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ABSTRACT: This paper argues a preliminary study of the failure of peaceful coexistence plans (1937-1947)
between the Israelis and Palestinians: religious and historical point of views, and try to answer that; what were
the religious and historical point of views which caused the failure of peaceful coexistence plan between the
Israelis and Palestinians, to reject the Peel partition plan 1937, Woodhead partition plans a, b and ¢ 1938, and
United Nations partition plan for Palestine 1947 to be two peoples, one state, or two states in one land or even
as a bi-national. Moreover, the researcher uses the historical chronology and qualitative literature review to
investigate this argues. Finally, this study concludes that there are high value to deal with the religious and
historical reasons which caused the failure of peaceful coexistence plans between the Israelis and Palestinians.
Finally, it is to be hoped that the present study will serve to stimulate others to go further in the direction of
spreading the values of peace and reasons of peaceful coexistence.
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l. BACKGROUND
The researcher reviews some of the previous attempts of proposals and agreements to promote peace and
peaceful coexistence between Palestinians and Israelis as follows:

Balfour declaration, November 1917: in Great Britain itself, Zionism could count on the sympathies of
influential circles that saw Palestine as the land of the Bible and homeland of the Jews, (Kramer; 2008). As the
British policy during the war years became gradually committed to the idea of the establishment of Jewish home
in Palestine. After discussions on cabinet level and consultation with Jewish leaders, the decision was made
known in the form of letter by Lord Balfour (1848-1930) to Lord Rothschild, (Liqueur &Rubin; 2008).That
letter included that “his majesty’s government view with favour the establishment in Palestine of a national
home for the Jewish people, and will use their best endeavours to facilitate the achievement of this object........ ”
(Ligueur& Rubin; 2008).

1920-1947 British Mandate Established: the League of Nations divided Ottoman lands between the
British and the French after World War 1. Britain was given the Palestine Mandate on land comprising modern-
day Israel, the West Bank, Gaza Strip and Jordan. The Mandate incorporated the language of the Balfour
Declaration. In 1921, Britain created Transjordan as a subdivision of the mandate in the area east of the Jordan
River, (www.icsresources.org). 1920 at San Remo, the great powers determined the allocation of the A-class
mandates, Britain was appointed the mandatory power over Palestine and Irag. France was given a mandate over
the rest of the Levant (Lebanon and Syria), (Kattan; 2009). But 1921 The US restricted immigration. In Jaffa,
there were large-scale riots between Arabs and Jews. The Haycraft commission of inquiry was appointed by the
British government to examine the causes of the riots, (Kattan; 2009).1922 The Churchill white paper: Winston
Churchill was the colonial secretary, issued the white paper of June 1922, which denied that Palestine was to
become, like Zionist leader ChaimWeizman had indicated, as Jewish as England is English. The paper also
maintained that the Jewish national home mentioned in the Balfour Declaration was to be founded in Palestine,
(Harms; 2008).

1922 the Council of the League of Nations agreed to the text of British Mandate of Palestine. The
Palestine order-in-Council of 1 September separated Palestine from the Emirate of Transjordan, (Kattan; 2009).
In 1922, Britain barred Jewish settlement in the Transjordan section of the Palestine Mandate. Thus, the area
available for a Jewish homeland was reduced by more than 75%. During the British Mandate period, idealistic
Jewish Zionists immigrated to develop the land, as well as, to escape persecution in Europe that preceded the
Holocaust. At the same period, too, the Arab population nearly doubled from natural increase and immigration
from neighboring Arab countries. The Jewish population formed community organizations, labor unions,
political bodies, and built roads, schools, hospitals and other infrastructure for an independent state. Arab
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resistance to Jewish immigration grew, causing the British to sharply limit Jewish immigration,
(www.icsresources.org). The Shaw report 1929: this commission was headed by Sir Walter Shaw, and found the
reason for the conflict and unrest to be the aggravated landless class of Arabs, who were fearful of Zionism and
dispossession. The commission suggested controlled Jewish immigration, a precisely laid-out Arab policy, and
the cessation of evicting Arabs from land transfers, (Harms; 2008). The Hope-Simpson commission 1930: this
inquiry attributed the violence to Zionist labor policy of making Jewish-bought land inalienable created Arab
unemployment. The conclusion and recommendations were more or less identical to the Shaw report, (Harms;
2008). The Passfield White Paper 1930: this white paper suggested limits on Jewish immigration, and
concessions regarding the settling of landless Arabs, (Harms; 2008).

