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PART ONE 

Only By Understanding the History of the Conflict Can One Recognize 
that Now is the Time that Peace Can be Imposed to End the Conflict  

 

 

   
 
 

 
“When peace comes we will perhaps in time be able 

  to forgive the Arabs for killing our sons, but it will be  
  harder for us to forgive them for having forced us to  
  kill their sons. Peace will come when the Arabs will love  
  their children more than they hate us.” 
       Golda Meir 
       Prime Minister of Israel 
       1969-1974 
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PREAMBLE 

 I began writing this Paper to discuss free speech in the context of the 
protests on college campuses throughout the US on the heels of Hamas’ invasion 
of Israel on October 7, 2023, by presumably well-educated people asserting 
positions in outright if not tacit support of the brutal killing and hostage taking of 
Jews. I questioned whether these positions are based on an understanding of the 
facts of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict (the “Conflict”) or are they just another 
protest dejour by people who are naive or misinformed about what they are 
protesting? This led to other questions. Where were they before and especially in 
2014 when Israel and Hamas fought a war that devastated Gaza and resulted in 
thousands of Palestinian civilian casualties?  Why did Israel’s response to the 
horrific events of October 7, 2023, trigger “pro-Palestinian” and “anti-Israel” 
protests vs “anti-Hamas” protests that the war in 2014 did not? Why is the UN 
General Assembly, as recently as December 12, 2023, unwilling to include in its 
resolution calling for a ceasefire, a condemnation of Hamas? Why are protestors 
to world leaders seemingly unable to see what the 75-year history of the Conflict 
makes clear - war followed by a ceasefire only leads to another war and another 
ceasefire and another war and another ceasefire and more of the same? If they 
did, they would know that the current Israeli-Hamas war is simply a predictable 
continuation of the cycle of increasing violence that defines the 75-year history of 
the Conflict and that another ceasefire simply continues the cycle.  

The plight of the Palestinians in Gaza is a direct result of the failure of world 
leaders to come together independently or through the UN, to take action to stop 
Hamas and other terrorist organizations from weaving themselves into the fabric 
of the Palestinian people in Gaza. This failure allowed Hamas to take total control 
of every aspect of the Palestinian peoples’ lives, and their deaths, in Gaza for the 
past 18 years.  

Like a stain that has been allowed to set, removing the “stain” of Hamas 
from the fabric of the Palestinian people in Gaza is difficult and bloody work. Only 
Israel has the stomach to do it because it is only the Israeli people who have 
suffered, endured, survived, prospered, and shown incredible patience despite 75 
years of almost constant conflict. It is shockingly sad that it took an event resulting 
in the greatest killing of Jews since World War II to make clear that not only must 
Israel be “liberated” from further attacks by Hamas, but to do so it must also 
liberate the people of Gaza from Hamas. Hamas crossed a line for which there is 
no forgiveness and no return to the status quo cycle of violence.  Hamas must be 
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eliminated with the attendant cost of Israeli and Palestinian lives. But that 
realization was my epiphany that changed the focus of this Paper. 
 Forget about free speech and trying to understand the actions of clearly 
ignorant, misinformed, or just plain anti-sematic college students, world leaders, 
and UN ambassadors. Israel’s vow and actions to eliminate Hamas is the key to 
ending the cycle of violence and the entire Conflict. History has finally brought the 
Conflict to the point that Israel, allied with Egypt, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, 
UAE, Morrocco, the EU, and the US can impose peace and begin to implement 
that peace immediately.   

Part One of this Paper is an abbreviated, but lengthy look at the facts of the 
Conflict, to educate. The historical landscape is littered with failed peace 
agreements spanning over 70 years.  It took 35 years of war for the Arab states to 
realize that Israel is a nation state that is here to stay. They then allowed the wars 
against Israel to transition to terrorist organizations to conduct, who, in turn, took 
control of the lives of the Palestinian people, turning them into nomadic refugees 
to be used as weapons of war at the whim of first the PLO and then Hamas. The 
PLO also ultimately realized that Israel could not be destroyed and morphed itself 
into the recognized representative of the Palestinian people, just a Hamas was 
being formed to carry the terrorist torch.   

Hamas took control of Gaza after Israel made the desperate decision, but 
strategic blunder, in 2005 to abandon Gaza to the Palestinian Authority, who was 
then forcefully ousted by Hamas. Since that time, Hamas has systematically used 
its attacks on Israel, knowing and intending for Israel to respond, to subject the 
people of Gaza to the repeated horrors of war and its aftermath. Hamas has used 
the Palestinian people in Gaza as a weapon of war in its quest to achieve its well 
documented unachievable ideological goal of destroying Israel.  

There has not been and cannot be peace because, plain and simple, a 
terrorist organization is the oxymoron of peace. Hamas does exist to better the 
lives of the Palestinians of Gaza. It does not want them to live in peace, but in a 
permanent state of war. Peace destroys Hamas. Hamas knows that it cannot 
destroy Israel but needs to maintain that ruse because it has figured out that by 
doing so, it can fool the EU, US and others into continued funding of humanitarian 
aid so that it can siphon off billions of dollars of humanitarian aid for its leaders to 
lead 5-star lives, fund UNRWA schools to brainwash and teach the next generation 
of Hamas fighters its ideology, and pay for its network of tunnels and the weapons 
it stores in them for its next war on Israel. That in the internal cycle of a terrorist-
criminal organization that supports its external cycle of violence. Hamas is a 
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criminal organization that uses terrorist tactics to subjugate the Palestinians of 
Gaza, appease its benefactor, Iran, and does so in a manner that those who 
oppose it end up funding it. Another oxymoron, giving humanitarian aid to a 
terrorist organization to administer. The Palestinian people will never know peace 
while ruled by a terrorist organization. 
 With an understanding of the historical facts, including recent Palestinian 
opinion polls, Part Two of this Paper presents the “Blueprint for an Imposed 
Peace” (the “Blueprint”). With the elimination of Hamas, Israel and world leaders, 
particularly those of the Arab states, are in a unique position to come together to 
impose a peace that addresses the needs and goals of both Israel and the 
Palestinian people. With Hamas eliminated, peace can now be achieved not 
through negotiation with a defeated enemy, or any party that has an agenda other 
than peace but imposed because of Israel regaining control of Gaza. But to be 
clear, the Blueprint will only succeed by first liberating the people of Gaza from 
Hamas though its complete elimination.  

The Blueprint takes into account that peace is not the end, but rather the 
beginning. Palestinians are a radicalized people that must see and experience 
what living in peace means for them. As Golda Meir said, they need to come to 
love their children more than they hate Jews.  

As a final opening comment, as you read this Paper, keep in mind one of the 
“voices from the ground,” as reported by Al Jazeera on November 7, 2023:  

Ahmed, 33 
“We have been calling for years for the mere human rights that we  
need to have a life – like employment, electricity, clean water, freedom of 
movement and the right to seek medical referral outside. The legitimacy of 
the PA [Palestinian Authority] as a suitable power, and of any other ruler in 
Gaza, comes into the equation only when we have enough for a good life 
and survival from this hell.” 

 
 On October 25, 2023,  Amaney A. Jamal and Michael Robbins, co-principal 
investigators for Arab Barometer, published the results of a survey conducted in 
Gaza and the West Bank before the events of October 7, 2023.  They report that 
their survey “reveal[s] that rather than supporting Hamas, the vast majority of 
Gazans have been frustrated with the armed group’s ineffective governance as 
they endure extreme economic hardship. Most Gazans do not align themselves 
with Hamas’s ideology, either. Unlike Hamas, whose goal is to destroy the Israeli 

https://www.foreignaffairs.com/israel/what-palestinians-really-think-hamas#author-info
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state, the majority of survey respondents favored a two-state solution with an 
independent Palestine and Israel existing side by side.” 
 On December 13, 2023, the Palestinian Center for Policy and Survey 
Research released its Public Opinion Poll No. 90 (discussed in more detail below). 
It found that “the majority of the Palestinians remain unsupportive of Hamas.” 
However, a “majority [70%] believes that Israel will not succeed in eradicating 
Hamas,” and “a large majority believes that Hamas will emerge victorious from 
this war.”      

If the hopes of Ahmed and these surveys accurately reflect the desires of 
most of the people of Gaza (which the statements of some captured 
Hamas/Palestinian fighters seem to confirm), they must know that Hamas is 
eliminated, and will not return to rule them again, and that a plan is in place to 
provide them “the mere human rights that [they] need to have a life.”  The 
Blueprint for an Imposed Peace is that plan.  

I. INTRODUCTION 

A. October 7, 2023 – Another Day That Will Live in Infamy. 
On the morning of October 7, 2023, Hamas, along with other terrorist 

groups operating in Gaza (which will hereinafter be collectively referred to as 
“Hamas”), fired an estimated 5,000 rockets from Gaza at Israeli cities 
and communal settlements., Simultaneously over 3,000 Hamas fighters, 
accompanied by Palestinian civilians, breached the Israel-Gaza border barrier at 
multiple points on land and by gliders and entered Israel from the Mediterranean 
Sea. They proceeded to attack residential areas and military facilities, killing over 
1,200 Israeli civilians and soldiers, and abducting over 200 civilians and soldiers, 
taking them back to Gaza.  

After responding to the attack and retaking control of the area infiltrated by 
Hamas fighters, Israel declared war on Hamas, vowing to eliminate Hamas from 
Gaza. 

The events of October 7, 2023, far exceeded the scope, intensity, and 
resulting Israeli casualties of any prior Hamas attack. Men, women, children, and 
infants were killed by bullets, beheadings, mutilation, and other brutal forms of 
inflicting death. Women and young girls were raped, tortured, and then killed. 
Families were murdered in their homes, butchered in the streets, and over 250 
people were slaughtered at an outdoor music festival. Evidence of sexual violence 
was rampant. But for Israel’s Iron Dome missile defense system, an additional 
untold number of Israeli civilians would have been killed. Even then, it was single 
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deadliest attack on Israel in its history, and the single greatest killing of Jews since 
the Holocaust.  

B. Hamas Statements Regarding Its Attack and Strategy. 
 On October 7, 2023, Al Jazeera issued several reports. In its interview with 
Saleh al-Arouri, Deputy Chief of Hamas’s Political Bureau, he is quoted as saying:  

“We managed to kill and capture many Israeli soldiers. The fighting is still 
on.”  

“Our detainees in [Israeli] prisons, their freedom is looming large. What we 
have in our hands will release all our prisoners. The longer fighting 
continues, the higher the number of prisoners will become.”  

“This is not a [hit-and-run] operation; we started an all-out battle. We 
expect fighting to continue and the fighting front to expand. We have one 
prime target: our freedom and the freedom of our holy sites.”  

“We will continue to fight until we are rewarded with victory, freedom and 
independence.”  

“All scenarios are now possible and we are ready for an [Israeli] land 
invasion.” 

 Al Jazeera also reported that a Hamas spokesman said that the Israelis 
taken captive were spread through-out all areas of Gaza. Al Jazeera reported that 
Hamas spokesman Abu Obeida said the captives were being held in “safe places” 
and tunnels. 
 Al Jazeera reported that, in an audio message, Mohammed Deif, a senior 
Hamas military commander, said the rocket fire marked the start of “Operation Al-
Aqsa Flood.” “We’ve decided to say enough is enough.” “This is the day of the 
greatest battle to end the last occupation on Earth.”  

Al Jazeera quoted Ismail Haniyeh, the leader of Hamas, as saying: “We say 
to all countries, including our Arab brothers, that this entity, which cannot protect 
itself in the face of resistors, cannot provide you with any protection.” “All the 
normalisation agreements that you signed with that entity cannot resolve this 
[Palestinian] conflict.” 

Al Jazeera also reported that in a speech broadcast on Hamas-run Al-Aqsa 
television, Haniyeh stated: “We are on the verge of a great victory and a clear 
conquest on the Gaza front. Enough is enough, the cycle of intifadas [uprisings] 
and revolutions in the battle to liberate our land and our prisoners languishing in 
occupation [Israeli] prisons must be completed.”  
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On October 7, 2023, Jad Melki, Director of Media Research at the Lebanese 
American University in Beirut, is reported by Al Jazeera as observing that Hamas’ 
preparedness with quickly relayed videos of the attack marked a new direction in 
Hamas strategy: “The synchronisation of the media and military machines, you 
can tell images were shot and cut in a professional way, they were even branded. 
The operation was from the sea, air, and land but also on the airwaves and cyber-
sphere. The troops moving in were carrying cameras that are equally important to 
machine guns. Everything appears to have been prepared in advance. That’s a 
major strategic shift.” 
 C. Hamas’ “Great Act” Will Lead to the Liberation of the People of  
  Gaza. 
 Israel’s ground invasion of Gaza is in full force, with repeated confirmations 
that it will not stop until Hamas is eliminated, even in the face of constant calls for 
a ceasefire and an actual ceasefire while there was a hostage-prisoner exchange. 
Whether intended or not, Hamas’ October 7, 2023, attack crossed the line of 
Israel’s continued acceptance of periodic terrorist attacks and wars.  

Statements by Hamas indicate that it thought the attack, coupled with 
Israel’s expected (and hoped for) overwhelming response with resulting civilian 
deaths, would cause the Arab world to rally to Hamas’ defense and offense. As 
stated by Hamas leader Khalil al-Hayya in an interview with The New York Times 
published on November 8, 2023: “What could change the equation was a great 
act, and without a doubt, it was known that the reaction to this great act would 
be big.” (emphasis added) “We had to tell people that the Palestinian cause 
would not die.” “We succeeded in putting the Palestinian issue back on the table, 
and now no one in the region is experiencing calm.”  

After years of planning, preparation and seemingly flawless execution of 
the October 7 attack, no other terrorist organization or Arab state has rushed to 
Hamas’ defense or joined an offense against Israel (other than those lesser 
terrorist groups that Hamas allows to reside in Gaza). Pro-Palestinian 
demonstrations in the US and Europe, calls for a ceasefire that would serve to 
save Hamas from destruction, and Hamas propaganda regarding the invasion of 
Gaza, including blaming Israel for targeting civilians and civilian structures (i.e., 
hospitals, schools, etc.), have failed to blunt Israel’s determination to wipeout 
Hamas. 

Hamas has admitted that it knew its actions on October 7, 2023, would 
result in the death of civilians in Gaza. Hamas chose to take money and material 
intended to improve the living conditions for the people of Gaza and use it 
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instead to arm itself for the October 7 attack and prepare itself to engage in the 
urban warfare throughout Gaza that it knowingly and intentionally invited. With 
that, Hamas also knowingly and intentionally decided to subject the civilian 
population of Gaza, once again, to the horrors of war. As Hamas media consultant 
Taher El-Nounou reportedly told The New York Times: “I hope that the state of 
war with Israel will become permanent on all the borders, and that the Arab 
world will stand with us.” 

It is ironic that the calls for a ceasefire from so-called pro-Palestinian 
demonstrators, some world leaders, and the UN as a voting body, are contrary to 
the “permanent state of war” sought by Hamas. A ceasefire only serves to leave 
Hamas as the malevolent ruler of Gaza and allow it to remain to continue the 
permanent state of war it openly acknowledges it will engage in after a ceasefire.  

The hopes of Ahmed, presumably shared by a majority of the Palestinians 
in Gaza, will never be realized if they remain the pawns and weapons of Hamas. 
Terrorist organizations do not govern for peace; they govern to achieve 
ideological goals through violence, using the people they control as they see fit to 
achieve their goals. And in the case of Hamas, they govern to make their leaders 
rich. Peace is Kryptonite for terrorists.  

A short digression. Years ago, during a trip to Germany, our tour guide was 
pointing out a few of the remaining landmarks of Germany’s involvement in WW 
II. He made an interesting comment that is relevant today. He said the “Allies 
liberated Germany from the Nazis.” I initially interpreted the comment as coming 
from a young man who had been educated in a manner to relieve Germany from 
its national guilt and shame arising from WW II and the Holocaust. Upon further 
reflection I concluded that he was expressing the belief that the German people 
were subjected to the absolute and total control of the Nazis, who redirected the 
German people from pursuing the peaceful, albeit difficult path to improving their 
lives, to war and the pursuit of ideological goals that would lead to the Holocaust, 
Germany’s destruction, and the loss of untold millions of civilian lives. He was 
right, the Allies did liberate the German people, but the civilian population paid 
an immense price for having allow the Nazis to weave themselves into the fabric 
of Germany. 

Similarly, what has been lost in the wave of pro-Hamas, pro-Palestinian and 
anti-Israel rhetoric is that the “great act” intended by Hamas to unleash an all-out 
jihad on Israel and the attainment of Hamas’ ideological goals, is in fact the “great 
act” that will now lead Hamas’ demise, liberation of the people of Gaza from 
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Hamas, and the first real opportunity to end the Conflict. The “stars have 
aligned.” 

The Jews survived the Nazi plan for the “final solution” to exterminate the 
Jewish people. They survived as the world was blind to or doubted what was 
happening to them. World War II had barely ended when the Jews again faced 
hatred and a plan for their extermination by Arab nations. For 75 years, Israel has 
survived in the face of an enemy that seeks to achieve what the Holocaust did 
not. For the last 18 years, the people of Israel have shown a patience to survive in 
the face of constant terrorist attacks in full view of the UN and world leaders, 
who, in condemning Israel for defending itself, cannot find the mental fortitude to 
condemn their attacker (but actually act to support Hamas).  

Israel is now doing what history dictates it must do. The Jews did not have 
the power to eliminate the enemy that sought to destroy them in World War II. 
Today they do have the power to eliminate such an enemy and must use that 
power to do so.  

There is no other country in the world, with the means to resist, that would 
tolerate and suffer bombardment and attacks from a neighboring country, let 
alone a terrorist group. Israel has taken the bad with the good that came with the 
hand it was dealt in 1948. It waited for the UN and world leaders to find a solution 
to the “Palestinian problem” they helped create in 1948. In the 75 years since, 
they still have found no solution. But, on October 7, 2023, the solution not only 
became crystal clear to Israel, but so did implementing it. Israel is rightfully not 
going to stand by and let the world, this time with eyes wide open, watch Hamas 
slaughter Jews. 

  Civilian lives will be lost in Gaza because that is what happens when world 
leaders abdicate the governing of people to a terrorist organization. Calls for a 
ceasefire should be calls for Hamas to surrender to end the fighting. The problem, 
as discussed below, is that no Arab country wants Palestinian civilians or Hamas 
fighters to leave Gaza and enter their country. Every time a country has opened 
its doors to a terrorist organization (be it Hamas, the PLO, Hezbollah, and others), 
the country is destabilized. Sadly, due their perhaps involuntary complicity in 
enabling Hamas and the security risk they present, no Arab country will to provide 
refuge to Palestinians seeking to exit Gaza. 

