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The six-day war: why Israel is still divided over its legacy 50 
years on 
Peter Beaumont  Sunday 21 May 2017 09.04 AEST 

https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2017/may/20/six-day-war-israel-
still-divided-over-legacy-50-years-on 

On Wednesday the Palestinian shopkeepers in the Muslim quarter of Jerusalem’s Old City 
will pull closed their metal shutters under curfew. Residents will retreat behind the doors 
of their houses in the little streets and alleys around the Via Dolorosa and Al-Wad Street. 
Thousands of Israeli police will spread out through the cramped neighbourhoods and 
around the Old City’s towering limestone walls and gates to prevent confrontation with the 
thousands of Israeli nationalists carrying blue-and-white flags and drums, some blowing 
shofar horns, who every year descend on Jerusalem Day to march through the streets. 
This year the march will be more fraught than usual, coinciding as it does with the 50th 
anniversary of the six-day war, fought from 5-10 June 1967, which saw Israeli forces 
capture east Jerusalem and the Palestinian territories – the West Bank and Gaza – as well 
as the Golan Heights and Sinai in a series of lightning advances. For Israeli nationalists the 
anniversary is being celebrated as the “liberation” that opened the way to Jewish 
settlements and the Israeli claim of sovereignty – not recognised by most of the world – 
over all of Jerusalem. 
It will be given extra meaning, too, by this week’s visit to Israel and the occupied 
Palestinian territories of US President Donald Trump, who will take in (in a private 
capacity) the Western Wall, the most revered of Jewish holy sites, captured by Israeli 
paratroopers in 1967. 
For Palestinians, the coming weeks will signify an entirely contrary and bitter set of 
emotions. They will be reflecting on 50 years of military occupation, and the fact that, 
despite the Oslo peace process of the 1990s, the Israeli withdrawal from Gaza in 2005, the 
rounds of talks, and the endless lip service paid by both the international community and 
Israeli and Palestinian leaders, a two-state solution appears further away than ever. 
The Jerusalem events – which will begin officially on Monday, coinciding with Trump’s 
visit to the city the day after – will continue through the summer, culminating in the 
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official Israeli government celebration of the six-day war in the middle of September in the 
Jewish settlement of Gush Etzion in the occupied Palestinian territories. 
For all that, it remains a war the meaning of which within Israeli society – let alone outside 
it – is no more settled than it was half a century ago when Israeli paratroopers fought their 
way through the same streets to the Western Wall. 
For the Israeli right wing, the six-day war is seen as a definitive event, a theme articulated 
by prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu during the cabinet meeting that announced the 
funding for the celebration, when he described it as “one of the greatest victories in the 
history of Israel”. 
“It brought us back to parts of our homeland and completely changed our strategic 
situation,” he said. 
More explicit still has been Israel’s controversial culture minister, the far-right Miri Regev, 
who has described the planned celebration as touching “every Israeli, because these parts 
of Israel were always, and will remain, the heart of the greater land of Israel”. 
She said: “These are the areas where Abraham struck the roots of the Hebrew nation, and 
they are full of Jewish history from then until today. Regardless of the disagreements 
regarding the conflict over these areas, every Israeli must know and cherish these places as 
the cradle of the Jewish nation and its culture.” 



