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		About this book

	
		
This ebook contains two documents written by Dr. Ellen Rosser during the many years she has spent working for peace in the Middle East, and living there. Dr. Rosser is president and founder of the The Friendship And Peace Society at www.friendship-and-peace.org


The City of God, first published in 1992, puts forward a plan by Christian, Jewish, and Muslim religious leaders to solve the problem of Jerusalem.


Hamas: An Assessment in April 2010, describes her contacts with Hamas and their conduct as she observed it over several years, and provides evidence and references supporting an alternative view to that in Western media.

	
	
			   	
  


	
	
		About the author


		
			
				[image: Author's name] 
			Dr. Ellen Rosser

		
	
		
Ellen Rosser  received her Ph.D. at the University of Michigan in l966, and subsequently became a professor of English at California State University, Sacramento, where she taught peace in all her English classes. She was the chairperson of the Affirmative Action Committee of both  her statewide professor's union and her university.

	
In l986, she retired from teaching to work on peace between Israel and Palestine.   The first issue she dealt with  was getting Israelis and US government personnel to  talk to the PLO. She carried a statement of mutual recognition, Israel and Palestine, which was signed or approved by leaders in both countries, and finally the Madrid Peace Conference opened in l991 at which Israel and the PLO began negotiating.


She has been working on the solution for Jerusalem since l992, when the Chief Rabbis of Israel and Faisal Husseini worked on the proposal to give Jerusalem to God to be governed by the religious leaders.  And she is working now on getting the US, EU and Israel  to accept Hamas as part of the peace process.  She also works on seeking
agreement from both sides on other final status issues such as settlements and refugees.


Dr. Rosser worships with and claims all three Abrahamic religions, and leaves it up to them whether or not to claim her.   She loves the beauty and underlying non-violence  and forgiveness of all the major religions, and wears an ecumenical habit which  she can wear equally well in a church, mosque or synagogue.


She has one son and one grandson.


	
			   	
  


	
	
		The City of God

	
		
Jerusalem is the holy city, the Center from which knowledge of the one God spread through the world; the city of the prophets and kings - David, Solomon, Jesus, Mohammad; the city where Judaism, Christianity and Islam will come together in reverence for God, as predicted in the Koran.  Thus who owns Jerusalem? God. Who should govern Jerusalem? The leaders of the three religions for which it is holy.  And how might that governance work out in practice?

		
				First, Jerusalem, God's city, will be a separate entity, like Vatican City, which is surrounded by Rome but is a separate country.

				Second, Jerusalem will be run by an administrator appointed by the leaders of the three religions (henceforth called the Judeo-Christian-Islamic Council). The administrator will be in charge of collecting taxes and maintaining the city. The administrator will consult with the Judeo-Christian-Islamic Council on all subjects: tax rates, building projects, citizenship for non-Israeli or non-Palestinian religious peoples, the use of tax revenues, maintaining the mosques and their schools, the churches and their schools, and the synagogues and their schools.

				Third, since the Knesset is located in Jerusalem, it will pay property taxes to Jerusalem as it continues to govern Israel.  Comparably, the capital building of Palestine will be in Jerusalem, its president will govern Palestine from there, and Palestine will pay property taxes to Jerusalem.

				Fourth, the Judeo-Christian-Islamic Council will determine other matters such as making Jerusalem a place of God's peace with no deadly weapons present, even for crime prevention. Moreover, crime prevention patrols will expel prostitution, obscenity, and immorality while emphasizing modest dress in God's city.

				Fifth, the religious leaders will come to an agreement about rebuilding Solomon's Temple, which will be located on or near its original site, which is not the site of the Dome of the Rock or Al Aqsa Mosque. Then each of the religions will have a beautiful building on its ancient holy site. Moreover, Solomon's Temple will symbolize the convergence of the three religions to spread God's truth around the world.

				Sixth, the Judeo-Christian-Islamic Council will consider building a great library in Jerusalem to house the holy writings and scholarship of the three religions, if funds are available.

		

		
		When the religious leaders govern Jerusalem, then God 's city truly will be a place of God, a light to the nations, and a center from which holiness will radiate to the world and inspire all to live according to God's law and God's peace.  Then the three religions will fulfill their prophecies of bringing peace to the earth, and Jerusalem then truly will be the city of righteous peace.

