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The main Palestinian argument is that the reason 
for the deadlock in the Israeli-Palestinian peace 
negotiations is that Israel is intensively “laying 
facts on the ground” by building settlements, 
constituting the main obstacle for achieving 
Palestinian statehood and national liberation. Israel 
has destroyed the two states solution in various 
ways, including the settlement regime, unilateralism 
which undermines peace, international isolation 
of Palestine, and the disconnection between the 
occupied territories and East Jerusalem. Twenty 
years of peace negotiations did not enhance the 
political, territorial, and functional ability of the 
Palestinian people to challenge the occupation 
reality created by Israel. On the contrary, according 
to the Palestinian department of negotiation affairs, 
Israel dramatically created a de-facto reality which 
left only 12% of historical Palestine under Palestinian 
administration, comprised mainly of the populated 
areas. Israel has caused this through its settlement 
expansion in C areas, construction of the separation 
wall, and annexation of East Jerusalem. These 
areas suffer from fragmentation and discontinuity 
which have therefore lost functionality, and the 
potential to expand and develop.
The settler population in the occupied territories, 
including East Jerusalem, has increased over the 
past 10 years from 357,436 to 505,700, a 40% 
increase in settler population. The current reality 
in these territories stands in sharp contrast to the 
main purpose of the Oslo Accords which state that 
“Neither side shall initiate or take any step that will 
change the status of the West Bank or the Gaza 
Strip before the permanent status negotiations are 
completed”. The Palestinian-Israeli negotiations 
have failed to challenge the demographic and  
territorial composition, especially in East Jerusalem. 
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Thus, the international community is required 
to uphold its responsibility through responding 
to Israeli violations by halting the settlement’s 
development, and securing the Palestinian’s right 
of self-determination and statehood which has 
gradually begun to decay as a result of the new 
reality in the occupied territories.
The Palestinian internal discourse regarding the 
next steps of coping with the new reality was 
primarily initiated around 2006 when Hamas 
gained a majority in the parliamentary elections.  
In 2005, Israel undertook the unilateral action of 
withdrawing from Gaza, leading to the irrelevancy 
of the negotiations, as the Palestinian Authority 
(PA) was not considered as being a negotiation 
partner. Later on, when Hamas won the elections, 
and shortly after it gained control of Gaza, a rift 
has been created between Fatah and Hamas 
following disagreements regarding the negotiations, 
particularly on liberation strategies for ending the 
occupation. There were four main strategies in 
consideration: continued negotiations, armed 
resistance, a combination between negotiations and 
armed resistance (which was dominant during the 
first years of the 2nd intifada), or popular protests 
similar to demonstrations against the Wall in Ni’lin 
and Bil’in which were considered to be a successful 
model of peaceful resistance by Palestinians.
As highlighted during the sixth Fatah congress 
party conference in August 2009, the PA’s sterile 
negotiations, led by Fatah have been confronted with 
heavy criticism by Hamas. Among other issues, the 
conference’s political agenda covered negotiations 
and resistance. The conference hosted several 
heated debates regarding the best course of action, 
culminating in President Abbas’s emphasis on 
continued negotiations while creating other venues 
of action, including diplomatic and political strategies 
as well as popular peaceful resistance. President 
Abbas’s agenda was to boldly take responsibility 
for creating a developmental roadmap which will 
enable the Palestinians to negotiate a two-state 
solution with strong bargaining power. Additionally, 
Abbas has finally put his political pragmatic policy 
forward by declaring that the current Palestinian 

“The settler population in the occupied 
territories, including East Jerusalem, has 
increased over the past 10 years from 357,436 to 
505,700, a 40% increase in settler population.”

“The Palestinian internal discourse regarding 
the next steps of coping with the new reality was 
primarily initiated around 2006 when Hamas gained 
a majority in the parliamentary elections.  ”
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situation of a mere autonomy only is temporary 
and that the Palestinian struggle should focus on 
transforming the current autonomy into a Palestinian 
state. 
The official Palestinian argument regarding the 
request to gain UN recognition of a Palestinian 
state encompasses:
• The Palestinians’ right of self-determination is an 

inalienable right that is not up for negotiations.
• The international community’s obligation to 

recognize a Palestinian State.
• Reconfirmation of the international humanitarian 

law.
• UN resolutions as political and legal references 

to the recognition of Palestinian sovereignty 
inside the Palestinian borders of June 4, 1967 
including East Jerusalem as its Capital.

