ABSTRACT 
The Palestinian-Israeli conflict has been one of the most turbulent conflicts of the twentieth century. The Oslo accords were to mark the end of 50 years of war. But the Oslo accords were a diplomatic blunder. The Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) was forced, under the pressure of the international community, to sign the deal which brought forth few benefits and a perpetuation of violence. The accords had one good effect, the physical warfare stopped for 2-3 years, but that brief respite was short-lived. The supposed good warm atmosphere that Oslo created was so fragile that a visit to the Noble Sanctuary (Al Haram al-Sharif) by Israeli politician Ariel Sharon sparked a surge in violence that lasts until this day. The Oslo Accords failed to bring about a solution to Israeli settlement of the West Bank, to creating a viable and democratic representative body for the Palestinians, nor did they even mention the Palestinian refugees which live in Diaspora without a country to claim identity.  
The Arab-Israeli conflict began with the Jewish immigration to Palestine that took place following WWII. Jewish settlement in mandate-Palestine set the stage for one of the most violent conflicts of the 20th century and by the late 1980’s, the eruption of the Intifada or the “Shaking off” by the Palestinians, the political and economic map of Palestine was changed. Israel suffered economically and politically as a result of the Intifada. It caused a drop in Israeli tourism, which set their government searching for solutions. Concurrently, the Palestinians were facing military oppression. Their houses were being torn down, curfews and blockades were enforced all over their cities. The humanitarian situation was also worsening. Families were displaced, and hundreds were murdered by Israeli attacks. People on both sides were becoming desperate. Palestinians were using rocks and stones as their only means of defense, and threw them at occupying Israeli soldiers. Armed struggle became a way of life for many youths. Children did not go to school and instead followed parties and organizations for structure in their lives. The international community, particularly the United States and the Soviet Union, attempted to launch a peace initiative in Spain known as the Madrid talks. The Palestinians, Israelis, and Arab countries were present. Although the meeting did not lead to direct results, it was the first attempt to solve the Palestinian conflict through peaceful means.
 This paved the way for the Washington talks where a Palestinian and an Israeli delegation met in Washington and discussed ways of ending the conflict. These talks failed because sentiments among Palestinians and Israelis were still very tense, and forced negotiators to be uncompromising in their positions. In response to this stalemate the Norwegian government with Norwegian professors in the UN tried to set up a secret back channel between the PLO and the Israelis. The PLO, being a founder of Palestinian struggle against Israel, represented the Palestinian side. The representatives met in Oslo, the Norwegian capital, in the houses of the Norwegian professors. This initiative would later mark the signing of the “mutual” existence agreement, and the Declaration of Principles between the Palestinians and Israelis.
 The corrupt incompetent and repressing PLO with the hard lined Israeli governments made the first Peace initiative a chain of Palestinian concessions.
The PLO is an independent Palestinian organization that was created in Kuwait in the nineteen sixties. It is one of many Palestinian groups like Hamas and Jihad Al Islami who represent the Palestinian struggle in the occupied territories of Palestine. Yet none of these groups solely represents the Palestinian people.
 Therefore the selection of the PLO as the only delegation to represent the Palestinians was undemocratic and unjust. How can a group with its own political ideology, and a leadership not chosen democratically, be given the responsibility for forge a mutual and viable peace agreement between two nations? The delegation to Oslo should have represented the views of all of the Palestinians to have made the talks worthwhile. Since the Israelis were negotiating solely with the PLO, they were able to manipulate the interests of the Palestinian delegation by serving the organization’s personal interests, which in fact happened during the negotiations over the Declaration of Principles and in the “Mutual” Recognition agreement.
 
By the first fifteen rounds of negotiations, the Palestinians and Israelis reached an agreement. They established a Declaration of Principles, which was largely an agreement on the terms for the final status talks, leaving the cause of the conflict until the end. The Palestinian delegation committed a lot of mistakes strategically and almost intentionally, that reduced their power as a negotiating party. They began the negotiations with petty details and postponed solving the real problems that fueled the conflict. 
