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On 14 September 2013, Professor Ian Lustick of the University of Pennsylvania 
published an article in The New York Times entitled “Two State Illusion.”  Beyond 
arguing that Israel is a failing if not yet failed state, his main point was that those 
diplomats, journalists, and academics who cling to the two-state solution are actually 
impeding progress on a one-state solution to the region’s problems.  Thus, “Secretary of 
State John Kerry is merely the latest in a long line of well-meaning American diplomats 
wedded to an idea whose time is now past.” 

As with most others who argue for one state in the land between the Mediterranean Sea 
and the Jordan River, Professor Lustick provides precious little indication of how such a 
state would come into being beyond such extraordinary statements as, “Untethered to 
statist Zionism in a rapidly changing Middle East, Israelis whose families came from 
Arab countries might find new reasons to think of themselves not as ‘Eastern,’ but as 
Arab.”  And that “many Israelis see the demise of the country as not just possible, but 
probable.” 

Presumably, proponents of one state are unaware that a one-state region has been tried—
admittedly under British oversight—for nearly 30 years and failed miserably.  And that 
survey after survey shows that neither Israelis nor Palestinians want a single 
state.  Indeed, why should Israelis, whether left, right or centre, consent to  minority 
status and giving up Jewish statehood, particularly considering the long, bloody history of 
Jews in the Diaspora and the reason for the birth of Zionism in the first place, to say 
nothing of the history of strife with Arab neighbours. 

Professor Lustick goes on to say, “These days no one suggests that a negotiated two-state 
‘solution’ is probable.”  He might better have argued that these days no one suggests that 
a negotiated two-state solution is easy.  No doubt it will be difficult for Mahmoud 
Abbas.  Many Palestinians have become convinced that one state will quickly result in an 
Arab majority and, over time, an Islamist government. 

Arguably, negotiating for a two-state solution will be even harder for Prime Minister 
Netanyahu.  The increasing number of settlements scattered across the West Bank is a 
major impediment to a two-state solution.  The settlements just east of Jerusalem are 
unlikely to pose a problem; they will almost surely remain inside Israel once final borders 
are negotiated.  The others, in contrast, will have to be evacuated or the residents accept 
that they are going to live under Palestinian control; the IDF will no longer be there to 



protect them.  It is not a pretty future, nor one that will remain bloodless, but population 
displacement is part of the trade-offs in a final-status agreement that is inherent to 
initiating a two-state solution. 

As for the Right of Return, that is Mahmoud Abbas’ main problem.  He will have to 
convince the people who voted for him that the Right is restricted to returning to the new 
Palestinian state.  Except for a few tens of thousands excepted for reasons of family 
reunion, immigration doors into Israel will not be open to them.  This is another of the 
trade-offs that will have to appear in that final-status agreement. 

It is only naiveté that allows one to believe that any of these problems will be avoided by 
a one-state solution. Among that state’s first problems would be dealing with Israeli 
settlements in the West Bank and the perception that Palestinians still in refugee camps in 
surrounding areas will be immediately able to return to areas and homes that today look 
nothing like those they left.  In addition, along with Israel, that fledgling state might be 
asked to contribute to funding compensation for Jews who were forced to leave their 
homes in Arab nations when Israel was voted into existence by the United Nations – yet 
another trade-off. 

No, Professor Lustick, the two-state solution is neither an illusion nor out-of-date. Rather, 
to paraphrase Winston Churchill’s famous dictum that ‘democracy is the worst form of 
government except for all the others’:  the two-state solution is the worst possible 
solution for Israel and Palestine except for all the others.	  


