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Is the two-state solution dead?  Is the one-state solution workable?

 

On the one hand some speculate that settlement development in the West Bank is so advanced that there is no longer hardly any continguous space left for a viable Palestinian State.  

 

And on the other hand, demographic trends will soon make the Israeli Jewish population a minority in the region which will threaten the viability of a Jewish State unless it wishes to give up its democratic nature.   

 

In summary -  the settlements make a separate Palestinian State impossible, and the demographics make a separate Jewish State impossible.  The only two options left according to the authors listed below is either a single democratic state where both groups have equal rights and protections, or a perpetual state of war.  Some rejoice in the idea of the single state solution, some lament it as unworkable.

 

Four articles are copied below on this subject.  Here are brief summaries of each one.  You can summarize your thoughts on the matter and send them to the New York Times in response to the latest article by Thomas Friedman, at letters@nytimes.com, who doesn't seem to want to consider the one-state solution as a possibility.  If you wish to be published, then make sure your email is less than 200 words, and include your name, address and phone number (for identification only).

 

You can also send an message to Mr. Friedman himself via the comment input form found on this page - http://www.nytimes.com/gst/emailus.html
 

The big question for Mr. Friedman, and the Israelis, and the American public is - would the Palestinian leadership be as bad as the Israelis and practice ethnic cleansing and apartheid, or would they live up to the highest democratic ideals and provide equal rights and minority protections?

 

Here are the brief summaries of the 4 articles copied below:
 

Thomas Friedman, NY Times (4 June 2008)

http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/04/opinion/04friedman.html?scp=7&sq=Israel&st=cse
Blames settlements, only solution - "radical pragmatism on Israel's part" to give up settlements and allow a viable Palestinian State to evolve in the West Bank; alternatives can not be imagined - needs educating.  

 

Boudreaux/Khalil, Chicago Tribune (14 May 2008)

http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/nationworld/chi-israel-one-statemay14,0,5082382.story
Blames settlements, the burden of occupation, threat of Islamic extremism & demographics -  says one-state solution might be workable and should be taken seriously.

 

Dion Nissenbaum, Miami Herald (11 May 2008)

http://www.miamiherald.com/540/story/527355.html
Blames settlements, demographics, pressure from extremists surrounding Israel - Jewish State is doomed unless they can give up West Bank and let it become a viable Palestinian State, but there is no strong Israeli leadership that can make that happen, and even if it did happen, it still wouldn't bring peace.

 

Trudy Ruben, Miami Herald (11 May 2008)

http://www.miamiherald.com/opinion/other_views/story/527357.html
Blames demographics - Jewish State is doomed unless they can give up West Bank and let it become a viable Palestinian State, but there is no strong Israeli leadership that can make that happen, and the alternative single-state solution would never work because Arab leadership would never voluntarily legislate minority protections for a Jewish minority.

 

****************Begin NY Times article by Tom Friedman****************************************

 

http://www.nytimes.com/2008/06/04/opinion/04friedman.html?scp=7&sq=Israel&st=cse
 

June 4, 2008
Op-Ed Columnist
Time for Radical Pragmatism 
By THOMAS L. FRIEDMAN
Ramallah, West Bank

 

When I reported from Israel in the mid-1980s, the big debate here was whether Israel’s settlement-building in the West Bank had passed a point of no return — a point where any serious withdrawal became virtually impossible to imagine. The question was often framed as: “Is it five minutes to midnight or five minutes after midnight?” Well, having taken a little drive through part of the West Bank, as I always do when I visit, it strikes me more than ever that it’s not only five after midnight, it’s five after midnight and a whole week later.

 

The West Bank today is an ugly quilt of high walls, Israeli checkpoints, “legal” and “illegal” Jewish settlements, Arab villages, Jewish roads that only Israeli settlers use, Arab roads and roadblocks. This hard and heavy reality on the ground is not going to be reversed by any conventional peace process. “The two-state solution is disappearing,” said Mansour Tahboub, senior editor, at the West Bank newspaper Al-Ayyam. 