They Palestinians reached an agreement with the Israelis over Gaza, where the PLO would control only a percentage of Gaza, not including the areas where Israeli settlement where built. Moreover, the Palestinian delegation agreed that Israeli forces would control all the external borders of Gaza. By doing so the delegation gave up the right to an area which the Palestinians deserve according to UN Resolution 242. In later negotiations the delegation only lobbied for meaningless concessions from the Israelis, like having bridges linking Gaza to the West Bank. Although it is important to have a connection from Gaza to the West Bank, but there are more vital issues to lobby for. The first issue is the refugee problem. The PLO delegation to Oslo did not even discuss the Palestinian refugees out of Palestine. Since more than half of the Palestinian population is living in Diaspora, any peace deal with Israel must include a fair solution for all Palestinians, both in and out of Palestine. Not including these refugees means a perpetuation of conflict. Second, the delegation did not discuss Israeli settlement of the West Bank after many months of negotiations. Israeli settlement of the West Bank is one of the largest roadblocks to peace in Palestine. Settlements have been set up in major and strategic areas in the West Bank and East Jerusalem in order to ensure their continuation. Every Palestinian village has been almost surrounded with settlements isolating villages from one another. This division carves up Palestinian territory and makes it all the more difficult for a viable state to emerge. Moreover the roads the settlers use are guarded by the Israeli army and can only be used by Israeli settlers. This makes the West Bank logistically impossible to be controlled by a future Palestinian state. Third is the future if East Jerusalem. Like the West Bank East Jerusalem under UN resolution 242 and 338 is part of Palestinian land. These issues during Oslo one where only discussed vaguely where the two parties agreed to settle these issues in the Final talks. There are no issues to talk about other than these three. Any type of negotiations with the Israelis should be straight forward and to the point from the beginning stressing on the vital issues. Discussing on how to establish a Palestinian state should be discussed after the Israelis agree to give the Palestinians the right to live in security and peace and the right to determine their own future.
After Oslo I and making of the Declaration of Principles, both delegations decided that to make the agreement official there should be some kind of recognition between the two parties. Yasser Arafat the PLO chairman was asked to recognize that Israel had the “right in peace and security” and had to promise to stop all types of terror acts against the Israeli people. When reading the letter Arafat sends, one gets the feeling that the PLO was set up against the Palestinian population who wanted to struggle against Israel. The PLO sounds like the border guards for the Israel. “The PLO renounces the use of terrorism and other acts of violence and will assume responsibility over all the PLO elements personnel in order to assure their compliance, prevent violators and discipline violators.” 
 Moreover Arafat promises to delete all parts in the Palestinian Covenant that call for the destruction of Israel and don’t recognize its right of existence. To do so, he should gain the agreement of two thirds of the Palestinian national representative’s council in Tunis. Arafat took the decision for all the Palestinians promising Israel that he could convince more representatives and assign new ones that would agree to hiss actions if he was allowed to establish his headquarters in Gaza. This is like saying me president then I convince the people to support me.
  
On the other hand in this agreement Israel would recognize that the PLO as the official representative of the Palestinians. The Mutual agreement was far from being fair and just, the Palestinians would recognize Israel’s right to exist but the Israeli recognize that PLO is the representative of Palestinians. Firstly the PLO made the irreversible mistake recognizing that Israel had to right to a homeland and forgot about the Palestinian right. There is nothing mutual in this agreement. It’s a one sided concession in the name of the Palestinians. Moreover it’s undemocratic and unlawful for Israel an independent state to recognize that the PLO is the representative of the Palestinians. Only the Palestinians have the right to determine their representatives and leaders. Third is the second unlawful act the Israelis commit after just merely negotiating with the PLO.
