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INTRODUCTION.
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Israel's war on the Gaza Strip, which broke out in October 2023, had a wide range of political, economic, and social effects and consequences on Palestine and the Middle East. It also brought the Palestinian cause back to its historical roots as a struggle against Zionist settler colonialism, which has continued since the late 19th century.

This book explores a range of questions related to the effects and consequences of the October 2023 war, focusing on the challenges facing the Palestinian entity in rebuilding the Gaza Strip and unifying the Palestinian economy in the post-war period, commonly referred to as "the day after." Although the October 2023 war led to sweeping and profound changes in the political, social, structural, and security dimensions in Palestine and the Middle East, this study focuses on issues related to the political economy of the "day after" in the Palestinian territories occupied in 1967, placing the challenges and requirements of rebuilding the Gaza Strip within the broader context of the Palestinian worn-trom economy and institutional set-up.

Although most approaches that anticipated the features of the day after the war focused on issues related to the reconstruction and rehabilitation of the devastated Gaza Strip, few approaches have sought to place the reconstruction and rehabilitation of the Gaza Strip in a more comprehensive context for the Palestinian entity in the territories occupied in 1967, arguing that the October 2023 war has brought the Palestinian-Israeli conflict back onto the regional and international agenda, and that the next phase will focus on ending the conflict through the implementation of the two-state solution and paving the way for the establishment of an independent, sovereign Palestinian state on the borders of June 4, 1967.

These approaches to the day after limit the issues related to ending the conflict, which has been ongoing since the late 19th century, to addressing the consequences of the 1967 war, namely Israel's occupation of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. These approaches, which aim to resolve the conflict through the implementation of a two-state solution, are what unite international and regional positions, including the official stance announced by the leadership of the Palestine Liberation Organization, the PLO. However, the practical implementation of this formula faces challenges stemming from Israel's colonial practices in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip throughout the decades following the 1967 war, which included structural, institutional, and demographic changes that collectively led to the integration of the Palestinian territories occupied in 1967, the oPt, into the Israeli economic and security system and to the creation of "facts on the ground" through the proliferation of Israeli settlements and the fragmentation of the occupied territories into a series of separate and disconnected internal enclaves, each subject to different systems of control and domination, such as those imposed by Israel on two-thirds of the West Bank in Area C and East Jerusalem, and the tight blockade imposed on the Gaza Strip since 2007.

While these physical, institutional, and demographic changes represent formidable obstacles to ending the occupation and dismantling the settlements, they may have passed the point of no return. Seeking to look ahead to the day after by applying the two-state solution based on the June 1967 borders falls short of addressing a wide range of issues, grievances, and claims related to the core of









the conflict between the Palestinian people and the colonial-settler project since the late 19th century. Similarly, limiting oneself to addressing the consequences of the 1967 war by seeking to implement a two-state solution does not provide answers to questions related to fundamental rights: the Palestinian people's right to self-determination on their land, their right to compensation for ethnic cleansing, their right to freedom from apartheid, and the right of refugees to return to the places from which they were displaced.

Addressing the consequences of the 1967 war by implementing a two-state solution will not end the conflict unless these issues, demands, and grievances are addressed. Ending the conflict requires dismantling the essence of the settler-colonialist project and its policies based on the claim of exclusive Jewish rights to the land of Palestine, grounded in religious and ideological foundations centered on Jewish supremacy. Ending the conflict also requires addressing the challenges associated with transitioning from a state of conflict to historic reconciliation between the two peoples, resulting from dismantling the colonial settlement project and the accompanying transitional justice, as well as addressing and resolving all claims and grievances. Unless these issues are addressed, efforts to end the conflict by merely addressing the consequences of the 1967 war may not achieve stability and sustainability.

Nevertheless, the two-state solution based on the June 4, 1967 borders remains the subject of regional and international consensus, as well as the stated position of the present leadership of the PLO. Therefore, the post-October 2023 phase will be a test of realism and the possibility of ending the conflict and achieving lasting and stable peace without addressing the roots of the conflict that has lasted for nearly a century and a half.

