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Discourse of Delusion: In pursuit of a viable Palestinian state
By Yuram Abdullah Weiler 
2014-10-19

“Our Nation’s commitment to a just and sustainable resolution is unwavering, and we will 
continue to offer constructive approaches and encourage the Israelis and the Palestinians to work 
together to resolve this conflict.”1 

—U.S. president Barack Obama

Recent declarations in support of Palestinian statehood have rekindled hopes of progress toward 
resolving the seemingly intractable Israeli-Palestinian conflictual conundrum. While such 
pronouncements come as welcome relief from the incessant drivel emanating from the west 
endorsing the Zionist regime’s “right to defend itself,” a closer look reveals that the delusion of a 
“two-state solution” remains in this discourse, along with its ominous implications for 
Palestinian rights.

During a press conference in Stockholm on October 3, 2014, Stefan Lofven, Sweden’s new 
center-left prime minister, confirmed his intention to recognize Palestinian statehood. While not 
specifying a time frame, Lofven assured that Sweden “wasn’t going to recognize a Palestinian 
state tomorrow morning” and that he “wants to speak first with all the relevant parties, including 
Israel, the Palestinians, the United States and other EU states.”

While over 134 other countries currently recognize Palestine,3 Sweden would be the first 

standing EU member to officially acknowledge a Palestinian state. The other members of the EU 
that recognize Palestinian statehood, Bulgaria, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Hungary, Malta, 
Poland and Romania, had granted recognition prior to joining the 28-nation body. The United 
States, Canada, Australia, Japan, South Korea and all western European EU member states, of 
course, do not recognize Palestine.4

Lofven’s proclamation was welcomed enthusiastically by senior Palestinian negotiator Saeb 
Erakat. “We salute the announcement by the Swedish prime minister,” he exclaimed, “We hope 
that all countries of the European Union will take the same courageous and remarkable 
decision.” No less ebullient, Nabil Abu Rudeina, spokesman for Palestinian president Mahmud 
Abbas, said, “The time has come for the entire world to recognize the Palestinian state.”5

In sharp but unsurprising contrast, the U.S. described Lofven’s move as “premature” and the 
Israeli entity called it “rushed.”6 U.S. State Department spokeswoman Jen Psaki explained, “We 

certainly support Palestinian statehood, but it can only come through a negotiated outcome, a 
resolution of final status issues and mutual recognitions by both parties.”7 Zionist regime prime 

minister Benjamin Netanyahu quipped dismissively, “Unilateral moves are contrary to
o

agreements. They will not bring peace closer, they will distance it.” Criticizing U.S. and Zionist 
positions, PLO Executive Committee Member Hanan Ashrawi said, “Conditioning recognition 
of the State of Palestine on the outcome of negotiations with Israel is equivalent to making our 
right to self-determination an Israeli prerogative.”9
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Netanyahu’s ultra-right-wing foreign minister, Avigdor Lieberman, pontificated, “Prime 
Minister Lofven must understand that no declaration nor move by an external player will replace 
direct talks between the sides that will be part of a comprehensive accord between Israel and the 
entire Arab world.”10 Apparently, Lieberman does not hold this same position against moves by 

external players concerning Iran’s negotiations with the P5+1 over its peaceful nuclear program, 
for on the sidelines of the U.N. General Assembly meeting in September, he remarked, “Iran 
should not be allowed to continue its nuclear activities.”11

As if not to be outdone by the Swedish prime minister, the British House of Commons passed a 
resolution urging recognition of Palestinian statehood. Ironically, Britain originally endorsed the 
Zionist project in Palestine by the Balfour Declaration of 1917, which affirmed the British 
government would “use their best endeavors to facilitate the achievement of this object.” The 
present nonbinding decree reads, “This House believes that the Government should recognise the 
state of Palestine alongside the state of Israel as a contribution to securing a negotiated two-state 
solution.” Notably abstaining from the voting was long-time critic of the Israeli entity, MP 
George Galloway,13 likely due to the measure’s inclusion of the nonviable two-state solution.

