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1. Martin Kramer – Moshe Dayan Center for Middle Eastern and African Studies, Tel-Aviv University (author of Ivory Towers on Sand)

Overview of Situation

· Arab media portrays Israel as the cause of terrorism, stating that 9/11 was a Mossad plot, Israel/Jews manipulated the minds of the highjackers as they do Pres. Bush and Vice President Chaney.

· The Palestinians are losing the media war within the US by emulating 9/11 tactics.

· Israel defines terrorism by the type of action, while the Palestinians define terrorism by motive – where fighting occupation is not terrorism.

· Israel’s main concerns prior to 9/11 were Palestinian terrorism and Iran. 9/11 gave Israel a license to fight terrorism, and Iraq provided Israel with a window of opportunity to pursue that fight.

· Stable peace with Egypt and Jordan continues

Upside of US war with Iraq

· During the Iraq war, Israel followed and didn’t oppose the US. Whereas the US is bogged down in Iraq, Israel is safer because Iraq serves as an object lesson to other Arab countries. 

· Hopefully, the US quandary will lead to better understanding of Israel’s position and actions toward the Palestinians.

· US War with Iraq removed the threat of an Eastern front

Downside

· Growth in Shiite radicalism and Iran’s influence over the Shia

· Weakening of Israel-Turkey and US-Turkey relationship

· US avoiding involvement in Israel-Palestinian conflict

· World perceives US-Iraq and Israel-Palestinian as double occupation.  Israel is blamed for US losses. Analogy to Britain in 20-30’s.

2. Asher Susser, Director of Dayan Center and Senior Research Fellow

· Arab world is in deep crises.  There is no central player in the region.  No single nation can deliver; there is general Arab Malaise

· Spain translates in one year what all the Arab states translate in 1000 years,; GNP of all the Arab states  is less than the GNP of Spain.

· Low status of women.

· Egypt can’t control Palestinian

· New threats come out of Arab weakness: 1) war of terroism, rage of society in retreat; 2) weapons of mass destruction, including the Iranian nuclear program; 3) demography in Arab states and immigration to western countries

· Why did the Palestinians launch a war against Israel? They are not irrational.  Multiple reasons: 1) Palestinians launched terrorism when Israel left Lebanon, believing that Israel is getting soft. Believe demography and time are in their favor, will force one-state solution with a Palestinian majority and not a two-state solution. 3) They believe that Israeli military power is useless in this type of war.

· The Palestinian offensive has largely failed: 1) Israel can’t use great power against Palestinians, but has shown more resistance than expected.  Israeli will was not broken by terror. 2)  Other Arabs didn’t come to the Palestinians’ help. 3) Although Palestinians are not winning their objectives in the short-term, Israel is losing European support and is increasingly isolated.

· Israel is making unilateral decisions, as no partner with Palestinian leader exists and anarchy reigns, Arab states are weak, and US is avoiding involvement. US Democratization of Iraq is “pie in the sky.” Israeli unilitaeral actions may be the only option left.

3.
Eyal Zisser - Moshe Dayan Center for Middle Eastern and African Studies, 


Trends in the Arab World/The Palestinians/Israeli Arabs

· Israel might be able to but doesn’t want to reach peace with Syria at this time. Israel has no motivation for making peace because the Syrian army is weak and poses no northern threat.  Israel doesn’t want problems with Golan settlers at a time when the settlers in the West Bank and Gaza are so problematic.

· Bashar Assad is inexperienced and has less support than his father.  But his regime is fairly stable.  The US sees Basher as more rational than his father.  

· Basher wants to improve relations with the US by improving relationships with Israel. As a younger president, he could be more flexible, but may not be able to deliver.  Like Sadat of the 70’s, he is ready to make a cold peace. He recognizes that a political settlement is the only route, but Zisser is not sure that Basher is able to sign a peace treaty.  The Syrians are not ready to “smile.”  There is a lack of public diplomacy, and expressed holocaust denial. But Basher has made some small signs that he is interested in peace.

· Sharon has encouraged construction in the Golan, but there are only 10,000 settlers there.

· In Lebanon, the Hizbollah is a potential threat.  The border is very quiet.

4.
Ellie Rechess, - Moshe Dayan Center for Middle Eastern and African Studies


Trends in the Arab World/The Palestinians/Israeli Arabs

In one word, the situation is “good,”  in two words it is “not good.”

· 20% (1.3 million) of population is Arab including East Jerusalem, 85% Muslim, 7 % Druze, and 7% Christian

· 60% of Arabs live north of Haifa, and Arabs are the majority in the Galilee and Negev (130,000 Bedouin). Arabs have 3.5% growth rate, with Jews 1.1-1.2%, and Bedouins 5.5% (world record, population doubles every 12 years)

· Palestinians see role of growing Israeli Arab population as another front “Arab minority with the mentality of a majority living within a Jewish majority with the mentality of a minority”

· Israeli Arabs see themselves as “Palestinian citizens of Israel”, with emotional, political and religious links to the Palestinians.

· Islamicization is the major trend among Arabs/Bedouins, providing a sense of community and replacing government where Israel has neglected services

· Arabs want to stay in Israel and influence the type of state it will become

· Arabs and Jews mix mostly in urban localities, not in villages or settlements.

· When Israel opposed a 2-state solution in the 1980’s, the Arab states supported it. Now that Israel supports it, the Arab states oppose it. The strategy is to ‘move the goal posts’ and sabotage peace. They refer to a 2-state solution as South African Apartheid, while 30% of Israeli’s want a Greater Israel. Palestinians want a majority Arab rule in 1-state solution. Israeli Arabs talk about a ‘state for all its citizens’ as a euphemism for dejudaising Israel.

Bottom line: One state solution is a pipe dream, which would sabotage any political solution and destroy Israel as we know it.

· Fence: seen as a means of disengagement versus integration.  It is a protection against the demographic weapon as well as a means for physical security. The placement of the fence could decide which Israeli Arabs are inside, or outside of Israel.

· Israel’s main threat is Iran. 70,000 US troops moved from Europe to Iraq pose a challenge to Iran to diffuse weapons of mass destruction (WMD). However without an international coalition, the US is powerless to act against Iran and is trying to disengage from the region.

· Neoconservatives in US are pro Zionism. (Lipson).

5. 
Stuart Schoffman, Ass. Editor and Columnists for the Jerusalem Report:


Israel Today: The Impact of the Matzav on Israeli Society

· Cats have ‘Arafat Lives’

· People have a blurred understanding of the boundary between Jewish religion, culture and nationality. Zionism was initially a minority Jewish position. Herzl believed Israel would be a home for those who would or could not assimilate

· Israelis are divided among people who care, or don’t care about what others think 

· Immigration cannot solve the demographic impasse, only a two-state solution.

· There is lots of propaganda against Israel in Islamic and other circles, often depicting the Jewish Puppeteer controlling the US and US money

· Israel reacts to anti-Semitism in 3 ways: 1) no matter what we do we’re in the wrong; 2) try to turn down the flame; or 3) we have the right to exist.  Anti-Zionism becomes anti-Semitism when only the Jews are denied a state.

· US is the only reliable ally for Israel, but campus humanities departments are turning against Israel

· The way to help our students is to be multi-vocal.  We need liberal Zionist role models that are sensitive to human rights.  We should not defend everything Israel does; it is OK to voice dissent and anxiety.

6. Jonathon Fighel, Executive Deputy Director International Policy Institute for Counter-Terrorism.  Former military governor of Jenin, Ramala, Tulkarm.

The Terrorist Threat against Israel and the United States

· See article “Going Backwards” on the Al Qaida Hizballah connection c/o www.charleslipson.com under top terrorism site.

· Terrorism is the use of terror for political goals. It is less important to look at the goals than at the actions. People agree on fear of threats, but not on level or definition of terrorism – or who is a terrorist.

· Israel is facing three threats from Arabs

i. Suicide attacks, small scale, with support (“out-sourcing”) of community.  They recruit Israeli Arabs.

ii. Non-conventional weapons to inflict fear, as government can’t stop them. They are not intended to totally destroy an area, but to contaminate it so as to paralyze the government’s ability to act. They are used to pressure agovernment and inflict anxiety on population, such as theMadrid elections or Barak/Sharon or Rabin/Peres election (1994-6). The level of anxiety is proportional to scale of attack. Islamic Caliphate (kingdom) goal, ends justify means, Jihad

· Israel is facing threats from Jewish Terrorism (radical right wing)

· How to fight terrorism?

i. Religious approach as anti suicide

ii. Stop money laundering

iii. Psychological warfare; special ops

iv. Punishment/force

· Difficult to fight terrorism democratically because it is difficult to get information easily through democratically elected officials.  Radicals can get information more easily.

