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Abstract1 
The Palestine-Israel conflict is among the most protracted disputes in recent history. 
Muslims and Jews have been competing for territorial, political and religious claims over 
the sacred land since the Ottoman Empire. The historical struggle, the establishment of 
the state of Israel against the wishes of local inhabitants, and Israel’s subsequent 
oppression and violence against Palestinians has pushed the region in an everlasting crisis, 
in which numerous regional and international actors are involved. Many proposals have 
been presented by different actors for a solution; however, neither the Palestinians nor 
Israelis have accepted the terms of such proposals. The idea of a two-state solution has 
been backed by different international actors for the lasting peace of this turbulent land, 
but political leaders of both Palestine and Israel have shown their reservations over this 
proposal. Leaders from both sides have argued for the one-state solution for many 
reasons. This article first discusses the existing proposals and efforts for the peaceful 
settlement of the land. It will then highlight the prospects and opinions of both Israel and 
Palestine over the status of refugees and their right of return and implementation of a two-
state and one-state solution. The article will finally signpost the arguments from both 
sides for the resolution of the conflict, and suggest some findings by employing elite 
interviewing method. 
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1. Introduction 

The resolution of the Palestine-Israel conflict is necessary for the 
millions of people living in the region. Uncertainty and insecurity 
have made life difficult particularly for the Palestinians. 
Palestinians have vehemently objected to the creation of Israel and 
opposed Israelis' right of return as illegal. On the other side, Israelis 
consider the creation of Israel and the right to return as their legal 
right. These opposite perceptions and divergence of positions have 
lingered this conflict. People from both Palestine and Israel want a 
single independent state, which has made the situation more 
problematic. With this background, the article mainly discusses 
why the peace process and accords have remained unsuccessful in 
the resolution of the conflict. It also debates the question of why 
both sides disagree over the establishment of two-state solutions. 
Palestinians oppose this notion, as they believe that this land only 
belongs to the Palestinians. On the contrary, Israelis object to the 
idea that the establishment of a Palestinian state could pose an 
existential threat to Israel. The question is important as peace in the 
land cannot be achieved unless both sides agree on a two or one-
state solution. The study has used the elite interviewing method to 
inquire about the perspective of one or two-state solutions. The 
majority of participants in elite interviews have suggested a one-
state solution for the resolution of the conflict. To grasp a deeper 
understanding of the conflict, the next section explains the 
background of past and recent developments of the conflict.  

1. 1. Background 

The Palestine-Israel conflict dates back to the British 
announcement of the Balfour Declaration in 1917 (Caplan, 
2019). With the declaration, the Jewish political movement 



The Palestine-Israel Conflict:  
Peace Process and the Debate of One or Two States 

 

Jo
ur

na
l o

f W
O

R
L

D
 S

O
C

IO
P

O
L

IT
IC

A
L

 S
T

U
D

IE
S 

| V
ol

. 9
 | 

N
o.

