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Theformer US President Jimmy Carter who mediated between
Egypt and Israel during 1977-1979 for peace leading to the Camp David
accordsandtheMarch 1979 bilateral peacetreaty recently admitted that
he had been meeting with the Hamas leaders for years. The Bush
administrationafter 9/11 designated Hamasasaterrorist organization. He
said hefeels" quiteat ease” about meeting Hamas|eadersK haled Mashaal
over the objectionsof Washington becausethe Palestinian group isessential
toafuture peacewithlsrael. Hesaid: “1 feel quiteat easeindoingthis. |
think there’ sno doubt inanyone’ smindthat, if |srael isever goingtofind
peace with justice concerning the relationship with their next-door
neighbors, the Palestinians, then Hamaswill haveto beincludedinthis
process’. Hefurther added: “I think that it’'s very important that at
least someone meet with the Hamasleader sto expresstheir views, to
ascertain what flexibility they have, to try to induce themto stop all
attacks against innocent civiliansin Israel and to cooperate with the
Fatah as a group that unites the Palestinians, maybe to get themto
agreeto a cease-fire-thingsof thiskind” Asked whether it wasright to
meet agroup that has not renounced violence or recognized Israel, he
said, “Well, you can’t get prerequisitesadopted by other people before
you eventalk tothem” . [1] Thisinteresting development comesinthe
wake of stalemate in the so-called peace process after years of talks
between Palestiniansand Israglis. Therehasbeen noreal progresstowards
theestablishment of aPal estinian statedueto | sragli refusal towithdraw
fully from occupied Palestinian lands especially West Bank and East
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Jerusalem. All the peace plansfrom Fez, Fahd, Odlo, and the Road Map
toinnumerablepeaceattemptshavefloundered dueto I sragli rigidity and
USinability to put pressureonlsrael toimplement UN and other resolutions.
Thisarticlemakesan attempt to study India’ sdecisionto establish diplomatic
tieswithlsrael in 1992, and growing tiessincethen, the Oslo Peace Process,
Israeli responsesto variouspeaceinitiatives, emergence of Hamasand
thefratricidal conflict between Fatah and Hamasandfinally assessindia's
linkageswith | srael and the Palestinians.

Growing Cooperation with Israel: To the end, India sfirst Prime
Minister Jawaharlal Nehruwas convinced that hisdecision not to exchange
diplomatic personnel with Israel [which he reluctantly recognizedin
September 1950 after | srael’ sestablishment in May 1948] wasacorrect
decision. Sincethensuccessivelndiangovernmentshighlighted theabsence
of full diplomatictieswith Israel asevidenceof India ssupport for the
Pal estine cause. Apart from other reasons, it must beemphasized that the
Kashmir problem propelled Indianot to establish diplomatictieswith | srael
as perhaps that would have provided Pakistan an additional lever to
underminelndia sinterestsintheMuslim World. Inthewake of the 1990-
91 Kuwait crisis, end of cold war, disintegration of USSR, Madrid Peace
Conferencein October 1991, | ndiadecided to establish diplomaticties
with Israel on 29 January 1992 under the Congressgovernment led by
PM NarasimhaRao. Thingschanged dramatically after 1991 whenthe
Arabs and the | sraglis after more than 40 years of hostility, wars and
boycottsdecided to sit down and negotiatetheir problems. Withthisnew
devel opment Indiawas encouraged to break theice with Israel. The
Jewish state was no more a pariah as before. There were also major
changesasfar asPLOwasconcerned. After Yasser Arafat [PLO leader]
appeared beforethe UNGA in 1974 and PL O wasrecognized by Arab
Statesat Rabat Summit asthelegitimate representative of the Palestinian
people, the PLO went on apeace offensive under Egyptian influence after
it moved from Lebanon to Tunisin 1982-3. In 1988 Arafat accepted
UNSCR 242 and renounced violence and recognized | srael and theresult
wasin 1991 PL O had morethan 92 embassiesand 28 lower level foreign
representations. Indiawasthefirst non Arab country torecognizePLOIn
1975 asthe soleand | egitimaterepresentative of the Pal estinian people
and gavethe Office of the PLO in New Delhi full diplomatic status of an
Embassy in 1980. 1n 1988, Indiawas one of thefirst countriesto recognize
the State of Palestine.
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But now under the changed atmosphere after the end of cold war
and disintegration of USSR and emergence of USA asthe sole super-
power, Indiavoted infavor of resolution 46/86in December 1991 at the
UNGA which rescinded its 10 November 1975 resolution no.3379
equating Zionismwith Racism. Thiswasthefirstindication of changein
India sWest Asiapolicy [after theend of cold war and thedisintegration
of USSR] especially towardslsrael. Soonthereafter, meetingsbetween
Israeli and Indian officialsat the UN, USand el sewheretook place. Apart
fromIndia ssupport to UNSCR 687 of 3 April 1991 imposing terms of
ceasefireon Irag, thiswasamajor shift. Somehaveevencalledthisa
“reversal” inIndia spolicy towardslsrael. India sdecisiononlsrael was
accompanied by many statementshighlightingthebenefitsindiastandsto
gainwithitsnew policy towardslIsrael. India’ sDefense Minister (on 23
February 1992) Mr. Sharad Pawar said it paved theway for “drawing on
Israel’ ssuccessful experienceto curbterrorism”. Hesaid that suchan
exchangewould be of mutual advantageto thetwo states, adding that
Indiawould al soliketo get acquainted with | sraeli experiencein devel oping
technology for anti-terrorist operations. It wasal somentioned how India
couldplay asignificant roleinthe Arab | sraeli Peace Process. Additional
areas of cooperation were also cited i.e. defense cooperation and
cooperationinagriculture. India stradewith | srael hasincreased manifold.
| srael hasemerged asasecond major supplier of weaponsto India. Major
bilateral agreementshavebeensignedinamost al fieldsand highlevel
visits have taken place. Many Indian Chief Ministers and other state
ministershavevisited Isragl. Fromthelsragli side, former PrimeMinister
andforeign minister Shimon Pereshasbeento Indiaseveral timesfollowed
by Ezer Weizmannthelsraeli President. However themost controversial
hasbeenthevisit of Israeli PM Ariel Sharon [Sept 2003] during the BJP
ledNDA rule. L.K.Advani [Homeminister] and Jaswant Singh [External
Affairs| alsovisited I sragl and generated | ot of controversy over cooperation
innuclear field, terrorismand internal security. Therewasno doubt about
theNDA govt. giving primacy to Israel and USinitsforeign policy. But
theemergence of UPA govt. under Manmohan Singh hasapparently made
not much of differenceto Indo-Isragli ties. They remain samemoreor less
aswarmwith Indiaimporting large quantitiesof armsfrom Israel. Even
though the M EA iscautiousbut the Defense Ministry hasbeenreceiving
delegation after delegationsfrom Israel. Of coursetheleft partiescalled
for break in diplomatic and military [import of arms] of tieswithIsragl in
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view of continued occupation of Palestinianlandsby Israel, the Congress
appearsto continuethetiesstarted by PV NarashimaRaoin 1992. The
Indo-Isragli relationshipisflourishingwithtwo-way tradesurpassingthe$
3 billion mark and with no end to military exchanges. After theMadrid
Conferenceand the Oslo Peace A ccords of September 1993, between
thePLO and Israel, UN membersand peopleall over theworld expected
Israel towithdraw from Arab lands|eading to peace between | srael and
itsneighborsand theformation of aPalestinian State. But the assassination
of Israeli PM Y itzhak Rabin on November 4, 1995 and the emergence of
Benjamin Netanyahu as Likud PM of Israel and his opposition to the
Oslo peace processincluding aPal estinian state and acceptanceof US
neo-con agendacallingfor a“ Clean Break” with the Oslo processwhile
addressing US Congress on 10" July 1996 gave a severe jolt to the
peace Process. Many accused Arafat of rejecting | sraeli peaceoffersin
Camp David talksin July 2000 with President Clinton and I sragli Prime
Minister Ehud Barak. Therearenoreliablereportsastowhat wasoffered
toArafat. But what isclear isthat Arafat waswilling to concede 77% of
historic Palestineand wanted | srael to withdraw fromthe23% of Palestine
i.e. Gaza, West Bank and East Jerusalem. | srael offered Gazaand parts
of West Bank but refused to dismantle Jewi sh settlementsand rejected
theright to return of the Pal estinian refugeesand reiterated its stand that
Jerusalemwill remain the eternal and undivided Capital of Israel. TheUS
proposed Tenet and Mitchell Plans and later the Road Map for Peace
with UN, EU and Russiabut so far no progress hasbeen made. Meanwhile
Ariel Sharon reoccupied the Palestinian territories, carried out
indiscriminatearrests, killingsof the Pal estinians, imposed curfew on most
townsand cities, carried out housedemolitions, and humiliating check
pointsto prevent freemovement of Palestinians. Theresult has been that
deprivation, destruction and death rained on the Pal estinians. The Al Agsa
Intifadasi nce September 2000 continued and suicidebombingsand | sragli
use of excessive force continues.

