Arab Rejection of Israel

Israel has accepted, but Arabs have categorically rejected every opportunity to form a Palestinian state alongside Israel. Note the following opportunities for a two state solution — each accepted by the Jews and each rejected by the Arabs.
· 1919 (the Weizmann-Feisel Agreement), 

· In 1937, the Peel Commission proposed the partition of Palestine (after Transjordan had been formed from 80% of the mandate) and the creation of an Arab state. Zionists accepted, Arabs rejected.
· In 1947, the UN Resolution 181 would have created an even larger Arab state as part of its partition plan. Zionists accepted, Arabs attacked. Had Arab governments not gone to war in 1948 to block the UN partition plan, a Palestinian state in the West Bank, Galilee and the Negev would be celebrating the its independence exactly as long as Israel has been doing so. Had the Arab states not supported terrorism directed at Israeli civilians and provoked six subsequent Arab-Israeli wars, the conflict could have been settled long ago, and the Palestinian problem resolved.
· At the Rhodes Armistice talks and Lausanne Conference in 1949, Israel offered to return captured land as part of a formal peace agreement. Arab rulers refused.

· From 1948 to 1967, Israel did not control the West Bank and Gaza . They were under Arab rule, and no Jewish settlements existed there. The Arabs never set up a Palestinian state. Instead, Gaza was occupied by Egypt, and the West Bank by Jordan. Palestinians could have demanded an independent state from the Jordanians. They did not. No demands for a West Bank/Gaza independent state were heard until Israel took control of these areas in the Six-Day War.
· The 1979 Egypt-Israel peace negotiations  offered the Palestinians autonomy, which would almost certainly have led to full independence. 

· The Oslo process that began in 1993 was leading toward the creation of a Palestinian state before the Palestinians violated their commitments and scuttled the agreements. 

· At Camp David in 2000, Prime Minister Ehud Barak offered to create a Palestinian state, but Yasser Arafat rejected the deal. The Palestinians were offered virtually all of the West Bank and Gaza. The response wasn’t even a counter-offer. It was outright rejection, followed by all-out terrorism costing thousands of lives, tens of thousands of maimed victims, hundreds of thousands of grieving relatives and millions of traumatised citizens.

· 2001 (the Clinton Parameters).

· 2008 (the Annapolis Process offer).
A variety of reasons have been given for why the Palestinians have in Abba Eban's words, "never missed an opportunity to miss an opportunity." Historian Benny Morris has suggested that the Palestinians have religious, historical, and practical reasons for opposing an agreement with Israel. He says that "Arafat and his generation cannot give up the vision of the greater land of Israel for the Arabs. [This is true because] this is a holy land, Dar al-Islam [the world of Islam]. It was once in the hands of the Muslims, and it is inconceivable [to them] that infidels like us [the Israelis] would receive it." The Palestinians also believe that time is on their side. "They feel that demographics will defeat the Jews in one hundred or two hundred years, just like the Crusaders." The Palestinians also hope the Arabs will acquire nuclear weapons in the future that will allow them to defeat Israel. "Why should they accept a compromise that is perceived by them as unjust today?"

The Arab states have always held the key to solving the Palestinian problem. The Palestinian refugees could long ago have been resettled among their people in Arab lands, which extend over five million square miles. These nations have the land and money to rehabilitate the Palestinian refugees; Israel, with a fraction of Arab land and wealth, absorbed 850,000 Jews driven from Arab countries between 1948 and 2001. There were 25 million refugees created in the wake of World War 2, including the Jewish remnants of the Holocaust. All have been settled. The Arabs' refusal to do the same with the Palestinians shows that they are more interested in using the refugees as a political weapon against Israel than they are in truly solving the problem.

Indeed, those who envision a future Palestinian polity, in focussing on demonising Israel, completely ignore the grim and ongoing realities of the challenges to be faced in creating the new Palestinian state: 

· a stagnant class structure, 

· unproductive economic habits, 

· an uncurious and increasingly reactionary culture, 

· deeply cruel relationships between the sexes and toward gays, 

· no notion of an independent judiciary, 

· inciting hatred of Jews, USA and the West, and 

· a primitive religious mentality that bestows prestige and  the promise of sexual rewards in paradise for suicide bombers.

No real challenge to any of these challenges is raised by so-called “friends of Palestine” that unashamedly promote the propaganda and libels of Hamas, Islamic Jihad, and the other irredentist and murderous factions of the Palestinian polity whose expertise is terrorism and murder, not statesmanship.

