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“Israelis and Palestinians have both suffered greatly from their long-standing and seemingly interminable conflict,” begins Peace to
Prosperity: A Vision to Improve the Lives of the Palestinian and Israeli People, the Trump administration’s 181-page policy document on the
subject, informally called “The Deal of the Century.” 1 To resolve the conflict, it identified and proposed to solve two problems: the
conflict between Israelis and Palestinians, and that between Israel and the Muslim world. The latter solution manifested itself in the socalled “Abraham Accords”: bilateral economic, cultural, and trade agreements establishing diplomatic relations between Israel and the
United Arab Emirates (UAE), Bahrain, Morocco, and Sudan, that were signed in 2020. 2 Not by coincidence, Bahrain hosted a “Peace to
Prosperity” workshop in June 2019 at which Gulf states and President Donald Trump’s advisor and son-in-law Jared Kushner discussed
pooling investment for Palestinian economic development in the West Bank and Gaza, as well as Egypt, Jordan, and Lebanon, the latter
two of which host large refugee camps. 3 Six months later, in January 2020, Peace to Prosperity was published, offering what it called a
“realistic two-state solution,” meaning that Palestinian self-government was limited by the “Israeli security responsibility and Israeli
control of the airspace west of the Jordan River.” Although referring to a “Palestinian state,” the document acknowledged that it would
lack “certain sovereign powers.” In the place of actual sovereignty, it proposed a three-pronged “Trump Economic Plan.”
The economic development-versus-political rights dichotomy is hardly a novel pitch. It featured in Zionist settlement visions a century
ago, and again in the Camp David Accords between Israel and the U.S. in 1978, as Seth Anziska has recently demonstrated: not for
nothing is his book called Preventing Palestine. 4 This strategic continuity in the Trump Presidency’s Palestine and Israel policy must be
weighed against evidence of discontinuity in key domains. Whether in style (the bullying of Palestinians by closing the Palestinian
Liberation Organization’s [PLO] diplomatic mission in Washington, D.C., and cutting funding of the United Nations Relief and Works
Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East [UNWRA]), or in substance (consenting to the annexation of the Golan, moving the U.S.
Embassy to Jerusalem, and the greenlighting of Israeli settlements, ‘gifts’ given to the Netanyahu government seemingly without any
concessions in return), the diplomatic novelty is impossible to ignore. What is more, for all the criticism that his successor, President
Biden, has received in seeming to indulge Israeli aims in its bombing of Gaza between 10 and 19 May 2021, it is easy to imagine a Trump
administration actively encouraging them.
The Biden administration’s posture to Trump’s innovations compounds the difficulty in assessing them. At the time of writing, 23 May
2021, it had agreed to accept the Abraham Accords and the embassy move, but what of Trump’s support for outright annexation and the
Trumpian (im)balance between diplomatic carrot and stick? Despite the death toll, the Biden administration refrained from criticism of
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Israel’s bombing of Gaza, its institutionalized system of racial discrimination, and increasing settler-colonial violence, notwithstanding
expressions of concern about “violence in Jerusalem.” 5 Does the new form conceal continuities of substance? Certainly, like any president,
Joe Biden’s room for maneuver is limited by domestic and international considerations—largely the same ones faced by Trump.
In this essay, we reflect on the Trump administration’s Palestine policy and its legacy for his successor by surveying the various distinct but
connected policy domains in light of these considerations. A closer inspection of them reveals the necessity of recognizing how the conflict
between Israel and Palestine has not commanded bipartisan consensus in Washington since the time of the Obama presidency. Nor has
the US’s Iran policy, with which it intersects. 6 Concerned about Obama’s Middle East initiatives, Republican politicians and Israel
advocacy groups colluded with Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu to resist Obama’s policies on Iran and Israeli settlements.
Thus politicized, different parts of the U.S. political class, with aligned domestic constituencies, identify with different factions of the
Israeli political class: for instance, Democrats support centrist anti-Netanyahu forces, while all sides try to co-opt a secular, technocratic
Palestinian leadership in Ramallah into their respective visions.
