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Meeting with Trump comes at time of crisis for Palestine 
leader 
Mahmoud Abbas will arrive at the White House facing a crisis of legitimacy back home, and 
the most pro-Israel US president in decades 
Julian BorgerLast modified on Tuesday 2 May 2017 20.30 AEST 

Expectations have been set low for meetings between US presidents and Palestinian 
leaders for many years now, but never as low as the hopes for Donald Trumpʼs first 
meeting with Mahmoud Abbas on Wednesday, Middle East observers argue. 
The Palestinian president will arrive at the White House facing a crisis of legitimacy 
among Palestinians, and new challenges to his leadership. He will meet the most 
vociferously pro-Israeli president in recent decades who has surrounded himself with 
Middle East advisers – foremost his son-in-law, Jared Kushner – with deep links to 
the Israeli settler movement. 
Trump has claimed Kushner will be able to “broker a Middle East peace deal” where 
a succession of American statesmen have failed. But Dennis Ross, a US negotiator 
on the Middle East in three previous US administrations said there has seldom if ever 
been less hope of a grand bargain. 
“There is no big deal – whether you call it the ultimate deal or the big deal,” Ross, 
now at the Washington Institute for Near East Policy. “I have been working on this 
issue for 30 years and I can safely say we are at a low ebb between Israelis and 
Palestinians, not in terms of violence ... but a low ebb in terms of complete disbelief 
on both sides.” 
“The combination of the psychological gaps, the practical gaps on the issues and the 
political gaps make it impossible to go from where we are to producing the ultimate 
deal,” Ross said. 

 
Hamas supporter holds a poster of President Abbas during a protest in southern 
Gaza. Photograph: Ibraheem Abu Mustafa/Reuters 
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Abbas arrives in Washington enfeebled by low and dwindling popularity at home – he 
has not faced election since 2005 – and the absence of Palestinian Authority control 
over Gaza. He is likely to point to a statement by Hamas on Monday accepting the 
1967 ceasefire lines as defining a Palestinian state and therefore tacitly accepting 
Israelʼs existence, as a consequence of his pressure on Hamas rule in Gaza. He has 
cut salary and electricity bill payments to the enclave. But the Hamas concession has 
come at a time when a two-state solution to the conflict looks more remote than 
ever. 
“Abbas comes in a weak position because of Palestinian disunity, which he has done 
nothing to address,” said Rashid Khalidi, Edward Said professor of modern Arab 
studies at Columbia University. “The bankruptcy of these two leaderships, Fatah in 
the West Bank and Hamas in Gaza, is really quite stunning. Neither has a strategy.” 
Abbas is also under pressure from within his own Fatah movement, from Marwan 
Barghouti, serving a 40 year sentence in an Israeli jail for directing lethal attacks on 
Israelis during the second intifada, is seen on the West Bank as as much a challenge 
to Abbasʼs authority as to the Israeli government. 
“The real question now is whether there is going to be any form of elections,” said 
Diana Buttu, a former legal adviser to the Palestinian Authority, now at the Institute 
for Middle East Understanding in Ramallah. “For Mahmoud Abbas, the big issue that 
he has to now demonstrate legitimacy ... He has had three terms after only being 
elected for one ... He has always said legitimacy isnʼt just through the ballot box – 
which I donʼt agree with – but you can also show you are a leader by showing that 
you are doing things and having different programmes and having the world 
recognise you as being a legitimate leader.” 
In those terms, Palestinian observers said the invitation to the White House has 
come as a relief to the Abbas camp, which had been fearful that he would be ignored 
completely by the Trump administration, further undermining his standing at home. 

