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A MOMENT BIG QUESTION

hat does it mean to be pro-Israel? After October 7,

this question is especially fraught, often accompa-

nied by emotions ranging from anger to fear to in-

dignation. Yet the question may be more important

than ever, with Israel and Hamas embroiled in an
existential clash that has transformed how many people around
the world—including Jews—view the Jewish state.

This is not the first time Moment has asked this question.
In 2012, we posed it to 24 prominent people from across the
Jewish world and political spectrum who gave very different
answers. Looking back, that seems like a relatively peaceful
time, five years after Hamas began to govern Gaza and some
ten months before the next war would break out between Israel
and the terrorist group. With so much transpiring since then,

We spoke with the same people who participated in our 2012
Big Question project, or at least, as many as we could. A few,
sadly, are no longer with us, so we turned to individuals close
to them. Others felt they couldn’t respond. One explained that
a new job precluded him from offering his opinion this time
around; another was “too heartbroken by the horrifying events
of October 7 and all that has followed.”

Our 2025 redux adds a layer: “What does it mean to be
pro-Israel, and what, if anything, bas changed for you?” We were
struck by the very different lessons our respondents have tak-
en from the grim events of the past few years. At times, they
speak as if they have been living in many separate realities. De-
spite the chasms, we hold out hope that bringing these dispa-
rate perspectives together may help spark new ideas and build

we felt compelled to revisit this topic.

To ask what it means to be “pro-Israel”
today is to ask: Which Israel? The jug-
gernaut in Gaza? The vigilante in the
West Bank? The humane democracy?
The refuge for Jews?

Those multiple Israels coexist as over-
lays on a complicated map—of power
and vulnerability, of bigotry and decen-
cy, of trauma and resolve. You can pick
and choose among them, or you can ac-
cept them all as parts of a whole, a set
of contradictions that constitute a very
real country that is not just an idea, not a
myth, not a wish, but a hard place to live
and often a hard place to love.

Ugly labels have been attached to Is-
rael’s extreme military onslaught follow-
ing the atrocities committed by Hamas
on October 7, 2023: War crimes. Ethnic
cleansing. Genocide. The debate over
these terms blurs an important line—
one that differentiates Israeli policy from
its society, military action from civic cul-
ture, and the Jewish state from the Jew-
ish people. Some critics and protesters
blur that line by absurdly insinuating
global Jewish culpability for Israel’s an-
ti-Palestinian assaults. Some pro-Israel
advocates blur that line by calling any
denunciation of Israel antisemitic. There
is plenty of antisemitism, to be sure, but

bridges in our divided world. —Moment editors

it cannot be fought effectively without
discernment and focus.

To state the obvious, then, it is possible
to condemn Israel without being antise-
mitic, and it’s reasonable to be pro-Israel
without being pro-government. This is
demonstrably so during the right-wing
Netanyahu era, just as being pro-Amer-
ican does not mean being pro-govern-
ment in this autocratic Trump era. There
is more to a country than its government,
and you can’t see it by blinding yourself
to a nation’s varied facets.

My five years living in Jerusalem as
bureau chief for The New York Times
(1979-1984) prevent me from putting
Israel into a neat box. I wrote exten-
sively about its flaws as I made deep and
lasting friendships with compassionate
people, both Jews and Palestinians, who
were driven by their yearning for human
rights and neighborly understanding.

One of my Israeli friends, Clinton
Bailey, died recently after a long, inspi-
rational career recording and publishing
Negev and Sinai Bedouins’ oral poetry
and defending them against displace-
ment by Israeli authorities. He was one
of Israel’s many anomalies: a Jewish ad-
mirer of and advocate for Arab culture.
Another Israeli Jewish friend, Yehuda
Litani, also deceased, was a clear-eyed
journalist and short-story writer who
reported from the West Bank, produced
an Arab-language TV news show and

held firm convictions of distress at the
plight of Palestinians and the failings of
his country.

I cannot think about Israel without
thinking about them—and about other
Israelis I know who do not compromise
their fierce devotion to country but also
hold dear the noble enterprise of a just,
inclusive democracy. When I answered
this question in 2012, I noted that, ac-
cording to a Hebrew University poll at
the time, 70 percent of Israeli Jews fa-
vored a Palestinian state despite rocket
attacks from Gaza. As of July 2024, that
support had plummeted to 21 percent
in a joint Israeli-Palestinian poll, the
lowest since the early 1990s. Twice as
many, 42 percent, voiced support for
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“annexation of the West Bank without
equal rights for Palestinians.”

Following the traumatic October 7
attacks, Israel lost its moral high ground
in the rubble of Gaza. But the test of
any society is its capacity for self-cor-
rection. Being pro-Israel means believ-
ing in that capacity.

David K. Shipler is the Pulitzer Prize-win-
ning author of Arab and Jew: Wounded
Spirits in a Promised Land. His latest book
is The Interpreter, 2 novel set at the end of
the Vietnam War.

In 2012, I concluded my answer to this
question: “Those who do not see Israel
as the central piece of Jewish life are not
pro-Israel, and I doubt they are pro-Jew-
ish.” Today, in 2025, being pro-Israel
requires a deeper appreciation of Isra-
el’s centrality in Jewish life, along with
a fresh understanding of the underlying
forces that have led to the tsunamic up-
surge in antisemitism and anti-Israelism
following October 7.

First, Israel’s centrality encompasses
not only its historical, cultural and spir-
itual significance to Jewish identity but
also its embodiment of Jewish “normal-
cy.” The existence of Israel is a necessary
ingredient for ensuring that Jews every-
where are treated as equals—not as a
unique, tolerated, respected or admired
minority but as equals. No Jew can be
truly equal in the family of man before Is-
rael stands equal in the family of nations.

