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Abstract
We have been witnessing the perpetuation of violent and cruel aggression against the Pal-
estinian people by Israel. At the international level, there have been sparse individual or 
collective initiatives within the field of psychology to demonstrate solidarity with Palestine 
and against the genocide in Gaza, yet the question of Palestine remains ambiguous, and 
the possible stance of psychology as a research field and scientific institution on the matter 
is still unclear. This ambiguity and uncertainty about the position of psychology reflects 
neutrality claims. However, this neutrality normalizes and silences the current violations 
of human rights and the suffering of the Palestinian people, rendering psychology a silent 
complicit actor in the genocide. In this contribution, we address this silence of psychology 
by looking at the international juridical norms on the violation of human rights. Following 
the juridical concept of jus cogens, we discuss the responsibility of psychology in relation 
to the question of Palestine. With this juridic diagnosis, we continue by presenting how 
psychology can advocate for human rights. We propose to rethink and redefine psychology 
from the perspective of protecting human rights, to situate psychology for Palestine. This 
work is our humble form of resistance, and we hope that our paper can encourage reflec-
tions on the role of psychology in the context of emerging global conflicts and genocides.

Keywords  Palestine · Genocide · Human rights · Responsible psychology

Introduction

Although the numbers are often heard, they never seem sufficient to fully grasp the hor-
ror of the genocide and the occupation of Palestinian territory. Nevertheless, we present 
them once again. As we write, in December 2025, the number of Palestinian deaths exceeds 
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71,200 (UN/OCHA, 2025), in addition to 217 journalists (Sinan, 2025), 120 academics 
(Hall, 2025), and nearly 250 humanitarian workers, including 179 members of UNRWA 
(United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East, NBC, 
2025, UNRWA, 2025). Recent studies have argued that data might be different with counts 
of Palestinian deaths being more than 100,000 (Gómez-Ugarte et al., 2025) since the start 
of the genocide in Gaza on October 7 after the attack on Israel by the militant group Hamas 
that resulted in approximately 1,200 deaths (including 33 children), 5,400 wounded, and the 
abduction of 280 civilians and soldiers (UN/OCHA, 2025). These atrocities, condemned by 
the international community and human rights organizations as crimes against humanity, 
did not occur in a vacuum. As outlined in a document submitted to the ICJ by the South 
African government, these events must be placed in the “broader context of Israel’s con-
duct towards the Palestinians during its 75 years of ‘apartheid’, its 56 years of belligerent 
‘occupation’ of Palestinian territory, and its 16 years of ‘blockade’ of Gaza.” (ICJ, 2024a, b, 
c). 80% of those who have died since October 7, 2023, are civilians, and 70% are women 
and children who died in their homes or other shelters. Approximately 60% of Palestinians 
living in Gaza have lost a family member, while the number of seriously and non-seriously 
injured is around 100,000, with the highest per capita rate of amputations in the world (UN/
UN News, 2024). Added to this is the problem of a lack of resources. Since February 2024, 
approximately 2.2 million people have been lacking food and medical care, and between 
September and December 2024 alone, 19,000 children were treated for acute malnutrition. 
The list could go on by including (a) the number of people killed and kidnapped, (b) the 
years, months, and number of people deported, deceased, and forced to emigrate since the 
Nakba of 1948, (c) the number of missiles, bullets, armed forces, and vehicles used by Israel 
to invade Gaza, or (d) the number of times Israel violated the ceasefire established in early 
October 2025. And we could continue with data on the number of operators, volunteers, 
associations, non-profit organizations, collectives, politicians, and states that have in some 
way attempted to oppose the genocide. But the horrific list would still be incomplete and 
inaccurate, as the genocide and the apartheid inexorably continue.

