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Question 1:


The Palestinian Territories are currently engaged extensive foreign and domestic conflicts throughout the world.  As representatives of the Palestinian Authority it is crucial for our delegation to focus our efforts toward defining the most relevant domestic and international variables affecting our territories.  Once we define the most prevalent goals of our nation we will be able to efficiently engage in international diplomacy and debate with both allies and enemies. This first section will address the major foreign policy goals, interests, and objectives of the current Palestinian leadership.


The Palestinian Territories have engaged in numerous conflicts throughout the history of their nation-state, however the Israeli-Palestinian conflict has clearly been the most relevant and consequential dispute in the Middle East for the past several decades.  The Palestinian Territories still currently face other significant social and political issues, but in order to further examine these issues it is essential that the history of the Israeli-Palestinian dispute be thoroughly analyzed.  


During World War I the British Government engaged in the drafting of several private declarations and agreements regarding land rights in the Middle East. One such agreement, the Balfour Declaration, would ultimately be the catalyst which fueled the beginning of the Israeli conflict.  In a desperate attempt to keep Russia involved in World War I, British officials attempted to appease Russian Zionists.  The Balfour Declaration guaranteed a Jewish settlement in Palestine.  The Declaration contained countless contradictions and ambiguities; however the heavily flawed document set a precedent for the eventual creation of a sovereign Jewish homeland (Cleveland 244).  


In December of 1917 Britain invaded and captured Jerusalem, detaching the Palestinians from the rule of the Ottoman Empire and placing them under the rule of the British military from 1917 to 1920 (Cleveland 245).  Britain was forced to balance the contradicting needs of two separate peoples, they suddenly had to appease 668,258 Arab citizens residing in Palestine, and they had a responsibility to uphold their promise of a Jewish homeland for the Zionists.  In response they drafted the White Paper in 1922 in order to clarify further policy plans for Palestine.  The White Paper stated that the creation of a Jewish homeland did not necessarily mean that Zionism would be forced upon the Palestinian people.  However, this document did concede that the Jewish people had a biblical right to be in Palestine and that Palestine should become the center for Judaism. 


Jews began to immigrate to Palestine in five large waves, or aliyahs.  The Jewish community in Palestine numbered 382,000 by 1936 (Cleveland 254).  The Zionists believed that the most effective strategy for lobbying for a sovereign Jewish homeland was by establishing a significant population in Palestine.  However, the most effective catalyst for the establishment of a sovereign Jewish homeland was the conclusion of World War II and the aftermath of the Holocaust.  The horrific actions carried out by the German Nazis during the Holocaust resulted in the systematic murder of millions of European Jews.  The atrocities that had occurred in Hitler’s death camps created a sense of guilt throughout the westernized world for the surviving Jews; this sense of remorse was particularly strong throughout the United States.  In fact, President Harry Truman focused most of his 1948 reelection campaign on the establishment of a Zionist homeland (Cleveland 261). 



On May 14th, 1948 the last of the British leadership still residing in Palestine departed from his Governmental position.  Only a few hours after the departure of the British High Commissioner from Palestinian land, Jewish leader David Ben-Gurion announced the independence of the state of Israel.  The new Israeli state was quickly recognized by both the United States and the Soviet Union (Cleveland 266).  The 1948 war was clearly the had the most significant impact on the eventual establishment of a sovereign Jewish homeland.  This military conflict also spurred negative feelings between the state of Israel and the rest of the Arab world, but particularly with the Palestinian population. 



Military units from Egypt, Syria, Lebanon, Transjordan, and Iraq invaded Israel on May 15th, 1948.  As a result of this brief military conflict Israel enlarged its own territory by defeating the military forces of the Arabs states, and the UN proposal for a Palestinian Arab state was terminated (Cleveland 267).  The Arab forces were significantly hampered by a lack of military coordination, poor training and preparation, inadequate weaponry, and poorly trained officers.  The conclusion of the conflict resulted in Israel and the battered Arab states agreeing to an armistice.  This agreement essentially stabilized a cease-fire along the boarders of Israel.  As a result of the conflict Palestine was separated among Israel, Egypt, and Transjordan.  The conflict not only left Palestinians without their own sovereign nation, but it also left the 700,000 Arab Palestinians as refugees (Cleveland 268).  These hundreds of thousands of Palestinian refugees are still a significant part of political debate in Middle Eastern politics today.  Some time shortly after the conclusion of the First Arab-Israeli war there was a mass exodus of Palestinian Arabs from Israel.  Palestinians were forced to abandon their homes, businesses, and current livelihood in order to flee to the surrounding Arab nations. 
The Palestinian refugee situation in the Middle East has encouraged several of the Arab nations to push more fervently for the establishment of a sovereign Palestinian nation.  Both Syria and Jordan have been forced to support a total of over 2 million refugees.  Both of these countries and several others throughout the Arab clearly have a significant finical interest in the establishment of a Palestinian nation.  The removal of these millions of refugees would remove a massive financial burden from much of the Arab world.