Israeli soldiers celebrating on 4 June. Photograph: Reuters

In many respects a conflict of the cold war, the six-day war redrew the map of the Middle 
East, confirming Israel as a regional power and ending the notion that the new state could 
be swept away by the strength of the Arab armies. And while it opened the way to peace 
with Jordan and Egypt, it inaugurated a new and darker chapter in the conflict between 
Israelis and the Palestinians that Israel now ruled over. 
Pitting Israel against Egypt, Syria and Jordan, the conflict followed tense weeks of military 
buildup by Egypt, which had closed the Straits of Tiran to Israeli shipping with its 
armoured forces close to the border with Israel. The response was a pre-emptive Israeli air 
attack by almost 200 planes that targeted the Egyptian air forces on the ground. As Jordan 
joined the war, Israeli forces quickly fought their way into east Jerusalem, overrunning the 
positions occupied in the city by Jordanian forces for 19 years. 
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The West Bank and Gaza also fell quickly to Israeli forces, while in the north they pushed 
back the Syrian military to take the Golan Heights, and in the south pushed deep into the 
Egyptian Sinai peninsula. 
But if the war was short, its continuing aftermath has dragged on for decades, a reality 
some would foresee even immediately after the fighting. Writing in August 1967, barely 
three months after the end of the conflict, a young Amos Oz – now one of Israel’s most 
celebrated writers – was among a number to caution against the sense of national 
celebration, recognising that the conquest also meant occupation, not least of the populous 
Palestinian territories. 
“We are condemned now to rule people who do not want to be ruled by us,” he wrote 
bleakly in the long-defunct Labour newspaper Davar. “I have fears about the kind of seeds 
we will sow in the near future in the hearts of the occupied. Even more, I have fears about 
the seed that will be planted in the hearts of the occupiers.” 
Others – even from within the same Labour movement as Oz – took a starkly different 
approach. The Nobel prize-winning novelist Shai Agnon and others in his circle produced a 
manifesto “loyally committing to the wholeness of our land”, adding that “no government 
in Israel is entitled to relinquish this wholeness”. 
It is an argument that has persisted in Israeli society through the decades, becoming ever 
more hardened – between those who believe in swapping the land captured in 1967 for 
peace, as happened with Egypt and was proposed for Syria – and a resurgent pro-settler 
right wing, now in the driving seat, that sees a greater Israel between the Jordan river and 
the Mediterranean as a promised messianic imperative. 
If the description of the planned Gush Etzion celebrations sums up that latter sentiment, 
the left’s position was laid out in the Israeli daily Haaretz on 7 April. 
“From the military point of view, it was indeed a ‘glorious’ war, which was seen as 
justified,” the paper stated. “But it was also a war that generated a fundamental 
transformation in Israeli society. 
“It led to the growth of unbridled national arrogance, which exacted an awful price in 
blood over the past 50 years and turned the military victory into a moral defeat. In 
retrospect, it should be called the 50 Year War, not the Six-day war, and judging by the 
political situation, its life expectancy appears endless.” 
The writer Gideon Levy, a Haaretz columnist, has long been one of the most tenacious and 
trenchant critics of the impact of the Israeli occupation that followed the victory in 1967. 
He believes, however, that – outside of the pro-settlement right – the 50th anniversary of 
the war and what followed it will be marked mostly by apathy. 
“I think most Israelis will be quite indifferent,” he said. “It is a society in denial. It is a 
society totally preoccupied with private affairs. No one but the settlers will celebrate. But, 
also, no one will mourn. In that respect, Gush Etzion is the right place to mark it, because 
only settlers will feel the day. In Tel Aviv, people couldn’t care less and no artificial effort 
by the government can change that.” 
Other Israeli commentators have argued that the planned celebrations have missed an 
opportunity: focusing not on a national narrative where there is most consensus – most 
notably the idea of a “defensive war” against heavy odds – but on its problematic 
consequence. 
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An Israeli soldier marches a captured Jordanian soldier through the streets of Bethlehem. 
Photograph: Bettmann/Bettmann Archive

