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Thank you Carmi.  Good morning.  Senator Mitchell, Madame Veil, the President, Professor Magidor of the Hebrew University, distinguished guests.  

This is a gathering marking Truman Institute celebrating its 40th anniversary but yet Israel this year celebrates its 60th anniversary and it is important for us to share with you not only the goals for the future but something about also what we are proud of in terms of the achievements of Israel since it was established.  

Clearly Israel in its 60 years now has become part, not only part of the free world, what is called the global village, but we are proud now to be on our way to the OECD, we are proud of our achievements in our economy, high tech and clearly this is something Israel achieved despite the challenges and yes, we have challenges. Israel is still fighting for its existence while celebrating its 60th anniversary and part of the Israeli frustration I would say is the feeling that there is a gap between the Israeli values, between the values that we share with the international community and unfortunately sometimes between the image of Israel outside of its borders and clearly part of my responsibility as the Israeli Foreign Minister is to bridge this gap between Israel, between what we are and between the image of Israel elsewhere because unfortunately decision making in the international community these days is based not only on values, historic facts, truth, justice but sometimes it is based also on images and perceptions and we need to answer also for this. 

Clearly part of the false perception in some parts of the international community is that the Israeli Palestinian conflict is the cause for extremism elsewhere.  False, not true and this is something that I would also like to share with you.  Since those who understand the situation in the region understand better today maybe even in comparison to the situation that was in the past, that the division today in the region is not connected directly the Israeli Palestinian conflict, to the Jewish Arab conflict, to what was perceived before as the problem in the region but clearly it is more connected to the new division between extremists and moderates in the region and there is a better understanding today in other parts of this region, in other parts of the Arab world, Moslem world, that when they face their own threats, their own internal threats, it comes from radical elements, it comes from Iran and the connection between Iran as a state that represents these kinds of extremism, its long arm proxy Hezbollah in Lebanon, Hamas in the Palestinian Authority, all of these groups whether it is states or terrorist organizations, all of these represent this extreme religious ideology that cannot live in terms of compromising with the rights of others who think differently.  

There is a need to understand it because right now the situation is, the way we understand it, that conflicts which are based on national differences, or national conflicts, or conflicts on borders are solvable but these kinds of religious conflicts are not solvable because these kind of religious radical groups are not fighting for the rights of their own people or for the rights of their own believers but they are fighting in order to deprive others from their rights and in a way our  part world peace.  I will read to you of course where we stand in the peace negotiations but clearly these extremists are the enemies of peace, they are not only the enemies of Israel, they are not only the enemies of other moderates or pragmatic leaders in their own states, but they are those who try to destabilize the region and the complexity for the other leaders to reach peace depends on their ability to confront this kind of extremism.  

So its not only the understanding of leaders on both sides about the need to compromise and I do believe that while talking with the other side with the pragmatic leaders we can find a way to do so but there is a need also of the pragmatic leaders to confront and to support any kind of compromises that will be discussed and agreed upon between Israel and the Palestinians and any peace treaty is based on historical compromises by Israel and by the Palestinians as well and this is the understanding that should be the understanding of the leaders of both sides.

Clearly we need to address also this division between extremists and moderates within the Palestinian Authority because it is not just part of our responsibility not only to look for peace but to make all the efforts to do so but we need to address the situation on the ground and we can see this distinction, this division between extremists and moderates that takes part also within the Palestinian Authority. We have on one hand the Gaza Strip which is controlled by the Hamas.  Hamas is not only a terrorist group but this is a movement that represents this religious ideology.  They are not fighting for the rights or for the national aspirations of the Palestinians but they cannot even accept the right of Israel to exist, they cannot accept any idea of renouncing violence and terrorism because this is against their own ideology of what they call resistance and they cannot accept, they don’t want to accept, former agreements that were signed between Israel and the Palestinians and its important to understand this because the fact that we don’t speak with Hamas is not because we want to punish them, its not because of our feelings, its not even because of terror attacks against Israel which we face on a daily basis, but because we have this understanding that there is no hope with Hamas not only for Israel but also for the Palestinians because they are not willing to live up to this understanding of the need for historical reconciliation between Israel and the Arab world and the Palestinians of course.

So clearly on the other side, there are the pragmatic leaders, those who support the vision of two states for two peoples living side by side in peace and security, this is the vision that was adopted by Israel, this was the vision that was adopted by the national Palestinian movement and this is the vision of the international community. Clearly what we are trying to do right now is to work on a dual strategy, on one hand to keep the pressure on Hamas, to delegitimize Hamas not only by Israel but by the entire international community and on the other to find the way to reach peace with the pragmatic leaders on the Palestinian side.