• Palestine should be a full member in UN 
organizations and international institutions.

• Internationalization of the conflict and obligating 
the international community to bear its 
responsibility to ending the occupation and 
creating political pressure on Israel.

• Tactical steps to enhance the fulfillment of 
prerequisites for resuming negotiations.

Along with these Palestinian official arguments, 
other factors have also led the Palestinians to 
request UN membership:
• The subsiding of Egyptian president Hosni 

Mubarak, which has been a major political 
patron of the PA in the negotiations, propelled 
synchronization with the new political situation 
that resulted from the “Arab Spring”. In 
President Abbas’s speech in the General 
Assembly session in September, hesitated 
that a “Palestinian Spring” should follow in line 
with the Arab spring. Meanwhile, the official PA 
reaction to the popular revolutions in Egypt and 
Libya has been restrained and did not express 
any support of the revolutions and the people 
behind them.

• Palestinians have lost confidence in US 
president Barak Obama and his administration 
as a mediator due to his insufficient pressure 

“As highlighted during the sixth Fatah 
congress party conference in August 2009, 
the PA’s sterile negotiations, led by Fatah have 
been confronted with heavy criticism by Hamas. 
Among other issues, the conference’s political 
agenda covered negotiations and resistance.”
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on Israel to cease settlement expansions and 
to resume negotiations that would lead to a 
Palestinian state.

• The attention towards the Palestinian situation 
has been diminished due to the ongoing changes 
in the Middle East region, the toppling of Arab 
regimes, the persistent global financial crisis, 
and the Israeli focus on the Iranian threat. Thus, 
there was an imminent need to regain media 
and diplomatic focus.

• President Abbas acquired Arab support of all 
of his political steps, including the initiative of 
applying for full statehood recognition, through 
the follow up committee of the Arab Peace 
Initiative.

Regardless of the outcome of the Palestinian UN 
member request, several scenarios are feasible for 
the future of Palestinian people. What possibilities 
lie ahead for the Palestinian people? We offer three 
sketched scenarios for the future of Palestine.

Scenario I: 
Continuing with two separate political leaderships
Gaza:
• Hamas continues to rule Gaza.
• The national reconciliation agreement signed 

in Cairo in May2001 did not gain national unity. 
It constituted mostly an agreement on how to 
manage the divide between Hamas and Fatah.

• Israel eases its siege around Gaza after the 
release of Gilad Shalit.

• The tunnels continue to be the main economic 
base of the Hamas government. This “new 
economy” certainly enables Hamas to look after 
its own. With 32,000 government employees, 
40,000-50,000 people working in or around 
the Hamas regulated tunnel economy, and a 
network of Hamas–associated Islamic charities 
and Zakat committees complementing social 
welfare, the Hamas movement can rely on a 
substantial and loyal core constituency.

• A new political reality is created, including 

“Scenario I: Continuing with two separate 
political leaderships 

Scenario II: Total Collapse

Scenario III:  National consensus on the 
formation of an independent Palestinian State 
(under two options - with or without a permanent 
peace agreement and an independent state 
status). 

At this point in time, the first scenario will most 
likely prevail, and the UN will not challenge 
the current status quo, thus sustaining the 
current situation.”
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successful governance of Gaza.
• The Arab spring in Egypt strengthened the 

Muslim Brotherhood, positively reflecting on 
Hamas’s rule over Gaza.

• The PA continues to support Gaza’s public 
employees and to pay for electricity usage in 
Gaza. 

West Bank: 
Peace negotiations and the Palestinian attempt to 
be recognized internationally will be put on hold.
Fayyad achieves his development goals without 
ending the occupation, managing to impose law 
and order.
The international community pressures Israel 
to keep the PA as a functioning structure which 
governs Palestinian daily life.
The PA continues to administer Palestinian civil 
affairs.

Scenario II: 
Total Collapse
• The peace process and the resumption of 

negotiations fail. Abbas steps down after losing 
his legitimacy.

• Fatah declares that the peace process has failed 
to achieve national liberation and expresses 
the need to return to a strategy which combines 
popular and armed resistance.

• The old Oslo elite and the internal Fatah 
leadership of the West Bank dismiss Fayyad and 
his new elite because they place development 
strategy at a higher priority than ending the 
occupation and realizing national liberation .

• The economic and traditional elite in the West 
Bank collapses.

• The non-functional PA institutions are on the 
verge of breakdown.