Second, in examining the surge of an-
tisemitism and anti-Israelism, we must ac-
knowledge our own responsibility for this
escalation. For 76 years, we have treated
anti-Zionism as secondary to antisemi-
tism—dangerous and distasteful, yes, but
only when it threatened to spill over and
trigger the real menace: antisemitism. To
be pro-Israel in 2025 is to understand
that anti-Zionism per se, or Zionopho-
bia as I prefer to label it, threatens every
Jew, even when it is devoid of traditional
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antisemitic tropes and laden with Judeo-
philic assurances. We now recognize that
Zionophobia, not antisemitism, is the vi-
rus fueling hostilities on our college cam-
puses. Our obsessive fixation on antisem-
itism has allowed Zionophobes, left and
right, to dig Hamas-inspired intellectual
tunnels under our campuses and institu-
tions—tunnels that have had a lethal ef-
fect after October 7.

Finally, being pro-Israel entails ad-
dressing Israel’s faults candidly yet em-
pathetically, understanding that many of
these shortcomings—including excesses,
blunders, divisions and alleged crimes—
are products of an entrenched, relentless
and absolute Arab rejectionism of Jewish
sovereignty in any form. I often call this
rejectionism the “elephant in the room”
because the Western world refuses to
see—let alone acknowledge—its giant
presence, even though it remains the
paramount obstacle to peace, dwarfing
all others. Being pro-Israel thus means
pursuing lasting peace bravely yet not
blindly. It means proclaiming loudly and
unceasingly the Zionist vision of peace:
“Two states for two peoples, equally
legitimate and equally indigenous,” as
I have formulated it, and insisting, un-
yieldingly, that peace begin with both
sides accepting the latter part of the vi-
sion—“equally indigenous.”

Fudea Pearl is professor emeritus of computer
science and statistics and director of the Cog-
nitive Systems Laboratory at UCLA. His
latest book, Coexistence and Other Fight-
ing Words, will be published in Fuly.

A decade ago, I argued that the main-
stream American Jewish insistence that
being pro-Isracl—and a Jew in good
standing—required either ignoring or
actively supporting Israel’s cruel and
illegal violations of Palestinian human
rights was dangerous. I said that this was
a form of “loving Israel to death,” and I
still stand by my statement. What is dif-

ferent is that after so much bloodshed,
the number of American Jews who share
this view has grown exponentially.

As anyone who interacts with young
Jews knows, a large portion of our young-
est generation understands that there is
no Jewish future built on the subjugation
of others. We should be proud of them,
not punish them, for learning the many
ethical lessons we taught them. For many,
like me, the only way to be pro-Israel is
to hold that every person who calls this
land home—from the Jordan River to
the Mediterranean Sea—deserves a life of
safety, dignity, opportunity and freedom.

In 1923, Ze’ev Jabotinsky correctly pro-
posed that the indigenous Palestinian pop-
ulation, like anyone, would resist having an
exclusionary Jewish ethnostate imposed on
them. His solution—overwhelming them
with an “Iron Wall” of military might to
force negotiations for eventual peace—
wrongly assumed that freedom could be
won at the expense of another.

Instead of leading to coexistence, some
eight decades of Jabotinsky’s model has
instead yielded an endless cycle of re-
pression and reaction that continues to
hurt, kill and dehumanize virtually ev-
eryone—both the Palestinians who have
borne the overwhelming brunt of this
“wall,” made possible in large part by
the U.S. military, and everyday Israelis
forced to live as dominators and occupi-
ers. It has also emptied out the meaning
of Judaism for countless Jews.

Far from being a zero-sum game, it
should be apparent to all that in this state
of forever war there are no winners. No
cumulative death counts can ever cap-
ture the trauma-filled equivalent of a nu-
clear bomb that is detonated each time
one person, one home, one family or one
community is lost.

And now, Jews around the world must
do the unthinkable: explain to our be-
wildered and utterly heartbroken chil-
dren why the state they were told was
meant to be a safe haven for Jews is
not only demonstrably unsafe but has
committed what so many prominent
experts, including Israeli scholars Omer
Bartov and Raz Segal, have called geno-
cide against Palestinians.



If we want a future, we must reimagine
what it means to love Israel, honoring ev-
ery person’s right to belong on this land.
We must reject perpetual war and remem-
ber that our fates are intertwined, that the
“other” is a deliberately manufactured il-
lusion and that our survival depends on
embracing one another as equals—if not
kin. If we did so, the world would rejoice
and lift us all on its shoulders.

Cecilie Surasky is the director of commu-
nications and narrative at the Othering &

Belonging Institute and the former deputy
director of fewish Voices for Peace.

I’m not sure that it’s possible for me to
become more pro-Israel than I was in
2012, when this question was first posed
to me. After all, I am 85 and have loved
Israel for 76 of those years.

For many American Jews, especially
those more lax in their Zionism, October
7 was a reminder of the very real dangers

I DO NOT
THINK IT'S
HYSTERICAL TO
SAY THAT BIBI
HAS STEERED
ISRAEL INTO
DANGEROUS
WATERS AND
SHOULD BE HELD
TO ACCOUNT
FOR HIS
DERELICTION.

that Israelis face every day from those
who would have the world entirely rid
of Jews. And then, to see the response in
many academic, left-wing and Arab circles
(on October 8, before any counterattack
had been mounted) further reinforced the
point that a Jewish state is necessary.

