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Israel-Palestine: the real reason there’s still no peace
Nathan ThrallTuesday 16 May 2017 14.30 AEST

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2017/may/16/the-real-reason-the-israel-palestine-
peace-process-always-fails

Scattered over the land between the Jordan river and the Mediterranean Sea lie the 
remnants of failed peace plans, international summits, secret negotiations, UN resolutions 
and state-building programmes, most of them designed to partition this long-contested 
territory into two independent states, Israel and Palestine. The collapse of these initiatives 
has been as predictable as the confidence with which US presidents have launched new 
ones, and the current administration is no exception.
In the quarter century since Israelis and Palestinians first started negotiating under US 
auspices in 1991, there has been no shortage of explanations for why each particular 
round of talks failed. The rationalisations appear and reappear in the speeches of 
presidents, the reports of thinktanks and the memoirs of former officials and negotiators: 
bad timing; artificial deadlines; insufficient preparation; scant attention from the US 
president; want of support from regional states; inadequate confidence-building measures; 
coalition politics; or leaders devoid of courage.
Among the most common refrains are that extremists were allowed to set the agenda and 
there was a neglect of bottom-up economic development and state-building. And then 
there are those who point at negative messaging, insurmountable scepticism or the 
absence of personal chemistry (a particularly fanciful explanation for anyone who has 
witnessed the warm familiarity of Palestinian and Israeli negotiators as they reunite in 
luxury hotels and reminisce about old jokes and ex-comrades over breakfast buffets and 
post-meeting toasts). If none of the above works, there is always the worst cliche of them 
all – lack of trust.
Postmortem vary in their apportioning of blame. But nearly all of them share a deep-seated 
belief that both societies desire a two-state agreement, and therefore need only the right 
conditions – together with a bit of nudging, trust-building and perhaps a few more positive 
inducements – to take the final step.
In this view, the Oslo accords of the mid-1990s would have led to peace had it not been for 
the tragic assassination of the Israeli prime minister Yitzhak Rabin in 1995. The 1998 Wye 
River Memorandum and its commitment to further Israeli withdrawals from the West Bank 
would have been implemented if only the Israeli Labor party had joined Benjamin 
Netanyahu’s coalition to back the agreement. The Camp David summit in July 2000 would 
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have succeeded if the US had been less sensitive to Israeli domestic concerns, insisted on 
a written Israeli proposal, consulted the Arab states at an earlier phase, and taken the 
more firm and balanced position adopted half a year later, in December 2000, when 
President Clinton outlined parameters for an agreement. Both parties could have accepted 
the Clinton parameters with only minimal reservations had the proposal not been 
presented so fleetingly, as a one-time offer that would disappear when Clinton stepped 
down less than a month later. The negotiations in Taba, Egypt, in January 2001 were on 
the brink of agreement but failed because time ran out, with Clinton just out of office, and 
Ehud Barak facing almost certain electoral defeat to Ariel Sharon. The two major peace 
plans of 2003 – the US-sponsored road map to peace in the Middle East and the unofficial 
Geneva accord – could have been embraced had it not been for a bloody intifada and a 
hawkish Likud prime minister in power.
And on it goes: direct negotiations between the Palestinian president Mahmoud Abbas and 
Netanyahu in 2010 could have lasted more than 13 days if only Israel had agreed to 
temporarily halt construction of some illegal settlements in exchange for an extra $3bn 
package from the United States. Several years of secret back-channel negotiations 
between the envoys of Netanyahu and Abbas could have made history if only they hadn’t 
been forced to conclude prematurely in late 2013, because of an artificial deadline 
imposed by separate talks led by secretary of state John Kerry. And, finally, the Kerry 
negotiations of 2013–2014 could have led to a framework agreement if the secretary of 
state had spent even a sixth as much time negotiating the text with the Palestinians as he 
did with the Israelis, and if he hadn’t made inconsistent promises to the two sides 
regarding the guidelines for the talks, the release of Palestinian prisoners, curtailing Israeli 
settlement construction, and the presence of US mediators in the negotiating room.

