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Refusing to be Enemies presents the voices 
of over 100 practitioners and theorists 
of nonviolence, the vast majority either 
Palestinian or Israeli, as they reflect on their 
own involvement in nonviolent resistance 
and speak about the nonviolent strategies 
and tactics employed by Palestinian and 
Israeli organizations, both separately and in 
joint initiatives.

From examples of effective nonviolent 
campaigns to consideration of obstacles 
encountered by nonviolent organizations 
and the special challenges of joint struggle, 
the book explores ways in which a more 
effective nonviolent movement may be built. 
In their own words, activists share their 
hopes and visions for the future and discuss 
the internal and external changes needed 
for their organizations, and the nonviolent 
movement as a whole, to successfully pursue 
their goal of a just peace in the region.

A foreword on the definition and nature 
of nonviolence by Canadian author Ursula 
Franklin, analytic essays by activists Ghassan 
Andoni (Palestinian), Jeff Halper (Israeli), 
Jonathan Kuttab (a Palestinian activist lawyer 
with international experience) and Starhawk 
(an “international” of Jewish background), 
an epilogue from the author, and a new 
afterword for the paperback edition round 
out the book. Andoni offers an analysis 
based on his long experience of nonviolent 
activism in Palestine, while Halper postulates 
“Six Elements of Effective Organizing and 
Struggle” as a conceptual framework for the 
interviews. Kuttab argues that, even given 
the Palestinians’ legal right to armed struggle, 
“nonviolence is more effective and suitable 
for resistance”, and Starhawk describes 
the unique challenges faced by Palestinian 
nonviolence.

...An impressive array of activists and intellectuals, representing the Palestinian 
nonviolent movement alongside Israeli Jews who have supported their struggle 
for equality, justice, and self-determination. What unites the book’s protagonists 
is their relentless belief in the power of nonviolent resistance as both a righteous 
principle and a useful political strategy to challenge Israel’s military occupation and 
Apartheid-like policies. Filled with moving personal accounts, critical reflections 
and thought-provoking analysis, this important book showed me “the light at the 
end of the tunnel.” It will leave readers hopeful about the future of nonviolent 
resistance in Palestine and Israel, inspiring them to play a role in the transformation 
of this conflict. 

Simona Sharoni, chair, Gender and Women’s Studies, State University of New York, 
author of Gender, Resistance and the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict

The author did a masterful job of bringing readers to the realization that, just like 
happened in Apartheid South Africa, local resistance together with International 
support makes the difference between a just peace and continued conflict. Reading a 
book like this gives us more certainty that common people can do uncommon deeds. 

Mazin Qumsiyeh, professor at Bethlehem and Birzeit Universities; author of Sharing 
the Land of Canaan and Hope and Empowerment: Popular Resistance in Palestine 

Maxine Kaufman-Lacusta should be commended for putting this essential volume 
together, she should be applauded for shedding some light in these dark times.

Neve Gordon, author of Israel’s Occupation 
A definite “must-read” for those studying nonviolent activism in the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict, and Maxine raises a number of important questions for activists 
of all stripes to consider in looking to the future. 

Maia Carter Hallward, assistant professor of Political Science, Kennesaw State 
University; author of Struggling for a Just Peace: Israeli and Palestinian Activism in 

the Second Intifada
... Refusing to be Enemies importantly reminds us of the continuing struggle of 
Palestinian and Israeli nonviolent activists to keep alive the hope that one day the 
two peoples will attain justice and equality and live side by side. 

Anthony Bing, Emeritus Professor of Peace and Global Studies, Earlham College
A must-read for anybody who favors a political resolution to the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict... Given the failure of armed struggle to “liberate Palestine,” Maxine 
Kaufman-Lacusta’s book suggests that nonviolent resistance may be an efficacious 
means to force a political resolution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. 

Scott Kennedy, Resource Center for Nonviolence, Santa Cruz

Maxine Kaufman-Lacusta lived in Jerusalem 
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and related topics. 

Ursula Franklin is University Professor 
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writes on peace issues and the social impacts 
of science and technology, most recently in 
The Ursula Franklin Reader: Pacifism as a Map 
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2008). 
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activism spans the realms of human rights, 
social and church advocacy, and he has written 
and lectured widely. His legal/human rights 
writing includes co-authorship of West Bank 
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Power: Notes from the Global Uprising (New 
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AFTERWORD

In January of 2010, the hardcover edition of this book already bound
for the print shop, I returned briefly to Palestine and Israel to gather
some firsthand impressions, with the aim of tracing developments in
three specific areas that I’d examined in the epilogue to the hardcover
edition. The three, which I planned to focus on in a revised epilogue 
or (as I soon decided) an afterword to the paperback edition, were: the
present status of the Palestinian-initiated and -led campaign for boycott,
divestment, and sanctions (BDS); the state of joint struggle, both on the
Bil’in model and otherwise; and lastly, nonviolent noncooperation by
Israelis inside Israel—was it becoming a more significant part of the
spectrum of resistance to the occupation than it had been when I did
the last of the interviews for the hardcover edition (mostly 2007 and
before)? I spoke to ten activists on my January trip—all but two of
whom (Hisham Jamjoum and Aliyah Strauss) appear in earlier chapters
of this book—one (Rev. Naim Ateek) a month later at a conference 
in the US, and one (Omar Barghouti, whom I had quoted in the book
but not yet interviewed) in April via email.

What I heard gave me pause. On the one hand, there were 
reports of impressive strides in the BDS campaign. On the other hand,
though mixed, responses regarding joint struggle in the West Bank were
dominated by depressing accounts of stagnation in that arena and, as to
noncooperation inside Israel, the response was disappointingly meagre:
nothing new seemed to be happening. I began to question whether 
my sense that the time had come for the latter form of resistance had
been premature, or whether I might have been “barking up the wrong
tree” altogether. Happily, more recent events have shed a more positive
light on both of the latter two areas, as well as providing confirmation
for the growing success of the BDS campaign.

[453]
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The Campaign for Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions

Boycott is not a form of punishment, but it is meant to add pressure on Israel until it
respects human rights and international law and ends its military occupation of Palestine.