Witnessing the genocide, we ask ‘what can we do as psychologists’, a question for which 
the silence of scientific societies, journals, and research networks only serves to cast doubt 
on the social responsibility of psychology. Broken by sporadic initiatives of single groups 
of scholars (e.g., De Vogli et al., 2025), publications (Abuward et al., 2025; Cavazzoni et 
al., 2025; Taysir Dabbagh et al., 2025; Veronese et al., 2025) and statements by scientific 
associations (European Association of Community Psychology, ECPA, 2025; Division 48 
of the American Psychological Association, Society for the Study of Peace, Conflict, and 
Violence 2025; Italian Association of Psychology, AIP, 2025), the academic silence of psy-
chology that has continued until now normalizes the Palestinian situation and jeopardizes 
the social responsibility of the academic world, as well as the professional and sociopoliti-
cal value of psychology. Even more so, silencing and normalizing the genocide turns into 
a form of complicity (Abdelnour & Abu Moghli 2021; Said, 1978; Said & Hitchens, 2001; 
Tommasi, 2025).

This review aims to break this silence and address the question of Palestine (Said, 1979) 
from a juridical and academic perspective in psychology. We maintain that psychology is 
regarded as a discipline for people, and as such, we emphasize the centrality of human rights 
to psychology. To do so, we not only refer to the abstract notion of human rights, but also to 
relevant international legal norms, with reference to the institutions of the United Nations 
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(UN) and the International Court of Justice (ICJ). From this perspective, we highlight how 
psychology is positioned, as an academic and professional discipline, on the issue of human 
rights. From here, the paper attempts to articulate the contributions of psychology in oppos-
ing all forms of violation of people’s right to existence and to work by all means to protect 
human rights.

The Way we Approach the Question of Palestine

The present work follows a theoretical-analytical approach based on criteria of argumenta-
tive consistency and binding normative references. The method used consists of the sys-
tematic reconstruction of the interconnections between psychology, professional ethics, and 
international law, taking the principles and norms of the UN and the ICJ as an empirical and 
normative frame of reference. In this sense, our analysis follows a recognized methodologi-
cal framework (i.e., ICJ norms) that allows us to draw conclusions consistent with legal 
sources and perspectives on the social responsibility of psychology.

Against any suspicious position, we wish to make some clarifications about the aim and 
the position of the present paper. First, this work may be subject to a series of criticisms, 
particularly for addressing an issue that is still sensitive. In fact, the issue is the subject of 
social and political discussion and debate, which in some cases risks being repressed by the 
organizations and institutions where psychologists and academics work. This bitter condi-
tion, which forces silence, requires us to acknowledge and support all those who, for work 
and social reasons, find it difficult or impossible to take a public stance on the question of 
Palestine.

Second, another element that requires attention at the outset of this contribution is the 
possible overly ideological and political connotation with which this work may appear to 
some psychologists and academics. Any work, whether it is a theoretical intervention, a 
quantitative empirical contribution, or a qualitative study, contains an ideological content 
that contributes to defining and giving meaning to the world, thus supporting a specific ide-
ology (e.g., positivist, constructivist). Every piece of research or contribution in psychology 
is the result of a scientifically and ethically consistent action that requires the application 
of a method, and it is the method itself that can make the work appear ideologically con-
notated. Following the philosopher of science Thomas Kuhn (1962), science is not purely 
objective as it operates within a specific paradigm-shared methodological framework that 
guides science through which scholars construct knowledge within a series of accepted the-
ories, methods and values. The very decision to explore a certain topic, even if approached 
with a claim of neutrality and objectivity, constitutes a political act that has an impact on 
the world. Consider, for example, the physicists who contributed to the construction of the 
atomic bomb: the application of a scientifically and ethically consistent and neutral method 
resulted in the production of the most devastating and dangerous weapon of mass destruc-
tion. Every research work is a world-making action that follows a specific ideology.

Lastly, in this paper, terms such as ‘genocide’ and ‘apartheid’ are used in accordance with 
the legal definition adopted by the UN Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the 
Crime of Genocide (1948) and the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (1998). 
The qualifications used here are based on official UN reports (e.g., UN/Human Rights, 
2025) and proceedings currently underway at the ICJ and eminent sources from experts on 
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genocide (IAGS, 2025). This usage aims to ensure terminological accuracy and alignment 
with international regulatory sources.

