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Abstract:

This paper seeks to explore the diplomatic efforts Algeria has made
to contain and mitigate the divisive and subversive impacts of the new
phase of the Arab-Israeli normalization process, brokered by the Trump’s
Administration,on its security as well as on intra-Arab relations. The
nature, drivers and security effects of those normalization deals, otherwise
known as Abraham Accords, are to be depicted first in order to understand
the ensuing Algerian diplomatic moves.

This paper concluded that given the suspicious objectives of those
deals designed by the U.S. administration to expunge the Palestinian
cause, contain Iran and reshape the geopolitical landscape of the Middle
East as well as the security and defense ties between Israel and Morocco
amplified Algeria’s concerns and prompted it to strengthen its sources of
national security to foil any intrusion attempt, enhance cooperation with
Arab countries within the Arab League, and support and oversee the
Palestinian reconciliation efforts as a pre-requisite to reinvigorate the
Palestinian cause at the global stage.

Keywords:Algeria; Abraham Accords; Morocco; Diplomacy; Normalization.
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Introduction:

By the end of 2020, four Arab countries announced their move to
normalize diplomatic relations with Israel, breaking the long-lasting Arab
consensus of making peace with Israel contingent on the latter acceptance of a
Palestinian state on the 1967 borders. These deals, otherwise known as the
Abraham Accords, were brokered by the Trump’s administration that had been
pursuing a final solution to the Israeli- Palestinian conflict. However, this move
triggered concerns in Algeria regarding the impact of these deals on Algeria’s
security and stability as well as on the intra-Arab relationships, believing that
these deals are not in the interest of regional peace and security given their
suspicious goals that are primarily about burying the Palestinian issue and
targeting other countries hostile to Israel and its expansionist agenda. Since then,
the Algerian diplomacy has been mobilized to deal with the latent and potential
effects of this normalization process as well as to contain its expansion.

This paper seeks to answer the following research question: to what extent
should the Arab-lIsraeli normalization process be considered threatening to
Algeria’s security and stability? And what diplomatic moves have been taken by
the Algerian policymakers to contain and/or mitigate the effects of those
normalization deals?

To answer this question, this study starts from three main assumptions:
first, the more Arab-Israeli normalization is expanded and deepened, the more
the Palestinian cause is overlooked. Second, the more convergent Arab countries
become with Israel, the more divergent they become with one another. And
third, the stronger the Moroccan-Israeli defense and security ties get, the more
assertivethe Algerian foreign policy becomes.

Starting from these assumptions and relying on government briefings and
statements, interviews conducted with policymakers and distinguished pundits,
as well as on secondary sources, i.e. articles, analyses and reports, issued by
research centers and think tanks, this paper attempts to address the topicunder
scrutiny intwo main parts. The first part seeks to examine and analyze the Arab-
Israeli normalization process in recent years as well asinvestigate the main
drivers and factorsthat havebrought those normalization deals into existence. In
the second part Algeria’s stance towards normalizing diplomatic relations with
Israel, the diverse effects of the normalization process on Algeria’s security and
stability and on the intra-Arab relations, and finally, the Algerian diplomatic
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efforts to mitigate and/or contain these menacing effects are to be depicted and
elaborated.

The First Topic: Arab-Israeli Normalization Deals: Background and
Reality

At the conclusion of the Arab League Summit in Khartoum, Sudan, on
September 1, 1967, eight Arab states adopted a resolution, which became known
as the Khartoum Declaration that articulated a rejectionist framework on how to
deal with lIsrael. The third paragraph of the resolution identified the main
principles by which the Arab states abide in dealing with Israel, namely: “no
peace with Israel, no recognition of Israel, no negotiation with it.” This
paragraph also insisted on defending “the rights of the Palestinian people in
their own country.”(The Khartoum Resolutions , 2017)However, matters have
remarkably changed ever since. These three no’s have proven delicate, as
several Arab countries formally recognized the existence of Israel, negotiated
and made peace with Israel, normalized their relationships with Israel, and even
disregarded the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people as well.

The normalization trend has started with Egypt that signed a peace treaty
with Israel in March 1979 at Camp David, to bring their decades-long armed
hostilities to a halt and restore its sovereignty over the Sinai Peninsula that Israel
captured in 1967. Egypt was the first Arab country to recognize Israel officially.
This new diplomatic opening generated an uproar in the Arab world, it caused
Egypt to be expelled from the League of Arab Nations for more than a decade,
and it also led to the assassination of the then-Egyptian President Anouar el-
Sadat in October 1981. In 1994, Jordan followed suit and reached a peace
agreement with Israel in October 26 to end its conflict with it and to settle their
land and water disputes.

