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I  Introduction 
 

Encouraging interested and promising students to better understand the Middle East conflict 
- and to motivate them to become more actively engaged in solving it - were the two primary 
goals of the Middle East Simulation 2009 (MES) in Konstanz, Germany. 

The simulation brought together 45 students from more than ten countries, including Israel 
and the Palestinian Territories. After a month of conducting research and concocting a 
common strategy within heterogeneous delegations, they met for four days of intensive 
negotiations and social-political events.     

Following you will find an executive summary of MES and its results.  

Naturally, MES 2009 could not have been realized without financial support of several 
foundations and organizations, most notably our main patron the Robert Bosch Foundation, 
but also the FAZit Foundation, the Tel Aviv Student Union and the University of Konstanz. 
We hope that the following presentation will convince you of the profound effect such a 
project has on participating students and the general public, and encourage you to contribute 
to similar projects in the future. 

We appreciate the attention you grant this brief summary of our project and firmly believe it 
has the power to support our goals.   

Please share your thoughts, comments and questions with us: 

mes@uni-konstanz.de or through our website www.mes2009.eu  

 

Blessings, 

Tal Harris 

Project Coordinator 
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II  What is MES? 
 

The International Conference Middle East Simulation (MES) took place 11-14 June 2009 in 
Konstanz, Germany. It was organized by a group of graduates and students in the University 
of Konstanz. The 45 participants came from European countries (Austria, Czech Republic, 
Estonia, Germany, Poland, Russia, Sweden), as well as the American continent (Canada, 
USA), the Middle East (Egypt, Israel, Palestinian Territories) and Senegal. 

The main component of this kind of event is a simulation of the political reality of the Middle 
East. Its goal is to foster a deeper understanding of the conflict in this region as well as the 
actions taken to resolve it. This is reached through the group-based enactment of the key 
actors of the regional conflict: Egypt, the European Union, Iran, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, 
Palestine, Russia, the United States of America, Saudi Arabia, Syria, Turkey as well as the 
local/international media. The participants are grouped into delegations that simulate actual 
negotiations. 

The simulated reality the participants of MES 2009 found themselves in was that the 
Secretary General of the UN invited delegations of 12 nations and federations to negotiate 
the Arab Peace Initiative (2007). This invitation was deemed to be the very last opportunity to 
officially consider the various issues of this important proposal for peace, which would be 
taken off the international agenda after this UN summit. Accompanying the various delegates 
were several media representatives who aimed to keep the global public informed about the 
progress of the negotiations. 

The Chair and Co-Chairs guided the delegates through the simulation, especially the 
oftentimes very formal assembly meetings. The negotiations behind closed doors and hidden 
from the ever present press, however, contributed just as much to the final outcome of the 
simulation. 

In order to enrich the two days of negotiation work, a variety of inspirational and social events 
were organised before, after and during the conference, such as speeches by renown 
politicians, a Gala Dinner or a guided city tour. 

The following sections are aiming to give a more detailed insight into what the participants 
and organisers of MES 2009 achieved in these four days. The true gain of this project, 
namely the meeting and mingling of numerous different people and ideas, can never be fully 
quantified.   
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III  Results  
In this section you will find a description of the succession of the various parts of the 
simulation, interspersed with a selection of the produced outputs: Firstly, two examples are 
given for the essay written by successful MES applicants. Secondly, the European Union 
delegation’s pre-simulation position paper is displayed, followed by the Arab Press’ reaction 
to it. Thirdly, the media’s role in the simulation is highlighted through an example news-paper 
article published during the negotiations. As the perhaps most interesting output of all, the 
next part of this section consist of actual negotiation results, namely agreements  on 
Jerusalem, the Golan Heights, the refugee issue as well as the so called ‘Five-in-Five Plan’.  

Lastly, a brief summary is being offered of the survey conducted at the end of MES 2009, 
offering a small insight into the more and less tangible achievements of this project.  

 

A) Application Essays 

Applying to participate in MES 2009 required, among other criteria, conducting research and 
writing an essay about the core issue of Jerusalem and the Holy Places.  

This task completed by all applicants to MES left us with a rich and challenging inventory of 
attitudes and solutions to this issue.  

 
1 Essay by a participant from Israel: 
 
“United Jerusalem is the eternal capital of the Jewish people and the Jewish state founded in the State 
of Israel”, Ben-Gurion declaration of Jerusalem as the capital of Israel, December 1949. 

“Jerusalem is the Palestine capital, and whoever not satisfied with it, can drink sea water”, Arafat 
words, October 1994. 

