The Oslo Process




Mediation

- U.S. late actor (September 1993/January 1)
- Madrid 1991

- Norway change agent




U.S. Foreign Policy And the
Peace Process
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Mediation

- The Oslo Process

- Political advantages vs. genuine intent




Hebron

- Netanyahu and Arafat agree to control over
Hebron and redistribution of IDF (H1 & H2)




Wye River

- Memorandum agreed upon and signed by
Netanyahu and Arafat.

- |t was aimed to resume the implementation of the
1995 Interim Agreement on the West Bank and
Gaza Strip (Oslo |l Accord)




Camp David

- Ehud Barak and Arafat met and attempted
negotiated peace agreement in July 2000

- Territory
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Handicap

- Assassination of Yitzhak Rabin (1995)
- death of dream

- Interpretation of true intention

. Election of Likud (1996)




Handicap

- Financial aid limited use In statecraft

- unlike in 1970s

- Intent to build constituencies to support Oslo




Handicap

- Power

IDF

Labor, Likud, Kadima

L OBA




Handicap

- Reality on ground different than on paper and has
been since 1993.
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Conclusions

- The U.S. has spent international and domestic
political capital to reach a final agreement.

- |Israel, regardless of government has sought some
peace though often blinded by reality on ground,
reciprocal violence and prejudice.

- Palestinians, are divided. Peace sought and small
success achieved by PLO/PA is overshadowed by
inter-party (Fatah) fighting and violence by Hamas,
whom rejects the Oslo process.
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