 

Indeed, we are at a point now where the only thing that might work is what I would call “radical pragmatism” — a pragmatism that is as radical and energetic as the extremism that it hopes to nullify. Without that, I fear, Israel will remain permanently pregnant with a stillborn Palestinian state in its belly.

 

Why we need a radical departure is obvious: the business-as-usual course that Israelis and Palestinians are on right now does not have enough energy or authority to produce a solution. With the encouragement of the Bush administration, Israel and the Palestinian Authority in the West Bank are negotiating a draft peace treaty that supposedly will be put on the shelf, until the Palestinians have enough capability to implement it. I seriously doubt that the parties will reach an agreement, let alone have the energy to implement it.

 

The Israeli-Palestinian energy shortage today is on three levels: First is the level of hope and trust. Ever since the breakdown of the Oslo agreement, the romance has gone out of the peace process. Israelis and Palestinians remind me of a couple who, after a stormy courtship, finally get married and one year after they tie the knot they each cheat on the other: Israelis kept on building settlements and the Palestinians kept on building hate. When you cheat and have war after peace, trust vanishes for a long time. 

 

The trust deficit is exacerbated by the fact that after Israel quit the Gaza Strip in 2005, Palestinians, instead of building Singapore there, built Somalia and focused not on how to make microchips, but on how to make rockets to hit Israel.

 

The second energy shortage comes from the fact that Israel, with the wall that it has erected around the West Bank, has so effectively shut down Palestinian suicide bombers that the Israeli public right now feels no sense of urgency, especially with the Israeli economy booming. The West Bank behind the wall might as well be in Afghanistan.

 

“Today, you have neither the romanticism of the peace process before Oslo fell apart nor a visible disaster knocking at the gates of Israel’s consciousness,” noted the Haaretz columnist Ari Shavit.

 

The third energy shortage is the fact that the political system in both Israel and among the Palestinians is so internally divided that neither one can generate the authority to take a big decision.

 

Only the U.S. can overcome this diplomatic brownout by offering some radical pragmatism, and the logic would be this: If Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas does not get control over at least part of the West Bank soon, he will have no authority to sign any draft peace treaty with Israel. He will be totally discredited. 

 

But Israel cannot cede control over any part of the West Bank without being assured that someone credible is in charge. Rockets from Gaza land on the remote Israeli town of Sderot. Rockets from the West Bank could hit, and close, Israel’s international airport. That is an intolerable risk. Israel has got to start ceding control over at least part of the West Bank but in a way that doesn’t expose the Jewish state to closure of its airport.

 

Radical pragmatism would say that the only way to balance the Palestinians’ need for sovereignty now with Israel’s need for a withdrawal now, but without creating a security vacuum, is to enlist a trusted third party — Jordan — to help the Palestinians control whatever West Bank land is ceded to them. Jordan does not want to rule the Palestinians, but it, too, has a vital interest in not seeing the West Bank fall under Hamas rule. 

 

Without a radically pragmatic new approach — one that gets Israel moving out of the West Bank, gets the Palestinian Authority real control and sovereignty, but one which also addresses the deep mistrust by bringing in Jordan as a Palestinian partner — any draft treaty will be dead on arrival. 

 

Copyright 2008 The New York Times Company

 

 

=============End Friedman article=======================================

=============Begin Chicago Tribune article by Boudreaux & Khalil================

 

http://www.chicagotribune.com/news/nationworld/chi-israel-one-statemay14,0,5082382.story
Can 2 foes live under 1 roof?

With hopes for peace fading and many Palestinians giving up on an independent homeland, another idea for the Middle East is gaining traction: Equal rights in a shared state

By Richard Boudreaux and Ashraf Khalil

Tribune Newspapers

May 14, 2008


JERUSALEM — Frustrated by years of on-and-off peace talks with Israel, many Palestinians are losing hope for an independent homeland, and some are proposing a radically different cause: equal rights for Palestinians and Jews in a shared state.