 2
 | 

Sp
ri

ng
 2

02
5 

373 

(Zionist) hastened efforts to establish a Jewish state in Palestine for 
the Jewish people (Morris, 2009). The Jews have a historical 
connection with the land and believe that they have the right to 
return to this sacred land. Based on the right of return, Israelis 
consider the land a perfect place for a Jewish state. Jews from 
different parts of the world started to migrate to region of Palestine 
when it was part of the Ottoman Empire (Galtung, 1972). However, 
a larger migration to the land accelerated with the onset of World 
War Two. A large number of Jews from European countries 
migrated to Palestine to escape Nazi threat (Alroey, 2014). The 
Jewish population in the land increased from 6% to 33% from 1918 
to 1947 (Grossman, 2017).  The rising Jewish immigration and 
subsequent settlements in Palestine were opposed by local peasants 
and political figures (Shafir, 2012). The Palestinians felt the threat 
of demographic change as a result of migrations. These fears were 
genuine, as these changes would make them a minority even in 
their own country. Putting aside Palestinians’ reservations and 
sentiments, the United Nations (UN), United Kingdom (UK) and 
United States of America (USA) favored the partition plan on 14 
May, 1948. The British Mandate of Palestine was divided into 
Jewish and Arab states without Palestinians’ consent (Ben-
Dror, 2007). Israelis celebrated 1948 as the year of 
independence, while Palestinians referred the year as ‘Al 
Nabka’ meaning devastation or catastrophe (Sa'di & Abu-
Lughod, 2007). Israel's creation sparked the first Arab-Israel 
war on 15 May, 1948. Triumphed Israel displaced 750000 
settled Palestinians, destroyed more than 500 villages, towns 
and cities, killed more than 15000 people and divided the 
territory into three parts; the Gaza Strip, The West Bank and 
the state of Israel (Robinson, 2013). This division has never 
been accepted by Palestinians and they refer to Israelis as 
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usurper and colonialists. Israel has constructed more than 150 
settlements for about 700,000 settlers in the occupied West Bank 
and East Jerusalem (Sasley & Sucharov, 2011; Darr, 2014). Almost 
10% of Israel’s total population lives in these settlements. Israeli 
Jews believe that the settlements in occupied territories restrict the 
movement of Palestinians and undermine the feasibility of a 
separate Palestinian state. Moreover, these settlements occupy 
almost 40% of the West Bank territory. Israel has built a 700-
kilometer separation wall, which restricts the movement of more 
than three million Palestinians in the occupied West Bank and East 
Jerusalem (Abdallah & Parizot, 2016; Usher, 2006).  The illegal 
occupation of Palestinian territories has been opposed by the 
majority of Islamic countries and regional actors. Israel not 
only seized Palestinians' lands, but it has also snatched lands 
of neighboring countries (Rowley & Taylor, 2006). 

 In the eyes of the regional actors, the creation of Israel presents 
threats to the entire region. There is suspicion and rivalry, 
particularly between Israel and its neighboring Islamic states 
(Roberts, 1990). Neighboring Islamic countries perceive that Israel 
has been endeavoring to become a regional hegemonic state by 
occupying their lands and strengthening its military capabilities. In 
the 1967 war, Israel's preemptive strikes destroyed Egyptian and 
Syrian air forces. It occupied lands from Egypt, Jordan and Syria. 
Israel established its territorial control over the Sinai Peninsula and 
Gaza Strip from Egypt, grabbed the West Bank and East Jerusalem 
from Jordan and took the Golan Heights from Syria (Rodman, 
2010). It also received strategic advantages from the 1973 war. 
Israeli forces thwarted Syrian and Egyptian forces to take more 
advantages. The 1982 war with Lebanon further strengthened the 
view that Israel is making every effort to dominate the region 
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(Freedman, 1986). Israelis have been most intractable and critical 
towards Palestinians. Israel's conflict with neighboring countries 
centers around territorial disputes, but its conflict with Palestine is 
composed of core issues like the status of Jerusalem, settlements in 
Palestinian territories and the disputes over the return of refugees. 

 

2. Palestinian Resistance 

Palestinians have initiated many uprisings against Israel’s illegal 
occupation of their territories. Since the illegal creation of a state of 
Israel, Palestinians have displayed severe resentment against 
dominant Israeli forces. The Palestinian people have used different 
tactics of resistance, opposition, protests and movements to repel 
Israel's dominance, and Israeli forces have employed all kinds of 
belligerence and hostility to subdue Palestinians’ uprisings, revolts 
and upheavals. The extreme enmity and aggression by Israelis on 
Palestinians have resulted in mayhem. Thousands of Palestinians 
have been martyred, slaughtered and killed by Israeli forces. The 
first major uprising occurred in 1987, known as the first Intifada 
(Hammami & Tamari, 2001; Hunter, 1993). Under this popular 
mobilization, Palestinians from the West Bank and Gaza Strip 
boycotted Israeli products, observed strikes, refused to pay taxes, 
established underground freedom schools and organized massive 
demonstrations against Israeli atrocities. The Israeli government 
used force to smash the Intifada. Statistics show that Israeli forces 
killed more than 1000 Palestinian between 1987 to 1991 (Beinin & 
Hajjar, 2014). Similarly, the second Intifada, which occurred in 
October 2000, caused much more violence than the first one. One 
million bullets were fired at unarmed civilians during the first three 
weeks of the uprising. Israeli forces also used tanks, helicopters and 
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F-16 to quell the uprising (Nasrallah, 2013; Peretz, 2019).  Israel 
has also detained thousands of Palestinians since 1967. A large 
number of Palestinians are under Israeli custody. A large number of 
Palestinians under the age of 18 are in Israeli prisons. More than 9 
thousand Palestinian prisoners are held by Israel. Similarly, more 
than a thousand Palestinian women are in Israeli prisons 
(Bornstein, 2010). These prisoners are suffering harsh 
imprisonment, violence, hunger and abuse in Israeli jails. Hamas 
and several Palestinian politicians and journalists have criticized 
Israelis for the ethnic cleansing of Palestinians (Khalidi, 2014). 
Many international agencies have termed the political, economic 
and social conditions in the occupied territories as critical. The 
International Court of Justice (ICJ), after observing the dismal 
human rights and international law violations by the Israeli 
government towards Palestinian civilians, termed Israel as an 
apartheid state (Falk et al., 2023). Israeli forces have killed more 
than 134000 Palestinians since 1948 (Rjoob & Topcu, 2024). The 
recent Hamas-Israel clashes have further worsened the conflict. 

