
This material is distriR^QlfeyetMS-EVEARAtR8gtS'tKli4O(13ldUjflitinfc0^02^2'Q^6e a9t26ep^6rrRMf Justice, Washington, D.C.

Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog

(https://paxpoint.org)

Published: July 31, 2026 | Last Updated: July 31, 2026

Define the Nature of Middle East Terrorism

Different Groups, Different Motivations

Why Distinctions Matter

Received by NSD/FARA Registration Unit 08/02/2026 9:26:26 PM

What does it take to stop terrorism in the Middle East when the groups behind attacks differ in ideology, structure, sponsors, and goals? A 

response limited to military action may disrupt immediate threats, but lasting security also depends on dismantling terrorist infrastructure, 

challenging propaganda, tracking financial networks, and confronting the political conditions that allow violent organizations to endure.

Although military operations may diminish immediate threats, lasting security necessitates the prevention of resurgence through accountable 

governance, adherence to the rule of law, education, deradicalization efforts, regional collaboration, and reduced state sponsorship of proxy, 

groups. Addressing grievances does not justify acts of terrorism, and the negotiation of disputes should not be confused with granting com

Recognizing these differences enhances both the evidentiary basis and policy formulation. Analysts are encouraged to ask: Who executed the 

act? What claims did the group make? Who were the targets? What methods were employed? What sources can independently verify the 

account? Lawful investigations and intelligence efforts can facilitate targeted actions against leadership, initiate sanctions and asset freezes, 

disrupt arms transfers, bolster cybersecurity, and enhance border security, all while ensuring civilian protection and upholding due process.

This analysis begins by defining terrorism and distinguishing legitimate political grievances from organizations that deliberately target civilians. It 

examines the roles of Hamas (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-agreed-to-disarm-but-now-wants-to-hold-their-weapons-to-plan-another-future- 

massacre/), Hezbollah (https://paxpoint.org/hezbollahs-unit-121-the-shadow-force-behind-political-violence-in-lebanon/), ISIS, and al-Qaeda: the 

use of tunnels, weapons systems, civilian areas, and recruitment messaging: and the influence of state sponsorship, including Iran’s support for 

regional armed groups. You will also see how intelligence sharing, cybersecurity, civilian protection, accountable governance, and economic 

stability contribute to prevention.

Terrorism is generally defined as the use or threat of violence against civilians or noncombatants to intimidate a population or exert pressure on a 

government. Effectively combating terrorism in the Middle East involves lawful civilian protection, intelligence sharing (https://paxpoint.org/), early- 

warning systems (https://paxpoint.org/legal/mobile-terms-conditions/), and actions addressing command networks, arms caches, tunnels, training 

camps, and financial channels. Legal interpretations may differ by country, necessitating clear identification of sources and standards. It is crucial 

to distinguish terrorism from ordinary crime, political protests, and actions occurring in the context of armed conflict.

Glossary

Get Involved

Terrorist organizations do not adhere to a single ideology or aim. For instance, Al-Qaeda and ISIS pursue transnational jihadist objectives, 

whereas Hamas, Hezbollah, and Palestinian Islamic Jihad incorporate various forms of nationalism, religious beliefs, and political motivations. 

Different governments categorize these groups distinctly. An analysis of the Second Intifada reveals how targeting civilians became a strategic 

approach (https://paxpoint.org/globalize-the-intifada-in-practice-from-chants-to-carnage/), indicating that acts such as suicide bombings, 

shootings, stabbings, and assaults on families should be viewed as intentional terror rather than simply incidental excesses. Organizations that 

deliberately target civilians often use propaganda, recruitment methods, extremist ideologies (https://paxpoint.org/the-palmyra-attack-what-the- 

killing-of-american-personnel-reveals-about-syrias-new-security-forces/), and operational structures, but it is imperative to avoid attributing such 

actions to entire national, religious, or ethnic groups.

The discussion then considers Israel’s counterterrorism experience, the limits of negotiating with groups that retain armed capabilities, and 

opportunities for regional cooperation through partnerships such as the Abraham Accords (https://paxpoint.org/abraham-accords/). The central 

question is how security, evidence, peace, and coexistence (https://paxpoint.org/what-israelis-want/) can work together without excusing attacks 

on civilians.

Confronting Terrorism:

A Comprehensive Approach to Peace
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Hamas is an Islamist Palestinian movement (https://paxpoint.org/hamass-continued-ceasefire-violations-reveal-its-true-intentions/) with political 

and military branches - both of which share the same goal which is the eradication of Israel. It is designated a terrorist organization by the U.S., 

EU, and various nations. Hamas engages in terrorism through rocket attacks, suicide bombings, and hostage-taking, almost exclusively targeting 

civilians. In Gaza, Hamas’s governance has involved suppressing opposition, controlling humanitarian aid (https://paxpoint.org/aid-palestinian- 

civilians/), and integrating military operations into civilian infrastructure, making the disarmament of such groups essential for long-term security. 

Effective counterterrorism includes disrupting military infrastructure, command networks, and recruitment, alongside distinguishing political 

grievances from terrorist activities.

ISIS, or Islamic State, sought to establish a self-proclaimed caliphate through extreme violence and intimidation. In a similar vein, Al-Qaeda has 

aimed for global jihad through acts of terrorism and an extensive network of affiliates. While both groups target civilians, they differ in their 

organizational frameworks and operational aims. Military responses might address immediate threats, but achieving sustainable security also 

necessitates preventing resurgence through deradicalization efforts, countering extremist ideologies, enhancing governance, and promoting 

regional collaboration.

Terrorist organizations in the Middle East present a complex landscape shaped by differing aims, ideologies, leadership structures, and external 

ties. Effective counterterrorism requires addressing shared capabilities, including command-and-control networks, propaganda, recruitment, 

weapons production, financing, and deliberate attacks on civilians. While Hamas, Hezbollah, ISIS, and al-Qaeda have differing objectives and 

organizational structures, each employs violence, propaganda, and recruitment as tools to bolster their operations. As explored in our analysis of 

Hamas’s continued ceasefire violations (https://paxpoint.org/hamass-continued-ceasefire-violations-reveal-its-true-intentions/), ideological 

commitments can drive a group to reconstruct underground networks and stockpile weapons while externally portraying tactical compliance, which 

keeps civilians entangled in prolonged conflict.

Hezbollah, based in Lebanon (https://paxpoint.org/why-peace-between-lebanon-and-israel-and-disarming-hezbollah-is-in-americas-interests/), is 

similarly classified as a terrorist organization by the U.S. and other governments. It has carried out suicide bombings, rocket strikes, and cross- 

border operations, utilizing networks that span beyond Lebanon. The group functions as a powerful military authority in certain regions of 

Lebanon, at times surpassing state capabilities, and operates independently from governmental structures. Its objectives include opposing and 

eradicating Israel, expanding regional influence, and securing support from Iran. Therefore, effective counterterrorism strategies must involve 

intelligence sharing, financial monitoring, sanctions, and targeted actions against leadership, while acknowledging the complex political and social 

roles these organizations play. Our discussion of disarming Hamas and Hezbollah (https://paxpoint.org/disarming-hamas-and-hezbollah-the- 

security-requirement-at-the-center-of-the-trump-peace-plan/) explores why weapons existing outside state control jeopardize civilian safety and 

perpetuate regional instability.
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Counterterrorism efforts must emphasize civilian protection and early-warning systems, integrating lawful intelligence operations, information 

sharing, border security, cybersecurity, and regulated financial investigations. Measures such as sanctions, asset freezes, and disruption of 

weapons transfers and training camps are also critical. While targeted leadership strikes and security operations may mitigate immediate threats, 

long-term investigations, due process, and accountability are essential to thwart re-emergence. Addressing propaganda, extremist ideologies, and 

recruitment through education and credible alternatives is equally vital. Diplomacy and adherence to the rule of law must confront political 

grievances without legitimizing attacks on civilians or accommodating groups that employ terrorism as a strategy. Verified evidence, enhanced 

humanitarian access, and regional cooperation are necessary to establish sustainable conditions for peace and coexistence.

In evaluating these organizations, it is crucial to consider the sources, timeframes, and local attributions that influence public perception. Any 

assessment should investigate the authority behind the classifications, the evidence supporting them, and how the methods and goals of these 

groups evolve over time. Political disputes may allow for negotiations, yet organizations that consistently target civilians cannot achieve legitimacy 

or concessions through violence; therefore, civil and accountable strategies are essential for peace and coexistence.

(https://paxpoint.org)

Recurring traits

to groups at persist in attacking civilians. This comprehensive approach aims to minimize displacement, broaden humanitarian access, foster 

public trust s, „ish conditions conducive to peace and coexistenc^Bace Efforts Humanitarian & Society
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The international campaign against ISIS exemplifies a comprehensive strategy. An international coalition deployed air strikes 

(https://paxpoint.org/irans-missile-program-remains-a-central-threat-after-diplomatic-breakdown/), shared intelligence, partnered with local forces, 

and emphasized restoring territorial integrity rather than relying solely on military action. This experience highlights that effective counterterrorism 

must disrupt leadership, finances, communication, and training while enhancing governance.

Not every damaged building is a weapons site, and not every allegation is verified. Evidence should be assessed by asking how a location was 

identified, how sources were evaluated, and whether credible observers confirmed the claim. Clear distinctions between verified facts, official 

statements, and unresolved questions strengthen public trust.

Terror organizations rely on violence against civilians, propaganda, recruitment, and operational infrastructure. Addressing legitimate political 

grievances does not excuse terrorism, and negotiating disputes is different from granting concessions to groups that continue attacking civilians. 

Counterterrorism must combine security with accountable governance, rule of law, deradicalization, economic stability, and diplomacy. Together, 

these measures protect civilians, reduce displacement, and create conditions for peace and coexistence.

A related account of Hezbollah’s tunnel network (https://paxpoint.org/idf-destroys-hezbollah-tunnel-network-a-prevented-threat-to-northern-israeli- 

communities/) near Israel’s northern communities illustrates how such passages may be intended for infiltration and attacks on civilians, rather 

than solely for defense. The overarching principle is that intelligence, lawful military action, and civilian protections must combine to dismantle 

tunnels, secure weapons stockpiles, and disrupt command capabilities. Efforts should also focus on leadership, finances, communications, and 

weapons transfers while respecting due process and minimizing harm to homes, schools, and hospitals. Tactical gains are important, but 

sustainable security depends on preventing terrorist regeneration, recruitment, and propaganda-driven radicalization.

Israel’s operations in Gaza illustrate the necessity of dismantling terrorist infrastructure (https://paxpoint.org/beneath-the-villages-hezbollahs- 

tunnel-network-shows-why-peace-requires-demilitarization/) to mitigate attacks in the Middle East. The IDF-reported findings 

(https://factsignal.org/blog/inside-gazas-hidden-war-what-the-idf-revealed-about-hamas-underground-network) highlight a tunnel network 

extending approximately five kilometers (https://paxpoint.org/idf-destroys-hezbollah-tunnel-network-a-prevented-threat-to-northern-israeli- 

communities/) in northern Gaza, featuring weaponry, access points, and areas designated for extended stays. A related report notes the 

destruction of roughly 16 kilometers of tunnel systems during military operations, though broader estimates are still debated. This underscores the 

importance of careful attribution.

Effective counterterrorism combines intelligence, law enforcement, targeted security operations, financial monitoring, early-warning systems, and 

regional cooperation. Intelligence can identify operational networks; financial investigations can restrict them; and lawful operations can disrupt 

planning while preserving due process. Governments must also counter propaganda (https://paxpoint.org/from-moscow-to-the-mainstream-how- 

soviet-antizionism-went-global/), martyrdom glorification, extremist ideology, recruitment, and radicalization through prevention, education, and 

credible community partnerships.

This infrastructure may include weapons production and storage, training camps, command centers, communications systems, financial networks, 

and tunnel or underground networks. Iran’s Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps and Quds Force illustrate how state support can expand these 

capabilities by arming, training, and financing groups across the region; our analysis of Iran’s regional terror network (https://paxpoint.org/irans- 

real-goal-is-not-peace-it-is-to-buy-time/) explains why confronting that support matters alongside addressing its nuclear activity. Measures should 

include intelligence sharing (https://paxpoint.org/), lawful leadership targeting, evidence-based investigations, cybersecurity, border security, 

sanctions and asset freezes, and actions against weapons transfers and terrorist financing. These tools work best when regional and international 

partners coordinate their efforts.

Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

Stopping term'' ' in the IViidciie East requires dismantling the terrorist infrastructure (https://paxpoint.org/idf-destroys-heztg1llplfl5tmpjjgj-network- 

a-preventea-threat-to-northern-israeli-communities/) that enables recruitment, training, arming, financing, and attacks. Security operations can 
reduce im^me^a/^ , but lasting safety also depends on preventing organizations and their sponsors from rebuilding command networks,

proxy forces, and recruitment systems.
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How recruitment narratives develop

What communities can do

• Rely on trusted local figures who encourage dialogue, education, deradicalization, and peaceful approaches to addressing grievances.

• Report credible threats through appropriate channels while preserving relevant evidence privately.

The Role of Propaganda in Recruitment
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Astrong prevention strategy combines factual analysis, accountable governance, and practical support. Scrutinize claims by asking what they 

assert, where they originated, and what details may be missing. Compare sensational content against credible reporting and firsthand accounts, 

while being cautious about further distributing graphic or recruitment material.

Research indicates that ISIS employed high-quality videos, music, battlefield imagery, religious narratives, and direct online engagement to attract 

recruits into covert discussions. Effective responses require more than simply removing posts; intelligence sharing, cybersecurity measures, early- 

warning systems, legal investigations, and credible counter-narratives must disrupt extremist networks before radicalization can take hold.

Recruitment often begins with identity crises and feelings of isolation, rather than direct calls to violence. A recruiter may emphasize genuine 

suffering while omitting important context, blaming entire populations, and framing compromise as betrayal. Gradual dehumanization and 

glorification of martyrdom can create a perception that violence is unavoidable. Understanding this progression enables families, educators, and 

community leaders to intervene early without labeling every discontented individual as a terrorist threat. While legitimate political grievances 

deserve acknowledgment, they do not justify organizations that target civilians or use terrorism as a tactic.

Similarly, Hamas and affiliated media utilize statements, commemorations, educational lessons, public speeches, posters, music videos, and 

youth activities to depict martyrdom and armed conflict in a positive light. As explored in our analysis of the glorification of death and its link to 

violence (https://paxpoint.org/a-culture-that-praises-death-versus-a-nation-that-protects-life-how-this-divide-fuels-violence-and-blocks-peace/), 

repeated commendation of killing can normalize assaults and diminish the emotional deterrents that discourage targeting civilians, especially 

among children and adolescents. However, exposure to such narratives does not solely dictate individual choices; responses need to differentiate 

between political grievances and organizations that intentionally target civilians, without stigmatizing communities or hindering legitimate dialogue.

• Promote media literacy by demonstrating how misleading images, edited videos, anonymous sources, and selective casualty reporting can 

distort public understanding.

It is crucial to assess the origin of a message, the evidence supporting it, and what facts may be lacking. Content that dehumanizes opponents, 

promises status, or directs viewers toward secretive channels warrants meticulous examination. Education, deradicalization efforts, accountable 

governance, and reliable community partnerships can mitigate recruitment while enhancing public confidence.

Confronting extremist ideology is an ongoing counterterrorism responsibility. Alongside lawful investigations, intelligence sharing, financial 

interventions, and security measures, accurate reporting and factual context can limit recruitment and disrupt terrorist networks. The 

Misinformation Hub (https://paxpoint.org/myths-and-facts/) aids readers in evaluating claims critically and sharing information responsibly, 

supporting press freedom, coexistence, and peace.

Countering recruitment propaganda (https://paxpoint.org/from-moscow-to-the-mainstream-how-soviet-antizionism-went-global/) is essential in 

combating terrorism, as extremist organizations rely on new recruits to replace losses. Propaganda depicts joining as honorable while obscuring 

civilian casualties (https://paxpoint.org/examining-the-claims-do-israeli-forces-target-palestinian-civilians/), legal implications, and personal 

consequences. Young audiences, reached through social media (https://paxpoint.org/the-gaza-faker-network-how-a-global-web-of-fake-war- 

witnesses-fooled-the-world/), private chats, games, and peer networks, are particularly susceptible.

ChaK^qp Extremist Ideology and Propaganda
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

Addressing ter -m in the Middie East involves cnadenging extremist ideologies (https://paxpoint.org/the-palmyra-attack-wh@yb|q ĵHj@g-of- 

american-personnel-reveals-about-syrias-new-security-forces/), propaganda, recruitment strategies (https://paxpoint.org/why-hezbollah-must-be- 
disarmed-an/?/UfA//?ecfA-^rotect-northern-israel/), and radicalization processes (https://paxpoint.org/free-palestine-is-never-just-about-israel- 

radical-activists-are-openly-calling-for-the-destruction-of-the-west/). Propaganda can manipulate genuine grievances into justifications for violence, 

offering a sense of belonging and portraying civilian attacks as acts of self-defense or heroism. These narratives spread through videos, encrypted 

communications, gaming platforms, and personal interactions. Repeated exposure and emotional appeals can make baseless claims seem 

persuasive; however, familiarity does not equate to truth. As discussed in our analysis of journalists, terror ties, and wartime propaganda 

(https://paxpoint.org/the-reality-behind-gazas-journalists-terror-ties-propaganda-and-the-laws-of-war/), casualty figures, affiliations, and claims 

about media workers require careful verification because misinformation can endanger both civilians and journalists.
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Questioning who supplied resources or equipment, what evidence substantiates transactions, and whether independent sources credibly confirm 

the claims enforces an evidence-based approach. It challenges state sponsorship while distinguishing legitimate political grievances from violence 

against civilians. Accountability strengthens public trust, thereby inhibiting terrorist organizations from rebuilding their capacity to launch attacks.

By aiding armed groups, a state can project influence without overt military intervention. However, this increases escalation, weapons proliferation, 

civilian attacks, and cross-border retaliation. An effective strategy, therefore, should combine financial pressure with regional security cooperation, 

intelligence sharing, border protection, cybersecurity, and disruption of command structures. Military action may address immediate threats, but 

lasting security relies on preventing terrorist infrastructure, recruitment, and extremist propaganda from regenerating.

Iran has also provided financial and military support to Hamas (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-rejects-demilitarization-and-international-oversight- 

defying-global-efforts-to-stabilize-gaza/). While their relationship has evolved - Hamas is not merely an Iranian proxy - external evaluations 

indicate that Iranian backing bolsters its operational capacity. These distinctions are important: Iranian assistance does not imply absolute control 

over every Hamas decision or action. Such claims require reliable sources and careful consideration. Political grievances may be addressed 

through diplomacy but do not excuse organizations that deliberately target civilians or employ terrorism. Careful analysis should differentiate 

documented assistance, shared objectives, and independent decision-making rather than treating every aligned group as identical.

The Assad regime in Syria has also long served as a haven for armed groups, facilitating their movement and transit. Assertions regarding 

support from additional governments, financial channels, or political protection require careful scrutiny and should not be treated as established 

fact without official documentation, independent reporting, or other credible sources. Distinguishing verified sponsorship from unsubstantiated 

claims is vital for ensuring accountability and fostering regional security cooperation.

State sponsorship sustains terrorist organizations, enabling attacks and complicating counterterrorism efforts in the Middle East. A prominent 

instance is Iran’s extensive backing of Hezbollah in Lebanon. U.S. assessments indicate that this support includes funding, training, weaponry, 

and political protection. As discussed in our analysis of Hezbollah’s impact on Lebanon (https://paxpoint.org/why-hezbollah-is-bad-for-lebanon-a- 

proxy-force-a-shadow-state-a-national-threat/), Iranian direction and resources can sometimes subordinate national interests to Tehran’s regional 

confrontations. Furthermore, the group’s military activity exposes Lebanese (https://paxpoint.org/a-historic-diplomatic-moment-israel-and-lebanon- 

hold-direct-talks-in-washington/) civilians to ongoing destruction. Hezbollah is classified as a terrorist organization by the United States and 

several other countries, although designations vary globally. Responses may include sanctions, asset freezes, intelligence sharing 

(https://paxpoint.org/), lawful investigations, and disruption of weapons and financial networks while striving to protect civilians.

Effective counterterrorism policy must also target financing. Monitoring transactions, enforcing sanctions, tightening borders, and improving 

intelligence sharing can restrict weapons, funds, and personnel from reaching operational networks. These measures work best alongside lawful 

investigations, diplomacy, accountable governance, and humanitarian access.

Glossary

Get Involved

Iran epitomizes the challenge of state sponsorship, as recognized in assessments from the United States and other nations. It has provided 

financial, military, and logistical support to groups including Hezbollah, Hamas, Palestinian Islamic Jihad, and the Houthis. Our analysis of Iran’s 

proxy networks and peace efforts (https://paxpoint.org/irans-unreasonable-ceasefire-demands-why-tehrans-conditions-undermine-peace-efforts/) 

indicates that agreements which leave this regional support unaddressed risk preserving structures linked to prolonged conflict and mass 

bloodshed across Lebanon, Syria, Iraq, and Yemen. Countermeasures may include targeted sanctions, asset freezes, arms-transfer disruption, 

and diplomatic pressure grounded in credible evidence and due process.

Stop C*atp Sponsorship of Terrorism
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society

How exU..ial support sustains terrorist organizations
To combaftePrAim ?r?ffie°^ddle East, it is essential to disrupt state sponsorship and the proxy networks that enable terrorist organizations to 

operate. Funding, weaponry, training, technology, political protection, and territorial access sustain command-and-control structures, complicating 

civilian protection efforts (https://paxpoint.org/civilian-protection-efforts/). Thus, intelligence sharing, financial investigations, border security, 

cybersecurity, and lawful enforcement are necessary complements to security operations.
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When assessing a security claim, consider: What is the source? Has this been independently validated? What safeguards are in place? These 

questions keep counterterrorism efforts anchored in facts.

Security planning must also evaluate present intentions alongside underlying capabilities. As discussed in our analysis of evolving Palestinian 

Authority military capabilities (https://paxpoint.org/another-october-7th-in-the-making-the-growing-military-capabilities-of-the-palestinian-authority/), 

cooperation can enhance stability and help prevent attacks. However, governmental leadership, regional circumstances, and security institutions 

can shift rapidly. Long-term assessments should, therefore, consider the potential for weakening, fragmentation, or extremist infiltration.

Critical intelligence may originate from travel records, financial networks (https://paxpoint.org/idf-destroys-hezbollah-tunnel-network-a-prevented- 

threat-to-northern-israeli-communities/), propaganda, communications, and community reports. No single agency can capture the complete 

picture, making secure information-sharing channels vital. They enable professionals to connect evidence, identify operational networks, and 

differentiate genuine threats from speculation or misinformation.

The 1976 Entebbe rescue (https://paxpoint.org/israels-commitment-to-giobal-humanitarian-response-a-tradition-of-medical-and-search-and- 

rescue-leadership/) exemplifies how effective intelligence sharing (https://paxpoint.org/israel-and-morocco-deepen-a-security-partnership-built-on- 

stability-and-trust/) can protect civilians during urgent crises. Information obtained from released hostages, aircraft records, and familiarity with 

airport layouts enabled Israeli planners to carry out a precise operation. Kenya’s cooperation in providing refueling and logistical support also 

fostered regional collaboration. Although most hostages were rescued, there were casualties, emphasizing how trusted intelligence, early-warning 

systems, operational planning, and inter-country cooperation can mitigate harm. This case underscores the importance of lawful conduct.

Israel has undertaken intelligence operations aimed at identifying and neutralizing threats before they escalate. The 2018 extraction of Iran’s 

nuclear archive from a secure site in Tehran (https://paxpoint.org/irans-unreasonable-ceasefire-demands-why-tehrans-conditions-undermine- 

peace-efforts/), as reported by Israel and international media, revealed documentation of prior nuclear activities. However, intelligence must be 

evaluated alongside diplomacy, lawful investigations, cybersecurity measures, and regional security initiatives; it should not be treated as definitive 

evidence alone. Similar principles apply to reconstruction and security planning: our analysis of lasting peace in Gaza (https://paxpoint.org/can- 

lasting-peace-in-gaza-be-achieved-an-in-depth-analysis/) emphasizes the need for transparent budgets, inspection protocols, civilian-focused 

services, and cooperation among international, Palestinian, Israeli, and Egyptian stakeholders.

Precision in early detection is crucial. Broad or unverified allegations can jeopardize innocent individuals, infringe upon rights, and erode public 

trust. Effective cooperation requires source verification, lawful procedures, privacy safeguards, due process, and oversight, enabling 

authorities to thwart attacks without indiscriminately targeting communities.

Key Lesson: Effective intelligence sharing relies on corroboration, trust, legal frameworks, and accountability. Decision-makers should 

differentiate substantiated facts from allegations, identify corroborating sources, and remain mindful of uncertainties. Transparent oversight and 

measurable progress can help dismantle terrorist networks while maintaining public trust and fostering conditions for peace and coexistence.

• Timely alerts about suspected attack planning, recruitment activities, or weapons movements.

• Coordination among border control, police, intelligence, cybersecurity, and emergency-response agencies.

• Unified training focused on threat assessment, and crisis response.

• Mechanisms for reviewing information and correcting inaccuracies before lawful actions are taken.

Cooperation goes beyond official agencies. Regional partners, technology providers, community organizations, and humanitarian entities may 

possess valuable insights when information is shared responsibly and legally. Intelligence can map networks, while financial investigations support 

sanctions and asset freezes, and security operations can dismantle terrorist infrastructure. Accountable governance and sustained planning are 

critical to preventing these networks from resurfacing.

Strer ./he" Intelligence and Security Cooperation
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary 

Strengthening ' 'hyence ana security cooperation is essential for preventing terrorism before attacks occur. By identifying CQijyip^q^Tj^tworks, 

weapons transfers, recruitment, and credible threats, authorities can protect civilians proactively. Intelligence sharing (https://paxpoint.org/), early- 
warning s^stin/Aan^cyVer^Uurity are most effective when integrated with law-enforcement investigations and regional partnerships.
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Measures to Reduce Harm

• Protect Essential Services: Preserve hospitals, shelters, water systems, and aid distribution points whenever possible.

• Limit Exposure: Avoid publishing details that might endanger vulnerable civilians, aid workers, or safe locations.

• Review Decisions: Assess credible reports of civilian harm and correct the record when evidence improves.

What Responsible Reporting Requires

Strategies for Civilian Protection

Prioritize Prevention and Preparedness
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International humanitarian law mandates that parties distinguish between civilians and combatants, implement feasible precautions, and avoid 

attacks likely to cause excessive civilian harm in comparison to anticipated military gains. Counterterrorism efforts must therefore be lawful, 

accountable, and grounded in reliable intelligence. As discussed in our analysis of aid exploitation in Gaza (https://paxpoint.org/when-aid- 

becomes-a-shield-how-some-gaza-ngos-became-unwitting-partners-in-hamas-operations/), stronger oversight, independent auditing, careful 

partner selection, and communication with authorities can help humanitarian groups prevent facilities and assistance from being used by terrorist 

networks.

