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Abstract 

 
Conflicts around the 

world today are fully shaped 
by the lasting machinations & 
legacies of the former 
colonial powers. Denial of 
that is revisionist and 
irrational. National interests 
and the economic 
dependencies fostered in that 
period have paved the way for 
the inhabitants of those 
former colonies to remain 
entrenched in deep ethnic 
conflict and lasting hatreds 
fueled by the ongoing proxy 
conflicts of the great powers, 
or economic considerations. 
US-Russian Cold War 
calculations repeatedly fueled 
the major Arab-Israeli Wars. 
Iranian-Israeli relations 
repeatedly utilize 
Palestinians, Kurds and 
Lebanese in their proxy engagements. Arab Spring uprisings will continuously bring to power regimes 
that are increasingly anti-West and anti-Israel. 

Peoples marginalized and displaced by the process of colonization hold lasting grievances that in 
new wars will continue to trigger violent engagements. The ongoing tensions and currently intractable 
low grade violence between the Jewish and Palestinian communities is certainly more complex than 
colonialism yet far more immediate than distant wars and expulsions with ancient Babylon or Rome. 
Moving forward it is less vital that root cause be debated conclusively, but instead that the proximate 
causes are understood and acted upon to secure a lasting settlement. The mechanisms of which we believe 
are outside the normative nation state framework. 
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This analysis will propose the rationale and series of interlinked tactical interventions to be 
carried out in Israel Palestine that will break the intractable deadlock of the failed peace negotiations. 
It will highlight the combination of renewed multi-track1 diplomatic efforts that will in harmonization 
produce three viable confederated states; coexistence; as well as peace and economic development 
between various peoples involved. Most importantly it will showcase a new intervention theory called 
Parallel State; the Para-State approach to seemingly endless inter-ethnic conflicts. 

 

 

Section One 

1.​ An analysis of the problem 

Historic Grievances & Immediate Threats 

The seemingly innumerous problems with the so-called peace process are founded in the complete 

lack of agreement on how and when the conflict began; who allowed this process to occur and ultimately 

who currently supports its continuation. This rhetoric and historic revisionism contributes to the lack of 

1 See Appendix   
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meaningful dialogue and subsequent action. Via a MSTC rapid historical phase analysis we observe 

highly divergent reference points and alignments of modern grievance.​  

Jewish/Israeli Perception: 
a) Slavery in Egypt b) Canaanite Conquest, c) First Hebrew Commonwealth, d) Babylonian Exile, e) 
Second Hebrew Commonwealth, f) Roman Occupation, g) Judeo-Roman Wars, h) Diaspora, i) Zionist 
Congressional Organizing, j) Shoah, k) Independence War, l) Sinai War 1956,  m) 1967 Six Day War,  n) 
1973 Yom Kippur War o) 1982 Lebanon War, p) Intifada One, q) Oslo Process, r) Intifada Two, s) post 
2005 Separation Barrier, t) 2008 Hezbollah War, u) Gaza War 2010, v) Post 2010 Intractability. 
 
Palestinian Perception:   
a.​ Caliphate b) Ottoman Rule, c)Revolt of 1843 c) British Rule, d) 1948 Catastrophe, e) 1967 
Occupation of West Bank and Gaza, f) Formation of PLO 1964 g)1967 Catastrophe h) Post-1967 
Resistance Period, i) 1970 Black September Massacres in Jordan, j) 1982 Israeli-Lebanon War, k) 
Sabra-Shatilla Massacres, l) First Intifada One, m) Oslo, n) Second Intifada o) 2005 Hudna/ Apartheid 
Wall p) 2006 Hamas Electoral Victory/ Hamas/Fatah Civil Conflict q) 2010 Gaza War, r) post 2010 
Intractability. 
 

The contradictions of these clustered collective perspectives are virtually irreconcilable. But that is 

not as important as you may believe. We do not have to agree to a narrative only aims and indicators. 

From the Palestinian historic narrative there occurred a series of grave injustices and failures of 

leadership that took place throughout Ottoman and British occupations. Working against their rightful 

existence in the state of Palestine; Arab, Turkish and English collaborators enabled a Jewish colonial 

presence which by the end of the Second World War; facilitated by Euro-American guilt over German 

atrocities allowed mass Jewish immigration to occur into historic Palestine which had not had any 

substantial Jewish population since 73 CE (Laqueur, 1972). Between 1936 and 1939 the Palestinians 

organized a large revolt against the British commission’s recommendations to divide Palestine. Deborah J. 

Gerner in Encyclopedia of 20th Century Ethnic Conflict stated that; 

“Initially the rebellion was nonviolent; however after a British commission recommended splitting Palestine the 

revolt flared again in a much more violent form”.  
 

Following a series of provocations, ethnic cleansing and the military defeats of Arab armies; by 

January 1949 Palestine was literally wiped off the map in order to give birth to the State of Israel. For 

many Palestinians the source of the conflict goes back to the end of the First World War when Palestine 

was conquered from the dissolving Ottoman Empire by Great Britain and France which via the 
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Sykes-Picot Agreement divided up the Arab world to ensure there spheres of interest.  During the same 

time period the Balfour Declaration was issued in Britain which promoted the idea of establishing a 

Jewish homeland in Palestine. Zionist political manipulations in the United States fueled by the 

calculations of the Cold War enabled the State of Israel to expand rapidly past the boundaries established 

by the United Nations in 1948. Following the event called “the Catastrophe” (Nakba); Israel enraged in 

rapid annexation of all of historic Palestine in 1967. A series of wars with its neighbors; a series of 

atrocities inside Israel and other nations; and a continuous brutal occupation is now further compounded 

by daily expansions of Jewish settlements in the West Bank and a state of total siege and blockade in the 

Hamas controlled Gaza Strip. 

A commonly held perception is that the Europeans and Americans helped the Jews build a Zionist 

colony on their historic homeland (Hroub, p.37). In many cases they fled to Arab nations that reduced 

them to permanent internal refugees and others that massacred and expelled them. After being betrayed 

by the other Arab leaderships they were forced into an extended exile that continues to this day. The 

Americans, controlled by the Zionist Lobby will arm and support the Israelis no matter what human rights 

violations are committed (Hroub, p. 110). Currently, not only has every Arab nation for the most part 

failed to help them or defeat Israel; the Americans have invaded Iraq and removed their primary ally 

Saddam Hussein, their political leadership has been completely divided between Hamas (Gaza Strip) and 

Fatah (West Bank); and Israeli settlement expansions in the West Banks are proceeding; displacing 

Palestinians from whatever bi-national settlement potentially is achieved (over 9% of West Bank has been 

settled).  

The Jewish-Israeli historic narrative is around two thousand years longer in collective formation; 

reinforced by the annual retelling of the narrative within the religion itself. To Jews this is their historic 

homeland, given to them by their god after slavery in Egypt; from which they were exiled after three 

violent wars with the Roman Empire2 (66-135 CE). In the collective memory of the Jewish people they 

then lived in a series ghettos within Muslim and European countries that ended regularly with pogroms, 

2  First Jewish–Roman War (66–73 CE), the Kitos War (115–117) and the Bar Kokhba Revolt (132–135 CE). 
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rape, robbery, deportation and eventually the genocide of the Shoah (Holocaust) between 1939-1945.  

Inspired and motivated by the global Zionist movement and its founder Theodor Herzl; Jewish gradual 

colonization of Palestine had begun in the 1840’s but rapidly accelerated following the first world war in 

1919. From the Jewish Zionist prospective Palestine was the only viable homeland for the Jewish people 

though settlements were offered and discussed in Sinai, Dominican Republic, Cyprus, Uganda and 

Argentina. The Zionist Movement had succeed by 1943 in purchasing nearly 400,000 acres, amounting to 

around 6% of the land for an estimated $560,000,000 paid to corrupt Ottoman officials, absentee 

Palestinian landlords living abroad and peasant Fellahin (Laquer/Rubenberg). This provoked a massive 

Palestinian Uprising in 1936-1939 which was crushed by the British Colonial Authority shattering 

prematurely any nascent resistance to the Zionist program. Jews entered the Allied forces en masse during 

both WW1 & 2 and gained military training throughout the war while virtually all Palestinians abstained 

from military service and some of Palestinian leadership openly collaborated with the Nazis (Khalidi, 

p.115). 

It was of course vitally important to these planners that Zionism and later Israeli forces first overcome 

Palestinian resistance and then clear as much of the country as they could of its Palestinian population. They 

understood perfectly that otherwise the Jewish State called for by the partition plan would not have control of 

its internal lines of communication. Most importantly, they understood the well-established demographic 

calculus of Palestine, which meant that without ethnic cleansing, the new state would have nearly as many 

Arabs as Jews. But least as important as this objective was the driving forward and establishing of strategic lines 

on which the Arab armies could be confronted should they enter Palestine as they did on May 15
th

, 1948 

(Khalidi, p.127).  
 
In 1948 United Nations Resolution 181 divided Palestine into two new, highly unreasonable states; 

one Jewish and the other Palestinian Arab but this was rejected completely by the surrounding Arab 

countries who quickly decided to go to war with Israel which defeated them easily despite the mythology 

of six Arab armies v. Jewish partisans and holocaust survivors; it was militarily comparable match 

(Morris, 2009).  For the Jewish people this was a historic victory and the beginning of modern Israel 

while for most Arabs and Palestinians this was an unjustified post-colonial war; an illegal partition of the 

land and a humanitarian catastrophe. Subsequent Arab-Israeli wars in 56, 67, 73, 82 and 08 only made the 

Palestinian political question less likely to be answered and expanded the size of the Zionist state. Egypt 

and Jordan pressured Palestinians in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip not to challenge the status quo or 
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engage in acts of resistance against Israel (Gerner). Palestinians were massacred by Arab armies in Jordan 

(1970) and Lebanon (1982).  Palestinians lacked any unifying, effective leadership for decades and lacked 

any formal political representation until the creation of the Palestinian Liberation Organization in 1964. In 

addition to this all most of the Palestinian leaders were expelled, assassinated or exiled once the Israeli 

1967 occupation of Gaza and West Bank began.  

According to UNRWA (United Nations Relief and Works Agency) nearly 5,000,000 Palestinians are 

still refugees while the State of Israel has been fully recognized by all of the Global North and most 

non-Muslim nations. To the Palestinians this created a lasting hatred and feeling of betrayal by the 

international community but most importantly created a feeling of hostility towards the new citizens of 

Israel who were celebrating their victory and freedom at the expense of another nation.  