The 1939 White Paper: this paper envisaged a Jewish national home in Palestine, with controlled Jewish
immigration for five years, and the implementation of Arab-Jewish self-governing institutions. The 1939 White
Paper was rejected by both sides. (Harms; 2008).The second World War 1939-1945: this event had more to do
with European history and less with Middle Eastern affairs. The effects were certainly felt in Palestine-
increased Jewish immigration, changes in British policy, etc. (Harms; 2008).The Alexandria protocol in 1944
by the Arab league: Palestine was the subject of a resolution that stated “Palestine constitutes an important part
of the Arab world and that the rights of the (Palestinians) arabs cannot be touched without prejudice to peace
and stability in the Arab world...... (Harms; 2008). 1946 the Anglo-American committee: it recommended that
Palestine ‘shall be neither a Jewish state nor an Arab state’ (Kattan; 2009). The United Nations Special
Committee for Palestine (UNSCOP): it recommended the partition of Palestine between an Arab and a Jewish
state. The UN then asked an ad hoc committee to examine the matter. It produced two reports. (Kattan; 2009).In
February 1947, Britain asked the fledgling United Nations to address the question of Palestine. Like the Peel
Plan of 1937, the majority of the United Nations Special Committee on Palestine (UNSCOP) favored a partition
of Palestine into two states, a Jewish one and an Arab one. According to UNSCOP, the Arab state would be
about 42% of Palestine and the Jewish one about 55%; the remaining territory, including Jerusalem, would be an
international zone. (Jeremy: 2005).

1. SCOPE OF STUDY

The researcher considers that there were many historical opportunities in Palestine since 1937-1947, to
achieve coexistence between the Israelis and Palestinians — particularly for Palestinians to gain the most of land
and more political/economic interests — but unfortunately, the Palestinians rejected all to get nothing. Hence,
this study will deal with three very important peaceful coexistence plans in 1937, 1938, and 1947 between the
Israelis and Palestinians, because all of those proposals/plans are considered as practical solutions of Palestine
case.

The researcher considers the time frame of this study three partition plans between the two sides in
between 1937-1947, whenever the Israelis and Palestinians were struggled to control same piece of land
“Palestine”, then this study will clarify the condition of Palestine under the British Mandate, and the steps taken
by Britain to maintain peaceful coexistence between the Israelis and Palestinians. Historically and religiously,
the Palestinians view were that only they had the right to control the land in Palestine, on the other hand, the
Israelis view also that the ancient Jews since Prophet Isaac, Israel “ya’qoub”, and later the children of Israel
lived in this holy land, all of that according to Holy Quran and Torah.

For this account, determination of the religious and historical point of views which caused the failure of
peaceful coexistence Plans, through reviewing of the three plans peel commission in 1937, Woodhead
commission plan a, b, and ¢ in 1938 and United Nations partition plan in 1947, as a previous workable solution
of peaceful coexistence between the two sides.

Research Methodology

The researcher will argue this study through the qualitative methods and interviews to collect the data; the
qualitative research is especially effective in obtaining culturally specific information about the values, opinions,
behaviors, and social contexts of particular populations. In addition to, the strength of qualitative research is its
ability to provide complex textual descriptions of how people experience a given research issue. It provides in-
formation about the “human” side of an issue — that is, the often contradictory behaviors, beliefs, opinions, emo-
tions, and relationships of individuals. Qualitative methods are also effective in identifying intangible factors,
such as social norms, socioeconomic  status, gender roles, ethnicity, and religion
(https://www.google.com.my/url?sa=t&rct=j&g=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=3&cad=rja&sqi=2&ved=0CDOQFj
AC&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.ccs.neu.edu%2Fcourse%2Fis4800sp12%2Fresources¥%2Fqualmethods.pdf&ei
=IqUWUTFEX]j_CtB7D3gdAP&usg=AFQjCNEmIrwUGuLng8h31vnRRZ8K01ghsQ&sig2=DRzavOUrVo2A7Sx
ANQ5nyA&bvm=bv.43148975,d.bmk
In same context, qualitative research allows the subjects being studied to give much ‘richer’ answers to ques-
tions put to them by the researcher, and may give valuable insights which might have been missed by any other
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method. Not only does it provide valuable information to certain research questions in its own right but there is
a strong case for using it to complement quantitative research methods. The researcher laid out the research me-
thods and data collection, strategy and instrument, and data analysis methods and analysis. This study uses qua-
litative data collected through libraries, publications journals, books, conference papers, thesis, online libraries,
etc. As the researcher will start-according to Busha & Harter by the recognition of historical problem or the
identification of a need for certain historical knowledge, and gathering of as much relevant information about
the problem or topic as possible, then if appropriate, the forming of hypothesis that tentatively explain relation-
ships between historical factors, in addition to the rigorous collection and organization of evidence, and the veri-
fication of the authenticity and veracity of information and its sources, also the selection, organization, and
analysis of the most pertinent collected evidence, and the drawing of conclusions; and the recording of conclu-
sions in a meaningful narrative.

The researcher also will discuss the default that if both the Palestinian and Israeli sides had accepted peel
peaceful coexistence plan, Woodhead plan or even the United Nations, the bi-national federal state or two states
in one land would be witnessed today. Another point of concern for this study is that while Islam encourages
and orders Muslims to make peace with the neighboring countries, but unfortunately, most of Arabs especially
Palestinians are talking about war, so the real outcome is that Palestinians lost everything from the beginning
right now, because their leaders have actually talked about “all or nothing,”, then they gained nothing. On the
other hand, the Israelis leaders were talking about the Jewish dream, which they achieved in the Holy land.

In same context, the researcher is going to conduct his study according to historical approach, where he starts to
collect most of available historical documents which includes the three partition plans, like the foreign British
documents, relevant books, references, journals, publications, and conference’s papers from UKM library, and
other libraries. The study also uses qualitative research methodology. Qualitative data are essences of people,
objects, and situations (Berg,1989) and sources of well-grounded, rich descriptions and explanations of
processes occurring in local contexts (Aabed;2006).

