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Executive summary
For already many years the Israeli-Palestinian crisis is a complicated situation. Despite all the efforts to come to a peace agreement, a solution has not been found yet. The land that is now called ‘Israel’ is and has been very important for different reasons; economical, strategic and religious.  Many nations have always been interested in its rich sources, its strategic location next to the Mediterranean Sea, connected with Asia, Europe and the other Middle East countries. Over the years the European Union and other international organizations have tried to search a solution for peace by mediating between Israel and Palestine. In order to support this, several Accords and Resolutions were implemented to promote peace. In 2003, the EU developed by hand of the other members within the Quartet, the plan for the ‘Road Map’. The goal of this plan was to create a two-state solution: Israel and an independent, democratic and viable Palestinian state, existing side by side within secure and recognized borders. In order to come to a possible two-state solution there are four important aspects which have to be taken into consideration by both sides, namely; Jerusalem, the Palestinian refugees, the settlements, borders and security between the two states. For the Jews, the Muslims and the Christians, the capital city, Jerusalem, is very important for several religious reasons and therefore a possible separation of the city appears to be complicated. More than five million Palestinian refugees live across the Middle East and hundreds of thousands of them living throughout the rest of the world. The problem of the Palestinian refugees will not be resolved as long as they do not have a state, because the economic situation does not become better. Since the war of 1967, the Palestinians accepted that Israel occupies the land of the 1948 boundaries. The West Bank, Gaza Strip and East Jerusalem were the Palestinians territories. Therefore a complete withdrawal from Israel from these territories is required. Israel’s position towards Palestine on the security field is understandable: they want to be certain that after the ending of the occupation and the creation of a Palestinian state, Israel does not have to face any potential threats from outside. By giving up occupation in Palestine, Israel will lose the strategic position of the Israel Defence Forces in the West Bank and therefore might lose early warning stations which provide time to prepare for possible attacks. In order to create mutual trust, it is important that the international parties and the EU support initiatives and organisations which promote mutual understanding between Israeli and Palestinian civilians. 
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Preface
This Bachelor dissertation focuses on the conflict between Palestine and Israel. It has been a major topic for many years and finding a peaceful solution appears to become more and more complicated each day. The European Union is important in the peace process; I will particularly analyze their role. 

Since I was a child, I have been fascinated by the country of Israel and its cultural differences, the food habits, the language and the variety of religions. This might come from the fact that my Jewish grandfather was the only survivor of his family after the Holocaust. Through him, I got to understand a bit of the Jewish culture and history. I wanted to learn and see more of the country with which a great part of my family felt connected and so I decided to go there to learn the Hebrew language and work for one year. I was 19 years old at that time and of course, I was aware of the conflict between Israel and Palestine, but it did not yet trigger my interest. 

While living in Israel, I learned a lot about different cultures and habits but also got used to military checkpoints, soldiers with their weapons in the bus and on the street. Around me I saw people with different religions and roots, living and working together. It became normal seeing Palestinians who always have had difficulties to pass a checkpoint, whereas I, a blue eyed blond girl could pass wherever I wanted to. 

It was only later that I got to understand the things I had seen, heard and felt. It often occurred to me how people had to pick a side; it seemed that you had to be either pro Palestine or pro Israel. I could not personally make a stand because I had seen how people in Israel did work and live in peace together. I felt that the problem did not come directly from the citizens, though they lacked some information about ‘the others’. 

During my studies, I understood that I had to go deeper into the subject of the problems in the Middle East. Unfortunately, I did not know how and when. Then I found a solution to relate the subject of the Palestine-Israel conflict to my studies. 

 Within this report, I will not try to give a solution to the problem, I will not state what the role of the EU should be or should have been, I will not talk about right or wrong but I would like to point out the difficulties to come to a peace agreement from a two-side-perspective. Maybe the EU could play a role in this, something I would strongly suggest. 

I hope this report gives people a clearer understanding of the conflict between Israel and Palestine over the years and of the role and the actions of the EU, with a sense of empathy for both sides. So far, I have succeeded in one thing: I have clarified the situation for myself, learning more about the situation in the Middle East over the years and I have formed a better understanding of the things I witnessed when I lived in Israel. Although I realize I just know a very small part of the huge history this land has, I doubt anyone will ever fully understand it all.

1. Introduction
There are currently many conflicts all over the world, but only a few have lasted for a lifetime. The Israel-Palestine situation is one of these. Several wars have taken place between different ethnic groups and the soil has been owned by many nations. In 1948, Israel officially became a Jewish state and in the same week, war started with the surrounding countries.  Unfortunately, a peace resolution between the Israeli and Palestinians has not been found yet. 

This dissertation is specifically focused on the foundation of Israel, a little history, but mainly on the role of the EU and other international parties to come to a peace agreement. Within the Quartet, the EU is active in searching for the possibilities with Israel and Palestine to come to a two-state solution. Therefore the research question is: Which role does the European Union play in the Middle East Peace process? In order to precise the subject, the chapters are written as respond to several subquestions: What is the history of Israel and Palestine? Why is this conflict so complicated? What is the importance of Peace in the Middle East? How does the EU come to an intern agreement when it comes to peace building in the Middle East, how do they position? What are the EU’s objectives to improve the situation of the Middle East conflict? To focus on the conclusion the question was: How could the EU operate more effectively in the Middle East Peace Process? 

The paper is divided into six different chapters which go deeper into the subject of the Middle East Peace Process. The first chapter is written as a timeline starting with the Balfour Declaration in 1917, and continues with the description of the foundation of the state of Israel in 1948 and the war that resulted, and ending with the events of 2013. It also reveals the reasons why the negotiations failed to lead to a mutual agreement.  The second chapter provides an overview of the current situation in both Israel and Palestine and is especially focused on the governmental views and prospects and their respective behavior towards peace.  The third chapter deals with the attempts to come to peace by hand of several talks between the parties, peace resolutions, accords and the role of the important players in the international field. The fourth chapter defines the EU’s actions and attempts within the Middle East Peace Process (MEPP). Further on, its successes and difficulties are explained. The sixth chapter focuses on the possibilities of a two-state solution and the aspects which have to be taken into consideration. And the final chapter is the conclusion which is focused on whether a two-state solution is possible and if the role of the EU is as effective as it should or could be. 
As its research strategy, this paper basically applies a content analysis of existing reports, articles, documents and books concerning the subject. The framework for this report was to conceptualize the situation in the Middle East and the role of the EU in the Peace process. This dissertation is written in such a way that the reader creates a better understanding of the situation of Israel in the past, and the reasons for its still existing conflict nowadays. The inspiration for this report was developed by the reading of several books concerning the subject and together with an interview they were the most important sources to form the content, which were précised by the use of some newspaper articles and the broad selection of internet sources providing the subject. These sources are compared with each other in order to write a logical and reliable report.
2. A short historical review: the foundation of the state of Israel
On November 2, 1917, while World War I raged in Europe as well as in the Middle East, the Balfour Declaration, an open letter from the British Foreign Secretary, was sent to Baron Rothschild, a leader of the British Jewish community. The Declaration was in line with the vision of European Zionist leaders for a homeland for the Jews in Palestine. Rothschild and others believed that this would be realized through intense immigration of Jews around the world to Palestine. (Tristam, What is the Balfour Declaration?, “Answer” section, para. 3). Through this document - and after years of negotiation - , it was declared that the Jews would be supported by the British to create their own homeland (Rosenberg,”Balfour Declaration”, “The Balfour Declaration (in its entirety)” section, para. 1 & 2). In return, the Jews would give their support to the British in World War I.   In 1917, there were about 50.000 Jews in Palestine, by 1947, there were 600.000 Jews.  
After the Turks had been defeated, the allied forces divided the former Middle East among them. Britain became, since 1922, the ruler of the land which would later be called Israel, under a mandate confirmed by the League of Nations. The immigration of Jews to Palestine started around this time. The emigration of Jews to Israel was a result of the upcoming anti-Semitic (hatred or discrimination against Jews for reasons connected to their Jewish heritage) groups within Europe.  An example of this was the ‘Dreyfus Affair’, happening in France, when a French-Jewish army captain was falsely convicted on the accusation of spying for Germany. A Jewish journalist, Theodor Hertzl, covered the Dreyfus Affair and the Dreyfus trials for the newspaper he was writing for, and witnessed mass rallies against the Jews. In the same period, there was a growth of anti-Semitic groups in the socialistic Russia and other Eastern European countries. As a result Theodor Hertzl rejected his ideas about Jewish emancipation and assimilation and came to believe that the Jews had to remove themselves from European countries and had to start building their own state. In 1895, Hertzl wrote a book “Der Judenstat” in which he described the need for Jews to build up their own state in either Argentina or in the historical homeland, Palestine/Israel. The common opinion in the world was that Palestine did not have inhabitants, and since the Jews did not have their own country, it was believed that Palestine could be the solution for a Jewish state (“A land without a people for a people without a land”). His words spread very rapidly and the existing Zionists movements and were supported on a large scale (Van der Heijden, 2008, p. 34). The Zionists stand for a Jewish state in Zion, which started in the first place with the concept of the Kibbutz, a collective way of working and living in a community, inspired by the socialist ideal. (Binyamin Ze’ev Hertz: Father of Zionism, 2002, para. 1, 3 & 4).
In 1929, Arabian Nationalistic leaders organized attacks on the Jewish population within Palestine to force the British to close the borders for further immigration. In some cities Jews succeeded in defending themselves, but in other places massacres took place (History of Israel, History of Israel – A chronological presentation, chap. 2. The establishment of Israel (1920-1939), “1929- Renewed Arab Attacks on Jews” section). The British responded with the publication of the so-called White Paper. In 1939 this White Paper, a policy document, was implemented by the British government. According to the White Paper, Britain met its responsibility under the Balfour Declaration and therefore Britain would work towards an independent Jewish state in Palestine, but at the same time put a limitation to the number of Jewish immigrants. For the Jews this meant there were another 75.000 Jews admitted in the country of Palestine and the Jews living in the country were not allowed to require any more land. Therefore the Jewish world felt betrayed by the British.  The fate of the European Jews was hereby in the British hands, since they had nowhere to flee to. The Jews showed their outrage about what they felt as betrayal with an uprise against the British, with - among others - the later Prime Minister Menachem Begin as a commander (Van der Heijden, 2008, p. 44-46). Between 1936 and 1939, the Arab countries around the land of Israel and Palestine had been Britain’s greatest enemies, but the Jews took over this position after 1945 well organized and with powerful armed groups like Irgun and Haganah. The Jews saw the country of Palestine as a safe homeland after the Holocaust of WWII and were vigorously fighting for it. As they did not have much to lose, the British had a hard time combating them. The most terrible incident for the British government was the attack on the King David Hotel in Jerusalem at the end of July 1946, 91 officials got killed, and most of them were British. From this moment on, the British realized that they were fighting a lost battle. Therefore, they decided to draw back, leaving behind them a state without a government. At the beginning of 1947, Britain returned its mission of ruling Israel to the newly founded international organization, the United Nations, who gave them the mandate in the first place in 1923. In that time the UN had divided the Middle East to France and England, the French had their share in Syria and Lebanon, the British in Egypt, Jordan and Palestine. (Van der Heijden, 2008, p. 44-46).
In May 1947, the US decided to send a new commission to Palestine, which was named the UNSCOP, the United Nations Special Committee on Palestine. Their mission was to write a report which had to contain a resolution for the Palestinian problem, before September 1th 1947. This mission appeared to be more complicated than expected as the Arabic High Committee refused to cooperate: they believed the Jews had no right and reason to live in Palestine. This was mentioned in the final report, which had a negative effect on the final decision for the Palestinians (Van der Heijden, 2008, p. 47-54). 
The report described principles for reaching a final settlement and focused on the refugee problem in the region. Resolution 194 recommended that refugees would be allowed to return to their homeland if they met two important conditions: 
- they are willing to live side by side in peace with their neighbours