Khalidi argued that a meeting with Trump would do little to bolster Abbasʼs standing 
among Palestinians. However, it could still turn into a political liability for the 
Palestinian leader, if he fails to fend off radically pro-Israeli moves, such as moving 
the US embassy to Jerusalem from Tel Aviv, strongly advocated by David Friedman, 
the newly confirmed US ambassador to Israel and Trumpʼs former bankruptcy lawyer. 
It is a proposal that the White House said on Monday was still “under discussion”. 
“The immediate aim at this point is not to suffer decisive blows,” said Daniel Levy, 
the head of the US Middle East project. “At a minimum they need an American 
administration operating on that premise, not giving carte blanche for expansion of 
settlements, not taking all of Jerusalem.” 
More recently, Levy said, the Palestinian leadership has been “a little more hopeful 
that this administration will play by the playbook”. But that playbook has produced no 
progress for over two decades, while Israeli settlements on the West Bank have 
continued to expand. 
“When it comes to Trump, Abbas is not going to walk away with anything from this 
meeting,” Buttu said. “Trump has made it clear that he is not going to follow the 
negotiations process that has been followed for nearly 25 years. At the same time he 
has made it clear through his appointment of David Friedman...that he supports the 
continued settlement expansion and supports a very right-wing, very extreme 
version of Israel.” 
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Hamas presents new charter accepting a Palestine 
based on 1967 borders 
Document aims to heal divisions within Palestinian movement and ease peace process but 
Netanhayu says: ‘Hamas is attempting to fool the worldʼ 
Patrick WintourLast modified on Tuesday 2 May 2017 08.15 AEST 

Hamas has unveiled a new political programme softening its stance on Israel by 
accepting the idea of a Palestinian state in territories occupied by Israel in the six-
day war of 1967. 
The new document states the Islamist movement it is not seeking war with the 
Jewish people – only with Zionism that drives the occupation of Palestine. 
The new document also insists that Hamas is a not a revolutionary force that seeks 
to intervene in other countries, a commitment that is likely to be welcomed by other 
states such as Egypt. 
The policy platform was announced by the head of the movementʼs political bureau, 
Khaled Meshal, at a press conference in Doha. “Hamas advocates the liberation of all 
of Palestine but is ready to support the state on 1967 borders without recognising 
Israel or ceding any rights,” he said. 
The move comes just two days before a White House meeting between Donald 
Trump and Mahmoud Abbas, whose Fatah movement remains at odds with Hamas. 
But according to diplomatic sources, the new document has been in preparation for 
years and has been the subject of intense debate between the various Hamas 
factions in Gaza, in exile and in prison. 
Although it does not explicitly supplant the previous charter of the founding fathers, 
seen by many as racist, it is being described by those seeking to help Hamas toward 
a more peaceful path as the contemporary summary of Hamas beliefs and aims. 
Israel rejected the document before its full publication, with a spokesman for the 
prime minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, saying: “Hamas is attempting to fool the world, 
but it will not succeed.” 
Ed Royce, the chair of the House foreign relations committee, said: “Until Hamas 
recognises Israelʼs right to exist, its words are meaningless. I will see to it that Hamas 
remains designated a terrorist organisation as long as it continues to launch rocket 
attacks against Israeli civilians, remains an Iranian proxy, and engages in other acts 
