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Joint Israeli Palestinian Poll, December 2011

Increase in Palestinians’ and Israelis’ willingness
to compromise amidst climate of feud and mistrust

These are the results of the most recent poll atedyointly by the Harry S. Truman Research Inggitfor
the Advancement of Peace at the Hebrew Univergilenisalem and the Palestinian Center for Pold a
Survey Research in Ramallah. This joint survey w@sducted with the support of the Ford Foundation
Cairo office and the Konrad Adenauer Stiftung inrRllah and Jerusalem.

The Joint Israeli-Palestinian Poll has been trackig the level of support and opposition to the Clinto /
Geneva permanent settlement framework regularly sice 2003. Amidst a turbulent Middle East and
the political and diplomatic stalemate between théwo sides, our December poll shows an increase in
support for the Clinton permanent settlement frameverk on both sides. 58% of Israelis and 50% of
Palestinians support a permanent settlement packagadong the Clinton parameters; 39% of Israelis
and 49% of Palestinians oppose such a settlementhdse results mark a significant increase in both
sides’ willingness to compromise compared to recegears.

At the same time both Palestinians and Israelis peeive the other side as opposing such a settlement:
61% of the Palestinians and 53% of the Israelis tink so. About two thirds on both sides do not beliey
that it is possible to reach a final status settleent these days and see the chances for the estdbtient

of an independent Palestinian state next to the gtof Israel in the near future as slim.

Palestinians and Israelis support their governmeng position with regard to return to negotiations.
78% of Palestinians support Abbas’s conditions of ra acceptable term of reference or a freeze on
settlement construction for returning to negotiations, while 69% of Israelis think that Israel shouldnot
accept these conditions.



The Palestinian sample size was 1270 adults irtemnd face-to-face in the West Bank, East Jerusalam
Gaza Strip in 127 randomly selected locations betw@ecember 15 and 17 , 2011. The margin of esror i
3%. The Israeli sample includes 605 adult Isramlvslinterviewed by phone in Hebrew, Arabic or Rassi
between December 11 and 14, 2011. The margin of &x14.5%. The poll was planned and supervised by
Prof. Yaacov Shamir, the Harry S. Truman Reseanshitlite for the Advancement of Peace and the
Department of Communication and Journalism at tebrebw University, and Prof. Khalil Shikaki, Directo
of the Palestinian Center for Policy and Surveydaesh (PSR).

For further details on the Palestinian survey otn®SR director, Prof. Khalil Shikaki or Walid Labigeh,
at tel. 02-2964933 or emakpsr@pcpsr.orgOn the Israeli survey, contact Prof Yaacov Shahiel. 03-
6419429 or emajshamir@mscc.huji.ac.l

MAIN FINDINGS

(A) Attitudes, perceptions and expectations regardaig a permanent settlement
Clinton/Geneva Parameters

The Clinton parameters for a Palestinian-Israelimament settlement were presented by President
Clinton at a meeting with Israeli and Palestinidficals eleven years ago, on December 23, 2000,
following the collapse of the July 2000 Camp Dasignmit. The Geneva Initiative, along similar lines,
was made public around the end of 2003. These paeasnaddress the most fundamental issues which
underlie the Palestinian-Israeli conflict: (1) Hirmorders and territorial exchange; (2) Refuge&s; (
Jerusalem; (4) A demilitarized Palestinian sta®®;Security arrangements; and (6) End of conflide
address these issues regularly since December 20@3in the current poll we revisited these crucial
issues, amidst a turbulent Middle East and thdipaliand diplomatic stalemate between the twosside

* 58% of Israelis and 50% of Palestinians supporeranpnent settlement package along the Clinton
parameters; 39% of Israelis and 49% of Palestir@p®se such a settlement.

» The results indicate a significant increase in supfor the Clinton / Geneva permanent settlement
package both sides compared to recent years. |arblser 2010, the comparable figures were 52%
support among Israelis and 40% support among Hakes.

