
DAVIS 333.1095694 
ASM Pamphlet

FOUZI EL-ASMAR *

ISRAELI LAND AND SETTLEMENT POLICIES

TRANSLATED FROM HEBREW BY URI DAVIS
WITH A FOREWORD BY RABBI ELMER BERGER

30p

REPRINTED BY THE MIDDLE EAST RESEARCH
AND ACTION GROUP (MERAG)
5 CALEDONIAN ROAD,LONDON N I,BRITAIN

NOVEMBER 1974

DPlVKS 
3 3 3 
i o w < ^ 
ASn>
P A m P H u rr



THE MIDDLE EAST RESEARCH AND ACTION GROUP (MERAG) 
IS  A LIBERTARIAN ORGANIZATION OPPOSED TO JEWISH NATIONAL COLONIALISM (Z IO N ISM ) AND ARAB NATIONALISM,

ACTIONS INCLUDE AN ONGOING CAMPAIGN AGAINST THE 
ISRAELI LAW OP RETURN AND CAMPAIGNS ON BEHALF OF POLITICAL PRISONERS & FOR HUMAN AND C IV IL  RIGHTS 
IN  PALESTINE/ISRAEL.

EDUCATIONAL A C T IV IT IE S  INCLUDE THE BUILDING UP OF 
A COLLECTION OF RELEVANT PERIODICALS OTHERWISE UN
AVAILABLE AND SHOWING OF THE FILM : TO LIVE IN 
FREEDOM -^ IS R A E LIS  AND PALESTINIANS IN ISRAEL/ 
PALESTINE .

ADDRESS:
THE MIDDLE EAST RESEARCH AND ACTION GROUP (MERAG)
5 CALEDONIAN ROAD.LONDON N I,B R IT A IN .
TELEPHONE: (0 1 )  2 7 8 -9 3 0 8

OFFICE HOURS:
MONDAYS
WEDNESDAYS. . . .
FRIDAYS . . . . . .

J I  AM -  19.0 '1  PM
■.30 AM -  6 .0 0  PM ,  ,
1.50 AM -  1 .0 0  PM (OR A .00 PM -  •

6 ,3 0  PM)

ORIGINALLY PUBLISHED AS I WILL REMEMBER THE LAND 
BY THE AMERICAN JEWISH ALTERNATIVES TO ZIONISM (AJAT) IN C ..S U IT  4 0 4 .1 5 5  E-73RD STREET.NY.NY.1 0 0 2 1 .USA.197 3 . 
REPRINTED BY PERMISSION OF FOUZI EL-ASMAR AND AJAZ.



I.
On Being "Reasonable”

In his classic book, "On Aggression”, Konrad Lorenz makes a dis
tinction between "flight distance” and "critical distance” in trying to 
explain at which point a man, or a group of men (or animals) will 
stand and fight against predators. Within the boundaries of the 
"critical distance", he says, (The danger is too near; so the animal, 
not daring to turn its back on it, fights with the proverbial courage 
of desparation”. Lorenz borrows the following analogy from another 
author: "Lion tamers maneuver their great beasts of prey into positions 
in the arena by playing a dangerous game with the margin between 
flight distance (an opportunity to run and escape) and critical distance 
(within which the animal may strike back).”

I was reminded of this passage from the Lorenz book when I read 
Fouzi el-Asmar’s paper and was asked to write this Foreward.

Novitiates in the Palestine problem may not see the relationship. 
Generally speaking the Palestine problem has attracted fairly wide
spread attention only since the third Arab/Israel war of June, 1967; 
and it is only now—in the context of the energy problem—enlisting 
wider and deeper concern in most parts of the non-Middle Eastern 
world. Against this background of foreshortened time, not much of 
the world realizes even now that the aggression of Zionism against the 
indigenous population of Palestinians goes back more than half a 
century in time. Without the historic perspective, much of the world 
is either angered at the desparation of "the Arabs”, or bewildered by 
it. Many who are uninformed cannot—or will not—understand why 
"the Arabs”, in a world totally consumed with trouble, do not wait a 
little longer for someone, or some power, or some combination of 
powers to come up with the blue-print of a "reasonable”, compromise 
settlement. To put it another way, not much of the world comprehends 
why "the Arabs” (more particularly the Palestinians) should be fight
ing now as if they were in that "critical distance” where desperate 
measures seem to them to be their only resort; or why "the Arabs” 
cannot be reasonable and concede a few more miles of territory and 
some political—and even some human—rights in order to conform 
to the "new order” of "consultation instead of confrontation” and 
detente instead of conflict.