· Terrorist organizations are rational, not emotional. They manipulate our emotions through their actions. Deeds are premeditated and planned (e.g. symbolism of beheading with a sword). Dissemination is often firstly through the Internet, knowing it will be picked up by major news stations.

· Our goal is to delegitimize suicide from being a respected norm, which is glorified in schools and posters. A Shahid is a status symbol conferring immortality. People are afraid to oppose radical Islam.  We should go over the heads of jihadis and reach more reasonable people.  

· Americans need to understand the mindset of opponents and their recruitment methods.  Israel can help by teaching about their mindset and by sharing intelligence.

· Terrorism can be controlled and reduced to a tolerable level, but not eradicated. Democracy is sensitive to the impact of terrorism. Societies differ by the level of violence they are willing to accept before rejecting the current government. Terrorism attacks populations and leads to loss of civil liberties.

· Can’t effectively fight terrorism with technology; we need the human element to obtain information in advance. 

· Expect terrorism to continue, as well as the Islamic war of attrition.

· We use alerts as a substitute for good intelligence.

· Nuclear weapons are not the major problem.

7. General Shlomo Brom, Senior Research Associate (Jaffe Institute, see Strategic Papers, Tel-Aviv notes at www.tau.ac.il/jcss)

Strategic Overview

· Jaffee Center academics and practitioners write short publications and policy papers for journalists and public

Israel’s strategic situation has never been better, both globally and locally.

Global Environment:

· A decade after the end of the cold war, we live in a uni-polar world with only the US superpower.  The Arabs lost their USSR patron. Regionally, Arab unity is dead with Israel strongest power in region.

· Israel’s GDP is greater than the combined GDP of all combined neighbors, so can invest in more security

· Economic strategy is towards high tech industry, including weapons.

· Israel has moved from “Zionism = racism” to being courted by eastern Europe and Asia, while being rejected by western powers.

· Israel sees globalization as an opportunity, not a threat, whereas the Arabs see it as a threat causing growing unemployment.

· Changing European-Israel relations as Europe becomes a world power: Israel’s economic and scientific relationship, and even defense relationships with the EU are improving (e.g., the Israeli military has excellent relations with the French military), but the political relationship is deteriorating because of the Palestinian conflict. The main issues are not the Muslim voters in the EU, as few vote, but exporting Middle East problems to EU (terrorism, illegal immigrants). 

Local Environment:

· Arab unity is dead, the Arab League is ineffective, and there is no prospect of an Arab coalition against Israel.

· Israel has military superiority. The current debate in Israel is whether it would take two days or three to defeat Syria. Israel is more adaptive to the nature of war than is the US.

· Palestinian anarchy/fragmentation is growing, as the PA (national-secular camp) loses power to Islamic and Fatah groups. Secularists are supported by regional powers, while the street supports Islamicists. The secular camp and two-state solution camp are weakening and losing legitimacy as the peace process failed.  There is a debate over value of violence vs political response. Arafat’s policy is to stay in power while resisting changes to status quo. Islamist support is growing but military power is weakening due to targeted killings. Hamas is presenting more moderate policies to outsiders about long-term cease-fire (hudna) but does not accept State of Israel. 

· The failure of the military venue has lead to two new approaches: (i) low intensity conflict (terrorism) and (ii) WMD.

(i) Terrorism is unpleasant but not an existential threat. It can be contained, as in fire-fighting. It cannot be solved militarily, but it can give political leaders room to maneuver. Sharon can afford to take the risks of disengagement.

(ii) Israel’s enemies have developed a growing threat of non-conventional weapons since 1960’s, especially biological and chemical weapons.  Iran is trying to develop nuclear capacity, which is an existential threat.  They can be fought be having a credible deterrence.  Brom is not convinced that Iran will succeed in building a nuclear weapon; diplomacy and threats may work.  But he is concerned about other Arab nations becoming nuclear players. Uran is a very practical nation and is not willing to trade Teheran for Tel Aviv.

· Israel has an effective missile shield, which is a huge deterrence.  The small size of the country is an advantage.  The Arrow is “90%” effective.

· Fear of irrational action regardless of consequence, fear of domino effect in Middle East and increased chance of a mistake, but Israel is only nuclear country.

· Turkey-Israel relationship was beneficial in past where Turkey exploited Israel’s relationship with the US and Israel used Turkish air space for training (quasi-military alliance). But Turkey doesn’t need Israel to connect to the EU. 

· The disengagement option is more of a knee jerk reaction because there is no one to work with.

8.
Martin Kramer, Moshe Dayan Center for Middle Eastern and African Studies, Tel-Aviv University, How the Middle East is taught in US Universities

· In the 1980’s – 1990’s people were riveted by mobilizing impact of Islam on ME development.

· Edward Said’s “Orientalism” had a major impact on the field as a manifesto for ME studies.

· ME studies were previously run as a guild, with a high professional standard. This was shifted to a populist third world trajectory.

· 70% of students study on government federal scholarships under Area Studies Title 6 centers.

· ME studies have become Arabo-Centric, marginalizing other factions and with an underlying prejudice against Israel. Zionism is presented not as a national movement but as a colonial implant, and Israel as an occupier.  Kramer’s comment is that unlike the Algerian colonialists, who thought of themselves as Frenchmen, Jews have the right of self-identification and self-expression as any other prople.

· In Said’s view, the Paelstinian’s are the “Arab hope” for the future of the ME.  Iraq was another.  Not one Iraq expert in MESA initially opposed the war in Iraq.

9
Prof. Ephraim Yuchtman-Yaar, Head of the Tami Steinmetz Center for Peace Research, Trends in Public Opinion (eppie@post.tau.ac.il)

· There was a pendulum effect on Israeli politics between left and right parties.  But this effect is no longer valid, as the Left has been abandoned by the Israeli public.

· The Oslo agreement failed for the following reasons:

(i)  It lacked the pre-contractual elements that are required to sustain the long-term survival of the contract. Shared values and trust were lacking.

(ii)  It lacked built-in measures to deal with violations 

(iii)  The Oslo process had a built in asymmetry, where Israel gives up tangibles (land, return of PLO government) in return for PLO modifying their charter to accept the Jewish state and fighting terror.  They were supposed to hand over terrorists to Israel. (They never did, having a revolving door imprisonment at best).  There were Palestinian violations as early as 12/93.

· During the Six Day War there was no plan to settle the West Bank.  Israeli settlements were an historic mistake begun under Labor rule, intended originally only as a bargaining chip.  Oslo didn’t require that Israel abandon the settlements.

· Oslo spoke of the right for two states to exist in a legal not moral sense, but was evasive about the end state to be determined through a step-by-step process

· The process didn’t work as Israelis and Palestinians distrust each other and looked for violations, for which the Oslo process had no mechanisms to deal with. 

· Increasingly, Israeli Arabs are participating in supporting terrorism.  Nevertheless, they prefer Israeli rule to PA rule.  A survey in the Northern Triangle asked Israeli Arabs if they were willing to have the border moved so that they would become Palestinian citizens.  The results were 75% no, 15% yes, 10% undecided.  Reasons were economic and democratic.  Israel is viewed as the model for democracy. 

· Oslo never had widespread co-census among Jewish Israelis, with peak support under Barak perceived as “Mr. Security” reaching 60%.  Palestinian conflict key issue in elections, with support for Oslo declining uniformly among all sectors of the electorate.

· Less than 20% of Israeli’s are leftists. The Israeli society is 80-90% unified on issues perceived as existential threats, including the ultra-orthodox but excluding Israeli Arabs. Examples are:  (i) no compromise on return of Palestinian refugees, even symbolically. (ii) Jewish character of the state, even though Israel is the most “secular” nation in the world (iii) status of Jerusalem.  Israeli Jews are horrified by Arab revisionism denying Jewish connection to the land and to Jerusalem.

· The population is 50% secular, 30% traditional, 
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20% orthodox, largely advocating post-modern values (e.g. acceptance of homosexuality, right to abortions). People share a cultural heritage and a sense of peoplehood.

