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UNITED NATIONS SECURITY COUNCIL 

VIOLENCE AT THE PALESTINIAN-ISRAELI BORDER AND THE STATUS OF 

PALESTINE AT THE UNITED NATIONS 

 

Diana dos Santos Benites1 

Larissa Marth2 

Martina Patussi Fronchetti3 

Mateus Oliveira Perez4 

 

INTRODUCTION 

In 2019, the israeli occupation of the palestinian territory completes 72 years, and brings 

with it the complex situation of settling two very different people in the same geographical area. 

Despite disagreements and frequent conflicts fought by the two sides in order to establish the 

limits of both the israeli and the palestinian states, the United Nations through the Resolution 

181 of 1947, decided to create the state of Israe. This decision was just the beginning of a series 

of conflicts taking place in the region, with countless deaths throughout more than half a century 

of disputes. There were many attempts to end the conflict via diplomatic efforts, by signing 

peace treaties, passing resolutions and moderating meetings between the two parties. The results 

were always disappointing for both and only resulted in even more conflicts which continue 

until the present day.  

As the Great March of Return protests complete one year and the transfer of the north-

american embassy from Tel-Aviv to Jerusalem completes 2 years, the conflict has only 

escalated to even more violence, mainly at the border. While the israeli police represses the 

weekly protests, the palestinians continue to endure in their fight. The increase in financial and 

political support from the United States to Israel in recent years has tensioned the situation even 

more. The U.S.  has adopted a firmer stance concerning resolutions on this subject in order to 

strengthen Israel’s demands, particularly in the UN and its organizations.  
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 As another attempt to stop the violence at the border, the United Nations Security 

Council brings to discussion, one more time, the Palestinian-Israeli conflict. Even though this 

subject has been debated several times, producing some resolutions concerning geographical 

limits, illegal settlements, violent repression and terrorist acts, none of them were put into 

practice effectively. Due to the severe polarization between the Permanent 5, mainly USA and 

Russia, new resolutions regarding the subject have not come to be approved.  

1 THE COMMITTEE 

By the end of the Second World War (1945), the need for generating instruments and 

organizations to provide and manage peace was evident. Such organization was supposed to be 

based on confidence and cooperation between the victorious of war (especially the United 

States, the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom). For that purpose, the United Nations was 

created as an institution in San Francisco (USA), in 1945 (SARAIVA, 2007). 

Fifty nations signed the United Nations Charter and the Security Council was created 

as its maximum organ, composed by five permanent and ten non-permanent members. The 

UNSC has the primary responsibility for maintaining peace and international security 

(MAGNOLI, 2017). 

During the Cold War, the Security Council was considered ineffective because of the 

dissension between the United States and Soviet Union. Exceptionally, the Council could show 

some strength as an example of the Soviet absence of vetoes in 1950 allowing the United States 

some military movements during the Korean war (BRITANNICA, 2019). 

By the end of the 1980s, the situation changed and The Security Council experimented 

and increase of power and prestige, being authorized to accomplish numerous peacekeeping 

operations, which resulted in a Nobel Prize for the Peacekeeping Forces in 1998 

(BRITANNICA, 2019). 

1.1 HISTORY  

The idea of an organization capable of promoting peace and defending international 

security has existed at least since the First World War. The devastating conflict brought up ideas 

of avoiding conflicts institutionally. This idea was repeated with many considerations and 

improvements after the Second World War the UNSC could emerge inside the UN charter as a 

strength wic efforts are converted to world peace and security. 
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1.1.1 The League of Nations 

In 1919, when the Treaty of Versailles was signed, Thomas Woodrow Wilson - the 

President of the United States at the time – played a prominent role in the Conference due to 

the Fourteen Points he presented. Filled with revolutionary ideas, Wilson proposed an 

innovation by creating an international organisation with the power to replace war with 

negotiation when solving international controversies. Based on this idea, the Treaty created the 

League of Nations (MAGNOLI, 2016). 

The United States Senate, adopting an isolationist position contrary to Wilson’s 

thoughts, voted in 1920 not to ratify the Treaty of Versailles, therefore barring the country from 

becoming a member of the League of Nations. Eventually, the League proved to be an 

ineffective institution (LOHBAUER, 2012). 

The League of Nations was intended to promote disarmament, mutual security and 

peace among its members (SARAIVA, 2007). It was an attempt to replace the international 

chaotic scenario of World War One with an organization that could maintain peace and 

collective security by the imposition of economic and military sanctions to aggressor states 

(LOHBAUER, 2012). Other responsibilities were to protect national minorities, to develop 

international cooperation organizations, and to deal with health problems, labor conditions and 

other issues (LOHBAUER, 2012). 

Even though the League was successful when dealing with minor disputes, prisoner 

repatriation, territories administration and epidemic diseases, there were two points of 

weakness: the lack of independency of the organization from the State members; and the 

absence of fundamental member-states to the League’s legitimation (LOHBAUER, 2012). 

Among its members the League did not initially include the United States, Germany nor 

the Soviet Union (SARAIVA, 2007). The League was seen as an instrument of the victorious, 

since it had been created along with the peace Treaty that ended World War I (LOHBAUER, 

2012). It was also unclear how the management of security would succeed. Great Britain did 

not agree with the use of military force. The sanctions to “aggressor” States on the part of each 

state were mandatory if economic and optional if military (SARAIVA, 2007). 

Some attempts were made in the sense of strengthening the League: military sanctions 

proposed by France and the use of arbitration when it was not possible to have a unanimous 

decision inside the League. Both attempts were refused and the League did not undertake 

effective actions against possible aggressors (LOHBAUER, 2012). The League was converted 
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into a political praise, dealing with disarmament issues, liberalization of international trade, and 

economic cooperation. All this filled with idealism and few concrete results (SARAIVA, 2007). 

With the advent of the economic crisis of 1929, the increase in tensions among member 

states and the rise of fascism, international “concertation” became impossible (SARAIVA, 

2012). In 1931, the invasion of the Manchuria region by Japan proved the failure of the League 

(RAMME, 2018). The germans were the ones that most disrespected the Versailles Treaty when 

seeking expansion (LOHBAUER, 2012). The invasion of Abyssinia by Italy (1935) and of 

Finland by the USSR (1939) further exposed the League’s lack of effectiveness (RAMME, 

2018). The conditions for a new conflict were in place and the League had no power to prevent 

it (LOHBAUER, 2012). In 1946 The League was formally dissolved and the United Nations, 

that had officially initiated its activities in 1945, assumed the role of successor of The League 

of Nations (RAMME, 2018).  

1.2 COMPETENCE  

International Law should always be the foundation for the resolution of conflicts and 

disputes, even though it is not uncommon for the two (or more) parts involved to disagree and/or 

be unable to find common ground. As part of the solution, parties involved may recur to ways 

of peaceful settlement at their discretion, through negotiation, judicial settlement, conciliation, 

arbitration or any other diplomatic mechanism. If the controversy still cannot be solved, it must 

be submitted to the Security Council, which will judge the nature of the situation and indicate 

the appropriate procedures according to the conditions presented. In the event of any 

controversy that might be considered a threat to international peace, any member of the United 

Nations may alert both the Security Council and the General Assembly (UNITED NATIONS, 

2019g). 

