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What about The two state solution?

Well, it'’s been tried before. They created Indiana and Oklahoma as two state solutions.
Six hundred thousand people were killed when Abraham Lincoln rejected a two state
solution in 1861. Over a million people were killed as parts of India became East and
West Pakistan.

Nonetheless, the right of “self determination” and a homeland for Palestinians has been
accepted as paramount since their expulsion, and the United Nations recognition of the
state of Israel.

For four hundred years the land between the Jordan River and the Mediterranean Sea
was part of the Ottoman Empire (Now Turkey). From the end of World War | in 1918
until 1948 it was ruled by a British Mandate.

And Modern Israel was conceived as the re-creation of the ancient Jewish nation —
extending over the same territory “from the river to the sea”.

According to the statistics, prior to 1900 and the rise in Zionism, Jews were thought to
have comprised between 2 and 5% of the population — increasing to 10% of the
730,000 inhabitants in 1922,

By 1948 the population of territory had risen to 1.9 million people — 68% of which were
Arabs, and 32% were Jews. As of 2014, there were 6.1 million Palestinians and 6.2
million Jews.

Now, going back to 1948, Jewish Zionists militias fought and won control of more than
half the territory. They expelled 750,000 Palestinians who went to the West Bank and
Gaza, and declared the territory Israel. The United States was among the first to
recognize it as a sovereign nation.

Between 1948 and 1967 the territory known as the West Bank of the Jordan River was
controlled by the state of Jordan, and the area along the Mediterranean known as the
Gaza Strip was controlled by Egypt.

Perhaps, because these territories were not historically part of Jordan or Egypt, and
because the maijority of people within them were then Palestinians, having been forced
there in 1948, it was thought that these territories could become a Palestinian state.



However, in 1967, just 19 years later, the Israeli army captured the West Bank and
Gaza. Not only did the vision of a Jewish homeland encompass these territories, but
they have now been considered sovereign Israeli territory for more than half a century.
To Israel, giving up these lands is inconceivable.

During the same fifty plus years, the Palestinian families who were pushed from their
homeland into The West Bank and Gaza, have lived under a brutal degrading Israeli
occupation. And, perhaps what makes it so extreme is that the vast majority of
Palestinians have been trapped in the West Bank and Gaza, the way Jews were
trapped in Nazi Germany, with few opportunities to escape.

If the Palestinians could go to Egypt or New Mexico, it would still be ethnic cleansing,
but it would not be genocide — which the bombing and depravation of food, clean
water, and healthcare for hundreds of thousands of innocent people, most certainly is.

What are the choices? It is now thought by many that a Palestinian state is not possible.
That the only real possibility under the current circumstances is one state with equal
rights and political representation for people of all religions and ethnic backgrounds.

This position has been advocated for decades, and it would certainly be much better
than the apartheid caste system that now prevails. But, it cannot bring forth the desired
equality.

Just imagine being excluded from a game of Monopoly until after the money is
distributed and all the properties are acquired. If you are lucky, the reward for passing
GO may get you around the board again. But, your chances of staying in the game are
nearly zero.

This was the problem in the southern United States after the Civil War. African
Americans were given political equality by way of the 13, 14th, and 15th amendments to
the constitution, but the land remained private property in the possession of the same
people who owned it before. African Americans remained landless, and that is the
reason their poverty pervades the American South to this very day.

In South Africa, apartheid and the caste system are gone, but the vast majority of land,
including mineral land, is still in the hands of white European families, and South
Africa’s overwhelming level and extent of poverty remains among black South Africans.

Whether it is India or Ireland, Chicago or LosAngeles, ethnic conflict is the result of
unused and under-used land — The result of private property in land. Un-used and
under-used land is primarily motivated by the expected increase in its value — resulting
from the increase in population and technological advance.



Whenever there is a shortage of jobs and housing, everyone has a vested interest in the
exclusion of everyone else. “They’re taking our jobs” is the native cry, as legal and
illegal immigrants stream into the United States.

The United States is one of the most sparsely populated countries in the world. But
because so much land is unused and grossly under used, 11% of our citizens are
already living in poverty. They cannot compete with millions of additional immigrants
each year?

Yet by making the title to land conditional upon the payment of its rental value, those
who hold the land would have every incentive to put it to its full use. It would create an
abundance of opportunities: Ample jobs, housing, and a general level of wages that
increase with material progress. Every increase in the workforce would give a
synergistic result.

Every peculiar ethnic skill and know-how would add to the total body of skill and
knowledge. The conscious and subconscious cooperations of the market would raise
productivity and with it, wages and the quality of every worker’s life.

The answer to every ethnic conflict is not the separation of ethnic groups, but a common
ownership and equal access to the gifts of nature; the opportunity to cooperate as
equals and share the socially created wealth which is accounted for in the rental value
of land. Exclusive possession of land, which is necessary, must be conditional upon the
payment of its rental value for everyone’s benefit.

Under these conditions we could easily double our population and raise wages in the
process. And | sincerely believe that with common ownership of land there would be
plenty of room for both the Palestinians and the Jews from the river to the sea.

Madam Chairman.