So the researcher will depend on the qualitative research interview for collecting important data which
related to this study, because the interview seeks to (Valenzuela,& Shrivastava) describe and the meanings of
central themes in the life world of the subjects. The main task in interviewing is to understand the meaning of
what the interviewees say. In addition to, A qualitative research interview seeks to cover both a factual and a
meaning level, though it is usually more difficult to interview on a meaning level (Valenzuela,& Shrivastava).
Then the researcher will interview a number “for example three” of religious, nationalists and secularists
scholars from both sides, to identify a various historical and religious point of views which lead to the failure of
peaceful coexistence plans between the Israelis and Palestinians, because the interview is focused on particular
themes, so a semi-structured interview guide (Marsiglio) is used. Thus, it is neither strictly structured with
standardized questions, nor entirely “non-directive.” Subsequent interviews can introduce new questions. The
researcher agree with Remenyi (2011) that a successful academic research interview can be a positive
experience for both the researcher and the informant and produce insightful data which may be converted to an
interview transcript which is suitable for academic analysis. The objective of the interview is to acquire data or
evidence which will be used to help answer the research question. As this data will be verbal the researcher
needs to capture it as quickly as possible (Remenyi;2011).

Finally, the unstructured interview is conducted in conjunction with the collection of observational data;
semi-structured interviews are often the sole data source for a qualitative research project21 and are usually
scheduled in advance at a designated time and location outside of everyday events (DiCicco-Bloom &
Crabtree;2006).

1. LITERATURE REVIEW

The researcher in this section analyzes, evaluates some particular books, summarizes relevant sources
and explains the significance of those sources to the research question, and surveys some relevant literature to
determine what is known and not known about the failure of peaceful coexistence plans (1937-1947) between
the Israelis and Palestinians: religious and historical point of views. In addition to that, this study considered the
first argument dealing with religious and historical point of views which leaded to the failure of peaceful
coexistence plans between the Israelis and Palestinians. The researcher, then, is going to debate some of the
significant previous literatures, which relates to the failure of peaceful coexistence plans (1937-1947) between
the Israelis and Palestinians: religious and historical point of views.

Among all the research conducted in this area, this study mainly focuses on a number of references as:
“The failure of the middle east peace process” argued by Guy Ben-Porat (2008),Enderlin (2003) focused on
“Shattered dreams; the failure of the peace process in the Middle East, 1995-2002”, Kattan (2009) dealt with the
condition “From coexistence to conquest; international law and the origins of the Arab-Israeli conflict, 1891-
1949, while there was a previous study that argued the “Partitioning Palestine; legal fundamentalism in the
Palestinian-Israeli conflict” (Strawson;2010).
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Furthermore, Jimmy’s Carter vision was (2009) “We can have peace in the holy land, and also “Palestine; peace
not apartheid” (Carter;2006), but Benny’s Morris work (2009) was “One state, two states; resolving the Israel/
Palestine conflict”, while Pappe (2004) debated the “history of modern Palestine, one land, two peoples, Klein
(2007)examined “A possible peace between Israel and Palestine; an insider’s account of the Geneva initiative, at
same context, Fromkin (2009) described the “peace to end all peace, further, Inbar (2009) assessed “The Rise
and Demise of the Two-State Paradigm”, Kelman (2005) sees that “Building trust among enemies: the central
challenge for international conflict resolution, but Mitchell (2007) discussed that “Towards Nakba: the failure of
the British mandate of Palestine, 1922-1939,Hertzargued (2007) “ Mandate for Palestine”; the legal aspects of
Jewish rights to a National Home in Palestine”, and also (2009) the “Palestinians” Kelman (2007)"The Israeli-
Palestinian Peace Process and Its Vicissitudes; Insights From Attitude Theory", Finally, Kramer (2008)
evaluated the situation “From the Ottoman conquest to the founding of the state of Israel; history of Palestine”.
So the researcher will classify some of the Pertinent studies “books, papers, and thesis” in three steps briefly
described below:

. General overview of an Israeli-Palestinian conflict:

As the researcher referred to the interesting topic of this study, which titled " the failure of peaceful
coexistence plan (1937-1947) between the Israelis and Palestinians: religious and historical point of views", and
after the reviewing of literature review, the researcher demonstrates that all of previous studies can help partially
not entirely in this study “referring to; the failure- peaceful coexistence plan- the Israelis and Palestinians-
religious and historical point of views- the Peel partition plan 1937- Woodhead partition plans a, b and ¢ 1938-
United Nations partition plan for Palestine 1947- two peoples in one land/ bi-national” .