Chapters V, VI and VII of the Charter of the United Nations5 provide the Security 

Council with the power of using either economic sanctions or military means in order to avoid 

further conflicts. It seeks peaceful solutions to controversies that threaten peace and 

international security (UNITED NATIONS, 2019g). In this context, the Security Council acts 

in accordance with recommendations and plans towards the stabilization of conflicts. It is also 

the responsibility of the Security Council to determine the military actions that will be 

implemented to stop aggressions. Despite that, the Council tends to apply economic sanctions 

 
5 See more: UNITED NATIONS. Charter of the United Nations. Available at: <https://www.un.org/en/charter-

united-nations/> 
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and other measures that do not involve the use of force to solve conflicts (UNITED NATIONS, 

2019g). 

If the Security Council determines that there is a threat to peace, preventive measures 

may be recommended to other members of the United Nations. They can be advised to break 

diplomatic relations and suspend economic relations, or even determine the use of air, naval or 

ground forces, if the first solutions are proven inefficient. These actions will be determined by 

the Security Council with the assistance of the Military Staff Committee who may advise on 

military matters regarding strategies and disposition of the armed forces. The Military Staff 

Committee shall be composed of the "Chiefs of Staff of the permanent members of the Security 

Council" as provided in Article 47 of the Charter (UNITED NATIONS, 2019g). 

1.3 STRUCTURE 

1.3.1 Permanent and Non-Permanent Members 

The Security Council is composed of fifteen members of the United Nations in which 

five seats are assigned to the permanent members (United States, United Kingdom, China, 

Russia and France) and ten seats to the non-permanent members of the Council, who shall be 

elected by the General Assembly. Each continent and/or region has a specific number of seats 

which they can apply to be voted in the General Assembly as non-permanent members: Africa 

(3), Asia (2), Latin America (2), Western Europe and others (2), Eastern Europe (1). According 

to article 23 of the Charter of the United Nations, the criteria of choosing the members is their 

contribution to peace and international security, and to other purposes of the organization, as 

well as the equal distribution between continents. 

Chapter V, Article 23 of the Charter states that “[...] the non-permanent members of the 

Security Council shall be elected for a term of two years” and that “ [...] in the first election of 

the non-permanent members [...]  three shall be chosen for a term of one year”. Once they are 

elected, they are made ineligible for immediate re-election. By 2019, the 10 non-permanent 

members (and their mandate end year) are: Belgium (2020), Côte d’Ivoire (2019), Dominican 

Republic (2020), Equatorial Guinea (2019), Germany (2020), Indonesia (2020), Kuwait (2019), 

Peru (2019), Poland (2019), South Africa (2020) (UNITED NATIONS, 2019f).  

1.3.2 Observers and Suspended 

The inclusion of non-member observers was not part of the Charter of the United 

Nations and it was established de facto. The actual members are Vatican City and Palestine. 

Non-member observer states in the UN are invited to participate in sessions and working 
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process at the General Assembly, besides keeping permanent observers missions at the UN. 

Some organizations also participate as observers, like the International Committee of the Red 

Cross, Rotary International and the Sovereign Military Order of Malta. Every member-State 

which is target of preventive or coercive actions by the UNSC may have its rights and privileges 

suspended by the General Assembly, through Security Council recommendation (UNITED 

NATIONS, 2019a; 2019e). 

1.3.3 Voting 

To this end, the Council adopts a voting system as a decision instrument, which is 

organized in a way that each member has one vote, as provided in Article 27 of the United 

Nations Charter: 

Each member of the Security Council shall have one vote. [...] Decisions of the 

Security Council on procedural matters shall be made by an affirmative vote 

of nine members. [...] Decisions of the Security Council on all other matters 

shall be made by an affirmative vote of nine members including the concurring 

votes of the permanent members; provided that, in decisions under Chapter VI, 

and under paragraph 3 of Article 52, a party to a dispute shall abstain from 

voting (UNITED NATIONS, 2019g). 

Nonetheless, in this voting system the five permanent members have the right to veto, 

which means that if any of them uses this power, the motion does not pass and it’s archived. 

There is also the possibility of a permanent member not using the power of veto in an eventual 

voting by abstaining, meaning that the resolution may be approved if it obtains nine favorable 

votes (UNITED NATIONS, 2019g).  

1.4 NEW MOVEMENTS  

These last years have been marked by the rise of the claim for a reform of the Security 

Council. One of the reasons is the lack of geopolitical representation of the reality which the 

UNSC gives on its resolutions (IANDOLI, 2016). Several countries claim that the UNSC 

structures are aged and disconnected from the new international context. In order to change this 

reality, some proposals have been presented to add more chairs for permanent and non-

permanent members, to provide a better display of the actual scenario. Other points that have 

been discussed are the veto power and the ineffectiveness of this structures in emergencies. 

Although the claims are becoming more and more popular among countries, nothing has 

changed until this day.   
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2. TOPIC A: PALESTINE AS A FULL UN MEMBER  

Palestine’s application for full UN membership is the first since 2011. The United States 

and other countries offer high opposition to this move. Nine favourable votes from full UN 

members would be necessary to grant Palestine full membership and no permanent member 

could veto the resolution, what makes it unlikely to succeed (AHREN, 2018) 

On January 1st 2018 UN Security Council changed its composition, what may be 

favorable to Israel. Bolivia and Sweden, which are supporters of the Palestinians, ended their 

terms and were replaced by Dominican Republic and Germany, nations that are known allies 

of Israel (AHREN, 2018) 

On the same date, the State of Palestine took over the presidency of the Group 77 and 

China. And in October 2017 the General Assembly voted to temporarily allows Palestine’s 

delegates to make statements, raise procedural motions and to co-sponsor proposals and 

amendments (AHREN, 2018). 

2.1 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

The status of Palestine in the UN has passed through considerable changes over the past 

decades. It began as a national liberation organization in an Observer Mission and reached the 

status of an observer state. Palestine remains interested in becoming a full member of the United 

Nations and its last attempt to become so dated 2011 (PALESTINE UN, 2013).   

In 2011 UNSC’s Committee on the admission of New Members discussed the matter 

and could not reach a unanimous decision whether Palestine fulfills the criteria for statehood. 

The application never came before the UNSC for a vote (AHREN, 2018). 

By that time the Committee recommended the UN General Assembly to confer Palestine 

the observer state status. And the General Assembly, in November 2012, voted to confer 

Palestine the non-member state status. An upgrade from a non-member observer entity to a non-

member observer state (PALESTINE LAUNCHES, 2019) 

2.1.1 Palestine and the UN 

In 1964 Palestine joined the Un as a Liberation Organization, the Palestine Liberation 

Organisation and participated in the agenda of discussions over Palestine refugees until 1973. 