Ultimately, we adopt the method of international law studies and follow the rulings of the 
ICJ, which all UN member states are required to respect. We do so to offer a lens through 
which psychology communities can view their own positions in relation to the genocide. In 
line with the contemporary epistemological perspectives of critical psychology (e.g., Teo, 
2015), we recognize that no production of knowledge is free from value orientations. The 
adoption of the ICJ perspective and the human rights-based framework is a methodological 
choice, consistent with the tradition of psychology.

The Question of Palestine according to the International Court of Justice

The ICJ is the body that deals not so much with the protection of rights in terms of the exis-
tence of states, but rather with the existence of peoples, their self-determination, and non-
discrimination. Every member state of the United Nations (UN) has obligations towards 
the ICJ. Reports, recommendations, prohibitions, and warnings from the ICJ regarding 
violations of the rights to existence of individuals, groups, or peoples should inform the 
various member states on how to proceed in the face of a given crime. These obligations 
are reflected in the various States and non-state actors (e.g., international organizations, 
corporations, and non-governmental organizations), and other entities such as specialized 
organizations (e.g., scientific societies and associations). Single individuals who can wield 
political influence are also included since every single individual holds rights and responsi-
bilities under international law, particularly regarding human rights and accountability for 
crimes (Zarei & Safari, 2016).

Türkelli et al. (2024) explain this logic based on the concept of jus cogens. Jus cogens 
norms, also known as mandatory norms of international law, are norms recognized by the 
international community as norms to which no derogation is permissible. In essence, these 
rules are binding on all UN member states, even where there are no contractual obligations, 
and no exceptions or objections are permitted with regard to the obligations arising from 
jus cogens (erga omnes). In this respect, it should be noted that derogation cannot even be 
invoked on the grounds of ‘self-defence’ or ‘force majeure’. On August 12, 2022, these 
norms were redefined in an attempt to decree their possible development to guarantee global 
health and human rights, the first of which are: prohibition of aggression, prohibition of 
genocide, prohibition of crimes against humanity, general laws on international humanitar-
ian law, prohibition of racial discrimination and apartheid, prohibition of slavery, prohibi-
tion of torture, and the right to self-determination (ILC, 2022). The violation of one or more 
of the above norms by a state or individual entails: (a) the obligation of states to cooperate 
to put an end, by legitimate means, to any serious violation by a state of an obligation arising 
from a peremptory norm of general international law; (b) no State may recognize as lawful a 
situation created by a serious violation by a State of an obligation arising from a peremptory 
norm of general international law, nor may it render aid or assistance in the maintenance of 
such a situation; (c) a breach of an obligation arising from a peremptory norm of general 
international law is serious if it involves a grave or systematic impediment by the State 
responsible for that obligation; (d) this is without prejudice to the other consequences that 
any breach by a State of an obligation arising from a peremptory norm of general interna-
tional law may entail under international law.
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Hence, States and non-state actors, including universities and scientific societies that can 
wield political influence, are bound by a ‘negative’ or ‘positive’ obligation in the event of a 
violation of jus cogens norms. On the negative side, this includes refraining from providing 
material, logistical, military, and economic support that could be used to commit viola-
tions or that could be used to ‘legalize’ violations by normalizing the context in which they 
occurred. Added to this is the prohibition of aid and assistance to internationally wrongful 
acts, such as genocide, violation of the right to self-determination, apartheid, torture, and 
violations of humanitarian law, and the prohibition of complicity. On the positive side, the 
obligation is to take all effective measures available to respond to violations of the jus 
cogens norms of international law and may include the adoption of diplomatic measures 
ranging from the downgrading of diplomatic representation, the recall of diplomats or the 
severance of diplomatic relations, and the imposition of targeted economic, military, or 
other sanctions. For States signatories to the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human 
Rights (UN, 2011), these obligations also apply to states and to every state and non-state’ 
actors. They are considered entities with a social responsibility towards human rights.

Far from this article assuming possible legal consequences where such obligations are 
not respected, as indicated by the 2022 review, and therefore hypothesising that states, bod-
ies and actors may be subject to investigation by the ICJ, it is interesting to look at the 
juridical recommendations in this regard. Türkelli et al. (2024) specify that the primary 
responsibility lies with the UN member state, but that bodies and actors also have their own 
margin of autonomy. This implies that where a state fails to comply with jus cogens, a body 
(e.g., universities, psychological associations) may choose to remedy that failure.