- the return takes place at the earliest practicable date

People who did not wish to return would be compensated by a payment for the property they had left or lost. In the report the first idea of a two state solution was mentioned: a Jewish and a Palestinian state. Several powers preferred a one state solution, namely Britain, several Arab states and the American Ministry of Foreign Affairs. After the voting on the Resolution 194, in the United Nations Assembly on the 11th of December 1948, the two-state solution won over the one-state solution. The Zionists would get 56 percent and the Palestinians 42 percent of the country. The other 2 percent remained for Jerusalem as an independent city. The Jews agreed - though not full-hearted - to this two-state solution, but the Arabs did not. The Arab states: Egypt, Iraq, Lebanon, Saudi Arabia, Syria and Yemen voted against Resolution 194 (Hertz, “UN Resolution 194 and the Right of Return”, para. 4 & 5). Could this have been the solution for peace if peace talks and agreements would have started right away on this point? 

On May 15th 1948, the day before the British left the country, David Ben Gurion, the Executive Head of the World Zionist Organization, proclaimed the foundation and existence of the state of Israel, and became its first prime minister. This day became “Independence Day” or in Hebrew “Yom Ha’ atzma’ut”. For the Israelis, this is a day of celebration and the proudest day in history. For the Palestinians and Arabs on the other hand, it is a day of rage which they call Al-Naqba, Arabic for “the Catastrophe” (Israeli day of Independence, para. 1). 
Before the official foundation of the Jewish state Israel and several weeks before the end of the British Mandate, commandos of the Irgun, with Menachem Begin as their leader, attacked a village called Deir Yassin on the 9th of April 1948. About 144 houses were destroyed and 254 inhabitants were massacred (Sequence of events, 2010, para. 4 & 8). 
After the official foundation of Israel, the Arab neighbouring countries – Syria, Egypt and Jordan - launched war (the Independence War) against the new state. Much contrary to the Arab expectations, the Israeli triumphed easily and even won territories which used to be Palestinian property, because the resistance armies of the Arabs and the Palestinians were disorganized, tribal and entirely ineffective against the Israeli forces. And for years the Jews could systematically take land, set aside for the Arabs in the United Nations’ participation plan. Most Israeli historians and official mythology claim that the Palestinians left voluntarily. The contrary appeared to be true, when Benny Morris and other Israeli historians started reading through Israeli government archives in the 1980’s. The archive houses about 400 million documents, maps, audio tapes, video clips, photographs and special publications (IMRA, 2012, February 15, Israel State Archives Launches New Initiative to Acquaint the Public with its Treasures, para. 1). They revealed that more than 60 percent of Palestinians were systematically and forcibly expelled from 49 villages within the whole country of Israel. Others fled from 62 villages from fear or rumoured massacres. More than 700.000 Palestinians were forced to flee their homes or were thrown out and sought their refuge in neighboring countries: most people fled to the West Bank, Gaza, Lebanon, Syria, Jordan and Egypt. They thought that they were fleeing temporarily, until the hostilities calmed down, or until neighbouring countries and the rest of the world would come to their aid (Tristam, What is Al Naqba, or Al Nakba – The Catastrophe?, “The Catastrophe in Numbers” section, para. 1). Situation became worse for the Palestinian refugees than it would have been when the Arabs would have agreed on Resolution 194 in the first place. By losing the battle, they lost much of their homeland, land that they could have owned without any harm. 
At first, Israel was willing to return some lands in exchange for peace, but when Menachem Begin became prime minister, the plan was aborted. The Israeli government started building Jewish settlements in Judea and Samaria (the West Bank) for which Palestinian farmers had to leave their farms. This made the situation even more complicated, because it became impossible for the Palestinians to return to their homes. From that moment on until this very day, this has been one of the most important obstacles to create a Palestinian State (Bard, 2012, July, para. 1, 3).

During the war of 1967 - also known as the Six-Day War, of Israel against Syria, Jordan and Egypt - Israel acquired even more Palestinian lands and reconquered East Jerusalem. A few years later, Egypt and Syria attacked Israel on the day of Yom Kippur in 1973. This day is considered the holiest of the Jewish calendar and therefore people do not work that day. During this attack, Israel suffered, but struck back hard. Here again the result for the Palestinians turned out bad. Their position was even  weaker than before. Although Israel had a hard time, its army was strong enough to strike back harder and win more land.  For Palestine as well for Israel, violence does not seem to be the solution.  Notice here that  as a result of the two wars, Israel occupied even more Palestinian areas, including:
- the Gaza Strip, near the Israeli border with Egypt,

- the West Bank of the Jordan River, which Israel considers necessary for its own security,

- the Golan Heights, which are near Israel’s border with Syria,

- the Sinai Peninsula, which was later returned to Egypt (see Appendix A : Figures

Appendix A : Figures
).
Palestine resistance
The Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) was founded on the 29th of May 1964. The leader of this party was Yassar Arafat. The PLO has been active in different roles; they had the role of a resistance organization, a terroristic organization and the one of a political/governmental organization. Among the operations of the PLO as a terrorist organization was the hijacking of three jets of El Al, the Israeli aviation company, in September 1970. The jets were destroyed after the passengers were freed.  All this happened on live television, and was meant to punish the United States for supporting Israel. Another known operation was the murder of eleven Israeli athletes and coaches and a German police officer during the Olympic Games in Munich, Germany in 1972.
In 1987, the situation got worse for the Palestinians. As a result, a six-year rebellion started, the First Intifada, between Palestinians, without any proper army, and the Israeli, with the most modern weapon resort. Over the years, Israel created a strong, well organized army, something the Palestinians did not  have the options for.  
On November the 19th 1977, the President of Egypt, Anwar Sadat, travelled to Jerusalem and delivered a speech to the Knesset, the Israeli government. He was the first leader from the Arab world who made an initial step towards peace of any kind and was considered very courageous in the west, but strongly rebuked by many Arabs, including the Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt. Within his speech, Anwar Sadat declared the following: 

“Let us put an end to wars, let us reshape life on the solid basis of equity and truth. And it is this call, which reflected the will of the Egyptian people, of the great majority of the Arab and Israeli peoples, and indeed of millions of men, women, and children around the world that you are today honouring. And these hundreds of millions will judge to what extent every responsible leader in the Middle East has responded to the hopes of mankind.” (Sadat, 1977, November 19).
For the President of Egypt, there were several reasons for his decision to make peace with Israel. Muhammad Anwar al-Sadat had realized that force was not a solution to establish peace, something he recognized when Egypt wanted to gain back land they lost in the wars of 1967 and 1973, safe borders for the country being priority. While coming to a cease-fire, Sadat wanted to introduce Egypt to the rest of the world and by doing so establishing good connections with the United States, gaining more popularity in the Western countries and creating a stronger and safer position for his country. 
In September 1978, twelve days of secret negotiations took place between Israel and Egypt at Camp David - the property of US President Jimmy Carter. As a result, two agreements were signed at the White House on September 17, 1978. The first agreement contained that Egypt had to recognize Israel as a state and therefore, in return, Egypt would get back the Sinai - which was occupied by Israel since 1967.  This would stand for peace between Egypt and Israel and would all have to be concluded in three months. The second was a framework agreement, established as a format to conduct negotiations in order to reach an autonomous regime in the West Bank and Gaza. President Jimmy Carter witnessed the accords which were signed by President Sadat of Egypt and Prime Minister Menachem Begin of Israel (Camp David Accords, “Camp David Accords September 17, 1978”, para. 1).
For the Camp David Accords, Sadat and Begin received the Nobel Peace Price of 1978. (Sadat’s Visit To Israel, 1977, “Why did President Anwar Sadat of Egypt visit Israel in 1977?” section, para. 6). Unfortunately, the Peace Treaty for Israel and Egypt in 1979 was received with counter reactions among the rest of the Arab nations, in particular the Palestinians. Because of the treaty, Egypt’s membership within the Arab League was suspended and not reinstated until 1989.
On the 6th of October 1981, Muhammad Anwar al-Sadat got assassinated. The attackers were later identified as Islamist nationalists, associated with the Muslim Brotherhood under the name of Islamic Jihad. They did not agree with Muhammad Anwar al-Sadat on the peace treaty with Israel (Tristam, The Assassination of Egypt’s Anwar Sadat, “The Attackers” section, para. 1). 
From the early 80’s on, the Brotherhood had been expanding its influence in Gaza and in the West Bank. Around the same time, the Brotherhood became a powerful political factor, challenging the influence of the PLO.  In 1987, they approached a more nationalist and activist way of working under the name of Hamas. In December 1987 Hamas was founded, as a Palestinian religious, political and social movement which is mostly active in the Gaza Strip. Hamas gained its influence through a network of mosques and social organizations. They were dedicated to the victory of Islam and committed to destroy the Jewish state and replacing it with an Islamic state in all of Palestine. In their view, a Jewish state was forbidden in the area known as Palestine. The Hamas covenant proclaimed, "The land of Palestine is an Islamic trust... It is forbidden to anyone to yield or concede any part of it... Israel will continue to exist until Islam will obliterate it..." During the 1990’s and early 2000’s, Hamas conducted several suicide bombings and other attacks against Israel.  On September 28th 2000, prime-minister Ariel Sharon challenged the Israeli government to allow him to visit the Temple Mount, which is also the site of the Al-Aqsa mosque, the third holiest mosque of the Islam. Sharon wanted to demonstrate that if Israel gave away control of the Temple Mount to the Palestinians, these could not maintain peace in Jerusalem. What began that day with a few hundred protesters provoking Sharon’s police escort, erupted within a few hours into demonstrations across all Palestinian territories and resulted in the so-called Second Intifada. The following day, demonstrations raged throughout the West Bank and Gaza. It is claimed that until the end of February 2005, about 5000 Palestinian Arabs and over a thousand Israeli were killed. The economy of the West Bank was ruined by Israeli incursions and security measures. The outbreak of the Second Intifada brought an end to the Israeli-Palestine peace movement. Ariel Sharon appeared to be right, by provoking the Islam, peace could not be maintained. But was this provocation necessary? Why did the Israeli government allow Sharon to hurt the religious feelings of so many Muslims? 
In the meantime, from 2001 on, Israel started to build a security fence, an idea developed by Ariel Sharon, which is mainly build in the West Bank and partly along the “Green Line” - the differentiation between the areas which are administrated as part of the State of Israel - between Israel and the Palestinian West Bank. The barrier was made, according to Israel, to protect the Israeli citizens from further attacks. For the Palestinians, this had and still has a great effect on their living conditions. According to Amnesty International, the blockade punishes Gaza’s entire population by restricting the entry of food, medical supplies, educational equipment and building materials; it constitutes collective punishment under international law and should be lifted, the organization stated. Amnesty also claims that Israel has a duty under international law to ensure the welfare of Gaza’s inhabitants, including their rights to health, education, food and adequate housing (Gaza War Legacy – International institutions Survey the Damage, “From Amnesty International” section, para. 1 & 2). Besides the ugly view of the wall or fence within this originally so beautiful country, it creates many complications for mainly the Palestinians. Nowadays when they want to cross the borders, for instance to reach their land, they have to pass the checkpoints. They need to have a legitimate reason in order to pass. The check-ups are often not Palestinian friendly, whereas non-Palestinian people can cross the checkpoints without any difficulties. Family and friends are often separated from each other by the wall, land is taken from farmers and citizens are locked up between walls. 
In June 2002, President George Bush insisted that the Palestinians should abandon Yassar Arafat and the rest of their current leadership. Hereby, he denied Arafat’s will to come to a peace agreement.  According to Bush, the abandonment would be a condition for achieving a provisional state and then permanent nationhood, possibly within three years (Borger, 2002, June 25, para. 1). Shortly after that, the PLO’s headquarters in Ramallah got destroyed.