Israel also established limited diplomatic ties, whether formal or informal,
with other Arab countries, such as Morocco and Tunisia that allowed Israel to
open liaison offices in their countries in 1994 and 1996 respectively, yet these
ties were downgraded as a result of the outbreak of the Second Palestinian
Intifada in 2000. (Zanotti, 2021) The informal clandestine talks on common
security concerns continued sporadically, however.

The first requirement: The Nature of the Abraham Accords: What is New?

By the end of 2020, other four Arab states were added to the list of states
recognizing Israel officially, including the United Arab Emirates, Bahrain,
Sudan, and Morocco. These countries signed what became known as the
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Abraham Accords, which were brokered by the Trump’s administration that had
been working relentlessly to find, or in fact impose, an ultimate solution to the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. A solution that undoubtedly favors Israeli interests at
the expanse of the Palestinian legitimate rights. While these accords dubbed
historic by some pundits as they usher into a new era in the Middle Eastern
geopolitical and strategic landscape, others believe that these normalization
deals merely brought into public what had been kept hidden and clandestine for
decades between lIsrael and other Arab countries. The latter standpoint finds
evidence in what the Moroccan Foreign Minister, Nasser Bourita, told an Israeli
newspaper, “From our perspective, we aren’t talking about normalization
because relations were already normal. We're talking about [re-formalizing]
the relations between the countries to the relations we had, because there have
been relations the entire time. They never stopped.”(Morocco-Israel ties ‘already
normal' — Moroccan FM, 2020) Thus, these deals are the culmination of years of
informal discussions, covert security collaboration, and intelligence sharing
between Israeli officials and their Arab counterparts; yet the very existence of
these deals had been facilitated by the Trump’s administration through both
inducement and pressure.

What is certain and significant about these deals is the following: first,
they are not peace treaties because neither the UAE and Bahrain nor Morocco
and Sudan have been at war with Israel, unlike the 1979 Camp David accords or
the Wadi Araba agreement of 1994. (Zweiri, 2021) Instead, they are diplomatic
normalization deals that encompass various bilateral agreements on investment,
trade, tourism, finance, telecommunication, aviation, security, and others that
primarily aim to take their relationships to a higher level and entangle their
interests, believing that this is imperative to bring about peace, stability and
prosperity in the Middle East.

Second, these deals sidelined the Palestinian cause and disregarded the
Palestinians’ aspirations, although some have even attempted to portray these
deals as good for the Palestinian issue as well as a significant step towards the
two-state solution.” This is what the UAE’s ambassador to the U.S., Yousef al-
Otaiba, has tried to convey through his statements. For instance, he claimed that
the normalization deals occurred in September 2020 mainly to prevent an Israeli
annexation of the West Bank. He said, “For me as the guy who negotiated this
deal, this was really about stopping annexation and saving the two-state
solution. ”(Otaiba, Khoury, Fleur, & Makovsky, 2021) However, the Palestinian
officials rejected these claims and denounced these normalization deals,
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describing them as “a treacherous stab in their back,” “an abandonment of their
just cause, ” and even “an act of betrayal” given the previous consensus among
Arabs that normalization is contingent on a fair solution to the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict.

Third, this new normalization trend fundamentally serves lIsrael as it
makes it a legitimate, key player in the region without having to compromise on
the Palestinian issue or even making considerable concessions in return to the
normalizers. (Norlem & Sinai, 2020) Reportedly, Israel just agreed to suspend its
plan to annex parts of the West Bank and East Jerusalem until January 2024,
(Zanotti, 2021)a minor concession that is, ironically, about a delay and not even
an abandonment of an illegal plan that ignores the right of Palestinians in their
own land. Such agreements give Israel an access to the Arabian Peninsula
through entangled economic, security and diplomatic ties. They could also make
it like an intrinsic part of the region and not an intrusive entity, and for this
reason lIsrael is hopeful to broaden the Abraham accords to include other
countries, such as Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Oman, and Kuwait, among others.