On the other hand, ending the conflict through the implementation of the two-state solution will face challenges posed by the realities on the ground resulting from Israeli practices over the past decades, especially the challenges associated with how to deal with the firm belief among a large segment of Jews in Israeli society that they have the exclusive right to settle on Palestinian land, especially in those areas of the West Bank that they believe are linked to their religious and ideological beliefs. In the third decade of this century, Israeli settlers in the occupied West Bank represent about a quarter of its population. This example indicates that the obstacles and challenges facing the approach of ending the conflict through the implementation of the two-state solution based on the 1967 borders are no less complex than addressing and dealing with the roots and foundations of the Palestinian people's struggle against the colonial settlement project and its racist ideology.

This book will not address the trade-offs between ending the conflict through one approach or another. For this book, it will review and discuss the challenges of rebuilding the Palestinian economy in line with the regional and international "consensus" with which the official Palestinian leadership agrees, namely through the establishment of an independent, sovereign Palestinian state on the borders of June 4, 1967, regardless of the realism or fairness of this approach.

Chapter One gives an overview of the Palestinian, Arab, Israeli, and International visions and approaches to the rebuilding of the Gaza Strip. To place the challenges and needs of rebuilding the Gaza Strip after the war in a broader context, Chapter Two begins by briefly outlining the historical








formation of the Palestinian economy. A closer look at the wider context is provided in Chapter Three. A review of the economic sectors and infrastructure before the October 2023 war is presented in Chapter Three, and the shocks and losses resulting from the war are the subject of Chapter Four. Chapter Five highlights the challenges of rebuilding the Gaza Strip and reunifying it with the economy of the oPt. A closer look at the scale of destruction and the objectives of reconstruction and recovery is the subject of Chapter Six. Chapter Seven synthesizes and concludes this study with an overview of the issues surrounding the sought-after permanent status on the day after, alternative reformulations of Palestinian-Israeli economic relations, and issues of sovereignty.
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CHAPTER ONE
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Approaches to "The Day After"
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Following the October 2023 war, numerous contributions and studies from Palestinian, Arab, Israeli, and international sources presented approaches and visions for "the day after." Most of these examined the requirements for rebuilding and reconstructing the Gaza Strip after the war concluded. At the same time, some go beyond the reconstruction of the Gaza Strip to offer visions of possible and potential paths to ending and resolving the Palestinian-Israeli conflict in accordance with the two- state solution based on the borders of June 4, 1967, and the possibilities for reshaping political and economic relations in the Middle East that would accompany the end of the conflict.

Since the first month of the war, on November 8, the US administration presented a vision for the day after, known as the "Tokyo Principles," which include ending the war, ending Hamas' control of the Gaza Strip, and reuniting it with the West Bank within the framework of the Palestinian National Authority.1 In the final weeks of the Democratic administration in early 2025, US Secretary of State Antony Blinken reaffirmed this general framework for the post-war period, based on a two-state solution, ending Hamas control, imposing reforms on the Palestinian Authority, and responding to Israel's security requirements.2 Given that the Democratic administration in the White House had limited itself to declarative and public statements while directing its actual efforts toward supporting "Israel's right to self-defense" and providing it with financial, military, and diplomatic support to enable it to continue its war on the Gaza Strip, these declarations and announcements were the dominant feature of the Democratic administration's positions, which were thus similar to similar declarations and announcements from most European Union countries, providing cover for most of those European governments to enable Israel to continue its war.

If we put aside the negative aspects of the Democratic administration's positions in the White House supporting Israeli policies and practices during the October 2023 war, the approach it presented for the day after, namely the reunification of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip into a single political entity, was instrumental in setting the general direction of international and regional positions that agreed that the end of the war should lead to an end to the conflict based on a two-state solution and the establishment of a unified Palestinian political entity. This public and explicit position of the Democratic administration in the White House was echoed by the European Union and regional positions, and it also provided international credibility to the Palestinian Liberation Organization's position calling for the Palestinian National Authority to reunify the Gaza Strip with the West Bank in the post-war period.
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​1 The Washington Post, “, “Blinken says Gaza should not be reoccupied and must be run by the

Palestinians”, 8 November 2023.

