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Introduction
This thesis tests the proposition that the history of relations between Native
Americans and the United States government bears significant parallels to that of the
Palestinian people and the Zionist movement/Israeli government. These parallels
include the ideological tenets, the economics, military approaches, and the diplomacy
of the occupiers in each instance. The paper aims, by way of a case study, to
examine, on the one hand, the fate of the Cherokee Nation in the southeast of the

USA from 1776 to 1900, and on the other, the history of Palestinian Zionist relations

from 1882 to the year 2000,

The paper, through devising a framework that encompasses the main aspects of the
two processes of colonization and through tracing the main characteristics of the two
colonialist systems, aims to show the parallels between the two cases, not simply in
an attempt to equate the processes but to examine their differences, too. The paper
also tests the basic principles and modalities upon which each system was built. A
brief presentation is given on both peoples to serve two purposes: to provide a socio-
economic and political background of the peoples, with a more human face and,

secondly, to refute some of the conquerors claims and myths created around their

existence and nature.

In the wake of a long process of occupation that lasted for more than a hundred years
and  was characterized by encirclement, expulsion, massacres but not to the degree of
extermination, Palestinians felt that the Oslo agreements came finally to bring justice

for them. Looking at the Cherokee history and learning that about 16 treaties of



“eternal peace and friendship” were signed with the United States government the
researcher was curious to look beyond the surface resemblance and deeper into the
whole process of colonization to understand the shared aspects. One should note that
in each case, the signature of treaties between the parties came at the end of a long
process of ideological, economic and military subjugation and the research will
reflect this fact. The researcher therefore argues that the rationalization and the
process of the conquest in the two cases are quite similar and wishes to test the prima

face resemblance between the two conflicts.
More specifically, the similarities are the following:

The ideology that underlies the conquest in both cases which is expressed
in the rhetoric and which employs religious doctrines and creeds; it holds

comparison between Zionism and colonialism;

The mechanisms that were employed in each case and which included war,

massacres, genocide, removal, settlements, transfer, land appropriation, .. .;

And peace treaties and agreements: tracing the political treaties, their
purposes, implementation (or non-implementation) and the employment of force,

deception, exploitation of the Natives and fragments of leadership.

The researcher adopts the historical, comparative and analytical approaches of all
available documents and written material on the two topics in trying to make the
comparison between the two cases and in better understanding the factors that played

in each case. She utilizes written resources in both Arabic and English in her attempt
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to study the topic thoroughly. She tries to foresee the outcomes of the current
colonization process and the final status negotiations basing her analysis on what
happened to the Cherokee Nation some 200 years ago and what has occurred in the
Palestinian arena to date. The paper tries to study in a pure academic spirit the
impact of the political agreements on the future of the two nations under research and

how they were employed as a substitute to accomplish what the wars failed to fulfill.

The importance of this study is that it introduces the Native Americans’ experience
and case with the United States government as a totally new subject to Palestinian
students who know very little about that historical experience. It aims at introducing
aspects of the life of the Cherokee Nation as an example of other Native American
Nations who had faced, in one way or another, the same destiny. In addition, it aims
to present their political struggle and provide the Palestinian reader a sense of the
society and culture of the Cherokee Nation as one of the indigenous peoples
inhabiting the American continent long before the United States existed. The
Cherokee are one of the Native American Nations that lived in the southeast part of
the continent. They first made contact with English settlement in the mid-17"
century. The English conquered parts of their lands but the Americans finished the
task, implementing an all-out land confiscation and transferring the whole nation
west. The English colonists aimed to establish a pure white state just as the Israelis
aimed to create a pure Jewish state on the land of Palestine. The American war of

Independence was just like Israel’s war of conquest. Continental commanders carried

out their work smoothly, cutting up every Indian corn field and burning every Indian
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town.  Settlers helped the commanders by gathering to massacre even friendly
Indians at their hunting grounds. The colonists insisted they were in a state of self-
defense in their war with the Cherokee Nation, something that is so similar to the
Palestinian case in 1948. The flight of the Cherokee nation in the heat of the war
gave the Americans title to the land. The treaties that followed forced on the
Cherokees massive new cessions of land, and although it promised to start a new era
of peace between the two parties, it did not do so. The white man violated all the
signed treaties and each new treaty spurred them to further encroach on Cherokee
territory.  Just as the Oslo Accords between the Palestinians and the Israelis were the
results of coercion and reflected the prevailing balance of power, so were the treaties
signed between the Cherokee and the US government. The ultimate aim of the white
settlers in the US was to obtain the land and it did not matter whether that was
accomplished by war or by treaty. This is familiar to the Palestinian case, for Israeli
settlement activities and land expropriation have increased at alarming rates
following the signing of the peace agreements. Altogether there were 16 treaties of
“peace and friendship” between the Cherokee and the US government and, thus far,
five agreements and memorandums have been signed between Palestinians and the
Israelis. Cherokee resistance to the acts of conquest was described as “savagery” just
as Palestinian resistance is called “terrorism” today. Similarities between the two
cases appear also in tyrannous laws, their purpose to evacuate the land. The strategy,
as stated by Andrew Jackson, that “You must get clear of them by legislation. Take
judicial jurisdiction over their country; build fires around them and do indirectly what

you cannot do directly” is the policy Israel adopted in its repressive rules in the West
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Bank and Gaza Strip. Policies including imprisonment, indignities, persecution and
even death were practiced against the Cherokee nation, as they are practiced by
Israelis against the Palestinians. The study comes at a decisive moment in Palestinian
history when the Palestinians are trying to break out from the strangling policies and
settlement war waged against them and through negotiating a resolution, granted it
gives them part of their rights. The coming negotiations will determine once and for
all the future of the Palestinian people. The study occurs seven years after the signing
of the Oslo agreement. It serves as an assessment of the whole Palestinian experience
in light of the Cherokees’ experience and thus serves to reveal both the conqueror and
the conquered actions since they are bound to recur over time. Therefore, carrying
out such research that examines a very similar case in recent history can be of major
importance to the Palestinian policy makers and individuals who can benefit from
previous experience. It is also important for Palestinian academics and students in
addition to students of international studies and political science who are interested in
learning more about both the Palestinians and the Cherokee nation because it is

carried out for the genuine purpose of education.

The personal reason for this study is that the researcher herself is a refugee residing in
a refugee camp and whose grandparents lost their homeland following the Israeli
conquest of Palestine. She feels that the Palestinian question is her own case and
studying it is the least she can contribute to helping her own nation. She feels that a
just solution to the Palestinian question can only be reached if Palestinians understand

what really happened, how it happened and, overcoming their sense of victimhood
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and obsession with their own trauma, learn from other nations’ experiences. In this
respect the Cherokee Nation’s removal, their treaties and the situation in which they
live today can help Palestinians. The interest for this topic came after the researcher
visited several Native American reservations in the United States and Canada in the
summer of 1998. During her visit that lasted 35 days, the researcher learnt so much
about the history of the Native Americans, their traditions, and their spirituality. She
was also introduced to the political treaties that they signed with the government of
the United States and felt she was reading a chapter of her own nation’s history. She
created so many strong friendships that, feeling obliged and committed to them, she
feels it is her duty to spread their story because it is a story of another injustice
largely ignored and given the cold shoulder by the international community. It is also
an experience that reflects the interaction of power, interest and colonialism -- major

factors that have important play in the Palestinian case.
The study aims to answer several questions; among them are:

Will the Palestinians future be the same as the Cherokee nation and is there

a chance to avoid such a black end?

Is the destiny of the Palestinian nation an escapable one, i.e. is there a way

out?  What are the factors that can be used and manipulated to change the future

of Palestine?

How can Palestinians learn from previous experiences in negotiating with

the Israeli side?
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The study is divided into four chapters in addition to an introduction and a

conclusion.

In the first chapter the researcher sets the ground for the research by exposing the
history of colonialism, its definitions, the mentality of colonialism, the idea of race
and how it has been employed to ensure control over non-white races. The researcher
believes that this introduction is very important because it was at play in both case
studies.  The second chapter provides a historical presentation of the Native
Americans such as who are they, and the Cherokee Nation in particular, their origins,
their evolution, where they lived, their culture and languages, their beliefs, their
spirituality, and provides a short presentation of the Palestinian people, too. The aim
of this chapter is to show that the two nations existed, had their own patterns of
inhabitation in their home countries and were making progress in their cultures just as
any other nation in the world. The third chapter will be the body of the research
and will focus for the most part on the origins of the two political conflicts: the
ideology from which each sprang and the mechanisms involved in implementing the
ideology including wars, settlements, massacres, confiscation of land, destruction of
villages, etc. This chapter will set the ground for the next chapter. The fourth
chapter will focus on the political agreements and treaties. It will start by
defining treaties and agreements according to international law. Then it will study
carefully and compare some of the treaties that were signed between the conflicting

parties in each case A conclusion will then be drawn revealing some of the

differences in the two cases.



Although it has not been easy for me to carry out my study for the lack of resources
that deal with the topic, especially on Cherokees, I was able to collect a long list of
books, documents and articles that dealt with each conflict. My hope is that the

material that I use will establish the information needed to investigate my hypothesis.



Chapter I

Settler Colonialism: Concepts, Strategies and
Means of Control

“Not so very long ago, the earth numbered two thousand million
inhabitants: five hundred million men, and one thousand five hundred
million natives. The former had the Word; the others had the use of
"
What happened is the question that poses itself before any person looking at the
history of humanity on this earth and trying to understand its processes and
development. Since the argument of this thesis is focused on comparing a pattern
of behavior assumed to be identical in its general lines exhibited by European
western settlers who have formed political entities in non-European lands; the
pattern is quite clear in the cases of the USA and Israel. To begin examining this
subject, there is a need to put the study in its historical context in terms of the
period that the two cases belonged to and were the product of. By doing so, the
researcher wishes to help the reader better comprehend the two cases in terms of
time span, and she believes that it is rewarding in attempting to predict the course
which events may take in future.

The intention of the researcher in tackling the issue of colonialism, settler
colonialism and imperialism in the following chapter is to compare the static and
dynamic mechanisms that have shaped settler colonialism in its recognizable form

manifested in the two cases under study. The researcher believes there is a need

'Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, Grove Press, New York, 1963, p.7.



to shed light on “the abstract model” that reflects settler colonialism, which is

common to the cases of North America and Palestine.

Colonialism, Settler Colonialism and Imperialism: Definitions,
Development and Processes:

Before dealing with the claims of settler colonialism to non-European lands, it is
essential to present definitions of colonialism and imperialism, differences
between traditional colonialism and settler colonialism and the relationship of
colonialism to imperialism.

First, there is a need to distinguish between colonization, an age-old subject of
historical study and colonialism. In his attempt to differentiate between the two
terms which tend nowadays to be used interchangeably, Herbert Luthy suggests
that colonialism “seems to have come to us from international rostrums where
diplomats and propagandists wage the psychological wars of today; and to my
taste it has that Basic English quality of an international vocabulary ready-made

for simultaneous translation, where the suggestive power of words is in inverse
relation to their accuracy™ . Luthy claims that colonialism in its current use seems
to be used as a synonym for imperialism, or more generally, of domination of one
country by another, or by the rules of another country. Thus it can be said that

colonialism “designates certain forms of imperialism or foreign domination which

are past and gone, or the last shaky remnants of which are condemned to
disappear rapidly.””  According to Funk and Wagnalls Standard Dictionary of

English Language colonialism is “the policy of a nation seeking to acquire,

? George H. Nadel, Imperialism and Colonialism, The Macmillan Company, New York, 1964 p.
27.