Clearly the idea of the creation of a Palestinian state is not only a vague idea but the path towards a Palestinian state goes through renunciation of violence and terrorism.  I think that this was also part of Senator Mitchell’s recommendation a few years ago, the understanding that nobody can afford another terror state in the region, another failed state in the region or another extreme Islamic state in the region, so we are working according to this understanding.  On one hand we are searching and negotiating with the Palestinians trying to find the common ground that can be reached in terms of a peace treaty but any understanding is subject to the road map that was based also on Senator Mitchell’s recommendation in the past and the need for the Palestinians to change realities on the ground, to fight terrorism because on the other side of the border we need an effective government, a government that controls terror and we need also to give an answer to the situation in the Gaza Strip. Because clearly in facing the reality on the ground, the Gaza Strip right now is not only an obstacle in the Israeli eyes but this is also the obstacle on the way of the Palestinians towards a state of their own which according to their vision includes the Gaza Strip and clearly the negotiations with the pragmatic leaders doesn’t change the reality on the ground in the Gaza Strip.  

We don’t fool ourselves.  More than that, it is a kind of a dangerous game within the Palestinian society.  Any victory to Hamas is a failure for the pragmatic leaders and vice versa of course so it is important to keep these two tracks simultaneously and to keep the deligitimization of Hamas on one hand while talking and trying to find a way for peace with the pragmatic leaders while changing realities on the ground and easing the lives of the Palestinians of course in terms of economy and so on in the West Bank.  These are the different tracks that we are all engaged with, Israel, the Palestinians and the entire international community and I believe that we share the same understanding with the international community.

Going back to Israel and to its goals and clearly the ultimate goal of Israel, the vision of Israel is to keep Israel as a homeland for the Jewish People and a democratic state living in peace and security in the Land of Israel.  This is Israel’s ultimate goal and in saying so I believe that I represent not only myself, not only my party, not only the current Israeli government but I believe that in saying so I share the views and the vision of the vast majority of Israelis.  We need to have these two values of Israel, Jewish and democratic state, living together and not in contradiction because we believe deeply that these are the two basic pillars of our society and these are the two basic pillars for the existence of the State of Israel.  Clearly Israel is fighting for its existence because it is the only democracy in the Middle East but not only but basically also because it’s the only Jewish state in the world and the fact is that unfortunately some of our neighbors, some of the extremist movements, cannot accept yet the idea of Israel in this region.  

In order to keep these two values living together in harmony and not in contradiction the Israeli society also had another decision, and the decision is to adopt the vision of two states, another nation state for the Palestinians and in an understanding that the creation of a Palestinian State the meaning also is compromises in terms of the territory and giving up some of the land in order to live in harmony and keep these two values of Israel, living together as part of Israel even though its not on the entire what we call the Land of Israel, what the Palestinians call Palestine.

Negotiating with the Palestinians is based on the vision of two states for two peoples, but to say something for ourselves also about extremism, moderation and this vision and clearly we are talking, it has become a kind of a slogan, two states for two people living side by side in peace and security.  Its not a slogan, we need to make it concrete and we need to translate this vision, not only into words but into more concrete action and this is part of my responsibility as chief negotiator on the Israeli side on the peace negotiations with the Palestinians.

Clearly we need also to remind ourselves that this is a new vision.  This was the vision of the international community in 1947 when the United Nations addressed, or tried to solve a conflict that existed in the Middle East before the creation of the State of Israel, between the two peoples and the idea in 1947 according to Resolution 181 of the United Nations was the creation of two states.  One Israel as a Jewish State and the other an Arab state and in 1947 the Arab world couldn’t accept the idea of two states for two peoples so the real question is whether there is a better understanding now amongst the Arab world that this is the right, the just way to solve this conflict.  We believe in it.  We were in the same position as a state since the creation of the State of Israel and this is still our position.  I hope and I believe that there are those in the Arab world that understand that this is the right way to solve the conflict.  I do wish that those who share with us the same vision in the Arab world, I’m not talking now about the Palestinians, I’ll refer to it later, will support this vision not only behind closed doors, not only in meetings that are not in the public eye, I hope that they can say it publicly and address their own public opinion saying yes the Palestinians have a legitimate right, or the Palestinians have their own national aspirations but part of the solution is the idea of two states including Israel as a homeland for the Jewish People as Israel accepts the idea of Palestine as a homeland for the Palestinians.