​2 Antony Blinken, “The Biden Administration’s Vision for Post-War Gaza”, New Atlantist: January 14, 2025.

www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/the-biden-administrations-vision-for-postwar-gaza/

The return of the Republican administration to the White House has reshuffled the deck after President Donald Trump announced a new position on February 4, 2025, whereby the United States would take control of the Gaza Strip and rebuild it as a real estate and tourism development project, requiring the transfer of Gaza's population to Egypt and Jordan. This surprise announcement by the US president was essentially an exercise in ‘shock and awe’, an approach he had explained in his book on the art of deal-making, and he soon backtracked on it in subsequent statements and positions. Nevertheless, the US president's declarative and public stance on controlling the Gaza Strip and displacing its population enabled Israeli right-wing political forces to persist in presenting approaches that aligned with his vision for the future. They also sought to draw the Republican US administration into committing to the essence of this approach by encouraging "voluntary emigration" of Palestinians.

Between these two divergent approaches to the future one calling for an end to the conflict through the implementation of a two-state solution, and the other calling for Israeli control of the Gaza Strip and the displacement of its population the two years following the October 2023 war saw a wide range of approaches, Palestinian, Israeli, Arab, and international, which presented visions and plans for reconstruction the day after.

Before reviewing some of these approaches, we need to examine the "terms of reference" or key considerations included in these approaches and visions for the future. The first and most crucial issue in this context concerns the proposed and targeted vision for a permanent situation, i.e., ending the conflict and moving towards peacebuilding, stability, and development for the Middle East as a whole through the resolution of the Palestinian-Israeli conflict. According to some of these approaches, in the permanent Post-war situation, the Gaza Strip will return to its natural place as an integral part of the economic, social, institutional, and political system of the independent, sovereign Palestinian entity on the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. Undoubtedly, one of the preconditions for achieving this is ending the conflict, ending the Israeli blockade of the West Bank, ending the occupation of the West Bank and East Jerusalem, and implementing a just solution for Palestinian refugees.

Therefore, rebuilding the Gaza Strip the day after, where refugees who were expelled from their homes in the 1948 war represent more than two-thirds of its population, cannot be achieved outside this general framework of a permanent status. As we shall see, most Palestinian, regional, and international approaches fail to present a vision for the day after that is consistent with the criteria and parameters of a Palestinian national vision for the permanent status of the Palestinian entity.

Even within the context of rebuilding the Gaza Strip after the war, it is necessary to examine the extent to which these approaches and plans reflect a genuine response to the real needs and demands of the Gaza Strip, as well as its social reality and cultural heritage. As we will see below,these approaches, including Palestinian plans and projects, are dominated by a materialistic, engineering approach that reflects Western standards taken from exogenous models prevalent in Western societies, which seem to have been "imported" wholesale according to standard templates.

Reconstruction in the Gaza Strip cannot be separated from issues related to national identity, the political system, and institutional governance, which will govern the reconstruction process in

accordance with the general national program and its priorities to achieve its goals and objectives. Therefore, limiting oneself to the engineering aspects and technical-material requirements of the reconstruction process, despite their great importance, does not enable reconstruction to be approached as a comprehensive development process with economic and social dimensions, nor does it provide the motivation and incentives for the various segments and components of society to engage and mobilize in the reconstruction process and its multiple stages. Therefore, building institutional governance in the Gaza Strip within the framework of the Palestinian entity, as it will be in the future, is one of the most important dimensions and requirements.

The October 2023 war led Israel to implement a policy of systematic destruction of buildings and infrastructure to turn the Gaza Strip into an uninhabitable place, which would have led to the achievement of Israel's goal of ethnic cleansing of the Strip and the redeployment of Israeli settlements there. The reconstruction of the Gaza Strip, including buildings, infrastructure, and institutions, is therefore the most critical priority for the day after. At the same time, the cumulative effects of decades of colonial practices in the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, have led to economic and social distortions resulting from policies of dispossession, impoverishment, and Israeli settlement expansion. These colonial practices in the West Bank and East Jerusalem became more violent in the aftermath of the October 2023 war, including the tightening of internal closures, the severing of communication and free movement links between the besieged enclaves of West Bank cities and villages, and the escalation of Israeli settler violence, which deepened the structural and economic distortions suffered by the West Bank. Since the regionally and internationally agreed concept for the day after the war includes ending the occupation, reconstruction on the day after also includes the West Bank and East Jerusalem. As we will see below, not all approaches, Palestinian, regional, and international, have addressed such considerations for rebuilding the Palestinian economy as a whole, including the Gaza Strip.

