
  
  
      
        
          The Stolen Billions: How Gaza’s Gas Fields Fuel A Hidden War

          
		      
          GEW Social Sciences Group, Preface by Dr Hichem Karoui

        

        
          
          Global East-West (London)

        

      

    


  
  
Copyright © 2025 by GEW Social Sciences Group 

Preface by Dr Hichem Karoui.

Collection: The Mediterranean Notebooks. Geopolitics.

All rights reserved.

No portion of this book may be reproduced in any form without written permission from the publisher or author, except as permitted by copyright law.







  
    
      Contents

    

    
      
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        Gaza: The Hidden War For Resources
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        1.
        
        Introduction: Trump's Plan For Peace
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        2.
        
        The Veiled Conflict
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        3.
        
        Discovery and Promise
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        4.
        
        Economics of Denial
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        5.
        
        Maritime Rights Under Siege
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        6.
        
        Israel's Toolbox of Obstruction
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        7.
        
        The 2023 Heist
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        8.
        
        Trump's Riviera Dream
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        9.
        
        Netanyahu's Echo
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        10.
        
        The Mediterranean Bonanza
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
        
          
      	
      
      
        11.
        
        Toward Justice
        
        
            
            
            
            
    
      

    
        
        
      

    

  


  
  

Gaza: The Hidden War For Resources


Preface by Hichem Karoui









The sector's untapped gas reserves and the geopolitics of displacement



Security concerns, the fight against terrorism, or long-standing regional conflicts often frame the current destruction in Gaza. In reality, beneath the surface of this conflict lies a less publicised but equally important dimension: the struggle for control of significant offshore natural gas reserves that could change the Palestinian economic outlook – or enrich those who prevent their exploitation.  [1] One of the most striking statements in this regard came from Alain Juillet, former director of the General Directorate for External Security (DGSE), who claimed that Gaza's offshore gas fields could generate $3 billion in revenue a year, highlighting an important aspect of the conflict that is often overlooked in mainstream discourse.  [2]

The Gaza Marine gas field [3], discovered in 2000 about 36 kilometres off the coast of Gaza, represents more than just an energy resource: it symbolises Palestinian economic sovereignty, which has been systematically denied for 77 years. With reserves estimated at between 1 and 1.4 trillion cubic feet of natural gas (approximately 30 to 35 billion cubic metres), the field could generate between $3 billion and $4 billion in total revenue, providing the legitimate Palestinian Authority (or the existing state) with significant annual revenue for an as yet undetermined period. [4]



The economics of denial

To understand the significance of these figures, it is necessary to put them into context. While Gaza's offshore reserves are modest compared to those of the gigantic Leviathan field (600 billion cubic metres), controlled by Israel, or the Egyptian Zohr field (850 billion cubic metres), their economic impact on Gaza will be transformative.  [5] The Leviathan field alone generates approximately $10 billion per year in export revenues, with Israel expected to collect between $57 billion and $74 billion in gas-related taxes over the next decade. [6]  For the impoverished Gaza Strip, even a small portion of these revenues would represent economic liberation.

According to the 2019 report by UNCTAD [7] (United Nations Conference on Trade and Development), Palestinians have already lost approximately $2.57 billion due to the ban on exploiting their maritime resources since 2000.  [8]  This figure increases significantly each year and represents not only a financial loss but also a systematic deprivation of economic development and energy independence, which are the foundations on which the future Palestinian state should be built.



International law and maritime rights

Under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), to which Palestine acceded in 2015, the Palestinian state enjoys sovereign rights over its maritime areas, including the exclusive economic zone extending up to 200 nautical miles from its baseline.  [9]  Palestine officially declared its maritime borders in 2019, with Gaza Marine located within Palestinian territorial waters.

However, Israel, although not a party to the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea, has systematically impeded the development of Gaza Marine by various means [10]: military occupation, restrictions related to the maritime blockade, political obstruction, and, more recently, the granting of gas exploration licenses to international companies in areas within Palestinian maritime borders.  [11]

In October 2023, a few days after intensifying its attacks on Gaza, Israel granted licenses to six Israeli and international companies, including Italy's Eni, Britain's BP, and Dana Petroleum, to explore gas in Zone G, 62% of which lies within the maritime borders declared by Palestine.  [12]

This constitutes what international legal experts describe as ‘plundering’ of Palestinian natural resources [13], in violation of Article 55 of the Fourth Geneva Convention of the Hague Code, which prohibits occupying forces from exploiting limited non-renewable resources for commercial purposes.



