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Ten theses on the marketing of Israeli Apartheid as “The only democracy in the MiddleEast,” the question of support for the boycott of Israeli industrial, academic, cultural and scientific institutions and international U.N. sanctions against the rogue government of the state of Israel

Thesis One

The core of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is a conflict between a settler colonial state of Israel informed by political Zionist apartheid ideology and characterized by political Zionist ethnic cleansing practices, on the one part, and the indigenous people of the country of Palestine, the Palestinian Arab people, on the second part, over the control of the soil and the subsoil of the country.
Thesis Two
Political Zionism, founded at the First Zionist Congress convened in Basel in August 1897, is the dominant and hegemonic mainstream school within the World Zionist Organization (WZO). The political Zionist school of thought and practice is committed to the normative statement that it is a good idea (or a necessity) to establish and consolidate in the country of Palestine a sovereign state, a "Jewish state", that attempts to guarantee in law (e.g., Absentees' Property Law of 1950) and in practice (e.g., the Palestinian Nakba, namely, the mass expulsion, under the cover of the 1948-49 war, of the indigenous Palestinian Arab people) a demographic majority of the Jewish tribes (a demographic majority of ethnic Jews) in the territories under its control. Anti-Zionists submits that the political Zionist normative statement is a bad idea (a criminal idea), representing yet another formulation of apartheid ideology and practice, and as such ought to be resisted on an anti-apartheid basis.
Thesis Three
PALISAD takes anti-Zionism as defined above as its point of departure.
Thesis Four
Racism is not apartheid and apartheid is not racism. Apartheid is a political system where racism is regulated in law through Acts of Parliament. Racism is regrettably prevalent in all member states of the United Nations Organization, including liberal democratic states such as the current western liberal democracies. But in liberal democratic states, those victimized by racism have constitutional recourse to seek the protection of the law under a democratic Constitution, namely a Constitution that embodies the values of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. In apartheid state, on the other hand the state enforces racism through the legal system, obligating the citizenry through Acts of Parliament to conform to racist behaviour and criminalizes expressions of humanitarian concern. The apartheid divide (IN LAW) in the apartheid Republic of South Africa, now happily ended, was "Whites" versus "Non-Whites". The apartheid divide (IN LAW) in the State of Israel is "Jew" versus "Non-Jew". With the demise of apartheid in the Republic of South Africa, Israel remains possibly the only apartheid state that is a member state of the UN, and on this basis should be singled out, like apartheid South Africa, for anti-apartheid Palestine solidarity boycott of its industrial, academic, cultural and scientific institutions, and for UN international sanctions.
Thesis Five
Unlike the South African apartheid legislator, who legislated apartheid both where it counts, at the level of "core apartheid" (control of soil and subsoil for the settlement, cultivation and development of "Whites" only, and the denial of the rights of the indigenous people in the soil and the subsoil) as well as at the level of "petty apartheid" (queues for "Whites" versus queues for "Non-Whites"; toilets for "Whites" versus toilets for "Non-Whites"; transport for "Whites" versus transport for "Non-Whites" etc.), the Israeli political Zionist legislated apartheid where it counts, at the core, but refrained from legislating petty apartheid. At the height of apartheid in the Republic of South Africa, 87 per cent of the territory of the Republic were reserved IN LAW for the settlement, cultivation and development of "Whites" only. In the State of Israel 93 per cent of the territory of pre-1967 Israel is reserved (IN LAW) for the settlement, cultivation and development of "Jews" only. Yet, this core apartheid has been effectively veiled by the absence of petty apartheid in Israel. 

The strategic elements of apartheid legislation in Israel was put in place in the first two decades following the 1948-49 war. These include:
· 1950 - Absentees Property Law; Development Authority Law; Law of Return;
· 1952 - World Zionist Organization - Jewish Agency Status Law;

· 1953 - Keren Kayemeth Leisrael (Jewish National Fund) Law; Land Acquisition

(Validations of Acts and Compensation) Law;

· 1954 - Covenant between the Government of Israel and the Zionist Executive, also known as the Executive of the Jewish Agency for the Land of Israel;

· 1958 - Prescription Law;

· 1960 - Basic Law: Israel Lands; Israel Lands Law; Israel Lands Administration Law;