One explanation for this general irritation with "the Arabs” is that 
for the fifty years of Zionist/Palestinian conflict very little has been 
heard from authentic Palestinian Arabs. The reasons for this informa
tion gap are many—and often complex. In all fairness it must be said 
that, in part, the failure must be assigned to "the Arabs” themselves. 
Part of a cultural gap dividing the people of the Middle East from the 
west is the almost total lack of comprehension by "the Arabs” of the 
techniques, the complexities and the cost of what we westerners rather



cynically call "public relations." But the inadequacy with which the 
Palestinians have communicated with the west does not alter—and 
should not be confused with—the basic facts which needed commun
ication.

Now, in the intensification of the conflict—and of interest in it 
since 1967, the world is beginning to hear some of the dissident voices 
from among the diversity of people governed by the Zionist bureau
cracy which runs Israel and the occupied territories.

Fouzi-el-Asmar is one of these and—since most of the dissidents 
who have been heard outside of Israel are Israeli Jews—it should be 
emphasized that he is an Israeli, Christian, Arab. He is also a poet and 
a journalist. And, not the least, he is among the growing number of 
Israeli Jews and Arabs in pr sent day Israel who have felt the "bene
fits” of occupation which the red-carpet touristers never see. El-Asmar 
was a political prisoner, incarcerated under the lawless "Emergency 
Legislation” and its diabolical provisions for "administrative deten
tions” which permit imprisonment without any semblance of due pro
cess. Despite this, Professor Allan Dershowitz of Harvard—a lawyer 
aud a leading Zionist apologist—who visited el-Asmar in prison, 
admitted Fouzi was a threat to the general serenity of Israeli occu
pation because be is "a leader of men”.

II.



IV.
"For Jews Only!”

Fouzi el-Asmar’s paper specifies some of the "hows” with which 
these land purchases were made. This is not the place to enter the semantical dispute over whether this was a form of "colonialism”, al* 
though it should be observed that in an era when "land reform” and "land distribution”—rooting the individual to his own land—was 
regarded as a fundamental step in the direction of liberalizing former, feudalistic societies, Zionism began operating in Palestine on a dia* 
metrically opposite course. But giving Zionism the full benefit of the doubts, the land purchase policy could have been implemented in a 
benevolent and liberalizing pattern. It could have led, eventually, to 
a democratic state in Palestine in which, (as they falsely claim it did) 
Zionism had purchased, in legitimate and honorable ways, its base upon the land.

But there was another, basic restriction written into the leases which the JNF contracted with the Zionist settlers who were chosen for immigration and put upon JNF lands to cultivate them. Article 23 of the standard, JNF lease-form stipulated, inter alia:
The lessee undertakes to execute all works connected 
with the cultivation of the holding only w ith Jewish 
labour. (Emphasis supplied)

The double form of discrimination—restricting both ownership 
and employment to Jews—resulted in what, in 1930, the so-called 
Simpson Report called the "extraterritoriaiization” of the land. (His Majesty’s Stationery Office, London, Cmd. 3686, 1930, pp. 5 2-56).