George N. Rishmawi (Palestinian Center for Rapprochement between People)

BDS appears to be thriving. An August 19 Electronic Intifada article
posted on www.PACBI.org and accessed on September 2 reports 
that throughout the West Bank, “Palestinians have galvanized around 
campaigns to promote locally-made products and locally-harvested 
food instead of a myriad of items made in illegal settlement colonies on
occupied Palestinian land in the West Bank,” while the Palestinian
Authority (PA) has been distributing lists of settlement products.
George N. Rishmawi, writing that same day, reported that the recent
boycott of settlement products launched by the PA (reinforcing existing
local community initiatives) had resulted in the exodus of some factories
from the settlements to avoid it. Meanwhile, a September 2 visit to the
principal BDS website (www.bdsmovement.net) turned up accounts of a
boycott of Israeli goods by the Olympia, WA (USA) (hometown of Rachel
Corrie) Food Coop, exclusion of additional Israeli companies from 
the Norwegian government pension fund, a demonstration at the port
of Vancouver, BC (Canada) aimed at preventing the unloading of an
Israeli-owned freighter, and demands by 6,000 Irish shoppers that their
supermarket stop stocking Israeli goods.

Despite some disagreement regarding what particular “flavour” of
BDS was preferable, all of my January 2010 interviewees supported some
form of BDS and agreed that the campaign was making great strides.
And BDS movement leader Omar Barghouti (in his April 2010 email
interview) reaffirmed his remarks, cited earlier in this book (see p. 451,
note 11), that “Boycott is not a one-size-fits-all type of process. It must
be customized to suit a particular context to be most effective. What is
important to agree on, though, is why we are boycotting and towards what
ends.” Defining the parameters of this flexibility, Barghouti explained: 

Context-sensitivity is a key principle of the BDS movement that
the Palestinian BDS National Committee (BNC) takes to heart.

R E F U S I N G T O B E E N E M I E S
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BDS is not an ideology or run by a political party; it is a wide
movement that brings together groups and individuals of diverse
ideological and political backgrounds that converge on their utmost
respect for international law and the morally consistent application
of human rights. 

Emphasizing the key importance of recognizing the Palestinian-led
nature of the campaign and the fact that “[s]olidarity with the oppressed
primarily means understanding and recognizing what the oppressed need
and want to achieve freedom, justice and self determination. Imposing
objectives and frameworks on the oppressed is usually indicative of a
colonial attitude, whether recognized as such or not,” he made it clear
that, since “the Palestinian Civil Society Call for BDS is the reference for
the global BDS movement, . . . the principles, the rights, upon which
the movement is based are the same [everywhere].” “What differs from
location to location according to the political and organizational context,”
he explained, “is the specific target of the BDS campaign in that location.” 

Some allies in BDS campaigns in the West are not fully on board
with the BDS Call itself. However, they are active in specific BDS
campaigns, and they refrain from contradicting or opposing the
BDS Call itself. We consider them allies in the movement, but not
full strategic partners. The latter need to agree with us, in the BNC,
on our principles and goals, [i.e., “the right of return for Palestinian
refugees; full equality for the Palestinian citizens of Israel; and ending
the occupation and colonial rule”(ibid)], regardless of what action
or campaign they undertake to help us get there. As I’ve jokingly
said in my talks, even if a partner adopts the BDS Call and then
decides to launch a campaign targeting Israeli tomatoes only, we’ll
be very happy with them as strategic partners. E.g. Code Pink,1

is a good example of that. They’ve endorsed the BDS Call and
chose to focus their creative energies on boycotting Ahava, the
Israeli cosmetics company that manufactures in the OPT. Many
campaigns in Europe have also a narrow focus in their BDS targets,
and that’s perfectly fine.

“Where we have problems,” concluded Barghouti, “is when any group tries
to appropriate the right to set the movement’s goals and/or parameters
instead of the Palestinians.” 

Among the Israelis who expressed unconditional support for the
Palestinian Call to BDS was the AIC’s Michel Warschawski, who regards

A F T E R W O R D
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it as “perhaps one of the most important things that has happened in 
the past ten years in the struggle for the implementation of the rights 
of the Palestinian people.” 

This is a quantum leap, because we are passing from a situation
wherein we denounce the occupation and condemn the oppression
to a situation of [being on the] offensive, an offensive whose goal 
is to exact a price from the State of Israel (not from Israeli society)
so long as it continues to violate all international laws, all the UN
resolutions, and to behave like a nation of hooligans. And there is a
strong voice in the world saying that what’s needed is sanctions,
what’s needed is to punish and to bring pressure to bear on a state
that is not conducting itself in accordance with the [international]
law.

In that connection, says Warschawski, “I always try to say BDS plus
Hague.” 

That is to say, an important part of “S” is accountability [used
English word here – MKL] before international law of people who
are suspected of war crimes or crimes against humanity. The call for
[their being brought before the] International Court, the call to
take the Goldstone Report seriously, especially his recommendations
at the end regarding the necessity of taking legal action against
those suspected of war crimes is, in my view, an integral and even
central part of the BDS campaign.

ICAHD coordinator, Jeff Halper, also emphasized the importance 
of the BDS campaign, including its extension into the realm of legal
challenges. “BDS is really, I think, a tremendously growing movement,”
he stated. “I think it’s achieved critical mass in the last couple of years.”
Halper’s particular take on BDS in some ways goes even further than
does the Palestinian Call in terms of breadth of focus. He explains: 
I’m more for BDS-SL, myself. I think BDS is important—boycott,
divestment, and sanctions—but there’s two other pieces of that. 
One [“S”] is solidarity. And there, for example, I think a tremendous
initiative is when local communities twin with Palestinian ones. . . .”
pointing out that even if such a proposal is voted down in the end,
“That’s a tremendously consciousness-raising thing.” 

R E F U S I N G T O B E E N E M I E S
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“L” [legal] refers to challenging the practices of the occupation in 
international courts, “which Israel really fears.” 