The Palestinian people faced even further disillusionment in June of 1967.  A conflict emerged between the Israeli’s and the surrounding Arab world.  Egyptian leader and Pan-Arabic hero Gamal Nasser catered to the anti-Israeli sentiment in the Arab world and incited a brief conflict with the Israeli military.  The war that resulted was a quick and decisive victory for the Israeli military.  The war only lasted six days, but it was another tragic loss for the Arab world, particularly for the Palestinian people.  As a result of the war, Jordan conceded the West Bank to Israel, and received another 300,000 Palestinian refugees forced to flee from the West Bank and Gaza Strip.  Israel also captured the Gaza Strip, a highly populated Palestinian settlement previously controlled by Egypt, and the Golan Heights from Syria.  With its newly expanded boarders Israel now found itself with an Arab population as large as 1.5 million people (Cleveland 339).  


The Palestinians were left to fight for sovereignty under their own power.  The next several decades resulted in continual disputes with Israeli Government, military, and civilians.  As time passed and tempers flared among the Palestinian population there was an emergence in armed and organized Palestinian resistance forces.  While these militant movements provided the Palestinian people with a sense of newfound pride and national unity, their violent actions forced other Arab states to distance themselves from the Palestinians.  While most of the surrounding Arab nations steadily supported the Palestinian cause and their fight for sovereignty, they had little interest in supporting or offering sanctuary to the violent militant organizations.  The Palestinian resistance movements were able to achieve a national Palestinian unity.  They revealed to the people of Palestine that they too had distinctive individual rights and liberties that should and must be upheld by the Israel government.  However, in order to achieve these rights militant groups often encouraged the elimination of Israeli military forces through the use of violent force (Cleveland 367).  


The current political landscape for the Palestinian people hasn’t been altered significantly since shortly after the results of the 6 day war in 1967.  The Palestinians still have no sovereign homeland to call their own.  Thousands of refugees are spread throughout Middle Eastern territories.  According to the CIA World Fact Book the number of Palestinian refugees can be estimated as highly as 4.5 million (CIA). Many of these refugees are suffering from famine, disease, and severe poverty.  Both the West Bank and the Gaza Strip are still Israeli occupied.  Although their have been significant efforts by both the Arab nations and the United States to try and reach an agreement that would provide the Palestinian refugees with a homeland, no compromise has been reached to this date. 


Palestinian leadership will continue to forcefully pursue the establishment of a sovereign Palestinian nation.  This task can become increasingly problematic because Palestinian leadership is unwilling to accept agreements that would provide them with both the Gaza Strip and the West Bank.  While these territories would provide some retribution for the Palestinian people these plots of land are far from sufficient for a majority of the Palestinian figureheads.  First and foremost Palestinians wish to have rights over land in East Jerusalem.  East Jerusalem contains several of the most significant holy relics in both the Islamic and Jewish religions.  Palestinians also worry the West Bank and the Gaza Strip are simply not large enough to provide shelter to the hundreds of thousands of Palestinian refugees that are currently displace throughout the Arab world. These significant domestic issues have created a stalemate in the resolution of the current Palestinian-Israeli conflict. 