About the question of Palestine, the ICJ is currently involved in the case of genocide 
charges brought by South Africa (ICJ, 2023). The case is still ongoing, and it could take a 
long time for the ICJ to reach a final decision. However, since the indictment, the ICJ has 
ruled that the Palestinian population is currently at risk, “whose intentional destruction by 
Israel will have consequences for all of humanity” (ICJ, 2024a). The ICJ has decreed the 
right of Palestinians in Gaza to be protected from acts of genocide and other actions prohib-
ited by the ICJ (e.g., violation of the right to self-determination, torture). Linked to this is 
the decree to employ preventive measures, with the ICJ ordering Israel to take all possible 
measures to prevent genocide and allow the provision of basic services and humanitarian 
aid. In subsequent provisional measures, the ICJ ordered Israel to ensure immediate access 
to food supplies and to halt its military offensive in Rafah, as well as any other action that 
could result in the total or partial physical destruction of the Palestinian population in Gaza. 
These ICJ orders indicate that there is a growing risk of genocide against the Palestinian 
population in Gaza. About a year after these decrees, UN agencies began to speak of fam-
ine in northern Gaza, with a population suffering from widespread hunger and newborns 
dying from low birth weight. Added to this are two further indications from the ICJ. First, 
the ICJ has defined Israel’s occupation of Gaza, East Jerusalem, and the West Bank as an 
illegal occupation. Israel’s occupation practices have been defined as forms of “systematic 
discrimination based, inter alia, on race, religion, and ethnicity” as well as a violation of 
the Palestinian people’s right to self-determination (ICJ, 2024a, b, c). This led to the UN’s 
request to suspend any form of economic, market, and academic cooperation that could 
contribute to the illegal occupation of Palestinian territories (ICJ, 2025). Second, the Inter-
national Criminal Court (ICC) issued arrest warrants for the current Israeli Prime Minister 
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Benjamin Netanyahu and former Minister of War Yoav Gallant for war crimes and crimes 
against humanity perpetrated in Gaza (ICC, 2024).

Following the above guidelines on jus cogens, pursuant to the Geneva Convention and 
in response to the ICJ ruling, every state is required to take the necessary measures to stop 
Israel’s violation of the human rights of the Palestinian people. According to the ICJ, to 
avoid any risk of complicity in these violations of peremptory norms of international law, as 
well as other norms of international humanitarian law and international human rights law, 
institutional cooperation with Israeli bodies and actors should not be initiated, and all exist-
ing institutional cooperation should be discontinued. This is particularly important given 
the evidence of clear collaboration by Israeli state bodies and actors (such as universities, 
research centres, and scholars) in the violation of international law (Hajir & Qato, 2025; 
UN, 2025).

Discussing the logic, nature, and validity of the ICJ’s decrees, particularly concerning 
human rights, requires an authority that is unmatched by that of the ICJ, since the ICJ is the 
only body in the world responsible for such protections. The ICJ has stated that “coopera-
tion with institutions in Israel that operate within a legal and political context that entails and 
has for a long period of time entailed violations of jus cogens norms present an extremely 
high risk of complicity and may amount to aid or assistance in maintaining the situation 
created by Israel’s illegal presence in the Occupied Palestinian Territory” (Türkelli et al., 
2024, p. 22). Beyond this, statements by UN members regarding the authority of the ICJ are 
cause for concern. The fact that most UN member states, related bodies, and actors have not 
complied with the positive and negative obligations set forth by the ICJ calls into question 
the validity and very existence of an international order for the protection of human rights 
(UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights).

Psychology and Human Rights

Beyond the position of individual UN member states, bodies, and actors from various states, 
the discipline of psychology may assess the risk of its complicity in the violation of jus 
cogens norms, as well as violations of international humanitarian and international human 
rights laws, including (a) the illegal occupation of Palestinian territories, and (b) the risk 
defined as plausible by the ICJ of genocide and war crimes.

Adopting this juridical approach to the position of psychology in front of the genocide, 
we may find it useful to look at the literature of psychology and the research efforts against 
human rights violations. Such a narrative review of the existing perspectives on psychology 
and human rights can help to identify potential ways through which psychology can situate 
the question of Palestine.

