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Introduction 

Mission objectives: 

 To maintain Parliament’s relations and discuss with Palestinian authorities, Members of 

the Palestinian Legislative Council, civil society organisations, community leaders and 

others to assess the political developments in the country, the effects of an occupation 

in its fiftieth year, and the future of the two-state solution, which is the main policy 

supported by the EU and Parliament for peace in the region;  

 Scrutinising the use of EU funds and assessing the humanitarian situation against a 

backdrop of increasing demolitions of EU and other donor-funded aid and increasing 

and accelerated settlement expansion, with more settlement set to take place after the 

election of President Trump in the US and in spite of the UN Security Council resolution 

2334; 

 Assessing human rights issues with a particular focus on the military court system, 

children in detention and forcible displacement; 

 Assess the situation in Gaza: this proved impossible despite hopes to the contrary 

following the visit to Gaza by BUDG Chair Jean Arthuis in 2016, the first official visit 

since this Delegation last accessed the Strip in 2011. This Delegation was once again 

refused authorisation by the Israeli authorities, who control access on the Israeli side of 

Gaza.  

 

The programme of the mission was a rich and intense one. It included: meetings with Palestinian 

authorities and MPs; visits to humanitarian aid and other EU-funded projects; exchanges with 

Bedouin communities at risk of forcible removal; human rights; issues in refugee camps; round-

table discussions with Palestinian and Israeli peace activists and Young Political Leaders; a 

debate with university students; a visit to a joint Palestinian-Israeli project for special needs 

children; exchanges with policy analysts on internal Palestinian issues and Israeli-Palestinian 

developments; and discussions on the prospects for the two-state solution.  

The Delegation wishes to thank the Palestinian authorities for the warm welcome and intense 

discussions, and their representatives in Brussels for prior facilitation of the visit. Our thanks 

go also to our all interlocutors and the civil society representatives who came to meet us, at 

times at some personal risk. Last but by no means least, we thank Ambassador Ralph Tarraf 

and his team at the EU Delegation to the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, who greatly facilitated 

the mission’s productive programme.    

 

Principal interlocutors: 

 

  Prime Minister Rami Hamdallah  

  Foreign Affairs Minister Riad al-Malki  

  Finance Minister Shukri Bishara  

  Palestinian Legislative Council Members Abdallah Abdallah, Khalida Jarrar,  Dr Abd 

El Raheem Barham and Dr Najat Al Astal and PLC Budget Working Group Chair Dr 

Ahmad Abu Holi 

  UNRWA (United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestine Refugees), OCHA 

(UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs), and ECHO (the 

Commission’s  Civil Protection and Humanitarian Aid Operations)  
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  EU project partners including the West Bank Protection Consortium, NGOs working in 

East Jerusalem, refugee camps and Bedouin camps, and joint Israeli-Palestinian project 

leaders at the Hope Flowers school for special needs children in Betlehem 

  Birzeit University academic staff and students 

  Palestinian and Israeli civil society and non-governmental organisations including 

Addameer, Defence Children International-Palestine, Badil, Ir Amim, Civic Coalition 

for Palestinian Rights in Jerusalem, and Hamoked 

  Israeli and Palestinian peace activists including B’Tselem, Breaking the Silence, Peace 

Now, the Palestinian Peace Coalition-Geneva Initiative, and the Parents Circle - Israeli 

and Palestinian Bereaved Families for Peace and Reconciliation  

  Sakharov Prize Laureate Nurit Peled and participants from the European Parliament’s 

Young Political Leaders Israel-Palestine programme 

  Think tanks Al-Shabaka, the Palestinian Policy Network, and the  Palestinian Centre for 

Policy Survey and Research as well as WhoProfits and DanChurch Aid on settlement 

products 

  EU and EU Member State Ambassadors 

 

The backdrop to the mission was dominated by:  

 

  fears about the end of the two-state solution after US President Trump expressed 

ambivalence towards it in a press conference with Israeli Prime Minister Netanyahu in 

Washington;  

  the adoption by the Israeli Knesset of the highly-controversial regularisation bill, a move  

in breach of international law which effectively legalizes the expropriation of private 

Palestinian land,  and is considered unconstitutional under Israeli law; 

  the announcement by Israeli authorities of over 6,000 new settlement units despite UN 

Security Council (UNSC) resolution 2334, which is a clear expression of international 

consensus on the illegality of settlements. This UNSC resolution, adopted in December 

2016, states that Israel’s establishment of settlements in Palestinian territory occupied 

since 1967 has no legal validity, and constitutes a flagrant violation under international 

law and a major obstacle to the vision of two States. 

 

 

The Middle East Peace Process: two states or one-state?  

 

The two-state solution is a political decision. Yet the EU continues to focus its efforts on 

technical state building. This effort is complete, the institutions are in place, but without 

political progress there is nowhere to go from here. Without being an actual state, in control of 

its resources and borders, Palestine cannot progress. On the contrary its institutions may 

continue to fragment and the simmering violence explode.  

 

Support for the two-state is still prevalent in Palestine, but more and more interlocutors are 

giving consideration to the one-state solution. Even Prime Minister Hamdallah said the 

Palestinian Authority (PA) might consider this if Palestinians are guaranteed equal rights. The 

fear is evidently that in any such solution, Palestinians will not have equal rights, but would 

rather continue – without even the hope of a state of their own – in a one-state/two-systems 

reality, according to Foreign Minister Riad Malki. He pointed to what he termed “the signs of 
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apartheid” all over the West Bank: the separate roads for settlers; the no access areas; the permit 

system and the checkpoints. Israel is proceeding to annexation, he warned, pointing to the 

regularisation bill, the moves to annex the large Maaleh Adumim settlement, and discussions 

within the Israeli government as to whether to proceed to full annexation and what to do with 

the Palestinian population of the West Bank. The 6,000 settlement units announced, Malki said, 

were part of the 50,000 planned ones that would make it impossible for the Palestinians to 

establish a state of their own. At the same time, Palestinians are convinced that Israeli Prime 

Minister Netanyahu will not accept a one-state solution with equal rights for Israelis and 

Palestinians.  

 

The question is therefore: what do the EU and the international community intend to do to 

defend the two-state solution?  

 

The EU’s work on the ground in Palestine – of which we saw some very good examples from 

a humanitarian and human dignity viewpoint – is not geared towards achieving the stated EU 

policy in favour of a two-state solution.   

 

We understand this is an endeavour mainly up to the Member States, and the Commission is 

fire-fighting with its projects and humanitarian aid – but we need to emphasise that without a 

political will to take the two-state solution forward, the EU policies on the ground will not 

achieve much more.   

 

US President Trump’s ambiguous statement showing apparent indifference to two-state or one-

state – that many read as the end of the two-state solution –  was perceived in Palestine to have 

shaken things up, but not moved them along. The real game-changer was held to be the Israeli 

Prime Minister’s statement – made in the US during Netanyahu’s press conference with 

President Trump in February – that Israel wants to keep full security control over the West 

Bank. This would spell the real end of the two-state solution.  

 

And this would lead to more violence and instability in the region, which may well spill over.  