Because any peculiarities of the Trump policy on Palestine and Israel can only be discerned in light of US policy since he left office in
January 2021, it is necessary to attend here to the Biden presidency. Dramatic events unfolding under Biden’s watch allow some
perspective on both presidencies. In particular, the asymmetric exchange of missiles between Hamas in Gaza and Israel in May 2021 has
its roots in expansionist Israeli policies in Jerusalem and the West Bank that had been greenlighted by the Trump administration, and
which the Biden administration has not rolled back. In not doing so, it is adhering to long-set patterns of US foreign policy.
The Foreign Policy of the Trump Presidency toward Palestine
From the time of the Ronald Reagan administration, previous U.S. presidents, buoyed by Evangelical Christian support from the Bible
Belt and the appointment of prominent neoconservatives to government positions, took overtly and unabashed pro-Israel points of view
in matters of foreign policy toward the Israel-Palestine dispute. That said, no other president aligned himself with the Israeli right-wing to
the same extent as Trump. To be sure, the beginning of his term in office seemed more promising for Palestinians after Trump welcomed
President Mahmoud Abbas of the State of Palestine and Palestinian National Authority in the White House and visited Bethlehem in
May 2017. But after Trump initially signaled a desire for Israeli restraint regarding settlement expansion in a bid to appear as a nonpartisan grand dealmaker, according to former Secretary of State Rex Tillerson, Netanyahu sent Trump a doctored video that portrayed
Abbas and the Palestinians in a poor light. 7 Trump ultimately decided to honor the 2016 campaign promises made to his electoral base
and his financial backers: Evangelical Christians and casino billionaire Sheldon Adelson (who passed away in January 2021). 8
These partisans of “Greater Israel” both sought U.S. backing for Israeli politicians who foster settlements in, and annexation of,
Palestinian territory while making Jerusalem the “eternal capital” of Israel. They also directly supported Israeli settlements, as do
Christians United for Israel, the International Christian Embassy Jerusalem, and HaYovel. 9 As Christian Zionists, many Evangelicals
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believe that God gave the land to “the Jews” as an irrevocable gift that cannot be vitiated by Palestinians, despite the fact that they have
long lived there and formed a majority of 90% of the population until a century ago. Moreover, they believe Biblical prophecy will be
realized when Jews converge in the Holy Land, rebuild the Second Temple (thus destroying the Dome of the Rock mosque), thereby
inaugurating Christ’s “Second Coming,” the mass conversion of Jews (and the destruction of those who do not convert), and his
thousand-year reign. 10 In doing so, Evangelicals ignore the ancient presence of Palestinian Christians who naturally do not subscribe to
their doomsday eschatology.
Adelson was a supporter of Netanyahu and his party’s right-wing national-religious coalition. As well as investing in West Bank
settlements and Ariel University, Adelson financed the popular Israel Hayom newspaper, which supports the Israeli prime minister. 11 “It is
impossible to overstate the significance that Sheldon Adelson along with his wife Miriam had on shaping US policy with regard to Israel,”
said Republican Jewish Committee executive director Matt Brooks. 12 While the Israel government’s policies, and Trump’s support of
them, met with the approval of Greater Israel advocacy organizations, they are unpopular with many Jewish Americans (the vast majority
of whom did not vote for Trump in either election). As might be expected, the Evangelical-Zionist alliance has been declaimed by liberalminded Israelis and Jewish Americans. A recent documentary on the subject, “‘Til Kingdom Come” described it as an “unholy alliance.” 13
In a move to please his evangelical supporters and Adelson, Trump broke precedent and moved the U.S. embassy to Tel Aviv, despite
warnings from the King Abdullah II of Jordan and other Arab leaders not to do so. Ironically, the Israeli Labor Party had earlier advised
President Clinton not to support the passage of the Jerusalem Embassy Act in 1995; but he did so anyway, and then signed the semiannual
waiver that obviated its purpose. 14 As Trump boasted: “we moved the capital of Israel to Jerusalem,” before adding, “that’s for the
evangelicals.” 15 Again breaking precedent, in November 2020 the evangelical Secretary of State Michael Pompeo visited the Israeli
settlement of Psagot in November 2020; this marked the first senior U.S. diplomatic official to visit a settlement, which are illegal under
international law. 16 A year earlier, he had claimed that the settlements did not violate international law after all, reversing decades of
settled State Department policy on the subject. 17
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But this was not all. As mentioned above, the Trump administration also withdrew funding for UNRWA, 18 closed the PLO’s mission in
Washington D.C., 19 supported the annexation of large parts of the West Bank (as envisaged in the Abraham Accords) and endorsed the
annexation of the occupied Syrian Golan Heights. A new settlement there was called “Trump Heights.” 20
