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Scenario II: Palestinian state with provisional borders 

Palestinian state with provisional borders as stated in the second stage of the Roadmap will be 

formed but Violence will continue. Israel partially disengages with the settlements, along with the 

establishment of a Palestinian state with provisional borders as stated in the second stage of the 

Roadmap. This scenario is less likely than the first, because the Israeli government might 

consider the establishment of a Palestinian state with provisional borders in the area east of the 

wall as a concession to Hamas. In the unlikely chance that this scenario will be implemented, the 

Palestinians wi ll consider it problematic because it includes the same deficiencies as scenario one, 

therefore the results wi ll be Jihad, resistance and a thi rd violent Intifada. This option will not be 

considered by Abu Mazen as a basis for negotiation. While he has declared several times that he 

wants to negotiate about the pernlanent status, it should be noted that the state with provisional 

borders is an option and not obligatory according to the Roadmap. 

Scenario III: An International Peacekeeping Force 

Israel partially disengages from the settlements and transfers the area east of the wall to 

an International Peacekeeping Force but resistance and violence will continue to be 

Palestinians reaction. This scenario has the same deficiencies as the previous ones. It wi ll 

create Palestinian resistance against Israel in order to "l iberate" Jerusalem and the big 

settlement blocks . It might also lead to clashes between the Palestinians and the 

international forces, which will be considered by the Palestinians as a new occupying 

power and also as protectors of the Israeli occupations in the other areas retained by 

Israel. 

Alternative Scenario 

This alternative scenario is built on the assumption that both peoples have an equal right 

to exist and also equal rights with regard to peace, security and personal safety for all 

citizens on both sides. With these assumptions, the above-mentioned challenge of 

working with Hamas for political moderation and democratization should be transformed 

into a plan of action, in which all parties concerned should take part. 
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On the one hand, the Israeli disengagement process should be pushed to its logical end to 

become a fu ll disengagement from the Israeli settlements (or keeping some of them whi le 

making 1: 1 land swaps according to the Clinton parameters). A full withdrawal of the 

Israeli Army, while establishing an International , Islamic and Arab ic coalition for the 

democratization and moderation of Hamas and fo r helping the Palestinians in state 

building should also be part of such a plan. This coalition wi ll include but not limited to 

the Quartet, Turkey, Egypt, Saudi Arabia, and Jordan. Such a coal ition will not be 

rejected by Hamas who, in their electoral platfotm stressed the importance of co­

operation and security coordination with "the Arabic and Islamic Nation." 

http://www . heri tage. org/Reaserch F eatures/issues/iss uearealIsrpa I) 

The idea here is to use the good offices of the Arab and Islamic moderate countries to 

help the Israelis and Palestinians out of their impasse. From its perspective, Israel might 

want to withdraw for security and demographic reasons, but does not want to do so in a 

way that seems to grant success to Hamas, while Hamas and all the Palestinians want to 

end the occupation. While the two sides cannot fu lfi ll each other's wishes for now, the 

U.S. has all the power of influence on Israel, can do it for them. 

(http: //www .heritage.orgiReaserchiMiddle East/wm 11 59 .cfm) 

The hand over of the West Bank and Jerusalem to the UN Peacekeeping force might also 

be done in one, two or three stages. During these stages the process of building trust 

between the Israeli s and Palestinians will be promoted in a way that will lead them to get 

together in order to answer the 'peace question'. The moment they answer this question, 

the Peacekeeping force should withdraw. The work of thi s Peacekeeping force might 

begin after a UN Security Council decision that calls for its establishment. This is an 

option for short term arrangements and also for future reconciliation. 
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CONCLUSION 

The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is one of the most longstanding and inlt'actable conflicts in 

modem times that is lasted for about sixty years. The reason for this is cross-sectional. 

The creation of a Jewish state after partitioning Palestine into a Jewish and Palestine State 

by the United Nations, in the Arab enclave of the Middle East has been the primary 

factor. This was found to be completely unacceptable for the Palestinians and the Arabs 

and led to the eruption of three major wars-in 1948, 1967 and 1973- between the Arabs 

and Israel. The other reasons for the aggravation of the problem can be cited as regional 

and the then super-power rivalry which prevailed then and the current American 

dominance of the world order. The schism and the influence of die-hards in the Israeli 

and Palestinian political entities have also their role for the continuation of the conflict. 

