Psychology, Advocacy and Political Diplomacy for Peace – Negotiating the central Issues between Israel and Palestine
A follow-up meeting to the Antalya Conference in November 2006

Time is passing but the issues don’t move. I guess we all agree that the time is over-ripe that things should change. 

Looking back to our Conference in Antalya, I have mixed feelings. While the atmosphere was really beautiful and friendly, proofing that we – Jews and Palestinians – are able to share common feeling and interests and a true sense of humanity, I was missing a more explicit dealing with the hot issues of practical daily impact and import for resolving the pending questions like Occupation, Mutual Acceptance, Equal Rights, Palestinian Refugees, Final Borders and of course the question of Jerusalem.  It was already during the last days of our gathering that I was aware of this lack and my feeling was that many of us – from both sides – were avoiding touching them because of fear to be hurt or to rouse vibrant emotions and thus destroy the good atmosphere and warm feelings between us. 

Therefore I started to think about a way how to handle this situation and getting to the issues without loosing or even destroying our good relations. Trusting in the good will of all of us and having learned about non-violent communication we should be able to deal with any of the issues without becoming emotional or destructive. 

Reflecting previous experiences we can see that problems and tensions usually start when one of us from the other side (or community) was sharing a statement which was not appreciated and approved, but taken as disrespect or offense. I fact we have to learn to discuss and share undecided statements and points of view without getting enraged or upset if it seems unacceptable. I belief if we want to understand each other and get to an agreement with each other we need to allow each other to share and state different positions without immediately starting to fight. I believe that when knowing and keeping aware that sharing a position does not mean a finalized and decided state of affaire, we will be able to proceed. On a bases of friendly tolerance we need to allow each other to share all kind of different ideas and positions and then to put them in question. We need to allow each other to ask questions and to discuss the issues from different angles and point of view before getting to a common agreement. Only in such a manner we will be able to make shifts in our own understandings and approaches if necessary and thus move towards an agreement.

This makes clear that a powerful and clear mediation and facilitation is needed that is able to interfere when emotions start to rouse and destroy the atmosphere of trust and healing. 

The goal should be to move towards a final agreement in all issues enabling us to sign a kind of peace treaty amongst us which could be used as a model and base to be promoted. Such a treaty could be advocated within our two societies and also before our governments. It could be a powerful and convincing instrument to guide politicians and government(s) to take the relevant steps towards a final peace. How can we expect our ignorant and stuck governments to get to a solution and mutual agreement if we – who claim to be pioneers in reconciliation and peace work – are not able to proceed to such a solution and agreement with each other? 

To use a word by Elias Jabbour: “We have to feel oneness in this group before we talk to others.”

Picking up Mari Fitzduff’s question from Northern Ireland experience: “Why don’t we just go where we want to arrive”, I believe that this is the way.

Starting from explicitly dealing with the central issues – like equal rights, disengagement, refugees, Jerusalem – and working through all controversies in a respecting and non-violent attitude we can arrive at a mutual comprehensive agreement. Finalizing the agreed model with the signing of a peace treaty by the present participating individuals and NGOs, it can be seen as a workable model for local politicians and governments as well as international organizations. [The absolute central issue is the Temple Mount]
Knowing that our struggle is neither against Palestinians nor Jews, but for a common future, that is to say not a struggle between Palestinians and Jews, but of the upright and peaceful versus the crooked and destructive amongst us towards building a peaceful and prosperous coexistence and future, the above steps could pave the way to advocate, initiate and realize a joint civil movement and community marching for peace and pleasantness of the two nations. 

We cannot start a movement before having a model to be advocated and promoted from all sides. We know that many efforts and negotiations ended in chaos because of lack of preparation and concept and workable proposals to be agreed. But as soon we have a model available for as common goal, [The Temple Project is the center of this model] we can advocate and struggle for its implementation. 

Of course the unbearable situation of conflict and terror which overshadow our lives and feeling nearly on a daily basis needs to be met by new and specific approaches, as well as for bringing about a change and transformation in our societies and politics as also for dealing with the deep emotional and social damage, hurt and frustrations it causes. It is not just education which can cover all these needs. To achieve a real sustainable change will certainly imply education, but can be realized only through advocacy, a non-violent challenging civil movement and internationally engaged diplomacy on the grounds of binding universal principles and values. While dealing with issues of trauma, emotional disturbance, mental and emotional change we need to imply the different relevant approaches of psychology and psychotherapy and spirituality. Also a change of attitude will not be achieved by education, but only by means of deep psychology or spirituality.

This is why I suggest for a further meeting or conference not to use the terminology of peace-education, but rather something like psychology, advocacy and political diplomacy for peace.

Further it would make sense to invite:


Peace journalists,


TV,


ntv


Religious leaders,

Get to the issues:


Refugees,


Jerusalem,


Final borders,

Development of Strategies for Implementations

Necessary Governmental Programs etc. 
