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DAMIEN MCELROY 

The Group of Seven summit 
starts next Saturday and is 
always a good barometer 

of the global balance of power.
One yardstick is the number 

following the “G”, which denotes 
the number of countries in the 
group. Membership has fluctuat-
ed over time in response to shift-
ing political considerations.

Another measure lies in the 
mix of leaders around the table. 
This year the telling difference is 
not the size but the sympathies of 
those who will gather in Biarritz 
on the French Atlantic seaboard.

A significant caucus in the 
room have risen to the top on 
the basis of nationalist political 
agendas.

At a time when world stock 
markets are wobbling like blanc-
mange, that is bound to detract 
from the effective partnership 
on managing the global economy 
that gives the summit its edge.

The G7 was the G6 when the 
first meeting took place in France 
in 1975. It was the apex of the 
western club of nations. The 
idea was that like-minded lead-
ers could use the opportunity of 
being at close quarters for a pro-
longed period of time to address 
pressing issues together.

The post-Cold War expansion 
to a G8 format was last seen at an 
Irish golf course resort and host-
ed by then British prime minister 
David Cameron in Enniskillen in 
2012. The group has since shrunk 
back again to mostly western lib-
eral democracies but new divi-

sions are likely to dominate next 
weekend.

Since the inaugural meeting, 
the three main topics have been 
about boosting inflation-free 
growth, stopping protectionism 
in global trade and tackling en-
ergy and climate issues.

While the body represents a 
narrow band at the top of the 
global order, the discussions have 
been strongly rooted in the idea 
of shared interdependence.

The outlook of the meetings 
has been that making interna-
tional rules stronger promotes a 
common good.

Within that framework, there 
have been many successes, in-
cluding the World Trade Organ-
isation and successive rounds of 
trade liberalisation. Effective ac-
tions such as addressing the Latin 
American debt crisis in the 1980s 
and co-ordinating the immediate 
response to the 2008 financial 

crisis have been the result of pre-
vious summits.

There been immense thematic 
changes as well. Development 
aid has expanded and moved to 
the heart of global relationships 
since 1975. And without the G7 or 
G8, it is unlikely we would have 
the global climate change agree-
ments that, whatever disputes 
still rage, provide some fight back 
against global warming.

It is unlikely that most, or any, 
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of world leaders gathering in 

Biarritz next weekend have 
risen to the top by promoting a 

nationalist agenda

BEN WHITE

When Israeli authorities 
last week approved 
plans for more than 

2,000 settlement housing units 
in the occupied West Bank, the 
European Union was quick to 
condemn the move.

“All settlement activity is illegal 
under international law and it 
erodes the viability of the two-
state solution and the prospects 
for a lasting peace,” read the state-
ment issued by the European Ex-
ternal Action Service, the EU’s 
diplomatic service.

It went on: “The EU expects the 
Israeli authorities to fully meet 
their obligations as an occupying 
power under international hu-
manitarian law and to cease the 
policy of settlement construction 
and expansion, of designating 
land for exclusive Israeli use, and 
of denying Palestinian develop-
ment.”

This might read as strong-
ly-worded criticism but in fact, it 
is similar to dozens of expressions 
of concern issued by the EU over 
the years in response to events 
like Israeli settlement expansion 
or the demolition of Palestinian 
homes.

These pro forma press releases 
are perhaps symbolic of the EU’s 
approach to Israel and the Pales-
tinians; while paying lip service to 
international law, Brussels’ policy 
is stuck in a rut – so much so that 
the EU has come to play a key 
role in maintaining the apartheid 
status quo.

In more recent times, the EU’s 
foreign policy in general – and 

its engagement with Israel and 
the Palestinians in particular – 
has been hobbled by significant 
internal developments, including 
Brexit, as well as growing divi-
sions among member states that 
Israel has been keen to cultivate.

