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ed especially since we know that Israel has the most 

powerful military in the whole Middle East, even pos-

sessing nuclear capabili�es . 

The conflict is religious: 

Pales�nians strongly reject the portrayal of the conflict 

with Israel as a religious one. They insist that it is a 

poli�cal conflict caused by Israel's 50-year-old occupa-

�on of Pales�ne. Despite a'empts by Israel to present 

this conflict as one between Muslims and Jews, the 

fact is that Pales�nians are a tolerant people and many 

do not know that there are Pales�nian Chris�ans who 

had lived in Pales�ne for thousands of years and were 

not subjected to persecu�on by the Muslim majority. 

Turning the conflict into a religious one, will compli-

cate ma'ers and play into the hands of extremists on 

both sides who are not willing to reach a poli�cal ac-

commoda�on that would resolve the conflict in a sa�s-

factory manner for both sides. 

Establishing a Pales�nian state is a tac�cal goal:  

In its efforts to discredit Pales�nian peace overtures, 

Israel o,en claims that the establishment of a Pales�n-

ian state living side by side in security and peace with 

Israel is a tac�cal goal by the Pales�nians who want to 

reclaim historic Pales�ne and eliminate Israel. In both 

of their poli�cal statements and ac�ons, Pales�nians 

have made it clear that the objec�ve of the Pales�nian 

state is unequivocally not tac�cal and that they have 

no hidden objec�ves. They openly call for a peace 

agreement that “ends the conflict and all historical 

claims” between Israelis and Pales�nians. By reading 

that statement carefully one can conclude that the 

Pales�nian aim of statehood and independence is a 

final outcome that will not be followed by future 

efforts to go beyond that objec�ve.  

 

P 
����������� do not recognize Israel : 

The Pales�nians actually recognized Israel official-

ly in 1993 a,er signing the Oslo Accords with Israel. A 

le'er of recogni�on between the PLO and Israel was 

facilitated by Norway. Addi�onally, the PLO deleted 

from its na�onal charters any clauses that contradicted 

peace agreements between the PLO and Israel in 1996 

and 1998, during mee�ngs held by the Pales�ne Na-

�onal Council, the highest Pales�nian legisla�ve body. 

Israel has no Pales�nian partner: 

Israel repeatedly claims that there are no Pales�nian 

partners to make peace with. This cannot be further 

from the truth as Pales�nians are the ones urging Israel 

to engage with them poli�cally to put an end to the 

conflict. On the other hand, Israel con�nues with de 

facto policies of illegal se'lements, crea�ng difficult 

condi�ons for the Pales�nians and avoiding any serious 

engagement to find a solu�on to the conflict. 

Pales�nians promote a culture of hate: 

This is one of the most outrageous claims made by 

Israelis against Pales�nians. There is no deliberate or 

inten�onal effort by the Pales�nians to teach their 

children and people to hate Israelis. Unfortunately, 

Israeli prac�ces and measures against Pales�nians, 

which violate basic human rights, generate a strong 

sense of resentment and anger. There is a difference 

between having the right to express your feelings 

against a military occupa�on and insis�ng your people 

are against the Israelis. While there are some cases of 

incitement on the part of Pales�nians, none is encour-

aged by the official Pales�nian leadership. Ironically, 

by tracking Israeli incitement against Pales�nians one 

finds that a great deal of such incitement comes from 

Israeli government officials, members of the Parlia-

ment and religious leaders. 

A future Pales�nian state will be a security threat: 

Israel o,en use the pretext of security to consolidate 

its occupa�on of Pales�ne, exploi�ng history by focus-

ing on chapters in which Jews were persecuted to in-

s�ll fear among Israelis about Pales�nians. While Pal-

es�nians have come a long way in understanding Is-

raelis’ legi�mate concerns, they also insist that their 

own security must be guaranteed in any future agree-

ment. Pales�nians have accepted the principle of a 

non-militarized state to assure Israel of their inten-

�ons.  However, Israeli security concerns are overstat-
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