Protecting civilians is essential in the fight against terrorism and encompasses more than emergency responses. It requires early-warning 

systems, reliable communication, lawful security measures, and cooperation among institutions, humanitarian organizations, and communities. 

Proactive measures should aim to prevent imminent attacks without stigmatizing groups or causing unnecessary harm.

Effective counterterrorism integrates immediate civilian defense with the disruption of terrorist infrastructure. Authorities should analyze civilian 

patterns, issue clear warnings when possible, maintain safe routes, protect medical services, and investigate credible reports of harm. Intelligence 

sharing (https://paxpoint.org/), early-warning systems (https://paxpoint.org/legal/mobile-terms-conditions/), cybersecurity, and regional cooperation 

can identify command networks, weapons storage, underground systems, training sites, and financial channels before attacks occur. Targeted 

leadership operations, financial investigations, sanctions, and asset freezes can help diminish capabilities. Humanitarian organizations need 

access, security guarantees, communication channels, and safeguards against diversion to ensure aid delivery.

• Verify Information: Differentiate confirmed facts from allegations before making operational or public claims, distinguishing an organization’s 

actions from the broader civilian population.

Authorities and community organizations can effectively reduce risks through the establishment of clear evacuation routes, accessible instructions, 

intelligence sharing, cybersecurity measures, and border security. Safety also relies on secure shelters, trained medical responders, and protocols 

tailored for children, older adults, and individuals with disabilities. Because armed groups may exploit aid networks or civilian-facing systems while 

blending into daily life, stronger oversight is essential: our analysis of aid being used as a shield clarifies this added danger.

• Secure schools, hospitals, markets, and places of worship while ensuring essential services continue, and prevent the use of civilian areas or 

human shields.

Glossary
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Civilian protection is a practical obligation, not merely a slogan. Combined with accountable governance, rule of law, education against 

extremism, and economic opportunity, it helps prevent terrorist regeneration and creates conditions for humanitarian access, peace, coexistence, 

and reduced displacement.

Responsible coverage examines what is verified, what remains unknown, and whether sources differentiate legitimate political grievances from 

groups that intentionally target civilians and employ terrorism. Visuals and claims from active conflict zones may lack context. Compare credible 

sources, seek named evidence, and avoid material that could jeopardize civilians or aid workers. Security operations may reduce immediate 

threats, but lasting safety also requires countering extremist ideology, recruitment, propaganda, glorification of martyrdom, state sponsorship, and 

financial backing through lawful investigations and due process.

Prottv* Civilian Populations from Terrorist Exploitation
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society

Why Civ;„an Protection is Cnalienging
Protecting'cf/iil/'risY^essen^l for effectively addressing terrorism in the Middle East. Armed groups often operate from or near populated areas. 

They exploit homes, schools, hospitals, aid facilities, and infrastructure as bases for storing weapons, moving personnel, using human shields, or 

planning attacks. This exploitation heightens the risk for innocent civilians, but it does not negate their legal protections.



Received by NSD/FARA Registration Unit 08/02/2026 9:26:26 PM

Limit Exploitation and Misinformation

Promote Responsible Governance and Economic Stability

Build Institutions People Can Rely On

Practical priorities include:

Participation: Include community leaders, civil society groups, and affected residents in security, reconstruction, and humanitarian decisions.

Support Livelihoods and Lawful Opportunity

Protect Rights While Addressing Threats
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Do not circulate unverified reports, graphic content, or details that could compromise a person’s location or identity. Verify claims through credible 

sources, especially during crises, to limit propaganda, glorification of martyrdom, recruitment, and radicalization.

Accountability: Investigate misconduct consistently, including by officials and security personnel, through lawful procedures and independent 

review.

Stopping terrorism in the Middle East requires more than reactionary measures. It calls for civilian protection (https://paxpoint.org/examining-the- 

claims-do-israeli-forces-target-palestinian-civilians/), lawful security operations, and accountable governance that can prevent terrorist 

organizations from regrouping. Establishing credible institutions, enhancing economic opportunity, and fostering regional cooperation can reduce 

recruitment while strengthening public trust, ensuring humanitarian access, and promoting peaceful coexistence.

Finally, prioritize listening to communities affected by violence. Their perspectives reveal unmet needs and support responses that build trust, 

humanitarian access, safety, dignity, peace, and coexistence.

Access: Provide schools, healthcare, identification documents, and local services without discrimination, alongside deradicalization and 

prevention initiatives.

When public services fail, corruption prevails, or communities lack safe mechanisms for reporting abuses, groups such as Hamas, Hezbollah, 

ISIS, and al-Qaeda take advantage of institutional weaknesses for recruitment and propaganda. Their political claims do not justify deliberately 

targeting civilians or using terrorism. Effective governance requires fair administration, essential services, transparent budgets, rule of law, and 

peaceful avenues for legitimate grievances. In Gaza, this also necessitates credible Palestinian and international administrative structures 

centered on civilian welfare, as discussed in our analysis of Gaza’s demilitarization and post-ceasefire recovery (https://paxpoint.org/hamas- 

regrouping-after-the-ceasefire-why-gaza-must-be-demilitarized/).

Economic hardship alone does not cause terrorism, but prolonged unemployment, disrupted trade, and unequal opportunity can intensify 

frustration and make extremist recruitment more persuasive. Humanitarian aid, vocational training, education, employment opportunities, small­

business support, and safe market access can reduce reliance on armed groups, particularly among young people who are vulnerable to militia 

recruitment. These efforts are most effective when combined with intelligence sharing, financial investigations, sanctions, asset freezes, border 

controls, and measures to stop weapons, funds, and technology from reaching terrorist organizations.

Security operations retain legitimacy only when they adhere to established law, protect civilians, and allow for independent oversight. Intelligence- 

led actions against leadership and command structures must avoid arbitrary detention, collective punishment, and harm to civilians, including 

those being used as human shields. Because military action alone cannot prevent replacement recruits, evidence-based policies should counter 

propaganda, glorification of martyrdom, and radicalization through trusted local partnerships and cybersecurity efforts. Regional cooperation 

should align humanitarian recovery with the permanent disarmament of armed groups while clearly distinguishing political negotiations from 

concessions to organizations that continue attacking civilians. That balance protects due process, dignity, and the necessary space for lasting 

peace and coexistence.

• Pro\ 'a confidential channels for reporting threats, recruitment, extremist propaganda, or suspicious activities, followed by lawful

invesii^^u S id due process. Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

• Coordina’' sui,ianita.lar, assistance so that ,ocd, medicine, and other aid reach civilians without obstruction, diversion, jej^qristjjnapcing, or 

coercion.
• IssuS^W/f/i^BW/^^hrough calls, texts, broadcasts, or leaflets when possible; review targets and timing legally, and delay or cancel 

operations if civilians are identified.
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Colombia’s 2016 agreement with the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Colombia (FARC) combined demobilization with political engagement and 

economic development, effectively reducing the main insurgency’s influence. However, implementation challenges persist, demonstrating that 

governance cannot fully replace intelligence sharing, civilian protection, or actions against terrorist financial networks. Moreover, it must also 

prevent armed groups from regenerating and radicalizing.

When assessing a claimed lesson, consider the following questions: What threat was the policy intended to address? What evidence 

demonstrates that it was effective? How were civilians impacted, and what oversight measures were in place? Were there any unintended 

consequences? These inquiries promote facts and context while allowing room for legitimate discourse.

Effective ^ovBrK^ncS’piays aPcrucial role in preventing terrorism by addressing institutional weaknesses that armed groups exploit and providing 

lawful channels for political grievances. The 1998 Good Friday Agreement in Northern Ireland established power-sharing and recognized diverse 

identities, contributing to a significant decline in political violence despite ongoing tensions. Similarly, international diplomacy in Middle East peace 

efforts (https://paxpoint.org/how-the-international-community-shapes-middle-east-peace-efforts/) highlights the importance of durable frameworks 

that protect civilians, address security concerns, and recognize legitimate political aspirations while advocating for peace and rejecting violence 

against marginalized communities. These examples illustrate how accountable institutions can mitigate recruitment efforts without legitimizing 

deliberate attacks on civilians.

Ultimately, these cases illustrate that stable governance - rooted in the rule of law, civilian protection, and regional cooperation - can limit the 

operating space of armed groups, foster public trust, and support lasting peace and coexistence.

Effective counterterrorism encompasses a comprehensive strategy, rather than relying on a single agency. Credible intelligence sharing can 

pinpoint command networks, weapon transfers, terrorist financing, and planned attacks; trained responders and secure public spaces can mitigate 

harm when prevention efforts fail. Financial investigations, sanctions, and asset freezes, combined with cybersecurity and regional cooperation, 

can limit organizations such as Hamas, Hezbollah, ISIS, and al-Qaeda from regenerating. Leadership targeting and security operations must 

adhere to lawful investigations, due process, and civilian safeguards, particularly for those exploited as human shields.

No country can directly transfer another country’s strategy without modification. Geography, legal frameworks, threat patterns, political conditions, 

and relationships with neighboring communities significantly influence what strategies are appropriate. Comparisons should prioritize evidence 

and principles, such as civilian protection and oversight, instead of slogans or isolated anecdotes. Allegations regarding state sponsorship or 

support for proxy organizations, including claims of Iranian support for regional groups, should be evaluated based on credible sourcing.

While military and emergency measures can diminish immediate capabilities, enduring security necessitates addressing extremist ideology, 

propaganda, martyrdom glorification, recruitment, and radicalization. Accountable governance, rule of law, education, economic stability, 

deradicalization, and humanitarian access can help curtail opportunities for terrorist organizations to rebuild.

Israel’s extensive experience in confronting terrorism provides valuable lessons for governments, security professionals, and communities striving 

to combat terrorism in the Middle East while ensuring the protection of civilians. Its approach merges intelligence-led investigations, early-warning 

systems, emergency response, protective security, and coordination among police, medical teams, local authorities, and the public. These 

practices are essential in preventing imminent attacks, disrupting operational networks, and enhancing public trust when executed lawfully and 

accountably. Additionally, Israel’s intelligence networks and defensive technology facilitate collaboration with partners through intelligence sharing 

about Iran and its proxies, cybersecurity measures, and practical counterterrorism lessons, as discussed in our analysis of Israel’s strategic 

security value (https://paxpoint.org/why-israel-is-an-indispensable-ally-to-the-united-states-and-a-strategic-asset-worth-every-dollar/).

Glossary

Get Involved

Examining Israel’s experience is particularly valuable when it connects immediate defense and infrastructure disruption with prevention, 

governance, accountability, and diplomacy - aiming to reduce attacks and displacement while fostering conditions for peace, humanitarian 

access, coexistence, and public trust.

Exanc'es of Governance Impacting Terrorism
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society
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Technology

Intelligence

Community involvement

Explain Why Negotiating With Terrorist Groups Often Fails

Why Talks Can Break Down

What Past Efforts Can Teach Us

What Responsible Engagement Requires

• Establish measurable commitments and clear consequences for violations.
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Failed negotiations often share warning signs: vague commitments, weak verification, unresolved security questions, and incentives to resume 

violence. A ceasefire may protect civilians and open humanitarian routes, yet it is neither reconciliation nor a comprehensive settlement. 

Prevention can involve intelligence sharing, early-warning systems, secure borders, stronger cybersecurity, and lawful action against terrorist 

infrastructure; lasting change also requires accountable governance, rule of law, and regional cooperation to reduce radicalization.

Technology plays a crucial role in identifying threats, improving communications, securing borders, and strengthening early-warning systems and 

cybersecurity. Combined with intelligence sharing, it can help locate terrorist infrastructure, weapon caches, and operational networks before 

attacks occur. Yet technology should support trained personnel and evidence-based decisions, not replace human judgment, independent scrutiny, 

or safeguards for civilians. Clear benchmarks and transparent monitoring are especially important when security assistance or advanced 

weaponry may affect civilian safety.

Effective intelligence combines field reporting, careful investigations, and digital analytics to distinguish credible threats from unfounded claims. 

Financial inquiries can expose terrorist financing, enabling sanctions or asset freezes. Lawful action against leadership and strategic security 

operations may disrupt networks, but success depends on regularly updating assessments and preventing regeneration through recruits, 

propaganda, or outside support. Transparent review helps separate verified intelligence from assumptions.

Community involvement is vital to preventing recruitment and radicalization. Residents, educators, health practitioners, and civic organizations can 

identify concerns early, support at-risk people, and build trust through privacy-respecting outreach that avoids collective blame. Evaluating these 

initiatives requires evidence, civilian safeguards, and independent confirmation. Alongside accountable governance, the rule of law, regional 

cooperation, and deradicalization, such efforts can reduce attacks while creating conditions for peace and coexistence.

Negotiating with terrorist groups does not inherently halt terrorism or foster enduring peace. While talks may yield temporary ceasefires, detainee 

exchanges, or humanitarian access, genuine security requires dismantling terrorist infrastructure (https://paxpoint.org/idf-destroys-hezbollah- 

tunnel-network-a-prevented-threat-to-northern-israeli-communities/), and preventing command networks, financial flows, and recruitment systems 

from regenerating. Terrorist organizations exploit negotiations to delay military action, secure resources, or enhance their status while retaining 

violent methods.

Still, dialogue should not always end. Governments and mediators can contact armed groups to obtain civilian safeguards, humanitarian access, 

or releases of captives. Such engagement is most effective when goals are narrow, claims are tested, and affected communities participate. 

Military pressure may need to continue, while reducing recruitment and organizational renewal requires confronting the conditions that sustain 

them.

Trust and accountability are, therefore, vital. When a group has attacked civilians or violated earlier commitments, governments may 

reasonably question its reliability. Factional leadership can also make agreements collapse without independent verification, legal enforcement, 

and defined repercussions. As discussed in our analysis of why a ceasefire cannot guarantee peace when Hezbollah retains the ability to threaten 

northern Israel (https://paxpoint.org/a-ceasefire-will-not-lead-to-peace-why-israel-must-ensure-hezbollah-cannot-threaten-the-north-again/), 

residents need more than a pause in fighting: they need confidence that an armed group cannot again force them from their homes. 

Acknowledging legitimate grievances matters, but it cannot excuse terrorism or require concessions to actors that continue violence.

Critic J Components of Israel’s Strategy
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

Israel’s counts -onsm strategy exemplifies a multiiaceted approach to combating terrorism, integrating tactics that help pre<ggptjwhile 

protecting Civilians. Intelligence, advanced technology (https://paxpoint.org/civilian-protection-efforts/), lawful operations, community cooperation, 
and publi^s^eg{6arXds°cah0[Hivart imminent threats and disrupt command networks. As discussed in our analysis of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict 

(https://paxpoint.org/the-israeli-palestinian-conflict-history-claims-and-current-issues/), evaluating security measures also requires distinguishing 

verified facts from inference and weighing deterrence against human rights. Legal oversight, due process, and accountability remain essential.
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Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog

Common Pitfalls in Negotiation with Terrorists

Unclear Objectives and Incentives

Concessions Without Verification

Ignoring Affected Communities

Build a Regional Alliance Against Terrorism

Shared Interests Create Practical Cooperation
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A common mistake is treating armed actors as the sole relevant voices. Families of hostages, local leaders, humanitarian organizations, and 

civilians can highlight overlooked risks and facilitate humanitarian access and early-warning systems. Before evaluating any negotiation, consider: 

What was agreed? Who verified it? Which commitments were fulfilled, and what remains unclear? Facts and context help differentiate genuine 

peace efforts from proposals that merely maintain terrorist infrastructure. Although diplomacy may mitigate immediate threats, lasting security 

necessitates dismantling operational networks, preventing regeneration and radicalization, and bolstering accountable governance, the rule of law, 

and regional cooperation.

Negotiations with terrorist organizations can sometimes help stop violence. Without clearly defined goals, trusted intermediaries, independent 

monitoring, and safeguards, armed groups may exploit dialogue to gain publicity, time, funding, or operational space instead of pursuing peace. As 

our analysis of negotiations with Iran (https://paxpoint.org/true-victory-now-depends-on-the-negotiations-with-iran/) illustrates, military gains can be 

diminished when talks relieve pressure, allowing adversaries to recuperate, which makes the role and limits of diplomacy critical.

Promises are challenging to assess if negotiators lack the means for verification and intelligence sharing. Releasing prisoners, easing restrictions, 

or transferring resources without reciprocal actions can enhance terrorist financing, weapons access, command networks, or recruitment. Each 

commitment, therefore, requires clear conditions, timelines, and consequences for breaches, consistent with lawful investigations and due 

process.

Stopping terrorism in the Middle East necessitates a regional alliance (https://paxpoint.org/the-abraham-accords-must-expand-after-operation- 

epic-fury/) focused on security operations, and sustainable prevention. Such cooperation can disrupt terrorist infrastructure, command-and-control 

systems, weapon transfers, financing, and recruitment while facilitating humanitarian access, fostering stable communities, and promoting 

coexistence. The unified goals encompass public safety, secure trade, accountable governance, and a future where youth are not drawn into 

extremist violence.

Partners should align on specific capabilities rather than issue broad declarations. Intelligence sharing and early-warning systems can reveal 

imminent threats; border security and cybersecurity can restrict movement and online recruitment: lawful investigations can expose terrorist 

financing and state-linked support networks. Evidence-based sanctions and asset freezes may disrupt financial networks. As discussed in our 

analysis of enduring regional peace (https://paxpoint.org/beyond-the-war-israel-still-seeks-enduring-regional-peace-as-the-end-goal/), pragmatic 

relationships can also expand cooperation in trade, technology, energy, healthcare, water, and security, giving regional partners stronger 

incentives to resist groups determined to sabotage peace.

• Utili; ^dependent monitoring whenever possible.

• Cento. dfety and humanitarian access in negotiations. peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

• Test pubi1' ''an,is aguinst tangible eviatnce, not n.ere statements. Get Involved

Sustainable peace requires more than a signed document. It depends on security, accountability, practical safeguards, and sustained dialogue. 
The decis)/WteA?§WRH/^rAgreement changes on the ground - and whether civilians can safely remain in their homes without an armed group 

retaining the power to impose its will.

• Operational Disruption: Dismantle weapon production and storage facilities, tunnel networks, training camps, and other terrorist 

infrastructure while lawfully targeting leadership.

• Financial Safeguards: Disrupt funding mechanisms and weapon transfers through transparent legal processes and international 

collaboration.

• Community Prevention: Counter propaganda, martyrdom glorification, and recruitment through education, de-radicalization, accountable 

governance, and economic opportunity.

• Emergency Coordination: Equip neighboring services to protect civilians from threats, human shields, and the exploitation of populated 

areas.
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What Cooperation Requires

Examples of Regional Cooperation

Security Partnerships in Practice

U.S.-lsrael Coordination

What to Look for in the Evidence

Frequently Asked Questions About Middle East Terrorism

What is the main argument for stopping terrorism in the Middle East?
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Immediate civilian protection includes early-warning systems, intelligence sharing, border security, cybersecurity, secure humanitarian access, and 

lawful investigation of credible threats. Authorities must also address command networks, weapons production and storage, tunnels, training 

camps, and financial systems. Leadership targeting may reduce immediate capabilities, but operations must comply with international law, due 

process, and safeguards against civilian harm, including the exploitation of civilian areas and human shields.

Regional cooperation aids in the fight against terrorism through intelligence sharing, early-warning systems, civilian protection measures, and 

lawful security operations. The Abraham Accords, established in 2020, facilitated Israel’s collaboration with the United Arab Emirates, Bahrain, 

Morocco, and Sudan. These agreements foster diplomatic ties that enhance trade, innovation, cultural exchange, and humanitarian coordination. 

As outlined in our overview of expanding regional peace partnerships, these initiatives demonstrate how mutual respect can replace animosity 

while establishing practical security relationships. A recent Compassion Pulse account (https://compassionpulse.org/blog/from-diplomacy-to- 

defense-how-israel-is-helping-save-lives-in-arab-countries-from-iranian-attacks/) showcases how this collaboration incorporates intelligence 

sharing, early-warning systems, and Israeli air-defense support in response to Iranian missile and drone threats. Such coordination aims to thwart 

imminent attacks, although operational claims necessitate careful verification.

The key takeaway is straightforward: intelligence illuminates networks, financial investigations disrupt them, security operations hinder capabilities, 

and accountable governance mitigates conditions conducive to radicalization. Effective regional collaboration hinges on trustworthy intelligence, 

institutional integrity, and smooth cross-border communication. When assessing an alliance, evaluate the participating agencies, available 

evidence, and measures taken to ensure civilian safety. These aspects differentiate genuine cooperation from mere political posturing and support 

long-term objectives of reducing attacks, broadening humanitarian access, and promoting peace and coexistence.

Terrorism in the Middle East is reduced through a comprehensive strategy: protecting civilians from imminent attacks, dismantling terrorist 

infrastructure, disrupting financing and weapons transfers, countering recruitment, and strengthening accountable institutions. Hamas, Hezbollah, 

ISIS, and al-Qaeda rely on violence against civilians, propaganda, recruitment, and operational networks. Therefore, effective policy must combine 

security operations with prevention and regional cooperation.

Stopping attacks is crucial because violence deepens fear, displacement, and mistrust. Intelligence can identify networks, financial investigations 

can support sanctions, and governance reforms can reduce opportunities for regeneration. Regional integration and economic cooperation can 

also weaken the permanent-conflict model on which rejectionist actors depend: our analysis of expanding the Abraham Accords 

(https://paxpoint.org/the-abraham-accords-must-expand-after-operation-epic-fury/) explains how normalization (https://paxpoint.org/regional- 

peace-building/) may create better long-term conditions for civilians while narrowing space for extremism.

The strong partnership between the U.S. and Israel illustrates an effective counterterrorism strategy. Since the 1970s, these nations have 

developed frameworks for intelligence sharing, joint defense planning, financial tracking, and cybersecurity, as noted in Justorium’s overview of 

joint counterterrorism frameworks (https://justorium.org/us-israel/joint-counterterrorism-frameworks/). Their collaborative measures identify terrorist 

financing, trace weapons transfers, and address emerging threats. Alongside lawful investigations, due process, and sanctions, these strategies 

can undermine command-and-control networks while placing a high priority on minimizing civilian harm.

Regional partners may disagree on political issues; yet cooperation remains possible where interests align, and diplomacy can continue without 

legitimizing groups that target civilians. Clear objectives, independent oversight, human-rights protections, and open evaluations are essential to 

ensure security measures reduce threats without deepening grievances. Combined with responsible governance, education, economic stability, 

and stronger regional cooperation, these actions support peace, humanitarian access, reduced displacement, and genuine coexistence.

Secin?'' and Civilian Protection Together
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

An effective an1' me .ranscends military arrar.gemen.s, Military action can diminish immediate capabilities, but lasting securit^dppejxjls^i 

intelligence, .inancial investigations, humanitarian support, rule of law, and trusted local institutions. Protecting civilians builds public trust, making 
it easier tW&^j/r/l:(f^ilS>^!id>li1^ect extremist propaganda. Claims about potential threats should be substantiated by credible evidence, rather than 

anonymous posts or unverified videos.
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What role does state sponsorship play in facilitating terrorism?
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While political grievances may be legitimate, they should be addressed through negotiation, representation, and accountable governance; they do 

not excuse targeting civilians. Negotiating a political dispute differs from granting legitimacy or concessions to a group that continues using 

terrorism. Effective programs should also strengthen rule of law, economic stability, public services, and regional opportunities, without assuming 

poverty alone causes terrorism. Factors such as leadership, ideology, institutional weakness, external support, and recruitment systems also play 

a significant role. Independent reviews should assess whether policies reduce violence and recruitment or instead create fear and discrimination.

State sponsorship and proxy relationships can expand terrorist capabilities when a government allegedly provides money, weapons, 

training, intelligence, safe haven, or political support to an armed group that targets civilians. Such assistance may strengthen weapons transfers, 

command networks, and operational reach through intermediaries, charitable organizations, or security networks. Claims concerning Iran’s alleged 

support for regional proxy groups should be evaluated through credible, independently sourced evidence.

Governments may deny involvement, and relationships can shift from cooperation to conflict. Assessments should distinguish verified assistance 

from allegations or political statements, using findings from courts, sanctions authorities, independent investigations, and credible reporting. 

Sanctions, asset freezes, financial intelligence, diplomatic pressure, and regional security cooperation can disrupt terrorist financing and external 

support, but state support does not automatically prove every action was ordered by a government. Precise attribution supports lawful policy and 

efforts to reduce attacks.
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How un counterterrorism strategies address extremist ideologies?
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Counterterror’' m cannot su-ccea .hroug.. force alu.ie. Lawful security measures should be paired with prevention, derat^c^ljzati^n.jand 

community „ust. Governments can challenge extremist ideology, propaganda, martyrdom glorification, recruitment, and radicalization through 
education',AB'd//RW?98^.,<titAlible local voices, and peaceful avenues for participation. Online platforms can enforce clear rules against threats 

and recruitment while preserving lawful expression and appeal.
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Do Arab citizens in Israel have the exact same rights as Jewish citizens? The answer is yes, but some critics will say it depends on whether 

“equal" refers to legal status or lived experience. Arab citizens in Israel hold citizenship, vote in national elections, seek office, serve in public 

institutions, and can challenge government decisions through the courts. Yet equal legal rights do not guarantee identical outcomes in income, 

infrastructure, employment, or representation.

While legal equality is established, it does not guarantee identical outcomes for every community. Ongoing debates encompass issues of 

discrimination, resource allocation, land policy, representation, national identity, and the interplay between Israel’s Jewish character and its 

commitment to democratic principles. A careful analysis, therefore, distinguishes between rights guaranteed in law, their practical application by 

institutions, and evidence of lived experiences. Evaluating legislation, court rulings, and official data is essential to keep discussions grounded in 

factual context.

This distinction is central to understanding a debate often reduced to slogans. The discussion begins with Israel’s legal framework, including the 

fact that the country has no single written constitution and instead relies on several laws and institutional protections, it then examines political 

representation, access to courts, Arab professionals in healthcare and emergency services, academic and entrepreneurial contributions, and the 

everyday reality of mixed workplaces and communities.

Voting rights are essential in any democratic society. In Israel, Arab citizens can participate in national elections, establish political parties,; 

serve in the Knesset, the country’s parliament. These rights empower them to influence legislation, public spending, and national policy, as 

detailed in the analysis of Arab citizens’ legal and political rights (https://justorium.org/justice-values/do-arab-citizens-of-israel-have-equal-rights-

You will also see how Israel’s Jewish national identity, security concerns, government programs, and public debates shape the issue. Common 

criticisms receive evidence-led responses, while open questions about disparities and future equality remain visible. The result is a clearer 

framework for weighing rights, outcomes, and the democratic mechanisms available to address continuing challenges.