that threaten the US and Israel.” 
But some influential diplomatic figures will seek to persuade Trumpʼs Middle East 
advisers that the document at least shows there is the potential for a peace 
settlement based on the recent regional push led by Egypt. It may also open the way 
for international investors to start rebuilding basic services in Gaza, and end the 
blockade. 
In the biggest concession, the new document states that Hamas “considers the 
establishment of a fully sovereign and independent Palestinian state, with Jerusalem 
as its capital along the lines of 4 June 1967, with the return of the refugees and the 
displaced to their homes from which they were expelled, to be a formula of national 
consensus”. 
By implication, the document accepts that there will be another state entity outside 
these borders, even if it does not mention Israel. 
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Previously the movementʼs leaders have given verbal commitments to the more 
limited aim of a Palestinian state in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, but the aim 
has never been put formally in writing. 
Hamas, which wrested control of the Gaza Strip in 2007 from the Ramallah-based 
Palestinian Authority – controlled by Fatah. Since then, all efforts since to reconcile 
the two Palestinian factions have faltered. 
The new Hamas document essentially brings the two sides closer to the same 
negotiating objective. 
The policy statement asserts: “Hamas affirms that its conflict is with the Zionist 
project not with the Jews because of their religion. Hamas does not wage a struggle 
against the Jews because they are Jewish but wages a struggle against the Zionists 
who occupy Palestine. Yet, it is the Zionists who constantly identify Judaism and the 
Jews with their own colonial project and illegal entity.” 
Critics of Hamas will point out the document rejects the Oslo accords, and asserts 
that resistance for the liberation of Palestine will remain “a legitimate right, a duty 
and an honour”, adding “armed resistance is regarded as the strategic choice for 
protecting the principles and rights of the Palesinian people”. 
The new charter also abandons past references claiming Hamas is part of a pan-
national Muslim Brotherhood, to which it was closely linked when formed. 
This aspect of the statement could improve the currently difficult relations with the 
Egyptian government of President Abdel Fattah al-Sisi, who as army chief overthrew 
his Islamist predecessor, Mohamed Morsi, in 2013 and has since led a bloody 
crackdown on the Brotherhood. 
Hamas had been planning to present the charter at the Intercontinental hotel in the 
Qatari capital of Doha, but the hotel canceled, prompting Hamas to rush to find an 
alternative location, eventually holding the event at the Doha Sheraton. 
In advance of the publication, Netanyahuʼs office said: “Hamasʼs document is a 
smokescreen. We see Hamas continuing to invest all of its resources not just in 
preparing for war with Israel, but also in educating the children of Gaza to want to 
destroy Israel.” 
“The day Hamas stops digging tunnels and diverts its resources to civilian 
infrastructure and stop educating children to hate Israelis, that would be real 
change,” the statement said. 
Ismail Haniyeh, the Gaza-based deputy head of Hamasʼs political bureau, said at an 
event in the Gaza Strip on Sunday that “the new document will undermine neither 
our principles nor our strategy. Jerusalem, the right of return, Palestinian unity and 
the resistance forces are fundamental principles. The changes relate to regional 
developments, and suit the era.” 
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The Observer view on the future of Israel and Palestine 