We’ve been trying the Israeli courts for all these years, and obviously
we’ve exhausted that remedy, so now we’re poised to go to the 
international courts. Some groups have gone after military people,
and we’re trying to prepare a case now about house demolitions for
the international courts. Other people have worked on other issues,
including the Goldstone Report, of course, and things like that. So in
other words, I see this all as one package: BDS-SL. And I think that’s
really giving a focus to the international community that’s very strong. 

ICAHD endorses the 2005 Palestinian Call for BDS, specifically,
including it’s conditions of “end of the occupation, equal rights for
Palestinians, and the right of return.” 

The idea in the very beginning was, let’s try to boycott or divest
from companies that were profiting from the occupation, whether
Israeli or not. Actually, Gush Shalom was one of the first that 
started a boycott of settlement products. And then it developed
into divesting from companies that profit from the occupation.
And some of us thought at that early stage that that was a good
focus, because we’re focusing on the occupation. But then, over the
years, Israel’s behaviour has been outrageous, and certainly issues
like Gaza bring up wider issues of human rights, and there’s arms
issues that can’t be confined to the occupied territories. So it became
harder and harder to separate the occupation from Israel in general.
We’re in favour of all the boycotts across the board. 

The Israel section of WILPF, the Women’s International League for
Peace and Freedom, has also voted to support BDS. A new interviewee on
my January 2010 trip was long-time WILPF activist Aliyah Strauss, who
told me: “We had a discussion, we voted. It was not an easy discussion,
but we have come out in favour.” Although at time of writing (August
27, 2010), they hadn’t yet determined whether to endorse the official
Call—right of return and all (a discussion of this subject is pending),
their statement is strong, and includes, as well, the call for a cultural and
sports boycott of Israel. “Our rationale,” stated Strauss, “is until it hurts the
Israelis, they’re not going to pay attention.” Also active in the Coalition
of Women for Peace, Strauss pointed out, “In some way we’re all profiting
from the occupation.”

A F T E R W O R D
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The largest project of the Coalition is the whoprofits.org campaign,
and what they say is that the economies of the settlements and
Israel are so intertwined that, even if we don’t buy Ahava hand
cream or Bagel and Bagel snacks [both produced in the occupied
territories], we just can’t get away from it. So you do your best. 

As to recent progress of the BDS campaign amongst the Palestinian
population and internationally, both Hisham Jamjoum of ISM and
George N. Rishmawi of PCR cited the recent endorsement by the PA 
of a Palestine-wide boycott of settlement products, as well as the 
importance of its growth in other regions of the world, notably in parts
of Europe such as the UK and Sweden. Rishmawi described BDS as
“definitely one of the most important methods that can really get people
around the world to be part of the attempts to end the Israeli military
occupation of Palestine.” Of course, he added, in contrast to the limited
availability of non-Israeli products in Palestine, “in the U.S. and in
Europe, there are so many options, and I think that makes it a lot easier.”
Citing studies that indicate that the Palestinian market makes up only a
very small percentage of the Israeli economy (“Some people say about
four percent only”), Rishmawi stressed the importance of international
boycott and divestment. Moreover, he reminded me, “the Call for 
[boycott] includes not only Israeli products but any products that 
contribute directly to maintaining the occupation.”

Like Barghouti, Rishmawi expressed support for selectively targeted
boycotts, especially in cases where a boycott of all Israeli products might
be interpreted as an attack on Israel rather than on the occupation.
Noting that the campaign had been gaining momentum in the previous
year or two, he commented: 

I think that after the war in Gaza there was some increase; 
people became more aware of Israel. I can see that this movement is
growing, maybe slowly, but growing. And it’s good that churches
are getting on board. But they are still worried about what the
repercussions could be, so there is a need for more advocacy work
on the church level as well because churches can really be effective;
they can reach people.

“You know,” added Rishmawi, “there was a [U.S.] Congress resolution
to support the boycott of South African apartheid, at a certain point. So

R E F U S I N G T O B E E N E M I E S
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also, if we can get lobbying on that level, I think that can help very
much, and it will encourage people.” 

Current State of Joint Struggle 

It’s really interesting that the army is moving so much against it, and arresting leaders, 
and really trying to stop it and crush it, because I think they are fearful that it 

will spread. Unfortunately, it has not spread fast enough, because I think if 
it does, it will make a difference. 

Rev. Naim Ateek (Sabeel, Ecumenical Liberation Theology Center) 
on joint struggle in the villages along the route of the wall

When I asked them in January, there was general agreement amongst
my interviewees that the joint struggle against land confiscation for 
construction of the wall in the villages was thriving and even spreading.
Nevertheless, there was an undertone of reduced participation by Israelis in
anti-occupation activism and a sense of the decreased overall importance
of the Israeli left’s contribution to the struggle to end the occupation.
The most daunting comments about the present state of joint struggle
came from Jeff Halper and Michel Warschawski (Mikado). And although
both agreed that on the whole, the size and effectiveness of the Israeli
“peace movement” had diminished dramatically in recent years, their
interpretations of the situation were diametrically opposed.

“Joint struggle isn’t doing very well,” Jeff Halper told me. Citing 
as an example the fact that Israeli organizations hadn’t been invited to
participate in the major Gaza solidarity demonstration at Erez Checkpoint
on December 31, 2009, he described what he saw as a troubling trend,
perhaps understandable, but problematic, nonetheless. “The Palestinians
are retreating from involvement with Israeli groups,” he said, “and I think
with Jewish groups and Jews abroad, under the rubric of normalization.” 

I think there’s a real danger here that the Palestinians are going to
isolate themselves, they’re going to cut themselves off from really
important allies, and at the same time, they’re going to be seen as
being narrow. I think there’s a real question here: Is the process of

A F T E R W O R D
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excluding more and more Israeli groups, for example, contributing
to ending the occupation or not, and if it isn’t, then it could 
be politically correct, and it could be what some Palestinians want 
to do to keep the movement pure or whatever, but I think it’s 
counterproductive.

“Israeli groups are feeling less and less welcome,” Halper told me.

