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Zionism from the
Standpoint of Its Victims

(1979)

When Edward Said completed The Question of Pales-
tine in 1978, publishers found it too provocative to
publish. Beacon Press and Pantheon Books rejected
the manuscript. When a Beirut publisher offered to
bring the book out in Arabic, it asked Said to remove
his criticism of Syria and Saudi Arabia. Said refused.
Eventually, Time Books published it in 1979.

Said’s investigation of the history and ideology
of Zionism raised hackles from different quarters.
Some Jewish critics, such as Robert Wistrich, pro-
tested the connections Said made between Zionism
and European colonialism. As Said wrote, “There is
an unmistakable coincidence between the experi-
ences of Arab Palestinians at the hands of Zionism
and the experiences of those black, yellow, and brown
people who were described as inferior and subhuman
by nineteenth-century imperialists.” If Zionist critics
tried to disavow the imperial legacies of Zionism,
many Palestinians thought that Said had conceded
too much. In effect, “Zionism from the Standpoint of
Its Victims” considered the fact that the Palestinians,
as “the victims of victims,” have become a crucial
part of Zionism's history. Said argued that they must
be acknowledged within this history just as no Pales-
tinian can ignore Zionism.

In 1978, such an approach was linked closely to
strategies of “mutual recognition” and “two-state
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solutions” of the conflict between Palestinians and
Israel. As Eqbal Ahmad observed in his review in The
Nation, Said was the first Palestinian of any promi-
nence “to argue for the necessity of a full-scale politi-
cal encounter between Jews and Palestinians.”! Said
explains: “[J]ust as no Jew in the last hundred years
or so has been untouched by Zionism, so too no
Palestinian has been unmarked by it.” Said warns,
“Yet it must not be forgotten, that the Palestinian was
not simply a function of Zionism. His life, culture,
and politics have their own dynamic and ultimately
their own authenticity.”

Zionism and the Attitudes of European Colonialism

Every idea or system of ideas exists somewhere, is mixed
in with historical circumstances, is part of what one may very sim-
ply call “reality.” One of the enduring attributes of self-serving ideal-
ism, however, is the notion that ideas are just ideas, and that they
~ exist only in the realm of ideas. The tendency to view ideas as per-
taining only to a world of abstractions increases among people for
- whom an idea is essentially perfect, good, uncontaminated by
- human desire or will. Such a view also applies when the ideas are
- considered to be evil, absolutely perfect in their evil, and so forth.
When an idea has become effective—that is, when its value has
been proved in reality by its widespread acceptance—some revision
of it will of course seem to be necessary, since the idea must be
viewed as having taken on some of the characteristics of brute real-
ity. Thus it is frequently argued that such an idea as Zionism, for all
its political tribulations and the struggles on its behalf, is at bottom
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an unchanging idea that expresses the yearning for Jewish political the press or the intellectual community—one sign of comprehen-
and religious self-determination—for Jewish national selfhood—to sion that Menachem Begin's honored position came about literally
be exercised on the promised land. Because Zionism seems to have t the expense of Palestinian Arab silence in the Western “market-
culminated in the creation of the state of Israel, it is also argued place of ideas,” that the entire historical duration of a Jewish state
that the historical realization of the idea confirms its unchanging jn Palestine prior to 1948 was a sixty-year period two millennia ago,
essence and, no less important, the means used for its realization. . that the dispersion of the Palestinians was not a fact of nature but a
Very little is said about what Zionism entailed for non-]ew-s who result of specific force and strategies. The concealment by Zionism
happened to have encountered it; for that matter, nothing is said of its own history has by now therefore become institutionalized,
about where (outside Jewish history) it took place, and from what in and not only in Israel. To bring out its history as in a sense it was
the historical context of nineteenth-century Europe Zionism drew exacted from Palestine and the Palestinians, these victims on whose
its force. To the Palestinian, for whom Zionism was somebody else’s uppression Zionism and Israel have depended, is thus a specific
idea imported into Palestine and for which in a very concrete way ntellectual/political task in the present context of discussion about
he or she was made to pay and suffer, these forgotten things about B i chensive peace” in the Middle East.
Zionism are the very things that are centrally important. " The special, one might even call it the privileged, place in this
In short, effective political ideas like Zionism need to be exam- discussion of the United States is impressive, for all sorts of rea-
ined historically in two ways: (1) genealogically in order that th_ei' s ons. In no other country, except Israel, is Zionism enshrined as an
provenance, their kinship and descent, their affiliation both with uestioned good, and in no other country is there so strong a
other ideas and with political institutions may be demonstrated; juncture of powerful institutions and interests—the press, the
(2) as practical systems for accumulation (of power, land, ideologi- ral intelligentsia, the military-industrial complex, the academic
cal legitimacy) and displacement (of people, other ideas, prior legiti- mmunity, labor unions—for whom [. ..] uncritical support of
macy). Present political and cultural actualities make such an = rael and Zionism enhances their domestic as well as international
examination extraordinarily difficult, as much because Zionism in = tanding. Although there has recently been some modulation in this
the postindustrial West has acquired for itself an almost unchal- emarkable consensus—due to the influence of Arab oil, the emer-
lenged hegemony in liberal “establishment” discourse, as because ence of countervailing conservative states allied to the United
in keeping with one of its central ideological characteristics, Zion- tates (Saudi Arabia, Egypt), the redoubtable political and military
ism has hidden, or caused to disappear, the literal historical ground sibility of the Palestinian people and their representatives the
of its growth, its political cost to the native inhabitants of Palestine, BO—the prevailing pro-Israeli bias persists. For not only does it
and its militantly oppressive discriminations between Jews and non- - ive deep cultural roots in the West generally and the United States
Jews. particular, but its negative, interdictory character vis-a-vis the
Consider as a startling instance of what I mean, the symbolism ?f e historical reality is systematic. :
Menachem Begin, a former head of the Irgun terror organization, in Yet there is no getting around the formidable historical reality
whose part are numerous (and frequently admitted) acts of cold- i 8t in trying to deal with what Zionism has suppressed about the
blooded murder, being honored as Israeli premier at Northwestern dlestinian people, one also abuts the entire disastrous problem of
University in May 1978 with a doctorate of laws honoris causa; @2 -Semitism on the one hand, and on the other, the complex
leader whose army a scant month before had created 300,000 new: elationship between the Palestinians and the Arab states. Any-
refugees in South Lebanon, who spoke constantly of “Judea and " who watched the spring 1978 NBC presentation of Holocaust
Samaria” as “rightful” parts of the Jewish state (claims made on the;' S aware that at least part of the program was intended as a justifi-
basis of the Old Testament and without so much as a reference to‘ B Zionism—even while at about the séme timet INEE
the land’s actual inhabitants); and all this without—on the part of B 1.cbanon prodiced devastation, dresaiil civili
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casualties, and untold suffering of a sort likened by a few coura-
geous reporters to the U.S. devastation of Vietnam (see, for exam-
ple, H. D. S. Greenway, “Vietnam-style Raids Gut South Lebanon:
Israel Leaves a Path of Destruction,” Washington Post, March 25,
1978). Similarly, the furor created by the package deal in early 1978
as a result of which U.S. war planes were sold to Israel, Egypt, and
Saudi Arabia made the predicament of Arab liberation interlocking
with right-wing Arab regimes even more acute. The task of criti-
cism, or, to put it another way, the role of the critical consciousness
in such cases is to be able to make distinctions, to produce differ-
ences where at present there are none. To write critically about
Zionism in Palestine has therefore never meant, and does not mean
now, being anti-Semitic; conversely, the struggle for Palestinian
rights and self-determination does not mean support for the Saudi
royal family, nor for the antiquated and oppressive state structures
of most of the Arab nations.

One must admit, however, that all liberals and even most “radi-
cals” have been unable to overcome the Zionist habit of equating
anti-Zionism with anti-Semitism. Any well-meaning person can
thus oppose South African or American racism and at the same time
tacitly support Zionist racial discrimination against non-Jews in
Palestine. The almost total absence of any handily available his-
torical knowledge from non-Zionist sources, the dissemination by
the media of malicious simplifications (e.g., Jews vs. Arabs), the
cynical opportunism of various Zionist pressure groups, the ten-
dency endemic to university intellectuals uncritically to repeat cant
phrases and political clichés (this is the role Gramsci assigned to
traditional intellectuals, that of being “experts in legitimation”), the
fear of treading upon the highly sensitive terrain of what Jews did to
their victims, in an age of genocidal extermination of Jews—all this
contributes to the dulling, regulated enforcement of almost unani-
mous support for Israel. But, as I. F. Stone recently noted, this
unanimity exceeds even the Zionism of most Israelis.2

On the other hand, it would be totally unjust to neglect the power
of Zionism as an idea for Jews, or to minimize the complex internal
debates characterizing Zionism, its true meaning, its messianic des-
tiny, etc. Even to speak about this subject, much less than attempt-
ing to “define” Zionism, is for an Arab quite a difficult matter, but it
must honestly be looked at. Let me use myself as an example. Most
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b of my education, and certainly all of my basic intellectual forma-

jon, are Western; in what I have read, in what I write about, even in
hat 1 do politically, I am profoundly influenced by mainstream

- Western attitudes toward the history of the Jews, anti-Semitism, the

" destruction of European Jewry. Unlike most other Arab intellectu-

als, the majority of whom obviously have not had my kind of back-
~ ground, 1 have been directly exposed to those aspects of Jewish
. history and experience that have mattered singularly for Jews and
. for Western non-Jews reading and thinking about Jewish history. I
~ know as well as any educated Western non-Jew can know, what
~ anti-Semitism has meant for the Jews, especially in this century.
~ Consequently I can understand the intertwined terror and the exul-
'~ tation out of which Zionism has been nourished, and I think I can
~ at least grasp the meaning of Israel for Jews, and even for the
~ enlightened Western liberal. And vyet, because I am an Arab Pales-
~ tinian, I can also see and feel other things—and it is these things

that complicate matters considerably, that cause me also to focus
on Zionism's other aspects. The result is, I think, worth describing,
not because what I think is crucial, but because it is useful to see
the same phenomenon in two complementary ways, not normally
associated with each other.

One can begin with a literary example: George Eliot's last novel,
Daniel Deronda (1876). The unusual thing about the book is that its
main subject is Zionism, although the novel’s principal themes are
recognizable to anyone who has read Eliiot’s earlier fiction. Seen in
the context of Eliot's general interest in idealism and spiritual
yearning, Zionism for her was one in a series of worldly projects for
the nineteenth-century mind still committed to hopes for a secular
religious community. In her earlier books, Eliot had studied a vari-
ety of enthusiasms, all of them replacements for organized religion,
all of them attractive to persons who would have been Saint Teresa
had they lived during a period of coherent faith. The reference to
Saint Teresa was originally made by Eliot in Middlemarch, an ear-
lier novel of hers: in using it to describe the novel’s heroine,
Dorothea Brooke, Eliot had intended to compliment her own vision-
ary and moral energy, sustained despite the absence in the modern
world of certain assurances for faith and knowledge. Dorothea
emerges at the end of Middlemarch as a chastened woman, forced
to concede her grand visions of a “fulfilled” life in return for a rela-
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tively modest domestic success as a wife and mother. It is this’ con-
siderably diminished view of things that Daniel Deronda, and Zion-
ism in particular, revise upward: toward a genuinely hopeful
socioreligious project in which individual energies can be merged
and identified with a collective national vision, the whole emanat-
ing out of Judaism. _ .

The novel’s plot alternates between the presentation of a bitter
comedy of manners involving a surprisingly rootless segment of tbe
British upper bourgeoisie, and the gradual revelation to Daniel
Deronda—an exotic young man whose parentage is unknown but
who is the ward of Sir Hugo Mallinger, a British aristocrat—of his
Jewish identity and, when he becomes the spiritual disciple of
Mordecai Ezra Cohen, his Jewish destiny. At the end of the novel,
Daniel marries Mirah, Mordecai's sister, and commits himself to
fulfilling Mordecai's hopes for the future of the Jews. Mordecai dil?s
as the young pair get married, although it is clear well before his
death that his Zionist ideas have been passed on to Daniel, so much
so that among the newlyweds’ “splendid wedding-gifts” is “a com-
plete equipment for travel” provided by Sir Hugo and Lady Mal-
linger. For Daniel and his wife will be traveling to Palestine,
presumably to set the great Zionist plan in motion. |

The crucial thing about the way Zionism is presented in the novel
is that its backdrop is a generalized condition of homelessness. N.Ot
only the Jews, but even the well-born Englishmen and women in
the novel are portrayed as wandering and alienated beings. If the
novel’s poorer English people (for example, Mrs. Davilow and her
daughters) seem always to be moving from one rented house to
another, the wealthy aristocrats are no less cut off from some per-
manent home. Thus Eliot uses the plight of the Jews to make a uni-
versal statement about the nineteenth century’s need for a home,
given the spiritual and psychological rootlessness reflected in hfzr
characters’ almost ontological physical restlessness. Her interest in
Zionism therefore can be traced to her reflection, made early in the
novel, that

a human life, I think, should be well rooted in some spot of a native
land, where it may get the love of tender kindship for the face of the
earth, for the labours men go forth to, for the sounds and accents
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that haunt it, for whatever will give that early home a familiar,
unmistakable difference amidst the future widening of knowledge.?