 

 

Palestinian unity deal: another damp squib? 

 

The dire outlook is not helped by the lack of reconciliation between the ruling parties in the 

West Bank and Gaza and no national elections in sight.  The Fatah-Hamas unity deal appeared 

to be going nowhere and even municipal elections were once again in doubt.  

 

In contrast to the Delegation’s 2016 mission, when reconciliation featured prominently in the 

Delegation’s exchanges even though the two sides were only at an early stage of renewed talks, 

in 2017 reconciliation barely featured in our discussions with PA officials and Palestinian 

Legislative Council (PLC) Members. A deal should lead to national elections, but Fatah and 

Hamas were still in disagreement over the municipal elections, originally planned to be held in 

October last year and now scheduled by the electoral authorities for May this year. Prime 

Minister Hamdallah, in our meeting with him, insisted on the need for political participation for 

Palestinians and expressed the PA's willingness to go ahead with elections in the West Bank 

even if Hamas does not allow them to proceed in Gaza (where the PA cannot intervene as 
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Hamas has security control). He had not yet not lost hope that Hamas may be convinced to hold 

these local elections in Gaza as well, though no progress on this had been made to date.  

 

Economic issues: Palestine has the costs of a fully-fledged state but not the revenues of one   

Prime Minister Hamdallah pointed the finger at Israel for lost revenue from Area C: because of 

Israel’s occupation, he said, the PA cannot invest and benefit from Area C resources. This 

would enable the PA to add $3.5 billion to its GDP and make Palestine self-sustainable, 

according to Hamdallah. 

 

For Finance Minister Shukri Bishara, Palestine has all the government institutions needed and 

bears all the costs associated with the running of a fully-fledged and operational state – 

including for Area C – but not all the revenues of one. Self-criticism came first: the PA’s public 

sector costs 1% of its budget and has an excess capacity of civil servants.  

 

The Finance Minister said the PA spends 40% of its budget in Gaza, but Hamas collects the 

taxes. There are costs for prisoners and refugees: 40% of the Palestinian population has been in 

and out of Israeli jails in recent years, and 80% of families have a family member in jail. When 

people are “killed in jail the PA compensates the families” the Minister said. For refugees, 

UNRWA covers the costs of education and health care, but the PA shoulders all other expenses 

in a context where 30-40% of the population lives in refugee camps.  

 

The PA also supports hospitals and schools in east Jerusalem - on the Oslo agreement 

understanding that the PA would have a level of administrative control in Jerusalem – yet 

Jerusalem residents pay their taxes to Israel and the PA has no control. Area C should have 

been transferred to the PA in 1999, with its agricultural and touristic potential, but Area C is 

still under Israeli control with the PA still unable to invest there. 500,000 settlers, he said 

(figures vary) live in Area C using Palestinian resources and paying taxes to Israel.  

 

The PA estimates its GDP to be around $13 billion – a rough estimate given the PA does not 

have control over Palestinian borders. Israel holds back the taxes it collects for the PA for 50 

days, then passes them on minus 3%. Palestinian VAT therefore always works out to being 1% 

higher. Israel has in recent years withheld tax money some eight times and it takes the 

Palestinian economy months to recover from the lack of liquidity. Palestine does not have its 

own currency and therefore a monetary policy of its own. Using the Israeli shekel costs 

Palestine an extra 2.5%, the Ministry calculates. The 500 shekel minimum wage in Israel is by 

contrast almost the maximum wage in Palestine. 

 

The Palestinian Authority’s overarching concern was to lower the budget deficit and it is 

making strides in this, acknowledged also by the Commission, from 16% four years ago to 5.6% 

currently. Minister Bishara has adopted a fiscal policy lowering the tax base. The main aim now 

is job creation: unemployment in the West Bank was at 18% but at over 40% in Gaza, one of 

the highest rates in the world.  

 

Palestine is currently experiencing a corrosive situation of burdens and contradictions with no 

hope of a state. It must now choose where to go from here. For Minister Bishara, it is not an 

option to tear down the whole edifice and re-build, as some in the Palestinian street are calling 

for. This decision would not be pain-free for Palestine, Israel or the region. The Palestine should 

rather stay the course and continue to evolve – the 80,000 people who had stayed behind in 
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1948 are now 2 million. Palestinians are here to stay, he told us, and all must come to a 

realisation that the best solution – better than all other options – is a Palestinian state. 

 

We questioned him about corruption. This is both fact and fiction according to the Finance 

Minister. In the early years of the PA “sloppy” arrangements were made but now rules and 

regulations have been extremely tightened. According to him in the 3.5 years he’s been 

minister, there was only one case involving 600 cartons of cigarettes.  However, Palestinian 

public perception of corruption in Palestinian institutions remains very high1, and the PA lacks 

authoritative parliamentary oversight.  

 

The Palestinian Legislative Council (PLC) effectively ceased functioning with the Fatah-

Hamas and West Bank-Gaza split in 2007, though it does have a working group for budgetary 

oversight. We questioned its Chair, Ahmed Abu Holi, whom we met along with other Members, 

on whether this working group manages to ensure public scrutiny over financial matters. The 

working group has an advisory capacity and no authority to approve the budget. However, it 

does have the option to raise questions publicly, including through the media, and through this 

it attempts to exercise oversight. The latest budgetary exercise worked well, we were told, in 

contrast to previous years. The 2017 budget has a $455 million shortfall, equal to 45.3% of the 

budget. In 2018, the shortfall will be of $600 million. Aid has dropped from a peak of $12 

billion to the current $613 million. This, for the PLC budgetary working group, together with 

the withholding of taxes by Israel, the Israeli control of Area C resources and the absence of a 

national consensus government are the main challenges Palestine faces economically.  

 

 

Settlements: the creeping de facto annexation has picked up the pace  

 

We saw settlement units being built, we saw the land earmarked for more, and we saw outposts, 

as Israel’s creeping annexation of the West Bank has accelerated.  

 

Israel had announced over 6,000 new settlement units since the inauguration of President Trump 

in the United States in January. According to the Applied Research Institute Jerusalem’s 

director Jad Isaac, the total figure was 7,100 new settlement units, constituting 89% of the 

settlement units approved in 2016, already in the first few weeks of the year. ARIJ reports there 

are currently 791,630 settlers, and its analysis of satellite images shows 198 Israeli settlements 

and 232 outposts in the West Bank including East Jerusalem.  

 

As early as Trump’s election win in the US last November, the Jerusalem Municipality Planning 

and Construction Committee, announced it was all set to go on a settlement-building spree, 

authorising thousands of building permits in neighbourhoods over the Green Line. Permits for 

some 7,000 housing units had been frozen due to pressure from Washington2.   