Observer editorial 
Last modified on Sunday 30 April 2017 09.46 AEST 

It has long been considered axiomatic, at least on Europeʼs political left, that 
Palestine lies at the heart of the Arab-Israeli conflict and that lasting peace in the 
Middle East depends, first and foremost, on resolution of this decades-old struggle. 
In recent years, such thinking has been overtaken by events. The problem has been 
sidelined. Yet as the region approaches the 50th anniversary of the six-day war that 
left Palestinian land under permanent occupation, and as hundreds of Palestinian 
prisoners begin their third week on hunger strike in Israeli jails, fears of a new 
intifada are growing. It is time to refocus attention on this dangerous stalemate 
before it again explodes into open, violent confrontation. 
It is not as though the plight of the Palestinians has been forgotten or that the 
threats Israelis face have suddenly diminished. It is that, in the total absence of 
progress towards a settlement, other events have taken precedence. One is the 
spread of Islamist fundamentalism, principally in the form of al-Qaida and Isis. After 
the 9/11 attacks in 2001, the US redirected energy and resources towards Iraq and 
Afghanistan. The Arab spring revolts of 2011 also shifted the spotlight away from 
Palestine and on to the grievances of Arab citizens towards their own governments. 
Shaky Arab regimes discovered shared interests with Israel that outweighed old 
loyalties to the Palestinians. 
Syriaʼs civil war has encompassed all these noxious elements – jihadi extremism, 
popular insurrection, governmental repression, military atrocities and social 
breakdown, leading to massive refugee outflows and humanitarian emergencies. Set 
against this enormous conflict, drawing in Russia, Iran and religious fanatics from 
both sides of the Sunni-Shia divide, the Palestinian problem has paled by 
comparison. The westʼs chronic indecision over Syria, highlighted last week by Boris 
Johnsonʼs irresponsible and foolish remarks about British military action, 
underscores how little faith should be placed in its determination to secure a 
Palestinian deal. 
It would be wrong to suggest the US and others have stopped trying. John Kerry, 
former secretary of state, pushed hard to revive the moribund peace process. The 
French hosted an international conference in January to promote a two-state 
solution, still the only workable way forward. The meetingʼs final statement called on 
Israel to withdraw to its 1967 borders and relinquish control of the West Bank and 
East Jerusalem, as required by UN resolutions, and appealed to both parties to 
“abstain from unilateral actions” that could jeopardise future negotiations. 
Such self-evidently sensible appeals, heard so many times before, are futile unless 
backed by active measures to persuade and coerce the main players. These are 
currently lacking. In Benjamin Netanyahu, Israel has a confrontational prime minister 
whose narrow, inflexible vision of what best assures Israelʼs security is itself a danger 
to the country he serves. In Mahmoud Abbas, the Palestinians have a weak, 
ineffective leader whose authority is undermined by Hamas. Neither man is a 
credible partner for peace. Neither seems to have a viable plan for ending the 
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impasse. When Abbas meets Donald Trump in Washington this week, perhaps he will 
surprise us. Perhaps Trump will have something constructive to say. Or not. 
Trump is correct about one thing. Speaking last week, he declared there was “no 
reason” why Israelis and Palestinians should not live in peace. And, in plain terms, if 
both sides are prepared to compromise – and possible compromises on land, 
borders, security, refugees and Jerusalem have been rehearsed – Trump is right. 
What is needed, and is lacking, is brave, imaginative leadership. 
Despite his violent history, Marwan Barghouti, organiser of the prison hunger strike, 
is regarded by many Palestinians as one of their most able leaders. Many outsiders 
who wish Israel well also share that opinion and would like to see him take a more 
active public role, freed from his prison shackles. Barghoutiʼs recent op-ed in the 
New York Times likened the Palestinian struggle to independence movements in 
South Africa and elsewhere. One thing they all shared, he suggested, was the 
inevitability of ultimate victory. Palestinians, he wrote, were engaged in “a long walk 
to freedom”. 
Barghouti is no Nelson Mandela. But neither can his claims and those of his people 
be indefinitely deferred. Trying to do so risks another explosion – another nakba – 
that, for all the wrong reasons, would again place Palestine at the forefront of Middle 
East woes. 
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Wife of jailed Fatah leader tells of her fears for hunger strikers 
Peter BeaumontSunday 30 April 2017 09.05 AEST 