To find the “early home” means to find the place where originally
one was at home, a task to be undertaken more or less interchange-
ably by individuals and by “people.” It becomes historically appro-
priate therefore that those individuals and that “people” best suited
to the task are Jews. Only the Jews as a people (and consequently as
individuals) have retained both a sense of their original home in
Zion and an acute, always contemporary, feeling of loss. Despite the
prevalence of anti-Semitism everywhere, the Jews are a reproach to
the Gentiles who have long since forsaken the “observance” of any
civilizing communal belief. Thus Mordecai puts these sentiments
positively as a definite program for today’s Jews:

They [the Gentiles] scorn our people’s ignorant observance; but the
most accursed ignorance is that which has no observance—sunk to
the cunning greed of the fox, to which all law is no more than a trap
or the cry of the worrying hound. There is a degradation deep down
below the memory that has withered into superstition. In the multi-
tudes of the ignorant on three continents who observe our rites and
make the confession of the divine Unity, the soul of Judaism is not
dead. Revive the organic centre: let the unity of Israel which has
made the growth and form of its religion be an outward reality.
Looking towards a land and a polity, our dispersed people in all the
ends of the earth may share the dignity of a national life which has a
voice among the peoples of the East and the West—which will plant
the wisdom and skill of our race so that it may be, as of old, a
medium of transmission and understanding. Let that come to pass,
and the living warmth will spread to the weak extremities of Israel,
and superstition will not vanish, not in the lawlessness of the rene-
gade, but in the illumination of great facts which will widen feeling,
and make all knowledge alive as the young offspring of beloved
memories.*

“The illumination of great facts which widen feeling” is a typical
phrase for Eliot, and there is no doubt that her approbation for her
Zionists derives from her belief that they were a group almost
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exactly expressing her own grand ideas about an expanded life of 1 R gain as .Israel gz}ins. For there will be a COl'I'lmUl:Iily in the van of
feelings. Yet if there is a felt reality about “the peoples of the West,” 7 e EBSII W_h“'h carries the cul-ture and the sympathies Oft every great
there is no such reality for the “peoples of the East.” They are ‘nation in its bosom; there will be a land set for a halting-place of
named, it is true, but are no more substantial than a phrase. The \enmities, a neutral ground for the East as Belgium is for the West. Dif-
few references to the East in Daniel Deronda are always to En- culties? I know there are difficulties. But let the spirit of sublime
gland’s Indian colonies, for whose people—as people having wishes, hievement e in lhe_great among our people, and the work will
values, aspirations—Eliot expresses the complete indifference of  begin. [Emphasis added]?
absolute silence. Of the fact that Zion will be “planted” in the East, - ;
Eliot takes no very detailed account; it is as if the phrase “the people e land itself is characterized in two separate ways. On the one
of the East and the West” covers what will, territorially at least, be d, it is associated with debauched and paupered conquerors, an
a neutral inaugural reality. In turn, that reality will be replaced na lent by the irurk“to ﬁght.lng heasts, a part of the'! desputljc: ha‘sl;
by a permanent accomplishment when the newly founded state m the (?ther, with “the bng]:ltness' of Wtjstern h'eedun}. with
becomes the “medium of transmission and understanding.” For ations like England and America, with the idea of neutrality (Bel-
how could Eliot imagine that even Eastern people would object to jun ). In short, with a degraded and unworthy Eu:st and a noble,
such grand benefits for all? , enlightened West. The bridge between those warring representa-
There is, however, a disturbing insistence on these matters when es of East and Wcst will be Zionisr‘n. :
Mordecai continues his speech. For him, Zionism means that “our ‘ nterestingl-y. [*‘.h'ol cannot sustain her ad.miration of ‘Zlnnism
race takes on again the character of a nationality . . . a labour which except b}f seeing it as a method for transforming the East into 'thc
shall be a worthy fruit of the long anguish whereby our fathers West. This is not to say that she does no? have sympathy for Zmn.lsm
maintained their separateness, refusing the ease of falsehood.” for the Jews themselves: she obviously does. But there is a
Zionism is to be a dramatic lesson for mankind. But what ought to whole area of Jewish experience, lying somewhere between longing
catch the reader’s attention about the way Mordecai illustrates his or a homeland (which everyone, including the Gentile, feels) and
thesis is his depiction of the land: actually gfatting it, that she is dim about. Otherwise she is quite
able of seeing that Zionism can easily be accommodated to sev-
[The Jews] have wealth enough to redeem the soil from debauched - varieties of Wc.slern (as npposc.d to Eastern) tho'ughl, principal
and paupered conguerors; they have the skill of the statesman to viongthen1the}dcathatfhe Eastlsdegraded,%hatltneedsref?n-
devise, the tongue of the operator to persuade. And is there no : ction according to cnllg'htened Western notm.ns about politics,
prophet or poet among us to make the ears of Christian Europe tin- = . t any reconstrUft?d p.ortlon of the F,;,i'st can with srrllall reserva-
gle with shame at the hideous obloquy of Christian strife which the - ons be.come as. English as England” to its new inhabitants.
Toork gaide e e veberorice ot v s Wby Wittty GE E\rG U derlying all thx‘s. hmfvcver, is the tt:)ta] ahsenc_e of'any th'nught
disputes about the Holy Land)] as at the fighting of beasts to which he out the‘ actual inhabitants of the. Eas.t, Palcs-sllne in particular.
has lent an arena? There is a store of wisdom among us to found 4 ey are irrelevant both to the Zionists in Daniel Derond‘a and to
new Jewish polity, grand, simple, just like the old—a republic where the English ch.araclers. Brightnes.s, freedorp, and redemption—key
there is equality of protection, an equality which shone like a star on ters for Eliot—are to be restricted to [:.uro‘peans and ih(. Jews,
the forehead of our ancient community, and gave it more than the e are themselves European prototypes s0 far as col?mzmg the
brightness of Western freedom amid the despotisms of the East. Then & ‘t is concerned. There is a remarkable fallurf; when it comes to
our race shall have an organic centre, a heart and brain to watch and ng anything non-European ?ntn consideration alt'hotjgh cun;
guide and execute; the outraged Jew shall have a defence in the court = sly all of Eliot"s descriptions of erws stress their exotic, “Eastern
of nations, as the outraged Englishman or American. And the world = Pects. Humanity and sympathy, it seems, are not endowments of
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anything but an Occidental mentality; to look for them in the
despotic East, much less find them, is to waste one's time.

Two points need to be made immediately. One is that Eliot is no
different from other European apostles of sympathy, humanity, and
understanding for whom noble sentiments were either left behind
in Europe, or made programmatically inapplicable outside Europe.
There are the chastening examples of John Stuart Mill and Karl
Marx (both of whom I have discussed in Orientalism),® two thinkers
known doctrinally to be opponents of injustice and oppression. Yet
both of them seemed to have believed that such ideas as liberty, rep-
resentative government, and individual happiness must not be
applied in the Orient for reasons that today we would call racist.
The fact is that nineteenth-century European culture was racist
with a greater or lesser degree of virulence depending on the indi-
vidual: The French writer Ernest Renan, for instance, was an out-
right anti-Semite; Eliot was indifferent to races who could not be
assimilated to European ideas.

Here we come to the second point. Eliot's account of Zionism in
Daniel Deronda was intended as a sort of assenting Gentile
response to prevalent Jewish-Zionist currents; the novel therefore
serves as an indication of how much in Zionism was legitimated and
indeed valorized by Gentile European thought. On one important
issue there was complete agreement between the Gentile and Jew-
ish versions of Zionism: their view of the Holy Land as essentially
empty of inhabitants, not because there were no inhabitants—there
were, and they were frequently described in numerous travel
accounts, in novels like Benjamin Disrael’s Tancred, even in the var-
ious nineteenth-century Baedekers—but because their status as
sovereign and human inhabitants was systematically denied. While
it may be possible to differentiate between Jewish and Gentile Zion-
ists on this point (they ignored the Arab inhabitants for different
reasons), the Palestinian Arab was ignored nonetheless. That is
what needs emphasis: the extent to which the roots of Jewish and
Gentile Zionism are in the culture of high liberal-capitalism, and

how the work of its vanguard liberals like George Eliot reinforced,
perhaps also completed, that culture’s less attractive tendencies.

None of what I have so far said applies adequately to what Zion-
ism meant for Jews or what it represented as an advanced idea for
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enthusiastic non-Jews; it applies exclusively to those less fortunate
beings who happened to be living on the land, people of whom no
~ notice was taken. What has too long been forgotten is that while
important European thinkers considered the desirable and later the
probable fate of Palestine, the land was being tilled, villages and
towns built and lived in by thousands of natives who believed that it
- was their homeland. In the meantime their actual physical being
~ was ignored; later it became a troublesome detail. Strikingly, there-
"~ fore, Eliot sounds very much like Moses Hess, an early Zionist ide-
~ alist who in his Rome and Jerusalem (1862) usés the same
- theoretical language to be given to Mordecai:

What we have to do at present for the regeneration of the Jewish
nation is, first, to keep alive the hope of the political rebirth of our
people, and, next, to reawaken that hope where it slumbers. When
political conditions in the Orient shape themselves so as to permit
the organization of a beginning of the restoration of the Jewish state,
this beginning will express itself in the founding of Jewish colonies
in the land of their ancestors, to which enterprise France will
undoubtedly lend a hand. France, beloved friend, is the savior who
will restore our people to its place in universal history. Just as we
once searched in the West for a road to India, and incidentally dis-
covered a new world, so will our lost fatherland be rediscovered on
the road to India and China that is now being built in the Orient.”

- Hess continues his paean to France (since every Zionist saw one or
another of the imperial powers as patron) by quoting at some length
from Ernest Laharanne's The New Eastern Question, from which
3 Hess draws the following passage for his peroration:

“A great calling is reserved for the Jews: to be a living channel of
communication between three continents. You shall be the bearers
of civilization to peoples who are still inexperienced and their teach-
ers in the European sciences, to which your race has contributed so
much. You shall be the mediators between Europe and far Asia,
opening the roads that lead to India and China—those unknown
regions which must ultimately be thrown open to civilisation. You
will come to the land of your fathers decorated with the crown of
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age-long martyrdom, and there, finally, you will be completely ~ jnstances—as | hope to show presently—there is an unmistakable
healed from all your ills! Your capital will again bring the wide . coincidence between the experiences of Arab Palestinians at the
stretches of barren land under cultivation; your labor and industry ~ hands of Zionism and the experiences of those black, yellow, and
will once more turn the ancient soil into fruitful valleys, reclaiming = - brown people who were described as inferior and subhuman by
it from the encroaching sands of the desert, and the world will again " nineteenth-century imperialists. For although it coincided with an
pay its homage to the oldest of peoples.™ _  era of the most virulent Western anti-Semitism, Zionism also coin-
~ cided with the period of unparalleled European territorial acquisi-
Between them, Hess and Eliot concur that Zionism is to be car- ~ tion in Africa and Asia, and it was as part of this general movement
ried out by the Jews with the assistance of major European powers; . of acquisition and occupation that Zionism was launched initially
that Zionism will restore “a lost fatherland,” and in so doing medi- ~ by Theodor Herzl. During the latter part of the greatest period in
ate between the various civilizations; that present-day Palestine was - European colonial expansion, Zionism also made its crucial first
in need of cultivation, civilization, reconstitution; that Zionism . moves along the way to getting what has now become a sizeable Asi-
would finally bring enlightenment and progress where at present atic territory. And it is important to remember that in joining the
there was neither. The three ideas that depended on one anotherin - general Western enthusiasm for overseas territorial acquisition,
Hess and Eliot—and later in almost every Zionist thinker or ideo- . Zionism never spoke of itself unambiguously as a Jewish liberation
logue—are (a) the nonexistent Arab inhabitants, (b) the comple- = movement, but rather as a Jewish movement for colonial settlement
mentary Western-Jewish attitude to an “empty” territory, and (c) the ~ in the Orient. To those Palestinian victims that Zionism displaced,
restorative Zionist project, which would repeat by rebuilding a van- it cannot have meant anything by way of sufficient cause that Jews
ished Jewish state and combine it with modern elements like disci- - were victims of European anti-Semitism and, given Israel’s contin-
plined, separate colonies, a special agency for land acquisition, etc. - ued oppression of Palestinians, few Palestinians are able to see
Of course, none of these ideas would have any force were it not for ~ beyond their reality, namely, that once victims themselves, Occiden-
the additional fact of their being addressed to, shaped for, and out 3 tal Jews in Israel have become oppressors (of Palestinian Arabs and
of an international (i.e., non-Oriental and hence European) con- - Oriental Jews).
text. This context was the reality, not only because of the ethnocen- - These are not intended to be backward-looking historical obser-
tric rationale governing the whole project, but also because of the ~ vations, for in a very vital way they explain and even determine
overwhelming facts of Diaspora realities and imperialist hegemony much of what now happens in the Middle East. The fact that no
over the entire gamut of European culture. It needs to be remarked, sizeable segment of the Israeli population has as yet been able to
however, that Zionism (like the view of America as an empty land confront the terrible social and political injustice done the native
held by Puritans) was a colonial vision unlike that of most other Palestinians is an indication of how deeply ingrained are the (by
nineteenth-century European powers, for whom the natives of out- = now) anomalous imperialist perspectives basic to Zionism, its view
lying territories were included in the redemptive mission civil- " - of the world, its sense of an inferior native Other. The fact also that
B i - no Palestinian, regardless of his political stripe, has been able to
From the earliest phases of its modern evolution until it culmi- - reconcile himself to Zionism suggests the extent to which, for the
nated in the creation of Israel, Zionism appealed to a European Palestinian, Zionism has appeared to be an uncompromisingly
audience for whom the classification of overseas territories and exclusionary, discriminatory, colonialist praxis. So powerful, and so
natives into various uneven classes was canonical and “natural.” = . unhesitatingly followed, has been the radical Zionist distinction
That is why, for example, every single state or movement in the for- - between privileged Jews in Palestine and unprivileged non-Jews
merly colonized territories of Africa and Asia today identifies with, = .~ there, that nothing else has emerged, no perception of suffering
fully supports, and understands the Palestinian struggle. In many - human existence has escaped from the two camps created thereby.’
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As a result, it has been impossible for Jews to understand the
human tragedy caused the Arab Palestinians by Zionism; and it has
been impossible for Arab Palestinians to see in Zionism anything
except an ideology and a practice keeping them, and Israeli Jews,
imprisoned. But in order to break down the iron circle of inhuman-
ity, we must see how it was forged, and there it is ideas and culture
themselves that play the major role.