It needsto berecalled herethat the State of Israel occupied the
Pal estinian territories of West Bank [5640 square km] and Gaza Strip
[360 sg. km] and East Jerusalem in the third Arab-1sraeli war of June
1967. On 28 June, 1967 | srael annexed East Jerusalem. Soon after, the
Pal estinian | eaderswanted to establi sh anindependent Pal estinian state
but Israel preferred to deal with King Hussein of Jordan. In return for
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peace, | srael wasrequired to withdraw from occupied Arab lands as per
the UNSC Resolution 242. But sincethen, all Israeli governmentshave
allowed Jewish settlements in all the occupied Arab lands. For the
Pal estinian | eaders, the Jewi sh settlementsrepresented adeci siverejection
of peace. The Camp David Accords of 1978-79 between Egypt and
Israel did not resol vetheissuealthough Egypt’ sPresident Anwar Sadat
pleaded with Carter and Begin for autonomy to the Palestinianterritories.
A combination of eventsstarting from I sragli invasionsof Lebanonin1978
and 1982, tough policy by thelsraeli military commandersand oppression
by armed Jewish settlersmadelifefor Palestiniansdifficultin West Bank
and Gaza Strip [WBGS)].

The Oslo Peace Process: In this backdrop, the Palestinian Intifada
(Uprising-1987-1993) broke out, which paved theway for the Oslo Peace
Accords of 1993-95 between Israel and the Palestinians under the
leadership of Y asser Arafat. It wascommonly believed that at the end of
the Osl o Peace Process[ OPP], the PL O would declare an independent
Palestinian state over Gaza, West Bank with East Jerusalem asthe Capital.
The OPP had brought with it the hope and expectation among the
Palestiniansthat aresol utiontotheconflict was* attainable”. Unfortunately
the OPP intensified rather than mitigated Pal estinian “ dispossession,
deprivation and oppression”, and so precluded a fair and workable
settlement of the Palestinian—Israeli conflict. Interestingly the OPPdid not
represent theend of I sraeli occupation but itscontinuation, albeitinaless
directform. Thestructural tiesbetween I srael and the Palestiniansand the
unequal power equationswhich attended it were not ended by the OPP
butinstead reinforced and strengthened. Surprisingly, theaccordsnever
mentioned theword*“ occupation” or acknowledged | srael asan occupying
power nor did it recognize Pal estinian right for statehood, bordersor full
equality. Accordingto onewriter themost critical feature of the OPPwas
the* abandonment of the entire body of international |aw and resolutions
pertaining to the conflict that had evolved over thelast 53 yearsin favor of
bilateral negotiationsbetween two actorsof grossly unequal power”. In
other words, the Oslo accordsreflected | sraeli strength and Pal estinian
weakness, and “ not the application of accepted international law or
universal standardsof justice”. Soonit |ed to sharp economic declinefor
themajority of Palestinianslivingin WBGSmainly dueto the policy of
closures. International donors wanted economic changein the clear
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absenceof apolitical solution, as* placing the economic cart beforethe
political horsewasdestined to fail becausethelocusof control remained
withtheoccupier and reflected theoccupier’ sinterestsand objectives’.
Pal estinianscameto beravaged by widespread poverty, declining health
position, eroding education, all-round destruction and moreimportantly
withnoreal hopefor thefuture. Thus* Osloformalized andinstitutionalized
the occupation inamanner that was altogether new”.

The End of Odlo: The Isragli Labor leader Yitzhak Rabin who had
concluded with Arafat the Oslo Accordswaskilled in November 1995.

His successor Shimon Peres|ost the I sraeli general elections of 1996
which brought ahard-liner Benjamin Netanyahu of the Likud party as
PM. Heemployed all his powersto “freeze and undermine” the Oslo
accords. The unwillingness and intransigence of Netanyahu to honor
negotiated agreementswasthe crucia reasonfor thefinal collapseof the
Oslo accords. Under the circumstancesthe” Clean Break” Study came
in handy to Netanyahu. The study “Clean Break: A New Strategy for

Securing the Realm” was prepared by Douglas Feith, Richard Perle,

and David Wurmser among others of the US neo-conservative group for
theInstitutefor Advanced Strategicand Political Studiesin Jerusalem
and publishedin June1996. It wasdeliveredtothelsraeli leader Benjamin
Netanyahu who quickly accepted thereport on July 10, 1996. Thereport
among other thingscalled on I srael to abrogatethe Oslo Peace Accords,

annex West Bank, launch pre-emptiveattack on Pal estinian Authority,

and thereby prevent theemergence of aPalestinestate. In order to breathe
freshlifeinto the peace process, US President Clinton had organized a
summit at Camp David in July 2000 between PLO leader Y asser Arafat
andlsrael PM Ehud Barak but peace eluded them. Pal estinians had already
conceded 78 % of historic Mandatory Palestineto | srael asagainst the 55
percent allotted by the UN in 1947 for the Jews. Arafat was now being
asked to compromise further on the remaining 22% that was WBGS.