Within the framework of the two-state solution paradigm, the Gaza Strip will regain its natural status as an integral part of the Palestinian entity, being a part of the Palestinian territories occupied in 1967. This entity, i.e., the sought-after independent and sovereign Palestinian state, will redraw and reformulate its political, security, and institutional relations with the occupying state, which will, in that context, become a neighboring state with its own security and institutional demands and requirements that will be met with international and regional understanding, support, and backing. The approach to reconstruction the day after will have to respond to such considerations and requirements in accordance with its sovereign choices. Any approach to reconstruction in the Gaza Strip, in particular, and in the Palestinian territories occupied in 1967, in general, must include arrangements that respond to such demands and requirements in accordance with Palestinian sovereign considerations and determinants in the permanent situation.

The reshaping of political and security relations with Israel on the day after will also entail the reshaping of Arab and regional relations in general, and with Jordan and Egypt in particular. These regional relations will play a central and fundamental role in reconstruction, in all its political, security, institutional, and financial dimensions. Any approach to the day after in the Gaza Strip, in particular, and in the Palestinian territories occupied in 1967, in general, must include this regional dimension in

the reconstruction process and in the identity and features of the Palestinian entity as it will be in the day after.

Despite the importance of such considerations, international expert Larry Garber, raises another question about the realism of visions and approaches for the day after and about the actual possibility of transitioning from the status quo to a permanent situation the day after, given the continued dominance and control of the current political and security system of the Palestinian National Authority on the one hand, and the continued dominance and influence of the ruling coalition in Israel on the other.3 This question concerning the availability of "political will" on both the Palestinian and Israeli sides may be the decisive factor in the realism of achieving meaningful progress in the reconstruction process and implementing the plans outlined in the approaches we review below.

––––––––
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Palestinian approaches.

THE OFFICE OF THE PRIME Minister of the Palestinian National Authority, the PNA, issued an unpublished report on the Palestinian National Authority's vision and approach to reconstruction in the Gaza Strip, which was circulated to Arab and international parties as its official approach. Although the Palestinian Prime Minister is also the head of the Economic Department of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), as of the date of this study, the PLO has not issued any approach or plan for reconstruction in the Gaza Strip in particular, or for the permanent status of the Palestinian entity in general.

Although the Palestinian National Authority's approach to the day after and reconstruction centers on reunifying the Gaza Strip within the jurisdiction of the Palestinian National Authority, it does not address fundamental issues related to achieving that goal, namely the political and security paths and mechanisms that will lead to the achievement of that goal, whether it be the issue of lifting the Israeli blockade on the Gaza Strip, the powers and jurisdiction of the Palestinian Authority in the Strip, or the issue of how to achieve the re-establishment of the Palestinian National Authority's jurisdiction in the Gaza Strip through internal political agreements.

On the other hand, according to this government program, the next day remains within the confines of the status quo, i.e., Israel's continued control over Area C in the West Bank and East Jerusalem and its continued blockade of the Gaza Strip. However, this approach includes plans to rehabilitate the infrastructure in the West Bank by establishing energy and transportation lines between population centers in the West Bank, through areas classified as Area C, where Israel has consistently prevented such projects from being implemented over the past decades. Similarly, according to this plan, the West Bank and the Gaza Strip will be connected by a corridor stretching dozens of kilometers through Israeli territory.
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​3 Larry Garber, “Evaluating Plans for ‘Day After,’” Middle East Institute (MEI), June 12, 2024, https://www.mei.edu/blog/evaluating-plans-day-after

However, development efforts in the West Bank in this plan are limited to areas under the jurisdiction of the Palestinian Authority, as stipulated in the Oslo Accords, specifically Areas A, where the PNA has complete jurisdiction on 18% of the West Bank, and B, where the PNA has limited jurisdiction on civilian affairs while Israel maintains security control, covering 20% of the West Bank.