Consistent with Israeli policy, the Trump administration, in November 2020, resolved to support the controversial “working definition of
antisemitism” of the International Holocaust Remembrance Alliance (IHRA) to ban funding of organizations that support the
Palestinian global boycott, divestment and sanctions (BDS) movement. The definition effectively delegitimizes the rights of Palestinians
in their homeland by equating support for those rights with antisemitism, because Palestinian self-determination challenges Zionist selfdetermination in the whole of historic Palestine. 21
While previous U.S. administrations have taken a critical stance toward the work of the International Criminal Court (ICC), especially
after the wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, no U.S. president had imposed sanctions against the ICC Prosecutor for proposing to investigate
war crimes in a situation that did not directly affect US military personnel, such as the situation in the West Bank and Gaza. 22 In March,
the ICC’s Office of the Prosecutor announced that it would open an investigation into war crimes committed both by Palestinian armed
groups like Hamas, as well as by the Israeli Defence Force and senior Israeli officials. 23 In other words, the ICC did not single Israel out.
The indifference displayed by the Trump administration toward Palestinian human rights, let alone the human rights situation in other
parts of the Arab world, contrasted starkly with its criticism of “atheist China” 24 for violating human rights in Xinjiang, which Pompeo
controversially defined as “genocide” on his last day in office. 25
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The “Deal of the Century” was particularly problematic. The plan (it was not a deal, at least in so far as it was not accepted by the
Palestinians), endorsed the annexation of the Jordan Valley and other parts of Areas C, which amount to 61 per cent of the West Bank,
cantonizing Palestinian zones into disconnected parts. It mooted the idea of stripping Israeli citizenship from the Arab citizens of Israel
living in the so-called Triangle and it was unclear as to whether Israeli citizenship would be offered to Palestinians inhabiting the areas that
would be annexed to Israel. 26 In short, the plan endorsed the establishment of what looked to many like an apartheid regime between the
river and the sea. 27 The apartheid issue would confront the Biden administration, as we see below.
Under the Trump administration, diplomatic relations with the Palestinians came to a complete standstill. The “Deal of the Century”
was a far cry from what any Palestinian leader could accept, and was far removed from previous proposals to resolve the conflict endorsed
in UN resolutions. U.S.-Palestinian relations had never been worse since their establishment in the late 1980s.
What the Biden Administration Has (Not) Said and Done So Far
Does the Biden administration differ from Trump’s both in style and substance? Certainly, the tone has changed. U.S. Secretary of State,
Anthony Blinken soon confirmed that the Biden administration would restore ties with the Palestinians that were cut by the Trump
administration, resume aid, and reject unilateral actions, such as construction of Israeli settlements on occupied territory. 28 However,
during the clash between Israel and Hamas, the Biden administration sounded eerily similar to previous Republican and Democratic
administrations in mouthing platitudes about Israel’s inherent right of self-defence from rocket fire from Gaza while ignoring its enabling
context: Israel’s more than half-century annexation of Jerusalem and attempts to reduce its Palestinian population by various measures,
the occupation of the West Bank and the occupation and blockade of Gaza, and increasing settler violence against Palestinians both in the
West Bank and in the so-called “mixed cities.” The trigger for the Hamas rockets was the Israeli police invasion of the al-Aqsa mosque in
Jerusalem and the brutal suppression of Palestinians protesting the serial evictions of Palestinian families from Sheikh Jarrah in East
Jerusalem, which is part of a sustained and long-term campaign to reduce the city’s Palestinian population. Thus far, the administration
has not discussed this connection, unlike sections of the US and international media. 29
To date, President Biden has indicated that he will not be returning the U.S. Embassy to Tel Aviv, even though the legality of the moving
of the Embassy is currently before the International Court of Justice. 30 It remains unclear whether the Biden administration would
modify its position in the event of an adverse judgment. So far, few U.S. allies have moved their embassies to the Holy City, out of respect
for the corpus separatum enshrined in UN General Assembly resolution 181 of 1947, which Israel had itself acknowledged for 70 years by
recognizing the special status accorded to the Consular Corp of the Corpus Separatum. 31 This is a reference to the ten consulate-generals in
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Jerusalem representing the interests of the U.S., the United Kingdom, Belgium, France, Sweden, Italy, Greece, Turkey, Spain, and the
Holy See. The presence of these consulate-generals in Jerusalem created an anomalous situation as their consul generals are given no letters
of credence to present to Israel (or Palestine) because their governments do not recognize any sovereign authority in the Jerusalem area.
