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As the Palestinian Authority (PA) prepares to make a bid for statehood at the United Nations next 
week, analysts, activists and scholars from various backgrounds are trying to determine if such a 
resolution can pass, and if so, the extent to which it will make a difference.  These questions are 
difficult to answer without actually reviewing the text of the resolution; as we know from the 
history of this conflict, seemingly minor textual choices in UN resolutions can have major 
implications.  However, in this case, it may not be the resolution itself, but rather the process of 
bringing it forward, that has the most enduring impact.  
 
In the short term, the UN bid will not likely improve the Palestinian stance for future 
negotiations.  United States officials have publicly stated their intention to veto the resolution if 
brought to the Security Council, whose approval is needed for recognition of a new member 
state.  A resolution brought to the General Assembly to recognize Palestine as a non-member 
state has a better chance of passage, however, it would not in itself improve the Palestinian 
position.  Indeed, some have rightly argued that shifting current Palestinian UN representation 
from the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO), which officially represents the Palestinian 
people, to an as yet undefined Palestinian state may actually hurt the Palestinian stance in future 
negotiations. 
 
While the bid is thus unlikely to be “successful” in the short term, the submission of the 
resolution does have the potential improve the Palestinian stance in the long term by forcing 
necessary conversations at multiple key levels: within Palestine, between negotiating parties, and 
internationally. 
 
1) Within Palestine.  Whether one agrees with it or not, the bid for statehood is one of the first 
major acts of leadership from the PA in recent years.  Indeed, some who are rightly critical of the 
PA on many issues might view the statehood bid as a mere political move to strengthen internal 
support for Fateh, while others might see it as an attempt to preempt internal dissent directed at 
the PA.  However, it should be noted that Palestinian Prime Minister Salam Fayyad first 
announced the intention to declare statehood in 2009, at that time outlining a 24-month state-
building process to which he has stayed committed.  While this type of institutional development 
has had its critics, it is clear that the bid is neither a last-ditch political stunt, nor is it a frightened 
response to the Arab Spring uprisings.  On the contrary, the bid shows strength rather than 
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weakness, and reflects a willingness to challenge rather than concede to external pressures.  In 
these ways, the bid may help the PA regain some of its legitimacy which was all but lost during 
the second intifada, and which will be necessary for any future negotiations to be taken seriously. 
 
Similarly, the statehood bid is forcing conversations about who will be included in a Palestinian 
state, whether determined by declaration or negotiations.  While some political parties in 
Palestine have voiced support for the bid, Hamas and Islamic Jihad oppose the move, maintaining 
that the declaration does not apply to Gaza.  At the same time, many Palestinian refugees oppose 
the resolution, which may limit the definition of “Palestinians” to those within a demarcated 
border, thus further disenfranchising those in the diaspora and threatening the right to return.   
 
These are not new issues, and they will surely arise again in future negotiations.  However, the 
questions of what constitutes a Palestinian state, who has the legitimacy to lead it, and who will 
be included within it may be better confronted now than in the next round of negotiations.  The 
more united Palestinians can be on these issues going into negotiations, the better their stance 
will be in the actual proceedings, and the better the chances will be that any potential resolutions 
will actually be seen as possible and legitimate. 
 
2) Amongst negotiating bodies.  The two states most vocally opposed to the statehood bid are 
clearly the Untied States and Israel.  However, for the Obama Administration, and even for many 
Israeli policymakers, the end result of a Palestinian state is not the issue so much as the means of 
getting there.  To be sure, the “two-state solution” has been the articulated goal of the peace 
process for years.  Thus, while both states have sought to block the resolution, the PA is calling 
their bluff in a way by pursuing an active, diplomatic channel to reaching a nearly agreed-upon 
end.  The proposal of the resolution, even if it fails, also draws attention to the current asymmetry 
of the negotiations, by emphasizing the role of the PA as a non-state actor attempting to negotiate 
with two strong states.  
 
3)  Throughout the international community.  The proposal of the resolution also keeps the 
Palestinian issue at the forefront of the world agenda, further grounding it in an international 
institution and using the language of international relations and international law.  The proposal 
is thus building on international grassroots solidarity movements to force state governments to 
take a stand on the issue.  Pushing governments to show their support for a Palestinian state 
emphasizes the need for meaningful negotiations that can deliver such an outcome, and indicates 
the support and legitimacy that such negotiations would have. 
 
Whether the resolution passes or fails, a just peace requires more than just the declaration of a 
Palestinian state, and it requires more than resumed negotiations.  It requires an end to the 
occupation.  This reality will result from efforts at all levels: grassroots activism, civil society 
initiatives, official agreements, and international pressure.  The bid for statehood should not be 
seen as a black-and-white victory or defeat, but rather as an opportunity for asking difficult 
questions, proposing new ideas, and pushing for meaningful resolutions in the future. 
 

 
 
 