 

3. Recent Hamas-Israel Conflict 

In the recent Hamas-Israel conflict, more than  50000 Palestinians 
have been killed by Israeli forces (Byman, 2024). The ongoing 
conflict between Hamas and Israeli forces since October 2023 has 
put havoc on Gaza. People in Gaza are living in inhumane 
conditions. With the recent war between Israel and Hamas, the 
situation has become more complicated than ever before. 
Thousands of people have died on both sides and the ongoing crisis 
in Gaza has made life difficult for millions of people. More than 
half a million people are facing extreme hunger, lacking the 
necessities of life and health, and almost 2.2 million people are 
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living in terrible conditions (Khan et al., 2024). Reports have 
shown that people are dying because of lack of medicine and 
hospitals, since nearly all the hospitals in Gaza have been damaged 
by Israeli bombardment. The international community has termed 
these atrocities as genocide against Palestinians, urging Israel to 
stop this massacre and brutality on Palestinians (Elessi, 2023). The 
UN stated over the situation that Israel is committing genocide on 
the besieged Gaza population, as it has violated three of the five 
acts listed under the UN Genocide Convention. The plight of 
civilians has become miserable, while the international community 
has failed to put any significant pressure to stop Israel from 
targeting Gaza’s population. Women and children are suffering 
acute challenges in this dire situation. It is estimated that 2 billion, 
which is approximately 85% of the total population has fled Gaza 
(Monshipouri, 2024). ICJ has warned Israel to end these violations 
against Palestinians. Moreover, it is also the responsibility of the 
US to restrict its egregious policy of defending Israel’s persecution 
on Palestinians. The major powers should also take responsibility 
of solving the conflict and all concerns related to refugees, as the 
issue of returning refugees has been one of the main disputes since 
1948 (Falk et al., 2023). 

 

4. Palestinian Refugees and Right of Return  

Israel has forced millions of Palestinians to vacate their homes 
and live in refugee camps around the world. More than 7 million 
Palestinian refugees live in Jordan, Syria, Egypt and Lebanon 
under the UN special agency of United Nations Relief and Works 
Agency (UNRWA ) and some other camps (Custer Jr, 2010; 
Rosenfeld, 2009). Israel has not granted these refugees the right of 
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return. The UN Resolution 194 indicates and advocates for the 
return of refugees to their homes and return of their properties. The 
resolution has achieved a customary status, which means that it has 
become a binding international law. The resolution compels states 
to follow legal principles to allow refugees irrespective of any 
creed and location to return to their original places without any 
discrimination and prejudice. Moreover, it also prohibits mass 
expulsion of persons from any state on any ground (Radley, 1978). 
Israel has vehemently opposed and objected the 194 resolution 
since its creation, for various reasons (Abdelrazek, 2008): Firstly, 
Israel wants to maintain a Jewish demographic majority over 
Palestinian Muslims. By accepting the resolution and allowing 
refugees to their homes, Israel would lose a demographic majority 
over Palestinians. Secondly, Israel portrays that the land (West 
Bank) has an insufficient place to accommodate such huge 
refugees. Thirdly, it also fears that allowing an exodus of refugees 
to return home would create security issues for Israelis. These 
fears, particularly the loss of demographic majority, have restrained 
Israel from accepting the resolution. However, it is obvious the 
conflict cannot be solved without resolving the issue of Palestinian 
refugees and allowing refugees to return to their homes and 
properties, which had been subjugated by Israeli Zionists forcefully 
and illegally. It is also evident from continuous Palestinian 
resistance, which started with the creation of Israel that Palestinians 
would never accept a Zionist state. The Palestinian resistance, even 
with limited resources, also manifests that Palestinians will keep 
rejecting Israeli occupation of their land and never compromise 
with the Zionist regime (Wilson Center, 2023). On the contrary, 
Israel would also utilize all its resources with the help of major 
powers (USA, UK) to oppose Palestinians' right of return and 
accept a Palestinian state. The situation calls for a greater solution 
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for the peaceful settlement of the dispute. Efforts have been made 
to resolve this endemic conflict. The next section will discuss the 
important accords and negotiations held between both. 