These two quotations can only begin to illustrate the fundamental abysmal contradictions between the 
Israeli and the Palestinian narrative, which results in Jerusalem’s main problems. 
This one of a kind city suffers from various material and principal problematic issues, both locally and 
internationally. 
On top of the multi-national quarrel, this city is one of the most holy places for the 3 religions: Judaism, 
Christianity, Islam, and in many ways it is kept a hostage by the different interests in the region. 
The international legal stand of Jerusalem is vague as it is tangled. The majority of countries do not 
recognize it as Israel’s capital, as well as the UN with its decision number 478. 
Jerusalem is the only capital in the world which does not have a single official embassy in its municipal 
area, also no international airport. 
In Arabic, Jerusalem is called Al-Quds, and as far as the Palestinians are concerned, the eastern part 
of the city is the capital of Palestine. PLO declaration of independence from 1988 defines that. 
The city consists of many different neighborhoods with extreme heterogeneous population, a mosaic 
of separate nations. For instance, more than 30 Christian ethnic groups. 
On top of that, the Arabic people of eastern Jerusalem are neither Israeli nor Palestinian citizens, 
legally, they are Israeli residents but they are not considered citizens, and do not have the right to 
vote. Demographically speaking, in the year of 2035 they will outnumber the number of Jews living in 
Jerusalem, a fact that naturally threaten the Israeli government and state, and calls for an urgent 
resolution. 
The main problems of the city of Jerusalem evolve from a genuine source of conflicts between the two 
parties. However it is already clear for both sides, for many years now, that the quest for a 
compromised agreement is essential, furthermore, it stands in the focus of the entire region peace 
process. 
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In my opinion, a drafted solution for the Jerusalem issue can be similar to the Vatican case in Rome, 
Italy, with further adaptations. 
It is practically common knowledge that the propositions to the problem will vary from full Israeli 
sovereignty in the city, through partial autonomy for the different religions’ administrations, territorial 
separation of authority mediated by international community, to international administration in charge 
of the holy places. 
It may be possible to adapt the 1929 Lateran agreement which calls for a special status with an 
international guarantee, for all holy places within the Israeli sovereignty. Israel can also declare free 
passing for all to ‘Har Habait’. Several positive outcomes can be expected here including the 
international public opinion blessing, and the beginning of a solution to perhaps the core factor in the 
Israeli-Arabic dispute, the religion factor. 
Having said that, it seems to me this will only be one of the first steps in the complete solution, as 
good faith gesture, simply because it will not answer the national requirements and the demographic 
issue, although it will ease the pressure from a religion point of view, which cannot be under 
estimated. 
The agenda from here is also not without precedent, and was even discussed during the Kemp-David 
talks of July 2000. The Palestinian authority should have a broaden autonomy over the eastern areas, 
in which the majority of Arabic residents will become Palestinian citizens. 
Israel will be able to finally upgrade its capital to an actual status of a true recognized capital city, and 
by that strengthen its sovereignty. The Palestine state which now seemed far away from being 
established, will satisfy its national need for a capital and authority over the holy places. 
In summary, The timing of each stage of any proposed solution is critical here.  
In Jerusalem every minor element of the big picture is equivalent to a bomb which we try to disarm 
carefully.  
My hopes for the near future that the Jerusalem issue will be resolved to the benefit of all in the region. 
No doubt it will demand courageous decisions, as well as decisions makers, brave leaders and not 
less importantly, brave people in their nations. 

2 Essay by a participant from the Netherlands: 

"It is relatively easy for both sides to acknowledge each other's pain, much more difficult - indeed 
usually impossible - is shared acknowledgement about who bears the lion's share of responsibility. For 
if aggressors have their own defence against truth, so do victims. People who believe themselves to 
be victims of aggression have an understandable incapacity to believe that they too have committed 
atrocities". 

Michael Ignatieff  

"Where ethno-nationalist groups do not support common nation building and where mutual atrocities 
engender divided memories, separation in independent or semi-autonomous politics would seem the 
only feasible solution. In such cases, international trials in which state criminals are prosecuted for 
recent abuses could also act as a deterrent. An international forum to which aggrieved groups can turn 
for redress would constitute an alternative to renewed violence."  

Heribert Adam  

It is clear that after years of internal struggle in Jerusalem the search for a collective memory cannot 
be taken as a serious solution for solving the conflicting dispute over Jerusalem and its heritage. The 
Palestinian and Israeli cultures do have not only historical but also cultural claims of Jerusalem, the 
centre of the Arabic-Israeli conflict. As both maintain different memory, it would rather be a utopian 
attempt to neglect certain parts of history, while staying in line with the conflicting value systems. The 
important need to find a compromise exists. Here truth commissions can be used as a valuable means 
to contribute towards common norms. In this case the norms will most perfectly (but also radically) be 
the acceptance of an divided memory, which will be peacefully put into practice through semi 
autonomous or independent policies. Thus, Israel had to acknowledge that Palestine has also cultural 
demands on Jerusalem while governing own cultural territories separately. More concretely, both 
nations have to accept themselves as being autonomous. 
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To do so, truth commissions had to take place in an international atmosphere, in which aggrieved 
groups from both sides can speak out and a renewed violence will be punished internationally by 
sanctions. In that way a neutral atmosphere could not only encourage both parties to actually put truth 
telling into practice, but also to secure its achievements in front of an international scene. In that way a 
new upcoming of violence would necessarily lead to an international sanction. This penalty would 
include economic sanctions and political interferences. In that way a seemingly impossible division of 
powers had to be put in claim by intercultural force 
As Jerusalem is located directly on the boarder of the West Bank it forms the urban and cultural heart 
of the conflict. Problematically Israel introduced the Jerusalem laws in 1980, which claims the city 
being the undividable Jewish capital. That stands in clear contradiction to the actual division of 
Jerusalem into an Eastern and Western part, which are controlled by Israel and Palestine. While the 
Jerusalem laws do not allow to make the city also the Palestinian capital, they had to be abolished 
under the previously named consequences of a future truth commission. 
Furthermore Jerusalem also unites symbols of the three world religions Christianity, Judaism and the 
Islam. Therefore it cannot only be seen as a political matter, but also as a capital of culture that has 
huge potential to become one of the most pluralistic places in the world. The results of the truth 
commission could thus also lead to a reapproachement of cultures. While acknowledging a legal gap 
between the separation of powers, it might be easier to value the positive aspects of cultural exchange 
again. 
Such a united symbol of peaceful pluralist religions can also be taken as a basis for economic growth. 
Jerusalem has to become a vital touristic place again, in which especially citizens and foreigners can 
feel save. Enriching for both parties, the economy would find a new secure pillar again.  
As already stated the status of security had to be controlled by an international regime. Here 
especially the United Nations, which are already concerned with the political position of Jerusalem, 
have to ensure Jerusalem to be a safe spot for all of its citizens. 
All in all the need for an understanding and cooperation of the two sessile positions is needed. Here a 
divided memory necessarily leads to an at least appreciation or understanding of the other culture. In 
such a way, the city can be united under a divided regime. 