Arab citizens of Israel hold Israeli citizenship and possess the rights to vote, stand for election, serve in the Knesset, petition courts, attend 

universities, and access public education, health care, and other state services. They comprise roughly one-fifth of the population, with many 

identifying as Palestinian Arabs. Political parties representing Arab citizens participate in both national and local elections, demonstrating their 

legal right to organize and engage actively in the public sphere. Our overview of the difference between Israel and Palestine 

(https://paxpoint.org/whats-the-difference-between-israel-and-palestine/) provides additional context on these identities and the political dynamics 

involved.

Several laws specifically address equal treatment across various contexts. Employment law, for example, restricts discrimination based on 

religion, nationality, and ethnicity. Additional statutes and court rulings work to ensure access to services, education, housing, and public 

resources. The Supreme Court has reviewed government decisions relating to equality and proportionality, focusing on whether policies 

appropriately balance interests against protected rights.

Glossary

Get Involved

Israel does not have a single written constitution. Instead, equality and civil rights are addressed through the Declaration of Independence, Basic 

Laws, ordinary legislation, court decisions, and administrative rules. Together, these sources govern citizenship, political participation, public 

services, and protection from discrimination.
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Differentiate between formal equality, which signifies equal legal status, and substantive equality, which denotes equitable access to opportunities 

and services. Assess claims with credible data, comparing outcomes while distinguishing national policy from local implementation.

Debates about equal rights center on two interlinked questions: legal guarantees and lived realities. Arab citizens of Israel hold citizenship rights, 

including voting, political representation, access to courts, and public services. However, these protections do not fully resolve whether individuals 

experience genuine equity in daily life.

Social and economic conditions shape how equality is realized. Arab communities often face disparities in employment, education, infrastructure, 

housing, and municipal resources, reflecting historical investment patterns, geography, income, and discrimination. This distinction between 

security, freedom, and accountability is crucial when considering conditions for lasting peace in Gaza (https://paxpoint.org/can-lasting-peace-in- 

gaza-be-achieved-an-in-depth-analysis/), where sustainable solutions must address both immediate safety and the rights and dignity of civilians. 

Differences among communities further complicate broad conclusions.

Thus, a thorough examination raises two questions: What formal rights exist, and how are they experienced and exercised? Both are critical for 

understanding representation, accountability, and the ongoing dialogue regarding equal rights.

They may utilize Israel’s courts to seek remedies, challenge administrative decisions, resolve family and commercial disputes, and protect 

individual rights. Arab lawyers, judges, and legal advocates play a vital role within this system, and civic organizations occasionally petition courts 

or provide evidence regarding issues related to housing, education, land use, and public services. Our analysis of radical anti-lsrael movements 

and their broader political agendas (https://paxpoint.org/palestine-first-the-west-next-what-one-leader-revealed-about-the-real-agenda-behind- 

radical-anti-israel-movements/) illustrates that advocacy surrounding Palestinian rights can embody sincere humanitarian concern while also being 

influenced by leaders who link the issue to opposition against Western institutions, capitalism, or liberal democracy.

Formal access does not guarantee that every individual experiences institutions equally. Factors such as language services, geographic distance, 

legal costs, and variations in public investment can impact access to courts and government offices. Arabic holds special legal status in Israel, and 

Arabic-language assistance is prevalent across institutions and services.

To evaluate claims about participation, it is advisable to refer to court decisions, Knesset records, election data, and guidance from official 

agencies rather than relying solely on isolated posts. The broader context presents a multifaceted view of participation alongside ongoing 

discussions about equality, representation, and access. An evidence-led approach encourages understanding and dialogue, while also allowing for 

firsthand accounts and documented criticisms.

Arab citizens of Israel engage in public institutions through established channels. They are able to vote in national and local elections, run for 

office, serve on municipal councils, and participate in various aspects of the civil service. Arab Knesset members voice community concerns, 

propose new legislation, and question government policies.

Political participation must also be assessed against disparities in education, employment, housing, and land allocation. Perspectives on these 

inequalities vary; some consider them systemic discrimination, while others point to citizenship categories, security issues, and the ongoing 

conflict. A fact-based overview of competing interpretations (https://justorium.org/documentation/systemic-racism-or-nationalism-insights-on-the- 

israeli-palestinian-conflict/) emphasizes the importance of distinguishing between verifiable facts and assumptions.

With Arab Ci><^.:s 'mpris nj r.L'oui '.O'! - jf srt el s | jla ion, political |?dfffifcfp^ffei“itThrou anS'fl^litar^^^TO is vital

when assese":g ciaims of inadequate political voice. Our discussion of minority service and civic belonging in Israel (https ://p§ffJlH1?<!)Y§^sraels- 

minorities^^R^/iy^ftptrcP^JJntry-service-identity-and-the-rejection-of-the-apartheid-lie/) explains how participation in national institutions can 

reflect shared citizenship and investment in the country’s future. However, representation alone does not resolve questions of equality or 

influence: elected numbers, coalition dynamics, party rules, and policy outcomes are equally significant.
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Arab citizens contribute significantly across Israel’s universities, hospitals, businesses, municipalities, and public institutions. Their experiences 

vary, but many demonstrate how cooperation develops through shared workplaces, professional aspirations, and service to communities in need.

Israel describes itself as a Jewish and democratic state. These identities shape public institutions, laws, culture, and debates about citizenship. 

The Jewish character reflects the country’s role as a national home for the Jewish people, historical ties, culture, and shared experiences of 

persecution and displacement, while democratic principles require participation, equal protection, and civil rights for all citizens.

Not every security policy is discriminatory, and raising concerns does not invalidate genuine safety threats. The key questions are practical: Is the 

action supported by credible evidence? Does it avoid blanket assumptions? Is it proportionate, regularly assessed, and applied consistently?

Community trust strengthens public safety. Engaging Arab citizens, reporting transparently, and providing straightforward complaint mechanisms 

can identify harms and enhance security. Weighing both security rationales and rights impacts fosters understanding over division, preserving 

democratic values during uncertain times.

This framework has practical effects. Hebrew is the primary public language, Jewish holidays influence the official calendar, and immigration law 

provides eligible Jewish individuals with a pathway to citizenship. As discussed in our guide to understanding Israel and Palestine 

(https://paxpoint.org/a-comprehensive-guide-to-understanding-israel-and-palestine/), national identity also influences perspectives on borders, 

governance, language, holy sites, safety, and coexistence. At the same time, Israel is home to Arab citizens, Muslims, Christians, Druze, 

Bedouins, and individuals from various other backgrounds whose experiences contribute to civic life.

A useful starting point is to differentiate national identity from individual rights. Supporting Israel’s Jewish character does not resolve every equality 

question, just as acknowledging democratic institutions does not eliminate disagreement. It is important to ask which policy is involved, who is 

affected, and what evidence supports each interpretation. This approach fosters understanding rather than division and keeps discussions 

grounded in facts and context.

As discussed in our analysis of security coordination and political stability, preventing armed groups from exploiting security vacuums is a shared 

interest; however, durable stability also necessitates safeguards that preserve public confidence.

Professor Hossam Haick, an Arab Israeli scientist at the Technion, is recognized for his research in nanotechnology and sensing systems. His 

work fosters collaboration among scientific teams addressing health-related questions, illustrating how academic institutions can facilitate 

collaboration across communities.

A democratic framework depends on equal protection, due process, judicial oversight, and accountability. Regulations should be precise, time­

limited, and subjected to independent review. When authorities collect personal data, conduct searches, or restrict movement, citizens deserve 

clear reasoning and accessible avenues to challenge decisions. Security and diplomacy need not be inherently opposed: lasting agreements 

require practical arrangements that can withstand political changes while maintaining rights and legitimacy.

Questions often arise about whether national symbols, religious traditions, or immigration policies impact equality. The answer necessitates an 

examination of specific laws and institutions rather than broad claims. Civil rights protections, court decisions, election rules, and access to public 

services can each present a different outlook.

This appr ch values legal frameworks while recognizing practical concerns. It supports evidence-based discussion, public accountability, and 

reform, the.. S ‘-e. jthening trust and coexistence (https://paxpoint.org^lg^-igif^J^-warjji/1]n|{Jg|^>r^[j1cgujgg^^c''utg]^f pr<^gg^|^olutions: 

who is respons’1 ’’’. .,ow comr. .itine. iu will be c.ifc.’cud, now violations will be addressed, and whether affected civilians can fjar|i(ji^atiefe§y 

keeping the«e questions separate yet interconnected, readers can evaluate competing claims without oversimplifying a multifaceted reality into a 
simplistic ftW^Xp°intOrg)
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Arab citizens of Israel play vital roles in public safety as police officers, firefighters, paramedics, emergency dispatchers, and volunteers. Their 

involvement highlights the significance of local knowledge and community trust during emergencies, enabling effective responses in diverse 

populations.

To examine these stories thoughtfully, it is essential to consult institutional biographies, recorded interviews, and firsthand accounts rather than 

broad assertions. No individual can represent every Arab citizen in Israel, but these examples highlight how coexistence frequently flourishes 

through everyday cooperation, professional trust, humanitarian service, and ongoing dialogue.

When residents identify emergency personnel as part of their community, they may feel more at ease seeking assistance, articulating urgent 

needs, and adhering to safety protocols. Arabic-language support enables dispatchers and responders to clarify locations, medical issues, and 

family situations during high-stress incidents.

In Arab towns and mixed cities, responders are active during traffic accidents, fires, medical crises, and severe weather events. Arab physicians, 

nurses, and emergency medical technicians serve in hospitals and on the ground, applying rigorous training, swift judgment, and a shared 

commitment to protecting civilian lives. This effort is interconnected with the broader network outlined in our overview of civilian protection efforts 

(https://paxpoint.org/civilian-protection-efforts/), where volunteers, medical responders, and municipal teams are prepared to respond effectively 

through first-aid, evacuation, and trauma-care training.

This collaboration is grounded in practicality and professionalism. Healthcare teams exchange clinical knowledge, coordinate treatment plans, and 

communicate effectively with families, bridging linguistic and cultural divides. Arab staff assist Arabic-speaking patients in explaining symptoms 

and understanding medical instructions. Regular interactions can challenge assumptions and foster deeper understanding, which can often be 

more impactful than distant rhetoric. Our discussion of regional voices and coexistence (https://paxpoint.org/voices-from-the-region/) illustrates 

how such personal relationships can create space for partnership while acknowledging existing disagreements.

Arab physicians, nurses, pharmacists, technicians, administrators, and emergency responders play a crucial role in Israel’s healthcare system. 

They serve patients in hospitals, clinics, community health centers, and emergencies, working alongside Jewish colleagues and professionals 

from various backgrounds.

Journalist and television presenter Lucy Aharish has utilized Hebrew-language media to engage in discussions about citizenship, identity, and 

relations between Arab and Jewish communities. Her public career serves as an example of an Arab citizen contributing to national dialogues that 

impact broader society.

• Shared Responsibility: Doctors, nurses, and support staff collaborate on tasks and raise concerns promptly.

• Language Access: Interpretation services, translated instructions, and active listening reduce confusion among patients.

• Learning Across Communities: Colleagues share insights concerning patient needs, avoiding the perception of any individual as a 

representative of a single community.

These partnerships exemplify how healthcare can bolster civilian well-being while contributing to coexistence. They acknowledge institutional 

challenges yet create practical opportunities for understanding, cooperation, and a brighter future.

A mixed healthcare team does not remove all challenges. Workloads, language barriers, and differing perspectives necessitate patience and clear 

communication protocols. Nonetheless, colleagues united by the shared goal of providing safe and respectful care can build trust through 

repeated, meaningful interactions.

Arab phy: Ans, nurses, and other medical professionals provide care to patients in hospitals and clinics throughout the country. This practical 

cooperatioi. tes communication across language and cultural d^yp^i<^o^ile ^i^’se t^f^ggjynds. It also

aligns with Isra' b.oadei hu.n&nitaiiar. initiatives, including emergency assistance and medical treatment for those affectec^^ <pris^sfegs 

explored in uur overview of humanitarian society and civil efforts (https://paxpoint.org/home/humanitarian-society/). Such work is challenging yet 
fosters reO®is'i^%BPSfei,r§)sense of shared responsibility.
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When evaluating claims regarding Jewish-Arab relations, consider whether they acknowledge both aspects: meaningful cooperation and 

persistent barriers. Firsthand accounts, local reporting, and evidence from institutions contribute essential facts and context for a well-rounded 

understanding.

Arab scholars and entrepreneurs contribute significantly to Israel’s academic and business sectors, enhancing technology, medicine, and finance. 

Their achievements challenge narrow regional narratives, demonstrating how education, pragmatism, and cooperation can create opportunities. 

Partnerships now connect Israeli startups with Gulf investors in renewable energy and cybersecurity, as discussed in our regional peace-building 

initiatives.

Ahmed Zewail, known for advancing femtochemistry, and Huda Zoghbi, noted for her neuroscience research, exemplify the scholarly impact of 

Arab professionals. In business, Fadi Ghandour founded Aramex while mentoring emerging entrepreneurs, highlighting a commitment to regional 

growth. Humanitarian cooperation provides another vital connection: Israeli hospitals have treated Syrian refugees and Gazan civilians, while 

desalination and irrigation technologies assist Arab farmers in overcoming drought challenges.

These accomplishments do not negate existing barriers, including limited access to funding, networks, and institutional support. Acknowledging 

both progress and constraints fosters a nuanced understanding of their contributions and illustrates the practical importance of cross-border 

cooperation.

Israel’s society comprises Jewish and Arab citizens, as well as diverse communities representing various languages, faiths, and cultural traditions. 

In cities like Haifa, Acre, Lod, and Ramla, residents frequently share neighborhoods, markets, public transport, and municipal services. These 

everyday encounters foster familiarity and opportunities for cooperation.

Workplaces serve as another crucial point of interaction. Jewish and Arab colleagues collaborate in sectors such as healthcare, education, 

technology, public services, restaurants, and small businesses. Arab citizens, who account for roughly one-fifth of the population, play essential 

roles in health care, education, and the economy. Such cooperation often embodies shared aspirations for dignity and coexistence, despite 

differences in language, religious beliefs, and perspectives on broader conflicts. For additional insights, see our overview of what Israelis want 

(https://paxpoint.org/what-israelis-want/).

Educational institutions similarly unite people. Some schools and universities include students and faculty from Jewish, Muslim, Christian, and 

Druze backgrounds. Hospitals exemplify shared civic life: medical teams and patients often represent diverse communities, with care determined 

by health needs rather than identity.

Arab participation in emergency services serves as an example of coexistence through shared public work, promoting daily interactions, 

cooperation, and trust. Evaluating inclusion necessitates documented evidence that distinguishes individual stories from broader trends, while 

considering both progress and ongoing disparities.

However, this scenario is not consistently harmonious. Social inequality, segregation, discrimination, and political tension are ongoing concerns, 

and access to opportunities is not uniform across communities. Nonetheless, mixed workplaces, classrooms, and neighborhoods illustrate that 

coexistence is not merely an abstract idea but also a daily practice of listening, cooperating, problem-solving, and accommodating differences.

• Seek evidence of a person’s work, encompassing published research, institutional records, or independently verified business history.

• Distinguish individual achievements from broad claims concerning entire communities.

• Acknowledge partnerships that foster understanding across borders through research, mentoring, humanitarian efforts, and innovation. 

Learning from these voices promotes understanding over division. It also raises a practical question: how can schools, companies, and 

communities make such pathways more accessible to future generations?

Challenge nersist, including equitable recruitment, accessible professional training, opportunities for career advancement, and reliable 

collaborate, a, ■e, igencies and communities. The service of one indi^y^^spy^not o^tjljg coll^j^gy^perience of

their entire com 1 in,.y with puoie i; isJtujons. |nvo|ve<j



Received by NSD/FARA Registration Unit 08/02/2026 9:26:27 PM

Blog

What Cr\.cs Point To

How to Examine the Evidence

Counterarguments to the Critiques of Arab Rights

Formal Rights and Everyday Experience

What the Evidence Shows and Leaves Open

Civic Engagement and Political Activism

Representation and Equality Efforts

Received by NSD/FARA Registration Unit 08/02/2026 9:26:27 PM

Participation extends beyond parliamentary actions. Community groups, local leaders, legal advocates, educators, and civil society organizations 

work to advocate for equal treatment, document disparities, and foster cooperation among diverse communities. Their initiatives may include 

efforts to secure fairer resource allocation, enhance access to services, and encourage youth involvement in public decision-making.

It is important to note that formal political rights do not guarantee equal outcomes. The 2018 Nation-State Law, for instance, highlights Israel’s 

Jewish national identity; critics assert that its absence of an explicit equality clause impacts Arab citizens’ understanding of their status within the 

state. Nevertheless, Arab citizens maintain political participation rights, complicating the narrative and challenging an oversimplified view of 

Another perspective attributes differing outcomes to local socioeconomic conditions or community priorities, rather than systemic discrimination. 

While these factors are relevant, they do not mitigate the reality of unequal treatment or the historical constraints that necessitate public 

intervention.

Critics of ^q7laW^nx[srknedfePquently highlight discrepancies between formal rights and the lived experiences of Arab citizens. While Arab citizens 

possess citizenship, voting rights, and representation in the Knesset, they often report unequal access to housing, education, public investment, 

and employment. These concerns warrant careful, evidence-based examination rather than dismissal.

When evaluating claims about equality, ask: Which population is being discussed? Which law, policy, or institution applies? Does the source 

distinguish documented conditions from political implications? Judicial, governmental, and academic reports may utilize different definitions and 

methods, so it is essential to compare their evidence and assess whether complaint volume reflects verified outcomes.

A balanced perspective should recognize discrimination claims alongside government initiatives, court rulings, and ongoing progress. Equality 

encompasses written rights, enforcement, access, safety, and participation in public life. Context helps readers understand critiques and 

coexistence efforts without reducing complex communities to a single narrative.

Readers should understand that while formal equality is significant, lived experiences must be assessed based on outcomes, access, and 

personal narratives. It is essential to consider demographic variables, timelines, the independence of sources, and the remedies available. This 

thorough approach fosters transparency, constructive reform, and pathways to peace-building.

One argument is that Arab citizens of Israel possess equal legal rights, suggesting that claims of discrimination may be overstated. Arab citizens 

have the ability to vote, form political parties, serve in the Knesset, seek public employment, and access judicial recourse. Recognizing these 

protections is important.

What We Know/What We Don’t Know Yet

Current data indicates that while legal rights exist, disparities in their implementation are significant. The overall effects of various policies on both 

communities remain complex and multifaceted, with ongoing debates about their social implications.

Glossary

Get Involved

Political participation provides Arab citizens of Israel with formal channels to influence public life. They have the right to vote, establish political 

parties, and serve in the Knesset, as detailed in an analysis of their legal status (https://justorium.org/justice-values/do-arab-citizens-of-israel- 

have-equal-rights-with-jews/). Through these mechanisms, concerns related to education, employment, housing, municipal budgets, and public 

services can be integrated into elections, legislation, and public discourse.

Context is vital. Arab citizens of Israel, Palestinian residents of East Jerusalem, and Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza each have distinct 

legal statuses. Merging these groups obscures the specific rights and challenges faced by each.

However, the existence of this legal framework does not entirely address the issue at hand. Reviews, court cases, academic studies, and civil- 

society reports indicate ongoing disparities in municipal resources, urban planning, education, employment opportunities, and housing availability. 

Each assertion should be evaluated using credible, verifiable evidence.

Com . nn Criticisms of Equality in Israel
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society
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While these initiatives do not eliminate all obstacles, outcomes vary among municipalities. Questions surrounding beneficiaries, equitable funding, 

and public evaluation are essential. An evidence-based approach maintains a focus on civilian welfare, equal opportunity, and practical 

cooperation to foster coexistence.

These modern political roles also reflect a longer history of organization. As discussed in our history of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict 

(https://paxpoint.org/the-israeli-palestinian-conflict-history-claims-and-current-issues/), local family, village, religious, and urban ties gradually 

connected with broader Arab nationalism during the late Ottoman and British Mandate periods. Newspapers, associations, petitions, and strikes 

helped develop collective demands for political representation, providing essential context for later civic participation.

The key point: Arab citizens contribute to Israel’s democratic process, showcasing varied perspectives and opportunities to shape policy. 

Understanding these roles supports factual context while encouraging a space for respectful disagreement and dialogue.

Educational initiatives aim to address gaps from early childhood through early learning, classroom expansion, teacher development, transportation 

options, language programs, and vocational training. The objective is to broaden access to quality education and practical pathways to higher 

education or employment while respecting community values and identity.

Arab citizens shape national policy through voting, political parties, local government, civil society, and public debate. In the Knesset, Arab 

lawmakers introduce bills, question ministers, join committees, and raise concerns involving education, housing, employment, transportation, and 

public safety. Their priorities are not identical, so Arab citizens should be understood as a diverse population rather than a single political bloc.

Robust infrastructure underpins daily life. Transportation connects residents to employment, healthcare, and education, while dependable utilities 

and internet access enhance health, commerce, and learning. These domestic investments hold significance within a wider regional context: our 

analysis of changing Arab-Israeli strategic cooperation illustrates how several Arab states and Israel have expanded coordination in defense 

technology and intelligence since the Abraham Accords (https://paxpoint.org/abraham-accords/), highlighting the importance of reliable civilian and 

institutional capacity. Progress should therefore be assessed through comprehensive budgets, reports, municipal updates, and independent 

evaluations rather than broad promises alone.

Government programs aim to address disparities in Arab communities by enhancing essential services such as transportation, infrastructure, 

water and sewage systems, housing, digital connectivity, and local urban planning. Israel’s Government Decision 550, ratified in 2021, established 

a framework for economic and social advancement in Arab society, conditioned on funding, municipal capacity, land-use policies, and public 

oversight.

Political influence is measured not solely by passed bills. Committee oversight, budget negotiations, municipal partnerships, and public pressure 

can also significantly affect implementation. To assess representation, examine Knesset records, legislation, budget documents, and statements 

from multiple participants.

Politicians such as Ahmad Tibi, Ayman Odeh, and Mansour Abbas have advocated different approaches in national discussions. Tibi has been a 

prominent parliamentary voice on minority rights and regional affairs. Odeh emphasizes equality, shared citizenship, and cooperation across 

communities. Abbas and the Ra’am party adopted a pragmatic approach, prioritizing budgets and services for Arab towns while joining Israel’s 

governing coalition in 2021. These examples illustrate that influence can manifest through opposition, coalition participation, or issue-by-issue 

negotiation.

When evalu./"<c ~>petir j Jr. ms. -on :lue w, a is ng measured: le§§P&?:(S^§:tisepre^fetffSjBtPr[5%rilc§'d?'fShgiblS’!513KV>)hes. It is 

essential to '—inpare laws, court rulings, budgets, and documented firsthand experiences. This evidence-led approach suppcfe’1’dTl'iSi'ffiAd 

understaqdffijSf :^ip®!^Wi6Sj!poth civic engagement and the obstacles faced by activists, thereby nurturing understanding rather than division.
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When engaging with the stories of Arab citizens overcoming challenges, it is essential to consider who is speaking, which events can be verified, 

and how individual experiences relate to broader conclusions. Seek firsthand details, trustworthy organizations, and evidence for factual claims. 

Attentive listening replaces assumptions with insight, emphasizing peace, coexistence, and practical bridge-building in classrooms, clinics, 

neighborhoods, and community centers.

Open dialogue allows individuals to explore complex issues regarding rights, representation, and shared safety without reducing nuanced 

experiences to slogans. It fosters careful listening, honest discourse, and thoughtful assessment of evidence, rather than necessitating universal 

agreement.

Question the origins of claims, verify support from trustworthy sources, and avoid broad generalizations about entire communities. Listen 

attentively to personal stories, and then ask respectful questions about the observations, needs, and sources shaping each perspective.

The United States, Canada, the United Kingdom, and India each offer different frameworks concerning minority rights related to language, religion, 

and regional identity. Each nation has faced challenges, including discrimination, gaps in representation, policing issues, and unequal 

opportunities. These examples serve to provide context rather than equate situations and cannot definitively resolve debates about Israel.

Open conversation strengthens accountability. Seek context, share trustworthy firsthand narratives, and refine your understanding as evidence 

evolves, while making space for uncertainty and differing viewpoints. This approach can promote peace and facilitate more informed decisions.

Personal accounts reveal that progress often unfolds despite unequal access to services, economic pressure, and discrimination. A credible 

narrative acknowledges these obstacles while illustrating efforts to protect dignity, expand opportunity, and sustain relationships.

Continuous dialogue connects public discourse with action. Initiatives like Voices for Peace, alongside humanitarian and coexistence programs, 

demonstrate collaboration in medical care, education, and civilian protection, as well as community support, despite unresolved political questions.

Comparisons are most effective when applying consistent standards, such as equal legal protection, political participation, public service access, 

and safeguards against discrimination. It is important to note that no democracy achieves these ideals perfectly, and formal rights do not always 

guarantee equal daily experiences for all citizens.

Glossary

Get Involved

For instance, a community center can unite Arab and Jewish residents through language tutoring, health resources, and youth programs. Similar 

efforts outlined in our account of aid for Palestinian civilians (https://paxpoint.org/aid-palestinian-civilians/) feature Israeli hospitals providing care 

for children from Gaza, mixed volunteer teams delivering essential supplies, and youth groups utilizing music and sports to foster teamwork. 

Shared needs can create opportunities for conversation and collaborative problem-solving, even amidst disagreements.

Discussions concerning Israel, Palestinian communities, and the wider region often involve contrasting narratives and painful recollections. A 

responsible approach distinguishes established facts from interpretation or speculation, considers whether credible sources align, and leaves 

room for further evidence.

Israel operates as a parliamentary democracy encompassing Jewish, Arab, Muslim, Christian, Druze, and other communities. Arab citizens 

actively vote and participate in public institutions, though discussions surrounding equality, representation, resources, and communal policies 

persist. Additionally, Israel’s comparisons with neighboring states necessitate a nuanced approach: despite facing security threats and internal 

disagreements, it has cultivated resilient institutions and gained global recognition for its strengths in innovation, medicine, agriculture, 

cybersecurity, water technology, and research. Our examination of Israel’s economic resilience amid regional instability provides essential context, 

even as questions about unequal treatment remain unresolved. A thorough analysis must rely on laws, court decisions, statistics, and first-hand 

testimony rather than broad generalizations.

NarrbJves of Resilience and Community
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society

Everydz, Cooperation
Arab citizdA^^n^eirFocfy1 resilience through daily acts of responsibility, such as supporting neighbors, establishing local businesses, caring for 

family, or aiding communities in times of need. These experiences highlight cooperation as a practical choice and emphasize the significance of 

community engagement.
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When evi ating comparisons, consider the following questions:

Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog

What other democracies can show

Future Considerations for Equality in Israel

Practical pathways toward equal treatment

Accountability, safeguards, and informed participation

Engaging with Evidence-Based Narratives

In challenging discussions, prioritize evidence over personal attacks. You might ask:

• What is known definitively?