First, it is worth noting that discourse around ethical principles and human rights is not 
generally present in psychology (Teo, 2015). Despite recent attempts for invigorating dis-
course on ethics in psychology (e.g., APA Policy Statement on Reaffirming APA’s Com-
mitment to Justice, Human Rights, Fairness and Dignity; APA, 2025) especially after the 
cases of the involvement of psychologists in torture (see, Pope, 2011; Teo, 2015), psy-
chology as a discipline remains diligently defined as neutral, objective, and depoliticized. 
However, adhering to this neutral and depoliticized approach without questioning it, runs 
the risk of objectifying, normalizing, and silencing human rights violations (Abdelnour & 
Abu Moghli, 2021; Said, 1978; Said & Hitchens, 2001; Tommasi, 2025). First, there is the 
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reduction of human rights violations to mere objects of analysis (i.e., objectification). This 
only serves to maintain the status of immutability, legitimacy, and normality of phenomena, 
events, and ideologies that determine human rights violations (i.e., normalization). At the 
same time, no attention or voice is given to human rights violations or to those who promote 
and protect them (i.e., silencing). Such a (non-)approach to violence, through objectifica-
tion, normalization, and silencing, can only be complicit in that it does not contribute to the 
documentation of rights violations (because it objectifies them), does not produce possible 
solutions and remedies (but rather normalizes them), and does not open up possible further 
interpretations, positions, and solutions (because it silences the actors involved) (Baum & 
McGahan, 2013; de Rond & Lok, 2016). Furthermore, this supposed scientific neutrality has 
been widely problematized in critical literature, which has highlighted its ideological roots 
and political implications. Bal & Doci (2018), for example, have pointed out how organi-
zational psychology often implicitly reproduces neoliberal ideology, naturalizing forms of 
competitive individualism and the depoliticization of hardship. Historically, the collusion 
between eugenic pseudoscience and the racial policies of the Nazi regime also serves as a 
warning about the risks of a science that is apparently neutral but permeated by logics of 
power and exclusion. In this sense, recognizing the ideological matrices of science becomes 
a necessary step towards a psychology that is truly ethical and committed to the protection 
of human rights.

Nevertheless, although sporadic, there exist attempts by psychologists to oppose and 
resist armed conflicts and conditions of human rights violations (Lykes, 2001; Smith, 2009). 
In these works, we note that human rights are taken as the founding principles of academic 
and professional practice, i.e., for a psychology that deals with people’s rights to existence. 
These examples follow the effort to answer the ethical question, ‘What should I do as a psy-
chologist to do the right thing?‘. That is, scholars have highlighted how, beyond the code of 
ethics, psychology is a discipline for people, and it has its own value in the face of structural 
and systemic conditions of human rights violations (Twose & Cohrs, 2015; Doise, 1998; 
Lykes, 2000, 2001; Patel, 2019). The best known and most emblematic case is certainly 
that of Martin-Baro’s Psychology of Liberation (1996). Starting from the idea that mental 
health and psychosocial risks in Latin America were closely linked to repressive policies, 
the author emphasized how people’s health was closely linked to the violation of their rights 
as human beings due to conditions of structural and institutionalized violence. Psychic 
phenomena and mental health are therefore not to be understood as something exclusively 
intra-psychic, but rather as linked to the social sphere and the environment. In these terms, 
liberation psychology presents itself as an attempt to broaden the perspective of psychology, 
as ethically based on the protection of human rights (Lykes, 2001; Martin-Baro, 1996). In 
line with the perspective of Liberation Psychology, another important theoretical reference 
is Peace Psychology (Balvin et al., 2025). This discipline aims to understand and trans-
form the psychological, social, and structural conditions that generate direct and indirect 
violence, promoting the construction of sustainable peace at the individual, institutional, 
and collective levels. Peace Psychology conceives human beings as part of interconnected 
systems, in which peace does not simply coincide with the absence of conflict, but implies 
overcoming structural inequalities and promoting social justice. In this view, psychology is 
called upon not only to mitigate the effects of violence, but also to develop preventive and 
transformative strategies that promote social cohesion, reconciliation, and the recognition 
of human rights as the foundation of peace itself. Peace Psychology, therefore, broadens the 
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ethical mandate of the discipline, orienting it toward global responsibility and the sustain-
ability of peaceful coexistence processes. Similarly, Lykes (2001) explains how construc-
tivism and cultural psychology have also been involved in integrating human rights into 
psychology through an understanding of the structural conditions that characterize the indi-
vidual’s experience and affect their mental health. We find the same approach in the work of 
Jabr (Jabr & Berger, 2017; Jabr et al., 2013; Helbich & Jabr, 2022), which revises the psy-
chiatric approach through the lens of liberation psychology, decolonizing Western thought 
to address physical and mental health in the occupied Palestinian territories. The result is a 
decolonial psychology approach which shows that human rights should not be assumed to 
be universal characteristics of the individual, but rather that they are attributable to culture, 
environment, and history. In essence, both the constructivist approach, cultural psychol-
ogy, and liberation psychology inform us that psychology and human rights violations refer 
to a psychology concerned with violations and abuses of individual and collective rights 
because of external and systematic structural forces. Looking at the Italian context, Basa-
glia’s work was an attempt to renew and revise psychiatry with a view to protecting human 
rights (Contestabile, 2024; Colucci & Di Vittorio, 2001). Similar attempts in the Italian 
context are represented by the work of Fornari and Pagliarani and their research on war, 
human destructiveness and conflict which led to fund the group of anti-H (i.e., anti-atomic 
bomb) and the Institute of Polemology in the mid-1960s (Fornari, 1970; Pagliarani, 1968).