A "two-state solution" has been the basis for Israeli-Palestinian negotiations for nearly 15 years and remains the declared aim of both people's highest elected leaders and the Bush administration. But its advocates are increasingly on the defensive, and not just against militant Islamists and Jewish settlers long opposed to partitioning the land. 

Majorities on both sides dismiss the current U.S.-backed peace talks as futile. And a small but growing number of moderate Palestinians contend that Israel's terms for independence offer less than they could gain in a single democratic state combining Israel, the West Bank and Gaza Strip.

As a result, the 60th anniversary this month of Israel's birth is a time of insecurity and flux. As President George W. Bush arrives in Israel on Wednesday to join the celebrations and promote his stated goal of a Palestinian-Israeli accord by the end of the year, conventional wisdom about the long-standing formula for peace is being turned on its head.

No Israeli leader accepts the idea of sharing power with Palestinians; none has even been offered such a plan. But a collapse of the two-state effort would leave Israel in de facto control of a region where the next generation of Jews is likely to be a minority.

That scenario inspires Hazem Kawasmi, who recently gave up on the two-state ideal and runs brainstorming workshops in the West Bank on single-state proposals.

Sooner or later, the 43-year-old former Palestinian Authority official predicts, the growing burden of occupation and threat of Islamic extremism would make Israelis receptive to the idea of a binational system that protects the rights of Jews. 

"Israel cannot be a dominating power forever," Kawasmi said. "Time is on our side."

Settlements fell short

Israel captured the West Bank and Gaza in the 1967 Middle East War, but efforts to perpetuate its domination there by massive Jewish settlement fell short. It took a generation after the war for Israeli and secular Palestinian leaders to recognize each other and start discussing statehood for the occupied territories.

The Palestinians' rethinking of that goal has been influenced by Hamas, the militant Palestinian group that controls Gaza. Its ascendancy has unnerved moderate Palestinians and made many in Israel, which Hamas refuses to recognize, more averse to a two-state accord.

U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice, struggling to achieve a two-state accord between Israel and the Palestinian Authority led by the secular Fatah movement, warned late last month that the lack of progress was causing younger Palestinians to give up on that goal.

"Increasingly, the Palestinians who talk about a two-state solution are my age," said Rice, who is 53.

The peace talks were revived in November with the aim of an accord by the end of Bush's term, but disillusionment set in quickly. The Hebrew University and the Palestinian Center for Policy and Survey Research reported that three-fourths of the Palestinians and just over half the Israelis they polled in March believe the talks serve no purpose and should be halted. 

Other polls show that a single state is the favored option of at least one-fourth of all Palestinians.

Fatah's leadership has begun a quiet, informal debate over its options if Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas fails to achieve an independent state this year.

Ali Jarbawi, an independent West Bank political scientist who advises the Palestinian leadership, has urged Abbas to resign and abolish the Palestinian Authority, obliging Israel to take direct responsibility for managing the West Bank and Gaza and paying public employees. 

"I would say, 'Be my guest. Continue your occupation. But we're going to declare this is all one state and ask for equal rights. Are you going to be able to keep us under control for another 40 years?' " Jarbawi said.

Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert cited just such a scenario last year to make the case for shedding the territories quickly, while the Palestinians still have leaders who want their own state.

Rid of the territories, Olmert told reporters in November, Israel would have a sustainable Jewish majority within its borders, enabling it to preserve its Jewish and democratic character.

But resistance to a two-state accord has risen not only from right-wing allies of Olmert who support continued Jewish settlement in the West Bank but also from Ehud Barak, who leads the dovish Labor Party.

As prime minister in 2000, Barak made Israel's first concrete offer of a Palestinian state. (The late Yasser Arafat rejected his terms.) Back now as defense minister, Barak has privately dismissed the current talks as "a fantasy." 