Regarding to the three peaceful coexistence plans (1937, 1938, and 1947), the researcher reviews some
of the important categories like; contents, Goals “generalization” (Randolph;2009) because some of those
studies aim to reach results that can be generalized in the conflict between Israelis and Palestinians. However,
some of them cannot be generalized, moreover perspective; as there is a difference and divergence in
perspective for the current and former researchers regarding the issue of peaceful coexistence between Israelis
and Palestinians in the Holy Land, and the possible solutions in this specific issue like the neutral representation,
where the weather of issue in the failure of peaceful coexistence plans (1937-1947) between the Israelis and
Palestinians: religious and historical point of views, there are several previous studies is largely neutral - from
the point of view of the researcher, and espousal of position, because some researchers have overall view in
supporting the peace between the Israelis and Palestinians, or support a particular trend against the other side,
but never dealt with the failure of peaceful coexistence plans (1937-1947) between them, but almost considered
views of the possibilities of spreading peaceful coexistence, and the wishes of sustained peace by equality
between both sides.

The researcher considers in the issue of coverage that there are no previous studies that covered the
current topic "the failure of peaceful coexistence plans (1937-1947) between the Israelis and Palestinians:
religious and historical point of views" through two categories, the first, “Exhaustive” as there is no
comprehensive or exhaustive study — from all available sources - of the peaceful coexistence of the three plans
1937, 1938, and 1947 between the two sides, moreover the statement/ clarifying of the failure of peaceful
coexistence between them, Only a state of the historical narrative/enumeration of the peace
plans/agreements/proposals/accords between the two sides. The second is “Exhaustive with selective citation”,
Nevertheless, there are exhaustive studies with selective citation, so the researcher can review all of the above
terms as follow:

“The failure of the middle east peace process” argued by Guy Ben-Porat (2008).Porat dealt with the
failure of the Middle East peace process. A comparative analysis of peace implementation in Israel/Palestine,
Northern Ireland and South Africa, through some contents such as; structural explanations, the dynamics of
peace, and success and failure, as Porat’s book examines the gap between agreements and actual peace by
focusing on the different aspects of implementation and of the causes of success or failure of peace processes.
Porat concluded that “the success of a peace process is measured, first, by its ability to end violence and, second,
by its ability to create the institutions and support structures that would discourage the parties from taking up
arms again.

His work also pointed to different explanations of the success or failure of the peace process, from
macro-structural explanations that highlight regional advantages to micro studies of pacification and negotiation.
Structural explanations point to the disadvantages of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict that, different from some
expectations, demonstrates that partition is far from simple. While partitions carry an illusion of finality, they
are often a temporary solution that fails to engage the deep roots of the conflict. Partition is problematic, as the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict demonstrates, if boundaries are disputed, uprooting of populations with material, and
emotional damage is solved, if inequality remains high and attributed to past injustices and when past grievances
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are not addressed. Porat’s view is that there is a situation of failing in the peace process especially between the
Israelis and Palestinians, so the researcher considers that Porat’s work can help the current study in determining
of the causes of success and failure of peace processes between the Israelis and Palestinians.

“We can have peace in the holy land”, argued by Carter (2009).

Carter’s contents are; from Abraham’s journeys to the six-day war, my early involvement with Israel,

peace at Camp David, Regan, Bush 1, and Clinton, 1981-2000, withdrawal from Gaza and its aftermath,
spasmodic peace efforts, long overdue, how close is Israel to its major goals?, a search for information, can
Hamas play a positive role?, assessment of the region, challenges to Israelis and Palestinians, finally, an agenda
for peace, in addition to, his view that there is chance to achieve the peace in the holy land across peace talking
between the Israelis and Palestinians. Carter’s study aims to reach results that can be generalized in the conflict
between Israelis and Palestinians, and it considered also is largely neutral representation of that issue. By the
way, Carter’s conclusion is “there are some fundamental reasons why reconciliation between Israel and
moderate Palestinians has been elusive. Unlike President Sadat and King Hussein, the Palestinian leaders have
never learned how to gain public trust and confidence in Israel.”
At the same time, coalition governments in Israel have been too weak to initiate moves contrary to the concerted
opposition of the smaller political factions necessary for a parliamentary majority. Under these circumstances,
“security” prevails over “peace” when the two proposals are in conflict. The concept of peace has multiple
connotations and can easily be projected by opponents as an uncertain route to personal danger. Security,
however, is well understood, and the most crucial issues that can impact Israeli public opinion relate to security.
And he added also that “there is clear proof that a cessation of violence is not a hopeless prospect when a vision
of peace exists, there were few significant acts of violence during these all-too- rare timed”. Carter’s book will
help the current study generally in the idea of peaceful coexistence.

“Shattered dreams; the failure of the peace process in the Middle East, 1995-2002”, argued by Enderlin
(2003).

Enderlin’s contents are; shalom, Chaver, the “iron wall”, building mistrust, Camp David, checkmate,
and chain reactions. As his work clarified the failure of the peace process in the Middle East since 1995 to 2002,
this study cannot be generalized in the conflict between Israelis and Palestinians. On the other hand, Enderlin
has a state of pessimism about the promotion of durable peace and peaceful coexistence between Israelis and
Palestinians; Enderlin’s work can be considered as exhaustive study with selective citation. Enderlin (2003)
also concluded that “I think the biggest mistake was letting gap develop between the reality on the ground and
the reality around the negotiating table. The Palestinians have to stop inciting violence. They have to bring up
their children differently. The Israelis have to have to stop.....constructing settlements.”
The reality on the ground, the environment, had to support the negotiations, not undercut them. The mea culpa
was late in coming. The conflict between lIsraelis and Palestinians is once again at the center of regional
instability, and there is no longer any hope of reaching an accord in the foreseeable future. “Peace must be made
between nations and not solely between leaders, the peace team and the negotiators in both camps led the
Middle East closer to hell. This is the failure of politics, diplomacy, and of a vision of the world. Totally,
Enderlin’s work will help this study in generally to get an idea about the failure of peace process only.

