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ABSTRACT

The Case of Uneven Development in Palestine:
An Investigation of Scalar Fix as an Act of Dispogssion

Sandra Lange

Israel's assault on Gaza in December 2008 brougatad the world’s most long-standing and
hotly debated issues to the fore: the conflict leetuwvisrael and Palestine. Despite numerous
diplomatic efforts to negotiate peace, the hossgibetween the two parties continue. One of the
fundamental obstacles to peace has been the higidyen development between Israel and
Palestine, caused primarily by Israel’'s continudispossession of Palestinian rights to land,
water and sovereignty. In order to further our ustdding of this phenomenon, this thesis sets
out to examine processes of dispossession areedantit. The study therefore draws on the
geographical concept of scalar fix and investigdtesy scalar fix consolidates power and
functions as an act of dispossession of the Paiastipeople. The analysis is based on a
conceptual framework which utilizes Harvey's fowykconditionalities of uneven geographical
development as well as his matrix of multiple sgadanking the concept of scalar fix to the
notion of dispossession, four types of scalar fie @entified and applied to the situation of
Palestine. Dialectics is used as a methodology) twotlevelop the conceptual framework and to
examine the case of dispossession in Palestinestligly finds that not only the formation of
laws and treaties, but also the efforts of varinasvorks, along with the control of knowledge
and identity formation, constitute scalar fixes @¥hfacilitate Israel’s consolidation of power and
the act of dispossessing the people of Palestine.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

“Israel distinguished the war against terror... agairHamas...and in doing so,

we keep the situation in Gaza strip completelyt abauld be."Tzipi Livni

The events of the recent months have, once againgbt one of the world’s most long-
standing and hotly debated conflicts to the fohee tonflict between Israel and Palestine.
Throughout the 22 days of Israel’s assault on Gabae,above statement by then Israeli foreign
minister Tzipi Livni was repeated again and agam Al Jazeera’s English news channel,
becoming ingrained into the viewer's mind. As tigufes of Palestinian casualties rose into the
thousands, one could not help but wonder about@ning of Livni’'s announcement. Did she
refer to the familiar ‘purity of arms’ doctrine, ptying that civilians were not affected (unless
they had the nerve to accommodate ‘terrorists’ agrtbrir families)? Or did she indeed suggest
that the situation of utter chaos and destructiobbing the Palestinians in Gaza of whatever
little means they had left to sustain their liveltd after 18 months of economic blockade, is
how life for the Palestinians “should be”?

Either way, the statement reflects very well thesipon of both the Israelis and the
Palestinians, which seems to have changed littieesithe beginning of this longstanding
conflict. Public opinion of the two parties appetysemain as it was: Israel, in it's everlasting
search for ‘peace’ and ‘security’ makes use ofright to defend its population against the
‘terrorists’ who threaten the existence of the Zsbistate - by throwing stones and firing home-
made rockets.

Based on this commonly accepted imagery, the wsatdn their hands watching Israel’s

bombardment of Gaza’'s population, which had bedfersng from an 18-months economic

! The war lasted from 27 December 2008 till 18 Jan@a09.
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blockade, without any serious attempts of intengentWhile emergency meetings and summits
were called to negotiate an end to the war, albdiatic efforts remained without success. Even
a UN Security Council resolution - proudly presentster tedious negotiation processes -
calling on both parties to cease fire immediategntwnheeded. Furthermore, despite the verbal
denunciation of Israel's relentless attacks on mgess civilians by US and European leaders,
the deliberate bombardment of humanitarian sheleganized by UNRWA (United Nations
Relief and Works Agency for Palestine RefugeeshienNlear East), as well as other war crimes
involving the usage of illegal materials such asteviphosphorus, went largely unpunished.
Instead, the blame was laid on the Gazans thenssdbresupporting Hamas, a resistance
movement considered a terrorist organization.

This most recent assault on the Palestinian pasplet a one-time occurrence, but rather
a continuation of a long-standing conflict with aod in sight. After a century of hostility and
violence between the two people concerned, aftesiderable amounts of scholarship and
writing aimed to bring understanding to the issaed, most notably, after tireless efforts of
conflict resolution and peace negotiations, theasibn in the land of Palestine seems to
increasingly worsen rather than showing any impmoset. Whereas Israel developed over the
centuries into one of the world's most developatkest the living conditions of the Palestinians
have been, and remain, rather appalling. Moreowvkilge Israelis live within the internationally
recognized borders of a sovereign state, the pewofplealestine are spread over a range of
countries. Figure 1 shows the distribution of Padéens worldwide, highlighting that almost
half the total population lives outside their hoarel of Palestine. The majority of those in exile,

some 4.6 million live in the 58 refugee camps ofeerény UNRWA in the Middle East.

2 This is the official figure of the refugees registd with UNRWA. It should be noted that the actuahber is
likely to be even higher, as many refugees areffiaially registered.
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Inside Outside 1? I’ fniy
Jordan 2,835,639 2,472,501 2,626,000
Lebanon 421,292 456,824 463,000
West Bank & 4,016,416 Syria 425.595 494.5_::1 411,000
Gaza Ship!® Egypt 62,846 51,805 48,000
Saudi Arabia 314,226 291,778 299,000
Kunwait & other Gulf 166,086 143,785 135,000
Areas Libya and Irag 117,276 78,854 75,000
Occupied in Other Arab countries 6621 c.aa7 -
1345k 1,416,300 | The Americas (Us#:) 238,721 216,195 -
Other Countries 303,367 275,303 606,000
Total Inside 5,432,716 Total Dutside 4,913,393 4,493,465 4,667,000

“DCES, Demographic Statistics, figures for 2007
Abstract no. 5, 2005,

* Salman Abu Sitta. Salestine 1949 - Commemoration af A-Magha. London: Palestinian Return Center, May 2000.
* Justin McCarthy, "Population”, entry in Encpolopedia of the Palestinians, ed. by Philip Mattar, New York, 2000,

Figure 1: Distribution of the Palestinian People ¥dwide. (Source: PASSIA)

* Joraeli CBS, figures for 2006,  * PCBS, Mid-year 2004 estimates, Statistical

This thesis aims to examine one of the key compisneh the overall conflict - the
perpetual, all encompassing dispossession of tihestifaan people and the resultant uneven
development between the two people who seek toléam to the land of Palestine. While much
has been written on specific spatio-temporal aspeicthis seemingly unsolvable issue, | hope to
analyze some of the underlying processes, therethdring our understanding of the overall
conflict. | will do this by viewing the conflict &m a geopolitical angle, utilizing a dialectical
approach to knowledge and applying a theoretieahéwork that incorporates the geographical
concept of scalar fix into the theory of unevenalepment as defined by Harv@y.

The two specific objectives of the thesis are tfugeedefined as follows:

i. To develop a conceptual framework that links scdiarto Harvey's four key
conditionalities of uneven development, in par@icithe process of accumulation by
dispossession.

ii. To investigate the use of scalar fix as a delilgefahction of the socio-economic

dispossession of the Palestinian people.

% Harvey, D. (2006)Spaces of Global Capitalism: Towards a Theory oéwm Geographical DevelopmeXterso:
New York.
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In the academic field of geography, the conceoaide reflects, generally speaking, the
geographical structure of social interaction incgpavhereby space is not merely understood as
physical and absolute but moreover incorporateatioglal and social spatialitiésSmith
describes the production and consolidation of se#ihe scalar fix - as a way of geographically
organizing and expressing collective social actidn.other words, scalar fix is by no means
accidental, but describes the premeditated setifngoundaries which provide the territorial
framework for political, economic and cultural pesses within a society. It thus becomes a
powerful tool for dominant powers to steer thesecpsses according to their own interests, and
to accumulate and consolidate financial and milifgswer at the expense of weaker elements of
society. In that sense, the thesis argues thatdheept of scalar fix is closely related to uneven
geographical development and what Harvey refess twapitalist imperialism®.

The thesis is divided into 8 chapters. Chapter @resbes the study’s methodology -
dialectics - which is applied both to the theomdtitamework and the following analysis of the
case of dispossessing the Palestinian people. @hergl overview of dialectics provided in the
second chapter is based on Ollman’s analysis ofwdne the dialectical method was used by
Marx to study capitalism as the dominant mode ofipction and social system. As the subject
of this study is in many ways a product of capstalmperialist aspirations, the use of the
dialectical approach is imperative, for accordingilman, dialectics is “the only sensible way

to study a world composed of mutually dependentgsses in constant evolutioh.”

4 .

Ibid.
° Smith, N. (1995). Remaking Scale: Competition andizration in Pre-national and Post-national Eurbpe
Heikki, Eskelinew, Folke and Snickars (EdSgmpetitive European Peripherigpp. 59-74). New York: Springer,
p.61.
® Harvey, D. (2003)The New ImperialisomOxford: Oxford University Press, p. 26
" Ollman, B. (2003)Dance of the Dialectic: Steps in Marx’s Meth&ttbana/Chicago: University of lllinois Press,
p. 158.
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Chapter 3 lays out the theory which provides theceptual framework for an analysis of
the uneven geographical development that definegtiestine-Israeli conflict. The theoretical
approach draws on David Harvey's thesis that uneyeographical development is primarily
achieved through the accumulation of capital bypalsession. It further utilizes the
geographical concepts of spatial and scalar fixh lmd which are not applied only to absolute
space but are associated with the multiple sptg¢isldefined by Harvey and Lefebvre. Finally, |
attempt to link these two components by arguing $kbalar fix is used as an act of dispossession
leading to further uneven development.

Chapters 4 to 7 constitute the analysis part af tiinesis, i.e. an examination of the usage
of various types of scalar fix as acts of disposisgsthe Palestinian people of their political and
civil rights, livelihood, and identity. The theme$ each chapter range from rather concrete
issues of policy making to more abstract ideologiésidentity and difference. Chapter 4
examines the scalar fix of legislation and treatidsch, in their function of consolidating the
power of Zionist rule in Palestine, have largelyedmined the course of events. In that sense,
chapter 4 provides a rough timeline of the Paleslksnaeli conflict. This is followed, in chapter
5, by an analysis of the effect of networking, whis closely interrelated with the adoption of
laws and treaties, for the networking relationshgye oftentimes key in the formation of
legislation.

Chapter 6 investigates the use of scalar fix tdrobknowledge, which is understood as
an essential tool to organize and manipulate tla¢iadpepresentation of the Palestinian people
and the Palestine-Israeli conflict overall. Takingo consideration the multiple channels
available for the production and dissemination mbwledge, this chapter includes the fields of

education, media, and public discourse and shows Hwey are utilized to dispossess
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Palestinians not only of their physical means wtlihood, but also of the basic rights to define
themselves as Palestinian people. On a yet higlvet bf abstraction, chapter 7 examines the
scalar fix of identity and how the notion of diféet identities - constructed primarily through the
scalar fixdescribed in chapter 6 - is utilized to claim sugréy of one social structure over the
other, thus providing a legitimization for the disgession of the Palestinians on the most

fundamental level.

CHAPTER 2: DIALECTICS AS METHODOLOGY

The application of dialectics as methodology irsttiiesis is grounded in the work by
Bertell Ollman,Dance of the DialecticDialectics, as laid out by Ollman, is the Manastthod
used to study ongoing processes which cause chavtes a social structure, by starting from
the system as a whole and breaking it down intaviddal components, or social factors.
Contrary to common methodology in social sciendedectical examination of these factors sets
out from a relational perspective. Thus, the mairppse of isolating a social factor is to draw
conclusions in relation to the entire system. meotwords, social factors or units of a society are
not treated as independent or at best externdéyek but are understood as internally related, in
a sense that the relation itself is seen as afisigni part of each unit. These Relatibase
defined by the processes and flows associatedtigtin. Recognizing this interdependence of all
the parts making up the structure as a whole, ctiaketakes “account of the changes and open-
endedness that constitute so large a part of skifeid”® Every factor is also internally related to
its past and future, as well as to past and futarms of other social relations. A book, for

instance, is contained in the pages that were tasbuhd it, as well as in the wood that was cut in

8 Ollman capitalized the word in order to distingufsom “relation” in the sense of “connection”.
° Ollman,op. cit, p. 26.
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order to produce the paper in the first place. tBatbook is also all the thoughts, knowledge and
experiences that went into its writing, as weltlas struggles with the publisher who insisted on
censoring critical parts of the story.

Rather than looking at concrete matter and thereakeelations of things, it is the flow
of internal processes of a given structure whichledtics seeks to examine in order to
understand how and why structural change occutsirwé system. Focus is thus placed on the
historical transformation of the internal relatiafssocial structures. This view also goes beyond
defining a commonly known causal relationship whare factor may be identified as cause and
others as conditions. Rather, “cause” and “conditiare internally related parts of each other.
Changes occur not simply because one factor chabhgesather it is the relation that changes,
thus - through its internal connectedness withygherg else - directly or indirectly changing the
whole.

Marx identified four types of Relations: identitiffdrence, interpenetration of opposites,
qguantity/quality, and contradiction. When conceptirag things as Relations, a specific
phenomenon may appear identical in one sense,dnvey a difference if studied at a more
detailed level. Although the Palestinian Arabs dieahare an identity as a nation, there are
different loyalties according to religion, classh®longing to a city or region. At larger scale,
there is an Arab identity spread through out thggore of South-West Asia, yet differences are
evident between Egyptian and Syrian Arabs.

The interpenetration of opposites is based on $kamaption that surrounding conditions
treated as internal relations determine the appearand function of objects and the people who
perceive them® Ollman emphasizes the ‘perspectival element’ inedi While the separation

wall along the West Bank is considered by the Isg@vernment as a necessity to maintain

9 1bid., p. 16.
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security, the barrier constitutes an essentialathte the livelihood of the Palestinian Arabs
whose farm land is confiscated and rendered uselgsgo the construction project. Although
these different perspectives do not imply equahsuahey help us gain understanding in that they
present oppositional perspectives revealing theadhpf a given situation.

The quantity/quality relation helps us understaog lthange occurs in looking at the
‘before and after’ aspects of the development sitw@ation. A distinction between quantity and
quality shows that change may become apparent aftdy taking a qualitative form, yet one
must be aware that - quantitatively - this changey mome about at a much earlier stage.
Therefore, the underlying processes must be lofikeid both qualitative manifestation, but also
the preceding mechanisms as causal factors fogehdine build-up of Jewish settlements starts
out as a quantitative change with few housing @earents scattered seemingly arbitrarily
throughout the country. It is the increasing numbiesettiements over time which eventually
leads to the qualitative creation of ‘facts on ¢ineund’ designed to legitimize the Jewish state of
Israel.

The most significant relation identified by Marxdentradiction, which Ollman defined
as the “incompatible development of different elateewithin the same relation [...] between
elements that are also dependent on one anothiee."differences between these elements are
based on certain conditions which are constantjnghng, thus generating a transformation in
the differential elements themselves. To the extkat each element is part of a whole, one
change in a condition will affect the entire sturet It is hence the focus on the contradictions
within a Relation that allows us to recognize hdvarge is produced and how it might affect

development in the future. There is a great coittiat, for example, between Israel’s official
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guest for ‘peace and security’ with its Arab neigiband its simultaneous expansion of Jewish
settlements in the West Bank, Gaza and the Golaghkse

In his dialectical approach of breaking up the vehioto interrelated parts, Marx utilized
three levels of abstraction: extension, level aiegality and vantage point. Operating in these
different modes provides three different kinds ofus on the important aspects of a certain
phenomenon we wish to studfyExtension refers to the spatial and temporal baried set for
the structure which is to be abstracted. This aldine analysis of a specific problem to be
carried out not only within a certain historicang frame but also a defined spatial territory.
Thus, in order to study the Israel/Palestine confbur temporal extension reaches back to the
creation of the Zionist movement in the 1880s, wlitihe main spatial focus is set on the
contested land of Palestine. These boundaries, feware not fixed but rather dialectically
manipulated, in order to identify the true exteha oelation. In the case of Palestine this reguire
a spatial extension to include the neighboring Astdtes as well as the British and US powers
and investigate their role in shaping Palestinjzarcs.

The abstraction of extension is related to the s@aoode of abstraction, the level of
generality. This involves the move of viewing aat&n in its narrower, concrete sense toward a
more general, more abstract understanding: froniniffigidual level to that of human society as
a whole. The closer one stays to the concrete wthtl lower the level of abstraction. When
abstracting the economic situation of Palestinianb8, we find at a lower level the concrete
situation of the individual Palestinian who is fedcto work for Israeli construction companies,
building Jewish settlements in place of where hin chouse was torn down after Israeli
legislation having rendered it illegal. At a higHevel we may look at the Arab labor force in

general, which is exploited by Israeli capitalisBllman points out that, in order to study a

" Ibid., p. 175.
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particular Relation, it is essential to choose tleatel of generality which highlights the

characteristics responsible for shaping a probfethwe want to explain foreign support for the
Zionist movement, it is necessary to focus on aenwoancrete level of the individual to analyze
and evaluate the role of personalities such as [Rwthschild. At the same time, we must
consider Zionism as a whole on a more general leverder to understand the entirety of its
impact on Palestinian space.

The third mode of abstraction is the vantage powmhich is established in
correspondence to the abstraction of extensionlews of generality at which a given problem
is studied. As researchers face the risk to studlygesmmomenon under the influence of their own
perspective (or that handed down by their own cejtuthe focus on a specific level of
generality, at a given spatio-temporal extensidowa identifying the precise angle from which
the problem should be investigated.

Using the dialectical method of abstracting a gisgnation from the concrete allows us
to study phenomena as complex as the Palestingilsanflict. As all objects and events are
treated as internally related, dialectics will hedpntify the contradictions and tensions which
cause social contest and thus bring about chartgethiree modes of abstraction further aid in
setting the correct focus on the causal relatiam$ thus lead us to an understanding of the
outcomes of social struggle.

Through its method of abstracting those patternas gifven system most associated with
interaction and change, dialectics has the potettidraw conclusions necessary to recognize
the bigger picture which is often lost in analysfsa social problem studied in isolation. As

Ollman pointed out, dialectics attempts to studyo%e who steal the commons from under the

2 |bid., p. 90.
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goose” rather than focusing on “the people whol stegoose from off the common$>"While
this approach is essential to any study of capttainperial forces and uneven development, it is
particularly suited for an analysis of the Palestisraeli conflict.

Previous works in geography show that dialectiasotsonly used conceptually, but can
also be applied to a concrete situation. Usingediads, Merrifield’s ‘reconciliation’ of
Lefebvre’s “Place and Space” offers a conceptutdina of the capitalist space-place
relationship. Merrifield then applies his inter@ton of the politics of space to the case of
“Redeveloping American Can in Southeast Baltimo&ifnilarly, 1 will use dialectics to pursue
my two specific objectives: to further develop tmncept of scalar fix and to gain understanding
of the development of Palestine as a case in therete world. While data for the dialectical
method may be obtained from both primary and seagngources, my research will focus on
secondary sources including written material arsg¢taiech done by others, statistical and census

data.

13 Ibid., p. 155.
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CHAPTER 3: CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

Introduction

For a fruitful analysis of the function of accuntida processes as a key ingredient of
uneven geographical development, and its linkagedoesses of everyday life and the perpetual
social struggle to resist dominant forces, we neednderstand various geopolitical concepts.
The first section of this chapter addresses the oblimperialism, first in form of the British
Empire and later under US hegemony, and its commmetd uneven geographical development
and its individual components.

The second part defines the multiple concepts ats@nd how they will be used for
dialectical analysis. By encompassing multiple isfiies as described by Harvéy) hope to
identify and focus on those underlying processekiaternal socio-spatial relations which may
help analyze and understand the social phenomahatarggles we encounter in everyday life,
and which constitute potential agents of changes hence important to recognize space not
merely as extant in the physical realm, but ascaaboonstruct tightly interwoven with the mode
of production as well as other social relationgsTacus on social space is insofar essential, as i
is in this realm “where the dominant relations ofquction are reproduced>As the processes
of the capitalist mode of production are part of eueryday, social life, they play a significant
role in shaping and structuring the spatial enviment. Thus in order to understand this impact
on space, we have to look at the system as a whagille singling out the relevant individual

relations.

4 Harvey,Uneven Development, op. cit.
15 S0ja, E. (1980). The socio-spatial dialectinnals of the Association of American Geographgdg?), p. 213.
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Thespatial fix first identified by Harvey is a key concept indenstanding how capital is
accumulated, and, more importantly, how accumutatiises evolve and affect the geographical
space. In the third part of this chapter | will @a& short step from the spatial fix towards the
concepts ofscale and scalar fix which, | argue, may be linked to the processesagital
accumulation, in particular through devaluation atidpossession. As the impact of these
accumulation processes spans over a variety ofalsspatialities beyond the world of the

concrete, the scalar fix should be applied to tmeskiple spatialities.

3.1 Imperialism and Uneven Development

In tackling the social impact of capitalism frongaographical perspective, we need to
look at the expansionary policies of imperialisnal &éime resultant spread of uneven development.
Yet, in order to enable a meaningful analysiss itmperative to have a clear understanding of the
meaning of these terms. Imperialism is, broadlyingef, “an extension or imposition of the
power, authority or influence of a state over othgtes, or stateless communiti€sth this
sense, imperialism has been extant for a long firhe.rise of capitalism as the dominant mode
of production, however, formed a new type of ‘calist imperialism.*’

Under the expansion of capitalist imperialism weognize two forces at work: the
‘territorial’ and ‘capitalist’ logics of powe¥ The territorial logic refers to the diplomatic and
more significantly, the military means of a stateexercise and expand its power. On the
contrary, the capitalist logic constitutes the ftoowf economic power “across and through

continuous space ... through the daily practicesroflpction, trade, commerce, capital flows,

16 Arrighi, G. (2005, March/April). Hegemony Unraviely -1.New Left Reviewd2, p. 27.
" Harvey,New Imperialismop. cit.,p. 26.
18 See both Arrighi and Harvey.
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money transfers..”® Harvey emphasizes that the relation between ttvesénherently distinct
logics of power is not always straightforward, bather complex and contradictory in a
dialectical sens& Hence, in order to analyze imperialist movessinecessary to look at the
interrelation of these two components, as both hbgen used throughout the historical
geography of capitalism and the pursuit and accatial of power.

Whereas the capitalist-imperialist expansion wastsaoutset, dominated by city states
such as Venice, Genoa and Amsterdam, they werewalgnreplaced by territorial states, the
latter being more powerful key players. From therfation and consolidation process of nation-
states which took place in Europe throughout th® a8d 19" century, the United Kingdom
emerged as the key player. Under the pretensetofgam the general interest of the newly
consolidated ‘Concert of Europe’, the British Enepérstablished unprecedented world pofber.

Under the cloak of being the beneficiary Britaimtgperial strife for power was acted out
in the open, consolidating British authority andluance over major parts of the world. The
contrary has been the case with its successoUrited States, the hegemony of which deserves
some more detailed attention. Since the beginningsodomination with the end of WWII,
America has hidden its imperial ambitions undehetaric designed to divert from numerous
involvements in foreign affairs. Yet an intervemiigt foreign policy has materialized using both
the capitalist as well as the territorial logic pbwer. Rather than talking of an American
‘Empire’ the focus has been placed on the emergehtee ‘American Century’, thus drawing
off the attention from expansionist efforts and iy that it is America’s ‘turn’ of world

leadership.For the past six decades, America has exercisedfiteence through actions of a

19 Harvey,New Imperialismop. cit.,pp. 26/7.

2 bid., p. 30.

2 For an excellent account on the‘cycles of accutioniasee Arrighi, G. (2005, May). Hegemony Unrdirg] - 2.
New Left Review, 383 - 116.
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rather covert and subtle nature, ranging from Gbfed forced regime changes in geopolitically
significant countries, to taking leadership of supational governmental organizations such as
the UN, World Bank and IME?

A significant change in policy was taken in the @9,Avhen the U.S. leadership started to
follow a neo-liberal paradigm which emphasized fice capital over productive activity.
Domestically, the privatization of sectors benafico the whole society, such as transportation
and electricity, took place at the expense of tltdvidual’s rights. On the global level, capital
investment in the underdeveloped world - guided amtd by the World Bank’s structural
adjustment programs - forced developing countriegdsign their governmental and financial
structure in accordance with the capitalist systérthe ‘advanced’ world® In this sense, it is
important to recognize the role played by develapnp®licies, assistance programs and aid as
part of an imperialist global outreach. This waypobdmoting the neo-liberal economic model
has been coined as ‘financial low intensity warfafeEven within the Westernized area, the
U.S. manifested its influence through huge investsién the economies of Japan and Europe,
particularly Germany. Apart from an increasing mpol@ation of capital, the economy became
ever more fictitious, being based primarily on spattons on assets and debts without the
necessary back-up through production, which wasoouwted to cheaper sites in developing
areas in order to encourage American mass consompti

Under the second Bush administration, the incrgasiagility of the global finance
system has caused a shift towards a more coergdgeconservative form of US hegemony. At

the turn of the century, a rather influential thitdok was established proposing geopolitical

22 See William Blum, (2004 XKilling Hope. Monroe, ME: Common Courage Press.

% Harvey,New Imperialismop. cit.,p. 66.

24 Nakhleh, K. (2004)The Myth of Palestinian Development: Political Aiad Sustainable Deceilerusalem:
PASSIA, p. 13.
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strategies based on the notion of the ‘Americant@gh- destined to take leadership in bringing
freedom and democracy to the rest of the world. Phgect for the New American Century
(PNAC), sponsored and supported by hawkish pdiisi such as Wolfowitz, Cheney and
Rumsfeld, advocated a unilateral US foreign polanyd a significant increase in defense
spending in order to “challenge regimes hostil§heir] interests and values”, thus shifting the
focus toward the territorial logic of pow#t.

At all times, this growing expansion of hegemoinituence and dominance throughout
the world has been accompanied by differential seconomic development between those
regions constituting the source of power and thibs¢ have fallen under the authority of the
dominant forces. The result is visible in today'sivilized’, globalized world, where
industrialized societies are highly dependent osaphmaterial resources and exploitative labor
practices in underdeveloped countries. Despitertsffto reduce hunger and poverty through
‘free trade’ agreements, open markets and neodlibgrategies, the uneven distribution of
wealth remains an issue on the regional as wejldzal level.

The fact that uneven development is ever presiats At the complexity of the issue at
hand. Whereas a variety of approaches toward aerstashding of uneven development has been
attempted over the years, it seems in fact neamppssible to ascribe one specific theory capable
of explaining the phenomenon in its entirety. Is htest contribution to further develop the
theory of uneven geographical development, Hanasyitientified four “key conditionalities” of
uneven development:

1) The material embedding of capital accumulation gsses in the web of socio-ecological life.
2) Accumulation by dispossession.

3) Accumulation in space and time.

% See PNACStatement of Principlest http://www.newamericancentury.org/statementofples.htm.

www.manaraa.com



17

4) Political, social and “class” struggles at a variet geographical scales.

The following review of these components will shaveir interrelation with the elements of
capitalist imperialism discussed above.

The capitalist mode of production entails the cordifration of basically all aspects of
life, including private property, labor power ankills, cultural traits and local customs of an
area. To the extent that processes of capital adation are grounded in our everyday life, we
are directly affected by the positive and negatuecomes thereof. While we may benefit from
investment in new infrastructure and housing, we disadvantaged by the relocation of
production facilities resultant in the mass layofffiworkers. The building of a new power plant
might create employment opportunities, but desttbgsnatural environment to an immeasurable
extent. All outcomes are part of the way capitalusculation processes are embedded into the
social structure of our daily routine. Harvey emgbaes that the question of how such processes
are manifested in and how they transform socialties is crucial for a theoretical framework.

With the formation of dominant class powers athiase of the capitalist system, a major
process of uneven development is the accumulagealdation of capital through dispossession.
The capitalist mode of production entails not oitlg strife for generating surplus values; it is
primarily a matter of how to control and appropighose surpluses and the means to produce
them. This requires the dominant capitalist clastake advantage of weaker elements of society
and dispossess them of the use values (land, laber, materials) necessary for capital
accumulation. Dispossession takes place in vafimuss within, or in expansion of, a capitalist
system. As has been seen in early mercantilisbnéall imperial and later neo-colonial practices,

coercive forces may be used to penetrate non-tiapitocieties and geographical terrain to
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utilize the resources of that power, often playatunder the disguise of development pofity.

A major part of the British imperial expansion touth and Southwest Asia was conducted on
the premises that the forcefully occupied terrésnwere highly underdeveloped and backwards,
thus in need of British trusteeship and investmenaddition, dispossession may occur within a
capitalist system itself, where factional class pmawseek to acquire or destroy assets of rivals
(finance capital seizes assets of farmers, strgppgsets through mergers and acquisitions).

How do these processes of capital accumulation rotisctough space and time?
Competition within and between capitalist markettags not only the geographical division of
labor; competitive advantage can also be achieyechpitalists occupying superior terrain and
neglecting less valuable land. Once a territory$eptial for generating surplus is recognized,
investments are made and capital is fixed in fofrphysical infrastructure for production and
consumption. The profitability within a given regiohowever, is generally restricted, thus
forcing a continuous expansion of capitalist powéys surpluses of capital and labor can no
longer be absorbed in the existing infrastructoagitalists are in need ofgpatial fix’ provided
by new investment opportunities either locally braad. These opportunities are seized - or, if
necessary, created - through the capital and dealitlogics of power. At a local or regional
scale, devalued assets are released at very lawaodscan be seized by the over-accumulated
capital for profitable us&. If liberal economic practices of privatization peoto be an
insufficient means to this end, dominant powersl tienutilize coercive forces as seen in colonial
and imperial practices. Once the domestic markeklgusted, a spatial expansion of capitalist

means is inevitable.

% Harvey,Uneven Developmerup. cit.,p. 92.
27 Arrighi, op. cit; Harvey,New ImperialismUneven Development, op. cit.
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It is little surprising that the encroachment opitalism is met with resistance by those
elements of a society that fall victim to the dispession process. While the most obvious
struggles occur over land, living space and nat@sburces such resistance is often interwoven
with struggles over ethnic or religious identitys seen in the long-standing conflict between
Israel and Palestirfé. Harvey points out that, while the occurrence ofislocontest is rather
apparent, the challenge lies in unraveling the derity of the inner connections between such
struggles and the overall process of capital actaiion.