* Since 2003, we observed only once majority suppartsuch a settlement on both sides: in
December 2004, shortly after the death of Arafae Tevel of support then was 64% among Israelis
and 54% among Palestinians. Our current poll cartese to the 2003 results, where among Israelis
there is 58% support, and among Palestinians — 50%.

Below we detail support and opposition to the ifdlial items in the Clinton / Geneva permanent statu
package.

(1) Final Borders and Territorial Exchange

Among Palestinians63% support or strongly support and 36% opposstrangly oppose an Israel
withdrawal from the West Bank and the Gaza Strifhwhe exception of some settlement areas in less
than 3% of the West Bank that would be swapped warthequal amount of territory from Israel in
accordance with a map that was presented to thestitéan respondents. The map was identical to that
presented to respondents in December 2010, whepodujor this compromise, with its map, stood at
49% and opposition at 50% - an increase in supggdréd percentage points.

Among Israelis 51% support and 44% oppose a Palestinian stateeientirety of Judea, Samaria and
the Gaza Strip except for several large blocksetfiesnents in 3% of the West Bank which will be
annexed to Israel. Israel will evacuate all othettlements, and the Palestinians will receive tarre
territory of similar size along the Gaza Strip. December 2010, 49% of the Israelis supported this
component while 43% opposed it.

(2) Refugees

Among Palestinians45% support and 53% oppose a refugee settlememhich both sides agree that
the solution will be based on UN resolutions 194 3a42. The refugees would be given five choices for
permanent residency. These are: the Palestinite ata the Israeli areas transferred to the Pailasti
state in the territorial exchange mentioned abaweerestrictions would be imposed on refugee retarn
these two areas. Residency in the other three ére&sst countries, third countries, and Israeduld

be subject to the decision of these states. Assa bar its decision Israel will consider the averag
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number of refugees admitted to third countries Bkestralia, Canada, Europe, and others. All refagee
would be entitled to compensation for their “refageod” and loss of property. In December 2010, 41%
agreed with an identical compromise while 57% oppas

Among Israelis 42% support such an arrangement and 51% oppoda Recember 2010, 36%
supported it and 52% opposed.

(3) Jerusalem

In the Palestinian public 40% support and 59% oppose a Jerusalem compramiséhich East
Jerusalem would become the capital of the Palastistate with Arab neighborhoods coming under
Palestinian sovereignty and Jewish neighborhoodsingp under Israeli sovereignty. The Old City
(including al Haram al Sharif) would come underd3tihian sovereignty with the exception of the
Jewish Quarter and the Wailing Wall that would cammeler Israeli sovereignty. In December 2010, an
identical compromise obtained 36% support and 6Bposition.

Among Israelis, 38% agree and 60% disagree to this arrangememhich the Arab neighborhoods in
Jerusalem including the old city and the Temple Mowill come under Palestinian sovereignty, the
Jewish neighborhoods including the Jewish quartet #ne Wailing Wall will come under Israel
sovereignty, East Jerusalem will become the capitahe Palestinian state and West Jerusalem the
capital of Israel. In December 2010, similarly, 38%pported this arrangement and 58% opposed it.

(4) Demilitarized Palestinian State

Among Palestinians32% support and 67% oppose the establishment imid@pendent Palestinian state
that would have no army, but would have a strorayisey force and would have a multinational force
deployed in it to ensure its security and safedsadl and Palestine would be committed to encoath$

of violence directed against each other. A singl@npromise received in December 2010, 24% support,
and opposition reached 74%.

This item receives the lowest level of support layeBtinians, as in previous polls, although theentr
level of support is the highest since 2003. Untike refugees and Jerusalem components, this issue h
not received due attention in public discoursdt aBould, since it may become a major stumbliragkl

in the efforts to reach a settlement.

Among Israelis 67% support and 33% oppose this arrangement ceahgar 62% support and 34%
opposition obtained in December 2010.