This contradictory vision assumes that the reconstruction of the Gaza Strip will be achieved, the blockade will be lifted, and the West Bank will be connected to Gaza through the creation of a safe corridor. However, it does not address issues related to the political and security situation in the post- war period. Nor does it consider the Palestinian, regional, and international political requirements needed to end the conflict and implement a two-state solution, as called for by regional and international powers. Regarding institutional governance, the plan employs two conflicting approaches. It assumes that relevant ministries and governmental institutions in the PNA, such as planning, public works, and economy, will expand their jurisdiction from Areas A and B to cover one- third of the West Bank and extend to Gaza. This conflicts with the plan's proposal for a "participatory development management" mechanism, involving government institutions, municipal councils, civil society organizations, and the private sector, without specifying the institutional and executive tools necessary to carry out this vision. Essentially, this approach maintains the status quo as of October 6, 2023, with the Gaza Strip remaining under the PNA within that framework.

––––––––
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IN PARALLEL WITH THIS government program, Palestinian private sector institutions presented their vision and approach through the "Palestine Rising" project, which a group of experts and professionals prepared. This study explicitly states that it does not address political dimensions.4 However, it presents a neoliberal, technical, and engineering approach to reconstruction in the Gaza Strip, in accordance with an integrated urban planning methodology, in which the private sector plays a leading role in partnership with Arab and international financial and engineering institutions. The program is based on an integrated vision for the Gaza Strip within the broader framework of the Palestinian economy, encompassing its connections with the West Bank and East Jerusalem, as well as the regional dimensions of economic relations. Although the program addresses Israel's "restrictions" as obstacles to implementation and refers to the negative aspects of the reconstruction experience after Israel's aggression against the Gaza Strip in 2014, this approach does not address how to address and overcome such restrictions. In fact, this approach is essentially a recycling and reworking of a previous study published by the Portland Trust in 2016, entitled “Global Palestine, Connected Gaza,”5 with the addition of and updates on developments following the October 2023 war.

Similarly, the Union of Municipalities of the Gaza Strip held a press conference announcing the launch of the "Phoenix Gaza" vision for reconstruction and sustainable development, which is
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​4Phoenix Gaza: Vision for Reconstruction and Sustainable Development, prepared under the auspices of the New Story Leadership Foundation, Washington, D.C., cited in Union of Municipalities of the Gaza Strip, press conference(N.D.)

​5 The Portland Trust, “Global Palestine, Connected Gaza”, https://portlandtrust.org/global-palestine-connected- gaza

essentially an Arabic translation of a study prepared jointly by a group of Palestinian and Israeli young professionals under the auspices of the New Story Leadership Foundation in Washington, D.C. This international foundation was established through a joint initiative between South Africa and Ireland.6 This study presents the most comprehensive approach, situating the reconstruction of the Gaza Strip within its historical and political context. It is based on the fact that the reconstruction process cannot begin without resolving the conflict and moving towards a peace process based on a two-state solution. The executive summary issued by New Story Leadership states that the joint Palestinian- Israeli team bases its terms of reference on the general frameworks of both the Arab Peace Initiative and the Geneva Peace Initiative, with a focus on the right of the Palestinian and Israeli peoples to self- determination on the land of Palestine. 7 This approach focuses on combining urgent interventions during the war with those implemented after the ceasefire. The plan also relies on rebuilding and preserving Gaza's historical identity and strengthening its capacity for a sustainable future, and its implementation is based primarily on community partnership. This approach also takes into account the cultural and intellectual identity of the sector and its people, rejecting any externally imposed plan that aims to undermine the local context or heritage of Gaza, and emphasizing the need to empower the local community to be a key player in the reconstruction process.

––––––––
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Arab approaches.

THE TWO ARAB APPROACHES that have been published, those of the United Arab Emirates and Egypt, differ from the Palestinian government's approach in particular in that they are based on a broader strategic vision centered on ending the occupation, lifting the siege on the Gaza Strip, and achieving economic independence from Israel as a general framework for the approach to reconstruction in the Gaza Strip.

The UAE approach, published by the Al Habtoor Foundation Research Center8, focuses on moving the Palestinian economy as a whole out of the isolation it has suffered under Israeli occupation and reintegrating it into its Arab surroundings through agreements with neighboring countries, especially Egypt and Jordan. It also differs from the Palestinian government's approach in its clear treatment of how to plan for the transitional and long-term phases, through recycling rubble to construct buildings ready for temporary use in the transitional phase, paving the way for long-term spatial development.