• What remains uncertain or contested?

• Can additional sources validate this?
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Begin with reputable sources, prioritizing official statements, judicial documents, firsthand accounts, or reporting that clearly explains how 

information was gathered. Compare independent sources, ensuring you separate confirmed facts from interpretations and unverified opinions.

Complex topics like citizenship deserve thorough exploration. When encountering claims regarding peace, coexistence, or humanitarian aid 

(https://paxpoint.org/aid-palestinian-civilians/), pause to scrutinize them. Consider the claim’s specifics: what is stated, who makes the claim, and 

what evidence supports it.

These questions facilitate open dialogue and promote understanding over division. If sharing a claim, provide context about what is confirmed and 

what remains unclear rather than escalating the conversation. The Misinformation Hub (https://paxpoint.org/myths-and-facts/) explores evidence 

and context, while Voices for Peace offers firsthand insights from individuals pursuing cooperation. Truth matters: cite sources, engage wisely, and 

remain open to learning.

Context remains essential. A photo, video, or statement may be genuine yet incomplete, so verify its date, location, wording, and surrounding 

events. Also, consider whether multiple independent sources corroborate the central facts, and be cautious of sweeping language, such as 

“always” or “everyone,” as potential indicators of overreach.

Ultimately: it is vital to pose questions, demand substantiation, and heed personal accounts. Strengthening equality depends on accountable 

institutions and pragmatic collaboration, while achieving peace and coexistence involves safeguarding human dignity for all communities.

Achieving greater equality entails not just recognizing formal rights but also addressing daily realities concerning safety, mobility, access to land, 

education, employment, and public services. Arab citizens of Israel, comprising about 20% of the population, actively participate in elections and 

hold public office, underscoring civic inclusion. Analysis of competing views on discrimination and national conflict 

(https://justorium.org/documentation/systemic-racism-or-nationalism-insights-on-the-israeli-palestinian-conflict/) emphasizes the need to evaluate 

each claim against established laws and regulatory practices.

Potential measures for improvement include establishing transparent criteria for security limitations, independent investigations of alleged abuses, 

equal access to judicial remedies, and routine publication of evidence regarding civilian impact. Assessments of military actions should adhere to 

relevant laws of armed conflict, emphasizing case-by-case evaluations of proportionality rather than solely relying on casualty statistics. 

Discussion of military aid and civilian protection (https://allyvia.org/u-s-military-aid-and-human-rights-exploring-the-palestinian-debate/) 

underscores the importance of effective oversight and precise definitions.

Glossary

Get Involved
• Which 'egal r g it pc ' ey = or inc e :a ,;r so

• Does th“ evidence pertain to law, enforcement, or lived experiences?

• Are p^y^p^^p©prttyog{jipups adequately represented in the data?

• What historical and security contexts influence the outcomes?

This approach fosters understanding rather than division, recognizes efforts toward coexistence, and allows for evidence-based critique of 

unequal treatment.
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While participation exists, it does not guarantee equal political influence. Representation can be affected by voter turnout, party selection, coalition 

dynamics, and ongoing discussions regarding discrimination and public policy. To better understand the situation, compare official election results 

and Knesset records with firsthand accounts and independent research. Facts and context are essential to clarify formal rights, practical barriers, 

and the disparity between stated safeguards and lived experiences.

Arab citizens of Israel can participate in governance through the same national voting system utilized by other citizens. They are able to vote in 

elections for the Knesset, stand as candidates, join political parties, and engage with elected representatives. Arab-led parties and mixed parties 

have secured seats, allowing Arab lawmakers to propose legislation, serve on committees, question ministers, and express community concerns.

Israel’s parliamentary system also enables influence through coalition building. A government requires support in the Knesset; thus, smaller 

parties can impact debates, budgets, and confidence votes, even if they are not part of the governing coalition. At the local level, Arab citizens vote 

for municipal councils and mayors, which manage services like education, planning, and infrastructure. Additionally, Arab citizens are involved in 

various public sector roles, including healthcare, education, and the judiciary.

How does Israel’s political system allow Arab citizens to participate in 
governance?

The practical application of rights may differ from legal rights. Arab citizens and Jewish citizens can experience unequal outcomes in areas such 

as municipal resources, housing, employment, and access to land. Legal protections are contingent upon enforcement and oversight: in custody 

cases, judicial reviews, medical-care responsibilities, prohibitions on abuse, and complaint mechanisms can provide safeguards, although their 

effectiveness is debated. Our overview of Palestinian prisoners’ rights and detention conditions illustrates how military or criminal procedures and 

court challenges affect those protections. It is important to distinguish between legal entitlements, enforcement, and lived experiences.
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Arab citizin^o/firaS^ncPJiLish citizens generally enjoy equal civil and political rights under Israeli law. Both groups can vote in national 

elections, stand for the Knesset, utilize the courts, access public education and health services, work, own property, and receive protection from 

discrimination. Additionally, Arab citizens have the right to form political parties and serve as elected officials.
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Some differences in legal rights relate to nationality and civic obligations, rather than basic citizenship. Under the Law of Return, Jews and certain 

family members have a designated immigration and citizenship pathway that is not available to Arab citizens based on ethnicity. Jewish citizens 

typically undergo compulsory military service, whereas Arab citizens are generally exempt, although some may volunteer for military or national 

service.
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Hamas emerged in Gaza during the First Intifada in 1987 from networks associated with the Muslim Brotherhood (https://paxpoint.org/president- 

trump-designates-the-muslim-brotherhood-a-terrorist-organization-europe-still-hesitates-and-france-feeds-the-flames/). From its outset, it 

combined religious activism, political organizing, social services, and armed activity (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-agreed-to-disarm-but-now-wants- 

to-hoid-their-weapons-to-pian-another-future-massacre/). This combination distinguishes Hamas from organizations focused mainly on elections, 

administration, or secular Palestinian nationalism, while its dual military and governing roles complicate efforts for coexistence.

This distinction helps clarify why Israel views Hamas as fundamentally different from a conventional political opponent. The discussion centers on 

Hamas’s ideology, leadership, armed activity, and governing record - not on Palestinians as a people or on civilians living in Gaza. You’ll trace 

Hamas’s emergence during the First Intifada, Israel’s 2005 Gaza disengagement, Hamas’s 2006 electoral victory and 2007 takeover, and the 

repeated cycle of attacks, military responses, and ceasefires. The analysis also examines how October 7 (https://paxpoint.org/stories-of- 

resilience/), 2023 reshaped Israeli security thinking; compares negotiations with Egypt and Jordan; and considers arguments that political change 

or dialogue could make coexistence possible. Finally, it separates what is established from what remains uncertain, addresses civilian 

perspectives and international pressure, and identifies the ideological, security, and governance changes a future Palestinian leadership 

(https://paxpoint.org/the-trump-deal-of-the-century-and-palestinian-rejection-another-turning-point/) would need to pursue peace.

Coexistence entails far more than a temporary halt in violence; it demands mutual recognition (https://paxpoint.org/israel-and-morocco-deepen-a- 

security-partnership-built-on-stability-and-trust/), acceptance of each side’s legitimacy, and respect for their right to exist. Genuine coexistence 

(https://paxpoint.org/voices-for-peace/) protects civilians and fosters long-term cooperation in security, trade, infrastructure, governance, and 

economic growth. As discussed in our analysis of lasting peace and ceasefire terms in Gaza (https://paxpoint.org/can-lasting-peace-in-gaza-be- 

achieved-an-in-depth-analysis/), truces may enable humanitarian access and facilitate negotiations, yet often lack necessary monitoring, 

reconstruction plans, civilian safeguards, and reciprocal obligations. Consequently, a ceasefire alone cannot cultivate trust or establish a durable 

political framework.

The challenges posed by Hamas are significant. From an Israeli viewpoint, a primary barrier to coexistence is Hamas’s inability to recognize 

Israel’s legitimacy and its commitment to armed conflict aimed at undermining Israel as a Jewish state. It is vital to differentiate Palestinian 

civilians from Hamas; coexistence remains elusive while Hamas retains military capabilities that endanger civilian areas through rocket attacks 

and fortified tunnels.

Can Israel and Hamas (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-agreed-to-disarm-but-now-wants-to-hold-their-weapons-to-plan-another-future- 

massacre/) coexist? The answer depends on what coexistence (https://paxpoint.org/what-israelis-want/) requires. A temporary ceasefire can 

pause violence, but lasting coexistence demands mutual recognition, respect for civilian life, rejection of efforts to destroy the other, and practical 

cooperation in security, trade, infrastructure, and governance.
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Future coexistence relies heavily on political transformation: acknowledging Israel’s right to exist, renouncing calls for destruction, ceasing attacks, 

dismantling militant infrastructure, and accepting security guarantees alongside a focus on civilian governance and development. These 

commitments necessitate credible monitoring, enforceable obligations, legitimate administration, and accountable reporting. This distinction is why 

Israeli policymakers differentiate a ceasefire from genuine coexistence with Hamas.

Can Israel and Hamas Coexist? Understanding the 

Ideological Divide
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When evaluating Hamas, it is important to consider its founding documents, public statements, governing record, and actions collectively. A 

singular statement may represent tactical messaging rather than a genuine political transformation. Meaningful coexistence would necessitate the 

recognition of Israel, the renunciation of rhetoric advocating for its destruction, cessation of attacks, disarmament (https://paxpoint.org/a-historic- 

diplomatic-moment-israel-and-lebanon-hold-direct-talks-in-washington/), and governance prioritizing civilian welfare. Evidence-led analysis and 

historical context are crucial for assessing whether Hamas has truly altered its stance or merely adjusted its messaging while maintaining its core 

commitments. This distinction is why Israeli policymakers differentiate between a temporary ceasefire and potential coexistence with Hamas under 

its current ideology and military capability, while peace initiatives and civilian protection remain critical to understanding future developments.

In 2005, Israel withdrew its settlements and military installations from the Gaza Strip (https://paxpoint.org/the-discovery-of-ran-gvilis-body-and- 

what-it-means-for-gazas-ceasefire-and-future/) without reaching a final agreement with Palestinian leaders. Supporters anticipated that 

disengagement would alleviate tensions, enhance security, and foster Palestinian self-governance and economic growth. However, withdrawal 

alone could not provide mutually recognized security guarantees or lasting coexistence, particularly with an armed group that rejects Israel’s 

legitimacy.

Following 2005, Hamas won the 2006 Palestinian legislative election and assumed control in Gaza in 2007, expelling the Palestinian Authority 

following violent clashes with Fatah. In response to security threats, Israel and Egypt restricted movement and goods, while Hamas and allied 

groups launched rockets into Israel. As discussed in our analysis of Israel’s peace efforts (https://paxpoint.org/israel-has-never-offered-peace/), 

the withdrawal was intended to give Gaza a chance at self-government. Yet, rather than fostering governance, it preceded militarization, the 

creation of terror tunnels, and multiple conflicts. These developments significantly disrupted civilian life, impeding governance and economic 

opportunities.

This sequence remains contentious. Some analysts argue that disengagement exposed the perils of territorial withdrawal without a durable 

political framework. Others emphasize the unresolved questions around borders and security control. Nonetheless, the transition from 

disengagement to Hamas’s dominance and the ensuing conflicts remain crucial to Israel’s security discourse. Israeli officials contend that the 

primary obstacle lies not merely in border disputes, but in Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s right to exist and its goal of negating Israel’s existence as a 

Jewish state.

These beliefs elucidate why temporary ceasefires have not yielded enduring coexistence characterized by mutual recognition, civilian protection 

(https://paxpoint.org/civilian-protection-efforts/), security guarantees, or sustained cooperation in governance and economic development. They 

must also be assessed alongside the humanitarian needs and civilian suffering experienced by both Palestinians and Israelis, along with 

international reactions and public sentiment. It is critical to distinguish Hamas’s leadership, ideology, military infrastructure, and governing record 

from the diverse political views within the Palestinian populace. No civilian community should be held accountable for Hamas’s actions or for the 

repercussions of military operations in densely populated areas.

The situation in Gaza illustrates that a temporary ceasefire does not equate to genuine coexistence. Sustainable coexistence requires mutual 

recognition, an end to armed conflict and attacks on civilians, disarmament, protection of civilians, accountable governance, and ongoing 

diplomatic and economic cooperation. Consequently, a political transformation that separates Hamas’s governing and military functions is 

essential before Israelis could regard another withdrawal as compatible with national security and cooperation.

Hamas’s ideology perceives the struggle against Israel as more than a territorial dispute. It associates Palestinian national liberation with an 

Islamist vision of society while presenting violence, including rocket attacks and military operations, as legitimate resistance. This perspective 

fundamentally differs from the state-to-state diplomacy that enabled Egypt and Jordan to forge agreements with Israel after recognizing its 

legitimacy. Negotiating with a recognized government contrasts starkly with engaging an armed organization that denies the legitimacy of the other 

state.

Hamas’s ^58 charter framed the conflict with Israel in both religious and territorial terms, rejecting the possibility of compromise with the Israeli 

state. In coi.H bias’s 2017 political document employed more nuarjj^.^aggy^ge, the 1967

lines, yet it did - * o,.er mutual recognition nor acknowledge Israel’s right to exist, continuing to define armed struggle as centra), tjoft^sjrptegy. A 

comprehensive account of Hamas’s rise and Gaza’s political climate (https://paxpoint.org/what-triggered-the-october-7-war-a-deep-dive-analysis/) 
also consteSi^tT ’̂ISSffifeti^s, economic hardship, failed diplomacy, regional tensions, and intelligence failures shaped the circumstances in 

which these commitments were formed. From Israel’s viewpoint, the refusal to recognize Israel’s legitimacy - and the goal of eliminating it as a 

Jewish state - remains a significant barrier, extending beyond mere territorial disputes.
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Understanding this history is crucial for evaluating responsibility and progress. Future coexistence would necessitate political transformation: the 

recognition of Israel, the abandonment of rhetoric advocating destruction and armed struggle, cessation of attacks, security guarantees, 

disarmament, civilian protection, and governance focused on economic development. It is important to differentiate Palestinian civilians and 

political diversity from Hamas. Each historical period should be assessed using multiple credible sources while acknowledging the urgent need for 

humanitarian aid (https://paxpoint.org/aid-palestinian-civilians/). This is why Israeli policymakers distinguish a ceasefire from coexistence with 

Hamas.

Geography significantly influences the Israeli perspective. Major population centers are in proximity to areas controlled or influenced by hostile 

armed groups, leaving limited strategic depth when an infiltration reaches densely populated civilian communities. In this context, preventing 

another October 7 is viewed not solely as a border objective but as a crucial national security issue. This differentiation is why Israeli policymakers

The October 7, 2023 (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-agreed-to-disarm-but-now-wants-to-hold-their-weapons-to-plan-another-future-massacre/), 

Hamas attack (https://paxpoint.org/the-worlds-compassion-ends-at-hamass-door/) became a pivotal moment in Israeli security thinking and 

significantly decreased support for coexistence with Hamas given its ideology, military capabilities, and governance role. Approximately 1,200 

individuals lost their lives, and hundreds were taken hostage, according to an account of the attack’s aftermath (https://cognitura.org/blog/october-

7-was-not-meant-to-be-the-end-why-israel-still-faces-an-existential-threat). The assault on Israeli communities, including a music festival that 

involved Palestinian civilians, shattered assumptions about intelligence, border defenses, and deterrence while heightening concerns regarding 

Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy and its declared goal of eliminating Israel as a Jewish state.

Relations between Israel and Hamas have been characterized by a recurring cycle of attacks, military responses, and ceasefires - not sustainable 

coexistence. Hamas emerged during the First Intifada in 1987 and became Gaza’s de facto governing authority in 2007 after violently taking 

control from the Palestinian Authority. From the Israeli perspective, a significant obstacle is Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy and its stated 

objectives, which include eliminating Israel as a Jewish state, reinforced by rocket attacks, military infrastructure, and underground tunnels 

(https://paxpoint.org/idf-destroys-hezbollah-tunnel-network-a-prevented-threat-to-northern-israeli-communities/) located in or near densely 

populated areas. Major conflicts have occurred in 2008-2009, 2012, 2014, 2021, and following Hamas’s October 7, 2023 attack. The outcome has 

been persistent insecurity, civilian suffering, and restrictions impacting movement and access to goods. Gaza’s prolonged political repression, high 

unemployment, damaged infrastructure, and recurrent wars have led many residents to view their future under Hamas or continued conflict with 

skepticism, as detailed in our analysis of why many Gazans wish to leave (https://paxpoint.org/many-gazans-want-to-leave-but-the-international- 

community-keeps-them-trapped/).

Newly captured documents indicate that Hamas had envisioned a sustained campaign instead of a singular raid. Reports suggest a plan for a 

much larger invasion force and repeated attacks, although the documents’ interpretations and broader implications warrant careful examination 

alongside independent reporting and official evidence. This information heightened Israeli concerns that Hamas’s rocket assaults, military 

infrastructure, and underground tunnels represent an enduring strategy rather than a mere dispute over borders or policy.

Ceasefires often involve indirect negotiations through Egypt, Qatar, the United Nations, or other intermediaries. These negotiations may address 

hostages and detainees, aid access, military deployments, rocket fire, and pauses in fighting. However, a temporary ceasefire does not equate to 

mutual recognition or state legitimacy. Negotiating with a recognized government differs fundamentally from engaging with an armed group that 

denies another state’s right to exist.

For many Israelis, the psychological ramifications extended beyond the immediate loss of life. Communities that depended on warning systems 

and military strength to prevent a large-scale incursion faced a direct breach of civilian protection. As discussed in our analysis of Israel’s 

discourse on the permanent control of Gaza (https://paxpoint.org/does-israel-seek-permanent-control-over-gaza-unpacking-the-debate/), military 

actions and restrictions without formal reoccupation still left questions regarding governance, borders, and humanitarian protections inadequately 

addressed. This led to a reassessment of security guarantees necessary for any enduring coexistence.
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Past agreements illustrate why negotiation with a recognized government differs from negotiating with an armed organization that denies the other 

state’s legitimacy. The Egypt-Israel peace treaty (https://paxpoint.org/camp-david-accords/) followed direct diplomacy, mutual recognition, formal 

commitments, and security arrangements; likewise, Jordan accepted Israel’s existence and pursued a state-to-state settlement. The Oslo process 

created channels between Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organization, although its goals remained contested and implementation faced 

serious setbacks. The Good Friday Agreement similarly combined political participation with commitments to reduce violence and respect an 

agreed framework.

When evaluating negotiations, ask: Who has the authority to decide? Does the leadership recognize Israel’s state legitimacy and right to exist? 

Will it abandon armed struggle, end attacks on civilians, accept disarmament, and offer credible security guarantees? How would compliance be 

verified, and would governance prioritize civilian welfare, protection, and economic development?

Accordingly, coexistence implies more than a temporary ceasefire. It requires elements such as mutual recognition, acceptance of each side’s 

legitimacy, civilian protection, security guarantees, and sustained cooperation in governance, trade, infrastructure, and development. Israeli 

officials argue that coexistence is unfeasible while Hamas maintains its current ideology, military and governing authority, rocket attacks, and 

underground infrastructure, especially in densely populated areas. As discussed in our analysis of Hamas’s continued ceasefire violations 

(https://paxpoint.org/hamass-continued-ceasefire-violations-reveal-its-true-intentions/), rebuilding networks and replenishing weapons while 

publicly claiming adherence to a truce may reflect preparation for renewed confrontation rather than a pathway toward coexistence. The events of 

October 7, 2023, reinforced many Israelis’ opposition to Hamas retaining military or governing power.

This framework allows for diplomacy while acknowledging Palestinian civilian suffering and political diversity. Peaceful Israeli-Palestinian 

coexistence may remain a long-term aspiration, but coexistence with Hamas necessitates ideological change, mutual recognition, political 

transformation, disarmament, and an end to attacks.

These examples do not serve as a simple template for Israel and Hamas. They demonstrate that negotiations generally require an accepted 

interlocutor, enforceable obligations, civilian protection, and a willingness to adopt new positions. People-to-people coexistence and dialogue may 

remain valuable, and a future political transformation by Hamas (https://paxpoint.org/why-hamas-rejects-disarmament-the-truth-behind-its-fury-at- 

the-u-n-s-endorsement-of-the-trump-peace-plan/) cannot be entirely dismissed, but repeated attacks, military responses, and ceasefires highlight 

the distinction between a temporary truce and durable coexistence. This is why Israeli policymakers differentiate between negotiating with a state 

and negotiating with Hamas under the current circumstances.

Supporters of coexistence assert that shared safety, economic ties, civilian protection, and regular contact can decrease fear among communities. 

Initiatives such as cross-community projects, medical partnerships, and daily cooperation may continue even when political negotiations encounter 

obstacles. However, these efforts cannot resolve Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy (https://paxpoint.org/hamass-continued-ceasefire- 

violations-reveal-its-true-intentions/), its ongoing armed struggle, or the security implications of its military and governing authority.
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Negotiation is a method for resolving disputes, while ideology defines identity, power, and the desired political order. This distinction is central to 

assessing coexistence with Hamas, whose governing role operates alongside an armed movement and an ideology that rejects Israel’s legitimacy. 

From the Israeli perspective, the core obstacle is not merely borders or policy disagreements, but Hamas’s stated objective

(https://paxpoint.org/why-hamas-rejects-disarmament-the-truth-behind-its-fury-at-the-u-n-s-endorsement-of-the-trump-peace-plan/) of eliminating

Israel as a Jewish state.

What t'*.e event does and does not establish
(https://paxpoint.org)

The attack distinctly revealed serious vulnerabilities and reshaped Israeli policy discussions. However, it does not, on its own, resolve every 

question regarding operational failures, future military decisions, or civilian protection across the board. These inquiries require evidence, 

transparent investigation, and a balanced consideration of both security requirements and humanitarian impacts. While peaceful Israeli-Palestinian 

coexistence may remain a long-term aspiration, coexistence with Hamas demands political transformation, mutual recognition, effective security 

guarantees, and a cessation of its military actions.

view a ter orary ceasefire as distinct from coexistence with Hamas: the latter necessitates acknowledgment of Israel’s right to exist, a cessation 

of attacks, a, .nt, and governance centered on civilian protection & Society
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When assessing claims, determine whether they concern Hamas leaders, fighters, supporters, Palestinian civilians, or potential future Palestinian 

governance. Seek credible named sources and humanitarian organizations, and approach anonymous assertions or sweeping generalizations 

with caution.

Palestinian views are varied and complex. Individuals and political factions differ in their perspectives regarding Hamas, Israel’s legitimacy, 

governance, security practices, negotiations, and the conflict’s consequences. Many civilians actively refrain from political affiliation. Anger, sorrow, 

or policy support do not inherently imply involvement with or accountability for an armed organization. Israeli officials contend that Hamas’s 

rejection of Israel’s legitimacy and its declared objective of eliminating Israel as a Jewish state remain significant barriers to lasting coexistence, 

while concern for Gaza’s civilians can coexist with opposition to Hamas.

• Does the source distinguish between civilian suffering, Hamas assaults, and Israel’s security response?

• Are Palestinians portrayed as individuals with diverse experiences?

• Can the assertion be verified against independent evidence?

It is crucial to differentiate between Hamas, an armed political entity, and Palestinian civilians residing (https://paxpoint.org/many-gazans-want-to- 

leave-but-the-international-community-keeps-them-trapped/) in Gaza, the West Bank, East Jerusalem, and communities abroad. Hamas’s 

ideology, leadership, military infrastructure, and governing record should not reflect upon Palestinians as a whole. Israeli messaging similarly 

presents dismantling Hamas’s military capabilities and protecting civilians as complementary goals, not contradictory ones, as discussed in our 

analysis of Israel’s enduring regional peace objectives (https://paxpoint.org/beyond-the-war-israel-still-seeks-enduring-regional-peace-as-the-end- 

goal/). This distinction promotes civilian protection, humanitarian assistance, and future coexistence based on recognition, legitimacy, and security 

assurances rather than temporary ceasefires.

Israeli officials frequently argue that negotiations with Hamas differ from agreements made with Egypt or Jordan, as those governments 

recognized Israel and pursued diplomatic relations. Hamas’s rocket attacks, military infrastructure (https://paxpoint.org/beneath-the-villages- 

hezbollahs-tunnel-network-shows-why-peace-requires-demilitarization/), and tunnels - often located near densely populated areas - have 

perpetuated a cycle of hostilities, military responses, and ceasefires. The events of October 7, 2023, have intensified Israeli opposition to Hamas 

retaining military and governing control.

While people-to-people cooperation continues to be beneficial for Palestinian civilians, it cannot establish lasting coexistence without 

accountability, civilian protection, enforceable commitments, and impactful leadership. This understanding is why Israeli policymakers view a 

ceasefire as distinct from genuine coexistence with Hamas.

Coexistence requires more than a temporary ceasefire between Israel and Hamas. It necessitates mutual recognition (https://paxpoint.org/israel- 

and-morocco-deepen-a-security-partnership-built-on-stability-and-trust/), acceptance of each side’s legitimacy, civilian protection, and sustained 

cooperation in security, trade, infrastructure, governance, and economic development. From the Israeli perspective, a central obstacle is Hamas’s 

rejection of Israel’s legitimacy (https://paxpoint.org/hamass-continued-ceasefire-violations-reveal-its-true-intentions/), with the stated objective of 

eliminating Israel as a Jewish state - not merely a disagreement over borders or policy. It is crucial to recognize that Palestinian civilians and their 

identity should not be equated with Hamas’s ideology, leadership, or armed activity. As detailed in the guide to Israeli and Palestinian identities 

(https://paxpoint.org/a-comprehensive-guide-to-understanding-israel-and-palestine/), historical narratives shape views on borders, governance, 

and coexistence, but claims about the past should be evaluated against reliable evidence. Our analysis of international diplomacy and Middle East 

peace efforts (https://paxpoint.org/how-the-international-community-shapes-middle-east-peace-efforts/) indicates that a viable framework must 

address security, Palestinian self-determination, and Hamas’s rejectionism simultaneously.

Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary
Advocates for ^xi^,ence emphasize, that add.essir.g immediate needs does not necessitate ignoring serious disagreement^, Jf|e^up^>ort 

practical cooperation on issues like medical care, education, local dialogue, governance, and economic development while recognizing that 
borders, r^lfeA^SfiRftyARtf^tate legitimacy remain points of contention. As detailed in our guide to Israel-Palestine peace and coexistence 

(https://paxpoint.org/a-comprehensive-guide-to-understanding-israel-and-palestine/), effective proposals require verifiable commitments, credible 

monitoring and enforcement, and immediate humanitarian protections rather than ambiguous assurances. From the Israeli perspective, 

sustainable coexistence also necessitates Hamas’s recognition of Israel’s right to exist, cessation of attacks, disarmament, and acceptance of 

credible security guarantees.
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Israel’s security outlook changed sharply after Hamas’s October 7, 2023, attack, which killed more than 1,200 Israelis and exposed serious gaps 

in border defenses (https://paxpoint.org/irans-missile-program-remains-a-central-threat-after-diplomatic-breakdown/) and intelligence, according to 

Cognitura’s current conflict overview (https://cognitura.org/navigating-the-israel-hamas-conflict-current-overview-and-insights). From the Israeli 

perspective, the assault confirmed the danger posed by Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy, armed struggle, rocket attacks, and military 

infrastructure near densely populated areas (https://paxpoint.org/idf-destroys-hezbollah-tunnel-network-a-prevented-threat-to-northern-israeli- 

communities/). Israeli leaders also fear that retaining those capabilities would enable another massacre, as discussed in our analysis of Hamas’s 

disarmament commitments and future attack risks (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-agreed-to-disarm-but-now-wants-to-hold-their-weapons-to-plan- 

another-futu re-massacre/).

Past initiatives illustrate that coexistence requires more than a temporary ceasefire; it is rooted in mutual recognition, the acceptance of each 

side’s state legitimacy and right to exist, civilian protection, and sustained cooperation across security, trade, infrastructure, governance, and 

economic development. Israel’s acceptance of the 1947 UN Partition Plan (https://paxpoint.org/oslo-accords/) and subsequent peace treaties with 

Egypt in 1979 and Jordan in 1994 exemplify efforts to pursue diplomatic recognition, territorial compromise, security guarantees, and normalized 

relations. These treaties demonstrate that formal agreements can resolve state-to-state conflict when recognized governments accept Israel’s 

existence and build practical cooperation.

The Oslo process (https://paxpoint.org/oslo-accords/), initiated with the 1993 Declaration of Principles and followed by the 1995 Interim 

Agreement, established Palestinian self-government arrangements and channels for continued negotiations. However, it did not settle issues of 

borders, security, Jerusalem, or refugees. Subsequent violence, political opposition, and declining trust complicated further progress. Hamas’s 

eventual military and governing authority presented a unique obstacle; negotiating with an armed organization that rejects Israel’s legitimacy 

differs fundamentally from negotiations with a recognized government.

Coexistence with Hamas is therefore not currently realistic while it retains its present ideology, military capacity, and governing role. A future path 

would require recognition of Israel’s right to exist, an end to attacks and destructive rhetoric, disarmament, political transformation, legitimate 

governance, civilian protection, and cooperation in economic development. Humanitarian aid and diplomacy remain essential, but Israeli 

policymakers distinguish a ceasefire from coexistence because credible enforcement and sustained security are also necessary.

Israel’s response has focused on dismantling Hamas’s military (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-regrouping-after-the-ceasefire-why-gaza-must-be- 

demilitarized/) and governing authority, including its underground tunnels, and preventing another large-scale assault. Repeated cycles of attacks, 

military responses, and ceasefires have not resolved security, governance, reconstruction, or humanitarian-access questions. PaxPoint’s analysis 

of Gaza’s conflicts (https://paxpoint.org/can-lasting-peace-in-gaza-be-achieved-an-in-depth-analysis/) notes that a temporary ceasefire is not the 

same as durable coexistence based on mutual recognition, civilian protection, and security guarantees. For Israel, disarmament is consequently a 

core security requirement, not a minor negotiating detail.

Previous Gaza conflicts (https://paxpoint.org/why-the-palestinian-authority-should-have-no-role-in-gaza-in-phase-two-of-the-trump-peace-plan/) 

have repeatedly led to attacks, military responses, and ceasefires without resolving governance, reconstruction, or security issues. The analysis of 

lasting peace in Gaza (https://paxpoint.org/can-lasting-peace-in-gaza-be-achieved-an-in-depth-analysis/) underscores the need for credible 

monitoring and effective reconstruction plans. Future agreements should encompass clear responsibilities, public benchmarks, independent 

monitoring, and sustained humanitarian access. These measures can facilitate people-to-people cooperation; however, a temporary ceasefire 

does not equate to durable coexistence while Hamas retains military and governing authority. Therefore, Israeli policymakers recognize the 

distinction between cessation of fighting and coexistence with Hamas.
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for peace. I\ .eanwhile, Palestinian civilians seek freedom, equal rights, and an end to displacement and military occupation. A durable framework 
would political transformation: recognition of Israel’s right to exist, abandonment of armed struggle, cessation of attacks,

disarmament, security guarantees, accountable governance, and civilian protection. Additionally, it requires diplomatic engagement focused on 

civilian welfare, as violence exacerbates trauma, fear, and mistrust on both sides.
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What remains uncertain: No previous initiative serves as a complete template. For coexistence with Hamas to become realistic, political 

transformation is essential: recognition of Israel’s right to exist, renunciation of rhetoric that advocates for Israel’s elimination as a Jewish state, 

disarmament, diplomatic engagement, and governance focused on civilian welfare. When evaluating a proposal, scrutinize its text, obligations, 

implementation record, and safeguards for civilians. History provides context; it does not eliminate the necessity for evidence.

For any future coexistence, a political transformation will be imperative: recognition of Israel’s right to exist, a renunciation of destruction rhetoric, 

cessation of assaults, disarmament, and governance centered on civilian welfare and economic progress. Disarmament must entail dismantling 

weapons stockpiles, command systems, and attack infrastructures, rather than simply relying on promises or symbolic oversight. Thus, the 

relevant question extends beyond what ends hostilities; it engages whether a proposal can alter Hamas’s military capacity, governing role, and 

relationship with Israel. This distinction is why Israeli policymakers differentiate between a ceasefire and genuine coexistence with Hamas.

Understanding Hamas’s leadership and ideology (https://paxpoint.org/hamass-continued-ceasefire-violations-reveal-its-true-intentions/) is crucial 

for assessing the viability of Israeli-Palestinian coexistence. Hamas’s decisions significantly influence military actions, governance, negotiations, 

and civilian safety. An in-depth analysis of lasting peace in Gaza (https://paxpoint.org/can-lasting-peace-in-gaza-be-achieved-an-in-depth- 

analysis/) reveals that the term “ending the war” can refer to military defeat, the removal of Hamas’s governing authority, or a negotiated 

settlement - each with distinct implications.

A temporary ceasefire should not be mistaken for enduring coexistence. Coexistence necessitates mutual recognition (https://paxpoint.org/israel- 

and-morocco-deepen-a-security-partnership-built-on-stability-and-trust/), acceptance of each side’s state legitimacy and right to exist, security 

assurances, civilian protection, and ongoing collaboration in governance, trade, and infrastructure development. Our analysis of why disarmament 

is essential for any Gaza peace plan (https://paxpoint.org/why-the-gaza-peace-council-cannot-succeed-without-the-disarmament-of-hamas/) 

indicates that partial arrangements may falter if Hamas’s external leadership retains the capability and incentive to renew violence while its military 

infrastructure persists. From Israel’s perspective, a fundamental obstacle remains Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy

(https://paxpoint.org/hamass-continued-ceasefire-violations-reveal-its-true-intentions/) and its declared aim of eradicating Israel as a Jewish state. 

It is critical not to conflate Palestinians, Palestinian civilians, and other political factions with Hamas or its leadership.

The 2007 Annapolis process aimed to restart final-status discussions, while the Abraham Accords (https://paxpoint.org/abraham-accords/), 

beginning in 2020, established or expanded diplomatic and economic relations between Israel and several Arab nations. These developments 

indicate that regional cooperation can occur when governments seek diplomatic arrangements, but this does not substitute for resolving the 

Israeli-Palestinian conflict or addressing Hamas’s military infrastructure, attacks, and governing role. Israel’s ongoing participation in ceasefire 

negotiations as of October 2025 shows that engagement can persist amid conflict, albeit without a guarantee of a lasting settlement.

Hamas was established in December 1987 during the First Intifada as a Palestinian branch of the Muslim Brotherhood, as detailed in a historical 

account of Hamas’s origins and ideology (https://factsignal.org/history-timeline/hamass-origins-and-ideology). Their 1988 charter advocated for the 

destruction of Israel, while the 2017 political document did not renounce armed conflict or the objective of annihilating Israel. This ideological 

consistency explains why Israeli officials assert that negotiations with Hamas differ fundamentally from those with a recognized government that 

acknowledges Israel’s existence.

What we know: Durable progress necessitates mutual recognition, cessation of attacks, credible security arrangements, accountable institutions, 

civilian protection, and broad public support. Cooperation can also develop through avenues such as medicine, water, trade, infrastructure, and 

education.

Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary
The 2000 Cam1' r''a.,d summit a.id subsequent ncgctiaJor.s failed to yield a final Israeli-Palestinian agreement. The 2002 Ar^p^ac^lnjtiative 

proposed nm malization (https://paxpoint.org/regional-peace-building/) between Israel and Arab states in exchange for conditions focused on 
Palestinia'tWfS/Addd^hWd'tfjer critical issues. While it remains an important reference point, the parties have yet to establish a shared framework 

for implementation. For a broader overview of Israel’s diplomatic initiatives and recent negotiations, see our history of Israel’s efforts to pursue 

peace (https://paxpoint.org/partners-for-peace/).
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Joint medical services, business partnerships, educational exchanges, and local projects can promote people-to-people coexistence and yield 

benefits for Palestinian civilians. Nevertheless, these initiatives do not alleviate Hamas’s military actions, such as rocket attacks, military 

infrastructure, or underground tunnels, nor do they furnish the security guarantees necessary for political reconciliation. While they may foster 

trust, temporary cooperation should not be mistaken for genuine coexistence.

International governments and organizations play a pivotal role in shaping Israel-Hamas relations through diplomacy, security assistance, 

humanitarian funding, mediation, and political pressure. The United States, Egypt, Qatar, the United Nations, and European governments have 

supported ceasefire negotiations and broader diplomatic dialogues, as indicated by PaxPoint’s analysis of international involvement 

(https://paxpoint.org/can-lasting-peace-in-gaza-be-achieved-an-in-depth-analysis/). As our overview of international mediation and global 

involvement (https://paxpoint.org/international-mediation/) explains, foreign participation can provide frameworks, guarantees, and legitimacy, 

although political constraints, perceived bias, and diplomatic fatigue often limit its effectiveness. Their role underscores a crucial point: temporary 

de-escalation does not equate to genuine coexistence, which requires mutual recognition, civilian protection, security guarantees, and sustained 

cooperation in governance, trade, infrastructure, and economic development.

While external actors can reduce immediate violence and expand humanitarian access, previous escalations - in 2008-09, 2012, 2014, and 2021 

- often concluded with ceasefires rather than sustainable coexistence. The recurring cycle of rocket attacks, Israeli military responses, and 

temporary truces has left unresolved issues regarding Hamas’s military authority, Israel’s security concerns, civilian safety, reconstruction, and the 

imperative for legitimate Palestinian governance (https://paxpoint.org/ending-the-linkage-myth-why-the-palestinian-issue-should-not-hold-back- 

wider-middle-east-peace/). From the Israeli perspective, diplomacy must also address Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy and its stated 

objective of eliminating Israel as a Jewish state, rather than merely framing the conflict as a territorial or policy dispute.

Cooperation may seem inconsistent, with localized progress occurring amid ongoing conflict. Recurring attacks, military responses, and ceasefires 

- especially those initiated from densely populated areas - clarify why Israeli policymakers draw a line between a temporary truce and meaningful 

coexistence with Hamas. Making coexistence operational would necessitate recognition of Israel, a cessation of attacks and inflammatory rhetoric, 

disarmament, civilian safety, and governance oriented towards welfare and development.

When evaluating any bridge-building narrative, consider who participated, what actions were taken, the reliability of supporting sources, and 

whether involvement was sustained. Investigate specific objectives, transparent partnerships, and stated limitations. While people-to-people 

initiatives are significant, lasting coexistence cannot persist without security, political legitimacy, and attention to the rights of both peoples. 

Building understanding amidst division necessitates asking what was achieved and which conditions remain essential for moving from cooperation 

toward lasting peace.

Coexistefic^)e/?tB3sPm'orteo{flin just a ceasefire or the absence of violence. It requires mutual recognition (https://paxpoint.org/israel-and-morocco- 

deepen-a-security-partnership-built-on-stability-and-trust/), acceptance of both sides’ legitimacy, civilian protection, and sustained collaboration 

(https://paxpoint.org/israel-and-morocco-deepen-a-security-partnership-built-on-stability-and-trust/) across security, trade, infrastructure, 

governance, and economic development. Our overview of Israel and Palestine (https://paxpoint.org/whats-the-difference-between-israel-and- 

palestine/) highlights that supporters of Israel often view Palestinian recognition of Israel as the legitimate nation-state of the Jewish people, the 

rejection of terrorism, and dependable security arrangements as critical elements for lasting peace. In the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, this 

distinction is vital since Israeli officials argue that Hamas’s denial of Israel’s legitimacy and its proclaimed aim to eliminate Israel as a Jewish state 

obstruct coexistence while maintaining military and governing authority.

A prevalent misconception is that coexistence entails avoiding challenging discussions or endorsing all claims uncritically. True coexistence 

necessitates acknowledgment of civilian suffering, a careful examination of evidence, and a clear distinction between Hamas’s ideology and 

military activities, Palestinian civilians, and other political factions. It also requires addressing legitimate Palestinian aspirations for self- 

government, economic opportunity, and political rights while scrutinizing whether an armed organization will recognize the other side’s right to 

exist.

Explt. :ng Misunderstandings: Misconceptions About Coexistence
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary 
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Images, altered videos, and unverified posts often circulate as evidence of current events. Verify the date, location, original source, and 

independent reporting before sharing. When details about rocket attacks, military infrastructure, or tunnels in populated areas remain vague, 

indicate that uncertainty exists rather than presenting allegations as incontrovertible fact.

While comparisons with other peace processes provide valuable insights, they indicate that durable coexistence requires more than a temporary 

ceasefire. Key factors include mutual recognition, civilian protection, accountable governance, and sustained cooperation. These elements are 

especially pertinent to the Israeli-Hamas conflict, as Israeli officials contend that coexistence cannot flourish while Hamas maintains its prevailing 

ideology and military authority, rejects Israel’s legitimacy, and calls for the elimination of Israel as a Jewish state.

Another error is discussing military actions while neglecting civilian safety, displacement, governance, and economic development. Distinguish 

Hamas’s aggressive objectives from Israel’s stated security concerns and responses, while focusing on civilian consequences and future 

negotiations. Humanitarian concern should encompass Palestinian suffering under Israeli operations and the harms imposed by Hamas’s 

governance, without resorting to graphic or dehumanizing language.

Anyone evaluating a peace plan must ask: How will civilians be protected? Who will govern and oversee implementation? What happens when 

commitments are violated? International pressure may open a path toward coexistence, but only accountable, durable arrangements can sustain 

it. Israeli policymakers, therefore, distinguish clearly between a ceasefire and genuine coexistence with Hamas.

Ask which claims are substantiated, disputed, or omitted. Use credible sources and avoid generalizing about populations. This clarity explains why 

Israeli officials distinguish a temporary ceasefire from lasting coexistence: durable coexistence requires mutual recognition, security assurances, 

an end to hostilities, disarmament, and political transformation.

A common mistake is oversimplifying the conflict by treating Hamas, Palestinian civilians, and Palestinian political factions as interchangeable. 

Effective analysis separates facts from interpretations, acknowledges competing perspectives, and examines how Hamas’s ideology 

(https://paxpoint.org/why-hamas-rejects-disarmament-the-truth-behind-its-fury-at-the-u-n-s-endorsement-of-the-trump-peace-plan/), military 

conduct, governing record, and rejection of Israel’s legitimacy affect coexistence. Our analysis of Hamas’s governance and its effects on 

Palestinian civilians (https://paxpoint.org/the-worlds-compassion-ends-at-hamass-door/) also considers how abuses, coercion, and the 

manipulation of humanitarian narratives can be overlooked in public discussion.

Critics of conventional United Nations strategies argue that their emphasis on territorial disputes has frequently neglected Hamas’s ideology, 

armed resistance, and denial of Israel’s state legitimacy, as detailed by Justorium’s discussion of post-October 7 diplomacy 

(https://justorium.org/how-the-un-treats-the-israeli-palestinian-conflict-as-though-october-7-never-happened/). International backing may facilitate 

negotiations, but cooperation with Hamas in its current ideological and military form remains implausible. A meaningful political transformation 

would require recognition of Israel’s right to exist, rejection of calls for its destruction, an end to attacks, disarmament of terrorist infrastructure, 

civilian protection, and governance centered on civilian welfare.

The 1998 Good Friday Agreement (https://paxpoint.org/wye-river/) exemplifies the importance of inclusive political arrangements, consent 

principles, and institutions that foster cooperation between opposing communities. Colombia’s 2016 peace agreement illustrates how 

disarmament, rural development, victim participation, and transitional justice can facilitate political transformation. These examples contrast 

sharply with negotiations involving Hamas, an armed organization whose strategy often involves rocket attacks and military infrastructure near 

civilian areas, rather than a recognized government prepared to acknowledge another state’s right to exist. As discussed in our analysis of Hamas

Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary 

External press' ■ ' m-y influence the tim.ng of oeaueurec, but it cannot, by itself, create lasting peace. That would require cre<jtolte|moipjtoj'ing, 

enforceable security guarantees, systematic disarmament, functional governance, and sustained diplomatic engagement to prevent renewed 

hostilities military infrastructure, and tunnels in densely populated areas. Humanitarian aid and reconstruction must ensure

dependable access and safety measures so assistance reaches Palestinian civilians while security risks are addressed.
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Integrating civilian voices with verified facts clarifies needs, counters misinformation, and identifies prerequisites for coexistence: mutual 

recognition, security assurances, protection from attacks, and governance prioritizing civilian welfare. This reinforces the importance of civilian 

protection when assessing whether Hamas can pursue political change, disarm, and accept Israel’s statehood.

The overarching lesson is that coexistence demands recognition, an end to terrorism and incitement, accountability, and thorough implementation. 

Hamas would need to undergo substantial political transformation: renouncing destructive rhetoric, recognizing Israel’s right to exist, disarming, 

and engaging in diplomatic dialogue. Comparative analysis allows evidence to guide discussion regarding why Israeli-Palestinian coexistence 

remains a long-term aspiration, while current conditions render coexistence with Hamas unrealistic.

Firsthand accounts deserve validation against timelines, locations, corroborated reporting, and established humanitarian organizations. While 

individual experiences are significant, they cannot represent every community or faction. Humanitarian figures should be assessed critically when 

data is incomplete or contested.

Achieving long-term peace requires more than temporary ceasefires. It hinges on mutual recognition (https://paxpoint.org/israel-and-morocco- 

deepen-a-security-partnership-built-on-stability-and-trust/), acceptance of both sides’ legitimacy and right to exist, civilian protection, and sustained 

cooperation (https://paxpoint.org/israel-and-morocco-deepen-a-security-partnership-built-on-stability-and-trust/) across security, trade, 

infrastructure, governance, and economic development. While peaceful Israeli-Palestinian coexistence remains a long-term aspiration, 

coexistence with Hamas is currently unrealistic given its ideology, military control, and rejection of Israel’s legitimacy. As discussed in our analysis

• Did affected communities participate in discussions, with civilian protection regarded as a fundamental duty?

• What independent mechanisms were in place to monitor commitments, security assurances, disarmament, and violations?

• How did the agreement address daily safety, movement, access to services, livelihoods, governance, and economic development?

• What actions facilitated former adversaries in moving away from armed conflict toward constructive cooperation?

These inquiries can differentiate lasting political solutions from recurring cycles of conflict, military responses, and ceasefires. They also clarify 

why Israeli policymakers perceive a temporary truce as distinct from genuine coexistence with Hamas, particularly when obligations are contested 

or remain unfulfilled.

and Ceas ':re Obligations (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-and-the-ceasefire-receiving-the-benefits-while-ignoring-the-terms/), accepting the relief and 

political bei . ruce while deferrino security commitments may allt^J^grg^f^regrpi^ig^f^^f^Jg^gfig pe^§g Pre\£pyg.g<yeements

have also encm *ei„-d significant implementation challenges, underscoring that signing an agreement is merely one stage o^?^ceb|uMjng.

Residents articulate realities often overlooked by strategic analyses: navigating medical care, protecting children, crossing checkpoints, 

maintaining family ties, and accessing humanitarian aid. As discussed in our analysis of Gaza’s humanitarian challenges

(https://paxpoint.org/understanding-the-ongoing-gaza-israel-crisis-humanitarian-insights-and-challenges/), the scale of need is difficult to measure 

amid conflict due to damaged infrastructure, security restrictions, aid distribution networks, and governance under Hamas. These elements affect 

how quickly assistance reaches families. Testimonies may also illustrate local cooperation and initiatives toward governance and economic 

development. Acknowledging Palestinian civilians does not assign them responsibility for Hamas’s ideology or governance; it distinguishes civilian 

experiences from Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy and armed struggle.

No conflict mirrors another perfectly. Historical grievances, geography, external involvement, and political structures vary significantly, making it 

perilous to implement another agreement without necessary adaptations. Peace accords with Egypt and Jordan gained viability when recognized 

governments accepted Israel’s existence and pursued diplomatic avenues; Hamas would require similar acknowledgment, a cessation of attacks, 

disarmament, and governance centered on civilian welfare.

Understanding conflict requires more than maps, official statements, or military timelines; it necessitates examining civilian perspectives. Accounts 

of how Hamas’s armed activities, including rocket attacks and military infrastructure, influence daily life (https://paxpoint.org/civilian-protection- 

efforts/) reveal displacement, disrupted services, civilian danger, and uncertainty. These narratives are vital when assessing whether a temporary 

ceasefire can evolve into lasting coexistence.
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Long-term peace is built through deliberate choices - protecting civilians, honoring human dignity, fostering accountable governance, and 

prioritizing understanding over division. Each step connects hope to pragmatic action while recognizing that coexistence with Hamas necessitates 

ideological change, mutual recognition, disarmament, and an end to all attacks targeting civilians.

Dialogue is essential, encompassing engagement with Palestinian civilians, political factions, and Israeli communities without equating Hamas 

with the Palestinian populace. People-to-people interactions can mitigate misinformation and acknowledge civilian suffering. However, durable 

coexistence requires Hamas’s abandonment of armed struggle, cessation of attacks, recognition of Israel’s right to exist, and political 

transformation. Critical prerequisites include recognition, security guarantees, diplomatic engagement, and disarmament before Israeli decision­

makers can consider any arrangement involving Hamas retaining military or governing power.

The PaxPoint guide to Israel and Palestine (https://paxpoint.org/a-comprehensive-guide-to-understanding-israel-and-palestine/) explains why 

identity, geography, governance, and competing experiences of safety remain fundamental to the conflict. Since the 2005 Gaza disengagement 

(https://paxpoint.org/hamas-regrouping-after-the-ceasefire-why-gaza-must-be-demilitarized/), Hamas’s 2006 electoral victory, and the 2007 

takeover, many Israelis have been opposed to Hamas retaining military and governing authority. Continued tunnel construction, weapons 

production, and military planning despite reconstruction assistance have reinforced the view that maintaining Hamas’s capabilities invites renewed 

conflict. Our analysis of Hamas’s proposal and demilitarization debate (https://paxpoint.org/changing-the-government-keeping-the-guns-why- 

hamass-latest-proposal-changes-nothing/) discusses why reconstruction alone cannot provide lasting stability. Settlement policy remains 

pertinent, given disputes over land status, international law, and effects on adjacent Palestinian communities, as described in FactSignal’s 

analysis of settlements (https://factsignal.org/disinformation-analysis/israeli-settlements-exploring-their-history-legality-and-impact).

Look for verified commitments: civilian protection, humanitarian access, accountable governance, demilitarization, and an end to military rule. 

People-to-people dialogue and negotiations may preserve a long-term possibility; however, Hamas could theoretically change politically, 

coexistence is not currently realistic while it retains its present ideology, weapons, and governing role. Distinguish established facts from 

interpretation, and a temporary ceasefire from durable coexistence. This distinction is why Israeli policymakers categorize ceasefire separately 

from coexistence with Hamas.

Legal, historical, and security questions overlap, but negotiating with a recognized government differs from negotiating with an armed organization 

that denies the other state’s right to exist. Egypt and Jordan illustrate that formal peace became possible when governments accepted Israel’s 

legitimacy and pursued diplomacy. Future coexistence with Hamas would require acknowledgment of Israel’s existence, an abandonment of 

destructive rhetoric and armed struggle, cessation of attacks, disarmament, security guarantees, and governance focused on Palestinian civilian 

welfare. Reconstruction, humanitarian assistance, and new institutions would need to operate alongside credible demilitarization efforts.

Prospects for dialogue depend on whether Hamas undergoes a political transformation (https://paxpoint.org/iranian-opposition-unity-offers-hope- 

for-a-free-and-democratic-iran/), not simply another temporary ceasefire. Durable coexistence requires mutual recognition, acceptance of each 

side’s legitimacy and right to exist, civilian protection, and sustained cooperation in security, trade, infrastructure, governance, and economic 

development. From the Israeli perspective, Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy, ongoing rocket attacks, military infrastructure, and tunnels near 

populated areas remain central obstacles.

Practical cooperation in areas such as medical care, humanitarian aid, education, water access, local business, and infrastructure can protect 

civilians while supporting governance and economic development. These initiatives do not replace the need to address Hamas’s military 

infrastructure, including rockets, tunnels, and trained units, particularly when operations occur near densely populated areas. Civil administration 

backed by external security guarantees may be necessary to prevent aid and reconstruction materials from being misused under coercion. 

Promoting credible humanitarian initiatives and examining firsthand accounts from Voices for Peace can foster verified information and diminish 

dehumanizing narratives. Thus, a temporary ceasefire stands apart from sustainable coexistence, which requires civilian protection, cooperation, 

disarmament, and a viable political resolution.

of disarm: ^ent as a peace-plan requirement (https://paxpoint.org/disarming-hamas-and-hezbollah-the-security-requirement-at-the-center-of-the- 

trump-peai.^ >>, '>, -avino Hamas armed risks every pause turning into^jgpgi^Jy^ity ,®fe'^1s*rL^ii?J2t[^?ources *°

strengthen mil'’ '• h..restructure. Get Involved
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After Hamas won Palestinian legislative elections in 2006 and took control of Gaza in 2007, it consolidated military and governing authority. Israel, 

alongside Egypt in varying ways, imposed restrictions on movement and goods, citing security concerns, while Hamas and other armed groups 

launched attacks and rocket fire. Military infrastructure and tunnels developed in densely populated areas. Israel responded militarily, producing a 

repeated cycle of attacks, military responses, ceasefires, civilian hardship, and limited dialogue.

This is Hamas’s position, not a description of all Palestinians or all Palestinian political movements. People-to-people coexistence and a future 

political transformation remain possible, but they would require Hamas to recognize Israel, abandon destruction rhetoric, cease attacks, pursue 

diplomacy, and accept disarmament. Read the original charter and 2017 document alongside independent reporting and statements from other 

Palestinian voices.

