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Abstract

Several attempts have been made in the past twenty-five years to settle the Palestine-Israel 
conflict, but peace continues to be elusive while the occupation remains. Using a qualitative 
methodology predicated on an inductive content analysis this study examines the likely 
challenges for new peace initiatives and how these challenges can be overcome or mitigated. 
The study argues that the United States’ acknowledgement of Israeli capital city as Jerusalem 
is an indirect endorsement of the Israeli occupation. This regenerates the Oslo Accords debate. 
But at present, what could cause the disputants to come together remains indeterminate 
and uncertain. More attention is being directed to the role being taken by Israeli’s continued 
occupation of Palestine’s land and not how this is affecting the political interests of other 
actors. A raft of recommendations is given to policy makers and conflict experts for breaking 
the impasse.
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Introduction and background

From the period March to May in 2018 when the ‘Great March of Return’ was held 
in Gaza, the Israeli military forces violently dealt with the Palestinian activists 
prompting the regional and international community to refocus on the Palestine 
question (Makdisi 2018). After the 2011 Arab uprisings, despite efforts to downplay 
the struggle in Palestine as if of less political significance in the Middle East, protests 
continue in Israel and as far afield as Egypt, Yemen and Jordan.  For the past seven 
years in the neighbourhood of Palestine, Makdisi (2018) observes that the bloodshed 
in Syria has not registered much concern regarding the Arab world’s popular protests. 
Popular concerns are instead located in Palestine despite the clear geopolitical 
regional shift led by Saudi Arabia. This has seen several governments in the Gulf Arab 
currently joining countries like Jordan and Egypt in forging open and welcoming 
ties with the Israel’s right-wing regime. In the process, they view Iran and not Israel 
as the arch rival. However, in June 2018 during the General Assembly and Security 
Council meetings, all Muslin and Arab UN member states were evidently in support 
of the twin resolutions reproving Israel and imploring the international community 
to protect the Palestinians, regardless of the United States’ pressure (UNGA 2018; 
UN-News 2018). It appears that the Arab states, organized loosely under the ambit 
of the US dominion, can hardly rationalise a formal cooperation with Israel. Unless 
the question of Palestine is politically and meaningfully resolved this will always 
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happen.
In the 1990s, the Oslo peace process led by the US was a failure while the Jewish 
settlements flourished. The occupation remained in the midst of revamped 
radicalisation and violence from both sides, while there was a significant deterioration 
of the Palestinian socio-economic situation, specifically in the beleaguered Gaza. The 
‘Roadmap to Peace’ framework which succeeded Oslo likewise, was unsuccessful in 
spite of the backing by the Quartet – the United Nations (UN), the US, the European 
Union (EU) and Russia. Also, Barack Obama the former US President was unable to 
address effectively the Palestine question in terms of the peace process. The failure 
was more pronounced in late 2010 especially following the beginning of the Arab 
uprisings because of his strained relationship with Benjamin Netanyahu the Israeli 
Prime Minister. Donald Trump the former US President had however, embarked 
on an unparalleled stance of acknowledging Israel’s capital city as Jerusalem 
notwithstanding global condemnation. 
Trump was believed to have been working on a strategy which he termed the ‘Deal 
of the Century’ which may have been doomed to failure in light of the draconian 
measures which the deal sought to enforce over Palestinians (Makdisi 2018). But, 
Trump’s basis of the ‘deal’ was meant to resolve the Palestine question ahead of the 
mooted Arab–Israeli alliance large enough to be the equivalent of the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organisation (NATO) of the Arabs poised to fight against Iran. The fact that 
this ‘deal’ is seen by Palestinians to be dead before its inception is mirrored in the 
Gaza’s restarted protests and in the Palestinian Authority (PA)’s refusal to engage 
with the US main envoy. 
According to Kuttab (2018) this envoy was made up of Jared Kushner (Trump’s 
son-in-law) and Mohamad bin Salman (a political ally of Saudi Arabia’s Crown 