Where we stand on the negotiation track and I would like to share with you the Israeli position first, not in details, but the way I see the pillars of any peace treaty.  I’ll try to translate this sentence of two states for two peoples living side by side in peace and security.  Two states for two peoples means that Israel is the homeland for the Jewish People and Palestine by its own creation gives the answer to the national aspirations of the Palestinians, the entire Palestinian people those who live in the territories and those who live in refugee camps as Israel absorbed all the Jews that wanted to come to Israel, as Israel gave refuge to the Jews that needed to leave Arab states after the creation of the State of Israel, as Israel sees itself today as it was in the days of the creation of the State of Israel as a homeland for the Jewish People and this is the only place for Jews to be as part of being a Jewish state, so the Palestinian state is the answer to the Palestinians including the refugees.  I see people nodding their heads, like well of course, this is something that is clear to us, it is something which is clear to you, it is something that is clear to the international community, but when some parts of the Arab world are speaking in terms of two states but yet demand what they call the right of the refugees to enter into Israel, which is the Jewish State, so this is ladies and gentlemen, this is not something which is only against Israel, but this is something which works against the concept of the international community of two states for two peoples and the idea is that a peace treaty and the creation of two states, the meaning is the end of conflict and not the beginning of something, an ongoing conflict that doesn’t end when signing an agreement, but an ongoing conflict talking about refugees coming to Israel, talking about numbers, this is not acceptable.

Clearly, I’m not looking to put obstacles in the way to end the conflict.  As I said before I am looking for ways to solve the conflict.  My understanding and I believe that this is the understanding of every Israeli, that we are talking about territorial compromises and the idea of two states, I support it deeply but only if its not going to be only an idea but a complete peace treaty that ends the conflict and not just another, excuse me but point of frustration in an ongoing conflict and agreements and so on.

Another pillar for any peace treaty relates to Israel’s security needs.  Clearly as I said before the path towards a Palestinian state goes through renunciation of violence and terrorism, nobody can afford another terrorist state in the region, no failed state, we cannot just roll the keys to the other side of the borders.  We are not going to do so so we need to translate living side by side in peace and security, we need to translate it into more concrete terms.  What does it mean living side by side in peace and security?  We need to address reality and in any kind of peace treaty we need to know what is going to be on the other side of the border, what kind of I hope an effective government we will face, we need assurances in terms of demilitarization of the future Palestinian state, we need to know what is going to be on the passages, I mean just look what happened in the Philadelphia corridor after Israel took its forces from this corridor which is the border now between Egypt and Gaza Strip and this is the place from which the Palestinians are infiltrating and smuggling weapons to the Gaza Strip in order to build up Hamas.  

These are things we cannot afford, not because we want to control the Palestinian lives, we don’t want to control their lives.  This is the reason that we left the Gaza Strip and this is the reason that we are working with the Palestinians in order to create reality that can make the creation of a state possible.  But the creation of a state is not only the creation of a state it needs to address the Israeli security needs and I would say even talking about Israel’s security needs, this is not only an Israeli interest.  I believe that this also represents the interests of the international community, I mean nobody can afford another terror state here and I do believe without patronizing the Palestinians that this represents also the interest of the moderates and the pragmatic Palestinian leadership and the moderates in society.  I don’t think that the Palestinians want these kind of terror activities to be taken from their own territories against Israel or even their own parts of society because terror is terror is terror and sometimes its acts against Israel and sometimes it acts internally against their own citizens. So clearly, I believe that this translation of the vision of two states for two peoples living side by side in peace and security represents the way I translated it, not only the Israeli interest but also the interest of the Palestinians and the interest of the international community.  

