely because the notion of “war-as-combat” is deeply ingrained in the thinking of both
American and Israeli militaries and peoples at large, and the essential political aspects of
the war are often neglected, if not lost in the fog of war, it is more than doubtful that current
American and Israeli policymakers think clearly about what they are doing today and how to
ward  off  a  looming  doom;  and  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  their  two  countries  are  the
strongest powers in the world and in the Middle East region respectively, they will likely
stumble miserably once again, and will therefore have nobody to blame but themselves for
failing to understand that there’s no military solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Only
a  political  settlement  –  one  characteristically  off  the  beaten  track,  or  once  discarded  as
illusory  or  too  radical  –  can  achieve  this  desired  goal.

Israel/Palestine: One State, or Two States?

So, if  the two-state solution proposed by the Oslo Accords has failed and seems more
remote  than  ever,  if  not  definitely  dead  30  years  on,  isn’t  it  about  time  to  consider
alternatives to the prevailing untenable status quo, or even worse, to endless war? All the
more so since the illusion that the conflict can be ignored or “managed” has been shattered
in a resounding manner in October 2023. The current bout of fighting is forcing the U.S., the
EU and regional powers to reassess their old approaches and reappraise the wrong and
costly assumption that they can safely ignore the conflict.

Nowadays, it appears that the old/new idea of a “one-state” between the Mediterranean
Sea and the Jordan River – a democratic state, with full and equal rights for the populations
residing in Israel, East Jerusalem, the West Bank, and the Gaza Strip, as citizens – is the best
workable option and,  most  importantly,  the only  durable solution to an intractable conflict
that has lasted too long and cost too much blood and treasure.

After all, if we properly take stock of past experiences, can’t we justifiably ask what if self-
determination for both Palestinians and Israelis is not necessarily based on territory but on
citizen’s rights?

This idea of a single state is not new. Back in 1930 already, rabbi, scholar and political
activist Judah Leon Magnes wrote an essay[11] in which, in contradistinction to the then
Zionist leadership, he expressed his strong preference for the establishment of a bi-national,
Jewish and Arab state through an agreement with Palestine’s Arab population[12]. And when
the  Peel  Commission  made  its  1937  recommendations  about  partition  and  population
transfer for Palestine, Magnes sounded the alarm by saying:

“With the permission of the Arabs we will be able to receive hundreds of thousands of
persecuted Jews in Arab lands […] Without the permission of the Arabs even the four
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hundred thousand [Jews] that now are in Palestine will remain in danger, in spite of the
temporary protection of British bayonets. With partition a new Balkan is made”[13].

And in an article in Foreign Affairs magazine in January 1942, he suggested a joint British-
American initiative to prevent the division of mandatory Palestine. This move was followed,
pursuant to the Biltmore Conference[14], by the foundation – with Henrietta Szold[15] – of a
small bi-nationalist party called “Ihud” (Unity). In 1946, Magnes again opposed the partition
plan  before  the  Anglo-American  Committee  of  Inquiry  in  Jerusalem and  submitted  11
objections to partition to the United Nations Special Committee on Palestine[16]. Finally, by
mid-1948,  when  the  conflict  between  the  Jews  and  Arabs  of  Palestine  was  in  full  swing,
Magnes expressed the hope that if a Jewish state were declared, the United States would
impose economic sanctions; and also supported a 1948 U.S. trusteeship proposal, in which
the UN would freeze the partition decision and force both sides into a trusteeship with a
temporary government ruling Palestine, until conditions suited another arrangement. During
the 1948 War, he lobbied for an armistice, and proposed a plan for a federation between
Israel and a Palestinian state which he called the “United States of Palestine”, under which
the two states would be which he called the “United States of Palestine”, under which the
two states would be independent,  but  operate joint  foreign and defense policies,  with
Jerusalem  as  the  shared  capital.  Magnes  predicted  that  even  if  a  Jewish  state  was
established and defeated the Arabs, it would experience a never-ending series of wars with
the Arabs[17].

.
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February 1956 Map of UN Partition Plan for Palestine, adopted 29 Nov 1947, with boundary of previous
UNSCOP partition plan added in green. (From the Public Domain)

.

The notion of a one state in all of historic Palestine was espoused by Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO) in its original charter[18] in 1964, which called for the establishment of a
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single,  democratic,  and  secular  state  for  Jews,  Muslims  and  Christians.  The  PLO  only
abandoned the idea in the context of the diplomatic negotiations within the framework of
the Oslo Accords; hence fundamentally swinging its ideological compass and reorienting its
political struggle and efforts toward the realization of the two-state path to peace. 