Not long before Marwan Barghouti, the imprisoned leader of Fatah, called the largest 
hunger strike by Palestinian prisoners in recent years, his wife, Fadwa, and daughter 
visited him in Hadarim prison, Israel. 
“The last time I went to visit him with my daughter was two to three months ago,” 
recalled Fadwa last week on the 11th day of the strike. “My daughter said to him, ‘I 
wish you wouldnʼt do this. We donʼt see you very often. My brothers donʼt see you. 
We will worry about you and not be able to visit.̓  He replied: ‘I know itʼs going to be 
painful for the family .̓” 
Two weeks since it began, the strike by more than 1,000 prisoners in Israeli jails is 
galvanising Palestinian opinion. On Thursday, the day The Observer spoke to Fadwa 
in Ramallah, a general strike in support of the prisoners had shuttered shops, offices 
and schools. Roads were blocked by barricades and there were new posters in the 
city, depicting the prisoners. 
The hunger strike is taking place against a background of rising tension before the 
50th anniversary in June of Israelʼs occupation of the Palestinian territories, not just 
between Palestinians and Israelis, but between the main Palestinian factions, Fatah 
and Hamas. 
At its centre is Barghouti, 57, who is serving a life sentence after being convicted in 
2004 by an Israeli court of five counts of murder for his role in directing attacks 
against Israelis during the second intifada, which took place between 2000 and 
2005. As the strike began, he was moved from Hadarim into solitary confinement in a 
prison near Haifa. 
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Barghoutiʼs supporters insist the strike is about prisoner rights, not his political 
ambitions. But inevitably the question of how he is seen – and what he represents – 
has come to dominate. 
In the rhetoric of right-wing Israeli ministers and commentators, Barghouti is a 
“murderer and terrorist” who some say should have been executed. To many 
Palestinians he is a hero, sometimes compared to Nelson Mandela, and a figure 
untainted by the corruption and political machinations that have been a hallmark of 
the era of the ageing Palestinian president, Mahmoud Abbas. 
In her office, hung with pictures of her husband, the strain is beginning to show on 
Fadwa. With little information from the Israeli prison service, and no access, what 
news she has comes from other prisoners who have seen her husband and managed 
to pass back a few details. 
Some reports say the strike is already exacting a heavy toll on its participants, who 
are taking only water and salt, although none so far have suffered serious health 
problems. “The next days will be hard,” said Fadwa. “The last time I saw him was two 
weeks before the strike. Since the first day no one has been able visit him. All the 
information I have is unofficial. Some of the prisoners are suffering and it is getting 
worse.” 
Fadwa said the strikers drew up a list of demands eight months ago, about prison 
conditions, including visits, access to phones, education and health screening. “They 
sent letters to the Palestinian leadership saying if Israel did not comply by 16 April 
the strike would begin, telling the Palestinian Authority that they could help prevent it 
by putting pressure on the Israelis.” 
Even if there have been contacts behind the scenes, it appears there has been no 
negotiation. Instead Israel has increased pressure on the strikers by cutting them off 
from the outside world. Supporters say radios have been confiscated and access to 
lawyers ended. Issa Qaraqe, head of prisoners affairs for the Palestinian Authority, 
said the leaders have been confined in solitary, and others have been moved to 
special wings. “They have set up collective confinement sections where hunger 
strikers have been put with only the clothes they are wearing, mattresses and 
toothpaste, with personal belongings confiscated.” 
Of more concern to Qaraqe and Fadwa has been comments by some Israeli 
ministers, including the combative intelligence minister Israel Katz, who said 
Barghouti should have been executed. “When a despicable murderer like Barghouti 
protests in prison for improved conditions, while the relatives of those he murdered 
are still in pain, there is only one solution – death penalty for terrorists,” said Katz at 
the beginning of the protest. 
Israeli prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu described Barghouti as an “arch-terrorist” 
while the defence minister, Avigdor Lieberman, suggested Israel should take the 
approach of Margaret Thatcher towards the IRA hunger strikers in 1981 and allow 
them to die. 
Describing the Israeli response as “incitement and provocation”, Qaraqe said: “These 
statements – accompanied by the extreme measures against the hunger strikers – 
aggravate the situation. This strike did not come out of a vacuum. It came out of the 
failure to discuss the issues with the Israeli prison authorities … Israel brought the 
situation to this level.” Beyond the prison walls, the scale of the strike has created 
problems for all sides. Israeli authorities have previously negotiated with hunger 
strikers, and their intransigent language has raised tensions. And while senior 
Palestinian figures, including Abbas, offer vocal support, the timing of the strike – 
before next weekʼs meeting between Abbas and Donald Trump in Washington – is 
clearly troubling them. The result is a complicated balancing act for the Palestinian 
leadership – lending support while instructing their security services to prevent 