Consider Herzl. If it was the Dreyfus Affair that first brought him
to Jewish consciousness, it was the idea of overseas colonial settle-
ment for the Jews that came to him at roughly the same time as an
antidote for anti-Semitism. The idea itself was current at the end
of the nineteenth century, even as an idea for Jews. Herzl's first
significant contact was Baron Maurice de Hirsch, a wealthy phil-
anthropist who had for some time been behind the Jewish Coloniza-
tion Association for helping Eastern Jews to emigrate to Argentina
and Brazil. Later, Herzl thought generally about South America,
then about Africa as places for establishing a Jewish colony. Both
areas were widely acceptable as places for European colonialism,
and that Herzl's mind followed along the orthodox imperialist track
of his period is perhaps understandable. The impressive thing, how-
ever, is the degree to which Herzl had absorbed and internalized the
imperialist perspective on “natives” and their “territory.”'?

There could have been no doubt whatever in Herzl's mind that
Palestine in the late nineteenth century was peopled. True, it was
under Ottoman administration (and therefore already a colony), but
it had been the subject of numerous travel accounts, most of them
famous, by Lamartine, Chateaubriand, Flaubert, and others. Yet
even if he had not read these authors, Herzl as a journalist must
surely have looked at a Baedeker to ascertain that Palestine was
indeed inhabited by (in the 1880s) 650,000 mostly Arab people. This
did not stop him from regarding their presence as manageable in
ways that, in his diary, he spelled out with a rather chilling pre-
science for what later took place. The mass of poor natives were to
be expropriated and, he added, “both the expropriation and the
removal of the poor must be carried out discreetly and circum-
spectly.” This was to be done by “spirit[ing| the penniless popula-
tion across the border by procuring employment for it in the transit
countries, while denying it any employment in our own country.”
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~ With uncannily accurate cynicism, Herzl predicted that the small

class of large landowners could be “had for a price”—as indeed they
~were. The whole scheme for displacing the native population of
.~ Palestine far outstripped any of the then current plans for taking
over vast reaches of Africa. As Demond Stewart aptly says:

Herzl seems to have foreseen that in going further than any colonial-
ist had so far gone in Africa, he would, temporarily, alienate civilised
opinion. “At first, incidentally,” he writes on the pages describing
“involuntary expropriation,” “people will avoid us. We are in bad
odor. By the time the reshaping of world opinion in our favor has
been completed, we shall be firmly established in our country, no
longer fearing the influx of foreigners, and receiving our visitors with
aristocratic benevolence and proud amiability.”

This was not a prospect to charm a peon in Argentina or a fellah
in Palestine. But Herzl did not intend his Diary for immediate publi-
cation.'!

One need not wholly accept the conspiratorial tone of these com-
ments (whether Herzl's or Stewart’s) to grant that world opinion has
not been, until during the sixties and seventies when the Palestini-
ans forced their presence on world politics, very much concerned
with the expropriation of Palestine. I said earlier that in this regard
the major Zionist achievement was getting international legitimiza-
tion for its own accomplishments, thereby making the Palestinian
cost of these accomplishments seem to be irrelevant. But it is clear
from Herzl's thinking that that could not have been done unless
there was a prior European inclination to view the natives as irrele-
vant to begin with. That is, those natives already fit a more or less
acceptable classificatory grid, which made them sui generis inferior
to Western or white men—and it is this grid that Zionists like Herzl
appropriated, domesticating it from the general culture of their
time to the unique needs of a developing Jewish nationalism. One
needs to repeat that what in Zionism served the no doubt justified
ends of Jewish tradition, saving the Jews as a people from homeless-
ness and anti-Semitism and restoring them to nationhood, also col-
laborated with those aspects of the dominant Western culture (in
which Zionism institutionally lived) making it possible for Euro-
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peans to view non-Europeans as inferior, marginal, and irrelevant.
For the Palestinian Arab, therefore, it is the collaboration that has
counted, not by any means the good done to Jews. The Arab has
been on the receiving end not of benign Zionism—which has been
restricted to Jews—but of an essentially discriminatory and power-
ful culture, of which, in Palestine, Zionism has been the agent.
Here I must digress to say that the great difficulty today of writing
about what has happened to the Arab Palestinian as a result of Zion-
ism, is that Zionism has had a large number of successes. There is
no doubt in my mind, for example, that most Jews do regard Zion-
ism and Israel as urgently important facts for Jewish life, particu-
larly because of what happened to the Jews in this century. Then
too, Israel has some remarkable political and cultural achievements
to its credit, quite apart from its spectacular military successes until
recently. Most important, Israel is a subject about which, on the
whole, one can feel positive with less reservations than the ones
experienced in thinking about the Arabs, who are outlandish,
strange, hostile Orientals after all; surely that is an obvious fact to
anyone living in the West. Together these successes of Zionism have
produced a prevailing view of the question of Palestine that almost
totally favors the victor, and takes hardly any account of the victim.
Yet what did the victim feel as he watched the Zionists arriving in
Palestine? What does he think as he watches Zionism described
today? Where does he look in Zionism’s history to locate its roots,
and the origins of its practices toward him? These are the questions
that are never asked—and they are precisely the ones that | am try-
ing to raise, as well as answer, here in this examination of the links
between Zionism and European imperialism. My interest is in try-
ing to record the effects of Zionism on its victims, and these effects
can only be studied genealogically in the framework provided by
imperialism, even during the nineteenth century when Zionism was
still an idea and not a state called Israel. For the Palestinian now
who writes critically to see what his or her history has meant, and
who tries—as | am now trying—to see what Zionism has been for
the Palestinians, Antonio Gramsci’s observation is relevant, that
“the consciousness of what one really is . . . is ‘knowing thyself’ as a
product of the historical process to date which has deposited in you
an infinity of traces, without leaving an inventory.” The job of pro-
ducing an inventory is a first necessity, Gramsci continued, and so it
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- must be now, when the “inventory” of what Zionism’s victims (not

its beneficiaries) endured is rarely exposed to public view.!?

If we have become accustomed to making fastidious distinctions
between ideology (or theory) and practice, we shall be more accu-
rate historically if we do not do so glibly in the case of the European

. imperialism that actually annexed most of the world during the

nineteenth century. Imperialism was and still is a political philoso-

4 phy whose aim and purpose for being is territorial expansion and its
 legitimization. A serious underestimation of imperialism, however,

would be to consider territory in too literal a way. Gaining and hold-
ing an imperium means gaining and holding a domain, which
includes a variety of operations, among them constituting an area,
accumulating its inhabitants, having power over its ideas, people,
and of course, its land, converting people, land, and ideas to the
purposes and for the use of a hegemonic imperial design; all this as
a result of being able to treat reality appropriatively. Thus the dis-
tinction between an idea that one feels to be one’s own and a piece
of land that one claims by right to be one’s own (despite the pres-
ence on the land of its working native inhabitants) is really nonexis-
tent, at least in the world of nineteenth-century culture out of
which imperialism developed. Laying claim to an idea and laying
claim to a territory—given the extraordinarily current idea that the
non-European world was there to be claimed, occupied, and ruled
by Europe—were considered to be different sides of the same,
essentially constitutive activity, which had the force, the prestige,
and the authority of science. Moreover, because in such fields as
biology, philology, and geology the scientific consciousness was

principally a reconstituting, restoring, and transforming activity

turning old fields into new ones, the link between an outright impe-
rialist attitude toward distant lands in the Orient and a scientific

ttitude to the “inequalities” of race was that both attitudes
depended on the European will, on the determining force necessary

to change confusing or useless realities into an orderly, disciplined

set of new classifications useful to Europe. Thus in the works of
Carolus Linnaeus, Georges Buffon, and Georges Cuvier the white
Taces became scientifically different from reds, yellows, blacks, and
J_bl‘owns, and, consequently, territories occupied by those races also
newly became vacant, open to Western colonies, developments,
Plantations, and settlers. Additionally, the less equal races were
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made useful by being turned into what the white race studied and
came to understand as a part of its racial and cultural hegemony (as
in Joseph de Gobineau and Oswald Spengler); or, following the
impulse of outright colonialism, these lesser races were put to
direct use in the empire. When in 1918, Georges Clemenceau stated
that he believed he had “an unlimited right of levying black troops
to assist in the defense of French territory in Europe if France were
attacked in the future by Germany,” he was saying that by some sci-
entific right France had the knowledge and the power to convert
blacks into what Raymond Poincaré called an economic form of
gunfodder for the white Frenchman.'* Imperialism, of course, can-
not be blamed on science, but what needs to be seen is the relative
ease with which science could be deformed into a rationalization
for imperial domination.

Supporting the taxonomy of a natural history deformed into a
social anthropology whose real purpose was social control, was the
taxonomy of linguistics. With the discovery of a structural affinity
between groups or families of languages by such linguists as Franz
Bopp, William Jones, and Freidrich von Schlegel, there began as
well the unwarranted extension of an idea about language families
into theories of human types having determined ethnocultural and
racial characteristics. In 1808, as an instance, Schlegel discerned a
clear rift between the Indo-Germanic (or Aryan) languages on the
one hand and, on the other, the Semitic-African languages. The for-
mer he said were creative, regenerative, lively, and aesthetically
pleasing; the latter were mechanical in their operations, unre-
generate, passive. From this kind of distinction, Schlegel, and
later Renan, went on to generalize about the great distance separat-
ing a superior Aryan and an inferior non-Aryan mind, culture, and
society.

Perhaps the most effective deformation or translation of science
into something more accurately resembling political administration
took place in the amorphous field assembling together jurispru-
dence, social philosophy, and political theory. First of all, a fairly
influential tradition in philosophic empiricism (recently studied by
Harry Bracken)'* seriously advocated a type of racial distinction
that divided humankind into lesser and greater breeds of men. The
actual problems (in England, mainly) of dealing with a 300-year-old
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Indian empire, as well as numerous voyages of discovery, made it
" possible “scientifically” to show that some cultures were advanced
~ and civilized, others backward and uncivilized; these ideas, plus the
'gulasting social meaning imparted to the fact of color (and hence of
" race) by philosophers like John Locke and David Hume, made it
- axiomatic by the middle of the nineteenth century that Europeans
- always ought to rule non-Europeans.

This doctrine was reinforced in other ways, some of which had a
~ direct bearing, I think, on Zionist practice and vision in Palestine.
- Among the supposed juridical distinctions between civilized and
~ noncivilized peoples was an attitude toward land, almost a doxology
. about land, which noncivilized people supposedly lacked. A civilized
- man, it was believed, could cultivate the land because it meant
- something to him; on it, accordingly, he bred useful arts and crafts,
~ he created, he accomplished, he built. For an uncivilized people,
- land was either farmed badly (i.e., inefficiently by Western stan-
~ dards) or it was left to rot. From this string of ideas, by which whole
~ native societies who lived on American, African, and Asian territo-
~ ries for centuries were suddenly denied their right to live on that
~ land, came the great dispossessing movements of modern European
.~ colonialism, and with them all the schemes for redeeming the land,
- resettling the natives, civilizing them, taming their savage customs,
~ turning them into useful beings under European rule. Land in Asia,
‘ Africa, and the Americas was there for European exploitation,
- because Europe understood the value of land in a way impossible
~ for the natives. At the end of the century, Joseph Conrad dramatized
 this philosophy in Heart of Darkness, and embodied it powerfully in
 the figure of Kurtz, a man whose colonial dreams for the earth’s
- “dark places” were made by “all Europe.” But what Conrad drew on,
- as indeed the Zionists drew on also, was the kind of philosophy set
forth by Robert Knox in his work The Races of Man,'® in which men
- Were divided into white and advanced (the producers) and dark,
_ inferior wasters. Similarly, thinkers like John Westlake and before
.~ him, Emer de Vattel divided the world's territories into empty (though
~ inhabited by nomads, and a low kind of society) and civilized—and
- the former were then “revised” as being ready for takeover on the
: basis of a higher, civilized right to them.

I very greatly simplify the transformation in perspective by which
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millions of acres outside metropolitan Europe were thus declared
empty, their people and societies decreed to be obstacles of progress
and development, their space just as assertively declared open to
European white settlers and their civilizing exploitation. During the
1870s in particular, new European geographical societies mush-
roomed as a sign that geography had become, according to Lord
Curzon, “the most cosmopolitan of all the sciences.”'® Not for noth-
ing in Heart of Darkness did Marlow admit to his

passion for maps. I would look for hours at South America, or Africa,
or Australia, and lose myself in all the glories of exploration. At that
time there were many blank spaces [populated by natives, that is] on
the earth, and when | saw one that looked particularly inviting on a

map (but they all looked like that) T would put my finger on it and ‘

say, When I grow up I will go there.!”