Each of these rounds of diplomacy began with vows to succeed where predecessors had 
failed. Each included affirmations of the urgency of peace or warnings of the closing 
window, perhaps even the last chance, for a two-state solution. Each ended with a list of 
tactical mistakes and unforeseen developments that resulted in failure. And, just as surely, 
each neglected to offer the most logical and parsimonious explanation for failure: no 
agreement was reached because at least one of the parties preferred to maintain the 
impasse.
The Palestinians chose no agreement over one that did not meet the bare minimum 
supported by international law and most nations of the world. For years this consensus 
view supported the establishment of a Palestinian state on the pre-1967 lines with minor, 
equivalent land swaps that would allow Israel to annex some settlements. The Palestinian 
capital would be in East Jerusalem, with sovereignty over the holy site known to Jews as 
the Temple Mount and to Muslims as the Noble Sanctuary or al-Aqsa mosque compound, 
and overland contiguity with the rest of the Palestinian state. Israel would withdraw its 
forces from the West Bank and release Palestinian prisoners. And Palestinian refugees 
would be offered compensation, a right to return not to their homes but to their homeland 
in the State of Palestine, acknowledgment of Israel’s partial responsibility for the refugee 
problem, and, on a scale that would not perceptibly change Israel’s demography, a return 
of some refugees to their pre-1948 lands and homes.
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Yitzhak Rabin, Bill Clinton and Yasser Arafat watch as Shimon Peres signs the Oslo peace 
accords at the White House in September 1993. Photograph: J David Ake/AFP/Getty 
Images
Although years of violence and repression have led Palestinians to make some small 
concessions that chipped away at this compromise, they have not fundamentally 
abandoned it. They continue to hope that the support of the majority of the world’s states 
for a plan along these lines will eventually result in an agreement. In the meantime, the 
status quo has been made more bearable thanks to the architects of the peace process, 
who have spent billions to prop up the Palestinian government, create conditions of 
prosperity for decision-makers in Ramallah, and dissuade the population from confronting 
the occupying force.
Israel, for its part, has consistently opted for stalemate rather than the sort of agreement 
outlined above. The reason is obvious: the deal’s cost is much higher than the cost of 
making no deal. The damages Israel would risk incurring through such an accord are 
massive. They include perhaps the greatest political upheaval in the country’s history; 
enormous demonstrations against – if not majority rejection of – Palestinian sovereignty in 
Jerusalem and over the Temple Mount/Noble Sanctuary; and violent rebellion by some 
Jewish settlers and their supporters.
There could also be bloodshed during forcible evacuations of West Bank settlements and 
rifts within the body implementing the evictions, the Israeli army, whose share of religious 
infantry officers now surpasses one third. Israel would lose military control over the West 
Bank, resulting in less intelligence-gathering, less room for manoeuvre in future wars, and 
less time to react to a surprise attack. It would face increased security risks from a Gaza-
West Bank corridor, which would allow militants, ideology and weapons-production 
techniques to spread from Gaza training camps to the West Bank hills overlooking Israel’s 
airport. Israeli intelligence services would no longer control which Palestinians enter and 
exit the occupied territories. The country would cease extraction of the West Bank’s natural 
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resources, including water, lose profits from managing Palestinian customs and trade, and 
pay the large economic and social price of relocating tens of thousands of settlers.

Only a fraction of these costs could be offset by a peace agreement’s benefits. But chief 
among them would be the blow dealt to efforts to delegitimise Israel and the normalisation 
of relations with other nations of the region. Israeli businesses would be able to operate 
more openly in Arab states, and government cooperation with such countries as Saudi 
Arabia and the United Arab Emirates would go from covert to overt. Through a treaty with 
the Palestinians, Israel could attain the relocation of every Tel Aviv embassy to Jerusalem, 
and receive additional financial and security benefits from the US and Europe. But all of 
these combined do not come close to outweighing the deficits.
Nor have the moral costs of occupation for Israeli society been high enough to change the 
calculus. Ending international opprobrium is indeed important to the country’s elites, and 
as they find themselves increasingly shunned, the incentive to withdraw from the occupied 
territories will likely increase. But so far Israel has proven quite capable of living with the 
decades-old label of “pariah”, the stain of occupation and the associated impact on the 
country’s internal harmony and relations with diaspora Jews. For all the recent fretting 
about decreasing American Jewish support for Israel, the conversation today is not so 
different than it was at the time of the first Likud-led governments decades ago. Similarly 
enduring – and endurable – are the worries that occupation delegitimises Zionism and 
causes discord within Israel. More than 30 years ago, former deputy mayor of Jerusalem 
Meron Benvenisti wrote of growing numbers of Israelis who had doubts about Zionism, 
“expressed in the forms of alienation, emigration of young Israelis, the emergence of racist 
Jews, violence in society, the widening gap between Israel and the diaspora, and a 
general feeling of inadequacy”. Israelis have grown adept at tuning such criticisms out.
It was, is, and will remain irrational for Israel to absorb the costs of an agreement when the 
price of the alternative is so comparatively low. The consequences of choosing impasse 
are hardly threatening: mutual recriminations over the cause of stalemate, new rounds of 
talks, and retaining control of all of the West Bank from within and much of Gaza from 
without. Meanwhile, Israel continues to receive more US military aid per year than goes to 
all the world’s other nations combined, and presides over a growing economy, rising 
standards of living and a population that reports one of the world’s highest levels of 
subjective wellbeing. Israel will go on absorbing the annoying but so-far tolerable costs of 
complaints about settlement policies. And it will likely witness several more countries 
bestowing the State of Palestine with symbolic recognition, a few more negative votes in 
impotent university student councils, limited calls for boycotts of settlement goods, and 
occasional bursts of violence that the greatly overpowered Palestinians are too weak to 
sustain. There is no contest.