		

	
	
	
	
	
		
			THE FRIENDSHIP AND PEACE SOCIETY

			Ellen.rosser@gmail.com

			www.friendship-and-peace.org
		

		Dear Peace-Lover,

		We know that Jerusalem is the subject of much discussion now and its fate will be decided in negotiations.  We therefore would like to be sure that you have in your hand  a non-controversial proposal on Jerusalem that has been approved during the past fifteen years by  two Chief Rabbis of Israel, the PLO, religious leaders in Jerusalem, and even Sheik Yassin of Hamas, who had no objections to it.  What is the  proposal?  To give Jerusalem to God to be governed by the religious leaders of the three Abrahamic religions.  It will be the eternal undivided capital of Israel and the capital of Palestine, but it will belong to neither but rather to God.


		Several important figures in l992 worked on this proposal.  The Chief Rabbis of Israel put in the wording that Jerusalem should be "a separate entity like Vatican City," that it should include all of Jerusalem, and their spokesperson, Zalman Loessner,  said that Israel would agree to the proposal.   Faisal Husseini also worked on it, particularly on the wording about the rebuilding of the Temple of King Solomon, a blessing that religious Jews have desired for 2000 years. The wording gives the Jews the right to rebuild the Temple, but at the same time it protects the Dome of the Rock and Al Aqsa Mosque permanently. The place for the Temple will be at the north end of the Temple Mount, where there is room and where Dr. Abramoff, Professor Emeritus from Hebrew University, thinks the original Temple was.


		When Olmert was Mayor of Jerusalem, he liked the proposal well enough to appoint Meyer Kaplan to work on implementing it.  Moreover, all of the religious leaders in l992 liked it, including Patriarch Michel Sabah, Bishop Samir Kafity,  and Mufti Akrima Sabri (who, however, said that he personally could not authorize the rebuilding of the Temple),  and the late Sheik Yassin of Hamas, who had no objections to the proposal.  Recently, Sheik Deeb, the Deputy Imam of Al Azhar Univeristy in Cairo, also had no objections to it and he was sure that the Council of Muslim Scholars from all the Arab countries also would have no objections.  Now the   PLO also accepts  the proposal, according to Dr. Nabil Amr, in part because when the religious leaders govern Jerusalem,  the refugees from all of Jerusalem, not just from East Jerusalem, will  be able to return to Jerusalem though not to their old homes.


	The peace talks between Barak and Arafat broke down over Jerusalem, particularly over the idea of the Muslims having the surface of the ,Temple Mount and the Jews having beneath it. However, this proposal is one that all can agree on, from Shas to Hamas. Therefore, we hope that it will be included as part of any peace initiative.


	We will be happy to answer any questions about the proposal, which was first published in Al Fajr newspaper in Jerusalem on June 1,  l992, in English and subsequently in Arabic.


	God's peace be with you and with all people,

	
	
		Ellen Rosser,  Ph.D., President

		Ibrahim al Rifae, Gaza Director of the Friendship and Peace Society

		Rabbi Menachem Froman,  the Honorary Rabbi of the Friendship and Peace Society
	


	
		   	
  


	
	
		Hamas: An Assessment in April 2010

	
		
It has now been four years since the citizens of Palestine elected Hamas in free and fair elections, four years since the US and EU cut off funding for the Hamas government forcing it to seek funding elsewhere including from Iran, four years since Israel arrested the Hamas legislators in the West Bank thus toppling the government, three years since the vendetta between Mohammed Dahlan and Hamas resulted  in  Hamas's becoming the sole government of Gaza, and a little more than a year since Israel invaded Gaza seeking to destroy Hamas.   And what is the result of these actions?  Has Hamas disappeared from the political scene? Or has it changed?