Like the British motion, prime minister Lofven’s declaration on government policy before the 
Swedish parliament on October 3 plainly supports the two-state solution. “The conflict between 
Israel and Palestine can only be resolved through a two-state solution, negotiated in accordance 
with the principles of international law,” he stated. Perhaps the support of the two-state principle 
led Sweden’s new foreign minister Margot Wallstrom to remark that she didn’t think Lofven’s 
statement would “have any serious impact on relations between Sweden and Israel.”14

The question that must be asked is do symbolic gestures of recognition such as these mark 
progress for the Palestinian people? According to Swedish foreign minister Wallstrom, 
apparently yes, because of the potential for motivating other western powers to do likewise. “It 
is important that we take an initiative that hopefully will inspire other countries,” she pointed 
out.15 While Wallstrom’s hopes have not been realized with British prime minister David 

Cameron, who remains adamant that the British non-binding resolution would have no effect on 
his policy toward Palestine,16 she may be on to something since now Spain17 and Ireland18 have 

announced plans to vote on proposals to recognize Palestine.

The problem lurking within these symbolic measures to recognize Palestine is that they continue 
to support the two-state solution, which nowadays has become a virtual impossibility due to the 
fragmented nature of the Occupied Palestinian Territories (OPT). This fragmentation dates back 
to 1977, when Ariel Sharon, as head of the Ministerial Committee on Settlements, devised a plan 
to dissect the OPT by interspersing illegal settlements and military areas in between Palestinian 
communities, thereby restricting access and movement by Palestinians.19

Canonizing Sharon’s fiendish plan, the Oslo Accords divided the Occupied West Bank into three 
security zones, Areas A, B and C, with only Area A under full Palestinian civil and security 
control. Area B was placed under Palestinian civil control and joint Israeli-Palestinian security 
control, while the Zionist regime retained extensive security, planning and zoning control over 
Area C, which includes over 60 percent of the Occupied West Bank and where an estimated
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150,000 Palestinians live.20 As a result, the OPT have been split into 70 isolated enclaves with 64 

in the Occupied West Bank alone, rendering a viable Palestinian state an impossibility.

Additionally, with Israeli control of Area C of the OPT and de facto control of the remainder, 
Palestine has little chance of developing a thriving economy. As the World Bank reported, 
“Restrictions on economic activity in Area C of the West Bank have been particularly 
detrimental to the Palestinian economy.... Current movement and access restrictions in force 
outside Area C prevent the easy export of Palestinian products and inhibit tourists and investors 
from accessing Area C.” Undaunted by the facts, President Mahmoud Abbas declared “The

23international community is now the last chance to save the two-state solution.”

Furthermore, as Palestinian American journalist Ali Abunimah has pointed out, recognition of a 
Palestinian “state” in a small fraction of historic Palestine effectively negates the rights of most 
Palestinians and conflicts with the Palestinian right of self-determination. Hence, the primary 
purpose of the so-called two-state solution as enshrined in the Oslo Accords is not to restore 
Palestinian rights; on the contrary, its aim is to establish the Israeli entity’s so-called “right to 
exist,” which can only be maintained by the never-ending negation of the rights of Palestinians.24

So regrettably, the net effect of all these symbolic moves, whether intentional or not, is to 
establish the right of the Israeli entity to continue its illegal usurpation of Palestinian lands and 
violation of Palestinians’ rights. In fact, on the same day as prime minister Stefan Lofven’s 
announcement, Friday, October 3, the European Union condemned an Israeli plan to build 2,610 
new settler units in East Jerusalem, calling it “highly detrimental” to diplomatic efforts for

25Israeli-Palestinian peace.

In the aftermath of the barbaric 51 -day Israeli onslaught on Gaza, donors at a recent conference 
in Cairo have pledged $5.4 billion in aid,26 a hopeful sign, indeed, but the estimated cost of 

rebuilding is $7.8 billion. Also, 70 percent of the 1.8 million Gazans continue to exist on less 
than $2 a day and over two thirds are receiving food assistance. Likewise, the Occupied West 
Bank, with 23 percent unemployment and a budget largely dependent on donor goodwill, has 
suffered severely from the Zionist stranglehold. Beyond symbolic gestures, a comprehensive 
plan to free the Palestinian economy from the Israeli occupation is desperately needed.

Meanwhile, the Israeli entity continues its brazen violation of international law by occupying and 
building settlements on Palestinian lands. Yet in spite of this, Obama insists, “To move forward, 
both parties must face hard choices and make difficult decisions.” We cannot help but wonder 
what hard choices POTUS has in mind, and what difficult decisions lie ahead for the oppressed 
people of Palestine.
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