\

Ibid



extend, or retain overseas dependencies.” The dictionary also lists imperialism as
a synonym for colonialism.

Colonization, on the other hand, according to Merrian Webster’s Collegiate
Dictionary, since it was not listed in the earlier mentioned dictionary, means an
act or instance of colonizing which is given the meaning of establishing a colony
on or of. Therefore, it is colonization that will be the focus of this thesis since it is
the dynamic process that led to the occupation of the lands.

Among the various definitions found for colonialism, there are two main shared
aspects including the tendency of certain countries to dominate other countries
and peoples and the entailing of one or another form of expansion at the expense

of others.*

- i ' 5 :
Colonialism can take one of six forms according to Yorgen Osterhamel . The six

forms are:

1) Massive Immigration of Entire Population and Societies: This must
necessarily result from a military victory over or suppression of another people of
a certain targeted land. The causes for such massive immigration can be
numerous, among them are the high fertility rates of a certain country, the need
for an environmental outlet, religious persecution in the motherland, and the
availability of resources. This kind of movement leads to the formation of new
strong and unstable entities. It does not lead to the creation of colonies because

observing centers cease to exist. An example of this rare form is the case of Cape

3 George Jabbour, Settler Colonialism in South Afvica and the Middle East. PLO Research Center
Beirut, August 1970, p. 11, '
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Boers’ population who voluntarily moved into South Africa between 1836-1854.
The result of their immigration was the establishment of two local Baoer
communities in two provinces, Orange Free and Transvaal.

2) Massive Individual Immigration: This happens when individuals, families or
small groups leave their home country and head to another one. The main motive
leading to such movement is seeking better economical lives. The immigrants do
not create a new colony, but they are integrated in multi-ethnic societies.
However, the immigrants tend to live in pockets “symbolic colonies™ in order to
preserve their social as well as cultural identities. This occurred with the Chinese
immigrants living in China town inthe USA. Such movement can happen as a
result of compulsory forces or it can happen by choice.

3) Borders’ Colony: It entails conquering massive areas of land across borders to
be used for agricultural purposes and/or their richness in natural resources. This
process necessitates settlements. Therefore, there is a need to combine labor,
capital and natural resources in a certain place. Establishing colonies as separate
political units is scarcely connected to such form of colonialism. In spite of that,
such incidents have happened; for example in the case of colonizing North
America which expanded from the East Coast colonies to the rest of the continent.

4) Overseas Settling Colonization: This type requires the establishment of
“outside settlements”. The classic example of this is settling colonization of the
English in North America. The groups that established the settlements tried to
build an economy independent of both the mother country’s and the indigenous
people’s. This type of colonialism has two main forms. The first one is “the New
England” form which required the growth of settlement farmer population and

removal of the indigenous people as they had no economic value to the settlers



The second form of settling colonialism occurs when a strong political minority of
settlers, removes, usually with the support of the colonizing power, the indigenous
farmers from their fertile lands and uses them as laborers. Settlers of this kind
keep pressuring to take over more and more land. The latter form of settling
colonialism that is called “the African” differs from the former, “the New
England” in that it depends on indigenous people as workers. This fact explains
why the latter form of settling colonialism is unstable. A third form of settling
colonialism resolves the problem of labor through replacing the indigenous
laborers with foreign slaves, usually black people, after it throws out the native
population.  The imported slaves are used to support the economy of large
plantations. An example of this is the British Caribbean where black slaves
represented about 90% of the population in 1970,

5) Empire Building Wars: This represents the classic form of one nation ruling
another. It requires that the existing imperialist center continues to acquire the
resources it needs to remain the ultimate source of legitimate power. An example
of this is the Arab Islamic expansion of the eighth century. It should be
understood, however, that a central unified empire cannot exist for ever.

6) Maritime Stations: This type involves systematic building of commercial
factories that are secured by military forces. An example of this is the British
hold of Calcutta, Bombay and Madras of 1820. The aim of this form is to ensure
commercial hegemony; it also has strategic importance of preserving interests,
Colonization, therefore, should be distinguished from colonies since the former
did not always entail the establishment of colonies. The scope of this paper is
manifested in settler colonization that should also be distinguished from

traditional colonization. What distinguishes settler colonization is its declared



espousal of discrimination on the basis of race, color, or creed. ~And while
traditional colonialism is based on overseas colonialist agents which can therefore
be easily dismantled, settler colonization is based on settlers who are well

entrenched in the lands they acquire which makes it very difficult to dismantle
them”.  In addition to the concepts of domination and expansion that were

encompassed in the definition, three elements must be taken into consideration.
The first one is related to the relationship between the colonizer and the colonized.
It is a relationship between a society that was deviated of its normal
developmental course and its employment to serve the colonizers’ interest. The
second element is related to the cultural difference between the colonizer and the
colonized. It was expected that the colonized would have to accept the culture,
values and traditions of the colonizer. As for the third element, theoreticians of
colonialism and European expansionism have always presented it as a cosmic
mission of saving the heathens and advancing primitive barbarians. The mission
was always portrayed, as a burden that white men had to bear since their

civilization is the most advanced one.’

Territorial expansion started as a result of geographical discoveries of the
fourteenth, fifteenth and sixteenth centuries. After explorers returned to their
countries with good tidings of the existence of new lands, politicians, merchants
and missionaries started thinking of new ways to utilize the discoveries.
Therefore, “at the turn of the seventeenth century, European powers were

exploring the far reaches of the globe. Each country differed in its approach to the

" George Jabbour, Settler Colonialism in South Africa and the Middle East., p.8.

7
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world outside Europe. Dutch and English interests were often represented by
private companies or groups of aristocrats to whom a proprietary patent would be

issued, as manifest by the activities of the East Indies company or the early
e arica” © he sei f the newly discovered
settlement of America” °. The purposes for the seizure o y

lands were economic, political, strategic, but they were wrapped up 1n great
virtual slogans. The major theme was described as the burden and the mission
that the white man had to bear. The white man’s virtues gained their credibility
from the belief that the great European powers are the most civilized. Espousing

the ideals of Christianity, democracy, race, good and organized government and

i ; S,
modern technology qualified him for such a mission”.

The worldwide expansion movement proceeded in various forms as was discussed
earlier and in different discontinuous waves. The first wave took the primitive
sense of the word in colonizing the virgin lands in North America, Argentina,
Australia and Siberia. In these cases, European immigrants developed societies
that were free from political control of Europe. The second wave took the forms
of scattered European trading posts and plantation settlements and had limited
influence on the hinterland. The third wave started with the industrial revolution
in Europe. The revolution re-awakened and extended the fever of exploration and

revived even the crusading spirit of conquistadors. This led to a race among the

] 3 g - = 5 " g
Barbara Arneil, John Locke and America, the Defense of English Colonialism, Clarendon Press

London, 1996, p. 45,

! George Jabbour, Settler Colonialism of South Africa and the Middle Fast., p. 12.



different European nations. Each nation carved out immense unknown territories
that were never able really to colonize'’.

The third stage of colonialism gave rise to the theory of colonial imperialism.
Imperialism is “a practice by which powerful nations or peoples seek to extend
and maintain control or influence over weaker nations or peoples.”” While some
scholars connect imperialism with the economic expansion of capitalist states,
others limit it to the European expansion after 1870.'* Like colonialism, it
connotes a tendency of certain countries to dominate other countries and peoples
and it entails one or another form of expansion'”. The main difference between

colonialism and imperialism is that colonialism entails usually formal political
control that involves the annexation of territories and sovereignty loss;
imperialism, however, refers to formal or informal, direct or indirect, political or

economic control. Imperialism is also an old phenomenon that can be traced to

14

the Empire of Alexander the Great and the Roman Empire. Motives that

enhance this form of expansion by imperialist countries can be economic; political
to posture the desire for power, prestige, security and diplomatic advantages vis-a-

vis other states; ideological to spread political, cultural or religious beliefs and
reactive to the existence of a weaker or unstable periphery.15 The period of

imperialism lies in the three decades from 1884 to 1914, which separate the 19"

v George Nadel, Imperialism and Colonialism., pp 30-31.
' www encarta,msn,.com; Imperialism, p.1
" Ibid.
" George Jabbour, Settler Colonialism in South A |[frica and the Middle East., p. 11.
" w.encarta.msn.com; mperialism, p.1
" Ibid., p.2



century from the 20" These three decades ended with the scramble of Africa and
the birth of pan-movements. The political emancipation of the bourgeoisie was the
central inner-European event of the imperialist period. The uniqueness of that
class was being the first in history to achieve economic pre-eminence without
aspiring to political rule. Because it had developed within, and together with, the
nation-state, it ruled over and beyond a class divided society. Decisions were left
to the state, even when the bourgeoisie had established itself as the ruling class.
The struggle between the state and the bourgeoisie class started only when the
nation state proved unfit to serve the further growth of the capitalist economy.
The struggle continued unresolved until the German bourgeoisie staked

everything on Hitler’'s movement and aspired to rule with the help of the mob, but
it was in effect too late.'® “The bourgeoisie succeeded in destroying the nation-

state but won a Pyrrhic victory; the mob proved quite capable of taking care of

politics by itself and liquidated the bourgeoisie along with all other classes and

»17

institutions This period was marked by the slogan, “expansion is

e ”18 . . .
everything” ", Development of economics and trade of each country involved it a

way or another in world politics. Thus, imperialism is an entirely new concept in

the long history of political thought and actions “since it implies neither

temporary looting nor the more lasting assimilation of conquest.”w The concept

has its origins in the field of business speculation. Expansion was needed for

' Hannah Arendt, The ( Jrigins of Totalitarianism, Harcourt Brace & Company, F lorida, 1976, pp
123-124.

Y Ibid., p. 124,
'S Gertrude Millin, Rhodes, London, 1930, p. 138,

" Hannah Arendt, The ( Jrigins of Totalitarianism, p. 125.
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industrial growth because it meant increase in production of goods. When the

bourgeoisie class came up against national limitations to its economic expansion,
imperiali a2 iti ure, the nation-state, which is based
imperialism was born. The political structure, the natio ;

on the nation, does not suit unlimited growth. Instead it was the economic
structure that provided a reason for the bourgeoisie class to gain power. Ifa
nation-state attempted to stretch its political structure, this usually involved
conquering foreign peoples. Such conquering needed the conviction of the
conquering nation that it was imposing a superior law upon barbarians.
Conquering other people usually aroused national consciousness and desire for
sovereignty among the conquered people, which consequently defeated any
attempt  of empire building. Therefore, the system resulting, namely imperialism

is not empire building, and expansion is not conquest since the natives were left to
. 3 - 21 5
their own devices as far as culture, religion, and law were concerned.>’ “As it

was, the imperialist-minded businessmen were followed by civil servants who
wanted “the Africa to be left an African” while quite a few, who have not yet

outgrown what Harold Nicolson once called their “boyhood ideals”, wanted to

help them to “become a better Africa- whatever that may mean.”** In comparison

with colonialism, imperialism meant the export of money while the former meant
the export of people. People of all European countries with colonial possessions
believed that they could not live unless they had the trade of the world, The

imperialists wanted to expand political power but without the foundation of a

20

Ibid,
“UIbid., pp. 126-130
“Ibid., pp. 130-131
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body politic. The massive production and the over-saving resulted in surplus
money that needed to be re-produced in order to keep the machine of
accumulation going. Thus, foreign investment had started as an emergency

measure to be an outlet for the surplus money. It became, however, a permanent
; 3 : 3 23
feature for all economic systems as soon as it was protected by export of power.