The  Hamas Charter

Hamas definitely has changed its stance since its founding in l987.  The  Hamas Charter calls for a one-state solution to the conflict with Israel:  one big Islamic country in which Muslims, Christians and Jews live together harmoniously.   And the Charter calls for jihad as a means to attain the one Islamic state. However, Sheik Yassin, the founder of Hamas,  in l995 ignored the Charter when he had "no objections" to a solution for Jerusalem that included

		
				Giving Jerusalem to God to be governed by the religious leaders of the three Abrahamic religions, 

				Making  Jerusalem the capital of Palestine and of  Israel (i.e., a two-state solution), and

				Agreeing on the rebuilding of the Temple of King Solomon at the north end of the Temple Mount/Haram al Sharif.[1]

		

And in June 2004, Sheik Yassin  stated that Hamas would end armed resistance in exchange for a Palestinian State in the West Bank, Gaza and East Jerusalem.[2]  That  position has been reiterated by Khalid Mashaal and Ismail Haniyeh since that time, for example, in Mashaal's statement in February, 2006, that Hamas "cannot oppose the unified Arab stance expressed in the resolution passed by the Arab League summit.  That resolution, approved in Beirut, speaks of recognizing Israel and normalizing relations with it in exchange  for a full withdrawal and a solution to the refugee problem."[3]   Thus  the  Hamas Charter with its one-state solution has been superseded officially since 2004  by the  two-state solution.  Moreover, the hostility towards Hamas displayed by the US, EU and  Israel since 2006 has not changed that stance.


Hamas, violence, and ceasefires


And what has been Hamas' position in regard to attacking Israel in jihad as called for in its charter of l987? The concept of jihad has been superseded.  Hamas did participate in the Second Intifada, which was sparked by Ariel Sharon's visit to the Temple Mount/Haram al Sharif with 1000 Israeli police, and, like the other Palestinian parties including Fatah, Hamas used suicide bombers.[4]  However, in August 2004, Hamas began observing a unilateral ceasefire with Israel, which, according to the New York Times, it observed "scrupulously." It continued to observe the ceasefire before, during and after its election as the government of the Palestinian people: indeed, "rather than calling for Israel's destruction following the election, Hamas instead reiterated its goal of establishing a Palestinian state alongside Israel within the 1967 borders."[5] Hamas continued its ceasefire until Israel, in response to Qassam rockets  shot not by Hamas but by small parties in Gaza, attacked Gaza in June 2006 and killed 220 people, including a family picnicking on the beach.  Hamas resisted the invasion and, in responding,  its military arm joined with two other groups to attack an Israeli tank and capture an Israeli soldier, whom Hamas immediately offered to exchange for Palestinian prisoners.  Subsequently, Hamas defended Gaza but did not shoot rockets,  and Hamas officially offered Israel a "hudna," a ceasefire. Finally on June 19, 2008, Israel and Hamas agreed on a ceasefire, and thereafter Hamas  with good success prevented the small parties from shooting Qassam rockets into Israel, even though Israel did not open its borders for a greatly increased flow of goods to Gaza, as had been agreed upon.[6]  That ceasefire ended on  November 4, 2008, when Israel killed six Hamas men when it attacked inside Gaza to destroy a tunnel that  entered Israel, which Israel claimed  but Hamas denied  would be used to  abduct Israeli soldiers.   As a result,  Hamas and the small parties shot rockets into Israel.  Subsequently, Israel rejected Hamas' offers to reinstitute the ceasefire, and on December 27, 2008, Israel invaded Gaza in Operation Cast Lead to end the rocket fire and to destroy Hamas.[7] Hamas resisted the three week invasion during which at least 894 Palestinian civilians were killed, including at least 280 children under age 18, as well as perhaps 277 policemen and  Hamas militants.  In conjunction with Israel's withdrawal from Gaza, on January 18, 2009, Hamas and Israel both instituted unilateral ceasefires, and they are still in effect, though imperfectly, in April 2010.


In short, since August 2004 Hamas has not changed its position in regard to a ceasefire with Israel in spite of the attacks it has endured: it is consistently ready and willing to enter into a ceasefire with Israel, and, unlike the Palestinian Authority when it controlled Gaza,  Hamas is able to enforce a ceasefire when Israel agrees to one and observes it.  As the founders of an Israeli organization that advocates dialogue with Hamas state:  "Hamas has proven capable of delivering peace and quiet to the citizens of southern Israel. As demonstrated before, Hamas has a strong hold on all organizations acting in Gaza and can enforce a truce."[8]  In other words, Hamas has consistently renounced violence in action, not just in words, as long as Israel does not attack Gaza. That position should suffice for the Quartet since it is better than the Palestinian Authority position, which, while it verbally renounces violence, cannot control the Fatah armed wing, Al Aqsa Martyrs' Brigade, which sometimes has shot Qassams or attacked Israel in other ways.