Theodor Herzl in August 1897, was acutely conscious of the problem 
of the Palestinians. It is explicated in the 1917 Balfour Declaration. 
It was a fundamental consideration in context of the 1967 war and it 
holds a primary role in the present political context of the Middle 
East. The Zionist movement made no serious attempts to create a 
basis for common interests with the native people of the country. 
Rather, it usually solicited the support of outside forces to assist it in 
its endeavour: the Turkish Sultan, the German Kaiser, the British 
government, the United States, precisely because the logic of Zionism 
must involve dispossession, fighting and war. No basis of common 
interests with the native population was possible on Zionist terms. The 
organized Zionist movement fought most people who advocated peace
ful co-existence and dialogue with the Arab population. Despite the 
position of the organized Zionist movement, some more forward
looking Zionists, such as Ai ad Ha'am, Martin Buber, Judah Magnes, 
and Chaim Weizman, did advocate at times peaceful co-existence and 
dialogue with the Arabs. These few progressive Zionists, however, 
were generally naive in that they usually did not propose realistic and 
practical tactical ideas and the main body of the Zionist movement, 
moreover, rejected their ideas. The following excerpt from Aaron 
Cohen's book, Israel and the Arab World (1) is here illustrative:

The 17th Zionist Congress forced Dr. Weizman to resign 
from the presidency of the Zionist Federation after expres
sing in his opening speech before the congress readiness 
'to welcome agreement between the two racially related 



tenants, and serfs. Under the very heavy yoke of economic oppression 
and exploitation they were forced to sell the land to the large absentee 
effendi landlords and were chained by an elaborate system of exhorb
itant taxation and mortgages. Profits were funneled into the coffers of 
the landowners most of whom resided either outside of Palestine or in 
Palestine’s metropolitan cities. They were approached by agents and 
middlemen of the Zionist movement and offered very large sums of 
cash for their lands.

They could hardly but welcome the offer. They could not have cared 
less for the future of their tenants, who had lived on these lands for 
many generations.

For example*, the Jezreel Valley was the first large scale Zionist 
purchase of lands. It was bought in 1925 from the Sursuk family. It 
is an area of approximately 400,000 dunam (6) of which 372,000 were 
fertile and arable. One of the most fertile areas in Palestine, it con
stituted an important wheat granary of the country. The Sursuk family 
received 726,000 Palestinian Pounds (approximately 2 million Amer
ican dollars) for the land. Sursuk himself had bought the land from 
the Turkish government for 18,000 Palestinian Pounds (something 



areas of large Jewish population. Arab carts carrying eggs were overturned and kerosine was poured over agricultural produce of Arab 
peasants who came to sell their produce in Jewish settlements and cities.

The Zionist leader Menahem Ussishkin, in his secret testimony be
fore the Jewish Agency committee on Jewish-Arab relations in March 
1940 stated:

I favor 100% Hebrew labor and Hebrew products; 1 favor 
this, because I oppose the strengthening of the Arabs; I am 
against enabling them to establish roots in the country. (8)

III.
( ounter-Attack

The Arab peasants, understandably, struck back against their dis
possession. They staged a counter attack, with all available means: 
sabotage, armed attacks on the settlements of the people who dis
possessed them as well as on those Arab and Jews who manipulated, 
speculated and profiteered their Lands. The Arab peasants regarded the 
totality of Zionist "labour” and "land” policies to be an outright cheat; 
Musa Goldenberg, member of the Hasbomer Hatzair (9) Kibbutz 
Beit Alpha and a veteran functionary of the Jewish National Fund 
confirms this in his account of the purchase of the Sahnah lands from 
one of the Arab effendi landlords: (10)



everything it could to stifle precisely such development. In March 1940. 
Yitzhak Ben Zui (15) made the following observation before the same 
Jewish Agency secret commission on Jewish-Arab relations:

We should not consider the theory concerned with the 
question of Arab development. I am not interested to develop 
the Arabs . . .