The 2005 Gaza disengagement (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-regrouping-after-the-ceasefire-why-gaza-must-be-demilitarized/) was a major test of 

whether separation could support coexistence, but it did not establish an agreed political relationship with Hamas. Israel removed its settlements 

and permanent ground forces, saying this reduced its direct presence and security burden; Hamas presented the withdrawal as evidence that 

armed resistance had forced Israel out. These competing interpretations weakened trust and shaped later security policy.

The obstacle is not only borders or policy disagreements. Hamas has resisted surrendering its weapons and remains associated with armed 

struggle and rejection of Israel’s legitimacy, while its weapons also help preserve internal control over Gaza by intimidating critics and suppressing 

dissent. As explored in our analysis of why Hamas resists disarmament (https://paxpoint.org/why-hamas-rejects-disarmament-the-truth-behind-its- 

fury-at-the-u-n-s-endorsement-of-the-trump-peace-plan/), giving up that power could expose the movement to public accountability and create 

conditions for a more normal civilian life. Gaza’s civilians also face restrictions on movement, trade, and resources, reflecting external measures 

imposed by Israel and Egypt as well as internal controls under Hamas, according to a recent explainer (https://allyvia.org/the-reality-behind-gazas- 

label-as-an-open-air-prison/). A durable arrangement would therefore have to separate civilian protection from Hamas’s military and governing 

authority, impose reciprocal obligations, and replace the cycle of attacks, military responses, and ceasefires with accountable governance. That is 

the difference between a temporary ceasefire and durable coexistence.

October 7, 2023, became a decisive turning point for Israeli security thinking. The attack reinforced the view among many Israelis that Hamas 

cannot retain military or governing power while claiming to pursue coexistence. Disengagement did not by itself cause every later development: 

politics, security decisions, internal Palestinian division, and failed negotiations also mattered. This is why Israeli policymakers distinguish a 

ceasefire from coexistence with Hamas.

The central barrier, as Israeli officials and many Israelis understand it, is Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy and its stated objective of 

eliminating Israel as a Jewish state - not merely a dispute over borders. Hamas’s founding ideology and political documents deny Israel’s right to 

exist as a Jewish state in any part of historic Palestine. Its 1988 charter used religious and nationalist arguments and called for armed struggle, 

including against Israel.

Coexisterice^W^e/aR/sraeAnd Hamas is not currently realistic while Hamas retains its present ideology, military capacity, and governing role. It 

would mean more than a temporary ceasefire: mutual recognition (https://paxpoint.org/israel-and-morocco-deepen-a-security-partnership-built-on- 

stability-and-trust/), acceptance of each side’s legitimacy and right to exist, civilian protection, and sustained cooperation in security, trade, 

infrastructure, governance, and economic development. From the Israeli perspective, arrangements must include security guarantees, hostage 

releases, inspections, verification, and disarmament rather than pauses that leave rocket attacks, military infrastructure 

(https://paxpoint.org/beneath-the-villages-hezbollahs-tunnel-network-shows-why-peace-requires-demilitarization/), and tunnels intact. PaxPoint 

describes Israeli officials (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-and-the-ceasefire-receiving-the-benefits-while-ignoring-the-terms/)

How did events like the Gaza disengagement affect relations between Israel and 
Hamas?
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In 2017, Hamas issued a political document that moderated some language. It said Hamas could accept a Palestinian state on the pre-1967 lines 

as a national consensus, but it still did not recognize Israel, accept a permanent two-state (https://paxpoint.org/israel-peace-proposals/) 

settlement, or renounce armed struggle. Accepting a proposed boundary is therefore not the same as mutual recognition or acceptance of Israel’s 

state legitimacy. Negotiating with a recognized government differs from negotiating with an armed organization that denies the other state’s right to 

exist.
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While a change in leadership could influence dialogue possibilities, it does not ensure coexistence. The essential issue is whether future 

Palestinian leaders will embrace mutual recognition, acknowledge Israel’s right to exist as a Jewish state, protect civilian lives, and prioritize 

governance and economic development over armed struggle. It is vital to differentiate Hamas’s rejection of Israel’s legitimacy from the broader 

Palestinian identity (https://paxpoint.org/whats-the-difference-between-israel-and-palestine/) and civilian experience. A PaxPoint guide to Israel 

and Palestine (https://paxpoint.org/a-comprehensive-guide-to-understanding-israel-and-palestine/) emphasizes that Palestinian identity is shaped 

by family, community, and shared history, making leadership issues multifaceted rather than purely national.

If you found this article helpful, consider sharing it with someone who appreciates peace and coexistence, or continue exploring our related 

resources. While achieving peaceful Israeli-Palestinian coexistence may remain a long-term vision, sustainable coexistence with Hamas 

necessitates recognition, disarmament, and an end to assaults on innocent civilians.

• Ask for Evidence: Always verify the source, date, and original context before circulating claims about Hamas, Israel, or Palestinian civilians.

• Listen Carefully: Be open to Israeli security concerns, the suffering of Palestinian civilians, and the variety of political views held by

Palestinians.

• Act Constructively: Engage with credible initiatives that promote disarmament, governance, and collaborative projects.

Advocacy transcends the repetition of slogans; it involves responsible sharing, rejecting inflammatory generalizations, and considering what 

political transformations could lead to recognition of Israel’s right to exist, a cessation of hostilities, and accountable governance for civilians. Such 

choices will foster informed dialogue about the prerequisites necessary for achieving coexistence.

Merely changing leadership cannot resolve deep-rooted conflicts. Meaningful progress requires addressing Israeli security concerns, political 

representation, rights, and accountable governance. From Israel’s perspective, the main barrier lies not only in territorial disputes but in Hamas’s 

declared intent to eliminate Israel as a Jewish state. Its military capacity and governing role therefore affect Israeli willingness to negotiate political 

arrangements, while earlier wars and sustained support for armed struggle continue to shape security policy.

Current U.S. policy discussions frequently refer to a two-state solution framework, while the analysis of the U.S.-lsrael alliance

(https://allyvia.org/how-the-u-s-israel-alliance-shapes-peace-efforts/) stresses the need for transformation within Palestinian leadership dynamics 

before future dialogues can succeed. Uncertainty remains over which leaders, institutions, or coalitions might gain legitimacy and whether they will 

renounce violent tactics in favor of mutual recognition.

Start by visiting the Misinformation Hub for well-sourced claims and context. Next, explore Voices for Peace to find firsthand accounts of 

grassroots cooperation, and review Humanitarian Initiatives to understand how humanitarian aid, medical assistance, and coexistence programs 

are essential for community support. These resources provide clarity on the distinction between a mere ceasefire and a durable coexistence 

founded on mutual recognition, legitimacy of governance, and sustained collaborative efforts.

Negotiations, security arrangements, and formal agreements are typically driven by national officials. However, their effectiveness often hinges on 

local authorities, civic organizations, educators, healthcare providers, and community leaders who build trust and support civilian protections, 

infrastructure, and accountable governance. Past peace efforts demonstrate that compromise is possible when leaders accept mutual recognition, 

as discussed in our history of decisions shaping the conflict (https://paxpoint.org/what-historical-decisions-shaped-the-current-israel-palestinian- 

conflict/). Yet coexistence requires more than a ceasefire: Hamas would need political transformation, an end to attacks, disarmament, and 

policies centered on civilian well-being.

Call u Action: Understanding and Advocacy
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

Understanding ' °tner coexistence between Israel ana Hamas is truly attainable goes beyond mere headlines or social mec^pIpj^^J^requires 

a thorough examination of Hamas’s ideology (https://paxpoint.org/why-hamas-rejects-disarmament-the-truth-behind-its-fury-at-the-u-n-s- 
endorsemenU/Ae/frump-P^ace-plan/) , its history of armed struggle (https://paxpoint.org/the-manufactured-claim-of-a-uniquely-evil-war-in-gaza/), 

its military governance (https://paxpoint.org/changing-the-government-keeping-the-guns-why-hamass-latest-proposal-changes-nothing/), and the 

implications for civilians in Gaza. It is crucial to analyze reliable sources, differentiate verified facts from disputed narratives, and assess how 

rocket attacks, military ramps, underground tunnels, and conflicts in densely populated regions impact civilian safety and security measures, 

governmental stability, and economic development.
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For Israel, the implications are profound. The country is not confronting only 

rockets, terrorism and diplomatic pressure. It is also at the center of an 

information battlefield in which hostile states can exploit the Israeli-Palestinian 

conflict to divide American and European societies, weaken support for Israel, 

radicalize political debate and turn citizens of allied democracies against one 

another. Israel is frequently the subject of the campaign, but the ultimate 

target may be the cohesion of the West itself.

• State-backed influence operations (https://cognitura.org/blog/anti- 

israel-activism-chinese-influence-and-the-fight-over-americas-ai-

infrastructure) often seek to manufacture division rather than spread 

overt hatred.
• The study111 analyzed 25.08 million posts from seven government- 

attributed campaigns.

• Only 18.7% of hostile posts combined identity-based attacks with 

dehumanizing or inciting language.

Foreign influence operations are often imagined as crude campaigns built 

around fake news, obvious propaganda and openly hateful language. A new 

large-scale study suggests the reality is considerably more sophisticated. 

Hostile governments do not necessarily need to invent entirely new beliefs or 

persuade people to adopt extreme positions. Their more effective strategy is 

often to identify divisions that already exist, imitate authentic voices on each 

side and intensify the conflict until disagreement becomes social fracture.

1. Key Takeaways

2. The Objective Is Fracture, Not Persuasion

3. Israel Is an Ideal Fault Line

The study examined more than 25 million social-media posts from 8,275 

accounts linked to seven state-backed influence campaigns. It found that only 

18.7% of the hostile content qualified as explicitly identity-based,

dehumanizing or inciting hate. Much of the rest consisted of inflammatory 

partisan rhetoric or attacks on countries and foreign policy, carefully designed 

to aggravate existing tensions without necessarily crossing the line into 

prohibited hate speech. Iranian operations were particularly focused on 

geopolitical invective, while Russian campaigns relied more heavily on identity 

conflict.

0

4. The Most Effective Propaganda May Be Partly True

5. Imitating Authentic Voices

6. Social-Media Algorithms Reward the Strategy

7. The Damage Is Strategic

8. Israel Must Defend Credibility, Not Merely Its Narrative

9. Western Governments Need a Wider Definition of Influence

10. Israel Is Both Target and Early-Warning System

11. Conclusion

11.1. Footnotes
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They may instead promote opposing narratives simultaneously.

Israel Is an Ideal Fault Line

That makes Israel an ideal subject for foreign manipulation.

Both sides become angrier.
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The most important finding is that foreign influence campaigns do not always 

try to convince audiences of one coherent ideology.

One network can encourage radical anti-lsrael activism while another persona 

provokes the most inflammatory response from Israel's supporters. The 

purpose is not necessarily to make everyone agree with Iran, Russia or another 

hostile state. It is to make Americans distrust one another, persuade 

communities that democratic institutions are irredeemably biased and 

transform political disagreement into mutual hostility.

Foreign operatives do not need to create the underlying dispute over Israel. 

They merely need to find the most emotionally charged claims, insert 

themselves into the discussion and reward the voices most likely to produce 

outrage.

• Iranian campaigns concentrated heavily on geopolitical attacks, while
[2]

Russian operations " more often exploited identity divisions.

• Foreign actors (https://cognitura.org/blog/the-american-reinvention-of- 

a-palestinian-terrorist-organization-when-terrorist-networks-learn-to-

fight-without-bombstidentifv existing controversies, imitate genuine 

participants and amplify the most polarizing voices.

• Israel-related issues provide an unusually powerful

(https://cognitura.org/blog/the-american-reinvention-of-a-palestinian-

terrorist-organization-when-terrorist-networks-learn-to-fight-without-

bombstfault line through which adversaries can weaken Western social 

cohesion.

• Content moderation focused only on explicit hate speech 

(https://cognitura.org/blog/the-brotherhood-in-the-backyard-the-

islamist-movement-the-west-refuses-to-confront) is likely to miss much 

of the manipulation.

This is a much easier objective than persuading millions of people to embrace 

foreign policy dictated by Tehran or Moscow.

The research describes this wider phenomenon as "manufactured divisiveness." 

Across the analyzed campaigns, roughly half of hostile posts attacked identity 

groups, while the remainder focused on partisan or geopolitical confrontation. 

Treating all of this simply as hate speech obscures the strategic purpose 

behind it.

The conflict touches religion, race, colonialism, terrorism, national identity, 

human rights and America's role in the world. It can divide left from right, 

progressives from liberals, younger voters from older generations and 

communities from their political leadership.

An Iranian influence operation does not need to persuade an American that 

the Islamic Republic is admirable. It can instead amplify claims that Israel is 

committing genocide, that Washington is controlled by hidden interests or 

that the United States is complicit in every civilian death. At the same time, 

another hostile campaign can inflame anti-Muslim hostility or promote the 

belief that every critic of Israel supports terrorism.

Few international issues are as emotionally powerful or politically divisive as 

Israel.
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Trust collapses.

Iran benefits without becoming popular itself.
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Selective truth can be more effective than an obvious lie.

>

The underlying event may be real.

The manipulation lies in the selection, framing and coordinated amplification.

Imitating Authentic Voices

Their role is not necessarily to lead the conversation.

It is to push it further toward the edge.
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This makes the operation difficult to detect because the content often 

resembles genuine political speech.

For Israel, this means that the information threat cannot be understood solely 

through obviously pro-lranian or pro-Hamas accounts.

Foreign actors first identify a polarized issue and the communities divided over 

it. They then create personas that imitate authentic members of those groups. 

Finally, they amplify narratives that reinforce each audience's existing beliefs 

and hostility toward the opposing side.

This is particularly dangerous for Israel because the realities of war inevitably 

produce disturbing imagery and tragic events. Hostile actors can circulate 

those images instantaneously, attach claims about deliberate Israeli intent and 

reinforce them through thousands of apparently independent accounts before 

investigations can establish what happened.

Another important lesson is that influence operations do not have to rely 

entirely on fabricated information.

A foreign operator can take a real civilian casualty, genuine political statement 

or authentic protest and present it without context. It can repeatedly amplify 

the most inflammatory interpretation, suppress contradictory evidence and 

distribute the material through accounts designed to appear like ordinary 

activists, students, veterans or members of minority communities.

The strategy described in the article follows an identification-imitation- 

amplification pattern.

A fake student activist may post material almost indistinguishable from that of 

a real student. An inauthentic conservative account may repeat arguments 

already circulating among actual voters. Foreign operators can embed 

themselves inside existing movements rather than building visibly artificial 

ones.

The more dangerous accounts may appear entirely American, British or 

European. They may use the vocabulary, cultural references and emotional 

concerns of the communities they are trying to influence.

The study found that Iranian influence campaigns concentrated particularly 

heavily on geopolitical invective, with such attacks accounting for 64% and 

51% of the hostile content in the two Iranian operations examined. That 

pattern is highly relevant to Israel because Tehran's information strategy has 

long sought to portray Israel and the United States as illegitimate, aggressive 

and responsible for regional instability.
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This creates a powerful advantage for hostile states.

Ordinary users then become unwitting amplifiers.
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The Damage Is Strategic
The consequences extend well beyond Israel's public image.

They can also weaken the alliance directly.

It is a Western national-security problem.

The findings also carry lessons for Israel.

Credibility is the essential asset.
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The manipulation works because social-media platforms reward emotional 

intensity.

A separate study of more than 56 million posts from 18 state-linked 

campaigns found that toxic content represented only 1.53% of all posts but 

generated far more engagement. Toxic posts averaged 20.63 interactions, 

compared with 3.46 for non-toxic content. Russian toxic posts were especially 

effective, averaging more than 86 interactions.

If foreign influence operations persuade Americans that support for Israel 

proves their government is corrupt, they weaken trust in American institutions. 

If they drive Jewish and Muslim communities into deeper hostility, they 

damage domestic cohesion. If they convince younger voters that Western 

democracy itself is merely a vehicle for oppression, they undermine the 

political system from within.

Israel-related discourse is particularly vulnerable because it already produces 

intense emotional responses and rapid engagement.

A person may quote a post to condemn it, argue with it or warn others about 

it, yet still help the algorithm distribute it more widely. The operation succeeds 

because genuine citizens perform much of the amplification themselves.

They do not need to dominate the total volume of discussion. A relatively 

small amount of inflammatory material can travel disproportionately far 

because anger, fear and hostility attract clicks, reposts and replies.

Traditional public diplomacy often assumes that the task is to provide more 

facts, correct false claims and promote Israel's preferred narrative. Those 

efforts remain necessary, but they are insufficient against operations whose 

objective is division rather than truth.

Public pressure may make governments more reluctant to share intelligence, 

transfer defensive systems, confront Iran or support Israel diplomatically. The 

effect can be achieved without winning any formal political debate. Sustained 

polarization alone can make coherent policy harder to maintain.

This is why the information campaign surrounding Israel should not be treated 

as an Israeli public-relations problem.

Social-Media Algorithms Reward the 
Strategy0

Israel Must Defend Credibility, Not 
Merely Its Narrative
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Israel must understand how authentic events are being manipulated, which 

communities are being targeted and which narratives are being amplified 

simultaneously on opposing sides. It also needs to communicate more quickly 

and transparently, because delays create a vacuum that hostile networks can 

fill.
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The study also suggests that current defenses are too narrow.

>

There is also an opportunity.

The methods are transferable even when the subject changes.

Conclusion

It is division.
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The danger lies in coordinated behavior, deceptive identity and strategic 

amplification rather than any single sentence.

Israel often encounters these campaigns early because it sits at the center of 

the ideological struggle promoted by Iran and its proxies.

It should be to prevent hostile actors from monopolizing the first 

interpretation of events.

Platforms and regulators often concentrate on explicit hate speech, threats 

and prohibited content. Yet most divisive influence material may remain 

technically lawful and avoid overt hatred. The research found that reporting all 

hostile material as hate would overstate genuine hate approximately twofold.

Just as Israeli missile-defense technology can help allies confront physical 

threats, Israeli expertise in information warfare 

(https://cognitura.org/blog/information-warfare-and-the-israel-u-s-iran-

conflict-whv-narratives-now-shape-the-battlefield) can help them understand 

political manipulation.

Overstatement, unsupported claims or slow corrections can provide 

adversaries with additional material. Israel's response should therefore be 

rigorous, evidence-based and designed for audiences beyond its existing 

supporters.

The new research provides a crucial insight into modern foreign influence 

operations: their most important product is not necessarily hatred or belief in a 

foreign government's propaganda.

The United States and Europe therefore need stronger cooperation with Israel 

in identifying state-linked campaigns, sharing technical indicators and 

exposing coordinated manipulation before it achieves mass reach.

Israel has extensive experience confronting Iranian information operations, 

terrorist propaganda, cyberattacks and coordinated influence campaigns. Its 

intelligence agencies, technology companies and research institutions can help 

allies identify patterns that may later be directed at their own elections, public 

institutions and communities.

A post can be factually defensible and non-hateful while still being part of a 

foreign operation designed to inflame social conflict. Detecting that requires 

examining networks, timing, coordination and account behavior rather than 

words alone.

Israel Is Both Target and Early- 
Warning System

0

Western Governments Need a Wider 
Definition of Influence

What begins as an operation against Israel can subsequently be repurposed 

around American elections, racial conflict, immigration, Ukraine or distrust of 

NATO.
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The information war over Israel is one front in a wider campaign against 

Western social cohesion. Recognizing that reality is the first step toward 

ensuring that democracies do not continue doing their adversaries' work for 

them.
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State-backed campaigns identify the fault lines already running through 

democratic societies, imitate authentic voices and amplify the arguments most 

likely to turn disagreement into hostility. Only a minority of the hostile content 

examined qualified as explicitly hateful and inciting. Much of the rest operated 

in the gray zone of partisan and geopolitical confrontation, where 

manipulation is harder to detect and easier to defend as ordinary speech.

When American campuses fracture, minority communities turn against one 

another, citizens lose trust in institutions and democratic governments become 

incapable of maintaining coherent foreign policy, the strategic victory belongs 

to the hostile state running the campaign.
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Israel is particularly exposed because it has become one of the most 

emotionally charged subjects in Western politics. Iran and other adversaries 

can use Gaza, Zionism, antisemitism and American support for Israel to 

aggravate divisions that already exist.
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A Public Execution Is Intended for the Living
The decision to carry out the hangings publicly is central to understanding their purpose.
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Former UN prosecutor Payam Akhavan argues that these are not lawful executions but arbitrary killings forming 

part of a wider crime against humanity. His assessment is especially significant because it places the hangings 

within the broader context of the violent suppression of Iran's January uprising. The executions, in this view, are 

not isolated acts of punishment. They are the continuation of a campaign designed to eliminate dissent and 

terrorize an increasingly defiant population.

The Islamic Republic presents itself internationally as the defender of Iran against foreign enemies. Its leaders 

routinely portray the United States and Israel as the greatest threats to the country, while describing domestic 

opponents as agents of outside powers. Yet the latest wave of public executions reveals a very different reality: 

the regime's most immediate struggle is against the Iranian people themselves.

On July 28, Iranian authorities publicly hanged Amirhossein Safari and Abolfazl Sepahi in an Isfahan square after 

convicting them over the deaths of four police officers during January's nationwide unrest. Two other defendants 

in the same case had already been executed in prison, while eight more reportedly remain under death 

sentences. Human rights organizations and UN experts have raised serious concerns about access to lawyers, 

potentially exculpatory evidence, coerced televised confessions and the independence of the proceedings.

1. Key Takeaways

2. A Public Execution Is Intended for the Living

3. Trials Without Justice

4. From Protesters to Enemy Combatants

5. The Scale Is Already Extraordinary

6. The Regime Fears Its People More Than Its Enemies

7. War Provides Cover for Repression

8. Why the World Should Care

9. The Gallows May Be a Sign of Weakness

10. Conclusion

10.1. Footnotes

Iran's Executions Reveal a Regime at War 
With Its Own People

FACT 
SIGNAL

Key Takeaways
• Iran publicly hanged111 two protesters in Isfahan on July 28 following proceedings criticized over due 

process and coerced confessions.
[21

• Two others connected to the same case were executed earlier, while eight reportedly remain at risk .

• A former UN prosecutor says the executions may form part of a crime against humanity and potentially the 

crime of extermination.
• Iran reportedly executed11 at least 2,159 people in 2025, with politically motivated executions increasing 

after the January 2026 uprising.
[4]

• The public hangings provoked demonstrations, anti-execution campaigns and a large hunger strike 

among death-row prisoners.
• The executions suggest that Tehran1-1 increasingly views its own citizens, rather than foreign armies, as the 

principal threat to regime survival.
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Yet the response in Isfahan suggests that fear may no longer function as reliably as it once did.

Trials Without Justice

The proceedings described in this case appear to fall far short of that standard.

Language becomes the first stage of elimination.

From Protesters to Enemy Combatants
This process of dehumanization is particularly important.

The Scale Is Already Extraordinary
Iran's use of the death penalty is not confined to high-profile political cases.
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The regime intended the gallows to demonstrate control. Instead, they became another rallying point for 

resistance.

Capital punishment remains lawful under limited circumstances in some countries, but international human rights

standards require the highest levels of due process because an execution cannot be reversed.

These allegations suggest a government treating political unrest as a military rebellion to be crushed rather than 

a societal crisis requiring reform.

Public political executions have been relatively rare in Iran in recent years. Their return therefore appears 

calculated to restore fear after a period of widespread protest and political instability. Akhavan described the use 

of public gallows as an effort by the regime to project strength and intimidate a population that continues to 

challenge its authority.

Evidence cited in connection with the January crackdown includes the alleged use of snipers, heavy machine guns 

and armor-piercing ammunition against unarmed demonstrators. There have also been allegations of internet 

blackouts, bodies transported in refrigerated trucks, pressure on hospitals to disguise gunshot deaths and 

possible secret or unmarked burials. The UN fact-finding mission has not yet issued its final conclusions on the 

January events, but it is continuing its investigation.

Executions conducted in a prison remove an individual. Executions staged from cranes in a public square are 

designed to send a message to everyone watching. The spectacle communicates that the state possesses 

absolute power over life and death and that those who challenge it may be humiliated and killed before their 

own communities.

Iran's Revolutionary Courts frequently rely on broad ideological or national-security offenses such as moharebeh, 

commonly translated as "waging war against God." Such terminology transforms opposition to the state into an

offense against religion itself, making ordinary legal defense almost impossible.

Once protesters are classified as enemies of God, foreign agents or combatants, the regime no longer needs to 

recognize them as citizens possessing rights.

Senior officials have repeatedly portrayed demonstrators as terrorists, saboteurs or agents of foreign

governments. Akhavan argues that such language effectively creates a license to kill by treating civilian protesters

as participants in an armed war against the state.

That distinction matters because it explains why the execution campaign is unlikely to end with a handful of 

defendants. Once dissent itself is defined as warfare, every critic can become a potential enemy combatant.

Hundreds reportedly gathered near the execution site before dawn, booing police and chanting "shame on you." 

Security forces later dispersed crowds with tear gas, Tasers and warning shots. An online campaign opposing the 

executions was shared hundreds of thousands of times, while approximately 1,500 death-row prisoners at Ghezel 

Hesar prison reportedly began a hunger strike.

Amnesty International reported that Iran carried out at least 2,159 executions in 2025, most involving drug- 

related charges. Since the January uprising, rights groups have documented a sharp rise in politically motivated 

executions. Amnesty says at least 52 people have been arbitrarily executed this year for alleged protest-related 

Rights groups have raised concerns about restrictions on access to lawyers and case files, the rejection of 

evidence that might have assisted the defendants and the broadcasting of confessions that may have been 

extracted under coercion. UN experts warned Iran before the executions that coerced confessions must not be 

admitted and that televising them before trial violates the presumption of innocence.
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It is an instrument of governance.

The Regime Fears Its People More Than Its Enemies
Iran's leaders devote enormous attention to foreign threats.

Yet the behavior of the regime suggests that its deepest fear lies inside Iran.

A foreign missile can damage a facility. A domestic uprising can end the political system.

The public executions should be understood within that struggle for survival.

War Provides Cover for Repression
The international context also matters.

This expands the circle of repression beyond protesters and defendants.

Why the World Should Care

That separation is difficult to sustain.
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Domestic brutality and foreign aggression emerge from the same political structure: an unelected ideological 

system that treats force as the principal means of preserving power.

offenses following torture-tainted and grossly unfair Revolutionary Court trials, while at least 60 more remain at

risk. Three were reportedly children when their alleged offenses occurred.

This helps explain why authorities respond so violently to protests over economic hardship, political repression 

and social restrictions. The demonstrations expose the gap between the Islamic Republic's claim to represent Iran

and the reality of a population increasingly alienated from its ideology and institutions.