With  the  benefit  of  hindsight,  one  can  say  that  the  PLO’s  historic  choice  was  a  huge
sacrifice,  incommensurate  with  the  petty  initial  “rewards”  of  a  peace  process  which
eventually  led  nowhere  but  to  an  equally  historic,  and  furthermore  tragic,  impasse.

As the peace process started to show signs of fraying at the edges in the late 1990s, an
increasing number of analysts started to suggest acknowledging a “one-state reality”[19] –
an ambiguous reference to the continued entanglement of Israelis and Palestinians on the
ground – as the starting point for negotiating a workable solution. 

Thus, the Palestinian-American academic Edward Said wrote:

“It is time to question whether the entire process begun in Oslo in 1993 is the right
instrument for bringing peace between Palestinians and Israelis. It is my view that…real
peace can come only with a binational Israeli-Palestinian state.”[20]

In 2003, as we referred to earlier[21], Tony Judt stated that:

“The time has come to think the unthinkable. The two-state solution – the core of the
Oslo process and the present “road map” – is probably already doomed. With every
passing year we are postponing an inevitable, harder choice that only the far right and
the far left have so far acknowledged, each for its own reasons. The true alternative
facing the Middle East in coming years will be between an ethnically cleansed Greater
Israel  and  a  single,  integrated,  binational  state  of  Jews  and  Arabs,  Israelis  and
Palestinians.”

In the same year, Ari Shavit wrote an insightful article[22] in which he quoted two popular
Israeli figures. Meron Benvenisti was one of them. Deputy mayor of Jerusalem from 1971
to 1978, a columnist and author, Benvenisti said:

“We are living in a binational reality, and it is a permanent given. What we have to do is
adapt  our  thinking  and  our  concepts  to  this  reality”.  “The  conclusion  is  that  the
seemingly rational solution of two states for two nations can’t work here. The model of
a  division  into  two  nation-states  is  inapplicable.  It  doesn’t  reflect  the  depth  of  the
conflict and doesn’t sit with the scale of the entanglement that exists in large parts of
the country. You can erect all the walls in the world here but you won’t be able to
overcome the fact that there is only one aquifer here and the same air and that all the
streams run into the same sea. You won’t be able to overcome the fact that this country
will not tolerate a border in its midst.”

The other figure was Haim Hanegbi, a journalist for the Israeli daily Maariv. He argued that
if Israel remains a colonialist state in its character, it will not survive. Maybe, he added, “in
the end we have to create a new, binational Israel, just as a new, multiracial South Africa
was created.”

Prof. Joel Kovel[23], who approaches the subject from an Israeli perspective, argued that
“Israel is an incorrigible human rights offender because, by discriminating against Arabs, it
is  guilty  of  state-sponsored  racism”.  Considering  that  Zionism  and  democracy  are
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essentially  incompatible,  Kovel  concludes  that  a  two-state  solution  is  fundamentally
hopeless as it concedes too much to the regressive forces of nationalism, wherein lie the
roots of continued conflict, and believes therefore that the best hope for peace in Israel is to
return to the idea of a one-state solution, where Jews and Palestinians can co-exist in a
secular democracy.

Speaking presciently about the future of Palestine[24] back in 2010, John Mearsheimer
said:

“The  story  I  will  tell  is  straightforward.  Contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  Obama
administration and most Americans – to include many American Jews – Israel is not
going to allow the Palestinians to have a viable state of their own in Gaza and the West
Bank. Regrettably, the two-state solution is now a fantasy. Instead, those territories will
be incorporated into a “Greater Israel,” which will  be an apartheid state bearing a
marked resemblance to white-ruled South Africa.   Nevertheless, a Jewish apartheid
state is not politically viable over the long term. In the end, it will become a democratic
bi-national state, whose politics will be dominated by its Palestinian citizens. In other
words, it will cease being a Jewish state, which will mean the end of the Zionist dream”.
In sum, “there are great  dangers ahead for  the Palestinians,  who will  continue to
suffer terribly at the hands of the Israelis for some years to come. But it does look like
the Palestinians will eventually get their own state, mainly because Israel seems bent
on self-destruction.”

