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Executive summary: The UN decision of May 10 to upgrade the status of the Palestinian state is not surprising and is a direct continuation of previous decisions, most notably the decision of November 29, 2012 - to grant the Palestinian Authority the status of an observer state that is not a member. Since the 1970s, there has been an almost automatic majority for anti-Israel resolutions in the UN. This majority includes the Muslim countries and countries that define themselves as part of the "Global South", such as African countries and some South American countries, known for their critical approach towards Israel. The recognition of the Palestinian Authority allows the Palestinians to have a recognized independent state without a peace process and clear borders between it and Israel. This is a situation that the PLO has been striving for since 1974. The establishment of a Palestinian state without peace with Israel is a sure recipe for instability and perpetual war in the Middle East.

In June 1974, the Palestine Liberation Organization approved the ten-point plan known as the Phased Plan. The plan was presented at the time as a considerable moderation in the PLO, which at the time was considered Israel's most bitter enemy. The 1970s were full of bloody terrorist incidents, including airplane hijackings.The leading terrorist organizations at that time were the Fatah organization headed by Yasser Arafat, the Popular Front organization headed by George Habash, and the Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine organization headed by Nayef Hawatmeh since its inception.The reason that the ten point plan that was passed by the PLO was considered a political plan is that for the first time since the adoption of the revised Palestinian treaty of 1968, the activists of the Palestinian organizations agreed to an incomplete liberation of Palestine. A careful reading of the plan shows that it is a plan whose goal is the destruction of Israel.
The second section of the plan says: "The PLO will fight by all means, primarily the armed struggle, to liberate the Palestinian land and establish an independent national government over any part of the Palestinian territory that will be liberated." This clause was allegedly fulfilled, but not through an armed struggle, but mainly through a diplomatic way through the Oslo Accords.
Another section in the phase plan defines that the establishment of self-government on part of the territory is only one step on the way to the total liberation of the entire land of Palestine. The establishment of a Palestinian state on Judea, Samaria and the Gaza Strip according to the phased plan is a temporary solution that will not stop the war between the two national movements. The importance of the step plan is to avoid a "stuck phase" situation. A stage from which it is not possible to continue fighting for the other rights that the Palestinians need, such as the complete liberation of the land and the right of return to Israel.
Despite lengthy negotiations between Israel and the PLO on the permanent agreement, the parties were unable to reach a satisfactory settlement. The most intense attempts were in July 2000, at Camp David with the mediation of President Bill Clinton, and in 2008 with the mediation of President George Bush Jr.
The Palestinian state that was supposed to be established was supposed to include most of the territories of Judea and Samaria and the Gaza Strip (over ninety percent of the territory); provide safe passage between the Gaza Strip and Judea and Samaria; And agreed upon special arrangements regarding Jerusalem and the refugees. It seemed that almost all the details were closed, but Israel demanded something that even the PLO was not willing to give. Israel requested that in exchange for a comprehensive agreement, representatives of the PLO, as the recognized representatives of the Palestinian people, would sign the document "The end of claims between Israel and the Palestinians" - A contractual obligation that no Palestinian representative is willing to sign. Because of this, the negotiations between Israel and the Palestinian Authority have been stuck for decades without the ability of either side to reach a binding permanent settlement. The Palestinians cannot force Israel to withdraw militarily from the territories of Judea and Samaria without a political agreement, and Israel cannot force a political agreement on the Palestinians that would include recognition of Israel and a final end to the national-religious conflict between the parties.
At this stage, the Palestinians turn to the United Nations and try to upgrade the status of the Palestinian Authority to a sovereign independent state. The Palestinian attempt to establish a state unilaterally is not new. On October 1, 1948, shortly after the establishment of the State of Israel, the Palestinians in the Gaza Strip announced the establishment of a government for all of Palestine. The president of the independent state of Palestine which declared its sovereignty in all of Mandatory Palestine was Haj Mohammed Amin al-Husseini and the prime minister was Ahmed Hilmi Abd al-Baqi. This government lasted for about a decade, ruling the Gaza Strip under Egyptian auspices. After its dissolution by the Egyptians, its Prime Minister Ahmed Hilmi continued to serve as Palestine's representative in the Arab League until his death in 1963. The established Palestinian state denied the existence of Israel. The Palestinian Declaration of Independence states:
"On the basis of the Palestinian people's natural and historical right to freedom and independence, a sacred right for which he shed blood and made sacrifices, and for which he fought against the imperial forces and the Zionists who conspired against him, we the members of the Palestinian National Council who gathered in Gaza, the city of Hashim (the Prophet's grandfather), declare this today. .. October 1, 1948, on the independence of Palestine as a whole within its borders: in northern Lebanon and Syria, in eastern Syria and across the Jordan, in the western Mediterranean and in southern Egypt. This independence is full independence and within its framework a free, democratic and sovereign state will be established, and its citizens will enjoy freedom."

The next time the Palestinians declared a state was on November 15, 1988 at the conference of the Palestinian National Council in Algiers. In the declaration of Palestinian independence drafted by the Palestinian poet Mahmoud Darwish, it was stated, among other things, that the declaration is based on Partition Resolution 181 of November 29, 1947. The Palestinian ambiguity regarding avoiding the "stuck phase" is also reflected in this declaration - the Palestinians recognized the right of the countries of the region to live In peace, but they did not mention Israel. In addition, they declared the continuation of the struggle until the end of the occupation, without clarifying whether it is the territories of 1967 or beyond. The announcement led the United Nations to summon Yasser Arafat to address the United Nations General Assembly (United Nations General Assembly Resolution 43/177). Unsurprisingly, 104 countries voted in favor of the resolution recognizing the Palestinian state unilaterally declared by Yasser Arafat. Only two countries voted against this recognition - the United States and Israel.

The Palestinians understood that in order to have a basis for this type of decision, some sort of ground hold was needed. The Oslo Accords in the 1990s gave them political-autonomous status for the first time in Judea, Samaria and the Gaza Strip. The Oslo agreements were defined from the beginning as temporary interim agreements that should lead at the end of the procedure to a permanent settlement of the two countries living side by side in security and prosperity. After the peace talks with Israel at Camp David exploded in a bloody intifada, and after the failure of the negotiations of the Annapolis talks between Mahmoud Abbas and Prime Minister Ehud Olmert, the Palestinians realized that they had exhausted all the Israeli concessions they could obtain in a regular negotiation process. This is the reason for their appeal to the United Nations Assembly and their request to upgrade their status to a state on November 29, 2012. Their request was approved due to the automatic majority that exists in anti-Israel resolutions at the UN. For the first time, a UN observer body that does not have effective control over territory or defined borders was granted the status of a state. In this case the status of an observer state. 138 countries voted in favor this time, nine opposed and the rest abstained. This step is contrary to the principles of negotiations that the parties signed in the Oslo Accords.

The vote on May 10 is the last step for the time being in the Palestinian journey to an independent state without a binding border agreement with Israel. This time the vote was intended to grant the Palestinians various rights reserved for sovereign states recognized by the United Nations, even though the Authority is still defined as an observer state. This time 143 countries voted in favor, nine voted against and the rest abstained. The role of the United Nations organization is to maintain peace and world order. Upgrading the status of the Palestinian Authority to a state without having effective control over the territory, without having clear borders - a political entity whose majority population openly supports a terrorist organization that rapes women and murders children, will not add to world peace and stability, but will only deepen the war between Israel and the Palestinians, and will not create an incentive For the moderate elements in Palestinian society to strive for true peace with Israel.
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