Barak was not willing to neither withdraw from the entire West Bank nor
dismantleall Jewish settlementsthere. Herejected theright to return of
the Pal estinian refugeesand reiterated | sraeli stand that Jerusalemwill

remaintheeterna and undivided capital of Israel. Soon, Isragl painted
Arafat in the darkest colors with Likud leader Ariel Sharon and his
supportersdeclaring him*“irrelevant and an obstaclefor peace”. Arafatis
our “Bin Laden” was a pet theme for Sharon. [2]
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Although Y asser Arafat died of illnessinlate 2004 but I srael had
virtually confined the PL O leader much earlier to hisRamallah compound,
whichmadeatelling effect on Arafat’ shealth. Under I sragli influence, the
USPresident GeorgeW. Bush declared Arafat unfit to ruleand called on
the Pal estinian peopl e to elect anew |eadership. Soon the Al Agsalntifada
[second uprising] ledto suicidebombingsand Pal estinian resistanceto
|sraeli occupation of WBGSresumedinright earnest. Meanwhileon 9t
January 2005, Pal estinians el ected Mahmoud Abbasasthe new President
of thePalestinian National Authority [PNA] and many expected Abbasto
put the peace process back on track and to end the cycle of violence. The
Intifada had taken thelives of thousands of Palestinianswith over 25,000
injured and hundredssill languishinginIsragli jails. At theoutset Abbas
initiated adialogue with Hamasto persuade thelatter to support hiscease-
fireeffortswith Egyptian mediation. Abbasal so effected substantial changes
inthepoliceand security structures. Someof Arafat’ scronieswhowere
corrupt wereal soremoved. Ariel Sharon announcedin December 2004
his“unilateral disengagement” planunder whichlsraeli troopsand settlers
wereto withdraw from Gazaand four small West Bank settlementswith
526 Jewish settlersby August 2005. Despite stiff oppositionto hisplan
Sharonimplemented what he had promised. Eventhough Gazawasfree
of Israeli army and settlers but the Pal estinianswho werelooking for an
independent stateof their owndidn’t materialize. Also Palestinianshad no
free accessto the outsideworld by air, seaor land aslsrael continued to
control these entriesand exit points.

Collapse of the 2003 Road M ap: The Performance-Based Road Map
toaPermanent Two-State Solutiontothel sragli-Pal estinian Conflict-
known asthe Road Map for Peacewasintroduced on April 30, 2003. It
was hailed asahistoric compromise asit makesaclear referencetoa
provisional Palestinian state, althoughitsboundariesareunclear. Unlike
the Oslo, the Road map refersexplicitly to I sraeli occupation and to ending
it at the end of the process, but doesn’t call the occupation asillegal and
that it must be brought to an end asper UN resolutionsand international
law. Unfortunately it has many of the structural flaws of the Oslo accords,
likeit callsfor dismantling I sraeli settlementsestablished only sinceMarch
2001, leaving the bulk of settlementsin placeand reinforcing thegeographic
non-contiguity of Pal estinianlands, whereasit expectsthe Pal estiniansto
deliver great many thingsbutisshort onIsrael.[3] TheRoad Mapfailedto
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take off and with the US attention focused on Irag, the Palestineissuewas
largely left to Sharon even thoughthe EU, UN and Russiaoccasionally
took someinterest whenever thereappeared acrisis. Meanwhile, |srael

continuedwithitspolicy of targeted killingsof Pal estinian|eadersespecially
of Hamas. Intheface of continued hostile policy from Israel andinability
of Abbasto get Israeli withdrawal from Pal estinian landsled to continued
increaseinthepopularity of Hamas. In the Palestinian local electionsheld
in May 2005, Fatah won control of 52 of the 84 municipal councils, Hamas
won 24 and smaller factions took four councils. Another four were
undecided. Compared to previousel ectionsHamasmade stronginroads
inkey urban centersin West Bank and consolidated itshold in Gaza. It
must be mentioned herethat Hamas had boycotted the 9, January 2005
Presidential el ection. Although Abbashad shownthat heiscapabl e of

controlling the security situation but thereal crux washow far I sragl will

behonest inimplementing its part of the promises. Asseen before, by the
end of 2005, Israel had withdrawn from Gazaand parts of West Bank
and rel eased few hundred Pal estinian detainees, but |arge sectionsof the
Pal estiniansstill remained under | sraeli occupation. It wasclear that after
decades of Isragli occupation and use of lethal force, Palestinianwill to
resist couldn’t becrushed by Israel. TheUSand I srael onceagain called
for reformsin the Palestinian Authority [ PA] and accused Abbas of not
doing enough to contain Hamasand stop suicide bombingsaswell asthe
Qassamrockets. Abbasdid control avery difficult security situationand
inall fairnessacted with wisdom and worked slowly, to regain confidence
and trust of the Palestinian people.

Although Sharon was applauded for hisbrave step to withdraw
from Gazabut no other | sragli leader had “killed more Palestinian civilians
or donegreater damageto Palestinian civilianinstitutionsandinstallations
thanthisindividua”. It was Sharonwho transformed theideaof Greater
Israel intoreality. “For (Sharon) therewasno green-line... therewas
simply theland of Israel. Therewasno entity called the West Bank... no
Palestinians, only the Arabsof theland of Israel. Hiswasthevisionand
vocabulary of the militant Zionists’. [4] In the so-called Operation
Defensive Shield launched by Sharon against the Palestinianson 29 March
2002, thedecl ared objectivewasto destroy theinfrastructure of Palestinian
terrorism. But what actually | srael destroyed weretheoffices, equipment,
furniture, computers, archives and records of Banks, Corporations,
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Businesses, Research Centers, TownHalls, Municipalities, Jails, Police
Stations, Schools, Radio stations, Land Registry Offices, Courts, and
Ministriesacrosstheadministrativespectrum, includingtheministry of
higher education and the ministry of National Economy. Apart fromthis,
therewassystematic offensiveby | srael agai nst the Pal estinian security
apparatus — its personnel, checkpoints, parking lots, barracks, jails,