Prince and Netanyahu’s close personal friend). Meanwhile, these successive failures 
to negotiate a just and lasting conflict solution have continuously destabilized the 
Middle East. This political failure has enhanced the presence of the progressively 
powerful Hizbullah in Lebanon. In turn, this has raised the status of Iran and her 
regional reach. In view of that, this study emphasises that the Arab–Israeli conflict, 
particularly the Palestine question has long been a serious regional matter of concern 
in the Middle East, well over a century now. Therefore, the inability to conclusively 
resolve the problem as instructed in the numerous declarations made by the Arab 
League, UN resolutions and the US-led initiatives, will continue to impact negatively 
on the region’s geopolitical dynamics, peace and stability. 
Since 1967, Israel has been occupying the Palestinian territories. To date, even with 
about two and half decades of peace initiatives, violent conflicts between the major 
disputants is a reality with dim prospects of a near resolution (Lintl 2018). The 
little signs of possibly breaking through to resolve the conflict back in the 1990s as 
summarised in the ‘two states for two nations’ have become more remote than before. 
Whereas, the majority who subscribed to the idea of a two-states solution in Israel 
still exist, most of the Israelis have since stopped believing that Palestinians could be 
a peace process partner.  Therefore, in the interest of peace and security, their wish is 
to see a continued occupation of the territories. This inconsistency of an abstract two-
state solution support, and the de facto refusal emanates from the successive abortive 
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peace initiatives. What this creates is a vicious circle of growing cynic tendencies 
towards any further peace initiatives.
 Such dynamics generate a conception that all talks about peace prospects easily 
evaporate and that narratives of conflict are an exaggeration. As a result, it is the 
military option which takes priority over political initiatives. These are the precarious 
predispositions that are shaping politics in Israel to date. Lintl (2018) contends that 
the predispositions manifest in two ways; first, by playing a significant role that 
shifts to the right, second, the centre of political gravity changing the political actors’ 
perspectives. The peace camp, being the left-wing, has abandoned more and more its 
urgent demands for final and immediate negotiations. On the one hand, the right-
wing camp has ruled out completely any talks of a Palestinian state by calling openly 
for West Bank partial seizure. In light of this, it is imperative to understand the 
contemporary situation and the political dynamics obtaining in Israel with respect to 
the peace process in order to break the impasse on the occupied territories. In traversing 
the protracted conflict between Israel and Palestine in quest for peace and stability, 
this study is informed by the following key questions: What are the implications of 
the failed peace initiatives on the Palestinian and Israeli societies? What are the likely 
challenges for new peace initiatives?  And how can these challenges be mitigated? 
The political and material land struggle as to who should have access and the right to 
retain it, has for more than 100 hundred years saddled the larger Arab–Israeli and in 
particular the Palestinian–Israeli conflict. For the Israeli, every inch of the land given 
to the biblical Abraham will be taken by them because they believe it is their divine 
heritage including the occupied territories. Discarding this contextual reality in the 
Middle East would be an obscurity to the causes that are motivating persistence of the 
Palestine question being a central issue. The difficult socio-economic situation in the 
occupied Palestinian occupied territories especially Gaza Strip have experienced well 
documented socio-economic difficulties and terrible humanitarian crisis (Oxfam 2017; 
WB 2014; UNICEF 2018; UNRWA 2018; OCHA 2015). The West Bank is segmented 
into small unrelated enclaves, separated by different Jewish roads and settlements, 
checkpoints staffed by Israeli military as well as wall erected by Israeli which the 
International Court of Justice ruled as illegal (ICJ 2004; OCHA 2015).Therefore, the 
central issue of Israeli-Palestine conflict cannot be wished away as it locates why 
the international attempts for mediation and intervention have only succeeded in 
deepening instead of problem solving.