The facts show that Israel and its Arab neighbors took a long, twisted, and 
bloody road to find a peace that for 30 years after Israel became a state that no 
Arab country wanted to survive. It took multiple wars, before the world saw the 
moral courage of Egyptian leader Anwar Sadat, who charted a path leading to 



9 
 

peace between Egypt and Israel in 1978. It would cost Sadat his life at the hands 
of an Egyptian-based terrorist group.  

But more wars had to be fought for another 16 years before Jordan became 
the next Arab nation to make peace with Israel in 1994. And it would take another 
24 years for other Arab nations to normalize relations with Israel. While put on 
hold, Saudi Arabia could and still can become a leading voice and tip the scale for 
a broader peace throughout the Middle East, when it normalizes relations with 
Israel. 

It has taken almost 70 years for leaders of the Arab nation to concede that 
Israel cannot and will not be defeated. The PLO recognized this when it “changed 
its strips” in 1988 and converted from a terrorist organization to the UN- 
recognized representative of the Palestinian people and the landless State of 
Palestine. But in doing so, the PLO became a de facto enemy of Hamas. In 1988, 
Hamas would issue its manifesto, the Hamas Covenant, which adopted in many 
respects the PLO’s 1974 “Phased Plan” for the destruction of Israel.  

With knowledge of the published threats of the PLO and Hamas, Israel 
pursued peace with its Arab neighbors. In 2005, Israel chose to abandon Gaza to 
the Palestinian Authority. This perhaps naïve, but clearly strategic blunder led to 
Hamas’ forceful takeover of Gaza in 2007. Israel has paid the price ever since.  

A prerequisite for ending the Conflict is the elimination of Hamas from Gaza 
and liberation of its Palestinian citizens. It is a conclusion compelled by the facts. 

III. WHO AND WHAT IS HAMAS    

A. 1987 - The Founding of Hamas 

In 1987, twenty years after the Six-Day War, the First Intifada (1987–1993), 
a sustained series of protests and riots carried out by Palestinians throughout 
Gaza, the West Bank and in Israel, began. Shortly after the Intifada began, Hamas 
was founded by Palestinian iman Ahmed Yassin and Abdel Aziz al-Rantisi, 
originally referring to is as the Palestinian wing of the Egypt-based Muslim 
Brotherhood, which adopted and pursued a doctrine permitting the use of 
extreme violence in the pursuit of creating the perfect Islamic society. Having put 
this doctrine into action, as of 2015, the Muslim Brotherhood is considered a 
terrorist organization by the governments of Bahrain, Egypt, Russia, Syria, Saudi 
Arabia, and the United Arab Emirates.  

B. 1988 - The Hamas Covenant 

Hamas is an acronym for Ḥarakah al-Muqāwamah al-ʾIslāmiyah, meaning 
"Islamic Resistance Movement." Yassin, Al-Rantisi, and others stated how Hamas 
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would conduct itself to achieve its goals in The Covenant of the Islamic Resistance 
Movement (also referred to as the “Hamas Covenant”), dated August 18, 1988. 

 The Hamas Covenant is comprised of 36 articles, each of which supports 
and promotes the fundamental goal of Hamas to destroy the State of Israel 
through Jihad, or Islamic Holy War, as stated in its Preamble: "Israel will exist and 
will continue to exist until Islam will obliterate it, just as it obliterated others 
before it."  

It is shocking to see from the history of the Middle East peace process has 
that the participants therein repeatedly failed to appreciate that terrorist 
organizations should not be legitimized by giving them a seat at any peace 
negotiations table. In the Preamble to its Covenant, Hamas told everyone that it 
would not abide by any peace agreement. Hamas makes clear that as long as 
Israel exists, it will reign terror down on Israel.  

The following are quoted excerpts from the Covenant (including headings). 
While the excerpts are lengthy, it is must reading to understand Hamas, and 
especially for anyone who thinks supporting Hamas is being pro-Palestinian. 

“Introduction 

This Covenant of the Islamic Resistance Movement (HAMAS), clarifies its picture, reveals its 
identity, outlines its stand, explains its aims, speaks about its hopes, and calls for its support, 
adoption and joining its ranks. Our struggle against the Jews is very great and very serious. It 
needs all sincere efforts. It is a step that inevitably should be followed by other steps. The 
Movement is but one squadron that should be supported by more and more squadrons from 
this vast Arab and Islamic world, until the enemy is vanquished, and Allah's victory is realised. 

Definition of the Movement 

Ideological Starting-Points 

Article One: 

The Islamic Resistance Movement: The Movement's programme is Islam. From it, it draws its 
ideas, ways of thinking and understanding of the universe, life and man. 

Article Two: 

The Islamic Resistance Movement is one of the wings of Moslem Brotherhood in Palestine. 
Moslem Brotherhood Movement is a universal organization which constitutes the largest 
Islamic movement in modern times. It is characterized by its deep understanding, accurate 
comprehension and its complete embrace of all Islamic concepts of all aspects of life, culture, 
creed, politics, economics, education, society, justice and judgement, the spreading of Islam, 
education, art, information, science of the occult and conversion to Islam. 
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Structure and Formation 

Article Three: 

The basic structure of the Islamic Resistance Movement consists of Moslems who have given 
their allegiance to Allah . . . In all that, they fear Allah and raise the banner of Jihad in the face 
of the oppressors, so that they would rid the land and the people of their uncleanliness, 
vileness and evils. 

Time and Place Extent of the Islamic Resistance Movement: 

Article Five: 

Time extent of the Islamic Resistance Movement: By adopting Islam as its way of life, the 
Movement goes back to the time of the birth of the Islamic message, of the righteous ancestor, 
for Allah is its target, the Prophet is its example and the Koran is its constitution. 

Characteristics and Independence: 

Article Six: 

The Islamic Resistance Movement is a distinguished Palestinian movement, whose allegiance is 
to Allah, and whose way of life is Islam. It strives to raise the banner of Allah over every inch of 
Palestine, for under the wing of Islam followers of all religions can coexist in security and safety 
where their lives, possessions and rights are concerned. In the absence of Islam, strife will be 
rife, oppression spreads, evil prevails and schisms and wars will break out. 

The Universality of the Islamic Resistance Movement: 

Article Seven: 

The Islamic Resistance Movement is one of the links in the chain of the struggle against the 
Zionist invaders. It goes back to 1939, to the emergence of the martyr Izz al-Din al Kissam and 
his brethren the fighters, members of Moslem Brotherhood. It goes on to reach out and 
become one with another chain that includes the struggle of the Palestinians and Moslem 
Brotherhood in the 1948 war and the Jihad operations of the Moslem Brotherhood in 1968 and 
after. 

Moreover, if the links have been distant from each other and if obstacles, placed by those who 
are the lackeys of Zionism in the way of the fighters obstructed the continuation of the struggle, 
the Islamic Resistance Movement aspires to the realisation of Allah's promise, no matter how 
long that should take. 

"The Day of Judgement will not come about until Moslems fight the Jews (killing the Jews), 
when the Jew will hide behind stones and trees. The stones and trees will say O Moslems, O 
Abdulla, there is a Jew behind me, come and kill him. Only the Gharkad tree, (evidently a 
certain kind of tree) would not do that because it is one of the trees of the Jews." (related by al-
Bukhari and Moslem).” 
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The Slogan of the Islamic Resistance Movement: 

Article Eight: 

Allah is its target, the Prophet is its model, the Koran its constitution: Jihad is its path and death 
for the sake of Allah is the loftiest of its wishes. 

Objectives 

Incentives and Objectives: 

Article Nine: 

As for the objectives: They are the fighting against the false, defeating it and vanquishing it so 
that justice could prevail, homelands be retrieved and from its mosques would the voice of the 
mu'azen emerge declaring the establishment of the state of Islam, so that people and things 
would return each to their right places and Allah is our helper. 

Strategies and Methods 

Strategies of the Islamic Resistance Movement: Palestine Is Islamic Waqf: 

Article Eleven: 

The Islamic Resistance Movement believes that the land of Palestine is an Islamic Waqf 
consecrated for future Moslem generations until Judgement Day. . . This is the law governing 
the land of Palestine in the Islamic Sharia (law) and the same goes for any land the Moslems 
have conquered by force, because during the times of (Islamic) conquests, the Moslems 
consecrated these lands to Moslem generations till the Day of Judgement. 

Peaceful Solutions, Initiatives and International Conferences: 

Article Thirteen: 

Initiatives, and so-called peaceful solutions and international conferences, are in contradiction 
to the principles of the Islamic Resistance Movement. . . Knowing the parties constituting the 
conference, their past and present attitudes towards Moslem problems, the Islamic Resistance 
Movement does not consider these conferences capable of realising the demands, restoring the 
rights or doing justice to the oppressed. . . There is no solution for the Palestinian question 
except through Jihad. Initiatives, proposals and international conferences are all a waste of time 
and vain endeavors. 

The Jihad for the Liberation of Palestine is an Individual Duty: 

Article Fifteen: 
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The day that enemies usurp part of Moslem land, Jihad becomes the individual duty of every 
Moslem. In face of the Jews' usurpation of Palestine, it is compulsory that the banner of Jihad 
be raised. To do this requires the diffusion of Islamic consciousness among the masses, both on 
the regional, Arab and Islamic levels. It is necessary to instill the spirit of Jihad in the heart of 
the nation so that they would confront the enemies and join the ranks of the fighters. . . It is 
necessary to instill in the minds of the Moslem generations that the Palestinian problem is a 
religious problem, and should be dealt with on this basis. 

The Education of the Generations: 

Article Sixteen: 

It is necessary to follow Islamic orientation in educating the Islamic generations in our region by 
teaching the religious duties, comprehensive study of the Koran, the study of the Prophet's 
Sunna (his sayings and doings), and learning about Islamic history and heritage from their 
authentic sources. . . Side by side with this, a comprehensive study of the enemy, his human and 
financial capabilities, learning about his points of weakness and strength, and getting to know 
the forces supporting and helping him, should also be included. 

The Role of the Moslem Woman: 

Article Eighteen: 

Woman in the home of the fighting family, whether she is a mother or a sister, plays the most 
important role in looking after the family, rearing the children and imbuing them with moral 
values and thoughts derived from Islam. She has to teach them to perform the religious duties 
in preparation for the role of fighting awaiting them. That is why it is necessary to pay great 
attention to schools and the curriculum followed in educating Moslem girls, so that they would 
grow up to be good mothers, aware of their role in the battle of liberation. 

Social Mutual Responsibility: 

Article Twenty: 

Our enemy relies on the methods of collective punishment. He has deprived people of their 
homeland and properties, pursued them in their places of exile and gathering, breaking bones, 
shooting at women, children and old people, with or without a reason. . . In their Nazi 
treatment, the Jews made no exception for women or children. 

Supportive Forces Behind the Enemy: 

Article Twenty-Two 

For a long time, the enemies have been planning, skillfully and with precision, for the 
achievement of what they have attained. . . They strived to amass great and substantive 
material wealth which they devoted to the realisation of their dream. With their money, they 
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took control of the world media, news agencies, the press, publishing houses, broadcasting 
stations, and others. With their money they stirred revolutions in various parts of the world 
with the purpose of achieving their interests and reaping the fruit therein. They were behind 
the French Revolution, the Communist revolution and most of the revolutions we heard and 
hear about, here and there. With their money they formed secret societies, such as 
Freemasons, Rotary Clubs, the Lions and others in different parts of the world for the purpose 
of sabotaging societies and achieving Zionist interests. With their money they were able to 
control imperialistic countries and instigate them to colonize many countries in order to enable 
them to exploit their resources and spread corruption there. 

You may speak as much as you want about regional and world wars. They were behind World 
War I, when they were able to destroy the Islamic Caliphate, making financial gains and 
controlling resources. They obtained the Balfour Declaration, formed the League of Nations 
through which they could rule the world. They were behind World War II, through which they 
made huge financial gains by trading in armaments, and paved the way for the establishment of 
their state. It was they who instigated the replacement of the League of Nations with the 
United Nations and the Security Council to enable them to rule the world through them. There 
is no war going on anywhere, without having their finger in it. 

C. The Palestinian Liberation Organization: 

Article Twenty-Seven: 

The Palestinian Liberation Organization is the closest to the heart of the Islamic Resistance 
Movement. It contains the father and the brother, the next of kin and the friend. The Moslem 
does not estrange himself from his father, brother, next of kin or friend. Our homeland is one, 
our situation is one, our fate is one and the enemy is a joint enemy to all of us. 

Because of the situations surrounding the formation of the Organization, of the ideological 
confusion prevailing in the Arab world as a result of the ideological invasion under whose 
influence the Arab world has fallen since the defeat of the Crusaders and which was, and still is, 
intensified through orientalists, missionaries and imperialists, the Organization adopted the 
idea of the secular state. And that it how we view it. 

Secularism completely contradicts religious ideology. Attitudes, conduct and decisions stem 
from ideologies. 

That is why, with all our appreciation for The Palestinian Liberation Organization - and what it 
can develop into - and without belittling its role in the Arab-Israeli conflict, we are unable to 
exchange the present or future Islamic Palestine with the secular idea.  

The day The Palestinian Liberation Organization adopts Islam as its way of life, we will become 
its soldiers, and fuel for its fire that will burn the enemies. 

https://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/plocov.asp
https://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/plocov.asp
https://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/plocov.asp
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D. Arab and Islamic Countries: 

Article Twenty-Eight: 

The Zionist invasion is a vicious invasion. It does not refrain from resorting to all methods, using 
all evil and contemptible ways to achieve its end. . .  

Arab countries surrounding Israel are asked to open their borders before the fighters from 
among the Arab and Islamic nations so that they could consolidate their efforts with those of 
their Moslem brethren in Palestine. 

As for the other Arab and Islamic countries, they are asked to facilitate the movement of the 
fighters from and to it, and this is the least thing they could do. , ,  

Israel, Judaism and Jews challenge Islam and the Moslem people. "May the cowards never 
sleep." 

E. Nationalist and Religious Groupings, Institutions, Intellectuals, The Arab and Islamic World: 

The Islamic Resistance Movement hopes that all these groupings will side with it in all spheres, . 
. They should mobilize the Islamic nations, ideologically, educationally and culturally, so that 
these peoples would be equipped to perform their role in the decisive battle of liberation, just 
as they did when they vanquished the Crusaders and the Tatars and saved human civilization. 
Indeed, that is not difficult for Allah. 

Article Thirty: 

Jihad is not confined to the carrying of arms and the confrontation of the enemy. The effective 
word, the good article, the useful book, support and solidarity - together with the presence of 
sincere purpose for the hoisting of Allah's banner higher and higher - all these are elements of 
the Jihad for Allah's sake. 

F. Followers of Other Religions: The Islamic Resistance Movement Is A Humanistic Movement: 

Article Thirty-One: 

The Islamic Resistance Movement is a humanistic movement. It takes care of human rights and 
is guided by Islamic tolerance when dealing with the followers of other religions. . .  

Under the wing of Islam, it is possible for the followers of the three religions - Islam, Christianity 
and Judaism - to coexist in peace and quiet with each other. Peace and quiet would not be 
possible except under the wing of Islam. . .  

The Zionist Nazi activities against our people will not last for long. 
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The Attempt to Isolate the Palestinian People: 

Article Thirty-Two: 

World Zionism, together with imperialistic powers, try through a studied plan and an intelligent 
strategy to remove one Arab state after another from the circle of struggle against Zionism, . . 
Egypt was, to a great extent, removed from the circle of the struggle, through the treacherous 
Camp David Agreement. They are trying to draw other Arab countries into similar agreements 
and to bring them outside the circle of struggle. 

The Islamic Resistance Movement calls on Arab and Islamic nations to take up the line of 
serious and persevering action to prevent the success of this horrendous plan, to warn the 
people of the danger emanating from leaving the circle of struggle against Zionism. Today it is 
Palestine, tomorrow it will be one country or another. The Zionist plan is limitless. After 
Palestine, the Zionists aspire to expand from the Nile to the Euphrates.  

Leaving the circle of struggle with Zionism is high treason, and cursed be he who does that.  

The Islamic Resistance Movement consider itself to be the spearhead of the circle of struggle 
with world Zionism and a step on the road. The Movement adds its efforts to the efforts of all 
those who are active in the Palestinian arena. Arab and Islamic Peoples should augment by 
further steps on their part; Islamic groupings all over the Arab world should also do the same, 
since all of these are the best-equipped for the future role in the fight with the warmongering 
Jews. 

Article Thirty-Three: 

The Islamic Resistance Movement, being based on the common coordinated and 
interdependent conceptions of the laws of the universe, and flowing in the stream of destiny in 
confronting and fighting the enemies in defence of the Moslems and Islamic civilization and 
sacred sites, the first among which is the Aqsa Mosque, urges the Arab and Islamic peoples, 
their governments, popular and official groupings, to fear Allah where their view of the Islamic 
Resistance Movement and their dealings with it are concerned. They should back and support 
it, as Allah wants them to, extending to it more and more funds till Allah's purpose is achieved 
when ranks will close up, fighters join other fighters and masses everywhere in the Islamic 
world will come forward in response to the call of duty while loudly proclaiming: Hail to Jihad. 
Their cry will reach the heavens and will go on being resounded until liberation is achieved, the 
invaders vanquished and Allah's victory comes about. 

The Testimony of History 

Across History in Confronting the Invaders: 

Article Thirty-Four: 
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They fought for almost twenty years and at the end the Crusaders were defeated and Palestine 
was liberated. . . This is the only way to liberate Palestine. 

The Islamic Resistance Movement is Composed of Soldiers: 

Article Thirty-Six: 

While paving its way, the Islamic Resistance Movement . . . will only serve as a support for all 
groupings and organizations operating against the Zionist enemy and its lackeys. 

The Islamic Resistance Movement adopts Islam as its way of life. Islam is its creed and religion.” 
[END] 

 The Hamas Covenant states the facts of what Hamas wants and how it 
intends to get what it wants. It is a manifesto of war, not peace. It is also a 
“business plan” because the business of terrorism is big business, a criminal 
enterprise that has made the leaders of Hamas among the wealthiest people in 
the world. (See testimony of Johathan Schanzer, Vice President for Research, 
Foundation for Defense of Democracies, before the US House of Representatives 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, September 9, 2014, and sources cited therein; New 
York Post, November 7, 2023, Hamas leaders worth staggering $11B revel in 
luxury – while Gaza’s people suffer, by Isabel Vincent and Benjamin Weinthal.) 
Hamas leaders Ismail Haniyeh, Moussa Abu Marzuk and Khaleed Mashal have 
been maintaining their luxury lifestyle in Qatar, a relatively small yet powerful 
emirate in the Middle East, which provided a safe haven for them and funding to 
Hamas. 
 As discuss below, using the plight of the people of Gaza as its calling card, 
Hamas has taken in billions of dollars which its leaders have used to line their 
pockets, live in luxury, and create a cycle of terrorism focused not on any realist 
goal to be achieved but to continue Hamas’ existence, and it is being done at the 
extreme expense of the people of Gaza. The US, the UN, and all other countries 
and organizations that funnel money to Gaza are complicit in funding Hamas’ 
terrorist-criminal enterprise.   