Among those who served during the war is Israeli president Reuven Rivlin, a seventh 
generation Jerusalemite, whose family moved to the city in 1809 and who still remembers 
his emotions. 
Like many of his generation – both secular and religious – he recalls the sense of euphoria 
at the news of the conquest of east Jerusalem and the Western Wall. 
“I was a reserve intelligence officer in the Jerusalem Brigade,” he said last week. “I 
remember it so clearly. I was in an army Jeep travelling between Bethlehem and Hebron, 
when I heard over the two-way radio the voices of my fellow soldiers. 
“We could hardly believe it. The Temple Mount [as Jews call the area where the Second 
Temple is located, also revered as the third holiest place in Islam] is in our hands. I can 
never forget this. We all felt the history – and the future – of Israel, of the Jewish people, 
rested on our shoulders… We had returned home.” 
But while Rivlin, a member of the same Likud party as Netanyahu, talks about a need for 
coexistence within the city, he is also starkly aware of how it persists as a contested space. 
“For 50 years, Jerusalem has been ours, but we have not let her rest. Some want to divide 
her, some want to see her grow, some want to see her shrink. The city is pulled and pushed 
and argued about, here and all over the world. 
“As we mark the half a century since the city was reunited, I believe the time has come to 
bring peace to Jerusalem. To grow within her an Israeli hope, a hope for Jerusalem: the 
city which welcomes pilgrims from all communities, from all over the world. This is our 
duty now more than ever. To work to develop and preserve our city. It is not enough that 
the city is united if its people are still divided.” 
Another of Israel’s most prominent politicians is the centre-right Yesh Atid leader, Yair 
Lapid, whose party is challenging Netanyahu’s Likud for supremacy in the polls. He sees a 
different dynamic 50 years after the war. 
“You have two competing things going on,” he told the Observer at the country’s 
parliament, the Knesset. “The first is the fact that the Zionist dream couldn’t have been 
completed without the unification of Jerusalem. 
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“My father was the most secular person you could ever meet, and a very devoted atheist. 
He decided when there was a boat in Europe after the [second world] war to come here, 
not go to the US or the UK. 
“Not because [of] the future office buildings in Tel Aviv, but because he had this yearning 
for the Tower of David and the Western Wall, reconnecting to the places of [the prophets] 
Jeremiah and Isaiah and Ezekiel. 
“[But] the other understanding is that – promised the right security measures – we have 
no interest in ruling 2.9 million Palestinians. We have nothing to look for in Nablus and 
Ramallah, and therefore we need to separate from this idea. Not because it is theirs, but 
because we are willing to give up on something that is ours in order to divorce from a 
situation that threatens the Jewish character of Israel. 
“Which is why we cannot discuss the result of the six-day war as one conclusion or a one-
dimensional result. It is like anything else in this country. It’s complicated.” 
It is a complexity that has been dissected by historians including Avi Shlaim and Benny 
Morris. Shlaim, author of The Iron Wall, an acclaimed study of Israel’s military policies, 
has made a close study of the cabinet and general staff papers from the war. Although he 
agrees that it was a defensive war, he argues that – in the ease of the victory and in the 
national sense of joy – opportunities were lost, not least for a wider peace. 
“Zionism [the historic movement for Jewish self determination in its own state] lost its way 
in 1967, that’s the crucial thing,” he told the Observer. “The main aim of the Zionist 
movement before the war was the establishment of an independent Jewish state in 
Palestine. But by the eve of the war that objective had already been achieved. The victory in 
1967 reopened the old question of the territorial aims of Zionism. 
“And the two trends that emerged cut across party lines … the big division after 1967 was 
between those who accepted the division of Palestine as a solution and those saying the 
West Bank was an integral part of the land of Israel. And in an Israeli society split down 
the middle, the government resolved the dilemma by deciding not to decide.” 
For Benny Morris, currently a visiting professor of Israel studies at Georgetown University, 
the victory was conflicted in another way as well. “The ultimate consequence is that, 
paradoxically, the war both contributed to advancing towards peace with the Arabs as well 
as undermining the peace between Israel and the Arabs. 
“On the one hand it contributed to peace because it was so decisive that it persuaded the 
Arab regimes that Israel couldn’t be beaten militarily, and it gave Israel the bargaining 
chips in terms of land it could give in Sinai for peace with the Egyptians. 
“On the other hand it gave rise in Israel to a messianic rightwing expansionism and 
ideology that had not really existed before 1967. Once Israel took over the West Bank and 
more and more settlements were built, these became a major obstacle that worked against 
peace.” 

  of  5 13



AFOPA Media Report – 



Syrian soldiers give themselves up to Israeli tanks on the Golan Heights. Photograph: 
Moshe Milner/AFP/Getty Images