“A possible peace between Israel and Palestine; an insider’s account of the Geneva initiative”, debated by
Klein (2007).

The contents of Klein’s work are; the road from Taba to Geneva, and dividing divided Jerusalem, Geneva
in perspective. Klein considered “the Geneva initiative is relevant as a model for a final Isracli-Palestinian
agreement, and as a possible basis for renewal of negotiations”. This study, though, cannot be generalized in the
conflict between Israelis and Palestinians, but regarding to espousal of position, his work does not deal with the
current study. Klein’s view was “the two sides are again at a crossroads....... the Geneva initiative stands out as
an alternative to the poverty of current policy. In addition to “The question is whether the Israeli and American
governments will have sufficient energy and political courage to change direction. Another open question is
whether the two sides can renew negotiations given their current lack of faith in each other. Attempts to achieve
a partial final status agreement, in keeping with the road map, have failed. Once again, the Geneva initiative is
relevant as a model for a final Israeli-Palestinian agreement, and as a possible basis for renewal of negotiations”.
Kleins work will help this study to understand the possibilities of peace between the two sides.

“From coexistence to conquest; international law and the origins of the Arab-Israeli conflict, 1891-1949”,
authored by Kattan (2009).Kattan’s book dealt with; anti- Semitism, colonialism and Zionism, Palestine and
scramble for the Middle East, Arab opposition to political Zionism, the Hussein-McMahon correspondence, the
question of self-determination, the partition of Palestine, the Arab-Israeli conflict, the Palestinian refugees, and

www.ijhssi.org 74|Page



The Failure of Peaceful Coexistence Plans (1937-1947) between the Israelis and Palestinians: Reli...

the creation of Israel. By the way, Kattan described the situation in Palestine that “..it is lamentable that
Palestine, the center for the three monotheistic religions is a place of conflict rather than a place of pilgrimage.
However, he concluded that “if the two-state solution is to be realistic and viable today, it will entail territorial
concessions from Israel. Kattan’s study cannot be generalized in the conflict between Israelis and Palestinians,
but it represented largely in this area; Kattan’s work can be described as an exhaustive study with selective
citation.

Meanwhile, Kattan’s view was “Palestine was essentially a British experiment in demographic
engineering and it was this factor above all which has led to the present predicament, something which
successive Israeli governments have continued through their settlement policy. And tinkering with national
demographics is a very dangerous practice indeed. One has only to think of the Balkans, the Kurds in Irag, the
Chinese in Tibet and numerous other territories where demographic engineering has led to violent confrontation.
In a world as divided as today, it is lamentable that Palestine, the center for the three monotheistic religions is a
place of conflict rather than a place of pilgrimage.

It is equally lamentable that neither the League of Nations nor the United Nations has managed to
resolve the conflict. And it is a real travesty that Israelis and Palestinians keep Killing each other when neither is
to blame for starting the conflict. There are many ways in which the conflict could be resolved if politicians on
both sides of the divide were to be more courageous and imaginative. A one-state solution with equal rights for
all; a bi-national state; or a two-state solution that really does provide for contiguous, sovereign and viable
Palestinian state next to the state of Israel, would all be better than maintaining the status quo sustained as it is
by force and violence. However, if the two-state solution is to be realistic and viable today, it will entail
territorial concessions from Israel. Kattan’s work will help this study in subject of coexistence situation, and UN
partition plan too.

“One state, two states; resolving the Israel/ Palestine conflict”, authored by Morris (2009).

Morris’s book contents are: the re-emergence of One-Statism, the history of one-state and two state
solutions, where to?, as his work reviewed the two solutions of the Israeli Palestinian conflict, regarding
generalization (Randolph;2009) this study aims to reach results that can be generalized in the conflict between
Israelis and Palestinians, but regarding to espousal of position, his work does not deal with the current study.
Morris concluded that: “one possible avenue for a two-state solution that might conceivably mobilize wide Arab
public support lies by way of large Middle Eastern federation or confederation of states in which a small Jewish
state would be but a part. This, at least, was a view held by prominent British and Zionist officials, and some
Arab politicians, during the late 1930s and early 1940s. Morris’s work will be very useful to the current study in
dealing with UN partition plan and the possible solutions.

“History of modern Palestine, one land, two peoples”, argued by Pappe (2004).

