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Dear Dr. Abu Hommos,  

The Center for Monitoring the Impact of Peace (CMIP) welcomes the MOE decision 

to provide official clarifications concerning the content of Palestinian curriculum 

and textbooks. Less than 18 months ago, following a meeting with officials of the 

MOE, CMIP was disappointed with the MOE's decision not to respond to CMIP's 

first report on Palestinian textbooks. The current initiative is welcome as it could 

form a basis for genuine and thorough examination of the criticism regarding the 

respective curricula and textbooks and hopefully lead to changes that will 
increase the chances of peace.  

1)  

The MOE states that the "Palestinian problem did not start with the Israeli 

occupation of the West Bank and Gaza in 1967", but with the 

"dispossession and eviction of the Palestinians from their homeland in 

historic Palestine and the establishment of the State of Israel in 1948." It 

concludes that the textbooks will "not be credible if they do not address 

this fact", stressing: "We will not brainwash our children and miseducate 

them about the past".  

The MOE's concern to provide credible textbooks should be applauded. But 

questions arise as to whether this concern is a genuine one, since it does 

not reconcile itself with the actual content of new Palestinian textbooks. 

For instance, Palestinian students are not told that part of the "Palestinian 

problem" stems from Arab and Palestinian rejection of the 1947 UN 
Palestine partition plan and their decision to resort to violence and war to  
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prevent its implementation. These Arab and Palestinian decisions have 

played their part in the creation of the refugee problem, though this is not 

acknowledged or even hinted at in the textbooks. Another example of the 

potential for brainwashing is the salient indoctrination to Jihad and 
martyrdom against Israel to which the Palestinian children are subject.  

2)  

The MOE states that their children "will have to come to terms with the 

fact that the Palestinians are making historic concessions in order to 

achieve a just and durable peace ...".  

This statement is indeed encouraging and all supporters of reconciliation 

and peace will, no doubt, approve and commend it. But again one must 

question whether it is genuine in light of the messages conveyed through 

the Palestinian textbooks. Palestinian children are not told about any 

historic concessions. The concept of a just and durable peace is not 

addressed at all. The Oslo Agreements are evoked only to stress "the 

entry into Palestine of Palestinian armed forces". Their content is not 

explained to the students, who don't know what the Agreements imply, 

namely mutual recognition between Palestinians and Israelis, the 
commitment to give up violence and to solve their conflict by negotiation.  

3)  

The MOE states that it "has avoided dealing with unresolved political 

issues in Palestinian textbooks. It has not mentioned Israel borders on 

maps. Israel itself has not defined its borders. The borders of the future 

independent Palestinian State are still not defined. These matters will be 

decided on by representatives of both countries and people through 

negotiations and agreements. Once these decisions are made, and are 

ratified by the international community through the UN, then they will be 
included in future Palestinian textbooks."  

This clarification sounds logical, wise and even promising for the future. 

But it is not correct and does not reflect reality. The reality is that Israel 

has well defined international borders with Egypt, Jordan and even 

Lebanon, which have been formally recognized by the United Nations. Why 

is this reality being concealed from Palestinian children? Do they not 

deserved to be taught about it, especially in view of its implications for the 
negotiation over the borders of the future Palestinian State?  

4)  

The MOE states that it has referred "to Israel in some of the Palestinian 

textbooks as the occupier. This is what Israel is in fact on our land. This is 

what the United Nations calls Israeli presence on our land in its 

resolutions. We hope that Israel will end its occupation of the West Bank 
and Gaza soon. Once it does, then we will stop using this name."  

The suggested distinction between 1967 and 1948 appears reasonable. 

But this is not what is explained to Palestinian children in their textbooks. 

Palestinian children are taught that Israel conquered their homeland in 
1948 and that Israel has been an occupier since its establishment in 1948.  
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5)  

The MOE states that "East Jerusalem was occupied in June 1967. The 

Palestinians have the full right to mention Jerusalem in their textbooks as 

an occupied city. …to consider Jerusalem as their future capital and to 

mention this position … in their textbooks. Doing so is not incitement 
against any body".  

Palestinian textbooks actually do not distinguish between East Jerusalem 

and the rest of Jerusalem. What is taught to Palestinian children is that 

both Palestine and Jerusalem, often denominated "the blessed soil", were 

stolen by the Jews and are occupied by Israel, without making any 

distinction between the period before 1967 and afterwards. Besides, 

Palestinian textbooks deny any religious, historical or political links, 

remnants or rights of the Jews with the Holy Land and with Jerusalem; 

even the connection to the Western Wall ("Wailing Wall") is denied them. 

One can consider that labeling the Jews as thieves, devoid of any right 

whatsoever to the Holy Land and Jerusalem, is indeed incitement against 

them.  

6)  

The MOE states that the "Palestinian textbooks produced do not include 

any racist remarks against any people. This is a big step forward in the 

direction of reconciliation and peace, bearing in mind the fact that Israel is 

still occupying our land and subjecting our people to various forms of 

repression … "In the textbooks we have produced so far, we have not 
dealt with any other people, religion or country outside of Palestine."  

The MOE claims that the PA textbooks "do not include any racist remarks 

against any people", and "do not deal with any other people, religion or 

country outside of Palestine". This is not correct. The new Palestinian 

textbooks refer explicitly to Jews and in very negative terms. This is done 

notably through a selection of quotes from the Koran. All these quotes are 

particularly negative and offensive. This has been done deliberately, since 

as is well known, the Koran also contains positive references to the Jews. 