C. Hamas Rejects the Direction of the Palestine Liberation 
Organization. 

In mid-November 1988, Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO) leader 
Yasser Arafat, and his supporters, attended a meeting of the Palestine National 
Council in Algiers. The PLO proposed and won majority support for the historic 
decision to recognize Israel's legitimacy; to accept all the relevant UN resolutions 
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going back to November 29, 1947; and to adopt the principle of a two-state 
solution to the Conflict (discussed in more detail below). 

 The resulting popular support among Palestinians for the PLO caused 
Jordan to abdicate the West Bank to the administration of the PLO.  The U.S. then 
recognized the PLO as the representative of the Palestinian people. Thereafter, 
Israel acted to bring to and end the First Intifada though negotiations with the 
PLO.  

While Hamas and the Palestinian Islamic Jihad had cooperated with the 
PLO’s and other leaders’ call for non-violence in carrying out the First Intifada 
during the Intifada’s first year, they did not accept the PLO’s decision to recognize 
Israel’s legitimacy, the UN resolutions, or a two-state solution, all of which were 
acts contrary to the Hamas Covenant. 

As the First Intifada came to a close in 1993, Hamas and the Palestinian 
Islamic Jihad implemented their own strategy of violence and introduced Israeli 
civilians to suicide bombings.  

D. Hamas is Designated a Terrorist Organization. 
The US designated Hamas a Foreign Terrorist Organization in 1997, with 

other nations following including Australia, Canada, the European Union, Japan, 
Israel, the Organization of American States, Paraguay, New Zealand, and the 
United Kingdom. The UN has failed to do so.  

 
IV. CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY OF THE ISRAELI-PALESTINIAN CONFLICT 

This Paper cannot include many of the facts of this 75-year plus Conflict, 
which would fill a multi-volume encyclopedia. Thus, the intent is to provide 
sufficient facts to show how the conflict has evolved and led to Israel’s current war 
with Hamas. The facts also show that to achieve an end to the Conflict, now is not 
the time for a ceasefire and, thus, allow Hamas to escape elimination from Gaza, 
but rather for Israel to complete the elimination of Hamas and, allied with peace-
seeking Arab nations, the EU, and the US, to act to impose peace. Finally, the facts 
show what must be done and how to create the “Blueprint for an Imposed Peace.”  

1.   1915-1947 - The Region of Palestine and the Mandate for Palestine. 
Strategically situated between three continents, the region of Palestine has 

been controlled by many kingdoms and powers, including Ancient Egypt, Ancient 
Israel and Judah, the Persian Empire, Alexander the Great and his successors, the 
Hasmoneans, the Roman Empire, several Muslim caliphates, and the crusaders. In 
modern times, the area was ruled by the Ottoman Empire. 
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 During World War I (1914–1918), the British, with support of the local Arab 
population lead by Hussein bin Ali al-Hashimi, drove the Ottoman Turks out of the 
Eastern Mediterranean region of West Asia, including the region of Palestine. In 
correspondence exchanged between Hussein and Lieutenant Colonel Sir Henry 
McMahon, British High Commissioner to Egypt, between July 1915 and March 
1916, Great Britian agreed to recognize Arab independence in a large portion of 
the region.  

However, in May 1916, Britian and France, with the consent of Russia and 
Italy, divided the region with Britian to take control of what today is southern 
Israel and Palestine, Jordan and southern Iraq, and an additional small area that 
included the ports of Haifa and Acre. France was to control southeastern Turkey, 
the Kurdistan Region, Syria, and Lebanon. 

Following a change in the British government, in 1917 the British 
government, in a public statement, issued the “Balfour Declaration,” announcing 
its support for the establishment of a "national home for the Jewish people" 
in Palestine. 

 Following World War I, and the occupation of the region by the British, the 
League of Nations approved the Mandate for Palestine, a document providing for 
British administration of Palestine on behalf of the League of Nations. The 
preamble of the Mandate states: “Whereas the Principal Allied Powers have also 
agreed that the Mandatory should be responsible for putting into effect the 
declaration originally made on November 2, 1917, by the Government of His 
Britannic Majesty, and adopted by the said Powers, in favor of the establishment 
in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people, it being clearly understood 
that nothing should be done which might prejudice the civil and religious rights of 
existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine, or the rights and political status 
enjoyed by Jews in any other country.” The area of the Mandate, which existed 
until 1948 is shown below. 

 While disputed among scholars, by 1915, the term “Palestinian” was being 
used to refer to the national concept of a Palestinian people by Palestinian Arabs. 
Upon creation of the British Mandate, Ottoman citizenship was replaced by 
Palestinian citizenship, which served to support a national identity. 
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 The League of Nations' objective with the mandate system, including the 

Mandate for Palestine, was to administer the areas of the defunct Ottoman 
Empire, "until such time as they are able to stand alone."  
 2. 1937 - The Peel Commission Report and the Recognition of 
Jewish/Arab Incompatibility. 

. The Peel Commission Report is discussed at length because describes the 
relationship between Jews and Arabs in 1937 and the reasons why they cannot 
exist together in a single state. In many respects, the Report describes 
circumstances that still exist 86 years later. 
 
 Conflicts increased in Palestine as nationalist movements grew in both the 
Jewish and the Arab communities, fueled, in part, by successive waves of Jewish 
immigration caused by US immigration restrictions and the rise of Nazi Germany 
in 1933.  
 In 1936, the British established the Peel Commission, so named for it head, 
Lord Peel, to investigate the causes of unrest in the Mandate. On July 7, 1937, the 
Commission published its report, finding that the Mandate had become 
unworkable and recommended an Arab State in union with Transjordan, a Jewish 
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State, and two enclaves that included Jerusalem and Nazareth as international 
zones to remain under British administration. 

                                       

 (a) Arab and Jewish Nationalism Compel Partition  
 The Commission supported it Plan with observations regarding the growing 
divide between Jews and Arabs that compelled partition. As to the Arabs, the 
Commission found: “First, the desire of the Arabs for national independence; 
secondly, their antagonism to the establishment of the Jewish National Home in 
Palestine, quickened by their fear of Jewish domination. Among contributory 
causes were the effect on Arab opinion of the attainment of national 
independence by Iraq, Trans-Jordan, Egypt, Syria and Lebanon; the rush of Jewish 
immigrants escaping from Central and Eastern Europe; the inequality of 
opportunity enjoyed by Arabs and Jews respectively in placing their case before 
Your Majesty’s Government and the public; the growth of Arab mistrust; Arab 
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alarm at the continued purchase of Arab land by the intensive character and the 
"modernism" of Jewish nationalism; and lastly the general uncertainty, 
accentuated by the ambiguity of certain phrases in the Mandate, as to the 
ultimate intentions of the Mandatory Power.”  
 The Commission noted that at the time the Mandate was drafted, no one 
could have foreseen the waves of Jewish migration to Palestine that would come 
to dramatically alter the social and political landscape. They wrote: "The 
continued impact of a highly intelligent and enterprising race, backed by large 
financial resources, on a comparatively poor indigenous community, on a 
different cultural level, may produce in time serious reactions." “[T]hough the 
Arabs have benefited by the development of the country owing to Jewish 
immigration, this has had no conciliatory effect. On the contrary, improvement in 
the economic situation in Palestine has meant the deterioration of the political 
situation."  
 Addressing the "Arab charge that the Jews have obtained too large a 
proportion of good land cannot be maintained", the Commission found: "Much of 
the land now carrying orange groves was sand dunes or swamp and uncultivated 
when it was purchased." "The shortage of land is, we consider, due less to the 
amount of land acquired by Jews than to the increase in the Arab 
population." "Endeavors to control the alienation of land by Arabs to Jews have 
not been successful. In the hills there is no more room for further close 
settlement by Jews; in the plains it should only be allowed under certain 
restrictions."  
 The Commission concluded that the nationalistic goals of the Jews and 
Arabs precluded a unified Palestine with Jews and Arabs.  As to Jewish 
nationalism, it found: "The Jewish National Home is no longer an experiment. The 
growth of its population has been accompanied by political, social and economic 
developments along the lines laid down at the outset. The chief novelty is the 
urban and industrial development. The contrast between the modern democratic 
and primarily European character of the National Home and that of the Arab 
world around it is striking. The temper of the Home is strongly nationalist. There 
can be no question of fusion or assimilation between Jewish and Arab cultures. 
The National Home cannot be half-national."  
 (b) Jews and Arabs are Educated to Remain Separate 
 The Commission’s observations on how the Jewish education system was 
impacting the Jewish/Arab divide, would apply equally to the Arab education 
system. "[F]rom the ages of three or four years, when children enter the 
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kindergarten to be taught Hebrew if they do not know it already, pride in the past 
of Jewry and in the National Home as an exclusively and intensely Jewish 
achievement is the dynamic centre-point of their whole intellectual development. 
The idea that they are to share their life in any way with the Arabs, that they are 
growing up to be fellow citizens with Arabs in a common Palestinian state, is only 
recognised in the teaching of a little Arabic in the secondary schools... So far, in 
fact, from facilitating a better understanding between the races, the Jewish 
educational system is making it more and more difficult as, year by year, its 
production of eager Jewish nationalists mounts up."  
 The Commission reached similar conclusions as to Arab nationalism: "Arab 
nationalism is as intense a force as Jewish. The Arab leaders' demand for national 
self-government and the shutting down of the Jewish National Home has 
remained unchanged since 1929. Like Jewish nationalism, Arab nationalism is 
stimulated by the educational system and by the growth of the Youth Movement. 
It has also been greatly encouraged by the recent Anglo-Egyptian and Franco-
Syrian Treaties. The gulf between the races is thus already wide and will continue 
to widen if the present Mandate is maintained. The position of the Palestine 
Government between the two antagonistic communities is unenviable. There are 
two rival bodies – the Arab Higher Committee allied with the Supreme Moslem 
Council on the one hand, and the Jewish Agency allied with the Va'ad Leumi on 
the other – who make a stronger appeal to the natural loyalty of the Arab and the 
Jews than does the Government of Palestine. The sincere attempts of the 
Government to treat the two races impartially have not improved the relations 
between them. Nor has the policy of conciliating Arab opposition been successful. 
The events of last year proved that conciliation is useless." 
 (c) Disparate Economic Contributions as Between Jews and Arabs 
 The Commission found that Jews contribute more per capita to the 
revenues of Palestine than the Arabs, thus supporting providing public services 
for the Arabs at a higher level than would otherwise have been possible. The 
economic disparity existed at such a level that the Commission suggested that 
when Partition takes effect, the Jewish State should make a substantial payment 
to the Arab State because the Arab area would no longer profit from the taxable 
capacity of the Jewish area. 
 (d) Land Transfers and Population Exchange   
 So great was the divide between Arabs and Jews, the Commission stated 
that if partition is to be effective in promoting a final settlement it required more 
than establishing borders for the two States. The Commission believed that at 
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some point there should be a transfer of land from Arabs to Jews in the Jewish 
state and from Jews to Arabs in the Arab state, which included an exchange of 
populations. It was estimated that the population exchange would involve the 
transfer of up to 225,000 Arabs and 1,250 Jews.  
 Eighty-six (86) years later, the conclusion stated in the Commission’s 
summary report statement still rings true: "An irrepressible conflict has arisen 
between two national communities within the narrow bounds of one small 
country. There is no common ground between them. Their national aspirations 
are incompatible. The Arabs desire to revive the traditions of the Arab golden age. 
The Jews desire to show what they can achieve when restored to the land in 
which the Jewish nation was born. Neither of the two national ideals permits of 
combination in the service of a single State.” 
 (e) Arabs Reject Partition, Jews Accept 
 Despite the Commission report setting forth compelling reasons for 
partition, the Arab states condemned the partition plan because they opposed 
the establishment of an independent Jewish state. Instead, they demanded the 
establishment an independent state of Palestine, as originally promised by the 
British in 1916, and as had been granted to Iraq, Trans-Jordan, Egypt, Syria and 
Lebanon, and no Jewish state.  
 While Jewish leaders approved the Plan, it has been written that such was 
done with a view that the Plan’s boundaries could be changed overtime. 
Accepting the premise that partition was the only viable option and would occur 
at some future date, the Jewish Agency set up committees to begin planning for 
the Jewish state. Its role was summed up as follows: “It may be said that the 
Jewish Agency has used to the fullest extent the position conferred on it by the 
Mandate. In the course of time it has created a complete administrative 
apparatus. This powerful and efficient organization amounts, in fact, to a 
government existing side by side with the Mandatory Government.” 
 (f) British Government Favors Partition; Arab Revolt Recommences  
  The Commission’s report was well received by the British cabinet, but it 
requested more detail to the partition scheme, including boundaries for each 
state and the economic and financial aspects of partition.  
 The Arabs, who adamantly opposed any form of partition, renewed their 
revolt. 
 In the face of the renewed Arab revolt, it has been written that the British 
cabinet secretly voted against the partition plan but went forward with 
establishing the Palestine Partition Commission, to be known as the Woodhead 
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Commission, after its head, Sir John Woodhead, to act as a technical commission 
to develop a detailed partition scheme, with the ulterior motive to scuttle the 
partition plan. 
 3. 1938 - The Woodhead Commission Report and the Insurmountable 
Problems with Partition. 

. The Woodhead Commission Report is discussed in some detail because, 
like the Peel Commission Report, it also describes the relationship between 
Jews and Arabs and the economic challenges that would prevent a self-
sustaining separate Arab state that are still relevant today.  

 The length (322 pages) and detail of the Woodhead Commission report 
suggests that the Commission may not have known the British cabinet had 
secretly voted to scuttle the Peel Plan. 
 (a) Three unworkable plans     
 The Commission published in findings and conclusions on November 9, 
1938, and presented three partition options: 
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 The Commission concluded that none of the plans were feasible: “We 
conclude that, apart from the question whether plan C, which is the best plan that 
the majority of us have been able to devise, will be accepted by those concerned, 
the financial and economic objections to that plan, without a customs union 
between the three areas, are so serious that we could not recommend it. If, 
therefore, we were to confine ourselves strictly to our terms of reference, we 
should have no choice but to report that we have been unable to recommend 
boundaries which will afford a reasonable prospect of the eventual establishment 
of self-supporting Arab and Jewish States. Rather than end our report with this 
merely negative conclusion, however, we have ventured to go further and put 
forward a suggestion for a modified form of partition, which we call economic 
federalism, which, while it withholds fiscal autonomy from the Arab and Jewish 
States, seems to us, subject to certain reservations, to form a satisfactory basis of 
settlement, if His Majesty's Government are prepared to accept the very 
considerable financial liability involved.” 
 (b) Arab hostility to partition 
 In its report, the Commission stated its findings regarding the attitude of 
the Arabs and Jews regarding partition: “We have said that in our opinion there is 
a deep-seated hostility to partition in any form among the Arab population of 
Palestine, and that we are convinced that the plan recommended by the Royal 
Commission would lead to an outbreak of general rebellion which could only be 
put down by stern and perhaps prolonged military measures. But what will be the 
Arabs' reaction to plan C we do not know. Of the official witnesses whose 
opinions we sought on plan C shortly before we left Palestine at the beginning of 
August, one took the view that, no matter what plan was adopted, it would be 
resisted by the Arabs with violence.” “Unfortunately, no Arab came before us to 
state the Arab view, and although plan C demands of the Arabs much less 
sacrifice than the other plans which we have considered, we think the only 
prudent conclusion is that, until plan C is published, it is impossible to say what 
the Arabs' attitude towards it will be.” 
 (c) Partition requires living in peace and friendship 
 Addressing the issue of each partitioned state defending itself, the 
Commission found, “that [only] the boundary under plan C can be regarded as 
providing adequate security for the proposed areas. The only real security for any 
partitioned area in Palestine is to live at peace and in friendship with its 
neighbour.” 
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 (d) Partition would not result in a self-supporting Arab state 
 As to the issue of the economic/financial stability of the partitioned states, 
the Commission found: “This is a major difficulty. In chapter XVIII we found that it 
was impossible, whatever boundaries we might recommend, to set up an Arab 
State which should be self-supporting.” 
 (e) Population growth would destabilize an Arab state 
 The Commission also examined the issue of population growth, finding that  
It would destabilize the Arab state unless significant action was taken: “We have 
seen in chapter III that, owing to the abnormally high rate at which natural 
increase has been taking place in the Arab population under the Mandatory 
administration, it can already be said that the economic position of that 
population will be menaced in the future unless one or other of the following 
developments should take place: an increase in the standard of cultivation, 
enabling a larger population to be maintained on the land; an increase in 
industrial activity, providing opportunities for secondary employment; a limitation 
of the size of the family; or migration.” “From these observations the following 
conclusions emerge — (a) There is no reason to suppose that the present high 
rate of natural increase of the Moslem population will diminish in the Arab State 
after partition, unless a rise in the death-rate should be brought about by positive 
starvation. (b) Owing to this continued increase in the population, the economic 
situation of the Arab State, if left entirely to its own resources, would become 
increasingly serious as time goes on. (c) This makes it all the more necessary to 
provide opportunities for supplementary employment for the surplus Arab 
population in the Mandated Territories. (d) But such employment can only be 
provided in sufficient quantity through the importation of Jewish capital, brought 
by Jewish immigrants, into the Mandated Territories. 
 (f) The Commission’s Conclusion 
 The Commission concluded: “Taking all these matters into account, we 
should, if we were to adhere strictly to our terms of reference, have no 
alternative but to report that we are unable to recommend boundaries for the 
proposed areas which will give a reasonable prospect of the eventual 
establishment of self-supporting Arab and Jewish States. 
 Following publication, the Arabs rejected any partition irrespective of the 
amount of land that might be allocated to an Arab state. The Jews found the 
three options unworkable. 
 Upon presentation of the Commission’s report to Parliament, the British 
government agreed with the Commission’s conclusion and issued a statement that 
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"the political, administrative and financial difficulties involved in the proposal to 
create independent Arab and Jewish States inside Palestine are so great that this 
solution of the problem is impracticable."  
 4. 1946 – 1947 - The Anglo-American Committee and the Morrison-
Grady Committee; Britian Looks to the UN to Find a Solution.  
 In 1945, US President Harry Truman asked Britain to allow admission of 
100,000 Holocaust survivors into Palestine. The Anglo-American Committee of 
Inquiry was formed in 1946 with the task of offering a solution to the political 
status of Palestine and to dealing with displaced Jews left in Europe after the 
Holocaust. After receiving from Jewish and Arab groups, the Committee decided 
to continue the 1922 League of Nations Mandate for Palestine in the hope of 
avoiding a civil war, to allow 100,000 displaced Jews to immigrate to Palestine, 
and to disarm all armed groups. Britain rejected the recommendations and asked 
for another committee to be established to consider the matter.  
 The Morrison-Grady Committee was then formed, led by British Deputy PM 
Herbert Morrison and American diplomat Henry Grady. In July 1946, the 
Committee recommended that Palestine be divided into four cantons, two under 
direct British control (including Jerusalem), and one Jewish and one Arab canton. 
The cantons were to constitute a federation under a British high commissioner. 
Among other recommendations, the Jewish canton would receive the 100,000 
Jewish refugees. The plan was rejected by both the Jews and the Arabs.  
 On February 18, 1947, the British announced they were withdrawing from 
Palestine and turning the matter over to the UN to find a solution.  
 5. 1947 – THE UN Approves a Two-State Partition Plan. 

