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There are not so much reasons to be optimistic for the future of peace. Some small steps would take place only as a result of unilateral initiative of Israel government. However, final status issues couldn’t be solved by unilateral policies. To think like that there are unfortunately many reasons. First of all if we look at the basic parameters of peace process and the history of the conflict, it is clearly understood that the status of Jerusalem, dismantling of the Jewish settlements, the right of return of refugees and the withdrawal of Israel from occupied territories accordingly to 242 and 338 resolutions of Security Council in 1967 and 1973 are difficult issues which no tangible progress has been accomplished so far.


The both sides approach and standpoint on these final status issues are very far from each other. For example, Palestinians as well as all the Muslim community insist that el-Quds would be capital of independent Palestine state and particularly old city (east Jerusalem) they think, must be under their control, must be the capital of a future Palestinian state. The Jewish people, on the other hand, accept the Jerusalem as indivisible part of the historic Jewish land and the entire united Jerusalem is thought as a capital of Israel forever. In the past 20 years, Israel has attempted to cut off East Jerusalem from the rest of the West Bank by building settlements around it. East Jerusalem is being further divided by Israel's security wall which threads through the city's Arab communities. And also to take control and being sovereign on the holy places, are very important for all the religions due to common history they share. As it is known, it is important for Muslims because the Prophet Muhammad’s ascent to heaven took place in this land as well as all the prophets are also very holy men for Muslims. Holy Temple is very important, because of holy coffer belonging to Moses was buried here and the some of the Jewish prophets were buried in this part of the holy lands, as well as Jerusalem is being believed as an old capital of the first Jewish state founded by prophet David in 1000 BC. 


On the other hand, there are deep differences among the thesis of sides related to the settlements. While according to Israel government, dismantling of all the settlements is impossible, Palestine people is interested of full dismantling of all the illegal settlements by the Israel government form the beginning of the first Arab-Israel war up to now. Likewise, as Palestine people is seeking to be evacuated all of the occupied territories particularly during 1967 war, in accordance with UN Resolutions of 242 and 338 as mentioned above, Israel and Jewish people insist that full withdrawal is not acceptable and it is not possible to return the borders of 4 June of 1967. Similarly, the position of both parties is very different on refugee problem. For example, Palestinian society, particularly, whoever in refugee camps or foreign countries is very interested in this issue. They think that their right to return was accepted and confirmed by the General Assembly Resolution of 191 in December 1948 and it cannot be sacrificed or abandoned by any Palestine administration or leadership. It seems that without taking consideration of this issue, to reach a sustainable peace is very difficult due to pressure of Palestinians living diaspora or refugee camps who are really leaving unsuitable and difficult conditions for years and their number reached to 1,5 million while total number of refugees are approximately 4 million. However, according to Israel government to accept to return of all the refugees is not possible due to demographic consequences they would cause on Israel population. They fear that such a situation might destroy the demographic balance between Jewish and Palestinian people. Because of this reason Israel government is not willing to accept right of return and to accept the refugees to the Israel territory.


As it is understood through the analysis underscored above, the red lines of both sides are obstructing to reach a just, sustainable and acceptable peace, if present conditions wouldn’t change, and if there is no force to compel them to make concession and to change their standpoint, the so called peace initiatives can not provide to be optimistic. Since there has been no meaningful change their position so far, all the peace initiatives from Camp David process in 1978 to Oslo process in 1993 have been deemed as postponement the final solution and to gain time for negotiation and to keep sides on table. But all the peace processes at the last point, provided and continue to serve security interest of Israel government. The common feature of Camp David of 1978, Oslo Process of 1993 and as a last initiative the Road Map of 2003 is primarily to meet security needs of Israel government and to leave the final status issues which are crucial issues to the last stages. The following comments are underlined the Israel side’s expectation for peace and their standpoint which lead the worries of Palestinian side.

Mr. Arad, the prime minister's strategic policy adviser who was among those who urged the leader to quit Likud, said that Mr. Sharon considered the 1993 Oslo accords, which sought peace based on Israel surrendering the territories occupied in 1967, as failed and discredited. Mr. Arad said the Israeli leadership had interpreted the US-led "road map" for peace as laying out an alternative philosophy of "security for independence", meaning a "total end of the terrorist war" in return for a "Palestinian national home" but not necessarily based on the 1967 borders. Mr. Arad said: "Since 1967, almost the entire international community and at least half the public in Israel assumed the conflict would be solved based on the formula of territories for peace. It was a naive formula and presupposed that the problem between the Israelis and Palestinians was the occupation of the West Bank and Gaza strip in 1967 and therefore if you remove the occupation ... the security problem, terrorism, will go away. "This formula is both false philosophically and naive politically. That's why when it was implemented the Oslo agreement failed ... If you look at the bare statistics, since the Oslo agreement terrorism has increased many many times." Mr. Arad said that after Israel offered territorial compromises, including the division of Jerusalem, the intifada erupted. "The territorial problem was not the root cause of the conflict ... What the Palestinians sought was not really territories that they could control and run in the form of the Camp David proposal. What they really sought was independence. "The road map replaced the falsehood of [territories for peace] with a much more realistic formula - security for independence. The road map postulates ... total dismantling of all terrorist apparatus in the Palestinian territories by the Palestinians ... What the prime minister says and what the road map says is that before full compliance nothing will happen." In fact, the road map requires the Palestinian leadership to "undertake visible efforts" to stop attacks and start to dismantle "terrorist capabilities and infrastructure". 


Palestinian negotiator Saeb Erekat, on the other hand, urged Israel to hold final-status talks with the Palestinians. He concluded: "We invite Sharon to resume negotiations including the issues of borders, refugees and Jerusalem, because peace is the way for Israel and Palestinians to live in dignity and security," Erekat said. "We stand ready in our responsibilities in the Palestinian Authority." As seen above, the position of Israel is very far from the Palestinian as well as international society and even some of the pro-Labor party politicians.

As a conclusion, it appears that the lasting and enduring peace under these conditions is difficult, particularly unilateral initiative of Israel political leadership without taking consideration of Palestine side and the security and political concerns of regional countries would only be seen as a temporary solution. To arrive at a political result via these so called peace processes which are not targeted to evacuate the all occupied lands and to establish an independent Palestine state side by side with Israel. Only under these conditions, all the stereotypes and prejudices would be disappeared and the region would be a zone of peace for Jewish people as well. 

Despite the optimistic expectations in both side, there is no sign that Israel government would continue to pullout from the rest of the occupied territories. In the late December of 2006, Sharon, in a press conference in Tel Aviv, emphasized he had no plans to make another unilateral step like the Gaza Strip pullout but rather to reach an agreement in accordance with the roadmap, without making any concessions on security issues. And said "We do not consider another move in the vein of what we recently performed in the disengagement. The disengagement was meant to pave the way for a diplomatic solution in accordance with the road map,"
 Conversely the size of settlements and the population of settlers in the West Bank have been increased since then.
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