Geography and a passion for maps developed into an organized mat-
ter mainly devoted to acquiring vast overseas territories. And, Con-
rad also said, this

from those who have a different complexion or slightly flatter noses
than ourselves, is not a pretty thing when you look into it too much.
What redeems it is the idea only. An idea at the back of it; not a sen-
timental pretence but an idea—something you can set up, and bow

down before, and offer a sacrifice to . . .'8

Conrad makes the point better than anyone, 1 think. The power
to conquer territory is only in part a matter of physical force: there
is the strong moral and intellectual component making the con-

quest itself secondary to an idea, which dignifies (and indeed has- =
tens) pure force with arguments drawn from science, morality,
ethics, and a general philosophy. Everything in Western culture °
potentially capable of dignifying the acquisition of new domains—
as a new science, for example, acquires new intellectual territory for 3

itself—could be put at the service of colonial adventures. And was
put, the “idea” always informing the conquest, making it entirely
palatable. One example of such an idea spoken about openly as a
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quite normal justification for what today would be called colonial
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gression, is to be found in these passages by Paul Leroy-Beaulieu
Jeading French geographer in the 1870s: ‘ ,
$

' society colonizes, when having itself reached a high degree of
- maturity and of strength, it procreates, it protects, it places in good
. condition of development, and it brings to virility a new society to
i which it has given birth. Colonization is one of the most complex
d delicate phenomena of social physiology.

here is no question of consulting the natives of the territory where
je new society is to be given birth. What counts is that a modern
juropean society has enough vitality and intellect to be “magnified
y this pouring out of its exuberant activity on the outside.” Such
vity must be good since it is believed in, and since it also carries
itself the healthy current of an entire advanced civilization.
herefore, Leroy-Beaulieu added,

Colonization is the expansive force of a people; it is its power of
reproduction; it is its enlargement and its multiplication through
space; it is the subjugation of the universe or a vast part of it to that
people’s language, customs, ideas, and laws.!?

perialism was the theory, colonialism the practice of changing
e uselessly unoccupied territories of the world into useful new
ions of the European metropolitan society. Everything in those
erritories that suggested waste, disorder, uncounted resources, was
‘ be converted into productivity, order, taxable, potentially devel-
d wealth. You get rid of most of the offending human and animal
light—whether because it simply sprawls untidily all over the place
br because it roams around unproductively and uncounted—and
confine the rest to reservations, compounds, native homelands,
WHEre you can count, tax, use them profitably, and you build a new
‘ :‘Ety on the vacated space. Thus was Europe reconstituted abroad,
8 “multiplication in space” successfully projected and managed.
® result was a widely varied group of little Europes scattered
roughout Asia, Africa, and the Americas, each reflecting the cir-
fimstances, the specific instrumentalities of the parent culture, its
Moneers, its vanguard settlers.?’ All of them were similar in one other
Major respect—despite the differences, which were considerahle—
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_and that was that their life was carried on with an air of normality. ; ‘ The fellahin are all in the worst type of humanity that I have come
The most grotesque reproductions of Europe (South Africa, Rho- : across in the east.... The fellah is totally destitute of all n.1()ral
desia, etc.) were considered appropriate; the worst discrimination ' sense. . . .
against and exclusions of the natives were thought to be normal '
because “scientifically” legitimate; the sheer contradiction of living " The Dean of Westminster, on the “obstacles” before the Palestine
a foreign life in an enclave many physical and cultural miles from - Exploration Fund Survey:

Europe, in the midst of hostile and uncomprehending natives, gave E

rise to a sense of history, a stubborn kind of logic, a social and polit- ~ And these labours had to be carried out, not with the assistance of

ical state decreeing the present colonial venture as normal, justi- = - those on the spot, but in spite of the absurd obstacles thrown in the

fied, good. i 3 way of work by that singular union of craft, ignorance and stupidity
With specific reference to Palestine, what were to become insti- = , which can only be found in Orientals. .

tutional Zionist attitudes to the Arab Palestinian natives and their

supposed claims to a “normal” existence, were more than prepared B Kitchener on the Survey of Galilee:

for in the attitudes and the practices of British scholars, administra- 1

tors, and experts who were officially involved in the exploitation and L We hope to rescue from the hands of that ruthless destroyer, the

government of Palestine since the mid-nineteenth century. Con- b uneducated Arab, one of the most interesting ruins in Palesli-nc‘hal-

sider that in 1903 the Bishop of Salisbury told members of the Pales- : lowed by footprints of our Lord. I allude to the synagogue of C;'aper’

tine Exploration Fund that 4 naum, which is rapidly disappearing owing to the stones being burnt

for lime.

Nothing, I think, that has been discovered makes us feel any regret 3

at the suppression of Canaanite civilisation [the euphemism for ~ One C. R. Conder in his “Present Condition of Palestine”:

native Arab Palestinians| by Israelite civilisation. . .. [The excava- ' 4

tions show how] the Bible has not misrepresented at all the abomi- 5 The native peasantry are well worth a few words of description. They

nation of the Canaanite culture which was superseded by the 3 are brutally ignorant, fanatical, and above all, inveterate liars; yet

Israelite culture. 3 they have qualities which would, if developed, render them a useful

‘ population. [He cites their cleverness, energy, and endurance for

Miriam Rosen, a young American scholar, has compiled a spine- 1 pain, heat, etc.] X

tingling collection of typical British attitudes to the Palestinians, atti- i

tudes which in extraordinary ways prepare for the official Zionist " Sir Flinders Petrie:

view, from Weizmann to Begin, of the native Palestinian. Here are ;

some citations from Ms. Rosen's important work: 3 The Arab has a vast balance of romance put to his credit very need-
Tyrwhitt Drake, who wrote in a survey of Western Palestine: ~ lessly. He is as disgustingly incapable as most other savages, and no

‘ more worth romancing about than Red Indians or Maoris. I shall be

The fear of the fellahin that we have secret designs of re-conquering 3 glad to return to the comparatively shrewd and sensible Egyptians.

the country is a fruitful source of difficulty. This got over, remains A

the crass stupidity which cannot give a direct answer to a simple ® Charles Clermont-Ganneau's reflections on “The Arabs in Palestine”:

question, the exact object of which it does not understand; for why

should a Frank wish to know the name of an insignificant wady or Arab civilization is a mere deception—it no more exists than the hor-

hill in their land? rors of Arab conquest. It is but the last gleam of Greek and Roman
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civilization gradually dying out in the powerless but respectful hands
of Islam.

Or Stanley Cook’s view of the country:

.. .rapid deterioration, which (it would seem) was only tempor-
arily stopped by the energetic Crusaders. Modern travellers have
often noticed the inherent weakness of the characters of the in-
habitants and, like Robinson, have realized that, for the return of
prosperity, “nothing is wanted but the hand of the man to till the
ground.”

Or, finally, R. A. S. Macalister:

It is no exaggeration to say that throughout these long centuries the
native inhabitants of Palestine do not appear to have made a single
contribution of any kind whatsoever to material civilization. It was
perhaps the most unprogressive country on the face of the earth. Its

entire culture was derivative . . .2!

These, then, are some of the main points that must be made
about the background of Zionism in European imperialist or colo-
nialist attitudes. For whatever it may have done for Jews, Zionism
essentially saw Palestine as the European imperialist did, as an

empty territory paradoxically “filled” with ignoble or perhaps even
dispensable natives; it allied itself, as Chaim Weizmann quite

clearly said after World War I, with the imperial powers in carrying 1

out its plans for establishing a new Jewish state in Palestine, and it
did not think except in negative terms of “the natives,” who were
passively supposed to accept the plans made for their land; as even
Zionist historians like Yehoshua Porath and Neville Mandel have
empirically shown, the ideas of Jewish colonizers in Palestine (well
before World War 1) always met with unmistakable native resis-

tance, not because the natives thought that Jews were evil, but
because most natives do not take kindly to having their territory :
settled by foreigners;?> moreover, in formulating the concept of a
Jewish nation “reclaiming” its own territory, Zionism not only
accepted the generic racial concepts of European culture, it also 1
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anked on the fact that Palestine was actually peopled not by an
dvanced but by a backward people, over which it ought to be domij-
t. Thus that implicit assumption of domination led specificall
the case of Zionism to the practice of ignoring the natives for ch
st part as not entitled to serious consideration.?? Zionism there-
ore developed with a unique consciousness of itself, but with little
nothing left over for the unfortunate natives. Maxime Rodinson
_A-I.)erfectly correct in saying that Zionist indifference to the Pales-
nian natives was

an indifference linked to European supremacy, which benefited
- even Europe’s proletarians and oppressed minorities. In fact, there
can be no doubt that if the ancestral homeland had been occupied
by one of the well-established industrialized nations that ruled the
- world at the time, one that had thoroughly settled down in a territory
it had infused with a powerful national consciousness, then the
- problem of displacing German, French, or English inhabitants and
introducing a new, nationally coherent element into the middle of
their homeland would have been in the forefront of the conscious-
- mess of even the most ignorant and destitute Zionists.2*

hort, all the constitutive energies of Zionism were premised on
he excluded presence, that is, the functional absence of “native
eople” in Palestine; institutions were built deliberately shutting
the natives, laws were drafted when Israel came into being that
de sure the natives would remain in their “nonplace,” Jews in
s, and so on. It is no wonder that today the one issue that elec-
es Israel as a society is the problem of the Palestinians, whose
ation is the most consistent thread running through Zionism.
it is this perhaps unfortunate aspect of Zionism that ties it
uctably to imperialism—at least so far as the Palestinian is con-
ed. Rodinson again:

The element that made it possible to connect these aspirations of
‘58“’15]] shopkeepers, peddlers, craftsmen, and intellectuals in Russia
and elsewhere to the conceptual orbit of imperialism was one small

detail that seemed to be of no importance: Palestine was inhabited
by another people.?s
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II

Zionist Population, Palestinian Depopulation

I have been discussing the extraordinary unevenness in Zionism
between care for the Jews and an almost total disregard for the non-
Jews or native Arab population in conceptual terms. Zionism and
European imperialism are epistemologically, hence historically and
politically, coterminous in their view of resident natives, but it is
how this irreducibly imperialist view worked in the world of politics
and in the lives of people for whom epistemology was irrelevant that
justifies one’s looking at epistemology at all. In that world and in
those lives, among them several million Palestinians, the results can
be detailed, not as mere theoretical visions, but as an immensely
traumatic Zionist effectiveness. One general Arab Palestinian reac-
tion toward Zionism is perfectly caught, I think, in the following
sentence written by the Arab delegation’s reply in 1922 to Winston
Churchill's White Paper: “The intention to create the Jewish
National Home is to cause the disappearance or subordination of
the Arabic population, culture and language.”*® What generations
of Palestinian Arabs watched therefore was an unfolding design,
whose deeper roots in Jewish history and the terrible Jewish experi-
ence was necessarily obscured by what was taking place before their
eyes as well as to those in Palestine. There the Arabs were able to
see embodied

a ruthless doctrine, calling for monastic self-discipline and cold
detachment from environment. The Jews who gloried in the name of
socialist worker interpreted brotherhood on a strictly nationalist, or
racial basis, for they meant brotherhood with Jew, not with Arab. As
they insisted on working the soil with their own hands, since
exploitation of others was anathema to them, they excluded the
Arabs from their regime. . . . They believed in equality, but for them-
selves. They lived on Jewish bread, raised on Jewish soil that was
protected by a Jewish rifle.?’”

The “inventory” of Palestinian experience that I am trying to take
here is based on the simple truth that the exultant or (later) the ter-
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rorized Jews who arrived in Palestine were seen essentially as for-
eigners whose proclaimed destiny was to create a state for Jews.
What of the Arabs who were there? was the question we must feel
ourselves asking now. What we will discover is that everything from
the Zionist standpoint looked absolutely negative from the perspec-
tive of the native Arab Palestinians.

For they could never be fit into the grand vision. Not that “vision”
was merely a theoretical matter; it was that and, as it was later to
determine the character and even the details of Israeli government
policy toward the native Arab Palestinians, “vision” was also the way
Zionist leaders looked at the Arabs in order later (and certainly at
that moment) to deal with them. Thus, as [ said earlier, | have in
mind the whole dialectic between theory and actual day-to-day
effectiveness. My premise is that Israel developed as a social polity
out of the Zionist thesis that Palestine’s colonization was to be
accomplished simultaneously for and by Jews and by the displace-
ment of the Palestinians; moreover, that in its conscious and
declared ideas about Palestine, Zionism attempted first to minimize,
then to eliminate, and then, all else [ailing, finally to subjugate the
natives as a way of guaranteeing that Israel would not be simply the
state of its citizens (which included Arabs, of course) but the state
of “the whole Jewish people,” having a kind of sovereignty over land
and peoples that no other state possessed or possesses. It is this
anomaly that the Arab Palestinians have since been trying both to
resist and provide an alternative for.

One can learn a great deal from pronouncements made by strate-
gically important Zionist leaders whose job it was, after Herzl, to
translate the design into action. Chaim Weizmann comes to mind at
once, as much for his extraordinary personality as for his brilliant
successes in bringing Zionism up from an idea to a conquering
political institution. His thesis about the land of Palestine is reveal-
ing in the extent to which it repeats Herzl:

It seems as if God has covered the soil of Palestine with rocks and
marshes and sand, so that its beauty can only be brought out by

those who love it and will devote their lives to healing its wounds.?®

The context of this remark, however, is a sale made to the Zionists
by a wealthy absentee landlord (the Lebanese Sursuk family) of
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unpromising marshland. Weizmann admits that this particular sale
was of some, by no means a great deal, of Palestine, yet the im-
pression he gives is of a whole territory essentially unused, un-
appreciated, misunderstood (if one can use such a word in this
connection). Despite the people who lived on it, Palestine was
therefore to be made useful, appreciated, understandable. The
native inhabitants were believed curiously to be out of touch with
history and, it seemed to follow, they were not really present. In the
following passage, written by Weizmann to describe Palestine when
he first visited there in 1907, notice how the contrast between past
neglect and forlornness and present “tone and progressive spirit”
(he was writing in 1941) is intended to justify the introduction of
foreign colonies and settlements.

A dolorous country it was on the whole, one of the most neglected
corners of the miserably neglected Turkish Empire. [Here, Weiz-
mann uses “neglect” to describe Palestine’s native inhabitants, the
fact of whose residence there is not a sufficient reason to character-
ize Palestine as anything but an essentially empty and patient terri-
tory, awaiting people who show a proper care for it.] Its total
population was something above six hundred thousand, of which
about eighty thousand were Jews. The latter lived mostly in the
cities. . . . But neither the colonies nor the city settlements in any
way resembled, as far as vigor, tone and progressive spirit are con-
cer—ned, the colonies and settlements of our day.?’