headquartersand leaders. Asonewriter putit, “thispolicy could hardly
increasetheincentivesfor the Palestinian security forcesto tacklethe
oppositional suicide bombersand may indeed have been pursued by Sharon
with precisely thisdestructive purposeinmind”. [5] Eventhough Sharon
accepted the Road Map on May 25, 2003 but had raised 14 objections
whicheffectively stalemated negoti ationsand precluded theestablishment
of aviable Palestinian state. Under this plan, the Palestinianswereto have
an independent Palestine state by 2005. Instead what they got was
unilateral Israeli withdrawal from the Gaza Strip and removal of handful of
Jewish settlersfrom the West Bank. The Palestinianswho had earlier seen
the Johnson Plan, RogersPlan, Allon Plan, theWorld Zionist Plan, the
Begin Plan, Netanyahu's* Allon Plus’” Plan, Barak’ s* generousoffer” and
now Sharon’ svision of aPal estinian state, have al so seen Mitchell and
Tenet Plansand many otherstoo but daily lifefor them had become much
worse. Isragl even after itswithdrawal from Gazahasat will, launched
deadly attacks deep inside WBGS in the name of controlling terrorist
attacks and has resorted to indiscriminate targeted killings. For the
Palestiniansall peaceplanswhether | sragli or otherwise” foresaw | sragli

control of significant West Bank territory, aPal estinian existenceonminimal
territory surrounded, divided and ultimately, controlled by Israel, anda
Palestinianentity that would assumeresponsibility for internal policingand
civil matters’. Thissituationisnot very different fromwhat Rabintoldthe
political council of hisLabor party around the Oslo peace accords. “|

prefer the Pal estiniansto copewith the problemsof enforcing order inthe
Gaza[strip]. The Palestinianswill be better at it than we are because they
allow no appeals to the Supreme Court and will prevent the [Isragli]

Associationfor Civil Rightsfrom criticizingtheconditionsthereby denying
it accesstothearea. They will rulethere by their own methods, freeing-
andthisisimportant- thelsraeli army soldiersfrom having to do what they
will do”. [6]
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Squeezing the Hamas Gover nment: It was in this background of
deprivation, destructionand death that parliamentary el ectionswereheld
in Palestinein January 2006, which brought Hamasto power for thefirst
time. Palestinian hope of having anindependent statewasagain dashedin
2005 for the second time after 1998. With the exit of Arafat the chances
of reaching alasting settlement based on 1967 linesbecameslim giventhe
determination of Sharon to retain much of the West Bank and East
Jerusalem. Asearly asin April 2004, Sharon had understood well the
impact of his" disengagement” plan, whenhestressedinaninterview with
Haaretz, “ The Palestiniansunderstand that thisplanis, to agreat extent,
theend of their dreams, and avery heavy blow to them”. [7] Much later
hisadvisor Dor Weisglassconfirmed theideaof anindependent Palestinian
state asanon-starter. Theelection of Hamasby the Pal estinians[42%
voted for Hamas) isto be seen asan expression clearly of their frustration
at thepoliciesof Israel and continued US support. It also revealed the
bankruptcy of the Fatah Group whose emphasis on diplomacy had been
rebuffed by Israel. Soon after becoming President, Abbashad raised the
hopes of Palestinians that he will end the Isragli occupation. As one
Pal estinian had remarked: “ Theonly way to achieve statehoodisthrough
diplomacy. Weare not militarily strong enough to battlewith I srael and
emergevictorious. We simply do not have the means. Abu Mazenisour
best bet. With him, we will Insha-allah reach apeaceful settlement.” But
the election of Hamas government not only gavelsrael ahandletointensify
itsso called war onterror but the | sraeli government put more pressure on
Abbasto containHamas. ThePal estinian National Council [PNC] el ected
Ismail Haniyeh asthe new Prime Minister of Palestine. Hamas cameto
dominatethenew Pal estinian government, although otherswereinvited to
join. Not only the US declared Hamas, like Hezbollah, to be aterrorist
group and boycotted the Hamas government, but it used the Quartet’ s
demandthat Isragl’ s“right to exist” berecognized asapretext to subvert
theel ectionverdict and starvethe Pal estinian peopleinto submission. The
EU, Israel, Canadaand othersfollowed US example. The new government
under Hamaswasdeprived of financial resourcesasmoney transfer was
banned to bring down the Pal estine government so asto bring yet another
“regimechange’. Thehostilelsragli, US, EU attitudetowardsHamasis
duetoitspolicy of eternal “resistance” tolsraeli occupation and rejection
of Israel’ sright to permanent existence on thisland. But Hamason severa
occasionshassaiditiswilling to recognizelsrael onthebasisof equality
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and reciprocity but they want to know what are the final boundaries of the
Israel whoseright to exist they are supposeto “recognize’. Itisawell
known fact that for the last several years Abbas hasbeen trying hard to
get Israel and USimplement the Road Map for Peace but without much
success. Hamasleaderssupport such peacetalkswith I srael conducted
by Abbas promising to accept theresultsif approved by areferendum.
Unfortunately the US and the EU have joined hands to blockade the
Palestiniansunder pressurefromIsrael. But the Palestinianshavein Gaza
despite horrendous Israeli pressure have not abandoned Hamas nor
surrendered to the US-Isradli dictates. AsRobert Serry, the UN Special
Coordinator for West Asiasaidin April 2008: “ Thecollective punishment
of the population of Gaza, which hasbeeninstituted for monthsnow, has
failed.”[8]

Hamas-Fatah Clash: Abbasand the Fatah, still smarting after its defeat
inthe January 2006 parliamentary el ections, rejected Hamasdemand to
cedecontrol of the Pal estinian security servicestothePM Ismail Haniyeh.
Soon clasheserupted especially in Gazabetween the Fatah led Palestinian
security forcesand the Hamasmilitiaon theissue. The*World War [11”
which Israeli PM Yitzhak Rabin had predicted in Gaza after Israel’s
withdrawal way back in 1995 (before his assassination) now appeared a
possihility. Gazawas soon heading towardsacivil war mainly dueto
President Mahmoud Abbas' refusal tointegratethe Hamasmilitiainto the
regular Palestinian security forceor allow theformation of aparallel security
force. Abbas was not only keen to retain Fatah control over thiskey
structure but hewasadamant also dueto US-Israeli objectionto Hamas
militiabeinginducted into the Pal estinian security force. Despitelsmail
Haniyeh' sstatement that “ civil war isnot in our vocabulary” and that the
clashesbetween Fatah and Hamaswereregrettable, hewaskeento see
hismilitiamen employedintherevamped Pal estinian security force, in
order to easewidespread unemployment in WBGS. Thiswould havealso
strengthened hispositionin maintaining law and order. Many, of course,
werekilled (over 100) and injured asaresult of inter-Palestinianrivalry
especially since May 2006.