Until Israel upgrades its missile defenses against the almost daily rocket attacks from Gaza, which could take several years, Barak says he favors keeping troops in the West Bank and continuing frequent incursions into Gaza. Israel withdrew its army bases and settlements from Gaza in 2005.

Several dozen Palestinian intellectuals and activists are engaged in the debate, with some calling for a power-sharing government, others for a federation with separate administrations for Palestinians and Jews. 

Hamas has some wary

Sari Nusseibeh, president of Al-Quds University in Jerusalem, suggests that many Palestinians would feel more at home in a democracy shared with Israelis than in a Palestinian state run by Hamas.

A binational system, Nusseibeh said, "will need to come about by consent and not by force. It will need a complete new strategy and thinking." Perhaps after decades of fruitless bloodshed, he added, "we might find ourselves having no option but to coexist within one state." 

Meron Benvenisti, a historian and former deputy mayor of Jerusalem, is one of the few prominent Israelis who see a way out by sharing a state with the Palestinians. 

He has proposed that Israeli Jews start debating the shape of such a state. They could best protect Israel's gains and the haven of a Jewish homeland, he suggests, by opting for a federal system with autonomous administrations for Jews and Palestinians.

"The question is no longer whether it will be binational, but which model to choose," he wrote. 

Los Angeles Times; Batsheva Sobelman contributed to this report. 



Copyright © 2008, Chicago Tribune

 

=============End Boudreaux/Khalil article======================================

=============Begin Miami Herald article by Dion Nissenbaum===================

 

http://www.miamiherald.com/540/story/527355.html
 

Posted on Sun, May. 11, 2008 

At 60, Israel's future remains in doubt

By DION NISSENBAUM

 

In 2006, Israeli director Eytan Fox produced The Bubble, a provocative film about young Tel Aviv roommates trying unsuccessfully to carve out a rewarding life for themselves as violent realities gradually close in on them. 

The three spend their days ruminating about love and politics in the comfort of their neighborhood cafe until Shakespearean events transform a roommate's Palestinian lover into a suicide bomber who targets the restaurant. 

In the 60 years since its contentious post-Holocaust founding, Israel also has carved out a delicate bubble for itself in the Middle East. Israel has a thriving economy, the region's most lively democracy and its strongest military machine. 

But its achievements have come largely in isolation from the surrounding realities that threaten to burst Israel's bubble. 

Though it has made peace with two vital neighbors and fought off every invasion attempt, Israel has failed to resolve the issue at the foundation of its creation: settling its seemingly intractable conflict with the Palestinians. 

''Israel is a bubble in the Middle East,'' said Benny Morris, the Ben-Gurion University history professor who authored 1948, a new book on the historic war at Israel's foundation. 

''It is nearly miraculous how Israel has managed to establish and preserve democracy out of a people, most of whom came from nondemocratic societies,'' said Morris. ``Unfortunately, I would say its future is in peril.'' 

It's no irony that Palestinians refer to the establishment of Israel as al naqba -- the catastrophe. 

Israel has now spent two-thirds of its existence as an occupying power that controls the fate of four million Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza Strip. 

The 1967 war and its aftermath have provided ample fodder for violent extremists across the globe, fueled the growth of Islamic hard-line groups such as Hamas and Hezbollah, and served as ammunition for Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad's repeated threats against Israel. 

As Israel contemplates its future, it faces increasingly stark decisions that will determine the character and direction of not just this small nation of seven million, but also the broader Middle East . 

''The sad thing is that, even at the 60th anniversary of Israel, because of Iran, because of Hezbollah and Hamas, because of Israel's own internal weaknesses, because of the West Bank, the issue arises of Israel's continued existence,'' said American writer Jeffrey Goldberg, author of Prisoners: A Muslim and a Jew Across the Middle East Divide, a memoir about his time serving as a guard in an Israeli military prison. 

