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v QUARTET MEETING 

1. Quartet Envoys met on 12 March after Principals' consultations to follow up on next 
steps and prepare the meeting that the Principals agreed to hold in April in Washington D.C. 
The main points of their discussion are highlighted below. 

./ Next Principals meeting in April / 

2. Special Coordinator Serry explained that there were two options for the Secretary-
General: to attend in person the meeting in Washington D.C. if it was scheduled on 11 April no 
later than 3 pm, or to link up by video conference from Geneva on 12 April, after 1 0 pm 
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(Geneva time). US envoy David Hale had no information on the G8 schedule and said that he j 
I would check the possibilities and revert with a specific proposal. We have now been informed I 

that the meeting will take place on 11 April from 10 to 11 :30 AM at the US State Department. 1 
Final confirmation is expected soon. 

3. The envoys also discussed whether Jordanian Foreign Minister Judeh should be invited to 
the Principals meeting, and how best to meet the League of Arab States follow up committee 
as proposed by Russia. Regarding the Jordanian Foreign Minister, the Quartet would be eager 
to be briefed on his commendable efforts, but an invitation could unduly raise expectations if 
efforts to sustain a direct reengagement of the parties were not fruitful. The envoys agreed to 
assess the situation closer to the date. As for the proposal made by Foreign Minister Lavrov 
during the Principals meeting that Quartet principals meet the LAS follow up committee in 
Washington D.C., envoys agreed it would be difficult to invite them at the same time as Nasser 
Judeh. Alternatives could be explored, for instance sending the Envoys to meet the LAS in 
Cairo after the Principals meeting. The conclusion was to keep both proposals on the table, and 
decide after the AHLC meeting of 21 March how best to handle them. 

4. The envoys also agreed to hold two preparatory meetings before the Principals meeting in 
April: the first in Brussels immediately after the AHLC meeting on 21 March, and the second 
in Washington D.C. the day prior to the Principals meeting. 

Outlook for the political process in the months ahead and possible next steps 

5. Quartet envoys agreed that there was little chance for progress on the political track. 
They shared a positive assessment of Jordan's efforts, but agreed that the best course would be 
to let Nasser Judeh work behind the scenes. Too much open support could become 
counterproductive for his efforts. The Quartet should be careful not to appear as "whipping a 
dead horse". 

6. Envoys had converging information that the Palestinians would send a letter to Prime 
Minister Netanyahu, but with softened contents compared to initial drafts. The challenge will 
be to manage the Israeli reaction to the letter. The US envoy said that they would do their best 
to advise Israel not to overreact. The Russian envoy added that Quartet members should also 
watch their own reaction, which should be constructive. Everybody should keep in mind that 
the letter was mainly intended for the domestic Pales~i?ta~~u~te~fe: [l 1\1 [. ;. \""' 
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7. In the current constrained environment, Envoys agreed that the best course of action was 
to refocus on "revitalizing" the Palestinian Authority. The main idea was to implement 
paragraph 4 of the 23 September Quartet statement, and find ways to further empower the P A. 
The real challenge was to get sufficient steps from Israel to reach a threshold where 
Palestinians could decide not to pursue their UN bid. The difficulty was that in recent months 
Israeli gestures had been bundled into a "package" that needed now to be unpacked. 

8. The immediate "deliverables" were expected from the AHLC meeting of 21 March in 
Brussels, and include an agreement on the revenue clearance mechanism (a technical matter 
which could enhance the P A's fiscal revenues), on which discussions were ongoing with Israel, 
5,000 additional work permits for Palestinians and the approval of United Nations projects. 

9. The problem was to find creative ideas to navigate the period after the AHLC and 
Principals meeting of 11 or 12 April until the last two months of the year. Redesignating Area 
C into Area A would be a major improvement, but this seemed out of reach outside a context 
of resuming negotiations. Less ambitious goals would be allowing more projects in Area C as 
well as urban expansion from Area A into Area C. It would be worth for Quartet members to 
be pro-active on Area C. 

10. Envoys agreed that it would be useful that Special Coordinator Serry, when he will next 
meet President Abbas, explore with him what would be needed for him not to choose a course 
of action detrimental to Palestinian interests and those of UN agencies. Beyond the afore
mentioned steps aimed at bolstering the P A, the issue of settlements needed to be tackled. The 
EU envoy stressed that clear messages should be addressed to Israel to emphasize that the 
legalization of outposts was unacceptable. In addition, some diplomatic steps could be useful, 
for instance visits to the oPt and Israel, as well as bilateral recognition of the State of Palestine 
by a few European member states. 

11. Envoys agreed to develop a scenario with options for the six months between the 
Principals meeting in Washington D.C. and the General Debate in September in New York. 

2 