I said in my previous response that a
“qualification for being pro-Israel is to
not get hysterical about every internal
happening in Israel.” That may hold
true. But I do not think it’s hysterical
to say that Bibi has steered Israel into
dangerous waters and should be held
to account for his dereliction. This, by
the way, is the wish of most Israelis as
reflected in opinion polls.

We can fault him for many things: bun-
gling the return of the hostages, allying
himself with the worst elements in Israeli
politics, allowing the settlers to run wild
in the West Bank. But worst of all might
be that, under his watch, the attack hap-
pened at all—this in itself is disqualifying.
It’s not ant-Israel to acknowledge these
failures. In fact, I would say it’s the re-
sponsibility of anyone who loves Israel.

One can say this and still remain clear-
eyed about the identities of the architects
of this destruction: Hamas, Hezbollah,
Iran. The blood that has been shed in
the last year and a half—Palestinian and
Israeli—is on their hands.

Martin Peretz is the former publisher and
editor-in-chief of The New Republic. His
memoir; The Controversialist, was pub-

lished in 2023.

In 2012 I said that being pro-Israel
means helping Israel live out the words
of its declaration of independence, which
promises a Jewish state that will provide
complete social and political equality, ir-
respective of race, religion and sex.

I would now make a distinction be-
tween being pro-Israel and being pro-Is-
raeli; I consider myself the latter in the
sense that the safety and flourishing of

Israelis is extremely important to me,
but I am opposed to the Israeli state as it
exists today. There’s a fundamental prob-
lem in that it’s built on legal supremacy
of one group over another. Ultimately,
this is dangerous for Israelis.

I've noticed that in American Jew-
ish discourse, the term “Israeli” is used
synonymously with Jewish Israeli, but
that’s not how I mean it. I'm using it to
describe all of the people who have citi-
zenship rights in the country and all the
people who live under the control of the
state, even though many of them cannot
become citizens. I think all the people
who live in this territory would be better
served by the principle of equality under
the law rather than one that gives legal
privilege to one ethno-national group.
And because Israel is the name of the
state but also the name of the land and
of the Jewish people, it can’t represent
those who live there who are not Jews.
An equal, binational state might be called
Israel-Palestine or Palestine-Israel.

Certainly a state can cease to exist be-
cause the people within it create a differ-
ent political system. To take one obvious
example, when apartheid ended in South
Africa, the entire structure of the political
system changed. A new constitution was
written. The country’s name happened to
stay the same, but it was a very legitimate
form of reconstituting. In the case of the
People’s Republic of China, I would love
to see the day when it ceases to exist as a
repressive state and becomes one that pro-
vides greater human rights to its people.

The appeal in the declaration of inde-
pendence to the Jewish people through-
out the diaspora to rally around the Jews
of Eretz Israel “in the great struggle for
the realization of the age-old dream, the
redemption of Israel” refers to the idea
that the state is part of a messianic pro-
cess. In a weird way, that last phrase is
asking Jews around the world to gather
in the State of Israel in an effort to awak-
en God to send Mashiach (the Messiah),
to transform the world. Which is prob-
ably not the way that most American
Jews think about Israel. It’s a religious
Zionist idea that also raises a very funda-
mental question: whether Zionism itself
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requires going to live in Israel. Very ear-
ly Zionists were clear in their argument
that it basically didn’t make any sense to
call yourself a Zionist if you weren’t ac-
tually going to live in Zion.

Regardless, if you think of Jews as a
people who have obligations to God
and obligations to one another—Jewish
solidarity—Jews should have a sense of
concern about the actions of the state
that are done in the name of the Jewish
people, wherever Jews live.

I've grappled pretty publicly with the
evolution of my own views, which have
changed in large measure because of
a deepening role in conversation with
Palestinians and my efforts to incorpo-
rate the Palestinian experience into my
understanding of what I see as good
for my people, for the Jewish people. I
sometimes see other folks in the Jewish
community struggling with the idea that
support for the Jewish state is sacro-
sanct, and yet they feel deeply alienated
by the particular Israeli government or
by particular Israeli policies. To me those
things are, in a deep sense, inseparable.

A lot of my evolution had already oc-
curred in 2012, but in some ways, I've
traveled ideologically since then. In 2012,
I would have supported the idea of a Jew-
ish state living alongside a Palestinian
state. I came to the conclusion around
2020 that partition wasn’t possible and
that it wasn’t the most just outcome ei-
ther, and that’s when I began arguing for
an equal, binational state. Who knows
what I'll believe if you do this again in an-
other 13 years.

Peter Beinart is a journalist, commentator
and former editor of The New Republic.
His most recent book is Being Jewish After
the Destruction of Gaza: A Reckoning.

A decade ago, I said we must be both ed-
ucated on and engaged with Israel—its
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opportunities, challenges and neighbors.
That has never been truer. Part of be-
ing pro-Israel today means navigating
difficult conversations. The discourse
has grown more polarized, and anti-Zi-
onism—often a thinly veiled form of
antisemitism—has made public support
for Israel more challenging. The global
landscape is shifting, requiring greater
vigilance in defending Israel’s legitimacy
and the safety of Jews worldwide.

While I no longer work at an Israel-fo-
cused organization, I still wake up in the
middle of each night to check the news.
Have any of the hostages been found
or released? Are Israelis under attack?
Thanks to WhatsApp, I stay in close
touch with friends, family and former
colleagues there. I wear a yellow ribbon
and a #BringThemHome dog-tag neck-
lace in public—a constant reminder of
those still held captive.