The widespread Israeli belief is that without US military support and a strong military-industrial 

complex they will be annihilated by their Muslim neighbors. The Palestinians have never been an 

existential threat to Israel as compared to Egypt, Syria, Iraq and Iran, but they remain the most serious 

catalyst of organized political violence against Israel. Ultimately whatever political color Israelis hold 

three deep resentments will shape any peace process: A) there are dozens of Muslim States and this is the 

only Jewish State; their historic persecution necessitates a national home. B) Whatever they have done to 

the Palestinians is pale in comparison of what other groups have done in the same situation and continue 

to do. C) If this is nothing resolved in the next forty years the “Arab-Israeli” population (of 1.6 million) 

will grow inside pre-1967 Israel to point where ensuring a “Jewish State” will become impossible to 

maintain. 

Critiques of UNRWA state that it fosters dependency, lacks fiscal transparency and is unusual as the 

UN’s only ethno-specific refugee organization (Berkowitz, 2008).  

Romirowsky and Spyer in How UNRWA creates dependency state, 

"As it stands, the self-perpetuating bureaucracy of UNRWA is one of the central factors offering day jobs to 

members of terror groups, propping up Palestinian dependency and perpetuating the myths and falsehoods 

about Israel which help prevent a solution to the conflict." 
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To many Palestinians UNRWA is their only reliable existing para-state (Kimmerling/Migdal, p. 

160). War failed, Intifada 1 & 2, Oslo failed; Track 1 & 2 has also failed. The result is a de facto one-state 

(or three-state) solution which is an incubator for a wider longer violence. Multi-track diplomacy is 

about all levels of engagement working on conjunction as a system, but due to the unfeasible nature of the 

previous engagements; we are proposing a more radical intervention package without necessitating 

recognition of anyone’s states. 

“This grisly inventory finds the total number of deaths in conflicts since 1950 numbering about 85,000,000. Of 

that sum, the deaths in the Arab-Israeli conflict since 1950 include 32,000 deaths due to Arab state attacks and 

19,000 due to Palestinian attacks, or 51,000 in all. Arabs make up roughly 35,000 of these dead and 

Jewish Israelis make up 16,000. 

These figures mean that deaths in Arab-Israeli fighting since 1950 amount to just 0.06 percent of the total 

number of deaths in all conflicts in that period. More graphically, only 1 out of about 1,700 persons 

killed in conflicts since 1950 has died due to Arab-Israeli fighting. 

Adding the 11,00g0 killed in the Israeli war of independence, 1947-49, made up of 5,000 Arabs 

and 6,000 Israeli Jews, does not significantly alter these figures. 

In a different perspective, some 11,000,000 Muslims have been violently killed since 1948, of which 35,000, or 

0.3 percent, died during the sixty years of fighting Israel, or just 1 out of every 315 Muslim fatalities. In contrast, 

over 90 percent of the 11 million who perished were killed by fellow Muslims.” (Pipes, 2007)
3 

After tallying the extent of specific civilian casualty inter-communal violence between Palestinians 

and Israelis since hostilities began in 1948 a total combined loss of life has been estimated at wide range 

between 14,000 to 21,500 civilians4. 

Objective Proximate Causes 

Objective proximate causes are existential problems for both states and both peoples. As in for every 

square meter of West Bank territory absorbed into a settlement any future Palestinian state slowly ceases 

to lose ground. For every Arab-Israeli (Palestinian) born inside Israel; the reality of the Jewish State 

begins to crumble. As revolutions break out all over the region the overall security situation is 

deteriorating. Peace has always take a back seat to security and has always been punctuated with a new 

4 Via B’Tselem Israeli Human Rights Monitor 

3 Sources for these numbers: Z. Brzezinski, Out of Control: Global Turmoil on the Eve of the Twenty-first Century, 1993; S. Courtois, Le Livre 
Noir du Communism, 1997; G. Heinsohn, Lexikon der Völkermorde, 1999, 2nd ed.; G. Heinsohn, Söhne und Weltmacht, 2006, 8th ed.; R. 
Rummel, Death by Government, 1994; M. Small and J.D. Singer, Resort to Arms: International and Civil Wars 1816-1980, 1982; M. White, 
"Death Tolls for the Major Wars and Atrocities of the Twentieth Century," 2003. 

http://users.erols.com/mwhite28/warstat2.htm
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round of violent engagement. The following causes are understood on both sides as the primary 

provocations which trigger violence in the conflict.  

Primary Root: Physical integrity of bi-national territory. 

This is clearly understood on both sides in relation to the highly limited size of territory both 

peoples lay their claim to. Pre-1967 Israel has a population of over 1.6 million Palestinian Arabs. East 

Jerusalem and the West Bank have been settled by over 650,150 Jews which hold an estimated 9% of 

West Bank territory. The issues most difficult to negotiate include not only Jerusalem; the capital claimed 

by both; or the ever expanding settlements or the separation/apartheid barriers; but by where to draw 

borders so that a viable Palestine can exist alongside a secure Israel. 

Primary Proximate Causes:  

Each side holds a seemingly intractable bottom line perspective making their distrust grow even 

deeper as their leaders fail to deliver peace, security or economic development. These core provocation 

issues and the policies taken on them most harm the ability to hold any meaningful negotiations for peace. 

What follows are the ten primary proximate causes which require corresponding Benefit Harm indicators 

we advocate for in the fourth section to monitor their resolution or disruption. Symmetric Indicators as 

explained in more detail later are the agreed to measurement systems for a specific proximate causes 

where belligerent sides in a conflict lay out specific provocation parameters. 

According to a report by B’TSELEM (Sep, 2008), Access Denied, Israeli Measures to deny 
Palestinians access to land around settlements:  

“Israel has created in the Occupied Territories a regime of separation by discrimination, in which it runs separate 

legal systems, one for Israelis and the other for Palestinians, and under which the scope and nature of 

human-rights violations vary based on nationality. This system has led to the theft of hundreds of thousands of 

dunams of land to benefit the settlements and their residents”.  
 

1. Structural Apartheid:  Israelis are very loathe to be equated with South Africa and deeply 

fear the long term ramifications of the nascent boycott, divestment and sanction movement. Apartheid 

which is a crime against humanity is also the basis of the Israeli-Arab conflict; structural attempts in Israel 

and the occupied territories to maintain Jewish privilege, especially Ashkenazi Jewish privilege over all 

other ethnic groups. Apartheid is measured and understood as explicit and implicit structural division for 
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the purpose of fortifying ethnic privilege. The most obvious extensions of this Apartheid are the 

checkpoints, ethnic identity cards and the Security Barrier Walls. 

2. Jerusalem/ Holy Sites: Both Israelis and Palestinians view Jerusalem/Al Quds as their capital. 

The Old City holds the most holy site to Judaism (Ha Kotel/ Western Wall of destroyed second temple) 

and the Dome of the Rock; the third holiest site in Islam. A periodic flashpoint for violence, Jerusalem/ Al 

Quds highlights a major issue between both sides. The Palestinians want full control of East Jerusalem, 

which was occupied by Jordan prior to the Six Day War in 1967. Israel has actively worked to expand the 

Jewish presence in East Jerusalem and environs in order to make its division impossible. All West Bank 

Palestinian Muslims under age 35 are restricted from entering the Dome of the Rock except on major 

holidays with permits. All Palestinian-Israeli Jerusalem residents have access. All attempts to expand 

Jewish presence represent an explicit arena of contention. As do Arab or Jewish desecration and neglect  

3. Settlement Expansion: Israeli settlements in the West Bank according to Israeli NGO 

B’Tselem occupy on 1% of West Bank territory but via security barriers and jurisdiction extend to a full 

42% of administrative control (Yesha Council disputes this and states that the settlements take up 9.2 %, 

arguably on some of the best lands). This issue is one of the most glaring issues on the table as the 

majority of international human rights bodies have repeatedly ruled that the Israeli settlements in the 

Palestinian territories have no legal basis and must be removed in order to pave the way for a viable 

Palestinian state to emerge. Despite such obvious refusal of the settlements Israel has ignored all UN 

resolutions and recommendations and planned for more settlements to be built on Palestinian lands. Israel 

unilaterally dissolved and destroyed its Gaza Strip settlements in 2005. 

 4. Access to Water: As of today Israel has access to all the major water resources in the area 

some of which are located in the Palestinian Territories. Most of the natural resources that go into the 

Palestinian areas are only allowed to go in under Israeli control and monitoring and this would be 

essential to be removed in order to allow the state of Palestine to grow and enjoy full and real sovereignty. 

5. Refugees/Right to Return: in 1948 over 711,000 Palestinian refugees decided to flee their 

homes thinking that they could return in a matter of weeks or months after Israel’s defeat by the Arab 
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armies. Others were forced out of their homes by the advancing Israeli army which forcibly evacuated of 

500 villages (Pappe, 2006). By leaving their homes they paved the way for the actual establishment of the 

state of Israel and paved the way for almost never returning to their homes. A good number of 

Palestinians did not flee and became the so-called “Arab-Israelis” and today they are part of the Israeli 

society albeit as fourth class citizens. Today the Refugees issue is being used for political use only as most 

of the Arab countries to refuse to give Palestinian refugees and rights or citizenships in order to support 

“the right of return” and Israel will never allow Palestinian to return as this would mean that the Jewish 

people would become a minority in their own Jewish land that they have fought so much in order to have. 

On the Jewish side, persons with one Jewish grandparent are covered under the existing right to return 

and are given an extensive benefit basket.    

6. The Borders/ Palestinian State Recognition: The Israeli government has repeatedly stood 

against any idea of a true sovereign Palestinian state due to proclaimed existential security risks. 

According to Israel any Palestinian state will not be connected in terms of geography with limited air 

space and sea freedom making the idea of a state kind of hopeless in the eyes of many Palestinians. In 

addition, there many Israeli restrictions relating to any future state for the Palestinian people such as any 

state would need to be without any army and even the polices forces would need to fully report its use of 

weapons. The state would also be forced to rely on Israeli utility companies, water works and be 

economically dependent for some time. 