In 2004, Yassar Arafat died. Originally it was said that he died of blood disease or cancer, but after investigation and autopsy, rumour went that he was poisoned and that his death had been ordered by the Israeli government (Chossudovsky, 2013, March 7, para. 8). An accusation, rejected by the Israeli as being ridiculous.

The Israeli – Hezbollah war started in 2006, when Hezbollah - a Shi'a Islamic militant group and political party, based in Lebanon - started attacking Israel operating from Southern Lebanon. Hezbollah militants fired at an Israeli patrol on Israel’s side of the border fence, killing three Israeli soldiers and seizing two of them. Ehud Olmert, Prime Minister from 2006-2009, responded by bombarding parts of South and Eastern Lebanon. Hezbollah reacted with intense, daily, and indiscriminate missile barrages on towns in Northern Israel. The war lasted 34 days. The hostilities came to an end when the UN started a brokered cease-fire. Israel lost this war and concluded that Hezbollah and Hamas did not fear Israel anymore. 

These incidents scared the Israelis and as a result, they elected the conservative Benjamin Netanyahu as their Prime Minister. Netanyahu always had showed his disapproval with the Oslo Accords. According to his opinion, these Accords stood for a withdrawal of Israeli forces from parts of the Gaza Strip and the West Bank, and would give Palestine the right of self-government. Therefore Netanyahu hasn’t put any effort into following their terms. He distrusts the recognition of a Palestinian state. In the meanwhile, Hamas was becoming a strong and popular party for the Palestinians, especially in Gaza. With Prime Minister Netanyahu as a leader of Israel;  fighting against a Palestinian self-government state and on the other side the upcoming extremist group ‘ Hamas’ who combats the existence of Israel,  a solution to peace is hard to find. Both parties will have to shape their original statements in order to live side by side, but are they able to do this? 
On the 27th of December 2008, Israeli forces launched a major attack on Hamas political and military targets in Gaza, triggering what was called the Gaza War. Israeli ground forces moved towards the Gaza border, killing this first day between 200 and 255 Palestinians. Hamas forces responded with rocket attacks, reaching the Israeli cities of Ashkelon and Ashdod. During this war, Israel had the means of showing its enemies that it still has a military force to be reckoned with (The Gaza War (2008-2009), “Gaza War: Airstrikes and Ground Invasion” section, para. 1 & 2).

January 3rd 2009, thousands of Israeli troops launched the invasion of the Gaza Strip, in what Israel called “Operation Cast Lead” By the end of the first day of the offensive, Israel announced that its forces had bisected the Gaza Strip and surrounded the city of Gaza. On January the 6th, Israeli forces fired mortar rounds at what they said was an area for Hamas to launch their rockets from. The Israeli mortar shells struck a school which was run by the United Nations, and where hundreds of Palestinian civilians had taken shelter. According to the UN, about 40 civilians died in this attack. The bombing of the school brought a large amount of criticism on Israel from all around the world. On January 17th, Israel announced a cease-fire; they decided to stop operations without the assurance of an agreement with Hamas. The next day, Hamas and other Palestinian militia groups declared the halt of rocket launching on Israel for one week, while demanding Israel to withdraw from Gaza within the same week. The Gaza War killed in total approximately 971 Palestinians and 13 Israeli people. 
November 2012, Israel authorized the construction of 3000 housing units in the occupied area of East Jerusalem and the West Bank. They speeded up the process with 1000 more planning permissions to start building houses. This decision had been made one day after the UN General Assembly upgraded the Palestinian’ status at the UN to that of non-member observer state with a majority of 138 votes in favour to 9 against of Canada, Czech Republic, Israel, Marshall Islands, Federated States of Micronesia, Nauru, Panama, Palau and the United States, and with 41 abstentions (General Assembly votes overwhelmingly to accord Palestine‘Non-Member Observer State’ Status in United Nations, para. 1). This status, though largely symbolic, has an important meaning in the Middle East. 

The Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas, the successor of Yasser Arafat since 2004, called for an end to settlement building and the return to peace talks. These constructions in the planned area would cut the West Bank in two parts, and would prevent the creation of a Palestinian state. According to the United Nations, the plan of extending the housing would make it more complicated to resume peace talks. 
The plan of construction was in the first place a sign of Israel’s anger about the outcome of the voting on the Palestinian status held at the UN. Bearing in mind that the number of inhabitants of Israel is rapidly growing and more space is needed, Israel is continuing to build settlements on Palestinian area, which makes it all the more difficult to come to a peace agreement. The settlements are considered as illegal under international law, though Israel has always disagreed on that point (Israel to build 3,000 settler homes after UN vote, 2012, November 30, para. 13).  
The Palestinian negotiators are now struggling to put a halt to the settlement buildings on occupied land, in order to resume the direct talks. According to Israeli counterparts, there can be no preconditions. 
In 2012 an armed conflict started in Syria, when the government responded with gunfire, mass arrests and tanks to try to crush anti-governmental street protests inspired by the Arab Spring in Tunesia, Egypt and Libya (Syria profile – Overview, 2013, September 4, para. 10). Governmental forces and pro-governmental military groups, known as ‘Shabeeha’, committed many killings in areas which were under their control. Some opposition forces carried out serious abuses such as kidnapping, torture and executions. This year sources show that until this very moment more than about 35.000 civilians have been killed in the conflict. The situation became unbearable for the citizens, while the fighting has intensified and therefore hundreds of thousands of people have fled and become refugees in neighbouring countries. Iraq, Jordan, Lebanon and Turkey have opened their borders to more than 341.000 refugees. 
Because of the extents of the problems in Syria, the situation in Palestine is not such a high topic in the news these days. The World is focused on the new problem within the Middle Eastern countries like Syria and Egypt. But the conflicts over the years caused an even more complex situation to come to a peace agreement within Israel and Palestine. It appears that as long as a resolution to the problems between them is not found, the other states within the Middle East are unlikely to be resolved. 

3. Current government position of Israel and Palestine

Situation in Israel

Israel is possibly the most democratic government of the Middle East. For example, all citizens from the age of 18 on, have the right to vote.  Although there has not been any exclusive Arab party in the Israeli government, the Knesset, since the recognition of Israel, there are possibilities for Arab inhabitants of Israel to participate in politics, both national as regional and local. There are several political parties in which the Arab’s have their say:

Hadash (Hebrew acronym for The Democratic Front for Peace and Equality) is a political party, set up in 1977. It is a Jewish and Arab socialist group, which has four seats in the Knesset. Led by Mohammed Barakeh, the party promotes cooperation between Jews and Arabs and the rights of women, minorities and workers. It supports a two-state solution (Guide to Israel’s political parties, 2013, January, “Hadash” section).
Balad (meaning ‘nation’ in Arabic, in Hebrew ‘the National Democratic Assembly) is a mainly Arabic, leftist orientated party, set up in 1995. Led by Jamal Zahalka, they took 3 seats within the parliament (Guide to Israel’s political parties, 2013, January, “Balad” section). They are anti-Zionist and create political awareness within the Arab sector in Israel. Balad describes itself as a democratic progressive national party for the Palestinian citizens of Israel’, aiming for the complete separation of religion and state (Balad, 2008, April, “Chairman: Jamal Zahalka” section, para. 2).
The current government is led by the head of the government, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu of the right wing Likud party, who took office on March the 31st 2009. Netanyahu and his party were re-elected in January 2013 for another four years. 