These dynamics literally resemble what the then-Israeli foreign minister
Shimon Peres talked about in his book “The New Middle East” in the wake of
the Oslo Accords. The former U.S. Ambassador to Israel Martin Indyk
summarized Peres’ vision as follow, “The Israeli-Palestinian peace agreements
(the 1993 Oslo Accords) that had been signed should usher in a new era in this
troubled region in which comprehensive peace agreements could be negotiated
with all of Israel’s neighbors, the borders of hostility could be torn down, a new
age of comity between Israel and its Arab neighbors would prevail, and as a
consequence a new economically integrated Middle East could emerge.”(Indyk,
2006)

Furthermore, the Netanyahu’s doctrine of “peace for peace” strikingly
prevailed over the “land for peace” doctrine, also known as the Arab Peace
Initiative, which was adopted by the League of Arab Nations at the Beirut
Summit in 2002. This initiative constitutes a comprehensive peace plan that
conditioned peace and normal relationship with Israel upon a full lIsraeli
withdrawal from all territories it had seized since 1967, an acceptance of an
independent Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza, as well as an
agreement on a just solution to the refugee problem. This plan has been
continuously reaffirmed by Arab countries in all summits of the Arab League
pertaining the Palestinian issue. Nonetheless, these new normalizers declined
their commitment to this long-term consensus.
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Despite these official recognition of and normalization with Israel, there
has always been a popular rejection among Arab people of any kind of
relationship with this aggressive occupier unless the Palestinian cause is
addressed fairly and justly. This fact is evidenced by the frequent popular
protests against any move towards diplomatic normalization with Israel by Arab
states. In a public opinion poll conducted by the Arab Center between 2019 and
2020, 88 percent of the respondents rejected recognizing Israel and normalizing
diplomatic relationship with it, while 89 percent of the respondents believe that
Israel represents the greatest threat to the Arab region. (Harb, 2020) These
numbers best reflect the idea that normalization is only a ruling elites’ conduct
and not a popular demand. Indeed, they deem this trend a heinous stab in the
Palestinian cause and the last nail in the coffin of Arab unity and solidarity,
particularly amid the unabated Israeli violence against Gaza strip as well as the
expansion of its illegal settlements in the West Bank and East Jerusalem.

The second requirement:Drivers of the Abraham Accords:

The normalization deals with Israel have been portrayed to the Arab
audience as a noble move towards sustainable peace, coexistence and economic
development in the perennially troubled Middle East. Since Israel became a
reality, given the fact it is recognized by more than 160 countries around the
world, with several decades of boycott and multiple wars that could not weaken
Israel and derive substantial concessions from it, normalization of relationships
Is strategically important, economically alluring and politically inevitable.

Analysts have attempted to investigate the real motivations for
normalizing relationship with Israel, and they found that three main incentives
propelled the conclusion of the deals, including:

First section: The Security Incentive

Security concerns prompted this détente in relations, yet the core of these
concerns lies in the increasing influence of Iran in the Middle East, (Vonderhear,
2020)which both Israel and the Gulf states deem threatening, given its quest for
nuclear weapons, its modernizing ballistic missile programs, and its support to
numerous malign violent non-state actors in the region like Hezbollah and Shiite
militias in lrag, Yemen and Syria. These factors combined with its export of
revolution doctrine make limiting Iran’s growing role a top priority on the
security agendas of these states. Indeed, many Middle Eastern policies are
plausibly explained by this relentless pursuit to containing Iran. Thus, this
common enemy drove Israel and its neighbors closer and made such alignment
possible. By the same token, Many Moroccans tend to attribute their country’s
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normalization deal to the growing animosity between Algeria and Morocco
because closer overt ties with Israel could strengthen Morocco’s position
regarding Western Sahara as well as its influence in North Africa.

Other pundits point to the issue of arms sales, believing that friendly
relationships with the U.S.” special ally means, to Arab states, an access to
advanced weapon systems, including fighter jets like F-35, which the U.S.
congress banned their sale in order to maintain Israel’s military superiority in the
Middle East.(Kilani, 2020)

Second section:The Economic Incentive

Proponents of the new wave of normalization with Israel often point to the
economic benefits the normalizers could raise from closer relations with Israel,
including increasing trade and tourism, access to the lIsraeli technological
advance and expertise, particularly in the agricultural sector, as well as
investment. This is important regarding the Gulf countries’ yearning to diversify
their economies away from dependence on oil and gas.