As a report earlier this year in 
the Israeli newspaper Haaretz 
put it: “Prime Minister Benja-
min Netanyahu has been trying 
to exploit the growing ideologi-
cal divide within the European 
Union to dismantle the union’s 
consensus on the Israeli-Pales-
tinian conflict.”

In forging ties with central 
and eastern European countries, 
Mr Netanyahu has exacerbated 
a long-standing problem for EU 
foreign policy, namely the need to 
secure sign-on from all member 
states.

But the flaws in the EU’s ap-
proach to Israel and the Pales-
tinians predate these trajectories.

Brussels has invested deeply in 
the so-called Israeli-Palestinian 
peace process, whether in the 
form of diplomatic initiatives, 
donor support and training for 
the Palestinian Authority – and in 
particular its police force – as well 
as forging economic and research 
partnerships with Israel.

While on paper, all forms of 
engagement are intended to serve 
the goal of a two-state solution 
and respect for international law, 
in practice the EU has consist-
ently ruled out practical measures 
to hold Israel to account for its 
routine and grave human rights 
violations – even those policies 
designed to thwart the very two-
state framework the EU says it 

supports.
For a long time, even as Isra-

el concentrated on creating its 
“facts on the ground” in occu-
pied Palestinian territory, the EU 
insisted that its most valuable 
contribution was to help maintain 
“stability” and to “incentivise” 
the Israeli government and PA to 

pursue good faith negotiations.
As a senior EU official told me 

in 2016, the priority was to “re-es-
tablish some trust and confidence 
in the parties”, with the goal be-
ing “improving the situation on 
the ground, recreating a better 
environment for talks and then 
moving to meaningful talks on the 

final status issues”.
Three years on, nothing has 

changed. Last month, the EU reaf-
firmed to the UN Security Council 
the importance of direct negoti-
ations, adding that it was “ready 
to work with the United States” 
and other partners “in carrying 
out economic projects, which 
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Europe’s carrot-and-no-stick approach has only emboldened Israel 

Within Ireland, both north 
and south of the border, a 
new debate is kicking off 
on what unification of the 
island free of British rule 

would look like.
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There is a third world 
in each part of first 

world. There is a first 
world in each part of 
third world. There are 
first, second and third 
world in all continents-- 
Asia, Africa, Europe, 
America, Australia.

@taslimanasreen

The endlessly interest-
ing thing about living 

in the vicinity of people 
impelled by Narcissistic 
Personality Disorder is 
that years after you think 
you know every evil thing 
they’re capable of, you 
can still be surprised by 
some new evil thing

@davidfrum

Thank you Bhutan! It 
was a memorable vis-

it. The affection I have re-
ceived from the people of 
this wonderful nation can 
never be forgotten. There 
were many programmes 
which I had the honour 
of taking part in.  The 
outcomes of the visit will 
enhance bilateral ties.

@narendramodi

Addressed @BJP4Tel-
angana state office 

bearers and election 
clusters meeting at Hy-
derabad.Our cadre in 
Telangana is going to 
expose the failures and 
anti-people policies of 
the TRS government and 
popularise the good gov-
ernance of the Modi gov-
ernment.

@JPNadda

 Disclaimer: (Views expressed 
by columnists are personal and 
need not necessarily reflect our 

editorial stances)

of this will matter when US Pres-
ident Donald Trump touches 
down in Biarritz.

The legacy of the resort’s own 
belle epoque past is unlikely to 
have much impact either, which 
is a shame. In the 1880s there was 
nowhere more fashionable that 
Biarritz, which was a celebra-
tion of another era of prosperity. 
Crowned heads of Europe bathed 
in its spas and promenaded along 
the strands.

That “beautiful  era” was 
eclipsed by the rise of national-
ist and imperial antagonism from 
the next generation of that small 
group of leaders.

Mr Trump has from the out-
set of his presidency spurned 
the climate change consensus. 
A series of trade disputes and 
escalating tariff war with China 
has shredded progress towards 
liberalisation. The US president 
has said trade wars are easy for 
the US to win. He also holds the 
opinion that tariff revenues rep-
resent a fiscal bonanza for the US.