On November 29, 1947, the UN General Assembly voted in favor of 
Resolution 181 for the partition of the British Mandate of Palestine into two 
states, one Jewish and one Arab (the “Partition Plan”). The resolution did not 
have the support of the British nor the Arab states. The territory was divided 
more-less along the actual ethnic lines between existing Jewish and Arab 
settlements, with a land split of 45% to the Arab state and 55% to the Jewish 
State, with 60% of the Jewish State being the Negev Desert (which today is home 
to 45 Bedouin villages with a combined population of approximately 70,000 
citizens of Israel). Jerusalem, located inside designated Arab territory, would be a 
separate entity governed by a special international body. 

British forces left Palestine on May 14, 1948. Partition was effective August 
1, 1948, when the Mandate for Palestine terminated.  
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The Jews accepted the Partition Plan, considering it to be a legal basis for 
the establishment of Israel. The Arabs - both in Palestine and the surrounding 
Arab states – rejected it.  

It has been argued that a peaceful a peaceful solution could have been to 
annex the West Bank to Jordan and the Gaza strip to Egypt. This would have been 
ideal peace plan in conjunction with creating a Jewish state. But this argument 
ignores the fundamental fact that in 1948 the goal of the Arabs, including the 

https://cdn.britannica.com/55/3355-050-C17CAACC/UN-partition-plan-Palestine-1947.jpg
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Palestinians in Palestine, was to push the Jews out of Palestine, prevent the 
creation of a Jewish state, and only create a single Arab state.  

But there are non-Jewish issues that supported rejecting the Plan. First, both 

the Peel Commission and the Woodhead Commission identified several factors 

that weighed against partition, paramount factors being that partitioning based on 

Arab settled territory meant the Arab state would have no natural resources, limited 

arable land, and no fresh water, which combined with other economic factors, 

including population growth, would mean creating an Arab state that could not be 

self-sustaining. A compounding problem was dividing the Arab state into two 

disconnected territories. These same problems/issues not only continue to exist 

today, but immediately multiplied between 1947 and 1949 when Israel expelled an 
estimated 750,000 to 1 million Palestinian Arabs from the territories it now 
controlled, with an estimated 276,000 moving to the West Bank and 160,000-
190,000 moving to Gaza (Britannica.com).  

Peace happens when all parties to a conflict want peace and those that do 
not are eliminated or neutralized. Resolution 181 was passed when the UN knew 
that the Arabs would not accept partition in any configuration.  

During the past 75 years, Israel, despite being in the middle of a world 
against it, found a way not only to survive, but to grow and thrive. It has one of 
the strongest militaries in the world and is no longer a nation susceptible to being 
destroyed by Hamas or anyone else. That is the reality that the Palestinian people 
must come to accept if they want to opportunity to create a Palestinian state and 
improve their lives. The facts show that such opportunity will exist after Israel 
eliminates Hamas (see discussion of Blueprint, below).     
 6. 1947-1948 – The Palestine Civil War. 

Violence rising to level of a civil war between Jewish and Arab communities 
and militia immediately followed announcement of the Partition Plan. By January 
1948, several volunteer Arab Liberation Army regiments entered Palestine. Jewish 
residents of Jerusalem were blockaded and under siege. Jewish settlements in 
Negev and north of Galilee were at risk of being overrun. David Ben-Gurion, Head 
of the Jewish Agency, ordered the Jewish population to hold their ground 
everywhere at all costs.  

This dire situation caused two significant events. First, it caused the US to 
withdraw its current support for the Partition Plan, and support a March 18, 1948, 
recommendation from the UN’s Special Committee on Palestine for a temporary 
trusteeship for Palestine to fill the vacuum to be created by the termination of the 
Mandate on May 15, 1948. Second, rejecting both partition and a temporary 
trusteeship, the Arab League believed that the Palestinian Arabs, reinforced by the 
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Arab Liberation Army, could avoid partition altogether. The Arab states charted a 
plan for war to take control of the entire British Mandate for Palestine and 
destroy Israel.  

7. 1948 – Israel is Established and Arab States Wage War. 
On May 14, 1948, Ben-Gurion announced the establishment of the 

independent State of Israel, which US President Harry Truman recognized the 
same day. Immediately following the announcement, a coalition of Arab states, 
including Lebanon, Syria, Iraq, Egypt, and Saudia Arabia invaded Israel from all 
sides. 

 

[Maps taken from October 24, 2023, posting on Quora by Luka Trkanjec]                                                                           

During the fighting, Egypt captured the Gaza Strip and on September 22, 
1948, declared the territory as the All-Palestine Protectorate and formed the All-
Palestine Government the same day to govern the territory. It was confirmed by 
the Arab League and recognized by six of the seven Arab League members, 
with Transjordan being the exception. But the Palestinian government was short-
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lived. In December 1948, the All-Palestine Government was move to Cairo, never 
to return. In 1952, the Arab League put Gaza under the official protectorate of 
Egypt and the All-Palestine Government soon lost all authority, being nominally 
dissolved in 1953. In 1959, the protectorate was de jure merged into the United 
Arab Republic, turning Gaza into a de facto military occupation area of Egypt. The 
UAR was dissolved in 1961. 

Fighting continued until February 1949, when armistice (not peace) 
agreements were reached between Israel and Egypt, Lebanon, Transjordan, and 
Syria. The armistice lines included Israel gaining some territory formerly granted 
to Arabs under Resolution 181. Egypt retained control over Gaza and Transjordan 
over the West Bank.  
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In 1950, King Abdullah I of Transjordan annexed the area west of the Jordan 
River and named it the “West Bank.” Jordan’s rule over the West Bank would end 
in 1967 following the Six-Day War. 

With the armistice in place, Israel acted to expel an estimated 750,000 to 1 
million Palestinian Arabs from the territories it now controlled, with an estimated 
276,000 moving to the West Bank and 160,000-190,000 moving to Gaza 
(Britannica.com). territories it had gained, in what the Palestinians call “Al 
Nakba,” or the “Catastrophe.”  

On December 11, 1948, the UN General Assembly passed Resolution 194, 
calling for the right of all “refugees wishing to return to their homes and live in 
peace with their neighbors should be permitted to do so” and that “compensation 
should be paid for the property of those choosing not to return.” Israel accepted 
the resolution, contingent on the Arab states agreeing to a comprehensive peace 
agreement. The Arab states rejected the resolution and Israel’s offer for peace. 

Thus, at the end of 1948, displaced Palestinian living in Gaza and the West 
Bank, and elsewhere could have chosen to return to their homes and received 
compensation by agreeing to live in peace with Israel. Instead, they chose to 
continue the Conflict and their refugee status, which status their descendants are 
incorrectly given today. 
  While violence was sporadic, between 1948 and 1968, the Arab states 
responded to Israel’s expulsion of Palestinians, with the expulsion of an estimated 
850,000 Jews from various Muslim states across North Africa and the Middle East. 
It is most ironic that most of these now displaced “Arab Jews” came to settle in 
Israel. It is estimated that roughly half of Israel’s Jewish population today are 
descendants of the Arab Jews. (See Matthew Rees, The Other Side of the Refugee 
Coin, TIME, Aug. 14, 2000, at 26; David G. Littman, The Forgotten Refugees: An 
Exchange of Populations, NATIONAL REVIEW ONLINE (Dec. 3, 2002), at 
http://www.nationalreview.com/script/printpage.asp?ref=Comment 
/comment-littman120302.asp.) Another 70,000 Jewish refugees arrived from Iran 
in 1979-1980. 
 Thus, the Arab states’ actions actually resulted in populating the very 
country they were seeking to destroy, which welcomed all and turned away none.  

8. 1956 – The Suez Crisis – A Shift in the Balance of Power. 
On July 26, 1956, Egyptian leader Gamal Abdel Nassar seized control of the 

Suez Canal from the British and French owned company that managed it. Nassar’s 
action followed the US reneging on a promise to provide funds for the 
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construction of the Aswan Dam and the failure of diplomatic efforts with the 
British to end its military presence in the Canal Zone. 

 On October 29, 1956, without the consent or knowledge of the US, a 
coalition of Israel, British, and French forces attacked Egypt. Israel gained control 
over the Gaza Strip and Sinai Peninsula and ended Egypt’s blockade of the Straits 
of Tiran, Israel’s access to the Red Sea. British and French forces took control of 
the Canal Zone. The US and Soviet Union forced a ceasefire. While a military 
defeat for Egypt, Nassar’s status the Arab world grew. US relations with Egypt 
improved. Britan and France lost influence in the region. Soviet influence in the 
Middle East grew, especially in Syria.  
 9. 1967 - The Six-Day War and the Khartoum Resolution. 
 In 1967, what has become known as the Six-Day War broke out when Egypt 
closed the Suez Canal and on May 22, 1967, banned Israeli shipping from the 
Straits of Tiran. A lesser known but equally persuasive reason for the start of the 
war is that approximately a week before its start, Egyptian jets flew over Dimona, 
a town in the middle of the Negev desert, that is believed to house Israel’s then 
secret nuclear weapons program. Israel fired the first shorts of the war on June 5, 
1967.  Within 6 days thereafter, the war was over. The Israeli army took control of 
the Gaza Strip, the Sinai Peninsula, the West Bank of the Jordan River, and the 
Golan Heights in Syria. 
 At the meeting of the Arab League in Sudan on September 1, 1967, the 
defeated Arab nations issued the famous Khartoum Resolution, in which they  
acknowledged their unity, intent to retake the lands lost to Israel, and all to “be 
done within the framework of the main principles by which the Arab States abide, 
namely, no peace with Israel, no recognition of Israel, no negotiation with it, and 
insistence on the rights of the Palestinian people in their own country.”  
 Thus, in 1967, the Arab states took the position that Hamas would adopt 
and reiterate 20 years later in the 1988 Hamas Covenant (see above). 
 10. 1967 – UN Resolution 242. 
  On November 22, 1967, the UN Security Council passed Resolution 242 
calling for (a) the Arab states to make peace with and recognize Israel; (b) for 
Israel to withdraw from conquered territories; (c) “achieving a just settlement of 
the refugee problem;” and (d) guaranteeing. . . territorial inviolability. . . including 
the establishment of demilitarized zones.”  
 On May 1, 1968, Israel’s ambassador to the UN, stated Israel’s acceptance 
of the Resolution as follows: “May government has indicated its acceptance of the 
Security Council Resolution for the promotion of agreement on the establishment 
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of a just and lasting peace. I am also authorized to reaffirm that we are willing to 
seek agreement with each Arab States on all matters included in that resolution.” 
The PLO rejected the resolution. The Arab states would, in time, come to accept 
the resolution, including the PLO in 1988 when it sought to covert from a terrorist 
organization to the recognized representative of the Palestinian people.  
 The Brazilian representative to the UN noted that acceptance of the 
resolution does not mean that borderlines cannot be adjusted to achieve “secure 
permanent boundaries”: “Its acceptance does not imply that borderlines cannot 
be rectified as a result of an agreement freely concluded among the interested 
States. We keep constantly in mind that a just and lasting peace in the Middle 
East has necessarily to be based on secure permanent boundaries freely agreed 
upon and negotiated by the neighboring States.”  
 11. 1968 – The Rise of the PLO. 

 The Palestine Liberation Organization (“PLO”) is a terrorist organization 
claiming to represent the world’s Palestinians - those Arabs, and their 
descendants, who lived in Mandated Palestine before the creation of the State 
of Israel in 1948. It was formed in 1964 in an attempt to centralize the leadership 
of various Palestinian resistance groups that had formed in various Arab states. 
The PLO’s governing body, the Palestine National Council (PNC), whose members 
were from the civilian population of various Palestinian communities, adopted the 
Palestine National Charter, which set out the goals of the organization, which 
included the destruction of Israel.   
 After Jordan lost control of the West Bank to Israel in 1967, some 200,000 
Palestinian refugees fled to Jordan, as did PLO fighters (known as “fedayeen”, 
meaning “self-sacrificers”), who set up their headquarters in the border town of 
Karameh. It was at this time that the PLO began to be widely recognized as the 
representative of the Palestinian people and the promotion of a Palestinian-
focused, as opposed to a broader Arab-focused, agenda appeared.  
 In 1968 leaders of Palestinian guerrilla factions gained representation in the 
PNC, including Fatah, which since 1968 has been the preeminent faction within 
the PLO.  
 In 1968, the Palestine National Charter was replaced by a comprehensively 
revised version but continued to call for the destruction of the State of Israel 
(Article 22).  
 12. 1968 – The Battle of Karameh – A PLO Defeat Increases Its Stature.    
 On March 21, 1968, Israel invaded Jordan to destroy the PLO headquarters 
in Karameh.  The Battle of Karameh lasted only 15 hours, with the PLO’s 
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headquarters destroyed. But the battle would have far-reaching consequences for 
Israel, Jordan, the PLO, and the Palestinian people.  
 Following the battle, the support for the PLO grew throughout the Arab 
world. As observed by Gideon Rafael, the chief of the Israeli Foreign Ministry: 
“The operation gave an enormous lift to Yassar Arafat’s Fatah organization and 
irrevocably implanted the Palestine problem onto the international agenda, no 
longer as a humanitarian issue of homeless refugees, but as a claim to Palestinian 
statehood.” 
 PLO recruitment of fighters surged such that by the end of March 1968, it is 
estimated that the PLO had nearly 20,000 fedayeen in Jordan. Other Arab states 
established training programs for the fedayeen and provided money to such an 
extent that fedayeen received lifetime support for their families if killed in action. 
By early 1969, the PLO had branches in over 70 countries. 
 But as the PLO’s strength grew, so did its ambitions. Despite the loss of its 
headquarters in Karameh, the PLO continued launching guerrilla attacks against 
Israel from other bases in Jordan, and Jordan continued to be subjected to Israeli 
reprisals.  
 13. 1970-1971 – Black September and the Forceful Expulsion of the PLO 
and Palestinians from Jordan. 
 By 1970, the PLO was acting like a state within a state and was openly 
calling for the overthrow of King Hussein of Jordan. Two assassination attempts 
on Hussein failed but lead to violence between the PLO and the Jordanian army.  
 On September 10, 1970, the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine 
(PFLP) hijacked three civilian airliners and forced them to land at Dawson's Field, a 
remote desert airstrip near Zarqa, Jordan. The PFLP's exploitation of Jordanian 
territory was “the straw that broke the camel’s back.” Hussein declared martial 
law on September 16, 1970, and the Jordanian army surrounded Palestinian-
controlled areas and shelled refugee camps, in what became known as “Black 
September” in Jordan. A Syrian attempt to send its troops to support of the 
Palestinians, was repelled. By July 1971, the Jordanian army had forcefully 
expelled the Palestinian refugees and the PLO and related terrorist organizations 
from Jordan. 
  Hussein’s action to stabilize Jordan by ridding it of the PLO and the 
Palestinian refugees it had welcomed after the 1967 war, would cause the PLO to 
move to Lebanon. They would contribute to leading Lebanon into a 15-year civil 
war. 
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 These events in Jordan gave rise to the Black September Organization, 
which would claim fame when it kidnapped and killed eleven Israeli athletes and 
officials during the 1972 Summer Olympics in Munich, Germany.  
 14. 1971 - The PLO Moves to Lebanon and Contributes to Its 
Destabilization; the Rise of Hezbollah.  
 Palestinian militants had been using South Lebanon as a base for 
operations against Israel since the late 1960’s. Despite their presence, Lebanon 
was still a peaceful county with a diverse population of Christians, Sunni, Shias 
and Druze. But the dynamics changed when Palestinian refugee arrived from 
Jordan, tilting the demographics in favor of the Muslims. After the PLO 
established it base of operation in Lebanon, it joined with other militants in 
attacks on Israel. 
 By the mid-1970’s, conflicts between the Palestinians and Lebanese 
Maronite Christian militias contributed to growing sectarian violence. By 1975, 
conflicts between left- and right-wing factions and participation/interference 
from the PLO, Syria, Israel, and the US, caused Lebanon to disintegrate into a civil 
war that would last 15 years.  
 During this 15-year period, Hezbollah (the “Party of God”) emerged in the 
1980s as a militant organization dedicated to resisting Israel and advancing the 
interests of the Shia population of Lebanon.  
 15. 1973 – The Yom Kippur War or Ramadan War. 

On October 6, 1973, Egypt from the south and Syria from the north 
attacked Israel on the Jewish holy day Yom Kippur and during the holy month of 
Ramadan. Egypt’s new President, Anwar Sadat, wanted to achieve a status among 
the people of Egypt that would allow him to do the unthinkable – seek peace with 
Israel. This first required Sadat to gain a level of prestige in Egypt and the Arab 
world by regaining the Egyptian territory it lost in 1967. Second, he had to 
negatively impact Israel’s attitude of “invincibility,” gained by being the victor in 
three prior wars. This bloody 3-week war ended in a relative stalemate, but it 
allowed Sadat to achieve part of his first goal of increasing his prestige and set the 
stage for him to achieve the remainder of his first goal and his second in goal in 
1978, when Egypt and Israel signed a historic peace treaty and the Sinai Peninsula 
returned to Egypt. 

16. 1974 - The PLO’s Plan for New Wars Against Israel.  
In 1974, as Egypt and other Arab countries were at least thinking of a 

means to have a peaceful coexistence with Israel, the Arab League recognized the 
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PLO as the sole legitimate representative of all Palestinians. And the PLO had no 
desire for a to-be-created Palestinian state to coexist with Israel. 

At the 12th session of the Palestinian National Council on June 8, 1974, the 
PLO adopted the “Phased Plan” for Israel’s destruction.  