7. US Military Aid: Israel was the recipient $2.775 billion in 2010, $3 billion in 2011, 

$3.07 billion in 2012 (and $3.15 billion per year from 2013-2018) while Israel's defense budget 

is around $15 billion. The United States and Israel engage in extensive intelligence sharing and 

defense research. The US also has the largest community of Jews outside of Israel. AIPAC, the 

Israel lobby in the United States has a disproportionate amount of influence over U.S. policy and 

the notion of the U.S. an independent outside arbiter is naive.   
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8. Demographic Changes: Israelis are acutely worried about demographic changes inside of 

Israel that will affect the state’s “Jewish Character” in the long run. 1.6 million Israeli citizens of Arab, 

Bedouin, Druze and Palestinian descent make up currently over 20 % of the population. Equally 

worrying is that out of an estimated 12 million people in greater Israel (Israel, Judea & Samaria/ West 

Bank), under Israeli jurisdiction (excluding 1.7 million in Gaza) only 5.6 million are classified as being 

Jewish. 

9. Regional Instability: As various Arab governments erupt in civil strife and internal conflict 

Israel continues to worry about its own security in an environment rife with revolution, civil war and arms 

proliferation. Egypt’s 2011 revolution and subsequent coup brought Muslim Brotherhood in and then out 

of power; Hamas is the Palestinian branch of Muslim Brotherhood. Jordan which is over 70% Palestinian 

is Israel’s only remaining regional ally besides Turkey which is growing also increasingly hostile. 

10. Bi-Partisan Palestine: Since the Palestinian civil war in 2006 Gaza Strip has been controlled 

by Hamas and the West Bank Palestinian Authority by Fatah. Hamas does not recognize Israel’s right to 

exist and Fatah is viewed as corrupted. This in essence has created two Palestines only one of which is 

willing to negotiate anything with the State of Israel and neither of which can enforce policy on the other.     

These are the major issue is the grievance that both sides hold against one another. This is a major 

point that can be far more important than Jerusalem, water, or even refugees. The hatred that both sides 

have for one another and the pain that each side caused the other are so deep that they cannot simply 

make any future agreements because of a true lack any sense of trust or sincerity. There has to be a true 

healing process to be formed that involves both sides with the focus on those who suffered because of 

the Israeli existence or the Palestinian presence in the Territories.  
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Section Two 

2.​ An analysis and justification of an intervention(s) to address the problem(s), including 

theories of change to use. 

 

Our underlying analysis is that Western imposed peace negotiations have completely failed, 

Palestinian statehood is inevitable; and demographic realities inside of Israel make the continuation of 

a Jewish state impossible if the status quo is maintained. This intervention package to be coordinated 

by the Palestinian & Jewish diaspora. It is geared to reinvigorate meaningful dialogue, foster functional 

reliance and allow three viable administrative division within a Palestinian-Israeli Confederation based 

on violence cessation, recognition of each other’s territorial claims and freedom of movement & rights 

attainment within the three territories (Gaza, Pre-1967 Israel, and the West Bank).   

The four underlying theories of change are:  
 

“Parastate Infrastructure”; the development of capacity via civil services, trade unions and social 

enterprises interlinking diaspora financing to community based organizations. Operating in a given 

nation wracked by failed state policies; a parallel state is built in the shadow of a failing one. This 

economic leverage is first utilized in the building the capability through Civil Society organizations to 

provide services to populations; then coordinating their functionality to mirror those attributed to best 

practices of developed countries. The Para State is build piecemeal out of CBS, SMO, NGOs and small 

businesses with a unified vision of human rights attainment for the communal identity they share. 

Successful demonstrations of Parallel State Development are the American Nation of Islam, the 

Kurdish national movement, the Irish Republican movement, the Bangladeshi mega “NGO” BRAC, 

Iranian built Hezbollah, Palestinian Hamas and of course the Zionist Movement’s formation of the 

State of Israel.  

“Trilateral cooperation” assumes triumvirate confidence building with full inclusion of Hamas, Fatah, 

and the Israeli Coalition government functioning as three cooperative administrative units assuming 

separate but coordinate jurisdiction over their zones of control. All confidence measures revolve on 

acceptance of Eight Core Agreements; 1) Israel’s’ right to exist in historic Palestine, 2) Palestine’s right 

to exist in modern Israel, 3) Agreement to a thirty year Hudna (ceasefire) that rewards security and 

development cooperation with a roll back of Israeli military presence to 1967 borders 4) Right to return 
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of all foreign nationals with one Jewish or Palestinian grandparent to areas under respective tri-national 

control, 5) Palestinian (“Arab-Israeli”) populations centers inside pre-1967 Israel fall administratively 

under Palestinian Authority if 67% are Arab 6) Israeli settlement expansion freeze and 1 m3/ for 1m3 

reciprocity of pre-1967 Israel in exchange for West Bank territory settled, 7) Bi-nationalization of 

Jerusalem  8) All political offices will be held based on democratic election; the peace process is to be 

governed by human rights indicators & tri-state administration of Gaza, Israel & West Bank.   

“Multinationalization”; is economic and human rights centered development coupled with civil 

disobedience; utilizing battalions of foreign volunteers. Multi-nationalization is deliberate and 

strategic diversification of a project’s field team to recruit and include a composition of staff whereby 

harm directed against this staff is mitigated by their groupings of foreign nationals. This strategy plays 

directly to racist/ nationalist media tendencies and multiplies the “outsider Impact” of the field teams 

effort. Multi-nationalization is however completely subordinated to leadership directives of the CBOs 

the effort helps facilitate the impact of.   

“Functional Reliance”: formation of strategic and economic partnerships that involve multi-ethnic 

enterprises to build solidarity via functionally relying on the other ethnic group to co-lead, manage and 

serve in programs. It also involves mass inclusion of belligerent populations within 

ethno-heterogeneous civil services functionally relying on peace to ensure development.  

 

Our intervention recommendations involve measured, scalable responses in the following 

categories based on threat levels corresponding to rights violations in the 3 categories of Symmetric 

Indicators to be outlined in the fourth section. For the sake of vast simplification of the algorithm 

findings matrix here are the primary intervention recommendations by category: 

​  

Interventions to be taken by Non-State Actors 

 

1.​ Multi-nationalizing the conflict decreases impunity of violent reprisals. Increasing overall levels of 

Developed-nation volunteers serving in territories as well as Arabs serving in Israel is ideal 

especially during escalations of conflict. 

2.​ Gaza blockade naval flotillas should be launched periodically but attempt to enter Gaza from 

international waters only in response to symmetric indicator based events. .   

3.​ Boycott, Divestment, Sanction campaigns directed against Israeli economic, educational and 

cultural sectors should be strengthened.  
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4.​ Refusals to serve in occupied territories and diversions to National Service should be encouraged. 

Mass Israeli dissident infiltration of National Service should mirror mass Palestinian infiltration of 

the UNRWA agencies. 

5.​ Person-to-person correspondence campaigns increased. Social media ought to broadly utilized in 

order to increase the awareness of the other side’s perspectives and lives through a mass 

facilitation program.   

6.​ “Seeds of Peace” style camps and activities should be rapidly stepped up and further established in 

Cyprus, Egypt and Jordan. These camps should be seen as vital organizational training grounds for 

this effort. 

7.​ Joint Palestinian-Israeli economic ventures should be encouraged especially activities that link 

asset ownership and management. Palestinians should switch to their own currency pegged to the 

Jordanian Dinar. 

8.​ Palestinian populations in diaspora should be organized into Parastate administrative units. 

Politically and industrially organized and administered by either Hamas, Fatah or an emergent 

Party. All States that have since 1948 not recognized benefits of citizenship of Palestinian diaspora 

ought to be viewed as hostile to peace. Factions are urged to pursue annexation efforts of territory 

into a Greater Palestine.    

9.​ Mobilization of a Palestinian Lobby to harness Palestinian-American remittances and votes. This 

lobby like AIPAC must focus on all areas capable of social agency. It must mirror AIPAC’s tactics 

and organizational structure in every possible regard. It must also focus on reducing AIPAC 

monopoly of agency in regards to the Near East within the United States. 

10.​Occupational Annexes should never be excluded as they are based on precedent. Sykes Picot was 

the first precedent arbitrarily drawing up the borders of the region. Israel itself is of course the 

second occupying and annexing far beyond the 1948 agreed borders. Russia is the th third taking 

territory, basing soldiers there and annexing it via referendum. Valid occupational annexes include 

any territory bordering any of the three administrative zones Gaza, Israel, and West Bank 

containing a 67% majority population of Palestinians or Jews.  

 

Interventions as Policy recommendations to State Actors 

1.​ Recognition of Bi-partisan Palestinian State in exchange for recognition of Israeli Administrative 

control of pre-1967 borders excluding population centers with 67% Palestinian Arab majority. 

Further equalizing administrative land disputes proceed to equalize land holdings to 1m3/1m3, a 

50/50 land and resource split involving trading taxation/ administration of Arab-Israeli population 

centers for Jewish Settlement in West Bank. 
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2.​ Settlement freezes/ and scheduled settlement turn-overs. 

3.​ Prisoner amnesty for quarterly periods of violence cessation. 

4.​ Israeli Development assistance in exchange for periods of violence cessation. 

5.​ Institute full draft in Israel with enlargement of National Service to channel Arab-Israeli 

intuitional exclusion into capacity building via service in Gaza and West Bank.  

6.​ Piecemeal, scheduled administrative turnovers proceed for periods of violence cessation. 

7.​ Targeted kidnappings of soldiers are only to be traded one for one. 

8.​ Scholarships for Palestinian students at Israeli universities. 

9.​ Extension of Joint-Palestinian Israeli Civil Service inclusion. 

10.​Mashav will develop modules to teach Palestinians cooperative economic and organizational 

frameworks necessary for state capacity.  

11.​ Mashav and UNRWA will fund the creation of joint Palestinian-Israeli peacekeeping and 

emergency relief brigades and deploy them under the UN peacekeeping architecture. 

12.​ Joint Palestinian-Israeli kibbutzim and Moshaviim for collective living, industry and agriculture 

will be established in Gaza, West Bank, Israel proper and Sinai subsidized by American Jewish 

community, USAID, Qatar, Jordan and Saudi Arabia.  

​  

Long Term Conflict Intervention Recommendations: 

Political/Diplomatic tools 

• Outsider Mediation for implementation of localized programs. 

• Coexistence-Coordination Offices established in each village, town and city.   

• Political Capacity and Aid assistance to all factions espousing peace and recognition. 

• Hudna/Recognition/Normalization especially between Israel-Hamas; Israel-Iran, and Israel-Hezbollah.  