In 1974 the PLO was recognized as the representative of the Palestinian people and invited to 

participate in the General Assembly deliberations. It was granted observer status (PALESTINE 

UN, 2013). 
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The following years granted participation to the PLO in other committees as they 

adopted UN resolutions, such as ECOSOC and UNSC. In the 1980’s the PLO was formally 

recognized as the representative of Palestinian people, inside an outside the UN charter, 

sometimes receiving full diplomatic status and its communications began to be considered as 

official documents of the UN. In exception of SWAPO, no other observer has this 

consideration, until nowadays (PALESTINE UN, 2013). 

The United States tried for many opportunities to close down the PLO Mission in UN 

and in 1988 Resolution 42/229 was adopted reaffirming PLO in the UN. In the same year the 

General Assembly recognized the proclamation of the State of Palestine and decides to replace 

the designation PLO for Palestine (PALESTINE UN, 2013). 

The General Assembly adopted in 1998 Resolution 52/250 which conferred to Palestine 

additional rights and privileges that had only been conferred to State Members, such as co-

sponsor resolutions, six seats for delegates while other observers have the right of only two 

seats, etc. That year, the 53rd General Assembly had Mr. Yasser Arafat addressing the plenary. 

A mark of the participation of a non-member state (PALESTINE UN, 2013). 

Finally, in October 2011 we have the submission of the State of Palestine’s application 

for UN membership. The Admission Committee was not unanimous to make recommendations 

to the UNSC though many members of the Council expressed support, but two members did 

not agree, including United States, a permanent member. Only a month later UNESCO accepted 

Palestine as its Member State empowering Palestine as a State Member of UN specialized 

agencies. And in November 2012 Resolution 67/19 was adopted by the General Assembly 

conferring Palestine non-member observer State status in the UN, the first time Palestine was 

considered a State by the General Assembly (PALESTINE UN, 2013). 

2.2 THE STATUS CHANGE AND PALESTINE’S REQUEST 

The United Nations is open to all nations that accept the terms of commitment contained 

in its Charter and the criteria of judgment of the Organization. The state committed to 

complying with the obligations set forth in the document shall send a request to the Secretary-

General and a letter stating that it accepts the responsibilities. The Security Council considers 

the request and puts it to a vote: it shall obtain 9 affirmative votes of 15, including the five 

permanent members who must vote in favor. If approved, the Security Council recommends to 

the General Assembly that a second vote takes place: it should receive a two-thirds majority for 

the state to be admitted to the Organization. Therefore the state is admitted by a decision of the 

General Assembly upon the recommendation of the Security Council and becomes a full 
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member on the date the resolution is adopted. However, it is necessary for the requesting state 

to be recognized as such by other nations. Those states not members of the United Nations, but 

participating in some specialized agency of the UN may request the status of Permanent 

Observer, having free access to the majority of meetings and documents (UNITED NATIONS, 

2019a; 2019e). 

 The state of Palestine on 23 September 2011, under the leadership of Mahmoud 

Abbas, sent an application for membership to UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon, who 

forwarded the request to the President of the Security Council for deliberation by the Standing 

Committee6 on the Admission of New Members of the Security Council. Despite the support 

of many Council members, the United States, as a permanent member, did not support 

Palestine's request. Although the Security Council had not admitted Palestine's candidacy on 

31 October 2011, the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization 

accepted Palestine as a member and made it a member of a specialized agency of the United 

Nations. As a member of a specialized agency, Palestine may participate, as a guest, in 

Diplomatic Conferences and Treaties. On 29 November 2012, the UN General Assembly 

granted Palestine the status of non-member Observer State by adopting resolution 67/19 with 

138 votes in favor among the 193 Member States. The rise of status allows Palestine to 

participate as an observer in General Assembly sessions (PALESTINE UN, 2013).  

2.3 PALESTINIAN PARTICIPATION IN OTHER COMMITTEES 

Although various United Nations Committees have discussed the question of Palestine7, 

because it has not been recognized as a state by the Security Council and, therefore, it hasn’t 

been granted a full UN membership, the Palestinians don’t have the right to representation in 

most committees: Palestine cannot be present in committees that require elected participants, 

such as the UNSC, ECOSOC and UNHRC, to cite a few. 

However, there are exceptions. On 22 November 1974 the United Nations General 

Assembly passed two resolutions regarding the question of Palestine: Resolutions 3236 (XXIX) 

and 3237 (XXIX). The first, reaffirms the rights of the Palestinian people to self-determination, 

national independence and sovereignty and basic human rights; the latter invites de Palestine 

Liberation Organization to participate in the meetings of the General Assembly, as well as to 

 
6 Standing Committees are usually “established to address certain procedural questions, such as the admission of 

new members” (UN, 2019). For more information: 

<https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/repertoire/standing-and-ad-hoc-committees> 
7 See 3.6 
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participate in all subsidiary organs of the UNGA, as an observer – the invitation extends to the 

work of the bodies also (UNITED NATIONS, 2019i). Since then, Palestine has sent a 

representative to participate in the UN General Assembly sessions. 

Furthermore, Palestine is also present as an observer member in the Committee on the 

Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, established in 1975 by the UNGA’s 

3376 Resolution (UNITED NATIONS, 2019j; UNITED NATIONS, 2019k), and in the United 

Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East, founded in 1949 

after the 1948 Arab-Israeli conflict by UNGA Resolution 302 (IV) (UNRWA, 2019a; 

UNRWA,2019b).  

2.4 QUESTIONS TO PONDER 

1. What are and does Palestine have the requirements for a full membership ? 

2. What adjustments would Palestine have to make to become a full UN member? 

3. It is possible to grant Palestine full membership with the ongoing crises in the region?  

4. What contributions could the full membership bring to the resolution of the israeli-

palestinian conflict?  

5. What could be the consequences to the UN and UNSC of granting a full membership 

to Palestine? 

3 TOPIC B: THE RISE OF VIOLENCE IN PALESTINE 

3.1 HISTORICAL BACKGROUND  

Palestine is a region of great political, commercial and military interests  in the center 

of Europe, Asia and Africa, formed by people of Cananea and Filistea descent. The Israeli also 

formed the people of Palestine, having arrived there in 1.200 b.C. (SAFIÉH, 2012). The first 

people who inhabited Palestine were the Cananeus. Filisteus and Israeli people headed to the 

promised land at approximately the same period but the firsts occupied the south and the east 

coast while the latter where on their exodus through the desert, but they soon arrived at the east 

and colonized the twelve tribes of Israel (SAFIÉH, 2012).  