In light of the expansive and oppressive naturehef capitalist mode of production,
uneven development is understood as the ‘essencapdhlism’. Indeed, it may be argued that
the capitalist system functions primarily upon &xéstence and utilization of differential spatial
development. In agreement with Smith and Harveya $Sogued that the capitalist mode of
production has been established and expanded throg “distinctive occupation and
production of space ... the differentiation of cestand peripheries, and the penetration of the
state into everyday life’® This phenomenon of uneven geographical developiséntrinsically
linked to capitalist imperialism. As Soja concludébe capitalist mode of production actively
creates, intensifies, and seeks to maintain regionamore broadly, spatial inequalities as a
means for its own survivaPf® Here, once again, the socio-spatial homology besoapparent,
whereby “core and periphery are the spatial expessof the same underlying relations of
production which define bourgeoisie and proletariatiust as the vertical, social axis is defined
through the exploitative relationship between tloenohant classes and labor, we find on the

spatial axis, that the peripheral areas are noy depbendent on but exploited by the core

% Harvey,Uneven Development, op. cjp.,110.
% Soja,Socio-spatial dialectic,op. citp. 213.
% bid., p. 221.

3 bid., p. 222.
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countries, whose growth and enrichment is basethemtilization of resources from the lesser
developed world without returning the due costa socio-economically just manner. Similarly,
the division and unevenness between industrial agrcultural areas is as much a social
phenomenon as it is spatial. We must hence condhatethe spatial environment cannot be
isolated from the social structure, but ratherveegisystem is to be understood as socio-spatial,

with internal and external forces affecting boté #ipatial and the social component.

3.2 The Multiplicity of Space

In order to analyze the complexity of the sociotighgrocesses of uneven development,
it is imperative to conceptualize space beyonddblerless container of the absolute; as the
space of capitalism is socially produced to theseixthat the organization, use and meaning of
space are a product of social activiftale thus have to understand space as dialectically
interrelated and intertwined with the social relat of production. Soja recognized that the
structure of organized space is thus part of tmeige relations of capitalist productidhAs the
dominant relations of production are reproducedaaial space, space is occupied by advanced
finance capitalism, centralizing control and evefijuleading to an increasing unevenness in
geographical development.

In an attempt to conceptually broaden our undedstg of space, Harvey has argued
that, rather than merely defining “what is spacgg should consider “how different human
practices create and make use of different conaép#ions of space.” As early as 1973, he

noted that

%2 |bid.
% Ibid., p. 208.
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[i]f we regard space as absolute it becomes adthinitself’ with an existence independent of

matter. It then possesses a structure which weisano pigeon-hole or individuate phenomena. The
view of relative space proposes that it be undedstis a relationship between objects which exists
only because objects exist and relate to each .ofti@re is another sense in which space can be
viewed as relative and | choose to call this retal space — space regarded [...] as being contained
in objects in the sense that an object can betsagxkist only insofar as it contains and represents

within itself relationships to other objedfs.

The realm of the absolute is - as the term suggehts primary space of the discrete and
tangible, of territorially bounded objects of vargisize: from the body to a household to city or
state. For that reason, the notion of absoluteesgacather limited in analytical power. On the
other hand, relative space takes into considerdtiemperspective of a given space, its features in
relation to other realms. Locations are thus uridetsand evaluated relative to a central place,
its distance in terms of time, cost or energy. Tdwl hospital might be of great significance
relative to the city and surrounding villages;iitgportance declines, however, for people living
hundreds of miles away. Space is also relativernms of time, particularly when we think about
the friction of distance - as expressed both inl@itd Law and location theory - and its impact
on transportation. This takes an entirely new stgimdn the annihilation of space through time
in the era of globalization and advanced capitali$here are, however, limits to the positivist
paradigm which looks at space from the absolute rhative perspective. The dialectical
approach allows us then to go beyond these rastrictoy taking into account the relational
aspect of space, i.e. the notion that everythingt®only as an internal relation with everything
else. In other words, a subject or object is deffinet only through its mere physical existence,
but through its relationships with its spatial @ethporal environment. It is the significance of

these relations that gives meaning to things aeil éxistence in space.

34 Qtd. in HarveylUneven Development, op. cit.
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Harvey emphasizes that, rather than bringing theetlsoncepts into a fixed hierarchical
order, the key to successful analysis is the iot@mectedness of all three. Yet, he acknowledges
that a hierarchy exists to some extent, as abssp#ee is embraced by the relative, and both are
contained in relational space. In other words,\s@necan happen in absolute space, while at the
same time it has a relative and relational, sp&tioporal component to it.

In an attempt to visualize this interconnectedreasd the impact thereof, Harvey has
proposed a spatial matrix (see figure 2), whichcgdathese conceptual notions of absolute,
relative and relational space on a vertical axis ygu against the horizontal, comprised of a
tripartite division of space proposed by Lefebwgperienced, conceived and lived space. The
first of Lefebvre’s categories, i.e. experiencedcsy entails the tangible, material world as we
experience it with our senses, whereas the secaregary, i.e. conceived space, refers to how
space is represented in an abstract way, basedramderstanding and reflection of the material
world. Thesaepresentation®f space include maps, graphs, and literal acspit also artistic
expressions such as poetry, pictures or architecfline representation expressed through art
often reflects spaces of the third category, ived space: our emotions, fears, imaginations and
the extent to which these psychologies impact tlg we experience and interact with our
environment?®

While this theoretical division of space accordind.efebvre assists us in the process of
conceptualization and abstraction, the key is, aagan, to understand the dialectical relation
between the three categories. Our physical expeien the world is often influenced by our
preconceptions, our knowledge and experience, #sawedeological and moral settings. Thus

the spaces of representation, i.e. the lived saeepartially responsible for what happens in the

% Harvey,Uneven Developmerup. cit.,p. 126.
% |bid., p. 131.
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material world and our conception thereof. At tlaee time, our fears and emotions influence
the way we represent space and spatial relatiomsiglant might thus have an entirely different
experience of a given space, say, the capitaldgfiveloped country where he seeks asylum, than
the native who spent all his life there. Placethennew environment may remind the immigrant
of wartime experiences from home; and thus taka oreaning which the native does not share.
If both were to draw a picture of the same city,are likely to get two rather different resuifs.
Reversely, a tourist from the developed world thageto ‘exotic’ places in the Caribbean is
unlikely to experience the poverty and hardshipolwldomprise the material world of the locals,
but rather take home romantic memories from lonbBaches and sunsets. The same
phenomenon is true when moving beyond the indivithigel. In the US, Hawaii is considered
an almost integral part of America. Yet, its natimbabitants, if asked about their social and
national affiliations, consider themselves as Haminot Americans. Many of them take, in
fact, a rather hostile attitude towards the US,amoering the dispossession of their land and
resources which is not to be found in Americandnisbooks?®

Finally, when looking at the spatial matrix as aoleh it is the intersection points of the
matrix which are of interest to our analysis. Thessing points maintained by the Israelis in the
West Bank and Gaza manifest themselves both inwtbsand experienced space, in a sense that
they are part of the built environment. Yet, thesfration Palestinians feel having to wait for
hours to pass one of those checkpoints is diresthpciated with lived as well as relative space.
In other words, it occurs at the intersection @& to in the matrix. In that sense, the focus on

the points of intersection also helps us to analgmd abstract particular social factors, or

37 Dr. John Perivolaris. Lecture. 2008, July 3. Unsity of Loughborough.
3 Al Jazeera Englishnside USA The Other Hawaii2008, September 26
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Relations, as they occur within the multiple spaaed the scalar fixes associated with them.

This will be addressed in the remaining two sediohthis chapter.

Absolute
Space

Relative
Space
(Time)

Relational
Space
(Time)

M.ateri al Space
(experienced space)

Representations
of Space
(conceptualized space)
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Spaces of
Representation
(lived space)

walls, bridges, doors, stairways,
floors, ceilings, streets, buildings,
cities, mountains, continents, bodies
of water, terntorial markers,

physical boundaries and barriers,
gated cornmunities...

cadastral and administrative maps;
Euclidean geometry; landscape

de scription; metaphors of
confinement, open space, location,
placement and positionality;
{command and control relatively
easy) - Newlton and Descartes

feelings of contentment around
the hearth, sense of security or
incarceration from enclosure;
sense of power from
ownership, command and
domination over space; fear of
others "beyond the pale”

circulation and flows of energy,
water, air, commodities, peoples,
information, money, capital;
accelerations and diminutions in the
friction of distance ..

thematic and topological maps (e.g
London tube system), non-Euclidean
geometries and topology,;
perspectival drawings, metaphors of
sttuated knowledges, of motion,
mobility, displacement, acceleration,
tirme-space compre ssion and
distanciation; (command and control
difficult requiring sophisticated
techniques)- Einsten and Riemann

anxiety at not getting to
class on time; thrill of
moving into the unknown;
frustration in a traffic jam;
tensions or exhiarations of
time-space compression, of
speed, of motion.

electromagnetic energy flows and
fields; social relations; rental and
economic potential surfaces;
pollution concentrations; energy
potentials; sounds, odors and
sensations wafted on the breeze

surrealism; existentialism;
psychogeographies, cyberspace,
metaphors of internalization of forces
and powers, (command and control
extremely difficult —chaos theory,
dialectics, internal relations, quantum
mathematics) - Leibniz, Whitehead,
Dekeuze, Benjamin

visions, fantasies, desires,
frustrations, memories,
dreams, phantasms, psychic
states(e.g. agoraphobia,
vertigo, claustrophobia)

Figure 2: General matrix of spatialities. (Sourddarvey, Uneven Development).

3.3 The Concept of Scalar Fix

While bearing in mind the interconnectedness of fihe conditionalities of uneven

development, the focus in this analysis will becpth on the process of accumulation through

dispossession. How can we understand its interglations with the help of geographical

concepts? In this chapter | argue that the acisgfodsession takes place through the means of

‘scaling’ spaces - and thus shaping and manipgdiem - to the advantage of a dominant

power.

Ol LAC U Zyl_i.lbl
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Geographers studying the concept of scale agreatsheonstruction is based on social
processes. Put differently, scale reflects the ggagcal structure of social interaction in
space’® Moreover, it is through the production - and fixinof scale that space is structured and
places are shaped. Smith defined the productistalk broadly as a “means of geographically
organizing and expressing collective social actidh&rein providing a “platform and container
for certain social activities’® By extension, the scalar fix is conceptualizedaaterritorial
organization of the corresponding socio-spatialcesses, in other words, the bounding of
political, economic and cultural activity. This wives first and foremost the steering of capital
flows as well as the shaping of power relationshigthin and between states, including
networking activities among cultural groups andnethracial or religious identities. The most
apparent way in which these processes present éiamasis through the establishment of
boundaries, formalized as nation-states or supmarat regional organizations, or more
informally through regions within a statk.

Research in geography has almost exclusively appliese concepts to the process of
territorial organization as it occurs in the reabh absolute space, emphasizing therein a
hierarchy of scales from local to regional, to oaéll and global. The key role is hereby ascribed
to the scalar fix of the nation-state and what befe termed the “state mode of production”.
According to Brenner, the state serves “both asria fof territorialization for capital and as an
institutional mediator of uneven development infefiéntial spatial scale$? Its determinate

boundaries, well established institutions and seicgires provide the ultimate scaffolding for

39 Smith, N. (1993). Homeless/global: scaling platesird, B. Curtis, T. Puthnam, G. Robertson and'ickner
g(I)Eds.)Mapping the futures: local cultures, global chanémp. 87-119). London: Routledge.

Ibid., p. 61.
“1 Brenner, N. (2001). The limits to scale? Methodatal reflections on scalar structuratiétrogress in Human
Geography, 2%4), 591 - 614. Retrieved from Academic Search glete Database. Also see Smith,
Homeless/globahnd Brennerfixity and motion
“2 Brenner, N. (1998). Between fixity and motion: @ewilation, territorial organization and the histatigeography
of spatial scale€nvironment and Planning D: Society and Spacepl@62.
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the social relations of capitalism and thus enahk “mobility” and “transcience” of labor
power, commodities and capifdllt is the state’s rigidity - ofixation - which provides a secured
platform for capitalist growth, as it facilitatesndh controls the process of increasing
centralization and concentration of capital, eitihenrban centers or by multinational companies.
In doing so, it utilizes and manipulates multi-scastructures within and beyond the state,
funneling capital flows to urban, regional and glbbcales. The extent to which the state plays a
role in the accumulation of capital, however, vafi®m case to case, with socialist democracies
taking a more protectionist approach than libecahemies"*

While the state provides the legal framework, ftiah accumulationprocesses and
decision-making with regards to production and edpction take place at another scale: the
metropolitan areas and urban centers. These cqgainols within the world of capital flows are
connected and interdependent on a global levelmthgnitude of which has become, more than
ever, evident in the current financial crisis. Thusile a distinctive hierarchy of the various
fixed scales is extant, they are nevertheless soaie in their function of interplay of fixity and
motion.

It is important to note that, despite their rigydiscalar fixes must display a flexibility
which corresponds to the changing needs of theategpisystem. The function and structure of
the state are thus altered over time as necessg@rgti@ents to socio-economic processes are
made. During the neo-liberal era initiated in th® during the 1980s, the role of the state was
brought to a minimum, whereas now it exercises nmoke influence in response to the most

recent accumulation crisis and the concomitant hgotky of financial institutions.

3 bid., p. 469.
4 Harvey,New Imperialism, op. cit.p. 92.
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The role of the state is also under constant chamgelation to other scales. Thus we
have seen a change in the role of the Europeaomstiite as a scalar fix in the era of the EU.
Re-structurations of scale-configurations at skawel occur in times of accumulation crises, as
can be seen in the reaction to the contemporaanéial crisis, where we in fact see the state
taking once again a stronger place in the capytstes.

To the extent that the use of the concept of goat&ining to the territorial organization
of space has a significant impact on the sociairenment, it is associated with the social spaces
described in Harvey's matrix. Swyngedouw, for imst argued that scales are the
“embodiment and expression of power relationshgrsd thus provide an arena of control and
domination where social relations of (dis-)empowentnoperaté® In that sense, Swyngedouw
shows how scale also becomes part of resistanop@ment groups utilize the very existing
scalar structures designed oppress to rise agalmestdominant power. Similarly, Smith
emphasizes that one aspect of scale is the pblgmantial (and its translation into resistance
movements) inherent in the production of sé¢éle.

Scale is hence also conceptualized as a “resolutiorabstraction employed for
understanding social relationships” and may théey te socially drawn boundaries of difference
and sameness. By marking a clear distinction of‘oiger’, scale is closely intertwined with
notions of identity, which may be expressed - argla@ted - through features such as race,

gender, ethnicity or religioff.

5 See Swyngedouw, E. (1997). Neither Global nor Ldgkcalization’ and the politics of scale. In Kox (Ed.).
Spaces of Globalization: reasserting the poweheflocal (pp. 137-166). New York and London: Guildford $5e
“6 Smith,Homeless/global, op. cit.

47 Smith, N. (1992). Geography, Difference, and théties of Scale. In J. Doherty, E. Graham, and\i&lek
(Eds.)Postmodernism and the Social Scien€pp. 57-59). London: Mackmillan.
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In setting the focus on the underlying social psses as they occur in space, | seek to
apply the scalar concept not only to the absolpteess of the city, state and region, but rather
think it useful - for the purpose of this analysito expand the concept to the multiplicity of
spaces as proposed by Harvey. Just as the noti@paafe is much more complex than the
‘container’ of absolute space, so should the idescale be taken as a multi-faceted concept.
Several researchers in the field have already dhitdevards such an application. Howitt, for
instance, emphasized that “if social relationsadweays spatial..., then social and environmental
relations are also always scaléf."Moreover, as Brenner has pointed out in his eleven
hypotheses pertaining the further study of scalgr“an analysis of the spatiality of scale is
required in order to excavate [the] full sociosglationtent” of sociospatial practic&slt is thus
essential to conceive scale not merely as a measwsize or level, but rather as a relation in

itself >°

As an abstraction comprising the dialectical elet®i®f ‘extension’, ‘level of generality’
and ‘vantage point’, scale encompasses facetard, tculture, ethnicity and environment in a

spatial setting that incorporates the lived andceored space.

3.4 The Scalar Fixes of Multiple Spaces

The following section will introduce several scafates as they occur in the various
spaces, particularly the relational, perceived laretl space as well as the junctions thereof. To
understand the origin of the practice of scalingcgs, it is helpful to begin with a review of the
concept of spatial fix. As capital absorption witran existing structure reaches its limit, the
system with its built environment and financialetsss threatened by loss and devaluation. One

solution - orfix - to this problem is the expansion of capital to¥ganew spaces, e.g. through the

8 Howitt, R. (2002). Scale and the other: Levinas gaographyGeoforum, 33p. 306.
“9 Brenner Limits to scale, op. citp. 606.
0 Howitt, Levinas, op. cit.
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incorporation of non- or pre-capitalist societiedoi the system. These new spaces need
development in form of physical and social infrasture and thus have a large potential to
absorb surplus capital. From a long-term perspecthowever, these spatial fixes are both

spatially and temporally limited. Once all spatwarriers to capitalist flows are eliminated and

the capitalist outreach is exhausted, existingcires need to be re-modeled in order to soak up
excess capital and to satisfy - at least temporalhe immense hunger for profisAs Harvey

points out:

the aggregate effect is... that capitalism perpefusdieks to create a geographical landscape to
facilitate its activities at one point in time ortly have to destroy it and build a whole different
landscape at a later point in time to accommodg&teperpetual thirst for endless capital

accumulation.

There is no doubt that this spatial fix through ithheestment of excess capital in the built
environment has a significant impact on the sostalcture of the targeted system. Thus, a
secure inflow of capital into the newly opened-ppces requires an ideological justification that
wins not only domestic support of the expansive susss, but also a welcoming embrace, or at
least acceptance, from the society upon which #vdynconstructed roads, factories, school and,
hospitals are bestowed. This is accomplished thirdlng mobilization of “nationalism, jingoism,
patriotism and, above all, racism” but also thev&lepment doctrine’ that portrays the
industrialized world (or, in former days, the cdaenpowers) as benefactor for the developing
countries. In that sense, the spatial fix expanegobd the physical space as legitimizing
ideologies are expressed -fixed - in the realm of the conceived space, addresgbmdears and

emotions of the lived space.

*L Arrighi, op. cit.,p. 36; HarveyNew Imperialism, op. citp. 101.
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How is this manipulation of space accomplished? Wéahe necessary socio-political
framework, and what institutions need to be in @lat order to facilitate capital flows within
and throughout space and to secuspatial fix of capital at times of accumulation crises? The
incorporation of new spaces as well as the desbru@nd reconstruction of existing spaces
entail — in one way or another - almost alwaysowsiacts of dispossession. The feasibility of
this process requires the appropriate institutemsell as an adequate power structure to control
both geographical space and social environment.

To explain how this is secured, | will apply thencept ofscalar fix to the multiple
spaces of Harvey’'s matrix. While the scope of thissis limits the discussion to a select few
forms of scalar fix, it is important to note thdk iatersections in the spatial matrix potentially
have a scalar fix associated with them. Moreovesp@o-spatial phenomenon may be affected
by more than one scalar fix, as it expands oveersé\spatial realms. The scalar fixes are thus
interrelated in their impact on social space.

The remainder of this section introduces four typésscalar fix in their function of
consolidating power, which will be applied to théuation of the Palestinian people in the
following four chaptersThe first way of scalar configuration is the pagsof legislation and
treaties which legitimize acts of dispossession ithaeturn facilitate the expansion of capital. In
his study of dispossessing indigenous people irtrAlis, Howitt found that a major component
of dispossession has been the “construction ofifspscales of social control” which facilitated
the disciplining of indigenous people through bhaimg targeted groups from certain structures
and institutions, or simply dishonoring existingdties designed to grant certain rights. On a
broader note, the issue of ‘unequal treaties’ leenka major, power-consolidating tool in the

colonial - and arguably the post-colonial - erae Tolonial powers of Europe designed trading
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agreements and treaties much to the disadvantate pbpulations of the colonies. This type of
scale politics also works in a negative way: byatirgy an “imaginary of absence”, extant
spatialities and scalar frames of the indigenousia relations are either denied or erased, thus
depriving the indigenous people of their mere exise>? As will be shown in chapter 4, a
similar act of dispossession has happened to thesti@an people, whose rights to land,
resources and development have been denied siecéethinning of Jewish domination in
Palestine.

While these treaties are a form of consolidatiogvgr visible in open space, they are
often facilitated through the establishment of regts in the background, and the cooperation of
a group of people in pursuit of equal interestsaocommon objective. While networking is
generally understood to be a spatial concept cowts, | argue that networks may function as a
scalar fix in itself. The dominant elite that emt@safrom networking relations may use their
power to the disadvantage of weaker elements aketsocAn analysis of Israel’'s coming to
power, at the expense of an entire indigenous peoph only by fruitful if various networks and
their flows of information, knowledge and financer@ss state boundaries are given their due
consideration. This includes a wide range of nekwdrom the cooperation of early Zionists
with members of the powerful banking house of Rditild a century ago, to the networking
between the pro-Israeli think tanks and the US adstmation.

On a more abstract level, dispossession is aidenigh the scaling of gathering and
disseminating of knowledge, for the things we leamnd come to accept as truth are shaped and
controlled in various ways. First, with respect ttee information available to the general
population, the media plays a crucial role in reprging certain socio-spatial developments.

While accusations of bias have long been madeibgscof mainstream journalism, the majority

2 Howitt, R. (2000, December)lests, Webs and Constructs: contested conceptsiefis political geography
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of people still assume the media to provide us wiifective information. Thus, unaware of that
portion of information which is either under-repadtor outright ignored, we tend to accept the
news reporting - as selective as it may be - agémerakruth. The global mass media of film,
television, and the internet affects and shapesnoagination of political, economical and social
events. The media thus becomes a powerful tookéatty manipulate our conceived space, and
indirectly our lived and the experienced space.otigh their direct control over how we
comprehend and envision the world we live in, thedima may shape people’s imagination and
stoke fears of the unknown, of perceived threats.

Censorship in the media is particularly apparentha reporting on the US’ conduct in
the current ‘War on Terrorism’. Reports about toetused by US forces in Afghanistan and Iraq
were hardly covered by the US corporate métlighat is, if they were taken up at all by the
Associated Press (AP), the self-acclaimed “backbainthe world’s information system.” On
their own website, the AP prides itself to be tlessential global news network, providing
distinctive news services of the highest qualigfiability and objectivity with reports that are
accurate, balanced and informed.” Yet, a clear lmabke AP can be seen in several instances,
among them the movement to impeach then Presideotgé W. Bush initiated in 2005. While
the AP did report on sporadic calls for impeachnmnlocal and state level in a variety of states,
it failed to assess the issue to be of nationatiségnce, ignoring polls in late 2005 which
showed that a majority of Americans were in favbingpeaching Bush and making it look as if
the national movement of impeachment did not eXigt.strong bias, on part of AP as well as
the corporate media, is also evident in the repgrin the Palestine-Israel conflict. It is no secre

that a large portion of the media is owned and ttwstrolled by Jews, many of whom are

3 Phillips, P. et al. A Study of Bias in the AssaehPressProject Censored
54 H
Ibid.
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outspoken Zionists. Moreover, the printing press lbeen pressured by the Israeli lobby to report
in favor of Israel and to avoid any major criticism

The power and influence of the media on public mpirfurther helps construct scales of
discourse and terminology that play a key rolerocpsses of uneven development, and acts of
dispossession in particular. Once certain concapisideas about a specific event, a population
or social structure take on a fixed shape, theyiaedhe status of truth, whether justified or not.
In accordance with the interest of a dominant powertain parts of populations are labeled as
enemies of the state who threaten state securtyhars justify action against them as necessary
acts to protect the population. In the aftermathVd¥Il, McCarthyism propagated a ‘Red Scare’
creating an artificial threat of communism whicll k& the persecution, interrogation and even
imprisonment of numerous Americans. In contempotamgs, the most prominent example is
found in the notion of ‘terrorism’ and the ‘war owmrror'. These and other numerous
misrepresentations remind us of OrweMineteen Eighty-foutlexicon of opposites® The
invaders and destroyers are supposedly bringinpodeacy and freedom’, while those who dare
resist the invasion and oppression are the ‘testdri While it portrays itself as the innocent
victim, the US has in fact fomented terrorism tlgiouts imperialist foreign policy over the
years. A similar statement can be made about thelis, who claim to be the victims of terrorist
acts after having evicted hundreds of thousand&atdstinians from their lands and homes.

A significant influence on knowledge is also takenthe more exclusive circles of
academics. The scalar power play is here exertigedgh the surveillance of academic writings
and teachings, as well as the check on careersogetwho are not in line with mainstream
policies. A professor whose lectures and writingsndt comply with ideas of the ruling class

may be denied a promotion. A course whose congetitaught to go against what is desired to

% Pilger, J. (2007, July 26). How Truth Slips Dove tMemory HoleAntiwar.com
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be spread as knowledge by dominant powers migkdken off the catalog due to pressure from
certain power groups. The content of textbookdtsnohotly debated, especially with regards to
accounts of history. The discourse over what iswhared “legitimate knowledge” is defined by
“complex power relations and struggles among idi@ble class, race, gender/sex, and religious
groups.®®

Even more importantly, the writing of history haseh (mis-)used throughout the
centuries to scale people’s perception of theiirenment in its spatio-temporal context. As has
been noted, “histories of struggles are most oftdtien by the victors™ Little is mentioned in
US history books of the brutal fate of the millions African slaves who died during the
transport from Africa to America. The same is tfaethe millions of Germans who had to face
a brutal death under the advance of the Russiatieeagnd of WWII. In both cases, the actual
events are hardly acknowledged, let alone commemuthréds regards the story of Palestine, the
Israeli historian llan Pappe introduced the idea‘rmemoricide’, the ultimate scalar fix
dispossessing the Palestinians of their historitueiand identity while ascribing a history to
the Jews which is primarily based on falsehood féutrs the Zionist causé.

All these tools or means of dispossession withim field of public discourse evolve
around one issue: the production and utilizatiorid#ntity’. As research in social studies has

shown, the manufacturing of an identity can be xreeely powerful tool, as it differentiates

between two social structures or groups in a streagenders one superior to the other, which in

% Apple, gtd. in Moughrabi, F. (2001). The PolitmfsPalestinian Textbookgournal of Palestine Studies, 81), 5
- 19.

" Stork, J. and S. Rose. (1974). Zionism and Amariavry.Journal of Palestine Studies(3), 39 - 57. See also
Khalidi, R. (1997) Palestinian Identity: The Construction of Moderntidaal Consciousnes€olumbia University
Press: New York.

%8 Nakhleh, K. (2008, March 21). Al Nakba of 194unterpunch
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our case translates to the Zionist Jews’ concestgzeriority over the Palestinians. As Edward
Said concluded:

... the triumph of identity by one culture or statmast always is implicated directly or indirectly the

denial, or the suppression of equal identity fdventgroups, states, or culturés.

Scalar fixes established within their historicabgeaphical contexts present a powerful
tool determining and restraining a future developtd scales. Hence, while the focus lies on
the scalar frame of accumulation by dispossessionsideration will also be given to social
struggle, which is often the result of acts of dsgession. There is, in fact a mutual dependence
between these two components of uneven developricgrgppressive regimes generally adjust
their control mechanisms to the forms of resistamogements, which evolve as a response to
oppression in the first place. Resistance againginé socio-spatial arrangements is thus
confined within existing structures, i.e. scalateB. While this is certainly true for the scalar
hierarchy of the ‘absolute’, the idea carries egesater significance if we think along lines of
spatial representations and representations ofesfi2iece a certain identity is constructed, the
major challenge of social struggle lies in breakitogvn that identity. | shall thus argue that the
Zionist identity has served as a scalar fix intb@&m of the relational and representative which

has been essential to the unfolding of the Israédd®ine issue.

%9 Said, E. (1994)The Politics of Dispossession: The Struggle foreBa@hian Self-Determination, 1969-19New
York: Vintage Books, p. 356.
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CHAPTER 4:

CONSOLIDATION OF POWER THROUGH LEGISLATION AND POLI CIES

Introduction

This chapter examines how laws and policies haen lsed as a scalar fix to manage
the Palestinian population according to the intsre$ the dominating power, i.e. the Zionist
movement/Israel. The events and social factors eshdgr this narrative show not only how
particular acts of legislation facilitated seizipgpwer, but also how to maintain it while
suppressing social struggle from those being dsgesed. We will see how both official laws
and treaties as well as informal, but no less erftial plans and policies legitimized and
institutionalized Zionist colonial rule at the exyge of the formation of a Palestinian sovereign
state. Going beyond the level of establishing Abmiomination in the geographical area of
Palestine, this chapter also highlights imperigirasions of foreign, hegemonic powers, first the
Ottoman and then the British Empire.

The chapter is arranged in six sections, whiclofellas far as possible, a chronological
order of the Palestine-Israeli conflict. Each sactaddresses a separate, yet interrelated, social
factor that builds a dialectical relationship witte overall scalar fix Relation. The first section
looks at the beginning of foreign intervention ialéxtine, triggering the first significant changes
to its social structure. This is followed by an lgses of the events and policies leading to the
ultimate scalar fix in the sphere of absolute sp#uoe establishment of the State of Israel. The
second section of this chapter thus examines tifeuBaDeclaration, followed by an analysis of
the events of 1948/49 in the third section. Theaiang three sections address various forms of

legislation in the post-state era and their impactthe dispossession of the Palestinians: the
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policies of Judaization, the Israeli rule over fecupied Territories, and, finally, the peace
process manifested in the 1993 Oslo Accord andoitew-up agreements. Once considered
individually, these sections may be taken to a éidavel of generality where they, considered
as a whole, illustrate clearly the process of fstgahe commons from under the goose’. Finally,
it should be noted that, as this chapter focuseh@scalar fix of legislation, some of the events

addressed here will appear again later on in tegishunder consideration from a different angle.