• Human Rights Defense Missions increased inside of Syria along with continued non-military support for 

any Syrian factions that might recognize Israel. 

• Dispute resolution mechanisms further established. 

• Crisis Management Systems better implemented. 

• Public Diplomacy/Pressure: U.S.A. must reduce military aid to Israel. 

• Threat/Use of diplomatic sanctions: A regional arms embargo must be put in place to curtail weapons 

flow into a region that will be plagued by increasing civil unrest. 

 

Legal/Constitutional tools 

• Constitutional Reforms in place in both Israel & Palestine to better reflect Human Rights obligations. 
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• Formal power sharing mechanisms set in place to create a functional bi-partisan Palestinian State 

alongside an Israeli one. 

• Human Rights monitoring must be carried out by outside multinationals. 

• Police, judiciary, corrections capacity assistance must increase in Palestine. 

 

Economic/Social tools 

• Conflict-sensitive Israeli led Development Assistance via Mashav. 

• Intergroup dialogue interactions stepped up on all four tracks. 

• Restrictions on US financial flows. 

• Conditional incentives/inducements: (debt relief, trade preferences, investment) 

• Threat/Use of targeted economic sanctions (BDS): Although this has been viewed with controversy 

among countries like Israel and the USA but has received wide and major official and non-official support 

from many countries around the world such as England, Norway, Denmark, and others who imposed 

sanctions on Israeli banks that fund and have ties with the Israeli illegal settlements. We think that this is 

indeed an effective tool that can add more pressure on the Israeli refusal to accept and respect 

International Law but we also think that it can generate more awareness and more understanding among 

the public in Israel for example and not explaining the problems with an angry tone.  

 

Military/Security tools 

• Security guarantees including “Arab-Israeli” units of the IDF to help in security of West Bank and Gaza. 

Joint defense training between Israeli, Hamas, and Fatah fighters. 

• Systematic Confidence-building measures 

• Security Sector Reform: All Israelis and Palestinians to be drafted into either IDF or PDF (Palestinian 

Defense Force) regardless of ethnicity. Only way out universal draft will be enrolment in a revised 

National Service Corps to be radically expanded in scope to all civil services.  

• Joint Israeli-Palestinian Military Observer/ Peacekeeping and Humanitarian Missions will be enhanced 

via the United Nations. 

• Arms Embargoes will be encouraged between Russia and America to cut arms flow into the Middle East 

generally. 

• Preventive Military/Police deployment will cease except by combined units. All Israeli 

security-intelligence forces will be pulled out of post-1967 borders except to facilitate settlement turn 

over. 

• Threat of Force/Deterrence 
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Primary Resource Agreements: 

 
1.​ Joint PA/Israeli control of Galilee water resource 

2.​ Joint Administration of Hospitals and Universities 

3.​ Doubling Israeli-Palestinian land mass via purchase/ annexation of Sinai and 
Transjordan 

4.​ Palestinian control of Dead Sea 

5.​ Security Parity (Demilitarization/ Arms transfers) 
6.​ Israeli non-proliferation for Iranian non-proliferation 

7.​ Demilitarized Golan (to be included in the Palestinian State) 
8.​ Demilitarized Gaza Strip (to be connected to West Bank via a security corridor and 

train tunnel) 
9.​ Demilitarization South of Litany River and North of Kishon River 

10.​Return of Sheba Farms to Lebanon 

11.​Golan Heights transfer to PA control 
12.​Implementation of a 2 Child maximum per family  
13.​Extension of West Bank PA down to Gulf of Aqaba 

14.​Triple Seacoast of PA (Akko, Gaza City, and a third site build between Aqaba and Eilat) 
15.​4 Separate Courts, Civil and Religious; 2 per polity 

16.​Separate Knesset/ Palestinian Congress both based in East and West Jerusalem 
respectively. 

17.​Release of all Palestinian political prisoners 

18.​Right of Return respective and regulated, parity in returning numbers negotiated to 
return to respective zones of control. 

19.​EU to aid Palestine (infrastructure only) 
20.​US to aid Israel (infrastructure only) 
21.​Bedouin autonomous region in Sinai or population transfer to Palestinian zone. 
22.​Structural dual citizenship benefits (tax credits, work visas, health care, educational) 
23.​Dismantling the barrier walls 

24.​Reduction of Israeli arsenal in exchange for greater aid, (Aid for decommissioned 
weapons program). 

25.​Structural reform from Knesset Parliamentary system to tri-territory Representative 
Democracy.  

 

Section Three  

3.​ Suggested partnerships that are required to develop the intervention(s) and how these might 

be obtained. 

 

The concept of a Para-State is an intermediate tactic of development coupled with resistance to 

human rights violation meant to forge realities on the ground leading up to the changing of borders and 
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setting of policies of governments the Parallel State exists beside. To achieve any of of our 

“unrealistic” demands and programs we of course accept that one cannot ignore the hard line of either 

side which is holding power. Fatah is awash with collaborators, opportunists and corrupt officials. 

Hamas is led by Islamist fundamentalists. Likud, Kadima and even Avodah have entrenched elite 

interests to serve. 

Ceasefire and Separation 

There comes a time beyond outsider pontification, and insider political imagination when the 

forces on the ground most come to the realistic calculus that the end game for this conflict must be in 

separation before there can be meaningful coexistence. As we have outlined, militarily neither side’s 

strategy proves effective at eliminating the other, and certainly hardens the resolve of both confessions. 

Historically, each has a vague (and at the same time existentially immediate) claim to this land. 

Religious zeal aside there is overwhelming archeological proof of this being the historical Hebrew 

homeland, and suffice to say the Dome of the Rock occupies its place as Islam’s third holiest site. From 

a human rights perspective the Palestinian people, cognizant of a nationalist identity or not, were living 

on this land for at least the last 1,930 years. 

The mindset and values of Israeli Jewish society and Palestinian Muslim society are so different and 

mutually exclusive as to render a vision of bi-national statehood tenable only in the most disconnected 

and unrealistic of minds (Morris, p.187). 
  

Surely Israeli society is an incredibly diverse one in both ethnicity and political perspective. It 

has vast potential to be an exporter of development, medicine and technology to the developing world 

once it can divest itself from this ongoing war. Surely Palestinian fundamentalisms and Hebrew 

fundamentalisms are not the desired ends of either peoples, but a part and parcel result of this war. 

To end the war we must separate the combatants, but this task must fall upon the shoulders of the 

hardliners; the Revisionists and Hamas who can at present muster the political will to take this bold 

step. To cantonize and ghettoized the Gaza Strip and West Bank into non-viable micro-states will not 

end this conflict. The separation must be implemented and development must follow. 
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Hamas has in recent years undergone an incremental process of political integration, a process mostly 

ignored by the movement’s foes and detractors. It has displayed political and tactical moderation, 

including keeping unilateral ceasefires until June 2006, abandoning the claim to mandatory Palestine 

and accepting a two-state solution comprising the 1967 territories. Hamas has not, however, complied 

with external pressures to abandon armed resistance, disarm and recognize Israel. The main reason for 

doing so is not only ideological, but strategic: complying with the demands would leave Hamas without 

any credible sanctions in the final-status negotiations that until now have been the only scenario for a 

lasting peace (Knudsen & Ezbidi, p. 204). 
  

We are at the brink. The demographic reality is that within twenty years there will be an equal number of 

Arabs and Jews occupying the territorial space of Palestine, this will not broad well for either Israel’s commitment 

to democracy or the Palestinians already diminished human rights. The willingness of Iran to fuel violence by 

proxy as well as the total lack of dialogue and cultural exchange within the Middle East between the Muslim 

nations and the third Hebrew commonwealth leaves no lasting avenues for human exchange. Vultures swoop over 

Palestine and both the Christian and Muslim world have explicitly demonstrated their zeal to use both Jew and 

Palestinian as pawns in a game.  If Hamas will not put down its guns (and who could rationally expect them to) or 

acknowledge the right of the Jews to occupy their land, then let us work with what they have offered for some 

time. The premise of Hudna: long term truce. 

Hamas is silent about what happens when a notional long term Hudna signed with the Israelis comes to 

its appointed end. While Hamas’ leaders have left open the length of the term of the proposed Hudna, 

regarding this as subject of negotiation with the Israelis once they have accepted the principle, their 

general philosophy is that the future should be left up to future generations. It is usually assumed that a 

long term Hudna will probably last for a quarter of a century or more. That is viewed as too long a time 

for anyone now to predict what may happen afterward. There will always be a possibility that the Hudna 

will come to a premature end because of a breach. If that were to occur, it would be unlikely that the 

breach would come from the Hamas side. This is for the simple reason that it is a religious obligation on 

the Islamic side to honor such an agreement until the end, once made, unless violated by another party. 

Should the Hudna last until the prescribed date, one scenario is that those in charge then will simply 

negotiate a renewal (Azzam, p.168). 
  

Were some emerging, strong Israeli leaders able to the muster the will of their divided society to accept 

their sworn enemy Hamas as a partner in Hudna it might have lasting impacts that would shake the region to the 

core. The signing of such a truce need not happen on the Lawn of the White House or need be rewarded with some 

Nobel Prize. The proof of its worth would be in its results. The objective would be simple to grasp. The House of 

Israel and the House of Palestine have been for around one hundred years locked in bloody combat. To stop the 

war one need not peace, but instead the structural pursuit of lasting ceasefire coupled with a program to build two 

economically healthy nations with intertwined need. 
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Surely the Jewish radicals of the Kach underground and Gush Emunim would prefer a Jewish civil war to a 

lasting partition, surely no one on either side wishes to give an inch. But this program is an inch by inch 

reclamation coupled with one more territorial reality. Other than Egypt, Israel and Iran what county in the region 

has any claim to historical borders other than those imposed by Sykes-Picot. That is to say that the Palestinian 

Diaspora must surely be aware the extent to which the Arab regional powers owe them, have failed them and have 

despised them.  

A Hudna, signed by a Zionist government and Hamas would be an act of covenant not international 

relations. To Hamas it would be a holy act and an existential necessity to prove the validity of Islamism in 

Palestine. To Memshala Israel it would mean a settlement of a prolonged drain on its nation’s coffers and moral 

and an opening of its society to the developing world. As per the Blueprint, not the Road Map: Jerusalem would be 

bi-nationally controlled (the Palestinians would maintain control over the Temple Mount, Christian and Muslim 

Quarters and the East of the City as AL Quds). The West Bank and Gaza Strip would be supplemented by 

additional territories in Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Syria and Sinai; settlements would be exchanged for Arab towns 

and land would be purchased (or simply seized) from neighboring countries unwilling to endorse this lasting truce. 