Instead, staff are issued with orange Consular cards by Israel’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs. 32
In this respect, we must remember that the Trump administration did not just move the U.S. Embassy to Jerusalem, and appoint David
Friedman, a pro-settlement lawyer, as the U.S. Ambassador to Israel. It also merged the U.S consulate in Jerusalem, which had long
overseen American ties to the Palestinians, with its new Embassy in Jerusalem. 33 The merging of the consulate with the U.S. embassy sent
a clear signal to the Palestinians that in the eyes of the U.S. only Israel has sovereignty over Jerusalem, and it also of course made
Palestinian officials suspicious of communicating with the State Department since all lines of official communication had to pass through
the office of Ambassador Friedman.
It remains unclear whether the Biden Administration will reestablish the United States’ Consulate-General in Jerusalem by respecting the
Consular Corp of the Corpus Separatum and, if so, whether the consulate will become a venue, once more, for diplomacy with the
Palestinians.
With regard to the ICC, the other international court in The Hague, the Biden Administration dropped the Trump Administration’s
sanctions, but continued the U.S. condemnation of the ICC Prosecutor Office’s latest announcement that it has opened an investigation
into crimes committed by both sides in the West Bank and Gaza since 2014. 34 “The United States firmly opposes an @IntlCrimCourt
investigation into the Palestinian Situation. We will continue to uphold our strong commitment to Israel and its security, including by
opposing actions that seek to target Israel unfairly,” tweeted Blinken hours after the announcement. 35
While Israel is not a party to the Rome Statute, it is occupying the territory of a state party, and the Court’s jurisdiction was confirmed in
a unanimous ruling by a pre-trial chamber. 36 The U.S. stance is hypocritical as it has not denounced the ICC’s investigations in Myanmar
and Georgia or its preliminary examination in Ukraine, all of which involve non-state-parties committing crimes on the territory of states
parties.
As noted, the Trump administration’s recognition of Israel’s annexation of the Golan Heights was also an attempt to legitimise a situation
that had been brought about by a violation of international law. When questioned on CNN whether the Biden administration would
reverse the Trump administration’s blessing of the annexation, Blinken stopped short of endorsing the move due to legal considerations. 37
But he did not say that he would reverse it. This position is in stark contrast to the U.S. policy towards Russia’s annexation of the Crimea,
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which the U.S. declared as being contrary to international law. It is unclear how the U.S. can distinguish these two annexations since
Israel has never had sovereignty over the Golan Heights at any time of its history. 38 It belongs to Syria.
Intriguingly, the Biden Administration has welcomed the Abraham Accords, but it is unclear how these Accords will lead to a resumption
of talks between Israel and the Palestinians given their association with the much discredited “Deal of the Century.” The Accords had very
little to do with Israeli-Palestinian peace. They were part of a wider struggle between Conservative Gulf monarchies and Iran, Turkey, and
the Muslim Brotherhood. 39 Prime Minister Netanyahu quickly cited the Accords to support his view that peace could be attained without
conceding land to the Palestinians. 40 It also reduced Israel’s dependency on Turkey for flights to Asia through the creation of a new
aviation corridor through the Gulf. There is also the issue of weapons, with the sale of F-35s and other sophisticated military hardware
pending review by the Biden administration.