The need to export surplus capital was accompanied by the need to export surplus
working power, the other by-product of capitalist production. This converted
workmen into imperialists and supporters of imperialism for they needed to work.
Imperialism appeared to be a lifesaver since it could provide a common interest
for a nation asa whole. Expansion appeared as a common economic interest for
everyone in the nation. It is this reason that made nationalism develop a tendency
towards imperialism, which consequently used the idea of the nation portrayed as

race. The idea of race was the seed for racism, which became the powerful
ideology of imperialistic policie:s.24 The idea of race held an important role in

outlining the ages of colonialism and imperialism.  Theodore Roosevelt
understood race “as the basic unit of human organization and used the concept to
bring order, regularity, and consistency to his world view. ....In addition, race

functioned as a unifying theme for social philosophy which awarded superior
pedigrees and penalized inferior ones.”% According to Jabbur, racism is a social

phenomenon, and the result of many interwoven factors. It has varied from a

“bid., pp. 132137,
“Ibid., pp. 150-153,

“Thomas G. Dyer, Theodore Roosevelt and the Idea of Race, Louisiana State University Press
1980, pp. 168-169 '
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2 . . 2 ’
vague feeling of being a distinctive group to an elaborate scientific theory. °It is

strange enough to find the roots of racism in France, the land of revolution and
equality. The idea of race developed among the French nobility and aristocrats in
their attempt to distinguish themselves from their fellow Frenchmen; therefore
they emphasized the superiority of the German race, to which they believed they
belonged. In contrast, German racial thinking was invented in an attempt to unite
Germans against other peoples. German racism developed after the unification of
the nation in 1870. What prepared the way intellectually for racial thinking in
Germany was the romantics emphasis on innate personality and natural nobility.
English race thinking appeared during the French Revolution. Having rejected the
principles of the French Revolution based on social equality, the British society

and mainly conservatists preferred “right of Englishmen” to “rights of men”. The
English felt that their rights were inherited and this was why they enjoyed them.”’

Thus, we see that the idea of race and the mission entailed by being a superior
race existed in the European communities; however, it was imperialism that
necessitated the invention of racism to present explanations, as well as excuses for

its deeds.”®

Thus, to sum up the difference between the three terms colonization, imperialism
and colonialism, the researcher quotes D.K. Fieldhouse who “maintains that in
current usage “imperialism” refers to the dynamics of empire-building, and

“colonialism™ refers to the subjugation of a (non-European) society which is the

O Jabbour, Settler Colonialism in Southern Africa and the Middle East, P. 57,
*" Hannah Arendt, The ( Jrigins of Totalitarianism, p. 175.
“ Ibid., p. 184,
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product of imperialism. Colonization describes the movement and permanent
settlement of people from one country in another where the immigrants intended
to establish societies similar as possible to those they had left behind: they were
not primarily concerned with the indigenous people they found overseas. The
special feature of “colonization”, he summarizes, “was thus the creation of
permanent and distinctively European communities in other parts of the world”,

though these communities have included a portion of indigenous population and
. . . » 29
in many cases also adjunct sections of a non-European labor force”.

This brief presentation of colonialism and imperialism, their development and
their relationship to each other has been introduced because the two cases covered
in the scope of this paper are the product of the previous historical processes.
Thus, there was a need to shed light on the atmosphere of colonialism and
imperialism,

In both cases (Palestine and America), the settlers’ pattern of behavior could be

expressed as follows:

I- Lands were considered vacant, This was done in order to give European
settlers the pretext to settle in those places on permanent basis. This was carried
out in the historical era that expanded between the modern geographical
discoveries and the modern imperialist expansion;

2- Indigenous cultures were characterized to be inferior to the European one and

were of savagery nature;

* Uri Ram, “The Colonization Perspective in Isracli Sociology”, in Ilan Pappe, Ed. The Israel-

Palestine Question, Rewriting Hisotiries, Routledge, London and New York, 1999 p. 60
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3- Systematic and feverish acquisition of land to ensure a physical geographical
basis for settlements;

4- Legitimizing their existence and the acquisition of land through issuing certain
colonial and imperialist acts and laws. Those rules played a successful role in
granting legitimacy in the orbit of colonialist-imperialist traditions;

5- Dealing with the natives in an inhumane and discriminatory manner,

[t is worth stressing that the settlers’ discriminatory treatment has been more
systematic, intense and brutal in nature compared to the discrimination that
marked traditional colonialism. The reasons for this are that the settler is always

there and he/she is in constant contact with the natives and wish to strengthen
: : i : Ee e 30
their entity on the account of weakening the natives’ culture and institutions.

The processes that were adopted by settler colonizers in both cases will be
discussed in detail in the coming chapters; however, there is a need to focus on the
immediate outcomes of colonization and imperialism that were used as pretexts to
conquering peoples and acquiring land. The two offshoots of the trees of
colonialism and imperialism that were used as pretexts and justification for
colonialism and imperialism are closely related. They intertwine and overlap at
certain times but they remain at the core of the two settler colonization activities
in Palestine and America. I will try to separate them as much as possible for the
purpose of understanding each concept, and 1 will deal with each concept in both
contexts that are being studied. 1 will start with the American case since the
Zionist Israeli case is a product and dependant on the American one. The first

offshoot of the colonialist imperialist age is Zionism. There is a need to

- George Jabbour, Settler Colonialism in Southern Africa and the Middle FEast, p. 7.
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differentiate between the Jewish political Zionism and non-Jewish Zionism. The
former was born in 1896 with Herzl’s book “The Jewish State” and which was the
ideological means to mobilize the community in order to support the
establishment of a Jewish State in Palestine. “Non-Jewish Zionism has developed

the ideas and program basic to what would become the Jewish political Zionism
three centuries before the first Zionist Congress”m. Non-Jewish Zionism is “a
complex of beliefs among non-Jews aimed at the promotion of a Jewish nation
state in Palestine by right and accordance with the Basel Program.”32

In the early 16" century, non-Jewish Zionism was born when European Christians
experienced a revived interest in Biblical literature, the Jews and their return to
Palestine. The Catholic Church did not deal with the Old Testament in a literal
sense and it never spoke of a Jewish Nation because it believed the Jewish Nation
ended with the Second Exodus. For the Catholic Church, there was a sharp
distinction between the Hebrews of the Old Testament and the Jews in Europe.
During the Reformation Age, however, the Protestants believed that the scattered
Jews will be gathered in Palestine to prepare for the Second Coming of Christ.
Because the motto of that age was “Return to the Scripture”, people took the Bible
to be God’s own Word; pure Christianity was to be found in the literal word. The
age also marked the open interpretation of scripture and thus simple and literal
interpretations of simple people came to the surface. Thus the Old Testament
helped to familiarize the masses in Europe with the history of the Jews and

Palestine.  Palestine, for these people, had become the Promised Land of the

3 L e ok Pinss)

Regina Sharif, Non-Jewish Zionism Its Roots in Western History, Zed Press London, 1983, p. 2
- 3P L
“ Ibid.
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chosen people. The Protestant liturgy and rituals started to reflect the Old
Testament. The Old Testament also became the history book that provided simple

people as well as the educated with their basic historical knowledge. Therefore,
the total history of Palestine shrunk to suit the period of the Jewish people™. A
major result of the Restoration Age was the emergence of fulfilling the prophecies
of the Old Testament of the End of Time’!. Among the prophecies were the

Coming of Christ, which necessitated the return of the Jewish people to Palestine
and their conversion to Christianity. It was mainly in Britain that such ideas
gained weight since Britain was one of the first European states to break its
relation with the Catholic Church in Rome. It was the English Puritans, the direct

heirs of Calvinism who developed special preference for the Old Testament in the

17* century. These tendencies spread from England to the New World™>. During

the second half of the 17" century, spiritual Zionism played a major role in
American thought especially in the earliest days of the European settlement in
America. The Puritan settlers identified with the Jews of the Old Testament,
seeing themselves as the exiled. They saw “the New World” to be “the New
Canaan” or “the New Promised Land”. It is not strange to see that I was preceded
in my ideas of comparing the Palestinians to the Native Americans by the earliest
settlers of America who invoked the Old Testament, when waging wars on Native
Americans: “It clearly appears that God calls the colonies to war. The

Narrohaigansetts and their confederates rest on their numbers, weapons and

Y Ibid., pp. 10-14,

" Ibid., p. 16,
" Ibid., pp.16-23.
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opportunities to do mischief, as probably the old Aasher, Amalek and the
Philistines with others did confederate against Israel”™. The settlers used names

from the Old Testament and gave them to their cities and towns in the new world;
however, the return of the Jews to their traditional land was their favorable option.
This trend of thought continues to be the backbone for the American and Anglo
Saxon support of political Zionism.

The second concept to be studied in the American context is racism. Racism and
the idea of race are connected to non-Jewish Zionism, but racism was mainly the
outcome of colonialism and imperialism. In the New World, popular thought and

public policy were heavily affected by formal racial theories since it was the white
Americans (settlers) who defined roles of inferiority for non-whites®’. Settlers

were affected by the ideas of evolution and the survival of the fittest and by the
historical tradition of Anglo-Saxonism justifications of colonialism and
imperialism. The idea of the superiority of the white race found its manifestations
in theories of natural sciences such as the theories of John Burgess who valued the
idea of the Teutonic races who must value their unique talent for political
organization and who have the responsibility to eliminate barbaric populations

who resisted civilization. This mentality prevailed among the masses as well as
among political leaders and intellectuals™; and thus was reflected amongst the

English settlers. Meanwhile, the earlier settlers as indicated previously, were not

the representatives of the high classes and the nobilities in their societies. Being

" Ibid., p. 90

" Thomas G. Dyer, Theodore Roosevelt and the Idea of Race, p. 2.

" Ibid., pp. 7-8.
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in the New World, they were liberated from being the lesser people. They
identified with the nobles of their homelands and projected all their hatred and
animosity towards the natives. I have chosen Theodore Roosevelt to be a witness
and an example to shed light on the mentality of that era in America. He, like
other Americans, agreed “that Americans as members of a superior race, had not

only an obligation but a sacred duty to extend their sway over lesser peoples and
. . . , 139 .
to guide and tutor the inhabitants of the benighted areas™ . The racial language

that was applied to Native Americans is only a reflection of the mentality. Native
Americans were considered savages who loved cruelty for the sake of cruelty and
who loved barbarity. Roosevelt described them as “a harode of lazy, filthy, cruel

beggars always crowding into their {the settlers} houses, killing their cattle, and

’74()

by their very presence threatening their families The genocide of Indians

therefore was justified for the sake of advancing white civilization''. In

Roosevelt’s opinion, “the pioneers had accomplished a task of great “race
importance”, in killing off the Indians, a weaker and inferior race. The whites

represented the vanguard of civilization ... their actions should not be judged by
the standards applicable in a civilized society.”42 In another example, and in

order to justify their expulsion from their homeland, Lewis Cass, the governor of
Michigan, described the Cherokees as the people whom he could not find “upon

the face of the Globe, a more wretched race than the Cherokees... Many of them

" Ibid., p. 10.
“1bid., p. 72.
! Ibid., p 74.