This delegitimization is also effected through hints regarding the lack of 

honesty of Jews in keeping agreements and of their deceit. Finally, this is 

also done by recommending the pupils use a reference book "Our Country 

Palestine" by Mustapha Debaggh, which is virulently anti Jewish. For 

instance the book includes the following sentence: "Perhaps Allah brought 

the Jews to our land so that their demise would be here, as it was in their 

wars with Rome".(Introduction to Vol. II, 1965 version.)  

Other textbooks used in Palestinian schools contain even more blatant 

anti-Jewish stances. The argument advanced from time to time by PA 

officials that these textbooks are of Jordanian or Egyptian origin and that it 

is not in their power to strike out their anti-Jewish content is not 

convincing. In this respect, it is prudent to recall that since 1968 there has 

been an international mechanism monitoring manuals of Jordanian and 

Egyptian origin for use in the Palestinian schools operating in the 

territories occupied by Israel in 1967. This mechanism, employed each 

year by the Director General of UNESCO, was abrogated at the explicit 

request of the PA by the General Assembly of UNESCO in October 1995. 

The PA could very well have maintained this mechanism until such time as 

it began producing its own school books. No one would have been able to 
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accuse it of using anti-Jewish textbooks. It deliberately chose a different 

path. Moreover, on at least two occasions between December 1998 and 

March 1999, the American government, within the framework of the 

Tripartite Commission against Incitement, offered the PA funding for the 

reprint of its school textbooks after their editing by the PA of their 

offensive references. The PA simply refused to even consider this 

possibility.  

7)  

The MOE states that "Palestinians are Moslems and Christian so our 

Textbooks teach tolerance between them. This is part of civic education. 

Our textbooks focus on Palestinian society at this stage. … In the 

textbooks we have produced so far, we have not dealt with any other 

people, religion or country outside of Palestine. But, the intention of the 

Ministry is to avoid all forms of stereotyping on basis of race, gender, 

disability or religion. More, we expect it to encourage the development of 
positive images of people who are different from ourselves."  

Though this explanation may sound logical and promising, closer 

examination exposes it as an attempt to evade a loaded and embarrassing 
issue.  

Tolerance means accepting others as human beings, enjoying fundamental 

rights as human beings, whatever the differences between them and 

regardless of the resentment you may nurture against them. Therefore, it 

is not a matter reserved solely for citizens but also for foreigners who 
happen to live in a society or to visit it.  

But even from the restricted perspective raised by the MOE, its 

explanation is puzzling to say the least in view of the fact that not only 

some "Shomronites' are living in their midst but that in addition there is a 

formal representation for Jews in the PA institutions, namely a Minister for 
Jewish Affairs, in the form of a Naturei Karta representative.  

8)  

The MOE states that "The inclusion of pictures or drawings of the 

Palestinian flag is not an act of incitement. It is, also, not in contradiction 

to any agreements or accords signed with Israel, as some CMIP reports 
state."  

CMIP did not raise any argument regarding the Palestinian flag. It has only 

draw attention to the fact that on one drawing of the Palestinian flag, 

behind it, there is a map of Palestine incorporating all the territory of the 

State of Israel. This kind of teaching can indeed be viewed as incitement 

against an existing state recognized by the UN and with which the 
Palestinians concluded the Oslo accords.  

9)  

The MOE states that CMIP is "a right wing, anti-peace Israeli center".  

This statement is not correct. CMIP is an independent American, non-

partisan and non-ethnic NGO, which is not affiliated directly or indirectly to 
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any political party or faction. It carries out its activities from Israel, 

Switzerland and the United States. CMIP's sole concern is the 

establishment of a genuine and enduring peace between Israel and the 
Arabs, as well as the promotion of peace in other areas of conflict.  

It is CMIP's deep conviction that the images portrayed of the other side to 

a conflict, conveyed by curricula, textbooks and teachers' guides, do have 

a notable impact on the conflict. They are able either to inflame it for 

another generation or to contribute to its cooling down and its ultimate 
resolution by resorting to negotiation and other non violent means.  

10)  

The MOE states that it "has chosen a participatory approach in developing 

the Palestinian curriculum and in writing the textbooks. It has invited 

qualified academics and educators from universities, colleges and schools 

to participate in the writing of textbooks through public advertisements" 

and that the textbooks produced so far, "reflect the general mood of the 
Palestinian at this stage".  

This non-binding explanation cannot conceal the crucial fact that the initial 

status of the Palestinian Curriculum Development Center (PCDD)has been 

changed. From its inception, it enjoyed a relatively independent and 

exclusively professional status that was welcomed by the donors, which 

considered it as some guarantee for the fairness of its activity. Following 

the resignation of its first chairman, Dr. Ibrahim Abu-Lughod, in 1996, the 

PCDC was simply incorporated into the Ministry of Education. This 

development was perceived as worrisome by the donors. The concern of 

the donors was confirmed by the subsequent inability to ensure that the 

center would function in accordance with the aims, policies and activities 

of UNESCO, as explicitly formulated in the 1994 agreement between the 
PNA and UNESCO to establish such a center.  

11)  

The MOE states that "Like any other people on earth, we have the right to 
decide what our children study without pressure or coercion.".  

Like all other worthy principles, this one has limitations. Like any other 

people, the Palestinians have to abide by international charters and 

principles prohibiting incitement to hatred, violence and war, notably in 

education. Moreover, in this dawn of the 21st Century, must one continue 

to follow the false idea that national identity and patriotism can only be 

based upon hatred and rejection of another?  

 
Yours sincerely  

Center for Monitoring the Impact of Peace  

 