Regarding Morocco’s recognition of Israel, this came in exchange for the Trump administration’s recognition of Morocco’s annexation of
Western Sahara. 41 This was another attempt to legitimise an illegal act in international law, and again, it remains unclear whether the
Biden administration will reverse this decision. Given that the recognition of Western Sahara was tied to the establishment of diplomatic
relations between Morocco and Israel, the administration may be less sanguine about reversing it. But the erosion of core rules of
international law, such as the non-recognition of territory acquired through the use of force, could embolden other revisionist powers to
press their own territorial claims for seizing or retaining control over other “disputed” territories, which may not necessarily serve U.S.
interests – for example in Taiwan, the South China Sea, or Ukraine.
Despite a warm Twitter exchange between House Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Benjamin Netanyahu in February 2021, there remain
differences between the two on a two-state solution. 42 It remains to be seen whether Netanyahu will be able to form a government after
the 23 March Israeli election. But even if he is unable to do so, it is doubtful there will be sudden change in Israeli policy towards the
Palestinians.
Beyond domestic Israeli and Palestinian politics, the Biden administration’s policies towards Palestine could also be shaped by the officials
it appoints to government position. These include Robert Malley, the U.S. Envoy to Iran, Maher Bitar, senior director for intelligence
programs at the National Security Council, Reema Dodin, deputy director of the White House Office of Legislative Affairs, and Dana
Shubat, senior legislative affairs adviser at the White House. 43 It is clear that the new administration will seek to work with the Palestinian
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Authority, and this should be welcomed. Taken as a whole, however, the Biden adminsitration’s Palestine policy indicates a “business as
usual” approach of familiar, patterned responses.
Back to Business as Usual
For all these differences between the Trump presidency and those of Obama and Biden, then, questions of substance and form remain
because of significant areas of ideological and policy convergence. The non-partisanship on Israel that obtained before Obama’s election
has returned in the joint opposition of the Republican and Democratic parties to the impending ICC investigation. Just as both sides of
politics condemn the case in the U.S., so they do in Israel. 44 What is more, Democratic politicians have also been active in clamping down
on First Amendment protections of Americans who support BDS by supporting laws that penalize businesses which decline to trade with
Israeli businesses in the illegally occupied West Bank. 45 Major donors to the Democrat Party formed “The Democratic Majority for Israel”
in January 2019 to resist rare leftist efforts to pressure Israel on settlements, so far to great effect. 46 Blinken is well known for having
organized the Congressional underwriting of arms deliveries to Israel in the last Gaza conflagration in 2014. In the middle of the latest
Israeli bombing of Gaza, the Biden administration announced its approval of $735 million of precision-guided weapons to Israel,
supported by Democratic and Republican leaders of the Congressional foreign affairs committees that review such sales. 47
Blinken was also quick to condemn BDS: “Will we stand up forcefully against it and try to prevent it, defuse it and defeat it? Absolutely,”
he told listeners in March 2020. 48 A year later, responding to the American Zionist Movement (AZM), he wrote “as the stepson of a
Holocaust survivor,” he would oppose “bigotry, intolerance and those who seek to undermine democracy.” 49 Accordingly, Blinken
signaled his support for the IHRA’s working definition of antisemitism despite the opposition of liberal Jewish organizations like J Street,
Americans for Peace Now and the New Israel Fund, thereby aligning the Biden Presidency with the establishment Israeli advocacy
organizations and the policies of the Trump Administration. 50 This is the concensus position in the Democratic Party establishment. In
2017, Senator Kamala Harris told the American Israel Public Affairs Committee (AIPAC) that she too opposed BDS and declared that
she opposed “anti-Israel bias at the United Nations.” 51 Because Biden’s sentimentality about Israel is also a matter of record, it was easy for
the Democratic Majority for Israel political action committee to counter Jewish Republican Coalition claims during the 2020 election
44
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that Biden would be “pressuring Israel.” While Biden did state that he opposes settlement expansion, he also rejected conditioning U.S.