This work shows that there can be no distinction between theory and practice, as they 
enter a reciprocal relationship in an attempt to resist and liberate from human rights viola-
tions (Hooks, 1991). In this regard, it is also worth recalling the open letter “Break the selec-
tive silence on the genocide in Gaza” promoted on change.org and subsequently published 
in The Lancet (De Vogli et al., 2025). This can be considered an illustration of psychology 
committed to the protection of human rights and opposed to their violation. The letter is 
addressed to international scientific associations and societies dealing with health, among 
which those of interest to psychology stand out (European Federation of Psychologists’ 
Associations, American Psychological Association, International Society of Political Psy-
chology, European Health Psychology Society).

Taken together, these works help us to (re)think psychology from the perspective of 
regeneration and (re)signification of the discipline and its socio-political value, in which 
the violation of human rights, understood as the violation of the rights of individuals and 
communities has to be addressed by psychology itself (Contestabile, 2024; Prilleltensky 
& Stead,2013; Tommasi, 2025). What is more, these works inform that a psychology for 
human rights can reflect alliances with non-governmental organizations or local activists, 
with institutions on a larger scale to remedy structural conditions (Gòmez, 2023; Gòmez et 
al., 2023).

Psychologists for Palestine  The perspective of human rights psychology described above 
certainly offers an opportunity to understand how psychology could align with the ICJ. But 
this alignment should not be the only rationale for advocating the question of Palestine. 
Whether it is liberation psychology, constructivist or cultural approaches, or other perspec-
tives, psychology can revolve around the issue of human rights violations and be rethought 
and re-signified in this light, demonstrating its socio-political value. As a discipline for 
people, psychology has a valid and reliable authority through which to mark its position by 
considering the question of Palestine as relevant in every area of psychology (i.e., research 
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and practice, in societies and associations, in public and private structures, in degree courses 
and academic departments). In this perspective, we are not reducing psychology to a moral 
or political discourse, but rather we reaffirm its disciplinary core: the study of the subjective, 
relational, and institutional processes that determine psychological health and social cohe-
sion. The analysis of conditions of oppression and inequality as in the case of Palestine falls 
squarely within the scope of psychology and human rights, as it concerns the construction 
of a sense of justice, intergroup recognition, and professional responsibility in the preven-
tion of collective trauma. Talking about Palestine, therefore, is not a deviation from the field 
of psychology, but a consistent application of its ethical principles. Doing so, it is not only 
in line with current juridical international norms and the jus cogens, but also demonstrates 
an interest in supporting a socially responsible discipline that is aware of its contribution to 
social justice and respect for human rights.