 

5. The Peace Process  

5. 1. 1967: UN Resolution 242 

The first major effort in the settlement of the conflict after the 
1967 war is the UN Resolution 242. The resolution called on 
Arab countries Egypt, Syria and Jordan to acknowledge Israel’s 
right to live and recognize its boundaries free from threats or acts 
of force. The resolution also stressed that Israel withdraws its 
forces from the territories it occupied during the war. Following the 
resolution, Egypt and Jordan ceased confrontation with Israel 
(Lynk, 2007). Both countries also recognized Israel’s legal 
existence; however, Israel did not fully revert to its pre-1967 
borders, which led to the 1973 war.  The 242 resolution was 
affirmed later in UN Resolution 338 in 1973 (Neff, 1994). 

 

5. 2. The Camp David Accords 

The accords mainly established peace between Egypt and Israel 
after the 1973 war. The negotiations were brooked by US President 
Jimmy Carter in 1978.  Both agreed to avoid confrontation and use 
of force in resolving disputes. As a part of the deal, Israel agreed to 
return the Sinai Peninsula to Egypt (Strieff, 2013).  Palestinians 
were not invited to participate in negotiations because the US 
refused to deal with the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) 
until it acknowledges Israel's right to existence. However, it was 
decided that there would be a self-government for Palestinians in 
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the West Bank and Gaza within five years (Tal, 2016).  Israel kept 
its promise of peace with Egypt, but could not abide by its 
commitment regarding Palestine and did not grant autonomy in the 
West Bank and Gaza within the agreed five years. Moreover, Israel 
increased its settlements in occupied territories to a large extent. 

 

5. 3. 1993: Oslo 

The Oslo negotiations are the watershed event in the Palestine-
Israel relations. Norwegian officials facilitated PLO and Israel 
negotiations in Oslo in 1993 (Sanders,1999). According to the pact, 
Israel agreed to allow Palestinians to form a self-government in 
Gaza and West Bank. It also promised to withdraw its forces from 
Gaza and West Bank in phases. In return, PLO agreed to recognize 
Israel and acknowledge its people's right to live according to the 
UN resolution 242. However, the majority of Palestinians objected 
this deal and referred the agreement as their historic compromise. 
PLO also failed to restrict Israeli forces in the West Bank and Gaza. 
Moreover, the pact did not guarantee any timeline for the withdrawal 
of Israeli forces from Gaza and settlements in occupied territories 
continued to rise (Bercovitch, 1997). The accord could not solve the 
core issues like the status of refugees, that is, whether they could 
return to their homes, the status of Jerusalem, the status of the 
Palestinian state and its border; as a result, even the most critical 
issues of settlers remained unresolved. 

 

5. 4. 1995: Oslo II 

Israeli Prime Minister Rabin and PLO President Yasir Arfat signed 
this agreement in Washington DC. According to the pact, West 
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Bank was divided into three zones Areas A, B and C and keeping 
Gaza continuous. It was pledged that a Palestinian state would be 
formed accordingly. Areas A and B were administrated and 
controlled by the Palestinian Authority (PA) (O’Ballance, 1998). 
However, Area C (comprised of the majority of the West Bank and 
encompassing all the settlements since 1967) was entirely 
administrated by Israel. Rabin promised to withdraw its forces from 
Gaza and Areas A within three months of the pact (Weiner, 1996). 
Political parties from both sides rejected the accord. Widespread 
protests led to the election of Netanyahu as the new Prime Minister 
of Israel. He strongly opposed the proceeding of the accord and 
halted all negotiations. 