Elentless|sraeli Pressureon Hamas: In order to put pressure on the
HamasGovernment, I srael intensifieditspolicy of indiscriminatearrests,
targetedkillings, indefinitecurfews, large scalehousedemalitions, the
frequent closuresof WBGS, humiliating checkpoints, general shut downs
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that prevented Pal estiniansfromreachingtowork inlsrael andfar-reaching
restrictionsthat prevented Pal estiniansfromattending schools, visiting
hospitalsand holding down jobsintheir villagesand towns. Theresident
representative of the Norwegian’'s People aid, Gudrun Bertinussen
described the problem asthus: “ New restrictionson movement withinthe
WBGS have serious consequencesfor humanitarian assistanceto the
Pal estinianpopulation. ...withthenew restrictionshumanitarianagencies
arenolonger ableto effectively reach the population inimmediate need of
assistance, and our capacity to provide sustained and quality supportin
thelong term hasbeen severely undermined” . [9] Inaddition accordingto
thehumanitarianreport prepared for the Quartet, travel by Palestinians
between citiesand villageshas cometo acomplete halt. All productive
activity hasceasedin manufacturing, construction, commerceand private
and public services. In other wordsthe Pal estinian economy has ceased
tofunctionin major areas. Former US President Jimmy Carter in hisnew
book Palestine: Peace Not Apartheid writes. “For 39 years Isragl has
occupi ed Pal estinian land and has confiscated and col oni zed hundreds of
choicesites. Often excluded from their former homes, land and places of
worship, protesting Pal estinians have been severely dominated and
oppressed. There is forced segregation between Isragli settlers and
Pal estine’ scitizens, with acomplex passsystem required for Arabsto
traverselsrael’ smultiple checkpoints’. The huge security wall or the
“apartheidwall” whichlsrael hasbeen constructing at astoni shing speed
inclear violation of international law and against the advice of International
Court of Justiceasa so UN Security Council resolutionshasexposed the
colonial expansionistintentionsof Israel. Duetothewall Israel hasannexed
largetractsof fertile Palestinian landswhich al so contain water wells.
Thousandsof Palestiniansaretrapped on either side of thewall. It hasnot
only caused immense suffering, dispossession andimpoverished them but
hasledtointernal refugee problem. Slowly thisisdestroyingthemiddle
classand causing health problemsand raising thenumber of illiterate people
who aredrifting towards extremism. Jimmy Carter justified theword
apartheid: “...1 knew that’ san accurate description of what isgoingonin
Palestine”. Heal so said: “| would say that the plight of the Palestinians
now-confiscationof their land, that they’ rebeing suppressed completely
against voicingtheir disapproval of what ishappening, thebuilding of the
wall that intrudesdeep withintheir territory, the complete separation of
Israelisfromthe Palestinians- all of thosethingsin many waysareworse
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than some of the aspects of apartheid in South Africa’. Carter further
says. “ Thereisno doubt about it, and no one can go thereand visit the
different citiesin Palestinewithout agreeingwithwhat | have said. Combined
withthiswall, Isragli control of the Jordan River Valley will completely
enclose Palestiniansin their shrunken and divided territory. Gazais
surrounded by asimilar barrier with only two openings, controlled by
Israel. Crowded citizens have no free accessto the outsideworld by air,
sea, or land.” Carter hasbeen called “ anti-1sragl” because of hisuse of
the words apartheid and colonialism in his book Palestine: Peace
Not Apartheid to describe Israeli policies in occupied Palestinian
territories. It must be remembered that Sharoninthefirst place mobilized
support among the I sraelisfor the security wall dueto the Palestinian
suicide bombings and soon created fact on the ground. [10]

Together withall this, targeted killings of Hamas|eadersincluding
Rantisi, expansion of Jewish settlements and the breakdown of peace
talks have led to deep despair, frustration and anger among younger
Palestinians against I srael . Notwithstanding these draconian security
measures, the US and Israel were largely successful in starving the
Pal estinian peopl ethrough an effective economic bl ockade. I sragl which
has collected millions of dollars astaxesfrom the Palestinianswhich
legitimately should begiventothePal estine A uthority hasbeen successful
in blocking money in Western and I sraeli banks. Arab and other banks
arealso prevented by Israel from giving legitimate Pal estinian fundstothe
Hamasled govt. asthese banksfear USand EU sanctions. Theresult has
been sharp fall in economic activity in the WBGS and further
impoverishment of an already desperate people. Hundredsof thousands
of peopleemployed by PA likepolicemen, firemen, nurses, civil servants,
teachers and others were not paid salaries for months sparking
demonstrations. Eventhesecurity forcescouldn’t be paid who appeared
totakelaw into their own handswith some storming police stationsand
eventhe PNC head quarters. Even hospitalscouldn’t procureessentials
medical suppliesdueto shortageof funds. Accordingto Jmmy Carter,
“... UN hasreported food suppliesin Gazaequivalent to thoseamong the
poorest familiesin Sub-Saharan Africa, with half thefamiliessurviving on
onemeal aday”. Analready volatilesituation wasdeliberately aggravated
by theUSand | srael withtheclear intentionto bring about “ regime change”.
According to one writer “Washington has pulled out al the stops to
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underminetheHamas-led govt. USmediareportssay that USand I sragli
officialshavemet at the* highest-level” to discuss“ starving” the PA govt.”
led by Ismail Haniyeh. Theeconomic blockadeimposed by Israel since
Hamas had formed the Govt. in Gaza, continuosto prevent exportsand
alowsonly limited suppliesof food, fuel and aid. Israel hastightened the
closures despitethe sacking of Hamasled govt. By theend of April 2008
the UN-including the World Food Program, which was giving food
handoutsfor up to 800,000 Pal estiniansin Gaza decided to stop it because
of aseverefuel shortage brought on by an Israeli economic blockade.
John Ging, Director of Operationsin Gazafor theUN Relief and Works
Agency, which supportsPalestinian refugees, said therehad beena“totally
inadequate” supply of fuel-diesel and petrol- from I srael to Gazafor 10
months until it was finally halted two weeks ago. “ The devastating
humanitarianimpactisentirely predictable’, hesaid. Gaza sstreetshave
largely been emptied of cars, except for thoserunning on thelast reserves
of fuel, or on cooking gasor used vegetableoil. [11]

Truce Breaks Down: To compound the Palestinian woes, Isragl killed
morethan 10 Pal estiniansincluding six women and threechildrenina
completely unprovoked act on June 9, 2006 in Gaza. The innocent
Pal estinians were relaxing on the Gaza beach on a hot and sultry day
whenIsragli gunboatsopenedfire. Morethan forty Palestinianswere
serioudly injuredinthisdastardly Israeli attack. Earlier inthefirst week of
June 2006, I sraeli Specia Forceshad killed Jamal Abu Samhadana, the
head of the Hamas-led resistance forcesin Gaza. Hamasreacted to the
Gazakillingsby immediately calling off the*truce” with | srael and launching
Qassamrocketsinto Isragl. It s pertinent to remember that since August
2004 Hamas had respected the cease-firearranged with Abbasand I srael,
which hadindeed considerably brought downthelevel of violence. Soon
after thelsragli offensive, spokesmanfor the popul ar resistance committee,
Abu Abir promised that “rocketswould raininto the Zionist entity and our
heroeswill blow themselvesintotheir dirty bodies’. Itisvery clear that
| srael wasdetermined to provoketheHamasby itstargeted killings of
Hamasactivists, including senior leadersand also striking at will withUS
madeF-16s, Apachehelicoptersand M erkavatanks. Palestinianssaw in
Israel asan: “adversary (who) hasnoinhibitionsinusing hisfull arsenal
against your homesand placesof livelihood, and your only weaponsare
small arms, and when theinternational community and your neighborsare
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unable to come to your aid, the temptation to turn suicidal is not so
Impossibletocomprehend”.[12] PalestinePM Ismail Haniyehcalled | sraeli
killing of Palestinians on Gazabeach as“war crime” and Palestinian
President Mahmoud Abbaswhowascritical of Haniyeh onvariouscounts
called the Gaza lsradli attack as “bloody genocide” and urged the
international community to intervene.