THE TOUGH CHOICES 

Last month, Goldberg penned a long piece for The Atlantic magazine that carried a provocative cover featuring the Jewish Star of David inked in the colors of the Palestinian flag. Alongside the illustration, the magazine bluntly asked: Is Israel finished? 

Goldberg is a strong supporter of Israel who thinks that the dramatic question has to be addressed by new leaders who are willing and able to give up land and help the Palestinians build a stable nation next door. 

''It's not too late for Israel to lose the 1967 war,'' Goldberg said. ``It's been a tragic diversion for Israel.'' 

To Goldberg and a long list of Israeli pragmatists, the choice is clear: Hang on to the West Bank and effectively absorb a growing Arab minority that would eventually overtake Zionism's founding mission of creating a Jewish state. Or let go of Israel's Biblically-founded claims to the West Bank and remove recalcitrant Jewish religious settlers so that the land can become a scaled-back version of the Palestinian state once envisioned by the United Nations. 

Polls show that most Israelis and Palestinians would accept a two-state solution. But the two sides vehemently disagree on what the borders should look like. And both sides lack a ''Nixon-goes-to-China'' figure that can break historic taboos. 

Israel's dilemma couldn't have a better illustration than the unfolding political scandal threatening to oust Prime Minister Ehud Olmert. 

Olmert, 62, has been spearheading new peace talks with the Palestinians under the auspices of the outgoing Bush administration. But his political cachet was damaged by his widely criticized handling of the 2006 war against Hezbollah and a growing list of scandal allegations that have reportedly culminated in an unfolding bribery investigation. 

''I think that Olmert is a well-intentioned politician and effective operative,'' said Daniel Levy, who served as a young Israeli peace negotiator and who now is a senior fellow at the New America Foundation think tank in Washington, D.C. ``But it's a real stretch to see Olmert as the person who could carry the public and political world with him.'' 

Israel will have to confront its challenges without the leadership of most of its warrior-statesmen, leaders such as Menachem Begin, who made peace with Egypt, Yitzhak Rabin, who forged a historic nation-building deal with the Palestinians, and Ariel Sharon, the tenacious military leader who led Israel into its ill-fated 1982 invasion of Lebanon and improbably sought to shift strategy at the end of his career by pulling all Jewish settlers out of the Gaza Strip in 2005. 

''Most Israelis are most concerned about where the serious leadership is going to come from, because things are stuck,'' Levy said. 

OLD WOUNDS HEAL SLOWLY 

Even if Israel and the Palestinians do agree on their borders, few realists think that a deal would assuage extremists who refuse to accept the idea of a Jewish nation in the Middle East. 

''Israel is seen as an outpost of the West, and Israel is a bone in their throat,'' said Morris. 

And the wounds created by the last 60 years will not be easy to heal. Both sides can cite a long list of legitimate grievances that make forgiveness and reconciliation difficult. 

''I don't think that we can achieve a real reconciliation without solving the practical problems,'' said author David Grossman, a longtime peace activist whose youngest son was killed in southern Lebanon during Israel's war with Hezbollah. 

``And I will tell you that even when the practical problems will be solved, first it will take many years until the wounds and the hatred will cure. Many years. Sorry. It can be generations -- the trauma is so deep.''

© 2008 Miami Herald Media Company
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Israel facing demographic challenge

TRUDY RUBIN, trubin@phillynews.com
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Israel facing demographic challenge
   TRUDY RUBIN, trubin@phillynews.com
When Israel's independence was proclaimed in Tel Aviv on May 14, 1948, as leaders of the nascent state sang Hatikva (Hope), few could have imagined the vibrant state that exists today. 

The Zionist movement was a reaction to European anti-Semitism and pogroms that climaxed with the Nazi slaughter of six million Jews. But Arab states and the Palestinians had rejected the 1947 U.N. partition of British-mandate Palestine into two states -- one Jewish, one Arab. A civil war between Palestinians and Jews had been raging for months, and the armies of Egypt, Jordan, Syria and Iraq were poised to invade. 