Trump's vision and Netanyahu's agreement

The various proposals put forward by President Trump regarding Gaza throughout 2025 reveal the extent of the resources behind the humanitarian rhetoric.  [14]  In February 2025, Trump proposed that the United States ‘control’ Gaza, with the permanent resettlement of Palestinians in neighbouring countries – a plan he later described as transforming Gaza into the ‘Riviera of the Middle East’.  [15]  While administration officials later backtracked on these statements, claiming that any displacement would be ‘temporary’, Trump repeatedly returned to the theme of cleaning up Gaza for redevelopment. [16]

Prime Minister Netanyahu's enthusiastic support for Trump's proposals becomes more understandable when viewed through the lens of resource control.  [17]  Far-right Israeli ministers Bezalel Smotrich and Itamar Ben-Gvir have openly called for the ‘voluntary’ resettlement (elsewhere) of 2.1 million Palestinians from Gaza and the creation of Israeli settlements in Gaza, policies that international legal experts describe as ethnic cleansing. Smotrich has stated that Gaza is ‘an integral part’ of Israel and has outlined plans to completely destroy it, with its inhabitants being “concentrated” in the south before leaving ‘in large numbers to third countries’. [18]

Trump's ‘20-point peace plan’ presented in September 2025, although more diplomatically worded, contains provisions from Trump's ‘economic development plan’ that call for the creation of special economic zones, new colonial mechanisms that could facilitate the exploitation of resources by foreigners without the consent or effective control of Palestinians.



Resource context

The vast Mediterranean basin contains approximately 122 trillion cubic feet of natural gas and 1.7 billion barrels of oil, making it one of the world's most important regions in terms of hydrocarbons.  [19]  Israel's control over Palestinian resources extends beyond the Gaza Strip to include the Majd oil and gas field, located beneath the West Bank, which is estimated to be worth between $84 billion and $120 billion – resources to which Palestinians have no access due to the Israeli occupation.  [20]

This systematic deprivation occurs while Israel develops the maritime deposits it controls with impunity, exports billions of dollars' worth of gas to Egypt and Jordan each year, and grants exploration licences in disputed waters. The hypocrisy here is obvious: Israel invokes security reasons to prevent the exploitation of Palestinian gas for the benefit of the Palestinian people while exploiting platforms off the coast of Gaza and running pipelines through Palestinian territorial waters.

Should we believe that Israel has good intentions?

The scale of the resources provides disturbing clarity for those who believe in Trump's ‘good intentions’ or consider that Israeli policies in Gaza are motivated purely by security concerns. When political leaders propose to expel the entire indigenous population from a territory rich in energy resources estimated to be worth billions of dollars, when they prevent the exploitation of these resources for 25 years while developing neighbouring fields for their own benefit, and when they grant exploration licences in occupied waters to international companies,

These are not the actions of parties seeking peace and peaceful coexistence. Alain Juillet observes that the profitability of Gaza's gas ‘explains the interest in expelling Palestinians from the enclave,’ and this is not a conspiracy theory, but a geopolitical reality based on documented policies, violations of law, and economic data. 

The picture is clear enough: systematic denial of Palestinian rights to resources, proposals to displace the population, and plans to ‘redevelop’ Gaza under ‘international’ or Israeli control.

As energy expert Michael Baron has pointed out, international recognition of the Palestinian state could strengthen legal claims to Gaza's maritime zone.  [21]  However, Israel and its allies oppose precisely this recognition, as it would establish undeniable sovereign rights over these resources. The war against Gaza is certainly about political control, but it is also undoubtedly about who will profit from the natural resources beneath its waters.
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Introduction: Trump's Plan For Peace


How Could It Be a Solution Without Ending Israeli Occupation?











Optimism, pessimism and controversy have accompanied the proposed peace plan by the US President Donald Trump, which has been “in the works” for some time. This section of the book aims to situate the plan's main components and delineate them for the reader, and is therefore a preparatory step for the more enduring assessment to follow. We seek to render the strategy and its probable outcomes comprehensively, while still maintaining equity and balance.