 

Before our visit, Jerusalem-focused NGO Ir Amim reported that several significant plans for 

building beyond the Green Line, in and near Jerusalem, were ready to be implemented. These 

could spell the end of two-state solution because they would effectively eliminate any options 

for it, for a Palestinian capital in Jerusalem, or for retaining Palestinian continuity between the 

                                                 
1 A public opinion poll published in December 2016 put this at 76%. 
2 See inter-alia: http://www.timesofisrael.com/after-trump-win-officials-seek-jerusalem-building-spree/ 

http://www.pcpsr.org/sites/default/files/poll%2062%20English%20full%20text.pdf
http://www.timesofisrael.com/after-trump-win-officials-seek-jerusalem-building-spree/
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city and the West Bank. Ir Amim’s research shows nine such plans for Givat Hamatos, the E-1 

area, Har Homa, Kidmat Zion, Herod’s Gate, Ramat Shlomo, Gilo and Atarot.  

 

We saw the Har Homa settlement under construction as we visited the Ayda Refugee Camp in 

Betlehem, we toured areas around Jerusalem earmarked for settlement expansion, and we 

visited the Silwan and Al-Bustan neighbourhoods, right underneath the Haram al-

Sharif/Temple Mount. These areas are targets of intense ideological settler activity.  

 

We were briefed by Ir Amim on the discriminatory laws creating a situation whereby the right 

of return to properties lost during the 1948 War is granted to Jews but not to Palestinians1, 

allowing settler organisations to evict Palestinian families who have been living legally in their 

houses in this area. Hundreds of Palestinians are now at risk of losing their homes, as well as 

Jerusalem resident status, and they will be left to fend for themselves by the Israeli authorities. 

This aggressive settlement policy – being implemented by powerful and well-funded settler 

organisations through the courts – risks creating Hebron-type settlement in the midst of 

Palestinian Jerusalem neighbourhoods. Settlers display large Israeli flags denoting the buildings 

they live in in the heart of the neighbourhoods, and leave the premises always accompanied by 

armed private security guards, funded by the state, but not accountable like the police. Clashes 

break out frequently. This kind of settlement is being carried out by very ideological groups 

who want to stake their claim in this area and ensure it will not be part of any future Palestinian 

state. The settler population in Silwan is around 600 Israelis to some 25,000-30,000 Palestinian 

residents. This is not enough to change the demographics, so, according to Ir Amim and the 

Civic Coalition for Palestinian Rights in Jerusalem (CCPRJ),  the Israeli authorities are aiming 

to change the Palestinian character of the areas surrounding Jerusalem by building touristic 

sites, including archaeological parks below the Silwan hill, in the Al-Bustan area, where 90 

families have received eviction orders. CCPRJ argues that Israel is trying to make the 

annexation of Jerusalem a reality and is being open about its goal to change the character of 

Jerusalem to an Israeli Jewish city, including through heritage projects such as the planned 

museum and cable car to the city walls, and the building of Jewish hotels on Palestinian land.  

 

Israeli authorities have expropriated 38% of Palestinian land in Jerusalem, and allocated only 

8% of the Jerusalem area for Palestinian residential areas, Ir Amim says. There have also been 

instances where the Palestinian population attempted to create residential master plans playing 

by the rules, only for Israeli authorities to change the parameters during the process and in one 

instance to seize the 750 dunams (750,000m²) of land for gardening. Only very small housing 

plans, for 10-15 units, have been approved in Palestinian areas, whereas thousands of units have 

been approved for Israelis.  

 

It is imperative to emphasise the illegality of Israeli settlement in East Jerusalem – and the rest 

of the West Bank – as this is occupied territory, and under international law the occupying 

power is not permitted to transfer its own population into occupied territory.  

 

The ramped-up settlement activity was not the sole worrying development. At the time of our 

mission the Israeli Knesset had just passed the regularisation law, effectively legalizing the 

expropriation of Palestinian private land. This is a grave and negative development whereby 

the Israeli parliament has legislated on the legal status of land within occupied territory, which 

                                                 
1 http://www.ir-amim.org.il/sites/default/files/Broken%20Trust-Settlement%20in%20Batan%20al-Hawa-Silwan.pdf 
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is beyond its jurisdiction. This law is in breach of international law and is considered 

unconstitutional under Israeli law. It is being contested in the courts. To put the possible impact 

of this law in context: ARIJ has found that 96.5 km² of the 197km² of Israeli settlement 

construction in the West Bank including East Jerusalem is built on private Palestinian land. 

 

 

Demolitions looming larger: families at risk of losing homes and children of losing schools  

 

As we visited in February 2017, demolitions were already showing signs of breaking the record 

statistics of 2016. Based on Commission figures, a total of 137-Palestinian owned structures 

were destroyed in January 2017, at least 36 structures of which were EU-funded. This was a 

60% increase in overall destruction in comparison with the equivalent period in 2016 and twice 

the number of EU structures demolished. A total of 237 people were displaced in January 2017, 

doubling the number of people displaced in the equivalent period in 2016. 

 

2016 was a record year for demolitions, doubling the 2015 totals, and more than any previous 

year. According to Commission figures, the number of Palestinian structures demolished or 

confiscated in 2016 doubled compared to 2015: 1093 to 547. 17% of the demolished structures 

had been funded by the EU/Member States. In figures, twice the number of EU-funded 

structures were demolished or confiscated in 2016 compared to 2015: 183 to 75. The 

corresponding material losses to the EU/Member States in 2016 amounted to €600,000, tripling 

the 2015 figure of €200,000. A disproportionate increase in the share of overall donor-funded 

structures destroyed in 2016 compared to 2015 (from 19% to 28%) points to the intentional 

targeting of donor-funded humanitarian assistance. According to Commission data, nearly 

€2,700,000 worth of Commission aid (over 600 structures) has been placed under threat of 

demolition/confiscation through of demolition and stop-work orders since 2010. EU Member 

State-funded structures are also destroyed.  

 

Over 1,600 people were displaced and over 7,000 were adversely affected in 2016 doubling the 

total number of people displaced (757) and nearly tripling the number of the people adversely 

affected (2670) compared to 2015. 

 

We visited two Bedouin communities threatened by demolition, Khan Al-Ahmar and Sateh al-

Bahr. Khan al-Ahmar was an urgent addition to our programme: all of the community’s 

structures including its famous Italian-funded tyre-school came under imminent threat of 

demolition whilst we were there. This has been staved off temporarily but the threat still hangs 

over Khan al-Ahmar, despite protests by the international community. The school alone serves 

178 children from five communities. The children would have no school to go to.  

 

Khan Al-Ahmar’s situation is far from unique: 46 communities are at risk of demolitions and 

forcible displacement, a crime under international law. There is tremendous coercive pressure 

on the 3,000 Bedouins in the area of the E1 settlement expansion plan - connecting the largest 

settlement, Maaleh Adumim, with Jerusalem - OCHA told our delegation and the media who 

followed our visit to this community, through restricted access to water and the demolitions of 

schools and homes in winter. 

 

In Sateh al-Bahr, the Bedouin community has had six donor-funded houses and its nursery 

school demolished in 2016, the community leader told us. International NGOs, including the 
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EU-funded West Bank Protection Consortium, see a clear spatial correlation between 

demolitions and corridors for settlement expansion. The Delegation was warned against 

accepting any argument for the forcible relocation of Bedouin and herder communities for 

humanitarian reasons, as this destroys their way of life and their social fabric, and many are not 

able to compete in the job market. Rather, we were urged to remind Israel of its duties and 

obligations as the occupying power and to urge more robust measures to counter the demolition 

of EU-funded structures including requesting compensation for the destroyed EU-aid.  