The greed and grievance theoretical perspective

Empirical research has made the greed theory popular which claims that ‘economic 
opportunities and motivations are very much correlated with the beginning of conflict 
than political, socio-economic or ethnic grievances (Ballentine & Nitzscke 2005).  The 
work by Collier (2000) has also prominently contributed to the evolution of the greed 
theory. Based on his empirical research findings, Collier argues that conflict such as 
civil wars is more prone to be triggered by economic motivations than grievances. In 
addition, Collier and Hoeffler (2004) advance similar conclusions that are reinforced 
by few other studies.
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Collier and Hoeffler (2004) have measured the effect of grievances on conflict outbreak 
using four grievance proxies namely; economic inequality, political repression, 
religious or ethnic hatred and political exclusion. In their findings they contend that 
grievances are not necessarily implicated in causing strife but they motivate resistance 
perhaps disconnected substantially from huge concerns of social inequality, religious 
or ethnic identity and political rights. They further stress that grievances are mere 
tools and tactics employed by rebellious groups to make popular their public support 
agenda of enhancing recruitment.  Bensted (2011) builds on Collier’s work highlighting 
how the motivation of conflict is based on greed stating that although grievances exist, 
it is the division among rebel groups which diminishes their prospect of realizing the 
aspiration of improved justice.  Bensted (2011) restates how people tend to give value 
to the participation in rebellion not based on grievances but on how long it takes to 
realize benefits accrued from participating. These contentions underline conclusions 
that it is economic opportunity or lack of it which causes conflict. The arguments also 
signify the importance of how the aspect of economic precariousness could be a root 
cause of conflict.
 In contrast, those in support of grievance- grounded explanations acknowledge the 
group formation and centrality of identity in order to understand conflicts’ outbreak 
(Murshed & Tadjoeddin 2007).  According to Murshed and Tadjoeddin (2007) 
grievances that contribute to the outbreak of conflict can be divided into horizontal 
inequality, polarization and relative deprivation. Relative deprivation is defined by 
Gurr cited in Murshed and Tadjoeddin (2007:16) as the “discrepancy between what 
people think they deserve and what they actually get.”  Polarization is seen as the 
different contributions emanating from social groups that are different from the 
cause of conflict. What is also pertinent is the link between conflict occurrence and 
the presence of horizontal inequalities. Murshed and Tadjoeddin (2007) contend that 
the basis of horizontal inequalities is on the socio-economic variations obtaining in 
social groups. Such differentiations could be characterized by, though not limited to 
ethnicity, religion, tribal affiliations and differentiations in linguistics. After studies 
of nine different cases of social violence and internal strife, Stewart (2011) concludes 
that broadening horizontal socio-economic inequalities contribute to ethnic violence 
over time.
Also, studies conducted from 1986-2003 by Otsby (2008) reveal that there is a high 
potential for conflict to occur in countries where horizontal inequalities are very high.  
In the same way, Mancini (2008:130) reports similar findings in Indonesia through an 
econometric analysis of associated localities that have a   higher horizontal inequality 
and ‘larger intergroup differentials’ as the ones where violent conflict had been 
witnessed. In the same vein, Langer (2004) reveals that political exclusion based on 
a geographical divide contributes to the ignition of violent conflict. However, the 
work by Collier appears to fall short of aiming for a nuanced model incorporating not 
merely a succinct economic analysis but one which is also located in socio-political 
intricacies that describe the lived realities at micro-level of people in conflicts such as 
the case of Israel and Palestine.



Vol. 5 No. 2
June, 2021

European Journal of Economics, Law and Social Sciences 
IIPCCL Publishing, Graz-Austria