For example, when Stop the Wall or some of the other Palestinian
groups talk about Bil’in, they never acknowledge the Anarchists,
they never acknowledge the Israelis that are there. There’s an irony
here—I think it’s too bad—and that is that we work with all kinds
of Palestinians, especially on the ground, but it’s the intellectuals
and the leadership that’s getting to be the most aloof and stand-
offish and doesn’t want to deal with Israelis. The grassroots are 
fine. I think we’ve been there for them, and there’s this trust and so
on, but it doesn’t extend to the intellectuals. And the ones who
should be in some way reaching out and helping to form broader
alliances—mobilizing civil society—are pulling back.

“In other words,” he continued, “there’s getting to be more and more of
a delegitimization of the Israeli narrative, of everything Israeli: everything
Israeli is colonial, is not legitimate, and so on. It doesn’t bode well for
joint struggle.” 

When I asked Mikado (Michel Warschawski) about the sense 
that Israeli participation in Palestinian-led actions was recently being
downplayed or even ignored, his response was unsympathetic. There was
a new trend, he said, “in what remains of the left—the more radical left,
let’s say, since the rest has simply collapsed and disappeared—a new-old
trend of being insulted and moaning that ‘the Palestinians don’t pay
attention to me; the Palestinians aren’t mentioning me.’” He explained,
“The Palestinians gave importance to the opposition and dissidence inside
Israel exactly in proportion to what it was.” 

When we were big and strong and effective—like during the first
Lebanon War and like during the First Intifada—the Palestinians
knew how important this was and knew to value it; they knew this was
a serious ally that was helping them reach their objectives and their
rights. Now that we have become a much more marginal element,
of course the Palestinians will refer to it less. Israeli-Palestinian 
partnership—not to mention Israeli-Palestinian brotherhood—is

R E F U S I N G T O B E E N E M I E S
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built by virtue of the place we fill on their agenda. If we don’t 
fill any place, or a marginal place, they’ll say, “Good for you, that’s 
very nice, but we have other priorities; leave us alone. There are a
few thousand activists, whose actions we value, but they’re not the
most important [thing] on our agenda.” When we were 400,000,
this was the most important [thing] on the agenda. We need to stop
being insulted and viewing the whole world and the Palestinian
struggle in our own navels.

Even so, Mikado wasn’t totally pessimistic. That these forces would again
be significant, he had no doubt.

We were a force, we weren’t a force, we became a force, we returned
to being a non-force. I’m not frightened by this. We shouldn’t 
be frightened by this, and especially not be insulted when the
Palestinians don’t look in our direction so much, when this direction
is pretty empty relative to what it was. We will be strong; we 
will move Israeli society; we will move Israeli politics—because 
in the past, we succeeded in moving Israeli politics; we succeeded in
building a movement that compelled Israel to get out of Lebanon;
we succeeded in building a movement that, in the end, compelled
[Israel] to recognize the PLO and to open negotiations with it and to
begin a process that seemed like a process [leading to] the end of the
occupation. Today we’ve returned to what we were in the seventies,
let us say: a protest movement, not a movement that influences,
and the [Palestinians’] way of relating to us is proportional to the
strength and the effectiveness that we exhibit in the Palestinians’
struggle for their rights. 

Despite this, however, “There are Palestinians who understand that the
matter of Israeli-Palestinian partnership is far more than a matter of
expedience—of how much we help them, how much we aid them in 
the achievement of their objectives.” 

There is a minority that is aware that, essentially, what we are
building in [the course of ] joint struggle today either prepares 
the ground—or doesn’t, depending on how meaningful or how
marginal it is—for what the connection between the two peoples
can be once the conflict is behind them. But this is a minority, 
even among activists, who think about “what will our connection
with the Jews be?” [The majority] want to rid themselves of the
occupation, don’t want to see settlements, want the right of return.

A F T E R W O R D
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We [Israelis] also need to understand that we’re not the centre of
the universe for them.

Explaining the dramatic overall decrease of participation by Jewish
Israelis in the Palestinian struggle—and even in actions organized by
Palestinian citizens of Israel and vice versa—that he has observed over
the past two or three years, Warschawski lamented “the triumph of the
policy of separation—the triumph of the wall policy—even amongst the
activist camp” and the virtual absence of “the Jewish-Arab dimension,
not to mention the Israeli-Palestinian dimension or the Israeli-Arab on
the level of all of Palestine, which ten years ago was central. Today,” he
says, “it’s not there at all.”

First and foremost, it was the weakening of the movement in Israel
that diminished its importance in the eyes of the Palestinians. The
second thing was the triumph of the wall philosophy. That is to say,
we have internalized the wall. When you ask me what the central
task of the Alternative Information Center is today, in 2010, my
answer is to keep the small cracks in the wall open. Really to keep
[them open] with our elbows and to say “pass through!” It’s still
possible to pass through, to bring information across, to bring people
across, to bring activism, to bring partnership / cooperation—but it
has shrunk to a minimum.

“Hence,” he adds, “the importance of Bil’in, the importance of those
actions that are very important even if they touch just a few hundred
people or, at best, a few thousand and not the tens of thousands that 
it was possible to speak about in the period when you were writing 
the book—when it was truly a matter of tens of thousands.” “Where 
is everybody?” Warschawski asked, rhetorically. “Both societies, even at
the level of activists, have pretty well closed in on themselves. That’s
what I mean by the triumph of the wall philosophy. It has succeeded.
Now, I don’t think that even this is irreversible,” he concluded, “but we
are in a new era in this context.”

Although like Halper, Adam Keller, too, regarded the exclusion 
of Israeli organizations from the December 31, 2009 Gaza solidarity
demo at Erez checkpoint as exemplifying a current trend on the part of
Palestinians to marginalize the Israeli Jewish groups, he didn’t feel that
this had had a significant impact on the joint struggle in the villages
along the route of the wall.

R E F U S I N G T O B E E N E M I E S
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There is the pattern which developed in Bil’in, especially, and
Ni’ilin is already now very much involved, and now, in fact, Sheikh
Jarrah2 is very much taken up with it—there is quite a good pattern
of Jews and Arabs from Israel, and local Palestinians, and Palestinians
from other places, and internationals all working together. 