4.1 The Beginning of Foreign Intervention

Until restructuring efforts by the perishing OttamBmpire in the late 1800s, the area
today known as Palestine was characterized by #@ndissocio-economic structure rather
different from Western, capitalist principles. Despthe presence of some 50,000 Ottoman
soldiers in the area, the indigenous people livedther autonomous life, primarily based on
subsistence agriculture and a system of social rganee defined by kinship and family
relations. The system of land tenure was not basqutivate ownership, but title to land use was
ingrained in thenasha’asystem of collectivity which centered around \gieclans or familie’

In an attempt to increase revenue from its subipo@s - those of Palestine being
Nablus, Acre and Jerusalem - the Ottoman Empimodoted the 1858 Land Code (Land
Reform). This new legislation provided for the iasae of title deeds and thus stimulated private
ownership of the land. The reform had several sewdfects on the traditional land tenure
system and was, overall, to the disadvantage op#asants, for it constituted a breaking up of
the traditionalmasha’astructure and its replacement by an individuabanlding systenfi*

Thus many peasants, failing to formally claim thtée tfor the land they had cultivated for

0 pappe, llan. (20064 History of Modern Palestin€€ambridge: Cambridge University Press, p. 14 ff.
81 Zu'bi, N. (1984). The Development of CapitalismHalestine: The Expropriation of the Palestiniarefx
ProducersJournal of Palestine Studies, 18), p. 93.
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generations, lost their rights to property to thede had the means to land acquisition: tax
collectors, moneylenders and urban noBfeghe increasing dependency on the new landowners,
many of whom resided in remote places like Beind Bamascus, also signified the deprivation
of the people’s socio-economic rights and the emdheir self-sufficiency. This change in
relations opened up first opportunities to estabtise practice of hired labor, forcing peasants
who could not afford it to give up farming the laadd work under the big landowners who had
little interest in subsistence agriculture but eat to commercialize the land, changing the
system to cultivating profitable cash crops whichld be exported as raw materials to Europe.
This transition of peasant life is of critical impance for the course of events that were to unfold
throughout the following century and half. Not omlid it affect a fundamental change of the
political and economic structure of society, thagant transition would also provide the base for
recruits to the Palestinian resistance movement.

Simultaneously to the Ottoman reforms in the mili-t8ntury, the traditional structures
were grossly disrupted by an increasing penetrdtiom European powers. As a result of the
scramble for control over th@uch coveted ‘Holy Land’ and its indigenous popiolat within
which France and Russia had succeeded to patrdhezeesident Catholic and Orthodox
Christians, Britain decided to cooperate with Piauge create their own religious ‘protége’
community consisting of the Jewish and Protestapufation in the area. As their small number
provided a rather limited opportunity to estabkshostantial influence in the region, immigration
to the ‘Holy Land’ was greatly advocated in Europle resultant influx of missionaries along
with merchants and capitalists from Europe furihéttrated the socio-economic structure with

European values and the capitalist mode of producths part of that, a local banking system

2 Ruedy, J. (1971). Dynamics of Land Alienationl.IAbu-Loghod (Ed.)The Transformation of Palestine: Essays
on the Origin and Development of the Arab-Israanf@lict. Evanston: Northwestern University Press, p. 124.
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was modeled after European institutions under #aeldrship of Jewish and Orthodox Greek
financiers, ignoring the indigenous peasant popratvhich was deemed little suitable for this
task.

In summary, this section shows the manifestatiofordign influence in legislation and
policies as a function of scalar fix, laying thedsgndwork for the destruction of an indigenous
population and social structure which was to givaywo a capitalist, Western system

implemented and exercised by a Westernized immigrapulation: the European Jews.

4.2 The Balfour Declaration and the British Mandate

At a time when crucial decisions had to be takestisions which affected the
entire future of the inhabitants of Palestine, heame Palestinians were virtually
unrepresented in London, while the Zionist spokeswere strongly entrenched in
the corridors of power and made astute use of tinfluence.

Mayhew and Adanfé

Perhaps the most significant document for advantiegZionist cause is the Balfour
Declaration from 1917, which has been understoodnastficial commitment from the British
government to the Zionist plan of establishing wide homeland (read: state) in Palestine. The
statement issued in November 1917 confirmed that:

His Majesty’s Government view with favour the esittbiment in Palestine of a national home for
the Jewish people and will use their best endeavimufacilitate the achievement of this object, it
being clearly understood that nothing shall be dah&ch may prejudice the civil and religious

rights of existing non-Jewish communities in Pafhesbr the rights and political status enjoyed by

Jews in any other country.

8 Mayhew, C. and M. Adams. (197Bublish it not...The Middle East Cover-Umndon: Longman, p. 27.
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The issuance of a declaration in favor of the Atswas not a spontaneous act but rather
the result of a series of debate and negotiaticetcéted over a period of several months. The
original ‘formula’ for the Zionist enterprise waslsnitted by the Jewish banker Lord Rothschild

and proposed that

1. His Majesty’'s Government accepts the principle thalestine should be reconstituted as
the National Home for the Jewish people.
2. His Majesty’s Government will use its best endeasdo secure the achievement of this

object and will discuss the necessary methods aahswith the Zionist Organizati6h.

It is not difficult to see that, in comparison, thmtial proposal was much more
straightforward than the final document, showirtgdiattempt to conceal the Zionist motives.
The reason for the not insignificant alteratiores lin the differing positions of the three parties
involved in shaping the declaration - the BritistaMCabinet, the Zionist Organization and the
representatives from the non-Zionist Jewry of Endla all of whom were intent on, naturally,
pursuing their own agenda.

It is important to note that the support for therdsts by both the British government as
well as the War Cabinet had not existed as a langstg policy, but was formulated as an
official position only months before the Declaratidue to several factors. One major aspect was
the immense lobbying efforts by the Zionists, whiah be addressed in the following chapter.
For the time being, it suffices to consider thegenal and geopolitical context of this change in
the official position at the time. While then fagaeisecretary, and eponym of the declaration, Sir
Arthur James Balfour, had indeed been supportivéhefidea of creating a Jewish state in
Palestine, he initially preferred that a proted®tae under American responsibility. This attitude

was to change, however, with Britain’s increasinglgcarious situation in the war. As Germany

® Ingrams, D. (1972)Palestine Papers 1917-1922: Seeds of Conflishdon: John Murray, p..9
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was advancing further into Russia, seeking to dafete its power there, the British War

Cabinet was in dire need for a political countersoea. Realizing the imminent danger of an
alliance of the Kaiser with the Zionist movementGermany - which would have severely
threatened both the British position in the wamasdl as its imperial interests overseas - the
British War Cabinet decided to declare its sympatiith the Zionists and support their

ambitions to create a national home in Palestihe. @enefit for the British Empire was expected
to be twofold: (1) to win the war and (2) to maxaiBritain’s position in its aftermath.

The temporal component was also decisive for tlomigis to gain the support from the
Jewish elite born in England, many of whom - outeatr for their status as British citizens - had
taken a rather anti-Zionist position. The eventaAd/V/l and the brutal persecution of Jews in
Eastern Europe provided a unique window of oppatguior the Zionists to ‘sell’ their idea to
their co-religionists. Whereas the increasing numifeJewry favorable towards the plan of
creating a British protectorate in Palestine ftatiéid collaboration with the British war
government, it remained the role of the British 3ew intervene in the negotiations to protect
the rights of Jews in Europe, a circumstance wiiek to benefit the indigenous population of
Palestine.This is reflected in the second part of the officieclaration, which provides a
‘humanitarian clause’ designed to protect the ‘fcand religious rights” not only for the Jews
worldwide, but also of the indigenous populationRaflestine. It should be noted here that the
latter, the very people whose land was under d&genswere not consulted at all.

The exclusion of the native Palestinians was supdoby Lord Balfour who did not
deem it necessary to consider the “wishes of tksgmt inhabitants”, for Zionism “be it right or

wrong” was more important than the “desires andupiiees of the 700,000 Arabs who now

www.manaraa.com



42

inhabit that ancient land” Consequently, while the declaration promised taegtinians civil
and religious rights, there was no mentioning ofitigal rights, such as the right to self-
determination and sovereignty.

The formation of the declaration thus reflects ploger constellation at the time, which
was to define the further development of the cohfleven the reflection of British interests in
the Declaration fades in comparison to those of Zfenists, who inarguably succeeded to
express their objectives concealed under vagueudy®y - a style which was to become

characteristic of Zionist and later Israeli polioyking. As David Hirst comments:

The document bears Balfour's name, but in reatitwas the Zionists themselves who, in very
large measure, both inspired the Declaration aachdd its text. It must be reckoned the finest
flower of Zionist diplomacy at its most sophistiedly ambivalent. ...suffice it to say here... that

the Zionists who framed the declaration saw ihdt tharter of a future Jewish stat®®...

History has indeed shown that little attention wagl to the ‘humanitarian clause’ of the
Declaration protecting the right of the Palestiniarabs, an empty phrase merely added to
appease the British Jewry and gain their supporthfe Zionist enterprise. On the contrary, the
Balfour Declaration was to become the ultimate doent - the scalar fix - to justify the
establishment of a Jewish State in Palestine. Timesnotion of inequality between Jews and
Palestinians was a crucial factor of consolidapoger, set to dispossess an entire people, from
the very beginning, for it was “built into Britisland subsequently Israeli and United States,
policy from the start®

In order to obtain international recognition foisthunilateral statement by the British

government, the Balfour Declaration was incorpatateéo another act of legislation, providing

% Qtd. in Jadallah-Taschler, D. (2009, January 23/PBe Struggle of an Un-Peopl@ounterPunch

% Qtd. in Neumann, M. (2005Jhe Case Against IsradPetrolia and Oakland, CA: CounterPunch and AKs®rp.
25,

%7 Said, E. (2000)The End of the Peace Process: Oslo and Aftendon: Granta Books, p. 314.
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another scalar fix: the Mandate for Palestine,gaesl to Britain in 1922 by the League of
Nations. While the Mandate contained various pious to safeguard the rights of the
Palestinians, its greatest significance was canstitin article 4, which recognized the Zionist
Organization/Jewish Agency as the public body ob@ngith facilitating the Jewish immigration
process under the control of the Palestine Adnratisin.

The creation of the mandate, based on the Balfaaidbation, marked a new era for
Palestine as it gave a significant uplift to theorist enterprise and the creation of Jewish
settlements in the region. The Israeli geographet historian Gideon Biger describes the

significance of this development as follows:

We have Great Britain to thank for creating a gebtipal framework where only hazy notions
had gone before. For the first time in hundredgeafrs, people understood that the territory of the
south of the Levant [...] was in fact a distinct gmaitical entity that was not part of the larger
countries lying beside it. This was important besgait finally allowed the region to develop on
the strength of its own resources...The inhabitaotddchow focus their energies on development
within a defined circumference, and lay the bagis [f..] a ‘national image’ and ‘spatial

iconography’, namely symbols, values, and acts difine the physical and human geography of

a specific territor;si.8

For the Zionists, this meant that their enterprises now taking shape, being given an
official geographical conceptualization and spatgresentation of their idea of Eretz Israel. For
the Palestinians, on the other hand, the Manddete was a catalyst to develop a stronger
resistance to what they well knew was a threaake pbver the territory in which they had lived
for hundreds of years. Thus Arab violence agairwth [British rule and Zionist invaders

increased considerably during the 1920s and 1930s.

% Biger, G. (1994)An Empire in the Holy Land: Historical Geographytbé British Administration in Palestine -
1917-1929New York and Jerusalem: St. Martin's Press angrida Press, The Hebrew University, p. 67.
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The Balfour Declaration as a function of scalardetved as a conceptualization of space
in that it provided a geopolitical framework witértitorial boundaries. Yet, its impact clearly
went beyond the sphere of conceptualized spaceijt faras not the actual wording of the
Declaration, but the intention of its makers angrpretation by those in power which lent it its
significance. It was this sense of power from owhgr, the command and domination over
space which we find at the intersection of absolute lived space in Harvey’'s matrix of
spatialities, which gave the Balfour Declaraticand through it the Mandate over Palestine - its

leverage as the powerful tool of dispossessiorad t@ become.

4.3 The Plan for Ethnic Cleansing and the Establighent of the State of Israel

Britain’s increasing failure to handle Arab resista, as well as its weakened position at
the end of World War 11, led to the decision to adban the Mandate in 1948. Leaving Palestine
without any arrangements for a follow-up administra presented a structural vacuum which
the Palestinian leadership - plagued by disunity lack of organization - was not positioned to
fill. °® The Zionist leaders, on the other hand, seizecbfiportunity and began preparations to
take over official leadership as early as May 1946.

Following an examination of the situation in Eurcge well as in Palestine by several
international committees in the aftermath of WWUNSCOP (United Nations Special
Committee on Palestine) proposed a Partition Plaiciwpaid little attention to the reality on the
ground but rather constituted “a radical territbrizdistribution in favor of the Zionist€® The
plan allocated 55% of the land to a Jewish stgeoring the fact that the Jewish inhabitants

comprised less than one third of the overall paparta holding less than 7% of the land (see

%9 pappeHistory of Palestine, op. citpp. 122-35.
0 Khalidi, W. (1988) Plan Dalet: Master Plan for thenquest of Palestindournal of Palestine Studies3 (1), p.
14.
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figure 3)/* Even more problematic was the fact that nearly bélthe people within the
proposed Jewish state were Arabs. A mere glanteeae figures leads to suspicion about the
practicality of this solution to the Palestinianegtion. Would the Palestinians, who had
repeatedly voiced their objection to a partition tbéir land, but had failed to propose an
alternative solution, accept this plan? Would tgé Arab minority within the Jewish state be
treated fairly? While there was reluctance amorggUWiN member states to accept the partition
plan, continuous Zionist lobbying efforts, partidy in the US resulted in an approval of the
plan, with thirty-three states voting yes, thirteen and ten abstaining from their véte.

The Zionists took this as encouragement for the sep of their Judaization project, i.e.
the eviction of as many Palestinians from the piaédewish state as possible. The expulsion of
a large proportion of the indigenous populatiorfdrge had been meticulously planned, making
use of vast amounts afitelligence about the Palestinian villages whi@d lbeen gathered in
minute detail by the Zionists. Several documentdirong these plans were issued, the most
detailed being Plan Dalétwhich gave exact information about the demographit geographic
composition of the villages and clear instructidos them to beattacked and in most cases
destroyed (see Appendix A). This shows that theéabmeasures were not randomly committed
and should not be attributed to intangible facgush as "the circumstances”, but were part of a
distinct overall plan to change the demographyhim area in favor of a Jewish majorifyThe
systematic approach to ethnic cleansing startédarch 1948 - two months prior to the end of

the British Mandate and before the outbreak ofwhewith the Arabs.

™ Ibid., p. 12. Lesh, Ann. (1989). Palestine: Land ®eople. In N. Aruri (EdQccupation: Israel over Palestine
Belmont, MA: AAUG Press. p. 34.

2 Morris, B. (2001)Righteous Victims: A History of the Zionist-Arabrliwt, 1881-2001New York: Vintage
Books, p. 186.

3 Khalidi, Plan Dalet, op. cit.p. 4.

" Pappe, . (2006). The 1948 Ethnic Cleansing oé$tale.Journal of Palestine Studies, 86), 6 - 20.
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Figure 3: Landownership in Palestine and the UNtR&am Plan, 1947. (Source: PASSIA)

It is important to recognize the significance cafPDalet as scalar fix, which established
a Jewish majority in Palestine by driving out thdigenous population. Without the measures
prescribed in the plan the declaration of an Isstate would not have been possible. Overall,

the Nakbah (Arabic for catastrophe) resulted in the evictminmore than three-quarters of a
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million Palestinians from their homé&sThose who had been living in the territory destgday
the UN as the Jewish state were affected the noagtof 850,000 inhabitants only 160,000
remained. After bulldozing hundreds of villagesrural Palestine and altering the landscape
“beyond recognition,” the next step was to chargeArab names of the villages into Hebrew to
emphasize the Jewish character of the new settksntiesit were to be built and, as David Ben-
Gurion explained, “to prevent future claim to thiages.”®

The troops sent by neighboring Arab countries oheoto save the Palestinians from the
Israeli onslaught came too little too late. Althbugimost equal in numbers, they were no match
to the well-trained, well-disciplined and highly thvated Zionist brigades, many of whom had
gained experience in the British army during WWThe Arabs did succeed, however, in
preventing the Zionists from taking ovat of Palestine, for Yigal Allon admitted later orif it
wasn’t for the Arab invasion there would have beenstop to the expansion of the forces of
Haganah...*” The armistice line drawn in 1949, which was in&ionally recognized as Israel’s
official border, enlarged the Jewish state sigaifity, leaving a mere 23% of the proposed
Palestinian state for the Arabs (see figure 4).

The recognition of the state of Israel through th¢ may be considered as the ultimate
scalar fix in terms of bounding the territory ofsalute space. Yet, more importantly, it
consolidated Jewish power in granting Israel foNereignty as atatewith all the rights and
obligations defined by international law and comssen The pre-1948 structures and

organizations were now transformed into elementthefstate. The Haganah, which had been

mainly responsible for resistance against Britidle and the ethnic cleansing of the Palestinians,

® The Israeli historian, llan Pappe, speaks of atrane million refugees. See Pappe, |. (200Re Ethnic
Cleansing of Palestin@xford: Oneworld Publications Ltd

® Qtd. in Pappetiistory of Palestingop. cit.,p. 138.

" Qtd. in Khalidi.Plan Dalet op. cit.,p. 19.
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was converted from an “illegal underground orgatidzeéi’® into the Israeli Defense Forces. On
top of that, even terrorist groups like Irgun artdr& were successively incorporated into the
state army - although not until they had done theivice as terrorist organizations, including the

assassination of UN mediator Count BernadGtte.

ARAB TERRITORIES SEIZED
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IN VIOLATION OF THE LLN: L
PARTITION PLAN

&l SYRIA

Safad
-

o Qalkilia

ah F.iamauah
Jericho

HIAlE NvguEor

Bethlehe
* Hebion

[.)hahnye

Khan Yunig

A 2
e ?‘é Baershaba

» Aslouj

EGYPT

o
I

it
Pnhlf.W
i

Figure 4: Arab territories seized by Israel in 1948. (Source: PASSIA)

8 Some scholars describe Haganah as terrorist aation as well. See Wright, C. (198Bacts and Fables: The
Arab-Israeli Conflict London: Kegan Paul Internationgb. 45 - 56.
9 Morris, Righteous Victim®p. cit.,p. 237.
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The new state was inherently discriminatory towatslArab population, for according
to its courts, Israel constitutes “the sovereigat&iof the Jewish people.” This does not only
refer to “the people residing in Israel, but alsg [he Jews in the Diaspora.” Hence, an Israel
nation that equates to the world Jewry excludesjddinition, any non-Jewish population from
citizenship®® Although the Palestinians who had succeeded taiream their lands were granted
citizenship - turning them into ‘Israeli Arabs’hdy have been treated as ‘second-class’ citizens
ever since, a point which will be addressed later o

Most importantly, the new state institutions praddthe Zionist organization with the
necessary authority to legitimize their projectoofonizing Palestine. Whereas land had been
acquired in the free market during the pre-statgogeit could now be appropriated in a more
‘efficient’ manner, with the state apparatus albepiss necessary legislation to justify and
facilitate confiscation of the land. Thus the powéthe Zionist Jews, defined by their distinct
political, economic and social dominance, was frrtbonsolidated and legitimized, providing
the legal framework for continuing land redemptand consolidation of Jewish hegemony.

In addition to the large-scale dispossession of Radestinians, the Jews took over
everything left behind by the British, including lit@ry bases and bank accounts. The British,
after having left the Palestinians at the mercyhef Zionists, were thus complicit in making the
dispossession of the Palestinians complete: ireénly 1950s the governmental accounts for the
Mandate located in London were handed over to ¢wes Jdepriving the Palestinians from any
share of the wealth that had been accumulatedgiBfiryears of British rul@&

The Palestinians, on the contrary to the Jews, bawlis day not come to enjoy the

privilege of statehood. This state of tremendousailance - Israel’s sovereignty and Palestine’s

80 Chomsky, N. (1999)ateful Triangle: The United States, Israel and Beestinians Cambridge, MA: South
End Press, p. 45.
81 pappeHistory of Palestingop. cit.,p. 134.
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non-sovereignty - has been of great significanceHhe relations of the two people as well as the
wider area of the Middle East, as has been showimeitatest violent outbreak, the war on Gaza.
While Israel claims the right to self-defense dmelise of arms in order to protect the population
of its state - rights which are recognized by f&lldN member states - the Palestinians in Gaza
are internationally condemned for having to resorilegal measures such as the smuggling of
weapons - their only means to be able to engagelfrdefense, a right they are deprived of in

the absence of sovereignty.

Whereas the declaration of Israel's statehood - Ral@stine’s lack thereof - is a key
point in the consolidation of Zionist power, itatso imperative to consider its representation in
the aftermath, i.e. its impact on the conceptudlized lived space, whickill be addressed in
chapter 6. At this point, we can conclude that ooty the declaration of the State of Israel
functioned as a scalar fix. Perhaps even more itaptly, it was the scalar fix of policy making
in form of unofficial plans that facilitated the loaial, or capitalist-imperial, ambition of the

Zionists.

4.4 Judaization and the Consolidation of Territorid Boundaries

Another aspect towards a full understanding of éktent of the Zionists’ deliberately
planned dispossession of the Palestinian peoplleeiscalar fix of Judaization in conjunction
with the consolidation of the territorial boundarief Eretz Israel. From the outset of the Zionist
colonization enterprise at the turn of thé"2@ntury, the territorial configuration of Jewisnt
holdings in Palestine, which was to lay the fouratafor the state of Israel, was determined by
the creation of another scalar fix: the seemingligviersible ‘facts on the ground’. As shown in

figure 4 (p.53), the Jewish settlements were strategically paditioned, and their location was
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strongly taken into consideration by the severahmittees appointed to investigate the situation
in Palestine, eventually leading to the PartitidanPproposed by the UN in 1947. As Ghazi
Falah points out, the settlement frontier deterwchititee boundaries of the Partition Plan, a fact
that was very well known to the Zionists who crdalewish settlements “in the Nagab [Negev]
literally overnight” to ensure the area be includfethe proposed Jewish stéfe.

The ‘Green Line’ represents another such ‘fact'teAfignoring the initial borders
proposed in the 1947 Partition Plan, the prelimifasundary between Israel and the remaining
Palestinian lands was determined to be along tH® a@mistice line, an act which significantly
increased the territory of the Jewish state. Wnilginally drawn merely to depict the location of
the armed forces at the time of the ceasefireGiieen Line has found wide acceptance - both by
Israeli and Palestinian negotiators - as a defaaritler between Israel and a potential Palestinian
state, and as a premise for any peace negotiath@na. consequence of this institutionalization
of the Green Line, demographic distribution of falestinian population was largely ignored,
disrupting indigenous villages and townships.

In order to ensure its ‘Jewish character’, landfisgations within Israel proper have
continuously altered the territorial configuratiaf the state. The pre-state strategy was to
establish core settlements in the most valuablefentite areas of Palestine. The declaration of
the state of Israel converted these Jewish enclesbsn the majority Palestinian areas into

84 At the same time, it was the Arab land

officially recognized “national space of the newtst
that was now turned into ‘enclaves’ within the &ratate, rendering the remaining Palestinian

villages more vulnerable to fragmentation and egpation. Scholars have aptly described this

82 Falah, G. (2003). Dynamics and Patterns of thangimg of Arab Lands in PalestinBolitical Geography, 222),
p. 196.

% Newman, D. (2002). The Geopolitics of Peacemakirigrael-PalestinePolitical Geography, 215), p. 637.

8 Falah,Shrinking of Arab Land®p. cit.,p. 187.
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continuous process of deliberate dispossessionhas“dlienation” and “shrinking” of the
Palestinian land aimed at the “Judaization” of é§fa a process through which the territory
under Israeli control, a governmental or Zionistragy, has increased from some 77% after the
1948/49 war to more than 90%.

Several laws were put in place in order to fadgithe expropriation of Arab land, which
is protected under the 1960 Basic Land Law, statiagthe “ownership of lands, being the lands
in Israel of the State, the Development Authorityttee Keren Kayemet le-Israel [i.e. the Jewish
National Fund], shall not be transferred eithersaje or any other mannet:"As the State of
Israel explains on its website, this law is basedtbe special relationship between the People
... and the Land of Israel and its redemptiBhproviding a protective mechanism to ensure its
exclusive use by Jewish people.

In addition, the Israel Land Administration hasvided Master Plans for the
development of Arab villages which deliberately lagie land privately owned and inhabited by
Arabs. Demarcated as lying outside the jurisdictemea of the local municipality, and
consequently excluded from officially recognizedidential areas, the villages in these areas are
barred from economic and social development andderead more vulnerable to future
dispossessioff As a result, the Arab lands have become increbsinggmented, aiding the
Judaization policy of the Israeli government. Innyacases the policy of non-development
involves entire villages and townships that arengrily inhabited by Palestinians. To this day,
there are hundreds of unrecognized Arab villagdsrael, manifestations of distinct Palestinian

space, whose existence is categorically deniedegsappear on no maps and are not included in

% |bid., p. 181.

8 Basic Laws of the State of Israel, gtd. in FaBlrinking of Arab Landop. cit.,p. 188.
87 State of IsraeBasic Laws: Israel Lands

8 Falah,Shrinking of Arab Lands, op. cip, 198ff.
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any plans for socio-economic development. The dacton-recognition enables the confiscation
of this Arab land, as the expulsion of Palestinieamabitants and their transfer into
“concentration townships” goes literally unnoti¢&d.

With the beginning of the occupation of the WeshBand Gaza, similar policies were
adopted to the areas outside Israel’s sovereigitaigr®® During the 1967 war and its aftermath
the establishment of legal (i.e. by Israeli staddprand illegal settlements was justified as
necessary to build a ‘security zone' near the Gkéme Whereas in 1967 the Israeli government
had brought 9.3% of the West Bank under its conitdlad confiscated nearly half of the entire
area by 2008' Figure 5 visualizes the quantitative change ittleseents in the West Bank,
excluding East Jerusalem, since the beginningebtitupation. It clearly shows the significant
increase in settlers in more recent years, jumpimg 176,500 in 1999 to 275,156 in 2007 and

defying all pledges and agreements to freeze sedtieactivities.
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Figure 5: Growth of the settler population, excadt Jerusalem. (Source: PASSIA)

8 Schechla, J. (2001). The Invisible People Comldght: Israel’s ‘Internally Displaced’ and the ‘Ugszognized
Villages’. Journal of Palestine Studies, 81), 20 - 31.

% Settlements were also built in the Sinai, whicliexdismantled after Israel’s withdrawal, and Gdtsights,
where they remain to this day.

1 Reuveny, R. (2003). Fundamentalist Colonialisme Teopolitics of Israel-Palestinian ConfliPplitical
Geography, 2%4), p. 359.
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There are several dimensions to the way the Jeseiglements among Palestinians in the
OT (Occupied Territories) have an impact on thefla@nNot only has the increasing number of
Jewish settlers changed the social relationship thié Arabs, leading to increasing tension that
translates into violence, it also consolidateselreontrol over the Palestinian territory and its
people. The construction of the Jewish settlementsnected through bypass roads designated
for Jewish use only - separate the Arab villaged tnwnships from each other and disrupt
Palestinian life. These settlements are - unlikeRalestinian areas - subject to Israeli law and
receive preferential treatment in terms of politigad civil rights. As will be shown in the next
section, Israel’s policy is to seize the land whilanaging the indigenous population in a way
that denies them fundamental rights granted tdéwash settlers.

Once these ‘facts on the ground’ have been credtitegt,become a significant point on
any negotiation agenda, ranking almost equally wiitical issues such as Jerusalem and the
right of return for Palestinian refuge®sThus, the longer those settlements exist, the more
justified seems their existence, for an increasingber of settler descendants appear to make a
reversal of the settlement process ever more udhla. Taking a step back to look at these
‘facts’ as a whole, we can consider the settlemants dialectical Relation in itself and thus
understand and appreciate the significance of temdandous change that has occurred in
Palestine, not by accident by through deliberatecies. To this day, the settlements in the OT
have been a major obstacle to a solution of théicohetween Israel and Palestine. With resort-
like housing complexes replacing degenerate vileaygd Zionist settlers displacing Palestinians
into “concentration townships”, the settlements e manifestation of uneven development in
the area. The settlement Relation thus shows glgébd Zionists’ success of stealing “the

commons from under the goose.”

92 Newmanop. cit.,p. 636.
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4.5 The Military Administration in the Occupied Territories After 1967

After its conquest of the West Bank and Gaza Stithin six days of June 1967, Israel
established a new scalar fix to manage its newlgiobd territories in form of a military
administration, designed to utilize the territooy fts own interests while neglecting the rights of
the Palestinian people. While the previous legatesy - Jordanian and Egyptian law for the
West Bank and Gaza respectively - remained largeplace, ultimate authority was conferred
upon the Israeli military commander, whose militarglers (MO) - of which more than 2,500
were issued throughout the years of occupation mediately became effective lat. The
military jurisdiction served several functions. Nmtly did the complex legal system sanction
“the legality, legitimacy, and morality of the ogmtion,”®* the laws and institutions established
by Israel were also designed to control literallyaspects of life in the OT and to shape the
socio-spatial practices of the Palestinian people.

Apart from the military rule, a number of key irtigtions were utilized to control the
population, first and foremost the General Secevige (GSS), also known as Shin Bet. The
enormous influence of the GSS went beyond the lusidormation gathering, using
surveillance methods similar to those of the Stpparatus of the German Democratic Republic.
Most importantly, with no legal authority in charggit, the GSS functioned above the law. This
lack of accountability facilitated the agency’s aggment in coercive activities such as illegal
detentions and torturg.

Another control mechanism that interfered grossithwhe socio-spatial practices of

Palestinians has been what Israeli professor afigg)l Neve Gordon, described as the permit

% Gordon, N. (2008)israel's OccupationBerkeley and Los Angeles, CA: University of Catifia Press, p. 27. See
also Shehadeh, R. (1989). The Changing JuridieauSof Palestinian Areas under Occupation. In NiriXEd.)
Occupation: Israel over PalestinBelmont, MA: AAUG Press, p. 118ff.
94 H

Ibid., p. 28.
% Ibid., p. 31.
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regime. Palestinians in the OT had to obtain perrfot nearly every kind of activity, from
planting new trees for the citrus plantation, tergiag out any type of electricity work, to
purchasing and operating a tractor. Permits wese igsued, or more ofterot issued, to control
and restrict the movement of people within as wasllto and from the two regions, the West
Bank and Gaza. Even the right for Palestiniansdwgearireely within their cities and villages was
often severely restricted through curfews and c¢lesuA point in case is Hebron, where a 24-
hour curfew was imposed for four days during thesBaer holidays in 1995 in order to allow
Jewish residents and visitors to spend their hgligighout the ‘disturbance’ by the locals.