Question 2:


An examination of current political conflict in Palestine and a through history of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict sufficiently reveals the allies and enemies of the Palestinian territories.  Many of the surrounding Arab nations, particularly Syria, Egypt, and Jordan have selflessly provided shelter and support for the thousands of displaced Palestinian refugees.  These Arab nations have fought for decades to secure a sovereign Palestinian homeland, and while there efforts have been unsuccessful they have proven themselves to be dedicated allies of the Palestinian people. Conversely, the United States and the European Union have attempted to resolve the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, however they have done so with an abruptly pro-Israeli agenda.  As a result the Palestinians have been reluctant to work with the United States or the E.U. simply because it often appears that they enter the negotiating table with an unfair bias.  However, if the Palestinian leadership ever wishes to secure a sovereign homeland they will most likely need the assistance and assurance of a international super power such as the United States or the E.U.  Obviously, the Palestinian people and Palestinian leadership view Israel as their most prevalent enemy in current international affairs. Decades of conflict has resulted in a consensual hatred of the Israeli nation-state among a vast majority of Palestinian people. 


A thorough explanation of the current political landscape in the Palestinian territories will also assist in pinpointing the most prevalent allies and enemies to Palestinian leadership.  In January of 2006 democratic Palestinian elections resulted in the selection of the political party Hamas to control the Palestinian Legislative council.  The result of this democratic election faced strict scrutiny from the global community.  Hamas is listed as a terrorist organization by the United States, Canada, the European Union, Israel, Japan, and it is completely banned from Jordan.  The international community has taken a uniform stance against the election of Hamas and refused to except the legitimacy of their election.  The international community is not only displeased with their ties to terror, but Hamas also fundamentally denounces Israel’s right to exist as sovereign nation, they show continuing support of militant violence, and their refusal to respect previous peace agreements signed between Israel and the Palestinian Authority (CIA). 


The uproar in international community after the election of Hamas leadership resulted in a swift response from Palestinian authorities.  In March of 2007 the Palestinian government agreed to form and entirely new unity government composed of both Hamas and Fatah governmental representatives. Time reported on March 15th that “Hamas's Haniyeh and Abbas, who heads the rival Fatah organization, emerged from a final flurry of meetings in Gaza City with a deal on a new cabinet in which Hamas will have 12 seats, Fatah will have 6 and the remaining 7 will go to independents and members of smaller parties” (Zabriskie 1).  With the formation of the unity government Palestinian authorities hope that American, European, and Arab governments will lift their current financial blockade on Palestine.  With the financial blockade enacted the Palestinian government has been crippled from the lack of a sufficient income.  As a result thousands of government employees have gone months without sufficient payment.  The United States, Russia, the U.N., and the E.U., have stated that they will only lift the blocked if the Palestinian government agrees to several specific conditions. The “Quartet” has requested that Palestine “recognize the State of Israel, renounce violence, and honor all past agreements” (Zabriskie 1).  The unity government has promised to pursue nationally unity, fight further governmental corruption, end all forms of chaos, and it pledges to respect past agreements.  Palestinian authorities promises to meet all of these commitments if Israel will withdraw to the Jewish state boarders of 1967 (Zabriskie 1).  


The Governmental situation in Palestine was radically altered once again after the Battle of the Gaza Strip between June 7th to June 15th 2007.  Gunfire erupted between the two governmental factions in Palestine, Hamas and Fatah.  Once gunfire had ceased on the 15th, 550 Palestinians were injured and 118 were fatally wounded.  As a result of the fighting Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas announced the dissolution of the current unity government and the dismissal of current Prime Minister Ismail Haniya. Palestine is currently separated into two separate entities.  The Gaza Strip is controlled by militant Hamas leadership and the West Bank is currently being governed by the Palestinian National Authority.  On June 18th the United States, the EU, and Israel showed their support for the Palestinian Authority governing the West Bank by resuming direct financial aid to the territory.  They have yet to do the same for the Hamas governed West Bank because of their extremist militant ideology (BBC News).


Palestinian foreign relations with the westernized world has been tumultuous particularly throughout the past century.  While the United States and the United Nations have made moderate efforts to try and relieve Israeli-Palestinian tension nothing has been solved. The westernized world has simply not made a concerted effort to assist the Palestinian people, particularly those in refugee camps. Conversely, much of the Arab world has provided immediate political and social support to the Palestinian government and its people.  Jordan and Syria have provided political support to the Palestinian government since the establishment of Israeli sovereignty, but they have also proven to be safe havens for thousands of Palestinian refugees.  While the Palestinian government is faced with a significant array of internal issues daily, their main focus is in resolving international conflicts, particularly their continuing conflict with Israel.

