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Resolution in Security Council to Impose 12-Month Deadline on Negotiated Solution to Israeli-

Palestinian Conflict Unable to Secure Nine Votes Needed for Adoption 

The Security Council today failed to adopt a draft resolution calling for Israel, within three years, to 

withdraw from Palestinian territory occupied since 1967 and, within one year, for the parties to reach a 

negotiated solution to the conflict. 

The long-anticipated draft drew the support of just eight countries —Argentina, Chad, Chile, China, 

France, Jordan, Luxembourg, Russian Federation — shy of the 9 required for its adoption.  It outlined a 

solution which fulfilled the vision of two independent, democratic and prosperous States — Israel and a 

sovereign, contiguous and viable State of Palestine — living side by side in peace and security in 

mutually and internationally recognized borders. 

The text also envisaged a “just solution” to the status of Jerusalem as the capital of the two States and 

to the question of Palestinian refugees as well as to all other outstanding issues, including control of 

water resources and the fate of prisoners in Israeli jails.  Security arrangements for the transition would 

have required a “third-party presence”. 

Five Council members had abstained in the vote — United Kingdom, Nigeria, Republic of Korea, Rwanda 

and Lithuania, while two opposed it — the United States and Australia.  

Explaining her vote, the delegate from the United States called the text a unilateral action that would 

not help to bring about resumed direct negotiations, a goal her country had made strenuous efforts to 

achieve.  The text sought to impose a solution put forward by one party alone and set the stage for 

more division, not compromise.  She agreed the status quo was unsustainable and pledged her country’s 

continued support to the parties, while opposing actions that were detrimental to peace, whether 

settlement activities or unilateral resolutions. 

Jordan’s representative, on the other hand, said that all elements of the resolution were based on 

previous texts supported by the Council and were acceptable to the international community as a 

whole.  She had submitted the draft on behalf of the Arab Group because it was critical that the Council 

act on legitimate Palestinian aspirations that had been made less attainable by Israeli 

practices.  Stressing that the status quo was unacceptable, she pledged her country’s continued efforts 

to help bring about a just and lasting solution. 
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Following those explanations, the Permanent Observer of the State of Palestine asked why it was so 

impossible for the Council to act, given the worldwide consensus on the need to bring about self-

determination for Palestinians through peaceful means.  Given the rejection, the Palestinian leadership 

would now have to consider its next steps to make peace a reality.  He reiterated the need, as part of 

that effort, to bring Israel to account for its illegal practices. 

The representative of Israel said the Palestinians had found every opportunity to avoid direct 

negotiations with his country, including the “preposterous” unilateral resolution.  He said it was time for 

the Palestinians to end their “folly”. 

Also explaining their votes were the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Luxembourg, as well as 

representatives of Luxembourg, United Kingdom, France, Russian Federation, Australia, Chile, Nigeria, 

Republic of Korea, China, Rwanda, Lithuania, Argentina and Chad. 

The meeting began at 5:15 p.m. and ended at 6:30 p.m. 
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