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It is an honor to be here today to help celebrate the 40th anniversary of the Harry S Truman Institute for the Advancement of Peace.  


Through your leadership, research, and relationships with other institutions, the Truman Center has done much to advance the cause of international peace, cooperation, and development.


I commend and thank you for your efforts.


It is also a pleasure to be in Israel to mark 60 years since the founding of this remarkable country.  


On May 14, 1948, at 4:32 in the afternoon, at the Tel Aviv Museum, David Ben-Gurion announced that “The State of Israel is established.”  


Eleven minutes later the United States, under President Truman, became the first country to recognize the State of Israel.  


Today, six decades later, the relationship remains strong and secure.  


It has often been noted that the two countries have much in common:

· We share a commitment to democratic principles; 

· Our partnership is based on mutual respect;

· We usually stand together on international affairs; and

· We have provided refuge to people who have been oppressed and persecuted.


Israel’s first 60 years have been extraordinary.  Beginning with little in the way of natural or financial resources, you have built one of the world’s great economic and cultural centers.


Today, Israel’s gross domestic product is over 100 times larger than was in 1948; and Israel has managed to double its standard of living three times – a growth rate achieved by very few countries.  


Despite four wars and continuous conflict, Israel's exports grew by 1,900%.  


Israel’s technology sector has expanded at annual rates of 10 to 20 percent since 2003.


Israel today has more companies traded on the NASDAQ stock exchange than any other country except the United States.


On a per capita basis, this country ranks third in the world in the number of citizens who hold university degrees and its researchers publish among the most scientific papers of any country in the world.


Even with this success, Israel today confronts challenges:

· The President of Iran continues to threaten Israel’s existence;

· Hamas controls Gaza and continues both its rocket attacks and its refusal to recognize Israel’s right to exist; 

· Hezbollah has rearmed with weapons supplied by Iran and Syria; 

· There is growing pessimism among Israelis and Palestinians that a peace agreement can be reached in the near future.


Nearly ten years ago, I was honored to receive the Truman Peace Prize for my work as chairman of the Peace Negotiations in Northern Ireland.


Obviously, much has happened since then, here and there:

· President Clinton’s efforts to achieve a comprehensive peace agreement at Camp David and his ongoing efforts through the fall of 2000;

· the Taba talks in early 2001; 

· the second Intifada and Israel’s response;

· my own involvement in the region with the Sharm el-Sheikh Fact-Finding Committee and its report;

· the Saudi initiative, initially presented in 2002 and then again in 2007;

· the Quartet’s “Road Map”;

· Gaza disengagement;

· Hamas’ victory in the 2006 elections; 

· the conflict in Lebanon in 2006; and

· the initiation by President Bush of the Annapolis Process.

In Northern Ireland, just last year the ancient conflict known as The Troubles came to an end when long-time enemies came together to form a power-sharing government.  


This was:

· almost 800 years after Britain began its domination of Ireland;

· 86 years after the partition of Ireland;

· 38 years after the British Army formally began its most recent mission in Northern Ireland; 

· eleven years after peace talks began; 

· and nine years after the Good Friday Agreement was signed.


In the negotiations which led up to that Agreement, we had nearly 700 days of failure and one day of success.  


I spent five years going to, coming from, working in Northern Ireland, during which I chaired three separate discussions.


For most of that time, progress was very slow or non-existent.


So, for those in the Middle East who are discouraged, I understand your feelings.


But, from my experience in Northern Ireland, I formed the conviction that there is no such thing as a conflict that can't be ended.


Conflicts are created and conducted by human beings.


They can be ended by human beings.


I saw it happen in Northern Ireland, although admittedly it took a very long time.


I believe deeply that with committed, persevering and active diplomacy, it can happen in the Middle East.


It’s been eight years since the effective end of the Oslo Process.  


Thousands have died.  


Israel’s economy, despite impressive growth, is nevertheless not as strong as it would be without this conflict.  


The Palestinian economy has been very severely damaged.


After the violence resumed eight years ago, concerned world leaders met in a summit.  


They agreed that an International Commission should be formed, and they asked me to chair that Commission.


They hoped that a neutral report on the origins of the violence might help to end it.  


Unfortunately, it didn’t.


We were heartened by the initial response to our report. 


The Government of Israel and the Palestinian Authority both said they accepted our recommendations, with some reservations.  


It was endorsed by the United States, the European Union, the United Nations, and by a large number of other governments.


But it was not implemented.


Later, however, it was largely incorporated into the “Road Map and also underpins the recent Annapolis Initiative. 


I support that Initiative and hope very much that something positive comes out of it.  


There are, of course, many, many reasons to be doubtful, even skeptical.


But the pursuit of peace is so important that it deserves our attention and support.


The plan addresses the implementation of Road Map obligations and good faith negotiations on core issues.  


The key, however, is the mutual commitment of the parties and the active participation of the U.S. Government, and the many other governments and institutions who want to help.


Much is required of leaders who wish to achieve the goal of two democratic, independent states living in peace.


They must reconcile the fact that the circumstances and objectives of the two sides are different.  


Israel has a state, but its people live in unbearable anxiety.  


So security is their overriding objective.


The Palestinians don't have a state and they want one: an independent, economically viable, geographically contiguous state.  


That is their overriding objective.


I believe that neither can attain its objective by denying to the other its objective.  


Israelis will not have sustainable security if the Palestinians don't have a state.


Palestinians will not achieve a state if the people of Israel do not have security.  


So with each launched Kassam missile or suicide bomb attack the prospect of a Palestinian state is delayed, not advanced.  