Question 3:


Foreign policies decisions in the Palestinian Territories are heavily determined through five specific domestic variables.  These domestic variables include: idiosyncratic, role, governmental structure, societal, and systemic roles.  All five of these variables distinctively affect policy decisions made by Palestinian leadership.  However, the domestic and political landscape in the Palestinian territories produces a scenario in which a few of these variables a more influential in determining specific foreign policies. 


Much like the rest of the Middle Eastern world, Palestinian citizens stress the importance of strong religious convictions. Palestinian people expect a society that upholds and promotes strong Islamic values.  As a result the societal variable plays a significant role in determining foreign policy decision in the Palestinian territories.  Societal values throughout the Palestinian territories tend to promote allegiance with fellow Arab nations.  This allegiance occurs because of the shared language and religious ideologies of these nations, but also because many of the surrounding Arab nations are currently serving as safe havens for Palestinian refugees.  Pro-Islamic ideology tends to, but not always supports a strong negative viewpoint of Israel and most of the Westernized world.  Many of the Palestinians still share feelings of injustice and resentment towards Israeli leadership.  The essential importance of the societal variable in the Palestinian territories also results in an environment in which the government variable is less influential in domestic decisions.  The Palestinian Government is democratically elected.  However, the 2006 election of Hamas as the majority party in the Palestinian legislature was never formally recognized by portions of the Palestinian community and by much of the international community.  Not formally respecting the voting will of the Palestinian people significantly delegitimized the Palestinian governmental system.  The two major political parties in the territories are also made up of a significant portion of grassroots followers.  Many of the followers of Fatah and  Hamas are citizens who carry out the will of their political party under their own will, without direct guidance from party leadership.  When conflicts arise among these political parties it can be especially dangerous because individual citizens often engage in violent activities on behalf of the ideology of their political party.  The governmental system of Palestine tends to be run by the will and often the frustrations of the Palestinian citizens.


The systemic variable also plays a significant role in the foreign policy of the Palestinian territories.  The geographic placement of the Palestinian territories has resulted in numerous foreign policy disputes.  The creation of a sovereign Israeli nation and the removal of Palestine produced an environment in which two groups of two separate nationalities maintained intense hatred for one another, yet lived side by side.  This geographical proximity has produced hundreds of violent conflicts and thousands of fatalities.  The Palestinian territories also suffer from a lack of efficient resources because they lack a sovereign homeland.  The Palestinians have been engaged in a water crisis for several years because much of their water supply is controlled by Israel.  The systemic domestic variable in the Palestinian territories is heavily influential on foreign affairs. 


Nations that have failed to secure some sort of consistent leadership rarely carry a strong role variable.  The Palestinian territories are no different.  In recent years the Palestinians have failed to produce a consistent figurehead because of continual shifts in governmental leadership.  As a result the Palestinian people have no expectations about the role of a governmental leader.  Therefore the idiosyncrasies of Palestinian leadership is immensely important in Palestinian society.  The background characteristics of both Hamas and Fatah leadership directly affect many of the foreign policy decisions made in the Palestinian territories.


The five domestic variables directly affect the foreign policy decision making in the Palestinian territories.  However, because of the current political landscape in Palestine some of the domestic variables are clearly more influential than others. 

Question 4:
Palestine is in a singular position in terms of history, geography, sovereignty- it lies at a nexus of conditions ultimately determining it as a state whose very existence is a point of contention. As a result, the raw material, both literally and figuratively, that it can direct at its foreign policy goals are both limited and unique. Lack of both sovereignty and economic development mean that the Palestinian Authority must often pursue non-traditional means to achieve its foreign policy ends, and it also means that the PA is highly susceptible to problems based on its reliance on external aid. The Palestinian Authority ultimately seeks, of course, to establish a sovereign Palestinian state (Brinkley 2002). However, it also has multiple important interim goals. The Authority aims to retain the allegiance of the nearly four-and-a-half million Palestinian refugees, through economic, social and political means. For the Palestinian Authority, domestic policy is foreign policy, and it must maintain support in order to achieve its ultimate goals. Strategically, the Palestinian Authority also seeks to legitimize the “right of return” for refugees (including direct descendents) to the homes and land from which they were expelled. The Palestinian Authority seeks to increase governmental power, including pressure on Israel to deter settlement in the West Bank and Gaza that further erode their ability to self-determination. The Authority, in seeking an independent state, also seeks at least partial control of East Jerusalem. While the means with which the PA can pursue its goals are admittedly limited, the Authority is successful in exploiting asymmetries to wield power and further its goals.