          Phase 1   Phase 2   Phase 3 

 

[Maps taken from October 24, 2023, posting on Quora by Luka Trkanjec] 

 The Plan called on the Arab League to accept the 1948 Partition Plan and 
create a separate Palestinian state in Gaza and the West Bank, not for peace, but 
for war with Israel. Gaza and the West Bank were to be used as secure bases from 
which two wars would be waged against Israel. The first war would be conducted 
by the PLO in a manner to trigger a larger second war in which Jordan, Syria, 
Lebanon, Iraq, and Saudi Arabia would come together and join with the PLO to 
destroy Israel.  

Thus, the PLO was essentially calling for a repeat of the two wars in 1947 
and 1948 – first the 1947 civil war, but his time between a terrorist organization, 
the PLO, and Israel, following by the second war, with Arab nations joining the 
PLO to destroy Irael, just like in 1948.    
 17. 1978 – Egypt Makes Peace with Israel. 

On September 17, 1978, under American mediation at Camp David, Egypt 
became the first Arab country to negotiate, recognize and make peace with Israel 
in a document titled the “Framework for Peace in the Middle East.” In return for 
peace, Israel returned the Sinai Peninsula to Egypt, but did not agree to Egypt’s 
request to the establishment of a Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza. 
Given the PLO’s “Phased Plan” of 1974, Israel’s rejection was not surprising, nor 
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unexpected. But the other members of the Arab League who were not ready for 
peace and made Egypt pay. It was kicked out of the Arab League and in 1981, 
Sadat was assassinated by members of Egyptian Islamic Jihad. Egypt’s peace with 
Israel is specifically condemned by Hamas in the Hamas Covenant (see Article 32, 
above). 

18. 1981 - 1985 – Israel Moves to Destroy the PLO in Lebanon. 
On July 10, 1981, the PLO began shelling northern Israel from southern 

Lebanon, resulting in Israeli retaliatory strikes.  
On July 24, 1981, a US negotiated ceasefire took effect and held for almost 

a year, despite periodic Palestinian terrorist attacks. However, the ceasefire was 
broken on June 3, 1982, when a terrorist cell attempted to assassinate Israel’s 
ambassador to England.  

On June 6, 1982, Israel invaded Lebanon with the intent to put northern 
Israel out of reach of the PLO and other terrorist groups by removing them from 
within 40 miles of the Israeli border.  On June 16, 1981, Israeli Defense Minister 
Ariel Sharon provided a detailed list of Israel’s objectives: destroy the PLO, get 
Syria out of Lebanon, and facilitate a strong central Lebanese government with 
which Israel could sign a peace treaty.  

By early 1983, the PLO had been forced out of Lebanon, leaving behind the 
Palestinian people when it moved its based to Tunis, Tunisia. On May 17, 1983, 
Lebanon and Israel signed an agreement calling for the Israeli army to withdraw 
from Beirut and provided a framework for the establishment of normalized 
relations between the two countries. But the Arab outside of Lebanon was still 
not ready for peace with Israel. With changes in the Lebanese government, its 
looming civil war, and Syria’s refusal to remove its troops from Lebanon, the 
agreement was never implemented and formally repudiated by Lebanon on 
March 5, 1984. 

 Despite the war ending in 1985, Israel remained in southern Lebanon until 
2000. During that 15-year period, the terrorist group Hezbollah replaced the PLO 
in southern Lebanon and engaged in guerrilla warfare against Israeli forces.  

Thus, Israel ceded control of territory that was being used as a base to 
engage in guerrilla warfare and fire rockets at Israel in the end, and its unilateral 
withdrawal was championed by Hezbollah and the Arab world as a Hezbollah 
victory. In the end, Israel only succeeded in swapping out one terrorist group for 
another in Lebanon.  It would repeat this same mistake in 2005 when it 
unilaterally withdrew from Gaza.  
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19. 1987 – 1993 - The First Intifada. 
December 1987 to September 1993 mark a period of uprising by 

Palestinians and became known as the First Intifada. Rioting and throwing rocks 
and Molotov cocktails at Israeli targets, escalated to attacks with guns, grenades, 
and explosive devices.   

20. 1988 – The PLO Morphs from Terrorist Organization to Recognized 
Leader of a New Palestinian State. 

By 1988, the PLO been driven out of Jordan and was in a fight not to be 
driven from Lebanon. As a result, it’s leadership of the Palestinian people was 
being challenged by Hamas in Gaza. The Hamas Covenant is dated August 18, 
1988, and in Article 27 (see above) directly chastises and challenges the PLO.  

The rise of Hamas and its continuance of the call for the destruction of 
Israel was a call to continue the Conflict in a direction in which the PLO and the 
Arab states knew they would not prevail. And none of the Arab states wanted to 
absorb the Palestinians. Thus, for the Arab states, a two-state solution, creating a 
homeland for the Palestinian was (and still is) the only viable solution to resolve 
the Conflict.  

Similarly, for Israel, it was (and is) either find a path to a two-state solution 
or remain in the Conflict’s cycle of violence. Not trusting the PLO and not 
appreciating the rise of Hamas in the eyes of the Palestinian people, Israel 
rejected this opportunity for the two-state solution.    

In November 1988, the Palestinian National Council (PNC) approved the 
Palestinian Declaration of Independence to formally establish the State of 
Palestine, although it did not control any territory. In April 1989, Arafat was 
elected its first President. 

 Following the Declaration, the PNC sought multilateral negotiations based 
on UN Security Council Resolution 242. This would later be termed the “Historic 
Compromise” in a 2008 document issued by the PLO Negotiations Affairs 
Department: “The Historic Compromise: The Palestinian Declaration of 
Independence and the Twenty-Two Year Struggle for a Two-State Solution.” 

The Declaration itself and PNC announcements accompanying the 
Declaration continued to condemn Israel and called for Israel to withdraw from 
the occupied territories. The actions of the PNC were suspect because it did not 
use the Declaration or any subsequent statements regarding the Declaration to 
state that it was accepting a two-state solution and no longer questioning the 
legitimacy of the State of Israel. This was of extreme importance because in 1974 
the PLO’s “Phased Plan” called for the two-state solution only as a tactical means 
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to pursue destruction of Israel. Despite failing to amend the Declaration, 
representations by Arafat to the US were apparently sufficient to satisfy the US 
that the PLO wanted peace. 

On December 15, 1988, the metamorphosis of the PLO from terrorist 
organization to state leader occurred when the UN General Assembly 
acknowledged the Palestinian Declaration of Independence in Resolutions 43/176 
(calling for Israel to withdraw from “Palestinian territory occupied since 1967, 
including Jerusalem, and from other occupied Arab territories”) and 43/177 
(formally recognized the State of Palestine).  

Like UN Resolution 181 (i.e., the Partition Plan), Resolutions 43/176 and 
43/177 did not comport with the reality of the situation on the ground. The UN, 
once again, showed itself good at wanting peace, but bad at achieving peace. 
 21. 1989 –1991 - End of the Lebanon Civil War and the Expulsion of the 
PLO; the Taif Accords. 
 The Lebanese civil war ended with the Taif Accords, a peace agreement 
negotiated in Ta’if, Saudi Arabia, in September 1989. Pursuant to the Accords, 
Lebanon, with Syrian and UN assistance, was to create a secure and stable 
southern border area (i.e., buffer zone) to cause Israel to withdraw from southern 
Lebanon. Further, Lebanon and Syria were to work to ensure that Lebanon should 
not “become a pathway or a base for any force, state, or organization seeking to 
undermine [Lebanon’s] or Syria’s security.”   
 However, the PLO refused to disarm. Consequently, the Lebanese army 
attacked Palestinian position in southern Lebanon on July 4, 1991, in what is 
known as the Battle of Sidon, the last battle of the civil war. Lebanon forces 
prevailed and on September 1, 1991, the PLO completed its withdrawal from 
Lebanon and moved is based of operations to Tunis, Tunisa.   
 Under the Taif Accords, Hezbollah did not have to disarm until after Israel 
withdrew, as it was falsely deemed to be a “resistance” group, instead of the 
terrorist organization that it was. Thus, Hezbollah was accorded a form of 
“institutional legitimacy” and allowed to keep intact its extensive military 
presence and capabilities. Not surprisingly, this would prove to be a fatal flaw of 
the Accords – terrorist organizations have no legitimacy and should never be 
accorded such.  
 Lebanon’s southern border was not made secure. Instead, Hezbollah, was 
funded by and became the proxy of Iran and Syria and used the years following 
the Accords to act to establish its own “state within the state” in Lebanon, just as 
the PLO tried and but failed to do in Jordan (and just as Hamas would successfully 
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do in Gaza after Israel left in 2005). Consequently, when Israel finally withdrew 
from southern Lebanon in 2000, Hezbollah not only did not disarm, but its 
growing manpower and substantial weaponry allowed it to gain advantage 
against its political rivals within Lebanon, destabilizing the country.  
 In 2008, Lebanon sought to reign in Hezbollah. Instead, using the leverage 
gained from the Accords and supported by Iran and Syria, Hezbollah defeated its 
rivals throughout Lebanon, emerging victorious and stronger.  
 Believed to be a plan for peace, the Accords were used as a surreptitious 
tool to strengthen a terrorist organization, Hezbollah, and allow it to infiltrate and 
come to control the Lebanese government and the people of Lebanon. Today, 
Hezbollah is the largest and most powerful political organization in Lebanon. It 
has the military capability to take complete control of Lebanon by force. For all 
practical purposes, it controls of the government and the people of Lebanon. 
Hezbollah has been described as a “hybrid actor, enjoying state legitimacy in 
Lebanon and operating both within and outside the state without being 
accountable to the state,” allowing it to “function as the de facto authority in 
Lebanon without having to address the needs of the Lebanese people.” In short, 
“[h]ybrid status means power without responsibility.” (See Chatham House, 
Research Paper, How Hezbollah holds sway over the Lebanese state, June 30, 
2021.)  
 22. 1993 to 1995 - The Oslo Accords. 
  In April 1993, with the First Intifada concluding, the now President of 
Palestine, PLO chairman Yasser Arafat and the Israeli government held their first 
face to face meeting to discuss how to end the Conflict.  

On September 9, 1993, Israel and the PLO, with the exchange of Letters of 
Mutual Recognition, documented the terms of their agreement to end the First 
Intifada. The PLO recognized Israel’s right to exist in peace and renounced the 
exercise of Palestinian militancy and terrorism against Israel. Israeli Prime 
Minister Yitzhak Rabin and PLO leader Arafat agreed to cooperate and negotiate in 
good faith to achieve a peaceful solution to the Conflict and accepted UN Security 
Council Resolutions 242 and 338. Israel recognized the PLO as a legitimate 
authority representing the Palestinian people and agreed to commence 
comprehensive negotiations for the Israeli-Palestinian peace process. These initial 
agreements between Rabin and Arafat set the stage for the Oslo I Accord on 
September 13, 1993. 

The Oslo I Accord provided for mutual recognition between the two sides 
and set out conditions under which the West Bank and Gaza would be gradually 
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handed over to the newly formed Palestinian Authority (PA), of which Arafat was 
to become the first president. This transfer was to take place over a five-year 
interim period in which Israel and the Palestinians were to negotiate a permanent 
settlement.  
 The Oslo II Accord was signed in September 1995 and witnessed in a 
ceremony in Washington, D.C. by President Bill Clinton, and representatives of 
Russia, Egypt, Jordan, Norway and the European Union. On September 28, 1995, 
the Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs, stated the main objective of the Accord was 
“to broaden Palestinian self-government in the West Bank by means of an elected 
self-governing authority [to] allow the Palestinians to conduct their own internal 
affairs, reduce points of friction between Israelis and Palestinians, and open a new 
era of cooperation and co-existence based on common interest, dignity and 
mutual respect. At the same time, it protects Israel's vital interests, and in 
particular its security interests, both with regard to external security as well as the 
personal security of its citizens in the West Bank.” 
 The fact that the parties could meet and negotiate the admirable objectives 
of Oslo I and II was a historic step in the direction of peace In 1994, so much so 
that Israeli Prime Minister Rabin, Israeli Foreign Minister Shimon Peres, and PLO 
Chairman Arafat received the Nobel Peace Prize in 1994 "for their efforts to create 
peace in the Middle East.”  

The Accords, however, never resulted in peace. Both sides were divided by 
distrust, but the problem for the PLO was deeper. While it represented the 
Palestinian people in the negotiations, it did not have the support of Hamas and 
the other terrorist organizations that had the support of those Palestinians who 
either did not trust the PLO and/or supported Hamas’ militancy against Israel. 

 Despite some success, over the next 5 years negotiations faltered and 
collapsed completely when the Second Intifada began in late 2000. 

23. 1994 – Israel and Jordan find Peace. 
During the initial euphoria of the Oslo I Accord, in 1994 Israel and Jordan 

signed a peace treaty, almost 16 years after the Israel-Egypt peace treaty. But the 
two treaties are connected in a significant respect. Prior to the 1967 war, Egypt 
had control of Gaza and Jordan had control of the West Bank. After the war, Israel 
never officially annexed or claimed either territory. In agreeing to peace with 
Israel, neither Egypt nor Jordan wanted those territories back. In 1978, when 
Israel would not agree to the establishment of a Palestinian state in the West 
Bank and Gaza, Egypt did not seek the return of Gaza, but abandoned it to Israel 
to govern. By 1994, Jordan had had a front seat to the Conflict and the rise of the 
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PLO, Hamas, Hezbollah, and other terrorist organizations operating in Gaza and 
the West Bank. By 1988, it had determined that it wanted nothing to do with 
governing the Palestinian people or the West Bank.  

24. 2000 – The Camp David Summit and the End of the Oslo Accords. 
 In hope of salvaging the Oslo Accords and achieving peace based on the 
two-state solution, President Clinton organized a summit at Camp David, which 
took place between July 11 and 25, 2000. There are many conflicting accounts of 
what occurred at the summit and why it happened, but the result was that the 
“Nobel Peace Prize” achieving settlement of the Conflict was just another failed 
attempt at peace, and a new cycle of violence was about to begin. 

25. 2000 – The Second Intifada or Al-Aqsa Intifada; Cycle of Ham Rocket 
Attacks Following by Israeli Reprisals Begins.  

 The outbreak of the Second Intifada on September 30, 2000, brought a 
cycle and level of violence not seen in the First Intifada. Following a horrific 
suicide bombing in March 2002 that killed 30 people, the Israeli army launched 
Operation Defensive Shield to reoccupy the West Bank and parts of Gaza. This 
triggered a cycle of rocket attacks followed by Israeli military reprisals.  
 While the Second Intifada is considered to have ended in 2005, with Israel’s 
withdrawal from Gaza, the cycle of rocket and mortar attacks followed by an 
Israeli military operation, always short of a full-blown land invasion of Gaza, 
would continue through 2021. In response to an estimated 20,000 rockets fired 
from Gaza hitting southern Israel between 2001 and 2021, with the vast majority 
coming after 2005, responsive Israeli military operations included Operation 
Defensive Shield (2002), Operation Days of Penitence (2004), Operation Summer 
Rains (2006), Operation Autum Clouds (2006), Operation Hot Winter (2008), 
Operation Cast Lead (2009), Operation Pillar of Defense (2012), Operation 
Protective Edge (2014), and Operation Guardian of the Walls (2021).  
 26. 2003 – Road Map for Peace; Another Failed Peace Attempt. 
 First outlined in a speech by US President George W. Bush on June 24, 
2002, but not formally published until April 30, 2003, after Ariel Sharon was re-
elected Prime Minister of Israel, and Mahmoud Abbas nominated as Palestinian 
prime minister (a move to neutralize Yassar Arafat who was believed not to have 
done enough to stop Palestinian attacks on Israel), the “Road Map for Peace” 
called for an agreement on goals to achieve without the details as to how the 
goals would be achieved. The goals included: end violence; halt Israeli settlement 
activity; reform Palestinian institutions; accept Israel’s right to exist; establish a 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Operation_Days_of_Penitence


45 
 

viable, sovereign Palestinian state; and reach a final settlement on all issues by 
2005.  
 Upon publication, the Road Map was rejected by Hamas and did nothing to 
quell the violence of the Second Intifada, which increased in intensity. While 
endorsed on November 19, 2003, by the UN Security Council in Resolution 1515, 
by the end of 2003 pursuit of the Road Map ended. 
 27. 2005 – Israel Withdraws from Gaza. 
 On April 14, 2004, Israel Prime Minister Ariel Sharon advised President Bush 
that Israel was going to disengage from Gaza. Sharon stated that Israel decided to 
take such action because “there exists no Palestinian partner with whom to 
advance peacefully toward a settlement.”  

The disengagement plan was approved in February 2005 and by September 
12, 2005, Israel had withdrawn its forces, dismantled 21 Israeli settlements, and 
evacuated all settlers from Gaza. For security purposes, Israel maintained control 
over Gaza’s borders, the airspace, and the territorial waters, and created a “no-
go” buffer zone inside the Gaza territory. Further, Gaza would remain dependent 
on Israel for its water, electricity, telecommunications, and other utilities.  

It is reported that groups of Palestinians entered the razed settlement 
areas waving PLO and Hamas flags, and Hamas leaders held celebratory prayers in 
one of the Jewish synagogues, while others were being ransacked and looted. In a 
sign of what was to come, it is reported that Hamas took credit for the Israeli 
withdrawal, with one of its banners reading: “Four years of resistance beat ten 
years of negotiations.”  

On September 23, 2005, rockets were fired into Israel from Gaza. For five 
days thereafter, Israel fired artillery at targets in Gaza. 

28. 2005 – 2007 - Hamas Takes Control of Gaza. 
As the recognized representative of the Palestinian people, the Palestinian 

Authority, and its President Mahmoud Abbas, assumed leadership of Gaza in 
2005. But, in elections held on January 26, 2006, Hamas won a majority of the 
seats in the new Palestinian parliament, giving it the right to form the next cabinet 
under President Abbas, who was also leader of the rival political party Fatah. It is 
reported that Hamas leaders immediately announced when election results were 
revealed that they had no plans to pursue peace talks or disarm. 

Attesting to the Palestinian peoples’ dissatisfaction with Abbas and the 
Palestinian Authority, in Ramallah, the West Bank city that serves as the de facto 
administrative capital of the State of Palestine and believed to be a Fatah 
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stronghold, Hamas won every parliamentary seat except the one reserved for a 
Christian. 

The election results prompted US Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice to 
remark that a party could not "have one foot in politics and the other in terror. 
Our position on Hamas has therefore not changed." 

 Tensions between Hamas and Fatah began to rise after the death of Arafat 
in November 2004. Following the 2006 election, violence almost immediately 
erupted between Hamas and Fatah supporters. Hamas leader Ismail Haniya 
formed a new Palestinian Authority government on March 29, 2006, comprised 
mostly of Hamas members. Fatah and other factions refused to participate, chief 
among the reasons being that (a) Hamas refused to recognize Israel’s right to 
exist; and (b) the US and European Union countries refused to deal with Hamas 
and imposed sanctions on Gaza.  