Refugees abroad would have the right to return to newly constituted Palestine and those with specific claims to 

land and property inside Israel proper would be bought out and compensated. Hamas would have free reign to 

Islamize Palestine in so far as it did so within a Democratic sphere and allowed secular space in its new society. 

But, even if it refused to moderate its zeal for religion, it would be empowered by Israel to dismantle the armed 

forces of all other factions and be the sole army on the ground. 

        ​ The messy business of a population transfer must begin immediately at the offset of 

implementation. It goes without saying that Israel’s Arab Israeli population will seek and lobby to have 

their Palestinian cake and eat it too as it were. That is to say some will find it far easier to live as 

second class citizens in a multi-ethnic Hebrew dominated commonwealth, then as forced participants 

in a newly independent, Shari’ah dominated Palestinian nascent state. Suffice to say these are the 

painful realities of survival. Israel cannot maintain even a minute percentage of 20% Arab population 
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within its borders; so-called Arab Israelis, Bedouin, and any Druze unwilling to serve in the armed 

forces will find themselves on the other side of the line. 

        ​ This process must proceed in staged evacuations one for one; one settlement block for one 

Arab Israeli town, there will be misery, separation anxiety, and great soul searching as to moral 

justification and long term finality of peace. There will be obvious Palestinian anxiety on absorbing a 

largely secular, more affluent Arab-Israeli middle class, and finalizing the loss of of their historic 

territory to the Zionists. The Israeli public will surely grieve the infighting of evacuating 600,000 plus 

settlers from the West Bank and ceding any claim to East Jerusalem, “Judea” and “Samaria”. But it is 

the very homes of the settlers, their infrastructure, their roads, their settlements into which the larger 

Arab Israeli evacuees must be placed. 

        ​ We reiterate that this process will not be easy, nor will it be quickly accomplished. There will 

be resistance on the part of the settlers, anticipatively armed resistance; and there will be obvious 

international objection to the forced deportation of the Arab-Israeli into the newly created Gaza-West 

Bank Palestine. 

        ​ The vital stage must be to insure the Israeli coalition government and Hamas dominated PA 

work together to implement this transfer and maintain Hudna with the realization that territorial 

integrity of their respective nations is vital. 

        ​ It is irrelevant as to whether Hamas recognizes Israel’s right to exist, or if the final treaty 

implementing the separation plan is one of ‘peace’ or instead ‘Hudna’. It is irrelevant if the two sides 

agree to a 10 year truce, a 60 year truce, or a 100 year truce. Phase 1 is separation in its most utter 

form, the sealing of each side behind their lines. As the Jew and Arab are separated from each other’s 

forced and hateful embrace the iron wall must be strengthened. The separation barrier must be built 

taller and its gates must be locked on both sides until the time is correct. For in the period of Hudna 

there must arise a new generation who does not remember the war or the blood spilled in repetition. 

        ​ The common media adage suggests that the Arab world is particularly hostile to democracy. In 

virtually all but a single regional state a cruel military oligarchy rules with a junta and an iron fist. 
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Surely, second to Israel the greatest acknowledged enemy of the Arab masses are their own 

governments. However, in both Israel and occupied Palestine the Palestinian Arabs have repeatedly 

demonstrated a zeal for both democratic process and a commitment to civic society. Although the 

election of the Hamas government was a seemingly critical blow to the trampled peace process, it has 

not been argued that this was not a supervised and legitimate expression of Palestinian democracy. 

Within Israel itself the Arab parties and the 1.3 million Arab-Israeli Palestinians participate in the 

regions only democracy, within the Jewish State. 

        ​ We are not dealing with howling mullah unfamiliar with Western ideas of statecraft. The 

BluePrint as a plan is flexible and staged in its intricate redrafting of the Middle Eastern Map, its 

specifics are for another treatise at another time. Paramount to the survival of both people’s is a rational 

acknowledgment that they have failed for nearly 100 years at both peace and war. Surely some of the 

responsibility for rebuilding the Palestinian nation falls on the oil oligarchies and the European Union, 

just as surely does America have a long term relationship with Israel. But, before any realistic 

mobilization of these respective mini-states can be used to demonstrate Democratic Islamism and 

Zionist Universalism respectively; they must stop the war. 

        ​ It has been found that social movements like those which are responsible for the modern 

concepts of Israel and Palestine thrive on ‘imagined community’, strictly defined identity, and symbols 

of some historical Golden Age. When coupled with religion a social movement has the ability to draw 

from a deep well of support and sustain a struggle indefinitely. 

        ​ The acronym for Hamas translates to the word Zeal. There was once a group of Hebrew 

revolutionaries in the year 66 CE that carried the same name in their war with an occupying power the 

Roman Empire. Their faction, the Zealots and Sicarii carried out merciless acts of terrorism against 

their own people and the Roman occupiers. The Hebrew people are ‘stiff necked’ the Torah says, prone 

to stubborn arrogance as well as religious fervor.  I am not a man of peace, but a man of pragmatism. If 

on this wide earth the Hebrew and Palestinian people have found no meaningful source of shelter and 

security for their respective kind; if locked in bloody struggle the sins of Europe and the sins of Arab 
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oligarchy are channeling both out houses to cosmic, unending war; then we must separate and do so 

quickly. 

        ​ If in a simple ten year Hudna both Houses can be made relatively politically homogeneous and 

their peoples can, uninterrupted by siege and war build two nations, side by side. Then one day, as each 

subsequent Hudna is renewed the fundamentalists on both sides will find their grasp weakened, they 

will find blue jeans and art museums are more to the mass appeal than puritanical embrace of religion. 

The time to act is now. The leaderships of both houses are old men who know nothing but war. But old 

men die. Younger more visionary leaders who forge their respective nations in the prism of human 

rights not theological canon can from inside their war torn land and from its vast Diaspora bring both 

peoples apart and then raise them up side by side together. 

What factions influence the ongoing conflict?  
Israeli/ Jewish: 

Sabra Ashkenazi Elite in Avodah/ Likud/ Kadima 

​ American Jewish Diaspora via AIPAC umbrella​  

Sephardic Elite 

​ Ultra-Orthodox Parties/ Sects 

​ Russian-Israeli leadership/ Israel Betanyahu 

​ Mizrahi Jews 

Ladino Jews 

Druse 

Ethiopians  

​ Bedouins 

Non-Jewish Migrant workers 

Non-Jewish African refugees​  

 

Palestinian/Arab/Iranian​  

Fatah (West Bank Palestinian Elites) 

​ Hamas (Gaza leadership)  

​ Palestinian Left Wing 

“Arab-Israeli” Palestinians 
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Palestinian Euro-American Diaspora 

Jordanian Palestinians 

Palestinians in Syria/ Lebanon/ Iraq /Egypt​  

Iranian Revolutionary Guard 

Hezbollah 

 

The Core Track 1 Parties are obviously the State of Israel (Likud & Avodah), the Palestinian 

parties Fatah (discluding still Hamas); the United States, Russia, the European Union, Saudi Arabia and 

the Arab League. The core parties to implement Parastate Strategies however are the dissident and 

opposition parties that make up the adversarial political culture on both the Israeli and the 

Palestinian side in country and diaspora, the political construction on both sides have shown to add 

more complications and challenges in the face of finding any peaceful resolutions to the conflicts 

over the years via Track 1 & 2 because they revolve around intractable elite actors. On the Israeli 

side Israel is widely considered as one of the few democracies that exist in the Middle East region if not 

the only one. The political system in Israel is based on a multi-party participation in the Knesset which 

has 120 seats. The politics of Israel is full mix of right wing, left wing, center, and religious parties; but 

the current Likud government led by Netanyahu is the most conservative in Israeli history. There are a 

number of parties that represent the Arab population of Israel but such parties and other minority parties 

such Meretz, Balad, United Arab List, Hadash have limited seats in the Knesset.  

​ There is more however to the Israeli politics as there groups who play a major role in the Israeli 

politics and it influences it a great deal such as the Israeli lobby in the United States AIPAC and other 

groups that help and promote to finance and help build the illegal settlements in the West Bank and the 

Gaza Strip before 2005. The politics in Israel can be quite complicated and hard as the Prime Minister  

cannot act alone without the support and consent of the parties that are part of any political coalition. For 

example right now Prime Minister Netanyahu has been under heavy pressure from his religious allies in 

the Knesset and who played a major role in his win of 31 win seats in the parliament making it difficult 
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for him to go ahead and make and deals with the Palestinians for example that could enable and help the 

“peace process” move right ahead.  

For the Palestinians on the other hand it is quite different, since the removal of the Palestinian 

people and the UN mandated “State of Palestine” in 1948, politics among the Palestinians did not see the 

light until 1964 when the Palestinian Liberation Organization was established. Yasser Arafat who was 

born in the Gaza Strip, Khan Younis was elected chairman later that year making himself a lifelong 

representative on behalf of the Palestinian people and for the Palestinian cause. The PLO also engaged in 

military operations against Israel and other Arab regimes. 

​ An important faction of the Palestinian politics is Hamas, a party that is enjoys a wide support 

from many Palestinian factions especially those among Palestinian who reside in refugee camps which 

make up the majority of the population in Gaza Strip for example. The party was founded by Sheik 

Ahmed Yassin who was viewed by Israel as fully peaceful and in fact Hamas was allowed and supported 

by Israel as Israel saw that the sole enemy of Israel was the secular nationalist party of Fatah. There are 

more parties that emerged throughout the Palestinian territories like the Third Way, The Future, Palestine 

Democratic Union, and Palestine Forum launched by Palestinian businessman Munib al-Masri. Much of 

the Palestinian political system only came through to the scene in the last 10 years while before it was the 

PLO and essentially the 1980’s were Hamas began to become Fatah’s main rival.  

​ It is important to highlight that most of the parties involved receive support from outside parties. 

Hamas was supported by Israel at first then as its political agenda became to be more threatening to Israel 

it found support from countries that are considered enemies by Israel such as Iran and even countries like 

Saudi Arabia and most recently Qatar, one of the biggest donors and supporters of Hamas today. The 

same applies to Fatah, the primary party emerging from PLO that struggled ever since its creation by the 

Arab League to find a home as the organization had been forced to relocate from a number of countries 

either by international pressure promoted by Israel or by hosting Arab countries.  