ECONOMIC 

Palestine faces some of the direst economic circumstances in the world. Palestinians within the territories and Palestinian refugees often live below the poverty line and do not have access to medical care and good nutrition. While neighboring Israelis enjoy a Gross Domestic Product per capita of US $ 18,620, Palestinians living in the territories have a GDP per capita of US $ 1,120 (World Bank, 2006).

The UN Conference on Trade and Development estimates that the combined forces of high unemployment, Israeli restriction on mobility key to economic success and the devastation of infrastructure may be irreparable- that the economy may simply be 'impossible to fix' (BBCNews 2002). The United Nations issued the report, stating that “the lion's share of the blame for the devastation at Israel's door.” The United Nations listed the challenges the Palestinian Authority faces, from the aforementioned lack of sovereignty and restrictions on mobility (including the separation barrier, curfews and other mechanisms) to the effects of long-sustained conflict, limited ability to enact policy, expansive and ambitious reform plans and dependence upon foreign monies (United Nations Conference on Trade and Development, 2006). So we see that the PA’s economic disabilities, exacerbated by asymmetries with Israel, have led to its near bankruptcy. The same is true of Hamas, though perhaps more so: after power struggles from the time it was first democratically elected in January of 2006, the group managed to gain control of the Gaza strip. The Olmert administration moved quickly to disable the government- it suspended the payments Hamas used to pay teachers and security and medical workers; this, despite the fact the money was taxed by Israel on Palestinian’s behalf in the first place (Plummer, 2006). 

MILITARY/TERRORIST

Key among Palestine’s limited repertoire of foreign policy instruments is Palestinian and Pan-Arabic nationalism and support. While this can and does translate into democratic effects, this is not a unique condition. What truly distinguishes Palestinian support is the fact that a very small number of supporters are willing to resort to extreme behavior. This can be risk-taking behavior like facing armed soldiers unarmed: civilian participation in defense of military targets means Israel will often back off in order to avoid the play of civilian casualty in the media (Johnston 2006). Despite the obvious risks associated with participation, Palestinians of every sort, including schoolgirls and the elderly, are willing to challenge Israeli military dominance. Asymmetries like this offer one of the few areas of PA advantage. Some supporters also commit acts of terrorism: the willingness of civilians to participate in warfare or act as suicide bombers is not pure martyrdom- the practice continues in the Israeli/Palestinian conflict because it helps achieve strategic goals by coercing the opponents’ citizenry (Pape, 2003). Furthermore, outside terrorist groups have proclaimed their support of Palestinian goals, most famously in the case of the 9/11 Attacks in the United States where Bin Laden wrote an open letter to Americans stating the attacks were in part to vindicate the expulsion and treatment of Palestinians. There are many more incidence of terrorism and greater scholarship analyzing the question of terrorism as rational. It is important to note, however, that the majority of Palestinians are opposed to such tactics and are increasingly supportive of the peace process.

PA SECURITY FORCES

The Palestinian Authority Security forces are a limited resource whose primary function is to maintain control of the government and combat militants (CNN 2005). Their role as an actor is limited by, simply put, will. Security forces are among the public servants who have been denied pay by ailing Hamas and PA governments (Myre, 2006). Furthermore, Myre notes, forces participate in strikes and often have loyalty to government parties other than their own (i.e. Fatah supporters working for Hamas or vice versa). 

HAMAS

Hamas’ role in achieving Palestinian foreign policy goals may seem counter intuitive, but Hamas and Fatah can be seen in some ways to be functioning part of a whole. While the two are clearly not in willing concert, Hamas; greater willingness to employ violence has profound effects for Palestinian foreign policy. The Palestinian Authority and Fatah can retain their moderate stance, but Hamas suffers no crisis of public trust when it acts violently- it actively advocates violence toward Israel. And so Hamas serves a role when its constituency so desires; indeed, support for the group ebbs and flows in opposition to Palestinian support for the peace process (Kristianasen 1999). (That violence could ever actually help Palestinians achieve their goals of an independent state or for better refugee welfare is unlikely. The question is what resources Palestinians have that they might direct at achieving their objectives, and so Hamas military power, if it is perceived as pressuring Israel or other actors in ways to achieve Palestinian Authority goals, falls within this category).
DEMOGRAPHIC 