The social and political components, demographic and other geopolitical factors of the plan will be scrutinised to enable the reader to grasp its major concepts. Acquiring optimism or scepticism regarding Trump’s visions, plans, and constructs, whilst evaluating their feasibility and value, requires the assumption of an open mindset. Readers will be invited on an analytical journey to secure the pertinent information on how the plan aspires to achieve its aims, its objectives, and associated flaws. The subsequent chapters will present the historical, legal, and geopolitical constructs aligned with the plan so that we can apply the dual processes of comprehension and criticism to determine the extent and the limits of  its practical utility in fostering enduring peace in the region.



Historical Context of the Conflict

The geopolitics of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict rests on a complicated historical tapestry woven over centuries. Any understanding of the conflict requires examining its history, which is vital for understanding the complexity of factors that have made the dispute so enduring.

The beginnings of the conflict can be traced to the late 19th century, with the spikes of the Zionist movement and the subsequent arrival of Jewish immigrants into the area that was then under the Ottoman Empire. The initial steps of the Zionist pioneers to secure a homeland in what is known as Palestine set in motion the nationalistic tensions between Jews and Arabs, which gave rise to fierce debates over land and sovereignty.

The period following World War I included the collapse of the Ottoman Empire and the beginning of British control of Palestine. This period was a turning point in the history of the conflict. The Balfour Declaration in 1917 allocated the Jewish settlement in Palestine and promised a ‘homeland’ to the Jews. This greatly increased the conflict between the local Arab population and the new Jewish settlements.

The conflict after World War II was also dreadful. This was a result of the United Nations Partition Plan for Palestine in 1947, which aimed to create a Jewish and Arab state within the Palestine territory. The proposals for the partition of Palestine and the subsequent Arab hostility culminated in the 1948 Arab-Israeli War. This led to the declaration of the State of Israel. Many Arab and Palestinian people became displaced, subject to the ravages of the war.

Subsequent military engagements include the Six-Day War and the Yom Kippur War, and both of these, in conjunction, shifted the political and territorial condition of the region. This also exposed the animosities between the people in the conflict. The violent hostility against the Palestinians, which has continued until today, has violated their borders and expanded the settlement region. This has broadened the conflict even further and deepened the issues.

The Israeli-Palestinian conflict revolves around competing lines of histories, grievances, claims to land, and heritage. It remains intertwined with several historical events and cultural identities. This continues to affect the quest for peace and reconciliation.

The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is one of the most complex. It is layered with political, economic, social, and security complications. All of which the ‘Blueprint for Peace’ approaches. It is one of the most synthesised attempts towards achieving sustained peace, security, and economic prosperity for all involved parties in the conflict.



Blueprint for Peace – An Overview



The ‘Blueprint for Peace’ aims to resolve the historical animosities and align cooperative endeavours between the two parties. It does so via in-depth diplomacy, economic and security provision, and cooperation. There seeks to be a controlled and balanced underlying structure for coexistence. Conflict and aspirations from both parties must also be addressed. It is the essence of the 'Blueprint for Peace'.

Also, the Blueprint for Peace utilises the influence and resources of primary global stakeholders for dialogues and trust-building to facilitate and implement vital actions for the advancement of the international setting. Regional, international, and powerful global actors have to be on board to consolidate efforts toward peace and stability in the region.

The balance of the overview is the recognition that the attainment of peace requires the fulfilment of the rights and interests of all the parties involved, along with the consideration of the underlying geopolitical dynamics. Therefore, the Blueprint for Peace recognises the necessity for the integration of historical grievances, modern-day realities, and future expectations. It recognises the intricacies of the conflict and the essence of identity, citizenship, and bodily integrity to provide a comprehensive view of the multi-layered aspects of the conflict.

The Blueprint for Peace has gathered great potential visions and roles. It goes beyond conventional frameworks and seeks new ways of achieving old goals. It fulfils its ambitious character through its all-encompassing approach to one of the most complex disputes of our era. It has set out to shape the future act of justice by resolving the conflict with the care it deserves. The plan also works as a guide for achieving the outlined goals and serves as a glimmer of hope to those who wish to see durable peace and stability in the region.



Blueprint for Peace: An Overview

The Blueprint for Peace is a well-thought-out document aimed at resolving the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. It sets out an approach to peace that is secure and prosperous for all stakeholders. Apart from peace, the approach includes the political, economic, security, and social aspects of the conflict, all of which are a significant part of the region’s interrelated complexities.