Hamas and previous agreements:
the Oslo Accord and  the roadmap

Has Hamas changed its position in regard to the previous agreements that the PLO or the Palestinian Authority signed with Israel?   The Oslo Accord of l993 and the roadmap of 2003 are the two most important of these agreements.


Since Hamas is not a member of the PLO, Hamas was not a participant in nor signatory to the  Oslo Accord of September 13, 1993, which  included mutual recognition between Israel and the PLO  not between Israel  and Palestine  and which set up an interim elected government for the Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza. President Arafat and Prime Minister Rabin signed the Oslo Accords in the presence of President Clinton. Hamas  boycotted the  first election for the Palestinian National Authority, signalling its disagreement with the Oslo Accord and the recognition of Israel under those conditions; however,  in June 2006, it  participated in and won the elections for the Palestinian  National Council and thereby became the government of the Palestinian National  Authority created by the Oslo Accord.  By participating, Hamas thereby accepted de facto the Oslo Accord's gradual steps towards the two-state solution and independence.   However, Hamas has refrained from explicitly recognizing Israel, an omission that cost it US and EU financial aid and that indirectly led to the fall of the government when Israel arrested the Hamas legislators in the West Bank after the capture of an Israeli soldier.  Subsequently, in the West Bank President Abbas appointed a new, emergency government headed by Salam Fayyad.


Although the attitude of Hamas, like that of most Palestinians and Israelis, is negative in regard to the Oslo Accord and the roadmap, Hamas nonetheless has signed the Cairo Declaration of 2005 and the National Reconciliation Document, which means that Hamas "respects" the previous agreements signed by the PLO. The terminology is important.   "Rather than agree to "commit itself" to existing Israeli-Palestinian agreements, Hamas insisted it would merely "respect" them."[9]    In that way,  Hamas avoids the stigma attached to the semi-failed agreements, but at the same time it respects the fact that the PLO has signed them and it therefore authorizes the PLO to proceed in accordance with them to try to negotiate peace with Israel.  Hamas made this point clearly in its response to  President Carter in April 2008, stating that it  will accept the decision of the Palestinian people through a referendum under international monitoring if President Mahmoud Abbas manages to reach  an agreement with Israel.[10]


Hamas and recognition of Israel


Since Hamas has authorized negotiations with Israel, why has Hamas consistently refused to recognize Israel itself, even when there were  severe penalties involved for refusing? Prof. Paul Scham and Osama Abu-Irshaid, a professor of Jewish Studies and a Muslim doctoral student writing on Hamas, the authors of an interesting online work "Hamas: Ideological Rigidity and Political Flexibility," have concluded that Hamas is  prevented from recognizing Israel  because it is prohibited from doing so by Muslim religious law, Shari'a law.[11]  The argument is that Palestine is Islamic waqf land, which is administered for God, and thus cannot be negotiated away. The authors  mention numerous fatwas (religious edicts) supporting this interpretation.   Their argument is  interesting, since Hamas is indeed an advocate of an Islamic state; however, I think their argument makes Hamas much  more ideological than in reality it  is. For example, in l995, I travelled to  Gaza to speak with Sheik Yassin, the founder of Hamas, about the proposal on Jerusalem that I was carrying and seeking support for.  The  proposal mentioned above, resolves the issue of Jerusalem by giving it to  God to be governed by the religious leaders of the three Abrahamic religions to send peace around the world.   Jerusalem then will be the capital of  Israel and of Palestine but will belong to neither.  In other words,  the proposal contains the two-state solution and recognition of Israel as well as an agreement on the rebuilding of the Temple of King Solomon "on or near its original site, which is not the site of the Dome of the Rock or Al Aqsa."[12]  Sheik Yassin had "no objections," nor did Sheik Deeb, the President of the  Council of Muslim Scholars at Al  Azhar University,  Cairo, when I met with him about the proposal in  2003. In other words,  when the holy places in Jerusalem in  effect remain waqf land under religious jurisdiction, accepting Israel in the rest of its l967 borders is not a problem. Comparably, Shas Party in  Israel as well as other of the ultra-orthodox religious parties  accepted the Jerusalem proposal in l992 while firmly rejecting the idea of dividing Jerusalem. Therefore,  Islam does not prohibit recognition of Israel under certain conditions.