• The international community reduces its support 
of the PA because of the failure of the peace 
process.

• Fatah members declare that the PA no longer 
exists as a legal and administrative entity and 
that all Palestinians are under direct Israeli 
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occupation.
• Hamas declares that the defeat of Fatah’s peace 

strategy validates its resistance strategy, taking 
over all duties from the PLO and the PA.

• Israel reoccupies the entire West Bank and 
declares a military operation against Hamas 
and its institutions.

• Hamas is dominated by Jihadist militia groups.
• This new reality causes unrest in the entire 

region, leading to a regional war with semiformal 
militant organized groups from Lebanon, Syria, 
Jordan, Iraq, and Iran.

Scenario III: 
National consensus on the formation of an 
independent Palestinian State (under two 
options - with or without a permanent peace 
agreement and an independent state status). 
• The faction in Hamas that believes in political 

participation and in melding Hamas into 
Palestinian political life prevails.

• The International community recognizes Hamas 
as long as it remains willing to cooperate with 
the national forces in maintaining calmness, 
security, and political stability for the sake of 
resuming the peace process.

• The various political forces, including those 
affiliated with the national forces headed by 
Fatah (and PLO factions) and the Islamic forces 
headed by the Hamas movement, agree on a 
political program based on fulfilling Palestinian 
national interests and realizing the ambitions 
and aspirations of the Palestinian people by 
establishing a Palestinian state based on the 
June 4, 1967 borders. They also agree that an 
independent democratic Palestinian state is the 
only guarantee for the future of the Palestinian 
people in their homeland. The attainment of 
national consensus and the determination of 
a Palestinian political and economic agenda 
restore the international community’s interest 
in the Palestinian cause and the Palestinian-
Israeli conflict.

“This political transformation is related to 
internal factors, including the absence of a 
unified political agenda between the two leading 
political parties (i.e. Hamas and Fatah), the 
divide between the West Bank and Gaza, the 
lack of political legitimacy under the occupation 
circumstances, and Fatah’s inability to revive 
its supporters and regain power.”
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• The donor countries take a new approach 
when facing the issue of support for the PA by 
expanding their support of the private and civil 
sector in addition to their aid to the Palestinian 
government. 

• The Palestinian economy goes through 
unprecedented revitalization and revival of 
numerous institutions and companies.

• The international acceptance of Hamas as a 
partner allows pragmatic factions within the 
movement to seize control of the centers of 
power within it, and its political positions and 
relations with the Israel and the west become 
more moderate and consequently more 
acceptable within Palestine and among the 
international community.

• The PLO receives a mandate from all factions 
to manage negotiations aimed at reaching a 
final peace agreement with Israel. A final accord 
guaranteeing the establishment of a Palestinian 
state on most of the West Bank and Gaza, with 
minor modifications and land exchanges, is 
finally reached.

• GDP and income per capita increase significantly 
with the renewed hope for broader political 
and economic horizons. Arab, Islamic, and 
international investments in the Palestinian 
economy increase dramatically. Regional 
relations are strengthened security-wise and 
from an economic standpoint, guaranteeing 
the implementation of the final issues in the 
agreement and the success of a Palestinian 
state. Palestine becomes a unique model in 
terms of the political participation of all national 
and Islamic factions, as well as in its economic 
accomplishments and the qualitative growth 
generated by the viable Palestinian state.

• The Palestinian state experiences an intensive 
return of human and physical capital from 
abroad, taking part in building the new state. 
Newly built modern cities begin to appear across 
the state, while the Gaza Strip becomes a vital 
economic gateway because of its port which 
fosters trade with several neighboring Arab 
countries.
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Concluding Remarks
This political transformation is related to internal 
factors, including the absence of a unified political 
agenda between the two leading political parties (i.e. 
Hamas and Fatah), the divide between the West 
Bank and Gaza, the lack of political legitimacy under 
the occupation circumstances, and Fatah’s inability 
to revive its supporters and regain power. The 
political transformation also depends on external 
factors, which include regional and international 
influence on and support of the Palestinian authority, 
limited progress of the peace process due to Israel’s 
unchanged position regarding continued settlement 
building and expansion, the siege on the Gaza 
Strip, Israeli measures against Palestinians in East 
Jerusalem, and Israeli and American opposition to 
Palestinian membership in the UN. At this point in 
time, the first scenario will most likely prevail, and 
the UN will not challenge the current status quo, 
thus sustaining the current situation.
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