Shimon Peres also believed in the economic benefits and integration that
could be drawn from normalization with Arab countries. Indyk summarized
Peres’ expectation as follow: “In Peres’ vision, roads would connect Egypt to
the Gulf Arab states across Israel and Jordan, a canal would bring water from
the Red Sea to rejuvenate the Dead Sea, launching economic projects along its
way, desalination plants would solve the water problems of the Middle East,
desertification projects would turn arid lands into forests, there would be
computers in every classroom, Gaza would become the Singapore of the Middle
East and, this was a particularly appreciated one in the Arab world, Israel
would become a member of the Arab League!”(Indyk, 2006)

Bilateral trade between the UAE and Israel reached a billion dollars in
2021, and it is expected to reach 6.5 billion dollars within a decade, (Egel,
Robinson, & Efron, 2021)especially with the free trade agreement that is being
negotiatedand is likely to crystalize within few months. (Field, 2022)And
investment, in turn, is also expected to reach 10 billion dollars within years,
particularly in gas fields, oil pipelines and digital banking.In addition, tourism
between the two countries has been thriving with more than 30.000 Israelis
visited the UAE since 2020. For these purposes, the UAE and Israel established
a business council (in June 2020), trade agreements between their chambers of
commerce (in February 2021) alongside the 3 billion dollars fund with the U.S.
to promote economic integration between these countries. (Zweiri, 2021) Bahrain,
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too, signed 12 economic agreements with Israel covering many sectors, such as
banking, aviation, technology, and agriculture.

The importance of these economic motives for the accords lies in the
widespread belief -at least among westerners- that economic integration will
inevitably lead to lasting peace just as it did in Europe in the aftermath of the
Second World War.

Thirdsection: Trade-offs

Some observers argue that the current trend of normalization should only
be understood by the trade-offs the U.S. made with these Arab countries. For
Sudan, recognition of Israel allows it to be removed from the list of state
sponsors of terrorism in return. (Harb, 2020) Since Sudan will be better off
without U.S. sanctions and isolation from western powers, the risk is
worthwhile, and normalization is pragmatic. In the case of Morocco,
normalizing relations with Israel in return for a U.S. recognition of its
sovereignty over the disputed Western Sahara is the essential underpinning of
the deal, because Western Sahara represents a top priority of the Moroccan
foreign policy. For the Gulf States, on the other hand, friendly relations with
Israel could guarantee them a continuous U.S. support and backing against
whatever challenges they face. A commitment that has always been contingent
on alignment with U.S. interests, preferences and policies in the Middle East and
beyond.

The Second Topic: Algeria and Normalization with Israel:

Since its hard-won independence from France in 1962, Algeria has not
recognized Israel. It took part of all initiatives led by the Arab League to boycott
this occupier diplomatically, politically and economically.  Algeria also
participated in the 1967 and 1973 Arab wars against Israel with force units.
Moreover, Algeria is well known for its strong support to the Palestinian cause
since its early days. This position emanated from its long bloody struggle
against atrocious colonization that had inflicted on Algerians all kinds of
adversity and misery. This experience became a source of sympathy and support
for other nations under oppression and tyranny around the world, whether from
the successive Algerian governments or the Algerian people, whose athletes
constantly refuse to compete against their Israeli counterparts in the Olympic
Games.

Accordingly, Algeria constantly rejects all forms of normalization with
Israel, and it has been committed to the Arab League’s Land for Peace Initiative
as a diplomatic reference to deal with Israel. In other words, no recognition of

836



The Algerian Diplomatic Efforts in Containing the Arab-Israeli
Normalization Deals

Israel, and no peace with Israel unless an Independent Palestinian state is
established on the 1967 borders with East Jerusalem as its eternal capital.
Notwithstanding, this initiative sounds no longer viable and new initiatives are
strikingly required as long as Israelis will not accept conceding lands to
Palestinians while looking forward to capturing more lands through settlement
projects.

In the aftermath of the Abraham accords, the Algerian president, Abd-el-
Majid Tebboun, expressed his denunciation for this new wave of normalization.
He stated, “There is a mad rush among some Arabs to normalize ties. We will
not participate in it. We will not accept it. We will not bless it. The Palestinian
cause is sacred, and we will not give it up.”(Cafiero, 2020) Tebboun’s vigorous
statement reaffirmed Algeria’s firm stance towards Israel and sent a clear
message to those who think that normalization between Algeria and Israel could
be possible.