10.
Baruch Spiegel, Advisor to the Minister of Defense, and Colonel Monsur, Visit to Security Fence

· Fence has stopped most attacks, car thefts and passage of illegal workers. Fence took 25,000 dunams of agricultural land from Palestinians, including wells, but Qalqilya uses this water. Land has not been expropriated, still belongs to Palestinians. Fence cost $3000/meter.

· Pilot project: cooperating with PA to get information on potential terrorist action, especially Hamas.

· Pilot project: Alphe Menashe and Qalqilya share a joint sewage treatment plant, and PA helped pay for it.

· Rerouting fence in response to Supreme Court order that it be closer to green line, to avoid separating farmers from their fields, especially in more populated area between Qalqilya and Jerusalem. 14 gates. Special underground tunnel (6 M shekels) between Qalqilya and West Bank communities. Most terrorists from this area.

· 2 Bedouin tribes in Israel now separated from main villages. Israel provides school buses to take kids, and agricultural gates serve as a temporary solution.

· Jerusalem is very problematic, as dividing people inside municipality who need to pass between both sides of fence.

· Fence reduces interactions/clashes between population and soldiers. Economic interactions have increased 25-30% with reduction in checkpoint inspections. A new checkpoint complex with commercial services and a place to obtain permits (700/day) is being built. Palestinian land prices have doubled in this area. 

· Need to provide settlements with security until final status determined. Qalqilya area has 50 Palestinian and 19 Jewish settlements (54,000 people) interspersed, including Ariel with 17,000 people. 

· Few Palestinians work in Israel today, but many work in Jewish settlement industrial zone.

· Local population is rural; want better quality of life, disappointed with PA & anarchy. 

11. Hillel Halkin, author, journalist, and translator – Fighting the Ideological Battle

· A double standard (moral fraud) is applied to Israel that is not applied to any other country.

· Be truthful even when showing Israel in a bad light, as overall we have a better argument.

· Don’t be afraid to make an unpopular value judgment. Not all nationalisms have equal value. We are a unique people with an old history who have made contributions to the world, and the Palestinians in other parts of the Arab world have less cultural differences between them. The Palestinians would not be fundamentally hurt if they were swallowed by a different Arab majority.

· Jews without land have nothing. Palestinians have a good case for human rights but less for national land.  Jews have a stronger national claim that they are a threatened “species.”

· Go on the attack: Why don’t people fight for the Sudanese refugees, Kurds, Inuits, Tibetans, Sri Lankans?  Why are the Palestinians so fascinating? Is it because they are fighting Jews? Force other side to defend their hypocrisy and justify why they are attacking the US, Jews, and Israel. The 20th century has more numerous examples of refugees other than the Palestinians.

· Why does the UN let Ruanda happen? Little Palestine belongs to an Arab world of 500 million.  The Jews are the actual underdogs, perceived as bullies. Israel’s enemies stand for what is most abhorrent; why defend them?

· Muslims were moved when England separated India from Pakistan, but the receiving countries integrated them. Muslim countries are creating Palestinian refugees by refusing to grant them citizenship. Another example is the Greek and Turkish population exchange.  Right of return is selective in many countries, e.g. Malta only allows Christians.

· US abandoning Israel would be analogous to Britain abandoning Czechoslovakia in 1939.

12.
Dr. Yuli Tamir, Member of Knesset Labor Party, Israel’s Domestic Agenda

· There is almost a total collapse of the party system in Israel. There is lack of unity in Labor party; there is no Zionist coalition; Likud is disintegrating from within.  There is a lack of party accountability to members; every prime minister takes pride in breaking campaign promises.  Israel should return to party politics and ideologies.  Direct election of the PM failed.

· Tamir still believes in the peace movement, but feels it will not solve Israel’s current problems of rapid internal deterioration.  She is especially concerned about the collapse of the southern towns such as Arad, which have a steadily deteriorating infrasructure.

· Tamir places the blame on privatization and free market economics, leading to cut backs on social services, placing 30-40% of the population below the poverty line.  Dimona is close to collapse.  There is shortage of money; it is rather a question of priorities, with too much spent on security and the settlements.  There is a growing social gap between segments of the population.

· Israel’s education level dropped from #1 to # 39 worldwide. Universities are in crises, with low salaries, limited scholarships, and a brain drain.  Russians are returning to Russia because of poor education.

· Youth involvement in politics is declining, latest dissatisfaction with Shinui is not shifting to Labor but simply to not voting.

· Oslo peace process didn’t bring funding to lower classes; little peace dividend.  The upper classes benefited from peace, but there was no trickle down.

· Peltzer:  Israel’s productivity is 60% of US per capita; 55% of GDP is in public sector. Need a high tech economy that maintains skills. High tax rates drive out good people. State cannot maintain itself on good will and charity.  Answer: Theory doesn’t work in practice.  As little as 5B shekels switched to social services could make a big difference. 

· Israelis no longer feel that Israel is a good place to raise children.  Israel’s uniqueness is its social condition.  That is why people choose to live here or to leave.  

· The country cannot be sustained on charity and goodwill.  Charity may be used to strengthen the infrastructure but not to sustain the society’s daily functioning.  

· The condition of women is comparable to that in the US and worse than in Europe.  Women do not participate in decision making.  Exceptions are in law and journalism.

13.
Chaim xxxxxx, Massuot Yitzhak – moshav shitufi

· We have to be convinced Israel belongs to us before convincing others. No other place has a people who keep coming back over 2000 years.  There will be no second exile. Quoted Rashi on Gen. 1,1.

· Antisemitism has a good side if it brings Jews to Israel

14.
Partnership 2000 Region, Yedid Program in Kiryat Gat – Hila Gonen-Barzalai, local director; Sari Rivken, national director and founder of Yedid; Yehuda Ligmi, municipality representative

· Goal: empower low-income people to obtain rights through Citizen Rights Centers (CRC). Centers are mostly run by volunteers, with publicity by word of mouth.   There are 18 centers nationally, developed in only 7 years.  There are 20 paid workers, 600 volunteers, many of them former clients.  The idea is to help people help themselves.  There are 3000 new clients/month across Israel, 180/month locally.  The approach is holistic, proactive treatment. They have mediators dealing with conflict resolution.  Donations are solicited and then channeled to the creditors, such as the utility company.  Welfare level is 2,400 NS/mo.

· Facilitate access to government services through information and application assistance, and offers revolving loan fund for rising needs.

· Involved in influencing policy changes, such as a bill for hot lunches for kids.

· Started with immigrants, now many veteran Israelis suffering economically.

15.
Michael Kotzin; Ilan Troen, Professor of Modern History at Ben-Gurion University. “Israel Studies in American Universities” 

· Most Israelis trained in ideology, history of intentions, not social history

· Revisionists and commentators challenged myths

· Israel Studies in America focuses only on conflicts; absence of courses on other aspects of Israel create misconceptions. 

· Burden of guilt on Jews for never giving enough, the world acts as a courtroom

· Why is the study of Israel absent from programs on Jewish studies?  No one at Harvard teaches Israel Studies.  It is nearly impossible to teach today about Israel in a US department on Middle East Studies.  

· We talk about national rights, but on campus talk about individual rights

· Federation is proposing creating an advisory board on Jewish/Israel studies.  

· Need a chair, hard to find trained people of quality/caliber.  Only scholars who live in Israel have the knowledge and stature to be critical.

· Funding will come from American Jews who find their kids attacked on campus for belonging to a pariah state.  It is “not good for the Jews” for universities to be a place where our children learn that Israel is a pariah state.

· Three possible categories: tenure track in history/poli-science, visiting lecturers preferably Israelis, Post Doc program.

· Tricky as Jewish interests can’t be seen to swaying hiring.

· Create a summer institute, NEH program, that doesn’t focus on the conflict

· Can bring visiting lecturers ($2000/2 weeks), where students and profs come to learn Israel history.

16.
 Yossi Klein Halevi, Confluence and Division in Israeli Society, Religious and Secular Trends
· The society is polarized between left and right factions, where elections swing back and forth in reaction between ‘soft Labor’ to ‘soft Likud’  Pendulum effect:  Rabin/Oslo – Netanyahu – Barak -- Sharon

· Two unrealistic views dominated recent history:

i. “Greater Israel”: calling for worthy Jewish State

ii. “Peace Now”:  if we give enough peace will come

Both were repudiated.  After the first Intifada, Rabin was elected by a centrist population that repudiated the “greater Israel” occupation.  After the second Intifada, viewed as an Arab genocidal war, the peace movement was rejected.  Israel is the first country ever to offer shared sovereignty of its capital and withdrawal from its heartland.