The memorial on Jerusalem’s Ammunition Hill is the best known national site dedicated to 
the six-day war . The scene of the fiercest fighting in the city, between Jordanian and 
Israeli paratroopers, its fall on 7 June opened the way for the quick capture of east 
Jerusalem, a pivot on which the history of the region has turned for half a century. 
The paratroopers who fought here would be the same men who would continue through 
the city via Mount Scopus, the lanes of the Old City and finally the Western Wall itself. 
Once an isolated outpost, these days it is part of a city that has grown around it, its 
trenches and a bunker preserved for posterity. Last week it was buzzing with activity. 
Groups wandered the grounds, one wearing black-and-white T-shirts with the number 50, 
while workers set up stands for an official commemoration ceremony this week. 
Among the visitors were Yehudit Katz and Adara Zak, both aged 80. “The most important 
thing,” said Katz, when asked about the legacy of the war, “is that Jerusalem is unified.” 
“It’s not unified,” interjected her friend quickly. “Everything is still under a question 
mark.” 
In his museum office, Alon Wald, the site’s events and marketing manager, was keen to 
escape the political and ideological debates around the war. But then the conflict has a 
particular and visceral meaning for him. His father, Rami, was one of the 36 Israeli 
soldiers killed during the fighting on the hill, 50 metres from where Alon’s office is now. 
He admits that has defined much of his life. 
“I am 50 myself. I belong to the next generation of Israelis to the men who fought here.” 
He said that this year he would like the events marking the anniversary to be elevated 
above politics, if only for a moment. “It is about belonging,” he explained. “A sense of 
connection.” 
Perhaps the final word should be left to the celebrated Israeli poet Yehuda Amichai, who in 
his cycle, Jerusalem 1967, described a return to the city after the war – depicting the 
conflict’s legacy in emotional terms where a sense of historic foreboding is never far away: 
I’ve come back to this city where names 
are given to distances as if to human beings 
and the numbers are not of bus-routes but 70 After, 1917, 500 BC, 
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Forty-Eight. These are the lines 
you really travel on. 
And already the demons of the past are meeting 
with the demons of the future and negotiating about me 
above me, their give-and-take neither giving nor taking, 
in the high arches of shell-orbits above my head 
Fifty years on that anxiety persists. 
HOW THE WAR UNFOLDED 
Events immediately leading up to the outbreak of war were messy and sometimes 
contradictory in intent, underpinned by Soviet disinformation about an Israeli plan to 
attack Syria, then in the midst of worsening border tensions. 
May 
After mobilising its troops against a perceived Israeli threat, Egypt moves its forces into 
the Sinai peninsular as UN forces withdraw. Barely a week later, Egyptian president Gamal 
Abdel Nasser, right, orders the closure of the Straits of Tiran to Israeli shipping. Israel, 
warned by US president Lyndon Johnson not to pre-empt a war, begins calling up its 
forces as Arab armies 200,000-strong mass on the border. On 27 May, Nasser cancels a 
planned attack, believing that Israel has discovered the plans. 
5 June 
After an Israeli cabinet briefing that Jordan, Egypt and Syria are preparing to attack on 
three fronts, Israel orders a surprise air attack against the Egyptian air force, destroying 
most of its craft on the ground. Jordanian and Syrian airfields are then also targeted. In 
response, Syria and Jordan, joined by Iraq, launch air strikes on Haifa, Netanya and other 
Israeli targets. 
6 June 
In a lightning advance, Israel takes Gaza, Ras el Naqeb and Jebel Libni from Egypt. In 
Jerusalem, Israeli paratroopers capture Ammunition Hill from the Jordanian army, 
opening the way to capture east Jerusalem and the Old City. 
7 June 
Egypt’s Nasser turns down a UN ceasefire proposal. As Israel advances into the Sinai, its 
forces capture Nablus and Jericho. 
8 June 
The southern West Bank city of Hebron is captured by Israel as Egypt accepts a ceasefire . 
9 June 
Israel orders an attack to capture Golan Heights. 
10 June 
Israel gains Golan Heights. Ceasefire with Syria is agreed. 
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If we cared about peace we would be talking to Hamas | 
Sarah Helm 
Sarah Helm  Friday 19 May 2017 17.30 AEST 

https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2017/may/19/hamas-peace-gaza-
stalemate 

Palestinian girls at a UN school in Beit Lahia in the northern Gaza Strip. ‘The 
uncomfortable fact is that the west is only too happy to leave the people of Gaza inside 
their prison.’ Photograph: Olivier Laban-Mattei/AFP/Getty 