Moreover, and more importantly, I think, it is politically advantageous now for Hamas not to recognize Israel, for  it is one of the few issues that distinguish the positions of Hamas and Fatah, besides the desire for  an Islamic rather than a secular state. Since the Palestinian people, like the Israelis, are disillusioned with the Oslo process since it has produced few positive tangible results for either side, Hamas' refusal to be like the PLO and recognize Israel before Israel recognizes Palestine makes the Palestinian people believe that Hamas will not give away everything and receive nothing in return.  One can argue with this perception, but it is nonetheless the perception of  a large number of Palestinians. Hamas therefore receives political benefit in Palestine, though not internationally, for refusing to recognize Israel until there is peace. Then, like the rest of the Arab world  twenty nations, to be exact  Hamas also will recognize Israel. Since this position is accepted in regard to the rest of the Arab world, why can it not also be accepted in regard to Hamas, especially since Hamas has authorized the PLO to negotiate the peace treaty with Israel?


Hamas and  Fatah


The current regrettable division between Fatah and Hamas and between the West Bank and Gaza, which is distressing to the Palestinian people and to the Arab and Islamic countries,  was not planned and executed by Hamas. As I wrote in  "The 'Coup' in Gaza" my experience in Gaza during that time indicated strongly that Hamas and Mohammed Dahlan's men were  engaged in a vendetta, which probably began during the Second Intifada and continued during the time that Hamas won the election and was the government while most of the security forces in Gaza were still Fatah.  The vendetta ended when Hamas won the armed conflict and took over Gaza.[13] An article in Vanity Fair indicates that the Bush  administration planned a Fatah coup in Gaza, which backfired.[14] In any case, the current situation is unacceptable to the Palestinians and to the Arab world, all of whom desire a unity government, but because of current US intervention in the West Bank through Gen. Keith Dayton and the Palestinian Authority Police under him, Hamas is hesitant to sign the unity agreement that Egypt has been brokering. Reasonably enough, Hamas does not want to give up its position of strength in Gaza if it means that its people will be fired from their positions and arrested, as is happening to them  in  the West Bank because of the United States' instructions. For example, Egypt, which has been brokering the unity government agreement, has asked both sides to free the prisoners they held from the other side. Hamas complied, but Abbas only freed half  500  and replied that it would be difficult to free the rest because he had signed agreements with the US and Israel, i.e the roadmap, which calls on the Palestinian Authority to prevent violence and terrorism. In other words, as long as Hamas is unjustly considered to be terrorist, and is therefore persecuted by the US acting through the Palestinian Authority, it will be impossible for Fatah and Hamas to reconcile and form the unity government that the Palestinian people and the entire Arab world want. Isn't it time for the US to facilitate a unity government instead of being an obstacle to that unity government and thus to peace?


Hamas and the current implementation of the roadmap


On June 4, 2003, President Mahmoud Abbas and Prime Minister Ariel Sharon in the presence of President George W. Bush agreed upon the roadmap.  The first of three  stages basically called upon Israel to destroy illegal settlement outposts, to freeze settlement growth,  and to turn governance of Palestinian cities over to the  Palestinian National Authority; and it called upon the Palestinian National Authority to institute political reforms, including holding elections, and to prevent violence and terrorism.  However,  on  May 12, 2003,  even before the agreement was signed, Sharon announced that Israel could not freeze settlements.  Then violence quickly broke out when Israel attempted to arrest some Hamas men.  A firefight resulted, killing several on both sides.  The violence continued with a bus bombing, and with Israeli attempts, ultimately successful, to assassinate a Hamas leaders. The roadmap agreement therefore collapsed before it ever began. Neither side took the action required by the roadmap and the Al Aqsa Intifada with violence on both sides, continued. In August 2004, however, Hamas declared a unilateral ceasefire and ceased to  participate in the intifada.