Even the Israeli strategic analyst Yossi Alpher, who does not agree with the one-state
option, noted that:

“By 2017, Israel and Palestine were slowly sliding down a slippery slope towards a
single political entity.”[25]

Making or Breaking Hope for Peace in the City of Peace

It is against this bleak backdrop that, on 1 March 2018, a new initiative based on the old
idea emerged when the “One-State Foundation” was launched.[26] The initiative holds:

“first,  that  the  current  situation  in  Palestine  and  Israel  is  untenable;  second,  that  the
negotiating process that emanated from the Madrid Peace Conference and Oslo Accords
on the basis of a two-state solution has reached a dead end as the final status issues
degraded to become effectively non-negotiable; third, that this obstructs the realization
of the hopes and aspirations of the Palestinian and Israeli peoples; fourth, that the time
has come to rethink the question in its entirety; and, fifth, that any new thinking has to
reflect realities on the ground and, above all, the reality that more than fifty years after
the Israeli occupation of the whole of Palestine, a form of unity over political, economic,
and security matters already exists.”[27]

In recent years, and particularly since the resurgence of the polemical issue of annexation,
beginning in the fall of 2019, a substantial debate over the One-State reality has raged
between proponents of the two-state “international consensus” and those of the one-state
“alternative”, both among and between Palestinians and Israelis, and on the global stage. In
the West, the one-state alternative has been boosted over the years by quite knowledgeable
academics and militants such as Edward Said, Tony Judt, John Mearsheimer, Ian Lustick,
Virginia Tilley, Ilan Pappé, Avi Shlaim, Shlomo Sand, and Ali  Abunimah, the Palestinian-
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American co-founder of Electronic Intifada. 

A  significant  milestone  in  this  regard  was  registered  when  four  well-known  professors
published an article in Foreign Affairs magazine entitled “Israel’s One-State Reality.”[28] In
this essay, the authors argue that the two-state solution is dead because there is already a
one-state reality, no matter what anyone thinks. In other words, between the Mediterranean
Sea and the Jordan River, only one state, namely Israel, controls the entry and exit of people
and goods,  oversees security,  and has the capacity to impose its  decisions,  laws,  and
policies on millions of people without their consent. A one-state reality, the academics go on
to say, could, in principle, be based on democratic rule and equal citizenship, but such an
arrangement  is  not  on  offer  at  the  moment.  Forced  to  choose  between  Israel’s  Jewish
identity and liberal democracy, Israel has chosen the former; it has locked in a system of
Jewish supremacy, wherein non-Jews are structurally discriminated against or excluded in a
tiered scheme: some non-Jews have most of, but not all, the rights that Jews have, while
most non-Jews live under severe segregation, separation, and domination. They, therefore,
see no real prospect of negotiating a Palestinian state, and are of the opinion that the
United States should acknowledge this reality, denounce it,  impose sanctions on Israel,
while putting an end to its efforts against BDS movement and refraining from leading those
aiming at normalization of relations between Israel and its Arab neighbors.

Reacting  furiously  to  this  essay,  well-known  pro-Zionist  Elliot  Abrams  published  an
article[29], which he concluded by saying that by publishing this article, Foreign Affairs has
“served only one useful purpose: to show us the state of academia. There, the view that one
Jewish state is one too many is widely and indeed increasingly popular”, and that those who
believe otherwise are “well-advised” to learn from this article that “the goal of many of
today’s academic critics is not to reform the state of Israel. The goal is to eliminate it.”

Asked by his Aljazeera interviewer[30] to give his opinion about this debate, and on his own
preferred solution, six months before the outburst of the ongoing war on Gaza, Noam
Chomsky indicated that there was something wrong with that debate, because it’s omitting
a third alternative, namely the one that is being systematically implemented by Israel, ever
since 1969 or so: the creation of a ‘Greater Israel’, which will take over. If you want to talk
about long-term outcomes, he added,

“you can’t just talk about one state and two states. You have to talk about what’s
happening, ‘Greater Israel’. I understand the reasoning of the one-state advocates, but I
think … it’s almost inconceivable that Israel will ever agree to destroy itself and become
a  Jewish  minority  population  in  a  Palestinian-dominated  state,  which  is  what  the
demography indicates. And there’s no international support for it. Nothing.”