In his house in the Gaza Strip last month, a senior Hamas minister was explaining to me 
that the movement needed to modernise its policies when the lights suddenly cut out, as 
they so often do under Israel’s siege of the territory. Ghazi Hamad’s disembodied voice 
rumbled on in the pitch black. 
Shortly after that, Hamas, which governs Gaza, published what is effectively the first 
revision of its charter since it was founded 30 years ago. Most significantly, Hamas has for 
the first time put on paper its commitment to a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict. The movement, it said, was ready to discuss “a fully sovereign and independent 
Palestinian state, with Jerusalem as its capital along 1967 lines”. 
The policy reforms should have opened the prospect of an end to the west’s boycott of 
Hamas, in place since 2007, and hope too of an end to Israel’s economic blockade. Two 
million Gazans, mostly refugees, are today locked behind walls and fences and deprived of 
bare essentials – not least electricity, which is now cut to four hours a day or less. The 
International Red Cross warned this week that the electricity crisis was pushing Gaza to 
the point of “systemic collapse”. 
But the international community is once again leaving Gaza in the dark about when its 
torment will end. Both the US and Britain have made clear they believe that nothing 
significant has altered in Hamas’s position. A Foreign Office spokesman said: “They must 
renounce violence, recognise Israel and accept previously signed agreements.” 
True, what Hamas means by its new “General Principles and Policies Document” is still 
murky, particularly as it still holds out the possibility of a Palestinian state in all of historic 
Palestine. And it has published the changes now as a strategic move to secure its own 
survival. 
After 10 years of a crippling economic siege Hamas is struggling to govern. It desperately 
needs money – not least to pay for fuel – and it needs Egypt to open its crossing into 
the Sinai. In return, both Egypt and Arab paymasters demand that Hamas show 
moderation. 
This squeeze on Hamas, however, gives the west a unique opportunity to end the stalemate 
over the boycott, especially as the movement is at present adhering to a ceasefire, and has 
gone a long way towards meeting international demands. 
After 10 years of the boycott Hamas is struggling to govern. It desperately needs money, 
not least for fuel 
Obviously, the only rational response if we really cared about peace would be to start 
talking to Hamas and push it to moderate further. If we continue to reject its overtures it 
will have no incentive to offer more, and the rejectionists in Gaza will win. 
It is significant that the Hamas paper was published soon after the election of a former 
military chief and hardliner, Yahya Sinwar, as the movement’s leader in Gaza. A prisoner 
in Israel for 22 years, and a fluent Hebrew speaker, who negotiated with Israel over the 
Shalit prisoner exchange in 2011, Sinwar could bring a new voice to the table. He would 
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also have the clout internally to bring some of Hamas’s own critics on board. Hamas is 
being increasingly challenged by Salafi jihadists whose popularity is small but growing in 
Gaza, and who accuse Hamas of too much moderation. 
The uncomfortable fact is that the west is only too happy to leave the people of Gaza inside 
their prison; it suits us to do so. We don’t care about blighted lives, or about whether the 
electricity is on six hours or four hours or if there is none at all. Our governments just want 
to leave Gaza blocked off from view so we don’t have to face up to the painfully difficult 
problems it poses – many of our own making, not least the boycott of Hamas. 
It was after all the US, 10 years ago, that insisted on Palestinian elections, hoping the 
moderates of the PLO would win. Instead Hamas came to power on a wave of anger after 
the failure of flawed peace efforts. The west then took the view that in Palestine democracy 
counted for nothing, and as punishment the boycott began. 
By accepting that Hamas has met at least some of the west’s conditions, we would be 
forced to consider talking to its representatives, clashing with Benjamin Netanyahu, who 
has no wish to change the status quo. Keeping Gaza boxed in while he extends his illegal 
settlements across the West Bank and Jerusalem, suits the Israeli prime minister just fine. 
On the Gaza streets there is no expectation of any change, only predictions of a new war. 
After interviewing the Hamas minister I visited a Rafah girls’ school, speaking to a class of 
17-year-old English students. Of the class, six had lost family members in the 2014 war. 
Their teacher had lost her husband and her father. 
Yet here they were, bright-eyed, clutching English textbooks, and speaking of their 
ambitions to be doctors, social workers or journalists. The courage and resilience of the 
Gazan people is also hidden from view by the boycott and what they call the “apartheid 
wall”. 
Before I left the school the girls put questions to me, including, “What does Britain know 
about us?” and “Why doesn’t Britain help us?” One offered her own answer: “I believe 
they think we live under a stone.” 