The Blueprint for Peace strives to resolve core issues and promote inter-cooperation “for the benefit of both parties”. It is an integrated strategy that uses diplomacy, economic assistance, and military cooperation to build the conditions for stability and the peaceful coexistence of the parties. It hopes to resolve the fundamental issues of the conflict to balance the aspirations of both parties, leaving a fair and lasting solution.

The Blueprint for Peace relies on the global community for the achievement of its goals, which underlines the importance of international collaboration and assistance, as emphasised in the document. It brings the drivers and resources of major global players to the table to facilitate conversations, establish confidence, and take critical actions to pave the way for the advancement of the core-focused activities. This involves working with local stakeholders, global stakeholders, international systems, and power brokers to build a coalition for the achievement of peace and stability in the region.

The most important aspect in this case is the understanding that peace is attained only after considering the rights and interests of all and the prevailing international situation, which is complex. For this reason, the Blueprint for Peace argues that the historical and current grievances and the prospects for the conflict in the future are all highly sensitive and must be controlled. It understands the dynamic and innovative intricacies of self-identity, self-determination, and public order capture. It appreciates the conflict and the various complexities that are associated with it.

The fulfilment of the blueprint for peace transcends the conventional scope of such phenomena while providing new paradigms for age-old challenges. The scope of the blueprint singularly focuses on the aims of the protracted peace conflict. This underlines the seriousness of the blueprint in delivering on the principles of justice, dignity and prosperity, while also fulfilling the aspirations of a myriad of people. The meticulous detailing of the procedures for attaining the goals also makes the plan a mainstay for the people whose aspirations centre on peace and stability within the region.



Occupation and Its Legal Dimensions

Territorial occupation has been a critical factor in the ongoing conflict between Israel and Palestine. Analysing the occupation from a legal viewpoint reveals how complex and intertwined the issue becomes with international law, particularly the Fourth Geneva Convention of 1949. The convention grants certain protections to belligerents’ civilian populations and prohibits the controlling state from transferring segments of its own civilian population into any area that it occupies, which, in this case, would be Israel. The discussion surrounding the Israeli occupation, however, remains extremely contentious regarding its practical enforcement. The rights of the Palestinian people continue to be violated in the international arena, with dislocation and the establishment of the Israeli settlements in Palestinian territory being the most pronounced of these, as well as the most flagrant breaches of international law.

In addition, many United Nations Security Council resolutions regarding the Israeli occupation have been issued that, in most cases, question its continuance. UNSC Resolutions 242 and 338 stand out because they emphasise the ‘inability of obtaining a territory by warfare’ and, in addition, mandate the retreat of the Israeli armed forces from the territories under its occupation. These resolutions set the ground for the position of the rest of the world regarding the Israeli occupation.

It has been legally accepted since the advisory opinion issued by the International Court of Justice (ICJ) in 2004 that the separation barrier constructed by Israel on the occupied Palestinian territories is illegal and contrary to international law. The Court confirmed that the construction of the barrier is illegal and restated the need for Israel to cease the construction of the barrier, dismantle the portions constructed, and pay reparations for the damages. Nevertheless, the barrier still affects the everyday life of Palestinians, and the construction of Israeli settlements does not seem to cease. Beyond the specific legal tools and decisions, the particular context of the occupation has repercussions for the exercise of the right to self-determination of the Palestinian people. The legal limitations of self-determination, which is in and of itself a denial of a fundamental right, result in significant legal issues of the occupation that concern the question of statehood, territorial integrity, and the attainment of self-determination within the international legal order of the Palestinian people. This has made it essential to study the legal aspects of the occupation to grasp the intricate details of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and the search for durable peace.



Geopolitical Motivations Behind the Plan

The puppeteers behind complexities, vast history, and flowing culture draping from one civilisation to another must first tamper with one of the builders of civilisation – peace – and which civilisation is present within the raging ocean of warfare and within bullies and fragile at-peace Saudi and Iran? The ultimate goal is to capture the big fish from the swamp. The goal is to connect, strengthen, and foster allies, working in unison to counter both internal and regional threats. With plans for peace, the signature style outlines control and subdues rivalry in the region. The Middle East, a strategically placed pearl on the resources necklace, glints and shadows from the hands of the United States, Russia, and China, spanning power. All puppeteers are clenching a thread at the centre of the board, and from above the stream, peace and stealth slant their smokes while portraying strength. The scope is far from limited within; the inner conflicts stretch far past horizons.