So, his own personal feeling is that the real options are ‘Greater Israel’, or move towards
some kind of  two-state arrangement.  It’s  often claimed, he concluded, that that’s now
impossible because of the enormous settlement project. Maybe, maybe not. I think if the
United States insists, decides to join the rest of the world in supporting some kind of two-
state settlement, not just rhetorically, but in practice, Israel will be faced with a very serious
decision.”

As for Israeli historian Ilan Pappé, he sees signs that the ideological hold of Zionism is
weakening,  and  a  freer,  more  democratic  Palestine  may  be  possible,  telling
DemocracyNow!:
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“I think we are seeing processes, important processes, that are leading to the collapse
of the Zionist project. Hopefully, the Palestinian national movement and anyone else
involved in Israel  and Palestine would be able to replace this apartheid state, this
oppressive regime, with a democratic one for everyone who lives between the river and
the sea and for all the Palestinians who were expelled from there since 1948 until
today.” He added: “I am really hopeful that there will be a different kind of life for both
Jews and Arabs between the river and the sea under a democratic, free Palestine.”[31]

Although polls differ greatly on how Palestinians view the one-state solution, it seems that a
half century of crushing Israeli occupation is convincing more and more people in Palestine
that the one-state reality is an unbearable fact of everyday life that is not likely to change in
the foreseeable future, hence pushing them to support bi-nationalism.

Abdel Monem Said Aly has probably summed up correctly what Palestinians and Israelis
alike think about the idea when he said that Palestinians who oppose the idea of a one-state
solution argue that a state based on full and equal citizenship between Arabs and Jews could
never really exist and that a single state for both would merely be an extension of the
current  one in  which,  after  seven decades,  Israeli  Arabs  remain  second-class  citizens.
Indeed, the Palestinians have long resisted the Israeli concept of the single state, which in
the current de facto version translates into occupation with apartheid on top of it.  The
Palestinians are also well aware that no Israeli government – let alone the current most far-
right and racist one in the whole history of the “Jewish state” – would consider a binational
alternative in which they were in the majority. 

On the other hand, Israeli opponents, who are more numerous, hold that the Zionist project
was and remains the establishment of a state with a Jewish majority – something that could
not be sustained given current Palestinian population growth rates, which would reduce
Jewish Israelis in the future to a minority status.

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  feeling  that  another  day  of  conflict  will  ultimately  bring  victory
continues to prevail on both sides. Still, the many objections do not diminish the fact that
the status quo and ongoing occupation create a volatile situation with all the conditions for
uprisings, resistance, and at times full-scale war. 

On account of the above, if the two-state alternative to the status quo is unreachable, then
the one-state alternative could be laid out with solutions for the different objectors on both
sides. This would involve a broad restructuring of the existing political system, whether
beginning with the Israeli government’s conferral of citizenship on Palestinian Arabs in the
West Bank and the Gaza Strip or beginning with the creation of a new state altogether.
Moreover, mechanisms such as subjecting legislation on vital or constitutional issues to a
two-thirds majority vote, or to a minority veto, or some combinations thereof, have been
floated to prevent a majoritarian state in which the demographic majority, whether Jewish or
Arab, would govern unilaterally.

.
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Demonstration against Israeli annexation of the West Bank, Rabin Square, Tel Aviv-Yafo, June 6, 2020
(Licensed under CC BY-SA 4.0)

.

Some other  proponents  advocate  a  binational  or  consociational  arrangement  where  a
federation or confederation would jointly manage economic matters, security, and Jerusalem
as  a  common  capital,  but  maintain  separate  political  structures  for  Israeli  Jews  and
Palestinian Arabs on some matters of civil law.

While  confederation  reflects  the  existing  realities  of  a  multifaceted  interdependence
between the two sides, it also resolves the citizenship crux of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict:
the Israelis would always have majority status in their own state and its security, and the
Palestinians would have their state with a legitimate place in the Council of Jerusalem, which
would be the capital of the confederation. Both the Israeli and Palestinian states would be in
a position to interact with their Arab neighbors without animosity for Israel or dependency
for the Palestinians. Both would have all symbols of the state from the flag to the seat in the
UN, and above all  their chosen identities along with the privileges of peace and space
throughout historic Palestine.[32]

In  the conclusion of  her  powerfully  argued recent  book[33],  Palestinian-born Academic
Ghada Karmi says that the tremendous obstacles facing the “one democratic state solution”
may be daunting to some of those who support it in theory, but the fact that something is
difficult to realize does not make it any less the right thing to do; nor does the attainment of
this solution hinge solely on the wishes of Israel and its supporters. Other factors, she
believes, “though now unforeseen or thought improbable”, could intervene and alter the
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situation dramatically. If and when they do, such events “will merely dictate the pace and
timing  of  the  one  democratic  state  solution.  But  the  concept  itself  must  have  been
established long before, not as an immediately attainable goal perhaps, but as a vision, an
aspiration and a belief in the ultimate humanity of Palestinians and Jews and all who wish
them to prosper”.