Another novel consideration turns out to be a very real advantage to the Palestinian Authority: as Zionist planners foresaw, population is key to power. But where the Zionist movement had hoped to create a peaceful takeover in the past century, declining Israeli fertility and increasing Palestinian birthrates mean the reverse will likely be true in the near future. The Palestinian birthrate has increased in recent years at one of the highest rates globally (World Population Data Sheet 2005). Currently, Israelis number about 7 million and Palestinians 4 and a half (BBCNews 2007). But changing circumstances indicate Arabs making up a larger proportion of the population in the future, possible even surpassing Israeli Jewish numbers. Jerusalem’s deputy mayor Benvenisti infamously remarked on Israel needing to make a choice between being Jewish and being democratic (Will, 2000)

Question 5:

As one might easily guess, the Palestinian Authority and Palestinians broadly have a high sense of nationalism; this specific-enemy nationalism, furthermore, is defined in terms of conflict with Israel. Examination of the PA’s charter and other evidence support this fact clearly. Since Palestinian passions focus on a nationalist identity, adherence to a specific ideology is lower.  To some degree, though, the PA deems Zionism Israel’s primary ideological force and ascribes imperial motivations and tendencies to that philosophy. Additionally, Palestine’s and Israel’s degrees of nationalism correlate positively, since each is specific-enemy nationalist and the primary enemy of the other. It is also important to remain aware of differentiation with the PA- while Fatah dominates the group, the Hamas faction often differs. We will examine each facet of Palestinian nationalism and how it defines Palestinian identity.

The Palestinian National Covenant is especially telling in the study of Palestinian nationalism and is worthy of in-depth review. All excerpts are drawn from the Palestinian National Covenant at http://www.yale.edu/lawweb/avalon/mideast/plocov.htm, originally published online in 1996.


Article 4: The Palestinian identity is a genuine, essential, and inherent characteristic; it is transmitted from parents to children. The Zionist occupation and the dispersal of the Palestinian Arab people, through the disasters which befell them, do not make them lose their Palestinian identity and their membership in the Palestinian community, nor do they negate them. (All italics have been added by author).

Article 6: The Jews who had normally resided in Palestine until the beginning of the Zionist invasion will be considered Palestinians. 

Articles 4 and 6 state explicitly the bases of Palestinian identity on nationalism; despite common assumptions of a religious/ideological basis, Palestinians accept Jews and Christians as Palestinian so long as the subject has personal roots in the geographical area. This is true not only in writing: for instance, Christian Palestinians make up 15% of Palestinians, both in the diaspora and within Israel. These Christian Palestinians support the establishment of an independent Palestinian state just as all other Palestinians (Muzher, 2003). This is significant, too, because Jewish and Christian populations before partition were equal to Muslim numbers  in many cities, i.e. some cities were comprised of approximately one-third of each group (Casto, 1939).
Article 12:  The Palestinian people believe in Arab unity. In order to contribute their share toward the attainment of that objective, however, they must, at the present stage of their struggle, safeguard their Palestinian identity and develop their consciousness of that identity, and oppose any plan that may dissolve or impair it. 

Despite affinity for ethno-linguistic unity, the Palestinian Covenant again holds national ties to be paramount. Arab alliances have dictated that no Arab nation is to grant Palestinians citizenship lest it destroy the nationalism inherent in Palestinian identity. This is so despite the fact lack of citizenship for the diaspora directly increases likelihood of poverty since in many countries non-citizens are barred from privileges like holding jobs or land.

Article 16: The liberation of Palestine, from a spiritual point of view, will provide the Holy Land with an atmosphere of safety and tranquility, which in turn will safeguard the country's religious sanctuaries and guarantee freedom of worship and of visit to all, without discrimination of race, color, language, or religion. Accordingly, the people of Palestine look to all spiritual forces in the world for support. 

Article 19:The partition of Palestine in 1947 and the establishment of the state of Israel are entirely illegal, regardless of the passage of time, because they were contrary to the will of the Palestinian people and to their natural right in their homeland, and inconsistent with the principles embodied in the Charter of the United Nations; particularly the right to self-determination. 

Article 16 maintains language of neutrality in terms of visitation and worship; it does not, however, mention right of non-Palestinian nationalities to reside in the state. Instead, the Covenant asserts in Article 19 that Palestine has the right to self-determination and, further, that Israel’s establishment was illegal.