Since Netanyahu has been leading the nation, there have only been few breakthroughs in new negotiations with the Palestinians. As explained in the previous chapter, this is partly due to the influence and position of the extreme parties on both sides – Israel has some right winked religious parties which are especially focussed on a Jews state, for the Palestinians ‘Hamas’ is the extremer party.-  Prime Minister Netanyahu is known for his position against a Palestinian State. Since he has been chosen as Prime Minister for a second time, it appears that the majority of the Israeli are strongly supporting his strategy.  This is one of the reasons why the situation within the Peace Process is not improving. Concerning national actions, the Prime Minister also has to face some difficult matters, which has namely to do with controversial budget cuts. These actions and policies include the following:
- Under the Netanyahu government almost 40% of the new constructions of the settlements are located on the side of the West Bank, which is the Eastern side of the approved route of Israel’s separation barrier. A few years before, this was only 20% of the constructions (see 
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). Concluding here that under Netanyahu’s reign the amount of settlements has grown, the difficulties to come to a peace agreement have accumulated. As Israel is building on Palestinian land -even trespassing the ‘Green Line’ from 1967- creating a two-state solution is not very likely on the short term.   
- The government agreed to a record number of proposals and planning’s of future construction in settlements in East Jerusalem. In the first two years of the Netanyahu government there were hardly any tenders made, due to outside pressure at the beginning of President Obama’s first administration. The last two years the government abandoned any pretence of restraint. For the coming years they issued tenders for the construction of 5302 housing units in settlements and in East Jerusalem.  Many of these tenders are focused on settlements that directly undermine the possibility of achieving a two state solution.

 - Previous successive Israeli governments have shown evidence of their seriousness about peace, with the commitment not to establish new settlements. The Netanyahu government, in contrast, is the first government since the time of Yitzhak Shamir (1988-1990) to break the commitment by establishing new settlements in the West Bank and East Jerusalem. This governmental attitude towards a peace solution is contradictive to every peace talk since the foundation of the Israeli state. Many wonder if peace is conceivable as long as the government of Netanyahu is ruling. For years, successive governments have repeated their commitment to the rule of law and the intention to live up to their obligations to remove illegal outposts and stop illegal construction by settlers. Balad, 2008, April, “Chairman: Jamal Zahalka” section, para. 2). (Settlements and the Netanyahu government: A deliberate Policy of undermining the Two-State Solution, p. 6, “Part V: Illegal Settler Construction” section, para. 1). Again, the Netanyahu government has adopted a different approach by explicitly supporting illegal construction activities. The announcement of the new policy; which is based on the idea that outposts on private land would be evacuated and the rest would be legalized, shows in effect that the government has no intention to enforce the law on the settlers unless the courts force them to. Settlers saw the opportunity to establish new projects without the permission of the government. This is a violation of the laws adopted democratically by the state of Israel. Settlements and the Netanyahu government: A deliberate Policy of undermining the Two-State Solution, p. 2, “Part I: Construction Starts in Settlements” section, para. 2).
The citizens of Israel, living inside the Green Line, get little sympathy from the government when it comes to social justice and socio-economic issues. Young Israelis find it increasingly difficult to secure stable employment and affordable housing. A wave of mass protest erupted in 2011, when thousands of Israelis demanded more social justice and jobs. Instead, the Netanyahu government provided the funding, which was meant for the young Israeli, to the settlements deep inside the West Bank and to building support among Israelis for keeping settlements. The violence and lawlessness of settlers in the West Bank and East Jerusalem has extended under the Netanyahu government. Settlers exercised attacks not only against Palestinians and their properties, but also against IDF soldiers and Israeli police. These attacks spread inside “the Green line”, with attacks on Palestinians in West Jerusalem and by targeting mosques and churches throughout the country. This issue, including death threats, the attacks targeting the peace organization of “Peace Now” and the ineffectual response to this by the Netanyahu government, has been covered in the Israeli and international media (Settlements & the Netanyahu Government: A Deliberate Policy of Undermining the Two-State Solution, “Part VIII: Settler Violence” section, para. 1). For the Israeli citizens the situation within the Palestinian region is frequently unknown. The news on the television or in the newspapers does not give any facts about the often miserable situation in the Palestinian region. Therefore for many Israeli the awareness of the real situation and the problems of many Palestinians is quite imprecise. 

Situation in Palestine

Palestine used to have an interim self-government body known as the Palestinian Authority (PA). This system was established as a result of the Oslo Accords in 1993 between the Palestinian Liberation Organization and Israel, as a five year interim body. At that time further negotiations were meant to take place between the parties to come to a final status. The PA’s function was to govern the West Bank and Gaza Strip. Since the establishment in 1994 it renamed itself the Palestinian National Authority (PNA). The politics of the PNA contains a semi-presidential multi-party republic, with a Legislative Council, an executive President, and a Prime Minister who leads the Cabinet (Palestinian National Authority, para. 1&2). Since January 2005, Mahmoud Abbas is the President of the Palestinian Authority; his victory was widely interpreted as a hopeful sign to come to a new peace agreement with Israel (Mahmoud Abbas, 2008, “Abbas Elected Palestinian Authority President” section, para. 1).
Most of the surrounding Arab countries of Israel, like Jordan and Lebanon, play or have played a role in the fight for land between Israel and Palestine. Many Palestinian refugees live in their country and they fear for many more to come when a resolution is not found. In order to come to a peace agreement in the Middle East, chances are small that the problems in the region are solved before a solution between Palestine and Israel has been achieved. To come to a peace agreement, both Israel and its Arab neighbour countries will have to learn how to adjust and accept each other in order to live side by side. As described in the previous chapter; Egypt tried a different approach for peace with Israel. Most other Arab countries were opposed to this peace agreement. But it seems unlikely that a solution between Israel and Palestine will ever be achieved without Arab support. 

An Arab peace initiative has been proposed for the first time in 2002 by Crown Prince, Abdullah of Saudi Arabia in the Beirut Summit in the Arab League. But it has been overshadowed by a major terroristic attack on the 27th of March 2002, the day before the Initiative was published. The attack had been claimed by the Izz ad-Din al-Qassam Brigades, which is Hamas’ military right wing.   The Initiative had been re-endorsed in 2007 at the Riyadh Summit. The Arab League is formed by 22 members, who want the Israeli to withdraw completely from the West Bank, Gaza, East-Jerusalem and the Golan Heights; as it was planned within the ‘Green line’ on the 4th of June 1967. Further on they wanted an arranged settlement for the Palestinian refugees, based on UN Resolution 194 – this resolution calls for a diplomatic resolution to the conflict and resolves that any refugee who wishes to return to his home and live in peace with his neighbours, should be able to do so, or should be provided with compensation if he/she wishes differently (Teitelbaum, 2009, p. 10). 

Through this initiative a two-state- solution could be possible, although it seems hardly realistic. Israel has invested a lot in housing and settlements, mainly outside the Green line boarders of 1967. Over the years the amount of refugees has been at least doubled and many houses and properties are not in the same state anymore, if still existing at all. A mass return of refugees might turn out in a logistic disaster. 

In June 2007, Hamas started an attack on the Fatah territory, for many years being the most important party within the Palestinian government. In this particular attack 161 Palestinian citizens were killed and 700 were wounded. Hamas had the specific aim to disable their enemies, so they could not return to battle; many were shut in arms and legs. After the battle the Palestinian citizens were divided in two groups, 1.5 million people remained in Gaza under Hamas supervision; the other 2.5 million live on the West Bank under Fatah’s guiding (Hamas Vs. Fatah: The Palestinian Civil War, para 1-4). The conflict resulted in the split of Palestinian Authority into two policies, the Palestinian National Authority ruled by Fatah and the Hamas Government in Gaza. Both parties believe that they are the true representative of the Palestinian people. Different neighbouring Arab countries such as Egypt, Turkey, Yemen, Saudi Arabia and Mauritania made different attempts to intervene in this civil war, but without any success. The two ‘Palestinian’ states and their parties did start reconciliation talks again, but the two sides are still differentiating themselves from one another. The Gaza Strip, which is controlled by Hamas, receives funding from Muslim Brotherhood organizations, for example in Egypt, Turkey and Qatar. Fatah, controlling the West Bank, does not receive much support from the Arab States nor from the Western States.  If the two parties within Palestine do not succeed in ending this internal conflict, this situation could permanently divide the Palestinians. This would result into a more complicated situation to come to a peace agreement with Israel.

On 29 November 2012, the United Nations General Assembly recognized Palestine as a non-member observer state in the UN, while expressing the need to focus on negotiations between Israel and Palestine to come to a permanent two-state solution. President Mahmoud Abbas told the Assembly before the voting took place: “We did not come here seeking to delegitimize a State established years ago, and that is Israel; rather we came to affirm the legitimacy of the State that must now achieve its independence, and that is Palestine.”(Abbas, 2012, November 29). From that point on, the PNA does not longer exist, but became the ‘State of Palestine’. 
The Arab Spring:

In early 2011, series of demonstrations and anti-governmental protests began to rise in the Arab world. These protests are known as the “Arab Spring.” This outbreak considerably shrunk Israel’s comfort zone. The regional instability could disrupt the relatively favourable geopolitical balance Israel had enjoyed the last years. Of all the Arab countries, only Egypt and Jordan have recognized Israel as a state. Israel‘s long-time ally in Egypt, former President Hosni Mubarak, had been replaced by an Islamite government, led by President Mohammed Morsi. (In the meantime the Egyptian army has taken over the power; it is still unclear what the future developments in Egypt will be).
The relations with the other Arab countries are either frosty if not openly hostile. Israel’s friends are limited in the region, they lost their strategic relationship with Turkey (due to the raid on a Turkish ship in 2010 with sympathizers who were trying to deliver supplies into Gaza), and Israeli policy makers are very concerned about Iran’s nuclear program and its links to Islamist militants in Lebanon, Gaza and Syria (De Jong, 2011, preface p.9).
4. Previous attempts to a solution
As time passes by, the relationship between Israel and Palestine is becoming more complicated. Legal Affair editor Boaz Okon wrote the following on the subject:”Just like in a children’s connect-the-dots colouring book, where connecting random dots creates a picture, so in Israel, if you connect a number of horrifying, multiplying incidents, you begin to see a monster. These dots are growing evidence of the lack of the spirit of freedom and the emergence of apartheid and fascism.” (Okon, 2010, June 22, Op-ed). Boaz Okon is pointing out the fact that when people search for compromises to ensure a common future in peace and security, most Palestinians and Israelis are blinded by mistrust for each other. Opinions about ‘the others’ are created by fear, prejudices and images of the enemy (Senfft, p.29). 

The very first direct negotiations between all the parties involved in the Middle East conflict were held in 1991 in Madrid. The Palestinians were represented by a joint Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. These talks continued in Washington until 1993, and led to separate negotiations which resulted in the 1996 Israeli-Jordanian peace treaty, which normalized the relations between the two countries and resolved territorial disputes. 