  

B)  The Position Papers  

Before the participating students arrived in Germany, they were assigned the task of 
composing position papers on their delegations’ standpoints on several political issues. 
These papers were then included in the media representatives’ prior-conference newspaper 
articles. 

        
       European Union 

The credibility of the Middle East Peace Process, MEPP, needs to be restored by a  renewed, 
concerted and sustained effort by the whole international community. We believe therefore that the 
EU, which has many interests at stake in this region, should participate actively and forcefully in such 
an effort. 
The EU’s consistent support since 1980 for a negotiated two-state solution as the basis for a final and 
comprehensive settlement of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict has subsequently gained the adherence of 
the majority of the international community and, above all, since 2002, of the US. This is one of the 
major successes of EU diplomacy in the MEPP, particularly in influencing the evolution of US policy. 
The seriousness of the current situation is a major test for the EU, which again needs to put its full 
weight behind the search for a comprehensive solution. For 20 years extremists have been allowed to 
dictate the agenda. Any resumed peace process now needs to be proofed against their acts. 
We are not convinced that the Road Map, as originally conceived in 2003, is the only vehicle for 
progress, and consider that the interim steps it describes should no longer be pursued to the exclusion 
of the consideration of final status issues such as the Territorial limits of the two states, the fate of 
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refugees and the status of Jerusalem. Therefore, we believe that the time has come for the EU and 
the Quartet to focus more directly on resolving the issues which are at the heart of the conflict. 
In order to achieve our goals it is necessary to explore more imaginative ways of reengaging the 
Israelis in the search for peace. EU policy contains a clearly stated position calling on the Israeli 
government to take “further steps, including the freezing of settlement activities and dismantling of 
settlement outposts and Israeli abstention from measures which are not in accordance with 
international law, including extra judicial killings and collective punishment.”  
The European Union’s support for a Palestinian coalition government, including Hamas, could not 
have been unconditional. To require that a Hamas-led government not only renounce attacks on Israel 
but use its governmental authority to prevent such attacks by others was entirely justified. However, 
the EU should not allow the peace process to be held hostage by any faction, individual, or state. The 
history of the Middle East is scarred by peace initiatives that have been derailed by extremists on both 
sides. 
It is clear that the EU’s objective should be to attempt to maintain a peace process that is as inclusive 
as possible, while firmly rejecting attempts by outsiders and extremists to derail it. Dialogue with the 
key parties is an essential aspect of the peace process, and channels of communication should as far 
as possible be kept open. We do not believe the international community can afford yet again to 
repeat previous errors and should recognize an even greater urgency in seeking a solution.  
 

 
        
      The Arab Press  
 

Calling for “more imaginative ways of reengaging the Israelis in the search for peace”, the European 
Union thoroughly advocates the two states solution and the Road Map initiated in 2003. It has become 
apparent that the EU sees itself as a second influential party (next to the US) that could take over 
mediation of negotiations on the international level if the US should not demonstrate higher 
commitment to an effective peace process. Stating that the credibility of the peace process has been 
damaged and needs to be restored, the delegation representing the EU argued for a more inclusive 
process and stressed the importance of dialogue. The EU once again called upon Israel to freeze 
settlement activities in the occupied territories and stated that it would conditionally support a 
Palestinian coalition government. 

 

C) The media 

The conflict in the Middle East creates a continuous stream of material along with a strong 
demand for stories. The media have a crucial role to play wherever violent conflict occurs. By 
reporting, framing and thus even shaping  the situation, they contribute to the perception and 
interpretation of the ongoing and past events. The media can inflame conflict – or they can 
use their power to defuse tension. They can thus be both, part of the problem and part of the 
solution.  

These are issues the media representatives at the Middle East Simulation discussed in their 
workshop taking place at the beginning of the conference. Six students simulating the Israeli, 
Arab and Western Press discussed their respective roles trying to find ways to be part of the 
solution.  

During the conference the media representatives followed the negotiations, held press 
conferences, and carried out interviews to capture the achieved results, the opinions and 
perceptions. Their analysis was then presented in form of one common newspaper released 
in several editions. 
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The following is an extract of the breaking news which has been published after a historical 
agreement between Egypt, Saudi-Arabia and Iran had been reached. 