ISSN 2519-1284
Acces online at www.iipccl.org

42

Situating the Israel- Palestine conflict in the greed- grievance theory 

Shlaim (2000) contends that the holocaust horrors perpetrated by Europeans in Europe 
itself, led to a huge immigration of European-Jewish wave to Palestine. The British 
had to abandon their Mandate commitments in 1945, and in 1947 two years down 
the line, a very contentious Resolution number 181 was passed by the UN General 
Assembly which endorsed the partition of Palestine. This plan was repudiated 
immediately by all African, Muslin and Arab states. Smith (2013) asserts that for the 
first time, partitioning gave legitimate claims to Zion of having a segment of Palestine 
viewed from the international perspective. While the Jewish people originally owned 
7 percent of the land in Palestine, the partition effectively gave them 56 percent of 
Palestine’s very fertile land (Smith 2014).  Shlaim (2000:54) argues that, the “main 
agent working to transform the status quo in the Middle East” being the Zionist 
movement openly triggered the Arab-Jews conflict in 1947 which then escalated into 
the 1948 Arab–Israel war, the first of its kind.
The Israelis have referred to this as the ‘war of independence’ as it culminated in 
the proclamation of the Israeli state on 14 May. The Arabs have referred to it as the 
‘Nakba’ meaning catastrophe after they were vanquished by the Zionist forces. The 
Jews got extra territory and cleared out Palestinians from this additional land. This 
dramatically turned the majority of Palestinians into immigrants who are still in 
advocacy over the returning rights to their land (Al Husseini 2017; Pappé 2006).
The partition of Palestine and consequent war of 1948 stimulated massive protests 
across the Arab world from Yemen and Libya to Iraq, Syria to Egypt. According to 
Kamel, Makdisi and Hazbun (2016), this also sparked an Arab anti-colonial mentality 
and intensified their sensitivity to perceived dishonesty by the international peace 
brokers. This perception continues in view of Trump’s ‘deal of the century’ initiative. 
It is pertinent therefore to note that for Palestinians and the Arab world, the Arab–
Israeli conflict is rooted to the Nakba epoch and their displacement from their 
homeland (Makdisi 2018).
The Palestine question at the peak of the Cold War was central to the Middle 
East struggle and certainly to larger parts of the Global South (Prashad 2007). An 
observation by Makdisi (2018) is that, the Western policy concerning the Middle East 
had its focus on, first, inhibiting the potential Arab regional revolutionary forces 
(perhaps those led by Egypt’s Gamal Abdel Nasser in the 1950s-1960s). Second, 
guarding the interests of Israeli and Arab conservative monarchies replete with oil 
resources. The tripartite invasion of Egypt in 1956 which forced the British, French 
and Israeli troops to retreat reinforced Abdel Nasser’s heroic and popular standing 
in the Arab world as the chief protagonist who resisted European expansionism in 
general and Israeli imperialism in particular (Makdisi 2010). But, the Arab–Israeli 
war of 1967 described by the Israelis as ‘The Six Day War’ and also described by the 
Arabs as the ‘an-Naksa’ meaning the setback culminated in the victory of the Israelis 
and the subsequent occupation of Jerusalem, Gaza Strip and the West Bank. In the 
aftermath, the Israelis also went on to occupy the Egyptian Sinai and the Syrian Golan 
Heights. According to Khalid (2014, 142) this war “dealt the coup de grace to secular 
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pan- Arabism” but, concurrently “catapulted the Palestinian guerrilla movement to 
the front ranks because it symbolized resistance for the entire Arab world after the 
humiliating rout of the Arab armies.” In the face of this defeat, the main issue resident 
in the Middle East with popular and huge backing is that of the Palestine cause.
According to the Ministry  of  Foreign affairs, the convincing conquest of 1967 meant 
that “there was no chance for peace” proposing an “enlightened occupation” and  
later remarking that “the current reality in the territories – that is my plan […] what 
exists today must remain as a permanent arrangement in the West Bank” (Segev 
2007:580). No wonder why this occupation remains to this date.
Makdisi (2018) observes that these official pronouncements veiled two vital effects of 
the 1967 war being witnessed in Israel to this today. First, the reign over Palestinian 
territories by Israel steered “unease” to several Israeli liberals (Segev 2007:584). These 
moderates could debatably be viewed as those who originated the peace process 
leading to the Oslo accord of the 1990s. Second, the war birthed Zionism and a belief 
amongst several Orthodox religious leaders, and a progressively dominant political 
group (heralding Likud Party’s rise to power), that indeed they “were living in a 
messianic era and that salvation was at hand”. This implies that, the “sanctity of the 
land” had to be a “central tenet of religious Zionism” (Shlaim 2000: 549). Benjamin 
Netanyahu the Israeli Prime Minister for close to a decade, currently stands for this 
leading idea in the society of Israel.
Inspired as it is, Israel continues to occupy Gaza, East Jerusalem, the West Bank, 
Lebanon and the Syrian Golan Heights. While the Golan Heights were occupied in 
1978, Lebanon was occupied in 1982 following the eviction of Palestine Liberation 
Organization (PLO) forces that had camped for more than a decade in Southern 
Lebanon. This has led to a popular resistance against Israel from the Palestinians, the 
Lebanese Resistance Movement made up of the nationalists, Islamists, communists 
all backed by the influential Iranian revolution (Makdisi 2018).
The Arab–Israeli conflict has dramatically changed over the years, but the Palestine 
question remains consistently on the Middle East agenda. The international efforts 
to configure and restructure the conflict terms could be predicated on the peace 
prospects, with the tacit consideration that such peace is a broader necessity for 
regional stability.