 

The Delegation also delved into the issue of punitive home demolitions. From the resumption 

of this policy by Israel in July 2014 until 23rd February 2017, 35 homes had been demolished 

as a punitive measure by Israeli authorities in Palestine’s West Bank including East Jerusalem. 

 

The Hamoked Centre for Individual Rights sees the practice of punitive demolitions – applied 

when people are killed in an attack – as set to continue and possibly worsen. It has managed to 

stop 7 such punitive demolitions through the Courts, but evaluates its legal action more as a 

means of putting pressure rather than an actual chance of getting justice for the families 

affected.  

 

These families, as others in Jerusalem who lose their homes, generally also lose their Jerusalem 

residency rights. This loss of resident status has led to some 10,000 unregistered children in 

Jerusalem, with no insurance, healthcare or travel documents, Badil, the Palestinian Resource 

Centre for Residency and Refugee Rights, told us.  

 

 

EU humanitarian aid: making living conditions better but not generating hope for a better 

future  

 

The EU is the biggest donor of financial assistance to the Palestinians, including aid to the 

Palestinian Authority and to Palestine refugees through UNRWA. The bulk of the funding is 

done through the European Neighbourhood Instrument (ENI). For 2017, the EU has allocated 

€310 million under the ENI for Palestine in support of the pre-requisites to keep the 2-state 

solution alive. This is broken down into approximately €160 million for direct support through 

PEGASE, €82 million to UNRWA, €50 million for concrete projects in water and energy and 

productive investments, and the remaining money for East Jerusalem projects1.  

  

We saw a number of EU-funded projects: some in difficult conditions, and one, in particular, 

inspirational.  

 

In the Shu’fat refugee camp, an EU-funded solid waste transfer station is run by NGO partners 

CESVI and Overseas with UNRWA, striving to cope with the dangerous overcrowding and 

poor hygienic conditions in the camp. People here have Jerusalem IDs as the camp was illegally 

annexed by Israel as part of the Jerusalem municipality, but the municipality is not a reliable 

partner in providing services, and tends to ask for politically-motivated information such as 

residency data. People living here may be married to people without Jerusalem IDs and thus 

risk losing their own.  Almost 14,000 people live in the crowded, sometimes degraded 

                                                 
1 As stated by Michael Koehler, Director Neighbourhood South at the EC’s DG Near, in the Exchange of views on EU policy on Palestine with 
the Delegation for relations with Palestine on 30-1-2017 



CR\1132677-1.docx 10/30 PE605.682v01-00 

 EN 

conditions of the camp, with running sewage and the overflow of waste burnt in the streets – 

hence the need for the project that moves 15 tons of solid waste per day to landfills in Palestine. 

 

In East Jerusalem we visited EU-funded renovation projects in the Old City with EU-partner 

organisation Taawon, which has done a good job of rehabilitating 19 residences with funding 

allocated originally for 14. They work with local suppliers and workers to rehabilitate small 

narrow houses in the Old City, where, on average, an extended family of 18 people shares 6 

rooms. The beneficiaries nevertheless are happy with the improvements made.  

 

In Betlehem, we were invited to the Hope Flowers School, a happy place where autistic children 

are mainstreamed into education classes whilst having special facilities for them and special 

programmes run jointly by Israeli and Palestinian experts. This project is funded by the EU 

Peace Initiative. 

 

We nevertheless have the sense that the EU is putting a band-aid to the wounds of people living 

under occupation, rather than tackling the cause of these wounds: namely the occupation itself.  

 

The EU’s strategic objectives laid out in the new ENI programming do not include any means 

of achieving the stated EU policy in favour of a two-state solution. The gap between our aid 

strategy and the political objectives needs to be bridged – we cannot continue to focus on the 

technical and the humanitarian without also addressing the political aspects.  

 

I re-iterate that without a political will to take the two-state solution forward, cooperation 

strategies, even good ones, will only go so far.   

 

Settlement products: who profits and what can be done about it  

 

Determining the origins of settlement products and building on the labelling guidelines featured 

in our discussions – as an action to be implemented and built upon, or somewhat pessimistically 

in terms of the lack of results the labelling guidelines have achieved so far, or the ability or 

otherwise of the EU to determine if products are being labelled correctly.  

 

According to the interpretative notice on indication of origin of goods from the territories 

occupied by Israel since June 1967, information on origin is often available to economic 

operators in various forms. In many cases information on the origin of products can be found 

on customs documentation. If they benefit from preferential treatment on importation, the 

products will be accompanied by proof of preferential origin issued by Israel, or by the 

Palestinian authorities. Other documents such as invoices, delivery notes and transport 

documents may provide an indication of the origin products. If the information is not readily 

available from accompanying documents, economic operators may request information on 

origin, directly from their suppliers or importers.  

 

EU diplomats tell us it is difficult to determine where products are actually coming from. A 

possible solution to this – to ensure the EU’s position, based on international law, that 

settlements are illegal, is being respected – is to put the onus on the producers/manufacturers 

to prove where their goods originate from.  
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WhoProfits, a database that monitors which the economy of the occupation, as its research 

coordinator Hadeel Badarni, termed it, notes that the most important element in correct labelling 

is where the products originate from and not where the final manufacturing takes place. She 

warned companies are evading the labelling their products as settlement products by opening 

offices in Israel proper and putting that address on the label. DanChurchAid highlighted the 

need for vigilance on the territorial clause of any EU agreement with Israel.   

 

 

Military court trials: lots of process but very little justice 

 

Perhaps the most upsetting part of our mission this year was the visit to the Ofer military court. 

On the day of the visit, children as young as 13 and young men were being brought up in court 

on charges ranging from throwing stones to political activism and social media posts.  

We walked in through turnstiles and barbed wire – having undergone a thorough security check 

- with basically only pen and paper.  

 

The court in session was in a small pre-fabricated room with four young men in the dock, 

lawyers, family members at the back, and a person we were told was the interpreter from 

Hebrew to Arabic - though we did not hear him speak. The prosecution and charge sheets were 

in Hebrew.  

 

The DPAL mission was accompanied by Addameer lawyers who explained proceedings. One 

of the lawyers was visibly emotional over the case of a 13-year old boy she had to defend that 

day and the distress he had suffered during his interrogation. Unusually this interrogation was 

filmed and she had been allowed to see it. 

 

The young men we saw in the dock had pages and pages of charges mostly relating to Facebook 

posts that stated things like “we’re all proud of our homeland” , “I want to die” or a photo 

commentary on the founding of a political party.  

 

The lawyers told us that these were incitement charges, which usually also include membership 

of a political party, that is illegal under Israeli military law. Few lawyers operating in these 

courts are brave enough to bring up the occupation as “these Courts do not like to hear that they 

are in breach of the Fourth Geneva Convention”, Addameer lawyer Sahar Francis told us. “The 

jurisdiction of this court is much beyond international law. It is about control by Israel”.  