 

 

Shaking Hands after an 
.historical agreement 
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D) Agreements 

During the two days of negotiations, the delegates were given the opportunity to produce 
agreements on pre-scheduled issues. These could range from bilateral or trilateral 
agreements to those including all assembly members; from drafts to final and detailed action 
plans. A vast and varied amount of agreements was reached for such a small amount of 
time, indicating these young people’s enthusiasm but also need for political action in regards 
to this long-standing conflict.  

Four examples are presented on the following pages.   

1 Agreement on Jerusalem: Israel and the Palestinian Authority 

After studying the issue of Jerusalem and the Holy Places individually, the delegates could 
compose the following detailed agreement during the simulation, which sheds some light on 
the possible prospect of this core issue.  

Israel and Palestine turn the municipality of Jerusalem into an Open City. There is a border around 
Jerusalem controlled by a joint force. Inside Jerusalem there are two districts, one part of Israel, one 
part of Palestine. The administrative organs of the two parts of the city strongly cooperate. For now 
this applies to the Old City too, there is the option of establishing a separate religious administration 
pending.  
 
The implementation of this resolution will be reliant to other aspects of the peace program and 
immediate, intermediate and long-term stages, the details of which are to be worked out.  
 
1. Religious and Cultural Significance:  

(a) The Parties recognize the universal historic, religious, spiritual, and cultural significance of 
Jerusalem enshrined in Judaism, Christianity, and Islam. In recognition of this status, the Parties 
reaffirm their commitment to safeguard the character, holiness, and freedom of worship in the city and 
to respect the existing division of administrative functions and traditional practices between different 
denominations. 
(b) The Parties shall establish an inter-faith body consisting of representatives of the three 
monotheistic faiths, to act as a consultative body to the Parties on matters related to the city's religious 
significance and to promote inter-religious understanding and dialogue.  
 
Israel and Palestine retain the option to establish an administration for the Old City with limited 
responsibilities composed of religious representatives. This is to the purpose of the Old City becoming 
a venue of religious living together. This shall be discussed in the future.  
This will be subject to agreement by the two parties in the future.  
 
2. Capital of Two States 

The Parties shall have their mutually recognized capitals in the areas of Jerusalem under their 
respective sovereignty.   
 
3. Sovereignty 

Sovereignty in Jerusalem shall be in accordance with the attached Map. This shall not prejudice nor 
be prejudiced by the arrangements set forth below.  
 
4. Free Movement and Border Regime 
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Jerusalem shall be an Open City. Free movement of persons, goods and capitals shall be unimpeded 
between the two parts of the city.  
There will be security controls at the entrances into the municipal boundaries around the two capitals. 
These controls shall be done by the joined Israeli and Palestinian security force. 
  
5. Al-Haram al-Sharif/Temple Mount (Compound) 

(a) Regulations Regarding the Compound 
(i) In view of the sanctity of the Compound, and in light of the unique religious and cultural significance 
of the site to the Jewish people, there shall be no digging, excavation, or construction on the 
Compound, unless approved by the two Parties. 
(ii) The state of Palestine shall be responsible for maintaining the security of the Compound and for 
ensuring that it will not be used for any hostile acts against Israelis or Israeli areas. The only arms 
permitted on the Compound shall be those carried by Palestinian security personnel and the security 
detachment of the Multinational Force.  
(iii) In light of the universal significance of the Compound, and the subject to security considerations 
and to the need not to disrupt religious worship or decorum on the site as determined by the Waqf, 
visitors shall be allowed access to the site. This shall be without any discrimination and generally be in 
accordance with past practice. 
(b) Transfer of Authority 
The state of Palestine shall assert sovereignty over the Compound.  
 
6. The Western (Wailing) Wall 

The Western Wall shall be under Israeli sovereignty. 
 
7. The Old City 

(a) Significance of the Old City 
(i) The Parties view the Old City as one whole enjoying a unique character. The Parties agree that the 
preservation of this unique character together with safeguarding and promoting the welfare of the 
inhabitants should guide the administration of the Old City.  
(ii) The Parties shall act in accordance with the UNESCO World Cultural Heritage List regulations, in 
which the Old City is registered.  
(b) Policing  
The Parties shall establish an Old City Policing Unit (PU) to liaise with, coordinate between, and assist 
the Palestinian and Israeli police forces in the Old City, to defuse localized tensions and help resolve 
disputes, and to perform policing duties in locations specified in and according to operational 
procedures detailed in Annex 1.  
(c) Termination, Modification, Expansion 
(i) Three years after the transfer of authority over the Old City, the Parties shall review these 
arrangements. These arrangements may only be terminated by agreement of the Parties.  
(ii) The Parties shall examine the possibility to expand in the arrangements beyond the Old City and 
may agree to such an expansion.  
(d) Special Arrangements 
Along the way outlined in the Map (from the Jaffa Gate to the Zion Gate) there will be permanent and 
guaranteed arrangements or Israelis regarding access, freedom of movement and security, as set 
forth in Annex 1.  
(e) Policing  
(i) An agreed number of Israeli police units shall constitute the Israeli Old City police detachment and 
shall exercise responsibility for maintaing order and day-to-day policing functions in the area under 
Israeli sovereignty.  
(ii) An agreed number of Palestinian police units shall constitute the Palestinian Old City police 
detachment and shall exercise responsibility for maintain order and day-to-day policing functions in the 
area under Palestinian sovereignty.  
(iii) All members of the respective Israeli and Palestinian Old City police detachments shall undergo 
special training, including joint training exercises, to be administered by the PU.  
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(iv) A special Joint Situation Room, under the direction of the PU and incorporating members of the 
Israeli and Palestinian Old City police detachments, shall facilitate liaison on all relevant matters of 
policing and security in the Old City.  
(f) Arms 
No person shall be allowed to carry or possess arms in the Old City, with the exception of the Police 
Forces provided for in this agreement. In addition, each Party may grant special written permission to 
carry or possess arms in areas under its sovereignty.  
(g) Intelligence and Security 
(i) The Parties shall establish intensive intelligence cooperation regarding the Old City, including the 
immediate sharing of threat information.  
(ii) A trilateral committee composed of the two Parties and representatives of the United States shall 
be established to facilitate this cooperation.  
 