Pappe’s work included some contents such as; a new look at modern Palestine and Israel, social
tranquility and political drama 1856-1900, between Tyranny and war 1900-1918, the mandatory state:
colonialism, nationalization and cohabitation, between Nakbah and independence: the 1948 war, the age of
partition 1948-1967, greater Israel and occupied Palestine: the rise and fall of high politics 1967-1987, the
uprising and its political consequences 1987-1996, and conclusion: post-Oslo Palestine and Israel, then his view
is “a direct dialogue between the dispossessed and the state that expelled them can refresh the discourse of peace
and may led people and leadership alike to acknowledge the need to seek a united political structure which, at
different historical juncture in this story, has seemed possible”, but this study cannot be generalized in the
conflict between Israelis and Palestinians.

Paper concluded that “the end of the twentieth century saw the barometer of peace swing frantically
between hope and despair in a land torn apart by conflict. In practice, none of the programmes turned into a
chapter in nation-building. Israeli commentators were quick to note that the political culture of the Palestinian
leadership under Yasser Arafat — a culture of corruption and dictatorship in their eyes — was the principle cause
of the failure.

The tragedy of Palestine is that the next peace plan, whenever it appears, will also be based on the false
assumption that peace means an Israeli withdrawal to its 1967 borders and the establishment of a Palestinian
state next to it. The presence of so many Palestinians in Israel itself and the significant presence of Jewish
settlers in what is supposed to be the future Palestine both cast doubt on the feasibility of this idea, which failed
to persuade the indigenous population of Palestine in 1947. A direct dialogue between the dispossessed and the
state that expelled them can refresh the discourse of peace and may led people and leadership alike to
acknowledge the need to seek a united political structure which, at different historical juncture in this story, has
seemed possible. By the way, Pappe’s work will help this study in finding some of the possible solutions.
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“Partitioning Palestine; legal fundamentalism in the Palestinian-Israeli conflict”, authored by Strawson
(2010).

Strawson’s book dealt with; making Palestine: mapping the Middle East, mandate Palestine, the United
Nations partition plan, law of war, partition by force, from mutual denial to mutual recognition, negotiating
Palestine, Strawson see that “creating two states that provide security for both peoples. All those who insist on
recycling the old narratives will delay the decolonizing of Palestine and lay the basis for the next war”, but this
study cannot be generalized in the conflict between Israelis and Palestinians, and it considered alsois largely
representation of that issue, Strawson’s work can be considered as an exhaustive study with selective citation.
Strawson concluded that: “international law must be used to foster dialogue and contact on the basis of equality,
self-determination and human rights. In this context tough action will have to be taken to address the Israeli
colonial settlements, the right of refugees to return to the Palestinian state and ending the conflict. It must be
achieved by creating two states that provide security for both peoples. All those who insist on recycling the old
narratives will delay the decolonizing of Palestine and lay the basis for the next war”, in addition, Strawson’s
work will be very useful to the current study in dealing with UN partition plan and the possible solutions.

“Towards Nakba: the failure of the British mandate of Palestine, 1922-1939”, Mitchell (2007).

The contents of Mitchell’s work are; reviewing of the Middle East before the mandate: the British,
empire and the nationalist challenge, orientalism, British imperialism, and Zionism, the empire and the impact
of the first world war, the making of Palestinian Arab nationalism, Arab nationalism and the first world war,
Faisal, greater Syria, and Palestine, early Zionism, the Zionist project: Weizmann and Jabotinsky, the Belfour
declaration, the impact of partition: Zionism divided the downward spiral, the 1929 riots, after 1929: Haganah
and Irgun, and finally the Peel commission and its aftermath. This thesis argued that the factional differences
within the broader Arab-Zionist conflict caused the British to fail in accomplishing their goal of a bi-national
state in Palestine, but this study cannot be generalized in the conflict between Israelis and Palestinians. Mitchell
has a state of pessimism about the promotion of durable peace and peaceful coexistence between lIsraelis and
Palestinians.

Mitchell concluded that “The current Israeli-Palestinian conflict has its roots in the British mandate
period of 1922-1939, but particularly in the conflicts between the Zionists and Arab nationalists during the
turbulent years between the 1929 riots and the 1936 Arab revolt” , because he already focused only on the
failure of the British mandate of Palestine, 1922-1939,Mitchell concluded that the factional differences within
the broader Arab-Zionist conflict caused the British to fail in accomplishing their goal of a bi-national state in
Palestine. Mitchell’s work will help this study in generally to get the reason behind the failure of peel
commission and its aftermath too.

“Mandate for Palestine”; the legal aspects of Jewish rights to a National Home in Palestine”, Hertz (2007)

Hertz’s dealt with in his work; Map:1922 - Final territory assigned to the Jewish National Home, Map:
1920 - Original territory assigned to the Jewish National Home, “In Palestine as of right and not on sufferance”,
the legal aspects of Jewish rights to a National Home in Palestine, in modern history leading to the creation of
the Jewish National Home, the founding of modern Zionism, the Balfour Declaration, the origin and nature of
the “Mandate for Palestine”, Recognition of historical connection to Palestine, Map: Jewish Palestine, Palestine
is a geographical area, not a nationality. There has never been a sovereign Arab state in Palestine, the “Mandate”
defined where Jews are and are not permitted to settle, Political rights in Palestine were granted to Jews only,
Jewish Peoplehood in Palestine, Jerusalem in “Mandate” time, Jewish rights to Palestine were internationally
guaranteed, United States government and the “Mandate” policy, The “Mandate for Palestine” is valid to this
day. Futile efforts to challenge the “Mandate for Palestine”, Myth: The “Mandate for Palestine” is a Class “A”
Mandate, Myth: The “Mandate” violates Article 22 of the Covenant of the League, Myth: Palestine was
promised to the Arabs by Sir Henry McMahon, Map: 1947 Partition Plan, Myth: 1947 Partition Plan replaced
the “Mandate for Palestine”.