This “humanity” was precisely the subject of a groundbreaking book[34] in which Richard
Forer said:

“The real  enemy is  not someone or something outside us.  The real  enemy is  the
unexamined  mind  that  unconsciously  projects  its  suffering  onto  the  other  and  then
blames  or  scapegoats  the  other  for  its  suffering  (…)  If  defenders  of  Israel  want  to
distinguish the source of conflict and find peace as much as they want to be right, they
must inquire within. If they do, they will find that just as the real enemy is not someone
or something outside us, the real conflict is not Israel versus the Palestinian people or
Israel  versus  a  hostile  world.  The  real  conflict  is  the  fear  of  integrating  the  hard-to-
believe but unmistakable reality of Israel’s treatment of Palestinians with unquestioned
loyalty to the Jewish state. One consideration recognizes Israel’s dark side. The other
denies it exists.”

All in all, if History is any guide – and it is indeed – we must retain its most overarching
principle, which is highlighted in the epigraph: “Those who forget history are condemned to
repeat it.” And if we do remember history – and we must indeed – then the following key
considerations  should  always  be  duly  taken  into  account  in  any  reflection  or  negotiation
about peace in the Middle East. They all stand in opposition to partition and division of the
Holy Land, and point in the direction of the one democratic state from the river to the sea as
the only genuinely durable solution to the Israel-Palestine conflict.

Primo: There is no military solution to the conflict. Wars, uprisings and permanent political
instability have been the distinctive features of the whole Middle East since WWI. And today,
for  the  first  time  ever,  we’re  witnessing  the  coming  into  the  picture  of  a  new and  mighty
regional  power  in  a  conflict  which  has  so  far  involved  only  Arabs  and  Jews.  Interestingly
enough, Iran, a Muslim but non-Arab country, is where the oldest Jewish diaspora has been
dwelling since king Nebuchadnezzar took the inhabitants of Jerusalem into captivity in 587/6
BCE. 

Secundo: In the aftermath of WWII, the world has seen an irresistible wave of decolonization
that  led  to  the  emancipation  of  almost  all  former  Western  colonies.  Israel  was  thus
established against a historical trend of mass decolonization, thence constituting an equally
historical anomaly.

Tertio: The only white settler colonies that have not been dismantled are those where the
native  populations  have  been  effectively  eliminated,  or  demographically  overwhelmed  by
foreign  settlers  (chiefly  in  the  United  States,  Canada,  Australia,  and  New Zealand).  Israel,
which is also a settler colony, clearly doesn’t belong to this category of settlements. It is
more like South Africa, Algeria, Rhodesia, Kenya, Angola, Mozambique, or Namibia, whose
native population outnumbered the white settler population, and ended up gaining their
independence. As Ari Shavit observed in his article, “The Zionist dream was maimed from
the outset. It didn’t take into account the presence of another national group. Therefore,
from the moment the Zionist movement decided that it was not going to exterminate the
Arabs, its dream became unattainable.”
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Quarto: The Israel/Palestine problem has been created by Western powers – be it because of
the dismemberment of the Ottoman Empire in the wake of WWI, the secret Sykes-Picot
Accords of  1916,  the failed British mandate for  Palestine,  the refusal  to accept Jewish
refugees fleeing Nazi Germany before, during, and after the Holocaust[35], or the Western-
sponsored and ill-advised 1947 UN partition resolution. It’s then only fair and imperative
that they should resolutely shoulder their moral and political responsibilities in the search
and implementation of a fair solution, in the spirit of restorative justice. As for the rest of the
“international community”, it has consistently supported such a solution, as evidenced by
the deliberations and positive votes in the United Nations General Assembly and other
international fora.  