However, throughout the end of the 1980s and the beginning of the 1990s, the geo­

political landscape of the world and the Middle East had changed. This was manifested 

by the break-up of the Soviet Union which led to the end of the Cold War and the 

emergence of America, Israel's strategic all y, as the sole superpower. Hence, there 

emerged the realization in the Arab world that it is difficult to solve their dispute with 

Israel by war as the previous three major wars were not certainly in their favor. The 

alleged possession of nuclear weapons by Israel has further complicated the Arabs' 

resolve to defeat Israel. Of course, Israel has neither denied nor accepted this allegation 

on its possession of nuclear arsenal as it follows the policy of 'Nuclear Ambiguity'. Due 

to the support to Saddam Hussein in his invasion of Kuwait and the ensuing gross erosion 

of political support and financia l assistance from many of the Arab states, the PLO got 

weakened. The occupation of Palestinian lands since 1967 and its aftermath, that included 

Palestinian suffering and human rights violations, fmiher isolated Israel and tarnished its 

stature in the international scene. The eruption of the first intifada in 1987 and its fall out 

had also wreaked havoc on Israel by, inter-alia, further worsening its security situation. 

Having prudently assessed the above inter-linked aspects and finding window of 

opportunity, the United States felt that it was a fitting occasion to bring both Israeli s and 

Palestinians on board to a felTY of peace. Within this in view the United States started to 
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mediate the two sides towards the end of 1980s and the beginning of 1990s through 

secret meetings and by adopting shuttle diplomacy with the aim of finding amicable 

solution to the problem. However, a tangible attempt to find an amicable solution to the 

conundrum took place after the commencement of the Conference held in Madrid in 1991 

between the Arabs and Israel. Representatives of the PLO participated as part of 

Jordanian delegation since Israel did not recognize the PLO. This Conference laid the 

basis and paved the way towards further meaningful attempts for solution to the problem 

and as a result the Oslo Accord was signed after tough and trying negotiations on the part 

of both sides. 

There is no gainsaying that the initial implementation of the Oslo accords brought an 

ambience of hope and positive results on the ground to both sides. Both sides started to 

reap the dividends accrued from their determination to pursue peace in their quest to 

resolve their longstanding conflict. The Palestinians for the first time started to administer 

themselves in the Gaza Strip and parts of the West Bank with the establishment of 

Palestinian Authority under the chairmanship of the late Yasser Arafat. The Israelis on 

their part started to live in an atmosphere of relative peace and tranquility. Israel 

registered an unprecedented prosperity during the 1990s mainly as it attracted massive 

foreign investment. PLO recognized Israel's right to exist. 

At the same time, both sides have also faced domestic resistance to the peace efforts. In 

Israel, Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin was killed by a young extremist Jew who opposed 

the peace process. In the Palestinian Authority, extremist groups such as Hamas and 

Islamic Jihad did not only oppose but repeatedly sabotaged the pace process by attacking 

Israeli civilian and military targets. 

However, the Oslo peace accord could not stand the test of the Camp David negotiations 

of July 2000 on the final status issues such as Jerusalem, refugees and settlements. Had 

these negotiations successfully completed, it would have been a major step in ending the 

chapter of violence, conflict and war, and opened up a new chapter of peace, respect and 

cooperation between the Arabs and Israel and the Palestinians and Israel. However, for 

reasons mentioned in the paper, the Camp David negotiation tr'agically failed. Not only 

- .---
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that, it brought with it violence and the second intifada which has been going on till to 

date. In thi s sense, the failure of Camp David and the resumption of violence and 

counter-action between the Palestinians and Israeli s are linked, though it may not be the 

only reason as mentioned in the rel evant part of the paper. Therefore, the Oslo Accord 

failed to sati sfy the aspirations of Palestinians and Israelis alike to live in peace and 

security side by side because of the incessant violence that got started after the Camp 

David debacle. 