Myth: Arabs rejected the “unbalanced” Partition Plan, Myth: The 1949 “Green Line” is Israel’s
internationally recognized border, Myths: Palestinian Arabs seek peace with Israel. Hertz’s view is that “Arabs
rejected the “unbalanced” Partition Plan The UN International Court of Justice uses the term “unbalanced” in
describing the reason for Arab rejectionism of Resolution 181.55”, but this study cannot be generalized in the
conflict between Israelis and Palestinians. Hertz has a state of pessimism about the promotion of durable peace
and peaceful coexistence between Israelis and Palestinians. Hertz concluded that; Arabs rejected the
“unbalanced” Partition Plan the UN International Court of Justice uses the term “unbalanced” in describing the
reason for Arab rejectionism of Resolution 181.55 This description hardly fits reality. Seventy-seven percent of
the landmass of the original Mandate for the Jews was excised in 1922 to create a fourth Arab state — Trans-
Jordan (today Jordan). In a statement to the United Nations Special Committee on Palestine (UNSCOP), the
representative of the Jewish Agency for Palestine said the following about fairness, balance, and justice:

www.ijhssi.org 76|Page



The Failure of Peaceful Coexistence Plans (1937-1947) between the Israelis and Palestinians: Reli...

“According to David Lloyd George, then British Prime Minister, the Balfour Declaration implied that the whole
of Palestine, including Transjordan, should ultimately become a Jewish state. Transjordan had, nevertheless,
been severed from Palestine in 1922 and had subsequently been set up as an Arab kingdom.

Now a second Arab state was to be carved out of the remainder of Palestine, with the result that the Jewish
National Home would represent less than one eighth of the territory originally set aside for it. Such a sacrifice
should not be asked of the Jewish people®... 17,000,000 Arabs now occupy an area of 1,290,000 square miles,
including all the principal Arab and Moslem centers, while Palestine, after the loss of Transjordan, was only
10,000 square miles; yet the majority plan proposed to reduce it by one half. UNSCOP proposed to eliminate
Western Galilee from the Jewish State; that was an injustice and a grievous handicap to the development of the
Jewish State”. In the same context, Hertz’s work will help this study particularly in dealing with UN partition
plan and the religious and historical point of Israelis/Jewish view.

"The Israeli-Palestinian Peace Process and Its Vicissitudes; Insights from Attitude Theory", debated by
Kelman (2007).

Kelman’s work dealt with several contents like; the concept of attitude: a preliminary note, the nature

of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, the 1967 war and the Palestinianization of the Arab-Israeli conflict, the
building stones of the Oslo agreement, the limitations of the Oslo agreement, the dynamics of the interim period,
the emergence of clashing narratives, public opinion and the availability of a negotiating partner, recent
developments, reviving the peace process, acknowledgment of the other's nationhood and humanity, affirmation
of the meaning and logic of a historic compromise, a positive vision of a common future for the two peoples in
the land to which both are attached and that they have agreed to share, regarding to generalization
(Randolph;2009).This study aims to reach at results that can be generalized in the conflict between Israelis and
Palestinians, and it considered also is largely representation of that issue.
Kelman concluded that the elements of a principled peace that | have outlined may help to provide the
breakthrough needed at this time to reassure and energize the Israeli and Palestinian publics. Positive
expectations for the future, built on mutual acknowledgment, could begin to compensate the two populations for
the losses inevitably entailed by a historic compromise. The mutual acknowledgment might enable them to build
toward a new, transcendent identity alongside of their national identities, such that sharing the land would not be
perceived as losing the land. Now is the time when taking a step beyond pragmatism-by offering a principled
peace, some movement toward reconciliation, and a vision of a better common future for the two peoples in the
land they share-may well be the most realistic option available to the political leaderships. Kelman’s work dealt
only with Israelis and Palestinians in his work, so it will help this work in that issue and the possible solutions.

. The academic gap between this study and the previous works

The researcher reviewed properly all literature review which related to the topic of this study, then
ascertain that there was not any relevant study argues in generality “the failure of peaceful coexistence plans
between the Israelis and Palestinians, or particularly the evaluated the three partition plans of peel in 1937,
Woodhead in 1938, and UN partition plan in 1947 all together in one work, through reviewing the religious
and historical point of views. Therefore, the researcher hopes that this work can fill in the academic gap in all
previous studies.

V. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

As argued on above, the researcher explains his study problem, as he will search in the failure of peaceful
coexistence plans (1937-1947) between the Israelis and Palestinians as a religious and historical point of views,
during debating of the Peel partition plan 1937, Woodhead partition plans a, b and ¢ 1938, and United Nations
partition plan for Palestine 1947 to be two peoples, one state, or two states in one land or even as a bi-national.