The act of issuing or withholding a permit was imétl as a tool to blackmail and
manipulate individuals, as granting a permit waerofconditioned on collaboration with the
occupying power. Gordon points out that the perregime transformed basic rights into
privileges and thus shaped all types of socialtimia as well as the behavior of people. While
this extensive surveillance and control mechanisas &pplied to the Arab population, the
military rule did not apply to the increasing numloé Israeli settlers in the OT. The highly
unequal treatment of the two groups of people ¢etthé growing dispartment between the Arabs
and the Israelis, as well as increasing resentimetite former for the lattet’

Similar effects were produced through the perpetuadjuity in formulating economic
policies for the Palestinians and Jews, both iadisproper and the Occupied Territories. Overall
investment in the dilapidated economy of the OT Wwapt at a minimum as to avoid the
development of a strong, sustainable economy aodupe an increasing dependency on the
patron, Israel. The net transfers the Israeli govent received from the OT, which could have

improved the development of Gaza and the West Bagrkficantly, were not reinvested in the

% Chomsky,op. cit.,p. 546.
" Gordon,op. cit.,pp. 33-40.
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area. As Sarah Graham-Brown observed in 1989,etns that the territories today largely
finance the Israeli occupation, rather than vicesag Indeed, the annual report of the
administration for the fiscal year 1984/85 suggedteat the occupation (excluding military
expenses) “hardly costs the Israelis anythitfg.”

Instructive for our understanding of the occupatarippling effects on the indigenous
Palestinian economy is an extensive study on tlwmaroy of the Gaza Strip by American-
Jewish scholar Sara Roy, who has referred to Israelicies as a “political economy of un-
development.” While Palestinian workers had to peyes at a much higher percentage than
Israeli workers, they were not entitled to any Bise In addition, whereas the Israeli
agricultural sector was highly subsidized, thererevdardly any financial incentives for
Palestinian farmers and entrepreneurs in Gaza,ritfaksng it impossible for them to compete
with their Israeli counterparts.

Another case in point illustrating the uneven depeient is the distribution of water
rights. While military orders placed tight restioets on water use as well as the digging of new
wells for Palestinian farmers, the Jewish set#gyed free usage of water and drilled between
35 and 40 new wells in Gaza within the first twacages of the military administration. To
express this inequity in concrete figures: the 3bvgettlers in Gaza used an average of 2,326
cubic meters of water per capita, whereas the wedage for Gazans amounted to merely 123
cubic meters per capitd® Israel's economic policies were clearly designeddisable the
Palestinian economy in order to contain the thofatompetition and economically strengthen

Israel.

% Graham-Brown, S. (1989). The Economic Consequenfcée Occupation. In N. Aruri (EdQccupation: Israel
over PalestineBelmont, MA: AAUG Press, p. 333/334.

% Roy, S. The Gaza Strip: Critical Effects of thecQuation. In N. Aruri (Ed.Pccupation: Israel over Palestine
Belmont, MA: AAUG Press, pp. 249-296.

199 pid., p. 277.
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With the lack of economic development within theriteries, an increasing number of
Palestinians joined the labor force in Israel. Wiiiie payment there was much higher than any
potential earnings in the OT, the average incomePdestinians was still merely one sixth of
that of an Israeli worker. At the same time, a tafigal amount of funding was available for

Jewish people wishing to settle in the West Bank@raza. As one settler confirmed:

All one needs to do in order to qualify for sucbuan is to decide that one wants to join a settlémen
Various institutions will then look after all onefseds: a truck is sent to help one move; one is

given a place to live and a plot of land as welbteer means of production worth many millions [of

lira]. 1°*

This indicates that the Palestinian territories enaerved as a crucial investment
opportunity for over-accumulated capital while he tsame time allowing for the pursuit of
imperialist objectives: whereas Palestinian farmemdg entrepreneurs were exploited, Jewish
settlers benefited from seemingly unlimited capitaflows. This dialectical relation of
contradiction furthers our understanding of thereasing frustration among the Palestinian
population in the OT that would eventually leadhe first intifada in 1987.

Overall, the permit regime was designed to makeottepation “invisible” as to avoid
the formation of any meaningful, organized resis¢gafiom the Palestinians. For that reason, the
military administration only acted at the highevds, whereas Arab officials remained in their
positions at municipal and local levels. Furtherejotsrael established an official Civil
Administration over the Palestinian Territoriesli®81. What was supposed to be an end to the

military rule was in reality merely a change in rncreating an illusion of normal social

relations which served as a disguise for incredgingercive measures of contf8f. Thus the

101

Qtd. in Graham-Browrgp. cit.,p. 306.
192 Nakhleh, K. (2004)The Myth of Palestinian Development: Political Aidd Sustainable Deceilerusalem:
PASSIA, p. 146. See also Gordamp, cit.,p. 110.
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Civil Administration provided a newly consolidatédrm of power, or scalar fix, with the
objective to enhance the semblance of normalityt, Yiee forms of control mechanisms
established under military rule did not change Wl new administration, merely the way they
were deployed.

Despite these efforts to ‘normalization’, Israeildd to suppress resistance to the
oppressive occupation all together. Since the 298&f] the relationship between Israel and the
Palestinians in the OT has been defined by the ahuéinforcement of the two social factors -
occupation and resistance. To the extent thatdhmdr has shaped the latter, the resistance also
defined the mechanisms and methods of Israelianylitule.

That the Civil Administration still had a tight gron the social structure of the OT can be
seen in an examination of foreign efforts to fostecio-economic development in Palestine. In
his detailed analysis of the most significant depeilent agency for Palestine active during the
pre-Oslo years - the Geneva-based Welfare AssooiafiVA) - Palestinian scholar and
development consultant Khalil Nakhleh reveals numusrobstacles to genuine, sustainable
development and empowerment of the indigenous #akass. As all money to be allocated to
the Palestinian economy was controlled by Israele,r efforts of foreign ‘developmental’
intervention were greatly restricted. Moreover, ihihe WA succeeded in establishing a
considerable development fund, the achievement efuige development was greatly
exacerbated, as every single project requiredai@pproval and cooperation from the military
authorities:®

Another great impediment to development was thewvigr@ corruption, both among
founding members of the WA, most of who were Palest businessmen, and within the

various factions of the PLO which had become irgiredy institutionalized within the OT

193 bid.
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during the first intifada. Albeit clear principlésr a genuine development had been established,
they were not internalized by the founding membarsg] the actual intervention on the ground
gave a different picture from that stated in thgeotives. Rather than providing aid to those
projects in need, the corrupted leadership of tha Witen allocated funds to befriended
entrepreneurs in the OT, hoping to establish a gougition for themselves for the expected

Palestinian autonomy.

4.6 The Oslo ‘Peace Process’ - A Peace to End afldee?

The following analysis will not only expose the @#ccord as a contradiction in itself,
but as a culmination of all four types of relatiarsed in the dialectical method, showing that the
treaty and its ensuing negotiations and agreentdtaot bring the promised peace, but rather
intensified the conflict.

The Israeli-Palestinian Declaration of Principlégned on 13 September 1993 was the
response to six years of brutal violence that hexved since the outbreak of the first Intifada in
1987. In this declaration, the two sides, i.e. 8tate of Israel and the Palestinian delegation,
representing the Palestinian people, agreed “thas itime to put an end to decades of

confrontation and conflict.” They further pledged t

recognize their mutual legitimate and politicalhtigy and strive to live in peaceful coexistence and
mutual dignity and security and achieve a justtingsand comprehensive peace settlement and

historic reconciliation through the agreed politiseocess?*

What came to be known as the Oslo Accord contamigdvords and great ideas, which

according to Arafat marked “a new era in the hiswfrthe Middle East?® and, at the time, may

104 |sraeli-Palestinian Declaration of Principles,.qtdKhan, Z.(1998). Palestine Documen®8haros Media &
Publishing (P) Ltd: New Dehli, p. 501.
105 etter from Arafat to Rabin, 9 September 1993, iitdKhan,op. cit.,p. 513.
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have sounded rather promising to some. Yet a clos&rat the Accord’s individual articles and
annexes would have immediately raised suspiciomirddsight, the agreement may doubtlessly
be judged as a failure.

Indeed, scholars have argued that the Oslo Ac@othg with its ensuing agreements,
was bound to fail from the very beginning of theyoigations, primarily due to the differential
treatment of two supposedly equal negotiation astnOn the one hand, power games between
the external PLO and the negotiators from the VBastk and Gaza significantly weakened the
Palestinian party already during the preparatoagest In stark contrast to Israel, the Palestinian
negotiators went to the talks lacking the bare mum of preparation: neither were they in
possession of maps of their own, nor did they hawg detailed knowledge or a firm
commitment to “principle and justicé® Consequently, the negotiations were held primanily
Israeli terms, for the PLO was eager to make canoes to Israel in order to ensure their own
position in power. Failing to understand the poditiand historical context and significance of
the negotiations, the PLO leaders entirely igndreddemands of the Palestinian people, most
importantly a sovereign state and the rights faséhhundreds of thousands of refugees and
diaspora in Europe and the US to return to theindst®’

In adherence to a Kissinger memorandum issued &lwasdecades before, the Oslo
agreement embraced a ‘step-by-step’ strategy, gingia Palestinian statehood only in ‘final
status negotiations’, which were to come into @xise only after certain conditions were met,
including the Israeli withdrawal from most of thal®stinian areas. Thus, the crucial issue of
sovereignty was deferred to an undetermined paintime - which, indeed, has yet to

materialize. What the Palestinians received insteasi an ‘autonomy’ regime of the Palestinian

198 5aid,End of the Peace Proces®. cit.,p. 14.
197 bid., p. 153.
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Authority under which Yassir Arafat succeeded ttalelssh a repressive one-man rule with a
corrupt, incompetent bureaucracy considered by EdiBaid “worse than the cooperation with
Israel” established to eliminate ‘opponents’ of freace proces$® The Israeli journalist Danny
Rubinstein compared the autonomy granted to theskalans with the situation “in a POW
camp, where the prisoners are ‘autonomous’ to dbek meals without interference and to
organize cultural events® In other words, whatever little self-rule was steired to the PLO,
the actual state of affairs was still under fingbarvision by Israel.

In addition to the PLO’s abuse of its position be tepresentative of the Palestinian
people, the agreement has been continuously viblbie Israel. Not only was the agreed
schedule for redeployment of Israeli troops in West Bank delayed, it was in fact never
completed. To this day Israel remains in contrahefentry points to Gaza and the West Bank as
well as the villages near the Green Line deemedriditary or state use. Moreover, figure 6
shows how the West Bank remains highly fragmentedugh the numerous closures (i.e.
checkpoints, road gates, earth walls etc.) maiathly Israet!® As Israeli historian llan Pappe
points out, the Zionist state continues to rulenwiirutality and callousness” over what amounts

to more than 50% of the laftt

198 pid., op. cit.,pp. 18 and 65.

199 Danny Rubinstein, gtd. in Chomslap. cit.,p. 535.

1035ee also Appendix B for a case study of a Palastiillage in the West Bank.
11 pappeHistory of Palestinepp. cit.,p. 244.
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Figure 6: Location of closures in the West Bankui8e: OCHA)
Such violations were in fact facilitated by the wagess of the language in the Oslo

agreement which, by and large, merely stipulatethés negotiations and agreements, rather
than providing clear assignments for both parfldsis, the provision that the status of the West

Bank and Gaza should not be changed notwithstantiiegAccord does not explicitly prohibit
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the further spread of settlements in the territorid/ithin the decade following the first Oslo
agreement in 1993, the number of Jewish settletisaniVest Bank nearly doubled, “creating an
imagined map of a Jewish West Bank above, in nmtae bne sense, the Palestinian ohé.”

The Jewish settlers literally surrounded the Pamliests from all sides, with tunnels
below and highways above therm their function as ‘bargaining chips’ in the peac
negotiations, the location of the Jewish settleséatve had a significant impact on the proposed
land distribution between Israel and the aspirddddiaian state, whereby some 161 Palestinian
enclaves in Areas A (Palestinian cities) and B éBtatian villages) are surrounded by Area C
containing all the Jewish settlements and Israditary areas-** Figure 7 shows the division of
the West Bank into Areas A, B and C as discussemgl®slo Il negotiations, 1995. The map
clearly shows that, at that time most of the WesnlBterritory was still under Israeli control.
The lIsraeli settlements, roads and military areasgly disrupted the urban and rural areas,
preventing the consolidation of a structured cohegavithin a future Palestinian state.

At the Camp David Il negotiations in July 2000, BH8arak made a “generous offer” to
the Palestinians, which proposed to incorporatégaifcant area of the West Bank - in part
temporarily and in part permanently - into theestatt Israel. The remaining Palestinian land was
to be even more fragmented through the separationtiiree areas that have been described as
‘Bantustans’, emphasizing the similarities to theogplitical conditions of South Africa under
the Apartheid regim&® It should be no surprise that Arafat rejectedaRa offer, which

allowed Israelis to “live in continuous space” whethey “enjoy free movement” while

12 Falah,Shrinking of Arab Land®p. cit.,p. 196; Pappeiistory of Palestingop. cit.,p. 243.

13 Reuvenypp. cit.,p. 360.

114 5aid,End of the Peace Process. cit.,p. 15; see also Pappdistory of Palestine, op. cit.Falah,Shrinking of
Arab Lands, op. cit.and Reuvenygp. cit.,
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“Palestinians are compelled to reside in an arfagewly generated enclaves-® The second
intifada which followed the failed negotiations wisis a clear reflection of how far away the
talks had moved from the realities of the eventsl®8 and the possibility of a sovereign

Palestinian state, which had been promised moreS8ayears before.

Oslo Il Map
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o5 |5 kikemerers

] 5 1 ik

Figure 7: Oslo Il Map (Source: Palestine Center)

15 Falah,Shrinking of Arab Landsp. cit.,p. 193.
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Another dimension of the ‘peace process’ was thenmg up of new channels for
increased capital inflow to foster economic develept through the international community, a
process which Khalil Nakhleh exposed as a mithwhile the Oslo accords allowed and
encouraged big monetary investments in the Paiastiferritories, no genuine development
strategy was developed, especially from the EU Jdahgest donor of Palestinian aid in the post-
Oslo years. Moreover, crucial technical assistdocalevelopment projects was outsourced to
what Nakhleh termed “New Mercenaries” instead afonporating the indigenous population,
thus rendering the latter the “weakest politicaneént”, “non-participant actors” on whom
foreign, ill-conceived policies were impos¥€d.

Finally, whatever little structural and developnaniprovement was achieved after the
Oslo agreements, it was completely reversed wethréhoccupation of the OT by Israel in 2002.
Witnessing the destruction of houses with bulldezend the imposition of new curfews

accompanied by continuous gunfire in Ramallah, Nakkdescribed the irony of the events:

Each time some of the tanks and armored persommngéis rumbled down the road in which | live, bisi
and audible from my office window, | would continuealmly and coolly, to analyze the process of
‘developing’ and ‘un-developing’ Palestine.

The well formulated objectives for developing naiyoa healthy Palestinian economy
but also a coherent, self-confident society werthing but rhetoric in the sense of Orwellian
doublethink, for the end result of immeasurablers$f and millions of aid was complete un-

development of an entire people. As Nakhleh coresudThis is a process of un-developing

1% Nakhleh,Myth of Development, op. cit.
7 |bid., pp. 140/1 and 191/2.
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Palestinian society, undermining and dismantlingy apotentially viable Palestinian
institution.”™*®

Indeed, some scholars consider the Oslo accordsttendensuing agreements as an
official consent to Israeli occupation - a “condalion of Israel’s territorial gains in Gaza and
the West Bank*'® At the same time, Israel received internationaditrfor making ‘peace’ -
while continuing its occupation. The socio-spaiedquality between Israel and Palestine could
not be more clear.

While Oslo was supposedly the hallmark of the peaegotiations, the so-called
‘process’ remained rather stagnant and never reaitbegoal. As none of its objectives were
achieved, the ‘peace process’ became an emptyehidsout meaning. Yet, it remains firmly
in place. As if its existence was appeasing thed®aians, the never-ending ‘peace process’
continues, with renewed efforts whenever it seem&mericas or Israel’s interest. The ‘process’
is “reinvented all the time ... [and] America thinks as long as there is a ‘process’, God is in
heaven” noted Palestinian scholar and activist Hakshrawi*?°

Contrary to its promise of a solution to the Patestsrael conflict and the prospect of
bringing peace to the Middle East, the Oslo Accamd its follow-up agreements had a further
consolidating effect for the status quo. Said ndked, albeit acknowledging its injustice, many
Palestinian and Arab scholars and intellectualsyels as those supportive of Palestine, have

argued that the agreement between Israel and t@e-Hbr which Arafat shared the Peace Nobel

18 pid., pp. 172/3.

19 3aid,End of the Peace Process, op. qit.154; see also Chomslagp. cit.

1200td. in Fisk, R. (2006)The Great War for Civilization: The Conquest of Migldle East London: Harper
Perennialp.554.
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Prize with Rabin and Peres - should be acceptad‘eslity” and that practical proposals should
be made as to how to “deal” with the contemporinasion!?

Oslo also marked the beginning of the PLO’s — aatdr|l Fatah’s — cooperation with
Israel, bringing the Islamic resistance movemengmis, to the forefront of Palestinian
opposition. Taking the place of PLO, Hamas hassedfuto recognize Israel and takes a strong
stand in their demands for Palestinian sovereigitgspite immense criticism of Hamas’

position, the Israeli journalist, Danny Rubinsteiraluated the situation as follows:

If you add to this the growth of settlements in @&am Ariel, the suburbs of Ramallah, in an
expanded Gush Etzion and Mount Hebron, the Isremdissage becomes unequivocal: You
Palestinians have no chance. You recognized lsandl what you received in return was the
liquidation of your national hopes. So why shoulanths repeat the same recognition whose results

we have already se€fi?

Conclusion

This chapter examined the formation of variousedepolicies, treaties and legislative
acts which, in their function as scalar fix, havaypd a significant part in shaping Palestinian
space and consolidating the dispossession of tlestiPéan people since the first immigration
waves of Jewish settlers driven by Zionism at thel ef the 19 century. In that sense,
combining all the aspects discussed in the indalidections as internal relations of the act of
dispossession - in itself a factor within the ollgseocess of uneven development - allows us to
realize the extent of the rise of Zionist power axgose the Zionist/Israeli leadership as “those

who steal the commons from under the goose.” thérrhelps us to put Palestinian resistance, in

121 5aid,End of the Peace Process, op. qit.58.
122 Rubinstein, D. (2006, September 26). Why Recogtsize|?Haaretz
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form of the two intifadas or handmade rockets fileon Gaza into Israel, into perspective and
to begin to gain understanding of the motivationsiach acts of violence.

Yet, this dialectical analysis needs to be takerth&r and investigate the workings
‘behind the scenes’ which allow the policy makin@gmined in this chapter to be established. In
order to illuminate these processes, the followoigapter will analyze the scalar fix of
networking, first by revisiting two key events lé&agl to the creation of the State of Israel: the
Balfour Declaration and the UN Partition Plan o#4I9and second by examining the ‘special

relationship’ between Israel and the US.
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CHAPTER 5:

CONSOLIDATION OF POWER THROUGH NETWORKING

Introduction

This chapter illustrates how the establishmenibafad networks and close relationships -
often based on economic, religious or ideologicalugds - facilitates the consolidation of
power, i.e. the scalar fix of dispossession. Givenextent of influence that networking activities
exercise in determining the flow of social acte#tias well as finance capital, | have argued in
chapter 3.4 that networking in itself constitutefsiaction of scalar fix. As will be shown in this
chapter, the identification of networks as a forfirscalar fix is essential to the extent that the
processes of legislation and policy making discdissehe previous chapter were largely driven
by the collaboration of individuals and groups pimg common interests of capitalist-
imperialist nature. It is the very coherence amttregruling classes which serves as facilitator of

dispossession and oppression which otherwise warikehsy to break up and resist.

5.1 Pre-State Efforts

Some of the major treaties and doctrines discusséke previous chapter came about
through workings ‘behind the scenes’. In orderlliaminate these processes we will revisit two
key events leading to the creation of the Statésiel: the Balfour Declaration and the UN
Partition Plan of 1947.

We have already noted that the formation of thefdd@alDeclaration was considerably
shaped by temporal components. However, full undedsng of the issuance of the document

requires a look at the networking mechanism ambedBritish pro-Zionist Jewry and the ties it
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established with influential politicians at the &nThe point of origin of this Jewish network was
Manchester, where Zionist leader Chaim Weizmanter(leo be first President of the State of
Israel) was employed as a lecturer in bio-chemiatrthe University of Manchester. Not only

was Manchester home to a great part of the Briestry but also counted foreign secretary Lord
Balfour and Prime Minister LIoyd George among isistituents.

Weizmann established a support group of influenfialvs, starting with the Jewish
banking elite, the Rothschilds, who controlled ratly Britain but virtually all Europe
financially and politically, being largely involveid capitalist-imperial ventures in Asia as well
as South Americ&® While the majority of the Rothschild family hademeexplicitly anti-Zionist
in the late 19 century, the events of WWI brought them much aldeehe Zionist enterprise.
Weizmann was thus able to secure the backing oVaiter Rothschild, heir of the Rothschild’s
guasi-monarchical status among British Jewry, whiwoduced him to influential figures in
British politics - the potential supporters of tA®nist project. Among them was Sir Herbert
Samuel, who had been attracted to the Zionist elem before the war, and who was later to
become the first High Commissioner for Palestinea Imemorandum circulated in March 1915,
Samuel laid out his thesis for a British protect®ra Palestine, arguing that British control over

the area would be the best possible solution irfEtheire’s interest:

Its establishment would be a safeguard to Egypt [t.id hoped that under British rule facilities
would be given to Jewish organizations to purchbsel, to found colonies, to establish
educational and religious institutions, and to pemte in the economic development of the
country, and that Jewish immigration, carefullyuleged, would be given preference, so that in
course of time the Jewish inhabitants, grown inton@ority and settle in the land, may be

conceded such degree of self-government as thetmorsdof that day might justify....

123 Eor an insightful account on the Rothschild bagKamily seeFerguson, N. (2000J-he House of Rothschild:
The World’'s Banker 1849-1998lew York: Penguin Books.
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The course which is advocated would win for Engl#mel gratitude of the Jews throughout the

world In the United States, where they number al2g0®0,000, and in all the other lands where

they are scattered, they would form a body of apinvhose bias [...] would be favourable to the

British Empire®*

In addition to his relations with the Rothschildedaother members of the elite,
Weizmann’'s work as a chemist, in particular hissaesh on the mass production of acetone,
made him an invaluable asset to the British mifitdaringing him into close contact with war
Prime Minister Lloyd George and providing the ogpaity to introduce the Zionist project to
the British governmen€® Moreover, his contributions to British war stratdtelped Weizmann
establish close connections with and gain substastipport from influential members of
government such as General Jan Christian Smutsjiwh®17 was sent as the ‘Special Delegate
from South Africa’ to the War Cabinet in Londondamwho, not surprisingly, supported a policy
for Palestine similar to the colonial regime in SoAfrica.

The UNGA Partition Plan from 1947 was noted as dbBeond decisive document that
enabled the power consolidation leading to theeStétisrael. It is thus worth examining the
influence of Zionist efforts in the background. Tidea of partitioning the land to establish an
independent Jewish and Palestinian state had éxiestemore than a decade and had been
recommended by several foreign committees whicliggponse to the growing violence, were
established to examine the situation in Palestiigure 8 shows the recommendation of the
Royal Peel Commission, which in 1937 proposed lcate less than one fifth of Palestine to a
Jewish state, leaving the rest of the area to #lesBnians. Comparing the Peel proposal to the

UNGA Patrtition Plan ten years later (see figureitdy obvious that the area assigned to the Jews

124 Stevens, R. (1971) Zionism as a Phase of Westgperialism. In I. Abu-Loghod (EdJhe Transformation of
Palestine: Essays on the Origin and Developmetti@frab-Israeli ConflictEvanston: Northwestern University
Press, p. 44.

125 Stein, L. (1961)The Balfour DeclarationNew York: Schuster and Schuster, p. 107.
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had grown considerably. Scholars suggest thatdhemissions’ increasingly favourable attitude
towards the Jews - neglecting the Palestiniansisadfof partition of their homeland - were the
result of immense Zionist lobbying efforts in Biitaand the US, coupled with the manipulative
interference with the investigations conducted fiigials from the committees.

Towards the end of World War IlI, examination didt mmly involve the situation in
Palestine but also that of the DP camps in Eur@péct which the Zionists used to their
advantage. When the Anglo-American Committee toutteel DP centers in 1946, Zionist
officials organized the visit and thus ensured thially those Jews in favor of establishing a
Jewish state were interviewed by the committee.il&ily, travels around Palestine were
influenced by the Haganah, presenting the highlyelbped Jewish settlements and their
beneficial impact on the backward Palestinian Ardthes was backed up with a thousand-page
report issued by the Jewish Agency which portraykd Zionists as representatives of
“enlightenment and progress”. The one-sided reptatien of Palestinian space left no room for
doubt that the Zionists were not only beneficial ttee development of Palestine and its
indigenous population but indeed indispensable. Zimmists’ efforts had such an immense
impact on the committee members that even thosehalkdobeen skeptical at the outset of the
investigation became staunch supporters of theigticause?°

The investigations by UNSCOP (United Nations SgeC@ammittee on Palestine), were
handled in a similar manner, so that its officiaisho knew little about Middle East affairs and
had visited Palestine only briefly - were more iegsed by the tragedy of the Holocaust in

Germany than the Palestinians’ fear of an outbm@akKionist violence and takeover of their

126 Morris, Righteous Victims, op. cipp. 177/8.
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land!?’ Thus, due to the splendid presentation and congtassure by the Zionists and the lack
of any meaningful counter-measures by the disuritedbs, UNSCOP proposed a division plan

which was to lay the foundation for the Jewishestat
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Figure 8: Partition Plan of the Peel Commission,3T@eft) in comparison to the UNGA
Partition Plan, 1947 (right) (Sources: PASSIA; MidéNeb)

27 Morris (p. 182) reports that during UNSCOP’s visiittalestine in May 1947, the Zionists even bughed
committee’s rooms, thus being able to overheaseditet discussions.
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This brief analysis strongly suggests that the iBiometworking efforts played a
significant part in shaping the events that ledh establishment of the State of Israel - to the
extent that the legislation and policies might hate come about had it not been for the Zionist
influence. Whereas the scope of this thesis orwal for a basic introduction of this form of
scalar fix, a more-in depth examination is necgstaexpose the full extent and impact of the
power of networking regarding the creation of thenst state. The following section will
examine another angle of the Zionist network asdunction as scalar fix: the Zionist power

configuration in the US.

5.2 The “Special Relationship” Between the US andstael

It is not possible to discuss the US imperial spsteithout drawing attention to

the anomalous position that Israel holds withindames Petr&$

At the beginning of World War |, the majority of Asrican Jews did not support
Zionism. This was to change, however, as the Baleclaration gave legitimacy to the plan of
Israeli statehood in Palestine. The DeclaratiorbltbZionists to “tap the funds collected by ...
non-Zionist organizations” and thus helped the moset to expand its influence on the Jewish
population*?® The American government, however, showed littterest in Palestine - a position
which was not to change until Israel’s war in 1967.

Since then, a close relationship has emerged betwlee US and Israel, not only
economically, but also on a political scale. Aavé argued in chapter 3, the 1970s saw a shift in

US policy towards a neo-liberal politics that emgihad the accumulation of finance capital.

128 petras, J. (200Rulers and Ruled in the US Empire: Bankers, Zisnidilitants Atlanta, GA: Clarity Press, p.
121.
129 Stork and Rosap. cit.,p. 43.
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Since the beginning of that decade the US beg#aktbadvantage of Israel’s ‘advanced’ state of
development, being “the only developed capitalisirtry in the Middle East'®° In line with its
containment policy against the Soviet Union, the dipported the Jewish state’s objective to
achieve regional economic dominance through maspams and grants. The resulting
relationship of Israel with its surrounding Arabigidors has been described as “classical
colonial”, with the occupied Palestinian territajeas well as Syria and Lebanon supplying
capital and skilled labor and cheap agriculturaldoicts to Israel.

The imperial interests of both the US and Israel armajor defining factor of the
relationship between the two countries. This ise#éd not only in the capital logic of power
(i.e. the unparalleled financial assistance pravidg the US), but also in the territorial logic or,
more plainly, the military relationship. While Iglshas enjoyed a massive transfer of arms and
weapons from the US, it has in return supplied tms and military services to US-allies in the
Middle East region as well as in Africa. With thelh of aid from the US, Israel has assisted in
training soldiers in former Zaire, Ethiopia and 8oéfrica. Thus, the US and Israel share in
their imperialist objectives, not only to gain indince on a regional but also on a wider scale.

This has also affected peace negotiations in thddMi East, which the US often
manipulates to Israel’'s advantage. In the 1973 iwanrposefully ‘prolonged’ diplomatic efforts
as to “delay the Security Council in order to giseael 72 more hours to fight* At the same
time, the US position was not to merely provideamditional support to Israel, as the increasing
need for oil also determined America’s “interesttiv@ 130 million Arabs that sit athwart the
world’s oil supplies.**? Peace negotiations between Israel and Egypt thautghe 1970s under

the initiative of US Secretary of State, Henry kiger, were thus complicated; and the Jewish

130 Rubin, B. (1973). America’s Mid-East Policy: A Mast Perspectivelournal of Palestine Studies(3), p. 55.
131 Kissinger Memorandum. (1981). To Isolate the Ralizss.MERIP Reports96, p. 25.
132 (i

Ibid.
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state agreed to give up the Sinai Peninsula onér aktensive assurances and repeated written
agreements were made, stating that the US woulgensate Israel for its abandonment of the
Egyptian oil fields and guarantee its oil suppfy.These concessions were accompanied by
guarantees to aid Israeli defense through increas@d supplies, as well as loans and grants,
averaging $2.2 billion per year between 1976 ar@D1¥ After the initial failure of Kissinger’s
shuttle diplomacy, the US deliberately decidedtiplement a “step-by-step” strategy towards a
peace process where Israel would not be forcedstausk critical issues such as borders and the
Palestinian right to return. This approach has beaimtained, leading ultimately to the failure of
the Oslo Accord (see chapter 4.6).