8. Municipal Coordination 

(a) The two Jerusalem municipalities shall form a Jerusalem Co-ordination and Development 
Committee ("JCDC") to verse the cooperation and coordination between the Palestinian Jerusalem 
municipality and the Israeli Jerusalem municipality. The JCDC and its sub-committees shall be 
composed of an equal number of representatives from Palestine and Israel. Each side will appoint 
members of the JCDC and its subcommittees in accordance with its own modalities.  
(b) The JCDC shall ensure that the coordination of infrastructure and services best serves the 
residents of Jerusalem, and shall promote the economic development of the city to the benefit of all. 
The JCDC will act to encourage cross-community dialogue and reconciliation.  
(c) The JCDC shall have the following subcommittees:  
(i) A Planning and Zoning Committee: to ensure agreed planning and zoning regulations in areas 
designated in Annex X.  
(ii) A Hydro Infrastructure Committee: to handle matters relating to drinking water delivery, drainage, 
and wastewater collection and treatment.  
(iii) A Transport Committee: to coordinate relevant connectedness and compatibility of the two road 
systems and other issues pertaining to transport. 
(iv) An Environmental Committee: to deal with environmental issues affecting the quality of life in the 
city, including solid waste management.  
(v) An Economic and Development Committee: to formulate plans for economic development in areas 
of joint interest, including in the areas of transportation, seam line commercial cooperation, and 
tourism. 
(vi) A Police and Emergency Services Committee: to ccordinate measres for the maintenance of 
public order and crime prevention and the provision of emergency services;  
(vii) An Old City Committee: to plan and closely corrdinate the joint provision of the relevant municipal 
services, and other functions.  
(viii) Other Committees as agreed in the JCDC. 
 
9. Transfer of Authority  

The Parties will aplly in cerain socio-economic spheres interim measures to ensure the agreed, 
expeditious, and orderly transfer of powers and obligations from Israel to Palestine. This shall be done 
in a manner that preserves the accumulated socio-economic rights of the residents of East Jerusalem.  
Within 3 years from this resolution the border around Jerusalem is established and control forces 
begin activity. Also a program to establish joint Israeli-Palestinian border forces is up and running.  
 
If progress towards the establishment of the Palestinian state is on its way the final stage of the 
transfer of power shall be possible in further 3 years.   
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2 Agreement between Israel and Syria concerning the Golan Heights 

Ending the conflict between Syria and Israel and the dispute over the Golan Heights, 
occupied in 1967 and settled since by Israel, has a great potential to bring economic relief 
and security to both states. It may also affect the set of coalitions in the area, for example the 
Iranian-Syrian-Hezbollah-Hamas relations.  

The delegates of Turkey initiated the agreement, raised proper international guarantees to 
both states and assured its own interests in the area too. 

Welcoming the deep commitment of the Syrian and Israeli delegations to find a just solution 
concerning the future status of the Golan Heights, 
Emphasizing the necessity of continuing diplomatic dialogue on the Israeli and Syrian side in order to 
enhance mutual understanding and sustainable peace in the Golan Heights,  
Aware of the complexity of the matter, 
Convinced of the goodwill of the two parties as well as their long-term commitment in the matter, 
1. Agrees upon the full withdrawal of Israeli troops and settlements from the Golan Heights up to the 
1967 borders, except for mount Hermon and the Sheebaa Farms, within 20 months after the 
agreement on this resolution thereafter the territory will be transferred to Syria; 
2. Calls upon the parties to agree upon a Limited Force Area (LFA) in the Golan Heights, including 
Mount Hermon and the Sheeba Farms, as well as in the border area on both sides;  
3. Agrees upon equal and secure access, meaning a 50/50 division, of the water of the Banyas River, 
which is to be controlled and assured by a Syrian authority that is accountable to an international 
commission. 
4. Agrees upon Syrian participation in the security of a future pipeline between Israel and Turkey. 
5. Ceases Syrian interest in the Shebaa Farms and Mount Hermon. 
6. Encourages continued cooperation in the matter.  
6. Recognizes the immediate need for full normalization of diplomatic relations between Syria and 
Israel meaning the establishment of full scale permanent diplomatic presence in both countries.  
8. Seeking a future solution to the border question in the Israel-Syria-Lebanon area assuring presence 
of all parties. 
9. Emphasizing the importance of development of civilian cooperation and trade between Israel and 
Syria. 
10. Accepting arbitration as the way to define the exact borders and LFA's in this treaty if an 
agreement has not been reached within 10 months after the signing of this treaty. 