The real explanation for the past decades of failed peace negotiations is not mistaken 
tactics or imperfect circumstances, but that no strategy can succeed if it is premised on 
Israel behaving irrationally. Most arguments put to Israel for agreeing to a partition are that 
it is preferable to an imagined, frightening future in which the country ceases to be either a 
Jewish state or a democracy, or both. Israel is constantly warned that if it does not soon 
decide to grant Palestinians citizenship or sovereignty, it will become, at some never-
defined future date, an apartheid state. But these assertions contain the implicit 
acknowledgment that it makes no sense for Israel to strike a deal today rather than wait to 
see if such imagined threats actually materialise. If and when they do come to be, Israel 
can then make a deal. Perhaps in the interim, the hardship of Palestinian life will cause 
enough emigration that Israel may annex the West Bank without giving up the state’s 
Jewish majority. Or, perhaps, the West Bank will be absorbed by Jordan, and Gaza by 
Egypt, a better outcome than Palestinian statehood, in the view of many Israeli officials.
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It is hard to argue that forestalling an agreement in the present makes a worse deal more 
likely in the future: the international community and the PLO have already established the 
ceiling of their demands – 22% of the land now under Israeli control – while providing far 
less clarity about the floor, which Israel can try to lower. Israel has continued to reject the 
same Palestinian claims made since the 1980s, albeit with a few added Palestinian 
concessions. In fact, history suggests that a strategy of waiting would serve the country 
well: from the British government’s 1937 Peel Commission partition plan and the UN 
partition plan of 1947 to UN Security Council Resolution 242 and the Oslo accords, every 
formative initiative endorsed by the great powers has given more to the Jewish community 
in Palestine than the previous one. Even if an Israeli prime minister knew that one day the 
world’s nations would impose sanctions on Israel if it did not accept a two-state 
agreement, it would still be irrational to strike such a deal now. Israel could instead wait 
until that day comes, and thereby enjoy many more years of West Bank control and the 
security advantages that go with it – particularly valuable at a time of cataclysm in the 
region.

Donald Trump and Mahmoud Abbas at the White House earlier this month. Photograph: 
APA/Rex/Shutterstock
Israel is frequently admonished to make peace in order to avoid becoming a single, 
Palestinian-majority state ruling all the territory from the Jordan river to the Mediterranean 
Sea. But that threat does not have much credibility when it is Israel that holds all the 
power, and will therefore decide whether or not it annexes territory and offers citizenship to 
all its inhabitants. A single state will not materialise until a majority of Israelis want it, and 
so far they overwhelmingly do not. The reason Israel has not annexed the West Bank and 
Gaza is not for fear of international slaps on the wrist, but because the strong preference 
of most of the country’s citizens is to have a Jewish-majority homeland, the raison d’être of 
Zionism. If and when Israel is confronted with the threat of a single state, it can enact a 
unilateral withdrawal and count on the support of the great powers in doing so. But that 
threat is still quite distant.
In fact, Israelis and Palestinians are now farther from a single state than they have been at 
any time since the occupation began in 1967. Walls and fences separate Israel from Gaza 
and more than 90% of the West Bank. Palestinians have a quasi-state in the occupied 
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territories, with its own parliament, courts, intelligence services and foreign ministry. 
Israelis no longer shop in Nablus and Gaza the way they did before the Oslo accords. 
Palestinians no longer travel freely to Tel Aviv. And the supposed reason that partition is 
often claimed to be impossible – the difficulty of a probable relocation of more than 
150,000 settlers – is grossly overstated: in the 1990s, Israel absorbed several times as 
many Russian immigrants, many of them far more difficult to integrate than settlers, who 
already have Israeli jobs, fully formed networks of family support and a command of 
Hebrew.
As long as the Palestinian government and the Oslo system are in place, the world’s 
nations will not demand that Israel grant citizenship to Palestinians. Indeed, Israel has had 
a non-Jewish majority in the territory it controls for several years. Yet even in their sternest 
warnings, western governments invariably refer to an undemocratic Israel as a mere 
hypothetical possibility. Most of the world’s nations will refuse to call Israel’s control of the 
West Bank a form of apartheid – defined by the International Criminal Court as a regime of 
systematic oppression and domination of a racial group with the intention of maintaining 
that regime – so long as there is a chance, however slim, that Oslo remains a transitional 
phase to an independent Palestinian state.