Article 22: Zionism is a political movement organically associated with international imperialism and antagonistic to all action for liberation and to progressive movements in the world. It is racist and fanatic in its nature, aggressive, expansionist, and colonial in its aims, and fascist in its methods. Israel is the instrument of the Zionist movement, and geographical base for world imperialism placed strategically in the midst of the Arab homeland to combat the hopes of the Arab nation for liberation, unity, and progress. Israel is a constant source of threat vis-a-vis peace in the Middle East and the whole world. Since the liberation of Palestine will destroy the Zionist and imperialist presence and will contribute to the establishment of peace in the Middle East, the Palestinian people look for the support of all the progressive and peaceful forces and urge them all, irrespective of their affiliations and beliefs, to offer the Palestinian people all aid and support in their just struggle for the liberation of their homeland. 

Finally, the covenant defines Israel not in terms of its Nationality or right to self-determination, but in terms of Zionist ideology. Where Zionism explicitly advocates the establishment of a Jewish homeland, the Palestinian Authority deems it implicitly imperialist in its imposition of outside power upon Palestine by Britain and the Zionist movement. The Mandate for Palestine, the 1947 document granting the right to a Jewish state in the former Palestinian territory says that “nothing should be done which might prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine.” The Palestinian Authority contends that both the act of granting the state to those other than those with the right to self-determination and non-adherence to the requirements in the document are imperialist in nature.

The Palestine National Covenant does not call for Jewish expulsion from Palestine, but it does assert as a fundamental right control over the sovereign territory of what is now Israel. Instead the Palestinian Authority calls for the elimination of the ideology Zionism in Palestine (Will, 2000) 

Israeli response to Palestinian nationalism emphasizes their roles as subject of one another’s nationalist hate. Israel censored Palestinian textbooks of nationalist reference until the 1990s. (Moughrabi 2001). Contemporary PA textbooks do not vilify Zionists, but they do describe in detail the empirical relationship between Israel and Palestine as imperialist in nature (in terms of occupational control, economic reliance, judicial system role etc) (Moughrabi 2001).

In relation to the two major groups representing Palestinians in some way, Hamas tends to be  more ideological than Fatah; current PA president Mahmoud Abbas and the Fatah leadership are more moderate in comparison (Moran 2007)

Question 6:

Palestinian Authority involvement in regional/global organizations and alliances is relatively low, likely due to inability to commit resources. While Palestinians do not devote time and resources to many outside groups, there are multiple global advocacy groups acting in concert with the Palestinian Authority.

UNRWA

Notable exceptions include acceptance or United Nations Relief and Works Agency assistance; the program was created specifically to address problems of the Palestinian Diaspora (UN 2007). There are limited effects upon PA ability to achieve foreign policy objective, however, because UNWRA programs are limited to domestic pursuits and expenditure is funded by donations, typically less than 1.5 million a year.

ARAB LEAGUE

The most important alliance is the PLO’s (representing Palestinians) membership in the Arab League. In 2002 the League advocated normalizing relations with Israel if Israel retreated to pre-1967 land holdings (the Arab Peace Initiative); this was reaffirmed in 2005 (BBC 2005). In the same year the League established a free-trade zone among member countries (BBC 2005). League activity rarely goes beyond declarations and is considered ineffective (Heba 2005). Palestine is a member in some other organizations, but these are often in the same vein in terms of affect. For instance, The Palestinian Authority is a member of European Free-Trade Agreement, but there is no data available on resulting effects upon trade (EFTA 2007). Given Palestine’s current financial straits, it seems that the membership has had little relevant effect. It is important to recall, too, large numbers of Palestinian refugees live in refugee camps in many neighboring Arab states; despite the Palestinian Covenant’s dictate that Palestinian refugees not gain citizenship in host countries, it is of course often the case that these circumstances breed informal ties, for instance , collaboration between Hamas and Hezbollah.

NGOS


As in the case of other groups, Palestinian direct participation in NGO and other various groups is minimal (and primarily domestic, as in the case of Hamas before it’s election). We must not forget support for and action on behalf of Palestinian refugees by terrorist groups, however. As was discussed in the answers to question 4, terrorist groups have often drawn links between their aims and the Arab-Israeli conflict; in some cases, at least, their claims may be valid.
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