clashes with Israelis at checkpoints during demonstrations supporting the strike. 
This underscores the view that Barghouti has limited control of the situation. 
That he should be at the forefront, even in prison, is hardly surprising to long-time 
observers. Speaking to this writer three years ago, former Israeli peace negotiator 
Yossi Beilin, who knew Barghouti, presciently flagged up the challenge that he 
posed. Inside or outside jail, Barghouti remains one of the most important Palestinian 
leaders. “I am not an admirer,” Beilin said then. “He is shrewd. A street cat. He is a 
proud Palestinian, proud of his movement. I saw him [during the Oslo peace talks] as 
a partner. Someone committed to a political solution. 
“He is a politician and a statesman. Like other politicians who have been involved 
with violence, we have somehow to find a way of dealing with him in a political 
framework … because he can lead those who follow him to an agreement.” 
That “shrewdness” is evident in the hunger strike, and not only its timing ahead of 
the 50th anniversary of the Israeli occupation. The demands for better prisoner 
conditions, low key as they are, seem designed to be – in theory at least – 
achievable. 
The question now is whether Barghoutiʼs well-attested influence and charisma is 
such that he can lead, even sequestered in solitary confinement. 
For Israel, if the protest continues, the choices do not appear good, with security 
officials aware that dead hunger strikers would risk an upsurge in violence. Force-
feeding too, although permitted in Israel following a supreme court ruling last year, is 
also deeply contentious, with the Israeli Medical Association opposed. 
In her office, Fadwa is suddenly tearful, contemplating where the hunger strike will 
lead: “An element that makes it harder is that I feel other families want to draw 
strength from me, so I need to hide my feelings,” she said, adding that the strike had 
made her realise how much her husband had been absent from his family – in prison, 
wanted, or deported. “I used to blame Marwan for not being there. He said you have 
to bear with me. It is the struggle for a better life for our children. Now it has been 30 
years.” 
It is also clear that the absence of any dialogue does not bode well for the health of 
the strikers. Asked about the risks, she says only: “God will protect him.” 
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The New Hamas charter explained 
May 2 2017 - 6l21PM 
Hamas, the Palestinian Islamist group that has authority over the population of the 
Gaza Strip, released a new manifesto on Monday moderating its position toward 
Israel. It includes new statements on borders, its relationship with Islamist groups 
and on the Jewish people.  What does it all mean? 

Is it important that Hamas has issued a new statement of principles? 
For years, the opposition of Western powers to dealing with the Palestinian Islamist 
movement Hamas has rested on three planks: its conduct of armed violence and 
terrorism against Israel; its refusal to honour the political commitments made by the 
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Palestine Liberation Organisation (PLO) in the Oslo accords and beyond; and its 
refusal to recognise the existence of Israel. 
The Hamas charter was issued in 1988, at a time when there was no peace process, 
no international recognition of a Palestinian people, and in the middle of a massive 
Israeli crackdown in the occupied territories in which soldiers brutally beat, 
imprisoned and tortured thousands of people living under its military rule. The 
charter's tone was apocalyptic and relied heavily on interpretations of Islamic 
scripture and European anti-Semitic texts to cast the conflict as part of an eternal 
struggle between Muslims and Jews. Over time it has become an additional obstacle 
to Hamas sitting in any diplomatic forum that involves Western nations, for whom 
anti-Semitism has since World War II been regarded as beyond the pale. 
Both the PLO and Hamas began as movements which rejected both the legitimacy 
and the continued existence of Israel as a state, a position enshrined in their 
respective charters. So when the PLO came in from the diplomatic cold, it became 
necessary for its charter to be revised. Those parts of the charter which sat at odds 
with the vision of a two-state solution were formally abrogated by a vote of the PLO's 
national council in April 1996, but Israeli critics maintain that since no new charter 
was formulated at that time, this vote was a sham. 