With the emergence of the Zionist movement advocating the existence of a Jewish 

national state in the territory of Palestine, Jews from the first century of the Christian Era 

idealized the return to the “Promised Land” and claimed rights over the region. The rise of the 

Roman Empire in the early 1st century d. C., allowed them to conquer and dominate the region, 

repressing the Jewish population and forcing it to vacate the territory in an exodus known as 

the diaspora. Thus, with the decline of the Empire and the consequent absence of a dominant 
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force over the area, Muslim peoples came to occupy the territory in the seventh century 

becoming the dominant ethnic group. Under Ottoman rule, which ruled Palestine for about half 

a millennium, by the end of the nineteenth century Jews from Europe began a massive migration 

back to the “Holy Land,” buying land for farming communities.  

The collapse of the Ottoman Empire began in the 1920s, which did not resist the fighting 

of World War I and was defeated by the Allies (COCKBURN, 2002). With the dismantling of 

the Ottoman Empire and the subsequent end of World War I, the Palestinian territory came 

under British rule, where they cherished economic interests in the region. From the 1930s until 

the event of World War II the British maintained influence in the Mediterranean region. At this 

juncture, Jewish migrations intensified, which in turn faced the challenge of coexisting with the 

Arab population, two ethnic groups of differing values and ideologies (COCKBURN, 2002).  

Undefined Jewish and Palestinian settlements, as well as the cultural clashes and 

hostilities arising from it, along with the consequences of the Holocaust promoted by German 

Nazism, triggered the intervention of the newly created United Nations, which in 1947 ordered 

the Palestine sharing plan. The project established the regional division, granting more than half 

of the land to Jews whose population was significantly smaller than the Arab population, who 

would occupy the rest of the territory (COCKBURN, 2002; UNITED NATIONS, 2019d).  

Despite the unsatisfaction of the Palestinian people and other Arab nations in rejecting 

the proposals, in May 1948, the State of Israel declares its independence. Consequently, with 

the withdrawal of British troops from the region, the Arab-Israeli conflicts that continue to the 

present day actually begun (UNITED NATIONS, 2019d).  

3.2 PALESTINE VS ISRAEL: ORIGINS OF THE CONFLICT 

In April 1947, the UN General Assembly decided by 33 votes in favor, 13 against and 

10 abstations, to put in practice the Resolution 181 (II) which divided the region in two states: 

one jewish and one arabic (SAFIÉH, 2012). The text produced by the UN foresees very specific 

geographical limits between the two states, using cities as references. Basically the arab state 

would have 11.800 square kilometers of total area, representing 43% of the region while the 

jewish state would occupy 14.400, square kilometers, representing 57% of the territory 

(SAFIÉH, 2012). Jerusalem, however, was considered corpus separatum8, being subjected to a 

special international regime under the control of the United Nations for (initially) 10 years 

 
8According to the resolution 181 of the UN (1948), because Jerusalem is considered a holy land to the main 

monotheistic religion (Christianism, Judaism and Islam) its administration was decided to be under UN and put 

into a special regime (ONU, 1948).  
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counted by the instauration of the regime and no longer than October 1st 1948. The following 

picture shows how the division was planned by the UN through the Resolution 181 (II): 

Image 1 – Palestinian territory plan of partition – Resolution 181 (II) 

 

Source: Wikipedia (2019) 

The organization believed to have found a viable solution for both arabs and jews. 

However, what happened was an escalation of the violence in the region, like Safiéh (2012) 

takes record:  

The Sharing Resolution precipitated the country into anarchy and chaos. The 

chronology of murders, arson, bomb attacks and massacres during the 

remainder of the British term was a sequence of horrors. The British 

government did not want to compromise its forces to restore law and order. 

Insecurity reigned throughout the country. The Palestinians tried to prevent 

the sharing of their ancestral homeland. Zionist Jews sought to establish a 

Jewish state, not on UN-delimited lines, but on a state that was free from the 

Arabs.9 (SAFIÉH, 2012, p.8, our translation).  

 

The attempt of the British crown was, as noted in the quote, to preserve itself so that its 

military forces would not wear out long before the official end of its mandate in Palestine. 

Extremely conflicting interests on both sides, coupled with the certainty that each held in their 

cause, caused a wave of violence and hatred between the two peoples. The power vacuum 

institutionalized by the British government's resolution and neglect plunged the region into 

various conflicts over the following years (SAFIÉH, 2012). By the time the Jews finally settled 

 
9 Original text: A Resolução da Partilha precipitou o país na anarquia e no caos. A cronologia de assassinatos, 

incêndios criminosos, ataques à bomba e massacres durante o período remanescente do mandato britânico foi uma 

sequência de horrores. O governo britânico não queria comprometer suas forças para restabelecer a lei e a ordem. 

A insegurança reinava em todo o país. Os palestinos tentavam impedir a partilha de sua pátria ancestral. Os judeus 

sionistas procuravam estabelecer um Estado judeu), não sobre as linhas delimitadas pela ONU, mas um Estado 

que fosse livre de árabes. (SAFIÉH, 2012, p. 8). 
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and unilaterally created their own state, Israel, in 1948, their territorial extension was already 

77%, reducing Palestinian territory to three strips of land: East Jerusalem, the West Bank, and 

the Gaza Strip (COTTRELL, 1950). 

3.3 UNSC RESOLUTIONS 

As the main responsible for maintaining peace and security in the international system, 

the Security Council has, since 1948, addressed the situation in the Middle East and the question 

of Palestine in various agendas. Since the beginning of the fighting, the cease-fire was called 

for and ordered, the Council sent military observers and mobilized forces for the maintenance 

of peace in the region. In Resolution 43 (1948) on the question of Palestine was determined: in 

view of the growing violence and disorder in the region, a call was made for truce between the 

Palestinian and Jewish fighting groups (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019; UNITED 

NATIONS, 2019c; 2019d). 

The Council established the basic principles for a negotiated peaceful settlement to a 

lasting peace in the Middle East through resolution 242 (1967), which provided for two 

principles: the withdrawal of Israeli armed forces from occupied territories in recent conflicts; 

called for the cessation of all claims or states of belligerence and respect and recognition of the 

sovereignty of every state in the region with the right to live in peace and security without any 

threat. In 1973, resolution 338 called on all parties to the conflict to cease fire and to complete 

military activities immediately, and after the ceasefire calls for the implementation of resolution 

242 in all parts, beginning negotiations between those involved (SECURITY COUNCIL 

REPORT, 2019). 