3 Draft addressing the refugee issue 

The issue of Palestinian refugees is perhaps the most intricate one in the Middle East 
conflict. Accepting historical responsibility for the 1948 Nakba (expulsion) of the refugees 
threatens Israel's legitimacy as the expulsion coincides with its war of independence. The 
solution for the problem also threatens Israel's identity, as the prospect of millions of 
Palestinians granted a right to resettle in Israel might undermine both principles of a Jewish 
and democratic state.   

For the Palestinian Authority, whose foreign relations are headed by the Palestinian 
Liberation Organization, the problem of refugees presents a significant challenge too. Its 
legitimacy to represent the Palestinian people as a whole, and thus to build up the 
Palestinian nation, relies on the support from millions of refugees in the Diasporas: mainly 
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Jordan, Lebanon, Syria and Europe. Any leniency on the PLO's behalf regarding the issue of 
refugees is therefore a threat  to its legitimacy to represent the Palestinian people.  

During the Middle East Simulation, possible solutions were considered in intra- and inter-
delegations talks. Of particular interest were the positions and alternatives discussed in the 
2000 Camp David talks, illuminated also by our guest and PLO representative Ilan Halevi, 
and formulated by the simulated Palestinian delegation.   
 

Draft addressing the refugee issue, concerning refugees living in Syria, Jordan & Lebanon 
which decide to stay in the respective countries after the formation of a Palestinian State. 

Based on the conditions below we call our neighboring countries to give permanent residence 
authorization including double citizenship for the refugees living in Lebanon, Syria and Jordan, 
deciding to stay there. 
The conditions are that the following: 

• Each refugee will receive compensation payment from the refugee compensation payments by 
Israel. In total for all the 4,5 million Palestinian refugees we are claiming 80 billion US$ from Israel. 
Thus the remaining refugees will be economically independent and can be a economic push for 
the local economies instead of a burden. 

• The international community will take responsibility, giving financial support to the three countries 
to build facilities and infrastructure for housing and living of the Palestinian refugees there. 

• The new Palestinian State will release a Law of Return, attracting a large number of refugees to 
come back to the newly formed Palestinian State.  

• The Palestinian primary goal will of course be to have Israel accept the refugees’ right of return. 
We are also trying to convince the EU and the US to accept refugees. 

The PLO 

4 The ‘Five in Five Plan’ 

The ‘Five in Five Plan’ is the most important agreement generated during the simulation; its 
importance lying not only in its scope and content, but also its signatories. 

The five signatories of the ‘Five in Five plan’ mark the resurrection of the Quartet, an 
international body which began as a big promise and is currently only lulling behind other 
initiatives. Particularly inspiring is the revived involvement of the Russian Federation in the 
mediation process. It also emphasizes the potential of Arab nations such as the Saudi 
Kingdom in the mediation process, legitimizing and empowering it, although its peace 
initiative has so far been ignored at least by Israel. The agreement proves that the more 
constructive mediation initiated by actors that are not traditionally classified as "pro-Israeli" 
the better. 

The scope of the agreement is five years and the process it dictates assures symmetry 
between the efforts of the International Community, Israel and the Palestinian Authority. This 
symmetry allows all sides to monitor the process and experience the cooperation "on the 
ground" and not just in the secret negotiation room. This process may ease the intrinsic 
problem of mistrust so prevalent in the stalling Middle East peace process.  

The content of the agreement, detailed in five points, bravely tackles all sacred cows from 
the borders, over the refugee problem, to the Holy Places. It is probably only when a united 
and strong front of international leaders adopts this direct approach that the actual sides to 
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the conflict will be forced to deal with these core issues themselves despite of their sensitive 
local political considerations. 

The Five in Five Plan 

Preamble 
The governments of the Federation of Russia, the United States of America, the European Union and 
the United Nations along with the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia have come to an agreement with the State 
of Israel and the Palestinian Authority regarding the future of these two states. With this in mind both 
the Israeli and Palestinians agree to the creation of two sovereign, viable states with land quality 
similar to that of these states in the 1967 borders. Any agreement must be reached and implemented 
within a five year plan with demonstrable improvement in the realms of diplomacy, economics and 
security.  
 
Body 
The Quartet along with the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia agrees to provide all financial and military 
resources necessary to reach a solution to the Israeli-Palestinian problem. This aid requires 
substantial and sustained commitment from both the Israeli and the Palestinian governments. 
Deviation from a committed approach to the problem is unacceptable from the Quartet.  
The peace plan seeks comprehensive agreements to be found between the State of Israel and the 
Palestinian people for the following five points in the five years from ratification of the signatories and 
will be binding under international law; 
1. Diplomatic and Economic Relations between Israel and Palestine 
2. Security and Sovereignty for both states 
3. Borders that assures adequate amounts of quality land for both Israel and the Palestinians 
4. Refugees that respects the dignity and the honor of all refugees 
5. A Jerusalem that is agreed upon between both sides 
 