Quinto: Throughout the ages, Arabs – who, like the Jews, are Semites and descendants of
Prophet Abraham, hence equally legitimate heirs to the “Holy Land”[36] – have almost
always provided protection and refuge to the Jews in Arab/Muslim lands. They have lived
peacefully with one another as epitomized by the “Pact of Umar” of 638 AD, the “Golden
age of Jewish culture” in Muslim-ruled Al-Andalus, Saladin’s “Announcement” of 1187, the

settlement of Jews in Arab/Muslim territories after the Reconquista in the 15th century, and
their physical protection by Muslim rulers and individuals during WWII. But Zionism ruined
everything, as recounted by Orit Bashkin[37], Michael Warchawski[38], and Avi Shlaim[39].
It  is therefore in Israelis vital  and vested interest to understand that if  they are to be
accepted, once again, in the Arab world, they have to belong to it by integrating in it at all
levels. Michael Warchawski was spot on when he said that “I believe that Israel will only be
able  to  be  at  peace  with  the  Arab  world,  to  create  relations  of  coexistence  and
neighborliness when it accepts the geopolitical reality that it is situated at the heart of the
Arab world…We have made the choice to settle in the Arab world and we must assume this
choice and learn to be part of it, even if it takes time.”[40]

Sexto:  Jerusalem  is  considered  a  “holy  city”  by  all  three  monotheistic  religions,  and
frightening eschatological narratives and announcements about it are also present in all
three  of  them.  Fortunately,  there  is  a  growing  number  of  religious  groups[41]  and
organizations  promoting  peace  through  integration  in  Israel/Palestine.  One  of  them is
“Christians for a Free Palestine”.[42]

Perhaps the best and most candid contribution to the debate on the One-State solution is
the one made by Shlomo Sand.[43] The Austrian-born to Polish Jewish survivors of the
Holocaust Israeli Emeritus Professor of History at Tel Aviv University published a book in
French in January 2024, translated as “Two Peoples for One State? Rereading the History of
Zionism”. Although the book was written before 7 October, the professor told Middle East
Eye[44] he would not have “changed a theoretical line” if he had published it after the
Hamas-led  attack  on  Israel  and  the  subsequent  war  on  Gaza.  “Perhaps  I  would  have
specified  that  7  October  is  a  confirmation  of  my  fears”,  he  clarified.  Sand  had  this  to  say
about the One-State solution: “We can only move towards a political organization of the two
peoples in a federation or confederation. Otherwise, there will always be more disasters like
7 October and its consequences in Gaza”, and further cautioning: “Before reaching this
historic compromise between the two peoples, we will experience other disasters that will
make this political solution indispensable.”

In a previous interview[45] Sand answered the question “You are no longer in favor of the
two-state  solution?”  by  saying:  “Eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  Israelis,  including  six
ministers, live in the West Bank, and these people will not be torn from the place where they
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live. Two million Arabs are integrated into Israel. I do not see how we can be separated. I am
in favor of a kind of federation such as that advocated by Menachem Begin. People on the
left bristle at the name of Begin, who is less of an extremist than Netanyahu! In his speech
to the Knesset in 1977, he declared that Israel, in order not to become Rhodesia (which
practiced radical apartheid), had to integrate the Arabs of Judea, Samaria and Gaza, offering
them the possibility of acquiring Israeli nationality, and even land in Israel. He did not aim
for a binational state, but a democratic one, which would lead to an ‘original cultural mix’”.
The proposal  has sparked fear  among the Israeli  right  and rejection from the left.  He
concluded the interview by declaring: “I am not ‘for’ a binational state, I say that we have no
other solution. There is no future here for my grandchildren without the Palestinians. So I am
for a federation, a confederation, whatever (…) We must recognize the tragedy of 1948, and
partially correct the injustice suffered. It is a painful process but we have no choice.”

*

Click the share button below to email/forward this article to your friends and colleagues.
Follow us on Instagram and Twitter and subscribe to our Telegram Channel. Feel free to
repost and share widely Global Research articles.

Birds Not Bombs: Let’s Fight for a World of Peace, Not War 

Amir Nour is an Algerian researcher in international relations, author of the books “L’Orient
et l’Occident à l’heure d’un nouveau Sykes-Picot” (The Orient and the Occident in Time of a
New Sykes-Picot) Editions Alem El Afkar, Algiers, 2014 and “L’Islam et l’ordre du monde”
(Islam and the Order of the World),  Editions Alem El Afkar, Algiers, 2021. 

Notes

[1] Said by George Santayana (b. Jorge Agustín Nicolás Ruiz de Santayana y Borrás) in his book “Reason
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