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Distinguished public figures such as Jimmy Cartet Besmond Tutu have warned that if Israel consnue
its occupation of the Palestinian territories il wecome an apartheid state. Many believe thaelsr
policies in the Occupied Palestinian Territorie®{Qalready amount to apartheid. For example, ig,Ma
2009, the South African Human Sciences Researchd@qiiSRC) issued a report titled “Occupation,
Colonialism, Apartheid: A re-assessment of Isragtectices in the occupied Palestinian territomeder
international law.” The report states explicitlyhis study concludes that Israel has introducegstem of
apartheid in the OPT.”

Most agree that a two-state solution based on b®éders is the only way to justly resolve the I8rae
Palestinian conflict. This would necessitate theatipn of an independent, contiguous Palestinizie stest
of the Jordan River and connected to the Gaza &trihe Mediterranean Sea. But many factors aréngak
the two-state solution seem increasingly unlikelgst notably the election of Israel’s most oveniéwkish
right-wing government in recent history in 2009¢ddhe ongoing colonization of Palestinian land bgnty
500,000 Israeli settlers. Yet there are not maabple alternatives to the two-state solution. AntReéme
Minister Ehud Olmert said in 2007, “If the day camehen the two-state solution collapses, and we dac
South African-style struggle for equal voting riglalso for the Palestinians in the territoridlsgnt as soon
as that happens, the State of Israel is finished.”

What are the alternatives to the two-state solution?

John J. Mearsheimer is a realist internationalribe@nd a professor of political science at thversity

of Chicago who co-authored the bofke Israel Lobby and U.S. Foreign Policy. Mearsheimer believes that
“Israel is not going to allow the Palestinians &vé a viable state of their own in Gaza and thet\Bask.
[...] Instead, those territories will be incorporatatb a ‘Greater Israel,” which will be an aparthstate
bearing a marked resemblance to white-ruled SofribaX’™

Mearsheimer believes that a two-state solution d/bel the best outcome for both the Israelis and
Palestinians, but fears that time is running outfgiable two-state resolution. Barring a two-stsblution,
Mearsheimer hypothesizes that there are only thossible alternatives:

* A democratic, bi-national state: “Greater Israel,” meaning an Israel comprise@ata and the
West Bank, would become a bi-national state in twkiews and Palestinians would have equal
political rights. Many Palestinians and a handfwews favour this solution; however it does not
have broad support. With the current demograplogeptions, Palestinians would eventually
outnumber Jews in Greater Israel. For many IsraslisJews around the world, this would be an
unthinkable outcome, as it would signal the entsicfel as a “Jewish State” — a concept codified
under Israel’s “Declaration of the Establishmenthef State of Israel” and “Law of Return.”

» Ethniccleansing: Israel could expel the Palestinians from Grebsterel akin to what happened in
1948 when 700,000 Palestinians were driven outr@ftwecame Israel. After the 1967 war, Israel
expelled between 100,000 and 260,000 Palestiniansthe West Bank, and 80,000 from the
Golan Heights.But the scale of such an expulsion would be muchermassive since there are 5.5
million Palestinians living in what would becomee@ter Israel. This outcome is unlikely as it
would be an overt crime against humanity and tHegfiaians would put up fierce resistance. But
Mearsheimer still believes that “there are goodoea to worry that Israel might adopt this solution
as the demographic balance shifts and concerng #imsurvival of the Jewish state intensity.”

As he goes on to note, “a substantial number aklsdews—40 percent or more—believe that the
Arab citizens of Israel should be ‘encouragedeanve by the government.”

* Apartheid: The final alternative to a two-state solution;@cling to Mearsheimer, is apartheid.
Israel would continue to deepen its control over@PT, permitting more Israeli colonists to
populate and seize Palestinian land. The currestésyof Jewish-only roads and Jewish-only
towns (a.k.a. “settlements) would expand. Palestmiwould be given limited autonomy in
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disconnected enclaves, but, unlike their Isradbmist neighbours, would be denied full civil and
political rights, e.g. the right to vote, the rightmove freely, etc.

Why is the two-state solution no longer possible?

I'sradl will not disband its coloniesin the occupied Palestinian territories. According to Mearsheimer,
the main reason a two-state solution in no longeavion is that Israelis will not make the necegsa
sacrifices to create a viable Palestinian statestemters, the nearly 500,000 settlers livingi@ OPT
would have to be removed and most settlers wowddalisneans to resist any rollback of the “settlethe
enterprise. In any event, the Netanyahu governisasammitted to expanding Israeli colonies and cjeglo
to creating a viable Palestinian stata.addition, there is no sizeable pro-peace palitparty in Israel
advocating for a two-state solution—something tatild contradict Zionism’s vision of an Israeli t&t@n
all of historic Palestine. As Mearsheimer pointg 6ven Yitzhak Rabin, who was determined to mtie
Oslo peace process work, never spoke about cremftaestinian state. He was merely interested in
granting the Palestinians some form of limited aotay, what he called ‘an entity which is less than
state.” Plus, he insisted that Israel should mairgantrol over the Jordan River Valley and than&ed
Jerusalem should be the capital of Isréel.”

Thelsrael Lobby will prevent the United States from compélling Israel to compromise. Another
obstacle to achieving the two-state solution isl$nael lobby in the US. While the US holds reakiege
over Israel which it supports both materially amglamatically, it is inhibited because of the indilgle
power of the Israel Lobby. The lobby, accordindgfearsheimer, is “a remarkably powerful interestugro
that has a profound influence on U.S. Middle Eadicp.” As he points out, every American president
since 1967 has opposed settlement building yet haadieen able to get Israel to stop building theran
during the years of the Oslo Accords. Between 18882000, Israel confiscated 40,000 acres of
Palestinian land, constructed 250 miles of roadséttlers, doubled the number of settlers, antd BOi
new settlements. President Clinton did little tdt tieis expansion, and the United States contirtoegive
Israel billions of dollars and to protect it diplatitally.

Other obstacles, Two other reasons Mearsheimer cites as prevetiimgstablishment of a Palestinian
state are that 1) Palestinians are often dividgge@ally at present with the Fatah-Hamas dividd, that
2) Christian Zionists, a powerful domestic politif@rce in the U.S., are opposed to a two-statetim
because they believe the seizure by Israel off &btestine will hasten the second coming of Christ

Is Israeli apartheid sustainable?

No. According to Mearsheimer Israeli apartheid wdt be sustainable because international publidap
will not tolerate it. Apartheid is impossible tofded because it is antithetical to core Westerneal
Apartheid Israel will also become too much of atstgic liability for the U.S. to support. Top levgIS.
politicians, intelligence officers and military comanders have recently said that Israel’s coloronabif
Palestinian lands and the Israeli occupation argnguAmerican interests in the Middle East and
surrounding aredsThe Israel lobby will not be able to defend Isfaetause most American Jews will not
back Israel once it becomes a full-fledged apadtktate. Israel will eventually have to become a
democratic bi-national state.

The internet and Palestinian non-violent resistavitdbe among the most important and effective
approaches to mobilizing international supportther Palestinian cause. According to Mearsheimer, th
war of ideas “is ultimately the battleground on @fhPalestine’s future will be determined.”
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