· 1961 - Covenant Between the Government of lsrael and the Jewish National Fund

Israeli apartheid will have been dismantled when, inter alia, the laws listed above are nullified and removed from the law books of the State of Israel.
Thesis Six
The absence of petty apartheid in Israel is a central component in veiling its core apartheid, thus making possible the marketing of apartheid Israel as "the only democracy in the Middle East". In Israel there are no separate toilets for "Jews" and separate toilets for "Non-Jews", notably Arabs; separate transport for "Jews and separate transport for "Non-Jews" and suchlike. Apartheid does not hit the visitor to the State of Israel in the face in the same way that apartheid hit the visitor to the Republic of South Africa in the face upon arrival during the decades of apartheid there. Thus, for instance, the fact that JNF forests, parks and recreational facilities, e.g., the Righteous Gentiles Forest, are not segregated, and Arab families are able to happily picnic there next to Jewish families, veils the ethnic cleansing and the razing to the ground of the Palestinian Arab village of Shajara, over whose ruins (including cemeteries) and on whose lands the said JNF forest was developed; and the fact that the 150,000 Palestinian Arabs who somehow survived the onslaught of the ethnic cleansing perpetrating by the Israeli army in the course of and in the wake of the 1948-49 war and their descendants (now approximately one million) were granted citizenship of the State of Israel (through second and third class citizenship, first class citizenship being reserved for those recognized as "Jews" in Israeli law) veils the blatant violation by the State of Israel of the terms of UN General Assembly Resolution 181(II) of November 1947 recommending the partition of the country of Palestine into a "Jewish state, and "Arab state", with the City of Jerusalem as a corpus separatum under an international regime administered by the UN (NOT the "eternal" capital of the State of Israel), and all three elements bound together by an economic union. The said UN GA Resolution 181(II) stipulates "Jewish state" citizenship for all persons ordinarily resident in the territories allocated by the UN for the "Jewish state" (namely, all 1948 Palestine refugees and their descendants) and "Arab state" citizenship for all persons ordinarily resident in the territories allocated by the UN for the "Arab state" (namely, all Jews currently ordinarily residing in the territories allocated by the UN for the "Arab state", also, by now, a few million). Rather than respect the right of the 1948 Palestine refugees to the citizenship of the "Jewish state", and improve on the said Resolution by suggesting a dual citizenship treaty between the two states, the Israeli legislator, the Knesset, legislated the nullification the right of the 750,000 1948 Palestine refugees and their descendants (now approximately four million) to Israeli citizenship, to the titles to their property inside the State of Israel, and to return - nullification enacted in 1950 by the Act of the Israeli Parliament (the Knesset) entitled Absentees' Property Law.
Thesis Seven
The implementation of the right of the 1948 Palestine refugees to return and to the titles of the vast immovable and movable properties inside pre-1967 State of Israel need not result in the removal of a single Jewish family from the residence they currently occupy. 93 per cent of the territory of pre-1967 State of Israel is administered by the Israel Lands Administration and is accessible through leaseholds (NOT outright freehold sale of the title). When the titles are returned to their legitimate Palestinian Arab owners, and when the term of the leaseholds end - the lesee will have to renegotiate the terms of the leasehold with the Palestinian owners of the titles, who may or may not wish to renew the lease. This may not be satisfactory from the lesee's point of view. But in this regard, the lesee in in question in the country of Palestine shares the same predicament as the lesee in London. Flats in London are bought and sold on a leasehold basis. When the term of the lease runs out the lesee in London has to renegotiate the lease with the party holding the title to the property (often a British artistocratic family or a property tycoon) who may or may not wish to renew the lease. What is good enough for an owner of a flat in London ought to be good enough for an owner of a villa in a kibbutz, a moshav or a community settlement.
Thesis Eight
Resistance to Israeli apartheid in Palestine could do worse than take a page of the book of the successful anti-apartheid struggle, including the development of a sustained campaigns of industrial, academic, cultural and scientific boycott of apartheid South Africa. The latter campaign represented an important platform for the articulation of cultural, social and political democratic, socialist and humanitarian alternatives to apartheid, such as are anchored in the values of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and standards of international law.
Thesis Nine
Sustainable advocacy and practice of boycott of Israeli industrial, academic, cultural and scientific institutions and the demand for the imposing of UN sanctions against the rogue Government of the state of Israel ought not be directed against individuals - rather, ought and can be directed against institutions.
Thesis Ten
Individuals seeking exemption from the rule of boycott ought to be required to sign a statement such as the following: 

I, (Name; I.D. or Passport Number), herewith declare my personal and professional commitment to the values of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and such standards of international law as are compatible with the said values. 

In so far as the question of Palestine is concerned, I support any solution that that is anchored in the principles of equality of rights to all, including the implementation of the right of the 1948 Palestine refugees and their descendants to return and to the titles to their vast immovable and movable properties inside the State of Israel. 