On June 25, 2006, in a cross-border raid using an underground tunnel, 
Hamas killed two Israeli soldiers and kidnapped Israeli soldier Gilad Shalit. Israel 
immediately launched Operation Summer Rains to seek Shalit’s release. Hidden 
for 5 years, on October 18, 2011, Shalit was exchanged by Hamas for 1,027 
Palestinian prisoners.  

To end of the violence between them, on February 8, 2007, Fatah and 
Hamas entered into the Fatah-Hamas Mecca Agreement, pursuant to which the 
Hamas government was replaced by a national unity government headed by 
Haniya with Hamas and Fatah ministers. However, in June 2007, Hamas removed 
all Fatah officials from the government, triggering the Battle of Gaza, which lasted 
from June 10 to 15, 2007. It ended with Hamas taking full control of Gaza and 
leaving the Fatah-controlled Palestinian Authority in control of the West Bank.  

Israel now recognized that Hamas and other terrorist groups operating in 
Gaza would use it as a base to attack Israel. Thus, it imposed a land, sea, and air 
blockade of Gaza to try to prevent Hamas from importing weapons. Egypt also 
imposed a blockade on Gaza.  

Not surprisingly, the economy of and living conditions in Gaza suffered not 
only because of the blockade, but also because Hamas was diverting 
humanitarian aid and other resources to fund the building of massive tunnel 
networks, stockpile weapons and rockets, and train it fighters. Hamas had no 
interest in governing to improve the lives of the people of Gaza, but rather was 
preparing to use them as “weapon in war” to serve as human shields against 
Israeli reprisals and as propaganda fodder when they were killed. 
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29. 2008 – The Israeli Convergence Plan – A New Approach to Peace. 
The cycle of Hamas rocket attacks followed by Israeli reprisals continued 

into 2008. In July 2008, Democratic presidential candidate Barack Obama 
remarked: "If somebody was sending rockets into my house, where my two 
daughters sleep at night, I'm going to do everything in my power to stop that, and 
I would expect Israelis to do the same thing."  Perhaps coincidentally, Hamas and 
Israel entered into a six-month truce, only to have the violence continue after the 
truce expired on December 19, 2008.  

In 2006, while running for election, acting Israeli prime minister Ehud 
Olmert introduced the outlines of a peace plan, called the “Convergence Plan,” 
which called for a permanent border along the West Bank, territorial continuity 
for a possible Palestinian state, and Israeli sovereignty over East Jerusalem. The 
Plan was not well received within or outside Israel and faded away prior to Olmert 
leaving office in March 2009.  

But what makes this Plan worthy of note is that it was reported that Olmert 
presented the Plan, or some form of it, to Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas 
in September 2008, which proposed the establishment of a five-nation trusteeship 
to administer the Holy Basin surrounding the Old City of Jerusalem. Other than as 
a temporary governance proposal to address the governance vacuum created by 
the termination of the Mandate for Palestine in 1948, this is the first time that a 
trusteeship was proposed, albeit done secretly, to address territorial and religious 
site access issues and/or calling for territorial continuity of a Palestinian state.  

30. 2010 – More Failed Peace Talks; Hamas Calls for the End of the 
Palestinian Authority. 
 Throughout 2010, direct negotiations for peace took place between Israel 
and the Palestinian Authority, with US involvement by President Barack Obama. 
The goal of the talks was to reach an agreement on a two-state solution. The on 
again/off again talks were negatively impacted by Israel’s continued construction 
of settlements in the West Bank. The talks ended when the Palestinian Authority 
announced that it was refusing to recognize Israel as a Jewish State. It is 
speculated that this shocking reversal of the position the PLO used in 1988 to gain 
UN approval to recognized as the representative of the Palestinian people, may 
have resulted from the PA jockeying for power with Hamas and Islamic Jihad, who 
opposed the talks and called for an end to the Palestinian Authority.  
 Beginning in August 2010, at least 13 Palestinian militant groups led 
by Hamas initiated attacks on Israel intended to derail further negotiations 
between Israel and the PA.  
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  On October 29, 2010, thousands of Islamic Jihad supporters participated in 
a demonstration in Gaza City against the negotiations and peace with Israel. They 
were joined by Hamas supporters. It is reported that Islamic Jihad chief Ramadan 
Shallah sent a recorded message saying: “Israel will not bring peace to the region, 
it will only bring war and destruction and therefore, the slogan of all should be 
that Israel must be wiped out of existence,” and questioned why the Palestinian 
Authority was even negotiating with the enemy. Another leader, Mohammad al-
Hindi, called for an end to the Palestinian Authority, and is quoted as saying: 
“Jihad is the fate of this nation. There is no other option but this one.” Another 
leader is quoted as saying that the turnout for the demonstration was a 
“referendum by the Palestinian people rejecting peace-making with Israel.” Hamas 
leader Kahlil Al-Hayya is quoted as saying: “There is only the choice of Jihad and 
nothing else.” 

31.  2011 – Israel’s “Iron Dome” Becomes Operational.  
Israel’s missile defense system called the “Iron Dome” was initially deployed 

on March 27, 2011. On April 7, 2011, the system successfully intercepted a rocket 
launched from Gaza for the first time.  Given the subsequent success of the 
system in intercepting hundreds of rockets fired at Israeli population centers, 
Hamas recognized that its best “offense” against the system was to try to 
overwhelm it by firing multiple rockets at the same time or firing missiles beyond 
the range of the system.  

With a reported success rate estimated between 75-90%, and an estimated 
over 20,000 rockets fired at Israeli cities and communities, hundreds if not 
thousands of Israeli lives have been saved by the success of the system.   

32. 2014 – Hamas and Fatah “Reconcile” to Form Unity Government.  

Following failed Israeli-Palestinian Authority peace talks in 2014, and after 7 
years of divisiveness between them, Fatah and Hamas, each for their own 
reasons, reconciled and on April 23, 2014, formed their second unity government. 
The Palestinian unity government was sworn in by June 2, 2014.  

Israel announced it would not seek to negotiate with the new government 
and suspended negotiations with the Palestinian Authority. Israel’s position was 
that Abbas and the Palestinian Authority had to choose between peace with 
Hamas or peace with Israel.  

On June 12, 2014, three Israeli teenagers were kidnapped in the West Bank. 
Israel blamed Hamas. Hamas political chief Khaled Meshal acknowledged that 
Hamas members were responsible. On August 20, 2014, Saleh al-Arouri, an exiled 
Hamas leader living in Turkey, claimed responsibility for the kidnapping and is 



49 
 

reported as saying: "Our goal was to ignite an intifada in the West Bank and 
Jerusalem, as well as within the 1948 borders... Your brothers in the Al-Qassam 
Brigades carried out this operation to support their imprisoned brothers, who 
were on a hunger strike... The mujahideen captured these settlers in order to 
have a swap deal."  

On June 30, 2014, search teams found the bodies of the three missing 
teenagers near Hebron. After their burial, an anti-Arab riot broke out, and 
a Palestinian teenager was murdered, igniting Arab rioting. Israel police arrested 
six Israeli suspects and charged three of them with murder. But the fuse for a new 
war was lit. 

33. 2014 – The 50-Day Hamas-Israeli War in Gaza; A Window to the 
Present.   

The facts regarding the 2014 war are set forth in more detail because of 
the perhaps not so surprising similarity with the facts of the current war.  

In early July 2014, Hamas and other Palestinian militant groups fired 
thousands of rockets into southern Israel. Israel responded by bombarding targets 

in Gaza with artillery and airstrikes. An Egyptian brokered cease-fire was accepted 

by Israel and Palestinian president Abbas and took effect on July 15, 2014. Hamas 

rejected the ceasefire, but on July 16, 2014, Hamas and Islamic Jihad offered the 
Israeli government a 10-year truce with ten conditions centered on the lifting of 
the blockade and the release of prisoners who were released in the Gilad 
Shalit prisoner swap but had been subsequently re-arrested. Israel rejected the 
proposal. 

On July 17, 2014, 13 armed Hamas militants emerged from a tunnel on the 
Israeli side of the Gaza border. IDF destroyed the tunnel's exit. After a ceasefire 
(which occurred periodically throughout the war), on July 20, 2014, Israel 
launched a limited ground offensive into Gaza to destroy Hamas’ network of 
underground tunnels used to store rockets and those crossing the Israeli border. 

 Israel pulled most of its troops out of Gaza on August 3, 2014, having 

destroyed 34 tunnels. On August 21, 2014, an Israeli airstrike in Rafah killed three 

of Hamas's top commanders.  Even with tunnels destroyed, during the period from 

August 22 – 26, 2014, Hamas fired over 700 rockets and mortar shells into Israel. 

The war ended after 50 days when Israel and Hamas agreed to a ceasefire on 

August 26, 2014.   
During the war, recognizing that hospitals in Gaza were ill-equipped to deal 

with the casualties of the war, Israel set up a field hospital for Gaza civilians at the 
Erez Crossing and Egypt temporarily reopened the Rafah crossing with Gaza to 
allow medical supplies to enter and injured Palestinians to receive treatment in 
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Egypt.  Fatah accused Hamas of mishandling humanitarian aid meant for civilians 
by redirecting it to Hamas members or selling it on the black market for profit. 

 On May 26, 2015, Amnesty International released a report saying that 
Hamas carried out extrajudicial killings, abductions and arrests of Palestinians and 
used the Al-Shifa Hospital to detain, interrogate and torture suspects. The report 
details the executions of at least 23 Palestinians accused of collaborating with 
Israel. It also details the torture of dozens of others, including many members of  
Fatah. In the report, Amnesty International also states it found evidence that 
"[d]uring the current hostilities, Hamas spokespeople reportedly urged residents 
in some areas of the Gaza Strip not to leave their homes after the Israeli military 
dropped leaflets and made phone calls warning people in the area to 
evacuate."  Amnesty International states: "There are credible reports that, in 
certain cases, Palestinian armed groups launched rockets or mortars from within 
civilian facilities or compounds, including schools, at least one hospital and a 
Greek Orthodox church in Gaza City. In at least two cases, accounts indicate that 
attacks were launched in spite of the fact that displaced Gazan civilians were 
sheltering in the compounds or in neighboring buildings." 

 Hamas’ use of the civilian population of Gaza as human shields was 
confirmed by correspondents from France24, The Financial Times, and RT 
International. France24 correspondent Gallagher Fenwick reported that a Hamas 
rocket-launching pad was placed in densely populated neighborhood of Gaza City, 
about 50 meters from the hotel where most international media were staying and 
100 meters from a UN building. Fenwick said that "children can be seen playing on 
and near the rocket launcher." The UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, Navi 
Pillay, accused Hamas of violating international humanitarian law by "locating 
rockets within schools and hospitals, or even launching these rockets from densely 
populated areas." It is reported that the IDF released photographs which it says 
show civilians on rooftops, and a video of Hamas spokesperson Sami Abu 
Zuhri saying, "the fact that people are willing to sacrifice themselves against Israeli 
warplanes in order to protect their homes [...] is proving itself." 
 A reporter from the Finnish publication Helsinqin Sanomat, reported seeing 
rockets fired from near Gaza’s Al-Shifa hospital. The IDF reported that Hamas used 
Wafa hospital as a military base and used ambulances to transport its fighters.  It 
is reported that French-Palestinian journalist Radjaa Abu Dagga reported that 
Hamas militants interrogated him in at Al-Shifa Hospital. 

 It is reported that John Reed of The Financial Times was threatened after 
he tweeted about rockets being fired from near Al-Shifa Hospital, and RT 
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International correspondent Harry Fear was told to leave Gaza after he tweeted 
that Hamas fired rockets from near his hotel. Isra al-Modallal, head of foreign 
relations for the Hamas Information Ministry, is reported as saying that Hamas did 
deport foreign journalists who filmed Hamas rocket launches, stating that by 
filming the launch sites the journalists were collaborating with Israel.  

The United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees in the 
Near East (“UNRWA”), reported that as of July 24, 2014, 23 of its institutions and 
schools in the Gaza region had been closed. UNRWA later issued a statement that 
on July 16, 22, and 29, 2014, it found that Hamas was using at least three if the 
vacated schools to store rockets, condemning such actions as a "flagrant violation 
of the neutrality of our premises."   

It is reported that on September 12, 2014, Ghazi Hamad, a senior Hamas 
official, acknowledged for the first time that Hamas did fire rockets from civilian 
areas. This admission serves to confirm and support the report of Shabak or the 
Shin Bet, the Israel’s internal security service, that some militants, when 
interrogated, admitted using civilian buildings for military purposes, including 
mosques that were used for gatherings, training, storage of weapons, tunnel 
activities and military observations. It was further reported that many of the 
Hamas prisoners interrogated said that Hamas leaders were using hospitals for 
hiding and blocked access to certain parts of the hospitals. The Washington Post 
described Al-Shifa hospital as a "de facto headquarters for Hamas leaders, who 
can be seen in the hallways and offices." Amnesty International reported that: 
"Hamas forces used the abandoned areas of Al-Shifa hospital in Gaza City, 
including the outpatients' clinic area, to detain, interrogate, torture and otherwise 
ill-treat suspects, even as other parts of the hospital continued to function as a 
medical centre". 

These reports also supports the validity of Israel’s August 24, 2014, release 
of part of what it says is a Hamas training manual on urban warfare, which 
reportedly states: "The process of hiding ammunition inside buildings is intended 
for ambushes in residential areas and to move the campaign from open areas into 
built up and closed areas" and "residents of the area should be used to bring in 
the equipment...take advantage of this to avoid [Israeli] spy planes and attack 
drones." The manual also reportedly explains how fighting from within civilian 
population makes IDF operations difficult and what the benefits of civilian deaths 
are. 

It is reported that an IDF spokesperson said that Hamas "deploys in 
residential areas, creating rocket launch sites, command and control centers, and 
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other positions deep in the heart of urban areas. By doing so, Hamas chooses the 
battleground where the IDF is forced to operate." 

 Israel reported on July 31, 2014, that more than 280 Hamas 
rockets malfunctioned and fell inside Gaza, hitting sites including Al-Shifa Hospital 
and the Al-Shati refugee camp. Hamas denied that any of its rockets hit Gaza, 
despite Palestinian sources reporting the contrary.  

 The United Nations Investigatory Commission concluded that at least 21 
people were killed in Gaza City in summary executions for collaborating with 
Israel. Palestinian Authority Secretary-General, Al-Tayyib Abd al-Rahim, reportedly 
condemned the "random executions of those who Hamas called collaborators," as 
did Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch, and various Palestinian human 
rights groups.  It is reported that senior Hamas official Moussa Abu Marzouk 
confirmed that some of those killed were kept under arrest before the conflict 
began and were executed to satisfy the public. 

 Damage to Gaza housing, hospitals, factories, schools, farms, mosques, 
sewers, utilities, and other facilities was immense. The UN calculated that 
rebuilding costs were calculated to run from $4 to $6 billion over 20 years. It has 
been estimated that the economic cost of the war to Israel to conduct the war and 
damage to Israeli communities was $2.5 billion. 

It was reported that on September 15, 2014, a Fatah spokesperson accused 
Hamas of misappropriating $700 million of funds intended to rebuild Gaza, and on 
January 6, 2015, Hamas spokesperson said that Palestinian national consensus 
government ministers admitted redirecting rebuilding funds to the Palestinian 
Authority budget. It was also reported that Israel's military estimated that 20% of 
cement and steel allowed by Israel to be delivered to Gaza for the reconstruction 
efforts were taken by Hamas.   

34. 2016 - Israel Builds the “Iron Wall”. 
In 2016, Israel publicly announced that it was constructing a 40-mile long 

“smart fence” and underground concrete barricade along Gaza, including the 
installation of hundreds of cameras, radars, and sensors, and buffer zones on the 
Gaza side and observation towers and sand dunes on the Israeli side. 

In 2021, then-Defense Minister Benny Gantz is reported as saying that the 
barrier placed an “iron wall” between Hamas and southern Israel. 

35. 2017 – Hamas Issues “A Document of General Principles and 
Policies” aka the “2017 Hamas Charter”.   

On May 1, 2017, Hamas leader Khaled Mashall presented a document titled 
A Document of General Principles and Policies at a press conference in Doha, the 
capital of Qatar. There has been much written about what the document means, 
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which, when compared to the 1988 Hamas Covenant, uses simple language that 
leaves much open to interpretation. One fact not left open for interpretation is 
that the document does not explicitly revoke the 1988 Covenant. 

 Khaled Hroub from the University of Cambridge wrote that the document 
was an attempt by Hamas to change from a terrorist organization and “present 
itself as a responsible political partner whose leadership had won free and fair 
elections and was able to speak the language of politics and resistance in its own 
way.” While not coming close to the clarity of the 1988 Palestinian Declaration of 
Independence which caused the UN to no longer view the PLO as a terrorist 
organization, but as the representative of the Palestinian people and recognize the 
creation of the State of Palestine, the document certainly suggests that Hamas 
was using the document to seek to “legitimize” its status as something other than 
a terrorist organization. Israel would have none of it. 

David Keyes, spokesman for Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, 
described the documents as an attempt by Hamas “to fool the world.” It is 
reported that Netanyahu, while on camera, crumpled up a copy of the document 
and threw in a trash can, stating: “The new Hamas document says that Israel has 
no right to exist, it says every inch of our land belongs to the Palestinians, it says 
there is no acceptable solution other than to remove Israel . . .they want to use 
their state to destroy our state.”  

The Israeli Meir Amit Intelligence and Terrorism Information Centre is 
reported to have stated that the document presented "no change in Hamas's basic 
ideology and principles, which are based on an uncompromising effort to destroy 
Israel through violence and terrorism, even if this is carried out in stages 
(presenting conditional willingness to establish a Palestinian state within the 1967 
borders). The adjustments, changes and additions that appear in the Political 
Document are intended to present the appearance of Hamas's renewal and 
adaptation to the current reality, but without any significant change in the 
principles and basic perception that constitute the core of the Document." 

The events of October 7, 2023, support the interpretations of the document 
as merely a ruse by Hamas to garner international support, when it had no 
intention to abandon its goal of destroying Israel. According to extremism 
researcher Armin Pfahl-Traughber, who points out the continuities in the 2017 
document compared to the 1988 Covenant, the "formal moderation" of the new 
charter had "a clear objective", namely "strategic deception.” In his view, its use of 
"from the river to the sea" alone implied "a corresponding intention of 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Meir_Amit_Intelligence_and_Terrorism_Information_Centre
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destruction characterized by violence" towards the state of Israel, and he 
viewed Hamas's October 2023 attack on Israel as but the latest illustration of this.  