aid to Israel to prevent it. 52
That said, the fact that progressive Democrats like Rep. Betty McCollum, and Jewish organizations like T’ruah and J Street, are
sponsoring a bill in the House of Representatives that proposes U.S. aid not be used in Israeli practices of detaining Palestinian children,
appropriating and destroying Palestinian property, and forcibly removing Palestinians prior to unilateral annexation, signals that the days
of business-as-usual bipartisanship are over within the Democratic Party. At the same time, however, the opposition to the McCollum bill
by self-styled “progressive Zionists” indicates that such bills are unlikely to get very far. 53 Tensions between different Jewish organizations
about U.S. policy towards Israel and Palestine have never run higher. 54
The signs are that the Biden administration will have its hands full in containing these tensions. On 27 April 2021, the explosive 213page Human Rights Watch (HRW) report, “A Threshold Crossed: Israeli Authorities and the Crimes of Apartheid and Persecution,” was
released. So far, no considered Department of State statement has been issued, perhaps unsurprisingly given the report’s length and
import. 55 In the interim, the White House signaled its disagreement with its findings but in relatively mild language. 56 (In marked
contrast, Blinken stuck with the genocide accusation against China for its treatment of Uyghur citizens in Xinjiang despite a HRW report
that speaks of crimes against humanity). 57
The report finds that “Israeli authorities have deprived millions of people of their basic rights by virtue of their identity as Palestinians.”
Echoing a report published by a South African NGO over a decade ago, as well as many produced by Palestinian organizations and
intellectuals over the years, 58 HRW claims that in the Occupied Palestinian Territories, “movement restrictions, land expropriation,
forcible transfer, denial of residency and nationality, and the mass suspension of civil rights constitute “inhuman[e] acts” set out under the
Apartheid Convention and the Rome Statute.” 59 The report also includes an analysis of the status and treatment of Israel’s Palestinian
citizens, in part because the Basic Law: Israel – The Nation-State of the Jewish People (“Nation-State Law”), passed in 2018, dispenses
with the idea of equality between citizens. By defining self-determination “in the State of Israel” as “exclusive to the Jewish people,” 60 the
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new law adds to Israel’s unwritten constitution the proposition that “the development of Jewish settlement as a national value and shall
act to encourage and promote its establishment and strengthening.” 61 Adalah, the Legal Centre for Arab Minority Rights in Israel, argues
that the law legitimizes state-based discrimination against the large minority of Israeli citizens who are Palestinian – some 20 per cent of
the population. 62
Pro-Israel advocates are confident that Israel and its supporters can see off the report and hope the apartheid claim goes away. 63 After all, it
is not new, and such controversies have come and gone in the past. And yet, given the treatment of the HRW report in The New York
Times and The Washington Post, and the support of progressive Jewish organizations, it might not fade. 64 The Israeli human rights NGOs,
Yesh Din and B’Tselem have recently invoked apartheid, and even the former CIA Director, John Brennan, signaled his impatience with
U.S. policy in The New York Times. 65
The Israeli bombing campaign in Gaza has similarly split Jewish organizations and led progressive Democrats to protest the
Administration’s tepid response to the gross disparity in civilian casualties – more than 20 times more Palestinians have been killed in
Gaza, more than half civilians, and 66 children. 66 In the UN Security Council, the administration repeatedly scuppered moves for a
ceasefire statement, causing dismay among American liberals who had hoped that the administration’s declaration about its values-led (i.e.,
human rights-based) foreign policy would extend to the Question of Palestine. Pressure mounted from within. On 14 May, Senator
Edward J. Markey of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee called for a ceasefire. While condemning Hamas, he observed the causal
connections: “There is no question that actions in Israel over the last few weeks, including attempts to forcibly remove Palestinians living
in Sheikh Jarrah, as well as a violent raid by Israeli authorities on the al-Aqsa Mosque during Ramadan, were wrong and have led to this
current crisis.” 67 Running out of patience with the administration, Democratic representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez proposed a
resolution to block the $735m arms sale. 68
