
This house believes a one-state solution would be 
better for both Israelis and Palestinians 

YES 

1. A one-state solution would affirm that the land, and Jerusalem in particular, 
has an equally Jewish, Christian and Muslim character. Therefore a one-state 
solution would be just to the three religions of the people living in the land, 
would recognise the actual history of the land, and would remove a barrier to 
reconciliation. 

2. A one-state solution is simply the recognition of the reality that Israel and the 
Occupied Territories already function as a single state: they share the same 
resources and borders and have existed as a united entity since 1967. There-
fore a one-state solution would accept the reality on the ground whilst remov-
ing the Separation Wall and other issues which divide the peoples.  

3. The two states proposed by the two-state solution are not viable entities. Israel 
is conflicted between being a Jewish state, Greater Israel and a democracy. 
Palestinian politics is divided to the point of anarchy and the West Bank and 
the Gaza Strip could not function as a state capable of providing for itself. 
Therefore a one-state solution would offer an alternative that has more poten-
tial to be viable.  

4. A one-state solution would resolve the peace process. The peace process is 
dying. US’s President Trump’s ‘Deal of the Century’ demonstrates that there is 
no future in the two-state solution. A one-state solution would resolve the cru-
cial issues which have prevented progress: settlements, the right of return, the 
Separation Wall.  

5. A one-state solution would enable the fulfilment of Israeli and Palestinian na-
tionalisms but in a just manner. Any state based on religious and ethnic dis-
crimination is an anachronism in a world of human rights and international 
law. Zionism will finally achieve its desire for security whilst Palestinian na-
tionalism will achieve self-determination. 
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Be that as it may, the Palestinians may need to acknowledge that 
yesteryear’s conventional nationalism and “national liberation” 
are no longer the best currency for political mobilization and 
expression in today’s world, and that they need to adapt their 
struggle and aspirations to new global realities. The bonds that 
link the Palestinian people together remain strong and hardy, but 
old-style nationalism and its worn-out ways may no longer be the 
vehicle for their empowerment. 

Because nationalism itself has changed, Palestinians need to 
search for new means of expressing their political identity and 
hopes in ways that do not and cannot replicate the past. 

One/Two state Debate: Yes



Recent events in the Middle East are a reminder of how the old models of 
peace between Israel and the Palestinians are no longer relevant. The time 
has come to rethink the two-state solution.
This past summer, Hamas and its allies fired over 4,500 rockets and 
mortars at Israel, demonstrating once again what happens when we 
evacuate territory to the so-called 1967 lines and hand it over to our 
adversaries. Peace is not obtained. Rather, we are met by war and 
bloodshed.

The rise of the Islamic State, also known as ISIS, and other extreme 
elements in Iraq, Syria and Lebanon, make the risks just as clear. Israel 
cannot afford to gamble with its security. There are no second chances in 
the volatile Middle East.

That is why, for its security, Israel cannot withdraw from more territory 
and cannot allow for the establishment of a Palestinian state in the West 
Bank. If we were to pull out of the West Bank, the entire country would 
become a target for terrorists who would be able to set up rocket launchers 
adjacent to the Old City of Jerusalem and on the hills above the runways of 
Ben-Gurion International Airport and the Tel Aviv Stock Exchange.

Article in New York Times, 5/11/2014 by Naftali Bennett, at 
the time Israel’s Minister of Economy, now Minister of 

Defense
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Would a one-state solution be better for 
both Israelis and Palestinians? 

NO 

1. A one-state solution dismisses the religious differences between Jews, Christi-
ans and Muslims. The intensity of the religious claims to the land makes this 
land unique in the world. A secular binational state will not resolve worship 
at, or even the name of, Haram al-Sharif/ the Temple Mount.  

2. A one-state solution is a utopian solution which ignores the history of the con-
flict. The history of conflict between the Israelis and the Palestinians has creat-
ed hostility and suspicion. The historical trajectory since the First Intifada has 
been directed towards the establishment of a Palestinian state on the 1967 
borders.  

3. A one-state solution would not be a viable state. If the state consists of Israel 
and the West Bank/ Judea and Samaria, then Jews will be the dominant de-
mographic majority. If the state consists of Israel, the West Bank and the 
Gaza Strip, then the Palestinians will quickly outnumber the Jews because of 
their higher birth rate. Either situation is very likely to lead to ethnic tensions 
and possibly violence.  

4. A one-state solution would ignore the contemporary reality that the two peo-
ples have decided to maintain their separation. The recent Jewish Nation 
State Bill in Israel makes it clear that Israel has decided to be a Jewish state. 
The breakdowns in negotiations, whether backed by the different approaches 
of US Presidents Obama and Trump, demonstrates that Israeli and Palestinian 
politicians do not want to be forced together.  