TheUSand Israel dlongwiththeir alliesin EU and el sewhere had
been calling on the Pal estiniansto elect anew |eader even when Arafat
wasalive. Althoughreluctantly Arafat had appointed Mahmood Abbasas
PrimeMinister but heresigned later on dueto an adamant I srael not ready
to end occupation and hel p createanindependent Pal estine state. Even
after Arafat’ sdeath, election of Abbasasthe Palestinian Presidentin early
2005 and inatrue democratic spirit did not satisfy theUSand I srael to
speed up theimplementation of the Road M ap. Pal estinianswere now
being punished by the US, Israel, EU and othersfor exercising their
democraticrights. Thiswasbrilliantly articulated by Khalid Mishaal, head
of theHamaspolitical Bureau based in Damascus, Syria. Hewrote, “ Since
theelectionsof January 2006 our peopl e have been boycotted and punished
by thelnternational Community for exercisingtheir democraticrights. In
the meantime, I srael has continued tokill and detain Palestinianson adaily
basi s, demolishing hundredsof housesand making thousandshomel ess.
Today, | srael hasmorethan 11,000 of our brothersand sistersinjail and
continuesto deny millionsof refugeestheright to returnto their homeland.
It hasdefied International |aw by proceeding with the construction of the
Apartheid Wall and building settlements in land expropriated from
Palestinians’.[13]

Expansion and Consolidation of Settlements: Not only the Palestinians
areunder pressurefrom|srael onfinancial, security, political and diplomatic
fronts, but they are also being forced to part with their land. Israel’s
settlement policy whichispresented asadefensiveoneisseen asaform
of “ethnicwarfare’ and therefore” outrageously wrong” . Sincethe OPP
started morethan alakh new Israeli settlersjoined theillegal settlementsin
WBGSwhose number isanything but growing leading to sei zure of ever
morePalestinianland, institutionalization of closurepolicy leadingtomassive
unemployment and hencegrowing poverty for thePalestinians. Thel sragli
military checkpointswith entry and exit pointsseverely controlled are
suffocating the people which have led to the division of WBGS into
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territorially non-contiguousenclaves. At thesametimethereisno doubt
that moreand more| sraelisare benefiting from the occupation. Jewish
settlementsarenow regarded as* natural outgrowth, aneeded constituency
providing protection and security, withimportant familial linksto I srael
proper. Israelisnolonger feel uncomfortablewith the occupation at atime
when occupation hasgrown morerepressiveand perverse’. Tomake
mattersworse the Isragli PM Ehud Olmert announced in Nov 2006 a
new Israeli planfor afinal settlement of the Palestinianissue. Theplan
proposesthe creation of aGreater | srael by 2010 under which Isragl will
formally annex the whole of Jerusalem and big chunks of West Bank
including thosetaken behind theapartheidwall. Under thisplan, Olmert
claimed tofollow David Ben Gurion. It was Ben Gurion who proclaimed
“no partner” mantraand also of creating territorial factsontheground.
Like Ben Gurion, Ehud Olmert al so excelsat creating factson ground.
Despitehiscall for large scal e evacuation of land and settlementsin WB,
thelsragli settler populationinthe WB (excluding East Jerusalem) increased
by nearly 6 percent in 2006, more than quadruplethe 1.4 percent growth
ratein 2005. Therewere 268,379 Israglisliving inthe WB at the end of
2006, accordingtothelsraeli Interior Ministry, comparedto 253,748in
2005, a5.8 percent increase. Theincreasein populationin WB hasledto
new settlements— both thoseformally authorized under I sraeli law and
otherswithout authorization but withthe state’ sactive connivance—have
been created or expanded. Recently Olmert appeared |essoptimisticthan
hewas, when he proposed withdrawal: “ A year ago, | believed that we
would beableto (withdraw forcesand settlersfrom part of West Bank)
unilaterally. However, it should be said that our experiencein Lebanon
and Gaza Stripisnot encouraging. We pulled out of Lebanon unilaterally
and seewhat happened. We pulled out of the Gaza Strip completely to
thelnternational border, and every day they arefiring Qassamrocketsat
Israelis. Under the existing circumstances, it would be morepractical to
achieveatwo state solution through negotiationsrather than (unilateral)
withdrawal” . Despite good intentions expressed by Olmert, the harsh
ground reality isthat Palestinianshavelessland now than before onwhich
toestablish anindependent Palestinestate. AsKhalidMishal said: “We
Pal estinianshavebeenthevictimsof invasion, occupationand oppression
for almost acentury. Y et we have been constantly blackmailed to make
concessionsand give up yet moreof our legitimaterights. Theremust be
no more blackmail of Palestinians, for thereisnothing elsethey cangive
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away. Global powersshould have learned by now that neither sanctions
nor any other form of pressureof bribery will forcethe Palestiniansto
abandontheir strugglefor freedomandindependence”.[14] Thus, Isradli
settlementshavebecomean intractable hindranceinthecreation of aviable
Palestinian state.

M ounting Opposition to Settlements. More and more settlements are
being established inthe West Bank [WB] also to accommodate thefamilies
who were evacuated from Gazain August 2005. There are over 140
settlements, 68 populated towns, 3 cities and 9 Kibbutzim, 14 local

councilsand six regional councilsinthe WB. Thereisfeverish attempt to
“lsraeli-ize” the WB Jewish settlementswhere the Jewish popul ation
growth has been far higher than in the rest of Israel. More and more
Palestinian land isalso being taken over onthelsraeli side of the separation
barrier or apartheidwall. Palestinianfarmer villagersare getting separated
and havetowait humiliatingly at theentry gatesto crossthelineand the
permit checksdrain thetimeand resources of hapless Pal estinians. More
and more Pal estinians are sad because the patrol roads along the separation
barrier arebeing built ontheland grabbed from Pal estinians, mainly cutting
theolivetrees. Asonefarmer rued: “It' sahorriblefeeling. Thislandis
burning underneath my feet. Two hundred good trees went”. Thus,

relentless creation of settlement factson thegroundisaharshreality for
theordinary Pal estinianswho are al so deprived of water, basic amenities
and arebeing virtually forced to leavetheir land, property, villagesand
faceuprooting to becomerefugees. Abu Rish Brigades-amilitant Gazan
off shoot of Fatah that opposed the Oslo accordswith I srael hasrecently
moved closer to Hamas. One Abu Rish member said, the 1993 Oslo
accords“were uselessand benefited | srael . No one can resist with stones
or build anationwithout violence”. Hesaid: “Hamasand Fatah are so
divided, thegoal of Palestinedisappears. | talk about willingmy children
tobemartyrsfor Allah, but I honestly wish for them to be safeand healthy,
that’ sall.” Dueto the bleak future most young Pal estinian wantsto go out
of WBGS for jobs. “Almost any place, where | can work and live a
normal life'. There sno hopehere. Y ou seethesituation. It suselessto
think it will improve. You seeit, it just getsworse.’’[15]