Contrary to what nearly every US mediator has asserted, it is not that Israel greatly desires 
a peace agreement but has a pretty good fallback option. It is that Israel greatly prefers the 
fallback option to a peace agreement. No tactical brilliance in negotiations, no amount of 
expert preparation, no perfect alignment of the stars can overcome that obstacle. Only two 
things can: a more attractive agreement, or a less attractive fallback. The first of these 
options has been tried extensively, from offering Israel full normalisation with most Arab 
and Islamic states to promising upgraded relations with Europe, US security guarantees, 
and increased financial and military assistance. But for Israel these inducements pale in 
comparison to the perceived costs.
The second option is to make the fallback worse. This is what President Eisenhower did 
following the 1956 Suez crisis when he threatened economic sanctions to get Israel to 
withdraw from Sinai and Gaza. This is what President Ford did in 1975 when he 
reassessed US relations with Israel, refusing to provide it with new arms deals until it 
agreed to a second Sinai withdrawal. This is what President Carter did when he raised the 
spectre of terminating US military assistance if Israel did not immediately evacuate 
Lebanon in September 1977. And this is what Carter did when he made clear to both sides 
at Camp David that the United States would withhold aid and downgrade relations if they 
did not sign an agreement. This, likewise, is what the US secretary of state James Baker 
did in 1991, when he forced a reluctant Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir to attend 
negotiations in Madrid by withholding a $10bn loan guarantee that Israel needed to absorb 
the immigration of Soviet Jews. That was the last time the United States applied pressure 
of this sort.
The Palestinians, too, have endeavoured to make Israel’s fallback option less attractive 
through two uprisings and other periodic bouts of violence. But the extraordinary price they 
paid proved unsustainable, and on the whole they have been too weak to worsen Israel’s 
fallback for very long. As a result, Palestinians have been unable to induce more from 
Israel than tactical concessions, steps meant to reduce friction between the populations in 
order not to end occupation but to mitigate it and restore its low cost.
Forcing Israel to make larger, conflict-ending concessions would require making its 
fallback option so unappealing that it would view a peace agreement as an escape from 
something worse. That demands more leverage than the Palestinians have so far 
possessed, while those who do have sufficient power have not been eager to use it. Since 
Oslo, in fact, the US has done quite the reverse, working to maintain the low cost of 
Israel’s fallback option. Successive US administrations have financed the Palestinian 
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government, trained its resistance-crushing security forces, pressured the PLO not to 
confront Israel in international institutions, vetoed UN Security Council resolutions that 
were not to Israel’s liking, shielded Israel’s arsenal from calls for a nuclear-free Middle 
East, ensured Israel’s military superiority over all of its neighbours, provided the country 
with more than $3bn in military aid each year, and exercised its influence to defend Israel 
from criticism.

The wall separating Israel and the West Bank at Bethlehem. Photograph: Thomas Coex/
AFP/Getty
No less importantly, the United States has consistently sheltered Israel from accountability 
for its policies in the West Bank by putting up a facade of opposition to settlements that in 
practice is a bulwark against more significant pressure to dismantle them. The US and 
most of Europe draw a sharp distinction between Israel and the occupied territories, 
refusing to recognise Israeli sovereignty beyond the pre-1967 lines. When the limousine of 
the US president travels from West to East Jerusalem, the Israeli flag comes down from 
the driver-side front corner. US officials must obtain special permission to meet Israelis at 
the IDF’s central command headquarters in the Jerusalem settlement of Neve Yaakov or at 
the Justice Ministry in the heart of downtown East Jerusalem. And US regulations, not 
consistently enforced, stipulate that products from the settlements should not bear a 
made-in-Israel label.
Israel vehemently protests against this policy of so-called differentiation between Israel 
and the occupied territories, believing that it delegitimises the settlements and the state, 
and could lead to boycotts and sanctions of the country. But the policy does precisely the 
opposite: it acts not as a complement to punitive measures against Israel, but as an 
alternative to them.
Differentiation creates an illusion of US castigation, but in reality it insulates Israel from 
answering for its actions in the occupied territories, by assuring that only settlements and 
not the government that creates them will suffer consequences for repeated violations of 
international law. Opponents of settlements and occupation, who would otherwise call for 
costs to be imposed on Israel, instead channel their energies into a distraction that creates 
headlines but has no chance of changing Israeli behaviour. It is in this sense that the policy 
of differentiation, of which Europeans and US liberals are quite proud, does not so much 
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constitute pressure on Israel as serve as a substitute for it, thereby helping to prolong an 
occupation it is ostensibly meant to bring to an end.
Support for the policy of differentiation is widespread, from governments to numerous self-
identified liberal Zionists, US advocacy groups such as J Street that identify with centrist 
and centre-left parties in Israel, and the editorial board of the New York Times. 
Differentiation allows them to thread the needle of being both pro-Israel and anti-
occupation, the accepted view in polite society. There are of course variations among 
these opponents of the settlements, but all agree that Israeli products that are created in 
the West Bank should be treated differently, whether through labelling or even some sort of 
boycott.
What supporters of differentiation commonly reject, however, is no less important. Not one 
of these groups or governments calls for penalising the Israeli financial institutions, real 
estate businesses, construction companies, communications firms, and, above all, 
government ministries that profit from operations in the occupied territories but are not 
headquartered in them. Sanctions on those institutions could change Israeli policy 
overnight. But the possibility of imposing them has been delayed if not thwarted by the fact 
that critics of occupation have instead advocated for a reasonable-sounding yet ineffective 
alternative.
Supporters of differentiation hold the view that while it may be justifiable to do more than 
label the products of West Bank settlements, it is inconceivable that sanctions might be 
imposed on the democratically elected government that established the settlements, 
legalised the outposts, confiscated Palestinian land, provided its citizens with financial 
incentives to move to the occupied territories, connected the illegally built houses to roads, 
water, electricity and sanitation, and provided settlers with heavy army protection. They 
have accepted the argument that to resolve the conflict more force is needed, but they 
cannot bring themselves to apply it to the state actually maintaining the regime of 
settlement, occupation and land expropriation that they oppose.