** bid., p 76.
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exhibit spectacles as disgusting as they are degrading” " Of the Native race he

writes,

“It is difficult to conceive that any branch of the human family can be
less provident in arrangement, less frugal in enjoyment, less
industrious in acquiring, more implacable in their resentments, more
ungovernable in their passions, with fewer principles to guide them,

with fewer obligations to restrain them and with less knowledge to

: : y44
improve and instruct them.’

The second context, Palestine, shares a great deal of the major characteristics of
the two concepts. As for Jewish Political Zionism in relation to Palestine, it was
created in response to three main challenges facing Europe in the 19" century.
The challenges can be summarized in:

< Imperialism that necessitated finding new sources of raw materials and new
markets for commodities and labor and ensuring means of communication. The

location of the Arab world is key to guaranteeing free commercial and military

communications, *°

< The rise of anti-Semitism in Europe during the 1880s. This term was first
used by an anti-Jewish German author to stress “the nature of his antipathy as

racial and thus “modern” as opposed to traditional religious antagonism toward

» 4 ) . . . . . .
the Jews”."" This rise of this concept was accompanied with the Jewish efforts to

assimilate.  The Jews felt that the assimilation policy was not working in Western

Europe and the attacks on Jews continued in Eastern Europe. This made the Jews

Bernard W. Sheehan, Seeds of Extinction, The Univeristy of North Carolina Press New York
1973, p.9 ; 4

"1 Ibid., p.254
AW Al-Kayyali, Zionism, Imperialism and Racism., pp. 9-10.

*“ Charles D. Smith, Palestine and the Arab-Israeli Conflict, St. Martin’s Press. 1988 p.27
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unwanted in their own societies. In Russia, for example, there was an attempt to
cut the country off from radical ideas of social transformations which were
attributed to Western European influences which the Jews were accused to be the
ones who brought them to Russia. This enraged the protectors of monarchy and
the Orthodox Church who wanted to protect the monarchy from liberal political
ideologies and the growing discontent of the peasants. Thus such protectors
directed the anger of both the peasants and the elite towards the Jews.
Pobedonostsev, the tsar’s unofficial advisor wrote about the Jews saying: “They
have undermined everything... They are at the root of the revolutionary socialist

movement and of regicide... The People as a whole fall into financial slavery to
them”*" In France, too, anti-Semitism was growing. Anti Jewish writings and

activities occurred in 1890s, such as the publication of La France Juive in 1886.
Edouard Drumont, the author of this book accused the Jews of being responsible
for bringing a financial ruin on France. Anti-Semitism in France had more to do
with economic uncertainty and social dislocation, especially among the poorer
classes than it had to do with religious antagonism. The crash of the Panama

Canal Investment Company in mid 1880s in which many Jews were involved

heightened the feelings of anti-Semitism in France.*®

< Racism ideas that caused Europeans to believe that they are the superior race

whose mission was to civilize the inferior native peoples of other places.

Y Mark Tessler, A History of the Israeli - Palestinian Conflict, Indiana Univeristy Press,
Bloomington and Indianapolis, 1994, pp. 39-40
" bid., pp. 43-44
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The fact that the Arab world was under the rule of the Ottoman Empire which
became more and more dependent on the European powers intensified the interest
of the Western powers in its possessions, mainly in the Arab World.

The opening of the Suez Canal, the British occupation of Egypt and Cyprus, and
the increase of anti-Semitism in Western and Eastern Europe gave impetus to
Jewish Zionism. Britain, adopted this idea and tried to promote the Jewish

ilitat ish immigration
interests by encouraging the Ottoman Sultan to facilitate the Jewish immig

. i o kN » B Of
to Palestine.*” 1 was Herzl who led the diplomatic activities with the leaders

50
i i ) st not
the European powers to help him crystallize the Jewish State.” We mu

. : : : e Al
overlook the tendencies that already existed in the English .socwty of returning

i i he
Jews to Palestine.  More and more literature was produced in support of t

Jewish settlement in Palestine. !

As we mentioned earlier Chauvinist nationalism and the Russian programs of
I881 pushed political Zionism to the surface. The continued flow of Jewish
immigrants to West Europe increased anti-Semitism. Herzl was the one to
capture the idea and materialized it in the first Zionist Congress of 1897. The idea
crystallized in the Basel Program which read as follows:

“Zionism aims at the creation of a home for the Jewish people in
i 1 SS
Palestine to be secured by public law.” To that end, the congre

envisages the following;

< The purposeful advancement of the settlement of Palestine

with Jewish farmers, artisans and tradesmen.

YAW.K

50

M
ayyali, Zionism, Imperialism and Racism., p. 11.
Mark Tessler, A History of the

Isralei - Palestinian Conflist, p. 47
AWK

ayyali, Zionism Amperialism and Racism, p. 13.
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< The organizing and unifying of all Jewry by means of
appropriate local and general arrangements subject to the laws of each
country.

< The strengthening of Jewish national feeling and
consciousness.

% Preparatory moves towards obtaining such governmental

consent as will be necessary to the achievement of the aims of

s o S
Zaonism”

The ideas of Herzl were the outcome of the ideologies of nationalist-racist
European societies which did not allow for the Jews to integrate because of the
Jews apartness and non-conformism. The solution had to realize the conformity
and thus was the idea of establishing a pure national Jewish state in Palestine. In

order to meet the scientific trends of Europe, Zionism claimed that the Jews

j 53
constituted one race

The notion of “Chosen People” was a variation of the concept of the superiority of
the white man and the white man’s burden that was used by Western colonizers
and imperialists. It was tied to the concept of the “Promised Land” and the
promise of return in order to mobilize Jews and to reflect the general atmosphere
that they belonged to. This was reflected in the Zionists discourse. An example is

Ben Gurion’s assertion in 1957, “I believe in our moral and intellectual
superiority to serve as a model for the redemption of the human race”>*

Zionism’s colonial nature is manifest in its racist attitudes vis-a-vis the Arabs in

its language as well as in the names of its early institutions such as “the Jewish

’ David Vital, The Origins of Zionism, Clarendon Press, London, 1975, p. 368.

"AW. Kayyali, Zionism, Imperialism and Racism, p. 15,

** Raphael Patai, ed. Diaries of Theodore Herzl, Harry Zohn trans., New York and London, 1960,
pp. 70, 322, 568.
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Colonial Trust” (1898) and the “colonization commission” (1898). The Arabs
were thought of as lazy, dirty and cruel people. Thus, the Zionist, racist-colonialist
attitudes are part and parcel of the imperialist attitudes which considered Arab and

Islam as barbarians. Zionism was portrayed by Herzl to be the political meeting
point between Christianity and Judaism.”  Zionism started to acquire land, to

evict the Arabs and to boycott Arab labor. The aim of such policies was to
establish a pure Jewish state in Palestine.

The Zionists perceived themselves as western and their mission was to civilize the
barbarians.  This appeared in Herzl’s address to the First Zionist Congress: “It is
more and more to the interest of the civilized nations and of civilization in general
that a cultural station be established on the shortest road to Asia. Palestine is this

station and we Jews are the bearers of culture who are ready to give our property

250

and our lives to bring about its creation.””” Thus, Ben Zvi depicted the Arabs to

be “ransacking, looting, pillaging, robbing, cheating, vandalizing, plundering , or

terrorizing the Jews”>’

The Zionist program met the European imperialist interests because the Jewish
State that will be established and secured by their patronage; it will rid them of the
Jews and it will combat revolutionary tendencies in the Arab World.®

In 1917, the Zionists obtained from the British an imperialist patronage protection

for a Jewish National Home in Palestine in the form of Balfour Declaration >’

:’ A.W. Kayyali, Zionism, Imperialism and Racism, p. 22,
" Ibid., p.16.

*’ Norman Finkelstien, Image and Reality of the Israeli-Palestine Conflict, Verso, London and
New York, 1995, p. 96

TAW, Kayyali, Zionism, Imperialism and Racism, P. 17.
" Ibid., p. 19,
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Said, in the Question of Palestine, concludes that there is “a total identification of

Zionism with the most reprehensible aspects of European white cultural and racial

hegemony” ®*  Weizmann’s as well as other Zionists’ discourse and writings

revealed this. Excerpts from a letter that Weizmann wrote Balfour shows this
connection:

“The Arabs, who are superficially clever and quick witted, worship
one this, and one thing only- power and success.... The British
Authorities ... knowing as they do the treacherous nature of the Arab,
they have to watch carefully and constantly that nothing should
happen which might give the Arabs the slightest grievance or ground

of complaint. In other words, the Arabs have to be “nursed” lest they

should stab the Army in the back.. ..

At the head of the Administration we see enlightened and honest
English officials, but the rest of the administrative machinery is left
intact, and all the offices are filled with Arab and Syrian employees. ...
We see these officials, corrupt, inefficient, regretting the good old

times when bakshees was the only means by which matters

administrative could be settled.”®!

Colonizing Palestine was made a goal by western powers who believed that
Zionism was consistent with their own ideals since it was based on ethnocentric

ideals that were appropriated by its advocates and their adoption of the white
man’s superiority and his right over territory.®® A clear linkage is made between

Zionism and the International imperialism and western culture by Moses Hess

quoting Ernest Laharanne who writes:

" Edward W, Said, The Question of Palestine, Times Books, New York, 1979, p. 28
" Ibid., pp. 26-27
* Edward, W. Said, the Question of Palestine, p.29
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“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 teachers 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 civilization.”*’

Another indication that Zionism was part and parcel of international imperialism
is  Herzl's consideration of establishing a Jewish colony in Africa or South
America following the orthodox imperialist trend. Zionism’s indifference to the
existence of the Natives connects it with the European imperialism. Maxime
Rodinson says that the Zionists indifference was: “an indifference linked to

European supremacy, which benefited even Europe’s proletarians and oppressed

minorities.”%*

Racism can be understood in terms of two implications that are the presumption
that mankind is divided into groups according to race, ethnicity or color and that
these groups are distinct and different from each other. The second presumption
“is that belonging to a certain group entails distinctiveness in the personal qualities
and capabilities. As for the principles of the belief, they can be summarized in the
existence of a superior race which entails that other races are inferior and the

second is that races cannot exist together. Thus the principles of practice will be

; . . . 65
races must be separated which results in racial segregation.’

Zionism believes that the Jew is superior because of the Biblical concept of “the

Chosen People”. The Zionist explanation is because they were chosen by God,

“*Ibid., p. 67.