I'm not in Israel, but Israel is always
inside me.

But loving Israel doesn’t mean
agreeing with everything its leaders
or people do. Both Israel and the U.S.
share the values of democracy, freedom
of speech and minority rights—yet
both are struggling to uphold them.
To be pro-Israel today is to love Is-
rael enough to see it clearly—not as
perfect, but as family. It means fight-
ing for the hostages, supporting those
suffering from war-induced trauma
and advocating for climate solutions
that benefit Israelis and the world. It
means rejecting efforts to demonize Is-
rael while also championing efforts to
make it better.

The country’s challenges are relentless,
but so is its potential. Loving Israel can’t
just mean wringing our hands. It must
mean rolling up our sleeves—supporting
its people, innovations and future.

In 2012, I said that I dislike the term
“pro-Israel” because it often implies be-
ing “ant’” something else. That hasn’t
changed. I oppose terrorism, war and
hate—but I am not anti-Palestinian.
While peace feels distant, I still believe
in its possibility.

The horrors of October 7, 2023, un-
derscored the depth of hatred fueling

violence against Jews and Israel. Ev-
ery person being held hostage keeps us
awake at night. Being pro-Israel today
means demanding their release while
also grieving for innocent Palestinian
victims who suffered greatly from what
Hamas started. It’s also grappling with
the painful compromises required to
bring the hostages home.

But supporting Israel must be about
more than reacting to crises—it must
also be about building a better future.
Some of my past work focused on em-
powering people with disabilities, and
in Israel, the psychological toll of war
is staggering. PT'SD and trauma affect
not just soldiers but civilians and chil-
dren. Supporting organizations that
help Israelis with mental health and
disabilities is an essential act of love
and commitment.

Today, as a full-time climate advocate,
I see another urgent connection: Israel is
both highly vulnerable to climate change
and a leader in climate solutions. With
more than 800 startups tackling climate
challenges, Israel’s ingenuity is helping
the world develop alternative energy,
revolutionize agriculture and build re-
silience. Supporting Israel means nur-
turing these innovations and expanding
global collaborations.

Fenmifer Laszlo Mizrahi is cofounder of the
Mizrahi Family Charitable Fund and for-
mer bead of The Israel Project. She writes a
blog for The Times of Israel on the inter-
section of fews, Israel and climate solutions.

Thirteen years ago, I said that the Pal-
estinian Arabs’ real goal was to destroy
Israel (rather than to establish a peaceful
Palestinian state in Gaza and/or Judea/
Samaria and/or Jerusalem). This was un-
fortunately confirmed by events of the
past 13 years, most dramatically by the
horrors of October 7: the gleeful partic-
ipation of Hamas terrorists cheered on
by Gazan sympathizers; vows to repeat



October 7 until there is no more Israel;
the deadly “knife intifada” wave of ter-
ror incited by Palestinian Authority (PA)
terrorist dictator Mahmoud Abbas from
2015 through today; the PAs $400 mil-
lion a year “pay to slay” policy rewarding
Jew-killers; and more. Their real goal
is to murder every Jew and destroy the
Jewish state. Both the PAs and Hamas’s
charters call for that.

My calls then were for Jewish lead-
ers to educate people much more and
to inform people of Israel’s rights. The
real threats Israel faces are as import-
ant as ever, given the onslaught of lies
about Israel.

Today, I would expand my call for
rabbis and other Jewish organizational
leaders and Israeli leaders to promote
the pro-Israel cause by fighting anti-Is-
rael propaganda lies: the lie that Israel
is an “occupier” of her own lawful, G-d
given land; the lie that Jerusalem is holy
to Muslims (it is a lie that Mohammed
visited Jerusalem, almost no Arab lead-
er visited Jerusalem when Arabs con-
trolled it, and Jerusalem is never men-
tioned in the Quran); the lie that Israel
commits “genocide” (in fact, Israel goes
to extraordinary lengths to avoid civil-
ian casualties); the lie that Israel is an
“apartheid” state (in fact, Israeli Arabs
have equal rights in Israel); and the lie
that Abbas and the Palestinian Author-
ity are “moderate” (in fact, they are as
bad as Hamas; the PA’s ruling party Fa-
tah bragged in a video that its members
participated in the October 7 attack,
adding “We killed them...and stepped
on their heads”).

I would likewise expand my call for
rabbis and Jewish and Israeli leaders to
support the United States in withhold-
ing any aid to the Palestinians while the
PA continues to violate the Oslo Ac-
cords. The PA still refuses to arrest ter-
rorists and collect arms; glorifies terror-
ists; names schools, streets and sports
teams after terrorists; pays terrorists
lifetime pensions, rewarding them for
murdering Jews; and engages in anti-Is-
rael lawfare at the UN, the Internation-
al Criminal Court and the International
Court of Justice.

Pro-Israel Jewish leaders should also
support the virtually unanimous res-
olution of the Knesset and the Israeli
people opposing a Palestinian state;
support the Israeli government and a
clear majority of Israelis who support
Arabs’ emigration from Gaza; support
the right of Jews to live in the Jewish
homelands of Judea and Samaria; and
support Israel in not giving away any
more land, because any land given away
becomes an Arab terrorist enclave.

I would also expand upon the list of
actions that should accompany being
pro-Israel. Being pro-Israel also means
writing letters and articles promoting
pro-Israel Jewish groups and positions;
supporting and sending one’s children
to Jewish day schools (day school grad-
uates are much more supportive of Isra-
el and often become informed pro-Is-
rael activists); buying Israel Bonds;
making Israel a priority when deciding
whom to vote for; sending one’s chil-
dren on Israel trips sponsored by ZOA,
Birthright or other pro-Israel groups;
urging one’s college-aged students to
do a pre-college year learning in Israel
or a mid-college year at a university in
Israel; and learning Jewish history.