On October 24, 2023, Mark A. Green of The Woodrow Wilson International 
Center for Scholars, wrote: “In a 2017 version of its charter, Hamas claimed to 
reject the ‘the persecution of any human being or the undermining of his or her 
rights on nationalist, religious or sectarian grounds,’. . . [o]n October 7, 2023, it 
launched a terrorist attack that killed more than 1,300 people in Israel. . . In 2017, 
Hamas dressed up their terrorist objectives in more ambiguous, less violent terms. 
But in 2023, they made clear what they really stood for—in President Biden's 
words, 'the destruction of the State of Israel and the murder of Jewish people.’ 
Little has changed since [Hamas'] antisemitic, anti-human and jihadist 
beginnings.”  

The facts of the 2017 Hamas Charter are found in the following quoted 
excerpts. The now infamous “from the river to the sea” phrase was adopted by 
Hamas in paragraph 20 of the 2017 Charter. 

 
“Preamble: . . . Palestine is a land that was seized by a racist, anti-human and colonial Zionist 
project that was founded on a false promise (the Balfour Declaration), on recognition of a 
usurping entity and on imposing a fait accompli by force. Palestine symbolizes the resistance 
that shall continue until liberation is accomplished, until the return is fulfilled and until a fully 
sovereign state is established with Jerusalem as its capital.  

The Movement: 1. The Islamic Resistance Movement “Hamas” is a Palestinian Islamic national 
liberation and resistance movement. Its goal is to liberate Palestine and confront the Zionist 
project. Its frame of reference is Islam, which determines its principles, objectives and means.  

The Land of Palestine: 2. Palestine, which extends from the river Jordan in the east to the 
Mediterranean in the west and from Ras Al-Naqurah in the north to Umm Al-Rashrash in the 
south, is an integral territorial unit. It is the land and the home of the Palestinian people. The 
expulsion and banishment of the Palestinian people from their land and the establishment of 
the Zionist entity therein do not annul the right of the Palestinian people to their entire land 
and do not entrench any rights therein for the usurping Zionist entity.  

Jerusalem: 10. Jerusalem is the capital of Palestine. . Not one stone of Jerusalem can be 
surrendered or relinquished. The measures undertaken by the occupiers in Jerusalem, such as 
Judaization, settlement building, and establishing facts on the ground are fundamentally null 
and void.  

12. The Palestinian cause in its essence is a cause of an occupied land and a displaced people. 
The right of the Palestinian refugees and the displaced to return to their homes from which they 
were banished or were banned from returning to – whether in the lands occupied in 1948 or in 
1967 (that is the whole of Palestine), is a natural right, both individual and collective.  

13. Hamas rejects all attempts to erase the rights of the refugees, including the attempts to 
settle them outside Palestine and through the projects of the alternative homeland. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2023_Hamas-led_attack_on_Israel


55 
 

Compensation to the Palestinian refugees for the harm they have suffered as a consequence of 
banishing them and occupying their land is an absolute right that goes hand in hand with their 
right to return. They are to receive compensation upon their return and this does not negate or 
diminish their right to return.  

The Zionist Project: 14. The Zionist project is a racist, aggressive, colonial and expansionist 
project based on seizing the properties of others; it is hostile to the Palestinian people and to 
their aspiration for freedom, liberation, return and self-determination. The Israeli entity is the 
plaything of the Zionist project and its base of aggression.  

15. The Zionist project does not target the Palestinian people alone; it is the enemy of the Arab 
and Islamic Ummah posing a grave threat to its security and interests. It is also hostile to the 
Ummah’s aspirations for unity, renaissance and liberation and has been the major source of its 
troubles. The Zionist project also poses a danger to international security and peace and to 
mankind and its interests and stability.  

16. Hamas affirms that its conflict is with the Zionist project not with the Jews because of their 
religion. Hamas does not wage a struggle against the Jews because they are Jewish but wages a 
struggle against the Zionists who occupy Palestine. Yet, it is the Zionists who constantly identify 
Judaism and the Jews with their own colonial project and illegal entity.  

17. . . . The Zionist movement, which was able with the help of Western powers to occupy 
Palestine, is the most dangerous form of settlement occupation which has already disappeared 
from much of the world and must disappear from Palestine.  

The position toward Occupation and Political Solutions: 18. The following are considered null 
and void: the Balfour Declaration, the British Mandate Document, the UN Palestine Partition 
Resolution, and whatever resolutions and measures that derive from them or are similar to 
them. The establishment of “Israel” is entirely illegal and contravenes the inalienable rights of 
the Palestinian people and goes against their will and the will of the Ummah; it is also in 
violation of human rights that are guaranteed by international conventions, foremost among 
them is the right to self-determination.  

19. There shall be no recognition of the legitimacy of the Zionist entity.  

20. Hamas believes that no part of the land of Palestine shall be compromised or conceded, 
irrespective of the causes, the circumstances and the pressures and no matter how long the 
occupation lasts. Hamas rejects any alternative to the full and complete liberation of Palestine, 
from the river to the sea. However, without compromising its rejection of the Zionist entity and 
without relinquishing any Palestinian rights, Hamas considers the establishment of a fully 
sovereign and independent Palestinian state, with Jerusalem as its capital along the lines of the 
4th of June 1967, with the return of the refugees and the displaced to their homes from which 
they were expelled, to be a formula of national consensus.  

21. Hamas affirms that the Oslo Accords and their addenda contravene the governing rules of 
international law in that they generate commitments that violate the inalienable rights of the 
Palestinian people. Therefore, the Movement rejects these agreements and all that flows from 
them, such as the obligations that are detrimental to the interests of our people, especially 
security coordination (collaboration).  
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22. Hamas rejects all the agreements, initiatives and settlement projects that are aimed at 
undermining the Palestinian cause and the rights of our Palestinian people.  

23. Hamas stresses that transgression against the Palestinian people, usurping their land and 
banishing them from their homeland cannot be called peace. Any settlements reached on this 
basis will not lead to peace. Resistance and jihad for the liberation of Palestine will remain a 
legitimate right, a duty and an honor for all the sons and daughters of our people and our 
Ummah.  

Resistance and Liberation: 24. The liberation of Palestine is the duty of the Palestinian people in 
particular and the duty of the Arab and Islamic Ummah in general.  

25. Resisting the occupation with all means and methods is a legitimate right guaranteed by 
divine laws and by international norms and laws. At the heart of these lies armed resistance, 
which is regarded as the strategic choice for protecting the principles and the rights of the 
Palestinian people.  

26. Hamas rejects any attempt to undermine the resistance and its arms. It also affirms the right 
of our people to develop the means and mechanisms of resistance. Managing resistance, in 
terms of escalation or de-escalation, or in terms of diversifying the means and methods, is an 
integral part of the process of managing the conflict and should not be at the expense of the 
principle of resistance.  

The Palestinian Political System: 27. A real state of Palestine is a state that has been liberated. 
There is no alternative to a fully sovereign Palestinian State on the entire national Palestinian 
soil, with Jerusalem as its capital.  

29. The PLO is a national framework for the Palestinian people inside and outside of Palestine. It 
should therefore be preserved, developed and rebuilt on democratic foundations so as to 
secure the participation of all the constituents and forces of the Palestinian people, in a manner 
that safeguards Palestinian rights.  

31. Hamas affirms that the role of the Palestinian Authority should be to serve the Palestinian 
people and safeguard their security, their rights and their national project.  

32. Hamas stresses the necessity of maintaining the independence of Palestinian national 
decision-making. Outside forces should not be allowed to intervene. At the same time, Hamas 
affirms the responsibility of the Arabs and the Muslims and their duty and role in the liberation 
of Palestine from Zionist occupation.  

The Arab and Islamic Ummah: 35. Hamas believes that the Palestinian issue is the central cause 
for the Arab and Islamic Ummah.  

39. From a legal and humanitarian perspective, the liberation of Palestine is a legitimate activity, 
it is an act of self-defense, and it is the expression of the natural right of all peoples to self-
determination.  

41. Hamas welcomes the stances of states, organizations and institutions that support the rights 
of the Palestinian people. It salutes the free peoples of the world who support the Palestinian 
cause. At the same time, it denounces the support granted by any party to the Zionist entity or 
the attempts to cover up its crimes and aggression against the Palestinians and calls for the 

prosecution of Zionist war criminals.” [END] 
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36. 2017 - 2020 – Arab Israeli Alliance Against Iran. 
An Arab–Israeli alliance against Iran began to emerge in 2017 as certain 

members of the Gulf Cooperation Council (Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, 
Kuwait, Bahrain, Qatar and Oman) looked to improve relations with Israel to 
advance their mutual regional security interests to address and deter Iran’s 
political and military actions supporting proxy wars against Israel (Hamas and 
Hezbollah) and Saudi Arabia (Houthi). 

 In 2020, Israel entered into the normalization agreements with United 
Arab Emirates, Bahrain, Sudan, and Morocco, each recognizing Israel’s 
sovereignty.  

37. 2021 – Violence Erupts in Jerusalem and Triggers Israel’s “Operation 
Guardian of the Walls”. 

The facts regarding this 11-day conflict, which was really a war without 
Israel invading Gaza, are set forth in more detail because at its end, a poll 
suggested that the vast majority of Israelis did not want a ceasefire but to 
proceed to eliminate Hamas in Gaza.  

In April 2021, the beginning of the Muslim holy month of Ramadan various 
events, some violent, in and around Jerusalem caused tensions between Israelis 
and Palestinians to escalate. Some of the violence arose from the long-running 
dispute over land ownership in Sheikh Jarrah, a district that houses the 
descendants of refugees expelled or displaced from their homes in Jaffa and Haifa 
in the Nakba of 1948 (discussed above). 

 On April 23, 2021, 36 rockets were fired into southern Israel from Gaza. 
Israel responded by launching missile attacks on Hamas targets in Gaza. On April 
26, 2021, 40 more rockets were fired from Gaza, with one exploding inside Gaza. 
Clashes between Israelis and Palestinians continued, resulting in killings by both 
sides.  

A political issue mixed in with the rising tensions is that on April 29, 2021, 
Palestinian Authority President Abbas announced that he was indefinitely 
postponing the 2021 Palestinian legislative elections for the Palestinian Legislative 
Council scheduled for May 22, 2021. It is reported that Hamas called the move a 
“coup” as it expected to do well in the elections. Hamas took responsibility for the 
rocket attacks in April 2021, which various opinion pieces argued was an effort by 
Hamas to improve its standing among Palestinians who were questioning Abbas’ 
delay of the elections. 

On May 6, 2021, Palestinian protests began in Sheikh Jarrah and soon 
spread to the al-Aqsa Mosque, Lod, and other Arab areas in Israel. Protests in the 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arab%E2%80%93Israeli_alliance_against_Iran
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West Bank included clashes between Palestinians and Israeli settlers Many 
Palestinians participating in the protests were injured. Clashes broke out at the al-
Aqsa Mosque on May 7, 2021, after it was stormed by Israeli police, resulting in 
hundreds of Palestinians being injured.  

In May 2021, the Israeli Supreme Court and other Israeli courts were 
expected to issue rulings regarding evicting Palestinian families from their homes 
in Sheikh Jarrah, which had drawn international condemnation.  With ongoing 
protests and violence, on May 9, 2021, the Israeli Supreme Court announced that 
it was delaying issuing its decision on the eviction case for 30 days.  

A second storming of the al-Aqsa Mosque occurred on May 10, 2021, with 
more Palestinians and Israeli police injured. It is reported that Abbas issued a 
statement that the “brutal storming and assault on worshipers in the blessed al-
Aqsa Mosque and its courtyards is a new challenge to the international 
community.” 

On May 10, 2021, in Lod, Arab rioters threw stones and firebombs at Jewish 
homes, a school, and a synagogue, and attacked a hospital. On May 11, 2021, 
Netanyahu declared a state of emergency in Lod. Protests continued and spread 
across Israel, with increasing levels of violence between Israelis and Palestinians. 

Hamas issued an ultimatum to Israel that if it did not remove all its police 
and military personnel from the Haram al Sharif Mosque site and Sheikh Jarrah by 
6:00 pm on May 10, 2021, Hamas and its aligned groups in Gaza would strike 
Israel. Within minutes of the deadline expiring, Hamas fired over 150 rockets into 
Israel. Israel launched air strikes and on May 10, 2021, Israel’s “Operation 
Guardian of the Walls” began. 

On May 12, 2021, it is reported that over 850 rockets were fired from Gaza 
into Israel and at least 200 rockets fired from Gaza landed in Gaza. 

From May 14-15, 2021, protests and clashes occurred throughout the West 
Bank, resulting in injuries and deaths. Fatah called for a general strike on May 18, 
2021, by all Palestinians, including those living in Israel. Palestinians responded by 
closing their shops in Gaza, the West Bank, and in cities in Israel. 

By May 17, 2012, the rioting and violence subsided. However, on May 18, 
2021, there was a second general strike. 

Following substantial efforts by many nations, a ceasefire occurred on May 
21, 2021.   

Clashes involving Hamas’ use of tunnels, drone attacks, submarines, and 
over 4,360 rockets and mortar shells occurred throughout this 11-day conflict that 
did not result in an Israeli ground invasion of Gaza. Israel’s actions, like all prior 
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responses to Hamas rocket and other attacks, caused substantial civilian 
casualties and massive damage to housing, commercial areas, schools, and 
hospitals in Gaza.  

A poll cited by the The Time of Israel on May 20, 2021, found that 72% of 
Israelis believed that the military operation targeting Gaza should have continued 
without a ceasefire and that 66% believed that Israeli forces had achieved more in 
the 11-days of the conflict than in previous campaigns. The poll can be viewed as 
a warning to Hamas that its next war with Israel might be its last. 

38. 2022 - The Continuing Arab Israeli Peace Movement and Isolation of 
Iran. 

The Arab Israeli movement toward peace continued with a summit hosted 
by Israeli foreign minister Yair Lapid on March 27–28, 2022, at Sde Boker, a 
kibbutz in the Negev desert of southern Israel. Diplomats from the US, Bahrain, 
Egypt, United Arab Emirates, and Morocco were in attendance. Nasser Bourita, 
Minister of Foreign Affair of Morocco made a "historic" first visit to Israel. It is 
reported that in a meeting with US Secretary of State Anthony Blinken, Bourita 
relayed a message from Moroccan King Mohammed VI, that "when we 
reestablished the relations [with Israel], this is not an opportunistic move, it is a 
move of conviction.”  

It was agreed that the Negev summit was the first of what would be a 
regular annual conference, with other regional partners invited to attend, 
including the Palestinians. In stark contrast to the infamous “three no’s” 
announced at the Arab League summit following the Six-Day War in 1967 – “no 
recognition of Israel, no negotiations with Israel, no peace with Israel” - Lapid is 
reported as saying: "We are today opening a door before all the peoples of the 
region, including the Palestinians, and offering them to replace the path of terror 
and destruction with a shared future of progress and success." "What we are 
doing here is making history, building a new regional architecture based on 
progress, technology, religious tolerance, security and intelligence 
cooperation." It was reported that six working groups were being formed to focus 
on security, energy, tourism, health, education and food and water security. 
Attesting to the historic turnaround from waring nations to strategic partners, it is 
reported that during the summit, the Bahraini foreign minister referred to 
establishing a security-intelligence alliance as a "mini-NATO." 

Israel and Saudia Arabia were discussing normalization of relations, but 

after the  Israel–Hamas war began in October 2023, Saudi Arabia put further talks 

on hold. 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/2023_Israel%E2%80%93Hamas_war
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39. OCTOBER 7, 2023 – The Start of Hamas’ Last War with Israel. 
On October 7, 2023, Hamas engaged in an unprecedented attack on and 

invasion of Israel. The level of violence and carnage inflicted by Hamas, including 
murder of civilian men, women, and children, beheadings, body mutilation and 
dismemberment, rape, burning people alive, the massacre of hundreds of people 
at a music festival, and other atrocities, shocked the world. No less shocking was 
that those Hamas let live, ranging in age from 2 months to 85 years old, were 
taken hostage and transported to locations throughout Gaza. 

Hamas engaged in a level of extreme and depraved cruelty not seen since 
the rise of the Islamic State or “ISIS” in 2014 and its rampage across northwestern 
Iraq, and eastern and northwestern Syria. It took a coalition of Iraqi, Kurdish and 
American forces almost 5 years to reclaim the territory taken by ISIS.  

Israel declared war on Hamas, vowing to eliminate Hamas from Gaza. 
40. November 2, 2023 - Hamas Seeks to Survive as the Leader of the 

State of Palestine. 
On November 2, 2023, Hamas chairman Ishail Haniyeh stated that if Israel 

agreed to a ceasefire and the opening of humanitarian corridors to bring more aid 
into Gaza, Hamas is "ready for political negotiations for a two-state solution with 
Jerusalem as the capital of Palestine.” It was clear that the “big event” that Hamas 
hoped to trigger on October 7, 2023, was not going to happen and Hamas was 
now looking to end the Israeli ground invasion and “live to fight another day.” 

41. December 10, 2023 – Hamas Threatens to Kill Hostages in Bid to 
Survive. 

On December 10, 2023, as the IDF closed in on Hamas’ remaining 
strongholds in southern Gaza, the Israeli Times reported that Abu Obeida, a 
Hamas spokesperson, in a televised broadcast made a threat that Hamas would 
kill the remaining hostages: "Neither the fascist enemy and its arrogant leadership 
… nor its supporters … can take their prisoners alive without an exchange and 
negotiation and meeting the demands of the resistance."  

Israel responded, calling for Hamas and its fighters to lay down their arms 
and surrender.  

42. December 12, 2023 – The UN Calls for a Ceasefire but Refuses to 
Condemn Hamas. 

On December 12, 2023, the UN General Assembly voted for a resolution 
demanding an immediate humanitarian ceasefire between Hamas and Israel, and 
for the release of all hostages. It rejected two proposed amendments, one from 
Austria and one from the US, seeking inclusion of language condemning Hamas. It 
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is ironic that the country that offered the resolution is Egypt. Despite 
acknowledging the catastrophic humanitarian crisis, Egypt that has remained firm 
that it will not allow Palestinians seeking to escape the war in Gaza to enter Egypt. 
Egypt obviously has not forgotten what happened the last time it welcomed 
Palestinians into Egypt. Egypt is not going to risk becoming a safe haven for 
Palestinian refugees or the members of Hamas and its fighters that will be 
embedded with them. 

President of the UN General Assembly, H.E. Mr. Dennis Francis, stated 
during debate on the resolution: "Clearly, what we are witnessing is the 
unprecedented collapse of an already crumbling humanitarian system in real 
time." "No more time is left. The carnage must stop." Which begs the question, 
and then what? The humanitarian crisis does not exist in a vacuum. It is not a 
stand-alone fact. Perhaps the UN and the 153 leaders voting for the resolution 
would not have a myopic view of the crisis if Hamas was firing rockets at the UN 
building and the citizens of their countries. The UN resolution is nothing more 
than “kicking the can down the road.” In terms of the Conflict, a ceasefire ends 
current fighting, but it ensures that the cycle of violence will continue.  