 

The military courts in the Occupied Palestinian Territory have a 99 per cent conviction rate. As 

the human rights groups and lawyers put it: there is a lot of process but very little justice. 

 

 

Political prisoners: talking about prisoners is easy, being one is hard  

 

MP Khalida Jarrar heads the PLC’s Prisoners’ Committee. She has only recently been released 

from prison herself. “When I was arrested, I was female prisoner 26, when I was released, there 

were 62 women in jail, now there are 53,” Ms Jarrar told us when we met her in Ramallah 

during our meeting with the Palestinian Legislative Council. “There are 7,000 Palestinian 

prisoners, including 12 minors, and 500 under administrative detention with no charge and no 

trial”.  
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She thanked Parliament for supporting the campaign to release her, and noted there were still 6 

PLC Members in detention. She told us how she used her time in prison: researching, using an 

academic methodology, how the occupation and imprisonment violate women’s privacy. 

“When outside prison, it is hard to understand how much of a violation the violation to privacy 

is. Women fast because we cannot even go to the bathroom unattended and there are no female 

guards; children are touched, or left on the streets without shelter; in hospital beds, prisoners’ 

hands and feet are tied; for trips to court, we security prisoners, as the Israelis call us political 

prisoners, are in handcuffs and leg irons.”  Transfers from the military prison to court were an 

ordeal starting at 2.00 a.m. she recounted, with men and women confined in tiny cells, secured 

in a bus for hours suffering verbal abuse and harassment from Israeli prisoners on criminal 

charges, then made to wait in court all day, sometimes for nothing, and then the same again on 

the way back to prison.  

 

“About 1 million Palestinians have suffered through this, either themselves or their family 

members – it really touches our society,” MP Jarrar said. “Talking about prisoners is easy, being 

one is very hard”.  

  

 

Children in detention: middle-of-the-night arrests destroy home as a safe space 

 

In the occupied West Bank, most children are arrested by the Israeli Security Forces (ISF) 

between 12.00 and 5.00 am. Palestinian children are woken up in their beds with machine guns 

trained on them, as, according to the ISF, arrests in the middle of the night are safer, Defence 

Children International – Palestine (DCIP) told us. 

 

Palestinian children are subject to military law, which applies only to Palestinians in the 

Occupied Palestinian Territory (OPT) whereas Israeli civilian law applies to the settlers. Often 

the same action is an offence under Israeli military law but not under civilian law, thus 

discriminating between Israeli and Palestinian children. The ISF control the Palestinian 

population, but have no power over the settlers. The Israeli police would but they tend to be 

absent in these areas.  

 

Children under 12 cannot be detained, but Palestinian children over 12 years old can be detained 

under the military courts’ jurisdiction. Parents are not notified why the child is being arrested 

or where they're being taken - parents can guess where they might be but at police stations, the 

children are separated from their parents if they are there. Children realise that their parents 

cannot protect them, and their home is not a safe space. When detained, their hands are tied 

with a single plastic tie, which leaves marks and violates the Israeli law that specifies three ties 

should be used.  

 

In 2016 about 63% of children went through some form of physical abuse after arrest, when 

they were no longer posing any form of threat.  

 

In the middle of the night, children are transferred to a military base and may be left handcuffed 

and blindfolded - also so the soldiers do not see the fear in their eyes - sometimes in a field even 

at night in February. If they ask for food, water or the use of a toilet they may get abuse. 
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Then after this trauma, they're faced with a professional interrogator having been primed to 

confess to anything. Actual physical violence at this stage is far less.  

 

A child has two rights under Israeli military law: to remain silent; and to have access to a lawyer 

before the interrogation but not during, nor a parent (under civilian law, no attorney during 

interrogation, but a parent may be allowed).  

 

Children are informed of this in a piece of paper they're asked to sign. The children often don't 

have time to read it or are too stressed to understand it. Children are often not given these rights 

and if they know of them and ask, they may get more abuse. If children resist, they may be put 

in solitary confinement in a tiny cell, with a dim light, a narrow mattress and protrusions on the 

walls so they can't lean against them. 

 

Some 26 cases out of the 161 cases DCIP has documented included solitary confinement, with 

the longest period being of 29 days for a 17-year old boy. Children are sometimes slapped into 

solitary confinement before they are even charged. 

 

Most children confess, a high percentage of Palestinian child prisoners have at least one count 

of throwing stones, as well as a list of other charges. The best their lawyers can do in most cases 

is get the shortest plea deal possible. If a child pleads guilty, the average sentence is of 3-12 

months. If they plead innocent, they will spend at least a year incarcerated whilst on trial, and 

then will probably be convicted anyway. There is a 99% conviction rate in the courts, as noted. 

 

For throwing stones, a prison sentence for a child may be up to a maximum of twenty years, 

the same as an adult, even if nothing has happened to the car and its occupants, or only damage 

to the car was done. If someone is hurt, the charge is manslaughter. 

 

Children of 12-13 years old may be sentenced to six months maximum under military law 

whereas 14-15 year olds get 12 months, unless the charge, like stone-throwing, carries a higher 

penalty. Children of 16 and over are treated as adults even for sentencing. There is usually also 

a fine of 1,600 shekels (around €400). If the family is unable to pay – and most families of the 

children caught up in the detention system are too poor – the child spends more time in prison, 

on average 6 weeks. This is a breach of the Child Rights Convention that states that the arrest, 

detention or imprisonment of a child shall be used only as a measure of last resort and for the 

shortest appropriate period of time. 

 

In the majority of cases, children are forced to confess against other children. Though many 

cases brought against children are based on the confessions of other children, these forced 

confessions happen regularly and are not looked down upon. It is rarer to have confessions 

against parents, and very few children are turned into informants, DCIP says.  

 

We asked them if they work to sensitise Israeli society on the trauma children are going through, 

and they say it is very hard to get the message across to Israeli society. Witness the current 

harassment of Breaking the Silence by the Israeli authorities for speaking out on what they were 

forced to do as soldiers. 

 

I believe that we must continue to speak out, and more strongly, against these practices that are 

imperilling children and engendering fear and hate from an early age, as well as forcing 
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dehumanisation on the soldiers carrying out these appalling practices on children. Brutalised 

societies will make it harder to achieve peace, and mistreating children in such a way can only 

lessen the humanity of those doing it. 

 

 

Civil society: despite attempts to gag it, it remains strong and vocal  

 

The mission included various invigorating and thought-provoking sessions with civil society 

organisations, peace activists, students and think tanks, as well as participants in the European 

Parliament’s first Young Political Leaders programme.  

 

We discussed a wide-range of subjects, so I shall highlight some of the more striking elements 

not mentioned elsewhere in my report:   

 

 B’Tselem called for an end to the occupation whether there is a peace process or not. 