 

5. 5. 2000: Camp David and Clinton Efforts for Settlement 

President Clinton invited Arfat and Netanyahu to Maryland’ and 
tried to salvage the negotiations in 1998. Israel agreed to withdraw 
its forces from the West Bank. Arafat promised to take measures to 
prevent violence against Israelis. Netanyahu was criticized for 
giving unreasonable territorial concessions to Palestinians and was 
replaced by Ehud Barak (Freedman, 2018). In 2000, two leaders 
met at Camp David to discuss the status of refugees and their right 
of return, the status of Jerusalem and the position of settlers in the 
West Bank (Pressman, 2003). It was suggested that 80% of settlers 
would remain in the West Bank covering only 10% of the occupied 
land. In exchange, Palestinians would receive some land adjacent 
to Gaza.  The rest of the West Bank and Gaza would form 
Palestine. The new state would be controlled and supported by 
international police and demilitarized. Palestinians would control 
the Arab neighborhoods of Jerusalem and also the Al Aqsa 
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mosque, whereas Israel would control the Western Wall. Displaced 
Palestinian refugees would be assured of the right to return; 
however, they would not return to their homes owned by Israelis 
(Hanieh, 2001; Quandt, 2015). The majority of Israeli politicians 
objected Palestinian right of return, as it would alter the Israelis 
demographic majority. Palestinians also raised many reservations, 
hence the deal ended in failure. 

 

5. 6. 2002 -2010: Various Efforts for the Peace 

In 2002, Arab states particularly the Saudi Prince instigated the 
Arab Peace Initiative (API). The plan proposed that Arab states 
would recognize Israel in exchange for the withdrawal of Israeli 
forces from the occupied territories. Ariel Sharon’s 
government rejected the plan and started operations in the West 
Back in response to the second Intifada (Ben‐Meir, 2010). A new 
initiative for settling disputes started in Geneva in 2003. It aimed to 
resolve disputes on the framework of API and Clinton’s 
parameters, but the plan was rejected by the Israeli government. A 
roadmap for the peaceful settlement of the conflict was announced 
by the US, Russia, the European Union and the UN in 2003.  The 
Quartet designed progressive steps for a durable peace of the 
conflict. It described a two-state solution of the conflict over the 
course of three years. Sharon’s government demanded certain 
prerequisites that eventually doomed the deal (Bayefsky, 2003). In 
2005, Sharon’s government declared that it would withdraw 
settlements and its forces from Gaza. Nearly 8500 Israeli settlers 
vacated their home and the control of Gaza was given to PA (Harel, 
2015). This move was mainly to cut Israel's losses in Gaza and to 
pursue the major goals of annexing Jerusalem, Jordan Valley and 
increasing settlements in the West Bank. Sharon’s government 
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could not achieve its objectives as Hamas won the 2006 election in 
Gaza. The US did not recognize the Hamas government and a civil 
war sparked in Gaza. Ehud Olmert became president after Sharon 
presented a proposal of significant territorial concessions. He 
presented 5.8% of Israeli farmland to Palestinians in exchange for 
6.3 percent of the land of the West Bank comprising major Israeli 
settlements. PA authority did not accept the proposal, as there was 
no exclusive indication to resolve issues of refugees and the 
withdrawal of Israeli forces (McMahon, 2011). Netanyahu replaced 
Olmert and became once again Israel’s prime minister, as Olmert 
was charged with corruption.  Netanyahu immediately halted all 
negotiations and termed these talks perilous for Israel's survival. 
His government started ‘Operation Cast Lead’, which further 
strained the relationship between both sides. 

 

5. 7. 2010-2024: Peace Talks in Netanyahu Era 

President Obama's government approached for the settlement 
between the two sides in 2009. The key element of the US intention 
was to commit Netanyahu’s government to freeze settlement in the 
West Bank. Israel settled for nine-month freeze in the West Bank; 
however, it continued its construction in East Jerusalem (Siniver, 
2011). The US President also stated that for the better peace of the 
two sides, the border should be based on the 1967 lines with mutual 
collaboration and swaps. The Israeli establishment objected the 
statement and added that the country would not pursue a pact based 
on illusions (Ruebner, 2016; Gilboa, 2013). US Secretary of State 
John Kerry started a series of confidence-building measures in 
2014. Netanyahu’s government showed a willingness to release 
Palestinian prisoners in four parts. It also agreed to halt settlements 
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in the West Bank.  In retrospect, Palestinians agreed to halt their 
progress to be recognized by the UN and other international 
agencies. In every major fights between Israel with Hamas, the US 
sided with Israel and supported its right to defend itself. The US 
also voted against the “non-member Observer State status” of 
Palestine to please the Israelis (Saltzman, 2016). President Donald 
Trump went a step ahead and recognized Jerusalem as the capital 
of Israel and relocated its embassy to the city in 2018 (Yahaya, 
2020; Rinehart, 2018). 