One short-term gain was that Zionism “raised the value of the . ..
land,” and the Arabs could reap profits even if politically the land
was being cut out from underneath them.

As against native neglect and decrepitude, Weizmann preached
the necessity of Jewish energy, will, and organization for reclaiming,
“redeeming” the land. His language was shot through with the
rhetoric of voluntarism, with an ideology of will and new blood that
appropriated for Zionism a great deal of the language (and later the

policies) of European colonialists attempting to deal with native =

backwardness. “New blood had to be brought into the country; a
new spirit of enterprise had to be introduced.” The Jews were to be
the importers of colonies and colonists whose role was not simply to
take over a territory but also to be schools for a Jewish national self-
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ival. Thus if in Palestine “there were great possibilities,” the
question became how to do something about the fact that “the will
was lacking. How was that to be awakened? How was a cumulative
ocess to be set in motion?” According to Weizmann, the Zionists
re saved from ultimate discouragement only because of “our feel-
g that a great source of energy was waiting to be tapped—the
tional impulse of a people held in temporary check by a mis-
ided interpretation of historic method.”® The “method” referred
'to was the Zionist tendency hitherto to rely on great foreign bene-
tors like the Rothschilds and “neglect” the development of self-
sustaining colonial institutions on the land itself.
. To do this, it was necessary to visualize and then to implement a
scheme for creating a network of realities—a language, a grid of
plonies, a series of organizations—for converting Palestine from its
present state of “neglect” into a Jewish state. This network would
not so much attack the existing “realities” as ignore them, grow
alongside them, and then finally blot them out, as a forest of large
trees blots out a small patch of weeds. A main ideological necessity
for such a program was acquiring legitimacy for it, giving it an
heology and a teleology that completely surrounded and, in a
se, outdated the native culture that was still firmly planted in
alestine. One of the reasons Weizmann modified the conception of
the Balfour Declaration from its favoring a “reestablishment” was
ecisely to enclose the territory with the oldest and furthest reach-
ing of possible “realities.” The colonization of Palestine proceeded
lways as a fact of repetition: The Jews were not supplanting,
troying, breaking up a native society. That society was itself the
¢ d.lty that had broken the pattern of a sixty-year Jewish sovereignty
er Palestine which had lapsed for two millennia. In Jewish hearts,
ever, Israel had always been there, an actuality difficult for
the natives to perceive. Zionism therefore reclaimed, redeemed,
f€peated, replanted, realized Palestine, and Jewish hegemony over
lsrae] was a return to a previous state of affairs, even if the new
lacts bore a far greater resemblance to the methods and successes
ot mnetecnlh -century European colonialism than to some mysteri-
s first-century forebears.
‘ Here it is necessary to make something very clear. In each of the
rojects for “reestablishing” Jewish sovereignty over Palestine there
Were always two fundamental components. One was a careful
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determination to implement Jewish self-betterment. About this, of gitutions whose humanistic and social ( L
course, the world heard a great deal. Great steps were taken in pro- on were manifest for Jews—the kibbutz t}fv?n SOC;alI;St) Inspira-
ia : ; v ; . ; e Law ;
viding Jews with a new sense of identity, in defef‘u]mg ’and giving B for the acculturation of im;ni et of Return, vari-
them rights as citizens, in reviving a national “home” language erminedly inhuman for the Arabs, In his%) (Ij'ls—(;ven? precisely,
(through the labors of Eliezer Ben Yehudah), in giving the whole the putative emotions and pﬁycholr; et e j’a“ Pelng, and in
Jewish world a vital sense of growth and historical destiny. Thus = B whatever by definition stooﬁyo:::ifneb to slﬂ_l; t.he Arab
“there was an instrument [in Zionism] for them tvo ”turn to, an e denial of Israel by the Arabs was Ilhiel,;k eyof" ]ZIOHISm.. .
instrument which could absorb them into the new life.”*' For Jews, d and complex thing than the der;i’al d i ) drhess sophisti-
e ; y . . - - , and lat inimi
Zionism was a school—and its pedagogical philosophy was always ; n, of the Arabs by Israel. Zionism was not onl e’ g
clear, dramatic, intelligent. Yet the other, dialectically opposite com- eteenth-century European colonialism, f onﬁ] ";}rCPmdUCUOn i
ponent in Zionism, existing at its interior where it was never seen B chared with i e Z;n(?r a 't. e community of
(even though directly experienced by Palestinians) was an equally = ety that could never be anything bl-ll “natl‘sm” dm']id sa e
firm and intelligent boundary between benefits for Jews and none a metropolitan center) at the same time th;cit (dWI: m.lmgnal i
3 1 ; ; etermin
(later, punishment) for non-Jews in Palestine. ! e to terms with the very natives it was replaci th -

The consequences of the bifurcation in the Zionist program for = sentially European) b b B Such }I)) I (but
Palestine have been immense, especially for Arabs who have tried * utely economical; no slipp:agel' frt)m?\:LI; ;‘tlltm]'ur'l s bc:
seriously to deal with Israel. So effective have Zionist ideas about - ties would occur, and the Arab lcld : 'eﬂllﬂlan N
Palestine been for Jews—in the sense of caring for Jews and ignor- only as docile, suiaservienl objec?t:x—:]d rcma];;f if they d‘ld not
ing nOn-Jeu'fs—that what these ideas expressed to Arabs was only a 1 allenge Israel was viewed not as s;)methe."el'}’; ing that did s'tay
rejection of Arabs. Thus Israel itself has tended to appear as an 2 smething outside Israel and Zio;x' b ing ere, but as a sign
entirely negative entity, something constructed for us for no other m the outside. Here Zionism l'tlsn}E 40 ]im .
reason than either to keep Arabs out or to subjugate them. The & e .Cultur.e " ;e;:ar);utoo Omfer the typol(?gy
internal solidity and cohesion of Israel, of Israclis as a people and Occident, except that Zionis me Orient confronting

: i sm, & s - o 3
as a society, have for the most part, therefore, eluded the under- dental movement, confronted 1}:35 Oarn 3‘;‘1_m iarde,l redemptive
standing of Arabs generally. Thus to the walls constructed by Zion- vhat “fulfilled” Zionism had to say ab lenhm the Orient. To look
ism have been added walls constructed by a dogmatic, almo I iculac. s s;a-eyjo:;;i}:j CA;ibs %lene.rally, fcmd
theological brand of Arabism. Israel has seemed essentially to be a B frony a0 article peiied in-. Madoor ng like the following,
rhetorical tool provided by the West to harass the Arabs. What this or was a Dr. A. Carlebach, who wi " a(;q;,. OCt_Oher 7 2955 Its
perception entailed in the Arab states has been a policy of repre crude demagogue. His z{rglime:tsi: tl_IISttll}glmshed citizen .and
sion and a kind of thought control. For years it was forbidded eve Balthough he does find room in hi at Islam opposes Zion-
to refer to Israel in print; this sort of censorship led quite natural .. n his argument for the Pales-
to the consolidation of police states, the absence of freedom
expression, and a whole set of human rights abuses, all supposed 1€se Arab Islamic countries do not suffer f; ;
justified in the name of “fighting Zionist aggression,” which mea illiteracy, or exploitation; they onl sufferroi‘n povirty, or disease;
that any form of oppression at home was acceptable because agues: Islam. Wherever Islamic Pi‘/vcholo r?:l ; Ctl‘:OI‘St.Of E“
“ o “ f LN | 3 A Y es, e t

served the “sacred cause” of “national security. . table rule of despotism and criminal a riis' Th dre g i ﬁj

For Israel and Zionists everywhere, the results of Zionisk slamic psychology, which cannot inte rife i-t:‘;;]: eh ange; o
apartheid have been equally disastrous. The Arabs were seen as iency and progress, that lives in a W(ﬁld of 'ile i e
onymous with everything degraded, fearsome, irrational, and brut2 b of T —— mEgalomd:]i:Sllon; PEI;;UTbed b)ff'

€ , lost In dreams o
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the holy sword. The danger stems from the totalitarian conception " refugees and no conquest, they would oppose us just the same. By
of the world, the passion for murder deeply rooted in their blood, - discussing with them on the basis of Western concepts, we dress
from the lack of logic, the easily inflamed brains, the boasting, and . savages in a European robe of justice.

above all: the blasphemous disregard for all that is sacred to the civ- |

ilized world . . . their reactions—to anything—have nothing to do * Isracli studies of “Arab attitudes”—such as the canonical one by
with good sense. They are all emotional, unbalanced, instantaneous, ~ General Harkabi*>—take no notice of such analyses as this one,
senseless. It is always the lunatic that speaks from their throat. You ‘;Mhich is more magical and racist than anything one is likely to
can talk “business” with everyone, and even with the devil. But not “encounter by a Palestinian. But the dehumanization of the Arab,
with Allah. . . . This is what every grain in this country shouts. There ~ which began with the view that Palestinians were either not there or
were many great cultures here, and invaders of all kinds. All of ~ savages or both, saturates everything in Israeli society. It was not
them—even the Crusaders—left signs of culture and blossoming. - thought too unusual during the 1973 war for the army to issue a
But on the path of Islam, even the trees have died. [This dovetails ~ booklet (with a preface by General Yona Efrati of the central com-
perfectly with Weizmann's observations about “neglect” in Palestine; " mand) written by the central command’s rabbi, Abraham Avidan,
one assumes that had Weizmann been writing later he would have ~ containing the following key passage:

said similar things to Carlebach.] %

We pile sin upon crime when we distort the picture and reduce - When our forces encounter civilians during the war or in the course
the discussion to a conflict of border between Israel and her neigh- ~ of apursuit or a raid, the encountered civilians may, and by Halachic
bors. First of all, it is not the truth. The heart of the conflict is not ~ standards even must be killed, whenever it e e ddeiiatind
the question of the borders; it is the question of Muslim : that they are incapable of hitting us back. Under no circumstances
psychology. . . . Moreover, to present the problem as a conflict ' - should an Arab be trusted, even if he gives the impression of being
between two similar parts is to provide the Arabs with the weapon of /. civilized.*? i
a claim that is not theirs. If the discussion with them is truly a polit- E
ical one, then it can be seen from hoth sides. Then we appear as - Children’s literature is made up of valiant Jews who always end up
those who came to a country that was entirely Arab, and we con- - by killing low, treacherous Arabs, with names like Mastoul (crazy),
quered and implanted ourselves as an alien body among them, and - Bandura (tomato), or Bukra (tomorrow). As a writer for Ha'aretz
we loaded them with refugees and constitute a military danger for -~ said (September 20, 1974), children’s books “deal with our topic: the
them, etc. etc. . . . one can justify this or that side—and such a pre- - Arab who murders Jews out of pleasure, and the pure Jewish boy
sentation, sophisticated and political, of the problem is understand- - who defeats ‘the coward swine!"” Nor are such enthusiastic ideas
able for European minds—at our expense. The Arabs raise claims  limited to individual authors who produce books for mass consump-
that make sense to the Western understanding of simple legal dis- * tion; as | shall show later, these ideas derive more or less logically
pute. But in reality, who knows better than us that such is not the - from the state’s institutions themselves, to whose other, benevolcn‘l
source of their hostile stand? All those political and social concepts - side falls the task of regulating Jewish life humanistically.
are never theirs. Occupation by force of arms, in their own eyes, in . There are perfect illustrations of the duality in Weizmann, for
the eyes of Islam, is not all associated with injustice. To the contrary, - whom such matters immediately found their wa‘y into policy, action,
it constitutes a certificate and demonstration of authentic owner-  detailed results. He admires Samuel Pevsner as “a man of great abil-
ship. The sorrow for the refugees, for the expropriated brothers, has ity energetic, practical, resourceful and, like his wife, highly edu-
no room in their thinking. Allah expelled, Allah will care. Never has .~ cated.” One can have no problem with this. Then immediately comes
a Muslim politician been moved by such things (unless, indeed, the  the following, without so much as a transition. “For such people,
catastrophe endangered his personal status). If there were no . Boing to Palestine was in effect going into a social wilderness—which
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is something to be remembered by those who, turning to Palestine E people come to live out in this wilderness where nothin Id
today, find in it intellectual, cultural and social resources not inferior : grow? I began to ply him with technical questions, and he a:Swou ’
to those of the Western world.”** Zionism was all foregrounding; me carefully and exactly. Technically, he said, L:Verythin iswere
everything else was background, and it had to be subdued, sup- f sible. Though in the first years communications with 1=:he g
pressed, lowered in order that the foreground of cultural achieve- ‘- settlement would be difficult, the inhabitants would soon be b
ment could appear as “civilizing pioneer work.”** Above all, the native ] self-supporting and self-sufficient. The Jews of Jaffa would ::me
Arab had to be seen as an irremediable opposite, something like a 3 into the new, modern city, and the Jewish colonies of the nei hbove
combination of savage and superhuman, at any rate a being with 1 hood would have a concentrated market for their pmductf T‘;:'“
whom it is impossible (and useless) to come to terms. : ': Gymnasium would stand at the center, and would attract a.gre;:
many students from other parts of Palestine and from Jews abroad
The Arab is a very subtle debator and controversialist—much more who would want their children to be educated in a Jewish hi l;
so than the average educated European—and until one has acquired school in a Jewish city. .
the technique one is at a great disadvantage. In particular, the Arab 3 Thus it was Ruppin who had the first vision of Tel Aviv, which was
has an immense talent for expressing views diametrically opposed to ‘ destined to outstrip, in size and in economic importance, the
yours with such exquisite and roundabout politeness that you ' ancient town of Jaffa, and to become one of the metrnpulitan,cen-
believe him to be in complete agreement with you, and ready to join i ters of the eastern Mediterranean. . . .37
hands with you at once. Conversation and negotiations with Arabs 3
are not unlike chasing a mirage in the desert: full of promise and ~ In time, of course, the preeminence of Tel Aviv was to be buttressed
good to look at, but likely to lead to death by thirst. by the military capture of Jaffa. The visionary project later turned
A direct question is dangerous: it provokes in the Arab a skillful . into the first step of a military conquest, the idea of a colony bein
withdrawal and a complete change of subject. The problem must be later fleshed out in the actual appearance of a colony, of colc;nizersg
approached by winding lanes, and it takes an interminable time to - and of the colonized. P .
reach the kernel of the subject.* _ Weizmann and Ruppin, it is true, spoke and acted with the pas-
_‘ sionate idealism of pioneers; they also were speaking and actin
On another occasion, he recounts an experience which in effect - with the authority of Westerners surveying fundamentally rmrdeg
was the germ of Tel Aviv, whose importance as a Jewish center - non-Western territory and natives, planning the future for them
derives in great measure from its having neutralized the adjacent - Weizmann himself did not just think that as a European he was bet-
(and much older) Arab town of Jaffa. In what Weizmann tells  ter equipped to decide for the natives what their best interésts e
the reader, however, there is only the slightest allusion to the fact . (e.g., that Jaffa ought to be outstripped by a modern Jewish city)