The reason is not hard to find. As a matter of fact it has been 
often stated in public, and in the most deliberate and authoritative 
terms. Dr. Arthur Rupin, the Jewish Agency expert on agriculture 
and settlement, puts it candidly: (16)

For the time being we are irrigating our plots and leave 
Arab plots out of cor iideration. But there are for instance 
some areas in Beit shears, where we can establish joint 
projects. Ido not want to hide from you the danger involved 
in the matter; so long as the land is not irrigated, we have 
the possibility of purchasing it. After irrigation is introduced 
this will be much more difficult, (emphasis added)

This, of course, puts in clear context the Zionist claim that one 
of its aims was the developing of the land. It did, indeed, invest 
major efforts in developing the land—but exclusively for Jews. The 
serfs and tenants responded in bloody clashes. Musa Goldenberg notes 
that: (17)



to their home village to establish their right of possession 
over their lands and houses—their lot was no better. Militap' 
Government registered all those present on the clerk of the 
day of census, and those received temporary certificates for 
Israeli citizenship. The rest who appeared and vehemently 
claimed that they were absent no longer than a day or two 
from the village, returned empty handed. So a great camp 
of Arabs was created, who were registered in the Military 
Government books as absentees and their property was con
fiscated. After some time they were indeed registered as 
Israeli residents, but their property wa$ not returned to them 
and the strange application of "present absentees” was at
tached to them. This was also the status of Beit Shean 
inhabitants who left tin city "temporarily” by the demand 
of the army: this is the situation in some villages and towns, 
which are now stripped of everything, cannot sell their 
property and almost perish from hunger.

Such is first hand testimony of a faithful Zionist who specialized 
in land dealings.

The expulsion from the land of Arab inhabitants did not end with 
the 1948 war period. It continued well into the 1950’s and many of 
the Arab inhabitants became refugees within the boundaries of the 
State of Israel. As an editor of Hadha al-Alam (* ) ,  I went with a 
woman friend and another journalist of the paper to visit the refugees 
of the Arab village of Ayn Hawd (now Ein Hod). We found them 
living in wooden huts and block houses just a mile away from their 
village. The village itself, situated on top of a beautiful hill over
looking the Mediterranian, had been turned into an artist village and 
its lands were being cultivated by a neighboring kibbutz. The Sheikh 
of the village, an old man, told us with great agitation how the Jewish 
intelligensia had turned the village mosque into a night club: "Not 
only did they expel us from our village, but the Mosque was turned 
into a night club as well . . . ” This was particularly shocking, because 
the village was now inhabited by people who definitely belonged to 
the Israeli intelligensia and some among them were known for the 
"struggle” against violation of Arab rights. I published the story in 
an article in Hadha al-Alam (20) under the title "Brandy in the 
Mosque”.

There are at least 21 similar cases (Haaretz, August 28, 1972), 
among them, Ikrit, Birim, Ghabasiyya. The lands of these villages 
were manded over to Jewish kibbutzim, wry often to Hasbomer Ha- 
Tzair (Mapam) kibbutzim, (e.g., Kibbutz Baram, established on the 
lands of the Arab village of Birim). The case of the village of Ikrit 
is particularly interesting because its inhabitants were removed by 
sheer cheating. In 1972 a campaign was initiated in Israel demanding 
the right of the villagers to return to their homes. The perseverance 
of these people aad their relentless efforts to regain their rights 
systematically violated and denied for 25 long years are one of the 
(20 ) The Arabic edition of H a lla m  Ha-Zeh.
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genuine demonstrations of ccirage and fortitude in Israel. Zvi Tai (21) 
published the history of Ikrit and Birim in Yediot Aharonot, June 30, 
1972 in some detail:

On one of the days of December 1948 a young officer of 
the Israeli army appeared in the house of the Mukhtar (22) 
of the Christian village of Ikrit on the Lebanese border. The 
mukhtar, Mabda Daud, rose to receive the officer according 
to the best Arab tradition. Yet, quite soon it became clear 
that the young officer did not come in order to drink coffee 
in his company. In an authoritative voice the officer explained 
that the inhabitants of the village (700 people) must evacuate 
the place. The mukbtar was dumbfounded, yet the officer 
calmed down his alarm saying: "Just for two weeks; the area 
is strewn with mines and real danger is awaiting you”.

This was a month after the liberation of the Galilee; a month 
after Ikrit raised a white flag without a single shot being 
fired.