The PLO, formed in 1964, used to be the primary organizational device to free Palestinian from Israeli occupation. For years, Yassar Arafat was their leader. He had been a leader of Fatah for a long time; a major political party and the largest faction within the PLO. With Fatah as his party, he helped to organize military raids against Israel. He exerted control over both PLO military and diplomatic efforts (In Pictures: Yasser Arafat’s Life, 2012, July 3, second photo caption).

As a leader of the PLO, Arafat at first persisted in denying Israel’s right to exist, but this changed over time. In the late 1980’s, he accepted the reality of the Israeli state. It is around this time that the Hamas party rose, as a more radical but also as a more Islamic fundamentalist Palestinian party. Yassar Arafat’s change of attitude towards Israel was a positive step for possible peace agreements. However, the rise of the Hamas party made the situation even more complicated. 

In 1992, Israel elected a new Prime Minister: Yitzchak Rabin, a man who was willing to explore new possibilities for peace bringing. Therefore, Norway offered to provide a place where Israeli and Palestinian diplomats could hold secret meetings. Fourteen of these meetings took place in that same year and eventually the negotiators created a “Declaration of Principles”, also known as the Oslo Accords. This declaration included:

- that Israel would recognize the PLO as Palestine’s official representative,

- that the PLO would end the use of violence against Israel,

- that PLO would recognize Israel’s right to exist,

- that both parties agreed to self-rule in Gaza and the Jericho area of the West Bank by 2000,

- that Israel would reduce building of the settlements in unspecified areas of the West Bank, within a period of five years (Jones, “Oslo Accords” section, para. 2).

Both Rabin and Arafat signed the Oslo Accords on September the 13th 1993. This was the first successful step towards peace; the declaration was intended as a foundation for Palestinian self-government and final status negotiations. The PLO changed the name of its organization in 1994 and became the Palestinian National Authority, commonly known as the PA (Palestinian Authority). Israel started to give up territories in Gaza and the West Bank. It occurs that under these leaders, a peace solution seemed rather close. Within the Oslo Accords Palestine reached a status of more independence and the two parties agreed on the territory of land division. 

Unfortunately, on November 4th, 1995, Yigal Amir, an Israeli radical right-wing extremist student, who did not accept the Oslo Accords, assassinated Prime Minister Rabin. In 1995, a new series of accords, called Oslo II, were signed on September the 24th, right before Rabin was assassinated. They enabled the development of a Palestinian political structure, starting with the elections of the Palestinian Legislative Council and of the office of the President of the Palestinian Authority (“Operation Defensive Shield”, 2013, September 22, “…”). The respond of this right wing extremist the development of peace and Palestinians political structure indicates the mixed feelings and position towards a peace resolution within the Israeli society. As mentioned in the first paragraph of this  chapter; many Palestinians and Israeli, due to all kind of trauma’s from recent history, are blinded by mistrust for each other, which makes it in their opinion impossible to live side by side. 

 July 2000, a Middle East Peace Summit at Camp David took place between President Bill Clinton of the United States, Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Barak and Palestinian Authority Chairman Yassar Arafat. The peace talks failed immediately because both parties blamed one another for not having achieved the goals, set by the Oslo Accords. The four main obstacles were: territory, Jerusalem and the Temple Mount, refugees and their right to return and Israeli security concerns. September 2000, the Middle East peace process came to a standstill and when negotiations at Camp David broke down because the different parties did not succeed to agree on several subjects, the Second Intifada- also known as the Oslo War- started. It was a response to the visit of Israeli- opposition leader Ariel Sharon at the Temple Mount in Jerusalem. This resulted in the ruin of most of the Israeli peace movement. The Israelis who had come to believe in the possibility of peace with the Palestinians felt disillusioned and betrayed. From that moment on, various mutual attacks took place from Palestinian and Israeli side. As described earlier in this chapter, a relatively small incident could damage the whole peace process. 

The Second Intifada was a period of intense violence. On the 17th of October 2001; Israeli Minister of Tourism Rahavam Ze’evi was assassinated at the Hyatt Hotel in Jerusalem. A squad of Palestinians responsible for the assassination was acting in the name of the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP), a militant organization. They were able to flee from the crime scene. The attack on the minister was an exceptional attack amongst the Second Intifada; when Palestinian terrorists launched a series of attacks and suicide bombings against Israel, they were mostly aimed at random groups of Israeli civilians and soldiers. December 2001, Israel responded by destroying a big part of Yassar Arafat’s headquarters in Ramallah, forcing him into house arrest. Later on, Israel started to respond to the attacks by launching Operation Defensive Shield, starting on March 29, 2002. This was a large- scale military operation in the West Bank area, conducted by the Israel Defence Forces. The goals of the operation were, as stated by Prime Minister Ariel Sharon: “To catch and arrest terrorists and their dispatchers and those who finance and support them; to confiscate weapons intended to be used against Israeli citizens; to expose and destroy facilities and explosives, laboratories, weapons production factories and secret installations. The orders are clear: target and paralyze anyone who takes up weapons and tries to oppose our troops, resist them or endangers them – and to avoid harming the civilian population.” (Sharon, 2008, Avril 2). There were up to 20.000 Israeli military activated during the conflict, who were mostly located in the cities where the fighting was mostly centred; Bethlehem, Jenin, Nablus and Ramallah.  During the operation, the assassins of Minister Rahavam Ze’evi were found in the Mukataa; Yassar Arafat’s’ presidential compound in Ramallah, which was placed under siege on the 29 March 2002. The siege was lifted in May 2002, in return for handing over the assassins who were very much wanted by Israel; they were transferred to the Jericho prison under the supervision of British and American guards. September 2002 the compound was again placed under siege. The UN Security Council called to Israel for an immediate end to the siege, but was ignored (“Operation Defensive Shield”, 2013, September 22, “Stated Goals” section). The Second Intifada was an example of fighting violence with violence, with many deaths on both sides and increased mutual mistrust. 

 Operation ‘Defensive Shield’ killed many people on, but the majority was on the Palestinian side. According to an investigation fulfilled by the United Nations, 30 Israeli soldiers were killed and 127 were wounded during the fight, while 497 Palestinians were killed and 1447 were wounded.  The UN report also noted that "United Nations agencies and other international agencies, when allowed into Ramallah and other Palestinian cities, documented extensive physical damage to Palestinian Authority civilian property. That damage included the destruction of office equipment, such as computers and photocopying machines that did not appear to be related to military objectives. While denying that such destruction was systematic, the Israeli Defence Forces have admitted that their personnel engaged in some acts of vandalism, and are carrying out some related prosecutions." (“Operation Defensive Shield”, 2013, September 22, “Palestinian Authority civilian property” section, para. 1).

After the UN Security Council was ignored by Israel, the European Union, taking the out coming facts very seriously, considered imposing an economic sanction on Israel and by doing so forcing it to stop the operation. According to the Belgian Foreign Minister Louis Michel, the EU could reconsider the trade relations with Israel. As a result, the European Parliament passed a non-binding resolution which called for economic sanctions against Israel and for the EU to suspend immediate trade and cooperation agreement with Israel. The resolution was passed by a vote of 269 to 208 and 22 abstentions (“Operation Defensive Shield”, 2013, September 22, “Jenin” section). The European Union used its power to give Israel some pressure on its economic status. They are an important trade partner for Israel, and the country would lose financial stability when the trading with the EU would stop. This sanction on Israel might be a rather effective approach to influence Israeli policy.

On the 10th of November 2002, US President George W. Bush mentioned for the first time in a speech at the UN General Assembly the idea of a two-state solution between Israel and Palestine, living side by side in peace and security within recognized borders. The Arab League approved the peace initiative of the then Saudi Crown Prince, during the summit meeting on the 27th - 28th of March 2002 in Beirut. In this proposition, called the Arab Peace Initiative, the Arab states offered Israel normalized relations in exchange for Israel’s withdrawal from the 1967’s borders (see 
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), including Jerusalem. They also called for a solution to the refugee problem. The solution for the refugee problem and the status of the religious holy city of Jerusalem were not precisely discussed yet, mainly because this might be one of the hardest topics to tackle. 

5. Role of the EU in the Middle East Peace Process
The EU and the Quartet

The role of the European Union in the Middle East peace process was defined in a communication to the Council of Ministers of the European Union and to the European Parliament as such: 
“The aim of the document is to provide elements for a thorough debate within the EU on the present situation in the Middle East and the impact of the EU political and economic strategy for the region.” (European Commission, 1998, January 16).
The Quartet was formed in 2002 with the EU, the US, the UN and Russia as participants. It was originally created to plan an international conference on the Middle East which would detail the international community’s involvement in the Arab-Israel conflict. For decades, the US had been the main mediator and peace facilitator, but among the Palestinians and other Arab nations, the sentiment was that they had not lived up to their expectations. Therefore, when the Quartet was inducted, the opinion was that other parties, and especially the EU, should play a bigger role in the Peace Process. The Quartet is in effect ‘a team of brokers’ (Gollub & Krume, 2010, p.16).
The EU joined the Quartet because of its growing role in the Middle East peace process, with a great range of political and practical activities being undertaken under its supervision. On one hand, the EU is the main financial donor to Palestinian state-building activities; on the other hand, it has gained Israel’s trust as a political and business dialogue partner; the EU is Israel’s major source of import and the second largest market for export, and is now accepted by the Israelis as an active mediator in the peace process (European Commission, 2013, May, Trade –Policy-Countries and Regions-Israel, “Trade picture” section, para. 2). For the EU, the role as a mediator places them in an interesting position. It could be stated that the EU is for Palestine as well as for Israel of high influence when it comes to finance, which is important to make and to keep a country stable. Because the EU is supportive and cooperative with both parties, it has an equalized position. 
In 2003, the Quartet developed a peace plan for the Israelis and the Palestinians known as the “Road Map”. The goal of this plan was to create a two-state solution: Israel and an independent, democratic and viable Palestinian state, existing side by side within secure and recognized borders. From the 3rd of June on, Prime Minister Sharon and Mahmud Abbas, his Palestinian counterpart, both accepted the Road Map.  It was approved by the UN Security Council on November the 19th 2003, from that moment on; both parties within the conflict were asked to fulfil the obligations written in the document. The first phase of the Road Map included the creation of an office for the new Palestinian Prime Minister, preparations for free and fair elections and the introduction of economic and administrative reforms. From Israel’s side, the request to freeze settlement expansions and the end of violence from both sides still had to take place. To find a resolution for the Arab-Israeli conflict is a strategic priority for Europe. According to Professor Gerald M. Steinberg (Steinberg, 1999, November 15, The European Union and the Middle East Process, “European Interests in the Middle East” section, para. 1) there are several reasons for this interest, which are substantive, symbolic and political: Europe has a major economic interest in the Middle East, because the European countries are consumers of the Middle Eastern petrol and gas. On the other hand the Middle East is very interested in the European industrial goods and weapons and other related military technology, for which the Middle East has a lucrative market. For the Southern European states, namely France, Spain, Italy, Greece and Portugal, a stable Middle East and North Africa is a great concern and priority; because with political unrest and economic failure, massive emigration might start across the Mediterranean. Further on, for some countries within the European Union, in particular France, it is very important to play a major role on an international level. Being involved in the Middle East Peace Process is important to reach a position as a major power broker (Steinberg, 1999, November 15, The European Union and the Middle East Process, “European Interests in the Middle East” section, para. 2).
After the Second Intifada ended, a conference was organized in Annapolis in November 2007, in order to gain new objectives in the Middle East peace process. During this conference, Israelis and Palestinians agreed to participate in direct negotiations, aiming for an agreement by the end of 2008. Also, the obligations contained in the Road map were reaffirmed by both parties. The first negotiations started in December 2007, after the Arab League had stated that the Arab Peace Initiative was still valid (Annapolis Conference, para. 1,2&4). Unfortunately, the attempt to reach an agreement by the end of 2008 was unsuccessful. This was due to a dissolved Israeli parliament and the continuation of the internal conflict between Fatah and Hamas. Direct negotiations were suspended after an armed conflict broke out in and around Gaza on December the 27th 2008.