[image: ]

​6 New Story Leadership, “Gaza Phoenix”, 2024,

https://cdnc.heyzine.com/files/uploaded/256d5db3d526db7271c4ecedbe1030736239054e.pdf

​7 “The Phoenix Framework sets forth what needs to happen after the fighting stops. It sets forth an actionable

path forward towards peace, justice, security, and self-determination for both Palestinians and Israelis for generations to come”, NSL, The Phoenix Framework, https://www.newstoryleadership.org/the-phoenix- framework.

​8 Al Habtoor Research Center, “Gaza Reconstruction Plan”, February 2025,

www.habtoorresearch.com/publications/habtoor-gaza-reconstruction/

The Habtoor approach also differs from all other Palestinian and international approaches in that it offers specific and realistic programs for relaunching productive economic activities across multiple sectors, including industry, agriculture, and energy production and transmission. As stated in the Gaza Phoenix approach prepared by the joint Palestinian-Israeli team, the Al Habtoor approach provides a planning study for two principal axes in the reconstruction of the Gaza Strip: the blue axis for the development of activities related to the maritime economy, and the green axis on the eastern border for the development of agricultural economy activities. In addition to these two axes, the Al-Habtoor initiative includes studies for the development of multiple productive and industrial sectors. However, this UAE initiative largely marginalizes the central role of the Palestinian political and sovereign entity, replacing it with what resembles a Palestinian-Arab "holding company" that would reshape the identity and structure of the Gaza Strip, separately from the Palestinian economy as a whole. The project is centered on a vision for the Gaza Strip that is separate from the Palestinian political entity, considering it an area for the movement of capital for regional and international real estate investment projects.

The Egyptian-Arab9 approach is based on an explicit political reference that is lacking in both the Palestinian government's strategy and the Emirati approach. The Egyptian approach clearly states the political context related to protecting the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people and enabling them to exercise their right to self-determination and establish their state based on the two-state solution.10 This approach proposes gradual and transitional stages, beginning with the formation of a transitional administrative committee for a period of six months to pave the way for the extension of Palestinian National Authority sovereignty and the reunification of the Gaza Strip with the West Bank in the next phase. It places the process of reunifying the West Bank and Gaza Strip within the framework of international legitimacy and United Nations resolutions.11 This approach focuses in particular on the "early recovery" phase, during which sovereign institutions, especially security and administrative bodies, are rebuilt. In the permanent status phase, however, the focus on the urban- engineering dimension of the Arab approach comes at the expense of the political and social content of the permanent status.12

––––––––
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Israeli approaches.

ISRAELI APPROACHES to the day after are not content with intersecting with the Palestinian government's approach in assuming the sustainability of the status quo as it was on October 6, 2023, but rather see the shock of October 7, 2023, as a historic opportunity to complete essential pillars of the Zionist
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​9 Arab Republic of Egypt, Early Recovery, Reconstruction, and Development of Gaza, May 2025, www.un.org/unispal/wp-content/uploads/2025/03/Arab-Proposal-compressed.pdf

​10 Arab Republic of Egypt, Early Recovery, Reconstruction, and Development of Gaza, May 2025, 4, www.un.org/unispal/wp-content/uploads/2025/03/Arab-Proposal-compressed.pdf.

​11 Arab Republic of Egypt, Early Recovery, Reconstruction, and Development of Gaza, May 2025, [page number], www.un.org/unispal/wp-content/uploads/2025/03/Arab-Proposal-compressed.pdf.” Ibid., p.

​12 Abdel Wahab, Reconstructing Gaza through Spatial Planning (Ramallah: Palestinian Economic Policy Research Institute, 2025).