Israel’s ‘special’ relationship with the US has givthe Jewish state a jester’s license to
ignore international law and condemnation of itigees and remain firm in its discriminatory
position towards the Palestinians. Numerous UNIugisos - most famously Resolution 242 -
have been passed to outlaw Israel’'s longstandirypation of Palestinian territory and its
indiscriminate warfare against Palestinians andabhelBe - to no avail. Resolutions by the
Security Council are either vetoed by the US ormight rejected by Israel. A UN General
Assembly resolution on 13 November 2006 condemrtireg massacre of Beit Hanoun and
calling for an investigation was also ignored bg trewish state, which instead continued its
assault on the Palestinian peopfeEven proposals for peace negotiations advancdddnyas
as early as 2005 were rejected on grounds thatllstees not negotiate with ‘terrorist
organizations’. Instead, it responded with an eagndlockade on the Gaza strip and several
airstrikes in 2006, leading to the death of som@ #alestinians, more than half of them

civilians. The United States also stood firm wisinakel in its rebuff of a proposal by UK Prime

133The Abu Rudeis oilfields in the Sinai had suppB&6 of Israel’s oil needs.
134 Bahbah, B. (1982). The United States and Isr&atsrgy SecurityJournal of Palestine Studies, {2), p. 129.
135 petraspp. cit.,p. 115.
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Minister Tony Blair for a Middle East conference ialh was to bring all parties to the table,
including Israel and Palestine, Syria, Iran and.lra

The ‘special’ relationship, however, is not justfided by America’s unconditional
support for Israel and the latter’s total dependeor the former. Rather a mutual dependence
has evolved which allows Israel at times even tctatik to the US. Nor is this a recent
phenomenon, as the circumstances of the attackeob$S Liberty by Israeli forces at the onset
of the war in June 1967 show. Despite great effsas the Pentagon and Defense Secretary
Robert McNamara to cover up the facts and sileheestirviving crew members, evidence has
shown that the attack by Israeli fighter planes waisan accident at all. The Israelis knew very
well before the assault that the ship they weraiatmattack was under American flag. Evidence
even suggests that the attack was planned befateaad ordered directly by then Israeli
Defense Minister Moshe Dayan. While this was vegll wnown to the Americans, they agreed
to cover up the deliberate attack on one of thapss As Jeffrey St. Clair concludes, “the IDF’s
strike on the Liberty served to weld the US andd&together, in a kind of political and military
embrace.” Little wonder then that Palestinians #ee Israeli attacks on their townships and
villages as a “joint operation, with the Pentagsraaidden partnef:*

In recent years, Israel’s position also allowed Jlesvish lobby, and if necessary the
Jewish state itself, to interfere in US foreignigpwith Iraq and Iran. When the US government
mandated the Baker commission to examine and eeatha situation in Iraq, it took Israeli
President Olmert’s direct intervention to dismikge resulting recommendations to engage in
diplomatic talks with Iran and Syria over Irag. Whihe Baker report was published in a rather

friendly environment, and was thus expected tonoerporated in US foreign policy making, it

136 5t, Clair, in Cockburn, A. and J. St. Clair, (Bd&003)The Politics of Anti-SemitisrPetrolia and Oakland, CA:
CounterPunch and AK Presm. cit.,p. 97.
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failed to have any positive impact on America'sifias towards Iran and Syria. On the contrary,
as relations between the US and Iran became inoghasaggravated over issues of nuclear
proliferation and intervention in Iraq, it was migithe Jewish lobby in the US which advocated
a war in Iran. The lobby perpetually distributedryweopaganda dismissing not only Iran’s claim
of pursuing a peaceful nuclear research programalad affirmative findings by the IAEA
commissior>’

This somewhat curious behavior by a rather smail goung state which is highly
dependent on foreign financial and military aid,ritsea closer look at the supporting network
that operates in the US - the Zionist power comfigion (ZPC), to use James Petras’ term. The
ZPC includes 51 national Jewish organizations (iticlg the America-Israel Public Affairs
Committee, or AIPAC, and the Anti-Defamation Leagueder the umbrella of the Conference
of Presidents of the Major American Jewish Orgaions (CPMAJO) as well as several
hundred Jewish Federations on a regional and kmak. Additional financial support comes
from Jewish millionaire (and billionaire) donorsutbalso a great number of political action
committees, whose names do not indicate any coionettt Israel but which raise funds for the
Jewish state.

Even more difficult to pinpoint and to measure he impact of an array of cultural,
“fanatical” activists who reprimand and counter tityg and anybody critical of Isra&f That
said, the following example of ‘activism’ is illustive. In April 2008, it was discovered that a
pro-lsrael activist group, CAMERA (Committee for @gacy in Middle East Reporting in
America), had drawn up a plan to infiltrate Wikifeedvith its own people who - once being

established as neutral administrators - would chaagcles relating to the Palestinian-Israeli

137 petraspp. cit.,p. 105ff.
138 |bid., pp. 122 and 132.
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conflict in favor of the Zionist narrative. The plas said to have been abolished after it was
uncovered?>®

With this tight network in place, the sway of th€@ goes far beyond the lobbying
activities of AIPAC and the like. Petras identifiachumber of major, Washington-based think
tanks, including the American Enterprise Instit@ed the Project for the New American
Century, which frequently publish position papegditorials and opinion pieces in prestigious
newspapers, and whose political analysts and MiHekt ‘experts’ appear regularly on TV news
programs and political debates, presenting a paelgpoint of view:*°

Furthermore, the ZPC asserts direct influence onpdigy making. Not only is the
network’s political pressure able to ensure up &g@rcent within the US Congress to support
any legislation in favor of Israel, it also consol directly or indirectly - the most influential
positions in the US administration. Close examoratieveals what has been termed a “dual
loyalty”, i.e. the relationship between the aboveationed think tanks and US government
officials. Two of the most senior officials in thdS State Department under the Clinton
administration, who were responsible for the Palest-Israeli peace process, had held the
position of director for a pro-Israeli think tankheer before or after becoming a US government
official.’** The already intimate ties between the pro-Isemtivists and the US government
intensified significantly under the Bush adminittba, where ever more “Israeli loyalists”
entered the government on all levEDuring the first term of the Bush presidency, Wikite

House was influenced, among others, by speechwiitasid Frum, Special Assistant Elliot

139 The Electronic Intifada. (2008, April 24). Prodst group’s plan to rewrite history on Wikiped@entre for
Research on Globalization

140 Other think tanks mentioned by Petras (p. 121)taeeNew Citizenship Project, the Center for Siegiiolicy,
the National Institute for Public Policy, the Jelwlsstitute for National Security Affairs, the Wasgton Institute
for Near Eastern Policy and the Institute for Adweah Strategic and Political Studies.

141 Christison, B. and K. (2003). In Cockburn, A. ahdt. Clair, (Eds.Jhe Politics of Anti-SemitisrnPetrolia and
Oakland, CA: CounterPunch and AK Press, p. 127.

142 pid., op. cit.,p. 128.
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Abrams, and Bush spokesman Ari Fleischer, whereadPentagon was under the pressure of
Israel supporters Donald Rumsefeld, Paul Wolfowitay Zakheim and others. While the names
may have changed during Bush’s second term ingfflee influence remained. The same can be
said of the new Obama administration, given thé¢ tlaat Obama’s first appointment was Chief
of Staff, Rahm Emanuel, a former volunteer in thraéli Defense Forces and son of a member
of the Irgun This continuing presence of “Israeli loyalists” the US administration clearly
highlights the effectiveness of the scalar fix efworking.

The persistent pressure on members of congresgméswes that any attempts to criticize
Israel for its aggressive policies are effectiveilenced. Both Congressman Earl Hilliard and
Congresswoman Cynthia McKinney fell victim to thpsactice, after demanding more fair
Middle East policies as well as a proper invesikigabf 9/11. After AIPAC and other Jewish
organizations provided large financial supporthteirt (pro-Israel) opponents, both were defeated
in ensuing elections. For Cynthia McKinney, who hadd to fight back by gathering support
from Arab-American groups, the battle against timeefican Jews ended with a media attack by
the Lobby for receiving funds from “pro-terror Mimk”.*** Hilliard’s reputation was similarly
destroyed in a slandering campaign in the corparegdia. In general, the dual loyalties seen in
the US government seem to be expected from all AmerJews. If a Jew speaks out against
Israel, or even reveals the horrendous practicdsraél’'s continuing dispossession of Palestine
in a publication, he or she is openly denounced ‘aslf-hating Jew***

Given its immense influence, the Lobby also playsgaificant role in the portrayal of

Israel in the media and public opinion. At times wér, the Lobby launches huge media

143 Cockburn. (2003). In Cockburn, A. and J. St. Gldds.)The Politics of Anti-SemitisrPetrolia and Oakland,
CA: CounterPunch and AK Press, p. 27.

144 Jackson, B. (2003). In Cockburn, A. and J. StirQ(Eds.)The Politics of Anti-SemitisrPetrolia and Oakland,
CA: CounterPunch and AK Press
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campaigns, ensuring that Palestinians (and Araibs fieighboring countries) are portrayed as
‘terrorists’, while the occupying Israeli army ispresented as the victir, In the 2006 war on
Lebanon, the corporate media - pressured by thasdelobby - upheld Israel's claim of
adherence to the ‘purity of arms’ doctrine and ightrignored crucial facts of its discriminatory,
disproportionate warfare. What was widely omitteaswhe grossly disproportionate ratio of less
than 100 dead fighters to more than 1000 Lebanegieams who were killed in the Israeli
onslaught which launched an average 5,000 missled bombs (including cluster and
phosphorus bombs) per d4¥.Like the assault on Gaza in 2008/9, the attack @panon in
2006 had apparently been planned long beforehafatt @also omitted by the Jewish lobby and
mainstream media.

Yet at times of war such as the invasion of Lebamoh982 and 2006 or the attack on
Gaza in 2008/9, even the powerful pro-Zionist mezhianot entirely refrain from reporting on
the horrible atrocities committed by Israel. Heneegues Edward Said, we notice in the
aftermath of the war “a tremendous Zionist effad’bring “the media and the public back into

line.”**

Conclusion

If we recall Swyngedouw’s understanding of scalé‘eaabodiment and expression of
power relationships” as well as Smith’s argumeiatt titne scalar fix provides a “platform and
container for certain social activities” we findatmetworking indeed stands out as a function of

scalar fix. Using dialectics, we further realizeatththe scalar fix of networking is internally

145 petraspp. cit.,p. 124.

1*%pid., 123.

147 said, E. (1994)The Politics of Dispossession: The Struggle foreBtihian Self-Determination, 1969-19%Mew
York: Vintage Books, p. 100.
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related with the scalar fix of legislation. Thisshbeen shown in the formation of the Balfour
Declaration, as well as the UN Partition Plan, bofthvhich may not have come about without
the consolidation of Zionist power through netwarki

The scalar fix of networking also pursues a caigitéhperialist agenda, as the
examination of the ZPC reveals. It is the solicaleBshment of the Jewish influence in the US
which has upheld the “special relationship” betw#denglobal hegemon and the regional leader
of the Middle East, enabling the latter to withstasubstantial threats to its existence from
neighboring countries for decades. Consideringphenomenon of this “special relationship”
from a dialectical perspective shows that thereealy nothing “special” about it: the close
collaboration between the US and Israel is an maferelation of both the Zionist movement
(and, by extension, the State of Israel) and th#edrStates, aiding both significantly in their
pursuit of consolidating power.

The examples presented here are by no means eixieabsit indicate the potential of the
networking power. Additional research will havel® done to further our understanding of the
scalar fix of networking. The challenge, howevaeslin revealing those processes and
operations of networking which are often conducteslecrecy in order to avoid the revelation of

their manipulative character.
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CHAPTER 6:

CONSOLIDATING SPATIAL REPRESENTATION - SCALING KNOW LEDGE

The events [of Oslo Il] are a remarkable testimémythe rule of force in international affairs and
the power of doctrinal management in a sociocultwetting in which successful marketing is the
highest value and the intellectual culture is oleediand unquestioning. The victory is not only
apparent in the terms of Oslo | and Il and the $aoch the ground, but also in the demolition of
unacceptable history, the easy acceptance of thst tnansparent falsehoods, and the state of
international opinion, now so submissive on th&esthat commentators and analysts have literally
forgotten the positions they and their governmenigocated only a few years ago, and can even see
that 'Israel agrees to quit West Bank' when theynkperfectly well that nothing of the sort is true.

Noam Chomsky/®

Introduction

The scalar fix of knowledge primarily targets oret af dispossession: the denial of a
Palestinian narrative and thus the creation ofraage of Palestinian ‘non-existence’. As the
control over the production of knowledge takes aunltiple facets, occurring on various levels
and affecting a range of elements of society, thespter examines a range of fields responsible
for the dissemination of knowledge - all of whiate autilized as means to scale any knowledge
related to the Israeli-Palestine conflict.

The first section investigates the field of edumatiacademics and scholarship regarding
the history of Palestine, both analyzing how knalgke is imparted and, more significantly, how
it is produced. The analysis first addresses tladirgr of the Palestinian national curriculum,
followed by a discussion of issues regarding sekblp, most notably the historiography of the

events of 1948. The second section examines tkeofdhe media in its function of controlling

148 Chomskyop. cit.,p. 558.
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the spread of information and knowledge. Addressedissues of censorship of the Palestinian
press as well as the pro-Israel bias of the maasir media in the West. Building on this
discussion the third section analyzes the userofit®logy and how public discourse is steered
towards a pro-Zionist image that demonizes thedtalan people, dispossessing them of any
opportunity to function as a genuine, sustainabtgety. The main focus will be on the power of
the label of ‘terrorism’, used to curtail the legiacy of any resistance to dispossession and to
justify the use of force to suppress that resistanc
As has been the case in the previous two chapteessocial factors, or Relations,

abstracted in this chapter - education, media ascbdrse - are understood as internal relations
of the Zionist enterprise and its objective of Batean dispossession. Bearing this approach in
mind, the following narrative exposes acts of degmssion that go in fact beyond the material
world of land and water rights, moving to the coféhe issue - the Zionists’ aim to oppress any

form of Palestinian social structure.

6.1 Education and Academics

One dimension of scaling knowledge is found ingblkool education of children, which
provides the setting for manipulating the sociotighaawareness of the youngest elements of
society at early age. In an effort to manage thepleeof the West Bank and Gaza, Israel’s
military administration implemented drastic, redikie measures in the realm of producing and
disseminating knowledge. This affected the protesai and private life of school teachers who
were under tight surveillance as engagement in smy of political activity was strictly

prohibited. While those teachers previously employender Jordanian and Egyptian
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administration were allowed to remain in schoola measure to enhance the occupation’s
‘invisibility’ - all new hires were subject to appral by the GS$*

Overall, the adherence to the prescribed curricuuas closely monitored to ensure
teachers not engage in any extracurricular teachitigities with the potential to plant any seeds
of resistance in the childréf’ The curriculum was constrained to the use of woib that had
been subject to perusal, whereby chapters withsanyof anti-Israeli content were eliminated.
Moreover, any teaching of Palestinian history wansored, as it was feared that such
knowledge might foster sentiments of a Palestimg@mtity and thus stimulate hostility towards
the occupation.

The scaling of knowledge was by no means restribbethe Palestinians, for it also
targeted the population of Israel, which was maeleete that the West Bank is indeed a part of
the Jewish state, dropping the fact that there avgdace called Palestine into the Orwellian
memory hole. The internationally acknowledged bofdem 1948, the Green Line, was erased
from all maps, atlases and Israeli textbooks, wtlike area itself was no longer referred to as
West Bank or eastern Palestine - which would haenkthe actually correct term - but was
given back its biblical names: Judea and Samafiae Israeli media portrayed the claim that
Israel’s action in the West Bank and Gaza was moy onoral, but also beneficial to the
Palestinians>*

Contrary to the expectations in the Oslo agreemethis strict censorship of the
educational system was not entirely abolished Wighofficial end of the military administration.

Even after formally taking control of their educetal system in 1994, the Palestinians were

149 Gordon,op. cit.
150 pid., pp. 55-62.
51 bid., pp. 7-9.
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“still not masters of their own destiny,” and thebfication of new school texts was subject to
harsh criticisn>?

In 2000 the Ministry of Education of the PalestmiAuthority (PA) introduced new
textbooks. This was done after careful analysithefexisting curriculum and textbooks, and a
thorough discussion of how to perceive and teadbskaian history and geography involving
teachers from Gaza and the West Bank. Unlike listagtbooks, which still contain maps
demarcating Israel’'s border to be the Jordan River,PA books did not contain any maps of
Israel or Palestine, stating that the borders efftimer have yet to be defined and those of the
latter are still subject to negotiation. They digowever, present a Palestinian narrative
describing the declaration of Israel's independeinc&948 as part of the Palestinian Nakbah
(catastrophe), during which the majority of natRalestinians were evicted and their villages
destroyed>

The textbooks and curriculum were closely monitdsgdsraeli and pro-Israeli groups in
the US, and were strongly condemned in a rathéwenftial report issued by the Center for

Monitoring the Impact of Peace (CIMP), which comtgd that

[ever] since the PA became responsible for edutdtiol994, Palestinian children have been

learning from their schoolbooks to identify Israed the evil colonialist enemy who stole their

154
land.

After being quoted and referred to by a number & fpbliticians, including then
President Clinton who called on the PA to change“thulture of violence and ... incitement
that, since Oslo, has gone unchecked>the CIMP report had a drastic impact on the

development policies of donor countries as welinésrnational organizations. The World Bank

152 Moughrabi, F. (2001). The Politics of Palestinigextbooks Journal of Palestine Studies, &), p. 6.
153 |pid., p. 7.

Qtd. in Moughrabipp. cit.,p. 8.

5% pid.
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decided to divert money designated for educatiome#ds to other sectors, whereas Italy
withdrew its funding for developing a new Palestmicurriculum all together. A study found
that, by merely relying on the CIMP report with@xamining the books themselves, numerous
governments and donor groups failed to realize ttatdocument contained many falsehoods,
most notably its claims that the PA school textegiémized Israel and advocated anti-semitic
books. In reality, the new Palestinian texts, cmtto CIMP’s accusations, did not contain any
negative stereotypes of Jews, whereas Israeli $tooiks “continue to present Israelis as peace
loving and Arabs as terrorists who prefer war>

The practice of scaling knowledge and discourse pfevails in academics and public
discourse, both in Israel and Palestine but alsoamb Under the military administration in the
West Bank and Gaza, a large number of academicsnagitigentsia, especially those trained
abroad, were driven out from the West Bank and wéen times not allowed to return, an act
facilitated by the fact that many of them were d¢deed ‘foreigners’ since they happened to be
abroad at the time of the census in 1967. In auditstudent life was made rather difficult, as
dormitories were frequently disturbed by night sashd going to class was disrupted by military
checkpoints and the confiscation of student1Ps.

In addition to the control of what type of knowledig imparted, the scalar fix manifests
itself in the influence on the production of knodgde, in our case the historiography of the
Palestine-Israeli conflict. While much of what Hasen written (excluding publications from
Arab sources) shows an overall bias towards Issa@blarship has particularly denied the facts
of the circumstances that led to the declaratiosidel’'s statehood - the ethnic cleansing of

1948. As the Israeli historian llan Pappe observed:

158 pid., p. 16.
157 Chomskyop. cit.,p. 134.
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...when it comes to the dispossession by Israel @Rhlestinians in 1948, there is a deep chasm
between the reality and the representation. ... Tisen@ doubt that the ethnic cleansing of 1948,
the most formative event in the modern historytaf kand of Palestine, has been almost entirely

eradicated from the collective global memory arased from the world’s conscienté&.

For several decades after the war, the Zionisbhegiraphy presented a rather distorted
account of the events on the ground in relatiothéoJewish “war of independence.” The official
Israeli version stated that the Palestinians h#idtiheir homes voluntarily, as “Arab leaders
broadcast orders ... to evacuate their country pneing to its ‘invasion’ by the regular Arab
armies.™® While several Arab scholars, including Walid Kidaliried throughout the 1960s and
70s to investigate the true circumstances of thié war, mainstream Israeli scholars abided by
the version of the Israeli government. It was niotilthe 1980s, when the declassification of
Israeli archives enabled ‘New Historians’ like Tddegev, Avi Shlaim and Benny Morris to
depart from the official narrative and addressdbeupation, destruction and expulsion of large
parts of Palestine. Yet, Khalidi points out “a kming reluctance even in these writings” to see
the relation of the expulsion of the Palestiniamshe Zionist objective of Judaizing the laii8.
On the contrary, the incidents of the Nakbah areldikil war are portrayed in isolation, as if
their concurrence in time was merely accidentalvirat was to become the first groundbreaking
work disclosing the realities of the ethnic cleagsiof the Palestinians, Benny Morris still
adhered to the Zionist version of history, to theeat that he failed to conclude that the
expulsion of the Palestinians was a willful actstead he stated that they partially “left” as a

result of the war®?

158 pappe, (2006)1,948 Ethnic Cleansingop. cit.,p. 8.
159 K halidi, Palestinian Identityp. 4.

19 pid., p. 5.

161 said,End of thePeace Proces®p. cit.,p. 274.
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A somewhat alternative, yet similarly misleadingwihas advocated a causal fallacy,
claiming that it was the civil war itself which ‘&witably” led to the expulsion of the
Palestinians, rather than the other way round. @ameounts as one reason for the Nakbah
denial for several decades the “absence so fareoparadigm of ethnic cleansinf*He further
argues that the civil war of 1948 was “tbensequencethe means to carry out the planned
eviction of Palestinian’>

This reluctance to see the Nakbah in the propelational - perspective does not seem to
have changed much. Even as late as 1998, at arenoé& between Palestinian and Israeli
scholars, the latter represented by the ‘New Histal Morris, Pappe and Sternhell, the Israelis
considered the Zionist political movement and thelent expulsion of a quarter million
Palestinians in 1947/48 a ‘necessif§*.Furthermore, in his “objective” account on the Bwa
Israeli conflict from 2001Righteous VictimsBenny Morris still does not take the thoroughly
planned ethnic cleansing for what it was. While ltleek presents more than a century of history
in painstaking detail, the blueprint for the ethaleansing, Plan Dalet is mentioned only briefly,
without any detailed attention to the meticulouanping which provided the basis for the
expulsion of the Palestinians. Addressing the redugroblem, Morris even argues that, in light
of the disastrous socio-economic conditions in Rale, “for some, exile may have become an
attractive option, at least until Palestine calrdedn.” While he acknowledges that the Zionist
leadership did espouse a compulsory transfer afsBalans to the neighboring Arab states and

that “Plan DJalet] clearly resulted in mass flighhe states that there was never an official,

152 pappe, (2006)1948 Ethnic Cleansing, op. cip, 17; see also: Pappe, (20@&hic Cleansing of Palestine, op.
cit.
163 1pid., p. 18, emphasis in original.

164 said,End of the Peace Process, op. qit.274.
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“systematic expulsion policy.” Rather, he conclydiee “exodus was, overall, the result of a
cumulative process and a set of causés.”

The issue is handled with similar care by Avi Smlain his book,lron Wall, he first
argues that Plan Dalet was “not a political bluefpfor the expulsion” of the Palestinians and
that it merely served “military and territorial @gtives.” Then follows a somewhat contradicting
statement, in which Shlaim acknowledges that thadewmt eviction of the Palestinians was
“permitted and justified”, as Plan Dalet orderele‘capture of Arab cities and the destruction of
villages.™®®

Apart from questions of the right paradigm to proel knowledge and how to incorporate
newly available sources of declassified documemésalso need to consider the authenticity of
the very files which serve as evidence for anyadnisgraphy regarding the events of 1948. In
1995, Morris claimed that the Zionists had buttedstheir distorted version of history by forging
several files from the period of the civil war i®48. Among a number of documents Morris
examined the diaries of two Zionist leaders: YO#&itz'®” and David Ben-Gurion. While the
version of Weitz’ diary published in 1965 differsmynificantly from his original notes, leaving
out references to the ‘transfer’ of the Palestimapulation®®, an examination of Ben-Gurion's
diary - after being cross-referenced with otherteomporaneous documents - showed that,

“essentially, Ben-Gurion had exercised effectivéf-sensorship decades before the official

censors arrived on the scer€This shows the depths in which knowledge and imfaion can

185 Morris, Righteous Victims, op. cip, 257. The “set of causes” refers to both JewrshArab resistance to
British rule, the latter’s resistance to the Ziomisterprise and the Jewish refugee problem, makiagionist
objective of Judaization just one among many otbasons.

166 Shlaim, A. (2000)The Iron Wall: Israel and the Arab Worldllen Lane Penguin Press: London, p. 31.

167y osef Weitz was Director of the Lands Departmérthe Jewish National Fund (JNF) and sat, amongrstton
the Transfer Committees of 1937-38 and 1948-49 Ngmeis, B. (1995). Falsifying the Record: A Frdstok at
Zionist Documentation of 1948ournal of Palestine Studies, &), p. 45.

158 |bid., p. 46.

159 pid., p. 51.
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be manipulated to create a ‘reality’ which falssfizvhat was actually said and what really
happened. Thus, while the examination of originatuwents is essential for the writing of
history, this has to be done with extreme care.

It should be further noted that, overall, knowledgePalestinian history has been written
mainly by non-Palestinians, oftentimes unable toicha certain bias. Even if an honest attempt
to objectivity is made, there are restrictions tlu¢he biased use of sources, which often focus
on Western or Zionist documents, without hearing Balestinian voices, those who in fact
experiencedhat history. Palestinian society thus becomesaohiject rather than a subject of

20 This has facilitated

history” which “can be described by others, butrm#ndescribe itsel
efforts to deny both the formation of a Palestindentity and the narration of the people’s own
history.

To the extent that Palestinian scholars did condwesearch on their people’s
development, Israeli dominance over Palestine hadvider area has had a severely damaging
impact on such scholarship. Most notably, as a emmsnce of Israel’'s 1982 invasion of
Lebanon, a significant amount of documents andarebethat had been produced by the
Palestine Research Center and the Institute farsRaé Studies in Beirut was either seized by
Israeli forces or brought into safety, in both cassmaining inaccessible for a long time. This is
but one example of the relentless disruption oe$talian scholarship which contributes to the
dispossession of the Palestinian narrative.

The invasion of Lebanon in 1982 also marks aislgifpoint in the way Palestinian ‘non-
existence’ is generally handled in Israeli and graeli discourse and scholarship. Whereas in

earlier years the formation of a Palestinian naiddentity was just ignored all together, the

aftermath of the 1982 war witnessed a more aggresiiscourse of culture and history which

170 K halidi, Palestinian Identity, op. citp. 92.
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openly dealt with the contemporary Palestinian peedpdward Said pointed towards two books
published in 1984 which drew much public attentemd, after receiving numerous praising
reviews from major influential newspapers and jalsnranked high on the bestselling lists in
the United States. The first one is Joan Petetglysbn the history of the Palestinian people,
From Time Immemorialin which she claims that the majority of the plagion of Palestine in
1948 was recent immigrants from neighboring Arabntoes, and thus could not be considered
part of an indigenous non-Jewish population in fale. The book thus perfectly conforms with
the Zionist thesis and public opinion that therengs such thing as an indigenous Palestinian
people which could have any claim to the land, that it is really the Jewish people that is
entitled to a sovereign state in Palestine. Whatven more noteworthy, whereas similar theses
may have been discussed in scholarly circles bk was addressed to a much wider audience
in the US, thus supporting the ‘education’ of tiemeral public according to pro-Zionist and anti-
Palestinian lines’*

A similar judgment can be made about the second bodressed by Said, Leon Uris’
The Haj Being a bestselling novel, it reached an everewalidience than Peters’ book. The
story is set in what is presented as everydayriifealestine, whereby the Arab is portrayed as a
“lecherous, deceitful, murderous, irrational, laraes, and utterly reprehensible subhuman,
while the Jew is “noble, intelligent, understandimgurageous, and, above all, deserving of
Palestine.” Albeit being full of “sheer disgustitgtred” and loathing, the book was publicly

lauded as a “work of penetrating, compassionate canrageous humanisr’?

1"l peters’ “selective and tendentious use of sousyasematic misquotation, and other unscholarlyhods” are
criticized in Edward Saidznd of the Peace Process, op. aitd Khalidi,Palestinian Identity, op. cikhalidi (p.
93) suggests the book, and the praise it receiygadminent figures, had a significant impact “@inforcing
crucial stereotypes regarding Palestine in Amerjoaslic discourse.”

172 3aid,Politics of Dispossession, op. cip., 104; see also Chomslap. cit.
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Over the years, even those on the left who were ontical of Israel and have stood up
for those being dispossessed by imperialist vesttigere moved more towards rightist lines
supporting the Zionist-imperialist logic. Both Chsky and Said have condemn&te New
Republi¢ a journal for politics and arts respected byriteeand “right-thinking intellectuals,”
for its adoption of a strongly pro-Zionist attitude an article about a play describing the
relations between a German businessman, an imniigemess, and an Arab Palestinian in
Jerusalem, the journal’s editor Martin Peretz, émidl of his true identity, simply described the

Palestinian in the play as an “Arab”,

a crazed Arab, to be sure, but crazed in the distim ways of his culture. He is intoxicated by
language, cannot discern between fantasy ad realityors compromise, always blames others for
his predicament, and in the end lances the paib@il of frustration in a pointless, though

momentarily gratifying, act of bloodlust.

Peretz continues affirming the play's “truthfulngstr “we have seen this play’'s Arab in
Tripoli and in Damascus, and ... in hijacking a bu$saza and shooting up a street of innocents
in Jerusalem®*

On the other hand, scholars and intellectuals enUs and Europe wanting to criticize
Israel’s politics of dispossession in Palestinemftace harsh consequences. A point in case is
the career of the “accomplished scholar” and “deotlteacher” Norman Finkelstein, who
became known as an outspoken critic of Israelitigsltowards the Palestinians, in particular its
abuse of the HolocauSt Already during his graduate studies did Finkefstdare to denounce

Joan Peters’ above-mentioned, fraudulent wéngm Time Immemorial’® His 2005 book,

173 pid. p. 104.

7% bid.