The Council has on numerous occasions expressed concern about the measures taken 

by the Israeli Government to declare the no legal validity of Israeli settlements in Palestinian 

territory or any other Arab country since 1967 and calls for the cessation of acts in accordance 

with resolution 446 (1979). In 1980, resolution 476 reaffirmed the need to cease occupations in 

the Arab territories and reconfirmed that the Israeli government's attempts to change the status 

of Jerusalem had no legal validity. Also, in 1980 the Council reaffirmed the applicability of the 

Fourth Geneva Convention on the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War to All Arab 

Territories in Israeli Occupation since 1967 and called for the return of Palestinian deportees 

by resolution 608 (1988) (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

At various times, the Council repeatedly called for the immediate resumption of 

negotiations and the measures taken by Israel to ensure the safety and protection of Palestinian 

civilians. Resolution 1397 (2002) called for the cessation of all acts of violence including acts 
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of terror and provocation and called for the leaders of Israel and Palestine to cooperate so that 

the two states live within recognized and secure borders. In 2003, through resolution 1515, it 

endorsed the Quartet’s RoadMap10 for a permanent solution between the two states and 

affirmed the vision of both living side by side. Subsequently, by resolution 2334 (2016) 

demanded that Israel immediately cease all settlement activities and reaffirmed that every 

Palestinian territory occupied since 1967 has no legal validity and violates international law, 

and has once again called for the cessation of all acts of violence against civilians (SECURITY 

COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

3.4 HAMAS AND THE PALESTINE LIBERATION ORGANIZATION 

The Arab Nationalist Movement was strengthened after the Suez War. In 1959 the first 

Al Fatah Conference took place in Kuwait, organized by Arafat. In 1967, Israel decided to 

complete its movements to conquer the Palestinian territory initiating the Six Days War 

(SAFIÉH, 2012). Though the UN intervened in the conflict by stating the 242 Resolution 

demanding the recognition of sovereignty and territorial integrity for each state, the Arab 

position did not accept peace nor the recognition of the state of Israel. And the situation endured 

until 1970 when Egypt and Israel agreed on a ceasefire (ISRAEL, 2019). 

The conflicts never ended and in 1973 Israel was attacked initiating Yom Kippur War. 

In 1982 Israel attacked Lebanon in the known Galileia Peace Operation; In 200 Lebanon was 

again involved in conflicts in the Second Lebanon War because of the Hezbollah movement. In 

2008 terrorism movements against Israel increased and Israel reacted using military force in an 

operation that lasted until January 2009. 

The Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) was established in 1964 in Jerusalem and 

has been the representation of the Palestinian national movement. The organization emerged in 

response to the growing friction between the Arab states and Israel, thus became a broad 

national front composed of different political parties, numerous organizations of resistance and 

independence movement aimed at the liberation of Palestine, including the Liberation 

Movement National of Palestine (Fatah) (PALESTINE UN, 2019b).  

 
10 The Quartet’s RoadMap was a plan to solve the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict proposed by the The Middle East 

Quartet mediators: the United Nations, European Union, United States and Russia. The plan was presented to the 

Israeli government and to the Palestinian Authority in 2003. The roadmap presents objective, phases and timelines 

for progress between the parties in security, political, economic and humanitarian fields. See More: 

<<https://peacemaker.un.org/sites/peacemaker.un.org/files/IL%20PS_030430_PerformanceBasedRoadmapTwo-

StateSolution.pdf>. 

 

https://peacemaker.un.org/sites/peacemaker.un.org/files/IL%20PS_030430_PerformanceBasedRoadmapTwo-StateSolution.pdf
https://peacemaker.un.org/sites/peacemaker.un.org/files/IL%20PS_030430_PerformanceBasedRoadmapTwo-StateSolution.pdf
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Although there were different Palestinian movements and representations, the PLO was 

recognized at the Arab League Summit of 1974 as the sole and legitimate representative of the 

Palestinian people. Since then the PLO has become the central focus of Palestinian political 

activity and has come to represent Palestine in multilateral fora such as the United Nations. 

Therefore, it has been struggling to conquer the independence of the Palestinian state with East 

Jerusalem as its capital (PALESTINE UN, 2019b).  

The PLO is composed of a hierarchical structure. In this regard, the PNC is the highest 

representative and decision-making body of the PLO, considered the parliament of the entire 

Palestinian population, inside and outside occupied Palestinian territory. It is within the scope 

of the PNC to define the direction of the policy as well as to be responsible for the changes of 

its members and eventual changes in the Palestinian National Charter. Since 1988, the idea of 

a Palestinian state in the West Bank, Gaza Strip and East Jerusalem has been established, 

representing the political objective of the PLO, taking into account the relevant Security 

Council resolutions which envisaged a two-state solution (UNITED NATIONS, 2019d).  

The political and representative evolution of the PLO gained prominence in 1993 when 

it established a set of agreements with the Israeli government. Commonly known as the Oslo 

Accords, Israeli Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin and the Palestine Liberation Organization 

negotiator signed a Declaration of Principles on Automotive Arrangements. In this context, 

Israel formally recognized the PLO as the representative of the Palestinians, while the PLO in 

turn recognized the right of Israel to exist. Both parties also agreed that a Palestinian authority 

would be established in the West Bank and Gaza Strip region over a period of five years. The 

Oslo Accords were not a Peace Treaty, their aim being to establish interim governance 

arrangements and to facilitate negotiations so that a final agreement would be finalized later in 

1999 (UNITED NATIONS, 2019d; USA, 2019).  

Hamas is an Islamic resistance movement founded in 1987 in the Gaza region by the 

imam Sheikh Ahmed Yasin shortly after the beginning of the first Palestinian demonstrations 

against Israeli occupations in the Palestinian territory, becoming known as First Intifada. The 

movement began as an offshoot of the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt, which also created the 

Hamas military wing, the Izz al-Din al-Qassam Brigades, which continued an armed struggle 

against Israel to free Palestine. Since its founding in 1991, the Izz al-Din al-Qassam Brigades 

is the largest and most well-equipped group operating in Gaza, with missile and rocket 

development capability (TAHHAN, 2017).  

Hamas is therefore defined as a Palestinian national liberation and resistance movement. 

Such a movement takes a stance toward Israel different from the Fatah proposal which, in turn, 
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believes in a negotiation with Israel, Hamas has embraced the idea of armed resistance. Since 

its inception, Hamas has used activism-based tactics to inform people about its ideology, so it 

did not get so much international support. However, in 2006, Hamas gained more influence in 

Palestinian politics when it became involved in local elections as a political party and won a 

parliamentary election victory, defeating the overwhelming Fatah majority (TAHHAN, 2017).  

In 2017, ten years after the group's victory in the 2006 elections, Hamas issued a 

political document stating that it had broken relations with the Muslim Brotherhood while 

accepting the creation of the Palestinian state on the 1967 borders with the return of Palestinian 

refugees. With the release of the document, the objectives of both parties are equated with the 

establishment of Palestine at the 1967 borders (TAHHAN, 2017).  

3.5 THE CONFLICT AND THE COMMITTEE 

The United Nations Security Council was created with the main attribution to promote 

and maintain peace and security in the world. The Palestine Question and the Middle East 

situation has been object of discussions in the Security Council since 1948. From then on, many 

measures towards peace were taken by the UNSC such as ordering cease-fires, sending 

peacekeeping forces, etc. (MLADENOV, 2019). 