After the failure of Camp David, other efforts were made to revive the peace process. The 

Taba Talks of January 2001 between the Palestinian Authority and the then Labor 

leadership in Israel did not result in a concrete official and committing deal. It rather 

resulted in no more than an issuance of a joint statement, in which both sides declared 

that they have never been closer to reaching an agreement. The Saudi Peace Initiative 

endorsed by the Arab League in its Summit in Beirut in March 2002 was rebuffed then by 

Israel. However, in recent times the Israeli government has started to show change of 

heart and is saying that there are positive elements in the Saudi Peace Initiative which can 

be used as a basis for peace talks. 

The recent Road Map to Peace fOlmulated under the auspices ofthe Quartet and accepted 

by both Israel and Palestine did not meet the expectations either. It must be understood 

clearly that the Road Map has three phases which are sequential and inter-connected. 

Thus, Phase I has not been implemented fully and timely. In fact, its main component, 

viz., the cessation of violence has not yet been implemented, let alone phase II and Phase 

III, which includes Agreement on Permanent Status issues which was slated to be 

accomplished by 2004-2005. Therefore, technically speaking, the Road Map can be said 

to have faced the same fate as its predecessors. The Gaza Disengagement Plan 

implemented by the ailing former Prime Minister Ariel Sharon in 2005 did not produce 

the requisite Peace to both sides. In other words, the efforts made to restore the peace 

process after the failure of Camp David had little impact in breaking the deadlock. 

The change in the political situation in the Palestinian Authority as a result of the death of 

Yasser Arafat and the election of Hamas in January 2006 to power has only added fuel 
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into the already volatile situation . As it is well known, the Hamas led government has not 

denounced violence and recognized Israel 's right to exist. As a result, Israel and the 

major actors in the peace process, the US and EU has refused to talk with the Hamas led 

government and have suspended their economic assistance. In fact, more recently this and 

related internal factors have forced Hamas to share power, and form coalition 

government, with moderate Fathah. This might be taken as a positive move towards 

solving the Palestinian intcrnal and external political problems. 

With regard to the involvement and role of the United States, it should be born in mind 

that America has played an active role in the United Nations in support of the 

establishment of Israel. As we mentioned earlier, it has been the staunchest ally of Israel, 

especially since the mid 1960. It has scuttled and vetoed several UN Security Council 

resolutions against Israel. The United States has been providing 3 billion USD to Israel 

annually in the form of aid, 1.2 billion USD of which is earmarked for economic 

purposes and 1.8 billion USD for military means (www.miftach.org). The unflinching 

and strong support and alliance of the United States with Israel emanates, mainly, from 

the following strategic thinking. 

1. The US has always attempted to control the Middle East, an oil rich area which has 

been quite important in world economy. And, one way of doing it is by supporting 

an alien Jewish state in the Arab enclave of the Middle East. 

2. Ideologically the US sees itself as the vanguard and promoter of liberal democracy. 

As Israel is the only democratic country in the Middle East, the US considers it as an 

opportunity to assist Israel so that it can be a beacon of democracy in the Middle 

East. 

3. There are around 6 million Jews in the US. More important than this sheer number of 

population is that most of them are economically rich and control key positions in the 

US government, Congress and the Senate. Therefore, the strong Jewish lobby in the 

US has more often than not the capacity to influence US foreign policy towards the 

Middle East, Palestinians and Israel (www.irb.co.uk) . 
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Hence we can say that the US is devoted to promoting and protecting its vested interests 

in the Middle East region. Thus, it used to play complex and often contradictory roles in 

the Middle East peace process as the principal mediator of the peace deal; as the guardian 

of the peace process; as Israel's strategic all y; and as Israel's cultural and political 

partner. 

At the same time it has become an established fact that without the invo lvement of the 

United States, the Israel i-Palestinian peace would have hardly been commenced in the 

first place. The Madrid conference and the Oslo peace process was able to take off 

because of the US involvement. The Road Map to Peace Plan has been spearheaded by 

the Untied States. Obviously, the main reason for the United States indispensability in the 

peace process has been that it is the sole superpower which can make a visible difference 

if it invests its political and financial capital to the peace process without bias and in the 

utmost serious manner. 

