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 Since before the inception of the Jewish state of Israel in 1947, the question of 

how the Jewish population and the Palestinian Arab population would live together in a 

relatively small tract of land “between the Mediterranean and Jordan,” has remained a 

subject of high emotion and controversy.  Both the Jews and the Arabs lay claim to the 

same land, and neither wishes to share it with the other.  Though the United States has 

attempted to broker peace settlements for over thirty years, none of the suggested 

compromises have satisfied the demands of both parties.   

Traditionally, two alternative ideas have been put forth.  The first is a “One 

State,” solution.  This solution sets forth the idea that all of Palestine will be ruled by one 

state, either Jewish or Arab.  For this to happen, both the Palestinians and the Jews would 

have to agree to live under a shared state, or one of the parties would be expelled from 

Palestine
i
.  The second is a “Two State” solution.  In this solution, the State of Israel 

would continue to exist and be recognized as a “Jewish State” with an agreed upon 

border with the Palestinians.  The Palestinians would also have an independent Arab 

Palestinian state that would include the West Bank and Gaza. 

In his book, One State, Two States, Benny Morris traces the history of these two 

proposed solutions, examining prevailing attitudes and players from the beginning of the 

20
th
 century to the publishing of his book (2009).  Benny Morris received his doctorate at 

Cambridge University in Anglo-German relations and is Professor of History at the Ben-

Guiron University in Israel.  He has written several books on Israeli-Palestinian relations 
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as one of Israel’s “new historians,” a controversial group of historians that have 

questioned and challenged some of the traditional Israeli views of history. 

Morris begins his discourse by examining modern writings and articles supporting 

the one state solution.  He contends that there have been a number of articles that have 

surfaced in recent times arguing for an Arab state to control Palestine.  Morris says “Now 

these Arab one-staters – the ‘all of Palestine is ours’ advocates – are surfacing once 

again, loudly proclaiming the truth and justice of their cause,” [p. 2].  Among others, 

Morris singles out an article by Tony Judt, “who,” Morris is quick to point out, “has 

never worked academically on the Middle East,” [p. 6].  Morris spends a number of pages 

dismissing the arguments set forth by Judt, as well as others with ideas like him.  Much 

of the first chapter is a back and forth of Morris setting up Judt’s, or someone else’s, 

argument, then knocking it down.  It often comes across as a straw-man argument, 

though, and his conclusions are at times left in question.  For his part, he alludes to a 

possible solution involving Jordan, but leaves that for the last few pages of his book. 

In the second of the three chapters, Morris outlines the history of the one state and 

two state solutions.  In doing so, he subdivides this enormous chapter of 132 pages (of a 

240 page book) into smaller headings, dealing with subjects from the land itself to the 

various political solutions.  Focusing primarily on the Israeli perspective, he provides a 

detailed, though at times questionable, account of the process of thought stemming back 

from the late 19
th
 century and progressing to the 21

st
.  He provides a large number of 

sources and quotes, amidst an often opinionated and biased narrative.  While the large 

number of sources is good, and his bias can be understood and, to an extent, ignored, one 
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source is missing: the views of the Arab Palestinians.  Except where Arab comments 

seem to help his argument, the Arabs apparently have little to say.  

In looking at the solutions, Morris never really questions the problem that created 

a need for a solution.  “The Jews,” he argues “always regarded…Palestine…not only as a 

political entity, imagined or real, but also as their holy land,” [p. 32].  Arabs, on the other 

hand, only began their nationalistic ideas recently, a point, it seems, meant to indicate that 

made them unworthy of a homeland.  He goes on to argue that there is some intrinsic 

“Jewishness” of Palestine [p. 33].  Additionally, Morris seeks to justify the expulsion of 

the Arabs from Palestine and the eventual war in 1947 by comparing the Arabs to Hitler 

and the Nazi regime, and arguing they were complicit with the “murder” [p. 68] of the 

European Jews, albeit indirectly.  He points out that “[w]ith the Arabs threatening to 

slaughter Palestine’s Jews…and with Hitler killing Europe’s Jews…the Zionists quite 

understandably sought the eviction of the Arab population…” [p. 68].   

He continues through the last half of the century, pointing out the one state and 

two state solutions that dominated Israeli politics and thinking and the problems with the 

Arabs.  Whichever path was chosen, Israel must remain free and isolated from the Arabs, 

to preserve “Israel’s Jewish character,” [p. 71].   This idea was not solely that of Israel, 

though.  Morris illustrates that the Arabs, whether Palestinian or another Middle Eastern 

country, held to a one state solution that did not include Israel.  This perspective is often 

treated with contempt, and subtle jabs are made in the narrative at those who held it. 

In the third chapter “Where To?” Morris looks once again at a variety of 

solutions, though the apparent deadlock and futility of these two approaches is made 

clear.  According to Morris, the Arabs will not move at all from the one state position, 
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that one state being an Arab state, so Israel’s acceptance of a two state solution, where 

one of the states is a Jewish state, will also never happen.  In the last few pages, Morris 

puts forth a third idea, where the West Bank and Gaza are fused into Jordan, leaving the 

Jewish state of Israel and Jordan.   

 Morris provides a good amount of source material on the Israeli train of thought 

throughout the last century regarding Palestine.  However, that material is tainted with an 

obvious bias that leaves this reader questioning what he has to offer.  At times it reads 

more like propaganda than history.  Additionally, the format of the book into only three 

chapters, and the lack of illustrations except for the few maps in the front matter of the 

book, made it tedious and difficult to read.  The subject of the book, the history and 

results of the one state and two state solutions is a good idea and quite relevant to the 

continued struggle in the Middle East.  However, this book falls short of that ideal.  For 

one interested in a subjective history of Israeli thought, laced with subtle jabs at the 

Palestinians and Israeli propaganda, this book may fit their wants.  However, for a 

thorough and objective look at the history of the problems in Palestine and their proposed 

solutions, one will want to look elsewhere. 
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i
 Being a student of ancient history where this region is referred to as Palestine, as well as the fact that until 

partitioned in 1947 the region had been known as Palestine for the last two millennia, I use the term 

“Palestine” to refer to the region as a whole, “Israel” to refer to the region run by the Jewish state, and 

“West Bank” and “Gaza” to refer to the area controlled by the Palestinians. 