· Right Wing: Sharon embodies a new center; he’s viewed as a credible hard-line, suspicious but pragmatic leader who could justify territorial compromise. Majority of Likud members support unilateral withdrawal, with widespread support following disillusionment with left tactics. Likud is corrupt on a Third World level, but is still preferable to Labor.  The paradox is that Sharon reflects a majority concensus but lacks his own party’s support.  

· Left Wing: Favored returning Arafat from Tunisia and establishing Palestine next to Jerusalem. Left ignored facts that contradicted with their worldview, and this led to the collapse of their worldview as a result of intifada and other violence.  Labor must declare “Al Chet.”

· Israeli Center. Only 25% of Israeli population support Settler movement in parliament, whereas 80% support fence and believe army should decide best route. Goal is not return to green line, but rather maximum inclusion of settlers, maximum exclusion of Palestinians.  The fence is a statement that both Greater Israel and Peace Now have failed.  This signifies an ideological withdrawal.  There is no moral or legal legitimacy to the Green Line, and to return to it is to concede a Palestinian victory.  Israelis are no longer willing to redivide Jerusalem with an armed Palestinian force in the Old City.  The notion of bringing Arafat back to the Old City is gone.  This is what the Palestinians lost in the second Intifada.

· Conflict is about existence not territory, and Arab positions are virtually unchanged. Similar to Arab ’47 rejection of the partition.  Palestinians don’t accept Israel’s legitimacy but respect Israel’s strength, so Israel must keep strong. The most liberal Palestinian concedes that Israel is so strong that peace is preferable to conflict, not that Israel is a legitimate state. The problem is not just Arafat; it lies in the entire political infrastucture and educational system of the Palestinians.

· Terrorism is a war against viable public space, a threat to society.

· Jerusalem is key loss to Palestinians, excepting for Arab villages on periphery. Israel won’t allow Arafat into Arab Quarter for pragmatic grounds.

· Impact of religious-secular conflict spread over a wide spectrum. There is a sign of hope in the New Age spirituality, as reflected  in its music, with G-d as a protagonist in Israeli Rock and Roll.  Music joins people at both end of the spectrum, including Islamic themes.  The hope is that most Israelis don’t live in either Left/Right or Secular/Orthodox camps.

· Noah Efron, Chair of History and Philosophy of Science, Bar-Ilan:  In their quest for identify, many young people identify themselves by what they are not; e.g., not-orthodox.  Lapis/Shinui speaks for many of them.

· Schizophrenic environment with no good solution leads to general depression and struggle with religious identity.

· Q. If Israel is so strong, why can’t we afford generosity?

A. This was normative thought under Oslo, but facts on ground changed perceptions. Our worse nightmare is we offered what international community asked and are now being blamed for the failed peace process. The view on the campuses is that Jews  didn’t deserve the holocaust, but they do deserve the terrorism as a consequence of the occupation.

· Even if terrorism ends, Halevi is not interested in talking with the Palestinians until he sees some sign that they have done some self-analysis and demonstrate some empathy for the Israeli position.  This is a very long term project, with no sharing of Jerusalem until then.  At present, Palestinian society has been co-opted by Jihad, no empathy for Jewish victims.  Halevy has no interest in returning to Taba or camp David, and certainly not to Oslo.

· Core of Jewish community (AIPAC, Federation) is more pragmatic, mirroring Israeli’s position, while religious and reform movements are more polarized in the US and are still in a 1980’s time warp, with the Orthodox maintaining a hard line on the territories and the Reform supporting Oslo.

· Israel is fighting the front line on terrorism.  The Republicans understand this, but the Democrats don’t realize that it is the same war.

· Efron: Busch understands this.  On 9/12, there were 10’s of thousands of Israelis expressing their grief and tears.  There is a real cultural/political link.

17.
Daniel Kutner, Director of the Division for Palestinian and Jordanian Affairs at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs’ Center for Political Research
· Post Oslo time of disillusionment, but during Oslo PLO went from liberation movement to quasi-government. Arafat was legitimized as elected representative. 

· The suffering of the Palestinians today is the result of Palestinian leadership’s decision to revert to armed struggle at a delicate point in the peace discussions when Israel was making concessions to go farther than it had before. Israel had presented a leftist “dream team" of Sarid and Beilin.  The Palestinian’s still refused to negotiate without even returning to Arafat for instructions.

· Violence was triggered following Sharon’s visit during Friday prayers when worshipers sent stones down producing a chain reaction. It is debatable whether the violence was spontaneous or planned, but the key point is that Arafat adopted this as his strategy. He didn’t use his authority to reign in the violence. This caused the Barak government to fall and closed a unique window of opportunity, at a time when Clinton was likely to be replaced with a less favorable (to them) president. The republican ticket then distanced itself from peace process and supported Sharon’s security.

· Intifada became increasingly terrorist-driven after terrorists were released by Arafat. Suicide bombers became brand of Palestinian struggle used by Islamicists, and Israel labeled as occupier.

· Palestinians are acting against their own self-interest.  They are winning the media battle, not are not achieving their goals. They have been highjacked by terror and did not get a state. Arafat is not welcome in world capitals, and Israel rejects return of refugees. Voices are asking what is the use of suffering without political gain?

· Arafat thinks solely in terms of his own standing. Growing demand for internal reform in response to cronyism and corruption led to calls for new leadership (Abu Mazan), but Arafat won’t release power despite international pressure in post 9/11 world. Arafat set political ambush while terrorist organizations used cease-fire to regroup. Not all groups even agreed to cease fire, such as Hizbollah.

· Abu Alla, Abu Mazan’s successor, won’t challenge Arafat and doesn’t control security forces or parliament, and needs to coordinate activities with Arafat. Glorification of martyrdom leaves Abu Mazan (old Arafat crony) little maneuvering room.

· Terrorist groups were empowered by Abu Alla’s weakness, and Israel took unilateral step with Fence and unilateral withdrawal to reduce contact/friction.  This is a revolutionary step that may shift the Palestinian balance of power.

· Palestinians offended when Israel says it has no one to talk to. They want to rein in anarchy, but Arafat has the upper hand. Egypt has backed away.

· Dahlan, a young Turk and Arafat protégé, was out-maneuvered. 

· Israel can’t compete with tele-lens images of kids and tanks. Sharon is seen by outsiders as the evil counterpart to Arafat – symmetry of Arafat-Sharon. 

· Can elder statesman change? Examples are Begin/Sadat  and Sharon, father of the settlements, but Sharon has a problem with his party. Not Arafat is incapable of changing.

· Did Israel act in its own self-interest with the settlements?  They were dictated by internal politics and now are waiting for final status discussions.

· Targeted assassinations are really interdictions of terrorist planning, and are legitimate in time of war. The pressure affects Hamas planning but also encourages revenge.  On balance, it is worth the price.

· Whet will be left to negotiate once the Fence is completed?  Perhaps more sober elements on the Palestinian side will prevail.  If terrorism stops, Israel will return to the negotiating table.

18. 
Joel Greenberg (Chicago Tribune) and Dan Ephron Cover Palestinian-Israel Conflict (Boston Globe/Newsweek), Media Coverage of Israel

Greenberg: 

· Reporters are not advocates for one side or the other.  “Objectivity” is a poor term.  “Fairness” is a better goal.  “Balance” is a poor goal in a particular story, but worthwhile in the long run.
· Scorekeeping is a poor idea.
· Journalists don’t choose pictures or titles
· More interested in human drama for good story, new or good narrative, less in opinions or right/wrong.
· People look for conformation of entrenched beliefs.  Journalists delude themselves if they think they can change people’s minds.
Ephron:

· Worst nightmare is to discover that a reporter has been used.  They must be vigilant to fall victim to spin.  Reason film of Bargouti’s eating during hunger strike was not reported is that the spin was unknown.
· A weekly magazine most focus more on interest of the story, not only its new-worthiness.
· Journalists rely on contacts and fixers in the field for pictures, news etc.  Must choose between many competing stories.
· Many reporters lack historical background or understanding. E.g. when paper reported no conflict between Jews and Muslims post-Israel, ignoring 1941 massacres and pro-Nazi sympathies.
· The difficulty in accessing certain place, such as Rafah, requires reporter’s to rely on local help.  There is also an element of danger.
· Main problem is sloppiness not bias.
19. 
Prof. Danny Bahat, Senior Lecturer, Department of the Land of Israel Studies, Bar Ilan University, The Jewish Presence in Ancient Jerusalem: A Review of Current Controversies and a Visit to Archeological Sites

· 1099 Crusaders slaughtered Jews in Jerusalem, no Jews allowed during Byzantine

· Jews returned after Crusaders expelled them, and some settled on Mt. Zion. The Cairo Geniza describes Hakafot around the walled city and lists each gate.  Bahat identified these gates, as they were descdribed.