On the other hand, though the United States has laid out a two states solution to the 

Israeli-Palestinian conflict and as the fact that today's international terrorism is the result 

of the indignation and resentment of the Arab and Islamic world, it very much 

necessitates bringing about a solution to this conflict as part of a broader strategy of 

winning the war on terror. On the contrary, the fact remains that the United States since 

9111 is investing much of its political and financial capital on its war on terror in 

Afghanistan and Iraq. And, the Iranian and North Korean nuclear issues are also taking a 

heavy toll on the US. This has surely had its own negative ramifications in diverting US 

attention and in attaining a lasting solution to the conflict. 

The hypothesis that was raised in this study is proved right (in chapter three in general 

and in section 3.4 in particular)for it ascertains that although United State's role has been 

integral and indispensable, it being the sole superpower today, has never been neutral and 

unbiased in the Middle East peace process. Its controversial role in the peace process is 

considered as one of the major factors responsible for the failure of the different peace 

efforts. America's approach to the Israeli-Palestinian negotiations was in such a way that 

it would be working with Israel but not against the later. Moreover, instead of addressing 
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the root causes of the conflict (such as issues related to territory or land, refugees, 

Jerusalem, water, settlements) by working in accordance with previous UN resolutions 

and International Laws, it focused in addressing the symptoms of the problems (such as 

violence, terrorist acts and instability) by working hand-in-hand with one of the 

conflicting parties, Israel. Its main focus seems to be stability of the region rather than 

resolution of the conflict. In addition, it emphasizes on peace through security of Israel 

instead of security of Israel through peace. And, the Pcace process remains to be a 

'process' for so long without bearing meaningful resu lt. Hence, when all the above facts 

and scenarios are summed up it can be, arguably, said that among other factors, the 

United States controversial role has negative impact in the peace process; and the chances 

for peace in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict in the near future are remote and at best can 

only be figments of imaginations. And, I hope the findings of this research give answers 

to the research questions; and in a nutshell, the objective ofthis paper was met. 

Thank You!!! 
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Appendix5 
Declaration of Principles on Interim Sel f·Government Arrangements 

September 13, 1993 

The Government of the State of Israel and the PLO. team (in the Jordanian-Palestinian delegation to the 
Middle East Peace Conference) (the "Palestinian Delegation'), representing the Palestinian people, agree 
that it is time to put an end to decades of confrontation and conflict, recognize their mutual legitimate and 
political rights, and strive to live in peaceful coexistence and mutual dignity and security and achieve a just, 
las ting and comprehensive peace settlement and historic reconci liation through the agreed political process. 
Accordingly, the, two sides agree to the following principles: 

ARTICLE I 
AIM OF THE NEGOTIATIONS 
The aim of the Israeli-Palestin ian negotialions with in the current Middle East peace process is , among oth,,!" 
Ihings, to establish a Palestini an Interim Self-Governme,lt Authority, the elected Council (the "Council"), for 
the Palestinian people in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, for a transi tional period not exceeding five 
years, leading to a permanent settlement based on Security Council Resolu tions 242 and 338. 
It is understood that the interim arrangements are an integral part of the whole peace process and that the 
negotiations on the permanent status wil l lead to the implementation of Security Council Resolutions 242 
and 338. 

ARTICLE II 
FRAMEWORK FOR THE INTERIM PERIOD 
The agreed framework for the interim period is set forth in this Declaration of Principles. 

ARTICLE III 
ELECTIONS 

1. In order that the Palestinian people in the West Bank and Gaza Strip may govern themselves 
according to democratic principles, di rect, free and general political elections will be held for,the 
Council under agreed supervision and international observation, while the Palestinian pol ice will 
ensure public order. 

, 2. An agreement wiil be concluded on the exact mode and cond itions of the elections in accordan ce 
with the protocol attached as Allnex I, wilh the goal of holding the elections not later than nine 
mbnths after the entry into force of this Declaration of Principles. 

3. These elections will constitute a significant interim preparatory step toward the realization of the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinian people and t;leir just requirements. 