My statement in 2012 that exchang-
ing 1,000 terrorists for Gilad Shalit was
a terrible mistake was also sadly con-
firmed by the fact that released Hamas
terrorist Yahya Sinwar and 40 other re-
leased terrorists led the horrific Octo-
ber 7 pogrom. I am deeply concerned
that Israel is making the same terrible
mistake again today by releasing thou-
sands of Arab terrorists with Jewish
blood on their hands.

I would change one aspect of what I
previously said: At this point, I believe
that those who still want a Palestinian
Arab state in Gaza and/or Judea/Sa-
maria and/or Jerusalem are either ill-in-
formed, delusional (in that they fail to
understand or appreciate the real threat)
or anti-Israel. While I understand that
someone who wants a Palestinian state
may be well-intentioned or believe that
he is pro-Israel, in fact promoting a Pal-
estinian Arab state is not a pro-Israel
position. The Israeli people understand

JEWISH LEADERS
SHOULD SUFPPORT
ISRAEL IN NOT
GIVING AWAY
ANY MORE LAND,
BECAUSE ANY
LAND GIVEN
AWAY BECOMES
AN ARAB
TERRORIST
ENCLAVE.

that such a state would be an existential
threat to Israel and every Jew. Indeed,
in July 2024, the Knesset voted over-
whelmingly to reject a Palestinian Arab
state, with only the nine Arab Knesset
members opposed.

Morton Klein is the president of the Zionist
Organization of America, baving served in
that position since 1993.

Seems like I was on the money in 2012
in terms of what the mainstream defi-
nition of pro-Israel is in the United
States, which I said was “to deny the
existence of Palestinians as a people
and their right to statehood, freedom
and equality, to portray Arabs as blood-
thirsty terrorists who seek no more
than to murder Jews, and to denounce
as an antisemite anyone who suggests
any legitimacy to the Palestinian nar-
rative or right to statehood.” Only it
has gotten dramatically worse, now
including open (rather than oblique)
support for criminal lawlessness, vio-
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WHAT DOE>S IT
MEAN TO BE

A LOVER OF
ISRAEL WHEN
THE ISRAEL
YOU LOVE NO
LONGER EXISTS
AND, IN
TRUTH, NEVER
REALLY DID?

lent state repression and genocide. Our
communal leaders now go so far as to
“hechsher” far-right antisemites while
calling for young Jewish dissenters to
be federally investigated.

What does it mean to be a lover of
Israel when the Israel you love no lon-
ger exists and, in truth, never really did?
How does one love a state that will hap-
pily feed you to the wolves if it means
never having to take responsibility for
its actions toward Palestinians and oth-
ers harmed by the policies it vilifies you
for having opposed? A nation where our
only common bond is blood and soil,
rather than shared social, cultural and
spiritual values, cannot rightly be called
a Jewish nation.

Thus the best way to be pro-Israel—
that is, for the endurance of the Jewish
people and our faith, culture and values,
not for the state—is to oppose this Is-
raeli government and its reflexive sup-
porters with every fiber of our being
until they and Israel reflect the values
that inspire rather than mortify liberal
and progressive diaspora Jewry. We must
stand up and firmly tell them, “No. Not
in our names.”

Daniel Sieradski is a writer; activist, design-
er and strategist. He was the founder of the
blog Fewschool.com.

30 SPRING 2025

In 2012, T talked about a three-phase
attempt by those who were bent on de-
stroying Israel: first through war, then
through terrorism, then, when those
failed, by waging a culture war to cast
Israel as an apartheid, guilty-of-war-
crimes state. Today those battlefields
merge, and at the same time Iran is try-
ing to get a nuclear weapon, and Hamas
and Hezbollah are trying to murder
innocent kids and mothers and fathers
and families. Basically, the last phase,
the delegitimation process, is happen-
ing with billions of dollars coming from
Qatar and other places into groups that
describe themselves as NGOs and are
trying to eliminate our right to exist.

I think many Jews in America were in
denial about the last phase. Then they
woke up after October 7 and saw what
was happening inside universities and in
society, and they understood what I was
talking about in 2012.

The main question here in Israel is,
who are we? Ant-Israel people around
the world say that Judaism is a religion.
We are not a religion. We are a nation, a
state. We are a people: the Jewish people.
This distinction is very important, and it
raises a big question of identity for Jews
in America. Because if we are a people
who have a right to our homeland, then,
the Jews in America ask themselves, what
are we doing in the diaspora?

What is it to be pro-Israel if you are
not Israeli? It’s about being able to identi-
fy good from evil, right from wrong, and
to make the moral decision to understand
your part in the history. We have a huge
challenge in our generation because there
are many temptations toward a non-mor-
al world, and Israel is standing out as
something that you have to be courageous
to support. Christians, Muslims and Jews
who identify themselves as pro-Israel are
people who have moral courage. This has
been the test of human beings since the
beginning of time: Are we going to sup-
port the right cause or go with the stream
toward what seems to be popular?

Can one criticize the Israeli govern-
ment and sdll be pro-Israel? It depends,
because there are two types of criticism.
One type is when you criticize someone
in order to improve them and make them
better. A different type of criticism is in
order to break someone. We Israelis take
responsibility for shaping our future by
voting, fulfilling our democratic right. To
those outside Israel who are criticizing
our government, [ say, if you want to take
responsibility for what’s happening right
now, you’re more than welcome to make
aliyah and participate in the long history
of the Jewish people here, to help us by
voting and being part of the society.