In addition, historical warfare and diplomacy—especially praising and demonising one’s enemies— influence the geopolitical strategies behind the plan. The decades-long geopolitical attention, intervention, and often direct conflict have produced a tangled framework of relationships that remain fluid and active. These factors do describe elements of frameworks that have grown over decades, and they do converge. Each actor, however, attempts to exploit a particular situation to enhance their respective standing and primary objectives.

The consequences of the plan's geopolitical objectives are equally important, particularly regarding their impact on the overall stability of the region. The Middle Eastern region is interdependent, and, therefore, any attempt to establish peace in that region has consequences that go beyond the direct negotiators. The geopolitical positioning becomes complex due to the involvement of the direct and immediate parties of the conflict, adjoining states, regional groupings, and the global community.

Finally, the goal of a flourishing and peaceful Middle East stands as the motivation for the vision. The plan seeks to resolve the Israeli-Palestinian conflict as a first step to enabling greater collaboration at the regional level and to fostering economic and social development in the area. This dream has strategic components as well; the Middle East in optimal order, stable and prosperous, is a benefit for all the stakeholders of the peace plan. This collection of complex strategic factors is important for understanding the context of the peace proposal and its possible impact on the region.



The Voices of Critics– Lagging Solutions

Every stakeholder involved in providing a blueprint for peace in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict bases their underlying perspectives on the criticisms presented. It is the critical voices that raise the issues with the positive narratives of the almost utopian peace plans. The complexity of the critical voices is a necessary counterweight to the optimistic – sometimes wishful —narrative of peace plans. The most frequent criticisms of peace plans, including those associated with the Trump administration, are those of land and territorial, sovereign, and security, along with the bigger picture of the conflict's fundamental and long-term resolution. They argue, along with many others, that the absence of addressing the fundamental power and inequality relations within any proposed blueprint is a flaw. Additionally, some critics argue that the proposed blueprint fails to consult key stakeholders, particularly the Palestinian leadership, which undermines the blueprint's scope, integrity, and commitment to being holistic and enduring. Furthermore, criticisms also emphasise the lack of fundamental resolutions regarding the Israeli settlements within the occupied territories, which is indeed a vital obstacle.

Moreover, the rights and aspirations of Palestinian refugees, and the ways in which they have been unaddressed, evidently highlight another humanitarian and displacement crisis that originated because of the conflict, which has also been a subject of criticism. Critics also point out the lack of consideration for the wider geopolitical consequences and ramifications of endorsing a plan that significantly lacks regional context and ignores international legal concerns. As such, the underlying logic of any purported peace plan and its enforceability will remain precariously intertwined and dependent upon international law and treaties, as well as the interests of neighbouring countries in participating and cooperating in the peace process. In particular, these criticisms suggest a need for an approach that is likely to rectify historical wrongs and non-principled violations of human rights, such as genuine mutual recognition and respect. This extensive criticism highlights the gaps in the effectiveness and practicality of the peace proposals that have been made and the change in the approach that is needed to resolve the conflict. There seems to be an urgent requirement to address the rights and expectations of the citizens of Israel and the Palestinian territories as well.



Reactions on the ground and internationally  

This part requires understanding the reactions of neighbouring and other countries concerning the various peace plans made for the Palestinian-Israeli conflicts. Countries in the vicinity, and more particularly Egypt, Jordan, and Saudi Arabia, along with the other Gulf countries, in the past, have been involved in conflict resolution and peace-making activities and have offered their advice. Some of these changes were made in response to other geographic, political, social, and economic circumstances or the state's interests.  

Additionally, the actions and concerns of the UN, the European Union, and the United States have previously been aligned with their approaches to maintaining order in the conflict. These countries have provided funds for and participated diplomatically and, in some cases, directly in the resolution of the holdings in the conflict. These actions have been taken based on the balance of power and other interests, and their concerns for order and peace in the region are not very rational.

The importance of the work carried out by non-market actors like major NGOs and humanitarian and advocacy groups should also be considered in the context of their policy-tailoring work and altering global perceptions. Their fieldwork and participation in global agendas have generated critical debates, exposed human rights abuses, and offered alternative viewpoints in contentious discussions. 

The complexities of these regional and global reactions require studying the webs of partnerships, historical ties, and currents of power relations that frame the considerations of the actors concerned. Their positions, interactions, and the particularities of their actions form an important part of the peace plan's context and provide a basis for a nuanced strategy that integrates complex arguments beyond the simplistic dichotomies and blatant assumptions.