But there must be available to Palestinians the clear alternative, an alternative which they must seize, of a non-violent path to a Palestinian state living in peace alongside a Jewish state – the two-state solution that some polls report that a majority on both sides still say they support.


Palestinians, in turn, must accept that the Israeli demand for security is as real and as necessary as is their demand for a state.


This is more likely to occur if a context can be created in which meaningful negotiations can take place.


Of course this has been and remains American policy.

President Bush reiterated that earlier this year when he said:


“The point of departure for permanent status negotiations to realize this vision seems clear: There should be an end to the occupation that began in 1967. The agreement must establish Palestine as a homeland for the Palestinian people, just as Israel is a homeland for the Jewish people.  These negotiations must ensure that Israel has secure, recognized, and defensible borders.  And they must ensure that the state of Palestine is viable, contiguous, sovereign, and independent. 

 
It is vital that each side understands that satisfying the other's fundamental objectives is key to a successful agreement.  Security for Israel and viability for the Palestinian state are in the mutual interests of both parties.”


These remarks by President Bush were made at the King David Hotel here in Jerusalem on January 10th of this year.


Unfortunately, the culture of peace, so carefully nurtured during the Oslo Process, appears to have largely dissipated, replaced by a sense of futility and despair, of the inevitability of conflict.


Hamas’ electoral victory and its takeover of Gaza create political instability and increasing anxiety.


Here in Israel there is political uncertainty.


And continued settlement activity further erodes any Palestinian hope that peace is possible.


In the United States, even now, with just six months left, it is not too late for the current administration to make a difference.


At the very least, there can be an improvement in the atmosphere in the region and a smoother and more stable transition to a new U.S. administration and a new effort.  


That effort must be persevering. 


This is not to say that this should be an American process or agreement.  


It must be firmly rooted in a shared vision of the people who live here for a peaceful future.


But experience has shown that firm, constant and creative U.S. diplomacy is required.  


I recall clearly my first day in Northern Ireland, more than thirteen years ago.  


I saw for the first time the huge wall which physically separates the communities in Belfast.  


On that first morning I met with nationalists, mostly Catholic, on their side of the wall, in the afternoon with unionists, mostly Protestant, on their side.  


Their messages had not been coordinated, but they were the same:  In Belfast, they told me, there was a high correlation between unemployment and violence.  


They said that where men and women had no opportunity, no hope, they were more likely to take the path of violence.


Despair is the fuel for instability and conflict everywhere.  


Opportunity, hope and dignity are essential to peace and stability. 


The conflict in Northern Ireland, like the conflicts here and elsewhere, obviously was not exclusively or even primarily economic.  


It involved religion, territory, and national identity.  


But there was and is an underlying economic factor.


That’s because people who have nothing have nothing to lose. 


The most effective sway to achieve growth in the Middle East will be for the conflict to end.  


And when that happens, there must be democratic institutions, and sound social and fiscal policies ready to be established or expanded.  


In Ireland, a far-sighted combination of education reform, tax policy, and technological skill led to a burst of growth that made its economy the fastest growing in Europe over the past decade.


No two countries, no two conflicts are the same, so that combination cannot be precisely replicated elsewhere.  


But it offers an example of what can happen when peace makes a better life possible.


This appears to be what King Abdullah of Jordan recently challenged Middle East business and government leaders to develop in preparation for “the day after peace.” 


The region then will face critical issues such as water management, infrastructure improvement, educational reform, information technology, empowerment of women, and, crucially, jobs for the 200 million young people under the age of 24.  


But we must do all we can now, especially since economic development may be a catalyst – or at least help create a favorable environment – for a fair and just resolution to the conflict.


In marked contrast to Israel’s economic success, the Palestinian economy has deteriorated badly.  


The World Bank estimates that actual per capita GDP among Palestinians is almost 40 percent lower than it was in 1999.


Nevertheless, life goes on daily in the West Bank and Gaza – businesses operate and families struggle to survive.
There should be an intensification of the steps already being taken to try to restore the Palestinian economy.


In December of last year, President Bush met in the White House with the Unionist leader Ian Paisley, the First Minister of Northern Ireland, and the Nationalist leader Martin McGuinness, the deputy First Minister.  


At that meeting, McGuinness said that “before [March 26, 2007], Ian Paisley and I never had a conversation about anything – not even about the weather – and now we have worked very closely together over the last seven months and there's been no angry words between us.”  


Paisley responded that there will still be fighting, but of a different kind: “You have to fight for peace,” he said, “and we are dedicated to that.”' 


As in Northern Ireland, there must be a determined, persevering effort to find a way to renew a sense of compromise in the Middle East.  


I know that cynicism and fear are on the rise, and that it will be very difficult to counteract them.



There is much history here to overcome.


But there also was a lot of history in Northern Ireland.


And there, just four days before the agreement was reached, a public opinion poll reported that 83 percent of the people believed that no agreement was possible.

But we did get an agreement, and it has held.

It can be done here and it must be done, for the alternative is unacceptable and should be unthinkable.


Two proud peoples share a land and a destiny.  


Their competing claims and religious differences have led to a grinding, demoralizing, destructive conflict.  


They can continue in conflict or they can find a way to live side-by-side in peace.


I hope and pray that they choose peace.


The twenty-first century may be, like so many in the past, a time of endless war, of famine, of oppression, and of injustice.  


But it could be a time when the world’s democracies –   the United States and Israel among them – use their strength carefully, and commit their people, their power and their prestige, to a great and noble vision:  


A world largely at peace, with freedom, education, opportunity, and prosperity extending to more and more people throughout the world.


That is our challenge.  


We must make it our destiny.
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