The two-state solution as a peace process

 Makdisi and Prashad (2017) argue that after the 1967 war, mediation efforts by the 
international community were technically entrenched in the relevant international law 
provisions and UN resolutions. All these have a backing from the General Assembly 
and political weight. By itself, through the UN the international community declared 
as invalid Israel’s decision to annex East Jerusalem and the Golan Heights demanding 
the application of Resolution 242 which calls for Israel to withdraw from territories 
which it has occupied. In 1978 during the invasion of Lebanon by Israel decisive and 
quick UN resolutions were also made challenging Israel to immediately withdraw 
at the same time peace-keeping forces being deployed to oversee the revocation 
(Makdisi 2014).
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When the Cold War ended, the anticipated ‘two-state solution’ changed fundamentally 
from its UN core principles to a power- based, two-pronged negotiation model. This 
was supported by the US and funded by ‘state-building’ neo-liberal projects under 
the purview of the European Union including different UN agencies (Turner 2012; 
Khalidi 2017). However, this paradigm’s failure occasioned numerous problems 
in the region. Palestinians embarked on a two-year ceasefire (intifada) against the 
Israeli occupation in December 1987. These two policies were code-named ‘iron fist’ 
and ‘aggressive land requisition’ according to Smith (2013, 402). After this intifada 
there was a ferocious attack on Israeli which “sparked major changes in international 
politics relating to the Middle East” (Smith 2013, 413). The Palestinian Liberation 
Organization (PLO) had agreed with the intifada organisers by officially agreeing to 
take the UN Resolution 242’s idea of a two-state solution in terms of the international 
law framework and related UN provisions.
Based on the Oslo deal of 1993, the PLO had agreed to recognise Israel’s “right to exist 
in peace and security,” acceded to the 338 and 242 UN resolutions, gave up terrorism 
and armed fighting. Israel on its part, recognised PLO as a “representative of the 
Palestinian people and commence negotiations with the PLO within the Middle East 
peace process,” but it disallowed any references to Palestine as a state (IMFA 1993).
As a result, the Palestinian Authority (PA) was established from the Oslo agreements. 
This was a civil provisional authority with an autonomous status but without a state-
like, significance. The PA would reign over Gaza and the West Bank for a period not 
extending beyond 5 years, hence up 1999 in May (IMFA 2005). Negotiating for a status 
of permanence would be commenced not later than May 1997. The negotiations would 
also aim to resolve sticking issues of security arrangements, Jerusalem, refugees and 
settlements among others. In September 1995 Oslo 2 which was a complementary 
agreement to the first one stipulated the PA’s diminished powers in this interim 
period (Makdisi 2018). According to the agreements laid out in Oslo 2, West Bank 
had to be divided into separate three administrative parts (A, B and C) which are 
in existence today. Area A constitutes about 18 per cent in size of West Bank, with 
six main Palestine’s urban centres, Ramallah included. In this area the PA would be 
responsible for internal affairs and security matters. Area B constitutes some parts 
in proximity to area A chosen from Palestine’s rural areas. In this area PA would be 
responsible for the internal affairs while Israel would oversee security issues.  As 
described by B’Tselem (2017) an Israeli based human rights organization, the areas A 
and B are so isolated representing 165 ‘disjointed islands.’  Area C constitutes about 
61 per cent in size of the West Bank with geographically contiguous settlements 