Hagai El-Ad noted 2016 was remarkable for the record amount of demolitions and the 

record amount of statements against them, but no action. Israel is treated as a democracy 

whilst it is treating Palestinians as third-class citizens;   

 The Parents’ Circle - Israeli and Palestinian Bereaved families for Peace and 

Reconciliation – called on us not to be pro-Palestinian or pro-Israeli, but rather pro-

peace. Rami El-Hanan, who works on sensitising high-school children as part of the 600 

families involved in the Circle, notes that the root of the problems in the region is the 

occupation and the lack of human rights. As the son of a Holocaust survivor, he finds it 

criminal to stand aside whilst a crime is being committed, and as a Jew, he finds 

oppressing people for such a length of time as not Jewish. Speaking up against it, he 

said, is not anti-semitic; 

 Breaking the Silence (BTS) noted that the occupation is seeping into Israel, with the 

attempts to gag anti-occupation NGOs. Yehuda Shaul says the pressure has had some 

unexpected consequences as, whilst potential hosts are being pressured not to give them 

a platform and the Israeli Minister of Education attempts to pass a law on who is allowed 

to speak in schools, BTS is a now attracting hundreds of people for a talk, whereas 

before only some three dozen would show up;  

 Ayed Atmawi, a Young Political Leader working with the Geneva Initiative in 

Palestine, noted that peace NGOs are under pressure in both Israel and Palestine, though 

not officially so in Palestine where the PA officially supports them;   

 Sakharov Prize Laureate Nurit Peled highlighted the dire state of Palestinian schools in 

Jerusalem, some with classrooms not even worthy of the name, with children attempting 

to learn from books that have been heavily censored by the Israeli authorities, with blank 

pages following titles such as the Palestinian Nation or the Palestinian Case, and under 

pressure to change their curricula to the Zionist-Jewish programme. Members took into 

consideration her idea to hold a conference at the European Parliament on this issue, as 

well as the idea proposed by the former Israeli ambassador to South Africa, Ilan Baruch, 

now a peace activist and political advisor to Meretz, to kick-start a dialogue on the EU’s 

relations with Israel and Palestine that no longer allows Israel the kind of conduct that 

contrasts with European values, and enables the EU to change discourse and change 

gear to create a new framework for policy as the Venice Declaration had done;   
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 Young Political Leaders, both Palestinian and Israeli, disagreed on the outlook for a 

two-state solution with some believing there is no hope left for it, some supporting it, 

and others noting the need for dialogue and better understanding of the issues from both 

people in Tel Aviv and Ramallah;  

 Peace Now noted there are no alternatives to the two-state solution – this needs to be 

achieved keeping in mind the deeper needs and issues of Palestinians, who need a state, 

and Israelis, who need security. Only after a 2-state solution is achieved, Anat Ben Nun 

noted, can there be moves towards peace and reconciliation;  

 the Palestinian Centre for Policy Survey and Research’s polls show more and more 

people losing faith in the viability of the two-state solution, with belief in this falling 

from 65% to 44% after the election of Donald Trump to US President. Dr Khalil Shikaki 

noted a correlation between the perception of viability and support for the two-state 

solution based the public opinion polls both in Israel and Palestine. 

 

 

Gaza  

 

Once again, the Delegation was not granted access to Gaza. This time an explanation was 

provided by the Israeli authorities: entry is permitted only for professionals performing a 

humanitarian role or diplomats accredited to Israel or the Palestinian Authority.  

 

This is a different explanation to the security grounds given in previous years. Last year there 

was no explanation at all. We shall not give up on this and will continue to demand access to 

Gaza and the lifting of the blockade to ease the people’s suffering there. 

 

 

Conclusions  

 

Overall, the Delegation met a varied cross-section of interlocutors from different generations 

providing insights into the two-state solution. Support for the two-state is still prevalent, but 

more interlocutors are giving consideration to the one-state solution, including the Palestinian 

Authority if equal right are granted.  

 

The different voices speaking up to consider or even favour the one-state solution was the most 

striking element of the mission this year.  

 

Younger people, especially, feel they are already living under apartheid. In more extreme views 

we heard, a one-state solution would not be so different to the current reality in occupied 

Palestine, and might be even better.  

 

To put this in context, students at Bir Zeit told us they spend an average of two days a week in 

their lives queuing at check points to get to and from their classes.  

 

Palestinians continue to show a remarkable resilience in coping with what is a harsh, even 

surreal, daily reality. This must not blind us to the very real difficulties they encounter every 

day and to the imminent danger of collapse the two-state solution faces: from the settlement 

expansion we saw continuing apace on this mission, but also from the lack of hope and the 

absence of a peace process. 
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Recommendations:  

 

A political solution is urgent: technically, the state-building process is complete, but without 

being an actual state, Palestine cannot continue to progress, and its institutions may continue to 

fragment and the situation deteriorate. Political will is imperative to achieve the two-state 

solution before it is too late. We urge the Council to reach a strong position and take action on 

this;  

 

 Recognition of Palestine as a state: in the current climate the two-state solution seems 

to be receding further: it is imperative that EU Member States work to level the playing 

field. We cannot have a two-state solution without two states: thus all Member States 

should recognise Palestine as a state. The European Parliament has adopted a resolution 

recognising in principle Palestine as a state, some national parliaments have voted for 

the same and it is states that have the power of recognising other states. We urge 

Members to work with their Member States towards recognition of Palestine by all EU 

Member States;  

 One-state: more and more support is growing for this as we heard from the young people 

and as opinion polls show. There are also growing fears that this may lead to further 

unrest and bloodshed. The EU Council and High Representative must show real 

commitment to the two-state solution in political discourse and action to uphold 

international law;   

 Palestinian reconciliation, the formation of the national unity government and fresh 

elections are imperative. Fair and transparent elections have to be conducted in 

accordance with the democratic standards and democratic Rule. We have witnessed 

increasing disenchantment with the Palestinian Authority in the West Bank – we were 

unable to access Gaza and hear people’s opinion of the Hamas rule there – but after 

eleven years without a direct election (the last election, for the Palestinian Legislative 

Council was in 2006) people have urgent need of direct voice in their government;  

 On the accountability of the Palestinian Authority: the EU needs to remain watchful to 

ensure good governance, transparency and respect for human rights; 

 The EU should also attach conditionality for the respect of human rights and 

international law to any aid and trade relations with the region;  

 UNSC resolution 2334 is a clear expression of the international consensus against 

settlements, and a basis on which the EU and the international community must act: this 

calls on all States “to distinguish, in their relevant dealings, between the territory of the 

State of Israel and the territories occupied since 1967”;  

 The EU must reinforce its policies on its legal positions: territory beyond the Green Line 

is Occupied Palestinian Territory and the EU cannot have any agreements with Israel 

applicable to territory beyond the Green Line. Any agreements with Israel – including 

those under ratification - must respect the 1967 borders and include clear and correct 

territorial clauses so these agreements make a clear distinction between Israel and the 

Israeli settlements, which are illegal under international law. EP Committees must be 

vigilant on this; 
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 The Commission should explore differentiation further. The labelling guidelines were a 

good first step, and Member States must implement EU law in this regard. The 

Commission, as guardian of the treaties, must ensure EU law is being respected. If 

difficulties in monitoring the origins of the products cannot be solved, the burden of 

proof should be reversed; 

 Against demolitions: strong and collective EU action – by the EU and its Member States 

together – is needed. Acting collectively, the EU will have more weight;  

 Humanitarian efforts alone are not enough and must go hand in hand with political 

efforts towards achieving statehood; 