The President recognized the Golan Heights annexation to 
Israel, which Syria has claimed as its rightful property.  He argued 
in 2019 that Israeli settlements in the West Bank are not entirely 
illegal (Erdoğan & Habash, 2020); Israeli settlements in the West 
Bank had not been recognized by any states before.  He also 
gradually slashed bilateral aid to the Palestinians and closed the 
PLO office in Washington, DC (Brunnstrom, 2018). There have 
been efforts from different countries and political leaders to resolve 
the issue. These leaders have opted for two-state solutions for the 
peaceful settlement of this dispute. Recently, Norway, Ireland and 
Spain have recognized Palestine as an independent state (Landauro, 
2024). The decision has been opposed by the Israeli government 
and it has decided to recall its ambassadors from these countries. 
The atrocities of the Zionist regime reached to apex during the 
President Biden era. October 2023 reached to pinnacle and calls for 
an immediate solution of the conflict. President Biden has also 
stressed for the two-state solutions to end the conflict. It is evident 
from past pacts, negotiations and agreements that both sides in one 
way or another have rejected many proposals regarding two-state 
solutions. Both sides have raised multiple concerns and 
reservations over different proposals. The next section will discuss 
the prospect of a two-state solution of this conflict. 
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6. The Debate of One or Two State Solution of the Conflict and 
Right of Return  

The diplomatic initiatives for much of the twenty-first century to 
resolve the conflict have fallen short. The major powers mainly 
USA and UK advocate for the two-state solution of the conflict 
(Beinin, 2015). The UN also favors a two-state solution of the 
conflict. It argues that the only legitimate way of ending this 
violence and brutality is a two-state solution. These powers 
envisage a Palestine state in the Gaza Strip and West Bank linked 
by a corridor through Israel (El-Hasan, 2010). Even after more than 
seventy years since the conflict began, all diplomatic efforts such 
as the Oslo Accords, the Camp David meetings, the Clinton 
Parameters, the Arab Peace Initiative, the Olmert-Abbas talks, the 
Kerry peace efforts, as well as President Obama, President Trump 
and President Biden’s efforts and many other initiatives from 
different countries and organizations have remained unsuccessful 
to convince both sides for a greater compromise or a solution 
which would benefit all stakeholders. The diplomatic efforts, 
accords, summits, and negotiations brooked by major powers have 
mainly emphasized the two-state solution of the conflict; however, 
by most standards, there have been insignificant progress and 
intensity from both conflicting sides toward a two-state solution 
(Azoulay & Ophir, 2012). By comparing complex realities on the 
ground, destabilization of the region of recent Iran-Israel rifts, 
weakened peace process and political trends of conflicting sides 
have made the situation more challenging for a two-state solution. 
Moreover, the two-state solutions have been severely opposed by 
the majority of Palestinians (Tilley, 2005). A senior member and 
Secretary General of the Global Campaign to Return to Palestine 
expressed his views that although a two-state solution has been 
accepted by PLO and the Palestinian Authorities, it is always 



Sabir Ijaz, Mubasshar Hassan Jafri 

 

Jo
ur

na
l o

f W
O

R
L

D
 S

O
C

IO
P

O
L

IT
IC

A
L

 S
T

U
D

IE
S 

| V
ol

. 9
 | 

N
o.

 2
 | 

Sp
ri

ng
 2

02
5 

386 

challenged by the majority of Palestinians and Hamas, which is 
followed by the majority of Palestinians (Personal Conversation, 03 
November 2024). 