“* Maxime Rodinson, Israel: A Colonial Settler State? Trans. David Thorstad, New York, Monad
Press of the Anchor Foundation, 1973, p. 39.

- . “wryt . < ‘ . . . . . " . ”
Fayez Sayegh, “Zionism: A Form of Racism and Racial Discrimination”. in Zionism,
Imperialism and Racism, Croom Helm, London, 1979, p. 52.
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the Jews are better than others. Jews must therefore gather in a pure Jewish State
in exclusion from other inferior races. Thus Zionism means racial segregation

and Zionist racial discrimination is manifest in its basic laws which grant

W 0(
privilieges to the Jews over the non-Jews.

As there were many theoreticians of races in Europe, Zionist theoriticians of race

were inseparable part of them, but instead of glorifying the Aryan race they
glorified the Jew”’. The accounts of such theoreticians tried to find ground in

Darwinism: “The Jews have not only preserved their great natural racial gifts, but

. . 5,08
through a long process of selection these gifts have become stengthened.”

We see thus that although Zionism depended on Jewish inner forces, the European
social and political milieu played the greatest role of establishing the Jewish

State.”’

It is obvious that settler colonization was the abstract model that characterized the
feverish process of taking over the land of Palestine and America, convicting their
people and setting out new states. The two processes are closely related and, in
fact, they resemble one another to a great extent especially at the level of the
ideological grounds that they base their conquering processes on. The two
processes were the result of the historical, political and economic developments
that took place in the European continent manifested in colonialism and

imperialism. The two conquering processes took heed under the patronage of

“Ibid., pp. 53-54.

“ Abdul Wahab Al-Massiri, “The Racial Myths of Zionism” in Zionism, Imperialism and Racism,
Croom Helm, London, 1979, pp. 30-31.
“Ibid., p. 31.
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colonialist imperialist Britain. The colonization of Palestine took place in an
imperialist era and was an offshoot of the process. The two processes were
indifferent to the existence of the Natives, depended on racist grounds to justify

their occupation. At the end, it is the indeginous peoples of the two areas who had

to pay the price.

69 ¢ 5 ;
Richard P. Stevens. Ed,, Zionism and Palestine Before the Mandatre A Phase of Western
Imperialism, Preface, The Institute of Palestine Studies, Beirut, 1972, p. ix.
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Chapter 11
Human Presence on the Land

Settlers” justifications for taking the land in the cases of Palestine and America
were that the land was considered either empty or almost empty and that the
peoples living on it were barbarians, and savages who lacked any sign of culture.
Such propositions are what Francis Jennings, the historian, called “a standard
conquest myth”.  The core of the myth springs from the belief that the territory

which is to be conquered is “a virgin land or wilderness”.' In 1622, one of the

first formal justifications for occupying Native American lands was published.
The justification adopted the point of view that North America was “empty,
spacious and void” in comparison to the full England. The few inhabitants who
lived in North America were savagery and uncivilized and did not make use of the
land.  Therefore, the justification concluded it was lawful to take land which was

not used.” Thus also the Zionist myth went “a land without people for people

without land.” The aim of this chapter is to provide a background information on
indigenous peoples, their origins, history, culture, economy, and religion in order
to refute the settlers’ claims.

Native Americans: When the Europeans started exploring and settling

America, the Native Americans numbered approximately 1,500,000. They were
all associated with tribes. The tribes were distributed across the continent, with

some areas more populated than others. In 1500, the Europeans found around 300

[ " : .
Norman Finkelstein, /mage and Reality of the Israel-Palestine ( ‘onflict, Verso, London, 1995,
p.89
“Ibid,
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tribes who living on the territory now called the United States”. Of course, some

resources estimate the number of Native Americans to be between two to ten

million.* Native Americans concentrated mostly in the western coastal strip that

is now called California with an average of 56 people per every fifty square miles.
The very existence of all these nations on the continent means that it had

witnessed the rise and fall of an array of Native American civilizations by 1492.

Of all the stories of native peoples, Native Americans is among the most
fascinating and intriguing ones.  This story has been investigated first by
theologians, historians and philosophers who saw a culture of great variety and
different languages and who wanted to trace the existence of Natives on the
continent. ‘At the beginning of the 20th century, scientists estimated the natives’
existence to be 5000 years. More recently in the 1940s research based on
archaeological evidence proved that the ancestors of natives had existed in the

New World since 50,000 BC® .

Theories of Indian Origin: After Christopher Columbus landed on the shores of
America and saw its “exotic” population, tidings of his discovery were spread
among European scholars. Those scholars engaged in debates regarding the
origin of the discovered people. Scholars were divided into two groups. The first
group adopted the “monogenesis” (one beginning) theory. This theory maintained
that Native Americans extended from known human sources in the Old World

civilizations. Thus, such scholars were convinced that the Native Americans were

*Arrell Morgan Gibson, The American Indian Prehistory to the Present, D.C. Heath and
Company, 1980, 62-64,

*Peter Nabokov, ed. Native American Testimony An Anthology of Indian and White Relations,
l:'ir.\'l incounter to Dispossession, Harper Colophon Books, Harper and Row, New York, 197 8 p.l
bid, pp 1,2

15 “ 7 y .
Arrell Morgan Gibson, The American Indian, p.3
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the product of the same single act of creation. The other theory reflected the
content of a small percentage of scholars who believed that God created a second
Adam for the New World. This theory is called a polygenesis (many —
beginning)’.

Although the supporters of mongensis theory believed that Native Americans
were an extension of known human sources in the Old World (Asia, Africa and
Europe), they did not agree on their precise geographic origin. It is interesting to
see how varied their ideas were when they came to decide the geographic origin
of the Native Americans. Some scholars adopted the idea that the Native
Americans were the descendents of Phoenician mariners who sailed far off the
Mediterranean area.  Another group of scholars believed that the Native
Americans descended from Welsh people believed to be led by the legendary
Prince Madoy to the New World in an earlier age. Other scholars claimed that the
Native American ancestor came from Egypt, the Orient, the Lost Continent of
Atlantis or from Carthage. Noticing the language as well as the physical
differences among Native American nations, Gregorio Garcia® was convinced that
their ancestors came from different places. Another Spanish scholar called Jose

de Acosta, believed that a land causeway connected Asia and the New World.
Asian Mongols used that causeway to migrate to the Western Hemisphere”.
Some scholars connected the origin of the Native Americans to the Ten Lost

Tribes of Israel. The first scholar to tackle this issue was Lumnius in his De

Extremo Dei Judico published in 1567. He claimed that the Ten Lost Tribes

-
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crossed the Atlantic Ocean to the New World”. James Adair, the Irish trader who

lived among the Cherokees for forty years adopted this theory. In order to support
his views, Adair used topics such as the Natives’ “division of tribes; their
language and dialects; their festivals, feasts and religious rites; their absolutions
and anointings; their laws of uncleanness; their practices of marriage, divorce and

310

punishment of adultery; their ornaments. In the 20" century, the Israelic

connection preserved in the doctrine of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day
Saints and the book of the Mormon which explains how the Native Americans are

v 11
the descendants of Lamanites, “a degenerate element” among the Jews.

Tribal Views of Their Origins: The fact that Native American cultures were oral
ones impeded tracing the origin of the Native Americans in written sources. Each
nation, however, formed a traditional history and passed it orally from one
generation to the other. Bearing in mind that the Europeans considered the culture
of Native Americans a lower one, they ignored the Natives’ accounts about their
origin since such accounts did not correspond with the Christian tradition.
Therefore, the Natives’ accounts were rendered as myths, legends and folk tales.
Each nation has its own story of creation, however, there is a meeting point
between all stories. The shared points can be summarized in that all of the stories
included that the natives were created from mother earth; they all had an account
of a flood; they referred to their coming from the West although some said that
they came from South or North and a few claimed that they came from the East.'”

"Ibid., p.4
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Archaeologists and anthropologists who study Native American prehistory (before
1492’s Columbus’ discovery) depend on archaeological evidence. This is a major
drawback because a large part of archaeological evidence was destroyed by
people and by nature. Scientists also assume that the Native Americans migrated
to the New World from the Old World because no evidence of subhuman types

from which the Native Americans could have evolved was found in the Western
. 3 . . . .
Hemisphere.""  Other scientists presume, however, that the Native Americans

lived in virtual isolation until 1492, They explain this in light of the Natives’ high
susceptibility to measles, the common cold and tuberculosis.  Many
archaeological and scientific tests are used to analyze the Native American past
cultures.  Since the earliest times of settling, some European investigators
interviewed different Nation leaders and asked them about the prehistoric period.
James Adair, author of 7he American Indian is among the famous scholars who
embarked on this work. Nowadays, college and university students collect the
oral history of the Native Americans and document it. The widely accepted
scientific theory for the natives’ origin is that they came from Asia during
Pleistocene Age for the Pleistocene ice cap created the means by which the
pioneers could reach the new land. Thus the first pioneers came from Eastern
Siberia, Alaska and along the ice free corridor into North America. They spread

after that all over the continent."* Physically, Native Americans resemble Asians

more closely than any other people of the Old World. Resemblance is closer to

Asians from the marginal Mongoloids of Indonesia and Tibet than it is to Asians

£ g
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from China or Japan.'S Imbelloni, the physical anthropologist has divided Native

Americans into 11 sub-varieties while Neumann has classified them into 8 sub-
varieties. “Neumann postulated that all but one of his sub-varieties represented a

separate migration of a physical subtype already differentiated from the others
when it entered the New World”'® Other physical anthropologists such as

Marshall Newman suggest that most of the physical variations among Native
Americans are due to each groups’ adaptations to the various environments of the

continent.’ Native Americans were in many different sizes and shapes and skin

tones, however they shared in common the black hair, the brown eyes and the

shade of brown skin."®

Cultures: “Culture is used to refer to the entire way of life of a people, not just

» 19

the visual arts, music, dancing, drama and literature”.”” For the most part of the

prehistoric age, the Native Americans had an almost uniform life-style. This was
reflected in their use of the same types of weapons needed for hunting. It was not
until 5000 years ago that this homogeneity started to break down into regional
cultural differences. When the Europeans arrived on the continent, diversity was
the rule. The one community was divided into hundreds of nations, each with a
different life style. Therefore, the recorded history of ‘Native Americans talks

about fribes, and the identity of the Native American is the one of his tribe.”’The

history of Native Americans before the coming of the Europeans can be divided

15 = g . . 5
Harold E. Driver, Indians of North America, 2". Ed., The University of Chicago Press,
Chicago, 1969, ps.