 The Council and Member States need to ensure coherent and full implementation of 

Council Conclusions and address any gaps between these and policy implementation in 

relation to Israel-Palestine;  

 Any further deterioration of the situation will give more grounds for radicalisation, 

which interlocutors have told us is now a real risk. To this must be added the population 

growth and the restrictions on resources including land and water, through the 

occupation of the West Bank and the blockade of Gaza: all of these factors lead to 

increased risks of radicalisation, migration and violence, which may affect Europe and 

the region as well as Israel-Palestine. The EU – collectively with all its Member States 

and institutions - must act to make the two-state solution a reality as a matter of priority. 
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Sunday 19 February 2017 

 

   Arrival Hotel Ambassador 

Address: 5 Nablus Road, Sheikh Jarrah 

Jerusalem 

Tel :+972 (0)2 541 2222 

 

Monday 20 February 2017 

       

8:45 Departure from Hotel 

9:00-10:00 Briefing by EU Ambassador Ralph Tarraf (West Bank and Gaza) 

10:00-11:00 Meeting with EU MS Ambassadors  

12:00-12.45 Meeting with the Minister of Foreign Affairs Dr Riad Malki 

13:00-13:45 Meeting with Prime Minister Dr Rami Hamdallah 

14.00-14.45 Meeting with the Minister of Finance and Planning Dr Shukri Bishara 

15:00-16.15 Lunch hosted by PLC Parliamentarians  

16.30-17.15 Meeting with the Chair of the PLC Budget Committee Dr Ahmad Abu 

Holi and Members  Dr Abd El Raheem Barham and Dr Najat Al Astal 

18.00-18.30 Meeting with Dr Majdi Al Khaldi advisor to President Abbas on 

diplomatic issues. 

18.45-20.30 Dinner with Al-Shabaka  policy analysts 

20:30 Departure from Ramallah to hotel 

 

Tuesday 21 February 2017 

    

09.00-09.50 Briefing by DCI-P on children in detention  

Venue: Ambassador Hotel in Jerusalem  

10.15-11.30 Visit of Ofer Military Court with Addameer 

12.30-13.15 Meeting with the President of Birzeit University Abdul Latif Abu Hijleh 

13.30-14.30 Debate at Birzeit University: "50 years of occupation: The way forward to a 

two-state solution" 

15.30-17.00 EU-funded project visit: Solid waste transfer station in Shuafaat refugee 

camp, East Jerusalem with partners, CESVI, OVERSEAS and UNRWA 

18.00-19.00  Meeting with Palestinian and Israeli peace activists  

19.00-21.00 Dinner with Palestinian and Israeli peace activists and Young Political 

Leaders (from the EP’s Israel-Palestine YPL programme)  
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Wednesday 22 February 2017 

    

8.00 Departure from hotel  

8.45-10.00 Briefing by BADIL on forcible displacement 

10.15-11.30 Tour by BADIL, with UNRWA, of the Ayda refugee camp 

11.45-12.45 Visit to the Bethlehem Nativity Church 

13.10-14.00 Visit of EU Peace Initiative project: Hope Flowers School, Bethlehem 

The project is in cooperation between Israelis and Palestinians for 

underprivileged children 

15.00-16.00 Visit to an Area C Bedouin community:  Khan el Ahmar under threat of 

demolition with ECHO, UN and NGOs 

Present: Scott Anderson, UNRWA and Robert Piper, OCHA,  

Jahalin Solidarity, Vento di Terra  

Present: media including Al-Jazeera 

16.30-17.30 Visit to an Area C Bedouin community:  Sateh al-Bahr with ECHO and 

project partners from the West Bank Protection Consortium 

18.00-19.00 Meeting with Mr Ilan Baruch, former Israeli ambassador to South Africa 

and peace activist 

19.00-20.00 Meeting on labelling issues and settlement goods  

With DanChurchAid Policy and WhoProfits  

 

Thursday 23 February 2017 

       

8.30  Departure from hotel  

9.00-10.30 Al Aqsa Mosque visit accompanied by WAQF official 

10.45-12.45 Tour of East Jerusalem settlements with focus on Silwan with Ir Amim 

13.15-14.15 Tour of EU-funded renovation projects in the Old City with EU-partner 

organisation Taawon  

14.15-15.15 Press conference in Jerusalem  

Venue: Burj el Luq Luq 

15.45-16.45 Briefing on Palestinian civil and political rights cases/ demolitions in 

East Jerusalem by the Civic Coalition for Palestinian Rights in 

Jerusalem (CCPRJ) and Silwan Association in al Bustan 

17.30-18.30 Meeting with HaMoked Center for the Defence of the Individual on 

legal issues facing Palestinian residents in East Jerusalem, including 

revocation of residency permit rights 
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Friday 24 February 2017 

       

10.00-11.00  De-briefing by Ambassador Ralph Tarraf  

Venue: Ambassador Hotel 
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European Parliament 
2014-2019  

 

 

 

Delegation for relations with Palestine 

20 - 24 February 2017 

 

Palestine 

 

Press statement 

 

Recognise Palestine to preserve the two-state solution, European Parliament Delegation says 

 

23-2-2017: the viability of the two-state solution is at a critical juncture and the EU and its Member 

States must recognise Palestine as a state to protect and preserve it. 

 

"The EU and the European Parliament are strongly in favour of a two-state solution as the only way to 

achieve peace in the Middle East. There cannot be a two-state solution without two states. The EU and 

its Member States must recognise Palestine as a state. We as the European Parliament have done our 

part," Neoklis Sylikiotis, Chair of the Delegation for relations with Palestine, urged at the end of a fact-

finding mission of the Delegation to Palestine.  

 

2017 will mark 50 years of occupation.  

 

"After half a century of occupation it is evident that the policies we have are not working to end this 

conflict and finally have peace. The international community must now implement UN Security Council 

Resolution 2334, distinguishing between the State of Israel and the territories occupied since 1967," 

Chair Sylikiotis said. "This Delegation will continue working to ensure the EU steps up its diplomatic 

efforts, effectively implements its labelling guidelines with regard to settlement products, and builds 

a fully-fledged policy of differentiation in all its dealings with Israel, respecting international law which 

is the cornerstone of EU policy in this matter.  The EU must not only make statements, it must act fully 

in respect also of our own laws". 
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The regularisation bill has now made manifest Israel's intent to move to the annexation of parts of 

Palestine, the Delegation noted, stating its strong opposition to the expansion of settlements and 

demolitions.   

 

"Settlement building and expansion are increasing exponentially, and there is a clear correlation of 

demolitions of houses and schools, some of them funded with EU aid, with the expansion of 

settlements in the E1 Area," Chair Sylikiotis said. "Over 300 people have already been displaced due to 

demolitions, confiscations and evictions in the West Bank and East Jerusalem so far this year. We 

remind Israel that forcible displacement is a crime under international law".  

 

The Delegation witnessed the scale of the settlement economic activity which contributes to the de-

development of the Palestinian economy. MEPs called on European companies to comply with 

international human rights standards and warned against the legal, political and reputational 

consequences of engaging with and in settlements.   

