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Faisal Al-Huseini's cry out "Come to Jerusalem to save it" was almost heard at the halls and corridors of the World Economic Forum Third Convention at the Dead Sea. This forum was held under the banner of "Seizing the Opportunity" and focused on the priorities and the components of the reform while shedding light on the role of the youth, women, the education and media in the reform process. The Arab and foreign businessmen and businesswomen allocated a special interest to the Arab currency that is the consequence of the oil prices by calling on the governments to enact laws that protect the investors and liberate the sectors. Some of them signed deals and others declared investments; however, most of them disappeared and were intentionally absent when the call on investment was articulated by the PA, leaving the cry out by late Faisal Al-Husseini a hymn on the shore of the Dead Sea, hoping for a reflection of its echo among the Arab investors, "come to Jerusalem to save it". 

The Palestinian cause did not capture the attention of the Economic Forum despite of its noticeable presence during the deliberations, especially the public and harsh deliberations between the Palestinians and the Israelis, and between the general secretary of the Arab League, Amr Mousa, and deputy assistant of the US secretary, Liz Cheney, the daughter of the US Vice President. Reform was the main focus of the forum.

The Jordanian finance minister, Basem Awadallah, who organized the convention said: “We concluded year 2003 talking about whether we need reform or not. Now, the discussion is strong with regard to priorities and governments of the reform. The dialogue has become deeper in accordance to the reform mode especially the educational and economic reforms. The decision makers are the one to talk right now about reform”.

The invitation of students from all over the Arab countries to join the forum was extended by the Jordanian king Abdullah II in order for them to have a direct influential role on the reform process. However, the presence of the youths at the forum has provided an opportunity for the king during which he introduced a Palestinian young woman to the American president's wife, Laura Bush, so that the latter would listen in person to the meaning of passing through the holes of the separation wall in order to attend school at Birzeit. The reflections of such meetings are not conveyed in the words written in Laura Bush's speech but have rather deep influence on her consciousness.

King Abdullah is criticized for his lack of the necessary deep connection with Palestine due to his focus on “the Jordanian” away from the broad role of “the Hashemite." Some think that Jordan has a legal responsibility and a historic task to be a direct party to the peace process and the negotiations between Israel and Palestine since achieving the two-state solution requires such a role taking into consideration due to the Jordanian sovereignty recognized on the Palestinian territories before they were occupied by Israel in 1967. Those critics point at that the Palestinians are approaching now Egypt instead of Jordan as a supporter and a practical weight.

Awadallah challenges this depiction of the role played by the king saying: “the king is fully aware of the historic connection with Palestine." He points at the way the Palestinian issue was dealt with in the forum reflecting “rational way of thinking with regard to the issue of Jerusalem." He also says: ”The presentation has moved from the emotional point of view, the occupation, the violence and the sacrifices of the Palestinian people to a more logical way of looking at the Palestinian cause. We have started talking about the frame and the realism of presentation has ripened”. Awadallah indicates that the Jordanian king had dedicated a significant portion of his time to meet with the Palestinian delegation and with the Palestinian businessmen since he is actively interested in the Palestinian issue.

The Palestinian delegation headed by PM Ahmad Qurei' and joined by the ministers Muhammad Dahlan, Salam Fayad, Yaser Abedrabou and Nabil Shaath, went to the Dead Sea while it is preoccupied with image of the White House. The president of the PNA, Mahmoud Abbas, was preparing for his first visit to Washington since assuming his post and since the administration of George W. Bush refused to welcome the former president of the PNA Yaser Arafat.

The realism of presentation forced the Palestinians to think about a way to evade the initiative of disengagement from Gaza that was offered by the Israeli PM, Ariel Sharon, and which captured the imagination of the American president George W. Bush and the imagination of all his staff.

The truth is that the Palestinians assessed the withdrawal from Gaza differently according to individual points of view; nevertheless, the shared ground for the assessment was Washington focus on Gaza aside from the rest of issues and the fear of turning the withdrawal from Gaza first to Gaza first and last.

It was apparent that the American administration was not prepared or ready or capable of offering the guarantees and assurances to the Palestinians that Gaza would not be first and last. The American administration did not even take into its consideration offering a timetable or a calendar to the developments following the withdrawal from Gaza towards the establishment of a Palestinian state in accordance with the road map.

Consequently, one of the important companions of Mahmoud Abbas during his visit to Washington, had put into his mind convincing the American administration to at least guarantee the withdrawal of the Israeli forces back to where they were before Sharon's visit to Al-Aqsa mosque in September 2002 that was followed by the burst out of the Intifida.

A player who is interested in the disengagement from Gaza had another matter in his mind but he did not find it useful to present it in Washington since it would be in vain to discuss it there before the Israelis comprehend the content of his thinking. The content is that the disengagement form Gaza emphasizes the Israeli need for a Palestinian partner and grants the Palestinian negotiator a negotiation card supported by the Intifada card as a substitute.

Muhammad Dahlan, minister of civil affairs and responsible for the issue of the disengagement from Gaza calls it: “Either Tora Bora or a secure and stable strip." He also says: “Either security or suppression and going back to the cycle of violence”.