of Arab life already existing there, on what was to be the adja- ke also believed he “understood” the Arab as he really was. In say-
cent future site of Tel Aviv. What matters is the production of a ing that the Arab’s “immense talent” was “in fact” for}nev-e.r telli:
Jewish presence, whose value appears to be more or less self- the truth, he said what other Europeans had observed about non%
R — ‘European natives elsewhere, for whom, like the Zionists, the prob-

i m was controlling a large native majority with a comparative
I was staying in Jaffa when Ruppin called on me, and took me - handful of intrepid pioneers:

out for a walk over the dunes to the north of the town. When we had

got well out into the sands—I remember that it came over our It may well be asked how it is that we are able to control, with
ankles—he stopped, and said, very solemnly: “Here we shall create ~ absurdly inadequate forces, races so virile and capable ﬁth, such
a Jewish city!” T looked at him with some dismay. Why should ~ mental and physical endowments. The reply is, 1 think: that thaes
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are two flaws to be found:—the mental and moral equipment of the
average African. . . . I say that inherent lack of honesty is the first

another keeping his word. . . . Except in very rare instances it is a
regrettable fact that this defect is enlarged rather than diminished
by contact with European civilization. The second is lack of mental
initiative. . . . Unless impelled from the outside the native seldom
branches out from a recognized groove and this mental lethargy is
characteristic of his mind.*

and, like Weizmann, he was less a proto-Nazi racist than a liberal
Fabian in his outlook.

appreciating the land they lived on, they had to be prodded, perhaps
even dislocated by the initiatives of an advanced European culture.
Now certainly Weizmann had the additional rationalizations behind

Semitism, and so on. But so far as the natives were concerned, it

as the Zionist in Palestine or the Britisher in Africa was concerned,
he was realistic, he saw facts and dealt with them, he knew the
value of truth. Notwithstanding the “fact” of long residence on a
native territory, the non-European was always in retreat from truth.
European vision meant the capacity for seeing not only what was
there, but what could be there: hence the Weizmann-Ruppin
exchange about Jaffa and Tel Aviv. The specific temptation before

ity that the Arab natives would not really be there, which was doubt-
less a proven eventuality (a) when the natives would not

1948 they became legal outsiders on their land.

But the success of Zionism did not derive exclusively from its
bold outlining of a future state, or from its ability to see the natives
for the negligible quantities they were or might become. Rather, I

great flaw. . . . Comparatively rarely can one African depend upon

This is C. L. Temple's Native Races and Their Rulers (1918); its
author was an assistant to Frederick Lugard in governing Nigeria

For Temple as for Weizmann, the realities were that natives -
belonged to a stationary, stagnant culture. Incapable therefore of =

him of reconstituting a Jewish state, saving Jews from anti- |

could not have mattered initially whether the Europeans they faced -
in the colony were Englishmen or European Jews. Then too, as far -

the Zionist in Palestine was to believe—and plan for—the possibil-

acknowledge Jewish sovereignty over Palestine and (b) when after -

Zionism from the Standpoint of Its Vietims

Zionism'’s effectiveness in making its way against Arab Pales-
resistance lay in its being a policy of detail, not simply a gen-
colonial vision. Thus Palestine was not only the Promised
d, a concept as elusive and as abstract as any that one could
unter. It was a specific territory with specific characteristics,
at was surveyed down to the last millimeter, settled on, planned
. built on, and so forth, in detail. From the beginning of the Zion-
t colonization this was something the Arabs had no answer to, no
ually detailed counterproposal. They assumed, perhaps rightly,
at since they lived on the land and legally owned it, it was there-
theirs. They did not understand that what they were encoun-
ring was a discipline of detail—indeed a very culture of discipline
¢ detail—by which a hitherto imaginary realm could be con-
cted on Palestine, inch by inch and step by step, “another acre,
er goat,” so Weizmann once said. The Palestinian Arabs
v opposed a general policy on general principles: Zionism, they
id, was foreign colonialism (which strictly speaking it was, as the
Zionists admitted), it was unfair to the natives (as some early
ists, like Ahad Ha'am, also admitted), and it was doomed to die
various theoretical weaknesses. Even to this day the Palestin-
political position generally clusters around these negatives, and
does not sufficiently try to meet the detail of Zionist enterprise;
y there are, for example, seventy-seven “illegal” Zionist colonies

‘ ftlIe West Bank and Israel has confiscated about 27 percent of the
st Bank's Arab-owned land, yet the Palestinians seem virtually
rless physically to stop the growth or “thickening” of this new
raeli colonization.

“The Palestinians have not understood that Zionism has been
€h more than an unfair colonialist master against whom one
uld appeal to all sorts of higher courts, without any avail. They
& not understood the Zionist challenge as a poliq; of detail, of
tions, of organization, by which people (to this day) enter ter-
illegally, build houses on it, settle there, and call the land
fir own—with the whole world condemning them. The force of
lat drive to settle, in a sense to produce, a Jewish land can be
psed in a document that Weizmann says “seemed to have antic-
te . the shape of things to come” as indeed it did. This was an
ne of Program for the Jewish Resettlement of Palestine in
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: rarione of the Fionist Movemient”; it BB taken and held, as Weizmann says, in agriculture, culture, com-
Accordance with the As(ljn'ltla‘tlon(:rth casonngbiola: ! - merce, and industry. In short, Zionism's “company” was the transla-
: and it is w : '
appeared in early 1917,

ion of a theory and a vision into a set of instruments for holdin
. : d developing a Jewish colonial territory right in the middle of 4
: t, Allied or other- an n
ain Government [that is, any government, : : ; e 1. ; ; ¥ ;
Tl:; S;.lnztil‘:rl:mand of the territory] shall sanction a formation of a 4 indifferently surveyed and developed Arab territory.
wise,
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‘com-

he direct protection of the Suzerain Gov- any,” cannot long detain us here, but at least some things about its

ComPa“y[s;:aH b > u:dzvterew::t nz in Palestine should be legit- workings need to be noted. The Second Zionist Congress meeting
ernment [that is, wha

i h ives but by some outside force]. The objects of ] Base.l, ‘Switzer!and' (i‘\ugust 18?8) created the ]fiWiSh Cf)lonia]
imized not by the natives y iand Batbnibic axisting fevidk B - Trust Limited, a subsidiary of which was founded in Jaffa in 1903
the Company shall ?JE: 'a) to suPPOl’_.b] - ~ and called the Anglo-Palestine Company. Thus began an agency
settlement in Palestine in every prasthie:way, e ; £ i B whose role in the transformation of Palestine was extraordinarily
encourage J(?WS .from otl?er (l;ountr.liiz::,hoi ;:; igizllrizz, by providing I8 erucial. Out of the Colonial Trust in 1901 came the Jewish National
able for settling in Palestine zor%d 0? SR A - Fund (JNF), empowered to buy land and hold it in trust for “the
information, and by every 1‘“ er (m:a” b sikiclas illenableiitn S - Jewish people”; the wording of the original proposal was that the
tance. The powers ol". the Company S,-icu]tural stsbiiiah osniaryoll - JNF would be “a trust for the Jewish people, which . . . can be used
develop the'country in every ]WZY» ?gll w3 ’of adiptiiciest it I ~ exclusively for the purchase of land in Palestine and Syria.” The
and industrial, and shall “;f ufe ‘l]i-ltiesp for the acquisition of the - JNF was always under the control of the World Zionist Organiza-
development, anfi t'?SPEC_“J‘hY fam i il o povie i N tion, and in 1905 the first lfmd purchases were mad_e.
Crown land.s, I?u1ld1ng e ‘tsfnrth tra,ns et ipshidaridpassile - From its inception as a functioning body the JNF existed either to
establish shipping 0 A _ Ph i Bl st ~ develop, buy, or lease land—only for Jews. As Walter Lehn convine-
gers to and from Palestine, and for;ve,ry i ingly shows (in a major piece of research on the JNF, on which 1
sary for the opening of the country. - have relied for the details I mention here),* the Zionist goal was to
: - " ] ~ acquire land in order to put settlers on it; thus in 1920, after the
Underl‘ying this extraorfiinfll'y gssifcg;f:: t;::s;{?:noj:n:];:rni(t?: _- Palestinian Land Development Company had been founded as an
organizatlons“whosenfunctmmng ptt]ement that organizes settle- - agency of the JNF, a Palestine Foundation Fund was created to
an army that “opens a country t-o se o 1’0 s Al eviriy possibi rganize immigration and colonization. At the same time, emphasis
ments in foreign i 'that-alds in i:jvcafd supply, that above ' was placed institutionally on acquiring and holding lands for “the
way” such matte.rs. as 1rr-1m1g.1:at1f)nl,)l:‘> "ll:fijscig,lined S ewish people.” This designation made it certain that a Zionist state
all turns mere citizens xzto .smtat itewith t]Eeir structures, organizas would be unlike any other in that it was not to be the state of its cit-
it is to be on t_he 1.and ?;1 to inves i assimil.’:;tes ordinary citizens § %tl:ns, but rather the state of a whole people most of wh.ich was in
tion, and institutions. ]U.st ashan - yniforms by exercising them i laspora. Aside from making the non-Jewish people of the state
to its purposes—by dressing s em ll.n . c;ne to its purposes— Mo second-class citizens, it made the Zionist organizations, and
in tactics and maneuvers, by d15<':1p iring every e st_em of Jewish ter the state, retain a large extraterritorial power in addition to the
so too did Zionism dress the Jewm_h CO]OHIS"? ul] t}f tyonl Jews were tal territorial possessions over which the state was to have sover-
labor and Jewish land, WP(;_":E ;.nﬁ?;trr;rl;;?{uig notiesidey in its lead- ignty. Even the land acquired by the JNF was—as John Hope
acceptab.le- The il lti e :tlofor its conquests and defense, but 1§ pson said in 1930—“extraterritorialized. It ceases to be land
ersi]nor' mﬂ:he{:a;:]t:o]:ﬁ?g 2?; whole system, a series of positions § from which the Arab can gain any advantage either now or at any
rather in the ru 1 7
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time in the future.” There was no corresponding Arab effort to insti-
tutionalize Arab landholding in Palestine, no thought that it might

be necessary to create an organization for holding lands “in perpe-

tuity” for the “Arab people,” above all, no informational, money-

raising, lobbying work done—as the Zionists did in Europe and the

United States to expand “Jewish” territory and, paradoxically, give it

a Jewish presence and an international, almost metaphysical status

as well. The Arabs mistakenly thought that owning the land and

being on it were enough.

Even with all this sophisticated and farsighted effort, the JNF
acquired only 936,000 dunams* of land in the almost half-century
of its existence before Israel appeared as a state; the total land area
of mandate Palestine was 26,323,000 dunams. Together with the
small amount of land held by private Jewish owners, Zionist land-
holding in Palestine at the end of 1947 was 1,734,000 dunams, that
is, 6.59 percent of the total area. After 1940, when the mandatory
authority restricted Jewish land ownership to specific zones inside
Palestine, there continued to be illegal buying (and selling) within
the 65 percent of the total area restricted to Arabs. Thus when the
partition plan was announced in 1947 it included land held illegally
by Jews, which was incorporated as a fait accompli inside the bor-
ders of the Jewish state. And after Israel announced its statehood,
an impressive series of laws legally assimilated huge tracts of Arab
land (whose proprictors had become refugees, and were pro-
nounced “absentee landlords” in order to expropriate their lands
and prevent their return under any circumstances) to the JNF. The
process of land alienation (from the Arab standpoint) had been
completed.

The ideological, profoundly political meaning of the “company’s”
territorial achievements illuminates the post-1967 controversy over
the fate of Arab land occupied by Israel. A large segment of the
Israeli population seems to believe that Arab land can be converted
into Jewish land (a) because the land had once been Jewish two mil-
lennia ago (a part of Eretz Israel) and (b) because there exists in the
JNF a method for legally metamorphosing “neglected” land into the
property of the Jewish people.*? Once Jewish settlements are built
and peopled, and once they are hooked into the state network, they

*A dunam is roughly a quarter of an acre.
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ecome properly extraterritorial, emphatically Jewish, and non-
g ab. To this new land is added as well a strategic rationale, that it
is necessary for Israeli security. But were these things simply a mat-
of internal Israeli concern, and were they sophistic arguments
i tended only to appeal to an Israeli constituency, they might be
analyzed dispassionately as being no more than curious. The fact js

‘however, that they impinge—as they always have—on the Arab resi-,
ents of the territories, and then they have a distinct cutting edge to
them. Both in theory and in practice their effectiveness lies in how
they Judaize territory coterminously with de-Arabizing it.