Like Jeff Halper, Keller felt that the problem lay “more where intellectuals
and political campaigners—Palestinian and pro-Palestinian—formulate
a comprehensive policy,” but that “on the grassroots level, where the
leadership of a village or a neighborhood is faced with a concrete threat
(the wall, settler encroachment, etc.), [they] are very happy with Israelis
coming to help.” Keller, for example, spoke of the healthy power dynamic
he has observed in Bil’in, with planning meetings usually being held 
in English (a neutral language in this case) and participants sitting in
mixed groups.

You see an empty chair and you sit there. And also the discussion:
the Israelis propose this, and the Palestinians propose [that]. 
It is the people who are involved in the struggle and they make 
suggestions and sometimes argue—and you have Israelis and
Palestinians on both sides of the argument. That, I think, is a very
important development. 

Rev. Naim Ateek, too, enthusiastically affirmed the importance of the
joint struggle in Bil’in and other villages impacted by the wall, even as he
expressed “great disappointment that we have failed to see it becoming 
a national movement.” “[T]hat kind of activity needs to become more
national and needs to affect more villages and towns throughout the
area—and I keep hoping that it can be done,” he said.

By contrast, ISM’s Hisham Jamjoum described Israeli participation
that is growing both in terms of numbers and acceptability by Palestinians. 

And they grew more and more, and you can see [Israeli activists]
even in Nabi Salah now. It’s near Birzeit. It’s a new place, new 
location for nonviolent actions now. And also they reach even the
Nablus area. Before, they couldn’t go; now they reach the Nablus
area, because the Palestinians understand that there are really Israelis
who want to support them. In the beginning there was concern
about the Israelis, because they considered all Israelis as Israeli army or
Israeli security or from the government, but now they understand
the Israeli people who are supporting them.
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On the other hand, though, Jamjoum was adamant that, “We can’t say
it’s a joint struggle.” 

It’s our struggle, but [Israelis and internationals] are supporting us.
Absolutely, it’s a Palestinian struggle. It’s our struggle and our land
and our issue. We can’t say Israeli struggle, but they are supporting
and in solidarity with us—supporting us strongly and supporting
us in the best way ever. As Palestinians we appreciate that, and we
understand that, and we love them all; we really love them all. But
we say it is a Palestinian struggle. 

Nonetheless, Jamjoum concluded our interview with a strong statement
of support for participation by Israelis and internationals in the Palestinian
nonviolent resistance effort.

Believe me, Palestinians plus Israelis plus internationals can do 
a lot, here inside Palestine, inside Israel, and everywhere in the
world. So that’s why I’m working all the time together. That’s why 
I appreciate and I love everyone working with us, [whether] Israeli
or Palestinian or international.

George N. Rishmawi, too, applauded Israeli participation in Palestinian-
led actions, and felt it to be important, although, like Mikado, he
regarded it as “very minimal”

He pointed out that “joint struggle is always dependent on the
acceptance by a certain community to have Israelis involved there,” but
as a journalist with a focus on nonviolent activism, he was sceptical
regarding the contention that Israelis are becoming less welcome and
that their presence isn’t being reported even when they are present.

I think when they are there, people will be willing to mention
them, because people feel it’s good when you write, especially for a
Western audience, that Israelis are a part of the nonviolent activities.
As you know, in media reporting, it is very important to say who is
against this wall or the occupation in general, and I believe it’s good
always, when there are Israelis, that they should be mentioned.
Anyway, it’s good also for the fairness and honesty of the report. 
I don’t get the impression that when they are there that they are
ignored in terms of reporting. Because if people did not want to 
say that they were there, they would simply just tell them, don’t
come. Maybe they would be a little hesitant the first time, or shy to
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tell them don’t come, but at a certain point, they would get that 
message clear. 

Rejection of “Israel-centric” Struggle

Omar Barghouti’s comments, I believe, shed some light on what, I expect,
may underlie Hisham Jamjoum’s “disclaimer” regarding the term “joint
struggle”, as well as perhaps accounting for at least some of the reluctance
encountered by Halper and Keller regarding Israeli organizations’ (and
that of their representatives, as opposed to individuals) participation in
Palestinian-led actions. Firstly, Barghouti described a tendency that he
has observed whereby “[a] few Israeli and international activists have 
a tendency to make the struggle Israel-centric, arguing that ending the
occupation is good for Israel, above everything else, as if that should be the
overriding concern [emphasis Barghouti’s, MKL] for anyone seeking justice
and human rights.” Said Barghouti, “We totally reject that view.”

This is not a symmetric struggle where “both sides” are in conflict
or progressives from “both sides” are partnering to better their
mutual destiny. This is a case of occupation, colonization and
apartheid by one side over the other. The struggle is, therefore 
one for freedom, justice and self determination for the oppressed,
above everything else. Only by ending oppression can there be any
substantial potential for coexistence based on full equality, not a
master-slave type of coexistence, that many in the peace industry
advocate.

Barghouti’s second point focused on the concept of normalization in
Palestinian-Israeli relations as defined by the BNC—the leadership of
the Palestinian Call for BDS—and on the two conditions set out by 
the BNC “without [fulfilment of ] which relations between a Palestinian
side and an Israeli side would be regarded as constituting normalization”—
based on the definition of normalization as “relations and projects that
give the false impression of normalcy despite the continuation of colonial
oppression.”

The two conditions are: 1- The Israeli side must recognize the
internationally sanctioned and inalienable rights of the Palestinian
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people, including the right to self determination; 2- The 
project itself, regardless what its nature may be (cultural, academic,
environmental, medical, etc.) must have as its main objective 
resisting the occupation and/or apartheid. A joint artistic project,
say, that ignores the oppressive colonial reality and calls for people
from “both sides” to engage in some artistic endeavour, as if art were
“above politics,” is indeed cynically politicizing art and presenting 
a deceptive image of normal relations despite oppression.