Yet Israel survived that war and the wars that followed. On its 60th anniversary, however, a different kind of existential threat haunts the country. It is not a nuclear-armed Iran, nor a terrorist bomb, nor does it come from Israel's Arab neighbors. 

The threat can be summed up in one word: demography. Unless Israel and the Palestinians can agree on a formula for two states living side by side, the number of Palestinian Arabs under Israeli control will probably outnumber Jews within the next two decades. And that could spell the end of the Jewish state. 

"If the day comes when the two-state solution collapses, and we face a South African-style struggle for equal voting rights (for Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza Strip), then, as soon as that happens, the State of Israel is finished." That statement was made by Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert, not by Jimmy Carter, whose comparisons between Israel's behavior and apartheid have drawn fire. 

What Olmert fears is graphically illustrated by the numbers. According to Israel's Central Bureau of Statistics, its population is 7,282,000, of whom 20.1 percent are Palestinian Arab citizens. In the West Bank and Gaza, according to 2008 figures in the CIA's World Factbook, live an additional 4.2 million Palestinians. 

Hebrew University demographer Sergio DellaPergola projects that by 2020 Jews will compose only 44 percent to 47 percent of the combined population in Israel and the occupied territories. He also projects that by 2050 "the Jewish share might diminish to 35 to 37 percent." 

If Israel keeps control of the West Bank and Gaza, the disenfranchised Palestinian majority will start demanding the right to vote inside Israel. And, as Olmert (not Carter) has said, the world will start comparing the Israel-Palestinian conflict "to a South African one." 

Yet a Palestinian majority that voted inside Greater Israel would seek a Palestinian Arab state -- and an end to the Jewish homeland. In the bitter, tribal politics of the Middle East, ethnic groups seek communal, not individual, rights at the expense of other communities. 

Think Lebanon or Iraq, where voters cling to sectarian parties that cement ethnic and religious divisions. There is no way that both Palestinians and Israelis can pursue their national rights within one state. 

That demographic reality was why the late Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin endorsed the Oslo Accords, which aimed at creating two states. But Oslo failed, souring both sides on the peace process. 

Olmert, and former Prime Minister Ariel Sharon -- both hawks on the Palestinian issue -- also recognized the demographic danger. That is why they endorsed a unilateral Israeli withdrawal from Gaza. But this unilateral step -- which undercut Palestinian moderates who favor negotiations -- only wound up making the problem worse. 

So on its 60th anniversary, Israel faces a crossroads. The country is economically and militarily strong, despite the threats it faces from rockets fired by Hamas or Hezbollah. It reportedly has a second-strike nuclear capacity, which would sober any regional power that might acquire nuclear weapons, including Iran. 

But Israel has yet to find a route toward a two-state solution with the Palestinians that can resolve the Israeli demographic crisis. And in this critical endeavor, the Annapolis peace process godfathered by the White House has been a flop. 

Israeli and Palestinian leadership is weak and appears to have accomplished little on a final-status agreement. But the White House has been unwilling to press for the one gesture that might galvanize some progress and is required by Bush's road map for peace: an Israeli halt to all building in Jewish settlements on the West Bank. So far, Olmert has insisted Israel has the right to continue building in some settlements, and the White House has remained passive. 

Instead, Condoleezza Rice is demanding meaningless declarations of progress by the two sides before Bush's arrival in Jerusalem next week. Such window-dressing is pointless -- a sad sign of an administration that fails to grasp the urgency of the situation. 

If the two-state concept is to be saved, a more active presidential role in the Annapolis process is crucial. On its 60th anniversary, Israel can stand up to external challenges. But, unresolved, the demographic challenge will eat at the country from within. 

©2008 The Philadelphia Inquirer 
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