The Council has always searched to settle peace and established the principles to this 

sort of negotiation through resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973). Also, the UNSC has shown 

extreme concern in several situations related to the conflict: declaring the nullity of the actions 

to change the status of Jerusalem taken by the Israeli Government; demanded Israel to cease 

the settlement activities; and enhanced the suitability of the IV Geneva Convention demanding 

the return of the Palestinians who have been deported. The idea of two states living side by side, 

secure and peacefully, with well determined borders is the solution the UN Security Council 

defends as it can be noticed in Resolutions 1397 (2002) and 1515 (2003). And finally, 

Resolution 2334, in 2016 in which the Council the cease of all settlement activities 

(MLADENOV, 2019). 

However, no measures have been taken by Israel to cease its settlement activities. 

Furthermore, Resolution 2334 determines the end of all acts of violence against civilians, but 

what has been seen is an increase in those acts lately, from both sides: rockets and mortars were 

launched from Gaza towards Israel and in response Israel counter strikes intensifying the 

situation (MLADENOV, 2019). The situation is fomenting extremism and aggravating tensions 

in both Israel and Palestine, where there is an increasing possibility of more violence, what 
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distances the international community from its hopes of peace and understanding (UNSCO, 

2019). 

3.6 OTHER COMMITTEES INVOLVED IN THE MATTER 

When the Palestinian question was first brought to the United Nations, The General 

Assembly and The United Nations Security Council were involved by pronouncing resolutions, 

decisions and votes. Currently, there are other committees dealing with this matter, such as the 

Human Rights Council and the Economic and Social Council. 

The General Assembly in its 10th Special Emergency Session, which took place on June 

18th 2018, recalled its own former resolutions regarding the Palestinian question, the protection 

of civilians, the additional protocols to the Geneva Convention, related to the protection of 

victims of armed conflicts, safety and security humanitarian personnel and protection of United 

Nations personnel and safety of journalists and impunity; also recalled reports of the Secretary-

General and Security Council resolutions over those matters (UNITED NATIONS, 2018). 

The question of Palestine was also discussed by the Committee on the Exercise of 

Inalienable Rights of The Palestinian People, The peaceful settlement of the question of 

Palestine by the General Assembly, Special information programme on the question of 

Palestine of the Department of Public Information of the Secretariat and the Division for 

Palestinian Rights of the Secretariat. The General Assembly also addressed que situation in the 

Middle East in two plenary meetings in 2018 when talking about Jerusalem and comprehensive, 

just and lasting peace in the Middle East; as well as in strengthening of the coordination of 

humanitarian and disaster relief assistance of the United Nations, including special economic 

assistance when spoke about the assistance to Palestine refugees (UNITED NATIONS, 2018). 

The United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East 

discussed assistance to Palestine refugees, persons displaced as a result of the June 1967 Six 

Days War and subsequent hostilities, operations of the United Nations Relief and Works 

Agency for Palestine Refugees in the Near East, and Palestine refugees’ properties and their 

revenues. A report of the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the 

Human Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Arabs of the Occupied Territories addressed 

the following subjects: Work of the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting 

the Human Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Arabs of the Occupied Territories; 

Applicability of the Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time 

of War, of 12 August 1949, to the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, 

and the other Occupied Arab territories; Israeli settlements in the Occupied Palestinian 
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Territory, including East Jerusalem, and the other occupied Syrian Golan; Israeli practices 

affecting the human rights of the Palestinian people in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, 

including East Jerusalem. The General Assembly brought to discussion the right of the 

Palestinian people to self-determination and permanent sovereignty of the Palestinian people in 

the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and of the Arab population in the 

occupied Syrian Golan over their natural resources (UNITED NATIONS, 2018). 

The Economic and Social Council Resolutions approached the situation of assistance to 

Palestinian women; and economic and social repercussions of the Israeli occupation on the 

living conditions of the Palestinian people in the occupied Palestinian territory, including East 

Jerusalem, and the Arab population in the occupied Syrian Golan. At last, the Human Rights 

Council Resolutions addressed the right of the Palestinians to self-determination; human rights 

situation in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem; Israeli settlements in 

the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and in the occupied Syrian Golan; 

ensuring accountability and justice for all violations of international law in the Occupied 

Palestinian Territory, including East Jerusalem; and violations of international law in the 

context of large-scale civilian protests in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including East 

Jerusalem (UNITED NATIONS, 2018). 

Observing the broad-range of issues that surround the Jew and Arab conflict in the 

region and the great number of committees engaged in solving the matter, it becomes clear that 

the question of Palestine and Israel is an issue that needs to be tackled in different spheres. 

Moreover, the different aspects of the conflict call for all UN organs involved to communicate 

and find a solution that preferably resolves more than one problem at once. 

3.7 QUESTIONS TO PONDER 

1. Should the Security Council intervene, once again, in order to end the conflict? 

2. Have the previous resolutions been effective? Why or why not? What can the UNSC 

do to ensure compliance with the resolutions produced? 

3. How can the UNSC act, besides the resolutions, so that both parties respect the 

agreements?  

4. What role does the humanitarian/refugee crises play in the conflict? What can the 

UNSC do about it? 

5. Are there any external interest? How do they act in the conflict? 
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4 BLOCK POSITION 

Belgium, like the European Union, is supportive of a two-state resolution and believes 

that it is the only way to achieve the stabilization of the region. The country states that through 

“intra-Palestinian reconciliation talks” and dialogue, even with the mediation of other countries 

like Egypt, it’s possible to “build strong, inclusive, responsible and democratic institutions” 

(SECURITY COUNCIL, 2019). In addition, the country, as well as the EU, believes that 

“Palestine should only be recognized as a state upon conclusions of a final status agreement 

with Israel for a two-state solution” (LAZAROFF, 2018). Belgium and Palestine have set a 

development cooperation in order to train the palestinian diplomats, enhancing “the status for 

the Palestinian Mission in Brussels” (LAZAROFF, 2018).  In summary, the country supports 

“a Palestinian state, within borders negotiated on the basis of those of 1967, with Jerusalem as 

capital of two states [...]”, but it should be negotiated with all the parts involved (LAZAROFF, 

2018). Through dialogue and cooperation both from Palestine and Israel, and the respect to the 

international law and agreements established by the Security Council, the belgian authorities 

understand that it is possible to have cohesisting states (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 

2019).   