Why has Hamas issued this statement of principles now? 
The main reason is that its chief political rival, Fatah leader and Palestinian Authority 
President Mahmoud Abbas, is about to visit Washington for talks with US President 
Donald Trump. The new document, which began to attract international attention in 
March, seeks to question the ability of Abbas and the movement he heads to act as 
the sole legitimate representative of the Palestinian people. Fatah has been declining 
in popularity among Palestinians for years now and Abbas needs a diplomatic 
breakthrough if its political position is to be salvaged. 
But Hamas is also struggling to keep its head above water. The Arab Spring of 2011 
damaged its ties with its long-standing state patrons, Syria and Iran, since it was 
unwilling to support either of those regimes in a war against Syria's Sunni majority. 
Its hope that its historical affiliation with the Muslim Brotherhood, which came to 
power in democratic elections in Egypt at that time, would fill the gap proved 
misguided; the Brotherhood kept Hamas at arm's length diplomatically before being 
ousted in the 2013 coup by Egypt's military, which considers its financial and political 
ties to the United States and Israel to be more important than the rights of 
Palestinians. 
The new charter makes it clear that Hamas remains committed to armed struggle, 
which it regards as a defining prerogative of a people who aspire to statehood and 
liberation from foreign occupation. But that also means that Hamas is aware of the 
impending threat of renewed conflict with Israel. 
In today's war-torn Middle East, Hamas also finds itself pitted against - and linked 
to - Islamist movements that are more militant and more theologically extreme than 
itself. This places pressure on it to show that its own moves in the diplomatic sphere 
are actually productive. 

Does it represent a significant shift? 
Not really. Hamas is often identified in Western media coverage with 
uncompromising rejection of Israel, but as leading Israeli peace negotiator Shlomo 
Ben-Ami pointed out more than a decade ago, its political activity has always been 
marked by pragmatism. 
The decision by Hamas to run in the Palestinian Legislative Council elections of 
January 2006 - which it won, having boycotted all previous elections to the assembly 
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- was itself a sign of accommodation both with the Palestinian Authority created by 
the Oslo accords and with the fact of that authority's geographical limits (though 
crucially, for all Palestinian parties those limits include occupied East Jerusalem). It 
also showed that, unlike more radical Islamist movements, Hamas was willing to take 
part in a democratic process, which in turn required it to adjust to the positions of 
Palestinian voters. 
While Palestinian public opinion is of course fluid, one of its common themes in the 
decades since the Oslo accords were signed is that concessions by the PLO on 
armed struggle and recognition of Israel have not resulted in a reciprocal recognition 
of Palestinian sovereignty and statehood. Those concessions are thus viewed as 
mistakes, and Hamas' refusal to abandon the same "bargaining chips" without first 
securing historic concessions from Israel is seen by many Palestinians - even those 
who do not support Hamas - as a wise and cautious stance that is not set in 
ideological concrete but can be altered when circumstances dictate. 
After its 2006 election victory, Hamas went on to indicate that it was prepared to 
acknowledge Israel's existence de facto, though without giving Israel de jure 
recognition, a shift which Israel dismissed at the time. It is a position that the 
movement's outgoing leader Khalid Meshaal has maintained since then, and is in 
essence the same as that Sinn Fein espoused with regard to the conflict in Northern 
Ireland: that it is prepared to accept current political realities while continuing to 
aspire to a vision beyond that of two separate political entities in the Holy Land. 

Who is likely to support this move? 
The new charter was announced in Doha, the capital of Qatar, which gives a clear 
indication of its main sponsor. However Qatar alone cannot form a consensus over 
new diplomatic moves in the Middle East. 
The decision to formally sever ties with the Muslim Brotherhood is a clear attempt to 
gain favour with Egypt and through it Saudi Arabia, both of whom are understood to 
have the ear of the new US administration. 
Egyptian President Abdel Fattah al-Sisi recently put the Israeli-Palestinian conflict 
back into Donald Trump's field of vision, and both he and the Saudis are likely to 
encourage the White House to revisit the 2002 Arab Peace Initiative, which among 
other things proposes region-wide recognition of Israel in return for Israeli 
withdrawal to the boundaries that existed on the eve of the 1967 Arab-Israeli war. 
Is it likely to change anything? 
The major question now is whether anyone in the Western world or Israel still loves 
the two-state solution enough to make a concerted effort to save it. 
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, who made opposition to a second state 
part of his election pitch, has often expressed opposition to the 2002 Arab initiative, 
and he now presides over a coalition government in which key partners not only 
regard all talk of two states as effectively over but which has promoted and passed 
laws that allow Israel to steal the territory that would be the basis for any Palestinian 
state. 
Moreover, successive Israeli governments have rejected any proposal to return to the 
1967 lines, characterised decades ago by leading Israeli diplomat Abba Eban as 
"Auschwitz borders". 
Donald Trump, meanwhile, has fallen short of endorsing a two-state solution since 
becoming President, and the Republican Party removed all mention of that formula 
from its 2016 manifesto, a move for which Trump's choice as ambassador to Israel, 
David Friedman, subsequently took credit. Some Republicans in Congress have even 
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decided that the time for negotiation between Israelis and Palestinians is over, and 
that the best hope for peace lies in a final settlement of the conflict imposed by 
Israel on a "defeated" and subject Palestinian population. 
Confronted by such obstacles, the new Hamas charter is unlikely to reverberate in 
the corridors of power. But that will merely reinforce the conviction of Palestinians 
and their supporters around the world that the peace process as a whole is a shell 
game designed to suit only one of its participants. 