175 Jensen, R. (2007, May 25). What the Finkelsteinufe Fight Tells Us About the State of Academia.
CounterPunch.

176 See Finkelstein in Said, E. and C. Hitchens, Ef388).Blaming the Victims: Spurious Scholarship and the
Palestine QuestiarLondon: Verso.
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Beyond Chutzpah: On the Misuse of Anti-Semitismthad\buse of Historywhich reveals the
practice of distorting facts in order to rewritstioiry under the disguise of academic scholarship,
caused a public controversy with far-reaching cqueaces. The work used Harvard law
professor Alan DershowitZase for Israehs a “springboard” to show the misrepresentation o
the documentary record of human rights issues viwvgllIsrael, a fact which Dershowitz was
unwilling to let pass without a resporisé.While Finkelstein’s book was still in writing,
Dershowitz initiated a letter campaign trying teyent the work from being published. Apart
from pressuring the publisher, University of Califia Press, Dershowitz took the apparently
unprecedented step of appealing to California gowerSchwarzeneggéf® While these
measures did not succeed, Dershowitz continuedamgaign against Finkelstein, contributing
to the fact that the latter's book was widely iggsband, within 5 months of being published, did
not receive “a single review from mainstream U.&lation”, wherea3 he Case for Isradias
been frequently cited as a reference. Moreoveratgament between the two scholars damaged
Finkelstein’s academic career, for he was deniedregeat DePaul University, where he had been
an assistant professor of political science. Téibut one case that illustrates “what seems to be
the growing gap between the facts on the Middlet EEss accepted by scholars and the

representation of the Middle East situation towlder public.”®

6.2 Media
The control of knowledge, i.e. the dispossessiothefPalestinian’s right to freedom of
speech, has generally involved the regulation astlilsution of any type of information in the

Palestinian territories. Under the military regirntteg publication and distribution of newspapers

177 See Special Document Filedournal of Palestine Studies, &%), (Winter 20086), pp. 85 - 99.
178 Wiener,The Nation qtd. inJournal of Palestine Studie@Vinter 2006), p. 89.
179 bid, p. 86.
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was subject to a permit, whereby the term ‘newspapeluded “any pamphlet containing news,
information, events, occurrences, or explanatieteging to news items, stories or any other item
of public interest,” in other words, anything pdially affecting society one way or anotH&?.
Thus virtually all reporting could only be done endtrict censorship, so that articles addressing
the situation under occupation - be it curfewskesy, or the dispossession of land and water -
could usually be mentioned only briefly, withoutopiding any details or background
information. Anything deemed to have “illicit patial content” was strictly prohibited. This
included “pictorial representations of Israeli setd assaulting Palestinian civilians, schools
surrounded by barbed wire, and the use of the saibthe Palestinian flag togethéf™

Moreover, all published material was censored amdibencourage any discussion of
Palestinian identity. The inhabitants of the WeanhB and Gaza were thus not referred to as
‘Palestinians’ - which would imply a feeling of matal identity - but as ‘Arabs’, hoping that
they would thus develop some form of pan-Arab seridgelonging. This also shows the clear
distinction Israel made between the Palestiniaml land resources on the one hand and the
indigenous people on the other. While it was verciminterested in absorbing the former, it
strove to expulse the latter by alienating the Radmns from their land and destroying their
history and identity.

Censorship of the Palestinian press intensifiedinduand after Israeli attacks on
neighboring territory. Once agaithe invasion of Lebanon in 1982 serves as a capeiim >
Claims by the Civil Administration to allow and engage freedom of expression
notwithstanding, the reality on the ground tolduate) different story. A respective study listed

an array of incidents during the year following timvasion of Lebanon where Palestinian

180 MO 50, qtd. in Gordorgp. cit.,p. 37.
181 |bid.
182 See Friedman, R. (1983). Israeli Censorship oPtllestinian Presdournal of Palestine Studies, {B), 93-101.
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journalists and editors were prevented from doihgirt work, including measures such as
detention, beating, torture and threat of depamatPrimary targets were the three Arab dailies
in East Jerusalem: Al-Fajr, Al-Sha’ab, and Al-Qudthe very same papers Israel has used as
signboard for Palestinian freedom of press. Thergxtf press censorship was most obvious in
the reporting on local news: topics such as theate of new Jewish settlements, the
dispossession of Arab land, but also the arre®ldd members and the destruction of their
family homes were strictly prohibited. Moreoverwseregarding the detention and deportation
of Palestinian intellectuals and academics or theing of schools was frequently censot&d.
Yet, similar to the military’s permit regime, th&ist censorship did not succeed in suppressing
the rising resistance against Israeli occupatioimefOT.

The dispossession of the Palestinian narrative @inthe Palestinians’ right to be a
distinct, self-conscious people is also apparentha Western media and its pro-Israeli bias.
News reporting in the US as well as in Europe isegally one-sided and distorted. The British
Broadcasting Corporation, BBC, serves as an iltisee example. Contrary to claims to
impartiality, honesty and integrity, the BBC'’s refog has been rather supportive of Israel,
displaying a clear antipathy towards PalestinesMms confirmed by two independent studies
conducted between 2004 and 2006, one of them casiumexd by the BBC itself* Both studies
found that reporting on the Palestine-Israeli dohflcks depth and detail, leaving the average
audience no opportunity to fully comprehend the plaxity of the conflict. Not only are aspects
of the conflict, which would bring understandingtb& Palestinian ‘side’ of the story, regularly

omitted, there is hardly any mentioning of the seriffg of the Palestinians which has been a

183 i

Ibid., p. 100.
184 One study was conducted by the Glasgow Univekdégia Group Study of Middle East News Coverage, the
other by an independent panel, the Communicati@se&ch Centre at Loughborough University, in taltation
with British - Israeli international lawyer Noam helll.
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daily reality for six decades. In contrast, victimall is ascribed to the Israelis, particularly the
settlers. Whereas their housing complexes havepmtsd or destroyed thousands of Palestinian
livelihoods, the settlers’ ‘hardship’ in light of afestinian resistance is perpetually
overemphasized. Gaza and the West Bank are ggnerately referred to as ‘disputed’
territories, thus denying the fact that the occigmabf Palestine is an illegal act condemned by
the international community. The Golan Heights, begr, are not presented as occupied
territory at all. Similarly, the issue of growingetdements and continuous confiscation of
Palestinian land is hardly mentioned, and neverdeomed as ‘illegal’, thus ignoring
international law and UN resolutions, such as Reswl 194. Thus, whereas Israeli rights -
especially those of existence and self-defensee- rapeatedly emphasized and supported,
Palestinian rights are outright ignor&a.

Instructive is also the representation of the sigrof the Oslo Il agreements in 1995 in
the US media. The event was celebrated as “a listompromise”, “a big one, making the
historic move toward accommodation of the two peslll but irreversible.” Reports that Israel
had “agreed to quit the West Bank” and to extenalégtinian rule to most of the West Bank”
stood, once again, in stark contrast to the realityich had Israel in control of no less than two
thirds of the West Bank, at the time home to soA® 000 Jewish settlers, whereas the PA was
granted full control over merely 3% of the totaidd®®

Overall, the brutal warfare of Israel was and isdiecussed widely in mainstream media

and public discourse. As the corporate, Westerniangeherally supports the Zionist narrative -

safeguarded through an invisible line, “like a gjeat electrical cable®®’ - criticism of Israel and

185 endman, S. (2008, June 13). BBC's Pro-IsraelsBizntre for Research on Globalization

186 Chomskyop. cit.,pp. 540 and 554.

187 Alam. (2003). InCockburn, A. and J. St. Clair, (Ed3he Politics of Anti-SemitisnPetrolia and Oakland, CA:
CounterPunch and AK Press, p. 73.
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American politics in the Middle East is closely ntored and restricted by the Jewish lobby.
Attempts to cross the line are often times respdndewith harsh slandering campaigns and
accusations of anti-Semitism by the Lobby. Joustahlexander Cockburn, for instance, was
described as “a nasty piece of work”, “despicalded with a “double moral standard” after
giving a detailed, truthful account on the invasirebanon in 1982%2 Similarly, Independent
Middle East correspondent, Robert Fisk, having megoon the wars and conflicts of the Middle
East for more than three decades, states thatatieentail against him has become increasingly
violent and vulgar over the years, even includiegtt threats. Another example is Northeastern
University of Boston professor, M. Shahid Alam, whaaall for an academic boycott - intended
to be part of a peaceful alternative to violentistasce in Palestine - was greeted with stark
hostility in the corporate media which portrayednhias defender of Palestinian suicide
bombers:®® Israeli journalists are likewise affected, as tase of Amira Hass shows. After
living under Israeli occupation in Gaza and cursenesiding in Ramallah, to experience for
herself the situation for the Palestinians, thaaretz correspondent receives offensive and
abusive messages “in the thousaridS.”

But not only courageous journalists are silenced. official report by the MacBride
Commission established to investigate Israel'sgelewar crimes during the 1982 invasion of
Lebanon found Israel guilty of violating internated law, using prohibited weapons and
indiscriminately bombing civilian targets. The repeas widely ignored in the West, especially

in the US, where the commission’s findings wereew@n published™

188 Chomskyop. cit.,p. 273.

189 Fisk and Alam (2003). I€ockburn, A. and J. St. Clair, (EdShe Politics of Anti-SemitisrPetrolia and
Oakland, CA: CounterPunch and AK Press, pp. 597&nd

190 Fisk, op. cit.,p. 561.

191 said,Politics of Dispossessioop. cit.,pp. 247ff.
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6.3 Terminology and Public Discourse

The differential terminology in public discoursanferces the consolidation of identity,
i.e. the notion of an ideology of difference. Asafconfirm Samuel Huntington’s thesis, we are
led to believe that there is indeed a ‘clash’ ob wwilizations which are not only incompatible,
but whose relationship is defined by the moral siopigy of one over the other. Whereas Israelis
are ‘murdered’ or ‘lynched’ by Palestinian ‘tersts’, Palestinians are ‘merely’ killed or shot in
‘stone-throwing clashes’ and confrontations thatldmot be avoided by those Israeli soldiers
trying to ‘defend’ themselves and ensure the ‘seguof the Israeli citizens® Furthermore,
while Israel is portrayed not only as innocent imigtbut also benefactor to the Palestinians and
Arabs in general, the PLO and later on Hamas, septeng the Palestinians, has been portrayed

”

as a “gang of thugs”, “the centre of a cancerowsvtit which has metastasized all over the
world "3

To this day, public discourse provides no considtemafor the overall context, as
Palestinians are dispossessed of their memory ast] @and thus the world is denied a crucial
part of the overall story, debilitated of making@und judgment. The issue of ethnic cleansing -
as if it never happened - is still not addresseghublic discourse, let alone negotiations for
peace. All the while, it has been central to thie®eian narrative and the way Palestinians have
defined themselves and their resistance towardsagmgessor ever since. On the contrary,
Israel’s created ‘facts on the ground’ have combda@ccepted as Palestinian historiography, as
the ultimate truth.

Edward Said finds it “simply extraordinary and vath precedent” that Israel’s history of

a state founded on conquest and terrorism anditsnziing occupation of what little is left of

192 Fisk, op. cit.,p. 551.
193 See Fisk and Chomskgp. cit.
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the Palestinian territory, in violation of interimatal law, is never brought up in any public
discourse, nor subjected to careful analysis in \Western media or scholarship, or by US
politicians!*

Israel’s repeated attacks on its surrounding tewrit be it the wars on Lebanon in 1982,
1993 and 2006, the conquests of the Golan Height®67, or the various assaults on the West
Bank and Gaza - reveal the perpetual distortioreality and the (mis-)representation of socio-
spatial practices in order to serve Israeli intexe$his begins with the very names given to
military operations. In 1982, Israel launched asiois dubbed “Peace for Galilee”, a term which
not only represented the official rhetoric from tlseaeli government, but implied that Israel
aimed to ensure ‘peace’ and ‘security’ and. The tnature of the operation, i.e. the military
action to invade Beirut and to impose US-Israelnd@mnce on Arab neighbors was concealed,
and the invasion was justified as necessary inraa@rotect the border areas and destroy the
“nests of terrorists®®

Furthermore, the brutal warfare and mass slaugigehat occurred during the invasion -
illegal by international standards - receiveddittritical attention or denouncement and had no
consequences - be it legal or diplomatic - forlgraelis. What was stressed in public discourse
instead was lIsrael’s claim to have warned the Lebarpopulation, ignoring the fact that such
warnings were, of course, to no avalil, for the l@ms simply did not have the time to escape.
Throughout the assaults on Gaza in 2006 and 2008y time was an issue, but also space, as

the people under attack - already imprisoned bagel® closing of the border crossings - had

virtually nowhere to escape.

194 3aid,End of the Peace Proces®. cit.,p. 46.
195 Chomskyop. cit.,p. 219.
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Another theme utilized to bend the truth of Israeliarfare is what Chomsky calls the
“cease-fire-exploitation-doctrine.” Rather than gumgbing an actual end to the war, the Israeli
policy of announcing a ceasefire constitutes meeelgessation of the shooting, as doing so
works to the aggressor’s advantagdn the war on Lebanon in 1982, ground forces stdphe
gunfire but stayed in place to ensure “stability”the “security zone” (read: occupy southern
Lebanon), whereas Gaza remains under occupatitm jt&iborders tightly closed, just as it was
before the attack in December 2008. As of thisimgita truce between Israel and the Palestinian
factions (i.e. the corrupted Fatah and the rulirsgnids) has not been accomplished. Finally, the
unilateral ceasefire is always made at a time naolstantageous to the aggressor. It either
benefited Israel to use the time of 'rest' for i@icement, or it helped sustain the image of the
‘desire’ for peace.

In addition to Israel's image of wanting ‘peace asecurity’ for its own people,
especially in the settlements of the border ardas also portrayed as the ‘liberator’ and
‘benefactor’. In the case of the war on Lebanoi982, the Christians were portrayed as being
in need of rescue from the terrorist activitiestlod PLO and the Syrians. In the wars on Gaza
since the beginning of the rule of Hamas, Isramliktary action has been justified as bringing
good to the Palestinians in Gaza, who are conceiwvéeé harmed by Hamas’ terrorist rule rather
than Israel’'s decade-long oppression.

The benign character of Israel’s military operasios further enhanced through its
alleged adherence to the “Jewish doctrinetobfar hanesheki.e. “purity of arms”, according to
which Israeli forces only strike strategic targéusildings and places from which the enemy - be
it terrorist PLO or Hamas - was deemed to be opwgral he realities on the ground, however,

generally show a very different picture of majordiyilian casualties and numerous towns and

% bid.
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villages destroyed. An account of the Israeli ineaf Lebanon in 1988y Mordechai Bar-On,

a Peace Now activist who viewed the PLO as “malisjaicious and cruel” confirms:

Anyone who visited Southern Lebanon during and eafear the fighting would see that the war was
fought not just against terrorist organizations gre&PLO, and not even solely to destroy the PLO’s
military infrastructure in the region. It was fougigainst the very existence of the Palestiniars as
community with its own way of life, ... [against thbgalth and educational services, political and
social organizations, judicial and self-managensygtems, etc. Now that all these autonomous
social systems have been utterly destroyed, thestain refugees have once again become a

faceless mass of people, uprooted, evacuated emaw@y from any form of collective life”

Also consider the power of terminology after theboeak of the second intifada, when
US embassies in the region were instructed by USeBey of Defense, Colin Powell to no
longer refer to the Palestinian territories as tmied’ but as ‘disputed®® This change in
terminology delegitimized Palestinian resistanae, & struggle against an illegal occupation -
considered an act of war under international laway be justified, whereas downgrading the
intifada to a ‘dispute’ suggests something thathhige settled through talks and negotiations.
The unequal representation of the two sides coedinduring this ‘dispute’. Thus, whereas an
attack on an illegal settlement in the West Barknkj four Israeli settlers was referred to as a
‘massacre’, the preceding onslaught of the towdewaiin - killing some thirty armed Palestinians
but also 24 civilians - did not qualify as such.

The verbal abuse for Palestinians in public disseuhas been another significant
component of the representation of the conflicteyinave been bestialized, robbed of their
identity, deprived of their collective history antemory as they were turned into “cockroaches

in a glass jar”, “serpents” and “crocodiles”. Ovke decades, Palestinians have been portrayed

197.Qtd. in Chomskyop. cit.,pp. 255/6.
198 Fisk, op. cit.,p. 591.
199 pid., op. cit.,p. 615.
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as nothing but a “cancerous manifestation” agawmsth “chemotherapy” (i.e. military actions
by Israeli ‘Defense’ Forces) is the only “cuf@.How easy is it then to designate these people
“outside the boundaries of reason” as terroriste simply couldn’t be talked to and negotiated
with?**

The label of terrorism may be the most powerfull teged to curtail the legitimacy of
resistance against imperialist expansion, invokégrwdeemed beneficial as part of a greater
political and economic strategy. There seems tmébeed a particular ‘logic of terror’ operating
within Harvey’s territorial logic of coercive powdrike any other branding of similar notion it is
generally applied in isolation from any situatiorsadd historical circumstances, taken out of
context, ignoring the representation of the sopatial environment which gave rise to the social
action deemed ‘terrorist’ in the first plat®.The terrorism label, hence, does not ask for the
causes of events, for the underlying symptoms, do@s it go into any structural, analytical
depth.

It should be noted that the current phase of thrertéogic - the War on Terror launched
by the Bush administration - is by no means a newvention, for this war shows amazing
parallels to the war on terrorism launched by iessi Reagan in the 1980s. Even the policy
makers acting ‘behind the scenes’ are in many cdbBessame as under the Reagan
administration. Bush’s Secretary of Defense, DonRlgdmnsfeld, acted as Reagan’s special
representative to the Middle East, whereas the Aaer ambassador to the UN, John
Negroponte, represented diplomatic relations inddoas.

Given that terrorist practices and accusationsetifehave been part of politics and

warfare for quite some time, it seems a curiogigt neither politicians and diplomats (including

200 1pid., p. 624.
208 pid., p. 464.
202 3aid,Politics of Dispossessigop. cit.,p. 342.
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the United Nations) nor intellectuals and scholbeve succeeded in providing a general
definition of what constitutes terrorism, a factighin itself speaks for the power of the term.
As the “academic specialist” on terrorism, Waltequeur, explained, “no definition of terrorism
can possibly cover all the varieties of terroridgmatthave appeared throughout history: peasant
wars and labor disputes and brigandage have bemmaanied by systematic terror, and the
same is true with regard to general wars, warsatibnal liberation and resistance movements
against foreign occupier§®

Nonetheless there have been numerous resolutiotiessihg the issue of terrorism
passed by both the UN Security Council and Gengssembly. In 1987, the GA approved
almost unanimously a resolution that generally eomded terrorism and sought to prescribe

measures for its prevention, yet also reaffirmed

the inalienable right to self-determination andeipendence of all peoples under colonial and racist
regimes and other forms of alien domination, amdholding the legitimacy of their struggle, in
particular the struggle of national liberation mowents in accordance with the purposes and
principles of the Charter and of the Declaration Rrinciples of International Law concerning
Friendly Relations and Co-operation among Stateaceordance with the Charter of the United

Nations?®*

Most notably, only two countries voted against tksolution: the US and Israel, precisely
because of this clause, which at the time was wideat the Apartheid regime in South Africa
and Israel's occupation of the West Bank and G&zsze rejection of the resolution is
perspicuous if we consider how the concept of temmo is employed in political and public
discourse by the US, Israel and other clientsl@salwhich is clearly not in congruence with the

above mentioned clause.

203 0td. in SaidPolitics of Dispossession, op. cip., 343.

24 UNGA, A/RES/42/159, my emphasis.
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This lack of a proper, unanimously agreed definitilnowever, makes the label of
terrorism more easily applicable, particularly twncepts considered a threat to the structural
system and the rule of those making accusationgeobrism, i.e. those in control of
representations of space (conceived space). Thasl Isas been free to apply the ‘terrorism’
label not only to Palestinian refugees in Lebanod alsewhere, but also to their leadership,
especially when the latter poses an increasingithoethe status quo.

The story of Israel’'s relationship with the PLOwsrth considering here. While initially
being treated in similar manners as at present diat and Hamas - i.e. as a ‘terrorist’
movement that cannot be negotiated with and whteseofist’ activities pose such a threat to
Israel’s security that in 1982 a war against th@©RBLhost country, Lebanon, was not simply
justified but ‘unavoidable’ - Israel’s attitude tavds the PLO changed significantly throughout
the 1990s, when a new label was put on the diplgrtade: the ‘peace process’.

The revival of the peace process came at a timeaaofng popular support of the PLO as
accusations of corruption, opportunism and disretsfoe the people’s interests grew wider and
louder. Facing the internal threat of competitioont increasingly popular movements such as
Hamas, the PLO became more open towards US-Isreatie initiatives. In the aftermath of the
Oslo Accord, Arafat was presented as having bemceéfl’ by Israelis to accept the latter’s terms
for a peace agreement.

After Arafat’'s concessions and official recognitioh Israel - the price he paid to be
removed from the terrorist list - the PLO’s placetlae terrorist enemy was taken by Hamas and
Hizbollah. Both have been repeatedly discreditedtemsorist movements, which facilitated
numerous military campaigns by Israeli ‘Defensetdes. A point in case is Israel’s 1993 attack

on Lebanon, dubbed “Operation Accountability”, wddristory was rewritten by shoving the
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truth - namely, that Israel had been the aggressdown the Orwellian memory hole and
creating the ‘fact’ that it was Hizbollah who hastdrted the latest round of fighting in an effort
to sabotage the peace negotiations and provokeler wonflict.?°®> A similar process preceded
the most recent war on Gaza, were the officialystiefied the fact that it was Israel, not Hamas,
who had broken the ceasefire, presumably placingelsonce more into the position of the
victim. Once the public was made to believe thaimds is a ‘threat’ to Israel it was easy to
justify and gather international support for ancalt war on the people of Gaza.

Edward Said pointed out that the terrorism labelnéver used by those allegedly
performing acts of terror, but by those who constiemselves as under ‘attaéR®. Serving to
classify ‘our’ enemies, who are against ‘our’ pms; values and morals, the label is often
associated with a threat to our “stable identitydsed on our nationality, religion, culture and
tradition - the values of which are often not sklaoe at times contested by marginalized groups
who seek to define themselves on other grodffdi other words, the ‘terrorism’ label is
intrinsically linked with the scalar fix of idenyiing ‘us’ against the ‘other’. In Said’s words, ghi

is facilitated by a
limited access to the media coupled with an alnpestect correspondence between the ideology
ruling the presentation and selection of news (whexgenda is set by certified experts hand in hand
with media corporate managers) on the one hand peehiling government policy on the other,
[which] maintains a consistent pattern in the UrBperial perspective toward the non-Western

world 2%

What's more, the implication of ‘us’ being the ‘gbowho are threatened by ‘them’

further legitimizes any actions we do in order xtirpate the ‘evil’. The label or, to use Said’s

205 Elaine Sciolino, gtd. in Chomskgp. cit.,p. 521.
206 5aid,Politics of Dispossession, op. cip., 350.
207 pid., p. 353.
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term, “enveloping cloud” of terrorism provides easstification for oppressive measures against
Palestinians in Israel or the West Bank and fotrdetive wars in Lebanon or GaZ&.1t turns
Palestinians into ‘two-legged beasts’, a ‘cancegrasvth’ that needs to be eradicated by Israel -
the conceived showcase for peace, freedom and daayoia the Middle East.

The ‘other’, representing an unknown threat totaQur very existence, is silenced and
does not nearly receive the same representatidgheirmedia or public discourse; and if so a
largely negative image is portrayed. As the Palesti narrative has been subject to
“memoricide”, the struggle of the people becomeseasingly difficult. As Said described this

form of dispossession:

With no acceptable narrative to rely on, with ngtained permission for you to narrate, you feel
yourself crowded out and silenced. No permissionaoate. Anything further you might wish to

say or do is likely to become “terrorisrf®

Finally, any opposition to the unjustified use dfetterrorism label seems almost
impossible, if one wants to avoid being placedn@ $ame category as the ‘terrorist’ enemy. As
we recall George W. Bush’s oft repeated statemeuntdhing the new War on Terror after the
attacks on September 11, “Either you are with ugoorare with the terrorists.”

The extent of the power of the ‘terrorism’ labslsummed up distinctly by Robert Fisk
who observed that it

has become a plague on our vocabulary, the exeusesason and moral permit for state-sponsored
violence -our violence - which is now used on the innocent of Middle East ever more
outrageously and promiscuously. Terrorism, terroriterrorism. It has become a full stop ... the be-
all and end-all of everything that we must hateomder to ignore injustice and occupation and
murder on a mass scale. Terror, terror, terrorptelt is a sonata, a symphony, an orchestra turne

to every television and radio station and news ageaport, the soap-opera of the Devil, served up

209 pid., p. 257.
29 pid., p. 356.
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on prime-time or distilled in wearyingly dull and emdacious form by the right-wing
‘commentators’ of the American east coast or deeusalem Posbr the intellectuals of Europe.
Strike against Terror. Victory over Terror. War derror. Everlasting War on Terror. Rarely in
history have soldiers and journalists and presi&lesmd kings aligned themselves in such

thoughtless, unquestioning rarfks.

It must be noted here that the present discusditreanisuse of terrorism accusations as
a power tool in the Palestine-Israeli conflict istno say that terrorist acts have not been
committed by Palestinian factions. Nor should sacts go without strong condemnation and
punishment. Whereas the right to self-defense aststance to an illegal occupation should
never be denied, the killing of innocent JewisHdren in a restaurant in Jerusalem, along with
other similar acts, is clearly unacceptable. At saene time, these crimes must be put in the
necessary socio-historical context, not as to déaynghem, but in order to comprehend the
complex situation. For indeed the utter desperatbrthe Palestinians, out of which the
motivation for carrying out such cruel and violesdts develops, has been given minimal
attention in public Western discourse. Its adhereare thus missing a point which is key to
understand and unravel the Palestine-Israeli ainfli

Whereas the Palestinian resistance has become ygypos with terrorism, what is
entirely ignored in the public discourse is the i3&wshare’ in using acts of terrorism to achieve
political goals. Zionist terrorism was first utéid under the British Mandate to fight both Arab
resistance as well as British restrictions on Jewismigration. It is indeed ironic that the State
of Israel, which now justifies its expansionaryfeosive wars against the Palestinians and
Lebanese with its claims to fight the ‘war on tefravas established largely with the aid of

terrorist campaigns.

21 Fisk, op. cit.,p. 464.
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Even more ironic is the fact that the most notaiand influential leaders of the terrorist
groups active throughout the 1930s and 1940s, tnatibbjective of an independent Jewish state
was achieved, were later to become leading, intiemelly respected politicians. Most notable is
the case of Menachem Begin, Nobel Peace Prizedsuod 1978, who in his early years was the
leader of the Irgun and as such responsible fobtmabing of the headquarters of the British
military administration in Jerusalem, the Kind DawHiotel, in 19461% Killing 91 people and
leaving many more wounded, the attack was the biggerorist action committed by the Irgun,
although by no means the only one. The organizagalarly abducted British military officials
and executed them in such a brutal manner prompliagLondon Times to comment: “The
bestialities practiced by the Nazis themselves ¢@md no further?® The Irgun was also,
together with the terrorist Stern Gang, involvedtlte massacre of Deir Yassin and other
Palestinian villages during the ethnic cleansin@y947/48.

The use of terrorist measures was by no meanssakedliwith the establishment of the
Israeli state, for the building of Jewish settletsein the occupied territories has been
accompanied by perpetual acts of settler violengainat Palestinian civilians. Israeli
fundamentalist groups, first and foremost Gush BEmumvith which some 35% of settlers are
affiliated, have strongly rejected the accords efoand responded with violence, fearing that a
peace agreement would lead to the dismantling@ké#itlement$:* The bloodiest act of settler
violence was the 1994 massacre in Hebron, wheraidBaGoldstein, a member of the

fundamentalist group Kach, killed 29 Muslim worgteps and wounded dozens more in the

22 Fisk reports the King David Hotel’s video of ite history to take great pride in the bombing caridd by
Menachim Begin.

23 0td. in Morris,Righteous Victimop. cit.,p. 181.

214 Reuvenypp. cit.,p. 364.
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Ibrahimiya MosquéZX Israel responded to the escalating conflict by dsipg curfews and
closures on the territories which in return spuradher terrorist acts by both Palestinians and
Israeli settlers. As a result, Prime Minister YakhRabin was assassinated by an Israeli
fundamentalist, Yigal Amir, who believed that “Ga@nted Rabin dead in order to stop the Oslo
process.” As one scholar has argued, the settdgnge and their repeated warnings of an Israeli
civil war, if settlements were abolished, expldie failure of the Oslo peace process and Israel's

reluctance to agree to an evacuation of the setiesi™®

Conclusion

This chapter examined various fields of dissemimatind production of knowledge in
order to understand how they are utilized by theniat enterprise to legitimize its practice of
dispossession. As each field was analyzed in fextfeness as a social factor, or Relation, in
the dialectical sense we can now see how the sfialaf knowledge has not only shaped the
common view of Palestine, but indeed helped toesttad historiography of the Palestine-Israeli
conflict and to deliberately suppress the formabba distinct, authentic Palestinian narrative.

The power of the scalar fix of knowledge becomepasgnt when considering the
2008/09 war on Gaza, which presents a continuatfaime perpetual denial of truth about the
dispossession of the Palestinian people. As they miaent outbreaks of the conflict over the
decades, the presentation thereof in public diseotails completely to place a single event into
the overall picture. It is this scalar fix of ousrception of the socio-spatial environment, which
has brought us to a point where the opening obtitrders to Gaza for a few days is considered a

great achievement, or the release of ONE Isratdiesocaptured by Hamas is the decisive factor

215 Reuvenypp. cit.,p. 365; MorrisRighteous Victims, op. cip, 624.
216 ||;
Ibid.
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of peace negotiations which are to end the blockddgaza which has imprisoned 1.5 million
people for nearly two years.

To the extent that education, media representataonts public discourse shape our
understanding of things and affect our levels ahfaot or insecurity, an analysis of the scalar
fix of knowledge exposes acts of dispossessiondbdbeyond the absolute, material space of
land and water rights and the conceptualized sp&geaps portioning the land of Palestine,
issues which were addressed in chapters 4 andésddlar fix of knowledge indeed infiltrates
the lived space that often forms images and opgabout our environment and thus affects our
social behavior and activities. In other words, analysis has taken us further down and to the
right of Harvey’s matrix of spatialities, i.e. ihea realms of the lived and relational spaces. This
allows us to proceed to the core of the issueZibgists’ aim to oppress any efforts to establish
a genuine, authentic Palestinian social structur@ #hus to prevent the consolidation of a

Palestinian identity.
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CHAPTER 7:

THE SCALAR FIX OF IDENTITY

Oh past, do not change us... the further away weenfimm you! Oh future: do not ask
us: who are you? And what do you want from me? Mehawve no clue. Oh present,
bear with us a little, we are no more than dreaaggers by!