Men, women and children banded their meagre bundles to
gether and the convoy of the displaced people moved towards 
the village of Rama next to the Acre-Sagad road. A new 
refugee camp (maaberab) came into being in the newly 
established state of Israel—"The Rama Refugee Camp” 
(Maabarah Rama) (23)

"Just for two weeks”—and 24 years have passed since. The 
houses of the village, the mud and stone houses, were razed. 
Only the church remained, erect, overlooking from the top 
of the mountain towards the breathtaking view of the Galilee 
mountains and next to it the silent graveyard. 20,000 dunam 
of land were transferred over the years to the control of 
Israel Land Authority and leased to Jewish settlements estab
lished in the framework of the plans for the Judaization of 
the Galilee.

Yet the sons of Ikrit refused to surrender the village, and when 
the sound of the cannons subsided, they began their struggle for the 
return of their property. They recruited to their support the whole 
hierarchy of the Christian church: bishops, arch-bishops, the leaders 
of the Greek Catholic Church and up to the Pope himself.

(2 1 ) Zvi Tai is a reporter for Y ediot Aharonot, one of the three largest 
circulation daily Hebrew newspapers in Israel.

(22 ) Mukhtar, the head or official representative of an Arab village.

(23 ) Maabarah is a term usually reserved for a Jewish new immigrant 
refugee camp. Its use in this context is ironical. Rama refers to 
the place of the Maabarah.
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T h e  I k r i t  v i l l a g e r s ,  s e e i n g  n o  s a l v a t i o n  b y  w a y  o f  l o b b y i n g ,  d e c i d e d 
t o  a t t e m p t  t o  a d d r e s s  t h e  I s r a e l i  c o u r t s  f o r  j u s t i c e .  I n  1 9 5 2  t h e y  f i l e d 
a  s u i t  a t  t h e  I s r a e l i  S u p r e m e  C o u r t  o f  J u s t i c e  i n  J e r u s a l e m .  '  W e  a r e 
n o t  a b s e n t e e s ” — t h e y  c l a i m e d — " W e  l e f t  o u r  v i l l a g e  f o r  a  l i m i t e d  p e r i o d 
o f  t i m e  o n  o r d e r  o f  t h e  I s r a e l i  a r m y .  O u r  p r o p e r t y  i s  t h e r e f o r e  o u t * 
s i d e  t h e  c a t e g o r y  o f  a b s e n t e e  p r o p e r t y ” .

T h e  j u d g e s  a c c e p t e d  t h i s  p o s i t i o n  a n d  r u l e d  t h a t  i t  i s  t h e  r i g h t  o f 
t h e  p l a i n t i f s  t o  r e t u r n  t o  t h e i r  l a n d s .  Y e t ,  t h e r e  w a s  a  c a t c h  i n  t h e 
r u l i n g .  T h e  j u d g e s  a d d e d  t o  t h e i r  r u l i n g  t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n  t h a t  t h e i r 
r e t u r n  i s  p r e d i c a t e d  u p o n  a  p e r m i t  b y  t h e  m i l i t a r y  g o v e r n o r .  N e e d l e s s 
t o  s a y  t h a t  s u c h  a  p e r m i t  w a s  n o t  i s s u e d ,  ( e m p h a s i s  b y  Z v i  T a i )

Y e a r s  l a p s e d .  T h e  ( J e w i s h )  r e f u g e e  c a m p s  i n  I s r a e l  w e r e  l i q u i d a t e d 
o n e  b y  o n e .  T h e  " R a m a  r  f u g e e  c a m p ”  w a s  n o t  l i q u i d a t e d .  I t s  i n h a b 
i t a n t s ,  t h e  p e o p l e  o f  I k r i t ,  w h o  w e r e  f o r m e r l y  i n d e p e n d e n t  p e a s a n t s 
c u l t i v a t i n g  t h e i r  p l o t s  h a v e  t u r n e d  i n t o  h i r e d  l a b o u r e r s  i n  a g r i c u l t u r e , 
b u i l d i n g  c o n s t r u c t i o n  a n d  i n d u s t r y .  O n l y  a  m e a g r e  f e w  ( a p p r o x i m a t e 
l y  1 0 % )  h a v e  c o n s e n t e d  t o  a c c e p t  c o m p e n s a t i o n  f o r  t h e i r  l a n d s .  T h e s e 
r e c e i v e d  e i t h e r  c a s h  o r  l a n d  i n  o t h e r  l o c a t i o n s .