Supporting the Iranian people's right to due process and peaceful dissent is therefore not an act of interference 

in Iran's sovereignty. It is a defense of universal standards against a government that increasingly treats its 

population as occupied territory.

The state uses death sentences to punish crime, suppress political opposition, discipline minority communities 

and communicate the consequences of disobedience. Public hangings represent only the most visible part of a 

much larger machinery of coercion.

State media describes the country as surrounded by enemies. Political opponents are accused of acting on behalf 

of Washington or Jerusalem. Military confrontation is used to justify repression, censorship and demands for 

national unity.

Lawyers, journalists, relatives, human rights advocates and ordinary social media users can all become targets if 

they challenge the legitimacy of the executions. The purpose is not only to kill selected individuals but to isolate 

them by making solidarity itself dangerous.

Akhavan put the point starkly: the greatest threat to the Islamic Republic is not American or Israeli military action, 

but the Iranian people.

Periods of military confrontation can provide authoritarian governments with an opportunity to intensify 

domestic repression while international attention remains focused elsewhere. The regime can claim emergency

powers, restrict information and depict critics as traitors undermining the nation during wartime.

A regime willing to use extreme violence against its own citizens is unlikely to exercise greater restraint toward 

neighboring societies. The same institutions responsible for domestic repression also support armed proxies, 

intimidate dissidents abroad and pursue covert operations beyond Iran's borders.

Akhavan argues that Tehran is escalating executions "under cover of war" to manufacture fear. Authorities have

also opened cases against an unspecified number of people accused merely of opposing executions or

supporting defendants connected to the January uprising and recent conflict.

The execution campaign is sometimes treated as an internal Iranian issue distinct from Tehran's regional 

behavior.

The sheer number matters because it demonstrates that execution is not an exceptional measure reserved for the 

most extraordinary cases.
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The Gallows May Be a Sign of Weakness
Authoritarian regimes use public violence to project invulnerability.

History often reveals the opposite.

The hangings killed two men.

They did not resolve the anger that brought Iranians into the streets.

Conclusion
Iran's latest public executions reveal the true nature of the Islamic Republic's struggle.

Tehran says its enemies are abroad. Its gallows tell another story.
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The defiance in Isfahan demonstrates the limits of fear. People gathered despite the security forces. Prisoners 

launched a hunger strike despite facing death sentences. The online campaign spread despite surveillance and 

censorship.

The regime is hanging Iranians because it fears Iranians. It is trying to convince a restless society that resistance is 

hopeless and that the state's power is absolute.

Exposing Propaganda and 
Misinformation

Governments confident in their legitimacy do not require cranes in public squares to silence criticism. They do 

not need forced confessions, secretive trials or mass arrests to defend their authority. Extreme repression 

frequently appears when ordinary political tools have stopped working.

The allegations surrounding the trials, the use of coerced confessions and the wider pattern of protest-related 

executions raise serious grounds for international investigation. A former UN prosecutor has argued that the 

killings form part of an ongoing crime against humanity and may reach the threshold of extermination. That legal 

assessment will require further examination, but the underlying facts are already deeply disturbing.

The crowds chanting beneath the gallows demonstrated that the message is no longer being received as 

intended.

This is not principally a confrontation between a secure government and a handful of violent criminals. It is a 

regime attempting to preserve itself through intimidation, arbitrary punishment and the spectacle of death as 

growing numbers of Iranians reject its authority.
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What would a durable political solution need to protect - and what has caused earlier efforts to fail? Political solutions to the Israeli- 

Palestinian conflict are not competing slogans; they are frameworks shaped by national aspirations, historical claims, territorial disputes, religious 

connections, and the practical need to protect civilians.

To grasp the conflict, one must look beyond isolated events or political arguments. A careful analysis should consider historical developments, 

shifting borders, military control, attacks on civilians, failed negotiations, and the ongoing insecurity experienced by both communities. These 

subjects must be examined thoughtfully, distinguishing evidence and chronology from interpretation while recognizing how competing narratives 

shape public understanding.

This introduction provides a foundation for examining proposed political solutions, including their interests, risks, and practical challenges. As you 

continue, consider which claims are substantiated, which questions remain contested, and whose voices may be absent. Reviewing facts and 

context thoroughly supports understanding rather than division, while clarifying how peace and coexistence might be pursued.

The analysis considers negotiated two-state arrangements (https://paxpoint.org/glossary-peace-terms/) envisioning independent national entities; 

confederation or federation models built around shared institutions and distinct communities; and interim agreements based on phased 

governance, civilian security, and cooperation. It also includes regional diplomacy and coexistence initiatives, alongside humanitarian efforts and 

community partnerships.

The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is a complex dispute shaped by competing national identities, territorial claims, Palestinian terrorism, security 

concerns, and historical grievances. It directly affects both Israelis and Palestinians while drawing sustained global attention. Its roots encompass 

Jewish historical ties, Palestinian national aspirations, and recurrent cycles of war and diplomacy, making it more than a mere dispute over land. 

Our history of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict (https://paxpoint.org/the-israeli-palestinian-conflict-history-claims-and-current-issues/) explores these 

intersecting claims and current issues in greater depth.

Glossary

Get Involved

This analysis compares the two-state (https://paxpoint.org/israel-peace-proposals/) model, proposals for a demilitarized Palestinian state, regional 

peace frameworks, confederation or shared-sovereignty arrangements, and one-state alternatives. It also examines the Oslo process, the 2005 

Gaza disengagement, and the Abraham Accords (https://paxpoint.org/abraham-accords/) to show how diplomatic expectations, terrorism, 

governance, and regional cooperation have influenced Israeli perspectives. Alongside these examples, you will see why recognition of Israel as 

the nation-state of the Jewish people, secure borders, enforcement mechanisms, and Palestinian leadership (https://paxpoint.org/the-trump-deal- 

of-the-century-and-palestinian-rejection-another-turning-point/) committed to coexistence (https://paxpoint.org/what-israelis-want/) remain central 

considerations. The discussion addresses Jerusalem, refugees, internal political divisions, incitement, and common misunderstandings before 

considering what meaningful reform could require. No single model is guaranteed: progress depends on testing proposals against evidence, 

accountability, security, and the long-term goal of peace.

Political solutions are often framed as competing perspectives, yet each addresses governance, security, borders, and trade mobility. This 

overview provides a roadmap for examining proposals through facts and context, rather than assumptions or rhetoric.

Israeli Perspectives on Political Solutions to the Conflict
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As you proceed, separate established facts from interpretations and mark uncertainty. Compare sources, consult firsthand narratives, and verify 

claims through named documents or official statements. This roadmap encourages understanding over division while revealing unresolved 

obstacles and clearer pathways toward sustainable coexistence.

The Israeli-Palestinian conflict arises from complex claims to land, security, national self-determination, and political rights, influenced by 

narratives of displacement, violence, and occupation. In 1917, Britain issued the Balfour Declaration, which recognized a national home for the 

Jewish people in Palestine while emphasizing that the rights of existing non-Jewish communities should be preserved. The 1947 United Nations 

proposal sought to partition Palestine into Arab and Jewish states, leading to Israel’s declaration of independence in 1948. The Arabs rejected the 

proposal and five nations launched a war against the nascent Jewish state expecting to destroy it, but instead lost, resulting in many Palestinian 

Arabs becoming refugees. At the same time, hundreds of thousands of Jews were expelled from Arab and Muslim lands. In 1967, Israel captured 

the West Bank, East Jerusalem, and Gaza; military control, checkpoints, and settlement expansion have significantly restricted Palestinian 

freedom and remain central to ongoing negotiations. Our comparison of Israel and Palestine (https://paxpoint.org/whats-the-difference-between- 

israel-and-palestine/) further elucidates how these narratives shape competing claims to national self-determination.

The 1991 Madrid Conference signaled a renewed diplomatic effort. The subsequent 1993 Oslo Accords (https://paxpoint.org/oslo-accords/) 

between Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organization established mutual recognition and initiated limited Palestinian self-government 

(https://paxpoint.org/roadmap-for-peace/). Oslo II, signed in 1995, further divided the West Bank into administrative areas and started dialogue but 

left unresolved key issues including borders, Jerusalem, refugees, security, and sovereignty. The unsuccessful 2000 Camp David talks and 

subsequent negotiations illustrate persistent challenges: the dispute encompasses identity, historical rights, recognition, and territorial legitimacy 

alongside land.

Supporters believe that two states could provide Palestinians with self-determination and grant Israel a recognized national home with durable 

security. Related peace frameworks link this goal with immediate reciprocal obligations: Israel would need to remove unauthorized settlement 

outposts, while Palestinian leaders would be expected to curb terrorism, reform security organizations, and create accountable democratic 

institutions. Our overview of the Roadmap for Peace (https://paxpoint.org/roadmap-for-peace/) outlines how these steps were intended to 

establish conditions for negotiations and potential provisional statehood.

To assess claims regarding the proposal, inquire about which specific plan is being discussed, what sources substantiate it, and how it addresses 

the concerns of both Israelis and Palestinians. Evaluating facts and context aids in distinguishing a broad diplomatic goal from the detailed 

agreements, reciprocal commitments, and sustained communication necessary to make peace practical.

The two-state solution (https://paxpoint.org/roadmap-for-peace/) is a diplomatic framework proposing an independent Palestinian state alongside 

Israel. Its central aim is to address both peoples’ national aspirations through distinct political institutions while allowing for cooperation on shared 

concerns.

The proposal does not specify a universally agreed map or treaty. An agreement would need to address recognition, demilitarization, borders, 

security, Jerusalem, Israeli settlements, Palestinian refugees, water, and other shared resources. These interconnected issues imply that progress 

in one area can influence negotiations in others.

The term “two-state solution” is sometimes perceived as a complete peace plan. It is more accurately regarded as a framework whose details 

remain contested. Individuals may support the principle while disagreeing on borders, implementation, security measures, or the feasibility of 

achieving it under current conditions.

Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary
Ask which prom ms each upp.ue.ch adaresscc, w.iic.n stakeholders support or oppose it, and what evidence suggests about ^sp/jabilit^jplarify 

contested ts ,ms and practical responsibilities, as emphasized in our guide to understanding Israel and Palestine (https://paxpoint.org/a- 
compreh/teWk^tSdS-W-WlS/rstanding-israel-and-palestine/): determine who would implement commitments, how compliance would be 

monitored, and whether protections for civilians are defined. Scrutinize accountability, rights, representation, essential-service access, and safety 

measures.
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During the 2000 Camp David Summit, Israeli and Palestinian leaders engaged in intensive discussions mediated by the U.S. Topics such as 

territory, security, Jerusalem, and refugees were central to the agenda; however, the talks yielded no final agreement. Diverging narratives 

surrounding the proposals and their breakdown highlight the significance of consulting primary documents and contemporaneous accounts rather 

than relying solely on a singular interpretation.

These historical instances do not indicate an absence of diplomatic potential. They illustrate that a viable two-state solution necessitates clear 

commitments, effective implementation, accountable leadership, and enduring public support from both parties. When assessing historical claims, 

prioritize signed agreements, enacted provisions, and outstanding disputes. This careful evaluation preserves focus on facts and context while 

acknowledging the human costs associated with repeated setbacks and the institutional implications that continue to shape the conflict.

Pro-lsrael proposals often advocate for a demilitarized Palestinian state - one that would not have an army or heavy weaponry. Essential 

considerations include oversight of border crossings, airspace, and electromagnetic activity; safeguards against smuggling; and mechanisms to 

counter immediate threats. Our analysis of Palestinian Authority security capabilities (https://paxpoint.org/another-october-7th-in-the-making-the- 

growing-military-capabilities-of-the-palestinian-authority/) illustrates that effective and accountable Palestinian institutions can help maintain order, 

limit extremist influence, and foster economic development - benefits that would be enjoyed by both populations.

Many Israelis support Palestinian self-determination, but they express concerns that future instability may enable armed groups to gain power. 

This could lead to outcomes reminiscent of those seen in Gaza after Israel’s 2005 withdrawal. The focus here is less on current Palestinian 

Authority leaders and more on preventing a similar collapse, which remains a key aspect of Israeli security policy. While history does not resolve 

the issue, it provides important context for understanding why security is vital for political progress.

Critics argue that extensive Israeli oversight could infringe on sovereignty, leaving the future state devoid of genuine independence. This concern 

is valid: sustainable agreements must establish clear limits, mutual responsibilities, comprehensive monitoring, and processes for dispute 

resolution rather than perpetuating unilateral control.

• Are security demands explicit, limited, and reviewable?

• Who ensures compliance, and how are violations assessed?

• What measures protect Israeli and Palestinian civilians?

• Do arrangements promote coexistence and foster accountable Palestinian governance?

These questions help illuminate the core disagreement: the challenge lies not merely in creating two states but in balancing Palestinian 

sovereignty with Israel’s imperative for civilian safety and reliable security.

Glossary

Get Involved

Although Oslo provided foundational frameworks, it did not lead to two independent states. Key final-status issues concerning borders, Jerusalem, 

refugees, settlements, and security remained unresolved. The process was hindered by violence, political opposition, leadership shifts, and 

diminishing public confidence. Its outcomes indicate that interim measures may assist in cooperation but cannot replace the necessity of 

addressing core disputes or overcoming structural disagreements regarding sovereignty and control.

This summit exemplifies a broader issue: even focused negotiations can falter when unresolved details confront incompatible political 

expectations. The ensuing violence further undermined the potential for sustained diplomatic efforts.

Signed in'li'^§5''aRclx^xpariij  ̂in 1995, the Oslo Accords (https://paxpoint.org/oslo-accords/) initiated limited Palestinian self-governance and 

established institutions that continue to influence the conflict’s dynamics. These agreements fostered mutual recognition between Israel and the 

Palestine Liberation Organization, formed the Palestinian Authority (https://paxpoint.org/the-trump-deal-of-the-century-and-palestinian-rejection- 

another-turning-point/), and organized the West Bank into Areas A, B, and C, delineating various levels of Palestinian and Israeli control. Our 

overview of the Oslo Accords describes how these arrangements were intended to create a pathway toward a conclusive peace agreement.

Histo/^al Examples of the Two-State Solution in Action
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society
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Supporters also contend that demilitarization could foster daily collaboration. Reduced military restrictions and diminished fears of aggression 

might enhance movement, trade, healthcare coordination, and joint infrastructure projects. These connections would not resolve political disputes 

but could demonstrate interdependency.

This model requires clearly defined, reciprocal rules. Independent monitors, verified facilities, inspection protocols, and reliable reporting channels 

would clarify compliance and violations. Peace cannot depend solely on trust: transparent oversight could provide residents and neighboring 

authorities with evidence to address concerns, while linking reconstruction assistance to verified demilitarization could reinforce civilian needs and 

deter violence.

Proponents of a demilitarized state model argue that limiting heavy weaponry, armed forces, and military infrastructure could mitigate perceived 

threats and escalation risks. The aim is not to erase security concerns but to shift focus towards safeguards, effective policing, and international 

guarantees. As outlined in our analysis of Gaza’s demilitarization and recovery (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-regrouping-after-the-ceasefire-why- 

gaza-must-be-demilitarized/), removing weapons and tunnels could also create conditions for reconstruction and coexistence rather than recurring 

conflict.

Despite its potential, the proposal faces significant challenges. Its credibility depends on enforceable guarantees, competent civilian institutions, 

alternative governance, and clear strategies regarding policing, borders, and external threats. Scrutinizing these conditions distinguishes a 

principled case for arms control from the unrealistic expectation that demilitarization alone can resolve every conflict.

Supporters may view these safeguards as a way to make statehood compatible with civilian protection (https://paxpoint.org/civilian-protection- 

efforts/) and regional security. Critics may question whether a state lacking full control over its security decisions can be genuinely sovereign or if 

these restrictions could become indefinite. Conditions such as disarming Hamas (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-agreed-to-disarm-but-now-wants-to- 

hold-their-weapons-to-plan-another-future-massacre/) and recognizing Israel as a Jewish state illustrate how security terms can overlap with 

political requirements.

Details vary by proposal, and no single blueprint defines demilitarization. Possible arrangements could include restrictions on heavy weapons, a 

ban on a standing army, monitored crossings, and security cooperation. Palestinian police could maintain public order, but their equipment and 

responsibilities might be defined through a mutual agreement. International or third-party monitoring could provide added verification if both sides 

accepted its mandate and practical access. The broader framework also proposes a $50 billion donor-backed economic package intended to 

support development and potentially double Palestinian GDP over a decade, as discussed in our analysis of the Trump peace plan 

(https://paxpoint.org/the-trump-deal-of-the-century-and-palestinian-rejection-another-turning-point/).

• Who controls borders, airspace, and the entry of goods?

• How are violations investigated, and who responds?

• What protections exist for civilians on both sides?

• Are the limits reciprocal, time-bound, and subject to review?

Understanding the proposal requires examining its specific terms, enforcement mechanisms, and its connection to a broader peace agreement. 

The phrase alone does not answer whether the arrangement would be workable. Evidence, clear responsibilities, and firsthand perspectives are 

essential for evaluating it fairly.

Unde, standing the Demilitarized Palestinian State Proposal
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

A demilitarized ’ 'estinian state is a proposed modei in which Palestinians would have state institutions and political self-govQg^nf^pJy^tjle facing 

limits on military capabilities. One prominent version pairs statehood with Israeli sovereignty over major settlement blocs, control of the Jordan 
Valley, an^^fesfinf^n capital arrangements in parts of East Jerusalem, conditioning progress on governance and security benchmarks.
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Regional peace frameworks transcend individual negotiations by integrating diplomacy with practical cooperation among Israel and Arab states, 

keeping Israeli-Palestinian peace at the forefront while creating conditions for credible dialogue.

A credible framework requires transparent commitments, independent oversight, and accessible channels for communities to express concerns. 

This approach helps keep optimism aligned with evidence and practical realities.

Verification introduces its own set of challenges. An agreement must incorporate transparent inspection protocols, reliable information sharing, and 

a defined process for resolving disputes before they escalate into security crises. It should also consider the existence of non-state armed groups, 

illicit weapons transfers, remaining military infrastructure, and shifts in neighboring governments.

Practical cooperation has the potential to lessen the costs of separation through consistent cross-border coordination. Combined efforts in water 

conservation, medical referrals, agricultural supply chains, renewable-energy projects, and cybersecurity partnerships may lead to tangible 

advancements. While these initiatives do not resolve borders or governance issues, they can demonstrate that collaboration is feasible and that 

civilians may benefit from regional ties.

Therefore, achieving consensus around a demilitarized framework is a formidable task; success depends on comprehensive terms, reciprocal 

commitments, and credible international involvement. A clear understanding of these conditions distinguishes a viable peace proposal from one 

that inadequately addresses enforcement, disarmament, and sovereignty.

Regional integration addresses shared interests in essential areas such as water, trade, public health, and security. As explored in our regional 

peace-building initiatives, Israeli hospitals, desalination expertise, and technology partnerships with Arab governments can transform humanitarian 

and economic needs into beneficial relationships. This cooperation illustrates a growing pragmatism: states may view Israeli innovation and 

security capacity as valuable assets for resilience and economic development. Joint projects can strengthen government and community 

communication amid political strains, provided they are equitable and attentive to local needs.

Glossary

Get Involved

Limiting military capabilities could provoke significant concerns regarding sovereignty among Palestinians. Leadership and the populace may 

question whether restrictions would be enforced impartially, if the state can control its borders and airspace, and how it would defend citizens in 

emergencies. Such concerns extend beyond political rhetoric and reflect sincere apprehensions about autonomy and the feasibility of outside 

guarantees replacing an independent security capacity.

Regional agreements alone cannot assure peace. They might enhance diplomatic access and economic opportunities while still leaving core 

disputes unaddressed. Their effectiveness relies on careful design, implementation, and political commitment; cooperation in name does not 

inherently foster coexistence.

ChaK^qes Associated with a Demilitarized State
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society

Enforce...ont and Security Guarantees
AdemilitaVfz^cJ'^ife’ilfrifan’^te necessitates clear guidelines regarding weapons, armed forces, borders, and security responsibilities. Central to 

this model is the enforcement mechanism: who verifies compliance, responds to violations, and protects civilians if an agreement falters? As 

examined in our analysis of the necessity of Hamas disarmament (https://paxpoint.org/a-historic-diplomatic-moment-israel-and-lebanon-hold- 

direct-talks-in-washington/) for a Gaza peace framework, genuine security hinges not merely on accepting symbolic promises but on dismantling 

weapons stockpiles and command systems. Potential strategies may involve international monitors, joint security frameworks, or third-party 

guarantees - provided each entity is assigned defined authority, funding, and access.
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Shared sovereignty is a broader approach, exploring whether authority can be divided by function, territory, or governmental level rather than 

viewed as all-or-nothing. Residents may vote for national institutions while participating in regional governance structures.

Supporters suggest these models honor both national aspirations while fostering practical connections. Families, workers, businesses, and 

religious groups might experience benefits from cooperation and reduced barriers if agreements ensure civilian safety and equal rights.

Confederation allows Israelis and Palestinians to maintain distinct political institutions while sharing responsibilities. These may include movement 

coordination, economic collaboration, environmental management, infrastructure, and security. Both communities can exercise meaningful self­

governance, with joint bodies addressing cross-border challenges.

Future negotiations offer critical lessons: consider the benefits, safeguards, and responsibilities attached to each agreement. Cooperation should 

enhance civilian safety, economic opportunities, and tangible steps toward peace. The accords illustrate that incremental coexistence is possible, 

while reminding policymakers that building trust necessitates ongoing attention to communities and unresolved disputes.

However, these concepts cannot replace the need for decisions by Israelis and Palestinians. As discussed in our exploration of international efforts 

to shape Middle East peace (https://paxpoint.org/how-the-international-community-shapes-middle-east-peace-efforts/), while external initiatives 

may support diplomacy, local leaders must address borders, security, recognition, refugees, Jerusalem, and governance, taking into account both 

peoples’ histories.

While the accords do not resolve the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, they face challenges from the war in Gaza and evolving sentiment in certain Arab 

nations. Recent regional crises have tested their resilience. Nevertheless, the agreements remain intact, and relations continue to develop. The 

INSS assessment acknowledges the damage incurred but considers it reversible. Regional collaboration can progress alongside unresolved 

political issues, but it cannot eliminate them.

These relations extend beyond diplomacy; the accords have fostered collaboration in various sectors including trade, technology, tourism, 

agriculture, water security, medicine, energy, and defense, according to PaxPoint’s account of the normalization partnerships 

(https://paxpoint.org/the-abraham-accords-must-expand-after-operation-epic-fury/). Notably, defense cooperation has become especially 

consequential: countries covered by the accords accounted for 12% of Israel’s defense exports in 2024. For broader context, see our analysis of 

the Abraham Accords’ regional impact. Such practical ties foster shared incentives to maintain communication, even amidst conflict.

• Does it clarify decision-making processes and dispute resolution?

• Does it protect civilians and prevent discrimination?

• Does it outline funding and monitoring for cooperation?

• Does it distinguish an established agreement from an aspirational concept?

A viable plan would require clear rules for citizenship, property, water, taxation, movement, and accountability, coupled with public consent and 

reliable institutions. Confederation is therefore not a simple solution but a framework for exploring coexistence, shared responsibility, and self- 

determination. Comparing detailed proposals with slogans enables readers to assess whether a model provides credible safeguards and a 

feasible path toward sustainable peace.
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The /U^aham Accords and Regional Cooperation
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society

A PractUJ Exampie ot Regional Engagement
The AbrahaAXAorSs’/A'jos^i'/paxpoint.org/abraham-accords/) exemplify how Israel, alongside several Arab states, can establish formal ties 

based on mutual interests, despite ongoing conflicts in the region. Ratified in September 2020 by Israel, the United Arab Emirates, and Bahrain, 

these agreements were subsequently joined by Morocco and Sudan. This marked a pivotal advancement in Israel’s regional integration 

(https://paxpoint.org/regional-peace-building/). The Institute for National Security Studies’ review of the accords 

(https://www.inss.org.il/publication/abraham-accords-5-years/) highlights them as a significant diplomatic achievement.
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A lasting arrangement would require enforceable rights, trusted institutions, and the consent of those affected. It remains uncertain whether a one- 

state framework could gain broad support or how its constitution would function. Analysis should explore who holds authority, how minorities would 

be protected, and which independent bodies would resolve disputes.

One-state proposals refer to arrangements in which Israelis and Palestinians coexist within a single sovereign framework. Models vary: some 

envision a democratic state with equal citizenship and voting rights, while others propose a binational government, federation, or shared 

institutions that maintain distinct national identities.

Opposition to one-state proposals reflects varied lived experiences. Many Israelis fear renewed violence, loss of national identity, or being in a 

minority without adequate safeguards. Meanwhile, many Palestinians are concerned that a one-state solution could perpetuate unequal power 

dynamics, prolong political dependence, or inadequately safeguard their rights. A viable proposal must consider issues of Palestinian terrorism, 

incitement to violence, security, equal citizenship, accountable governance, and address the challenging questions surrounding Jerusalem, 

refugees, and military control.

In contrast to the two-state solution, which anticipates the establishment of separate Israeli and Palestinian states, supporters emphasize existing 

ties and the complexity of separating intertwined populations. They argue that equal rights, freedom of movement, and economic cooperation are 

achievable. For some Palestinians, this transition could end unequal authority and displacement. Some Israelis view shared governance as a 

means to mitigate ongoing conflict, although significant concerns about Jewish self-determination and security persist. Any assessment must also 

take into account the historical context: our analysis of the 1947 partition plan and subsequent rejections (https://paxpoint.org/the-1947-un- 

partition-plan-and-the-record-of-arab-rejectionism/) discusses how Arab and Palestinian leaders consistently opposed proposals for coexistence 

alongside Israel.

Political identity and security concerns further complicate these arrangements. Communities may fear that cooperation could weaken self- 

determination or endanger civilians. Disparities in resources, unresolved property claims, movement restrictions, and deep-seated mistrust could 

obstruct joint institutions. Furthermore, extremist violence or rogue actors may undermine confidence unless enforcement and responses to 

violations are explicitly defined.

However, shared governance raises significant questions of authority. Who would oversee borders, policing, taxation, and immigration? 

Overlapping responsibilities could leave residents uncertain about accountability when services fail or disputes arise.

Proponents argue that collaboration on security, water, infrastructure, trade, and environmental matters could effectively address cross-border 

challenges. Agreements might facilitate movement, nurture family ties, protect access to religious sites, and incorporate peace into daily life. As 

our analysis of lasting peace in Gaza emphasizes, durable coexistence also requires an end to terrorism and incitement to violence, safety, 

dignity, accountable governance, mutual recognition, and credible safeguards against renewed attacks.
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Readers should seek specific answers regarding governance, enforcement, representation, and implementation. A confederation is not a universal 

solution; its success hinges on consensus, evidence-based safeguards, and a practical roadmap toward non-violence and coexistence.