Emphasizing what has been said so far, taking a position on the question of Palestine 
is not only a juridical but also a moral duty. As a discipline that deals with/for people, we, 
psychologists, have a series of responsibilities in our practice as researchers, teachers, and 
professionals, just as we have towards ourselves as individuals. We have a responsibility 
to pursue and uphold ideals of social justice, to confront social inequalities and the diverse 
communities with which we come into contact. We have a responsibility to the bodies of 
which we are part and to protect freedom of thought and expression, just as we have a 
responsibility to the users of our work, including students, collaborators, and other profes-
sional and institutional bodies. We have a responsibility to society, which asks us to priori-
tize ideals for a more just and equitable world that leaves no one behind, countering power 
structures and forms of systemic violence. What psychology can do is take a clear stand, 
declaring its opposition to what is happening to the Palestinian people and advocating for 
the causes of human rights violations against genocide and apartheid.

Our desired stance on psychology for Palestine is not limited to a generic act of solidarity 
but implies an ethical and professional alignment with the principles of jus cogens and the 
founding values of psychology. This means recognizing the responsibility of the scientific 
community to end all forms of complicity with systems or institutions that violate human 
rights, while at the same time safeguarding the possibility of collaborating with individual 
scholars who actively oppose such violations. The position proposed, therefore, is that of 
a psychology that openly opposes all forms of apartheid and state violence but maintains a 
space for dialogue and critical cooperation with those who, even within oppressive contexts, 
work for justice and human dignity.

We must acknowledge that our intellectual work can be subject to criticism. First, the 
juridical and moral perspective we have presented can be easily and systematically disre-
garded, as the examples of the UN states demonstrate in the current immobility toward Gaza 
and in other cases of persistent gaps between normative knowledge and political practice 
(Bar-Tal & Magal, 2026). As argued by De Vogli (2026), there is a double standard, a selec-
tive empathy by UN states in contrasting human rights violations, with stark differences 
between the language, moral framing, and interventionist approaches whereby solidarity 
varies according to different national, ethnic, and geopolitical alignment (De Vogli et al., 
2026). As demonstrated by the report of the UN special Rapporteur Francesca Albanese 
on the genocide, there is a “corporate machinery sustaining Israel’s settler-colonial project 
of displacement and replacement of the Palestinians in the occupied territory” (Albanese, 
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2025). Then, we might wonder whether the UN’s legal approach can serve human rights 
protection concretely, given the various intertwined geopolitical and economic interests. 
Considering the history of the question of Palestine, we must acknowledge that the UN has 
failed mainly in pursuing the mandate for human rights protection. Nevertheless, this is not 
the time for blaming errors, but rather it is the time for action, cooperation and solidarity 
by putting all the necessary energies to stop the never ending violent and deadly campaigns 
against the Palestinian people.

In closing, we wish to note that the present paper results from our decision to stop being silent 
while witnessing the genocide in Palestine. In this paper, we have expressed our dissent and 
presented arguments for upholding psychology’s social responsibility. As noted, this is not an 
alternative to psychology’s scientific nature, but rather a necessary extension of it. Knowledge 
that ignores its political and moral implications is no longer neutral, but unknowingly complicit. 
Certainly, however emphatic, idealistic, and empty such statements may seem, it is necessary 
to remind psychology that it is a discipline that is part of the world and, as such, gives meaning 
to it. In this paper, we have decided not to include possible practices that we, as psychologists, 
could make. We did so because we believe that the juridical perspective offers indications of 
possible actions we can take in psychology. Moreover, in the literature of psychology, there are 
various examples of what we can do in terms of research and practice (Veronese et al., 2010, 
2025), and networking (The Palestine Mental Health Networks-PMHN, 2026). We believe that 
our paper thus provides a space to speak and to create a community of solidarity in which to 
think about potential actions. Breaking the silence with our collective voices, we hope that our 
contribution will resonate with the institutions that organize and determine our discipline. In 
the meantime, we continue our scream and humble form of resistance against the violation of 
human rights, the genocide, and apartheid in Palestine.
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