Many positive and negative changes happened since the beginning of the conflict in 1948. A 

major and notable change is the rise of Israeli human right groups that promote justice and peace for the 
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Palestinian people as such groups did not appear when Israel was established for example and at the same 

time many Palestinian organizations that promote peace and co-existence have emerged recently as they 

also did not appear during war times with Israel and emerged increasingly after the signing of the 1993 

Oslo Accords which is so far the biggest positive change that took place between the Israelis and the 

Palestinians. Before 1993 Israel has always defined the PLO as one that is responsible for “terrorist 

attacks” against Israeli targets in Israel and outside of Israel. And for the PLO and the Palestinian the idea 

of signing peace agreements with Israel was never an idea to be taken with much seriousness. This is a 

big positive change that added many positive points to the Palestinians and the Israelis at the same time as 

it increased and made a new kind of hope that perhaps and despite all the complications the Palestinians 

and the Israelis can still find a way to make true peace and live side by side in co-existence and respect. 

Also relevant are the New Historians; Israeli academics challenging long held beliefs about events within 

the context of the conflict. 

​ The first Palestinian elections that took place in 2005 was also a major change as it showed a 

strong sign of the Palestinian readiness to run state and civil institutions sending a strong and powerful 

message to the world that it was time to help the Palestinian gain their right of a state. Unfortunately this 

message was negatively received by the International community and Israel as the major winner of such 

elections was the organization of Hamas and eventually leading to a full isolation of the organization and 

any decisions made by its government. In fact many of its democratically elected officials were simply 

arrested by the Israeli army. This lead to a major division among the Palestinians making it more difficult 

for any unity that can run a state if any and more sanction imposed by Israel especially on the Gaza Strip. 

Also after the signing of the Oslo Accords, the assassination the of the Israeli Prime Minister Rabin by 

Jewish extremists was a major blow to the peace process as it set the Oslo agreements in another direction 

that eventually lead to its collapse and the Palestinians uprising once against the occupation in Gaza and 

the West Bank. The unilateral Israeli withdrawal from Gaza in 2005 also played a major role in the 

politics among the Palestinians as the Fatah militias gradually began to lose control over the strip 

allowing the Hamas forces to eventually force them out of the strip and take over the governance of the 
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Strip leaving the Palestinians under two governments one in the West Bank and one in the Gaza Strip 

leaving Israel as a clear winner of such division as it became easy for the Israeli propaganda to argue that 

Palestinian lack for ability to manage and run a state on their own.  

 

 

Effect of Third Parties​  

Third parties have played a big role in the conflict but unfortunately so far without much 

effectiveness because of client-patron relationship between American and Israeli. The uncanny 

relationship between Israel and the United States has hampered the US’s ability to serve as a so-called 

neutral mediator. 

​ The United States has mixed interest with its efforts to make peace in the Middle East making it 

lose credibility not only among the Palestinians but also among the Israelis. For example, the US quickly 

condemned the Iraqi occupation of Kuwait while ignoring the obvious occupation of the Palestinian 

territories by the Israeli army. The United States played a major role in the birth of the Oslo Accords and 

the peace between Jordan, Egypt, and Israel. Russia and recently the European Union have played an 

important role in the management of the conflict but unfortunately with not much success due to the 

Israeli refusal of obeying international resolutions carried out by organizations such as the United 

Nations. Or the Russian support for the Syrian government in the vile Civil War no ongoing. 

​ The role of mediation is essential to resolve this situation and to implement the broad package of 

interventions we are recommending. The superpowers have taken the role of the mediator over the years 

and since the 1948 war between Israel and the Arab States. It is important to understand that at least one 

side of the fighting groups would still find many reasons to think that the parties playing the role of 

mediation may have a highly biased, being biased can jeopardize any creation of an honest peace talk that 

aims to a lasting peace between Arabs and Jews. 
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​ To successful bring peace is not ever a matter of negotiations, but instead of the collective of the 

communities at war. Since elite interests in both Israel and Palestine so color this discourse we resolve 

that the Para-State will draw its operational strength from a variety of factions in Israel, Palestine and the 

Diaspora which do not feel bound to entrenched interests of the old rules of the game. They need not 

share ideology or end game view; instead three things hold this alliance of partnered organizations 

together: 1) understanding that the survival of both peoples relies on immediate resolution; 2) that state 

failure will be rectified with para-state tactics, and 3) to obtain the 8 core agreements and meaningful 

coexistence violence cessation via a Hudna and separation communities into functional administrative 

units is more relevant than high minded notions of peace.   

Primary Organizational Partners: 

 

As was demonstrated in the First 1987 Intifada and the Israeli Social Justice Demonstrations of 

2011 there is a great deal of internal dissent within both communities that can be mobilized outside of 

the major power blocs and parties. These are the groups that we would involve in the early coalition to 

form the terms of the network applying Para-State strategies. 

Peace Now (Shalom Achshav):  is the largest Israeli SMO with the goal of promoting a viable 

two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict utilizing mass mobilization and policy  advocacy. 

They believe in Jerusalem as “two-capitals for two States”, the viability of land swaps, dismantling 

settlements which it views the key existential long term threat to state of Israel and Palestine. 

Seeds of Peace: The group was founded in 1993 and was in presence of the signing of the 

Oslo Accords at the White House. The main idea of Seeds of Peace is to allow the future leaders of 

Palestine, Israel, India, Pakistan, Afghanistan, Cyprus, and other countries that experience conflict and 

ethnic disputes. It’s main program comes through the Seeds of Peace International Camp in the state of 

Maine, USA. Where teenagers from almost 27 countries are given a life changing experience in which 

they are able to interact with one another away from the conflict zone in order to provide them with a 

unique chance to see the world together from a coexistence point of view.  
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Hadash (The Democratic Front for Peace and Equality); is a Jewish and Arab socialist 

political party in Israel with four seats in Knesset. 

Meretz is the largest of the left-wing, Zionist, social-democratic political parties with the greatest 

degree of electoral success (with 12 seats held b/t 1992-1996 and 6 seats currently). It was the result of 

1992 merger of leftist Ratz, Mapam, and Shinui. The party emphasizes a two-state solution, social justice, 

human rights, freedom of religion.  

Al-Haq: is an independent Palestinian human-rights organization founded in 1979 and based in 

Ramallah. Its main purpose and mission is to monitor and document human-rights violations by all 

parties involved in the conflict, it also provides regular reports on human right violations as well as 

research and studies the are related to the conflict. 

B’Tselem: It was founded in 1989 and its main purpose is to monitor all the human rights 

violations that take place within the Palestinian Territories by multi-nationalizing the conflict with 

foreign volunteers. It also promotes for more peace efforts within the state of Israel. They have been 

very effective in developing a model for development coupled with non-violent resistance inside of 

Palestine.  

International Solidarity Movement (ISM): is a Pro-Palestinian Rights organization founded 

by Israelis and Palestinians that works to resist the occupation peacefully and what they view as the 

long and unjustified oppression of the Palestinian people by what they view as the apartheid state of 

Israel. It was founded in 2001 and it’s main aim is to strengthen the Palestinian non-violent resistance 

by utilization of multi-national volunteers for development programs and non-violent resistance.  

​ The New Israel Fund (NIF) is a U.S.-based non-profit organization established in 1979 which 

describes its aim as social justice and equality for all Israelis. It is credited with seed-funding 

"almost every significant cause-related progressive NGO in Israel". Since its inception the fund 

has provided over US $250 million to more than 900 organizations. NIF states that while its position 

is that "Israel is and must be a Jewish and democratic state" it says it was "among the first 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Israeli_Jews
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arab_citizens_of_Israel
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socialism
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_political_parties_in_Israel
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Israel
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Social_democracy
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_political_parties_in_Israel
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ratz_(political_party)
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mapam
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Shinui
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Two-state_solution
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States
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organizations to see that civil, human and economic rights for Israeli Arabs is an issue crucial to the 

long-term survival of the state. Its “activist arm” Israeli NGO Shatil will be vital to this effort. 

​ This list does not even begin to scratch the surface of the opposition movements in both 

communities, merely to provide a departure point from the Hamas/Fatah & Likud/Avodah leadership 

“consensus”. 
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Section Four 

 

4.​ A process for Monitoring and Evaluating the success of the intervention. 

 

​ We will plan to utilize an advanced hybrid conflict monitoring tool to track our work in Israel 

Palestine. Via the cumulative work of three coordinated, multi-nationalized teams; a “FAST” monitoring 

team, a “Harm/Benefit” intervention team advising interventions on the ground, and a “MSTC” research 

team in a secure location removed from conflict directing policy advocacy toward outside stakeholders 

and manipulating the public via the media; we will apply M&E to our interventions. 

All three sections of this team are vital to comprehensive and meaningful analysis guiding 

targeted intervention. M&E operatives are to be non-politically aligned, human rights oriented 

coordinating directly with local staffs in Israel, Egypt, Jordan, Lebanon, Syria, Turkey, Iraq, Iran, the 

West Bank, Gaza Strip and Cyprus. There will not be a centralized base of country operations except in 

Greece. A policy advocacy office will be established in Washington D.C.  

Swiss “FAST” will be used for predictive trending, CARE “Benefits/Harm Handbook” to 

rationalize intervention and “Making Sense of Turbulent Contexts” (MSTC) for long term contextual 

planning.  Rather than identify one and invalidate others for approach we seek to make a base line conflict 

analysis using a fusion of three. None of them are complete enough for field level practitioners to 

comprehensively offer meaningful intervention solutions. But each offers possibility in hybrid for 

definitive action to interdict mass violence. 

​ All Interventions supported with Information & Intelligence. That means that all participating 

partner organizations are incentivized via transparent data sharing and mutual aid based resource sharing 

agreements. It means that hundreds of small CBO, SMO, NGO, trade unions, religious groups and parties 

are cooperating and coordinating action on the same network. Events are interpreted using FAST and 

interventions are recommended via BHH. All interventions are monitored using universal human rights 

and supported with hard data. 

Tool: FAST 

“Rapid Interpretation of Meaningful Data” 

Application purpose of FAST: An office staff is set up in Greece to monitor the following 

communications data coming out of the region. Their objective is to acquire qualitative data to determine 

“root, proximate, and intervening factors that can lead to the outbreak of a violent conflict or shape an 

existing conflict” and acquire quantitative data based on daily event indicators.  