Before the vote, Israel UN Ambassador Gilad Erdan stated, while holding up 
a plaque with the number for Hamas leader Yehiya Sinwar with his telephone 
number: "I have an idea. If you want a real ceasefire, here is the right address." 
"This is the phone number of Hamas’s office in Gaza. You can all call…and ask for 
Yassin…tell Hamas to put down their arms, turn themselves in and return our 
hostages. This will bring a complete ceasefire that will last forever." Why did the 
UN and 153 world leaders not embrace Ambassador Erdan’s proposal?  

The UN’s call for a ceasefire, which Hamas has been seeking at least since 
November 2, 2023, prompted a “thank you” from Hamas leader Ismail Haniyeh: 
“We also express our appreciation for the positions of the Secretary-General of 
the United Nations, António Guterres, especially his message to the Security 
Council concerning the situation in the Palestinian territories, regarding it as a 
threat to international peace and security, in implementation of Article 99 of the 
of the United Nations Charter. Accordingly, a draft ceasefire resolution was 
presented, but like its predecessors, it met an American veto. We also welcome 
the resolution issued by the United Nations General Assembly yesterday, which 
stipulates a ceasefire by an overwhelming majority. We are certain that the brutal 
aggression will end and the resistance will remain a faithful guardian of the rights 
and legitimate aspirations of our people.”  
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Haniyeh’s statement was another attempt by Hamas to bestow upon itself 
institutional legitimacy as a protector of the Palestinian people. As Haniyeh went 
on to state: “I say that any bet concerning arrangements in Gaza or in the 
Palestinian issue in general without Hamas and the resistance factions are nothing 
but illusion and mirage. Illusion and mirage. Illusion and mirage.”  

My final oxymoron, a terrorist organization claiming there can be no peace 
without its involvement.  

43. January 22, 2024 – Hamas Pleads for the World to Save It. 
By mid-January 2024, the IDF had effectively eliminated Hamas from 

northern Gaza and was now focusing on the Hamas stronghold in southern Gaza, 
Khan Younis, and its network of tunnels, where Hamas leaders and the remaining 
hostages taken on October 23, 2023, are believed to be located, and securing 
Gaza’s southern border with Egypt. Clearly having underestimated what Israel’s 
response to the carnage of October 23, 2023, and in desperate need to have a 
ceasefire to ensure its survival in Gaza, on or about January 22, 2023, Hamas 
issued a 16-page report titled “Our Narrative, Operation Al Aqsa Flood,”  “to 
clarify to our people and the free peoples of the world the reality of what 
happened on Oct. 7, the motives behind, its general context related to the 
Palestinian cause, as well as a refutation to the Israeli allegations and to put the 
facts into perspective.”  

The Arab nations having refused Hamas’ request to join Hamas in an all-out 
jihad against Israel, and Israel keeping true to its vow to eliminate Hamas from 
Gaza, in its “Narrative,” Hamas attempts to portray itself as a beneficent leader of 
the resistance against Israeli aggression, now referring to itself as the “Hamas 
Movement.”  

Hamas’ desperation goes so far as to openly lie about its actions on October 
23, 2023: “Avoiding harm to civilians, especially children, women and elderly 
people is a religious and moral commitment by all the Al-Qassam Brigades’ 
fighters. We reiterate that the Palestinian resistance was fully disciplined and 
committed to the Islamic values during the operation and that the Palestinian 
fighters only targeted the occupation soldiers and those who carried weapons 
against our people. In the meantime, the Palestinian fighters were keen to avoid 
harming civilians despite the fact that the resistance does not possess precise 
weapons. In addition, if there was any case of targeting civilians; it happened 
accidently and in the course of the confrontation with the occupation forces.” 

(Narrative at p. 7.)  The report makes no mention of Hamas taking hostage an 
estimated 250 civilians, including more than 30 children, including one 
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infant, who still remain captive, and those hostages who have died in 
captivity.  

 
V. CURRENT BELIEFS AND DESIRES OF THE PALESTINIANS – A LOOK AT TWO 
 OPINION POLLS  

 The views of the Palestinian people, whether considered good or bad in 
terms of supporting peace, need to be understood and considered in creating the 
elements for the Blueprint. This includes identifying supportable, unsupportable 
and/or unsustainable positions. Regardless of the many reasons to be skeptical as 
to the validity of opinion polls, in addition to the Arab Barometer survey cited in 
the Preamble, two more recent surveys provide some relevant insight as to those 
positions. 
 A. Arab World for Research & Development (AWRAD) Survey   
 AWRAD issued the result of its public opinion poll “Gaza Survey 7th 
October” on November 14, 2023 (the “Survey”). AWRAD is considered by some as 
an internationally respected research and consultancy agency based in Palestine. 
It is funded by, among others, multiple Arab governments, the UN, and the World 
Bank. The Survey included 391 residents from the West Bank and 277 from Gaza, 
the responses of each group are stated separately and then totaled.   
 While the responses of Palestinians living in Gaza might seem more relevant 
because they live day-to-day with Hamas as their ruler and are experiencing first-
hand the Israeli-Hamas war, the Survey shows very little difference between the 
responses of those living in Gaza vs the West Bank. The median age of 
respondents, both men and women, was 33 years, with 43% being between the 
ages of 18-29, and 81.1% between 18-49. There was little difference in responses 
as between men and women. These demographics are important because the 
vast majority of respondents have essentially only known life in Gaza under 
Hamas rule. It appears that well less than 10% of respondents are actual refugees 
expelled by Israel after the 1948 war, who today would be no less than 75 years 
old, and if adults at the time of expulsion, over 90 years old. Also, it is noted that, 
as framed, many of the questions asked show a clear bias of AWRAD, including 
that Hamas is identified as leading the “Palestinian resistance.” Whether Hamas 
prescreened the questions is unknown. 
 With reference to various tables in the survey, the following is a summary of 
some of the results: 
Table 9: Now, has your commitment to the dream of achieving the Palestinian state increased or 
decreased? 
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  Increased: 79.5% 

  Decreased: 16.2% 

Table 11: Now, has your conviction in the possibility of achieving a peaceful solution with Israel 
increased or decreased? 

  Increased: 9.1% 

  Decreased: 86.7% 

Table 25: Do you believe that Palestine or Israel will emerge victorious from this war? 

  Palestine: 72.6% 

Table 27: How much do you support the military operation carried out by the Palestinian resistance 
led by Hamas on October 7th? 

  Extremely or somewhat support: 75% 

Table 29: How do you view the role of the following parties: 

  Hamas: Very or somewhat positive: 76% 

  Islamic Jihad:  Very or somewhat positive: 84.2% 

  Al Aqsa Brigade: Very or somewhat positive: 79.8% 

  Al Kassam:  Very or somewhat positive: 88.6% 

  Hizballah: Very or somewhat positive: 45.1%; Very or somewhat negative: 51.8% 

  US:  Very or somewhat negative: 98.2% 

  UK:  Very or somewhat negative: 97.6% 

  Egypt:  Very or somewhat negative: 84.6% 

  Jordan:  Very or somewhat negative: 86.4% 

  Saudi Arabia:  Very or somewhat negative: 95.5% 

  UAE:  Very or somewhat negative: 96% 

  EU:  Very or somewhat negative: 92.6% 

  UN:  Very or somewhat negative: 89.1% 

  Red Cross:  Very or somewhat negative: 70.1% 

Table 31: In your opinion, what was the main reason for the operation launched by the Palestinian 
resistance on 7th October: 

  To Free Palestine: 28.9% 

  Breaking the siege on the Gaza Strip: 21% 

  Stop the violations of Aqsa: 35% 

  For the cause of prisoners (releasing the prisoners): 2.2% 

  Preemptive strike: 1% 

  Vitalizing the Palestinian cause: 1% 
Table 33: Do you support the solution of establishing one state or two states in the following formats: 

  One-State Solution for Two Peoples: 5.4% 

  Two-State Solution for Two Peoples: 17.2% 

  A Palestinian state from the river to the sea: 74.7% 
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Table 35: Do you expect this war to end by: 

  Peace agreement between Palestinian resistance and Israel:  

   Expect strongly or to some extent- 32.1% 
   Don’t expect strongly or don’t expect to some extent-66% 

  Victory achieves the liberation of Gaza from the Israeli invasion:  

   Expect strongly or to some extent-75.3%     
        Don’t expect strongly or don’t expect to some extent-23.2% 

Table 39: Do you believe that the current conflict in Gaza is primarily between? 

  Israel and Hamas: 18.6% 

  Israel and Palestinians in general: 63.6% 

Table 41: The US and Western countries expressed a clear support for Israel in its confrontation with 
Palestinian resistance. Why do you think they did so? 

  As a sympathy with Israelian civilians: I agree to large or some extent: 79.4% 

  Due to their hate of Muslim’s and Islam: I agree to large or some extent: 89.5% 

  Due to their hate of Arabs: I agree to large or some extent: 85.5% 

  As a deterrent against Iran & Hezbollah and their fear of escalation against Israel:  

   I agree to large or some extent: 77.3% 

  Due to their political and economic interests in the region: I agree to large or some  
   extent: 96.3%   

Table 55: What would you like as a preferred government after the war is finished in Gaza Strip: 

  A government controlled by Hamas: 13.6% 

  A government controlled by the Palestinian authority: 8.4% 

  A national unity government: 72.2% 
Table 57: On this day of the war, how much do you support a ceasefire that includes a mutual 
cessation of hostilities? 

  Very supportive or Supportive to some extent: 90.4% 

 This study shows the Palestinians being confronted with conflicting choices 
and the interpretation of their responses may lead to significantly differing 
conclusions. The Survey shows that Palestinians overwhelmingly support 
terrorism, including the October 7, 2023, attack by Hamas, reject coexistence with 
Israel, and continuation of the Conflict until a Palestinian state is created “from 
the river to the sea.” The Survey also shows an overwhelming desire for a 
ceasefire and a unity government after the war ends. Only 13.6% of respondents 
want to continue to be ruled by Hamas.  
 An important survey question that was poorly asked is Table 35: “Do you 
expect this war to end by: Victory achieves the liberation of Gaza from the Israeli 
invasion: 75.3%.” Was this question interpreted to mean that Hamas and the 
Palestinian people will have won the current war by “liberating” Gaza if Israel 



66 
 

stops the war by entering into a ceasefire? That would certainly be a “victory” for 
Hamas if the war stops before it is eliminated. Or was this question directed to the 
bigger picture of Gaza being liberated from Israeli by Israel losing a war to Hamas 
at some point. If that is how the question was interpreted, then the response 
reflects a belief that is completely detached from reality and ignores the 75-year 
history of the Conflict that shows such will never happen.  
 The responses in Table 29: “How do you view the role of the following 
parties,” is noteworthy because it reflects positively on every terrorist organization 
operating in Gaza, negativity toward the US and western democracies, every Arab 
nation that has achieved peace with Israel, and every humanitarian assistance 
provider, not just countries, but also the UN and Red Cross. The responses to this 
question reflect not only a level of indoctrination, but also that Hamas is 
controlling how humanitarian aid into Gaza is distributed, taking so much for itself 
that the Palestinian people are resentful of the aid providers.   
 The AWRAD survey supports the conclusion that the Palestinian people do 
not know how to end the Conflict through a negotiated peace agreement because 
no Arab state or terrorist organization that has purported to represent their 
interests has wanted to make peace with Israel. Hamas has acted and continue to 
act to keep the Palestinian population anti-Israel because it serves two purposes: 
(1) to maintain the illusion that Hamas will someday achieve the goal of 
destroying Israel; and (2) to maintain the “business of Hamas,” which is to keep 
the Conflict going, using a radicalized, detached from reality civilian “army” who 
are (a) willing to be used as human shields to protect Hamas fighter, (b) live in a 
state of fear and economic subservience to allow Hamas to obtain billions of 
dollars of humanitarian aid to be used as Hamas see fit, and (c) to die when 
required by Hamas to maintain the cycle of violence of the Conflict upon which 
Hamas’ very existence relies.   
 Thus, the AWRAD Survey, with all its flaws, confirms that Hamas is the 
enemy that must be eliminated. And that unlike 2005, when Israel decided to 
withdraw from Gaza because “there exists no Palestinian partner with whom to 
advance peacefully toward a settlement,” Israel and the Arab states, can and must 
use the elimination of Hamas to impose peace on the leaderless Palestinian 
people.  

 B. Palestinian Center for Policy and Survey Research (PSR) Poll  

 On December 13, 2023, PSR released its Public Opinion Poll No. 90 (the 
“Poll”). The Poll was conducted between November 22 and December 2, 2023, 
and included adult residents in the West Bank (750) and Gaza (121). While there 
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are many reasons to question the validity of the Poll (including only 121 residents 
of Gaza; no information as to the age of the respondents; the conditions under 
which the Poll was taken – the respondents from Gaza were in shelters; the 
failure to ask “yes” or “no” questions to gain an understanding of the respondents 
knowledge of facts; etc.), it does give some limited insight as to how Palestinians 
view the future that is not found in the AWRAD Survey and confirms some 
AWRAD findings.  
 PSR summarizes their Poll as follows: “Wide public support for Hamas’ 
offensive on October the 7th, but the vast majority denies that Hamas has 
committed atrocities against Israeli civilians. The war increases Hamas’ popularity 
and greatly weakens the standing of the PA and its leadership; nonetheless, the 
majority of the Palestinians remain unsupportive of Hamas. Support for armed 
struggle rises, particularly in the West Bank and in response to settlers’ violence, 
but support for the two-state solution rises somewhat. The overwhelming 
majority condemns the positions taken by the US and the main European powers 
during the war and express the belief that they have lost their moral compass.”  
 PSR makes a key disclosure on the issue of Hamas atrocities: “The 
overwhelming majority of respondents say that they have not seen videos from 
international or social media showing atrocities committed by Hamas members 
against Israeli civilians that day, such as the killing of women and children in their 
homes. Indeed, more than 90% believe that Hamas fighters did not commit the 
atrocities contained in these videos [Questions: Were they shown the videos? Did 
they think the videos were fabricated? Etc.]. When asked what is or is not allowed 
in war, under international humanitarian law, the findings indicate that the vast 
majority believes that attacking or killing civilians in their homes is not 
permissible. The majority (except in the Gaza Strip) also believe that taking 
civilians as hostages or prisoners of war is also not permissible.”  
 The fact that 90% of those polled do not believe that Hamas fighters 
committed atrocities on October 7, 2023, shows they are uninformed, lying, or 
are so indoctrinated that they choose to remain naïve as to the actions of Hamas. 
While they are against killing civilians in their homes, the Poll did not ask about 
killing Israeli civilians nor was there anything in the Poll indicating that 
respondents expressed any concern about Israeli civilians being killed in their 
homes by Hamas rocket attacks. A poll conducted by PSR in June 2023, Poll No. 
88, found that 41% of Palestinians did not even believe that Hamas participated in 
recent rocket attack confrontations with Israel, with only 13% believing that 
Hamas participated fully alongside Islamic Jihad.  
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 The June 2023 poll also found that: 
-  71% of Palestinians support the formation of armed groups.  
- 53% support an armed third intifada.  
- 60% want Hamas to control Gaza after the war, but only 38% of 

Palestinians in Gaza want such result. This is in contrast to the 
AWRAD Survey which found that on 13.6% wanted Hamas to 
remain in control of Gaza. 

- When asked what they considered to be the main problem 
confronting Palestinian society, 25% said corruption, 22% said 
unemployment and poverty, 19% said Israeli occupation and 
settlement construction, 18% said continued siege and blockade 
of Gaza, and 10% said the split between Gaza and the West Bank.  

 But, arguably the most important finding is that 43% believe that the first 
most vital Palestinian goal should be to end Israeli occupation in the areas 
occupied in 1967 and build a Palestinian state in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip 
with East Jerusalem as its capital.  
 Overall, the Poll is supportive of the following conclusions: 

 a. The Palestinians of Gaza are ready for a ruler other than Hamas. 

 b. They favor a two-state solution but don’t believe that achievement of 
  such is possible.  

 c. Palestinians want East Jerusalem as their capital if a two-state   
  solution is achieved. 

 d. The Palestinian Authority and Mahmoud Abbas should not govern  
  Gaza or the West Bank post-war. 

 e. Israeli settlement activity in the West Bank must end. 

 f. Establishing a democratic political system that respects freedoms and 
  rights of Palestinians is not a priority, let alone a high priority. 

 g. If a Palestinian state is created with the West Bank, Gaza, and East  
  Jerusalem, Palestinians might conduct themselves in a manner to  
  maintain their country and learn to coexist with Israel.  

 The Poll and Survey both identify the untenable position that if Hamas 
survives, most Palestinians believe it has a role in the future governance of Gaza. 
This untenable position seems incomprehensible given that the daily lives of the 
Palestinians in Gaza have only worsened under Hamas rule, and significantly so 
with each war Hamas provokes with Israel. This position suggests that the 
Palestinians (a) do not have a real-world view of Hamas; (b) Hamas has been very 
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effective in indoctrinating its subjects; and (3) know of and support Hamas’ goal to 
destroy Israel and are complicit to the point of being willing to sacrifice their sons 
and daughters to achieve a non-achievable goal.     
 
VII. CONCLUSION 

 Israel has long correctly determined that peace cannot be negotiated with a 
terrorist organization purporting to represent the Palestinian people of Gaza. It 
has also determined that another ceasefire with Hamas left intact, will simply 
continue the cycle of increasing violence for both the Israelis and Palestinians, as 
the rest of the world sits on the sidelines and watches and waits for the next day 
of carnage.  

Israel has been paying for its strategic blunder to abandon Gaza to the 
opportunistic Hamas in 2005. October 7, 2023, marked the beginning of the end 
of that payment.  

It also marked the beginning of the liberation of the Palestinian people, 
with the price they must pay for having chosen to be ruled by Hamas. Both Israel 
and the Palestinian people of Gaza are doing and suffering from the “dirty work” 
that has to be done to eliminate Hamas, and any terrorist organization that world 
leaders allow to become rulers of any people.  

But, with Hamas’ elimination, both Israel and the Palestinian people in 
Gaza, the West Bank, and East Jerusalem can receive the reward of peace and the 
end of the Conflict.  

Part Two of this Paper sets forth a Blueprint for an Imposed Peace, a peace 
to be imposed by Israel, allied with the Arab states who found peace with Israel 
and those who want to, the EU, and the US, who together, can support and guide 
the Palestinian people to self-governance of their Palestinian state.   
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