(5) Security Arrangements

In the Palestinian public 50% support and 49% oppose a compromise wheraby#hestinian state
would have sovereignty over its land, water, andpaice, but Israel would have the right to use the
Palestinian airspace for training purposes, andldvmaintain two early warning stations in the West
Bank for 15 years. A multinational force would reman the Palestinian state and in its border éngss

for an indefinite period of time. The task of theultimational force would be to monitor the
implementation of the agreement, and to monitantteral borders and coast of the Palestinian state
including the presence at its international cragsiihis is a significant increase in support camgdo
December 2010, when 38% of the Palestinians suggbtints parameter while 61% opposed it.

In the Israeli public 63% support and 33% oppose this arrangement ceapar52% who supported it
and 39% who opposed it in December 2619 similar increase in support as among Palasini

(6) End of Conflict

In the Palestinian public63% support and 35% oppose a compromise on enagnganflict that would
state that when the permanent status agreemantyisniplemented, it will mean the end of the cdutfl
and no further claims will be made by either sitlee parties will recognize Palestine and Israghas
homelands of their respective peoples. In Decer20&0 58% supported and 41% opposed this item.
In the Israeli public 70% support and 27% oppose this component initted $tatus framework. In
December 2010, similarly, 68% of the Israelis sufgmbit while 25% opposed it.

The Whole Package

Among Palestinians50% support and 49% oppose the whole package oaamghihe elements as one
permanent status settlement. In December 2010,st@fdorted and 58% opposed such a package.
Among lIsraelis 58% support and 39% oppose all the above featogether taken as one combined
package. In December 2010 52% supported and 39%sedsuch a package.



It is important to see that the pattern of supfmrthe overall package is more than the sum qgbauss,
suggesting that people’s calculus is compensatoy @ade-offs are considered. Despite strong
reservations regarding some of the componentspvbeall package always receives greater support in
both publics, where the desirable components aaallance of reaching a permanent status agreement
seem to compensate for the undesirable parts.

Summary Table: Support for Clinton’s Permanent Settement Framework 2003-2011
Dec Dec Dec Dec Dec Dec | Aug Dec Dec
03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11
1) Borders and ISR | 47% | 55% | 53% | 44%| 46% 469 479 499 51
Teritorial Exchange—p A1 579, | 63% | 55% | 61% | 56% | 54% | 49% | 49% | 63%
2) Refugees ISR 35% 44% 43% 38% 44% 409 369 369 42
PAL 25% 46% 40% 41% 39% 40% 37% 41% 45%
3) Jerusalem ISR 41% 39% 38% 38% 36% 409 349 389 38
PAL 46% 44% 33% 39% 36% 36% 31% 36% 40%
4) Demilitarized ISR 61% 68% 69% 62% 61% 649 569 629 67
State PAL 36% | 27% | 20% 28% | 23% | 27% 24% 24% 32%
5) Security ISR 50% 61% 62% 51% 53% 569 499 529 63
Arrangements PAL 23% 53% 43% 42% 51% 35% 34% 38% 50%
6) End of Conflict ISR 66% 76% 80% 68% 66% 679 689 689 70
PAL 42% 69% 64% 62% 66% 55% 55% 58% 63%
Overall Package ISR 47% | 64% | 64% | 52% | 53% | 52% | 46% 52% 58%
PAL 39% 54% 46% 48% 47% 41% 38% 40% 50%
Support for Clinton’s Permanent Settlement Framework 2003-2011
(Overall Package)
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» Despite the actual majority support for the fintltss package in Israel, only 34% of the Israelis
estimate that a majority in their society suppdinis package, while 55% believe that the majority
opposes it. These perceptions tap the normativat &dqublic opinion and indicate that the package
has not acquired widespread normative legitimadpénlsraeli public. Among Palestinians, who are
split in their support for the package, 51% beli¢vat a majority in their society supports it, and
41% believe that the majority opposes it.

* In terms of mutual perceptions, majorities of btghaelis and Palestinians think that there is no
majority support for this permanent status settl@npackage on the other side. 53% of the Israelis
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think that a majority of Palestinians opposes sauplackage, and 61% of the Palestinians think that a
majority of Israelis opposes the package.

Both sides' expectations regarding a final staéidesnent are grim: 68% among Israelis and 62%

among Palestinians think it is impossible to reswth a settlement these days.