I have been in the army since Octo-
ber 7, something like 150 days. I left my
family, I left my home, I left my friends,
and I went to the battlefield, okay? So, if
somebody wants to be serious with crit-
icisms, make aliyah and you can criticize
your state from inside. I do it all the time,
in public appearances, on X, in whatever
I'm writing. Sometimes I agree, some-
times I disagree. That’s our project.

If anything has changed in my think-
ing since 2012, it’s that I'm less optimis-
tic. I believe that Israel will only survive
long-term if the West survives—and
I’'m not optimistic regarding the West.
And so being pro-Israel right now is
to be pro-Western civilization, pro-Ju-
deo-Christian values. It’s looking to our
roots and understanding that the tree
cannot grow to the sky without them and
that if the roots crumble, the tree falls.

Ronen Shoval is an Israeli professor of po-
litical philosopby and author. He is head of
the Argaman Institute and was dean of the
Tikvab Fund.

“A very common sentimentalist mis-
take...is to assume that first we have to
cure hatred and become friends and then
we can make peace,” Amos Oz (1939-
2018) said in 2012. “Throughout histo-
ry it has worked the other way around.



First peace is made between enemies
with clenched teeth and even with bad
intentions. Then eventually, sometimes,
an emotional healing occurs.”

“This may take generations,” my fa-
ther concluded. Indeed. Perhaps even
longer than he thought.

Amos Oz was a humanist, a Zionist
and a peace seeker. Unlike for many of
his left-wing peers, his vision of peace
was not starry-eyed. He peppered it with
stark realism, unapologetic pride in Is-
raeli and Hebrew culture and some good
old kibbutznik pragmatism.

Based on this, he believed that the
model of two neighboring states, Israel
and Palestine, is the only solution that
will not shed rivers of blood. Neighbor-
ing states, mind you, but not immediate-
ly friendly or trusting. A decent, well-ne-
gotiated divorce.

At a time when left-wing dreams of
peace imploded and right-wing visions
waxed imperial and messianic, Oz kept
a solid balance of realism and hope. He
was never enamored of the Palestinian
leadership. He despised Yasser Arafat
(who led, he said, one of the bloodiest
national emancipation movements in
modern history). In the wake of the Oslo
Accords, when the Palestinian Authori-
ty emerged as a viable peace partner, Oz
had no illusions about a sudden emo-
tional conciliation and flaming affection
between Israelis and Palestinians. “Make
Peace Not Love,” he insisted.

By contrast, Oz shrewdly observed
that Likud, under Benjamin Netanya-
hu, had a clear pro-Hamas strategy. By
nurturing the Islamist fanatics, Likud
hoped for them to take over (as they
eventually did in Gaza), thus killing off
the Oslo Accords and any other pro-
spective peace plan. In parallel, Net-
anyahu spent decades cleansing Likud
itself of every remaining moderate. The
Hamas-Likud mutual interest was to
perpetuate war until one side won and
the other side vanished. Oz’s prophecy
has proved eerily accurate.

I cannot know for sure what his hu-
mane and sensitive mind would have
made of October 7 and the Gaza War.
His absence at this horrible time is a

public loss and a private blessing.

But one thing is clear: Oz embraced
the two-state solution precisely in or-
der to prevent October 7 and similar
catastrophes. He foresaw them. (“I don’t
envy my children and grandchildren,” he
often said, “if we don’t reach a tenable
compromise with the Palestinians very
soon.”) He also foresaw, and accurately
diagnosed, Israel’s other calamity, the
rise of a racist and messianist national-
ism bent on making the Arabs disappear,
led by a cynic bent on destroying demo-
cratic checks and balances to escape his
own conviction in court.

Today, more than ever, the global
community stretches all the way from
people who say “Right or Wrong, it’s
Israel we have to stick behind” to those
who say, “Israel was born in sin and
shouldn’t be there.” Oz tried to address
the fanatics and de-fanaticize them. My
own wish is humbler: It’s the moderates
I try to engage.

Can Israel and Palestine “divorce,”
aided by tough love from the interna-
tional community, or under the colos-
sal foot of the unpredictable Donald
Trump? After October 7, I am far more
aware of the tectonic cultural changes
and the grimly realistic security arrange-
ments requisite for such a scenario. I
find myself negotiating tougher terms
for my late father’s vision: a long-term
demilitarization of the future Palestine.
Amending and monitoring hate-ridden
school curricula. Deradicalizing both
societies—more so the Islamist-jihadist
Palestinians but certainly also the racist
and increasingly violent Israeli far right.

This may indeed take generations, but
it has to start now. The young Israel al-
ways claimed to have one hand on the gun
and the other stretched out for peace. We
must revive this claim and prove we’re
dead serious regarding both hands.

As to my father’s powerful belief in
the future of Israel, I am glad to keep
the torch and pass it to my sons. But, as
he taught me, not every future Israel is
worth defending or dying for.

Not the Netanyahu Israel, in which
so-called Judaism has declared a war of
life and death against democracy. Not

the Smotrich and Ben-Gvir Israel that
has ditched Jewish and Western univer-
sal values, including humanism and equal
rights. Not the Israel of religious zealots,
happy to trample all over the prophets’
legacy while celebrating an eternal war
against an eternal Amalek.

The alternative, the Israel for which
we are “pro,” is simple. A state for the
Jews and all its citizens, peaceful to its
neighbors, a law-abiding member in the
international community. Far from be-
ing an Amos Oz invention, this is Theo-
dor Herzl’s basic Zionist creed.