Both sides have preferred a one-state solution instead of two-
state solution. Both Jews and Muslims have a historical inclination 
towards Palestine. Since Israel's creation, Palestinians as well as 
Arab countries condemn its creation. Palestinians believe that this 
land belongs to them; as a result, every settler should be expelled 
from the land. The Israeli parliament (Knesset) has recently 
presented a resolution about the status of a Palestinian state. 
Knesset rejected the establishment of a Palestinian state. A high 
majority of members opposed the establishment of a separate 
Palestine. The resolution is passed by the majority of numbers. The 
resolution argued that a free and independent Palestine will present 
an existential threat to the survival of Israel, Jews and nevertheless 
destabilize the region (VoA News, 2024). All the Jews across the 
world have not such view. Rabbi Dovid Feldman, a New York-
based Jewish activist and a spokesman for an international 
organization of anti-Zionist Jews reveals that the real peace that 
existed in Palestine before the creation of Israel in 1948 can only be 
reestablished and returned if the international community 
dismantles the illegal and rogue state of Israel and transfer all the 
territories and control to its indigenous inhabitants who have been 
living in Palestine (Press TV, 2023). A senior member of The 
Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP)  also believes 
that Palestine has been occupied by Zionists by force and crimes, 
and that the ongoing conflict can only be resolved by transferring 
all the territories to Palestinians and by ceasing the Zionist 
movement (Personal Conversation, 08 October 2024).  

Another member of the Palestine Islamic Jihad maintains that 
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there must be a referendum to settle this dispute. All the 
Palestinians and Jews should be given the choice of voting to 
decide on their future (Personal Conversation, 14 September 2024). 
Presently, there are about 7.2 million Jews and 7.1 million Muslims 
including additional territories such as the Golan living in historic 
Palestine. In addition, there are a further 7 million Palestinians in 
the Diaspora, 6.3 million in Arab countries, and around 750,000 
elsewhere. All these account for 21 million, among which two-
thirds are Palestinian (Miller, 2024). With such a large Palestinian 
population, the state of Israel would be voted out of existence if 
people are asked to decide their state by the democratic 
(referendum) process. The idea of a referendum has been officially 
registered by the Islamic Republic of Iran at the United Nations. 
A prominent religious scholar argued that all the refugees must be 
allowed to return to their original homes. The peace in the region 
cannot prevail unless Palestinian refugees are guaranteed the right 
of return.  

The Palestinians, along with Hamas, would keep their 
formidable resistance alive until the Palestinian refugees are 
granted the right of return. It is apparent from the seven decades-
long resistance of Palestinians that they would not allow the Zionist 
regime to settle. They would keep targeting Zionist establishment 
to free their land from occupation. Israelis would never be able to 
stop Palestinians' resistance and right to self-determination by any 
means of force and aggression (Press TV, 2024). By analyzing 
previous accords and discussing with some prominent members of 
different organizations working in Palestine, some findings have 
been presented for the peace of the land. 

 A lasting peace cannot be established until all Palestinian 
refugees are given the right to return to their lands. 
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  A two-state solution to the conflict is not possible for the 
permanent settlement of the dispute, as both sides want 
total control and complete jurisdiction over the land.  

 The conflict will continue to linger until a single dominant 
state is established and recognized by the international 
community. 

 Palestinians believe that total De-Zionism from their land 
will guarantee a state of their own.  

 Palestinians also believe that a sovereign Palestinian state 
can only be established by taking all occupied lands from 
Israel. 

 Israeli religious as well political leadership cannot 
compromise a separate independent Palestinian state. 

 

7. Conclusion 

The core of the Palestine-Israel conflict is the claim of two sides on 
the same piece of land. International agencies, organizations and 
major powers have remained unsuccessful in reaching any 
compromise between Palestinians and Israelis. Failed negotiations, 
agreements and accords indicate that both sides would not settle on 
any solution threatening their survival. Palestinians have been 
living in the land for many centuries before the creation of Israel. 
Zionists occupied Palestinian land and displaced millions of 
inhabitants from their homes. The international laws, UN agencies 
and majority of states call for the return of these Palestinians. Israel 
has restrained millions of refugees from returning. The conflict 
cannot be solved unless the refugees return to their homes. It is also 
very important that all inhabitants of the land, not the settlers, 
should decide for the solution of the conflict. There is no state in 
the world like Israel, created by the advent of settlers and 
immigrants. It is evident that even after seven decades of 
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continuous clashes and wars Palestinians would never accept the 
illegal state of Israel and the division of their land. They would not 
settle on any decision until Israelis vacate their land. 
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