that include all Jewish communities and Jordan Valley. Area C would be under full 
Israeli military authority. In general, Oslo’s main agreement objectives according to 
the Israel’s Foreign Ministry were simply to widen Palestine’s self-rule and “allow 
the Palestinians to conduct their own internal affairs” (IMFA 1995). In the West 
Bank, the Israeli communities rapidly grew (Malley & Agha 2001) while Palestinian 
disillusionment remained.
The 2000 Camp David initiative, a brainchild of President Bill Clinton was viewed as 
the “Last Hurrah of Oslo” as described by Falk (2017, 16) but it was not a success (Ross 
& Grinstein 2001; Malley & Agha 2001). As a result, the second intifada was started. 
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Come September 2000, Hamas became popular and rose in power to the detriment of 
PLO. This was after Ariel Sharon’s abominable but well-staged insults in Jerusalem at 
the Temple Mount/Haram-al-Sharif (Smith, 2013, 498). Subsequently a war of terror 
was waged by George W. Bush’s administration. But for the US to lobby for support 
from Middle East strategic states, some semblance of process for peace was needed 
(Makdisi 2018). Therefore, the 2002 Arab Peace Plan was hatched seeking to expand 
the formula on land-for-peace entrenched in the Oslo in exchange for a formalised 
stabilisation of relations between Israel and most of the Arab states. 
This led to the unveiling of the Roadmap document in April 2003 under the Quartet’s 
ambit consisting of the UN, EU, USA and Russia. This was in the aftermath of the 
US attack and subsequently occupying Iraq. Although Palestinians were trapped 
into accepting the Roadmap plan, the plan had no provisions protecting the rights 
of Palestinian in terms of international law. It simply restarted Oslo’s rationality of a 
tactful bargain between two actors with immeasurable disparities in terms of power 
(Falk 2017:17). It appears that, it cannot be contested that the peace process from the 
Oslo 1 and 2, the Arab Peace Plan and Roadmap have all been a dismal failure. Under 
the circumstances, with Israel being backed by the US it has been strengthening its 
infrastructure for occupation. Israeli have also been strengthening their security 
against the Palestinian Authority, rapidly approving new settlements in the occupied 
territories and besieging Gaza.Makdisi (2018) argues that, since then, the realists 
or moderates located in the political system of Israel were purged and supplanted 
by radical, political Likudists together with their messianic followers. Meanwhile, 
Netanyahu emphatically rejects any significant peace arrangements concerning 
the two-state framework. Incidentally, the Palestinian Authority has weakened, 
corrupt and divided, as Hamas reigns in Gaza from 2007. The Chairperson of the 
PLO doubling as leader of Fatah the main faction, President Mahmoud Abbas, is 
reportedly out of favour (Makdisi 2018). Abbas has remained in power from 2004 
although his elective office term ended in 2009. 
Critical international actors involved in the Oslo process have not been credited due 
to failure often blamed for collusion. Le More (2005, 995) had this to say, “the US 
decides, the World Bank leads, the EU pays, the UN feeds.”  The financing of the Oslo 
process has largely been done by Europeans through austerely regulated donations, 
yet their efforts to turn this financial support into political power have not been 
effective. Rather, they have effectively helped to sustain the viability of PA (Turner 
2017). This observation has been echoed and corroborated by a UN employee who 
argues that the “complicity of the UN system in the endorsement and maintenance” 
of the Oslo peace process  “amounted effectively in granting a rights-deficient, 
international mandate to Israel so that it indefinitely rules the Palestinian people in 
the Occupied Territory” (Khalidi 2017: 409).