 

Letters to the Editor: We are the US’s willing lapdog 
May 20 2017 

http://www.smh.com.au/comment/ct-letters/letters-to-the-editor-we-are-the-uss-
willing-lapdog-20170519-gw941t.html 

The inhumanity of Saudi Arabia in the continued bombing of Yemen, a country now 
plagued with a potential cholera epidemic and millions facing starvation, is tolerated by 
the feeble United Nations, welcomed by this country, and it is now adding its murderous 
talents to the war in Syria. 
Naturally, serving under the control of our great ally, the United States – now seen by a lot 
of commentators as the world's No.1 terrorist with world hegemony as its sole objective 
and Australia its willing lapdog ... as normal. 
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Meanwhile, as the Jewish PR machine swings into top gear in promoting the Holocaust 
again as they have for 72 years, the world ignores even more inhumanity in something 
called the "Holodomor", the deliberate starvation of 10 million Ukrainians in 1930-1932 by 
Joseph Stalin. 
Heard of it? No, of course not. Far worse than the Holocaust but just the wrong nationality 
to get any coverage out here. 
At the same time, May 15 marked the 69th anniversary of the 1948 NAKBA, the mass 
expulsion of Palestinians from their homeland. 
Between 1947 and 1949, Zionist paramilitaries, and subsequently Israeli forces who are 
still in brutal occupation, made an estimated 700,000 Palestinians into refugees to 
establish a Jewish-majority state in Palestine. Remember that one, then? 
No, again. What does it take for the truth to emerge in Australia? Millions of Palestinian 
refugees (are) still waiting to return to their homeland. 
It's called Palestine, not Israel, by the way. 
Rex Williams, Ainslie 

The legacy of the six-day war Why Israel needs a Palestinian 
state 
http://www.economist.com/news/leaders/21722162-more-ever-land-peace-also-means-
land-democracy-why-israel-needs-palestinian-state 
14 hours ago 

