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Abstract:

The aim of this research is to inquire into the nature of U.S. policy towards the
Palestine Issue over the last ten years and to trace what governed any changes that may
have occurred in this policy during both the Clinton and Bush administrations.

The research will focus on what may appear as new trends in U.S. policy towards

‘the Palestine Issue and explore whether they do constitute a break with traditional US
policy towards the Palestine-Israeli conflict. At the same time, the research will
underscore what has remained steady in U.S. policy regardll'ng the Palestine Issue and the
relevance -of regional considerations in what is called the Levant (Palestine, Jordan,
Debanon and Syria) to this policy. The research will address what may appear as a
discrepancy between U.S. vital interests in the whole Arab region and its policy towards
Israel. U.S. policy in the Arab region can be seen as springing from the three
considerations of continuance of the flow of Arab Gulf oil at reasonable prices to U.S.
shores; maintaining stability in the region; and advancing free trade with it. If seen in
this manner it would be hard then to explain what appears to be a U.S. policy at odds with
its own vital interests and playing in the shadow of that of Israel. The inquiry into the
above issues will help elucidate the overall framework that governs U.S. policy towards
the Palestine Issue and the impact of global events, such as 9/1 1, on this policy.

At first glance, it may appear that U.S. recognition of the PLO and the Palestinian
right to self-determination through a two-state solution; the demand for reform of the
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Palestinian Authority; and making the end game of the negotiations a democratic

Palestinian state are all new elements in U.S. policy. However, although these new

developments did take place over the last ten years, traditional policies persisted and
remained watertight - refusal of all kind of Palestinian violence (justified or not),
insistence on direct negotiations between the Palestinians and the Israelis, and the
American pledge for Israeli security.

The U.S., attempting to reconcile its relationship with the Arab and Moslem

E

Worlds, and at the same time its special relationship with Israel, has used a method of
persuasion rather than pressuring Israel to withdraw from Palestinian land that it occupied
in 1967. Since the signing of the Oslo Accords nearly ten years ago, the U.S. has used
vague language regarding the peace process that does not define the result of the end
game of this conflict. This language has consisted of statements such as, the occupation
is not to the benefit of Israeli democracy; or that the age of missiles has changed the
meaning of security, and thus the only way to guard Israeli security is by having peace
- with its neighbors through the formula of land for peace. Indeed, the few times the U.S.
~ exerted pressure on Isracl was when the policy of the Palestinian Authority was in
accordance with the agreements the PA signed and when the PA fulfilled its security
- obligations irrelevant of Israeli actions and policy.

One of the major implications of this research is that the U. S. vision of a
- democratic Palestinian state that rejects all kinds of violence is not simply a result of
:»ﬂll. It springs from a US "impeded administration" trying to move forward in the peace
process, but obliged at the same time to pay attention to Israeli security despite Israeli
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refusal of full withdrawal from land they occupied in 1967. Moreover, this
research hopes to identify what may be new possibilities in U.S. policy that the
Palestinian Authority can take advantage of and develop further in order to feach a
comprehensive and just peace with the Israelis.

The methodology used in this research is the scientific method, it is based on the
use of primary sources by Israeli, US and Palestinian major players in specific events of
the last ten years. Secondary anal.ytical sources from the three parties, which include
think tanks, political analysts, officials, and journalists, are also used. The approach is a
comparative one, comparing the Israeli and Palestinian perspective on certain political

events with that of the U.S. perspective on the same events.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

A- Introduction

This study will focus on the American role in the Palestinian—Israeli conflict
from 1993 to 2003. It will focus on the relation of the Palestinian Authority (PA) and
Israel reaction to certain events since the U. S. policy does not work in vacuum. At
the same time, the way the PA perceived certain issues such as terrorism affected the
U. S.-Palestine relationship.

In addition, Wi]ﬂﬂ there were many events during those years which one may
analyze and draw conclusions from, the research concentrate on major events to make
the study as concise as possible. Nevertheless, it focused on some policies such as the
U. S. position on terror, and how that effected the Palestinian Issue, all this in order
not only to give the reader broad understanding of the U. S. position on the
Palestinian Issue, but also to contextualize the Palestinian Issue in the world politics.
The implicit assumption here is that understanding the U. S. policy towards the
Palestinian Issue is impossible without a broader understanding of its larger global
| policy. The objective is to open new pqgsibiliﬁes for researching other issues related
._ to U. S. foreign Policy
1- Research Objectives
The goals of this research are to study thoroughly the American policy toward
~ the Palestinian Issue during the Clinton Presidency, 1993 to 2000, as well as George
'W. Bush's Presidency until May 2003 when the Road Map was announced officially.
e analysis focus on identifying new elements in American policy, which may have

. ing that period appeared to help solve, or complicate (as the case may be) this