 

Jerusalem Palestinian neighbourhoods are being threatened by settler takeovers, plans for Israeli 

touristic activity at the expense of Palestinian homes and intentionally discriminatory planning 

processes making it close to impossible to build legally, leaving families with no choice but to move 

away or build illegally.  

 

The Delegation witnessed the increasing feeling of hopelessness of Palestinian youth, the creeping 

annexation now becoming blatantly open annexation in Area C of the West Bank, and heard the pleas 

for aid of communities whose homes are under imminent threat of destruction and their people at risk 

of forcible displacement in Khan al-Ahmar and Sateh al-Bahr. 

 

The Delegation visited the Ofer Military Court where children as young as 13 and young men were 

being brought up in court on charges ranging from throwing stones, political activism, to social media 

posts, on the day of the visit. There is a lot of procedure but very little justice in the military courts, 

human rights groups and lawyers told the delegation, as  MEPs walked through the barbed wire-

topped metal bars and pre-fabricated cages that constitute the Ofer military court, meeting mothers 

and fathers waiting long hours for the sight of their children across a court room.  

 

"After what we've seen at the Ofer court, we cannot but urge the EU to put justice and fair trials high 

on the agenda of any dialogue with Israel," Chair Sylikiotis said.  

 

The Delegation discussed Palestinian reconciliation and urged the implementation of the new unity 

deal reached in January in meetings with Prime Minister Hamdallah, Foreign Minister Riad al-Malki and 

other Palestinian Authority officials and Members of the Palestinian Legislative Council.  

 

The Delegation supported holding elections to enable the political participation of Palestinians, 

particularly for the younger generation that is increasingly losing faith in the two-state solution. The 

Delegation insisted on the need for the EU to observe the forthcoming elections. 

 

EU-funded projects assessed on the mission included a school for special needs children in Bethlehem, 

rehabilitation projects in the Old City of Jerusalem and services in refugee camps.  
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Israeli authorities once again refused the Delegation access to Gaza, where the European Parliament 

has not been allowed in since 2011."This is unacceptable," Chair Sylikiotis said, calling for an end to 

the Israeli blockade the Strip which is now in its tenth year. 

 

The Delegation for relations with Palestine began its fact-finding mission on Monday.  It is led by Chair 

Neoklis Sylikiotis (GUE/NGL, Cyprus) and includes four other Members of the European Parliament: 

Margrete Auken (Vice-Chair of Delegation, Greens, Denmark), Brando Benifei (S&D, Italy), Ivo Vajgl 

(ALDE, Slovenia) and Angela Vallina (GUE/NGL, Spain). 
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European Parliament 
2014-2019  

 

 

Delegation for relations with Palestine 

 

Press statement 
 

European Parliament Delegation denied access to Gaza in its tenth year of blockade 

 

22-2-2017: the Israeli authorities have once again refused access to Gaza to the European Parliament’s 

Delegation for relations with Palestine. The explanation given by the Israeli authorities is that entry is 

permitted only for professionals performing a humanitarian role or diplomats accredited to Israel or 

the Palestinian Authority. 

 

The official Delegation started its work on the ground on Monday and was set to visit Gaza today to 

assess the destruction caused in the 2014 conflict and the reconstruction efforts, as well as a number 

of important projects funded by the European Union. 

 

“The refusal of access to Gaza by the Israeli authorities to the European Parliament on arbitrary 

grounds is unacceptable and this explanation is unacceptable! Denying the European Parliament entry 

to Gaza has become systematic despite the exception last year for a brief visit by Parliament’s Budget 

Committee Chair,” Delegation Chair Neoklis Sylikiotis said. “We had hoped that that visit had ushered 

in a new more cooperative era, but this has not been the case. This Parliamentary Delegation has been 

denied entry since 2011. What is there to hide from us? Our positions are well-known!” 

 

“The European Parliament has called for the return of the Palestinian Authority to the Gaza Strip, and 

we urge all Palestinian forces to resume efforts towards reconciliation without delay, building on the 

latest unity deal reached in January,” Chair Sylikiotis said. “We call on the international community to 

put pressure on Israel to put an end to the blockade of Gaza”. 

 

“On the ground in Gaza our aim is to assess the reconstruction and rehabilitation efforts to which the 

EU is the major donor. EU aid targets the promotion of employment and the poverty in Gaza. We are 
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working to ensure the people in Gaza have access to basic necessities including potable drinking water, 

food, housing, and schools,” Chair Sylikiotis said. 

 

The EU is the biggest donor to Palestine, and has recently launched the largest desalination plant being 

built so far in Gaza, providing fresh water to 75,000 people. This is among other humanitarian and 

development projects that the Delegation intends to assess. 

 

The Delegation is led by Chair Neoklis Sylikiotis (GUE/NGL, Cyprus) and includes four other Members 

of the European Parliament: Margrete Auken (Vice-Chair of Delegation, Greens, Denmark), Brando 

Benifei (S&D, Italy), Ivo Vajgl (ALDE, Slovenia) and Angela Vallina (GUE/NGL, Spain). 

  



CR\1132677-1.docx 29/30 PE605.682v01-00 

 EN 

European Parliament 
2014-2019  

 

 

 

Delegation for relations with Palestine 

20 - 24 February 2017 

 

Palestine 

 

Press statement 

 

16-02-2017: a cross-party delegation of the European Parliament's Delegation for Relations with 

Palestine will be in Palestine from 20 to 24 February 2016. The Delegation will be based in Jerusalem 

and will meet with President Abbas and other high-level Palestinian Authority officials as well as civil 

society, students and peace activists in a visit marking the 50 years of occupation.  

 

The Delegation will also meet with communities at risk of forcible displacement and with civil society 

organisations battling the ramped-up settlement expansion.  

 

“Settlement expansion and the recently-enacted regularisation law constitute a concrete threat to the 

two-state solution supported by the European Union and the international community, as evidenced 

by UN Security Council resolution 2334,” Delegation Chair Neoklis Sylikiotis stated. “Settlements are 

an obstacle to peace as they are threatening the contiguity of a future Palestinian state”.  

 

The Delegation will be discussing in-depth with various sectors of society how to move towards 

achieving the two-state solution, and how the EU can support this goal.  

 

“I would like to reiterate our support to the recognition of a viable independent Palestinian state, 

with East Jerusalem as its capital, on the 1967 borders, living in peace alongside Israel,” Chair 

Sylikiotis stated. “The EU must exert pressure on Israel in order to put an end to its settlement, to lift 

the occupation and commit to a roadmap for peace and two state solution. We want peace for the 

Palestinian people, the Israeli people, and all the people of the Middle East”.  
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The Delegation will give a press conference on Thursday 23 February 2017 in Jerusalem.  

 

The group will be led by Delegation Chair Neoklis Sylikiotis (GUE/NGL, Cyprus) and composed of 4 other 

Members: Margrete Auken (Vice-Chair of Delegation, Greens, Denmark), Brando Benifei (S&D, Italy), 

Ivo Vajgl (ALDE, Slovenia) and Angela Vallina (GUE/NGL, Spain). 

 

 