When Barack Obama became President of the US in January 2009, a new phase of the Peace Process began. Special Envoy George Mitchell, representative of the US, focused on the task to negotiate the resumption of direct talks. The two parties succeeded only for a few weeks to continue the talks but broke off soon again, due to divergent opinions. 

The Quartet initiated another attempt to come to a peace agreement in September 2011; they wanted to reach this by using a multi-phase plan which contained a timetable for negotiations without preconditions. The aim was coming to a new deal by the end of 2012. The Israeli and the Palestinian parties accepted the plan in principle, but had difficulties when it came to the subject of the settlements. On the 3rd of January 2012, the parties came together in Amman, Jordan’s capital, to start the official direct talks; this ended with a suspension and no improvements were made. History shows that every time a peace agreement has almost been found, there is another complicated subject which only could be resolved with the full cooperation of both parties. As long as they are not cooperative, any international responsible organization could try to mediate between them, but their influence on the elaboration is minimal. 
In September 2012 President Mahmud Abbas presented his plan to the United Nations General Assembly. His presentation introduced a resolution upgrading the Palestinian status to an observer state by the end of November 2012. This meant that Palestine would have the right to speak at United Nations General Assembly meetings, to participate in procedural votes and to sponsor and sign resolutions. However, they would not be allowed to vote on resolutions and other substantive matters. Israel rejected this step as a unilateral action. 

On the 14th of May 2012 in Brussels, the Council of the European Union reaffirmed its commitment to the two-state solution in the Foreign Affairs Council meeting.

After official direct talks were suspended again in January 2012, Israel resumed building settlements. At the end of October 2012, violence broke out in and around Gaza, with Palestinians firing rockets at southern Israel and Israel responding with air strikes. In November, the situation only got worse, with more attacks and more rocket firing and air strikes from both sides, which caused lots of concern worldwide. As mentioned before, a major problem within the peace process is that Israel is continuing to build settlements, and from both sides violent actions are breaking out on both sides. As long as both governments are not taking this seriously, peace will not be found, or at least not with this strategy. 
On the 13th of March 2013 Barack Obama visited Israel during three days. President Obama and Israeli Prime Minister Benyamin Netanyahu gathered with the effort of boosting the relation between Israel and the USA. During their talks Iran, Syria and Israeli-Palestinian conflict were the main topics. In a speech, delivered in Jerusalem, President Obama urged young Israelis to put pressure on their leaders in order to seek peace with the Palestinians: ”To look at the world through the eyes of the Palestinians but that on the other hand, the Palestinians would have to acknowledge the Jewish state’s historical right to exist and to defend itself from threats.”
2003, the EU has had the official position to support the staged implementation of the Road Map for peace, a three-stage process for achieving these objectives, namely:

- satisfy the preconditions for a Palestinian state

- creating an independent Palestinian state with provisional borders

- negotiations on a permanent status agreement, recognition of a Palestinian state with permanent borders and end of conflict. 

Within the Quartet, the EU worked on the possibilities of a political settlement and state building operations in the Palestinian territories. It should be kept in mind that the EU is a major funder of the Palestinian Authority, with the goal of building a viable state in order to make a two-state solution and living side-by-side with Israel and the neighbouring countries possible. Even thought the actions of the EU have been numerous, they remain largely unknown among the Western society, though they are acknowledged by the Arabs. The Israeli, on the other hand, have shown their strong discontentment about the role the EU is playing, mainly because the EU repeatedly called for an immediate freezing of settlement activities and the proactive dismantling of outposts as set out in the Road Map. 

An other objective that the EU is focussing on, is to build good relationships with the different states within the region and more specifically with those having an important role in the solution of the conflict. By hand of the EURO-MED (also known as the Barcelona Process) partnership and under the European Neighbourhood policy, the EU has strengthened the relations between Israel, Lebanon, Egypt, Jordan and the Palestinian Authority, based on action plans. This partnership is a Union between the EU and the Mediterranean neighbors, including Israel, to promote regional economic cooperation, social and cultural cooperation and democratic reform. By implementing projects in these areas on subjects as economy, environment, energy, health, migration and culture the partnership tries to fulfill their goals (Israeli Mission to the European Union, “Union For Mediterranean”, Israel-EU: Union for the Mediterranean” section). On the other hand, the European Neighborhood Policy (ENP) is a policy based on the values of democracy, rule of law and respect of human right. The ENP works with their southern and eastern neighbors in order to achieve political association and economic integration. The goal is based on common interests and values such as democracy, the rule of law, respect for human rights and social cohesion (European Union External Action, “European Neighborhood Policy (ENP) Overview”, para. 1).
On the 14th of May 2012, the European Council presented their conclusion on the Middle East Peace Process. In this report, they reaffirmed the EU’s commitment to a two-state solution and stated that the changing role of the Arab world - more power and the  extension of influences- makes the need for progress in the Middle East peace process even more urgent. 

 The ending of the conflict would be a fundamental interest for the EU and obviously for Israel, Palestine and the neighboring countries. Peace could be achieved through a comprehensive peace agreement based on the UN Security Council Resolutions, the Madrid principles, the Road Map, the Arab Peace Initiative and of course the agreements reached by the parties. 

The EU and its Member States are commited to the security of Israel, including the vital threats. The EU has therefore asked its partners in the region to prevent arms smuggling into Gaza. They are afraid that the development on the ground could make a two-state solution impossible.This concerns namely the Israelis’ settlements construction, for which a great amount of them is located in Palestinian areas and should therefore be dismantled, according to the Road Map. 

In East Jerusalem, Palestinian citizens have been evicted and their houses have been demolished. As a result, the residency status of the Palestinians changed and this has counter-effects on the prevention of peaceful cultural, economical, social or political activities. There are many Palestinians who last their houses and they fled to their neigbourcountries to live in refugee camps. To come to a peace agreement, a solution to the refugee problem should be found, but for the moment this only seem to became worse. In many cases houses will have to be rebuild, and in other cases new families are living there. If the refugees have the right of return, it is unlikely that they could return to their own houses. New houses will have to be build, but on which ground is still unclear. The current financial situation of the PA makes it very complicated to reach achievements in statebuilding. Therefore, when the economy of Palestine is not growing, or does not have the chance to grow, the reality of a single and autonomous state fades away. 

Between 2009 and 2011, the EU Foreign Affairs drew some conclusions on the position of international law regarding a two-state solution. These conclusions are taken into account by the EU as followed:

According to the international law, the Israeli settlements remain illegal and are seen as irrespective of recent deciscions of the Israeli government. The EU states that it will not recognize any change to the pre-1967 borders other than those agreed by the parties. 

The EU also aims to find a solution through negotiations for the status of Jerusalem as the future capital of the two states. For that purpose, the union calls for the reopening of Palestininan institutions in Jerusalem in accordance with the Road Map. 
As mentioned here, the settlements build by the Israeli, outside the boarders of 1967 remain illegal. This means that the settlements stand on Palestinian property. The amount of citizens in Israel are growing, and they occupy the new houses with their family. In order to come to a solution, Israel will have to stop building the settlements outside the boarders and start focussing on housing within the boardes of 1967. The illegal settlements will become property to the Palestinians, which might be a start of rebuilding the Palestinian state, these houses for the people who lost their properties. 

Perspectives for the EU

“Over the last ten years, Europe has become a global player whose voice is heard on every continent. We have developed a foreign policy, with the structures and tools to underpin it.”

(Javier Solana, EU’s High Representative for Common Foreign Affairs and Security Policy, 2009)

The role of the European Union within the Middle East Peace Process has developed over the years and is generally agreed to having achieved a considerable role on economic and policy domain. The EU’s status and impact on high politics are more ambiguous. The Arab-Israeli conflict was one of the first EU foreign policy projects, and there has been European involvement ever since. Participating within the MEPP was very interesting for many European countries from a historical and economical perspective, mainly because of the intense role of the UK and France in the very creation of the conflict and because of the German historical responsibility towards the Jews. Therefore the MEPP is of enormous interest to the European member states and has been defined as a strategic priority for Europe. Furthermore, the European economic interests in the region are of vital importance. The EU has invested in the infrastructure and nation building of the land on a great scale. It has provided traineeships for Palestinian security forces and a monitoring mission on the Egypt-Gaza border. Moreover, the EU is the largest financial donor to Palestinians and a very important trading and research partner to Israel (Gollub & Krume, 2010, p.10). On the other hand, it is significant to notice that while the EU is the largest financial donor to the Palestinian Authority, it has a number two position (after the US) in the selling of weapons to Israel. The top three of weapon contributors within the European member countries are France, Germany and Britain. The EU has never objected Israel using their weapons against the Palestinians. In fact, Israel became a short of facto member of the EU, because of the strategic relations. Javier Solana, former head of EU foreign policy, actually said in 2009: ”Israel, allow me to say, is a member of the European Union without being a member of the institution.” (El Sayed Selim M., p.24).
The EU has been extending and improving its relations with most countries within the Middle East, this in order to support economic development and governance. 