Hope Turnsinto Despair: Theyoung in Palestine are most radical;
violence hasbecomeway of lifeand hasbecomemost despairing. Life
under occupationisseared by violence, occupied by Israel largely cut of f
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from the world and segmented by barriers and checkpoints. Budding
Nihilismand alossof hope; one Palestinian said “we never see anything
goodinour lives’. Generations of young Palestinian’ shave grown up
statel essseething at | srael asthevisibleagent of oppression and humiliation.
Israeli checkpoints, barriersand closures, installed to protect | sragl from
Pal estinian suicidebombers, havelowered theseyoung peopl € shorizons,
shrunk their notion of Pal estineand taken away virtually any informal
interactionwithoutsiders, let alonewithordinary | sraglis. Thesecurity
measures have becomeeventighter sincetheel ection to power of Hamas,
whichpreacheseterna “resistance”, tol sraeli occupationandrejectslsraeli
right to permanent existenceonthisland. During 1980’ sand 90’ sabout
1.5lakh Palestinian’ swent to I srael daily for work and other things. Now
most sitidleand Hamasexploitsthem easily. It must be mentioned that the
West Bank iscut into three parts by Israeli checkpoints.

Nowonder Pal estinians have become skeptical of Israeli leaders
talk of withdrawal sand peace plansasthereality onthegroundisfast
changing against them. It isthiswhich made Hamas|eader and PM Ismail
Haniyeharticulatethus: “Wewill fight thel sraeli plan(s) and continueto
struggle until the establishment of aPalestinian statewithin the 1967 borders.
Israel istrying to set up acountry with aJewish majority and preserve
Jerusalem asitscapital. Thisshowsthat the lsragli government wantsto
maintai nthe occupation. Unfortunately, the Americansarea soontheir
side”. [16] Withthe completion of the security wall, I srael by 2010 would
have taken over 45% of the West Bank which might become part of
Israel. Only about 1350 square milesof territory equivalent to 12% of
historic Mandatory Pal estinewoul d beleft for the proposed Palestinian
state to accommodate morethan four million Palestinians. Isthisnot a
surerecipefor disaster?

Mounting Global Interest: To make matters worse the Palestinian
President Mahmoud Abbasin July 2006 called for areferendum towards
theend of 2006, mainly to regaintheinitiativefor Fatah, stave off pressure
fromUS, Israel and others. Theclear objective of Abbaswasto undermine
theHamasgovernment’ scredibility and obviously questioned Abbas

motives, because parliamentary elections are due only in 2010. The
referendumideawas seen asa*recipefor civil war”. Soon enough, fighting
broke out between Hamas and Fatah especially in the Gaza. Among al

the countries Russiatook thelead ininviting the Hamas|eader Khalid
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Mishaal to Moscow for talks. Putin a so urged aspeedy end of the boycott
of the Hamasled government at the Quartet meetings. Turkey, Iran, Saudi
Arabia, Egypt, and othersfollowed Russian exampleininviting theHamas
leadersdespite US, Israeli objections.

|srael’ sattempt to paint Pal estinian struggleasaform of terrorism
hasalso failed and so hasitsattempt to dividethe Pal estiniansinto moderates
and extremists. For thelast 20 years, | srael hasbeen talking about civil
war inthe Gaza. Of course, repeated clasheshave broken out between
the Hamas and Fatah, but both the groups have shown utmost restraint,
vision, andforesight. They now appear moreunitedintheir determination
toput an endto I sraeli maneuvers, oppression and occupation. All the
maj or powerswho support the creation of anindependent Pal estine state
have understood thefact that it isthe key to peacein thevolatileregion.
Therecan never be peaceand stability intheregion without settling the
corePalestinianissue. Of course, for lasting and comprehensive peace,
the Pal estinianshaveto rebuild their democratic structuresand organi zations
bothin WBGS and also among therefugeesin Diaspora. Oncethey put
their houseinorder and gainthetrust of their peopleand theinternational
community and their leadersreach out, perhapswe can see progressbeing
made. Meanwhile, international pressureon Israel and the UShasto be
maintained so asto get justiceto the Palestinians. Theformer British Foreign
Secretary Jack Straw recognizingthat thePal estinian-1sraeli conflict was
fuelling unrest throughout West Asiasaid itsresol ution waseven more
important than Irag. “ Itseffect isso powerful, not just in West Asiabut
around thewholeldamicworld. Itistheengine of so much troublearound
theworld”.[17] The West needsto wake up and realizethat timeisno
longer onthesideof Israel anditspoliciesof occupation, destructionand
expansion areuniversally rejected.

TheMeccaAgreement in February 2007 between Hamas and
Fatah at Saudi King Abdullah’ sinitiativeisan attempt to create anational
unity govt. Itshightimetheinternational community liftsthe siegeagainst
the Palestinianswho are” dyingintheir thousandsowing to lack of medical
care. Women are selling their precious possessionsto buy essentials. An
entire nation isbeing starved owing to thewhims of asuper power and its
client state”. It appearstheUS, I srael and EU arestill unwilling to recognize
the Saudi brokered national unity Palestiniangovernment inwhich Hamas
isapartner and thisisadepressing situation for the future of peaceinthe



The Road to Isradli-Palestinian Peace: Constraints and Opportunities 83

region. If Israel and theWest persistintheir rejection of Palestinian rights
asrepresented throughtheir governmentstheentireregion“will bedriven
towardsanother cycle of bloody escalation that may last for many years
to come—and an entire Pal estinian generation, which might not bewilling
to accept what we accept today, will beleft profoundly embittered”.