Financial aid for the great undertaking that these points require will be provided for by the United 
States, the European Union, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and the Russian Federation so long as 
sustainable dialogue and implementation continues to occur.  
Transgressions preventing or stifling dialogue will result in a re-evaluation of current aid flows to those 
who are committing the infraction. This re-evaluation can be done through both individual country 
support as well as through the security council of the United Nations.  
In addition to financial support, the United States, the European Union and the Russian Federation 
agree to give military support through peace keepers if so desired jointly by the Israelis and the 
Palestinians. 
The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the United States of American, the European Union and the Russian 
Federation should be recognized for their large financial and military support to help end this conflict. 
Signatories: 
 
The United States   
The European Union  
The Russian Federation   
The United Nations 
The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia  
The State of Israel  
The Palestinian Authorities 
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E) Survey  
At the end of the Middle East Simulation 2009, a small survey was conducted in which the 
participants were asked about their experiences before, during and after the conference. 
They were asked to indicate disagreement/agreement to statements that concerned the 
following areas:  

- Knowledge and understanding of the Middle East conflict 
- Personal skills 
- Preparation for the conference  
- Logistics 
- Overall impression.  

The participants almost unanimously indicated agreement or complete agreement to having 
gained a deeper understanding and more knowledge of the conflict by taking part in the 
conference. They mostly agreed that MES 2009 helped them improve personal skills like 
negotiating and debating skills, and they felt very well prepared and taken care of by the 
team before and during the event. Furthermore, most of the participants were happy or very 
happy with the logistics of the event, including accommodation and food. Last but not least, 
and very important for the dissemination of the knowledge gained and skills learnt in the 
conference, many participants indicated that they could imagine organizing a MES at their 
home university in the future.  

Most participants agreed that participating in MES 2009 Konstanz changed their outlook on 
the Middle East conflict:  
  
“My understanding of the conflict deepened” 

“I have a better understanding of the priorities of the other side” 

“It was really helpful to hear about the daily life of Palestinians and Israelis (especially the academic 
life in university)” 

“I understand the emotional side of the conflict much better” 

“The event gave me hope” 

“It didn’t change my outlook but it helped me reinforce thoughts I had before” 

 
When asked what they enjoyed most, participants gave a variety of answers concerning all 
parts of the conference but highlighting the Gala event with its two guest speakers:  
 
“Meeting Israelis and Palestinians in real life, and hearing their personal experiences and views” 

“I enjoyed the Gala dinner with Dr. Sneh the most. I thought that it was very successful, even though 
some emotions couldn’t be controlled” 

“The Gala dinner with the two guest speakers” 

“The MES-Team, who did an outstanding job, well done!” 

“Meeting so many different nationalities!” 

“I enjoyed the whole conference: You did a great job, guys! I am very impressed; you have met my 
very high expectations!” 
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Naturally, also critical statements were encouraged, keeping in mind the possibility to help 
organize even more successful events in the future:  

 “The schedule was very packed and made it difficult to socialize”  

“We would have needed more free time in order to relax a little in between and to get to know each 
other better” 

“There were some unrealistic agreements and some unrealistic mediatory roles” 

 “Involve more countries (Iraq)” 

“Delegations should be “forced” to coordinate by requesting progress reports” 

“The “inner circle” wasn’t really helpful. It would have been more efficient if the delegates in the inner 
circle had had the change to communicate with their fellow delegates” 

“The plenary should be conveyed only a few times a day. Most of the time should be dedicated to 
negotiations” 

 “Three or four days of negotiation and more free time” 

When asked what they enjoyed least about these four days full of hard work, meeting new 
people and gaining new insights, one participant answered simply with ”Leaving”. Along with 
overall positive feedback to the organization and conduction of this project, this statement 
should give sufficient incentives to continue to plan and support similar projects in the future.    
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IV Appendix 

A) Schedule MES 2009 

Thursday, June 11th 

15.00-17.30 Arrival, check-in & registration  Apartment Hotel 

17.30-18.00 Coffee & Snacks Town Hall Atrium 

18.00-20.00 Opening Ceremony with:  

 the Mayor of Konstanz,  Horst Frank  
 Christian Sterzing, former MP and head of 

Böll-Foundation Office in Ramallah, and  
 the MES 2009 Coordinator Tal Harris 

Town Hall 

20.00-20.30 Champagne reception Town Hall 

20.30-22.00 Dinner Restaurant “Münsterhof” 

Friday, June 12th 

7.45-8.45 Breakfast Apartment Hotel 

9.00-10.00 Delegations: Rules and Procedures and Opening 
Statements  

Media: Journalistic Workshop 

University E404 

 

University D351 

10.00-13.00 

 

 

Delegation: Negotiating the issue of Israel's 
Borders 

Media: Journalistic Workshop (until 11.00) 

University E404 

 

University D351 

approx. 11.00 Coffee Break  University E404 

13.00-14.00 Lunch University Mensa 

14.00-19.00 

 

 

Delegations: Negotiating the issue of Palestinian 
refugees and the issue of Jerusalem and the Holy 
Places 

Media: Preparation of first news paper edition 

University E404 

 

University D406/ D432/ D436  

approx. 16.30 Coffee Break University E404 

18.30 Media: Press Conference University E405 

20.00-21.30 Dinner Restaurant “Pastante” 
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21.30-23.00 Social Event Various locations in Konstanz 