Pros k Cons of Confederation Solutions
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society

Potentis; Advantages
A confede'rafe//(/ouRf>enaloS Israelis and Palestinians to maintain distinct national identities while establishing shared arrangements for critical 

issues. This model preserves separate political institutions and connects them through mutually agreed structures.
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Effective governance requires consensus on representation, policing, judicial systems, resource allocation, and transitional protocols. Without 

credible safeguards, either community could fear enduring political marginalization. Such apprehension may diminish public support, complicating 

cooperation - even among those who advocate for equal rights and peaceful coexistence.

Reform extends beyond changing individual leaders; it may involve enhancing transparent public finances, reforming the Palestinian education 

system to exclude anti-lsrael hate, antisemitism, and incitement to violence, ensuring accountable institutions, conducting credible elections, 

establishing independent courts, and providing effective local services. A cohesive chain of authority would clarify who can enforce commitments 

and respond effectively in the event of violations.

The Palestinian political landscape remains divided. The Palestinian Authority administers parts of the West Bank, while Hamas governs Gaza, 

creating competing centers of authority and serious political, security, and humanitarian challenges. This division complicates the establishment of 

a single accountable partner for implementing agreements and representing Palestinians across different territories. As noted in our analysis of the 

conflict’s historical decisions (https://paxpoint.org/what-historical-decisions-shaped-the-current-israel-palestinian-conflict/), future stability requires 

Palestinian leaders to acknowledge Israel’s right to exist and pursue compromise through genuine negotiations.

A one-staielPaWw^envf^ons a singular sovereign government encompassing both Israelis and Palestinians. Advocates argue this could pave 

the way for equal rights; however, many Israelis express concerns regarding the preservation of Israel’s Jewish national identity. This issue 

transcends mere demographic shifts, implicating national self-determination, language, symbols, immigration policies, and the integrity of Jewish 

institutions.

Any lasting peace agreement depends not only on negotiated terms but also on whether Palestinian institutions can implement them. Leadership 

reform is essential because governance shapes public trust, security coordination, service delivery, and the credibility of commitments made at the 

negotiating table.

When evaluating reform proposals, consider: Who is represented? How will leaders be held accountable? What safeguards exist to protect 

civilians? Clear answers can help differentiate a viable governance plan from vague promises.

These concerns do not undermine Palestinian rights. Instead, they raise a vital question: can a single political system offer equal citizenship while 

simultaneously preserving the national identities and collective security of both communities? Various one-state proposals present differing 

responses, often leaving key constitutional aspects ambiguous.

Stronger accountability and more representative institutions could foster public confidence in peace efforts. However, the timing, design, and 

political acceptance of these reforms remain uncertain. External actors cannot replace legitimate Palestinian decision-making, but they can 

support institution-building and humanitarian initiatives.
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When evaluating a one-state proposal, consider more than its overarching objective. Inquire who formulates the constitution, how minority rights 

are guaranteed, the electoral processes for leadership, and the mechanisms for independent abuse investigations. Additionally, assess whether 

the proposal adequately addresses security concerns, refugee issues, property disputes, and reconciliation efforts. These specifics can 

differentiate a feasible framework from a mere appealing notion that has yet to engage with the most challenging questions.

Security remains a prominent concern. Israelis often cite a historical backdrop of violence, distrust, and armed factions when questioning how a 

unified state would handle armament control and the establishment of accountable security institutions. A formal alteration of borders alone cannot 

address these pressing challenges.

ChaK^qe? Within a One-State Framework
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society
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In 2005, Israel unilaterally disengaged from the Gaza Strip, removing all civilian communities and permanent military installations. This withdrawal 

did not resolve the issues of borders, security arrangements, or the political status between Israel and Palestinian authorities.

Successful agreements require leaders who can sustain support for difficult compromises. However, political fragmentation within Israeli and 

Palestinian societies has weakened that support. Shifting election outcomes, coalition changes, internal conflicts, and leadership challenges 

frequently derail negotiations or obstruct implementation. Violent incidents and campaigns against compromise further limit the ability of peace 

advocates to influence public discourse.

Many talks have postponed critical questions related to borders, security protocols, Jerusalem, settlements, refugee claims, and mutual 

recognition. Although deferral sometimes enabled preliminary accords, it also created disputes and delays. Ambiguous timelines, weak 

enforcement mechanisms, and conflicting interpretations of obligations have steadily diminished public trust.

However, the Gaza disengagement does not present a straightforward cause-and-effect narrative. Its outcome reflects Palestinian political 

fragmentation, decisions made by armed groups, regional dynamics, border policies, and the lack of a final-status agreement. Advocates may, 

therefore, interpret Gaza’s outcome as a complex and multifaceted process rather than a definitive argument against future territorial compromise.

The evidence indicates that withdrawal did not establish a pathway to peace or stable coexistence in Gaza. This does not suggest that every 

future concession would lead to the same outcome. A thorough analysis must consider security guarantees, governance structures, monitoring, 

and accountability while recognizing humanitarian costs, civilian suffering, and persistent fears on all sides.

Understanding these complexities requires viewing both populations as multifaceted and resisting historical oversimplification. Future agreements 

must combine explicit commitments, reliable monitoring, civilian safety measures, and political pathways that improve daily life. They also need 

credible accountability; without enforcement, ceasefires and broader accords remain fragile, and renewed attacks can threaten civilians while 

widening regional conflict. Space for firsthand narratives and evidence-based information is equally important, preventing misinformation from 

overshadowing reliable data. Comparing promises with implementation, while examining unresolved disputes, helps readers ask sharper 

questions about any proposed path to peace.

Subsequently, Palestinian political dynamics shifted significantly. In 2006, Hamas won the Palestinian legislative elections and effectively took 

control of Gaza in 2007 after a violent conflict with Fatah. As a result, Israel and Egypt imposed restrictions on movement and goods, citing 

security concerns. These actions, coupled with repeated rocket fire on Israeli civilian population centers, wars, displacement, and unsuccessful 

negotiations, deepened fear and mistrust among the populations. Our analysis of the forces behind the October 7 war (https://paxpoint.org/what- 

triggered-the-october-7-war-a-deep-dive-analysis/) situates these developments within a longer cycle of militarization and escalation.

Many Israelis continue to express concerns that territorial withdrawal might reduce direct control while exposing communities to potential threats 

from armed groups. This anxiety plays a significant role in debates over future concessions, especially when advocates find it challenging to 

present a reliable security framework or a trustworthy governing partner.
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Previous agrilAinA/i'ave Aced a critical credibility problem, with both sides doubting the other’s commitment to fulfill stipulations. Israeli 

communities, affected by past attacks, fear that territorial changes could heighten security threats. Palestinians, in turn, perceive military oversight, 

settlement expansion, movement restrictions, and deferred political processes as evidence that promised reforms may not materialize. In our 

analysis of accountability and ceasefire enforcement, we noted that when violations go unanswered, localized incidents can escalate, reinforcing 

public fears that agreements offer neither safety nor consequences for noncompliance.

Factum Leading to the Failure of Previous Agreements
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society
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However, these agreements sidestepped the most challenging issues: borders, settlements, Jerusalem, refugees, and security frameworks. While 

the arrangement was designed to cultivate trust, escalating violence eroded it. Attacks by Hamas and other militant organizations targeted Israeli 

civilians, while some Israeli extremists responded with violence, including the assassination (https://paxpoint.org/hezbollahs-unit-121-the-shadow- 

force-behind-political-violence-in-lebanon/) of Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin in 1995.

The main proposals include a two-state solution, which envisions the creation of an independent Palestinian state alongside Israel; a 

confederation, where two self-governing entities would share selected institutions; and a single state that grants equal political rights to both 

Israelis and Palestinians.

Such experiences illustrate that Oslo’s challenges cannot be ascribed to one decision or community. Terrorism directly harmed civilians and 

weakened negotiations, but the broader collapse stemmed from unresolved claims, competing interpretations of the accords, and leaders’ failure 

to build public support for compromise.

Although the process yielded formal recognition and limited cooperation, it neither resolved the central conflicts nor prevented renewed violence. 

We cannot know whether stronger enforcement, a different sequence, or earlier agreement on final-status questions would have changed the 

outcome. The critical lesson is clear: sustainable negotiations require accountability for violence, defined milestones, and resilient institutions 

capable of preserving cooperation under pressure.

The Oslo process marked a pivotal moment in Israeli-Palestinian relations. In 1993, Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) 

mutually recognized each other and committed to Palestinian interim self-governance. This commitment was solidified with the 1995 Oslo II 

agreement, which created the Palestinian Authority and established limited self-rule in parts of Gaza and the West Bank. As outlined in our 

overview of Israeli peace proposals, Oslo represented Israel’s most ambitious effort to pursue a two-state model through negotiated recognition 

rather than ongoing conflict.

A credible agreement needs more than terminology: it requires mutual recognition, an end to terrorism and incitement to violence, a reformed 

Palestinian education system, equal dignity, and practical arrangements regarding borders, security, Jerusalem, and refugees.

Other approaches focus on interim agreements, regional security arrangements, or phased negotiations that address terrorism, borders, 

Jerusalem, refugees, and settlements. Each of these proposals faces significant political, security, legal, and humanitarian challenges.

Current proposals often draw lessons from these earlier agreements by incorporating phased steps, verification measures, civilian protection, and 

clearly defined responsibilities. They also recognize that the success of these agreements depends not just on the formal text, but also on 

implementation and the building of public trust.

Historical agreements serve both as precedents and cautionary tales. The Egypt-Israel peace treaty (1979) and the Israel-Jordan treaty (1994) 

demonstrate that durable arrangements can emerge from thorough negotiations, effective security provisions, and sustained coordination. The 

Oslo process, meanwhile, established interim Palestinian self-governance but left several final-status issues unresolved.

Recognition addresses Israel’s national identity and clarifies that negotiations involve two peoples seeking self-determination and security. For 

supporters, this recognition affirms the Jewish people’s historic connection to the land and Israel’s right to exist. Conversely, for Palestinians, it 

raises concerns regarding equal rights, the status of refugees, and their own national identity.
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No single framework enjoys broad consensus. A meaningful comparison of these proposals requires careful examination of evidence, firsthand 

accounts, and an analysis of how each option addresses issues of safety, rights, governance, and peace.

Case S'^ay: The Oslo Process
From Mutual Recognition to Interim Self-Government
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Take action by exploring the Misinformation Hub (https://paxpoint.org/myths-and-facts/) for evidence-based claims and context. Discover Voices 

for Peace (https://paxpoint.org/voices-for-peace/) to engage with Israelis, Palestinians, and international allies who are fostering trust. Visit 

Humanitarian Initiatives to learn about how aid and community programs benefit people.

Consider: What is the source? Who voices these perspectives? What remains unexamined? Share credible resources responsibly, encourage 

open discussion, and subscribe for ongoing analysis.

Copyright © Paxpoint.org | All Rights Reserved

This material is distributed by Clock Tower X LLC on behalf of the State of Israel. Additional information is available at the Department of Justice, Washington, D.C.

Peace flourishes when understanding replaces division. Select a resource, ask an honest question, and begin a conversation rooted in facts, 

empathy, and a steadfast commitment to coexistence.

Showcasing Israels Pursuit of

Peace & Coexistence

Privacy &

Legal

About(https:// paxpoint.^'^l/aboi(M’)'ps:// paxpoint.org/home/get-

. . . c r Involvedinvolved/)
Myths & Facts:

Correcting

Misinformation

The b ?*h Forward: A Call for Real Change
Peace Efforts Humanitarian & Society Blog Glossary

Achieving sus* ■'bie peace lequiies understanding, validated narratives, and the protection of civilian dignity. Coexistence c^fi^i^jy^ctical

cooperation across communities, borders, and faiths.
(https://paxpoint.org)

This means resisting narratives that simplify complex identities into opposing factions. As our analysis of the Gaza-Israel crisis 

(https://paxpoint.org/understanding-the-ongoing-gaza-israel-crisis-humanitarian-insights-and-challenges/) explains, comparing coverage and 

source histories is essential to distinguish what is verified, disputed, or still unknown, rather than treating repetition as proof. Security for all 

depends on choices informed by evidence and the protection of civilians.
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The Palestinian Authority's "Pay-for-Slay" policy is often discussed as a moral outrage or a diplomatic obstacle. It 

is both. But a new study suggests it should also be understood as a direct security threat.

Most alarming of all, the system has not truly ended. Despite announcements of reform and administrative 

restructuring, substantial payments continued in 2025. Unless the underlying policy is dismantled rather than 

renamed, the PA risks helping create the financial and institutional foundations for the next mass-casualty attack.

• The PA and PLO built a statutory (https://iustorium.org/the-palestinian-authoritys-hidden-pay-for-slay- 

system-still-rewards-terrorists/lsystem of salaries, release grants, employment guarantees and continuing 

benefits for imprisoned and released terrorists.

SUPPORT NETWORK 

(HTTPSV/JUSTORIUM.ORG/SUPPORT-NETWORK/)

The latest research from the Jerusalem Center for Security and Foreign Affairs argues that this system did more 

than reward violence after the event. It provided long-term financial support to experienced terrorists who later 

returned to operational activity, rose into senior Hamas (https://iustorium.org/documentation/hamass-legal- 

record-a-historv-of-lawlessness-and-terror/) positions and, in several cases, helped plan, finance or execute the 

October 7 (https://iustorium.org/sexual-violence-on-and-after-october-7-what-the-evidence-shows-and-why- 

iustice-for-the-victims-cannot-be-ignored/) massacre. The study does not claim that Pay-for-Slay alone caused 

October 7. It argues something more precise and deeply troubling: the policy reduced the personal and 

economic costs of terrorism and helped sustain individuals who later became central figures in one of the worst 

terrorist attacks in modern history.

For decades, the PA and the Palestine Liberation Organization have provided salaries, grants, employment 

guarantees and other benefits to Palestinians imprisoned for terrorism, released terrorists, wounded attackers 

and the families of those killed while carrying out attacks. The longer a prisoner served, often reflecting the 

seriousness of the offense, the greater the financial reward. Released prisoners could also receive preferential 

access to public-sector jobs or continuing salaries when no position was available.

1. Key Takeaways

2. Pay-for-Slay Was Never Just a Welfare Program

3. The Money Continued After Prison

4. The Shalit Release Became a Terrorist Leadership Pipeline

5. Financial Security Can Become Operational Capacity

6. The Supposed Reform Did Not End the Payments

7. Reform Cannot Mean Moving the Same Money to a New Office

8. The Policy Sends a Message Beyond the Money

9. International Donors Cannot Ignore the Fungibility Problem

10. The Next Prisoner Release Could Recreate the Same Danger

11. The PA Must Decide What Kind of Institution It Wants to Be

12. Conclusion

12.1. Footnotes

PAY-FOR-SLAY IS STILL ALIVE. AND 
IT COULD HELP FINANCE THE

JUSTORIUM
(https://justorium.org)
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Pay-for-Slay Was Never Just a Welfare Program

The legal and administrative structure tells a different story.

That is not ordinary social protection.

It is a state-backed incentive structure.

The Money Continued After Prison

That meant experienced terrorists could enjoy a reliable financial cushion while resuming organizational activity.

The 2011 exchange for kidnapped Israeli soldier Gilad Shalit illustrates the danger.
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The PA system did not simply give them a one-time reintegration grant. It often guaranteed continuing salaries 

or jobs, including for prisoners expelled to Gaza or abroad.

According to the study, the practical consequence was that some beneficiaries did not need to rebuild ordinary 

civilian lives after prison. They could dedicate themselves to Hamas, fundraising, recruitment, operational 

planning and the development of terrorist infrastructure while continuing to receive financial support linked to 

their previous imprisonment.

The Palestinian Authority (https://iustorium.org/the-palestinian-authoritys-pay-for-slay-payments-persist/) has 

frequently described its prisoner payments as social welfare for families affected by imprisonment or conflict.

Released prisoners were also promised preferential public employment, often at ranks and salaries linked to the 

duration of their incarceration. When no position was available, the PA could continue paying them directly.

The most important contribution of the new study is its focus on released terrorists rather than only those still 

incarcerated.

Beginning in the 1990s and becoming increasingly formalized after 2004, the PA established laws defining 

prisoners as a "fighting sector" of Palestinian society and guaranteeing them salaries, allowances and 

employment after release. Payments increased according to time served in prison, meaning those convicted of 

the most serious offenses could receive the highest salaries. Additional benefits were available for marriage, 

children, Jerusalem residency and other factors.

Public debate has often concentrated on monthly payments made to prisoners and the families of attackers. Yet 

released prisoners can present the greater long-term security danger because they return to society with 

operational experience, ideological status and established connections.

The system therefore did not assess need in the conventional sense. It rewarded imprisonment resulting from 

participation in the struggle against Israel.

This transformed terrorism from an activity carrying only personal and financial risk into one accompanied by an 

institutional guarantee. A terrorist could expect financial support while imprisoned, assistance upon release and 

potentially a publicly funded career afterward.

The Shalit Release Became a Terrorist Leadership 
Pipeline

» The cycton-,111 covered members of Hamas, Palestinian Islamic Jihad and other terrorist organizations, not

>ers of the PA's own factions.
[2]

: prisoners released in the 2011 Gilad Shalit exchange returned to terrorism and later occupied 

; tions within Hamas.
r,, SUPPORT NETWORK

leficiaries of PA or PLO financialplayed important roles ipi-p|-^£)/niJ39)RiuM.oRG/suppoRT-NETwoRK/)

financing, directing or carrying out October 7.

JUSTORIWI the economic consequences of terrorism and allowed experienced operatives to devote 
(https^fUSfitod^ilitant activity.

» Although Mahmoud Abbas announced (https://justorium.org/the-palestinian-authoritys-pay-for-slay- 

home pre^iram^tmmtmeflte^adespTOmi^s«gnkept/)refoFmsr4Ti°l*eb'rBaw 20®'Nthre^CJ^stHi!lyR9ays payments'"^

continued through altered administrative mechanisms.
[4]

• An audit summary ' acknowledged that approximately NIS 188 million was paid to imprisoned terrorists 

between February and November 2025, while total payments to prisoners and released terrorists in 2025

were estimated at nearly NIS 396 million.
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The lesson is not that every released prisoner inevitably returns to violence.

Financial Security Can Become Operational Capacity
Money does not pull a trigger or breach a border fence by itself.

But terrorist operations require time, personnel, infrastructure and financial stability.

This is the central mechanism identified by the study.

That distinction makes the claim more credible, not less.

Allowing it to continue makes the next attack easier.

The Supposed Reform Did Not End the Payments

The announcement was welcomed in some diplomatic circles as a major reform.

The terminology and administrative route may have changed.

The money continued to flow.
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According to figures cited in the study, combined payments to prisoners and released prisoners in 2025 reached 

nearly NIS 396 million, suggesting that roughly NIS 200 million may have gone to released prisoners.

It is that a significant number did, and the Palestinian payment system continued supporting them despite 

extensive evidence of renewed terrorist activity.

Pay-for-Slay did not independently create Hamas's ideology, weapons or invasion plans. It helped reduce the 

financial consequences faced by people involved in terrorism and supported some of them after their release.

Under sustained international pressure, Mahmoud Abbas issued a decree in February 2025 that purported to 

cancel the laws governing prisoner and martyr payments and replace them with a needs-based social welfare 

mechanism.

The JCFA study argues that the underlying system was not genuinely dismantled. Responsibility was transferred 

to another body, while evidence later emerged that payments had continued. The PA acknowledged that its 

finance minister had kept making payments, supposedly without authorization, and replaced the minister.

Mass terrorist attacks are rarely caused by one factor. They result from the interaction of ideology, weapons, 

training, intelligence failures, political decisions and financing. Removing any important support structure can 

make the next attack harder to organize.

An experienced operative who receives a reliable salary has greater freedom to organize than one forced to find 

conventional employment. A released prisoner with public status, guaranteed income and institutional backing 

can travel, recruit, coordinate and build networks more effectively.

Even the audit intended to demonstrate compliance acknowledged that approximately NIS 188.3 million was paid 

to imprisoned terrorists between February and November 2025.

(https://justorium.org)

Sinwar was not the only released prisoner who returned to terrorism.---------------------------------------------------------------
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The study documents numerous examples of former prisoners who went on to finance attacks, establish cells, 

command Hamas units or direct terrorism from Gaza, Turkey and Lebanon. Several held senior political, military, 

financial or security positions within Hamas by the time of October 7.

|sl-goi roioacoH 1 027 Palestinian prisoners, including many convicted of murder and other serious terrorist

off, i them was Yahya Sinwar, who later became Hamas's leader in Gaza and one of the principal

arc i tj c ober 7.

Several of those individuals later became part of the leadership and operational environment that made October

7 possible. The study therefore describes the system as a facilitating factor rather than the sole cause of the 

massacre.

The s .I: i ?ntly allocated millions of doilar^ipDkpIgi^-gr^  ̂to those freed in the exchange and Skt6flH$S™0RK
its stauut?'y benefits to prisoners expelled to Gaza or other countries. Mahmoud Abbas publicfy1wefcome<JIORG,SUPPORTNE™°RK,> 

'life the legal framework ensured they remained eligible for salaries and employment
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Nor would it guarantee public employment because someone had been imprisoned for attacking Israelis.

The test of reform is therefore straightforward: does terrorist activity still create a special financial entitlement?

If the answer is yes, Pay-for-Slay remains alive regardless of what the responsible agency is called.

The Policy Sends a Message Beyond the Money
The danger is also cultural and political.

Young Palestinians do not need to calculate the precise monthly payment to understand the message.

Not every individual exposed to that message will become a terrorist.

But states seeking peace should reduce incentives for violence, not institutionalize them.

The issue also has direct implications for countries funding the Palestinian Authority.

This does not mean every dollar donated to the PA directly finances terrorism.

Promises and administrative reshuffling are no longer sufficient.
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It does mean donors require credible, independent oversight demonstrating that their support does not enable 

the continuation of a system rewarding terrorist activity.

Israel has already paid an enormous price for the return to terrorism of prisoners released in earlier exchanges. 

Some of the most consequential Hamas leaders emerged from that process.

SUPPORT NETWORK 

(HTTPSV/JUSTORIUM.ORG/SUPPORT-NETWORK/)

The question is particularly urgent because future hostage or prisoner deals may release additional experienced 

terrorists.

A genuinely needs-based welfare system would assess families according to income, disability, dependents and 

hardship, regardless of whether a relative committed terrorism. It would not provide benefits determined by 

sentence length, terrorist status or participation in violence.

A policy that rewards terrorism financially while glorifying it politically can help create the human environment 

from which future terrorist organizations recruit.

R:f 
N

A society signals its values through whom it honors, employs and rewards. When terrorists are described as a 

heroic "fighting sector," welcomed at official ceremonies and guaranteed public salaries, violence gains social 

prestige alongside financial benefit.

The Palestinian national institutions will care for you if you attack Israelis. Your imprisonment can increase your 

status. Your family will receive support. Your release may lead to a government job.

Donor governments may insist that their money supports hospitals, schools, salaries or civilian administration 

rather than prisoner payments. In a unified public budget, however, money is fungible. External assistance 

covering one expense can free domestic revenues for another.

The burden should fall on the PA to provide transparent records, verifiable needs-based criteria and clear proof 

that no special benefits depend on involvement in violence.

The Next Prisoner Release Could Recreate the Same 
Danger

International Donors Cannot Ignore the Fungibility 
Problem

Cannot Mean Moving the Same Money to a 
fice

When international criticism intensified, responsibility for the payments shifted between PA ministries and PLO 

J ishtution:. Mcv.ng tl.e program into less transparent structures allowed Palestinian leaders to claim reform 
^substance of the policy.
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address what happens after release, not merely whai occurs inside prison.

That aspiration is incompatible with continuing to reward people for terrorism.

Ending Pay-for-Slay would not resolve the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.

Conclusion

Its warning is more specific.

That creates a danger extending far beyond the moral obscenity of rewarding murder.

Footnotes
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It can preserve terrorist expertise, subsidize future organizers and reassure the next generation of attackers that 

violence carries institutional benefits rather than permanent consequences.

The Palestinian Authority seeks international recognition as a responsible government capable of administering 

territory and eventually governing an independent state.

A government cannot credibly claim to oppose Hamas while financing Hamas members because of their 

imprisonment. It cannot present itself as a peace partner while offering greater benefits to those convicted of the 

most serious attacks. It cannot ask donors to trust cosmetic reform while substantial payments continue.

The system has still not been convincingly abolished. Despite the announcement of reform in 2025, hundreds of 

millions of shekels continued to be paid to prisoners and released terrorists.

■ I lL§LQie[uf^pjr|d.rjtfr|mains the same: experienced operatives, sustained by institutional payments, return to 

(ltiitg>ai/^0Sfcnif0JCO.i<t»ifg)tted to mass violence.

It would, however, provide a basic test of whether the PA is prepared to build a political culture in which civilian 

achievement is rewarded more than violence.

Unless Pay-for-Slay is genuinely dismantled, the policy will remain more than a symbol of incitement. It will 

remain part of the infrastructure that could help make the next mass terrorist attack possible.

The new JCFA study does not claim that Pay-for-Slay alone caused October 7. Hamas's ideology, Iranian support, 

weapons, intelligence failures and years of operational preparation were all central.

October 7 demonstrated what can happen when experienced terrorists are released, financed, celebrated and 

allowed to rebuild.

For decades, the Palestinian Authority and PLO constructed a system that paid terrorists during imprisonment, 

rewarded them upon release and often guaranteed them continuing salaries or public employment. Numerous 

beneficiaries returned to terrorism. Several became senior Hamas figures or allegedly helped plan, finance, direct 

or execute the October 7 massacre.

The PA Must Decide What Kind of Institution It 
Wants to Be

1. https://icfa.org/did-the-pas-pay-for-slay-policy-facilitate-the-october-7-massacre/ (https://icfa.org/did-the- 

pas-pay-for-slay-policy-facilitate-the-october-7-massacre/) f

2. https://www.ipost.com/breaking-news/article-838036 (https://www.ipost.com/breaking-news/article-838036) 

1

3. https://paxpoint.org/another-october-7th-in-the-making-the-growing-military-capabilities-of-the- 

palestinian-authoritv/ (https://paxpoint.org/another-october-7th-in-the-making-the-growing-military- 

capabilities-of-the-palestinian-authoritv/) T

4. https://www.ipost.com/israel-news/article-888003 (https://www.jpost.com/israel-news/article-888003) T

If no'A>iy roioasod terrorists enter the same financial and political system, they may again receive the resources 
anc RJ^Bl ;d to rebuild networks.

The li tack may not look exactly like October 7. It could involve cells in Judea and Samaria

.(htt: '/jysl j n.org/israels-rights-under-international-law-tQnits-presence-in-iudea-and-samaria/). cSW’d’fffSl®d0RK
... (https://justorium.org/support-network/)

shootm^JSetude bombings, rockets or another cross-border assault.
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