· 14th century city walls destroyed by Saladin’s nephew for strategic reasons to not offer a fortress to Crusaders. Typical of Muslim warfare to destroy walls, fill moats. Coastal plain was abandoned, became marshy and forested and therefore cheap and first land Jews bought.  Saladin’s nephew built a tower between 1212 and 1219, part of which remains.  Bahat speculates that the Temple vessels could conceivably lie under that the New Church of the Virgin built by Constatntine..  The traveled from Jerusalem to Rome to Constantinople back to Jerusalem.  If they were not subsequently looted, they could still be here. An earthquake in 1546 destroyed structures abutting the walls.  All structures today are from 17th century or later.

· During Islamic period Jews asked to work on temple mount, Dome of Rock built on site of Holy of Holies, not on alter.  Bahat questions whether the true Al Aksa, which means a “far away place,” might not in fact be far from Jerusalem.

· After in 1967 chief rabbi forbade Jews to enter temple mount because of laws of purity, Moshe Dayan gave keys to Muslims.

· Jews believe that “even hashtiya” is the foundation of the world, upon which the holy of holies was built.  Chritsinas belive that the Holy Sepulchre lies on top of it. Bahat thinks it is a Bronze II burial chamber.

· The cardo dates back to the 6th centrury, with extant rubble from the 8th century.  A sign was excavated. The menorah that was recently placed there is an eyesore, which is not a true replica.  Mosaics show that the original menorah stood on a tripod.  Bahat did not explain why the menorah in the arch of Titus lacks a tripod.

· Some cobblestones found in the Jewish Quarter were construced with funds provided by Herod, as described in Josephus. Nachmanides’ synagogue, which was in the Jewish Quarter, is described in a letter by his son.  It is not the present day building.  A mosque was built in the Jewish Quarter in 1475 by the mother of a Jewish convert to Islam, out of pique. Byzantine shops were excavated under three arches, and a mikva was found there. Construction of the Churva Synagogue was started in 1699 and was completed with funds from Emp. Franz Joseph. It was the center of Jewish life in the quarter. The Karaite Synagogue is actually a 16th century structure.  Another synagogue was originally a Turkish mosque.  Much of the Jewish Quarter was destroyed by the Jordanians and was rebuilt since 1967.

· In press: History of Jerusalem and Early Muslim Period

20.
Hirsch Goodman

· In Israel, mechanism for decision-making doesn’t consider media impact, e.g. in Jenin, Palestinians gave journalists information and pictures. We need to include media in policy-making.

· Israel’s going through political redefinition.  The consensus is thatbecause there is no one to speak with, unilateral action is justified and necessary.

· Settler minority is energized, but the majority is apathetic. Settlers growing up in a bubble. Nephew, Ronnie, advisor to government, calls Goodman to come quickly and give access to US ambassador to protect a settlement – in return will name it after him.  The silent majority thinks that it is manipulated by this minority.

· Israel should raise the threshold of votes needed to get elected, so that small parties don’t hold the government hostage to minority interests

· Nothing sacred about green line; it is just a 1967 armistice line

· Israel is in the wrong place, as holy sites are on west bank.

· Israel has two ideologically bankrupt major parties. Tony Lapis is a chazir and an anti-Semite. Sharon is totally ruthless and will do whatever needs to do to stay in power, but he is the best we have.  Only is Israel do Charedim live off the dole.  Perhaps Bibi will mature.

· Solution: 3 cantons – West Bank, Gaza, Israel – and state mechanism ------ha!

· But in spite of it all, Goodman is optimistic about internal matters,such as the high court and ecology.  But we are on thin ice internationally.

21.
Khaled Abu Toameh, Senior Writer, Jerusalem Report, Covering the Palestinians

· Most countries ignorant of situation

· In 1993, Arafat was weakened for supporting Iraq against Kuwait. Israel strengthened him when he was abandoned by Arab countries, and he signed Oslo Accords, promising to fight Hamas and Islamic Jihad in exchange for weapons and money. Arafat set up the PA as another Arab dictatorship, brought message of hatred not peace, and continued incitement during Oslo process. Lebanese journalist astonished that Israel bank-rolled Arafat.

· New police were ‘Freedom fighters,’ and told they were to help liberate Palestine. Arafat fought liberal reform and armed Hamas and Islamic Jihad; 14 militias operate as security force. Arafat operates like a mafia, bribes security forces with money from US and Israel.

· Money donated to PA goes down the drain; no infrastructure or housing projects were constructed.

· Arafat incites killing Jews, foments chaos, and may or may not have planned the Intifada.

· 1-man show called Yassar Arafat fights between bad guys and bad guys for money and power. Last 2 months increased interest in weakness of Arafat.

· Armed gangs involved in rape, extortion, kidnapping, and daily beatings. Arafat maintains direct contact with gangs. He is suspicious of his own guard, and changes his support. No reformist action occurs; but gang warfare is exposed; business as usual.

· Arafat appointed his cousin Musa Arafat, which angered rival security officials, then real reformists stepped in and called for democracy. Militia kidnapped for money, but foreign journalists thought militia were reformers. 

· Many stories from disgruntled officials; Palestinian people victim of Arafat dictatorship; no Arab leader will deal with Arafat.

· Most (90%) of Palestinians are secular, but there is a rise not of Islam but of Islamic terrorist groups (Hamas and Islamic Jihad). Arafat threatens world that if he is removed there will be an Islamic revival.

· Israel is making a mistake using collective punishment, as this focuses attention on occupation and away from Palestinian corruption. Leadership knows their influence will decline if there is prosperity. Main fear is suicide bombings.

· Fence is a humiliating ‘wailing wall’ for Jews and Arabs on both sides. After disengagement, expect more bombs from West Bank into Israel.

· Solution: can’t divide this land, we are interspersed. Can’t afford army in West Bank. Israel needs to dismantle gangs under umbrella of security forces, as Palestinian police lack weapons and Israeli forces move about freely.

· Majority of Palestinians were willing to live with Jews, except those who came with Arafat. But hate and occupation and checkpoints alienated them. New generation is maneuvered by hatred, want to grow up as suicide bombers, glorify martyrdom. They are taught that Jews chop off heads of Muslim kids and suck their blood.

· There is no media freedom or flow of information in Palestinian areas, and foreign press depend on a few representatives. Most press is intimidated.

· Palestinian journalists see themselves as soldiers of the revolution to influence foreigners. They don’t want to expose dirty laundry.

· Many media sources employ poor Palestinian journalists, often convicted terrorists posing as journalists. Eg. when Sweden invited Palestinian journalists to workshop to learn about democracy, most people on the list were not journalists, included released prisoner, 1 convicted terrorist, 1 member of PA etc.

· NY Times gave false report after their reporter was almost kidnapped, afraid.

· NY Times ran article about injured Palestinian boy when terrorist planted bomb but ignored plight of amputated Israeli soldiers.

· Who decides on terminology? Sharon is hardliner, why is Arafat not a thief, liar?

· International community doesn’t call for ending incitement. Journalists have a free rein to write anti Israel/Jews not anti-Palestinian stories. Intimidation not reported.

· Journalists don’t read Jerusalem Post, calling it a right-wing paper.

· If an Arab criticizes his government he is a traitor or CIA agent; if an Israeli criticizes their government he/she is lauded internationally. Jews are European occupiers and oppressors, Palestinians are victims. Don’t’ let truth get in the way.

· Danish reporter interviewing Arafat asked about Karine A affair, when Arafat wanted only to speak about Israeli atrocities.  Arafat threw microphone down and walked away.

· Reuters and AP use Palestinian cameramen, who edit film in Ramala and choose angle. Photograph pictures of kids running from tanks but not throwing stones.

· Palestinian journalists speak in one voice one message, easier to understand. Israelis speak in many voices and change their minds, for example Ulmert said Jerusalem will never be divided.