Since the end of the cold war, the United States has not so much as considered using the 
sort of pressure it once did, and its achievements during the past quarter-century have 
been accordingly meagre. US policymakers debate how to influence Israel, but without 
using almost any of the power at their disposal, including placing aid under conditions of 
changes in Israeli behaviour, a standard tool of diplomacy that officials deem unthinkable 
in this case.
Listening to them discuss how to devise an end to occupation is like listening to the 
operator of a bulldozer ask how to demolish a building with a hammer. The former Israeli 
defence minister Moshe Dayan once said: “Our American friends offer us money, arms and 
advice. We take the money, we take the arms, and we decline the advice.” Those words 
have become only more resonant in the decades since they were uttered.
Until the US and Europe formulate a strategy to make Israel’s circumstances less 
desirable than the concessions it would make in a peace agreement, they will shoulder 
responsibility for the oppressive military regime they continue to preserve and fund. When 
peaceful opposition to Israel’s policies is squelched and those with the capacity to 
dismantle the occupation don’t raise a finger against it, violence invariably becomes more 
attractive to those who have few other means of upsetting the status quo.
Through pressure on the parties, a peaceful partition of Palestine is achievable. But too 
many insist on sparing Israelis and Palestinians the pain of outside force, so that they may 
instead continue to be generous with one another in the suffering they inflict.
This is an adapted extract from The Only Language They Understand: Forcing 
Compromise in Israel and Palestine, published by Metropolitan Books. Main photograph: 
Jim Young/Reuters
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Trump's plans for Jerusalem Western Wall visit rock Israelis 
more than Aerosmith
May 17 2017 - 4:16PM

http://www.smh.com.au/world/trumps-plans-for-jerusalem-western-wall-visit-rock-
israelis-more-than-aerosmith-20170517-gw6v5h.html 

Jerusalem: Jerusalem's ancient Western Wall made headlines again on Tuesday. The 
reason: Donald Trump.
In less than a week, Trump will visit Israel for the first time and part of his 24-hour trip here 
will include a short stop at the Jewish holy site.

A worker hangs Israeli and US flags on a lamppost along a freeway leading to Jerusalem, 
days before the planned visit of US President Donald Trump. Photo: AP
On Monday, however, Israel's Channel 2 News reported that members of a US advance 
team preparing the presidential tour told Israeli representatives that the Western Wall is 
not part of Israeli territory, therefore Israel could not be involved in planning that part of 
Trump's trip.
While it is customary for visiting dignitaries to go to the Western Wall - the outer wall of the 
raised esplanade that is called the Temple Mount by Jews and al-Haram al-Sharif by 
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Muslims - US presidents usually defer the visit because that part of Jerusalem sits on 
territory that was under Jordanian control before the June 1967 Arab-Israeli war.
Israel declared sovereignty over the whole of Jerusalem after 1967 but Palestinians and 
most of the world dispute that status.
If Trump does go to the wall, he will be the first sitting US president to do so.
Advertisement
While out scouting the site with US representatives, the Israeli team requested that Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu accompany Trump and his family to the wall. The Americans 
refused, saying it was to be a "private visit".
Then, according to the Channel 2 report, two members of the US team told the Israeli 
team to leave.

The Western Wall in Jerusalem's Old City (right) and the Dome of the Rock above. Photo: 
Getty Images
"This isn't your territory. This is in the West Bank. It is a private visit by the President, and 
it's not your business," a US representative reportedly told the Israelis.
Netanyahu's office expressed shock, said an official speaking anonymously because he 
was not authorised to discuss the matter.

"Israel is convinced that this statement contradicts President Trump's policy, as was 
expressed by his recent opposition to a UN Security Council resolution," the official said.
Israeli media outlet Walla! reported later that the White House tried to distance itself from 
the comments, saying that it did not reflect the position of the US or of the President.
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Israeli soldiers during a service marking Memorial Day at the Western Wall on April 
30. Photo: AP
A final meeting is expected to be held on Tuesday with the White House advance team, in 
which the timetable for the visit will be finalised.
Trump is also scheduled to visit the Yad Vashem Holocaust Memorial and the heritage site 
at Masada, as well as holding meetings with Israeli President Reuven Rivlin and 
Netanyahu.

US ambassador to Israel David Friedman, centre, visits the Western Wall on Monday. He 
presented his credentials to Israeli President Reuven Rivlin on Tuesday. Photo: AP
He will also meet in either Ramallah or Bethlehem with Palestinian Authority president 
Mahmoud Abbas.

  of  11 20



AFOPA Media Report – 

The new US ambassador to Israel, David Friedman, visited the Western Wall on Monday, 
in a departure from diplomatic protocol.