Despites all its actions, the EU has failed to reach its foreign policy objectives across the region. Because of the financial crisis within Europe starting in 2008, its position could make the situation worse in the Middle East. Currently, most European countries are trying hard to get financially back on track. Economic aid to foreign countries is being cut. Therefore, the states will have to ensure that they are able to manage the current economic crisis effectively. This would promote the wellbeing of the EU, but is also important for the credibility and effectiveness of the foreign policy.

 The EU has been criticized for slow response to events and for failing the adjustment of united strategic leadership in the region. There is a lot of poverty in many Arab countries and the situation does not seem to improve, because the political reform is slow. On governments in the Middle East it has had a confusing effect: there were such a great number of speakers representing the EU (O’Donnell, 2010, p.73-74).

On the first of December 2009, the Lisbon Treaty was implemented, for which years of negotiating were necessary in order to agree on institutional issues. The treaty made an improvement on the European Union and European Council treaties, without replacing them.  When it comes to the role within the Middle East, the Lisbon treaty would help the EU in strengthening its message abroad. But the treaty could not solve the problem of the EU’s attempts to gain stability and good governance in the region. The situation within the EU has often been complicated when member states disagreed on certain aspects of the Arab-Israeli conflict. Though the EU has not succeeded yet to encourage Israelis and Palestinians to come to a peace agreement, it is to be noted that neither have the US, Turkey or Egypt (O’Donnell, 2010, p.75-76).
6. Analysing the possibility of a two-state solution

To come to a peace agreement between Israel and Palestine, there are four main issues which should be taken into consideration: security, borders/settlements, Palestinian refugees and Jerusalem.

Security

Israel is considered to be the superpower in the region with its broad assortment of arms and weaponry. It has many capabilities such as cruise missile-capable submarines, highly advanced aircrafts, reconnaissance and intelligence satellites, state-of-the-art tanks, nuclear energy and allegedly even nuclear weapons. Israel’s position towards Palestine on the security field is understandable: they want to be certain that after the ending of the occupation and the creation of a Palestinian state, Israel should be able to face any potential threats from outside the new state of Palestine. By giving up occupation in Palestine, Israel will lose the strategic position of having the IDF (Israel Defence Forces) in the West Bank and therefore might lose early warning stations which provide time to prepare for possible attacks. On the other side, Palestine’s position is just as clear: they want to be sure that, when they are freed from the occupation and no longer need to act with Israel’s agreement, they can have their full independence and a sovereign country with its own control of national territory. This point of view for Israel shows that unless it is a state in war, it feels safe. They are the stronger power and have the advantage of controlling the area. By giving up this position and come to a peace agreement, it is felt that their security position becomes weak. This refers to the high amount of distrust both Palestine and Israel have for each other. 
Border and Settlements

Since the war of 1967, the Palestinians have accepted that Israel occupied the land of the 1948 boundaries. The West Bank, Gaza Strip and East Jerusalem would be the Palestinians remaining land. Therefore, UN Resolutions 242 and 338 aim at a complete withdraw from Israeli from these territories. On the 12th of September 2005, Israel withdrew its military forces from the Gaza Strip, but continued to build Jewish settlements in the other regions, which was declared illegal by most states. Therefore, the members of the Quartet have tried to set up the Oslo Accords in 1993 and the Road Map in 2003, but both failed to reach a land agreement or withdrawal of the Israelis from the territories. Instead, Israel has started, from to 2002 on, to build a ‘security fence’, claiming this would keep Palestinian suicide bombers from striking Israeli citizens. The wall cuts much of Palestinian lands, agricultural grounds, natural water sources and economic areas. The barrier has been recognized a violation of international law by the International Court of Justice, but since Israel is rejecting this verdict, nothing in the situation has improved. The wall traps over a quarter million of Palestinians in enclaves to the East and West of the main barrier. It isolates about 500.000 Palestinians living in East Jerusalem from the rest of the West Bank and separates over 90 Palestinians communities from their agricultural lands. The barrier also restricts access for Palestinians to work, school and medical treatment in Israel (“Land and settlement issues”, “Maps” section, map 1). In order to come to peace, both parties will have to accept the situation on certain points. Over the years Palestine has accepted the state of Israel and its territory. Israel used its advantages of being the stronger and richer power by building settlements outside the boarders of 1967, which caused more problems. Building the “security wall” made life for many Palestinian citizens very difficult. In order to enter the territory of Israel, they have to pass a checkpoint where the process is often humiliating and long. 
Palestinian refugees

The Palestinian refugee problem is one of the largest problems concerning refugees in the world. It all started during the Israeli War of Independence in 1948 when countless Palestinians left their homes, expecting to return very soon after the predicted Arab victory. Nowadays, there are more than five million Palestinian refugees living across the Middle East and hundreds of thousands of them living throughout the rest of the world. Most refugees have their residency in Jordan, Lebanon and Syria as well as on the West Bank and in the Gaza Strip. This majority is under the responsibility of the United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestinian Refugees in the Near East (UNWRA). The UNWRA is mainly focused on education, health, social services and microfinance. Most employees of this organization, about 30.000, are refugees themselves. The problem of the Palestinian refugees will not be resolved as long as they are stateless, the economic situation does not become better and their vulnerable situation is taken into consideration.

The Palestinian refugee status is highly unstable and became more difficult every time their host country faced conflicts or difficulties. For example, after the fall of Saddam Hussein, many Palestinians in Iraq were subjected to harassment, torture and targeted attacks. Thousands of refugees who tried to escape were trapped; many of them lived in no-man’s lands near the borders with Syria and Jordan in extremely difficult desert conditions (Guterres, 2013, April 22, “Struggle of the Middle East Refugees”, “The Palestinian Tragedy” section, para. 2).

An important issue in the possible peace agreement between Israel and Palestine is the right of return, claimed by Palestine in 1948. The UN General Assembly Resolution 194 passed in December 1948 stated: “the refugees wishing to return to their homes and live at peace with their neighbours should be permitted to do so at the earliest practicable date.” (”The Palestinian Refugees”, “Right of Return” section, para. 1).

The right of return remains a main issue of Palestinian and Arab approaches towards Israel. Resolution 194 got a different context over the years because it was no longer about whether the Palestinian refugees should return to their houses; the focus changed as following: “securing an unhampered right of return for all refugees and displaced Palestinians to an independent state in the West Bank and Gaza; compensating the refugees and normalizing the civil and human rights of non-returnees in neighbouring countries; granting all refugees Palestinian passports; and demanding that Israel allow a symbolic return of some refugees from the 1948 war and recognize that a historical injustice was done to the Palestinian people.”(Zureik, 2002, “The Palestinian Refugee Problem: Conflicting Interpretations”, “Palestinian Views” section, para. 1). For Israel, since the Palestinians are not and never have been citizens of the state of Israel, the right of return has no legal force. If Resolution 194 would imply the return of millions of refugees, this would change the Jewish character of the state of Israel drastically. Therefore UN Resolution 242 and 338 were implemented as such; “the Israeli–Palestinian accords imply a territorial compromise in Palestine/Eretz Yisrael, and rejection of a general right to return or repossess property in Israel.” (Zureik, 2002, “The Palestinian Refugee Problem: Conflicting Interpretations”, “Israeli Views” section, para. 1).
Another problem concerning the refugees is that the Arab states, with the exception of Jordan, are unwilling to give them citizenship. If Israel and Palestine agree on a two state solution, there won’t be in any case enough space to house all refugees, neither on the Palestinian side, nor on the Israeli side. On the other hand, researches - by the IPCRI and other organizations in the West Bank and Gaza - show that more than 80% of the refugees in Lebanon insist that they want to return to Israel, no matter whether their homes still exist or not (”The Palestinian Refugees”, “Right of Return” section, para. 6).

Jerusalem

The city of Jerusalem is very important for the Jews, but also for Muslims and Christians all over the world. It has an important and holy meaning for the different religions so neither the Israeli nor the Palestinians will ever give up the claim over the city and its holy grounds. Therefore, the focus within a two state solution, with Jerusalem as a capital city for both states, need to be on how both states could cooperate, work and live together in order to guarantee the free access to all holy places in the city for all pilgrims from the different religions.

In 2012, the EU came up with a Jerusalem Report which claimed that the building projects of settlements on the Eastern side of Jerusalem was an Israeli strategy of preventing the holy city being divided and used as a two state capital. According to the EU report, the Jewish construction project is the biggest single threat to the two-state solution. Recently the relations between Israel and the European Union have been tensed, because of the European discontent with Israel’s plan to build 5000 new homes for Israeli in and around the capital. The report also details that Israel does not consider the division of Jerusalem to be an issue in the peace agreement with the Palestinian Authority: Jerusalem is considered the Israeli Jewish holy capital, the city of David, like in ancient times. The Palestinian Authority requires almost half of the city to create a capital for a possible Palestinian state. 

The report also pointed out that there has been increasing clashes between Jews and Muslims in the Old City of Jerusalem, particularly around the Temple Mount, which is Judaism’s holiest place and Islam’s third holiest, directly after Mecca and Medina. These complications in the area might complicate a solution for this particular part of the city (Ya’ar, 2013, September,”EU Reports Jerusalem Construction “Deliberate and Provocative””, para. 15). In order to name Jerusalem the capital city for both Israel and Palestine, the citizens from the states will have to accept that they are allowed to stand on each other’s property, working together, eating together, and living together.  In the old city of Jerusalem, the different religious groups are already doing this for years and conflicts within the old city are relatively little. 
7. Conclusion

The future of the peace process with Israel and Palestine to come to a two-state solution seems uncertain and complicated. Even if the two sides continue to negotiate, it is difficult to reach a satisfactory solution for both parties. The relation between the Palestinians and the Israeli is based on mutual mistrust. The Palestinians moreover are divided between the secular Fatah movement, which controls the West Bank, and the Islamist Hamas in the Gaza Strip, which makes peace talks even more complex. When fundamentalist Islam is involved, compromises with ‘secularists’ are impossible. Israel on the other hand fears the Arab countries and fears Iran could rule out major concessions, because of their access to nuclear weapons. Israel fears that in favour of the Palestinians, nuclear weapons might be used in order to dismantle Jewish settlements on occupied territories in the West Bank or to put an end to the blockade of Gaza.
Within the world, or within states, organizations, cities or families, there are different visions on whether forming two states could be a solution to the on-going problems between Israel and the rest of the Middle East. The situation is changing but the conflict does not seem to come to an end. Over the years, the situation gets more complicated.  The murder of Rabin was an important step backwards within the peace-process. Israel caused even more difficulties by building Jewish settlements in the West Bank area, and Arafat and Abbas failed in representing all the Palestinians and responding to Israel. They therefore left room for the rise of Hamas and Palestinian extremists. Although the coming up of Hamas has never been accepted by the rest of the world, this organization, when in charge, mentioned to be willing to coexist with Israel, according to the borders of 1969. But many states did not trust the Hamas promises and when the shooting from Gaza to Ashdod started, the situation did not improve.

