Thesis Summary 

     The Thesis attempts to explore the underlying motives of the Israeli decision in 1993 to negotiate with the PLO and hence to sign the Declaration of Principles (DOP). As such, the Thesis has two main assumptions; the first proposes that the Government of Israel concluded Oslo agreement with the (PLO) at that time precisely, as a result of the shift in the balance of power globally and regionally. 

     The second proposes that the main goals of the Government of Israel from Oslo were to enhance its national security, by putting an end to the state of hostility that exists between Israel and the Palestinians on one hand, and between Israel the Arab countries on the other, as she (Israel) assumed that by concluding peace agreements will serve this purpose. As such, Israel will reach the Middle East Market, without giving up its control over the occupied territories. 

     In terms of the theoretical background, the Neorealism and the bargaining theories were used to identify and analyze, the impact of the shift in the balance of power globally and regionally on the Israeli decision to negotiate and conclude the (DOP) with the (PLO), and in coming to a more comprehensible understanding of the Israeli negotiating strategy, by counting on its deviation or attachment to the Optimal Bargaining Strategy.

     Accordingly, the following conclusions were reached:

1- The Palestinian Intifada/1987, in addition to the shift in the balance of power regionally and globally, had important and significant roles in motivating Israel towards negotiating with the (PLO) in 1993. However, the Intifada had a lesser impact. 

2- The Global and the regional events in the late 80th and beginning of the 90th had impacts on the PLO maneuvering tactics. As such, Oslo talks and Accord represented a typical backward step where the PLO had given up in a way or another some of its political commitments which were adopted in the previous sessions for the PNC.   

3- The PLO had managed to represent itself to the Israeli side and to the US as the most pragmatic party in the Palestinian side, if compared to the Palestinian delegation in Washington and to Hamas party inside the territories. 
4- As a result for the ill- proportion in the balance of power between the PLO and Israel, and the role of Rabin and Peres in the political process, in addition to the negotiating prudence of the Israeli delegation, Israel managed to enlarge the plenum of its gains. 

5- Israel managed to achieve its goals with a very reasonable extent. 