3 There is privileged evidence of this fact, I think, in what Joseph
Weitz had to say. From 1932 on, Weitz was the director of the Jewish
National Land Fund; in 1965 his diaries and papers, My Diary, and
ers 1o the Children, were published in Israel. On Decemb;r 1

o, he wrote: 5

. .. after the [Second World] war the question of the land of Israel
and the question of the Jews would be raised beyond the framework
of “development”; amongst ourselves. It must be clear that there is no
room for both peoples in this country. No “development” will bring us
closer to our aim, to be an independent people in this small country.
If the Arabs leave the country, it will be broad and wide-open for us
And if the Arabs stay, the country will remain narrow and miserabl;
s "When the War is over and the English have won, and when the:
- judges sit on the throne of Law, our people must bring their peti-
. tions and their claims before them; and the only solution is Eretz
- Israel, or at least Western Eretz Israel, without Arabs. There is no
room for compromise on this point! The Zionist enterprise so far, in
terms of preparing the ground and paving the way for the creation of
the Hebrew State in the land of Israel, has been fine and good in its
own time, and could do with “land-buying”—but this will not bring
about the State of Israel; that must come all at once, in the manner
of a Salvation (this is the secret of the Messianic idea); and there is
no way besides transferring the Arabs from here to the neighboring
countries, to transfer them all; except maybe for Bethlehem, Nazareth
- and Old Jerusalem, we must not leave a single village, not a single
tribe. And the transfer must be directed to Iraq, to Syria, and even to
Transjordan. For that purpose we'll find money, and a lot of money.
And only with such a transfer will the country be able to absorb mil-

o
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lions of our brothers, and the Jewish question shall be solved, once
and for all. There is no other way out. [Emphases added]|*?

These are not only prophetic remarks about what was going to
happen; they are also policy statements, in which Weitz spoke with
the voice of the Zionist consensus. There were literally hundreds of
such statements made by Zionists, beginning with Herzl, and when
“salvation” came it was with those ideas in mind that the conquest
of Palestine, and the eviction of its Arabs, was carried out. A great
deal has been written about the turmoil in Palestine from the end of
World War II until the end of 1948. Despite the complexities of what
may or may not have taken place, Weitz's thoughts furnish a beam
of light shining through those events, pointing to a Jewish state with
most of the original Arab inhabitants turned into refugees. It is true
that such major events as the birth of a new state, which came
about as the result of an almost unimaginably complex, many-sided
struggle and a full-scale war, cannot be easily reduced to simple for-
mulation. I have no wish to do this, but neither do I wish to evade
the outcome of struggle, or the determining elements that went into
the struggle, or even the policies produced in Israel ever since. The
fact that matters for the Palestinian—and for the Zionist—is that a
territory once full of Arabs emerged from a war (a) essentially emp-
tied all of its original residents and (b) made impossible for Pales-
tinians to return to. Both the ideological and organizational
preparations for the Zionist efforts to win Palestine, as well as the
military strategy adopted, envisioned taking over territory, and fill-
ing it with new inhabitants. Thus the Dalet Plan, as it has been
described by the Zionist historians Jon and David Kimche, was “to

capture strategic heights dominating the most likely lines of

advance of the invading Arab armies, and to fill in the vacuum left
by the departing British forces in such a way as to create a contigu-
ous Jewish-held area extending from the north to the south.”* In
places like Galilee, the coastal area from Jaffa to Acre, parts of Jeru-
salem, the towns of Lydda and Ramla, to say nothing of the Arab

parts of Haifa, the Zionists were not only taking over British posi-
tions; they were also filling in space lived in by Arab residents who

were, in Weitz's word, being “transferred.”
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ans left because they were ordered to by their leaders, that th
& vading Arab armies were an unwarranted response to Is;'ael's de:
laration of independence in May 1948—1I must say categorically that
0 one has produced any evidence of such orders sufficient to produce
vast and final an exodus.** In other words, if we wish to under-
nd why 780,000 Palestinians left in 1948, we must shift our sight
take in more than the immediate events of 1948; rather, we mist
see the exodus as being produced by a relative lack of Palestinian
political, organizational response to Zionist effectiveness and, alon
with that, a psychological mood of failure and terror. Ce,rtainlg
atrocities, such as the Deir Yassin massacre of 250 Arab civilians by
enachem Begin and his Irgun terrorists in April 1948, had thei)rr
ect. But for all its horror, even Deir Yassin was one of many such
assacres which began in the immediate post-World War I period
nd which produced conscious Zionist equivalents of American
dian-killers.*® What probably counted more has been the machin-
ery for keeping the unarmed civilian Palestinians away, once the
1ad moved (in most cases) to avoid the brutalities of wa’r. Before az:
ell as after they left there were specific Zionist instrumentalities
or, in effect, obliterating their presence. I have already cited Weitz
1940. Here he is on May 18, 1948, narrating a conversation with
oshe Shertok (later Sharett) of the Foreign Ministry:

Transfer—post factum; should we do something so as to transform
the exodus of the Arabs from the country into a fact, so that they
- return no more? . . . His [Shertok’s] answer: he blesses any initiative
in this matter. His opinion is also that we must act in such a way as
to transform the exodus of the Arabs into an established fact.*’

* Later that year, Weitz visited an evacuated Arab village. He
eflected as follows:

I went to visit the village of Mu’ar. Three tractors are completing its
destruction. I was surprised; nothing in me moved at the sight of the
* destruction. No regret and no hate, as though this was the way the
world goes. So we want to feel good in this world, and not in some
world to come. We simply want to live, and the inhabitants of those
mud-houses did not want us to exist here. They not only aspire to
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dominate us, they also wanted to exterminate us. And what is inter- ustifiably favorite target of Zionist political agitation, but after 1948
esting—this is the opinion of all our boys, from one end to the ey were used, unchanged, by Israel against the Arabs.
other.* . For example, in those parts of Israel that still retain an Arab
: ' : _ ’ ajority, an anachronistic but no less effective and detailed policy
He describes something that took place everywhere in Palestine but “Judaization” goes on apace. Thus just as Ruppin and Weizmann
he seems totally unable to take in the fact that the human lives— = n the early days foresaw a Tel Aviv to “outstrip” Arab Jaffa, the Israeli
very modest and humble ones, it is true—actually lived in that = ernment of today creates a new Jewish Nazareth to outstrip the
wretched village meant something to the people whose lives they Arab town. Here is the project described by an Israeli in 1973:
were. Weitz does not attempt to deny the villagers' reality; he simply _
admits that their destruction means only that “we” can now live " Upper Nazareth, which was created some fifteen years ago, “in order
there. He is completely untroubled by the thought that to the native ‘ . to create a counterweight to the Arab Nazareth,” constitt:tes a cor-
Palestinians he, Weitz, is only a foreigner come to displace them, or . nerstone of the “Judaization of the Galilee” policy. Upper Nazareth
that it is no more than natural to oppose such a prospect. Instead, = . was erected upon the hills surrounding Nazareth as a security belt
Weitz and “the boys” take the position that the Palestinians wanted = . surrounding it almost on all sides. It was built upon thousands of
to “exterminate” them—and this therefore licenses the destruction = " acres of lands which were expropriated high-handedly, purely and
of houses and villages. After several decades of treating the Arabs as ] ~ simply by force, from the Arab settlements, particula;[y Nuzhsath
if they were not there at all, Zionism came fully into its own by = and Rana. The very choice of the name “upper” Nazareth, while the
actively destroying as many Arab traces as it could. From a nonen- " stress is upon upper, is an indicator of the attitude of the authorities
tity in theory to a nonentity in legal fact, the Palestinian Arab lived which give the new town special privileges according to their polic;
through the terrible modulation from one sorry condition to the of discrimination and lack of attention regarding the city of
other, fully able to witness, but not effectively to communicate, his Nazareth, which is, in their eyes, at the very bottom of the ladder.
or her own civil extinction in Palestine. ] - The visitor to Nazareth can acknowledge with his own eyes the
First he was an inconsequential native; then he became an = neglect and lack of development of the city, and if from there he
absent one; then inside Israel after 1948 he acquired the juridical goes “up” to upper Nazareth, he will see over there the new build-
status of a less real person than any individual person belonging to ings, the wide streets, the public lights, the steps, the many-storied
the “Jewish people,” whether that person was present in Israel or buildings, the industrial and artisan enterprises, and he will be able
not. The ones who left the country in terror became “refugees,” an = . to perceive the contrast: development up there and lack of care
abstraction faithfully taken account of in annual United Nations = . down there; constant government building up there, and no con-
resolutions calling upon Israel—as Israel had promised—to take " struction whatever down there. Since 1966 the [Israeli] Ministry of
them back, or compensate them for their losses. The list of human = Housing has not built a single unit of habitation in old Nazareth.
indignities and, by any impartial standard, the record of immoral " [Yoseph Elgazi in Zo Hadareh, July 30, 1975
subjugation practiced by Israel against the Palestinian Arab rem- =
nant is bloodcurdling, particularly if counterpointed with that record | The drama of a ruling minority is vividly enacted in Nazareth.
one hears the chorus of praise to Israeli democracy. As if to pay that “With all its advantages, upper—that is, Jewish—Nazareth contains
wretched 120,000 (now about 650,000) for its temerity in staying 116,000 residents; below it, the Arab city has a population of 45,000.
where it did not belong, Israel took over the Emergency Defense *Clearly the Jewish city benefits from the network of resources for
Regulations, used by the British to handle Jews and Arabs during ‘Jews. Non-Jews are surgically excluded. The rift between them and
the mandate period from 1922 to 1948. The regulations had been a ‘the Jews is intended by Zionism to signify a state of absolute differ-
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ence between the two groups, not merely one of degree. If every Jew
in Israel represents “the whole Jewish people”—which is a popula-
tion made up not only of the Jews in Israel, but also of generations
of Jews who existed in the past (of whom the present Israelis are the
remnant) and those who exist in the future, as well as those who
live elsewhere—the non-Jew in Israel represents a permanent ban-
ishment from his as well as all other past, present, and future bene-
fits in Palestine. The non-Jew lives a meager existence in villages
without libraries, youth centers, theaters, cultural centers; most
Arab villages, according to the Arab mayor of Nazareth, who speaks
with the unique authority of a non-Jew in Israel, lack electricity,
telephone communications, health centers; none has any sewage
systems, except Nazareth itself, which is only partly serviced by one;
none has paved roads or streets. For whereas the Jew is entitled to
the maximum, the non-Jew is given a bare minimum. Out of a total
work force of 80,000 Arab workers, 60,000 work in Jewish enter-
prises. “These workers regard their town and villages as nothing but
places of residence. Their only prosperous ‘industry’ is the creation
and supply of manpower.”* Manpower without political signifi-
cance, without a territorial base, without cultural continuity; for the
non-Jew in Israel, if he dared to remain after the Jewish state
appeared in 1948, there was only the meager subsistence of being
there, almost powerless except to reproduce himself and his misery
more or less endlessly.

Until 1966, the Arab citizens of Isracl were ruled by a military gov-
ernment exclusively in existence to control, bend, manipulate, ter-
rorize, tamper with every facet of Arab life from birth virtually to
death. After 1966, the situation is scarcely better, as an unstoppable

series of popular riots and demonstrations testify; the Emergency

Defense Regulations were used to expropriate thousands of acres of

Arab lands, either by declaring Arab property to be in a security
zone or by ruling lands to be absentee property (even if, in many
cases, the absentees were present—a legal fiction of Kafkaesque

subtlety). Any Palestinian can tell you the meaning of the Absen- :

tee’s Property Law of 1950, the Land Acquitision Law of 1953, the

Law for the Requisitioning of Property in Time of Emergency
(1949), the Prescription Law of 1958. Moreover, Arabs were and are {
forbidden to travel freely, or to lease land from Jews, or ever to
speak, agitate, be educated freely. There were instances when cur-
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fews were suddenly imposed on villages and then, when it was man-
ifestly impossible for the working people to know of the curfew, the
i_.“‘guilty” peasants were summarily shot; the most wantonly br"utal
. episode took place at Kafr Kassim in October 1956, during which 49
E_unarmed peasants were shot by the frontier guard, a particularly
 efficient section of the Israeli army. After a certain amount of scan-
dal the officer in charge of the operation was brought to trial, found
guilty, and then punished with a fine of one pilaster (less than one
cent).
. Since occupying the West Bank and Gaza in 1967, Israel has
Ti.gcquired approximately a million more Arab subjects. Its record has
- been no better, but this has not been surprising.>° Indeed, the best
_introduction to what has been taking place in the Occupied Territo-
ies is the testimony of Israeli Arabs who suffered through Israeli
f_legal brutality before 1967. See, for instance, Sabri Jiryis's The Arabs
in Israel or Fouzi al-Asmar’s To Be an Arab in Israel or Elia T.
Zwrayk's The Palestinians in Israel: A Study in Internal Colonialism.
Israel’s political goal has been to keep the Arabs pacified, never
capable of preventing their continued domination by Israel. When-
fever a nationalist leader gains a little stature, he is either deported,
-g_‘;:mprlsoncd (without trial), or he disappears; Arab houses (approxi-
-mately 17,000) are blown up by the army to make examples of
- nationalist offenders; censorship on everything written by or about
‘:;Ambs prevails; every Arab is directly subject to military regulations.
*ln order to disguise repression and to keep it from disturbing the
tranquillity of Israeli consciousness, a corps of Arab experts—Israeli
Jews who understand the Arab “mentality"—has grown up. One of
?hem, Amnon Lin, wrote in 1968 that “the people trusted us and
Bave us a freedom of action that has not been enjoyed by any other
up in the country, in any field.” Consequently,

LR

lolver time we have attained a unique position in the state as
experts, and no one dares to challenge our opinions or our actions.
We are represented in every department of government, in the His-
tadrut and in the political parties; every department and office has
its “Arabists” who alone act for their minister among the Arabs.!