Currently, the roadmap is being revived, and the Palestinian Authority, under Prime Minister Salam Fayyad and US National Security Adviser Gen. Keith Dayton, has been working on implementing the roadmap by ending violence and terrorism.  The problem is that the United States quite unjustly has kept Hamas on the terrorist list even though Hamas is very good at keeping peace in Gaza and at preventing the small parties from shooting Qassam rockets into Israel. Therefore the Palestinian Authority police in the West Bank, under the direction of US Gen. Keith Dayton, have arrested Hamas leaders, members and affiliates, torturing at least one to death, and the Palestinian Authority has fired from their jobs any Hamas related teachers, doctors, nurses, or other government-paid workers.  Even though the constitutional international law protects people's right to belong to a political party, the Palestinian Authority under U.S. pressure, is violating that right. The Covenant on Civil and Political Rights states: "The States Parties to the present Covenant undertake to guarantee that the rights enunciated in the present Covenant will be exercised without discrimination of any kind as to race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status." (Art. 2.2)   Because of US intervention,  Palestinians are being persecuted because of their political support for Hamas, and that in turn is preventing  the formation of a unity government and the reunification of Palestine, which is necessary for peace with Israel. In other words, as the roadmap is currently being implemented, it is interfering with  peace not implementing it. When the US takes Hamas off the terrorist list  and when Israel agrees to freeze settlements  then the roadmap may again provide a path to peace.


Hamas and the Quartet


How then should the Quartet evaluate Hamas' position in regard to the Quartet demands and in regard to peace? The Quartet demands first, that Hamas renounce  violence, second, that it accept previous agreements and third, that it recognize Israel.   As shown above, Hamas renounced terrorism in 2004, and is very good about renouncing violence in action not just in words through ceasefires, both unilateral and bilateral, as long as Israel does not violate them. However, it retains the right of self-defense.  Second, Hamas has stated that it "respects" previous agreements and it has authorized the PLO to implement them in negotiations with Israel. Moreover, Hamas has shown its acceptance of the Oslo Accord by participating in elections, Hamas has consistently  called for the two-state solution that the Oslo Accord envisions, and  Hamas has followed the roadmap since August 2004 by renouncing suicide bombing and consistently calling for and committing to ceasefires with Israel as long as Israel observes them. However, on the third demand, Hamas, like twenty Arab countries, does not yet recognize Israel since Israel is still occupying Arab land. But Hamas has made clear that it will accept a peace treaty with  Israel when the Palestinian people approve it in a referendum, and it will then, like all the Arab and Islamic countries, recognize Israel.


What would be an appropriate response by the Quartet to Hamas' consistent and patient calling for the two-state solution, even  when it is attacked and war crimes are carried out against it and its people? If the Quartet is serious about wanting peace between Israel and Palestine within two years, then the Quartet will accept Hamas' obvious desire for peace, will take it off the terrorist list, and will allow the Palestinian unity government to form and negotiate peace with Israel. On the other hand, if the Quartet wishes to call for peace but in reality plans to prevent it from happening in order to maintain the status quo, which is what the extreme right wing in Israel wants, then the Quartet will continue to try to force Hamas to recognize Israel before Israel recognizes Hamas or Palestine. The PLO did not recognize Israel until Israel recognized it. Why should the Quartet treat Hamas differently? The PLO did not change its charter until Israel recognized it. Why should the Quartet treat Hamas differently? If the Quartet wants peace between Israel and Palestine, it will accept Hamas and allow the PLO to negotiate peace with Israel.


	
		
	
	

	
		FOOTNOTES


		
1 "The City of God" complete text under "Interfaith Communication" at the bottom left of www.friendship-and-peace.org, and http://pianoboe.net/


2 "Running out of time" Al-Ahram Weekly 29 January - 4 February 2004


3 "Hamas and the Arab Peace Initiative" - Reut Institute, http://reut-institute.org/ - use their search box.


