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he Center for Policy Analysis on Palestine held its final symposium of
1997, “After Oslo: Israel’s Plans in the Middle East,” to explore
Israel’'s political, economic, and military designs for the region. The
symposium brought together leading scholars and diplomats to
consider the direction in which Israel and the region are heading.

Former Minister of Defense and Chief of General Intelligence of
Egypt, Amin Hewedy, provides an analytical appraisal of the actual
power Israel wields in the region, [n his paper, he illuminates just
how reactionary lsrael has become under Prime Minister Binyamin
Netanyahu by making reference to the modern conceptual founder
of Israel, Theodor Herzl, who warned future israelis to beware the
men of religion and the men of war.

Maintaining that Herzl would “turn in his grave” were he to
see what has come to pass in the Israel of today, Hewedy
analyzes the type of power Israel uses to hold sway over its Arab
neighbors. Hewedy asserts, “Israel is attaching great importance
to the achievement of peace through the economic gateway,
while totally ignoring the political means to achieve it.” Rather
than advancing peace, Israel pursues its own territorial ambitions
through using diversionary tactics that focus Arab attention on
such concerns as the opening of the tunnel under Jerusatem,
while Minister of National Infrastructure Ariel Sharon creates
demographic and geographic facts on the ground elsewhere.

Economics professor Atif Kubursi of McMaster University in
Ontario, Canada provides detailed information on the economic
malaise gripping the region’s states with the notable exception of
Israel. Kubursi contends that the economic arrangements currently
being put in place by the “peace process” may in fact exacerbate
the economic stratification between Israel and the Palestinian territo-
ries. Other Arab countries are watching these developments closely
out of the sense that this is “a test case and. . . a precedent for what
is likely to await the Arab economy at large.” Kubursi does not like
what he sees. He fears that Palestinian negotiators have not fully
considered the ramifications of tying the Palestinian economy closer
to Israel than to Arab neighbors. The deals signed to date have
been “between unequal partners” and signed under such duress
that they almost certainly will bring “lopsided advantages to the
Israelis.” Kubursi asserts, “We are told that the gains will be from
the dynamics of foreign investment, large tourism flows, and
higher productivity that springs from competing with more
advanced competitors, But it is precisely in these areas that the
Arabs will lose most.”

























































































