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Increasingly, sections of the US media are registering the structural inequality and lived reality endured by Palestinians, meaning that
returning to the status quo is increasingly viewed as untenable. As Sarah Leah Whitson from the Democracy in the Middle East Now
(DAWN) research organization has observed, words like “apartheid,” “land theft,” and “Ethnic Cleansing” have entered the mainstream
conversation. 69 Following the brutal police killing of George Floyd, Biden publicly aligned himself with Black Lives Matter. In so doing,
he will have difficulty disassociating Israeli police brutality against Palestinian citizens of Israel and Palestinian ID holders in Jerusalem
from the mistreatment leveled by American officers against Black Americans, which increasing numbers of Democratic congressmen are
linking. As Jamaal Bowman, a freshman Democrat from New York who unseated longtime Democratic Rep. Eliot L. Engel, a staunch
Israel defender, put it: “As a Black man in America, I understand on a personal level what it means to live in a society designed to
perpetuate violence against people who look like me … My experience of systemic injustice, including being beaten by police at 11 years
old, informs my view of what’s happening right now in Israel and Palestine.” 70
Responding to internal party disquiet, Biden announced on 17 May that he would be supporting a cease fire after all, making apparently
ever-firmer calls to Netanyahu. Biden is a proponent of “quiet diplomacy,” eschewing the application of public pressure for the
“reassuring arm” around his Israeli counterpart. 71 For others, it appeared that Biden was appearing virtually as a supplicant rather than a
superpower addressing a client state that benefits from $3.8m of U.S. aid. So what comes next?
Conclusion
We began by speculating that Trump would have actively and enthusiastically encouraged the Israeli bombing of Gaza and the crackdown
on Palestinians in Israel and the West Bank, with the implication of further civilian death and infrastructure destruction. In doing so,
however, it is important to recall that the last conflict with Hamas in Gaza, in 2014, which lasted about five times longer and caused tenfold Palestinian deaths, occurred during the Obama Presidency. The signs are that the Biden presidency’s answer to the “Question of
Palestine” will be much the same as those of previous Democratic administrations notwithstanding a minor revolt by some progressive
Democrats. Cleaving to the two-state solution as envisaged in the 1995 Oslo Accords when the Israeli government plainly disregards it,
and when many others have long noted its practical impossibility, enables settlement expansion and de facto annexation. 72 At the same
time, the violence between Palestinians and Jews inside Israel, let alone in Jerusalem, the West Bank, and Gaza, makes a shared future
vision in a single state difficult to imagine. Following a long-set pattern, the Biden administration has done nothing to compel Israel to
withdraw from the territories that it occupied in the June 1967 war, still less repeal the Nation-State Law. If the two-state solution
remains the preferred solution for the “international community,” then the Biden administration’s refusal to rein in Israeli expansionism
will surely signal its official demise.
Doing nothing is a choice, then, one with increasing domestic and diplomatic costs, but so far the signs are that the administration believes
they are lower than expending capital on reigning in Israeli expansionism. Biden must recall the hornets’ nest of opposition that Obama
stirred when he pushed for a settlement freeze. The question of Palestine is simply not a priority while his administration deals with
rebuilding the United States amid the pandemic. The U.S Embassy in Jerusalem signaled as much in its seemingly evenhanded statement
about “incidents of violence” in Jerusalem when the main story in the Israeli and international press was the Israeli violence against
Palestinians. 73
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Instead, observers who are awake to this reality are imagining a future in which all people who live in Israeli-controlled territory between
the Jordan and Mediterranean enjoy equal rights. 74 The question is whether such a vision can be attained in one state with a Palestinian
majority that would defeat the very purpose of the Zionist project. Or whether a confederation, or a two-state plan similar to that
enshrined in General Assembly 181 (II) of 29 November 1947 that provided for the establishment of two states could be reimagined as
the basis for new conversations between Israelis and Palestinians today: an economic union with open borders, minority safeguards, and
the protection of private property without discrimination. 75
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