Remarks for the Panel: "Decolonise, De-Zionise, Liberate"

Brothers and sisters, friends, and esteemed colleagues,

It is a profound honor to share this space today with Ilan, Haim, and Lubna.

The concepts on our agenda—decolonization, a single democratic state, and the mechanisms of restorative justice—are not just abstract theories. They are the vital intellectual foundations that have guided our collective work and our shared struggle for decades.

But as we gather to discuss these essential visions for the future, we have to look directly at a deeply profound dilemma.

We find ourselves in a historic moment where we are asked to map out the legal and political architecture of a future state, at the exact same moment that the physical, living reality of Palestine—its people, its neighborhoods, its very history—is facing an unprecedented, systematic genocide.

There is a quiet, painful irony in designing the zoning laws of a house while the foundations are actively being pulled apart, and while our families are being buried beneath the rubble.

When we focus our primary intellectual energy on these polished, long-term political models during an ongoing genocide, we risk falling into a well-intentioned trap.

It is a natural human response to project ourselves into a peaceful tomorrow because looking directly at the sheer scale of the slaughter today is so difficult. But as researchers, as historians, and as writers, our first duty must be to ground our visions in immediate material reality.

A vision for the future, no matter how beautifully crafted, cannot carry real weight if it is not actively shared, heard, felt, and practiced by the people on the ground in Palestine itself.

When we look closely at the history of our struggle, the historical data tells a very clear story. For generations, various Palestinian leaderships and political representations attempted to engage in good faith with the mechanisms of global diplomacy:

They engaged with British colonialism, then with early Zionist structures, later with successive Israeli governments, and continuously with the United States and the broader West.

Every single one of these structural engagements, whether political or intellectual, left our people in a worse position on the ground.

The historical record shows that neither the Israeli state nor its Western backers were ever genuinely searching for an equitable "solution" or a mutual compromise.

Instead, these diplomatic processes were used as tools to manage the occupation, buy time, and systematically enforce pre-designed colonial ideas that had nothing to do with Palestinian freedom.

When elements within our political elite and the diaspora pursued these paths in isolation, detached from the popular will of the greater mass of the people, it led directly to the structural failure of the Oslo paradigm.

Oslo did not achieve a single tenet of actual liberation. Instead, it created an insulated, localized subculture of wealth—a tiny class of politicians who at times serve essentially as the administrators of the occupation, building an insulated economic reality while the greater mass of Palestinians face ongoing devastation and genocide.

Therefore, true visions for liberation cannot be top-down models designed by politicians, intellectuals, or academics meeting in distant rooms. A legitimate vision must be a grassroots reality embraced by the popular will.

If you listen closely to the language of the people on the land, they do not speak in the abstract jargon of Western political science. They speak of liberation. They speak of the Right of Return. They speak of Muqawama—the right to resist their own erasure. If we want our discourse to be truly well-researched and impactful, we must align our theories with their practice, rather than expecting them to conform to our academic language.

This brings us directly to the concept of de-Zionisation, a theme my colleagues on this panel understand deeply. To address this rigorously, we have to look past superficial political divisions.

In mainstream political analysis, vast amounts of ink are spilled analyzing the internal fractures of Israeli society. Analysts carefully parse the differences between the right-wing, the liberal left-wing, the religious Zionists, and the secular nationalists.

They treat these internal debates as if they hold the key to the future.

But from a rigorous, historical perspective, we must recognize that while these distinctions matter immensely to Israeli society internally, they have never mattered to the Palestinians living under the weight of the occupation.

To a family in a refugee camp, to a mother enduring aerial bombardment, or to a prisoner held without trial in modern-day concentration camps, the political affiliation of the pilot or the bureaucrat is irrelevant.

Historically, the liberal left and the nationalist right within the Zionist framework have implemented the exact same material outcomes on the land: systemic displacement, settlement expansion, and the denial of basic human rights.

The primary, unyielding obstacle to peace in the region is Zionism itself.

It is a foundational ideology of exclusion and racial supremacy that cannot be modernized or reformed. It cannot simply be managed or adjusted; it must be completely dismantled as a system of power.

To approach this analytically, we must draw a clear distinction between defeating Zionism as a structure of power, and the broader historical process of de-Zionisation.

As an ideology, Zionism will likely linger in the world for a long time, just as white supremacy, white nationalism, and other exclusionary, chauvinistic concepts continue to exist globally long after losing state power. But defeating Zionism means stripping it completely of its institutional ability to oppress.

This requires a comprehensive dismantling across multiple distinct fronts:

Intellectually: We must strip the ideology of its moral and academic cover, exposing its nineteenth-century colonial roots until it is understood globally as an indefensible form of systemic racism and discrimination.

Financially and Politically: We must systematically sever the global pipelines of corporate funding, state aid, and diplomatic immunity that insulate it from international law.

And Materially: The physical infrastructure of apartheid and military domination must be permanently dismantled so it can no longer physically enforce its will upon a captive population.

However, a serious warning must be stated here. Zionism is, at its core, deeply intertwined with global capitalist networks, military industries, and geopolitical resource management. Because it operates within a capitalist framework, it possesses a highly adaptive capacity.

As the moral legitimacy and global reputation of the Israeli state face unprecedented, historic damage due to the genocide in Gaza, the system will inevitably try to redefine itself to survive.

It will attempt to present a softer, more liberal face, or offer cosmetic, administrative reforms to preserve its underlying structural privileges.

We must remain profoundly vigilant against this mutation.

We cannot content ourselves with a rebranded version of the old status quo.

We must maintain our focus on total structural dissolution.

Once the structural power of Zionism is completely dismantled, the concepts on our agenda—restorative justice, full repatriation, and genuine human healing—finally move from abstract theories into immediate, achievable realities.

When the foundational power imbalance of master and slave is removed, the exact technicalities of the future political arrangement actually become secondary. Whether the people choose a single unitary state, a binational federation, or another democratic model, the system will naturally succeed once it is built on a foundation of absolute equality.

We must remind the world that historical coexistence is not an unresearched, utopian dream.

It is the deep, verified history of our region.

For centuries before the advent of modern Western colonialism and the arrival of Zionism, Jews, Christians, and Muslims lived, traded, and built a shared society on that very land without the need for apartheid walls, separate legal systems, or segregated highways.

It is entirely possible again.

But the only vehicle that can historically transport us back to that state of human coexistence is total liberation.

Palestinians have pursued this course for generations because they understand that without unyielding resistance to this exclusionary system, the menace will continue to expand.

As we see unfolding across the region today, a colonial project built on perpetual expansion cannot be contained; its violence will always grow and spill over, threatening the stability and shared humanity of the entire world.

Let us conclude by realigning our understanding of this struggle.

The liberation of Palestine is not a localized, isolated conflict over a border, a flag, or a specific population in the Middle East.

It is a foundational issue for global justice.

By working to dismantle this outdated, brutal, nineteenth-century colonial structure, we are working to free all of humanity from a system that is still permitted, in our modern world, to carry out genocide, violate international law, and destroy human life with complete impunity.

Let us leave this panel today not searching for diplomatic compromises or academic blueprints, but re-committed to a deeper alignment with the greater mass of the Palestinian people in their actual, living struggle.

Because when Palestine is finally free, it will mean the world itself has finally taken a monumental step forward toward universal human dignity.

Thank you.
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