David Friedman, right, speaks with Aerosmith frontman Steven Tyler during his Monday 
visit to the Western Wall. Photo: AP
It is highly unusual for a new envoy who had not yet presented his credentials to visit the 
holy site.
When he was first put forward as an ambassador, Friedman looked forward to the 
relocation of the US embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem, which Trump had promised while 
campaigning for the presidency.
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June 8, 1967: This famous Israeli Government Press Office photo by David Rubinger 
shows Israeli soldiers at the Western Wall after it was captured in the 1967 Arab-Israeli 
war. Photo: AP
But on Sunday, US Secretary of State Rex Tillerson said Trump was considering the best 
move to facilitate renewing Israeli-Palestinian peace talks that have been frozen since 
2014, hinting he might have had second thoughts.
"The President is being very careful to understand how such a decision would impact a 
peace process," Tillerson told NBC's Meet the Press.
Netanyahu responded by saying that moving the US embassy would not harm the peace 
process, but would do the opposite.
"It will advance it by righting a historical wrong and by shattering the Palestinian fantasy 
that Jerusalem is not the capital of Israel," Netanyahu said.
Speaking to reporters at the White House on Tuesday, National Security Adviser H.R. 
McMaster twice declined to say whether the Western Wall was in Israel, calling it "a policy 
decision". McMaster did however confirm that no Israeli leaders would accompany Trump 
on his visit to the site.
Questioned later on the same subject, White House press secretary Sean Spicer said the 
Western Wall was "clearly in Jerusalem" but declined to say whether it was a part of Israel, 
adding that the topic would be discussed between Trump and his counterparts during next 
week's trip.
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Steven Tyler, the frontman of US rock band Aerosmith, which is set to perform  in Tel Aviv 
on Wednesday night, had his own private visit to the Western Wall on Monday and shook 
hands with Friedman at the ancient site.
Washington Post, Reuters, Fairfax Media

Gillard’s ‘concern’ on Israel
Rosie Lewis3:49PM May 17, 2017

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/national-affairs/julia-gillard-awarded-honorary-
doctorate-weighs-in-on-israelipalestinian-conflict/news-story/
aa9b11d6efa7d617f6603e54e9133f39 

Julia Gillard has warned Israeli politicians of her “mounting concern” over settlement 
policies that she says will not help achieve a two-state solution.
The former prime minister weighed in to the sensitive Israeli-Palestinian conflict in a 
lecture titled “Reflections on a Life of Purpose’’ before from Israel’s Ben-Gurion University 
of the Negev overnight.
“Like so many other supporters of Israel around the world, I have watched with mounting 
concern some of the political discussion in Israel which is inconsistent with achieving a 
two-state solution,” Ms Gillard said in an excerpt of her speech, published by the 
university.
“I have become concerned that policies about settlements today will create long-lived 
problems for achieving that peace.
“What is the alternative? An unending security situation that is not in Israel’s best interest. I 
do not come with a plan or a blueprint but a state of mind.”
Israel’s bill that retroactively legalises unlawful Jewish settlements on privately-owned 
Palestinian land has stoked unease within the Labor Party.
Former ALP foreign ministers and prime ministers — including Kevin Rudd, Bob Hawke, 
Bob Carr and Gareth Evans — also sparked division after advocating a change in foreign 
policy and recognition of a Palestinian state ahead of Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu’s historic visit to Australia in February.
Jewish Labor MP Michael Danby accused the party “heroes” at the time of “provoking” Mr 
Netanyahu.
Ms Gillard said a “meaningful” peace process could only be achieved if leaders in Gaza, 
Tehran and around the world “end the ugly hateful speech that denounces Israel’s right to 
exist”, but she also wanted to see the “dawn of Palestine Independence Day”.
“I want the Palestinian people to enjoy and pursue their destiny in full, and to have a 
prosperous and successful country of their own — a nation they call home at long last,” 
she said.
“Everyone talks about a two-state solution. I did consistently as prime minister. That is my 
view today. There can be no other course. Nothing else will lead to lasting peace.”
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target="_blank">Try watching this video on www.youtube.com</a>, or enable JavaScript if 
it is disabled in your browser.</div></div>
‘If the jibe comes in after midnight, it’s fuelled by alcohol’
Ms Gillard, who was the nation’s first female prime minister and presided over a hung 
parliament after ousting Kevin Rudd, offered some advice to attendees at her lecture.
She said holding a sense of purpose had been a “defining feature” of her life.
“I had discovered that having a sense of purpose is one thing but sticking with it over time 
and in difficult circumstances is the real test,” Ms Gillard said.
“To live a life of purpose, you need to look within and define it. What’s driving you, what are 
your values, what’s your vision, what are you striving to achieve? Then write it out and 
reread it on the toughest of days, to steady yourself, to keep yourself on track.
“Staying true to your sense of purpose also requires a strong sense of self. Everyone likes 
to be liked. But living solely for the approval of others will be a life defined by their 
agendas, not your own. Living a life of purpose may well mean making hard decisions, the 
kind that divide those around you. It is therefore important to cultivate an inner reserve.”
She noted everyone could find themselves subjected to free and “often not friendly 
character assessments” on social media in a 24/7 digital world but a “clear sense of self” 
would help stay on track.
“It also requires the judgement to identify fair and constructive criticism from ugly sniping. 
Here’s one tip on how to do so that worked for me — if the jibe comes in after midnight on 
twitter, it’s fuelled by alcohol not acumen,” she said.
“Not every occupation is quite as exposed to harsh critiques as being prime minister.”
Tony Abbott will be presented with an honorary doctorate from Tel Aviv University 
tomorrow.