5. A one-state solution would be unjust to the Israeli and Palestinian desires for 
self-determination. It would ignore the Jewish identity of Zionism and the Arab 
aspect of Palestinian identity. 
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Report by the International Crisis Group, a peace advocacy NGO

https://www.crisisgroup.org/middle-east-north-africa/eastern-mediterranean/israelpalestine/

b067-defusing-crisis-jerusalems-gate-mercy#

Conflicts at the plaza known to Jews as the Temple Mount (Har Habayit) and to Muslims 
as the Noble Sanctuary (Haram al-Sharif) or the al-Aqsa Mosque compound have ignited 
some of the bloodiest episodes of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, including the riots in 
2000 that triggered the Second Intifada. In recent weeks, tensions at this small site (0.15 
sq km or 37 acres), hereafter referred to as Jerusalem’s Holy Esplanade, have flared anew. 
This time, the strife has centred on a building on the eastern edge of the esplanade, 
immediately adjacent to an external gate of the compound called Bab al Rahme/Shaar 
HaRa’hamim, or Gate of Mercy… 

The first months of 2019 have seen low-level violence erupting over the fight for control 
of the Gate of Mercy building within Jerusalem’s Holy Esplanade, which evolved into a 
power struggle among Israel, Jordan and the Waqf. Since the Waqf opened the building on 
14 February 2019 and Palestinian worshippers began using it as a prayer hall, Israel has 
issued restraining orders against more than twenty Waqf guards and has arrested nineteen 
Palestinians, including two minors who confessed to throwing a Molotov cocktail into a 
police post. 
Jordan and Israel have been in talks to calm tensions at the esplanade, but with each 
unwilling to concede any additional measure of control over the holy site to the other and 
with the exclusion of the Jerusalemite Waqf, progress has been halting. With nearly every 
day that passes, there are new tensions related to the Gate of Mercy building.  
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Palestinian refugees
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BASIC LAW: ISRAEL - THE NATION STATE OF THE JEWISH PEOPLE 

(Unofficial translation by Dr. Susan Hattis Rolef) 

1. Basic Principles

(a) The Land of Israel is the historical homeland of the Jewish people, in 
which the State of Israel was established.

(b) The State of Israel is the nation state of the Jewish People, in which it 
realizes its natural, cultural, religious and historical right to self-
determination.  

(c) The exercise of the right to national self-determination in the State of 
Israel is unique to the Jewish People. 

2. State Symbols

(a) The name of the State is “Israel”. 

(b) The State flag is white, with two light-blue stripes close to the edge, and 
a light-blue Star of David in its centre.  

(c) The State emblem is a seven-branched menorah with olive leaves on 
both sides, and the word "Israel" at its base.  

(d) The State anthem is "Hatikvah".  

(e) Details regarding the State symbols shall be determined by law. 

3. State Capital

Jerusalem, complete and united, is the capital of Israel

4. Language

(a) Hebrew is the State language.

(b) The Arabic language has a special status in the State; arrangements 
regarding the use of Arabic in state institutions or vis-à-vis them will be 
set by law

This Law was passed by the Israeli parliament, the Knesset, in July 2018
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Poll conducted by Tel Aviv U

niversity and the Palestinian C
enter for Policy and Survey R

esearch

In this polling: 
Apartheid= O

ne state in w
hich either Israelis or Palestinians are denied equal rights 

Expulsion= O
ne state in w

hich either Israelis or Palestinians are expelled from
 the land
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C
artoon in the Financial Tim

es, 28 June 2019, in response to President Trum
p’s Deal of the C

entury to resolve the 
Israel-Palestine conflict
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'The Islamic Resistance Movement is a distinguished Palestinian movement, whose 
allegiance is to Allah, and whose way of life is Islam. It strives to raise the 
banner of Allah over every inch of Palestine.' (Article 6) 
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'Israel will exist and will continue to exist until Islam will obliterate it, 
just as it obliterated others before it.' (Preamble) 
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'The land of Palestine is an Islamic Waqf [Holy Possession] consecrated for 
future Moslem generations until Judgment Day. No one can renounce it or any part, 
or abandon it or any part of it.' (Article 11) 
'Palestine is an Islamic land... Since this is the case, the Liberation of 
Palestine is an individual duty for every Moslem wherever he may be.' (Article 
13) 
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'[Peace] initiatives, and so-called peaceful solutions and international 
conferences are in contradiction to the principles of the Islamic Resistance 
Movement... Those conferences are no more than a means to appoint the infidels as 
arbitrators in the lands of Islam... There is no solution for the Palestinian 
problem except by Jihad. Initiatives, proposals and international conferences are 
but a waste of time, an exercise in futility.' (Article 13) 
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