· Nicer to work with Palestinians who are accessible and respectful and warm. IDF doesn’t realize foreign journalists work on deadlines.

· Foreign journalists are being directed and influenced, not given wrong but filtered information. Palestinian papers show Arafat as great. Arafat is intimidating Arab papers, El Jazira, and Arabia. Palestinian people know that they are being lied to.

22.  Dialogue with Palestinian/Israeli Arabs: No one showed up!!

23.
Prof. Shimshon Zelnicker, Director Van Leer Institute, Discussion on Israel/Arab Relations

· Institute is center for humanities, higher education, science.

· In occupation, Israel is responsible for activities that get us into moral dilemmas and political and moral morass. Both sides are partially to blame for situation.

· Good idea to introduce situation with Palestinians provoking intifada 

· Civil society is hopelessly divided, can’t find neutral persons. Consider Ami Ayalon who formerly headed Shabak (domestic security) and Sari Nusseibeh wants Israel to return to borders not fundamentally different from 1967.

· Difficult to find honest broker, timidity is reinforced by ineptness

· Personal story: Can’t tell who will become a terroirst. Prof. Zelnicker’s close friend brought a bomb to Rishon LeZion which killed many people.

· Personal story: Before Intifada, Prof. Zelnicker noticed different license plates on cars under PA rule, Arafat’s Force 17 charged different rates for licensing stolen cars depending on time (3 months, year). Peace Now said let it go.

Talking Points:

· Egypt has a peace agreement with Israel and annexes for normalization.

· The world harshly critiques the Israeli government, but fails to document how PA disregards any legal obligations it promotes.

· Issues of misuse of funds (donations) not used in discrediting PA.

· People view Palestinians as uncouth people, but basically naive. They have a romantic image, not connected to their political agenda.

· People are willing to tolerate what is a sophisticated position, interpreted as naïve.

· Palestinian society is fragmented, internally hostile.  One explosion can set back peace process 2 years, and even Arafat is at the mercy of highly organized gangs.

· Urban guerilla warfare is sophisticated and Israel can’t control suicide bombers.

· Refugee camps are oppressive with no personal privacy, no control over personal time, people blame only Israel. The occupation is no good for either side.

· Jews want a warm relationship; Palestinians want at best a cease-fire, devoid of any type of normalization and without recognizing Jews/Israelis as normal human beings. They have no parallel ‘left’ organization that will co-operate with Israel. Such a peace would not last.

· Arabs can’t publicly agree to any normalization process, want separation, self-determination and full involvement in economic development connected to Israel.

24.

Elhannan Yakira, Head of the Philosophy Department, Hebrew University

· Was at the Sorbonne when the second Intifada started, and overnight Israel was demonized and delegitimized.
· Post Zionist/Radacalist use of Holocaust to demonize Israel in many books.
· Need to focus on today’s relationship between Israel and EU.  He published a book of interviews that was influential in France.
25.

Avraham Sela, Lecturer in International Relations, Hebrew University

· He was a career officer as IDF intelligence officer, analyzed Hamas as political movement. Now he is analyzing Arab debate over peace and how to deal with it.

· Focusing on what we know and how to present it (need expertise), and how to create and present mechanisms to improve Israel’s situation on campus.  Americans lack even basic information.

· Suggest visiting professors in lecture series, scholars in residence, and chair in Israel Studies (available on campus and Jewish organizations in some US and Canadian settings)

26.

Alex Jacobson, Classical History
· Wrote “Israel and the Family of Nations” with Amnon Rubinstein, discusses facts “widely known in narrow circles.”

· Examine human rights norms in modern democracies, including rights of minorities, ancient and modern identities, and comparative studies with Europe.

· Concepts that make Israel a Jewish state are compatible with principles and policies of modern democracies, including ‘Law of Return” (e.g. Finland for ethnic Fins).  

· The UN in 1948 called for a Jewish state alongside an Arab state, with a large Arab minority in the Jewish state and a smaller Jewish minority in the Arab state.  The Jewish symbols and the fundamental concept of a Jewish state are valid on world standards.  To attack these concepts is to be fundamentally anti-Jewish.  It is a delegitimization not only of Israeli policies but of the state itself. No one disputes the right of Arab states to declare themselves “Arab.”

· Both states were established to give both peoples rights of self-determination. 

· EU is now called for a ‘binational state’ or creeping delegitimization of Israel as a Jewish state. It is possible theoretically for two distinct people to live in one country, provided both people agree, and also agree to give up on ever having a single nationality country. In this case a Jordanian-Palestinian state is more logical if Palestinians agree not to have an independent country that has a closer culture, but this choice cannot be imposed. We need to demand the same rights for ourselves, as Jews having a right to a Jewish state.

· What will happen to Jews in a binational state in an area of majority Arab states, (note that there is no opposition when Syria and other states declare themselves Arab states)? Will Palestinians agree to be the only Muslim people in the region not in an Arab state and not members of the Arab League in order to honor the rights of the Jews? Absurd! Palestinian Christians are already uncomfortable and are leaving.

· What is the chance of Israel continuing as a democracy?

· Palestinians want a Muslim State as Islam has strengthened its  society.

· Some early Zionists, such as Jabotinsky, favored a binational state, but they lived in a different time and didn’t foresee Arab nationalism.

· Q: How to respond to appropriation of holocaust accusations on campus?

Yakira: Holocaust denial in France is primarily a left-wing movement. (Faurichon “proved” there were no gas chambers). Main issue is Jewish Nationalism.  They claim that the Holocaust was invented to justify the state of Israel, and that the true main victims were the Arabs and Germans..  Another tact is a narrative claiming Israel uses the Holocaust to justify her actions, and that he Palestinians are the victims of victims. 

Another tactic is to equate level the 1948 refugees and Holocaust victims. If Israel recognizes its responsibilities to 1948 Arab refugees, the Arabs would recognize the Holocaust. There is no connection between the two. These lies need to be exposed. 

Sela: The Arab world is one of the main centers of activity in Holocaust denial (e.g. Abu Mazan and his PhD thesis, international conference in Jordan).

We need to emphasize that the Holocaust was not part of any war, and differs from wars and genocide. The Holocaust is connected to extermination of Gypsies and ideological genocide, and not to refugee movements, which also happened elsewhere (e.g. more refugee movement of Turks and Greeks in Cyprus in 1947, but no one calls this a holocaust).

Yakira: Israelis under Barak have come to realize that the two-state model is the only possible solution.  There continues to exist French and European friendship for Israel. However, the moment in 2000 that Israel retreated to the two-state  position, she became deligitimized.  The Palestinians’ big achievement is that it became part of decent discourse to question whether a Jewish state should exist.

· Jacobson: Both Islam and Christianity deny Israel’s right to exist; Jews are cursed for rejecting Jesus and Mohammed. When Israelis stopped being “well-behaved” Jews, they become a problem because they are sinners. Islam can’t accept Jewish sovereignty over land that used to belong to Islam; they need to retrieve all land once under Muslim rule..

· Not all criticism of Israel is anti-Semitic. Saying that Israel is a US agent is legitimate criticism.  Saying tha the US is an Israeli agent is anti-Semitism.

· World has high tolerance to anti-Semitic remarks, and legitimizes them (e.g. the G=French diplomat calling Israel that shitty little county and staying at post).

· Israel is labeled a colonial outpost, nationalistic, oppressor of  people of color, and a military power

· Israel is surrounded by states that have failed economically and politically, compete with and are jealous of each other, and the Palestinians use them as its model. They have no political freedom, and no internal discourse. But Palestinians tend to be a bit more democratic, perhaps because of the Israeli model. They read and quote Israeli newspapers.

· Globablization and normalization with Israel are threats to Arab culture. Their identity, traditions, and collective Arab characteristics are challenged by the existence of Israel. Palestinians define themselves through their fear of being marginalized and not being respected collectively.  Edward Said’s model was accepted.

· Half of Israeli Jews cite themselves as victims of Arab hate.

Lipson:  The Zionists are portrayed as a colonialist, white, religious, nationalist movement.

Jacobson: They are not colonists because half of them came from Arab states. Arabs say that the other half are a Bedouin tribe who got lost in Europe and returned. They are not necessarily white; they prove that you don’t have to be white to succeed. They are not religious, because Israel is the least religious and state in the Middle East.  They are not more nationalist than the other states in the region.