Quite aside from the question whether or not a given project is 
worthwhile pursuing or whether Israeli involvement is welcome or even
helpful in a given case, “A joint project that satisfies condition (1) above
and condemns the occupation, on the other hand, and advocates for its
end is not normalization,” he concluded. “Nothing in the boycott criteria
opposes such projects.”

The Spread of Joint Struggle – and Persecution 
of Nonviolent Leadership

I asked Neta Golan whether she thought that the kind of joint project,
partnership, cooperation—whatever we want to call it—that we see 
in Bi’in and similar places was spreading? Was it being adopted more
broadly? Like fellow-ISMer Jamjoum, she answered in the affirmative.

The short answer is yes. The long answer is that it’s at the stage
right now of building the framework [for] a national proactive
strategy as opposed to a localized reactive strategy (see www.
popularstruggle.org). It’s still in the preliminary stages but it’s 
growing. Israel knows that it’s growing, hence it’s arresting the 
leadership that exists and trying to make it clear that organizing
such demonstrations—what they call “incitement to disturb the
public order”—is a crime punishable by over a year in jail. Popular
Committee members and leading Palestinian activists from the Bil’in
and Ni’ilin committees are being charged with incitement. Adib
Abu Rahmeh has been in jail for almost a year now. What they
want Abdullah Abu Rahmeh for is organizing demonstrations. But
incitement is the common charge, and that’s what the secret service
is asking the kids [i.e., young boys picked up during night raids]
when they interrogate them: “Who organizes the demonstrations?”
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Like Adam Keller and Rev. Naim Ateek (and George N. Rishmawi,
below), Golan regards this persecution of the nonviolent leadership 
as a “good sign.” Said she, “It means we’re on the right track, and they
acknowledge it, and they’re trying to stop us; and they don’t have 
a chance.”

Noncooperation 

In Jan/Feb 2010, my questions regarding nonviolent noncooperation by
Israelis inside Israel yielded, on the whole, disappointing responses. In
response to the first (regarding noncooperation action currently taking
place inside the borders of the state), most respondents could not think
of much beyond what had already been on the agenda in 2007 and
before; i.e., the admirable but small numbers of Israelis engaged in
refusal to serve in the IDF (either selectively, in the occupied territories,
or altogether until the occupation ends) and the even smaller numbers
involved in the “civil-ization” activities of organizations such as New
Profile and in the beginnings of support for BDS (Boycott from Within,
of which Neta Golan is a part, for example), and, of course, the women
of Machsom Watch and the challenge their actions present to the 
separation policy and to what Mikado described as the “wall mentality”.
The second question (as to what additional forms noncooperation by
Israelis inside Israel might take and, especially, whether there might be
attempts to somehow disrupt the Israeli occupation regime’s mechanisms
of oppression) understandably gave rise largely to responses like “I can’t
tell them what to do” on the part of Palestinians. Rev. Naim Ateek, 
for instance, expressed appreciation for “the good number of Israeli
organizations that have emerged in the last few years,” and the “great
work” they’re doing, but told me that he’d like to see more of them 
shifting their focus “to put pressure inside Israel itself, rather than only
thinking about what they can do on the West Bank.” 

I cannot tell them what to do, but I think if you bring them
together—because of their knowledge of what can be done, what
cannot be done; what can be effective, what cannot be effective—you
can bring them together to work out a strategy that can be effective
within Israel itself. 
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At this point, though, most Israeli activists tended not to have many
ideas beyond some very small-scale actions. Jeff Halper, for example,
cited as examples of Israeli noncooperation with the occupation regime
(the still very small) Boycott from Within, as well as the very act of 
travelling to Ramallah, Bethlehem, Bil’in—illegal for Israeli citizens—
“just those few things that might be the kernels of something.” Said he,
“You can’t really say there’s major movement today of noncooperation. I
mean we’re doing it de facto. We’re not declaring that we’re going; we’re
not making it a campaign, which I think at some point we should.”

The idea of Israeli citizens making their “illegal” entrance to the
West Bank into a publicly announced challenge of the law against this,
“so [other] Israelis know about it,” appealed to George N. Rishmawi, too.

For example, if Israelis try to come here and challenge the Israeli
military order not to come here, that’s one thing that can be 
obvious; and when they come to Bil’in and other places, that’s a
clear challenge of the Israeli military order not to go to Palestinian
areas. But it has to be public, also. 

“Refusing to serve in the army is one important thing,” added Rishmawi.
And though, in general, he, like Rev. Ateek, felt that Israelis were the
ones to consult about possible additional forms of noncooperation (“They
know the structure and they know what they can do in this”), he went
on to reflect on why, on the whole, this kind of activity is relatively rare. 

Unfortunately, everything that Palestinians are involved in has to
do with security. For example, how Israelis would think about not
enforcing a certain procedure or law: if it had to do with Palestinians,
then they’re risking a security issue, so they will be hesitant. They
cannot violate it unless they would be really willing to go and do
civil disobedience and to refuse to abide by certain laws. 

Aliyah Strauss is a long-time participant in Machsom Watch—a 
group that clearly does challenge this law. Not only are they facilitating
Palestinians’ crossing of the “border” between Palestinian- and Israeli-
administered areas, now, more often than not, the checkpoints they
monitor are located wholly inside the West Bank (see especially 
pp. 107–109). Apart from that very important form of activism, the other
noncooperation that came Strauss’s mind was her personal participation
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in the boycott of products from the settlements. And Rachel Benshitrit
told me:

My own way of not cooperating is not cooperating with the 
separation policy. So I try to actively connect with Palestinians and
cooperate and even do business together, trying to connect more
between the people and trying to create opportunities for people 
to get to see each other on the same level, not as occupier and 
occupy-ee, or whatever the word is. 