The first requirement: The Challenges of the Abraham Accords for Algeria:

Algerian senior officials expressed their concern about these agreements
between some Arabs and Israel, believing they are not in the interest of the
regional peace and security given their suspicious goals that are primarily about
burying the Palestinian issue and targeting other countries hostile to Israel and
its expansionist agenda.

From a security standpoint, the Moroccan-Israeli rapprochement sparked
concerns among Algerian officials about its effects on Algeria’s national
security and stability. The former Algerian Prime Minister Abdelaziz Djerad
reacted to the Moroccan-Israeli deal by saying that “there are foreign
maneuvers which aim to destabilize Algeria (...) There is now a desire by the
Zionist entity to come closer to our borders.”(Foreign Maneuvers in Western
Sahara Destabilizing Algeria: PM, 2020) The more Morocco and Israel get closer,
the more Algeria feels threatened. The challenges this rapprochement entail
trigger these worries include the following:

a) The Israeli potential military support to Morocco, through for instance the
sales of advanced weapons like drones, (Cafiero, How the Abraham Accords
reignited Algeria and Morocco's cold war, 2021) along with intelligence
sharing would encourage Morocco’s recklessness regarding Western Sahara
and strengthen its illegitimate rule over the land, or even propel it to engage
in regional adventures. This genuine concern was exacerbated by two other
events. First, the signing of a defense pact between Israel and Morocco in
November 2021, after the visit of the Israeli defense minister to Rabat.
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Second, The Israeli Foreign Minister Yair Lapid accusations against Algeria
for allegedly getting closer to Iran and being part of a regional axis deemed,
implicitly, non-positive and non-pragmatic.

b) A potential Moroccan-Israeli intrusions into the Algerian internal affairs by
supporting the designed terrorist organizations, mainly the secessionist
movement of MAK and Rashad, in order to instigate instability and unrest
within the country-even though such instability would inevitably have
spillover effects on all states in the region. This is in fact one of the reasons
that led Algeria to severe its diplomatic relations with Morocco, given the
latter confirmed tacit ties with these two groups. This would be provocative
to further regional tensions that would end up in a regional war, similar to
that between Iraq and Iran in the 1980s.

c) Attempts of infiltration into the Algerian territory by Moroccan or Israeli-
backed agents increase due to the tough geographical characteristics of the
long border areas that make borders porous, easy-to-infiltrate, despite the
colossal efforts by the Algerian military to control borders and stymie
infiltration. Terrorist attacks within Algeria or illicit criminal activities, like
smuggling, drug trafficking and human trafficking, may also increase
accordingly.

d) Normalization deals with Israel undercut the remnants of Arab unity and
solidarity, especially in major regional issues. This reality triggers further
political divisions among Arab countries, prevents an economic and political
integration among them, deprives them of diplomatic leverage that could be
drawn from being one political bloc, and scatters their orientations away
from what unite them, which once was indisputably the Palestinian issue that
is increasingly being buried in the name of pragmatism.

The second requirement:Algeria’s Policy towards the Normalization

Process

Algerian officials constantly reaffirm that any threat to Algeria’s security
and stability by whatever side will be undoubtedly countered with a harsh
response that is intended to make rivals think twice before carrying out a malign
action against its interests. In its quest for this immunity, Algeria has been
relentlessly strengthening and expanding its deterrent military power as a way to
prevent any potential hostile or destabilizing act either from symmetrical
sources, namely Morocco or Israel, or asymmetrical sources backed by Algeria’s
rivals. The Algerian government has been trying to convey this message more
through the recurrent military exercises and manoeuvres it often conducts
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unilaterally or in collaboration with its foreign partners. The big military parade
Algeria organized on the 60™ anniversary of independence is a case in point.

Besides, since the ascension of the new president in the country, Algeria
Is officially committed to revitalizing its diplomacy by playing major roles in the
regional issues in order to position itself as a major player in its wide
geopolitical sphere that consists of the Mediterranean basin, Africa and the
Middle East. This proactive approach tends to influence the regional dynamics
in a way that serves Algeria’s positions and prevents the spillover effects of
regional developments on its status and stability rather than the reactive
approach that characterized the Algerian diplomacy for almost three decades. It
spoke out against Israel gaining observer status at the African Union, it has
diversified and deepened relations with its partners, including Russia, China,
Italy, Turkey, and Qatar, and it has taken a leading role in the Palestinian
reconciliation efforts as well. All of these cases, among others, reflects the
country’s yearning to restore its status and exert more influence regionally and
on the international scene. This approach will, if applied effectively, enable
Algeria to be diplomatically fortified in any possible escalation.