Identity is our legacy and not our inheritance; anvention and not our memory.

Mahmoud Darwish’

In extension to the analysis from the previous tdaghe final section of the analysis
part of this thesis investigates the notion of tdgnn its function as a scalar fix. As | have
argued in chapter 2, the power of identity showtlbe underestimated, for the Zionist course of
action over the decades, as well as the Palestiaggponse to it, can be ascribed to a large extent
to the practice of scaling identity. Realizing thetential of a solidly constructed identity, the
Zionist/Israeli objective has been to actively disgess the Palestinians of their identity. On the
other hand, the consolidation of a strong Zionintity has served as a scalar fix which has
been essential as a tool of domination. This clmapiteexamine both these aspects of the scalar
fix of identity. In doing so, identity is underst@s a social Relation in the dialectical sense,
making it clear that the consciousness of idemtéiermines people’s social action, while at the
same time identity is shaped through the impressioh a constantly changing social
environment.

The scalar fix of identity is reinforced throughethotion of an ideology of difference
which manifests itself in discourse and the useenfain terminology (see chapter 6), and draws

on fears and emotions that feed into the perceptiotus’ vs. the ‘other’. In that sense, the

217 From Darwish, Mahmoud.You, as of now, are someone €lse!
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awareness of the difference between Zionist Jewsnan-Jews - artificially enhanced through
the scaling of the particular knowledge about onetlzer - translates into the differential
treatment of Jews and Palestinians in all typespatiality. Building on this notion of difference,
the Zionist-Jewish identity has assumed superiangr the Palestinians, forcing the latter into a
permanent position of defense and resistance - ¢reating a situation of permanent struggle
which defines the Palestinian identity to a gredaeet.

As a consequence of this feeling of superioritinfogced by the Zionist notion of having
the undeniable right to the land of Palestine, dispossession of the indigenous Arabs is
justified and undisputed in Zionist historiographiyrom the very beginning, the Zionist
movement set out to establish an exclusive sodley distinguishes between Jews and non-
Jews, the ultimate objective being the annihilatdrthe latter to providéebensraum(living
space) for the former. It must be noted here thatrtotion of a Jewish identity is not all together
confined to the religious tradition of Judaism. @® contrary, it is primarily based on the
Zionist ideology which bears little resemblancehnihe practice of the Judaic faftff. Thus,
complementary to political, economic and militargans of dispossession, the Zionist project
has been supported by a narrative designed to mmekéenfamous slogan of ‘a land with no
people for a people without land’ become true. Whbnsiderable efforts have been made to
suppress the consolidation of a Palestinian iderttiis Zionist tale has been nurtured to support
and enhance a Jewish identity as conceived thrtheglens of Zionism.

In that sense, the State of Israel was establisseal Jewish state for all Jewish people,
including both residents of Israel and the diaspbtahis Zionist-Jewish identity is justified on

religious, traditional and historical grounds, wétgy the theological claim that the Jews are the

28 fact, many Jews throughout the world distamegrtselves from Zionism, claiming that it does represent
their religion.
219 5ee Chomskygp. cit
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“chosen people” who have a right to the “Holy Landinforces the sequence of events
representing more than 2000 years of sufferingexl@g - from the story of slavery in ancient
Egypt, to centuries of oppression by various enspirethe Middle East, to the more recent
tragedy of the pogroms in Eastern Europe and fin@érmany - which is thought to be the
unique fate of the Jewish peopfé.This “collective memory of persecutid®® - has been held
up to consolidate the Zionist narrative and gaippsut also among non-Zionist groups. In the
face of changing spatial and historical contexigpbed with waves of Palestinian resistance, the
Zionists had to continuously reinforce and reasesir own history - a history of persecution
culminating in the Holocaust - assuming that ititiegze their claims to the land of Palestine
and their course of action in Israel. A great matglocaust survivors, their children and
grandchildren hold on to the narrative of theirmgand continue to live “in that timé*? Thus,

the Holocaust - the term being trademarked throegpitalization - itself becomes a
manifestation, a tragedy that does not comparayootgher mass slaughter of any other people.
Hardly ever do we hear the word used in conneatiith other acts of ethnic cleansing such as
those in Armenia, Rwanda and Darfur, or that of Badestinians in 1948. The notion of the
Holocaust thus becomes an immensely powerful totie Israeli narrative.

To the very extent that the Zionists have constéidaheir narrative, the Palestinians
have been deprived of their history, being denieel tpermission to narraté?® What has
translated into a conceived non-existence of tHesBaian people evolved in different stages,
whereby the transition from one to another has besimilar to the evolution of the Zionist

narrative - determined by the socio-spatial circiamses and theeal Palestinian existence - i.e.

220 5aid,Politics of Dispossession, op. ci., 88.

2! see Stork, J. and S. Rose. (1974). Zionism andrisareJewryJournal of Palestine Studies,(3), 39 - 57.
222 Fisk, op. cit.,p. 458.

223 3aid,Politics of Dispossession, op. cip., 247ff.

www.manaraa.com



116

the lived space of Palestine with all its anger fndtration, fear and desperation, but also hope
and patience. As long as the Palestinian resistditcenot pose a considerable threat to the
Zionist project, the Palestinian people could beleli ignored. It was only after the rise a
formidable resistance movement, which could notasily defeated, that the disregard for the
Palestinians was turned into more aggressive sffofridenial in mainstream media and public
discourse (see chapter 6). After such efforts, @latith military means, failed to curtail the
Palestinian resistance - which escalated in tle fintifada - the tactical denial took on a new
shape in the pretense of ‘acknowledgement’ andingilless to ‘compromise’. The ‘Peace
Process’ came to the fore, promising the Palestinegual treatment and sovereignty at last. Yet
the Palestinians were forced to make considerabieassions so that the ‘Peace Process’
resulted in the very opposite of what they had deted: the consolidation of the Zionist project
and the destruction of any hopes for Palestiniaesignty.

The groundwork for denial of Palestinian identitydsself-determination was laid during
the days of British rule, when Palestinians werereterred to as Palestinians or Arabs but as
“the non-Jewish communitie$? In that sense, the very tefandate of Palestine’ is in fact
misleading, as the British did not carry out th@andate to develop a state according to self-
determination of the indigenous people. It was eath Mandate of Zionism, for the Zionist
project was allowed to flourish, building a quasite within the British Mandate, at the expense
of the Palestinians.

This denial was further facilitated by the lack aifhesion of the Palestinian society,
which had been highly fragmented from the beginnilug to competing loyalties to class,

religion, a city or region. While recognizing théodist threat as early as the late"1€ntury,

224 K halidi, Palestinian Identity, op. citp. 23.
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Palestinians failed from the very beginning to enéind overcome their internal schisifrs.
There is no doubt this problem has had a debiligatinpact on the formation of sound, genuine
Palestinian leadership, not to mention the devetypnof a meaningful resistance that goes
beyond the use of violence.

This notion of a lacking Palestinian narrative ist rto downplay the continuous
representation of ‘Palestinianism’ through a srball respectable group of intellectuals, artists
and activists who have been trying to reach outh® public with their cause. To be sure,
Palestinian writers and scholars, along with thtseorable of the Palestinian cause, have
continuously given lectures and published books aidles, yet most of them address merely
one issue of the overall conflict. Indeed, as Suitks, a comprehensive Palestinian narrative -
presented by Palestinians themselves - has not jerenitted to enter public discourse in the
West?*® To the extent that holistic accounts have beesmaited, they are usually written under
a certain perspective, based on a particular pgmadhnat fails to embrace the evolution of the
conflict as a whole. Hence, such tireless effodke @mlongside the compelling mass of negative
representations of the Palestinian people, peakiitg alleged non-existence.

What we are left with are fractions of an incomelstory of a people whose existence
has been denied for decades, and whose identitpéwas been allowed to fully unfold. These
fragments are often the result of attempts to bikisl Palestinian narrative, the result of feeling
the need to explain the story of the Palestinifmmsrt scratch’ whenever the issue of the conflict

is addressed one way or another. Ironically, gdpecially at times of major violent outbreaks,

225 pid., pp. 24/5.
226 3aid,Politics of Dispossession, op. cipp. 253ff.
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defined by Israel's usual, disproportionate miljt@reponderance over stone-throwing school-
children and handmade rockets, that the narraf@sah fragments raise their voic&s.

Why does the Palestinian cause not get heard? iDddfes, why is not treated with the
due respect and sincerity? The few scholars whediiat towards the striking similarities of the
Palestinian situation to that of American Indian®\partheid South Africa (for indeed, Gaza has
been referred to as Israel’'s “Sowetd) have gone largely unheard. As Edward Said obderve
the separation between Jews and non-Jews - bethygical space and the representation thereof
- has “been translated ideologically into a sepamabf that practice from all other similar
practices.?”® In other words, it is due to the scalar fixes ispdssession deliberately designed
by the dominant forces, that the highly unequadttreent of Palestinians has not found much
recognition among policy makers and intellectualghe West. Unless this key issue is fully
recognized and appreciated, there is no end tistheli-Palestine conflict in sight.

| therefore conclude that the scalar fix of idgnties at the core of Israel's perpetual
policy of dispossession which it has carried othwirtual impunity. This only becomes clear if
we approach the issue from a dialectical perspecthe power of scaling identities, along with
other scaling practices that affect the psychobgé the lived space (i.e. anxieties, fears,
desires, dreams and memories), has a significapadmon how we conceptualize and
experience the world around us. In order to furthe@r understanding of a complex conflict as
that of between Israel and Palestine, these aressioes further research on the subject should

focus on.

22T Dbina Jadallah-Taschler’s articlehe Struggle of an Un-People, op. di.put one example.
228 sara Roypp. cit.,p. 251.
229 3aid,Politics of Dispossession, op. cip., 89.
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CHAPTER 8: CONCLUSION
8.1 Review of the Objective

The aim of this thesis was to examine the use @fsdix as a deliberate function of the
all-encompassing dispossession of the Palestirgaplp and, hence, as a means of consolidating
power. A conceptual framework was therefore devedowhich linked the geographical concept
of scalar fix to the process of accumulation bydssession, which Harvey defined as one of the
four key conditionalities of uneven geographicaelepment. In addition to the theory of
uneven development, this concept also adopted Marweatrix of multiple spatialities in order
to expand the use of scalar fix beyond the sphieabsolute space. Four different types of scalar
fix, in their function of consolidating power, weidentified:

1) scalar fix of legislation and policy making

2) scalar fix of networking

3) scalar fix of knowledge

4) scalar fix of identity

These four scalar fixes were applied to the cadeabdstine in order to analyze the underlying
processes of dispossession.

Both the conceptual framework and the analysis uk&éctics as methodology. Given
its potential to expose underlying processes amgesaof social change which might not be
revealed using common methodology in social stydigslectics was found to be the most

suitable approach to a conflict as complex asdh&drael and Palestine.

8.2 Findings and Contributions

The thesis contributes to studies in human geographparticularly studies of uneven

geographical development, with respect to theorwel as analysis of a specific case. From a
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conceptual perspective, this study expanded omxttsting concept of scalar fix by applying it to
Harvey's multiple spatialities. In doing so, scaliar proves to be an even more powerful tool
than shown in previous studies. A second theoletmatribution is the linkage of scalar fix to
the act of dispossession, a concept which furtbersunderstanding of the processes of uneven
development.

Using this framework to investigate the situatioriPalestine, the thesis revealed some of
the methods used and efforts made by the dominptmgers - the Zionist regime in Israel and
the United States - to legitimize Israel’'s sovemgygand to suppress the formation of Palestine as
a coherent, functioning social entity. A detailethlgsis of each of the four types of scalar fix
showed that they are all significant to Israel’sy\salidation of power at the expense of the
Palestinian people. While it was shown that thenfdation of legislation and policies have
scaled the territorial organization and social emwnent of Palestine in absolute, relative and
conceptualized space, the study also exposed tleetieéness of the practice of scaling
knowledge and manipulating people’s perceptions iftecting the lived space of emotions such
as fear, hope and desire. Furthermore, the invagiigof the impact of networking showed that
this scalar fix is closely related to the scalardf legislation, for many documents and policies
that proved to be decisive might not have come tlbathout the influence from firmly
established networking relationships. Similarlye #malysis revealed a close interrelation of the
scalar fixes of knowledge and identity as bothuefice each other. Moreover, both scalar fixes
have impact on - and are affected by - the sphidireenl space.

Finally, this thesis highlighted the utility ofalectics in several ways. As regards the
conceptual framework, the relational perspectiveliafectics allowed it to conceptualize space

in its multiple facets and to expand scalar fix do&y the realm of the absolute. Furthermore, the
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dialectical modes of abstraction facilitated a coshpnsive approach to analysis which revealed
the immense power and extent of the various séiakes utilized to dispossess the Palestinians,
reaching into all aspects of socio-spatial awarendsviewed through the dialectical lens the
precarious situation of Palestinians, especiakyribarly 5 million living in refugee camps, can
be put into perspective and understood as thetresutore than a century of deliberate acts of
dispossession, while at the same time accountinghé® shortcomings of their social structures

and struggles.

8.3 Constraints of the Study

The thesis shows several constraints which aregpiliyra result of the limited scope of a
master thesis. First, given the complexity of tladeBtine-Israeli conflict, only a select few scalar
fixes could be identified and addressed. As inédain chapter 3, there are scalar fixes
associated with all intersections of Harvey’'s sgatnhatrix which need to be identified and
examined in further research.

Moreover, the scalar fixes investigated in thissthdiave been only partially addressed
and require more in-depth analysis, particularly shalar fix of networking and the scalar fix of
identity. With respect to Zionist policies towardalestine, | suspect that networks as scalar fix
take on more dimensions than what has been exanmimekdis study. For instance, Jewish
financial networks have been involved in fundingrilgration to Palestine, especially in the pre-
state era. In addition, the perpetual involvemériboner Haganah, Irgun and Stern members as
well as their descendants in high ranking positiohksraeli politics indicates a well established

elitist network.
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The scalar fix of identity opens up a rather bréietti of analysis which could only be
hinted at within the framework of this thesis. Afilolial knowledge with respect to the
psychology of identity and identity formation mag bequired in order to facilitate further
investigation of its function as scalar fix.

Finally, the dialectics applied to the conceptuahfework and analysis in this thesis is
largely based on Ollman’s worKance of the DialecticOther paradigms of dialectics - which
may open up additional approaches to analysis thaie not taken into account and might place

restrictions on our potential understanding ofgtibject matter of this thesis.

8.4 Recommendations for Future Research

Drawing on these constraints several topics foth&ur research become apparent. In
order to expand on the concept of scalar fixes witiple spaces, future research is required to
identify additional forms of scalar fix associatadth the intersections of Harvey's spatial
matrix. This involves further examination of theopesses of accumulation by dispossession, as
well as more in-depth analysis of the multiple §sac

Moreover, as mentioned above, both the scalaoffiretworking and the scalar fix of
identity provide subjects for further research.dmler to gain a full understanding of their
effectiveness and potential to dispossess the titades, both scalar fixes need to be examined
in more detail. While adhering to the dialecticppeoach, further study of the scalar fix of
networking could involve textual analysis of docume including internal correspondence,
meeting minutes and memoranda that illuminate e¢kiellof interaction and collaboration within
a certain network such as the Jewish financia¢.ekuture research of the scalar fix of identity

could address how identity is expressed throughg#ialan arts and literature such as that of the
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late Mahmoud Darwish. Another research topic peirtgi identity could examine how the
scaling and dispossession of identity affects thgripologies of the lived space of Palestinians
and how theesulting fears, anxieties, desires, dreams andariesitranslate into social action
and resistance to Israeli oppression.

In conclusion, this thesis is merely the begignof a dialectical approach towards
understanding the dispossession of the Palestpéaple and its role in the overall conflict
between Israel and Palestine. Considering theyuafi dialectics for both theoretical framework
and analysis, it is essential that any future ne$eawith the objective to further our
understanding of the situation in Palestine apgres¢he subject from a dialectical perspective.
Only then can we account for the changes to a Issitiacture without losing sight of the overall
picture. Only with dialectics can we reveal actsstéaling the commons from under the goose”

rather than merely focusing on studies of “steathgygoose from the commons.”
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APPENDIX A

The following excerpt was taken from Khalidi, W.988). Plan Dalet: Master Plan for the
Conquest of Palestine. Appendix Bwurnal of Palestine Studies, 18), 24 - 33.

Text of Plan Dalet (Plan D), 10
March 1948: General Section

The text that follows is translated from Sefer Toldot Hahaganah [History of
the Haganah], vol. 3, ed. by Yehuda Shutsky (Tel Aviv: Zionist Library, 1972),

Appendix 48, pp. 1955-60.

1. Introduction

(a) The objective of this plan is to gain control of the areas of the
Hebrew state and defend its borders. It also aims at gaining control of the
areas of Jewish settlement and concentration which are located outside the
borders [of the Hebrew state] against regular, semi-regular, and small forces
operating from bases outside or inside the state.

(b) This plan is based on three previous plans:

1. Plan B, September 1945.
2. The May 1946 Plan®
3. Yehoshua Plan, 1948.°°

(c) Since these plans were designed to deal with the situation inside the
country (the first two plans deal with the first phase of incidents, while the
third plan deals with the possibility of invasion by regular armies from the
neighboring countries), the aim of Plan D is to fill the gaps in the previous

*This is plan Gimmel or Plan C
* *This is an early version of Plan 1, so-called after Yehoshua Globerman, a Haganah commander killed
in early December 1947, Plan D itself was finalized on 10 March 1948,
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three plans and to make them more suitable for the situation expected to
obtain at the end of British rule in the country.

2. Basic Assumptions

This plan is based on the following basic assumptions:

(a) The Enemy

1. Expected composition of forces:

—The semi-regular forces of the Liberation Army affiliated with the
Arab League, which operate from already occupied bases or bases to be
occupied in the future.

—The regular forces of neighboring countries, which will launch an
invasion across the borders, or will operate from bases inside the country
(the Arab Legion”).

—Small local forces which operate, or will operate, from bases inside
the country and within the borders of the Hebrew state.

All three forces will be activated at the same time in accordance with a
joint operational plan, and will sometimes engage in tactical coordination.

2. Actual operations expected from the enemy:

—Isolation and, if possible, occupation of the eastern Galilee, western
Galilee, and the Negev.

—Infiltration into the heart of the area of Sharon and Emek Hefer®* in
the direction of Qalgiliyyah-Herzliya and Tulkarm—Netanya, roughly.

—Isolation of the three major cities (especially Tel Aviv).{

—Disruption of food supply lines and other vital services such as water,
electricity, etc.

3. Expected tactical methods:

—Attacks by the regular and semi-regular forces on settlements, using
heavy infantry weapons, as well as field artillery, armored vehicles, and the
air force.

—Air strikes against centers within our cities (especially Tel Aviv).

—Harassment operations carried out by small forces against transporta-
tion arteries and settlements to give the operations mentioned above direct

“This was a British-commanded and financed army of King ‘Abdallah’s Transjordan, units of which
served in Palestine under British army orders until the end of the mandare on 15 May 1948,
**Sharan is the coastal plain between Haifa and Tel Aviv, Emek Hefer being its central section (in
Arabic Wadi al-Hawarith).

+The two others are Jerusalem and Haifa.
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or tacrical support. These forces will also carry out sabotage operations
against vital economic facilities and terrorist raids within cities.

(b) The Authorities

This plan rests on the general assumption that during its implementa-
tion, the forces of the [British] authorities will not be present in the
country. .

In the event thar British forces continue to control certain bases and
areas, the plan must be modified to deal with this situation in these areas.
Additional instructions will be issued in this regard.

(¢) International Forces

This plan rests on the assumption that there will be no international
forces stationed in the country which are capable of effective action.

(d) Operational Objectives

1. Self-defense against invasion by regular or semi-regular forces. This
will be achieved by the following:

—A fixed defensive system to preserve our settlements, vital economic
projects, and property, which will enable us to provide governmental
services within the borders of the state (based on defending the regions of
the state on the one hand, and on blocking the main access routes from
enemy territory to the territory of the state, on the other).

—JLaunching pre-planned counter-attacks on enemy bases and supply
lines in the heart of his territory, whether within the borders of the country
[Palestine] or in neighboring countries.

2. Ensuring freedom of military and economic activity within the
borders of the [Hebrew] state and in Jewish settlements outside its borders
by occupying and controlling important high-ground positions on a number
of transportation arteries.

3. Preventing the enemy from using frontline positions within his
territory which can easily be used for launching attacks. This will be
effected by occupying and controlling them.

4. Applying economic pressure on the enemy by besieging some of his
cities in order to force him to abandon some of his activities in certain areas
of the country.

Ol LAC U Zyl_i.lbl
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5. Restricting the capability of the enemy by carrying out limited
operations: occupation and control of certain of his bases in rural and urban
areas within the borders of the state.

6. Controlling government services and property within the borders of
the state and ensuring the supply of essential public services in an effective
manner.

3. Assignment of Duties

In view of the operational objectives outlined above, the various armed
services are assigned the following duties:

(1) Strengthening the fixed defensive system designed to defend the
zones, and coordinating its deployment on the regional level. In addition,
the main enemy access routes to the lands of the state must be blocked
through appropriate operations and measures.

(2) Consolidation of the defensive apparatus.

(3) Deployment in major cities.

(4) Control of the main transportation arteries country-wide.

(5) Encirclement of enemy cities.

(6) Occupation and control of frontline enemy positions.

(7) Counterattacks inside and outside the borders of the country.

(a) The Fixed Defensive System

1. The fixed defensive system in rural areas depends on two main
factors: using protected areas for the purpose of defending the circumfer-
ence, on the one hand, and blocking main transportation routes used by the
enemy, on the other hand.

2. The security arrangements pertaining to the zones in rural areas,
which were originally designed to repel small enemy forces, must be
modified in terms of planning and reinforcement to suit the tactical
measures expected to be employed by semi-regular or regular enemy forces.
This will be effected according to instructions issued by the operations
branch in charge of defense and planning in rural areas.

3. In addition, if we take into consideration the tactical measures
expected to be employed by the enemy, efforts must be made to make a
transition from a positional defense to a regional defense, so that the unit
of defense is the region and not the zone.

4. In order to achieve this objective, the following steps must be taken:

Ol LaCu Zyl_i.lbl
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a) Transformation of the regional staff from an administrative staff
to a general staff (selection of a location, setting up a communications
network, etc.)

b) Formation of a regional mobile reserve, to be recruited from the
forces appointed to the zones, which would reinforce the forces or carry out
counterstrikes in the zones within each region according to pre-arranged
plans.

¢) Adaptation and incorporation of the plans concerning fortifica-
tion and opening fire in the zones to those of the region, as far as possible,
taking into consideration geographical circumstances and types of weapons
used. These plans must also be coordinated with the operations of the
regional mobile reserves.

5. Sertrlements which because of their geographical locarion cannot be
included in a fixed regional defense plan must be organized into local
defense zones. Accordingly, they must be equipped to block transport roads
used by the enemy, or if tactical circumstances permit, to control the
heights, setting up fortifications and barricades and laying mines, etc. This
will be done in addition to acrivating the zone's defensive apparatus.
Additional forces must be assigned to carry out these duties, as will be
detailed below. These specifications also apply to isolated regions.

6. Blocking the main enemy transportation routes.

a) The main enemy transportation routes which link his lands to
the lands of the state, such as roads, bridges, main passes, important
crossroads, paths, etc. must be blocked by means of: acts of sabotage,
explosions, series of barricades, mine fields, as well as by controlling the
elevations near roads and taking up positions there.

b) A system of barricades must be set up in addition to the fixed
defensive system. The tactical plans concerning barricades must be adapted
to and coordinated with the defensive plans concerning the zones located
near these barricades. They must also be coordinated with the regional
defense plans if this is possible from the geographical point of view.

(b) Consolidation of Defense Systems and Barricades

The following operations must be carried out if the fixed defensive
system is to be effective and if the rear of this system is to be protected:
1. Occupation of police stations. *

*These “police stations” were in fact fortresses, fifty of which were built by the British throughout
Palestine after the Arab rebellion of 1936-39 in order to control the Arab population,
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2. Control of government installations and provision of services in each
and every region.

3. Protection of secondary transportation arteries.

4. Mounting operations against enemy population centers located
inside or near our defensive system in order to prevent them from being used
as bases by an active armed force. These operations can be divided into the
following categories:

—Destruction of villages (setting fire to, blowing up, and planting
mines in the debris), especially those population centers which are difficult
to control continuously.

—Mounting combing and control operations according to the following
guidelines: encirclement of the village and conducting a search inside it. In
the event of resistance, the armed force must be wiped out and the
population must be expelled outside the borders of the state.

The villages which are emptied in the manner described above must be
included in the fixed defensive system and must be fortified as necessary.

In the absence of resistance, garrison troops will enter the village and
take up positions in it or in locations which enable complete tacrical
control. The officer in command of the unit will confiscate all weapons,
wireless devices, and motor vehicles in the village. In addition, he will
detain all politically suspect individuals. After consultation with the
[Jewish] political authorities, bodies will be appointed consisting of people
from the village to administer the internal affairs of the village. In every
region, a [Jewish] person will be appointed to be responsible for arranging
the political and administrative affairs of all [Arab] villages and population
centers which are occupied within that region.

(c) Deployment in Major Cities

Positions will be taken in the large cities according to the following
principles:

1. Occupation and control of government facilities and property (post
offices, telephone exchanges, railroad stations, police stations, harbors,
etc.)

2. Protection of all vital public services and installations.

3. Occupation and control of all isolated Arab neighborhoods located
between our municipal center and the Arab municipal center, especially
those neighborhoods which control the city’s exit and entry roads. These
neighborhoods will be controlled according to the guidelines set for
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combing villages. In case of resistance, the population will be expelled to
the area of the Arab municipal center.

4. Encirclement of the central Arab municipal area and its isolation
from external transportation routes, as well as the termination of its vital
services (water, electricity, fuel, etc.), as far as possible.

(d) Control of Main Transportation Arteries on the Regional Level

1. Occupation and control of locations which overlook main regional
transportation arteries, such as police stations, water pumps, etc.

These elevated locations will be transformed into fortified surveillance
posts to be used, when the need arises, as bases for a mobile defensive force.
(In many cases, this operation will be coordinated with the occupation of
police stations, which aims at consolidating the fixed defensive system.)

2. Occupation and control of Arab villages which constitute a serious
obstruction on any of the main transportation arteries. Operations against
these villages will be carried out according to the specifications given under
the item pertaining to the combing of villages.

(e) Enemy Cities Will Be Besieged according to the Following Guidelines:

1. By isolating them from transportation arteries by laying mines,
blowing up bridges, and a system of fixed ambushes.

2. If necessary, by occupying high points which overlook transportation
arteries leading to enemy cities, and the fortification of our units in these
positions.

3. By disrupting vital services, such as electricity, water, and fuel, or by
using economic resources available to us® or by sabotage.

4. By launching a naval operation against the cities that can receive
supplies by sea, in order to destroy the vessels carrying the provisions, as
well as by carrying out acts of sabotage against harbor facilities.

() Occupation and Control of Frontline Enemy Positions

Generally, the aim of this plan is not an operation of occupation outside
the borders of the Hebrew state. However, concerning enemy bases lying
directly close to the borders which may be used as springboards for
infiltration into the territory of the state, these must be temporarily

“The meaning in the original 15 unclear,
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occupied and combed according to the above guidelines, and they must
then be incorporated into our defensive system until operations cease.

Bases located in enemy territory which are intended to be temporarily
occupied and controlled will be listed among the operational targets for the
various brigades. *

(g) Counterattacks Inside and Outside the Borders of the State

Counterattacks will be used as auxilliary measures for the fixed defensive
system in order to abort the organized attacks launched by semi-regular and
regular enemy forces, whether from bases inside the country or from outside
the borders.

Counterattacks will be launched according to the following guidelines:

1. Diversionary attacks; i.e., while the enemy is launching an artack
against one of our areas, [our forces will launch] a counterattack deep inside
another area controlled by the enemy with the aim of diverting his forces in
the direction of the counterattack.

2. Striking at transportation and supply routes deep inside enemy
territory, especially against a regular enemy force which is invading from
across the border.

3. Artacking enemy bases in his rear, both inside the country [Pales-
tine] and across its borders.

4. Counterattacks will generally proceed as follows: a force the size of a
battalion, on average, will carry out a deep infiltration and will launch
concentrated attacks against population centers and enemy bases with the
aim of destroying them along with the enemy force positioned there;
alternatively, this force may split up to carry out secondary operations, such
as acts of sabotage and diversion on the enemy's military transportation
routes and arteries.

5. A derailed list of counterattacks will be included in the [list of]
operational targets”* of the Strategic Mobile Force [PALMACH]. T

4. Duties of the Armed Services

(a) Allocation of duties in the fixed defensive system:

*See Appendix C, below,

" *This list is not in the Hebrew ariginal of this document.

FPALMACH is short for Plgot Machats, i.e., crushing battalions. By spring 1948, this force was made
up of three brigades (Yiftach, Harel, and HaNegev) numbering just above 8,000 men. See Walid
Khalidi, From Haven o Conguest (Washington: Instiute for Palestine Studies, 1987), 861.
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1. The following duties are the responsibility of the Garrison Force
[KHIM]": defense of the zones and of isolated and fortified posts and
formation of the regional reserves.

2. Within the framework of the fixed defensive system, the Field
Force [KHISH]®* are responsible for the following duties:

—Operations to block enemy transportation routes. For this purpose,
every hlocking operation will be assigned, on the hasis of its importance and
type, a specified Field Force unit whose size is appropriate to the nature of
the mission.

—In addition, the Field Force brigade in question will be responsible
for duties related to consolidating the fixed defensive system, as outlined in
section 3 (b).

3. Inspecial and exceptional circumstances, Field Force units may be
positioned in the regions or zones, or in isolated and forrified positions, in
order to reinforce zonal or regional defense. Efforts must be made to
decrease the number of such cases, as far as possible.

4. In addition to the duties detailed above, the Field Force's
responsibilities in the context of the fixed defensive system generally consist
in mounting local counterattacks involving units no smaller than a
company (larger units should be used if possible) against enemy units while
they are atracking the fixed defensive system in order to block their lines of
retreat and destroy them. These counterattacks will usually be launched
from fixed operational bases which will be specified for the Field Force in
the context of the duties for which it is responsible in the region as a whole.