Para-State Strategies                                                                                                                      34 
​  

The tool allows a trained bi-national data collection team to selectively analyze big data trending 

from a) internet reports from factional monitoring groups, b) news/social media content from institutions 

of influence by faction c) monitor civilian radio communications in zones, d) collate incoming first hand 

field reports to flag indicators based on conflict variables. 

 ​ Qualitative data methods: Arabic/Hebrew/Farsi language news/social media; reports from 

leading CBO monitoring groups; Benetech open source reports; data triangulation via UN and NGO 

reports; Palestinian & Israeli governmental data.  

Primary Root: Physical integrity of bi-national territory. 

Quantitative factors measurements: the following are primary tracking indicators. # Instances 

of mass violence reflected via hospitalizations/ reported casualties. # Instances of arrest. Weekly prison 

population. # of demonstrations/ funeral processions in approximate participating numbers. # targeted 

assassinations quarterly. # exchanges of fire with casualties. # Suicide attacks/Rocket attacks. Settlement 

expansion by m3. $ US aid/remittances to both sides civilian/ military per quarter. Quantity # of 

multinationals present in occupied territories. Quarterly demographic reviews. 

Assumptions: Presence of bi-lingual, bi-national data analysis team. Operational relationship 

with understood mutual aid agreements with monitoring agencies based in Gaza, Israel, West Bank and 

United States. Open channels of communication with all major factions. Aggregate software to 

recommend daily threat levels and trend annual data in means that as politically useful for the peace 

process. All operational imperatives meet two decisive bottom lines; a) violence cessation and b) the 

right of both peoples to exist within the territory of Palestine within three administrative units; 

Gaza, Israel and West Bank as a confederated entity. 

Resource Implications/ Availability: Office staff of 24 staff/ 24 volunteers to utilize tool 24/7 

based in Greece. Regional administrative bases in Gaza, Jerusalem, & Nablus. Strategic Autonomous 

Partner Action Organizations in every population center above population 25,000 capable of monitoring 

and actionable effect.  

Conflict intervention recommendations: The FAST team in Greece will issue daily reports to 

all allied Partner Organizations; make weekly ‘process threat’ advisories; hold monthly web briefings on 

findings and trends, and issue quarterly summaries directly to the communications/ diplomatic 

representatives of all Israeli/Palestinian/American Jewish factions. It will issue twitter and text message 

alerts in the event of imminent hostilities to all subscribers. It will maintain clear line of communication 

open between a) Hamas leadership, b) Fatah leadership, c) the Israeli party in power/ the 2nd and 3rd 

largest Israeli parties by seat in Knesset d) AIPAC e) U.S. State Department.     

​ Intervention recommendations will proceed via three levels. A) Public Address via mass 

advisories, b) Partnership Network Alliance and 3) External Factions of influence. All will embrace free 
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association5, autonomous action, explicit non-violence and human rights based approach via 

Benefit/Harms Handbook (BHH) Tool. 

Tool: BHH 

Application of Benefits/Harms Handbook (BHH) in “Approximate benefit/harm of threat & 

intervention: 

Application purpose is to “to help actors take responsibility for the impact of their work on 

people’s human rights. It offers a set of simple interrogative tools that help staff think more deeply and 

effectively about the impacts of their work, and taking responsibility for both positive and negative 

impacts. It also provides a framework for monitoring potential negative or unintended impacts, as well as 

ways to mitigate these.”(Action Alert, 2004). 

BHH is centered on weighing the impact of ones interventions though three delineated categories 

of existing human rights: Security Rights (RR), Civil/Political Rights (CPR), and 

Economic/Social/Cultural Rights (ESCR) along with their indicators, impacts and logical framework 

outcomes.  

The Tool applies a Human Rights Based Approach to the logical framework model. It best used in 

local operations and not well suited for conflict management at large short term. 

Assumptions: Participation of organized Palestinian and Israeli NGOs with indigenous bases of 

support to accurately conduct Human Rights centered DME of recommended interventions is imperative. 

Each is operating autonomously in our network with daily operations, budgeting, and operational 

protocols independent of central authority. Symmetric Indicators6 agreed to by all parties in conflict 

utilized throughout engagement. Demographic disaggregation of quantitative data based on religion, 

ethnicity, political faction utilized in FAST are withheld as this system centers on overall human rights 

implications. 

​ A focused BHH application to an intervention is up to discretion of the faction or operational 

body recommended too. Non-discrimination/ protected categories are selectively applied as needed. 

Broad Segment data is used to guide operational discretion on intervention usage. For our system we will 

have provided training to each of our allies to apply a Logical Framework Approach algorithm to assess 

use of an intervention based of level of potential war violation (harm) with level of peaceful rights 

6 Symmetric Indicators exist where opposing parties/ factions in a violent conflict can agree to a means to measure 
and quantity violations of SR, CPR & ESCR rights in similar frameworks throughout conflict regardless of scope, 
scale and duration of confrontation. This allows objective monitoring of peace process and accurate external 
depiction of greed/grievance. 

5 Free Association assumes non-binding mutual aid based alliances formed via “functional reliance theory”; the 
political calculation that when combination of resources is advantageous it will proceed via confidence building on 
agreed to terms; when disadvantageous the alliance will dissolve without the presence of force or resource coercion. 
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advancement (benefit). The fundamental process revolves around ‘Symmetric Indicators’ being agreed to 

within the analytical process. 
“The practice of human rights actors in development reveals little consistency in the formulation of 

indicators. A bewildering diversity prevails, whether actors are focusing on duty-bearer compliance at the 

macro-level or on performance of planned development change at the micro-level. One overriding challenge 

is therefore how to establish greater consistency in the design of indicators to facilitate horizontal 

comparisons between countries or between state parties” (Human Rights Indicators, WB p.15) 
 

Analytical Framework: Main Steps and Suggested process 

BHH contains “tools for situation analysis (profile tools), impact assessment (impact tools), and 

project (re)design (decision tools)” (Action Alert, 2004). Profile tools allow us to achieve a human rights 

centered, balanced assessment of the perceived impact an intervention will achieve. The objective supply 

of data to aid the best practice implementation of the tool will be supplied by the FAST team making the 

intervention recommendation. BHH will allow the local operational leadership to act. 

Consultation with local contacts in community, organizational review of the FAST data and 

individual partner organizations’ information & intelligence capacities will ultimately guide the decision 

to select the intervention. 

 Guiding Questions / Pre-Arranged Indicators 

Two quotes serve to illustrate the challenge and dilemma. In the OHCHR Draft Guidelines on a 

Human Rights Approach to Poverty Reduction, from 2003, it was argued that “most of the indicators 

proposed in these Guidelines are standard indicators of socioeconomic progress, although it should be 

observed that some human rights indicators, especially those relating to civil and political rights, do not 

usually figure in measures of socio- economic progress. Essentially, what distinguishes a human rights 

indicator from a standard disaggregated indicator of socio-economic progress is less its substance than (a) 

its explicit derivation from a human rights norm and (b) the purpose to which it is put, namely human 

rights monitoring with a view to holding duty-bearers to account. (OHCHR Indicators Draft) 

The Profile, Impact and Decision sub-tools are each organized according to the three categories of 

human rights:  

A)​ Security Rights (SR): 

Right to a) life b) liberty c) security of person d) Right not to be subjected to torture or cruel, 

inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment. 

B)​ Civil/Political Rights (CPR): 

Right to a) participate in public affairs, b) freedom of opinion/expression c) a fair trial 

C)​ Economic, Social & Cultural Rights (ESCR): 
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Right to a) the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of physical and mental health b) to 

adequate food c) to adequate housing d) to education e) to social security f) to work with paid leave & 

ability to form trade unions. 

Special Protective Categories: a) women, b) children, c) migrant workers, d) demographic 

minorities.​  

The tool addresses the full action impact of rights holders/ duty bearers and the underlying causes 

of the potential harm or benefit via action. Actions, Attitudes and Artifices are the focus of the tool. 

Human rights-based approach to relief and development presupposes that all people are entitled to 

certain minimum conditions of living with dignity (human rights). Relief and development 

organizations aim to help people achieve these conditions, thereby acknowledging their human 

responsibility to do so. This implies they take responsibility for the human rights impact of their 

work –whether positive or negative. Human rights are therefore the central criteria for analyzing 

the overall impact of a project.” (Action Alert, 2004.) 

Quantitative/ Quantitative data measurements: Agreed to “Symmetric Indicators for 

Separation & Economic Development in Israel Palestine 2020.”   

Resource Implications/ Availability: Utilizing DME/BHH trained staff regional leadership 

assesses a threat and intervention response via 3 categories of benefit/harm to rights (Security, CPR, 

ESCR) posed by threat/event/action looking at its history-nature via PROFILE. That threat/event/action 

data is plugged into IMPACT TOOL algorithm which weighs the Benefit/Harm Level (potential rights 

violation) on a scale of 58. Each increment has corresponding intervention recommendations made via the 

DECISION. The 3 rights categories via benefits/harms are then again re-assessed and intervention is 

selected.  

Conflict Intervention Recommendations: The Palestinian-Israeli conflict is a 

multi-dimensional, ongoing low-intensity mass human rights violation that directly aids in fueling the 

instability of the region at large. One of the least understood aspects of the occupation and conflict has 

been the role of non-Israeli/ non-Palestinian multinational volunteers. Although comparatively low in 

overall casualty count compared to other global conflicts since the 1991 Palestinian Uprising a steady 

cohort of European, Latin American, American and Iranian volunteers have changed the overall strategic 

calculus. 

Military intelligence officers of the Iranian Revolutionary Guard Corps have highly enhanced 

Palestinian capacity for military action and terrorism since the first intifada. Multi-nationalization actions 

via the International Solidarity Movement have smuggled thousands of Euro-American volunteers to 

serve in Palestinian development capacities as well as human shields in the occupied territories. The 

combination of capacity to inflict harm, European non-violent foreign volunteers embracing the BDS 



Para-State Strategies                                                                                                                      38 
​  

movement, the Israeli embrace of structural apartheid via the Security Wall and take over Gaza by Hamas 

have all worked to reduce the levels of violence that peaked in the Second Intifada (2000-2005). Surely 

track 1, 2, 3, & 4 peace work has contributed as well.   

​ Our intervention recommendations involve measured, scalable responses in the following 

categories based on threat levels corresponding to rights violations in the 3 categories.  