T h e  I s r a e l i  g o v e r n m e n t  f e a r s  t h a t  i f  i t  a l l o w s  t h e  d i s p l a c e d  p e r s o n s 
o f  I k r i t  a n d  B i r i m ,  w h o  h a v e  b e e n  r e f u g e e s  w i t h i n  I s r a e l  f o r  t h e  p a s t 
2 5  y e a r s ,  t o  r e t u r n  t o  t h e i r  v i l l a g e s ,  a  p r e c e d e n t  w i l l  b e  e s t a b l i s h e d .

T h i s  i s  o n e  o f  m a n y  s i m i l a r  s t o r i e s .  I n h a b i t a n t s  w e r e  e x p e l l e d 
f r o m  m a n y  v i l l a g e s  a n d  t h e  s l o g a n  o f  t h e  m i l i t a r y  g o v e r n o r  w a s 
i n v a r i a b l y ,  " s e c u r i t y ” .  A l t h o u g h  t h e  m e a n i n g  o f  t h i s  t e r m  i s  n e v e r 
p r e c i s e l y  d e f i n e d  b y  t h e  o f f i c i a l s ,  a  j o u r n a l i s t ,  Y e s h a y a h u  B e n  P o r a t 
h a d  t h e  c o u r a g e  t o  i l l u m i n a t e  i t s  m e a n i n g  i n  a n  a r t i c l e  i n  Y e d i o t 
A b a r o n o t ,  J u l y  1 4 ,  1 9 7 2 .

S e c u r i t y ,  a s  u n d e r s t o o d  b y  t h e  I s r a e l i  e s t a b l i s h m e n t ,  a n d  t h e 
E r e t z - I s r a e l i  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  e v e r  s i n c e  i t s  c o m i n g  i n t o  b e i n g , 
w a s  a n d  h a s  r e m a i n e d  t o  m e a n  n o t  o n l y  t h e  p o s i t i o n i n g  o f 
g u n s  a n d  a t  a  c e r t a i n  p o i n t  i n  o r d e r  t o  d e f e n d  i t ,  b u t  r a t h e r — 
a n d  d u r i n g  c e r t a i n  p e r i o d s  p r i m a r i l y — t h e  c r e a t i o n  o f  J e w i s h 
t e r r i t o r i a l  c o n t i n u i t y  ( e m p h a s i s  b y  Y . P . )  p a r  e x c e l l e n c e .  I n 
o t h e r  w o r d s ,  t h e  s a l v a t i o n  o f  t h e  c o u n t r y  b y  w a y  o f  o b t a i n i n g 
l a n d  i n  d i f f e r e n t  w a y s  a n d  J e w i s h  s e t t l e m e n t  o n  t h i s  l a n d .

V .

I n t e r n a l  " R e f u g e e s ”
T h e  A r a b  l a n d s ,  w h o s e  o w n e r s  h a v e  b e e n  e x p e l l e d  o r  w h o  f l e d  f r o m 