Hence, a thriving Palestinian-Israeli
and Druze-Israeli minority, emanating
its moderation across the border to a
future Palestine. Hence, many sorts of
Jewishness, and other worldviews, flow-
ering side by side.

A secure Israel? For sure. But security
is never only military. Security hing-
es on social solidarity, which must rise

THE YOUNG
ISRAEL ALWAYS
CLAIMED TO
HAVE ONE
HAND ON THE
GUN AND

THE OTHER
STRETCHED OUT
FOR PEACE. WE
MUST REVIVE
THIS CLAIM AND
PROVE WE'RE
DEAD SERIOUS
REGARDING
BOTH HANDS.
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from its current ruins (ask the hostag-
es’ families). Security is also the ancient
Jewish talent, badly eroded in recent
years, for open-minded and respectful
internal debate.

And one day, who knows? “The state is
not holy, not a fetish but a vehicle,” my
father said. One day, in a world with-
out states, the Jews might relaunch the
prophets’ ancient universalism. Until
then, both he and I believed in the Isra-
el we have loved, that superb vehicle of
Jewish emancipation: fiercely democratic,
open-mindedly Jewish, ever argumenta-
tive, wisely defending itself from within
its internationally recognized borders,
and very carefully peace-seeking.

Fania Oz-Salzberger is an Israeli essay-
ist, political activist and bistory professor
emerita at the University of Haifa. Amos
Oz was a renowned Israeli writer and pub-
lic intellectual.

Today, as we stare into the moral and
strategic abyss toward which Benjamin
Netanyahu and the far right are dragging
Israel, the debate over what it means to
be pro-Israel in the United States seems
more urgent than ever.

It remains hard for many who, like me,
have deep connections to and deep love
for Israel to find a welcoming home in
traditional “pro-Israel” advocacy where
support for Israel—right or wrong—is
demanded, even when it comes to the
most reckless policies of the sitting Israe-
li government. This powerful and em-
boldened right wing has a crystal-clear
vision: They believe Jews have a divine
right to all the land between the Jor-
dan and the Mediterranean (and maybe
more), and they have no qualms about
Israel always living and dying by the
sword or denying other people equal
rights in the same land.

This “pro-Israel” vision, I fear, would
condemn our children and grandchildren
to never-ending violence and bloodshed
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and, in asking us to be anti-Palestinian,
anti-human rights and anti-internation-
al law, undermine the Jewish values and
principles on which I was raised and on
which I raise my children.

Thankfully, there is another path, an-
other definition of pro-Israel that, yes,
promises security through strength, but
even more so through the very hard-
nosed diplomacy that’s landed lasting
peace deals before. This alternative path
for Israel is rooted in its founding values
of equality, justice and democracy. It’s a
path where we hold fast to the aspiration
to be a light among nations.

Where I have changed my views in re-
cent years is that I no longer define this
path narrowly as leading to a “two-state”
solution to the conflict, but rather I be-
lieve it’s a path to a much bigger deal.

Following the horror of October 7,
the devastation of the Gaza war, and on-
going political shifts in Israel, we clearly
need a new vision if we’re going to move
Israelis and Palestinians toward the du-
rable “win-win” scenario I described in
this magazine well over a decade ago. I
call it the “23-state solution”—a com-
prehensive, regional security and eco-
nomic development agreement that
normalizes Israel’s relations with all its
neighbors and facilitates meaningful re-
gional cooperation to create and launch
a successful Palestinian state next to Isra-
el. Arab states get the chance to resolve
the region’s conflict with Israel once and
for all and to reap the security and eco-
nomic benefits of fully normalized rela-
tions with Israel. Israelis get recognized
borders, true regional integration and
guaranteed security and global accep-
tance. Palestinians get the chance to re-
cover and rebuild supported by massive
international investment, while finally
achieving the freedom, self-determina-
tion and security of statehood.

This is a pro-Israel vision that offers ev-
eryone a chance to chart a new future and
build a better life for the next generation.
The majority of American Jews support
this vision. Despite loud and well-funded
voices on the fringe, poll after poll shows
our community opposes Netanyahu, sup-
ports a peace agreement that leads to a

Palestinian state, and rejects an ever-ex-
panding settlement movement. Public
opinion surveys among Israelis and Pal-
estinians also show that even in the wake
of October 7 and the horrific fighting of
the past year and a half, majorities of both
societies can be rallied in support of this
vision of regional integration, coopera-
tion and security.

To my mind, this pro-Israel vision is
the only way to guarantee a future for
the Israel my parents and grandparents
fought to build. And I know it’s the only
vision for Israel that my children will
fight for as well.

Jeremy Ben-Ami is the founder and presi-
dent of f Street and author of A New Voice
for Israel: Fighting for the Survival of
the Jewish Nation.

In 2012, my late husband Rabbi Mi-
chael Lerner (1943-2024), with whom 1
worked as co-editor of Tikkun magazine,
spoke of Israel operating from a stance
of power and domination, and he essen-
tially said that to be pro-Israel was to
brook no criticism of Israeli policy and
to ignore the treatment of the Palestin-
ians. This stance, he said, bred hatred for
Jews around the world. He also argued
that “most Jews have made Israel their
substitute for the God who didn’t show
up to save us during the Holocaust,”
likening it to a kind of pathology or
post-traumatic stress disorder.