The G7 meetings represents 
a second phase for the Trump 
administration’s foreign policy. 
Reports suggest Mr Trump plans 
to meet Boris Johnson, the new 
British prime minister, before 
other Europeans.

That would be a pointed en-
dorsement of London’s push to 
leave the EU without an agreed 
exit plan – a disruptive breach 

that would set Britain firmly on 
a course away from Europe. Next 
to America First, a no-deal Brexit 
would be the greatest national-
ist assertion seen among the G7 
members in its history.

Meanwhile, also around the 
table will be Giuseppe Conte, the 
Italian prime minister, who could 
lose his job this week after the 
nationalist Lega party demanded 
a general election and pushed for 
a no-confidence vote.

The White House has a Brexit 
project. It is offering fast trade 
deals to offset the UK loss of 
access to European markets. It 
claims these can be piecemeal, 
something that is against WTO 
rules. At the very least, the G7 
pretence of acting as the guardian 
of global rules rings hollow.

At this level, every action has 
a reaction or a cascade of conse-
quences. Britain leaving the EU 
is igniting nationalist passions 
within its own borders. The case 
for a Scottish referendum on in-
dependence is growing.

Within Ireland, both north and 
south of the border, a new debate 
is kicking off on what unification 
of the island free of British rule 
would look like.

Meanwhile the markets place 
no store in a communique from 
Biarritz. Officials fear there will 
be no communique issued at all – 
another first. Nor has there been 
any serious momentum behind 
diplomatic peace-brokering initi-
atives proposed for this year’s G7.

Economic problems are hos-
tage to a rapidly entrenching new 
political landscape.

1981
Gulf of Sidra Incident: United States 
fighters intercept and shoot down 
two Libyan Sukhoi Su-22 fighter jets 
over the Gulf of Sidra.

1987
Hungerford massacre: In the United 
Kingdom, Michael Ryan kills sixteen 
people with a semi-automatic rifle 
and then commits suicide.

1989
Polish president Wojciech Jaruzelski 
nominates Solidarity activist Tadeusz 
Mazowiecki to be the first non-com-
munist prime minister in 42 years.

1989
Several hundred East Germans cross the fron-
tier between Hungary and Austria during the 
Pan-European Picnic, part of the events that 
began the process of the Fall of the Berlin Wall.
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Kingdom as a hub for 
Artificial Intelligence

Artificial intelligence (AI) is a transform-
ative technology that holds promise 
for tremendous societal and economic 

benefit. AI has the potential to revolutionise 
how we live, work, learn, discover, and com-
municate. AI research can further our national 
priorities, including increased economic pros-
perity, improved educational opportunities and 
quality of life, and enhanced national security.

The Kingdom of Bahrain graduates hundreds 
of technology and computer science students 
every year with much world class ‘Graduation 
projects’ which can be bases for mega projects 
in the region. These students are potential en-
trepreneurs and inventors of future Artificial 
Intelligence initiatives, not only for Bahrain 
but for the region. Therefore, it is imperative 
to establish Bahrain as a regional centre for 
Artificial Intelligence Research and Develop-
ment, and instead of multinational companies 
developing AI programs in South Asia, Latin 
America or Eastern Europe to export them to 
GCC, they would enhance such technologies 
in Bahrain with many benefits to GCC and the 
kingdom.   

The Innovation Centres for Artificial Intel-
ligence should be a national initiative focused 
on joint technology development between 
academia, industry and government in the 
area of artificial intelligence. Bahrain has the 
talent, the world-class research and the long-
standing tradition in AI education to be one of 
the world’s top ranked countries in terms of 

innovation power. AI 
R and D brings these 
positive forces togeth-
er in a unique national 
initiative.