4 "Hamas in Call to End Suicide Bombings"  Conal Urquhart, The Observer April 9, 2006. http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2006/apr/09/israel


5 "The Rise of Hamas in Gaza"  Jeremy R. Hammond, http://www.foreignpolicyjournal.com/2010/01/20/the-rise-of-hamas-in-gaza/


6 "With Gaza, Journalists Fail Again," Chris Hedges, http://www.truthdig.com/report/page2/20090126_with_gaza_journalists_fail_again/


Shmuel Zakai, an Israeli brigadier general who resigned as commander of the Israel Defense Forces' Gaza Division and was forcibly discharged from the military amid allegations that he leaked information to the media, told the Israeli newspaper Haaretz on Dec. 22 that the Israeli government had made a "central error" during the tahdiyeh, the six-month period of relative truce, by failing "to take advantage of the calm to improve, rather than markedly worsen, the economic plight of the Palestinians of the Strip.  [W]hen you create a tahdiyeh, and the economic pressure on the Strip continues," Zakai said, "it is obvious that Hamas will try to reach an improved tahdiyeh, and that their way to achieve this is resumed Qassam fire.  You cannot just land blows, leave the Palestinians in Gaza in the economic distress they're in, and expect that Hamas will just sit around and do nothing."


7 "Israel Rejected Hamas Cease-Fire Offer in December," Gareth Porter,  www.Antiwar.com  "Contrary to Israel's argument that it was forced to launch its air and ground offensive against Gaza in order to stop the firing of rockets into its territory, Hamas proposed in mid-December to return to the original Hamas-Israel cease-fire arrangement, according to a U.S.-based source who has been briefed on the proposal."


The proposal to renew the cease-fire was presented by a high-level Hamas delegation to Egyptian Minister of Intelligence Omar Suleiman at a meeting in Cairo Dec. 14. The delegation, said to have included Moussa Abu Marzouk, the second-ranking official in the Hamas political bureau in Damascus, told Suleiman that Hamas was prepared to stop all rocket attacks against Israel if the Israelis would open up the Gaza border crossings and pledge not to launch attacks in Gaza.


8"Talk to Hamas," Arik Diamant and David Zonsheine www.guardian.co.uk, Monday 15 February 2010.  Arik Diamant and David Zonsheine are the founders of Courage to Refuse, a movement of Israeli reserve soldiers who refuse to serve in the occupied territories. In November 2009 they launched an initiative calling Israel to open a dialogue with Hamas.


9 "Analysis: What was achieved in Mecca?" Roger Hardy, BBC Middle East analyst, 9 February  2007 news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/middle_east/6346551.stm


10 Trip Report by Former U.S. President Jimmy Carter to Israel, Palestine, Egypt, Syria, Saudi Arabia, and Jordan: April 13-22, 2008
http://cartercenter.org/news/trip_reports/middle_east_2008.html


"I met with Hamas leaders from the West Bank, Gaza, and Damascus. After all-day discussions among their leaders, they agreed that they would accept a two-state solution on the 1967 borders if approved by Palestinians  a departure from long-standing Hamas doctrine that refused to recognize the possibility of two states living side-by-side in peace. This may be a very significant change.


"Specifically, they agreed to these exact words: 'If President Abbas succeeds in negotiating a final status agreement with Israel, Hamas will accept the decision made by the Palestinian people and their will through a referendum monitored by international observers, including those from the Carter Center, or by a newly elected Palestinian National Council by mechanisms agreed upon nationally, even if Hamas is opposed to the agreement. In order to ensure that the referendum can be debated and the choice by voters truly reflects the will of the Palestinian people, a national reconciliation and, in particular, between Fatah and Hamas will be necessary.'"


11 "Hamas: Ideological  Rigidity and Political Flexibility," Paul Scham and Osama Abu-Irshaid, United States Institute of Peace, Special Report 224_ pp. 8-11  
http://www.usip.org/print/resources/hamas


12 "The City of God," Ibid.


13 "The 'Coup' in Gaza", Ellen Rosser, 
http://pianoboe.net/

14 "The Gaza Bombshell",  David Rose, Vanity Fair, http://www.vanityfair.com/politics/features/2008/04/gaza200804
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