“Ibid., p. 5
"1bid., 5-6
Wulh.nn T. Hagan, American Indians, The University of Chicago Press, Chicago, 1961, p.2.

llarol(l E. Driver, Indians of North America, p. 17
“ Arrell M. Gibson, The American Indian., p. 16



34

into four eras. In order to help the reader understand the Native American cultural
foundations, light will be shed on the outlines of each era. The first age is called
Pioneers in the American Wilderness. This era encompasses the period from the
beginning of migration to the end of the Pleistocene Age around 8000 BC. The
land was full of dense forests, savannas and many lakes, springs and swamps.
Animals that inhabited the continent were the Colombian mammoth, and bison.
This age was marked by the use of stone weapons and later by hearths and
functional stone tools.  With time, their weapons became more refined and they
started using skin for clothes and sandals from shredded sage bush. In the
different stages of this era, progress affected the communities. The second era is
called the Archaic Age. The Pleistocene Age started to end about 8000 BC. This
was marked by the retreat of the glacial ice cap in the north and a drastic change

in the climate all over the continent. The changes in climate patterns affected the

lives of the Native Americans, breaking their homogeneity.21

Ecological changes such as the formation of deserts in the central and western
parts of the continent led to the extinction of animals that lived on the savannas.
Some Natives followed animals to the Arctic Circles, but the majority remained

and began to combine hunting with the gathering of seeds, nuts, berries and roots

in order to feed themselves.”” They discovered processes that preserved food by

drying it in the sun. They also developed techniques for hunting such as the wide
use of jump-kill technique and hunting traps. Many of the characteristics of this
age lived with the Native Americans until 1850 AD. This age was also marked by

rich technology, The Natives’ tools were made of stone, ivory, wood, bone and

"'! Ibid., pp. 17-21
“Ibid., p. 21
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copper. Learning to live with the changing environments was the theme of this
age. The third era is called the Golden Age of American Prehistory. The major
characteristic of this age is the adoption of agriculture. Up to this age, Native
Americans developed mainly in advancing the material culture, but towards the
end of the Archaic Age, many Native Americans adopted agriculture. It came to
them from Mexico, and thus reached the Western Nations first whose

. 23 o g P s
environment was harsher. In addition to agriculture, domestication of animals

that started in the Archaic age continued. Southwestern peoples learnt pottery
making from the Natives in Mexico. There was also an expansion of weaving
technology and textiles from cotton. As a result of these developments, religion
developed, assisting them in understanding the universe and finding ways to
control their environment. Also such developments entailed changes in the shape
of communities. Villages were formulated. People started living in pit-house
dwellings.  Irrigation techniques were also adopted. In the east, however, people
did not diversify their culture so drastically. Although circa 1500 BC, eastern
peoples reached the stage of cultural maturity, it did not reach the stage that the
western part of the continent reached. People in the east adopted the bow and the
arrow, pottery and limited agriculture. Their pattern of life, however, remained
similar to that of the Archaic Age until the Europeans arrived. There were few
exceptions of developed societies, but the majority lived in the same patterns of
the Archaic Age. Between 1250 to 1500, lies the age that is called the Prelude to
Imperialism.  In this age a greater leveling process had been at work. Although
many Native American groups continued to live at a high cultural level, they

could not match the advanced communities of the Golden Age. In the west, the

“Ibid., pp. 2226
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drought of 1276-1293 and the raids of the Athapascans from the north damaged
the settlements and forced the peoples of the Golden Age to leave their homes.
As for the eastern indigenous peoples, it is much more difficult to understand their
history immediately before Columbus. Certain aspects of the Golden Age for
some groups remained. Journals of the first European expeditions between 1539-
1541 refer to some of the Golden Age cultural practices such as the practice of
first fruit ceremonies, the green corn rite and preoccupation with death and burial.
However, for the most of the eastern peoples, there is little evidence of a cultural
connection with Golden Age peoples.  This period appears a blank one.
Speculations about what happened in it ranged from a conquest of annihilation by
vandal type outriders to climatic deterioration that damaged the Golden Age
culture to diseases that could have had wiped out peoples. What is important is
that at the eve of the Europeans’ discovery, the Native Americans were divided
into hundreds of nations who spoke many different languages. These people

pursued a variety of life styles.”* What is also ironic is that a comparison of rates

of cultural evolution in the New World with those in the Old World indicates that
the Native American cultures developed faster from their appearance until about
7000 BC, but from that date Native Americans fell behind and continued in the
stage of incipient agriculture for about 5000 years. Native Americans, especially
the Maya, were more advanced in mathematics, and astronomy and in their

calendar than the Greeks and the Romans.”

“Ibid., pp., 28-35
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Language:

None of the Native American Nations had a written language or an alphabet
before Columbus’ discovery in spite of the fact that there were about 300
languages spoken in North America in 1500. Today, more than half of these
languages remain alive in the United States. Because languages were diverse, the
different nations communicated through different means such as sign language,
theatrical gestures, circulating a special belt of different colors to convey
messages such as peace and war. What kept the tribal traditions were knots in
strings, notches in sticks and the long memory of the elders. Certain domineering

nations such as the Apaches imposed their languages on neighboring nations.” It

is worth mentioning that the different Native American dialects were classified

into six major language groups for studying purposes.”’

Native American Economy

“That the area later embraced by the United States was in the
seventeenth century a virgin land to be occupied by intrepid Anglo —
American pioneers is a myth. Peoples from Asia had pioneered this
land perhaps as many as 50 000 years earlier. By 1500 the
descendants of these pioneers were distributed in tribal clusters from
the Atlantic to the Pacific, from the Great Lakes to the Rio Grande.
They had occupied the land, learned its secrets, and formulated
techniques to exploit its abundant resources at a rate sufficient to

»28

support themselves at a level of at least minimum comfort.

The Native American economy was diverse and strongly dependent on

environmental conditions. Consequently, the economic situation determined the

“ Arrell Gibson, The American Indian, pp. 39-45
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social models, religion and political systems of each tribe. The main profession
for the Native Americans was hunting. Whenever the environment permitted,
agriculture was practiced and was combined with hunting, fishing, gathering and
trade.; otherwise, they depended on hunting alone. In the eastern parts, corn
agriculture was predominant; gathering wild rice was the main source for food for
the great Plains. Hunting buffaloes was the staple. In western areas, irrigated

agriculture was the main support for the people.
Medicines from Nature

Through their long experience, Native Americans were able to develop useful
knowledge of healing herbs. This art was practiced by women at households or

by shamans (tribal healers) to treat different aches and disorders.”” Native

Americans thought that most ailments were caused by the supernatural and thus
could be cured only by the aid of the supernatural. Medicine men used to mix a
number of plants together into a single prescription to cure a certain ailment.

Certain nations depended on single herbs to cure certain disease.”

The Economy as a Cultural Determinant

The manner in which each nation supported itself had great impact on their
religion, social and political systems. Some nations which relied on “gathering”,
wandered from one place to another looking for their food. Such nations
remained tribes and did not develop a sense for a specific place. Nations that
depended on agriculture were sedentary and lived in a specific land area and

formed villages. Their crops needed care and migratory nomadic life would not

“'Ibid., pp. 46-47
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allow this. The crops were sown, harvested, collected and stored so that they
could be distributed on the whole community.”

This agrarian lifestyle created communities with complicated social systems
meant to control and regulate individual behavior and to protect the group
interests. The family was the basic unit in Native American society. Nations
varied in marriage customs and in family structure, but the family was the setting
for sexual relations and for having and raising children. In many nations, families
clustered in clans’ and moieties""which represented the base for political
organization and religion in each nation.

The husband and the wife should belong to different clans. Native Americans
practiced both monogamy and polygamy. As for polygamy, it could mean
marriage of a male to more than one female, or polyandry which meant the
marriage of one female to more than one male. The latter form was rare. Divorce
was accepted and it entailed public declaration of the intent and living separately.
Among the nations where women were powerful, they were able to divorce their
husbands by removing his belongings from their habitation. The Native American
family was either nuclear or extended but the latter was predominant. Some
families were mother centered; others were father centered. The former was a
characteristic of agricultural societies while the latter characterized those that
were hunter-gatherer ones. In matrilineal families, the children were in the
mother’s clan and were raised by her brothers. In such families, children inherited
their mothers’ personal property. In patrimonial families, children were raised

and inherited from their fathers. Males between the ages of 12 to 15 received
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special training from older men to help them become successful hunters and
warriors.  Their training included swimming, running and weapon use. As for
young females, they were trained by their mothers to handle household skills,
cooking, gardening, making clothes, and processing skins.

The main social model for the Native American peoples was the nation in which
families clustered into clans. Each clan claimed a mythical origin and traced its
genealogy to a common ancestor, a fotem, which served each clan member as a
patron saint and provided the name for the clan. Some clan names were animals
such as buffalo, deer, eagle and raccoon. In large tribes, clans formed two
divisions called moieties. In each moiety, tradition and prestige ranked clans.
Religious, political and military leaders came from the highest clan in each
moiety.32

Religion

As we have seen in chapter I, the European settlers who came to the New World
came first as missionaries with the intention of saving the souls of heathens (the
Native population). The militant Christianity brought by the settlers rejected all
non-Christian religions, and considered them pagan. The Natives believed in the
existence of an omnipotent force that creates and directs everything. They
believed that everything in the physical environment was alive with the existence
of various spirits. These spirits were either good or evil. The spirits should be
placated in order to succeed in life. The Native American was related to all living
things through his/her clan because this clan associated the Native through a
supernatural link with an animal ancestor. The animal ancestor was a mediator

that established contact with the person’s deity and the spirits. Thus, Natives

“Ibid., pp. 52-54
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respected mother earth and all its elements as they related to their deity through

the earth. Disharmony with nature could result in illness and death. All aspects
of life were interpreted in light of religion. N

Religion was a means to prepare the person for the immortal state. It was used to
predict the future, to provide explanation for natural phenomena and to ensure
victory. Most Natives creation stories include a migration epic and an explanation
of the after-life. There were priests who instructed the people and who led
religious rituals. The priests, in addition to their religious tasks, served also as
healers since illness was considered an attack by spirits. Many of the Native

religions included a story of a hero who taught his followers their way of life.* In

cultures where there were no religious organizations, there were no priest and
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shaman, magic and medicine dominated religion.

Political System

The Natives’ political systems ranged from that of a wandering family to
elaborate chiefdoms, theocracies and matriarchies.  The clan or the family
handled tasks of the government such as discipline and punishment. As for the
tribal government, it constituted of a confederation of clans or towns that were
self-governing. The resulting entity was the tribe “nation”. The main reason for
their confederation was to ensure protection. A council of elders ruled over each
clan ortown. A chief, selected by members of the council, led each council. The
principal chief of the tribe held the highest role in the hierarchy and belonged to

the ranking clan of the supreme moiety of the tribe. The National Council
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consisted of all chiefs and respected and wise elders. The national chief called for
meetings of the members of the National Council. The Council’s role was
consultative and responsible for policy formulation.