The basic demands are four: first, that Gaza would have an airport (the airport that Israel had destroyed during the Intifada as Dahlan says) since the reactivation of the airport is inevitable. Second: The crossings, in order to be an exit and an international access especially Rafah crossing towards Egypt. Third: freedom of entry and exit from Gaza and a safe corridor between Gaza strip and the West Bank. Fourth: The so-called “back to back” meaning the boarding and shipping of commodities by an unrestricted number trucks.

The Israeli response is briefed by the word “security” through which Israel justifies its rejection of having an airport, seaport, or “back to back” crossing in Gaza strip. The Palestinians say: “we will guarantee” you security and “vow” that no coaches will explode in Tel Aviv since the reconstruction of the security services is proceeding and because the reinforcement of the PA would enable it to implement its commitments. The Israelis do not buy the vows and ask for a test.

This is also what the Americans wish. They wish to test what is going to happen in Gaza following the Israeli disengagement “then we will see." Thus, they made it clear they would offer neither guarantees nor calendar but will offer assurances by pointing to the significance of the American president's commitment for the establishment of the Palestinian state along side Israel and his commitment to the road map towards the fulfillment of his vision.

Egypt is assisting through the security issues and offers assurances and guarantees to Israel in order that the latter coordinate the withdrawal with the Palestinian partner so that to avoid a vacuum filled by extreme factions. Its goal is to demonstrate the capacity of the PA to control Gaza strip and its success in the “test” that would enable it to demand the West Bank and to convince the American administration to support it.

Meanwhile, the Palestinians fear the division of the West Bank to three Bantustans, and from the establishment of the separation wall not only between the Palestinians and Israel, but also “between the Palestinians and the Palestinians”, as quoted by Yaser Abedrabou, who believes that a by a probable execution of the settlement projects around Jerusalem”, the dream of establishing a contiguous Palestinian state will vanish”. This is part of what the Palestinian delegation had carried to Washington, in addition to the hope of convincing the American administration to push Israel towards “starting” final status negotiations.

At local and Arab levels, the Palestinians had an interest during the forum of the Dead Sea in the Arab businessmen and extended to them the invitation of realism and pragmatism through the terminology of investment. They told them: build the airport and build the seaport in Gaza strip after the disengagement. Bring your investments to East Jerusalem as one of the tools to preserve them and to take care of them. You are welcome to attend an economic convention in Bethlehem under the supervision of the World Economic Forum.

This invitation was released from the forum at the Dead Sea in order to convince the Arabs to take a financial risk perhaps in exchange of a big revenue that applies to the level of the risk. However, the investments for the sake of assisting Gaza following the withdrawal must move towards supporting the Palestinians with more than mere articulation of words because it is high time that the Arab currency becomes responsible and to truly take part in reforming the Arab region beyond demanding reforms in favor of its selfish interests. It is high time that the business sector scrutinizes the kind of partnership anticipated from it in the political and reform projects. It must operate with citizenship as it has also the responsibility to assist the Palestinians when chance is available.

The chance is available right now in Gaza. Concerning Bethlehem convention, that the Palestinians pledge to facilitate attending it through the entrance permits, without disturbances and by avoiding any Israeli visa stamp on the passports, all businessmen and businesswomen must accept the invitation even if they doubt Israel consent to facilitate it or to ban it.

The Palestinians are actually fighting for the freedom of visiting the Palestinians territories and for convincing the Arabs that going to Palestine “is not a treason at all, but an expression of faith in Palestine and supporting it” as Nabil Shaath says. It is high time that the Arabs accept the invitation and reconsider their laws that prohibit the support of the Palestinians and the efforts to rescue Jerusalem through practical measures.

The idea is not to invest in Gaza following the disengagement as a reward to the settlements; it is rather an idea of setting out new thought and deed in the Arab environment on the base of the means to support the establishment of the Palestinians state.

When Qurei' extended an invitation for a breakfast early morning in order to present ideas for investment in Jerusalem, the Palestinian businessmen were present while the Arab businessmen were absent with the exception of one, Fadi Ghandour, head of “ARAMEX” company. The Palestinians were astonished and they expressed this astonishment. Ghassan Al-Khatib was walking in the corridors and wondering: how come the Arab businessmen are not coming to save East Jerusalem, reminding us of Faysal Al-Husseini`s cry out: come to Jerusalem to save it.

In the past, the companies were running after the governments, now the governments run after the investors. This highlights the significance of the private sector in the reform process and the political process. The Economic Forum held in the Dead Sea for two days resulted in Gulf investments in Jordan especially in Bahrain, Qatar and the Arab Emirates estimated of one billion US dollars which is beneficial to Jordan.

Next year, the forum will move to Sharm A-Sheikh in Egypt and will be back a year after to its “homeland” at the Dead Sea as the President of the World Economic Forum, Claus Schwab, reports. “We have now a plan for the route of the journey” king Abdullah said pointing at the journey of reform “and the Arab world is ready to launch, and together we will achieve our goal."

Women, the youths, the education, the media and the wise investments are issues that were launched from the Dead Sea; however, the rate of soaring is to determine whether the landing will be safe or not. The new thing is that the decision is not restricted to the governments; it is also the responsibility of moving from the state of subordinators to the statue of citizenship.
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