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Debate on 11/17/15 with Guest Speaker Professor Ross Brann, Milton R. Konvitz 

Professor of Judeo-Islamic Studies and Stephen H. Weiss Presidential Fellow 



Speaker (Prof. Ross Brann) 
This week, Cornell Professor of Near Eastern Studies Ross Brann joined Cornell Political 

Union for a debate on whether or not the Israeli-Palestinian crisis can be resolved through the 
conventional two-state solution. Professor Brann is the Milton R. Konvitz Professor of 
Judeo-Islamic Studies and a Stephen H. Weiss Presidential Fellow. The event was co-sponsored 
by Cornell Hillel, the Society for Women in Politics, and the Cornell Center for Jewish Living. 
In his opening remarks, Professor Brann provided a brief history of the conflict and laid out a 
strong analytical argument for why the conventional two-state solution is no longer a feasible 
option. According to Professor Brann, the peace process with a goal of a two-state solution has 
been ongoing since 1991. However, countless meetings over the past 20+ years encouraged by 
the U.S. and several European countries have resulted in virtually no progress. Time after time, 
the talks have fallen apart and skepticism about this approach has grown. 

Professor Brann also highlighted the five “Final Status Issues” that would have to be 
settled in order for a two-state solution to occur: borders, security, refugees, Jerusalem, and 
settlements. Two of the most difficult problems Professor Brann discussed were borders and 
settlements. By analyzing the demography of the West Bank, it is apparent that the borders with 
Israel proper have become ambiguous in some places following the construction of the 
separation wall that diverted from the “Green Line”. Additionally, around 500,000-600,000 Jews 
live in the West Bank settlements. Any Palestinian leader would not be able to accept an 
agreement leaving their people with less than 22.5% of land. Yet, many Jews do not want to 
leave their West Bank settlements and the Israeli government does not seem very inclined to 
encourage them to. Ultimately, Professor Brann concluded his argument by stating that those 
looking to resolve this conflict must look for new, unconventional approaches. 

Following Professor Brann’s opening statements, Union members began their own 
debate. Those who agreed with Professor Brann’s argument mainly promoted his point of the 
large Jewish population in the settlements causing a lack of state continuity and the lack of any 
major strides being made in recent history. In addition, Brann's supporters focused on the 
significant political pressures facing both the Israelis and the Palestinian Authority both 
internally and regionally. A final point of emphasis was the intense security concerns felt by both 
the Israelis and Palestinians. These Union members doubted whether any solution could mitigate 
the security concerns of both sides. 

Despite Professor Brann’s presentation, some Union members maintained the belief that 
the conventional two-state solution was still a realistic way to resolve the conflict. Those in this 
camp felt that increased world pressure for peace and the success of other historical resettlements 
provide hope for this approach. A successful resettlement example brought up was the migration 
that occurred after Pakistan and India were divided. However, the member using this example 
acknowledged that it did not occur without considerable violence and loss of life. 
 
 



 

Union Votes Negative on a 27-18-5 Decision 
 