The land was used publicly, but private use of the land was also permitted.
Citizens were asked to take part in building public places such as religious shrines
and town councils. Crimes such as theft, homicide, blasphemy and adultery were
punished, Vengeance was accepted and encouraged and the council ensured that
the aggrieved family did their share in exacting proper retribution. In difficult
times, certain tribes joined with each other in confederacies, especially during

wars.”" Considering this, the word tribe, so often used to refer to the Native

Americans, does not do justice to their actual political formations. Major
evidence to the inapplicability of this term is the “Great League” which refers to
the permanent union formed between the five Iroquoian nations before the first

. 37
settlers arrived.
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The Cherokee Nation

“After thus living for ages in peace and prosperity, the Cherokee tribe
increased greatly in population. They built the cahtiyis {town houses}
throughout the seven clanned national, organized on the broad
principle of universal brotherhood, which included the whole world
except the five lost clans. "

From: A Cherokee Vision of Eloh™
“The Cherokees in their disposition and manner are grave and steady; dignified
and circumspect in their deportment; rather slow and reserved in conversation; yet
frank, cheerful and humane; deliberate and determined in their councils; honest,
just and liberal and are ready always to defend their territory and maintain their
rights.””’
The Cherokees inhabited their lands long before the United States existed. They
occupied both sides of the south Appalachians summit regions.” Their homeland
extended from what is known now as North Carolina into South Carolina,
Georgia, Tennessee and eventually Alabama.* The Cherokees lived in towns and
depended on agriculture but they also claimed hunting rights in Kentucky and
Virginia."”  The entire range of hunting area claimed by the Cherokees
encompassed 40,000 square miles.” According to modern archaeologists, the

Cherokees lived on this land for thousands of years before the white man
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appeared on the scene.'* The Cherokees were divided into three general divisions:

“the Lower Towns along the upper Savanna River in South Carolina; the Middle
Towns occupying the Upper Little Tennessee River and its tributaries in Western
North Carolina, and the Upper — or Overhill- Towns in Eastern Tennessee and

p 45 r e
extreme western North Carolina.” There are some scholars who divide the

Middle Towns into a fourth division that they call the Out-Towns which lay in the

)

north and east of the others."

Origin: There are many stories that the Cherokee Nation use to explain their
creation and reality. The Cherokees believe that their homeland was created by
the little water beetle that escaped from an endless sea by diving to the bottom and
bringing up ‘mud. Mountains and valleys were shaped by the great buzzard when
his wings touched the soft earth. The land was inhabited by the first man and
woman, Kana’ti and Selu. The Cherokees’ way of life was forged by Kana’ti and
Selu, their son and unnatural Wild Boy, who had sprung from blood that Selu
washed from dead game. The two children spied on Kana’ti and Selu and found
that Kana’ti obtained the family’s meat from a covered cave that was full of game.
The boys removed the rock that covered the cave and the animals ran away.
Thus, for their substance, Cherokee men were doomed to toil in hunting. When
the boys discovered that Selu produced corn by rubbing her stomach and armpits,
they feared she was a witch and decided to kill her. Realizing what they were

planning, Selu asked them to swing her body in a clear circle seven times.
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Wherever her blood dropped, corn grew. The boys dragged her body only twice
and thus fertile lands in the Cherokee are limited. Cherokees relied on the

farming of vegetables such as corn, beans, squash and other crops and on the
hunting of rabbits, deer, and turkey.47

According to another legend, a coalition of other native nations including their
kinsmen, the Iroquois, had driven the Cherokees out of the North. There are
certain indications that lend plausibility to this legend such as the similarities in
Cherokee and Iroquois languages and the animosity between the two peoples.
However, this exodus must have happened long time ago since archaeological
data proved that the Cherokees had lived in their homeland for at least one

thousand year before Columbus.**

The history of the Cherokee nation in their homeland raises debate and
speculation. Some writers believe that the Cherokees came to this area only
shortly before the white contact. Such writers adopted these ideas, noting that the
Cherokees spoke a different language than their neighbors, had several migration
legends, and were unable to explain the origins of the artificial mounds upon
which their townhouses were built. Meanwhile, archeologists such as Cyrus
Thomas, who investigated the mounds in eastern Tennessee, have proposed that
the ancestors of the Cherokees had lived in their homeland since the late thirteenth

century.”  Archeological investigations continued through the beginning of

twentieth century and by 1960, archaeological findings showed that the Cherokees

had a long and relatively unbroken existence in that area. There was also a
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recognition that the developing Cherokees participated in the generalized
o L I ; . ——
Missisipian pattern of the South Appalachian Province.”

The Cherokees lived in villages that consisted of several homesteads of buildings.
Summerhouses were large rectangular ones with wooden sides and roofs while
winter houses were small, round ones made of mud. The Cherokees lived in
extended family forms and the society was matrilineal. The wife owned the house
and the field. Thus, the people living in the household would be the woman, her
husband, her daughters and their husbands, her daughters’ children and any
unmarried sons. Kinship was defined by membership in one of seven clans and
intermarriage within a clan was prohibited. Clan status was inherited through the

mother.”’ Large fields were cultivated by the women who worked together and

moved from one family’s part of the field to another’s. Men would leave the
village during the winter hunting season. The council house was the core of each
village. Council houses were the meetings places for the members of the village.
People gathered here to discuss important issues and for ceremonies. For the
Cherokees, the decisions had to be arrived at by consensus. Thus, their
discussions would continue until everyone agreed or the people who opposed

withdrew from the discussion.”® Everyone had the right to express his/her opinion

but some opinions held more weight than others such as those of warriors and

women who lost their husbands or sons in war. In the Cherokee community,
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leadership was earned rather than inherited. There was no prince, king or leader
: .. 54
in the European sense.” Each Cherokee town was an autonomous unit.

War was a major concern for the Cherokees as well as for other Native American
Nations often due to the shared hunting areas. Quarreling over the hunting
grounds resulted in casualties. Like other Native Nations, avenging the death of
colleagues was a duty. In the case of the death of one or two people, the
responsibility laid on their relatives, but if there were many casualties, the whole

community had the duty to avenge.”

The Cherokees view of life was one of equilibrium where opposites balanced each
other. Hunting, for example, balanced farming; men balanced women and non-
Cherokees balanced Cherokees.  Therefore, when a non-Cherokee killed a
Cherokee, the state of balance was destroyed and needed to be restored. To do so
one of the guilty group must die. The Cherokees also believed that failure to
avenge could lead to disasters such as diseases or draught. Cosmic order could
only be restored through vengeance; therefore, the Cherokees did not destroy

villages nor occupy land in their wars. Protection, restitution and retribution

sprang out of the clan. *°

Cherokee religion was not separate from the tasks of their daily lives. For

example, they bathed daily to maintain spiritual as well as physical cleanliness. In
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hunting, they asked pardon of their prey’s spirit before killing it, and they offered
its liver to the fire.”’

Before encountering the white Europeans, the Cherokees, as well as other Native
Americans, encountered Europeans diseases. The Cherokees, who were not
immune to disease such as smallpox, typhus and measles, lost many of their
population before the actual encounter with the white man. The number of
Cherokees was estimated at more than 30 000 before the introduction of the
European diseases. In 1700, however, by the time of the first contact, the

Cherokee population had been reduced to about 16 000 people.” Some sources
estimate their number at this time somewhere between 20,000 — 25, 000.”

Language: In their first contacts with the Cherokees, Europeans noted three
different dialects corresponding to the major divisions in which the Cherokees
lived. The Elati dialect was spoken in the Lower settlements; Kituhwa dialect in

the Middle settlements and Otahi dialect in the Western settlements.®”

During the early nineteenth century, a Cherokee genius, George Guess, Sequoyah,
converted his nation’s spoken language into written form. He used eight-six
syllabuses which are known as the Cherokee alphabet. This language is still
taught in some schools where the Cherokee live today. And the Cherokee

continue to publish books and newspapers in their own language.”'

This brief presentation on Native Americans in general, and the Cherokees in

particular, refutes the US and settlers’ allegations that the Natives were nomadic,
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savage and barbarian tribes without cultures. It is true that of 300 different
nations, some were nomadic tribes, but this does not negate the fact that they had
rich cultures and long histories on the land. Theodore Roosevelt, the American
President who believed in the idea of race, could not deny the fact that some
nations were as good as the white people. This, however, did not prevent him
from applying the concept of race in dealing with the Natives which permitted
him to make broad generalizations about Indian racial character. In his book,
Ranch Life and the Hunting Trail, he makes this generalization:

“An upper class Cherokee is nowadays as good as a white. The Nez
Perces differ from the Apaches as much as a Scotch laird differ from a
Calabrian bandit. A Cheyenne warrior is one of the most redoubtable
foes in the whole world; a “dagger” Snake one of the most despicable.
The Pueblo is as thrifty, industrious and peaceful as any European

peasant, and no Arab of the Soudan is a lazier, wilder robber than is

3962

the Arapaho.

The arrogance of the white, western, Christian settlers prevented them from
accepting the Natives’ way of life as a different culture. The Natives represented
a completely foreign culture that was considered savage and the antithesis of
western civilization. Thus, this different culture, considered as savagery, would
have to disappear in order for true civilization to spread over the entire continent.
In actual relations between the two peoples, this meant that steady pressure must
be used in the effort to acquire more Native lands. The type of pressure did not
matter as long as the mission was accomplished. Thus Theodore Roosevelt said

“Whether the whites won the land by treaties, by armed conquest, or,

as was actually the case, by a mixture of both, mattered comparatively

62 . - .
homas G. Dyer, Theodore Roosevelt and the Idea of Race, Louisiana State University Press
1980, p. 71



50

little so long as the land was won. It was all important that it should be

won for the benefit of civilization and in the interest of mankind.”*
The Palestinians:

“But there are Arabs in Palestine! I did not know ...!"

Attributed to Max Nordau, 1897

In the coming few pages, a brief background information about the Palestinians,
their origins, history and culture mainly in the period that preceded the Zionist
settlement process will be provided. There is a need to shed light on the elements
that make the Palestinians a people in the political as well as the legal sense of the
word. What stems from such a fact are rights granted by the principles of
international law. Again, the aim of such presentation is to refute the settlers’
claims regarding the nature of Palestine and its people. After all, one of the
Zionist movement’s primary slogans was “a land without people for a people
without land.”
Old history books relate the name Palestine with a traditionally known people by
“the peoples of the sea”. According to Egyptian inscriptions of 1193 BC-1162
BC, those peoples were defeated by the Pharos in that period. According to
archaeologists, their name is “falsto” or “filsto”.  Other Egyptian inscriptions
mention the same people but date their defeat to 1290 BC — 1224 BC. Other

sources say that they come originally from Crete.”’ The author, however, shows

that weakness of such theories for he emphasizes that the region called Palestine
was known a long time ago and that its roots could not be traced. Archaeological

investigation, however, showed that its people are part and parcel of the other

“Ibid., p. 76
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people who inhabited the Levant.” Human beings lived in the land of Palestine

since the very early ages. Archaeological data in southern Nazareth and Tiberias
also show that man lived there ten of thousands of years ago. Apparently in the
late seventh and the beginning of the sixth millenium BC a people characterized
short inhabited the land of Palestine. This people have much in common with the
peoples who inhabited Syria and Lebanon. They depended on farming and
domesticating animals for living. People were concentrated in agricultural centers
of which the oldest known is Jericho.” In the fifth millenium before Christ, the
people who lived in Palestine knew pottery. During the fourth millenium before
Christ wood trade expanded between Lebanon, Syria and Iraq and thus the
industry of making colored pottery was imported from Iraq. Such carved pottery
was found in the area of Jericho. Pottery making is usually associated with
villages and towns and the fact that it was made and used in Jericho at that time
means that Jericho was one of the oldest inhabited villages. The development of
agriculture between 4000 BC — 3000 BC led to an increase in population and to
the establishment of new villages. At this time, tools were made mainly of stone,
but people knew copper and used it to cut large stones that were used to build

walls and graves."7 During the third millenium before Christ, a people of a very

ancient culture in Palestine known to the Babylonians and the Egyptians as the
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Amorites built Jerusalem and called it Jerus, the city of the Amorite God Uru.