Research method

 Secondary data was collected from datasets, research reports, library, media reports 
and books. In developing groupings for content analysis, this involved open coding, 
making groupings and abstractions (Burnard 1991; Burnard 1996; Hsieh & Shannon 
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2005). Findings were made through interpretations in respect of the items which 
fit into similar categories (Dey, 1993). Abstraction in this case meant framing a 
generalised description informed by the research focus based on categories of data 
and content from datasets as well as media reports. (Robson 1993; Burnard 1996).

Discussion of research findings and results

 Israel has been trapped in a vicious circle since 2001(Lintl 2018). The peace process’ 
failure and the restoration of violence in the region substantiates evidently the nature 
of conflict revealed in this study. The conflict dynamics manifest a perception that 
Palestinians have lost patience and peace interest with Israel. This leaves a military 
route as the last available option desirable ahead of the failed political process. 
Alternative processes explored and those underway are increasingly interpreted as 
being unrealistic and impracticable. This opinion shift has had a negative impact 
on both power and political dynamics in the Israel-Arab conflict matrix. The shift 
is exemplified by the position taken by the left-wing of abandoning demands that 
have being held for a long time such as the need for urgent peace negotiations. On 
the other hand, the right-wing continues refusing to acknowledge any prospects of a 
two-state-solution while the conflict drags on. The chronology of events and conflict 
narratives revealed in this study confirm   the right-wing’s entrenched position of no 
hope in sight for a resolution without guns blazing.
Increasingly, each opposing side believes that every unfolding event vindicates and 
reinforces their analysis. Accordingly, this further distance and polarizes conflicting 
parties. Parallel lines have been drawn already among the Palestinians. First, where 
the failed peace process has undermined the Fatah who have always wished to have 
the conflict resolved politically. Second, the failed peace process has vindicated the 
Hamas who have always supported the military option. It is evident that, while 
the conflict between Israeli and Palestinians remains unsettled, the occupation and 
settlements expansion by Israel in the West Bank continues. However, positive signs 
are also there. It is argued that a  number of Israelis have continued to give  support 
to a two-state-solution with research indicating  Israeli would  repose confidence 
and trust to Palestinians (Bagno-Moldavsky & Meir 2014) This is only possible  if  
Palestinians were to give in to demands made by Israeli like recognising it (Israel) as a 
Jewish state. The same goes for Palestinians. They would repose confidence and trust 
to Israel only if Israeli were willing and ready to be frank and open to demands made 
by Palestinians.  But, Verter (2012) concludes that, any initiative that regenerates the 
prospects of negotiating a conflict solution in the politics of the Israeli community is 
likely to be a prolonged one, for the reason that, the rooted narratives slowly change. 
Looking back nine years into Verter’s conclusion and fast forward to 2020, then reflect 
on the events in the period between, the sentiments made could have been prophetic 
or is it a precise scientific projection.
In view of the two-state solution hopes growing fainter, it remains difficult for the 
international actors such as the EU to sustain the move at an international forum. More 
so at a time in which the special advisor to the US Presidency, Jared Kushner made 
an open declaration over the conflict that “there may be no solution” to the conflict 
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(Tibon 2017). Such utterances bolster actors who remain keen to manage the conflict. 
Viewed from a different lens it means that, both Israeli and Palestinian governments 
all in the Palestinian territories are prioritising consolidation of limited power vested 
in them over the desire to end the occupation (Asseburg 2018). This observation is 
buttressed by the intra-Palestinian cracks which, in spite of the reconciliation accord 
made in October 2017 is yet to materialise. 
The present situation has a potential risk of regenerating conflict which can escalate 
into violence instigated by different factors and developments.  This is compounded 
by the Israeli administration’s noncommittal to a two-state solution, choosing instead 
to go ahead with the construction of new settlements and positioning itself to annex 
more portions of the West Bank.
 In Gaza tempers flared up gravely after Trump’s December 2017 pronouncement 
that the US would acknowledge Jerusalem as the capital of Israeli (Udi 2018). This has 
been opposed mostly by both the General Assembly and the UN Security Council, 
voting tremendously against the US pronouncement of giving recognition to occupied 
Jerusalem as the capital (UN News 2018; UNGA 2018).  What complicates the peace 
process and stability as revealed in this study is in fact, the EU’s strengthened ties 
with Israel in terms of security, economically and culturally. The same EU only 
props up a fragile Palestinian Authority and a collection of some non-governmental 
organisations under the guise of building peace (Makdisi 2018; Turner 2017).