Case Studies in Conflict Resolution

In studying the multidimensional aspects of conflict resolution during the Israeli-Palestinian issue, it becomes crucial to examine why certain case studies appear to offer the most relevant insights and directions toward peace. An exemplary case is the Oslo Accords of 1993. These agreements, despite many challenges, provided a basis for mutual recognition, interim self-governance for the Palestinians, and a phased withdrawal of Israeli troops from certain areas of Gaza and the West Bank. Subsequent events, however, showed the violence and disputes that continued to rage around these relics of arrangement and self-governance. Another case study of note is the 2000 Camp David Summit, where the discussions between Israeli and Palestinian leaders brought to the surface some hope, but they were unable to entertain the idea of a true, lasting peace because of the problem of sovereignty over Jerusalem and the borders of a future Palestinian state, as well as the issue of Palestinian refugees. These events from history reflect the complicated and enduring work that must be done to achieve peace in the region, despite such good leadership and support from the world. More positively, it shapes some understanding to examine the negotiable and executed Good Friday Agreement in Northern Ireland as a case.

The power-sharing components of the agreement, the processes of disarmament, and the trust-building measures among the communities have ‘lessons learnt’ that can be adapted to the Middle East – this is one of the aspects of the agreement that is important. In addition, the change of South Africa from an apartheid to a democratic state illustrates the need for matrices of dialogue, inclusive processes of truth and reconciliation, and transitional justice across deep societal fractures. This case study asserts the need to recognise and address the gaps that result from collective failure to act upon basic justice and the need for a unifying framework to achieve a diverse society. Finally, the post-conflict evolution of Rwanda sheds particular light on the mechanisms of co-existence and reconciliation after the commission of genocide. The building blocks of this framework are the community ‘Gacaca’ courts, ‘national’ reparations, and government ‘oneness’ and ‘healing’ policies. These individual elements from different case studies highlight how different unresolved issues of conflict are approached and provide a richer understanding of the complexity of conflict resolution. The diverse nature of the conflict studies points to the need for a broad and nuanced understanding of conflict that combines legal, historical, and socio-political thinking. Engaging with these case studies falsifies the notion that peace can come easily and underscores the need to understand the complexity of grievances, require an initiative to engage all stakeholders, and seek ways to address unresolved injustices, promote avenues for dialogue and collaboration, and engage with all parties to promote systemic change.



Pathway to Genuine Peace and Conclusion

In closing, the case studies provide insight into the challenges and varying success of peace initiatives and underline the importance of resolving the core issues and the needs of every side and providing integrative and lasting outcomes. Considering the multitude of conflicts and peace plans and resolutions, it becomes evident that the vision of peace to be constructed for the region under consideration needs to be done with the utmost care, including the historical intricacies, geopolitical sensitivities, and the personal and human side of the conflicts. In contrast to the vision put forth by Mr Trump, the plans for real peace would integrate through the bottom-up approaches the legal, diplomatic, and humanitarian frameworks of the conflicts proposed and merge with the grassroots action at the community level. There is a fusion of humanitarian accountability and bottom-up approaches that defy violence towards integrative justice frameworks. In intersection with these, international law is rigorously respected. Among these, under the core issue, the framework proposed recognises the Palestinian people and, most importantly, the state and self-determination. At the core of real peace, the outlines of justice would, on the other side, involve the deconstruction of inequitable frameworks of the occupation, and the framework, on the other side, democracy of the coexistence that is fair and just. In other words, real peace stipulates a framework of dialogue, trust, and other tangible actions.

Additionally, it requires the active involvement of the global community, addressing the more profound motivations of the conflict, and working for the cessation of discriminatory practices. All relevant parties in the region should emphasise collaboration, economic integration, and cultural exchange as critical aspects of peace that is sustainable. Achieving authentic peace is going to require courageous leadership, devotion to the principles of human rights, and the ability to take on systemic biases and imbalances of power. There is a need for it to transcend the boundaries of temporary self-interests to embrace a unified framework of prosperity and peace for the region as a whole. The road to peace in its truest form is not a question of political calculation or strategy, but more a question of ethics, which the global community should abide by. As we move through this world, trying to find a balance between these areas, we should be reminded of the passion of the people who want a world where people can live together as neighbours. The struggle for peace in its truest form is immensely important for the region and its people, who were once living there in dignity.”