· Yakira: Europe is obsessed with Israel, practices appeasement with Arab states, quick to change views.  There is a ray of hope because on a personal level Jews and Arabs can get along well.  They share a sense of humor and lack a centuries-old conflict. But there is so far only a cold peace, with no attempt to change the public opinion of Jews.

· Palestinian-Israel conflict needs to be put into perspective. Palestinians need to realize Israel is here to stay, and stop believing they can scare us away and that time is on their side. They need to accept this, not just say it as another tactic.  

· Sela: Some individual states may still act out of self interest, as the Egyptian $20B sale of natural gas to Israel.  But the Arab states have abandoned the Palestinian, making the problem much worse. The Intifada is not only the result of political frustration; it is also the result of internal, generational conflict. Arafat did not initiate the Intifada; he bandwagoned it.

27.
Professor Mordechai Kremnitzer, Faculty of Law, Hebrew University. Democracy in time of stress.

· It is not unusual for regimes to over-react in times of emergency.  We are used to thinking about short-term emergencies, but terrorism produces prolonged stress, and the abnormal becomes normal. How does Israel react?
i. Preventative detentions, legal, replaced 1945 emergency regulations inherited from British. Includes judicial review. Used in Israel rarely, extensively in occupied territories.
ii. Disqualifying candidates to Knesset (law broadened two years ago) to include people belonging to organization supporting armed struggle of terrorist organization (e.g. Azmed Shaa (?) in last election, over-ruled by supreme court).
iii. Restricting media in times of war, under old laws of British Mandate. However, there is little military censorship as media is patriotic and self-censoring, and no legal changes were made since intifada.
iv. Restricting movement of terrorists in territories through curfews and checkpoints. However, this is problematic as it impacts life of Palestinian civilians and creates new terrorists (long-term impact). 
v. House demolition (problematic strategy), when houses are used by snipers or as retaliation/deterrent/punishment of terrorists inflicted on their families. This is probably against international law. IDF says it is effective but Prof. Kremnitzer is not sure. IDF says it carefully examines evidence, but legal advisors are not involved in specific decisions. Cannot hold trials in absenteeism or appoint devil’s advocate because they could expose intelligence sources.
vi. Special Interrogation Methods: Israel has used such measures since 1965 but denied it in court. The 1985 Commission of Inquiry said that such measures could be justified.  Israel Supreme Court decided during the Oslo period that such measures are illegal. But if such measures are used in time of immanent danger, such as ticking bomb, the emergency could be used as an a posteriori defense.  In fact, use of torture may be more widespread.
vii. Targeted killings are also used by the US. They are problematic when based on intelligence without a trial or admission of guilt.   This is a new issue in international law, pending in Israel supreme court. Probably illegal, but necessary. The defense it that terrorists target civilians, but this argument doesn’t justify using illegal means. 
The international community and international law needs to change in response to terrorist threats facing the world. International regulations today (Geneva Conventions) were shaped for a more “sympathetic terrorists,” who were part of  liberation movements from colonial powers. Israel’s case is different. In defending Israel, Supreme Court took on role of supervising legality of IDF measures to the extent of addressing ongoing military operations, such as the fence, and not looking back historically. This is unprecedented by courts elsewhere, especially against the IDF argument for security. The challenge is to maintain a democracy, to preserve people’s rights, in face of terrorism.
viii. Fence: started too late; everyone agrees that it is effective. The problem is its location, opposition by international court to building outside Israel’s borders, and opposition by Israel’s supreme court for not mitigating suffering of Palestinian population. 
· Q. How has war affected judicial arrangements and the balance of power between government, courts and army?
A. Israel doesn’t use emergency powers in the formal sense. There was no formal transfer of power to the government from the Knesset, as emergencies are the normal situation in Israel. Unofficially, the government is more powerful, because decisions are not strongly opposed, and there is more support during emergency situations. There has been an effective transfer of power from legislative to the executive branch, as the government assumed more emergency behavior. Similarly, detentions and targeted killings are de facto transfers of power from the judiciary to the government. However, the government accepts Supreme Court decisions (e.g. fence location), although there is some discretion in interpretation and implementation. Supreme court also shares perception of danger and is sensitive to the government’s position. Because the Supreme Court preceded that of the International Court, it takes precedence.  

· Q. How do we respond to challenges “Israel is not a democracy”?
A. Reality is distorted to say Israel is not a democracy, though we should acknowledge problems such as the fate of Palestinians under our control outside Israel’s borders and how we treat the Arab minority. Must consider stress Israel has been under since statehood and compare Israel to other democracies under stress. For example, freedom of speech is respected and the press is not muzzled or shut down. There is currently a major push for developing a constitution, and a full proposal will be accepted in next few months.  Lebanon may be the only other democracy in the Middle East.

· Q. How do we justify actions like uprooting olive trees and what are the most serious issues today?

A. Uprooting trees are justified in some cases, but the tactic is over-used. There is a gap between army HQ directives and actions of foot soldiers in extent this action is used. 

The most serious challenges to Israeli democracy are:

· Disqualifying candidates for their beliefs/affiliation such as opposition to the Jewishness of the state or the Law of Return.  Kremnitzer cannot defend this position within framework of democratic theory. He can justify disqualification based on racism or opposition to democracy.

· Demolition of houses after terrorist is killed.

· Q. What are the impacts on Israel’s democracy? In particular, espionage against our own citizens, enforcement of Supreme Court dictates, constitutional rights under review.

A. There is a new General Security Services law, where tactics such as administrative detention are more likely to be applied to Arabs. The law gives a broader definition and more scope to authorities in deciding on actions. The rulings of the Supreme Court are respected; however there is flexibility in interpretation, and Court is less respected when they rule on religious issues. The judicial review can decide on constitutionality of a ruling by comparing it to Israel’s Basic Laws, but cannot decide retroactively if there is a constitution.

· Q. What are the mechanisms for deciding on targeted killings? What is the impact of differences in how commands are interpreted in the field and how it affects people’s future?

A. The legality of targeted killings in the international court may be subject to the requirement that the target identifies himself or herself as a leader of a terrorist organization. Israel justifies field decisions/actions to support field people.

28.

Nissim GilAm, CEO of El-Tek Printed Circuits. The Israeli Economy

· Most economic problems are also political and reflect political priorities

· Israel has a $105 billion economy compared to US’s $11-12 trillion economy but similar problems.   Both have budget deficit of ~4% of the GDP, with 3.5-4% annual growth.  Both are trying to reduce taxation and struggling to create new jobs.  “The lengths of the trains are different, but the widths are the same.
· Most of the US economy is internal, while Israel is dependent on foreign trade (30-40%) and more vulnerable to fluctuations in world markets. 
· Reforms needed in Israel to fix problems, few actions taken so far and exaggerated in media
Q. What is the impact of tax-free zone with Jordan on Israeli Arabs employment and political views?

A. Bad impact economically and socially in Israel Arab sector.Major textile industries moved out, especially lost woman employment in cottage industries.  Housing and Hi-Tech are main economic locomotives, few Arabs in High Tech.

28.
Prof. Efraim Klyman, Hebrew U

· Gaza and West Bank economy is $5 billion dollars, and was 20% higher prior to Oslo because of Palestinian workers in Israel (120,000 workers earning an average of $700/month). Today, there are only 10,000 –15,000 Palestinians working irregularly depending on the security situation, and 2% of trade is tied to Israel. It is vital for Palestinian economy to stay linked to Israel.
· Jordan and Palestinian economies are competing, especially free-trade zones
· Intifada affected tourism in Israel, but less other parts of Israeli economy
· Israel has a A-minus rating on its foreign obligations, A rating on internal obligations, and $25 billion in reserves
· Historically, Israel’s founding institutions were the unionized Histadrut and Zionist organizations. The Histadrut owned first factories and developed national health system. The first government was composed of former Histadrut (Ben Gurion was the first secretary in 1922) and Zionist leaders, and major reforms in the 1990’s were divesting former Histadrut factories and giving up central control. The Histadrut is still powerful in key strategic areas such as ports and electricity, and are undergoing a fierce struggle to maintain economic controls in the face of Natanyahu’s fiscal reforms.
28.