The Oz 
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New Hamas program softens language 

Fares Akram And Karin Laub6l06PM May 2, 2017 

Militant Islamic group Hamas has unveiled what's been billed as a new, seemingly 
more pragmatic political program aimed at ending the group's international isolation. 
With the new manifesto, Hamas rebrands itself as an Islamic national liberation 
movement, rather than a branch of the pan-Arab Muslim Brotherhood, which has 
been outlawed by Egypt. It also drops explicit language calling for Israel's 
destruction, though it retains the goal of eventually "liberating" all of historic 
Palestine, which includes what is now Israel. 
It's not clear if the changes will be enough to improve relations with Egypt which, 
along with Israel, has been enforcing a crippling border blockade against the Hamas-
ruled Gaza Strip since the group seized the territory in 2007. 
The group reaffirmed that it will not recognise Israel, renounce violence or recognise 
previous interim Israeli-Palestinian peace deals - the West's long-standing 
conditions for dealing with Hamas. 
The five-page program, a result of four years of internal deliberations, was presented 
at a news conference in Doha, Qatar, by Khaled Mashaal, the outgoing Hamas leader 
in exile. 
The document reflects a "reasonable Hamas, that is serious about dealing with the 
reality and the regional and international surroundings, while still representing the 
cause of its people," said Mashaal. 
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Abbas visit rekindles hope 

The Australian12l00AM May 1, 2017 
Expecting too much too soon from Donald Trumpʼs scheduled talks with Palestinian 
leader Mahmoud Abbas in Washington on Wednesday would be a mistake. But after 
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years of his shortsighted rejection of Israelʼs repeated offer of peace negotiations 
without preconditions, Mr Abbasʼs willingness to meet Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu “under the patronage of President Trumpʼʼ signals there is potential to 
kick start the coma-bound peace process. 
After digging in his heels over Israeli settlements and trying, foolishly, to gain 
Palestinian statehood through the UN backdoor rather than direct talks with Israel, 
Mr Abbas has told US special peace envoy Jason Greenblatt that an “historic” peace 
deal with Israel is possible with Mr Trump in the White House. Amid suggestions that 
a 2017 version of the 2000 Camp David summit brokered by Bill Clinton could be in 
the making, a spokesman for Mr Trump, who is expected to visit Israel later this 
month, has said he is seeking a “conflict-ending settlement”. The opportunity should 
not be wasted. 
The road towards such a settlement would be difficult, and the President would need 
to bring the best of his deal-making skills to the process. Progress will be made only 
if the Palestinians are prepared to end their self-defeating delusions and talk directly 
with Israel — without preconditions — about a two-state solution. 
Few challenges facing Mr Trumpʼs presidency are more important than ending the 
protracted deadlock over negotiations between the Palestinians and Israelis. But he 
has an opportunity to succeed where Barack Obama failed abysmally, mainly 
because of his ill-judged animosity towards Israel. 