Conclusion and recommendations

 The Israel-Palestinian problem has been there for over a century now.  Even though 
the two contesting parties have religious orientations that are diametrically opposed 
to each other, it is not these differences that are fundamentally a causality of the 
strife. The genesis of the strife was primarily the land issue located in the greed and 
grievance theory. By close of the first World War up to 1948, the land claimed by the 
two disputants was internationally known to be Palestine. However, the same name 
Palestine implied an area which was not very sacred in view of the three religious 
monotheistic people at that time. It was only after the 1948– 1949 war when this area 
was sub-divided into the Gaza Strip, Israel State and to the West river Jordan, the West 
Bank. Owing to some unclear circumstances, the UN has not been able to consistently 
commit itself in the crisis when it intensified in 1948. Perhaps, one reason could have 
been the heavy and overt participation by the US, premised on some interests vested 
in Israel as well as the desire to secure an influential affiliate in a region endowed 
with rich resources such as oil. Some people believe that getting a solution to the 
Israel-Palestine conflict is next to impossible and therefore the occupation ought to be 
sustained. That view has been supported by international movements, particularly 
that held by the Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions (BDS, n.d) a movement advocating 
for a range of positions from criticising the occupation of the territories to rejecting 
the existence of Israel as a state.  Politicians in the right-wing camp outrightly dismiss 
any hostility towards the occupation and believe it is making Israel illegitimate. 
     It is concluded that, there is a need for some positive peace incentives that strongly 
prevent conflict and bring permanent sanctuary to the ordinary people of Palestine 
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and Israeli. Also, urgent balanced initiatives have to be made addressing the conflict’s 
foundational causes. It is therefore prudent for the international community to hold 
accountable those who encroach upon   international human rights law. Decisive 
action should be taken against any renewal of aggressions and international law 
violations. Israeli and Palestine authorities have to be reminded that, in the interest of 
recovery and reconstruction the occupied territories should not be captives of political 
interests. The needs of those Palestinians residing in Gaza have to be urgently taken 
up in order to bring normalcy.in the short term, and that, in the longer-term, they are 
able to lead normal lives. 
It is recommended that, the Israeli policy of separation and cordoning off be ended. 
This provides for a Palestinian unitary state. Under the circumstances, donors and 
the international players should judiciously encourage the two sides to fulfil their 
domestic and international obligations in a non-partisan manner. As provided for 
by the United Nations Security Council (UNSC 1967) Resolution 1325, women and 
all concerned parties should sit at the negotiating table. At any rate, in conducting 
any hostilities, Hamas, Palestinian and Israeli forces should all be guided by human 
rights and humanitarian international law. Where violations occur, non-repetition 
should be guaranteed and enforced by the international community including the 
strict application of the Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) which came into effect in December 
2014. Israel being the power in occupation is obliged to undertake the welfare of 
all people in the occupied territories in terms of basic needs like water, health and 
shelter services. The state of Israel should also facilitate easy access of the aid workers 
into Gaza, the West Bank and East Jerusalem irrespective of their ethnic group. It 
must do this, to respect human sanctity. Above all, the non-partisan influence of the 
superpowers and their allies should not be allowed to prevail only during the day 
and switch over to partisanship during the night. If this happens, as it may appear, 
the quest for peace and stability in the occupied territories could be a mirage. 
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