Dark Future: Accordingtothe Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics,
56% of the Palestinians are under 19 and in Gaza 75% of the population
arefewer than 30. Gazan men under 30 arevirtually unableto leavetheir
tiny poor and overcrowded territory. Few Palestinian’ snow talk of peace,
amost all talk only of “alifetimeof resistance”. Current generation of
young Palestinian’ shasbeenthoroughly radicalized. AccordingtoWaleed
Ladadwal of the Palestinian Center for Policy and Survey Research, young
Pal estinian’ sare most supportive of armed struggleand terrorismthan
their parents. Thisgeneration haslost faithin political solutions. “ They
haven't lived one moment in aperiod of real hopefor areal state”, said
Nader Said, apolitical scientistat Bir Zeit university in Ramallah. Some
58% of those under 30, the center’ spolls show, expect amoreviolent
strugglewith Israel over thenext 5to 10 yearsand only 22% believethat
there will be a peaceful negotiated solution between Israel and the
Pal estinians. About 48% believe such an agreement isimpossibleand
20% morebelieveitwill only come“inafew generations’. It’ sinteresting
to notethat in 2000 only 7% of all Palestinian’ swerefor Hamasand 46%
for themore secular Fatah. In 2007 even after an extremely difficult year
of Hamasrule, thetwo Palestinian factionsareroughly equal. Moreand
more Pal estinian parentsfind their young childrenbecomingviolent. As
oneparent said: “I wasshocked but it s[all] inthe news, the environment,
the sound of Apachesandthe F-16' sand the cannons. It all affectsthem
andthey get nervous.” Shesaid: “ Andwhen you think about theviolence,
and what futurewill we have here?1t will beavery violent future”. [ 18]

India’ sResponse: Even though Indiaopposed the partition of Palestine
by the UN in 1947 but Nehru recognized I srael in September 1950. But
ever sincelndia sdecisionto establishdiplomatictieswith|srael in 1992,
Indo-lsraeli tiesin military, intelligence and economic spheres have
improved quiterapidly, especially duringthe BJPled NDA whenthere
waseventak of astrategic alliancewith the Jewish state. Thecommon
“war onterror’ and great deal of talk about Hindu-Jewish commonvalues
and ancient tiesgavelndo-Isragli collaboration under the BJPadistinct
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ideol ogical and communal direction. Nowonder Israel hasbecomelndia’ s
second largest supplier of armsand itssecond largest trading partner in
Asia. Moreover, Israeli PM Ariel Sharonvisited Indiain 2003 (Sept 9)
and talked about his determination to act against terror and called for
greater Indian supporttolsrael in UN and NAM foras. Although India
waskeentojointheArab-1sraeli peace processafter theMadrid (1991)
Peace Conference but thisdid not survivefor long. Indiamorerecently
was al so excluded from the 2003 Road M ap of the Quartet. Mahmoud
Abbasvisited Indiain May 2005 and Indiapromised Rs.65 croreinaid
for infra-structure projectsin WBGSincluding thebuilding of alibrary-
cum-activity center at the Palestinian Technical Collegeat Deir al Balah
and one at the Al Azhar University in Gaza. India has been offering
scholarshipsto Palestinian studentsfor studiesinIndianuniversitiesthrough
the | CCR aswell asgivingtrainingin security to Palestinian policeofficers.
Medicineand other humanitarian aid hasal so been going regularly tothe
Palestinians. Indiahasreiterated itssupport to the Pal estinian strugglefor
self-determination and also called for an end to violence. Fully awarethat
the UPA government led by the Congress Party isaskeen asthe NDA to
consolidateitstieswith Israel, cemented by asteady stream of ministerial
visitsand growing arms purchases, Abbas confirmed that India stieswith
|srael wereitsown bilateral affair. Nonethel essthevisit of Abbascould
have been used to expose I sragli policiesagainst Palestiniansand afirm
call issued to end Israeli occupation in a time bound schedule.
Notwithstandingtheso-called“ enlightened self-interest”, India’ s defacto
support for continued I sraeli occupationisperceived asnot in harmony
withitswidely acclaimed anti-colonia policy of thepast. Isragli policies
especially theconstruction of settler-only [ Jewish-only] by-passroadson
the West Bank isnothing short of what the South African racist and apartheid
regime pursued. I ndiacannot and should not maintain silence over such
monstrous Israeli policies. [19]

Thereisno doubt that the Pal estineissue remainswidely popul ar
inIndiawith overwhelming support fromall sectionsof Indiansfor an
early end to the misery and sufferings of the Pal estinians. Many Indians
seethecontinuing violenceinPalestinemainly duetotheoppressivelsragli
policies. Although Indiaiskeentojointhe Arab-lsraeli peace processbut
it hasbecomeimperativeto coordinateitseffortswith Russia, Chinaand
theregional stateslike Egypt, Turkey, Saudi Arabiaand others. But with
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Indiataking a“lessstrident position against Israel inthe UN forumsmuch
tothe chagrin of the Palestinians’ and having “ made considerable attempts
to moderate anti-1sraeli resolutions” at the NAM meetingsin Durban
[South Africa] and el sewhere, itisobviousthat the expectations of many
especialy in the Arab and Islamic world that the Congress led UPA
government would restorethebalanceit had pursuedinitspolicy towards
West Asiaearlier remainslargely elusive. Any contentionthat I srael isa
major armssupplier to Indiaand hence the government shoul d soft pedal
any firmstand against Israel will affect India scredibility not only inthe
Islamicworld but also ontheglobal stage. Asan urgent humanitarian task
Indiashould work tolift the boycott of the Pal estinian government and the
unfair financial sanctionsby theUSand Israel onthe Palestinianswho are
being deprived of the basic necessitiesof life. Indiain order toregain
genuineglobal respect must not only continueto support whol eheartedly
the Pal estine cause and work with other interested statesto bring about
completeendto I sraeli occupation but also ensurejusticeisgiventothe
Palestinians. Anally of the UPA govt. the CPI [M] in January 2008 charged
the UPA govt. “collaborating” with Israel andaiding Tel Aviv’ smilitary
effortsby launching aspy satellitefor Israel from Sriharikota. TheParty’s
Polit Bureau al so criticized the UPA govt. for “maintai ning ashameful
silence” over Israel’ s“ criminal” blockade of Gaza Strip. “Itisinstead,
collaboratingwith Tel Aviv to enhancethat country’ smilitary capability by
launching I sraeli satellite Tecsar, which hasthecapability totrack activities
in Iran and the region. The UPA govt. should demand an end to the
blockade of the Gazastrip forthwith. It should call for an urgent Security
Council sessiontodiscussthematter”. It further said: Theblockadeviolated
“al international and humanitariannorms. I srael wastreating 1.5million
peopl e of the Gaza Strip worsethan acolonial power. The UN should
immediately intervene and take stepsto penalize lsrael and seethat the
blockadeislifted”. Actually onewonderswhat preventsindiafromtaking
thediplomaticinitiativea ongwith like-minded statesin resolving thisconflict
especially whenit hasgood relationswith both the USand I srael. Surely
Indiacan taketheinitiativewith Russia, Chinaand the EU in opposing
Israel’ sillegal settlementsand Apartheid Wall andjointly takeaforthright
position that would surely makeit much moredifficult for Israel toavoid
reaching an acceptabl eand just sol ution based on UN and other relevant
resol utions. Thisshould be done sooner than later asany delay inresolving
thePalestinian-1sraeli issuewill positively lead to moreviolenceandinstability
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inacrucial areawherelndianinterestsaregrowing especially economic
[energy].[20]
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