The One-State Solution.

The term "Palestinian refugee" generally applies to people who fled/were expelled/whatever you want to call it and their descendants, whether they reside in the occupied territories or elsewhere. The population of this group is estimated around 5 million (UNRWA-Palestine refugees). 

Meanwhile, there are about 7 million Israeli citizens, mostly Jewish but 20% Arab. Do some quick math and you'll see that giving Israeli citizenship to all Palestinian refugees would result in an immediate demographic shift: Arab Israeli citizens would either equal or outnumber Jewish Israeli citizens. 

In 2007, Ehud Olmert said such a scenario would be the end of Israel: "If the day comes when the two-state solution collapses, and we face a South African-style struggle for equal voting rights (also for the Palestinians in the territories), then, as soon as that happens, the State of Israel is finished," Prime Minister Ehud Olmert told Haaretz. (Olmert to Haaretz: Two-state solution, or Israel is done for)

It would certainly be the end of Israel as a "Jewish state." What would that mean? At the very least, it would mean right of return. Israel's courts would be flooded with Palestinians trying to reclaim land and property that belonged/belongs (verb tense depends on who you ask) to their families. Assuming they win in court, lots of Israeli Jews will be expelled from their homes and lose their livelihoods. Israelis know this. They don't want it to happen. For this reason alone, they will vigorously resist a one-state solution. And this doesn't even deal with the possibility of retribution, which always looms.

The bigger issue, though, is that so many Jews around the world believe that a majority-Jewish state must exist. Because of millennium of anti-Semitism, most Jewish people seem to believe that Jews will always be in danger of extermination if they have to live as minorities. As long as they believe that their existence depends on it, they will not support anything that turns Israel into a Muslim/Arab-majority state. Plus, so many Jewish people feel entitled to a Jewish-majority state in that specific spot, whether for religious or historical reasons. And as much as Israel complains about criticism from the international community, I don't think the world has the stomach for imposing a solution that almost all Israelis (and the Jewish diaspora) would absolutely and unequivocally hate. 

I also think there are plenty of reasons for the Palestinian Authority to avoid a one-state solution. Integrating into Israeli institutions or adapting those institutions to their own priorities might be more difficult than strengthening the institutions that have developed in the occupied territories. And there would always remain a powerful group of Palestinians who want to drive the Jews into the sea. How would the more conciliatory Palestinians deal with them? Purge them? Throw them all in jail? Impossible – logistically and probably politically. As I understand it, the violent anti-apartheid element in South Africa was much smaller and therefore easier to marginalize/suppress/dismantle. Hamas et al. might still get funding and weapons from outside groups. Considering that Irgun or some contemporary echo thereof would certainly reappear, I somehow doubt that "truth and reconciliation" would prevail.

In short, no, I don't think it makes sense for the PA to pursue a one-state solution. Frankly, if Hamas and Fatah can't get it together, we could be looking at a three-state solution.
Claire J. Vannette, 6 Dec, 2012.