settlement project. This Israeli approach, which has been rapidly implemented on the ground since October 7, is known as the ‘Decisive Plan’,12 which was announced years ago by the leader of the Religious Zionist Party and is being implemented by him in his capacity as Minister of Finance and ‘second’ Minister of Defense in the coalition government formed after the November 2022 elections. The plan aims to move from the de facto annexation of Palestinian territories to their de jure annexation. This plan intersects with what Giora Eiland, former head of Israel's National Security Council, issued in what has become known as the "Generals' Plan,"13 after it was adopted by a broad group of Israeli army leaders, which aims to ethnically cleanse the northern part of the Gaza Strip in preparation for the redeployment of Israeli settlements there. The decisive plan, which is being rapidly implemented in the West Bank, has created new realities on the ground through the confiscation of more land, the expansion of settlements, the evacuation of Palestinian refugee camps in the northern West Bank, and the tightening of the siege on the Palestinian enclaves in Areas A and B in the West Bank. In addition to what has been implemented on the ground since October 7, 2023, Israeli research centers have presented approaches that primarily focus on sustaining the isolation of the Gaza Strip and separating it from the West Bank, with the establishment of a local civil administration made up of representatives of the Gaza Strip's clans to manage it.14 Although the extreme Israeli right wing continues to dominate the positions and policies of Israeli political society in general, centrist Israeli forces have put forward other approaches, albeit with less influence and impact, such as the position of the Israeli Democratic Party, formed after the merger of the Labor and Meretz parties, which calls for the reunification of the Gaza Strip with the West Bank, an end to the occupation, and the implementation of a two-state solution. 15 The MITVIM Research Center16has also presented an approach that is more specific and in-depth than that of the Democratic Party. In numerous conferences and studies, the center has called for an end to the war in the Gaza Strip, an end to the occupation and the conflict, and the establishment of a Palestinian state within the framework of a two-state solution. Specifically, the center, in partnership with the Katznelson Center, called for the organization of an international peace conference aimed at establishing mechanisms and pathways to end the conflict and implement the two-state solution. However, the approaches of the Democratic
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​13 Leonie Fleischmann, “Israel’s General Plan to Clear Palestinians from North of Gaza Could Pave the War for Settlers to Return”, 28 October, 2024, https://www.city.ac.uk/news-and-events/news/2024/october/israel- generals-plan.

​14 Tamir Hayman, “An Alternative Civilian Entity to Administer the Gaza Strip – Urgently Needed,” Institute for National Security Studies, Israel, June 2, 2024, www.inss.org.il/publication/gaza-civil-address

​15 Walid Habbas, “The Day After in Gaza: Israeli Parties’ Positions on Hamas, the Palestinian Authority, Settlements, and

Reconstruction,” The Israeli Scene–Madar, Issue 651, February 3, 2025.

​16 The Israeli Institute for Regional Foreign Policies (Mitvim), “The International Community’s Role in Moving from the Gaza War to Peace Between Israelis and Palestinians and Regional Stability,” https://mitvim.org.il/en/publication/the-international-communitys-role-in-moving-from-the-gaza-war-to-peace- between-israelis-and-palestinians-and-regional-stability.

Party and the MITVIM Institute remain on the margins of the general trends in Israeli political society, which has become more extreme and racist since the outbreak of the October 2023 war.17

––––––––
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International approaches.

INTERNATIONAL APPROACHES to the day after the October War reflect the widespread interest in restoring stability and peace in the Middle East following the October 2023 war, as well as the profound effects that the war has had on the region's political, security, and economic situations, both regionally and globally. However, President Trump's initial approach to the day after in Gaza overshadowed other international approaches, as President Trump's approach followed his well-known negotiating style of opening the negotiation process with a combination of shock and intimidation which he pursued by announcing that the United States would take direct control of the Gaza Strip and transfer its population to Egypt and Jordan, although he later backtracked on this approach. President Trump's approach was based on a study by Joseph Belzman, president of the American foundation CEES- MENA Inc.18 This approach follows a purely real estate investment methodology in an investment project, according to the arrangements known as "build, operate, and transfer" (BOT), for a period of fifty years. Of course, the study does not address issues related to the transfer and displacement of the population, i.e., ethnic cleansing, according to the provisions of international humanitarian law. Although President Trump has backed away from this approach, his position has fueled the enthusiasm of the racist Israeli right, which has clung to this approach as the ideal model for the Israeli right's vision for the future in the Gaza Strip.