China and Palestine have had relations since the 1960s and 1970s, with Mao Zedong 

giving “material and conceptual support” to the PLO and starting formal diplomatic relations 

with the organization in 1965 (YELLINEK, 2018). After Zedong’s death and because of a 

chinese market transformation, the country started to rely on its cooperation with Israel, mainly 

by technological innovation (YELLINEK, 2018). Today’s numbers show that China is 

investing a great amount of resources on this partnership. In the ‘90s the investments were near 

US$ 50 million, but by the end of 2016, it escalated to US$ 16,5 billion, showing that this 

cooperation is more rooted than ever (BAROUD & RUBEO, 2018). Israel is also a key 

geographical state to the implementation of the “Belt and Road Initiative” (BRI), which “aims 

to connect Asia, Africa, and Europe through a ‘belt’ of overland routes and a maritime ‘road’ 

of sea lanes” (BAROUD & RUBEO, 2018). On the other hand, the country also sees Israel as 

a very faithful partner of the United States and “even as a satellite-state for Washington in the 

Middle East” (JIN, 2017).  Despite the Chinese-Israeli cooperation, the Asian country has never 

abandoned the support towards the Palestine emancipation (YELLINEK, 2018). It supported 

Hamas’s parliament win in 2016 and declined to label the party as a terrorist organization - like 

some western states - referring to them as a legit representation of Palestinian people 

(YELLINEK, 2018). China has also voted in favor of the 67/19 UNGA resolution which gave 
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the Observer status to the Arab country and the then Foreign Minister said that the fact that 

Palestine is not a state yet is very “unfair” (YELLINEK, 2018). Thus, the country supports “the 

establishment of an independent and fully sovereign State of Palestine based on the 1967 

borders, with East Jerusalem as its capital” and believes in a two-state solution, compromising 

itself to communicate and cooperate with other powers in the region in order to maintain peace 

and stability (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019).  

Côte d’Ivoire is also a full supporter of a two-state solution. At the same time that it 

defends the security of Israel, the country believes that the Palestinian people has the 

“unalienable right of self-determination” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019), and 

supports the independence and statehood of the Arab state (WAFA, 2015). It urges to both 

Palestinian parties (Hamas and Fatah) to continue talking in order to “enable the Palestinian 

Authority” to fulfill its duty of responding the people’s social needs and execute their sovereign 

responsibilities in Gaza and in the West Bank (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). The 

African state shows a big concern about a pacific resolution of the conflict and calls of an 

international consensus in order to achieve a peaceful and acceptable solution, also in crucial 

issues as the status of Jerusalem and the Gaza blockade (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 

2019). Thus, Côte d’Ivoire understands that unilateral actions should not be taken because it 

could “compromise the international community’s efforts to find a peaceful solution to the [...] 

crisis” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). Being sympathetic to Israel Côte d’Ivoire 

might vote for Palestine as a full UN member (AHREN, 2018).  

The Dominican Republic believes that the solution to the conflict between Palestine 

and Israel can only come through cooperation and states its concern with the deteriorations of 

humanitarian conditions and the rise of violence in the Israel-Palestine conflict. Dominican 

Republic supports a two-state solution as the only way to reach peace (SECURITY COUNCIL 

REPORT, 2019). Dominican Republic calls international community to support reconciliation 

between Israel and Palestine willing to assure the Palestinian self-determination rights and the 

right of Israel to peace and secure borders (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

Dominican Republic condemns the settlements illegally constructed by Israel in occupied 

Palestine. Also condemns the violent treatment of civilians and acts of incitement and terrorism 

against Israel (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019).  

Equatorial Guinea has recognized Palestine as a state on May 1989 (PALESTINE UN, 

2019a), and strongly believes the conflict between Israel and Palestine can only be resolved as 
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two independent states with borders well defined, security and peace (SECURITY COUNCIL 

REPORT, 2019). This conflict has already cost numerous lives and this shall not continue a 

situation that has been worsened by the Great March of Return. And as to that, Equatorial 

Guinea calls on the two states to refrain their actions that may interfere in any future peace 

negotiations as well as may incite violence (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). Tending 

to be supportive to Israel, Equatorial Guinea may not agree with the demand of full statehood 

for Palestine at the UN Security Council (AHREN, 2018). 

France, like the other countries which are part of the European Union, has not fully 

supported a Palestinian State (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). The country also 

believes in the two-state solution as the best for both people. They also understand that through 

French mediation it’s possible to reach this goal (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

Besides, France criticizes the United States of cutting donations to the UNRWA, UN agency 

responsible to provide aid for Palestinian refugees, and doubled its contribution as a response 

(RASGON, 2018). Finally, they recognize the efforts of other parties like Egypt that have been 

trying to bring peace to the region (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). France considers 

itself a “friend of both the Israeli and the Palestinian” and is very interested in helping 

stabilizing the situation in the region (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

Germany, has been a strong ally on diplomatic relations with Israel, mainly because of 

the Nazi regime and the Holocaust (JEGIC, 2019). Prime-minister Angela Merkel has called 

solidarity multiple times to clashes between Israel and Hamas, and has a close relation with 

Jewish institutions throughout the world (HUDSON, 2012). As one of the leaders of the 

European Union, the country aligns itself with the organization’s position of a “two-state 

solution” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). Also, the country believes that the 

recognition for a Palestinian state should not be unilaterally because it has “pushed peace 

backwards” (STAFF, 2014). Germany seeks to have a “block recognition” for the EU, instead 

of each country acting by itself, as happened with Spain and Sweden recently, when both 

countries passed laws in their parliaments giving the state status to Palestine (MERKEL 

AGAINST, 2014). Merkel has also said that peace should be achieved through “negotiations 

between Israeli and Palestinians, and not through a vote in New York” (HUDSON, 2012). In 

the last meeting of the Security Council, the Ambassador of Germany was very emphatic about 

the Israeli right of existing, saying that the country is “steadfast in its commitment to Israel, its 

security and Israel as a Jewish democratic State” (SECURITY COUNCIL, 2019). 
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Indonesia has been supporting the Palestinian cause for quite a long time. Since 1988 

the country has diplomatically recognized the State of Palestine, being one of the first non-Arab 

or middle eastern country to do it (INDONESIA, 2018). As a strong ally to the Palestinian 

cause, in 2012 Indonesia co-sponsored a bid resolution for Palestine UN membership which 

resulted the country being promoted to a “observer state status” (FARDAH, 2012). Their ties 

are so close that Indonesia has been organizing “capacity-building programs” in order to train 

and help Palestinians to run their own sovereign country (FARDAH, 2012). In one of the last 

meetings of the UNSC the minister Retno Marsudi said that “It’s a natural and legal right of 

Palestine to be a full member of the United Nations” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

She continued expressing the compromise with the international law by complying with 

previews resolutions “as a matter of urgency” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019), and 

by that she means also “refraining from provocative actions or rhetoric” (SECURITY 

COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). Another diplomat has also called attention to the Israel-Palestine 

conflict, and mentioned that what is putting into action is an “one-state solution” and that “the 

performance of the Security Council lags far behind the cause of justice and the world’s 

expectations” (UNITED NATIONS GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 2019). Therefore, Indonesia is 

a very strong supporter for the bid upgrading the Palestinian status to “full-member”.  