I think he would say the same thing
today. Most Israelis and Jews were com-
fortable with the occupation until Oc-
tober 7, and now, many are really strug-
gling to see the humanity of Palestinians
and are not confronting their PTSD.
And he would still say that if we’re going
to continue to wreak havoc on Palestin-
ian lives, it’s going to make Jews unsafe.

Instead of thinking about what it means
to be pro-Israel, he was much more con-
cerned about Jews and Judaism, and what
we need to do in Israel and in Palestine to



create humanity, dignity, justice and liber-
ation for all people, from the river to the
sea. That may mean a one-state solution.
It may mean a two-state solution. It may
mean a confederation. But most impor-
tantly what it means is uplifting the Pales-
tinian voices that have been marginalized,
oppressed, jailed or killed, and the voices
of their allies that are calling for libera-
tion of Palestinians. Palestinian liberation
would ultimately bring forth liberation
for Jews and Judaism.

Michael was a liberal Zionist. He talk-
ed a lot about Israel as idolatry—that it
had become the God under which Zion-
ism equals Judaism, and so if you’re an-
ti-Zionist, you’re antisemitic. That’s just
not our tradition. Israel is a state with a
lot of Jews. It is not a Jewish state. It’s
not enacting Jewish values. Michael ulti-
mately didn’t believe in nation-states, and
neither do I. He believed there should be
regional ways of negotiating and work-
ing together, kind of like the European
Union. But in the current construction
he would favor a nation-state or a con-
federation that ensured everyone’s rights
and then also addressed the historical
wrongs. He would support reparations,
repairs and some right of return for Pal-
estinians. He would also put strict lim-
itations on Jewish immigration.

He was horrified about what was hap-
pening in Gaza after October 7. He
would have called it a genocide, and I
know that he would want the United
States to stop funding this war to push
Israel to real peace. He also taught and
wrote and talked a lot about settler Juda-
ism, how it had become the mainstream
Judaism in Israel, in many ways to allow
settler attacks and pogroms. This is part
of the Zionist playbook. And so I think
he’d be way more critical of Israel now,
and he might be willing to admit that the
Zionist political project, as a project that
aimed to ensure Jewish safety and a Jew-
ish democratic state, has failed.

Cat Zavis is the rabbi of Beyt Tikkun Syna-
gogue in Berkeley, CA, and executive direc-
tor of the Network of Spiritual Progressives.
Rabbi Michael Lerner was the founder of
NSP, Beyt Tikkun and Tikkun magazine.

One goes from sense of outrage to sense
of outrage. At an army command that
should have, and easily could have, pre-
vented October 7 from happening and
didn’t. At the thievish gang of rabid na-
tionalists, religious scoundrels, bootlick-
ing opportunists and once honorable pol-
iticians who have sold their souls, led by
a conscienceless man long convinced that
his and his country’s fate are identical,
that Israel has the misfortune to be gov-
erned by at the worst possible moment.
At a hypocritical world that accuses this
government, as if it were not bad enough,
of monstrous crimes it has not commit-
ted. At a Democratic administration that
lacked the spine to censure the moral and
intellectual lunacy of pro-Hamas agita-
tion on and off American campuses. At a
harebrained Republican president of the
United States whose Middle East poli-
cies encourage the most sinister forces
in Israeli political life. At American Jews
on the left who have joined the enemies
of their people. At American Jews on the
right who urge Israelis, from the comfort
of their living rooms, to go on killing and
being killed forever. If there is anyone I'm
not outraged by these days, it’s Hamas,
both because it’s pointless to be angry at
beasts for being beasts, and because by
now we’ve killed enough of them, as well
as enough ordinary Gazans (few of whom
deserved to die, though most cheered the
October 7 massacre when it took place),
for some of the fury to have abated.
What does it mean to be pro-Israel in
20257 It’s easier to think of some of the
things it does not mean. It does not mean
blaming Israel for most of the carnage in
Gaza. It does not mean exonerating Is-
rael of its measure of responsibility for
the hatred Palestinians bear toward it. It
does not mean hectoring Israel to imple-
ment a two-state solution that has not
been implementable for years. It does
not mean supporting Israeli annexation
of Judea and Samaria, which should be
hoped for by Palestinians who dream of
getting back all of Palestine, not by Israe-

WHAT DOES IT
MEAN TO BE
PRO-ISRAEL

IN 20257 IT'S
EASTER TO
THINK OF SOME
OF THE THINGS
IT DOES

NOT MEAN.

lis who wish to preserve their share of it.
It does not mean backing nutty schemes
for evicting Gaza’s Palestinians and lin-
ing its coastline with Trump Towers. It
does not mean calling everyone who
criticizes Israel an antisemite. It does not
mean being sure you know what is best
for Israel when many thoughtful Israelis
are far from sure themselves, since while
there may be workable solutions for
Gaza, there are none in sight for the Pal-
estinian problem as a whole—and this
problem, if not resolved, will cause Israel
to become either an apartheid or a bina-
tional state and, in either case, will spell
its doom. And if the thought of Israel’s
doom does not cause you genuine an-
guish, you cannot possibly be pro-Israel.

And there is this, too: If you happen
to be Jewish, you need to understand
that, should Israel not pull through, your
people’s history will have come to an ef-
fective end. Without Israel, Jewish life
the world over, in America as elsewhere,
would not be worth continuing another
day. If you care about being a Jew, you
have to care desperately that Israel sur-
vives and prospers, not just for its sake,
but for your own. More pro-Israel than
that you couldn’t be.

Hillel Halkin is a translator, political com-
mentator and author of many books, in-
cuding Letters to an American-Jewish
Friend: A Zionist’s Polemic. (D
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