Saturday, June 13th 

7.45-8.45 Breakfast & Distribution of news papers Apartment Hotel 

9.00-13.00 Delegations: Negotiating the issue of regional 
security relations and the issue of regional 

diplomatic, economic and developmental relations  

Media: Preparation 2nd news paper edition 

University E404 

 

 

University D432/ D433/ D435 

approx. 11.00 Coffee Break  University E404 

13.00-14.00 Lunch University Restaurant “Arche” 

14.00-19.00 Delegations: Formulating Agreements and other 
Resolutions 

Media: Finalization 2nd news paper edition 

University E404                                               

University D432/ D433/ D435 

approx. 16.30 Coffee break University E404 

18.30 Media: Press Conference University E405 

20.00-23.00 Gala Dinner Dinner with  

 Ephraim Sneh (former Deputy Defense 
Minister in Israel) and 

 Ilan Halevi (Representative of the 
Palestinian Liberation Organisation)  

Restaurant “Seerhein” 

Sunday, June 14th 

7.45-8.45 Breakfast, distribution of news papers & check-out Apartment Hotel 

9.00-11.00 Delegations: Formal finalization of agreements and 
preparation of statements 

 Media: Preparation of final newspaper edition and 
press conference  

Kulturzentrum am Münster 
(Library)  

 

 

11.00-13.00 

 

 

Public Event: 

 (Simulated) Press conference with 
presentation and signing of agreements 

 Distribution of certificates and Best 
Delegate Awards 

 Discussion with Public/Press 

Kulturzentrum am Münster 
(Wolkensteinsaal)  

13.00-14.00 

 

Lunch Kulturzentrum am Münster 
(Wolkensteinsaal) 
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14.00-17.00 Guided City Tour and Departure Konstanz Centre 

B)  Questionnaire 
 

Dear MES participants, 
 

In order to evaluate your experiences in the Middle East Simulation, we would like to ask you 
to answer a few questions in the form of statements, to which you can indicate your level of 

agreement or disagreement.  
We hope to learn from the results of the questionnaire what you liked about the event, how 
much and what you feel you learned in preparation of and during the event, and how much 

and what can be improved for the next time. This survey is anonymous. 
 

Thank you for taking the time to fill out the questionnaire,  
your MES team. 

 
Please indicate your answers on the following scale: 

 
I completely 

disagree 
I disagree neutral I agree I completely agree 

 
Age:………   

Field of study:…………………………………………………………………………………... 

 
How did you hear about MES Konstanz 2009? (please tick the appropriate box(es)) 

 
� Mailing list: ………………………………………………………………………………… 

� Personal contact  � Poster  

 � Advertisement at an event, if yes which one:…………………………………….. 

� Facebook   � StudiVZ  � Other internet sources  

� Others:…………………………………………………………………………………….. 

 
What motivated you to participate in MES 2009 Konstanz?  
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Knowledge about and Understanding of the Middle East conflict 
 

MES 2009 Konstanz enhanced my knowledge and understanding of the Middle East Conflict 
 

I completely 
disagree 

I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
agree 

     
 

Participating in MES 2009 Konstanz helped me to take the perspective of actors from other 
countries  

 
I completely 

disagree 
I disagree neutral I agree I completely 

agree 
     

 

Personal skills 
 

MES 2009 Konstanz helped me to improve my personal skills in debating 
 

I completely 
disagree 

I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
agree 

     
 

MES 2009 Konstanz helped me to improve my personal skills in negotiating, communicating 
and problem solving 

 
I completely 

disagree 
I disagree neutral I agree I completely 

agree 
     

 
Participating in MES 2009 Konstanz helped me to improve my English skills 

 
I completely 

disagree 
I disagree neutral I agree I completely 

agree 
     

 
MES was good for new social contacts and networking 

 
I completely 

disagree 
I disagree neutral I agree I completely 

agree 
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Preparation 
 

The material I received in advance for the simulation from the MES 2009 Konstanz Team 
was useful 

 
I completely 

disagree 
I disagree neutral I agree I completely 

agree 
     

 
The organisational material I received in advance from MEU Konstanz 2009 Team was 

useful 
 

I completely 
disagree 

I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
agree 

     
 

My own preparation was sufficient for the simulation 
 

I completely 
disagree 

I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
agree 

     
 

I felt well taken care of by the MES 2009 Konstanz Team prior to the event  
 

I completely 
disagree 

I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
agree 

     
 

Logistics 
 

I was happy with the accommodation 
 

I completely 
disagree 

I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
agree 

     
 

I was pleased with the food 
 

I completely 
disagree 

I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
disagree 

     
 

The locations for the different events were well chosen (Simulation, Galadinner, Party, Press 
Conference)  

 
I completely I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
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disagree agree 
     

 
Overall impression 

 
During the event, I felt well taken care of by the organizers 

 
I completely 

disagree 
I disagree neutral I agree I completely 

agree 
     

 
I liked the atmosphere among the participants during the event 

 
I completely 

disagree 
I disagree  neutral I agree I completely 

agree 
     

 
Which part of the event did you enjoy most?  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Which part of the event did you like the least?  
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 Follow-up 
 

I could imagine organizing a MES at my university 
 

I completely 
disagree 

I disagree neutral I agree I completely 
agree  

     
 

What could be improved in the next MES 2009 Konstanz? 
 

 
 

What should stay the same in the next MES 2009 Konstanz? 
 

 