Benshitrit stressed the importance of “educating and changing the
atmosphere in the street in all communities, to reintroduce hope that
there is a partner [for peace] and that somehow there must be a way 
that we can trust each other in order to reach some kind of solution.”
And that, of course, is where the work of New Profile (the Movement
for the Civil-ization of Israeli Society) comes in. As Adam Keller told 
me, aside from refusal to serve in the army and support for BDS, “I can’t
say that these things [i.e., acts of noncooperation by Israelis ] are very,
very deeply flourishing. They are there, though.” Citing a recent speech
by Nurit Peled-Elhanan (mother of Elik Elhanan of Combatants for
Peace, qv) “where she was very much emphasizing this that the only
thing—or the main thing—which we can do is to refuse [i.e., reject] 
the brainwashing which is being done to our children in the schools,”
Keller stated, “I think that the question of the education and struggling
about the education is an important aspect of this noncooperation.”
New Profile’s members, he added:

are very much working on this aspect of trying to influence the 
curriculum in the schools, For example, opposing very much the
tendency to have more and more officers going into the school and
explaining to the children how wonderful it is to go to the army and
what heroic things the soldiers are doing. Or opposing nationalistic
elements in the school curriculum. . . 

And, added Beate Zilversmidt, “There are quite a lot of individual 
parents who don’t allow their children to take part in visiting events 
and locations which are identified with settlers.”

George N. Rishmawi, too, affirmed the importance of New Profile’s
work, agreeing that this was a form of noncooperation which, although
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“it will take some time, prepares for a new peace loving generation step
by step.”

New Profile is trying to eliminate the militarism in the Israeli 
society, and that’s not an easy job. I think it’s very important. But
you see what they are now facing from the government: Every 
now and then they are summoned for questioning and things like
that. Their office was raided. This shows that they are doing the
right thing.

Another group that was often mentioned in this context was Israeli
Anarchists Against the Wall. Michel Warschawski was effusive in his
praise for them and for the other young members of what he refers 
to as the “Seattle generation”, who form the vanguard of Israeli activists
in Bil’in and other villages resisting the wall. When it came to the 
question of widespread Israeli noncooperation, however, Warschawski
was surprisingly reticent. “There’s no mass movement against the 
occupation at all, so clearly there’s not a mass movement of nonviolent
noncooperation,” he told me, while applauding the originality of this
younger generation of activists and dismissing his own “generation and 
a bit younger, the Lebanon War generation, shall we say” as “already
ossified in a way, in our methods.” As to noncooperation by Israelis
inside the Green Line, he responded: “It may be that I don’t talk about 
it out of ossification, out of the fact that my terms of reference were
crystallized in the course of very many years.” When I spoke to him
again briefly in early August, he was no more optimistic, saying that he
saw no essential change, “other than the fact that [the situation] keeps
getting worse.”

Amos Gvirtz, on the other hand, who had earlier enumerated
a number of methods of personal noncooperation (see especially p. 58),
now cited both the Gush Shalom boycott of settlement products and
ICAHD’s rebuilding of Palestinian homes demolished by the Israeli
occupation forces and cultivation of land slated for confiscation (or
already confiscated) for the construction of settlements.

There’s planting on confiscated land, and there’s working on land
in order that they won’t confiscate it. Because, you know, they have
a technique—that if a person hasn’t worked his land for three years,
[it becomes classified as fallow] they can take it. So then, by virtue
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of your going and, say, gathering olives, you prove that he is indeed
using his land, and so there is no basis for taking it [from the
Palestinian farmer] on the grounds that he hasn’t cultivated it. 

Noncooperation by Israelis with oppressive occupation policies, yes, 
but again, not inside the state itself. So, what about the possibility of the
creation of “traffic jams” by bureaucrats within the apparatus, I asked.
“To refuse [to cooperate in those situations] could be a nice dream; I don’t
believe that it will happen,” replied Gvirtz. Describing his observation
of police actions demolishing Bedouin homes in Israel’s Negev as “in my
eyes, sometimes more severe than what’s happening in the territories,”
he lamented:

I haven’t heard of a single instance of refusal. This drives me crazy. I
don’t understand it! It’s beyond my comprehension: a man whose
day’s work [includes] demolishing people’s homes on top of their
heads. It astonishes me anew each time. So I don’t expect anything
from them anymore. They don’t give a damn. There is a lot of
racism in this, and it’s always presented to them that [the Bedouin]
are violating the law, and [the police] are enforcing the law. I don’t
expect anything of them. Nothing. They wouldn’t have gone to work
there if they had a conscience. No, I don’t expect anything. 

“Israelis not buying products produced by Israelis in the territories, not
going there to serve [in the military]: to me, that’s preventive nonviolence
and that’s very important,” said Gvirtz. “But to expect that those whose
work is [to enforce the oppressive policies] would refuse—if only! I 
don’t see it.”

Conclusion

BDS has seen unprecedented growth after the war of aggression on Gaza and the flotilla
attack. People of conscience round the world seem to have crossed a threshold, 

resorting to pressure . . . to end Israel’s impunity and western collusion in 
maintaining its status as a state above the law.

Omar Barghouti “Beseiging Israel’s siege” in 
The Guardian, 12 August 2010
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Being persecuted is like being handed an official certificate stating, “On behalf of the
government, I hereby confirm that your activities are regarded with alarm as a 

real threat and that we can no longer afford to ignore you.” 

Adam Keller (Gush Shalom)

Adam Keller—ever the optimistic voice—wrote in mid-August, 2010
(personal email correspondence), regarding the developments of the 
preceding six months or so:

1 Both BDS and the Free Gaza Movement have become much
stronger and more prominent after the Gaza Flotilla raid in May. 
A conspicuous example is the Pixies cancelling a Tel Aviv perform -
ance due to the raid, after earlier resisting all kinds of pressures.
This got enormous media attention in Israel, because they have
many Israeli fans and because it underlined the increasing isolation
of Israel.

2 The Palestinian Authority quite belatedly but very energetically
taking up a boycott campaign—of the settlements only. . . . This
makes it a far more serious and threatening thing for Israeli 
industrialists based in the settlements, and some of them are in 
the process of moving out (or pretending to—we have hard work
determining which is which).