Arthur Lenk – Department of International Law

· Israel is engaged in armed conflict, but this is not perceived in the media where we are accused of violating international humanitarian laws. 
· Israel needs to balance security with civilian needs. First right of any country is self-defense.
· International law is fuzzy but growing in a politicized manner. The International Court is being misused as a weapon against Israel, instead of examining key questions such as what are the laws of terrorism. For example, in Jenin where terrorists hide in home and mosques are they legitimate targets?
· Arab world claims exception to definition of terrorism if fighting occupation, if UN doesn’t agree on definition of terrorism, can’t accuse Arab states of sponsoring it.
· International Court accepted narrow question about legitimacy of Fence without considering the reason for it or other options, without any discussion on the impact of terrorism on free movement of Palestinians.
· The real crimes against humanity are targeting Israeli citizens and hiding behind Palestinian civilians. They target us we don’t target Palestinian civilians.
· Red Cross says attacks against civilians are atrocities, how to define a civilian? If you recruit suicide bombers are you a target and should you be stopped before acting?
· Historic injustice where Red Cross and red crescent (Islam) reject red star of David. In late 1990’s, Red Cross organization proposed new neutral symbol for states with other religions. The conference to authorize mixed symbol was cancelled at start of intefada.
· Problems with states ability to stop/control terrorism, UN doesn’t support Israel’s right to self-defense when attacked by terrorism but defends rights to tactics if defending against states. How to deal with terrorism?
· Arab tactic is to change the balance of power between Security Council and prevent US from vetoing proposals, highjack UN, by legitimizing international court.
· Arab tactic is to say states have human right obligations outside their territories, such as Israel to the Palestinians. Israel’s main argument is 1) peace by negotiation didn’t work, 2) Arafat is not a partner, 3) Need reform in Palestinian society, 4) violence and terrorism is not the way to achieve peace.
· During oil crises Israel lost African countries support.
· The green line is a cease-fire line between Israel and Jordan during 1967 war and not a border between Israel and Palestine. It is not a sacred border, but is regarded by the International Court as a border. 
· Israel demolishes homes to counter money and status given to terrorists by PA and Arab supporters. One message is the home that raised you is evil, and supports children becoming suicide bombers.
· On campuses, connect Israel to cause of Iraqi war
· Q: Problem getting response from Israel Hasbara department in time for journalist deadlines
A. Hazbara department is complicated, many branches, bureaucratic, and checking accuracy of information takes time. Need to debrief soldiers.  The Palestinians give information quickly even if inaccurate to make media deadlines, but damage is done. Israel needs to respond quicker. This is a war of pictures not facts or perspectives.

· “Wonderman” PR Company specializing in brand research of countries survey 15,000 people in US on how they perceive Israel. Israel is perceived as democratic, smart and protecting human rights, but people also suffer from media fatigue from hearing constantly about Israel, and this leads to ‘brand disappointment’. However, people don’t know past or context. Young American woman most anti-Israel.

· Palestinians are spearheading the Arab world attack on west. 

· Media is intimidated. Can’t get film footage without Palestinian fixers who set up camera angle and edit film, or don’t guarantee safety of reporters/film crew. On the other hand, Israel’s action in the territories often doesn’t look good and we need to consider the impact of our actions.

· Q. How to defend Israel in classroom? 

A. Need to make a moral case for Israel. Israel advocacy can come from many places. Introduce examples when teaching using texts and films. Discuss how to promote human rights in the face of terror.

29.
Michael Oren, Senior Fellow Shalom Center (Zionist, Conservative)

· The challenge is to engage in discussions on Israel without being misinterpreted.

· Arabs now see Americans as crazy, not cowardly.

· Europeans are the lynchpin in attack against US-Israel.

· Israel faces at least 5 existential threats:

i. Conventional military threat, millions of soldiers and 5000 tanks, 3000-4000 planes

ii. Missiles with an array of warheads (not including nuclear), threats of wiping us out, can strike anywhere

iii. Terrorist threats no longer perceived as nuisance, used to unravel society and undermine the economy, multiplier affect. Terror when it ceases to terrorize doesn’t undermine. Intifada cost more casualties than Vietnam war. Greatest moral victory of not demolishing other side, unmatched by other threatened countries.

iv. Demographic threat, controversial, maintains Jewish and democratic character. Main function of fence, Bedouin problem marrying Palestinian woman (200,000 moved from territories to Israel, not love matches but arranged to get Israel social services and promote family reunification in Israel).

v. Environmental threat including competition for resources and contamination by Israel and neighboring states (e.g. desalination) 

vi. Unconventional weapons, Israel has superiority. 

vii. Greatest threat facing Israel is attempt to delegitimize the state, when we are successful at controlling terrorist action and world sees only occupation (85 attempts in past 3 months). 115 non-aligned countries voted to ban all products and people from territories, voted to remove fence and compensate Palestinians. This is an incremental process towards the South Africanization of Israel, and can’t defend against this using military. Fence is a target in this strategy, even India (traditional ally) voted against it.

· Army becoming less a social absorption center, turning away 25% of eligible inductees. Harder to get into elite units. Only 625 conscientious objectors out of 250,000 people.

· Israel exhibits classic syndrome of abused kids, no time to recover.

· Strong centralist movement in Israel, settlements know if kill soldiers will be rolled over, instead expect strong civil disobedience. Settlements adjacent to Israel will stay.

· For 9 years under PA control, there were no child or woman rights, being Gay is a capital offense, opposition ends in torture or death after which the Palestinian media often blames Israel for Palestinian victims.

· Q. US policy is being reoriented under Bush, deeper involvement in this region, more preemptive, multi-front reaction, and infatuation with spreading democracy. 

A. Arab world reacts against western influence, US can’t impose democracy. Bush is promoting recognizing Jerusalem as Israel’s capital, keeping within Israel’s borders, not repatriating or compensating refugees. His stances are first peace, and then discuss territory. Bush is Baptist (fundamental) and his father was Episcopalian.

· Q. The issue for students is human rights, Sharon is associated with Hitler as a murderer, building a wall causes Palestinians to suffer, Jewish settlers don’t care.

A. Concede wall is not good, burdensome, but need to protect Israeli population from bombers.  A wall can be removed eventually; a dead person can’t be brought back. Problem is how to maintain human rights in the face of unrelenting terror.

Confluence and Division in Israeli Society, Religious and Secular Trends
· The society is polarized between left and right factions, where elections swing back and forth in reaction between ‘soft Labor’ to ‘soft Likud’

· Two unrealistic views dominated the last century:

iii. “Greater Israel”: calling for worthy Jewish State

iv. “Peace Now”: if we give enough peace will come

· Right Wing: Sharon embodies a new center; he’s viewed as a credible hard-line, suspicious but pragmatic leader who could justify territorial compromise. Majority of Likud members support unilateral withdrawal, with widespread support following disillusionment with left tactics. 25% of Israeli population support settlers movement in parliament, while 80% support fence and believe army should decide best route. Goal is not return to green line, but maximum inclusion of settlers, maximum exclusion of Palestinians.

· Left Wing: Favored returning Arafat from Tunisia and establishing Palestine next to Jerusalem. Left ignored facts that contradicted with their worldview, and this led to the collapse of their worldview as a result of intefada and other violence.

· Conflict is about existence not territory, and Arab positions are virtually unchanged. Palestinians don’t accept Israel’s legitimacy but respect Israel ‘s strength, so Israel must keep strong. 

· Terrorism is a war against viable public space, a threat to society.

· Jerusalem is key loss to Palestinians, excepting Arab villages on periphery. Israel won’t allow Arafat into Arab quarters for pragmatic grounds.

· Impact of religious-secular conflict spread over a wide spectrum. Growth of new-age movement in center with G-D as protagonist of music, and music joins people at both ends. Quest for identify, many young people identify themselves oppositionly.

· Schizophrenic environment with no good solution leads to general depression and struggle with religious identity.

· Q. If Israel is so strong, why can’t we afford generosity?

A. This was normative thought under Oslo, but facts on ground changed perceptions. Our worse nightmare is we offered what international community asked and are now being blamed for failed peace process. On campuses say we didn’t deserve the holocaust, but deserve the consequences of occupation.

· America has been transformed by 9/11 as people connect this with American policies favoring Israel. Most Israeli’s feel Israel is fighting war on front line which is also facing the US.

· Core of Jewish community (AIPAC, Federation) is more pragmatic, mirroring Israeli’s position, while religious and reform movements are more polarized in the US still in a 1980’s time warp.

· Palestinian society has been co-opted by Jihad, no empathy for Jewish victims.
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