More than ever, land for peace also means land for democracy 

THE victory of Israel over the Arab armies that encircled it in 1967 was so swift and 
absolute that, many Jews thought, the divine hand must have tipped the scales. Before the 
six-day war Israel had feared another Holocaust; thereafter it became an empire of sorts. 
Awestruck, the Jews took the holy sites of Jerusalem and the places of their biblical stories. 
But the land came with many Palestinians whom Israel could neither expel nor absorb. 
Was Providence smiling on Israel, or testing it? 
For the past 50 years, Israel has tried to have it both ways: taking the land by planting 
Jewish settlements on it; and keeping the Palestinians unenfranchised under military 
occupation, denied either their own state or political equality within Israel (see our special 
report in this issue). Palestinians have damaged their cause through decades of 
indiscriminate violence. Yet their dispossession is a reproach to Israel, which is by far the 
stronger party and claims to be a model democracy. 
Israel’s “temporary” occupation has endured for half a century. The peace process that 
created “interim” Palestinian autonomy, due to last just five years before a final deal, has 
dragged on for more than 20. A Palestinian state is long overdue. Rather than resist it, 
Israel should be the foremost champion of the future Palestine that will be its neighbour. 
This is not because the intractable conflict is the worst in the Middle East or, as many once 
thought, the central cause of regional instability: the carnage of the civil wars in Syria, Iraq 
and elsewhere disproves such notions. The reason Israel must let the Palestinian people go 
is to preserve its own democracy. 
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The Trump card 
Unexpectedly, there may be a new opportunity to make peace: Donald Trump wants to 
secure “the ultimate deal” and is due to visit the Holy Land on May 22nd, during his first 
foreign trip. The Israeli prime minister, Binyamin Netanyahu, appears as nervous as the 
Palestinian president, Mahmoud Abbas, seems upbeat. Mr Trump has, rightly, urged Israel 
to curb settlement-building. Israel wants him to keep his promise to move the American 
embassy to Jerusalem. He should hold off until he is ready to go really big: recognise 
Palestine at the same time and open a second embassy in Jerusalem to talk to it. 
The outlines of peace are well known. Palestinians would accept the Jewish state born from 
the war of 1947-48 (made up of about three-quarters of the British mandate of Palestine). 
In return, Israel would allow the creation of a Palestinian state in the remaining lands it 
occupied in 1967 (about one-quarter). Parcels could be swapped to take in the main 
settlements, and Jerusalem would have to be shared. Palestinian refugees would return 
mostly to their new state, not Israel. 
The fact that such a deal is familiar does not make it likely. Mr Netanyahu and Mr Abbas 
will probably string out the process—and try to ensure the other gets blamed for failure. 
Distracted by scandals, Mr Trump may lose interest; Mr Netanyahu may lose power (he 
faces several police investigations); and Mr Abbas may die (he is 82 and a smoker). The 
limbo of semi-war and semi-peace is, sadly, a tolerable option for both. 
Nevertheless, the creation of a Palestinian state is the second half of the world’s promise, 
still unredeemed, to split British-era Palestine into a Jewish and an Arab state. Since the 
six-day war, Israel has been willing to swap land for peace, notably when it returned Sinai 
to Egypt in 1982. But the conquests of East Jerusalem, the West Bank and the Gaza Strip 
were different. They lie at the heart of Israelis’ and Palestinians’ rival histories, and add the 
intransigence of religion to a nationalist conflict. Early Zionist leaders accepted partition 
grudgingly; Arab ones tragically rejected it outright. In 1988 the Palestine Liberation 
Organisation accepted a state on part of the land, but Israeli leaders resisted the idea until 
2000. Mr Netanyahu himself spoke of a (limited) Palestinian state only in 2009. 
Another reason for the failure to get two states is violence. Extremists on both sides set out 
to destroy the Oslo accords of 1993, the first step to a deal. The Palestinian uprising in 
2000-05 was searing. Wars after Israel’s unilateral withdrawal from Lebanon in 2000 and 
Gaza in 2005 made everything worse. As blood flowed, the vital ingredient of peace—trust
—died. 
Most Israelis are in no rush to try offering land for peace again. Their security has 
improved, the economy is booming and Arab states are courting Israel for intelligence on 
terrorists and an alliance against Iran. The Palestinians are weak and divided, and might 
not be able to make a deal. Mr Abbas, though moderate, is unpopular; and he lost Gaza to 
his Islamist rivals, Hamas. What if Hamas also takes over the West Bank? 
All this makes for a dangerous complacency: that, although the conflict cannot be solved, it 
can be managed indefinitely. Yet the never-ending subjugation of Palestinians will erode 
Israel’s standing abroad and damage its democracy at home. Its politics are turning 
towards ethno-religious chauvinism, seeking to marginalise Arabs and Jewish leftists, 
including human-rights groups. The government objected even to a novel about a Jewish-
Arab love affair. As Israel grows wealthier, the immiseration of Palestinians becomes more 
disturbing. Its predicament grows more acute as the number of Palestinians between the 
Jordan river and the Mediterranean catches up with that of Jews. Israel cannot hold on to 
all of the “Land of Israel”, keep its predominantly Jewish identity and remain a proper 
democracy. To save democracy, and prevent a slide to racism or even apartheid, it has to 
give up the occupied lands. 
Co-operation, not collaboration 
Thus, if Mr Abbas’s Palestinian Authority (PA) is weak, then Israel needs to build it up, not 
undermine it. Without progress to a state, the PA cannot maintain security co-operation 
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with Israel for ever; nor can it regain its credibility. Israel should let Palestinians move 
more freely and remove all barriers to their goods (a freer market would make Israel 
richer, too). It should let the PA expand beyond its ink-spots. Israel should voluntarily halt 
all settlements, at least beyond its security barrier. 
Israel is too strong for a Palestinian state to threaten its existence. In fact, such a state is 
vital to its future. Only when Palestine is born will Israel complete the victory of 1967. 
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WEB: www.afopa.com.au 
“Why Palestine? Because it is a just cause, a noble ideal, a moral quest for equality and human 
rights” — Edward Saïd  
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