Israel did its own part in destroying the good will of the Oslo negotiations. The Rabin government at that time although considered liberal in Israeli politics, was much attached to one sided interests. Rabin wanted to establish all of Israelis interests through these accords and try to abuse the weakness and in competence of the Palestinian delegation. Rabin also used the corruption of the PLO to gain leverage during negotiations. One of the best examples already mentioned would be the Mutual Recognition agreement where he used the PLO’s intentions to be recognized world wide and lose their label as a terrorist organization. Even during negotiation especially in the Gaza and Jericho agreement the Israeli delegation used its power and its connections with the United States to pressure the Palestinian authority into yielding to their demands. In addition to that the Israeli government destroyed the real meaning of the peace. Although they did impose their demands in keeping the settlement for final status talks and refusing to discuss the return of the refugees to Palestine, they destroyed any chance of having peace in the region. The Oslo accords would later back fire at the Israelis. The Israelis since the signing of Oslo I in Washington 1993 then Camp David 1995 and later 
Taba agreements never found peace for their people. There was always Hamas attacks and throwing rocks and various types of Palestinian resistance taking place. This was there not because the Palestinian and Israeli delegation were disagreeing or stalemating in their talks but because settlement was still talking place, hundreds of families displaced from their home and their houses torn down, Israeli Jet planes bombed Palestinians houses daily. The case was desperate for the Palestinians, food supply decreased during blockades. An atmosphere of desperation was building up. In September 2000, the Israeli foreign minister Ariel Sharon invaded the sacredness of the Al Aqsa mosque and forcefully during Friday prayers entered with hundreds of soldiers into the mosque. The situation escalated and violence broke out. This small incident destroyed the whole peace process. Now there is nothing called the e peace process. The few agreements that weren’t broken were now broke. The swift escalation of violence showed how weak and how superficial the so called peace process that resulted from the Oslo talks. The situation of the Palestinians is worse than ever, and so is the situation of the Israelis. There is sixty percent unemployment in Gaza. Settlements in the West bank are getting bigger. There was even talk of a wall separating the Palestinian and Israeli areas in the West Bank. This wall sound like a Berlin wall type, a wall separating two opposing enemies ready to shed blood over anything. Moreover Israel should be blamed more for the failure of the Oslo accords as a peace initiative. Israel was always on the head of the negotiating table. It has the power economic political and military force to do what it wanted. It was the strongest power in the Middle East facing the weakest poorest refugees in the world. Israel is the stronger side and thus should make the peace initiative. It is the side that can actually control events. PLO and Arafat although corrupt and unorganized never had enough power to control Hamas or the other factions in the Palestinian population. 
            The Oslo Accords turned out to be a failure to both sides. It’s not that the peace initiatives between the Palestinians and Israelis it impossible, or isn’t the right solution. Peace has to be the solution to this conflict no matter what. The fighting is a vicious circle of none ending violence. The Palestinians aren’t going to leave their homeland and assimilate themselves into other countries. The poverty and desperation is feeding them hate from the day they open their eyes. The Israelis aren’t going to leave Palestine this easily, they would not go back to Europe or where ever they cam from. That’s why Peace is the only effective answer. May be it’s not the fair and sensible thing to do but it is the right one. The problem remains to be their to this day. The Palestinians have terrible leaders corrupt greedy and fraudulent. At the same time the Israelis are hard lined and stubborn. Yet if it is seen from a closer look one could blame Israel for the most part. Israeli government is a democratic one. The government represents the people. Therefore as a government and people Israel should solve this problem with a peace initiative. The Palestinians never had the right t to choose their leadership. Or to be exact they never had the security and peace to choose a right political order that don’t only revolve on violence. The Palestinians should be given their state, should have the chance o prove to the world that they can pull it off. If they get their state their right to determine their future then they could be blamed for something. Now the only part that can be blamed is the PLO e terrible leadership not representing the Palestinians. Moreover of the Palestinians turn to terror actions and violence, it is very normal. Any people with no identity and in search of one did the same. The French in WWII murdered 2400 Vichy soldiers, the Israelis had their terrorist organization when fighting the British mandate and terrorizing the Palestinian in Dier Yassin and Kafar Kasim. Later like Ben Gorion did, the Palestinians leader maybe be even Arafat will put down the violent factions and peace will take place. 
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