AI R and D centre 
innovation strategy is 
organised around in-
dustry labs, these are 
multi-year strategic 
collaborations with a 
focus on technology 
and talent develop-
ment. AI R and D centre 
will create innovative 
AI-applications, dis-
tribute AI-knowledge 
for companies and or-
ganisations in the form 
of technology products 
and tools, train corpo-
rate employees through 
dedicated courses, and 
simultaneously main-

tain a connection with other world-level science 
centres. It will also facilitate commercialisation 
by enhancing start-up and spin-outs.

We can already see the potential for artificial 
intelligence (AI) in international development: 
the seemingly endless possibilities to enhance 
productivity and innovation across healthcare, 
agriculture, education, transportation, and gov-
ernance.

Given the opportunities and potential con-
sequences of new automation and mechanisa-
tion techniques and advanced analysis through 
machine learning and neural networks, many 
American and European innovations centres are 
investing in applied research across a number 
of domains to advance the public good with the 
use of artificial intelligence for development.  

These centres can also be found in Canada, 
Netherlands, India, Thailand plus a great poten-
tial for Bahrain in the Middle-East. 

Such a strategic initiative would complement 
great efforts by the Economic Development 
Board (EDB) and Bahrain Polytechnic in sup-
porting Artificial Intelligence initiatives and 
investments in the kingdom. 

(Jassim Haji is a technological expert and the President 
of Artificial Intelligence Society Bahrain.)

JASSIM HAJI

The Innovation 
Centres for 

Artificial 
Intelligence should 

be a national 
initiative focused 

on joint technology 
development 

between academia, 
industry and 
government. 

will contribute to the two-state 
solution”.

Yet while EU policy has stayed 
consistent, the diplomatic and 
political context has very much 
moved on. The US-managed 
peace talks between Israel and 
the PA have never recovered since 
the 2014 collapse of negotiations 

and arguably never will – at least 
not in the same format.

Meanwhile, the Trump ad-
ministration has been openly 
and unashamedly taking steps to 
help formalise the de facto single 
state that has long existed on 
the ground, in concert with an 
Israeli government which – re-
gardless of next month’s election 
results – opposes Palestinian 
statehood.

With the collapse of the peace 
process and two-state framework 
itself, EU policy looks ever more 
outdated, leaving Brussels com-
plicit in the colonial horror show 
taking place on a daily basis.

In recent times, the EU has been 
reduced to the role of mediator 
between Israeli and PA officials 
simply to “keep the PA from fi-
nancial collapse”. As experts have 
noted: “It appears that, for the 
White House, Europe’s only ac-
ceptable role in Israel-Palestine 
is that of a funder.”

Will this be a role that the EU 

meekly accepts? Even taking into 
account the union’s internal dy-
namics and member-states’ woes, 
Brussels has plenty of significant, 
timely options to make a differ-
ence. At a bare minimum, that 
must include a refusal to go along 
with the Trump administration’s 
plan, and ideally should involve 
open opposition.

Earlier this year, EU foreign 
policy chief Federica Mogherini 
was able to release a statement 
on behalf of all 28 union states 
in response to US recognition 
of Israel’s illegal annexation of 
the occupied Golan Heights. It 
is possible that were the US and 
Israel to act to advance annexa-
tion of West Bank territory, the 
EU would be galvanised into a 
similarly united stand.

But what is urgently needed, 
above all, is action not words – 
and the paramount question is 
whether policymakers and bu-
reaucrats will break the habit of 
years of what passes for engage-
ment and in particular, impose 
a price for Israel’s violations of 
international law.

Naivety, domestic political 
pressure and in some cases, an 
overtly anti-Palestinian agenda, 
have all shaped the EU’s carrot-
and-no-stick approach.

Israel – and many European 
governments and private actors 
– have greatly benefited from 
economic, academic and military 
co-operation agreements with 
the EU, while experiencing little 
to nothing in the way of concrete 
pressure in response to occupa-
tion. It can no longer be business 
as usual.

Europe’s carrot-and-no-stick approach has only emboldened Israel 
In forging ties with central 

and eastern European 
countries, Mr Netanyahu 

has exacerbated a 
long-standing problem for 

EU foreign policy.  