3 The Sheikh Jarrah campaign is gaining momentum and the support
of (relatively) mainstream people, much more than anything else.
This is in my view because the injustice is so blatant. . . In Sheikh
Jarrah . . . people wanted to live quietly in their homes and were
evicted at night and settlers taking their place on the basis of a title
deed showing that before 1948 it was Jewish owned land—while
Palestinian title deeds from before 1948 are invalid in Israeli law—a
blatant and obvious racist double standard. So, many people who
would not come to Bil’in or the Gaza border do come every week
to demos in Sheikh Jarrah. 

4 Due to all the above, there is a growing counter-attack from the
government and the extreme right. In a way, a compliment. After
years when they said the Israeli Left is dead, now they find we are
alive and kicking and a real threat. . . . 
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Keller isn’t the only one to recently articulate a sense that the Israeli 
Left might in fact be again becoming a real force for the Israeli authorities
to contend with. An article (by Gershom Gorenberg, 8 August 2010)
entitled “The Rebirth of the Israeli Peace Movement” (www.prospect.org/
cs/articles?article=the_rebirth_of_the_israeli_peace_movement) begins,
“After being comatose for a decade, the Israeli left may be regaining 
consciousness—woken by the injustice of Sheikh Jarrah.” And develop-
ments—some quite exciting—in the unfolding BDS campaign and
more generally in nonviolent resistance can be followed on a number of
websites that have been cited earlier, as well as on www.ramallahquakers.
org/newsletter/newsletter.php. For me, though, one of the most heartening
recent trends has to do with the apparent beginnings of growing non -
cooperation with Israeli policies from inside the state.

When I mentioned to Omar Barghouti that I hadn’t heard much
in terms of growth in noncooperation inside Israel from my January
interviewees, he wasn’t surprised, explaining that “[a]t first, the colonial
society bands together against perceived external threats of isolation that
can lead to a pariah status.”

The prospects for the struggle from within to challenge the 
structures of colonialism and apartheid seem at that stage improbable
if not altogether dreamy, . . . [But] when the struggle inside 
associated with the struggle from outside start producing sustainable
pressure that considerably raise the price of oppression, this seemingly
invincible or garrison-oriented unity starts to crack.

Thus, 

When Israel’s oppression is met with a substantial resistance, . . .
particularly in the form of sustainable BDS campaigns leading to
comprehensive UN sanctions, as was the case in South Africa, the
BDS movement inside Israel will gain considerable momentum
and ordinary, apolitical Israelis will start re-thinking whether they
want to continue “living by the sword,” as Sharon put it, as a world
pariah in a state that is shunned, loathed and widely boycotted 
by international civil society. Then the quest for normalcy, for a
peaceful and economically viable life, under severe and daunting
pressure from within and without, will lead many of those Israelis
to withdraw their support to Israeli apartheid and occupation and,
later, to even actively join movements that aim to end both. Collapse
of the multi-tiered Israeli system of oppression then becomes a
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matter of time. Again, we’ve seen it all before in South Africa,
despite the obvious differences.

As Neta Golan stated, describing her involvement in Boycott from Within
(Israelis supporting the Palestinian Call for BDS within Israeli society),
“[C]onvincing the Israeli public to give up the benefits of oppression is
impossible” and so “we must create a situation where oppression is no
longer beneficial.” 

And indeed, there does seem to be change in the air 

I was preparing to write what promised to be a rather disappointed and
even pessimistic afterword, a spate of articles about “disobedient Israelis”
hit the Israeli press and the Internet. In May, writer and long-time
activist Ilana Hammerman “smuggled” three young Palestinian women
into Israel and took them to the beach. She described this “day out” 
in an article in the daily Ha’aretz and now faces possible prosecution. In
July, eleven more Israeli women joined Hammerman, and now, says 
an August 23 article by Nazareth-based writer, Jonathan Cook, inspired
by Hammerman’s example, “nearly 600 Israelis have signed up for a
campaign of civil disobedience, vowing to risk jail to smuggle Palestinian
women and children into Israel for a brief taste of life outside the occupied
West Bank.” One of them stated, “We want to overturn this immoral
law that gives rights to Jews to move freely around while keeping
Palestinians imprisoned in their towns and villages.” And Hammerman
is quoted as stating that “her immediate goal was to kick-start a discussion
among Israelis about the legality and morality of Israel’s laws and challenge
the public’s ‘blind obedience’ to authority.” www.opednews.com/articles/
Israelis-Risk-Jail-To-Smug-by-Jonathan-Cook-100823-397.html

And just a couple of days ago, as I struggled to meet my deadline
for this afterword, my attention was called to a statement that “[m]ore than
150 Israeli academics say they will no longer lecture or work in Jewish
settlements in the West Bank” (http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-
middle-east-11141774). The academics, stated the BBC online article,
had referred to “[l]egitimatisation and acceptance of the settler enterprise”
as being critically damaging to chances of peace between Israel and the
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Palestinians and said that their action was in support of the 53 Israeli
actors, writers, and directors who, the previous week, had declared their
refusal to perform at a new cultural centre soon slated to open in the 
settlement city of Ariel. The article goes on to state that yet another 
letter, this one from a number of well-known Israeli writers and artists,
is expected soon.

Could this signal the beginning of the end “of the multi-tiered
Israeli system of oppression” that Barghouti describes? Have the “Israeli
Jews with a conscience” that Jonathan Kuttab referred to (p. 441) begun,
at last, to “make a clean break with . . .. broader Israeli society” and to
act upon their “more thoroughgoing critique of Israeli society,” as he
proposed back in 2007? Could this, indeed, be the beginning of the
“movement of Israeli nonviolent action, especially multiple forms of
noncooperation, inside Israel” that I allude to in my Conclusions as 
a necessary complement to joint struggle in the occupied territories in 
the achievement of “a just, viable, and enduring peace” in the region? As
Adam Keller says at the close of his August 2010 note, “Well, we will 
see what comes next – it will certainly not be boring.”

NOTES

1 A US organization much involved in bringing delegations to Gaza and 
campaigning for an end to the Israeli siege there.

2 An East Jerusalem neighbourhood where weekly joint demonstrations in support
of the Palestinian inhabitants threatened with eviction by settlers claiming prior
Jewish title to their homes have been going on since January 2010, growing both
in size and breadth of participation.
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