Bring Malki’s killer to justice, PM

Arnold Roth12:00AM May 17, 2017

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/opinion/help-bring-malkis-murderer-to-justice-mr-turnbull/
news-story/01dd4794ce4312c374d55d4e4aaadfcb

When people talk about my daughter Malki, they usually mention her smile. It radiated the 
sunniness of her outlook. Then, at 15, she was murdered.
We moved to Jerusalem, Israel, when Malki, Melbourne-born like her older brothers and 
me, was three. Ahlam Tamimi, a Jordanian student, was . On August 9, 2001, having spent 
days scouting the city for a site that attracted crowds of Jewish children, she transported a 
powerful bomb into Jerusalem.
That bomb was a human being — a young Palestinian Arab zealot with a guitar case. 
Tamimi, the attack’s mastermind, accompanied him into Jerusalem. Both were aware the 
case, , was filled with explosives and a mass of nails to intensify the flesh-ripping effect.
Malki and her best friend, standing at the Sbarro pizzeria counter, were engrossed in text-
ing. Tamimi’s bomb stood beside them. At 2pm, he exploded. Fifteen were killed in the 
blast. Dozens were maimed and hideously injured. A young mother, not among the 15, 
remains in a coma. One of the murdered, her parents’ only child, was pregnant with her 
first baby. Malki and Michal, inseparable in life, are buried side-by-side.
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Boastful, unbowed and smiling coldly at her trial, Tamimi confessed to all charges. She 
relishes publicly recounting the details of the bloodbath. The court transcript captures how 
the three judges, stunned by her open enthusiasm for the carnage, warned that no Israeli 
official should ever consider commuting the sentence: 16 consecutive life terms.
But in October 2011, Israel announced an agonising deal with Hamas for the release of 
Gilad Shalit, an Israeli soldier they were holding hostage in Gaza.
Along with 1026 other convicted terrorists, Tamimi walked free. Her sentence, and 
everyone else’s in the deal, was drastically commuted subject to strict conditions. They 
included never again engaging in terror.
She returned to her homeland and at Amman airport received a raucous welcome befitting 
a national hero. The next day, more privately, there was another jubilant reception inside 
Jordan’s national law courts. I found photographs online. (They have since been 
removed.)
Tamimi, its chief planner, has no doubts about the morality of the Sbarro massacre. Did 
she feel remorse, one TV interviewer inquired: “No, why should I?” On another occasion: 
“I’m not sorry for what I did.” Asked in another interview, “Would you do it again if you had 
the chance?” she did not hesitate: “Yes.”
From Jordan, Tamimi began presenting an incitement-filled TV show of her own in 
February 2012. Called Breezes of the Free, it focuses on Arab terrorists imprisoned in 
Israel.
Its toxic hate is beamed weekly by satellite and hundreds of videostreaming websites to 
Arabic-speaking audiences globally, including Australia.
Tamimi lives the life of a celebrity. Her wedding to a cousin, convicted, like her, of murder 
and set free, got live coverage comparable to a royal visit. Her frequent public 
appearances in Jordan and other Arab countries attract crowds of devotees. She urges 
followers, particularly young women, to emulate her and undertake terror actions directed 
at civilians, particularly children.
In March 2012, I sought and got meetings in Washington with the US Department of 
Justice and the FBI. These led to a hearing a year later before a federal judge and to 
criminal charges against Tamimi for offences against US citizens. (Because her mother is 
American, Malki held US citizenship.)
The file remained sealed and secret, even from us, until some weeks ago.
Last March, federal prosecutors and investigators came to Jerusalem to update us. They 
said Jordan, which had been asked repeatedly to arrest and extradite Tamimi to stand trial 
in the US, refused. Three hours after that meeting, Tamimi officially became a fugitive from 
US justice. FBI Most Wanted posters warn in English and Arabic that she is armed and 
dangerous. A week later, a Jordanian court ruled that the 1995 Jordan-US extradition 
treaty was unenforceable. Arab media coverage suggested why: the treaty was never 
ratified; the Jordanian constitution blocked it; Jordanian citizens could never be extradited 
by Jordan.
Legal experts we have consulted express scepticism about these claims. It seems that for 
Jordan this is less about laws than about politics. Tamimi has a wide Jordanian support 
base. The king, whose powers are broader than Britain’s monarch but in a country with 
significant instability, is said to prefer avoiding such complex issues.
The challenges for us are clear but not simple: to persuade the king of Jordan that 
Jordan’s friends and allies, including the US and Australia, are appalled by the efforts to 
shelter a confessed mass-murderer. If Tamimi, who boasts publicly and often of the 
carnage her bomb caused, keeps being shielded from justice, Jordanian pronouncements 
about its dedication to fighting terror will have lost all meaning.
Australians can play a meaningful role. In his visit to Canberra last November, King 
Abdullah II expressed concern about “extremist forces in the region”. Signing a Joint 
Declaration on Enhanced Co-operation, Malcolm Turnbull said Jordan and Australia “stand 
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together in rejecting those who seek to impose their perverse world views on others 
through division and violence”.
The Prime Minister and Foreign Minister Julie Bishop: Few measures could more 
powerfully express rejection of division and violence than Jordan, encouraged by its 
Australian friends, respecting its extradition obligations and bringing Malki’s bigoted, 
vicious and utterly unrepentant murderer to justice.