Ahis quasi government interprets, and rules the Arabs behind a
ade of privileged expertise. When visiting liberals wish to find
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out about “the Arabs,” they are given a suitably cosmetic picture.’ = since unlike Jews, whose natural increase is 1.5 percent annually,
Meanwhile, of course, Isracli settlements on occupied territories ‘the Arabs increase at a yearly rate of 5.9 percent. Moreover, he
multiply (over ninety of them since 1967); the logic of colonization assumes that it is national policy for the Arabs to be kept inferior,
after 1967 follows the same pattern, resulting in the same displace- although they may be naturally susceptible to nationalist restless-
ments of Arabs as before 1948.3 | ness. The main thing, however, is to make sure that in areas like
There are Zionism and Israel for Jews, and Zionism and Israel for 1 Galilee the density of the Arab population, and consequently its
non-Jews. Zionism has drawn a sharp line between Jew and non- potential for trouble, be reduced, contained, weakened. Therefore,
Jew; Israel built a whole system for keeping them apart, including he suggested that it is necessary to
the much admired (but completely apartheid) kibbutzim, to which
no Arab has ever belonged. In effect, the Arabs are ruled by a sepa- - expand and deepen Jewish settlement in areas where the contiguity
rate government premised on the impossibility of isonomic rule for ~ of the Arab population is prominent, and where they number con-
both Jews and non-Jews. Out of this radical notion it became nat- siderably more than the Jewish population; examine the possibility
ural for the Arab Gulag Archipelago to develop its own life, to create of diluting existing Arab population concentrations. Special atten-
its own precision, its own detail. Uri Avneri put it this way to the = tion must be paid to border areas in the country’s northwest and to
Kssassat: : the Nazareth region. The approach and exigency of performance
have to deviate from the routine that has been adopted so far. Con-
A complete government . . . was created in the Arab sector, a secret currently, the state law has to be enforced so as to limit “breaking of
government, unsanctioned by law . . . whose members and methods ‘ new ground” by Arab settlements in various areas of the country.
are not known . . . to anyone. Its agents are scattered among the _'
ministries of government, from the Israel Lands Administration to The quasi-military strategy of these suggestions is very near the
the ministry of education and the ministry of religions. It makes surface. What we must also remark is Koenig’s unquestioning view
fateful decisions affecting [Arab] lives in unknown places without = of the Zionist imperatives he is trying to implement. Nothing in his
documents and communicates them in secret conversations or over report intimates any qualms about the plainly racial end his sugges-
the telephone. This is the way decisions are made about who goes to tions promote; nor does he doubt that what he says is thoroughly
the teachers’ seminar, or who will obtain a tractor, or who will be consistent with the history of Zionist policy toward those non-Jews
appointed to a government post, or who will receive financial subsi- who have had the bad luck to be on Jewish territory, albeit in disqui-
dies, or who will be elected to the Knesset, or who will be elected to etingly large numbers. He goes on to argue—logically—that any
the local council—if there is one—and so on for a thousand and one  Arab leaders who appear to cause trouble should be replaced, that
—— 1 ~ the government should set about to “create” (the word has an
‘ “almost theological tone very much in keeping with Jewish policy
But from time to time there have been inadvertent insights into toward Arabs) “new [Arab] figures of high intellectual standard, fig-
government for Arabs in Israel given to watchful observers. The - ures who are equitable and charismatic,” and completely acceptable
most unguarded example was a secret report by Israel Koenig, to the Israeli rulers. Moreover, in “dissipating” the restless national-
northern district (Galilee) commissioner of the ministry, written for ist leaders, whose main sin seems to be that they encourage other
the then Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin on “handling the Arabs in natives to chafe at their enforced inferiority, the government should
Israel.” (The full text was subsequently leaked to Al-Hamishmar on form a “special team . . . to examine the personal habits of . . . lead-
September 7, 1976.) Its contents make chilling reading, but they ful- ers and other negative people and this information should he made
fill the assumptions of Zionism toward its victims, the non-Jews. = available to the electorate.”
Koenig frankly admits that Arabs present a demographic problem = Not content then with “diluting” and manipulating the Arab citi-
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zens of Israel, Koenig goes on to suggest ways for economically - of the graduates, according to their qualifications. This policy can be
“neutralizing” and “encumbering” them. Very little of this can be _ . implemented thanks to the time available (a number of years) in
effective, however, unless there were some method of somehow " which the authorities may plan their steps.

checkmating the “large population of frustrated intelligentsia forced

by a mental need to seek relief. Expressions of this are directed :' Were such ideas to have been formulated by Stalinists or
against the Israeli establishment of the state.” Koenig appeared to Orwellian socialists or even Arab nationalists, the liberal outery
think it natural enough for Arabs to be kep[ frustrated, for in read- ‘l‘WOll]d be deafenlng Koenlgs suggu,tlons, however, seem univer-
ing his suggestions there is little to remind one that Arabs are sally justified by the logic of events pitting a small, valiant Western
people, or that his report was written not about Jews by a Nazi dur- - population of Jews against a vast and amorphous, metastasizing and
ing World War 11, but in 1976 by a Jew about his Arab co-citizens. '~ ruinously mindless Arab population. Nothing in Koenig's report
The master stroke of Koenig's plan comes when he discusses the ~ conflicts with the basic dichotomy in Zionism, that is, benevolence
social engineering required to use the Arab’s backward “Levantine toward Jews and an essential but paternalistic hostility toward
character” against itself. Since Arabs in Israel are a disadvantaged Arabs. Moreover, Koenig himself writes from the standpoint of an
community, this reality must be enhanced as follows: ‘; ideologist or theorist as well as from a position of authority and
- power within Israeli society. As a ruler of Arabs in Israel, Koenig

a) The reception criteria for Arab university students should be the ~ expresses both an official attention to the well-being of Jews, whose

same as for Jewish students and this must also apply to the granting = ' interests he maintains and protects, and a paternalistic, managerial

of scholarships. ‘dominance over inferior natives. His position is therefore conse-
A meticulous implementation of these rules will produce a nat- crated by the institutions of the Jewish state; licensed by them, he
ural selection [the Darwinian terminology speaks eloquently for thinks in terms of a maximum future for Jews and a minimal one for

itself] and will considerably reduce the number of Arab students. = non-Jews. All of these notions are perfectly delivered in the follow-
Accordingly, the number of low-standard graduates will also = ing paragraph from his report:

decrease, a fact that will facilitate their absorption in work after

studies [the plan here is to make certain that young Arabs would eas- Law enforcement in a country with a developing society like that of

Israel is a problem to be solved with flexibility, care and much wis-
dom. At the same time, however, the administrative and executive
authority in the Arab sector must be aware of the existence of the
law and its enforcement so as to avoid erosion.>

ily be assimilated into menial jobs, thus ensuring their intellectual
emasculation].

b) Encourage the channeling of students into technical profes-
sions, the physical and natural sciences. These studies leave less
time for dabbling in nationalism and the dropout rate is higher.
[Koenig's ideas about the incompatibility between science and
human values go C. P. Snow one better. Surely this is a sinister
instance of the use of science as political punishment; it is new even

Between Weizmann and Koenig there exists an intervening
fpenod of several decades. What was visionary projection for the for-
~mer became for the latter a context of actual law. From Weizmann's
to the history of colonialism.] ] poch to Koenig's, Zionism for the native Arabs in Palestine had

¢) Make trips abroad for studies easier, while making the return = ‘been converted from an advancing encroachment upon their lives to
and employment more difficult—this policy is apt to encourage their ‘a settled reality—a nation-state—enclosing them within it. For Jews
emigration. ; alter 1948, Israel not only realized their political and spiritual hopes,

d) Adopt tough measures at all levels against various agitators continued to be a beacon of opportunity guiding those of them
among college and university students. ill living in Diaspora, and keeping those who lived in former Pales-

e) Prepare absorption possibilities in advance for the better part tine on the frontier of Jewish development and self-realization. For
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the Arab Palestinians, Israel meant one essentially hostile fact and 1 conceptual, much less institutional, apparatus for coming humanel
" several unpleasant corollaries. After 1948 every Palestinian disap- B0 terms with the Palestinian actualities, P fhan ane'ﬁ
peared nationally and legally. Some Palestinians reappeared juridi- B come from that quarter. The powerfully inﬂuenlialAmcrican?: \:ﬂh

cally as “non-Jews” in Israel; those who left become “refugees” and " community still imposes its money and its reductive view of th?:,s
later some of those acquired new Arab, European, or American iden- BB the Israeli will. Then, too, one must not overlook the even mofz
tities. No Palestinian, however, lost his “old” Palestinian identity. | redoubtable U.S. defense establishment, more than a match for the
Out of such legal fictions as the nonexistent Palestinian in Israel business sector’s hunger over oil-bloated Arab markets, as it contin.
and elsewhere, however, the Palestinian has finally emerged—and " ues to heap advanced weapons on an Israel and n(,)w an Egypt
with a considerable amount of international attention prepared at § primed daily to combat “radicalism,” the Soviet Union. or - o%l):zr
last to take critical notice of.Zionist theory and praxis. : .: . of the United States’ geopolitical bugbears. The net e%fect in unre-
The outcry in the West after the 1975 “Zionism is racism” resolu- ' strained Israeli militarism is accurately indicated by a Ha'aretz arti-

tion was passed in the United Nations was doubtless a genuine one. " cle (March 24, 1978) celebrating the Lebanese adventure in the
Israel’s Jewish achievements—or rather its achievements on behalf following terms:

of European Jews, less so for the Sephardic (Oriental) Jewish
majority—stand before the Western world; by most standards they What has happened last week, has shown to evervone who has eyes

are considerable achievements, and it is right that they not sloppily = L inhis head, that the Israeli defense force is today an American Army
be tarnished with the sweeping rhetorical denunciation associated

¥

. both in the quantity : ali its i : ifles
with “racism.” For the Palestinian Arab who has lived through and 2 tmup-carrier:-], the ktyl: :]il:]c;l:::i :Ifcl;:Fel?{ulllljanr:z:t\;’izr:ethr:i]rt/:‘mt:?
who has now studied the procedures of Zionism toward him and his B ican motors, are a testimony that will convince everybody. :
land, the predicament is complicated, but not finally unclear. He g '
knows that the Law of Return allowing a Jew immediate entry into " But even this paean to what its author calls Israel’s “overflowin
Israel just as exactly prevents him from returning to his home; he military equipment” is equaled in pernicious inﬂuen‘ce by Westerrg|
also knows that Israeli raids killed thousands of civilians, all on the and Israeli intellectuals who have continued to celebrate Israel and
acceptable pretext of fighting terrorism,*® but in reality because ionism unblinkingly for thirty years. They have perfe-clly played
Palestinians as a race have become synonymous with unregenerate, = the role of Gramsci's “experts in legitimation,” dishonest and irra-
essentially unmotivated terrorism; he understands, without perhaps tional despite their protestations on behalf of, wisdom and human-
being able to master, the intellectual process by which his violated Jity. Check the disgraceful record and you will find only a small
humanity has been transmuted, unheard and unseen, into praise | '}landful—among them Noam Chomsky, Israel Shahak, 1. F. Stone
for the ideology that has all but destroyed him. Racism is too vague Elmer Berger, Judah Magnes—who have tried to see w,ha;t ‘Zilnnism,
a term: Zionism is Zionism. For the Arab Palestinian, this tautology d to the Palestinians not just once in 1948, but over the years. It is
has a sense that is perfectly congruent with, but exactly the opposite ‘one of the most frightening cultural episodes of the cc;llurvl this
of, what it says to Jews. 1 “almost total silence about Zionism’s doctrines for and treatm;.:nt of
Burdened with a military budget draining off 35 percent of its = (the native Palestinians. Any self-respecting intellectual is willin
Gross National Product, isolated except for its few and increasingly today (o say something about human rights abuses in Argeminag
critical Atlantic friends, beset with social, political, and ideological ' Chile, or South Africa, yet when irrefutable evidence of Israeli re-,
issues it can deal with only by retreating from them entirely, Israel Ventive detention, torture, population transfer, and dcportat.ios of
today faces a grim future. President Sadat’s mission of peace has at Palestinian Arabs is presented, literally nolhin;; is said. The merest
last occasioned the semblance of opposition to Begin's fossilized urances that democracy is being respected in Israel are enou -h
theological madness, but it is doubtful whether in the absence of a 10 impress a Daniel Moynihan or a Saul Bellow, t';)r iﬁstance, ll’l%:ll
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all is well on the moral front. But perhaps the true extent of this
state-worship can only be appreciated when one reads of a meeting
held in 1962 between Martin Buber and Avraham Aderet, published
in the December 1974 issue of Petahim, an Israeli religious quar-
terly. Aderet is extolling the army as a character-building experience
for young men, and uses as an instance an episode during the 1956
war with Egypt when an officer ordered a group of soldiers simply to
kill “any Egyptian prisoners of war . . . who were in our hands.” A
number of volunteers then step forward and the prisoners are duly
shot, although one of the volunteers avers that “he closed his eyes
when he shot.” At this point Aderet says: “There is no doubt that
this test can bring a confusion to every man of conscience and of
experience of life, and even more so to young boys who stand at the
beginning of their lives. The bad thing which happened is not the
confusions in which those young men were during the time of the
deed, but in the internal undermining which took place in them
afterwards.” To this edifying interpretation, Buber—moral philoso-
pher, humane thinker, former binationalist—can say only: “This is a
great and true story, you should write it down.” Not one word about
the story’s horror, or of the situation making it possible.

But just as no Jew in the last hundred years has been untouched
by Zionism, so too no Palestinian has been unmarked by it. Yet it
must not be forgotten that the Palestinian was not simply a function
of Zionism. His life, culture, and politics have their own dynamic
and ultimately their own authenticity.
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