P a l e s t i n e  o u t  o f  f e a r  o f  t h e  w a r ,  h a v e  b e e n  a u t o m a t i c a l l y  a p p r o p r i a t e d 
b y  t h e  I s r a e l i  g o v e r n m e n t .  A r a b s  w h o  r e m a i n e d  i n  t h e  c o u n t r y  m u s t 
p r e s e n t  d o c u m e n t s  t o  p r o v e  t h e i r  o w n e r s h i p  o f  t h e  p r o p e r t y .  M a n y 
l o s t  t h e s e  d o c u m e n t s  d u r i n g  t h e  w a r ,  a n d  t h u s  r e m a i n e d  p r o p e r t y l e s s . 
W h e n  a  p e r s o n  a s k e d  t h e  l a n d  r e g i s t r y  ( T a b u )  t o  s e e  t h e  r e g i s t e r e d 
l i s t  o f  l a n d o w n e r s  s o  a s  t o  p r o v e  h i s  r i g h t  o f  o w n e r s h i p  o f  t h e  p r o p e r t y
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The Arab village of Umm Al-Fahm provides an example. In 1948 
it had a population of 7000 and an area of 140,000 dunam. In 19 5 9 
its population was 11,000 and the village owned 1500 dunam. The 
Arab village of Tayyiba, in 1948, had a population of 3500 cultivating 
45,000 dunam. In 1959 a population of 7000 was reduced to cultivat
ing only 13,000 dunam. Similarly, the Arab village of Tira, in 1948, 
had 3100 people owning and cultivating 28,000 dunam; in 1959 its 
population of 5100 owned only 7,500 dunam. (25)

In the early 1960’s the lands of the three villages of Deir al-Asad, 
Biaana and Nabf were expropriated from Arabs for the purpose of 
building the Jewish city of Karmiel. After the expropriation the 
Israeli Land Authority advertised plots for sale in Karmiel—but not to 
Arabs. Recently the name Larmiel made headlines, when one of the 
Arab capitalists in the area proposed that the City Council invest 2 
million Israeli Pounds in the city’s industrial park. The motivation 
for the idea was the generous exemptions made available by the gov
ernment to investors in development areas. Though the Mayor and 
some of the City Council members supported the proposal, theirs 
proved to be a minority position and the proposal was rejected. The 
explanation was a typical Zionist argument, explicity articulated by 
one of the City Council members, and quoted in Maariv January 
30, 1972:

Of course we object to materializing these plans, since 
Karmiel has been primarily established for the purpose of 
Judaizing the Galilee, and not for the purpose of providing 
a convenient meadow for investments by Arab inhabitants of 



VI.
Part of the Record — In Specifics

On July 28, 1972, Haaretz enumerated the 21 villages:
"The village of Birwa, at the foot of the Western Galilee 
mountains which was conquered in the "Dekel” operation (28) 
which had been staged to attack and beat the Qawuqji (29) 
forces at their bases. About 1000 displaced persons have 
survived, and they live at present in the villages of Judayda, 
Deir al-Asal, Kabul, Kufr, Yasif, Majdal Kurum and 
Shara’amr. On the lands of this village the moshav (30) of 
Ahihud has been established and plots of land were given to 
the moshav as well as tc the kibbutzim of Ein Peretz, Yas’ur 
and Farod (approximat ly 1000 dunam). This village was 
never considered close to the border and was never defined 
as a "security area”. In the western Galilee the village of 
Betzet is another example. Moshav Betzet has been established 
on its lands. 2500 dunam were given to the people of the 
moshav for cultivation. The 100 displaced persons of the 
village are now living in the villages of Abu Sinan, Kufr 
Yasif and Masra’a. (Note that under this item two villages 
are mentioned; this confirms my judgment that probably more 
than just 21 villages are involved—F.A.)



#  In the neighbourhood of the village of Miare in the west
ern Galilee the mosbav of Segev was established. The dis
placed people of the village, approximately 600, live today 
in Araba, Sakhnin and Tamra. The cultivatable areas, 
approximately 10,000 dunam, were given to existing Jewish 
settlements in the neighbourhood. Recently the inhabitants 
of Miare petitioned the Prime Minister for permission to 
return to their village and resettle.

#  Woods that are used by the Jewish National Fund for 
various purposes, as well as by Youth Movements for summer 
camps, were planted on the lands of the deserted village of 
Ma’allul (opposite Mishmar Ha-Emek). All that remains of 
the village is one single house and the trough used for water
ing the Bedouin herds ii the area. The displaced persons of 
Ma’allul, approximately 800, live in a special section of 
Nazareth called the quarter of Ma’allul. Some families moved 
to the village of Rina next to Nazareth. The 4500 dunam 
of the village lands suitable for cultivation were divided 
among the kibbutzim of Kefar Ha-Horesh and Ramat Chen.