In this study there are many variables such as: failure, peaceful coexistence plans, Israelis, Palestinians,
religious and historical point of views. While the three partition plans of peel, Woodhead, UN all considered as
invariable items. Regarding the qualitative methods which will be used in this study, the researcher prefers to
categorize all variables in two categories; “Dependent” variables like; peaceful coexistence principles, of peel
commission, Woodhead commission, UN partition plan, and “Independent” variables like; reasons, failure,
Israeli leaders, Palestinian leaders, religious and historical point of views.

The researcher, here, will review the current study by using two essential theories; the cognitive
dissonance, and Social comparison theory developed by Leon Festinger, in terms of:

Surprising as it may seem, there are many sacred/religious texts in Islam and Judaism, which urged all of
them to accept the treaty of peace and peaceful coexistence with others, but there was a contradiction between
the theoretical belief and the practice, which considered — from view of the researcher- as a cognitive
dissonance, then the researcher applies the Theory of Cognitive Dissonance. The Cognitive Dissonance Theory
developed by Leon Festinger (1957) is concerned with the relationships among cognitions. For the purpose of
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this theory, may be thought of as a piece of knowledge. The knowledge may be about an attitude, an emotion, a
behavior, a value, and so on.

Then on the reality of the Palestinians and Israelis, both of them rejected the principles/plans of
peaceful coexistence, whilst the cognitive dissonance is a discomfort caused by holding conflicting ideas,
simultaneously. The Theory of Cognitive Dissonance also proposes that people have a motivational drive to
reduce dissonance. They do this by changing their attitudes; beliefs, and actions, dissonance is also reduced by
justifying, blaming, and denying. According to cognitive dissonance theory, there is a tendency for individuals
to seek consistency among their cognitions “beliefs, opinions... etc.”When there is an inconsistency between
attitudes or behaviors “dissonance”, something must change to eliminate the dissonance. In the case of a
discrepancy between attitudes and behavior, it is most likely that the attitude will change to accommodate the
behavior. The central proposition of Festinger’s theory is that if a person holds two cognitions that are
inconsistent with one another, he will experience the pressure of an aversive motivational state called cognitive
dissonance, a pressure which he will seek to remove, among other ways, by altering one of the two dissonant
cognitions (Kowol), The theory of cognitive dissonance may shed light on the enormous power of cult leaders.
The Theory of Cognitive Dissonance is one of the most significant and influential theories in the history of
social psychology (Kowol).

In addition to this, both of the Palestinians and Israelis believe that everyone has the best and correct
religion, history, nationality, and ethnic,...., then it always causes the rejection of peaceful coexXistence plans to
live together in one or two states in one land, so the researcher requires to display using the Social comparison
theory proposed by social psychologist Leon Festinger in 1954. This theory explains how individuals evaluate
their own opinions and desires by comparing themselves to others, as the social comparison theory is the idea
that there is a drive within individuals to look at outside images in order to evaluate their own opinions and
abilities. These images may be a reference to physical reality or in comparison to other people. People look to
the images portrayed by others to be obtainable and realistic, and subsequently, make comparisons among
themselves, others and the idealized images.

Social comparisons (Corcoran, Crusius &Mussweiler; 2011) - comparisons between the self and
others - are a fundamental psychological mechanism influencing people's judgments, experiences, and behavior.
People constantly engage in social comparisons. Whenever they are confronted with information about how
others are, what others can and cannot do, or what others have achieved and have failed to achieve, they relate
this information to themselves. Likewise, whenever they want to know how they themselves are or what they
themselves can and cannot do, they do so by comparing their own characteristics, fortunes, and weaknesses to
those of others. Festinger set out to answer questions such as why do people talk, to whom do they talk, and
what is the result of their talking (Wheeler, 1970). He hypothesized that communication primarily serves to
reach agreement in the group and that this pressure toward uniformity of opinion is based on two reasons; first,
the need for group locomotion makes it necessary that all of the group members hold similar opinions and,
second, there exists a need to agree on a social reality, because this would validate the accuracy of one's
individual opinions and preferences, Therefore, the researcher sees that the two theories may be of help to
identify the failure of peaceful coexistence plans (1937-1947) between the Israelis and Palestinians as a religious
and historical point of views.

V. CONCLUSION

The Palestinian cause or the Palestinian-Israeli conflict considers the most significant issue in the
Middle East for all Muslims/Arabs and Israelis. where there are several studies, books, and findings which
related to that conflict, but this study addresses the failures of peaceful coexistence plan between the Israelis and
Palestinians: religious and historical point of views are to be traced on the basis of Peel partition plan 1937,
Woodhead partition plan a, b and ¢ 1938, and United Nations partition plan for Palestine 1947, in addition to the
researcher finds that the ability to identify and analyze those reasons through the previous peace agreements,
and perhaps the leaders and peoples can gain some workable solutions to resolve that cause, because that
conflict took long time, furthermore, this study considered the first argument in the current time which dealing
with religious and historical reasons which caused the failure of peaceful coexistence plans between the Israelis
and Palestinians. Finally, it is to be hoped that the present study will serve to stimulate others to go further in the
direction of spreading the values of peace and reasons of peaceful coexistence.
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