As long as the ultimate goal of the normalization process is to expunge the
Palestinian cause, Algeria devoted a great deal of its diplomatic efforts to boost
the legitimate Palestinian issue on the regional and international stage, as the
credible alternative to the normalization process, by:

First, shepherding reconciliation efforts between the different Palestinian
political factions, believing that the Palestinian national unity is a pre-requisite
to reinvigorate the cause globally and find viable initiatives and ways to end the
Israeli occupation and protect the Palestinian rights. On October 13, 2022, 14
Palestinian factions, including Hamas and Fatah, took a positive step towards
reconciliation by signing the Algiers Declaration that set a roadmap to end
divisions between the Palestinians. (Secretary-General Welcomes Signing of Algiers
Declaration by Palestinian Groups — Statement, 2022)The Algerian diplomacy had
played the principal role in easing tensions between the different factions and
convening a reconciliation conference in Algiers, Algeria. Though the many
roadblocks that face the process, it represents a step in the right direction.

Second, reaffirming the centrality of the Palestinian issue in the regional
politics of the Middle East.At the Arab League Summit which was held in
Algiers, Algeria, on November 1-2, 2022, the Arab leader renewed their support
to the Palestinians, pledging to work to hold Israel accountable for its crimes.
(Haroon & Hendawi, 2022)This move came amid many attempts, including the

839



Mohamed Amine Souyad

normalization process, to neutralize the focus on the Palestinian question as the
backbone of the regional politics in favour of other issues in the region.

Third, supporting the Palestinian quest for a full membership at the United
Nations.Algeria expressed its commitment to helping the Palestinians obtain
their full membership at the United Nations in collaboration with other UN
members, instead of the current non-member observer status, despite the
objection of the U.S. and other Israel’s allies to this aspiration. (Algeria calls for
granting Palestine full UN membership, 2022) The same commitment was included
in the last Arab league’s declaration in November 2022, through which Arab
leaders pledged to seek full UN membership for Palestine on the borders on
1967. Such move would boost the Palestinian issue globally and undermines all
efforts aim at eliminating the Palestinian identity.

Finally, it is noteworthy that while Algeria should refrain from working
with Iran or Hamas on the Palestinian issue, due to the inevitable political costs
of such collaboration that Algeria is not ready to endure at least currently, this
option should remain an on the table. The resort to this option depends on the
extent of the Israeli malign role in North Africa. In other words, the more Israel
works to undermine Algeria’s stability, the more Algeria should collaborate with
resistance movements to counter Israeli hostilities as well as engage in covert
operations to deter further actions. Otherwise, Israel would feel immune from
Algerian reprisal of any kind for its activities.

Conclusion:

The Abraham accords herald the beginning of a new era in the Middle
East, shaped by new geopolitical dynamics, new alignments and new rivalries.
However, it is noteworthy that the region in this era will not necessarily be
peaceful, more prosperous, or more economically integrated as long as the major
sources of divergence are not settled. Running to the future by burring the
Palestinian issue will only prompt Arab people to question the effectiveness of
diplomacy in settling disputes and preserving justice and rightful causes. Hence,
these agreements are more likely to provoke new resistance campaigns and
assertiveness in dealing with the occupation and oppression. This means more
troubles and strife are to be seen in the region in the foreseeable future. While
the normalizing countries’ image is at stake in the Arab world, Israel seems to
be winning because it is being embedded in the region as an intrinsic member by
growing its circle of friends as well as enhancing its economic connections with
its neighbors.

840



The Algerian Diplomatic Efforts in Containing the Arab-Israeli
Normalization Deals

Regarding Algeria, a key regional player, may face intense security
challenges emanating from these normalization deals, especially that with
Morocco, given the defense and security aspect of it that may imply policies
detrimental to Algeria’s stability and economic viability. Therefore, Algeria is
required to play a more active role in its foreign policy that should be based on
taking the initiative, rather than just reacting to others’ policies in order to
influence the regional dynamics up to the point of containing any potential effect
of these dynamics on its security and stability.

Footnotes:

i- | believe Israelis will not accept the two-state solution under any condition, and it has been
using it to gain time and get further concessions from their Palestinian and Arab counterparts.
And many public opinion polls have shown that the majority of Israelis favor further
expansion of settlement in the West Bank.
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