The leading international organizations, namely the World Bank, the European Union, and the United Nations, have issued a joint report on the rapid assessment of damage and needs.19 related to the effects of the October 2023 war. This significant report does not seek to provide an approach for the day after, but instead provides estimates of damage and needs as a "baseline report" that can guide decision-makers on future steps 20Differently and distinctly, the United Nations Human Settlements Program (UN-Habitat) had earlier issued a report on responding to the immediate and long-term requirements for addressing damage and rebuilding,21 based on a phased and gradual approach to
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​17 Arie Kacowicz, “An International Peace Conference in the Aftermath of the Israel-Hamas War,” Mitvim and Berl Katznelson Foundation, January 2024,

/mitvim.international.peace_.conference.final_.improved.kacowicz.january7.2024.pdf

​18 Joseph Pelzman, “An Economic Plan for Rebuilding Gaza: A BOT Approach,” Global Economy Journal 24 (March 2024), https://doi.org/10.1142/S219456592450009X. .

​19 World Bank, European Union, and United Nations, Gaza and the West Bank: Interim Rapid Damage and Needs Assessment, February 2025, World Bank EU UN Needs Assessment Feb 2025.pdf.

​20 World Bank, European Union, and United Nations, Gaza and the West Bank: Interim Rapid Damage and Needs Assessment, February 2025, [page number], World Bank EU UN Needs Assessment Feb 2025.pdf.

​21 UN-Habitat, Preliminary Report on the Status of the Development of the Efforts to Reconstruct the Human Settlements in the Gaza Strip, United Nations Human Settlements Programme, 2024, https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/2024/04.

housing and infrastructure construction and natural resource protection, emphasizing the importance of Palestinian national sovereignty with broad involvement of Palestinian civil society organizations.

––––––––
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OVER THE PAST TWO DECADES, the US-based RAND Corporation has produced a series of studies on spatial planning, funded by several Palestinian private sector institutions. After the October 2023 war, RAND published a series of studies on reconstruction and housing,22 and presented a political approach-security approach for the day after, which forms the basis for the reconstruction process,23. In an approach that broadly intersects with the Emirati approach in terms of promoting independent technical-civilian administration of the Gaza Strip after its "cleansing" of Hamas, it presented a vision for implementing fundamental security and institutional reforms in the structure and policies of the Palestinian National Authority. In addition to this political-security vision for the day after, the RAND Corporation also provided an update to the spatial plan for a Palestinian state,24 that it had issued in 2005, taking into account developments during the two decades following that plan, especially the effects of the October 2023 war.

––––––––
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The problem of the two-state solution in "the day after."

THESE MULTIPLE AND divergent approaches to the war in the Gaza Strip bring to mind the problems of "the day after" in the history of the Palestinian cause. As Raja Khalidi wrote,25 the Palestinian people have been waiting to see what "the day after" will bring since the 1936 revolt against the British occupation and the subsequent stages of conflict throughout the last century. In this historical context, the problems with the approaches to the day after that we have reviewed above seem, for the most part, to be based on the assumption that October 7, 2023, is the beginning of the history of the Gaza Strip, the Palestinian territories occupied in 1967, and the Palestinian cause. In other words, most of these approaches seem to focus on addressing the consequences of the October 2023 war, as outlined in the Palestinian National Authority's approach, the Emirati approach, and the joint report by the World Bank, the European Union, and the United Nations. At best, they aim to address the consequences of the 1967 war, as expressed in the Egyptian-Arab approach and the American Rand Corporation's approach.

The October 2023 war broke out after a severe Israeli blockade of the Gaza Strip since 2007, punctuated by four wars from 2007 to 2023 that led to heavy losses in lives, buildings, and
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​22 Shelly Culbertson et al., From Camps to Communities: Post-Conflict Shelter in Gaza, RAND Corporation, RRA3486- 2, 2024

​23 Charles P. Ries et al., Pathways to a Durable Israeli-Palestinian Peace, RAND Corporation, 2024.

​24 Shelly Culbertson et al., A Spatial Vision for Palestine: A Long-Term Plan That Can Begin Now, RAND Corporation, May 2025, RAND A Spatial Vision 2025.pdf.

​25 Raja Khalidi, “Day-Afters in Palestine: 1937–2024,” Security Context, August 30, 2024.

infrastructure. The cumulative effects of the blockade had also raised multidimensional poverty and unemployment rates in the Gaza Strip to the highest in the world. However, the Israeli blockade of the Gaza Strip was the latest episode in a series of Israeli colonial practices that have continued since the early 20th century in Palestine. Therefore, the approach to the aftermath of the war in the Gaza Strip cannot be limited to addressing the consequences of the 2023 war or the 1967 war.
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