Trump open to two-state Mideast solution

By Matt Spetalnick8:36PM May 13, 2017

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/latest-news/trump-open-to-twostate-mideast-
solution/news-story/92c1c0cae12c96ed527b1d35fef92026

US President Donald Trump will express support for Palestinian "self-determination" during 
a Middle East trip this month, a senior aide says.
The comment suggests Trump is open to a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict despite not having publicly embraced the idea so far.
The comment by US national security adviser H.R. McMaster came just nine days after a 
White House visit by Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas in which Trump vowed to 
seek a historic peace deal but stopped short of explicitly recommitting to the eventual goal 
of Palestinian statehood, a longtime bedrock of US policy.
Previewing Trump's first foreign trip, McMaster also said he would use a visit to Saudi 
Arabia, his first stop, to encourage Arab and Muslim partners to take "bold new steps" to 
confront those from Iran, Islamic State, al Qaeda and Syrian President Bashar al-Assad's 
government "who perpetuate chaos and violence."
Trump's travels, which begin late next week and will also include stops in Israel and Rome, 
are intended to "broadcast a message of unity" by visiting holy sites of Christianity, 
Judaism and Islam, McMaster told reporters.
Trump's meetings with Israeli and Palestinian leaders, currently due to be held separately, 
will be closely watched for whether he begins to articulate a cohesive strategy to revive 
long-stalled negotiations. Most experts are skeptical of Trump's chances of brokering a 
peace accord that eluded his predecessors.
Trump plans, in talks with Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, to "reaffirm 
America's unshakeable bond to the Jewish state" and in a meeting with Abbas to "express 
his desire for dignity and self-determination for the Palestinians," said McMaster, a 
decorated Army general with extensive Middle East experience.
Trump is expected to meet Abbas, the Western-backed head of the Palestinian Authority, 
in Bethlehem in the West Bank, Palestinian sources say.
Palestinians were disappointed when Trump failed to mention a two-state solution in a joint 
appearance with Abbas on May 3.
Trump sparked international criticism in February when, during a news conference with 
Netanyahu, he appeared to back away from a longstanding US commitment to Palestinian 
statehood, saying he would leave it up to the parties to decide.
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An independent state is not only the aspiration of the vast majority of Palestinians but has 
been the objective of successive US administrations and the international community.
Asked whether Trump would bring Netanyahu and Abbas together in the same room 
during the visit scheduled for May 22-23, McMaster said that would be up to the president 
and the other leaders. "The final plans aren't set yet," he said.

Israel ‘killed’ key military commander in Gaza: Hamas
12:00AM May 13, 2017

http://www.theaustralian.com.au/news/world/israel-killed-key-military-commander-in-gaza-
hamas/news-story/03dba3929adbc09d2ea938b7164b6a10

Ismail Haniya announces the arrest of a suspect in the March shooting death of Mazen 
Faqha in Gaza City.

Hamas has arrested the suspected murderer of one of its key military commanders in 
Gaza, the Palestinian Islamist movement’s leader said yesterday, while maintaining Israel 
was behind the March assassination.
The killing of Mazen Faqha on March 24 in the heart of Hamas-controlled Gaza shocked 
the militant movement and raised fears of a fresh conflict with Israel.
“We announce that the killer and criminal that carried out the orders of the officers of the 
Zionist security services is in the hands of the (Hamas) security services,” Ismail Haniya 
told journalists in Gaza City, referring to Israel. “He has confessed to the crime.”
Hamas has suggested Palestinian collaborators had worked with Israel on the 
assassination.
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“Punishment will be carried out against the murderer,” Mr Haniya said. Hamas recently 
executed three men it accused of collaboration with Israel. Faqha was shot dead near his 
house in Gaza City. He had been in charge of forming cells for the movement’s military 
wing in the occupied West Bank. Israel neither confirmed nor denied involvement in the 
killing. A source said Hamas’s military wing would decide “when and how vengeance 
(against Israel) will take place”.
AFP
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WEB: www.afopa.com.au 
“Why Palestine? Because it is a just cause, a noble ideal, a moral quest for equality and 
human rights” — Edward Saïd  
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