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ISRAEL AGAINST ISRAEL 
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WHAT IS CHANGING IN THE MIDDLE EAST (AND WHAT IS NOT) 
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HEARTLAND PLUS 
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� �hesis: Israel has won. The second Intifada has ended in the suicide of the 

Palestinian cause. Terrorism hasn’t torn apart Israeli society nor has it crushed its 
economy. The wall - or “separation barrier” in the rhetoric of Jerusalem – is a success. 
Arab public opinion is increasingly less inclined to get enthused for the Palestinians. Bush 
is aligned with Sharon. Arafat has been buried, Saddam has been eliminated, Bašš�r al-
Asad’s Syria has been marginalized, ayatollah Iran has been surrounded by the 
extraordinary deployment of American bases and troops between Afghanistan and the 
Persian gulf; and with the Egyptian and Saudi regimes caught up in the fight for survival 
against the same radical Islamic networks that wish to destroy the “Zionist entity”, who 
still threatens the existence of Israel? Moreover, the Jewish State is expanding its sphere 
of influence in the Middle East, almost taking on the role of chief regional power. 
 Antithesis: Israel has only gained time. Arabs and Muslims will never accept the 
“Zionist entity”. The hatred of the Jews remains common currency in Middle Eastern 
society. The Jihadists have hijacked the Palestinian cause. The police States, which in the 
region feel caught in the vice of Islamic radicalism and democratization sponsored by the 
United States, cannot accede to real peace with the Jewish State without risking their own 
overthrow. And if they could really vote freely, in many Arab countries the archenemies 
of the West and Israel would triumph. In any case, Bush won’t be around forever, nor can 
he continue to unconditionally side with Sharon. In the end, demography remains the 
lethal weapon of the Palestinians: by 2020, in the area between the Mediterranean and 
Jordan (including Israel and the Occupied Territories), there will be a clear Arab majority. 
The old debate - that has plagued the Zionist movement since its origins - of whether the 
future State should be Jewish or for Jews (Judenstaat), will be resolved in favor of the 
Arabs: that is, with the end of Israel and the birth of “Israelestine”, as Gheddafi in his 
time hoped for, and in accordance with the formula “two peoples in one State”. 
 Synthesis: the future remains uncertain, but today the Jewish State is stronger than 
ever. 
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At least for a few decades, separation of Israel from the Palestinians is inevitable, 

especially due to the growing demographic disparity between the two. Otherwise, Jewish 

democracy risks being overcome by an Arab-Islamic wave. 

 
�

�

� � � � � �he death or changeover in leader on the 

Middle-Eastern – indeed, even on the world - political scene, often raises expectations of 
great positive change. After periods of hostility and conflict, there is hope that the 
adversaries might understand the futility of war and that they might reach a mutual 
understanding. At the end of each world war, it was hoped that a new order would prevent 
future conflicts - hopes that always went up in smoke. 

The Madrid Conference in 1991 gave rise to a wave of optimism on the future of 
the Middle East, to be placed under the protective umbrella of a single democratic 
superpower interested in peace in the region. Even as a result of the Oslo Accords (1993-
1995), we were inundated with publications on the «New Middle East», a region in which 
there would be collaboration in the areas of water resources, tourism and development 
initiatives. It’s worth recalling that all these publications originated from the West, and 
not from the Arab States. 

So what results has all this yielded? What has been achieved? 
Israel has never had so high a number of civilian victims as during this period of 

euphoria. In the wake of the occupation of Iraq in 2003, and even more so after the 
elections that took place there in 2005, the Western world has been flooded by new waves 
of publications which have hailed the beginnings of democracy in the Arab world. Even 
in relation to the Arab-Israeli conflict, and in particular the Palestinian-Israeli conflict, a 
new climate of optimism has been created based on some encouraging signs: the death of 
Arafat and the changes in the Palestinian leadership – the latter occurring in an orderly 
manner – represent, according to many, the start of a period of moderation and 
responsibility. The elections in Iraq and the American presence in that country, close to 
States that encourage terrorism – which is the case with Syria and Lebanon - as well as 
the Syrian army’s withdrawal from Lebanon in March-April 2005, have contributed to the 
sense that major positive geopolitical changes are taking place in the region. 

I would suggest that we shouldn’t raise our expectations on the basis of the hopeful 
declarations of certain leaders or articles by people who allow themselves to get carried 
away with their wishful thinking, but that we should base ourselves on an objective 
analysis of the geographic, demographic, economic, social and religious reality on the 
ground. 
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This is what we aim to do in the remainder of this article. We’ll start off with an 
examination of relations between Israel and bordering Arab countries, followed by a look 
at relations between Israel and the Palestinians, and finally we’ll deal with the separation 
barrier in Israel, asking the question: is it possible to dismantle the barrier or should its 
construction be brought to completion? 

 
Israel and the Arab States: the peace that’s possible 

 
If we accept the supposition that world conflicts principally derive from disputes 

relating to territory and natural resources, there would be no real reason for conflict 
between Israel and the Arab States. However, in this case, the determining factors are 
different: religious, cultural and ethnic differences, reciprocal and deep-seated fears, and 
considerations relating to honour, prestige, envy and revenge. 

Let’s take the case of the conflict with Syria: a small American military unit based 
in Qunay�ra in the Golan Heights, would be sufficient to separate Syrian forces from 
Israeli ones and eliminate mutual suspicions. The water issue could have been resolved in 
a meeting of no longer than an hour between the leaders of the two countries.1 

The same goes for relations between Israel and Lebanon. There is no real territorial 
dispute and the Palestinian refugee issue could have been resolved a long time ago just as 
it has been in other parts of the world. 

Official relations – be they cold, cool or lukewarm – exist today between Israel and 
Egypt, Jordan, Tunisia, Morocco and some of the Persian Gulf States. Israel would be 
willing to make these relations friendlier, but to do so it needs a sign from the Arab 
States. 

With the geopolitical changes that are occurring in the Middle East, it is to be 
hoped that even the Arab States situated farthest away from Israel – namely Iraq, Libya, 
Sudan, Syria, Lebanon and Algeria, and perhaps even Saudi Arabia and Yemen – will 
join the group of Arab States that entertains official relations with Israel. Israel could 
offer them its resources comprising human know-how and sophisticated industries, and 
they could offer Israel oil, raw materials and tourism. These States are hostile to Israel 
without there being any real justifications other than those related to the Palestinian issue, 
the Jewish faith and ancient fears. The United States, on its own, can improve relations 
between Israel and the Arab countries and guarantee peace between the parties by 
offering support, piloting compromises and defending peace in the region; all this on the 
condition that Europe doesn’t interfere and disturb the process. I have strong doubts as to 
whether France, which today is a Christian-Muslim State, can remain neutral, given the 
hostility it has displayed towards Israel from 1967 till today! 

In short, geopolitical changes in the Middle East could lead to political agreements 
between Israel and all the Arab countries, both near and far. 

 

                                                 
1 Cf. A. SOFFER, Rivers of Fire, Boulder 1999, Rowman and Littlefield. 
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Israel and the Palestinian people: peace is a long way off 
 
As we have already seen, as far as possible relations between Israel and the Arab 

countries are concerned, optimism is justifiable in light of the geopolitical changes in 
progress in the region. Unfortunately, for various reasons, the same cannot be said 
regarding relations between Israel and the Palestinian people.  