And of course the borders.  Until now it was kind of maybe a shared interest. In terms of territories of course that we need to address it I believe that the right way to continue the negotiations is to work simultaneously on different parts of the agreement and I’ll try to explain to you how.  Clearly talking about borders we cannot afford just a vague formula on borders we need to address and to define what are the real borders of the Palestinian state which are of course also the legitimate borders of Israel and this is what we are doing now with the Palestinians on maps, not just vague formulas but trying to really give an answer to their own needs, as to the Israeli needs to address part of the Israeli population centers that most of them are really very close to what was before what is called the 1967 Line.  But clearly we cannot just take one item of the conflict and give an answer to this item without relating to the others.  This is wrong.  We need to address all the different core issues together because at the end of negotiations there is a trade off between different parts of the items.  Just an example, talking about borders of course the territory is part of the aspiration of the Palestinians, a legitimate one, but clearly our security needs are part of our own aspirations, goals, and legitimate as their need to define their own territory and borders.  Now I can reach a point in which we can agree on borders and only if I know what happened on the other side of the border and getting my own needs in terms of security so to take just one part of the negotiations, to give an answer about borders without giving a full answer to Israel’s security needs is a mistake and we need to address it together as talking about the future Palestinian territory we need to address Israel’s security needs and as I said before the idea is that the creation of the states is also the answer to the international interest of the Palestinians because we cannot find ourselves in a situation in which something was not only discussed, but agreed upon but all the others are not.  

So in terms of where are we going this was decided between us and the Palestinians at the beginning of the negotiations.  We decided to address the core issues together and not only the core issues.  There are discussions between our Prime Minister Olmert and Abu Mazen, discussions between Abu Allah and myself, discussions between experts on borders, security, refugees and of course we address also some other issues that are relevant to the peace treaty but maybe less sensitive like economy, where are we going what is the vision, two states what does it mean in terms of economy, infrastructure, I mean we are living, its all intertwined right now.  Water, water is critical in this region so we need to address it and this is all being addressed simultaneously in the last few months.  There is no day that passes by without I think a meeting or even twice between experts, or between the chief negotiator, myself and Abu Allah.  But clearly as I said before there are two mistakes that we should avoid, one we need this treaty, we need this agreement to be concrete, we need to learn from past experience, just principles, vague ideas, don’t help.  It can lead to more frustration, misunderstanding, blaming that what we faced during the years in which we tried to solve the conflict, this blame game, Palestinians blaming Israel for not implementing formal agreements, Israelis blaming the Palestinians for doing the same so we need a better understanding, a concrete understanding what does it mean, what are the borders and what are the security needs.  And security is not just a vague word as borders is not only just a vague word, it should be concrete here and concrete there and an understanding that it can be implemented and this is not just the beginning of misunderstanding for the future.  

So this is one mistake that we should avoid.  The other is as I said before the need to give an answer to all these issues together and to make these trade offs between the different issues, between us and the Palestinians at the end of negotiations because there are some things that are difficult for the Palestinians to agree upon and I can understand it as they know there are things that are difficult for us to agree upon and at the end of the day we need to move forward and to make this package a package that gives the Israeli leadership the opportunity to address the Israeli public opinion and to say yes okay we gave part of the land but its not just a vague idea, its not just a matter of principle, there is a concrete treaty, we know how to implement it, before the implementation we need to address the situation on the ground, it’s a kind of a manual for peace because peace is not only a piece of paper, it needs to be implemented according to the understanding that should be concrete enough and the Palestinians can address their own people and there is cynicism on both sides right now and lack of trust by both sides right now, and they can address their own people saying maybe we have some compromises on things that were maybe in the past part of the Arab narrative but this is our opportunity to create a state of our own, to live in a state of our own and this is something that is concrete enough so that also the Palestinian people can understand that this is real and this is the need for the leadership of both sides and this is I believe the need of the peoples of both sides, Israeli and Palestinian, and the only way to do it as something that answers to these needs is according to this vision.

Clearly this is a process that takes time.  I know there is a kind of an eagerness by the international community to see the results and I would like to assure you that there is nobody like, not even myself, but the Israelis who want to see the results.  Time is of the essence.  I believe that also in terms of trends time works against the moderates so it is in our own interest to reach an understanding, to find a way to peace, to implement it, but yet we cannot afford another failure.  And this is also something that we need to learn from the past.  In the past, 2000, there were high expectations, the world watched Camp David, the current Defense Minister, the former Prime Minister entered the room with Yasser Arafat.  Everybody expected peace to come out, the white smoke, but what we got in return was intifada and terror for seven years so now we need to do it the right way and the right way is to work according to the understanding that I just shared with you and this is also the understanding between Abu Allah and myself, not in terms of the outcome but in terms of how to build this process and to do it and even when there are low expectations this is fine. High expectations can lead to frustration and violence and we need to take the time which is needed in order to address all these issues and in order to reach peace between Israel and the Palestinians that is not just a vague idea of peace but really something that we can all implement in the future.

Thank you. 