The role of the EU and the Quartet has created new opportunities to come to a peace agreement, but the parties of Israel and Palestine so far never succeeded. History and the current situation make it almost impossible to find peace or come to a peace solution. Therefore we might ask ourselves whether the international parties -the EU, the UN and the Quartet for example – spent their money and time efficiently.  It occurs that history is repeating itself, with the trials of bringing the political parties together to start new negotiations. It would likely be wiser for the international involved parties like EU and the Quartet to focus on the citizens. Many non-governmental institutions, international and national, have been trying and are still trying to bring the people in Palestine and Israel together, to listen to each other’s stories and get to know and to understand the situation of the other. Some examples of these institutions are Peace Now and Combatants for Peace. 

Over the years Palestinians and Israeli came to see each other as “the enemy”, but what if this could be changed into seeing each other as human beings, with a life, a traumatic history and a longing for peace? Would and could this affect the results to come to a peace agreement after all? For a two-state solution, people will still have to live side by side, working and trading together, sharing the same water sources, eating the same food. Though this could only be possible as long as people are willing to live as neighbours. It does not seem to be logical that the EU and the US are still donating weapons to both Israel and Palestine. If they are really willing to come to a solution to this on-going problem, should they not be giving financial and political support to the organisations  which focus on the most important of the land; the people? Should their money not go to lemonade, cookies, meeting halls, sporting facilities and gathering points where both Palestinians as Israeli could come together as human beings, people, neighbours, and friends? Children are the future of the country, their knowledge about their neighbours is of great importance. Israeli and Palestinian children nowadays do not learn much about each other as a nation, but their history books and the news teach them to see each other as enemies. In the long term, it would be very effective to invest in the vision and knowledge of the children as seeing each other as human beings, learning to play together, talk together, to trust each other. Could that lead to peace? Are the Palestinians and Israeli not yet too much influenced by negativity to fight for peace together? Are the international organizations and the national governments willing to start a different approach? A few weeks ago, a couple of young  Israeli militaries got into the news because they were spotted in a discotheque in Ramallah, dancing in their military uniforms; the Palestinian youth loved it and carried them on their shoulders. 
The problem when taking this peace approach into consideration is that Israeli as well as Palestinian people have been traumatized over the different generations by violence and war. After the holocaust, the Jews immigrating to the land of Israel brought their traumas with them. Their children and grandchildren did not want to let their ancestors down. For the Palestinians, the situation is not different. 

According to the different religious books, violence, hatred, prejudices and injustice are denounced and the faithful are encouraged to live in peace and brotherhood, even to reach out to their enemies. The religious leaders could play a very relevant role in supporting the peace process and denounce nationalism, fundamentalism and animosity. Rabbi’s, priests, popes, imams and ministers should meet and work out a common strategy to admonish and encourage the believers to a different attitude. Churches, synagogues and mosques are important places in ‘the holy land’; religious leaders are important opinion-makers. Could they be encouraged to use their influence in creating ‘common grounds’, to provide meeting facilities where Jews and Arabs, where Jewish, Christian and Muslim believers could have dialogue and exchange and so doing discover that they have much in common as human beings, longing for normal peaceful and safe life conditions. Maybe this should all start with the younger generation, who is usually already connected through the internet, more inclined to see the world as a global village and less inclined to nationalism and religious fanaticism. They might change the governmental position and vision towards peace. 
The EU and its countries could encourage this position by sharing their knowledge, giving financial support and organize events within the two nations. As for me, the recent role of the EU is important, but changes to come to a peace agreement need to be made and this might be possible via a different angle, such as approaching the citizens and fighting for peace without violence. Also the governments within Israel and Palestine will have to change their visions to think about its citizens, instead of giving priority to the amount of property they have. 
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Figure 3: Map of the West Bank



Appendix B : Inside information from Israelis and Palestinians fighting for peace

Source: De Jong, A. Geen vijanden (No enemies ) 

- Adan, a Jewish activist of Combatants for Peace quoted, while being part of an organized working day:

‘I do not know if we could find a solution, but in any case we are not a part of the problem anymore. We show what we can do, Palestinians and Israelis together. We are not so different from each other, and if we want, we could build a future together without enemies. Let the politicians talk, late the extremist throw bombs, we are doing it differently, together.’  

Differences between Israeli, Palestinian and international activists:

During an arrest, Israeli activist are set free after a few hours, with a money fee. International activists risk having to leave the country, Palestinians on the other hand, are not protected by Israeli civil right or an international passport. When the Palestinians are being arrested, the consequences are much bigger.

Sharit, an Israeli activist: 

‘I am raised in Jerusalem, not even half an hour of where I am now. I had no idea, Bedouin camps existed.  I thought that Arabs were screaming people on horses who were aiming till. I had no understanding about poverty, about the ridiculous rules of the army, and the attacks of the colonists, which makes life of the Bedouins more or less impossible. I did not know anything. The Palestinian areas were black to me. Not filled with people but with enemies, something to be scared of or to fight against. This fear, this acknowledge is something a want to protect my children for. I want them to remember these days, when they will have to go into the army. Maybe these memories, these experiences, will give them the possibility to live together…’

Peace activism:

There seems to be a growth of Israeli and Palestinian peace activists. This movement fights for a peaceful, harmless way of cooperating to create a better future for everyone. The aim is based on human rights, are nuanced in their way of presenting their selves as pro-Israeli and Pro- Palestine. The story of Israeli and Palestine peace activism is important, because it shows the human side of the conflict. 

Palestinian farmers, settlements, wall:

In 1986, a coalition of Palestinian farmers from Jayyous, went to the Israeli court to fight against the creation of a settlement on their ground. The judge agreed with the farmers, but nevertheless Zufim was build and extended. More than 700.000 m2 land was taken of the rightful owners, the farmers of Jayyous. In 2003 the placement of the wall made the situation even worse for the farmers. Officially, the wall is build to protect Israel against terroristic attacks, but because the wall is not build on the ‘greenline’ there are some doubts whether this is the real motivation or not. In 2004, the international Court in The Hague declared the wall to be illegal, as did the Israeli court. Nevertheless, Israel continued to build the wall and it reaches a total length of 756 kilometer. 

Resolution 181:

The boarder between Israel and Palestine:

There are no signs with a notification where the border between Israel and Palestine begins or end. The border is not geographic, but demographic.  Anyone with specific rights and obligations, with a marital status, possibilities and limitations, are determined by their ethnic origin. In Israel, this ethnical origin determines the nationality, the marital status and the rights and obligations, and is continuously connected with each other. 

This difference has mainly negative influence on the life circumstances for the Palestinians. Therefore this is one of the important aspects the Israeli and Palestinian activist strike for. According to them, the system is in opposition with the international treaty of human rights. The activists do not see the conflict in the Middle East as a problem between Israeli and Palestine, but as a conflict between those who make the difference in law, based on origin. The activists fight for equal rights for everyone. 

Story of someone (Ali) at The Parent Circle- Bereaved Family Forum: 

‘My brother is killed, because he was a Palestinian. The Israeli gay had a daughter who was killed because she was an Israeli. Political murders, which do not make any sense. All this spilled blood for what?! The situation got even worse after the Al-Aqsa-Intifada; More killing, more checkpoints, and then the creation of the wall. Violence does not give peace, because with violence you make enemies. They get invisible and people forget that the others are crying too. When it comes to murdering, it only causes blood and no freedom and no justice. Keeping this in mind I realized that I did not turn crazy: “I lost my brother but I didn’t lose my mind.” I do still understand the Palestinian people, who show their anger by throwing rocks and stones, but I want more, I want freedom! I want the Israeli people to realize that they are the mighty group of people and only they could bring peace. The Israeli’s are scared of the situation, but their government is lying to them. There are extremists, fighting for a Jewish-only-state. 

From a book of Gene Sharp (political expert) “Macht en strijd: theorie en praktijk van geweldloze actie”: 

Harmless protest is based on the belief that the way power can be practiced, relies on the respond of the people who are functioning under this power force. If they deny participating in the power rules, they could control or destroy the position of the power force. It is a way to control or destroy the enemy’s power, without using any force.
On the 23rd of September 2003, 25 Israeli air fighters wrote a letter to their superior; their commander and the Israeli government. The letter contained the following information:

We are pilots of the air force and respect the norms and values of the Zionism. We fight for our country; we always serve in the frontline, sacrefy ourselves and support every mission to protect and enforce the Israeli state. We, veterans and pilots in active service, are racing our voice against the immoral and illegal operations that Israel is practicing now in Palestinian areas. 


We, raised to love our country and participate to the Zionistic ambitions, refuse to participate in missions against citizen population. We will not any longer attack indicant citizens. 

The given orders are illegal; immoral and a direct cause of the occupation, which poisoned the Israeli society. To continue this occupation, could risk that we lose our safety and justice. 

We serve as pilots, commanders, leaders and instructors, of the following generation of pilots, declare that we will continue to serve the army and the air-force, but only to protect the country of Israel.  
This letter showed up in the media, and caused many debates. Some Palestinian friends followed the debates, the newspapers and the news and responded differently on the situation. They could not satisfy each other with arguments why the pilots had respond in this way. After some discussions about justice, they decided to write the pilots a letter. In this letter they wanted the pilots to come to them, to show that they meant what was written. The Palestinians did not really expect them to show up. But they did. In the beginning the two parties did not trust each other and were suspicious about one and other. After several meetings, the two parties started to understand and believe each other’s position, and they became friends. The backgrounds of the parties were completely different, but they recognized their selves. They agreed that violence would not be the key to peace, and so they created an organization called: Combatants for Peace. 
Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �1�: Territories of Israel and Palestine since 1948





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �2�: Maps of the 1967 and the 1973's Israelis and Palestinians' territories





Figure � SEQ Figure \* ARABIC �4�: Map of Israel with the West bank, Gaza strip and Golan Heights
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