#  In the same neighbourhood stood the village of Ruways, 
and next to it the town of Migday Ha-Emek was established. 
A forest was planted on village lands. The inhabitants of 
the village had approximately 1100 dunam. Of these lands 



moved to the city of Lydda. The inhabitants of the village of Zarnuga 
experienced a similar fate. It can therefore be assumed that a number 
of places were not inventoried by the Haaretz article. But what has 
been mentioned sufficiently demonstrates the colonialist character of 
the Zionist development. All of these people have lived in the State 
of Israel for the past 25 years as refugees. The Haaretz account does 
not include the lands expropriated from Arab villages whose inhabit
ants remained in their villages during the 1948 war. Givqp a birthrate 
of 4.5% in the Arab community in Israel, the numbers of displaced 
persons in the State of Israel must have doubled in this quarter of a 
century.

The Zionist policy of deliberate land dispossession and displace
ment of people has determined the situation in the territories occupied 
by Israel since 1967. Three villages in the vicinity of Latrun—Beit 
Nuba, Amwas and Yaul—were razed to the ground shortly after the 
termination of the actual fighting in this front in June 1967. Their 
inhabitants were expelled and even the stones were removed from the 
area. Amos Kenan, Israeli journalist, who participated in the con
quering of these villages wrote the following report:

The unit commander told us that it had been decided to blow up 
three villages in our sector; they were Beit-Nuba, Amwas, and Yalu. 



was w illing to carry on such duties. In  the morning we were moved 
from the area. None of us understood how Jews could behave like 
this. Even those who justified the action said that at least it should have 
been possible to keep the Arabs in some camp until a final decision 
concerning their fate was taken, and they could be transported, with 
their belongings, somewhere else. N o one understood why shouldn't 
these felaheens be allowed to take their stove, blankets and some food.

The chickens and doves were buried in the rubble. The fields 
were turned into waste land in front of our eyes. The children who 
went crying on the road w ill be fedayeen in 19 years, in the next round.

Thus we have lost the victory."

VIII.
Jerusalem and Gaza

Considerable acreage has been expropriated in occupied East 
Jerusalem for building development-housing for Jewish settlement. 
The army forced Arab inhabitants residing in the Jewish quarter of 
occupied Jerusalem to evacuate the quarter "in order to bring back its 
former residents . . .” Most inhabitants of the Jewish quarter were 
Palestinian refugees of the 1948 war. Many of them have- houses and 



The Zionist leaders fully appreciated the significance of the tie 
between man and land. They realized that to displace people from 
their country, it was necessary to sever these ties with the land-. If 
necessary, they were to be displaced by force. The claim that the 
Zionist settlers in Palestine helped the Arab peasant is not supported 
by the facts. As a working policy, Zionism refused to participate with 
the Arabs in joint labour unions. Zionist policy seriously obstructed 
Arab products intended for sale in the Jewish community arid effective
ly prevented the employment of Arab workers by Jewish employers.

Zionist propaganda throughout the world has portrayed the Arabs 
as engaging in murder, theft and terrorism as ends in themselves. In 
Israeli Hebrew children stories, Arabs are characterized as dirty, mur
derous, despicable and tre? .herous. These images are projected to 
conceal the fact that the Ara $ fought the new settlers because Zionism 
threatened to steal their bread and dispossess them of their land. As 
Goldenberg notes, (op. cit. p. 124) the Arab peasant was indifferent 
to who formally owned the land and ripped off the profits as long as 
the Arab peasant was not barred from the land. But expulsion from 
the land was precisely the Zionist objective. The Zionist movement 
was—and is—predicated upon colonization. No form of co-existence 
with that movement is possible. As an Arab living in Israel for the 
past 25 years I submit the reality of my country puts the lie to Zionist 
claims of genuine concern for that justice which is indispensable to 
any enduring peace. He was right who said: "Show me your deeds and 
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