Both publics also consider the chances for thebskament of an independent Palestinian state next
to the state of Israel in the next five years |&6% of Israelis and 63% of Palestinians consider

these chances to be low or non-existent.

(B) Expectations regarding the recognition by the M of the Palestinian state

52% of Palestinians think that a state of Palestiidoecome a UN member in 2012, while 42% do
not believe so. Among Israelis, 44% think this Wwippen while 49% do not believe so.

We asked Palestinians how they think Palestiniamsfarce Israel to withdraw from the territories,

if the UN recognizes the Palestinian state, arael® what they think Palestinians will do. 47% of
Israelis think the Palestinians will resume thefdwola including armed confrontations, while 25%
think they will start non-violent resistance sushpgaceful demonstrations, and 17% think they will
return to negotiations with the Israeli governmétalestinians however are split among these three
options: 31% think peaceful non-violent resistanaa force Israelis to withdraw; 30% think that
armed attacks on army and settlers and 32% thiak riegotiations with Israeli can bring it to
withdraw.

(C) Israeli military strike against Iran’s nuclear facilities

47% of Israelis support the bombing of Iran’s nacltcilities, 41% oppose it. 56% believe that the
majority of the Israeli public supports such ak&tfi25% think that a majority opposes it.
Palestinians are split in their evaluation whetseael will actually carry out a military strike aigst
Iran’s nuclear facilities: 48% think it will strikexnd 48% do not think so.

76% of Israelis think that if Israel were to caoyt a military strike against Iran, Hamas and Istam
Jihad would retaliate by carrying out a militaryilst against Israel; 18% do not think so. 48% of
Palestinians support such retaliation by Hamadslachic Jihad and 46% oppose it.

(D) Conflict management and threat perceptions

Palestinians and Israelis support their governmseptsition with regard to return to negotiations.
78% of Palestinians support Abbas’s conditionsaioracceptable term of reference or a freeze on
settlement construction for returning to negotiasiowhile 20% oppose this policy. 69% of Israelis
support Netanyahu's position that Israel should aotept these conditions; 29% oppose this
position.

Given the stalemate in the negotiations and theittatme of the Palestinians to UNESCO as a
member state, 54% of the Israelis and 38% of tiesEaians think that armed attacks will not stop
or even increase and the two sides will not retamegotiations. 37% of the Israelis and 28% of the
Palestinians believe that negotiations will congiraut some armed attacks will continue as well.
Only 5% of Israelis and 27% of Palestinians beliswegotiations will continue and armed
confrontations will stop.

In our poll we also examine periodically Israelishd Palestinians’ readiness for a mutual
recognition of identity as part of a permanentustatgreement and after all issues in the confiet a
resolved and a Palestinian State is establishedc@tent poll shows that 66% of the Israeli public
support such a mutual recognition; 29% oppose moAg Palestinians, 52% support and 47%
oppose this step. In September 2011, 58% of tlaelisrsupported and 36% opposed this mutual
recognition of identity, among Palestinians, ther&gponding figures were 46% supported and 52%
opposed.

Among Israelis, 50% are worried and 48% are notiedrthat they or their family may be harmed
by Arabs in their daily life, compared to 58% wh avorried and 42% who are not worried in
September 2011. Among Palestinians 70% fear tledtt slecurity and safety and that of their family
are not assured compared to 73% in September.

The level of threat on both sides regarding théraspns of the other side in the long run is very
high. 60% of Palestinians think that Israel’s goale to extend its borders to cover all the area
between the Jordan River and the MediterranearaBg&xpel its Arab citizens, and 22% think the
goals are to annex the West Bank while denyingtipalirights to the Palestinians. The modal
category among lIsraelis is that the Palestiniaggirations in the long run are to conquer the State
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of Israel and destroy much of the Jewish populatiotsrael (45%); 22% think the goals of the
Palestinians are to conquer the State of Isradl Of6 of the Palestinians think Israel’s aspinasio
in the long run are to withdraw from part or all tbie territories occupied in 1967; and 29% of

Israelis think the aspirations of the Palestiniaresto regain some or all of the territories comgde
in 1967.