All interventions are reviewed once implemented via BHH Human Rights implications, impacts, 

and outcomes. Each side should adopt a 1 for 1 approach. Harm for Harm & Benefit for Benefit.   

​ Application of “Making Sense of Turbulent Contexts” (MSTC) to “place the intervention in a 

wider context of outcomes that secure rights obligations and make complex ethno-political phenomena 

understandable to outside parties.” Most of the problem/ provocation data was detailed in section one. 

Primary Purpose: The MSTC Tool’s primary purpose is to render highly complicated, protracted ethnic 

conflicts understandable to internal and external actors. 

​ Conceptual Assumptions 

“Turbulent Contexts” refers to “Situations of Chronic Political Instability (SCPI).” This term 

expands the notion of ‘complex humanitarian emergency’ to reflect the long-term, cyclical and political 

nature of many of these contexts. It covers phenomena such as cyclical conflict, violence against civilians, 

political unrest, extreme polarization of wealth, natural disasters over a number of years, population 

displacement, and the need for humanitarian assistance. The emphasis is on the chronic and political 

nature of these contexts. (Action Alert, 2004) The goals is to analyze greed/ grievance as well as historic 

and current perceptions in light of complicated political science/ identity driven variables. 

 

Conclusion 

We do not possess the arrogance to assume that all or many of these specific tactical or policy 

suggestions will result in coexistence or peace in the immediate future. We shall no longer be 

beholden to the European constructed state system, to international law forced upon us from the 

outside or the so-called norms of diplomacy and state building. To advocate for a Para-State is a 

revolutionary act as it inherently rejects the salvation of either people lies in a government 

imposed solution. It also conquers the means to attain human rights from those that perpetually 

violate them. 

This blueprint, like the ones we wish to see emerge in every nation where governments and 

elites trample on the rights of humanity is an emerging vision. One subject to the free association 

and consensus of those it effects; to be led by social movement organizations that do not believe 
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in the particularism of national origin or identity or the exclusionary determinism forced upon 

them by either history or an outside party.    

​ A people without a land retuned to a land that still had people. This land has changed hands 

via blood and fire throughout the centuries and while “holy” to some and “strategic” to many; it is now 

the home of over 13 million people, Jews and Palestinians who respectively seek a solution that is based 

on Justice. That barrier to peace is never common people. It is always in the interests of those that rule to 

perpetuate war. The Parallel State’s aim is not one state, two state, three state; or to redraw a map that 

never reflected anyone’s wishes to begin with. Our aim is simple. Without violence or political office our 

aim is to seize control of those things that were our states obligation; freedom, security and development 

thus safe guarding our collective human rights without waiting for those that have trampled upon them of 

centuries to negotiate responsibly for their attainment.  
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Appendix 1 

 

Conflicts since 1950 with over 10,000 Fatalities (all figures rounded)* 

1 40,000,000 Communist China, 1949-76 (outright killing, man-made famine, Gulag) 

2 10,000,000 Soviet Bloc: late Stalinism, 1950-53; post-Stalinism, to 1987 (mostly 
Gulag) 

3 4,000,000 Ethiopia, 1962-92: Communists, artificial hunger, genocides 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Middle_East_Forum
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Middle_East_Forum
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4 5,400,000 Zaire (Congo-Kinshasa): 1967-68; 1977-78; 1992-95; 1998-present 

5 2,800,000 Korean war, 1950-53 

6 1,900,000 Sudan, 1955-72; 1983-2006 (civil wars, genocides) 

7 1,870,000 Cambodia: Khmer Rouge 1975-79; civil war 1978-91 

8 1,800,000 Vietnam War, 1954-75 

9 1,800,000 Afghanistan: Soviet and internecine killings, Taliban 1980-2001 

10 1,250,000 West Pakistan massacres in East Pakistan (Bangladesh 1971) 

11 1,100,000 Nigeria, 1966-79 (Biafra); 1993-present 

12 1,100,000 Mozambique, 1964-70 (30,000) + after retreat of Portugal 1976-92 

13 1,000,000 Iran-Iraq-War, 1980-88 

14 900,000 Rwanda genocide, 1994 

15 875,000 Algeria: against France 1954-62 (675,000); between Islamists and the 
government 1991-2006 (200,000) 

16 850,000 Uganda, 1971-79; 1981-85; 1994-present 

17 650,000 Indonesia: Marxists 1965-66 (450,000); East Timor, Papua, Aceh etc, 
1969-present (200,000) 

18 580,000 Angola: war against Portugal 1961-72 (80,000); after Portugal's retreat 
(1972-2002) 

19 500,000 Brazil against its Indians, up to 1999 

20 430,000 Vietnam, after the war ended in 1975 (own people; boat refugees) 

21 400,000 Indochina: against France, 1945-54 

22 400,000 Burundi, 1959-present (Tutsi/Hutu) 

23 400,000 Somalia, 1991-present 

24 400,000 North Korea up to 2006 (own people) 

25 300,000 Kurds in Iraq, Iran, Turkey, 1980s-1990s 

26 300,000 Iraq, 1970-2003 (Saddam against minorities) 

27 240,000 Colombia, 1946-58; 1964-present 
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28 200,000 Yugoslavia, Tito regime, 1944-80 

29 200,000 Guatemala, 1960-96 

30 190,000 Laos, 1975-90 

31 175,000 Serbia against Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Kosovo, 1991-1999 

32 150,000 Romania, 1949-99 (own people) 

33 150,000 Liberia, 1989-97 

34 140,000 Russia against Chechnya, 1994-present 

35 150,000 Lebanon civil war, 1975-90 

36 140,000 Kuwait War, 1990-91 

37 130,000 Philippines: 1946-54 (10,000); 1972-present (120,000) 

38 130,000 Burma/Myanmar, 1948-present 

39 100,000 North Yemen, 1962-70 

40 100,000 Sierra Leone, 1991-present 

41 100,000 Albania, 1945-91 (own people) 

42 80,000 Iran, 1978-79 (revolution) 

43 75,000 Iraq, 2003-present (domestic) 

44 75,000 El Salvador, 1975-92 

45 70,000 Eritrea against Ethiopia, 1998-2000 

46 68,000 Sri Lanka, 1997-present 

47 60,000 Zimbabwe, 1966-79; 1980-present 

48 60,000 Nicaragua, 1972-91 (Marxists/natives etc,) 

49 51,000 Arab-Israeli conflict 1950-present 

50 50,000 North Vietnam, 1954-75 (own people) 

51 50,000 Tajikistan, 1992-96 (secularists against Islamists) 

52 50,000 Equatorial Guinea, 1969-79 

53 50,000 Peru, 1980-2000 
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54 50,000 Guinea, 1958-84 

55 40,000 Chad, 1982-90 

56 30,000 Bulgaria, 1948-89 (own people) 

57 30,000 Rhodesia, 1972-79 

58 30,000 Argentina, 1976-83 (own people) 

59 27,000 Hungary, 1948-89 (own people) 

60 26,000 Kashmir independence, 1989-present 

61 25,000 Jordan government vs. Palestinians, 1970-71 (Black September) 

62 22,000 Poland, 1948-89 (own people) 

63 20,000 Syria, 1982 (against Islamists in Hama) 

64 20,000 Chinese-Vietnamese war, 1979 

65 19,000 Morocco: war against France, 1953-56 (3,000) and in Western Sahara, 
1975-present (16,000) 

66 18,000 Congo Republic, 1997-99 

67 10,000 South Yemen, 1986 (civil war) 

Sources: Z. Brzezinski, Out of Control: Global Turmoil on the Eve of the Twenty-first Century, 
1993; S. Courtois, Le Livre Noir du Communism, 1997; G. Heinsohn, Lexikon der Völkermorde, 
1999, 2nd ed.; G. Heinsohn, Söhne und Weltmacht, 2006, 8th ed.; R. Rummel, Death by 
Government, 1994; M. Small and J.D. Singer, Resort to Arms: International and Civil Wars 
1816-1980, 1982; M. White, "Death Tolls for the Major Wars and Atrocities of the Twentieth 
Century," 2003. 
 

Appendix 2 

NINE TRACKS IN THE MULTI-TRACK SYSTEM 

Track 1 – Government, or Peacemaking through Diplomacy. This is the world of official 
diplomacy, policy making, and peacebuilding as expressed through formal aspects of the 
governmental process. 
 
Track 2 – Nongovernment/Professional, or Peacemaking through Conflict Resolution. This is the 
realm of professional nongovernmental action attempting to analyze, prevent, resolve, and 
manage international conflicts by non-state actors. 
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Track 3 – Business, or Peacemaking through Commerce. This is the field of business and its 
actual and potential effects on peacebuilding through the provision of economic opportunities, 
international friendship and understanding, informal channels of communication, and support for 
other peacemaking activities. 
 
Track 4 – Private Citizen, or Peacemaking through Personal Involvement. This includes the 
various ways that individual citizens become involved in peace and development activities 
through citizen diplomacy, exchange programs, private voluntary organizations, 
nongovernmental organizations, and special-interest groups. 
 
Track 5 – Research, Training, and Education, or peacemaking through Learning. This track 
includes three related worlds: research, as it is connected to university programs, think tanks, and 
special-interest research centers; training programs that seek to provide training in practitioner 
skills such as negotiation, mediation, conflict resolution, and third-party facilitation; and 
education, including kindergarten through PhD programs that cover various aspects of global or 
cross-cultural studies, peace and world order studies, and conflict analysis, management, and 
resolution. 
 
Track 6 – Activism, or Peacemaking through Advocacy. This track covers the field of peace and 
environmental activism on such issues as disarmament, human rights, social and economic 
justice, and advocacy of special-interest groups regarding specific governmental policies. 
 
Track 7 – Religion, or Peacemaking through Faith in action. This examines the beliefs and 
peace-oriented actions of spiritual and religious communities and such morality-based 
movements as pacifism, sanctuary, and nonviolence. 
 
Track 8 – Funding, or Peacemaking through Providing Resources. This refers to the funding 
community-those foundations and individual philanthropists that provide the financial support 
for many of the activities undertaken by the other tracks. 
 
Track 9 – Communications and the Media, or Peacemaking through Information. This is the 
realm of the voice of the people: how public opinion gets shaped and expressed by the 
media-print, film, video, radio, electronic systems, the arts. 
 

Institute for Multi-Track Diplomacy 
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