ARTICLE IV 
JURISDICTION 
Jurisdiction of the Council will cover West Bank and Gaza Strip territory, except for issues that wi ll be 
negotiated in the permanent status negotiations. The two sides view the West Bank and the Gaza Strip as a 
single territorial unit, whose integrity \'Iill be preserved during the interim period. 



I 

, 
I 
1 
I 
I 

28,2000 and the two sides restore the status quo that existed at that time, as security performance and 
cooperation progress. Israel also freezes all settlement activity, consistent with the Mitchell report. 

At the outset of Phase I: 

• Palestinian leadership issues unequivocal statement reiterating Israel's right to exist in peace and 
security and calling for an immediate and unconditional ceasefire to end armed activity and all act~ 
of violence against Israelis anywhere. All official Palestinian institutions end incitement against 
Israel. 

• Israeli leadership issues unequivocal statement affirming its commitment to the two-state vision of 
an independent, viable, sovereign Palestinian state living in peace and security alongside Israel, as 
expressed by President Bush, and calling for an immediate end to violence against Palestinians 
everywhere. All official Israeli institutions end incitement against Palestinians . 

Security 

• Palestinians declare an unequivocal end to violence and terrorism and undErtake visible efforts on 
the ground to arrest, disrupt, and restrain individuals and groups conducting and planning violent 
attacks on Israelis anywhere. . 

• Rebuilt and refocused Palestinian Authority security apparatus begins sustained, targeted , and 
effective operations aimed at confronting all those engaged in terror and dismantlement of terrorist 
capabilities and infrastructure. This includes commencing confiscation of illegal weapons and 
consolidation of security authority, free of association with terror and corruption. 

• GOI takes no actions undermining trust, including deportations, attacks on civilians; confiscation 
and/or demolition of Palestinian homes and property, as a punitive measure or to facilitate Israeli 
construction; destruction of Palestinian institutions and infrastructure ; and other measures specifi8d 
in the Tenet work plan. 

• Relying on existing mechanisms and on-the-ground resource s, Quartet repr2 sentatives begin 
informal monitoring and consult with the parties on establishment of a formal monitoring mechanism 
and its implementation. 

• Implementation, as previously agreed, of U.S. rebuilding, training and resu med security cooperation 
plan in collaboration with outside oversight board (U.S .-Egypt-Jordan). Quartet support for efforts 
to achieve a lasting, comprehensive cease-fire. 

o All Palestinian security organizations are consolidated into three se rvices reporting to an 
empowered Interior Minister. 

; 0 Restructuredlretrained Palestinian security forces and IOF counterparts progressively 
resume security cooperation and other undertakings in implementation of the Tenet work 
plan, including regular senior-level meetings, with the participation of U.S. security officials. 

• Arab states cut off public and private funding and all other forms of support ior groups supporting 
and engaging in violence and terror. 

• All donors providing budgetary support for the Palestinians channel these funds through the 
Palestinian Ministry of Finance's Single Treasury Account. 

• As comprehensive security performance moves forward, IOF withdraws prog ressively from areas 
occupied since September 28,2000 and the two sides restore the status quo that existed prior to 
September 28,2000. Palestinian security forces redeploy to areas vacated by IOF. 
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security cooperation - an agreed-upon schedule to implement the complete redeployment of IDF 

r forces to positions held before September 28, 2000. 

. ' , 

Demonstrable on-the-ground redeployment wi ll be initiated within the first 48 hours of this one­

week period and wi ll continue while the schedule is being forged. 

6. Within one week of the commencement of security committee meetings and resumption of 

sec urity cooperation, a specific timeline will be developed for the lifling of internal closures as 

" 'e ll as for the reopening of internal roads, the All enby Bridge, Gaza Airport, the Port of Gaza, 

and border crossings. Security checkpoints will be mi nimized according to legitimate security 

requirements and following consultation between the t\\'o si des. 

Demonstrable on-the-ground actions on the lifling of the closures ,,!II be in it iated within the first 

48 hours of this one-week period and wi ll continue while Ihe tillleline is being developed. 

The parties pledge that even if untoward events occur, seeuril y coo peration will continue 

Ihrough the joint security commitlee 

, . .. 

.. 
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Map l the Israeli offer made in May, 2000, prior to the Camp David 2 Summit. 
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