Kuwait-Palestine relations were never easy. Before the Iraqi invasion, commanded by 

Saddam Hussein in Kuwait, Palestine was one of its closest allies, with more than 400.000 

Palestinians living among the Kwatians, and even Fatah being founded in the country 

(CASCHETTA, 2018). Besides that, in the Persian Gulf War, Palestine chose to support 

Hussein, who promised not to finish the invasion until the Arab territories of Palestine were 

withdrawn by Israel (KARSH, 2010). After Saddam’s loss to the US-led coalition, a great 

number of Palestinians also fled Kuwait (CASCHETTA, 2018). The next years were marked 

with rumors of executions, imprisonment and torture of Palestinians by the government of 

Kuwait as a punishment to the PLO for supporting Hussein (CASCHETTA,2018), making 

Yasser Arafat, then Palestinian Authority, to acknowledge that “what Kuwait did to the 

Palestinian people is worse than what has been done by Israel to Palestinians in the occupied 

territories” and in 1991 all diplomatic relations were ended (KARSH, 2010). The two parts 

officially reconciled in 2003, but only in 2010 the diplomatic relations were reopened 

(CASACHETTA, 2018). By 2014, in a Arab League Summit held in the country, the Arabs 

stood together with Palestine by not recognizing Israel as a Jewish country (KECHICHIAN, 

2014). Kuwait sees itself as a raising political power between the Arab countries of Middle 
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East, and believes that by supporting the Palestinian cause it can become a real mediator to 

achieve peace in the region. In a recent meeting at the UNSC, the foreign minister of Kuwait 

verbally expressed the lack of action by the Security Council to comply with its own resolutions 

and “grant the Palestinian people their legitimate and basic human rights, including the right to 

independence, sovereignty and a dignified life.” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). He 

also expressed the “support for the Palestinian people’s struggle to realize all their legitimate 

political rights and establish their own independent State on their land, with East Jerusalem as 

its capital” and even to “the right of the State of Palestine to become a fully-fledged Member 

of the United Nations.” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019).  

Peru states that it is unacceptable and unsustainable the question of Palestine. Peru 

condemns the deteriorations of security caused by both side attacks: Hamas and the Israeli 

responses as well as the restriction of basic needs imposed by Israel to Palestine which cause 

more violence leading people to extreme conditions (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

The only solution Peru glimpses is the Two State solution, negotiated by Palestine and Israel, 

determining the official borders, reaching security and peace (SECURITY COUNCIL 

REPORT, 2019). Peru also disapproves the Israeli settlements and destruction of Palestinians 

homes and rejects all hate speeches and all forms of discrimination, and violence, as that acts 

practiced by Hamas, considered terrorism acts (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019).  

Poland recognizes the State of Palestine with the borders of 1967 and maintain 

diplomatic relations with the middle-eastern nation (SHERWOOD, 2011). The ties between 

Palestine and Poland are limited to humanitarian aid and development assistance (TAFFAL, 

2016). Besides that, by the advent of GA Resolution A/67/L.28, the country was one of the 41 

absentees (TAFFAL, 2016). The European country is a supporter of the “two-state resolution” 

as a way to achieve peace in the region (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019) and a way to 

do that is by the “emergence of an independent, democratic and sovereign state of Palestine” 

(SZYMAŃSKI, 2019). Thus, the polish supports the right of Israel to “ensure its security and 

normalization of relations with Arab States” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

Although it recognizes the two-state solution, Poland highlights that nothing significantly 

positive has been done in order to achieve this goal and stabilize the region for good 

(SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019) and may not back Palestine’s claims to become a full 

UN member (AHREN, 2018).  
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Russian Federation also supports a two-state solution. It has put itself as a mediator if 

both countries involved in the conflict agree to the platform gave (SECURITY COUNCIL 

REPORT, 2019). The country also suggests to involve the League of the Arab States and all 

the “regional and world stakeholders who can contribute [...]”. It also calls for a Palestinian 

reunification, and promises to continue the efforts to provide dialogue between both parties 

(SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). In 2011, the Federation voted in favor of an 

independent Palestine as the Arab country submitted the application to become a full-member 

at UN (SHERWOOD, 2011). Later on, President Vladimir Putin stated that the country will 

“fight for an independent Palestine” (WITHNALL, 2015). Early in 2019, Russia has held a 

meeting between Fatah and Hamas in Moscow in order to put into practice the objective of 

uniting the Palestinians and as a response to another meeting held by the USA in Warsaw, the 

same day (BAROUD, 2019). This meeting was also a call of union for the Palestinian as well 

as a statement that de so-called Deal of the Century, proposed by the Americans, will not be 

accepted easily (BAROUD, 2019). Russian leaders have criticized the Warsaw meeting saying 

that it was an attempt to “cobble together military and political alliances in the region” 

(SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). It also criticized the lack of involvement of local 

powers, like Iran, in the resolution of the question (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019).  

South Africa has always been a supporter of the Palestinian claims for full membership 

at the UN. In the words of South African Ambassador at the United Nations, Jerry Matjila: 

“Any time Palestinians want to bring the issue of Palestine’s full membership [...], they will 

find South Africa ready to support them” (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). The 

country firmly emphasizes the role of the council in assuring that the resolutions produced by 

them are implemented, what has not happened with the last resolution 2334 (2016), which was 

ignored by Israel (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). The African country says that the 

rise of violence in the region is due to the clash between Israeli illegal settlements which also 

represents a major obstacle to the Two-state solution. Those violations as well as the 

imprisonment of Palestinians and humans’ rights violations may bring severe consequences in 

a future peace negotiation.  

United Kingdom states that the situation in Israel and Palestinian occupied territories 

is extremely concerning and condemns the launching of rockets from Syria and Gaza towards 

Israel. United Kingdom also believes there are no justification for acts of violence and terrorism 

as the ones practiced by the Palestinian group Hamas when two adults and a baby were killed 

(SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). On the other hand, as United Kingdom supports 
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Israel’s right to self-defend, they do not agree with the excessive use of violence mainly against 

unarmed civilians, as it happened in the attack in the West Bank and Gaza where 70 Palestinians 

were killed. United Kingdom strongly asks Israel to refrain those acts (SECURITY COUNCIL 

REPORT, 2019). Another issue that must be addressed is the health issue that has been deeply 

affected by the Israeli imposed restrictions, what demands a political resolution (SECURITY 

COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). United Kingdom also disapproves the construction of illegal 

settlements and the menace of eviction of many civilians (UNSC, 2019). All those movements 

may seem to put away the possibility of peace but the United Kingdom still believes in that 

possibility through a two-state solution (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). 

The United States affirms that the Security Council has already spent too much time 

concerning Israeli-Palestinian affairs in disregard of other Middle East issues. This has been a 

distraction from other threats to international peace. Also, the United States condemns the 

attack from Syria to Israel by launching a rocket what they classify as a provocative act, which 

affirms to Israel their right of self-defense (SECURITY COUNCIL REPORT, 2019). As to the 

possibility of Palestine becoming a permanent member of the UNSC the U.S. Deputy U.N. 

Ambassador Jonathan Cohen told the General Assembly: “We cannot support efforts by the 

Palestinians to enhance their status outside of direct negotiations. The United States does not 

recognize that there is a Palestinian state,” (NICHOLS, 2018). Jerusalem reportedly expects 

that the US would use its veto to scuttle the move (AHREN, 2018). 
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