These instructions require that the Field Force units be concentrated as
much as possible, and not be divided up into secondary unirs.

5. The chain of command in the cases mentioned above will be in
accordance with Addendum 1 to the Order concerning Regional Infrastruc-
ture, November 1947,

6. In circumstances in which the blocking system (which the Field
Force is responsible for defending) is incorporated into the zonal or regional
defensive system, the commander of the Field Force battalion concerned
will appoint the commander in charge of the entire defensive system.

(b) 1. In addition to the duties assigned to the Field Force brigade in

*KHIM is shore for Khayl Matzav, the second line troops. By fall 1947, they numbered sbout 32,000,
See Khalidi, From Haven to Conguest, 862,
* *KHISH is short for Khayl Sadeh, the front line troops. By 1 May 1948, they numbered about 30,000,
See Khalidi, From Haven to Conguest, 861.
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question concerning the consolidation of the fixed defensive system, the
brigade will also carry out the following duties:

—Consolidation of positions in the cities.

—Control of main transportation arteries country-wide.

—Encirclement of enemy cities.

—Qccupation and control of enemy frontline positions. This will be
effected in accordance with the operational duties assigned to the various
Field Force brigades. "

In order to carry out one or all of these duties, the supreme command
can assign units of the Strategic Mobile Force [PALMACH], which
constitute the country-wide reserves, to the Field Force.

2. During the implementation of joint missions with the Field Force,
units of the Strategic Mobile Force [PALMACH] will fall under the
command of the Field Force brigade that controls the area in which these
units are operating.

3. After completion of the mission, the units of the Strategic Mobile
Force [PALMACH] will rejoin the country-wide reserves.

4. Efforts must be made to ensure that the period during which units
of the country-wide reserves are assigned to the Field Force is as short as
possible.

(¢) 1. The Strategic Mobile Force [PALMACH] is responsible for
carrying out counterattacks inside and outside the borders of the country.

2. The supreme command may reduce the number of duties
assigned to one or another of the Field Force brigades as it sees fit (i.e. those
related to the siege of enemy cities, control of transportation routes and
occupation of frontline positions) and allocate them directly to the
Strategic Mobile Force [PALMACH] instead.

(d) The various departments and services of the general staff are
required to complete the above planning instructions in their various areas
of responsibility and to present the plans to the Field Force brigades.

APPENDIX B

The following case study is taken from the rep®te Humanitarian Impact on Palestinians of Israeli
Settlements and other Infrastructure in the Westki§pp. 106-109), published by UN OCHA, 2007.
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Al Jiftlik village, Jordan Valley: development inhibited

Al Jiftlik village has a population of approximately 5,500 Palestinians. It is located in the northern Jordan Valley (on the
junction of Road 90 and 57) and surrounded by fertile land on which villagers have traditionally depended for growing
crops and grazing animals.

Today, as the two maps on the following pages illustrate, the village is surrcunded on all sides and fragmented by
settlements, military bases, closed military areas, nature reserves, roads primarily for Israeli use and checkpoints, The
two closest settlements, Argaman (established 1969) and Massu'a (1970) are home to 166 and 140 Israelis respectively
who cultivate extensive areas of land beyond the settlements' outer limits."

Al Jiftlik's livestock farmers now have limited areas on which to graze their animals. Traditionally, livestock have grazed
and watered in the hills surrounding the village. However, because land has been confiscated for settlements and
military bases, and most of the remaining land lies in closed military areas, grazing land is scarce and many natural
springs cannot be reached. As a result, most livestock farmers are forced to buy expensive fodder

Those farmers who continue to raise livestock and grow crops face delays at checkpoints and longer journey times to
reach local markets such as those in Tubas and Tammoun. Perishable produce, such as meat and dairy products, risks
spoiling before reaching market.

. T Y =

Al fiftlik villags lands. Phato by ©CHA, 2007,
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Location of Al Jiftlik village
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Al Jiftlik is located in Israeli controlled Area C."" New construction can only legally take place on the basis of an Israeli
permit. These are extremely difficult to obtain. Only limited construction in the village has been approved by the Israeli
authorities since 1967, resuh:ing_ in overcrowding.

Buildings constructed without a permit risk being demolished by the IDF. Throughout 2005 and 2006, a total of 24
Palestinian structures were demalished in Al Jiftlik. On 23 January 2007, the IDF demolished five shelters displatihg 32
Palestinians, including 17 children.'?

A positive development in 2006 was the approval of an Al Jiftlik ‘master plan' by the Israeli authorities. However,
the area it covers is too small. It leaves approximately 2,000 residents, or about 40% of the population, outside the
approved urban area. Construction of new houses (after appropriate permits are granted) can occur within the master
plan. However, houses built after 1967 outside the perimeter of the plan are considered illegal and face the continued
threat of demoalition.

Only 25% of village residents are currently connected to an electricity network and the water network is in need of
repair The newly approved master plan will include electricity and water connection but only for residents within its
borders. In contrast, the nearby settlements of Mekhora, Argaman and Massu'a, enjoy electricity, running water and
sophisticated irrigation systems.

Power lines passing over Al Jiftiik village to provide electricty to nearby Israeli settlements. Phato by OCHA, 2007,
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Al Jiftlik, a village encircled by Israeli infrastructure

Hamra

S Massia)

et
ey
WRenonal
couhel

Gttt

Ma‘ale
Efrayim

+ Al Jitflik village & surrounding Al Jitflik Master Plan Settiements and other infrastructure m Fenced buffer zone
* agricultural land
& _ I sctement and outpost cuter Timits Land culbvated by teraghic
S e e
F (aF Bl wiitary baze: Oiher [Duiposiz cuter lmits and
|:| community or a group of Palestinian S - Israeh deciared nature recerves,
it H .08 ma: T i il

lcnl}l{r::i;l“n ities l}mnimd by lsraeli —_— If;‘e B Closed mbtaryareas buffer around roads primarily for

lsraeh use}

www.manaraa.com




138

REFERENCES
Abu-Lughod, J. (1971). The Demographic Transforaratif Palestine. In I. Abu-Loghod (Ed.)
The Transformation of Palestine: Essays on the i@@gd Development of the Arab-Israeli
Conflict. (pp. 139-163). Evanston: Northwestern Universityss.

Al Jazeera English. (2007, July People & Power - Golan HeightRetrieved from
http://youtube.com/watch?v=bbVug5;Jywu

Al Jazeera English. (2008, September A@ide USA - The Other HawaRetrieved from
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=glq8x9vnLf4.

Arrighi, G. (2005, March/April). Hegemony Unravelg -1.New Left Revieyws2,23 - 80.
Arrighi, G. (2005, May). Hegemony Unravelling -IiRew Left Review, 383 - 116.

Asadi, F. (1976). Some Geographic Elements in ttaAsraeli ConflictJournal of Palestine
Studies6 (1), 79 - 91.

Associated Press. (2007, April 16acts and FiguresRetrieved from
http://www.ap.org/pages/about/about.html

Aururi, N. (1989)Occupation: Israel over PalestinBelmont, MA: AAUG Press.

Bahbah, B. (1982). The United States and Israeley@y SecurityJournal of Palestine Studies,
11 (2), 113 - 131.

Beinin, J. (1986). Private Capital in Isra@lERIP Middle East Report: Wealth and Power in the
Middle East, 14435).

Biger, G. (1994)An Empire in the Holy Land: Historical Geographytbé British
Administration in Palestine - 1917-1929ew York and Jerusalem: St. Martin’s Press and
Magnes Press, The Hebrew University.

Blum, William. (2004) Killing Hope: US Military and C.1.A. Interventior&ince World War II.
Monroe, ME: Common Courage Press.

Brenner, N. (2001). The limits to scale? Methodalabreflections on scalar structuration.
Progress in Human Geography, &5, 591 - 614. Retrieved from Academic Search Qlete
Database.

Brenner, N. (1998). Between fixity and motion: accuation, territorial organization and the

historical geography of spatial scalEswvironment and Planning D: Society and SpaceA58
- 481. doi: 10.1068/d160459.

www.manaraa.com



139

Cockburn, A. and J. St. Clair, (Eds.) (2003 Politics of Anti-SemitisrRetrolia and Oakland,
CA: CounterPunch and AK Press.

Cox, K. (1998a). Spaces of dependence, spacegiafjement and the politics of scale, or:
looking for local politicsPolitical Geography, 171), 1 - 23. doi:10.1016/S0962-
6298(97)00048-6.

Cox, K. (1998b). Representation and power in tHeig® of scale Political Geography 171),
41 - 44. doi:10.1016/S0962-6298(97)00051-6.

Chomsky, N. (1999)F-ateful Triangle: The United States, Israel and Badestinians
Cambridge, MA: South End Press.

Christison, B. (2008, February 7). Justice Unlikel\Near Future: Potholes Bigger Than Ever
for PalestiniansCounterPunchRetrieved from
http://www.counterpunch.org/christison02072008.html

Cottam, R. (1971). The United States and Paledtine Abu-Loghod (Ed.)'he Transformation
of Palestine: Essays on the Origin and Developroéttie Arab-Israeli Conflict(pp. 387-411).
Evanston: Northwestern University Press.

Darwish, M. You, as of now, are someone eBettry and Prose SelectiarRetrieved 2 April
2009 from http://www.mahmouddarwish.com/englisht®obtm

Falah, G. (2007). The Politics of Doing GeogragyDays in the Hell of Israeli Detention.
Environment and Planning D: Society and Spacep83,- 593. doi: 10.1068/d2504ed.

Falah, G. (2005). The Geopolitics of ‘Enclavisatiand the Demise of a Two-State Solution to
the Israeli-Palestinian Conflicthird World Quarterly, 2€8), 1341 - 1372. Retrieved from
Academic Search Complete Database.

Falah, G. (2003). Dynamics and Patterns of thenBimg of Arab Lands in Palestin@olitical
Geography, 2%2), 179 - 209. doi:10.1016/S0962-6298(02)00088-4.

Falah, G. (2001). Intifadat al-Agsa and the Blo&bad to Palestinian Independenelitical
Geography 20(2), 135 - 137. doi:10.1016/S0962-6298(00)00071-8

Falah, G. (1991). The Facts and Fictions of Judiaizdolicy and its Impact on the Majority
Arab Population in GaliledRolitical Geography Quarterly 1@3), 297 - 316.

Falah, G. (1989). Israeli State Policy toward Bed&edentarization in the Negelournal of
Palestine Studies, 1&), 71 - 91.

Falah, G. (1989). The Judaization Policy in Galded its Impact on Local Arab Urbanization.
Political Geography Quarterly, 8), 229 - 253.

www.manaraa.com



140

Falah, G. and C. Flint. (2004). Geopolitical Spadd® Dialectic of Public and Private Space in
the Palestine-Israel Conflicthe Arab World Geographer,(Z-2), 117 - 134.

Ferguson, N. (2000Y he House of Rothschild: The World’s Banker 184991 8lew York:
Penguin Books.

Fisk, R. (2006)The Great War for Civilization: The Conquest of Migldle East London:
Harper Perennial.

Friedman, R. (1983). Israeli Censorship of the ®ad@n Presslournal of Palestine Studies, 13
(1), 93-101.

Gordon, N. (2008)lsrael’s OccupationBerkeley and Los Angeles, CA: University of
California Press.

Graham-Brown, S. (1989). The Economic Consequeoicége Occupation. In N. Aruri (Ed.)
Occupation: Israel over Palestingop. 297-360). Belmont, MA: AAUG Press.

Halbrook, S. (1972) The Class Origins of Zionistdtbgy.Journal of Palestine Studies(2),
86 - 110.

Halperin, S. (1960). Ideology or Philanthrophy? Huditics of Zionist Fund-Raising-he
Western Political Quarterly, 18), 950 - 973. Retrieved from JSTOR Database.

Halpern, B. (1986). Brandeis Becomes a Ziomkidern Judaism, §3), 227 - 243. Retrieved
from JSTOR Database.

Hanieh, A. (2003). From State-Led Growth to Globatiion: The Evolution of Israeli
Capitalism.Journal of Palestine Studies, 82), 5 - 21.

Harrison, J. (2006). ‘Accidents’ and invisibilitieScaled discourse and the naturalization of
regulatory neglect in California’s pesticide daéinflict. Political Geography, 2%5), 506 - 529.
doi:10.1016/].polgeo.2006.02.003.

Harvey, D. (2006)Spaces of Global Capitalism: Towards a Theory oééim Geographical
DevelopmentVerso: New York.

Harvey, D. (2003)The New ImperialisoOxford: Oxford University Press.

Heer, J. (2008, February 25). When Conservativegddhe Palestiniansans everything
Retrieved from http://sanseverything.wordpress.@0®8/02/25/when-conservatives-loved-the-
palestinians/

Herod, A. (1997). Labor’s spatial praxis and thegyaphy of contract bargaining in the US east

coast longshore industry, 1953-&litical Geography, 162), 145 — 170. doi:10.1016/S0962-
6298(96)00048-0.

www.manaraa.com



141

Howitt, R. (1998). Scale as relation: musical matap of geographical scalsrea, 30(1), 49 -
58. Retrieved from Academic Search Complete Databas

Howitt, R. (2000, Decembenests, Webs and Constructs: contested conceptsilefia
political geographyRetrieved from http://www.es.mq.edu.au/~rhowl@IFSEO.htm# _ftnref3

Howitt, R. (2002). Scale and the other: Levinas gedgraphyGeoforum, 33299 - 313.
Ibrahim, T.On the Margins: Annual Review of Human Rights \iotes of the Arab Palestinian
Minority in Israel 2006 Retrieved 2007, December 6 from

http://www.arabhra.org/HraAdmin/Userimages/FilesiMgReport2006 FullVersionHighQuality
English.pdf

Ingrams, D. (1972)Palestine Papers 1917-1922: Seeds of Conflichdon: John Murray.

Itayim, F. (1974). Arab Qil - The Political Dimepsi. Journal of Palestine Studies(3), 84 -
97.

Jadallah-Taschler, D. (2009, January 23/25). Thag8te of an Un-Peopl€ounterPunch.
Retrieved from http://www.counterpunch.org/tascbi&32009.html

Jameson, F. (1980). Capitalism, Not Zionism, isRheblem.Journal of Palestine Studies(9),
154 - 157.

Jayaprakash, N.D. (2002, June 28/30). The Palastidaga: Seething With Rage.
CounterPunchRetrieved from http://www.counterpunch.org/jaysfash0628.html

Jensen, R. (2007, May 25). What the Finkelsteinufeiright Tells Us About the State of
Academia CounterPunchRetrieved from http://www.counterpunch.org/jensg2E2007.html

Jones, K. (1998). Scale as epistemoldtplitical Geography, 171), 25 - 28.
doi:10.1016/S0962-6298(97)00049-8.

Kelman, H. (1992). Acknowledging the Other's Nationd: How to Create a Momentum for the
Israeli-Palestinian Negotiation®ournal of Palestine Studies, 2P), 18 - 38.

Kerr, M. (1973). Nixon’s Second Term: Policy Prostsein the Middle Easflournal of
Palestine Studies, @), 14 - 29.

Khalidi, R. (1997)Palestinian Identity: The Construction of Moderntidaal Consciousness
Columbia University Press: New York.

Khalidi, W. (1988). Plan Dalet: Master Plan for thenquest of Palestin@ournal of Palestine
Studies]18(1), 4 - 70.

Khan, Z.(1998). Palestine Document3haros Media & Publishing (P) Ltd: New Dehli.

www.manaraa.com



142

Khouri, R. (1980). Israel's Imperial Economidsurnal of Palestine Studies(8), 71 - 78.
Kissinger Memorandum. (1981). To Isolate the Palests.MERIP Reports96, 24 - 30.

Kochavi, A. (2001). Britain’s Image Campaign agaihe ZionistsJournal of Contemporary
History, 36(2), 293 - 307. Retrieved from JSTOR Database.

Korn, D. (2004).Das Netz: Israels Lobby in Deutschlamduenchen: FZ Verlag.

Lefebvre, H. (1991). Plan of the Present Wditke Production of Spacéop. 1-67). Malden:
Blackwell Publishing.

Leitner, H. (2004). The Politics of Scale and Natkgoof Spatial Connectivity: Transnational
Interurban Networks and the Rescaling of Politalvernance in Europe. In Sheppard and
McMaster (Eds.Bcale & Geographic Inquiry: Nature, Society, andtivel (pp. 236-255).
Malden: Blackwell Publishing.

Lehn, W. (1974). The Jewish National Fuddurnal of Palestine Studies(8), 74 - 96.

Lendman, S. (2009, January 2). Blaming the Victiniee Dominant Media Vilify Hamas.
Centre for Research on GlobalizatidRetrieved from
http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=vid&&1579

Lendman, S. (2008, June 13). BBC’s Pro-Israeli Biaentre for Research on Globalization
Retrieved from http://www.globalresearch.ca/indéppcontext=va&aid=9307

Lesch, Ann. (1989). Palestine: Land and Peopl&l.lAruri (Ed.)Occupation: Israel over
Palestine (pp. 49-75). Belmont, MA: AAUG Press.

Mallison, Jr., W. (1971). The Balfour Declaratigkn Appraisal in International Law. In 1. Abu-
Loghod (Ed.)The Transformation of Palestine: Essays on the i@@gd Development of the
Arab-Israeli Conflict.(pp. 61-111). Evanston: Northwestern Universitgd3t

Marshall, M. (1995). Rethinking the Palestine QisestThe Apartheid Paradigrdournal of
Palestine Studies, 28), 15 - 22.

Marston, S. and N. Smith. (2001). States, scaldshanseholds: limits to scale thinking? A
response to BrenndProgress in Human Geography, 25, 615 - 619. Retrieved from
Academic Search Complete Database.

Mayhew, C. and M. Adams. (197%ublish it not...The Middle East Cover-Uppndon:
Longman.

Menetrez, F. (2007, April 30). Dershowitz vs. Filgtein: Who’s Right and Who’s Wrong?
CounterPunchRetrieved from http://www.counterpunch.org/meee®4302007.html

www.manaraa.com



143

Merrett, C. (2001). Understanding Local RespongéSlbbalisation: The Production of
Geographical Scale and Political Identi§ational Identities, 31), 69 - 87. Retrieved from
Academic Search Complete Database.

Merrifield, A. (1993). The Struggle Over Place: Redloping American Can in Southeast
Baltimore.Transactions, Institute of British Geographers,(18 102 - 121. Retrieved from
JSTOR Database.

Merrifield, A. (1993). Place and Space: A LefebarReconciliationTransactions, Institute of
British Geographers, 184), 516 - 531. Retrieved from JSTOR Database.

Metzer, J and O. Kaplan. (1985). Jointly but Selxerarab-Jewish Dualism and Economic
Growth in Mandatory Palestin€he Journal of Economic History, 48), 327 - 345. Retrieved
from JSTOR Database.

Miller, B. (1997). Political action and the geogngpf defense investment: geographical scale
and the representation of the Massachusetts Mirolgical Geography, 162), 171 - 185.
doi:10.1016/S0962-6298(96)00049-2.

Morris, B. (1995). Falsifying the Record: A Fresbdk at Zionist Documentation of 1948.
Journal of Palestine Studies, 83), 44 - 62.

Morris, B. (2001)Righteous Victims: A History of the Zionist-Arabnilizt, 1881-2001New
York: Vintage Books.

Moughrabi, F. (2001). The Politics of Palestinisaxooks.Journal of Palestine Studies, 31
(1), 5- 19.

Muralidharan, S. (2004, October 9). Israel: An HRextner in Occupation of Irag.conomic
and Political Weekly4517 - 4520.

Nakhleh, K. (2008, March 21). Al Nakba of 1943unterpunchRetrieved from
http://www.counterpunch.org/nakhleh03212008.html

Nakhleh, K. (2004)The Myth of Palestinian Development: Political Aigd Sustainable Deceit
Jerusalem: PASSIA.

Nakhleh, K. and C. Wright. (1983fter the Palestine-Israel War: Limits to U.S. dstheli
Policy. Belmont, MA: Institute of Arab Studies.

Neumann, M. (2005)The Case Against IsradPetrolia and Oakland, CA: CounterPunch and
AK Press.

Newman, D. (2002). The Geopolitics of Peacemakinigriael-Palestind?olitical Geography,
21(5), 629 - 646. doi:10.1016/S0962-6298(02)00010-0.

www.manaraa.com



144

Ollman, B. (2003)Dance of the Dialectic: Steps in Marx’s Methattbana/Chicago: University
of Illinois Press.

Ovendale, R. (1980). The Palestine Policy of thédbr Labour Government 1947: The Decision
to Withdraw.International Affairs, 51), 73 - 93.

Pappe, I. (2007)The Ethnic Cleansing of Palestir@xford: Oneworld Publications Ltd.

Pappe, I. (2006a). The 1948 Ethnic Cleansing cé$iae Journal of Palestine Studies, 8b), 6
- 20.

Pappe, I. (2006bA History of Modern Palestin€€ambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Pappe, I. (2000). Israel at a Crossroads betwegit Gemocracy and Jewish Zealotocracy.
Journal of Palestine Studies, £9), 33 - 44.

Petras, J. (200Rulers and Ruled in the US Empire: Bankers, Zisnigilitants Atlanta, GA:
Clarity Press.

Phillips, P. et al. A Study of Bias in the Assoe@dPressProject CensoredRetrieved April 2,
2009 from http://www.projectcensored.org/articlesiga-study-of-bias-in-the-associated-press/

Pilger, J. (2007, July 26). How Truth Slips Dowe tiemory Hole Antiwar.com Retrieved
from http://www.antiwar.com/pilger/?articleid=11349

Project for the New American Century. (1997, JuheSgatement of PrincipleRetrieved from
http://www.newamericancentury.org/statementofpptes.htm

Reuveny, R. (2003). Fundamentalist Colonialism: Ge®politics of Israel-Palestinian Conflict.
Political Geography, 224), 347 - 380. doi:10.1016/S0962-6298(02)00114-2.

Rissman, J. (2008, February 7). The Rewriting, Bluriting and Re-rewriting of History.
Antiwar.com Retrieved from http://www.antiwar.com/orig/rissmyhp?articleid=14208

Roy, Sara. (1989). The Gaza-Strip: Critical Effexftthe Occupation. In N. Aruri (Ed.)
Occupation: Israel over Palestingop. 249-296). Belmont, MA: AAUG Press.

Rubin, B. (1973). America’s Mid-East Policy: A MaskPerspectivelournal of Palestine
Studies, 43), 51 - 67.

Rubinstein, D. (2006, September 26). Why Recoglsiczel ?Haaretz Retrieved from
http://www.haaretz.com/hasen/spages/766429.html

Rudeneh, O. (1972). The Jewish Factor in US Pslilieurnal of Palestine Studies(4), 92 -
107.

www.manaraa.com



145

Ruedy, J. (1971). Dynamics of Land Alienation. .IAbu-Loghod (Ed.)'he Transformation of
Palestine: Essays on the Origin and Developmetite@frab-Israeli Conflict(pp. 119-138).
Evanston: Northwestern University Press.

Ryan, S. (1974). Israeli Economic Policy in the Quied Areas: Foundations of a New
Imperialism.MERIP Middle East Report, 23,- 28.

Sa'di, A. (1997). Modernization as an Explanatoigdourse of Zionist-Palestinian Relations.
British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies, @4, 25 - 48.

Said, E. (2000)The End of the Peace Process: Oslo and Aitendon: Granta Books.

Said, E. (1994)The Politics of Dispossession: The Struggle foeBthian Self-Determination,
1969-1994 New York: Vintage Books.

Said, E. and C. Hitchens, Eds. (198aming the Victims: Spurious Scholarship and the
Palestine QuestiarLondon: Verso.

Schechla, J. (2001). The Invisible People Comegbtt Israel’s ‘Internally Displaced’ and the
‘Unrecognized Villages'Journal of Palestine Studies, 81), 20 - 31.

Scholch, A. (1992). Britain in Palestine, 1838-188Re Roots of the Balfour Policyournal of
Palestine Studies, 42), 39 - 56.

Selfa, L. (1998). Israel: The U.S. Watchdbgernational Socialist Review, Retrieved March
3, 2008 from http://www.isreview.org/issues/04/&ravatchdog.shtml

Sharabi, H. (1973). Liberation or Settlement: Thel&xtics of Palestinian Struggléournal of
Palestine Studies, (2), 33 - 48.

Shehadeh, R. (1989). The Changing Juridical Statéalestinian Areas under Occupation. In
N. Aruri (Ed.)Occupation: Israel over Palestingpp. 173-192). Belmont, MA: AAUG Press.

Shlaim, A. (2000)The Iron Wall: Israel and the Arab Worldllen Lane Penguin Press:
London.

Smith, M. (1994). Can You Imagine? Transnationagfdiion and the Globalization of
Grassroots PoliticsSocial Text, 3915 - 33. Retrieved from Academic Search Complete
Database.

Smith, N. (1997). The Satanic Geographies of Giababn: Uneven Development in the 1990s.
Public Culture, 191), 169 - 189.

www.manaraa.com



146

Smith, N. (1995). Remaking Scale: Competition and&ration in Pre-national and Post-
national Europe. In Heikki, Eskelinew, Folke andcBars (Eds.Competitive European
Peripheries (pp. 59-74). New York: Springer.

Smith, N. (1993). Homeless/global: scaling plate®ird, B. Curtis, T. Putnam, G. Robertson
and L. Tickner (Eds.Mapping the futures: local cultures, global chan@ep. 87-119). London:
Routledge.

Smith, N. (1992). Geography, Difference, and thities of Scale. In J. Doherty, E. Graham,
and M. Malek (Eds.Postmodernism and the Social Scien¢pp. 57-59). London: Mackmillan.

Smith, N. (1984Uneven Development: Nature, Capital and the Pradaadf SpaceMalden,
MA: Blackwell Publishing.

Soffer, A. (1991). Israeli ‘Judaization’ Policy @alilee and its Impact on Local Arab
UrbanizationPolitical Geography Quarterly, 1(8), 282 - 285.

Soja, E. (1980). The socio-spatial dialecBonals of the Association of American Geographers,
70(2), 207 - 225. Retrieved from Academic Search QeteDatabase.

State of IsraeBasic Law: Israel LandsPassed July 19, 1960. Retrieved March 25, 2G84 fr
http://www.knesset.gov.il/laws/special/eng/basicrdy.htm

Stein, L. (1961)The Balfour DeclarationNew York: Schuster and Schuster.

Stephens, R. (1973). The Great Powers and the BigastJournal of Palestine Studies(2),
3-13.

Stevens, R. (1973). Smuts and Weizmalwurnal of Palestine Studies(3B), 35 - 39.
Stevens, R. (1971) Zionism as a Phase of Westgparialism. In I. Abu-Loghod (EdJhe
Transformation of Palestine: Essays on the Origud ®evelopment of the Arab-Israeli Conflict.

(pp. 27-59). Evanston: Northwestern University Bres

Stork, J. and S. Rose. (1974). Zionism and Amerdeaary.Journal of Palestine Studies, (3),
39 - 57.

Swyngedouw, E. (1997). Neither Global nor Localot@lization’” and the politics of scale. In K.
Cox (Ed.).Spaces of Globalization: reasserting the poweheflocal (pp. 137-166). New York
and London: Guildford Press.

Tamari, S. (1981). Building Other People’s Homese Palestinian Peasant’s Household and
Work in IsraelJournal of Palestine Studies, (1), 31 - 66.

www.manaraa.com



147

Terry, J. (1971). Israel’s Policy toward the Araat8s. In I. Abu-Loghod (EdThe
Transformation of Palestine: Essays on the Origud ®evelopment of the Arab-Israeli Conflict.
(pp. 337-354). Evanston: Northwestern UniversitgsBr

The Electronic Intifada. (2008, April 24). Pro-lstgroup's plan to rewrite history on Wikipedia.
Centre for Research on GlobalizatidRetrieved from
http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=\id&8784

United Nations Office for the Coordination of Hunitanian Affairs (OCHA). (2007, August
30). The Humanitarian Impact on Palestinians of Isré&dittlements and other Infrastructure in
the West BanlRetrieved from
http://www.ochaopt.org//index.php?module=display®edsection_id=103&static=0&format=
html&period=50:YEAR

Ussishkin, A. (1973). The Jewish Colonization Asation and a Rothschild in Palestimé¢iddle
Eastern Studies, @), 347 - 357. Retrieved from JSTOR Database.

Verdery, R. (1971). Arab ‘Disturbances’ and the @assions of Inquiry. In I. Abu-Loghod
(Ed.) The Transformation of Palestine: Essays on thei@m@agd Development of the Arab-
Israeli Conflict.(pp. 275-303). Evanston: Northwestern UniversitysB.

Vitullo, A. (2003). People Tied to Place: Strengtimg Cultural Identity in Hebron’s Old City.
Journal of Palestine Studies, 8B), 68 - 83.

Waterman, S. (1994). The Non-Jewish Vote in Isira&B92.Political Geography, 136), 540 -
558. doi:10.1016/0962-6298(94)90040-X

Weinstock, N. (1973). The Impact of Zionist Colatipn on Palestinian Arab Society before
1948.Journal of Palestine Studies(2), 49 - 63.

Whitney, M. (2009, January 7). The Bloodbath in &&&eparating the truth from the hype.
Centre for Research on GlobalizatidRetrieved from
http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=\id&21675

Wilson, E. (1973). The Palestine Papers, 1943-19dtnal of Palestine Studies(2), 33 - 54.

Wolf, L. (1904). The Zionist PerilThe Jewish Quarterly Review, (1), 1 - 25. Retrieved from
JSTOR Database.

Wright, C. (1989)Facts and Fables: The Arab-Israeli Conflitbndon: Kegan Paul
International.

Yiftachel, O. and D. Rumley. (1991). On the Impaictsrael’s Judaization Policy in the Galilee.
Political Geography Quarterly, 1(B), 286 - 296.

www.manaraa.com



148

Zu’bi, N. (1984). The Development of CapitalismAalestine: The Expropriation of the
Palestinian Direct Producet®urnal of Palestine Studies, 18), 88 - 109.

Zureik, E. (2001). Constructing Palestine throughv8illance Practice®ritish Journal of
Middle Eastern Studies, &), 205 - 227.

www.manaraa.com




	The case of uneven development in Palestine: An investigation of scalar fix as an act of dispossession
	Recommended Citation

	The Case of Uneven Development in Palestine: An Investigation of Scalar Fix as an Act of Dispossession

		2009-11-23T11:15:07-0500
	John H. Hagen