The name, which was applied later, Jerusalem meant the house of URU.*

What characterizes the old archaeological Bronze Age in this area are the
collective waves of migration that began from the Arab Peninsula to different
areas in what is known now as the Fertile Crescent and Egypt. Among the old
migrating tribes were the Canaanites who settled in Lebanon and Palestine in
around the end of the fourth and beginning of the third millennium before

Christ,”’

All migrating tribes belonged to the same nation and had the very same origin, i.e.
the Arab nation. They shared the same religious and linguistic culture. However,
with time each group developed its own dialect and traditions to adapt with new
environments. The Canaanite (Canaanite mean merchant) wave to Palestine was
one of the largest migrating waves. They lived in Palestine and became its

indigenous people.”’” The Canaanites were mostly farmers who settled in the

plains’ area and cultivated land. Another wave of immigration brought the
Amorites to Palestine through Syria and Lebanon. The Amorites were mainly

shepherds and thus they settled in mountains.”’

In the third millenium before Christ, independent cities were built. Cultural
aspects evolved around the city which represented the center. People depended
mainly on agriculture, but worked also in trade. The donkey was the main means

of transportation.  Bronze was used in Palestine in around 3000 BC. People at

“Khalid Kishtainy, Palestine in Perspective, Palestine Liberation Organization, Research Center,
Beirut, May 1971, p. 23
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that time dug irrigation networks and wells. An example of the culture that spread
in Palestine in is the Canaanite town of “Jazr”, near modern day Ramla.
Archaeologists found a city surrounded by walls with towers that reached 12
meters in height. In the center of the city, stood the ruler’s palace. The palace’s
walls were smooth. The roads of the city were narrow and winding. The city
depended on rainwater and on nearby spring. The inhabitants of the city, fearing
wars, dug a tunnel to draw the spring’s water to their city. Utilizing the Egyptian
ploughs, they produced corn and vegetables and they raised goats. They also
knew about the weaving machine and used it. The Canaanite cities trade relations
with Egypt were strong, importing jewelry and ivory. They worshipped different

gods among them the goddess of fertility.”

Between BC 2000-BC 1500, new waves of immigration brought new people to
the area such as the Hexes who occupied Egypt through Palestine. The Hexes
were a combination of different people but mostly Semitic. They established a
large empire that included in addition to Egypt and Palestine Lebanon and Syria.
After the Hexes left Egypt, the Egyptian empire and the Heathen empire were
established in Egypt and Syria respectively. The area was divided between the
two empires and thus middle Syria, Lebanon and Palestine were ruled by the
Egyptian empire. Around BC 1200, the Peoples of the Sea arrived at the shores of
southern Palestine and then spread to the north and took over “Marj Ibn Amer” in
the Galilee. Some historians and scholars suggest, as mentioned earlier, that these
people come from islands in the Mediterranean, mainly Crete; other historians,
however, do not accept this suggestion. The newcomers were called Philistines

and they gave the land its name after theirs. Some of the major cities that the
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Philistines established are Gaza and Ashdod.”” The Philistines brought with them

the industry of iron smelting and welding.”* Around the same period, the Hebrew

tribes arrived in Palestine and occupied its mountains. The Canaanites were still
living in the area between the Philistines in the coastal strip and the Hebrew tribes
in the mountains. Each group lived independently and wars took places between
them. The Philistines were very organized; they took over large Canaanite cities
and built new ones that controlled the trade route between Egypt, Phoenicia and

Syria and thus became very rich.”

The Hebrew tribes are a mixture of different peoples that come from areas such as
Hauran and other places in Syria and Iraq and the Arab Peninsula. After settling
in Palestine and being in contact with the Canaanites, the Hebrew tribes learned
agriculture, horse riding and the use of iron and laws. War activities carried out
by the Hebrew tribes were not connected nor organized. Each tribe worked
independently. Thus, there was no connection between the Hebrew war activities

in the north and those in the south.”

The Hebrew tribes who came to Palestine were still living in styles that belonged
to the Bronze Age while the Canaanites and the Philistines were living in more

advanced ways that belonged to the Iron Age.”” The Canaanites lived in houses,

used chariots of iron, used the wheel and used iron implements and thus were
much more advanced than the Hebrews. Under the pressure of their rivals, the

Hebrew tribes united in around BC 1025 and formed their first kingdom with

. .
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Shaul their king. King David, their second king, occupied Jerusalem later on and
expanded the borders of his kingdom to the east and to the south. King Solomon
succeeded him. After King Solomon, the kingdom was divided into two parts:

Kingdom of Israel and Kingdom of Judah which were fighting all the time.”®

What is important here is that as much as the world sees Palestine as being the
land of Israel, the Hebrew peoples did not contribute much to the civilization of
Palestine. They, on the contrary, learnt a great deal from its original people.
Even for the famous Solomon’s architectural monument, the temple, the king
depended on foreign experts, mainly Canaanites, to design the building.”” The
culmination of the Hebrews achievement was Judaism’s commandments,
morality, poetry and the stories of human creation although neighboring cultures
had influenced the Old Testament.”  Historians reinforce that Palestine
maintained its indigenous components of Arab Canaanite and Philistines culture
and language and that the Hebrews did not leave any cultural or political impact in
the history of Palestine outside the world of religion‘81 The Kingdom of Israel
was defeated in BC 722 by the Ashorian Serjon while the south Kingdom of
Judah remained until BC 586 when Nebuchadnezzar captured Jerusalem and
deported its upper and middle classes.”” Palestinians as well as all Arabs believe

in what fact in response to the Zionist claim to Palestine,

“{The reign of the early Hebrews} was short-lived, unstable,
intermittent, long extinct, based on noting better than the right of

conquest and subject to the condition that there should have been
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national or racial affinity between the Hebrews of 4,000 years ago and

the Russian, Polish, American and European Jews of today.”*

In BC 331, Alexander took over the East and thus it fell under the magic of

classical culture.*® Palestine eventually fell under the rule of the Ptolemies and

Seleucids until it was incorporated within the Roman Empire in BC 63 after
Pompey’s victories in Asia Minor. The Hellenistic culture left its impact on the
organizational administration of Greater Syria and the area enjoyed an era of

peace and tranquility.” The Graeco-Roman period was marked by “articulate

laws, effective judicature, massive empire market, together with increased use of
monetary means, new coinage, standardized measurements, maritime

ag 4586 ’ . § ;
facilities...”" Palestine, however, did not share much of this economic and

cultural development because the Jews were against the Hellenisation of
Palestine. The Jews did not want to be harmonized in a new order and they did
not want to live in tolerance which led Hadrian to eliminate the Jewish autonomy
and to remove the Jews in 135 AD. Jerusalem was given the name Colonia Aelia

Capitolina after it was reconstructed and filled with baths, theaters, and status.”’

The Romans added new towns such as Caesaria and Nablus with new styles.
After the Roman Empire embraced Christianity in AD 312, Palestine gained new
importance as the birthplace of Christ. This age was marked on the ground by the
building of churches and the destruction of temples. Thus, the Nativity Church

and Church of the Holy Sepulchre were built. Palestine was occupied by the

% James Ciment, Palestine/Israel the Long Conflict, Facts on File, Inc., New York, 1997, cit., p.
26
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Persians in AD 615, but it was restored in AD 629 by the Byzantine who were
famous for their use of mosaic in their building. Arabs before Islam were not
strangers to the Arabs of Palestine for they came to it for trade. The Ghassanids
were living to its north with al-Jabiah, their capital, in the Golan Heights. They
shared the same faith for they were all Christians. Arab Muslims entered
Jerusalem in AD 637 and Caliph Omar Ibn Al-Khattab led his followers to it after
he received its key from its Patriarch, Sophronius. The Caliph gave a pledge to
the city’s Christian inhabitants granting them security.” By AD 640, all of
Palestine was under the rule of the Muslim Arabs.*” The Arab Muslim conquest
of Palestine is considered by some historians as a war of liberation because many
of the people who lived there were Arabs who fought side by side with the
Muslims against other occupiers.”  Jerusalem and Palestine held a major
importance for Islam since Jerusalem is the first Qibla (center of worship) of
Islam and the third holy mosque in their history. According to Islam, Prophet
Mohammed ascended to heaven from Jerusalem.”' During the rule of the
Umayyad dynasty, administration was Arabized, mosques and cities were built
such as the Dome of the Rock and Ramla.’” Palestine prospered and developed
during the Umayyed rule. During the Abbasid reign, some Palestinians converted
to Islam and many others remained Christians. The Arabic language spread

totally among the people of Palestine in this period.q3 In 1109, the long peace that
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Palestine enjoyed came to an end with the invasion of the Crusaders. After taking
Jerusalem, the crusaders massacred around 70,000 Arabs. They converted many
of the mosques into churches. Although the Crusaders had a bloody history, they
also added to the culture and civilization of Palestine for they opened new roads,
introduced industries and organized taxation and ports.()4 Saladin restored
Palestine and overthrew the Crusaders in 1187. Jerusalem was renovated after
the war: schools and a hospital (Bimaristan) were opened in it. It was not long
after liberating Palestine from the Crusaders that the Mongols under Holaku
marched into it. The Egyptian army fought the Mongols in Ein Jalut in 1259 and
defeating them, but they were not expelled until 1291 o

In 1516, Palestine was conquered by the Ottomans and remained under their rule
until 1918.”° Palestine was divided into provinces whereby Jerusalem, Nablus and
Gaza were part of Damascus villyah; Acre was part of the state of Sidon. The
Turks imposed high and overburdening taxation on the people. Meanwhile,
international trade decreased since the route around Africa, Cape of Good Hope,
was discovered.”

Palestine, Syria and Egypt had always been at the center of civilization; however,
only after 1516 did their civilization reg,ress.q8

Once again, Palestine witnessed another occupier. This time the invader came
from France in 1798. Napoleon Bonaparte wanted to ensure his control over the

Mediterranean and thus his troops occupied Egypt and then marched to Palestine

""Khalid Kishtainy, Palestine in Perspective, p. 47
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but failed at the walls of Acre. Ahmad Basha al-Jazzar defended the city and thus
the campaign failed. ~However it opened the door for future European
intervention.””

Another campaign was launched on Palestine by Mohammad Ali Pasha in around
1832. His son Ibrahim headed the troops that took over Palestine, Syria, and
Lebanon. Although Ibrahim Pasha made administrative reforms and disarmed the
notables, he increased taxes which made the people hate him and his rule. By
1840, the FEuropean countries (Britain, Prussia, Austria and Russia) forced
Mohammad Ali to withdraw his forces back to Egypt. Thus, the Ottomans

restored their authority over Palestine, Lebanon and Syria. i

During the Ottoman rule, Palestine was not a single administrative unit, but for
most of the period was part of the province of Syria. Palestine was divided into
three sanjaks, i.e. districts. The first one, the Jerusalem Sanjak covered virtually
all of cultivated Palestine from Jaffa southwards; the second was the Sanjak of
Nablus, covered the central area from the coast eastwards and the third, the Acre
Sanjak, comprising Haifa eastward to Nazareth and Tiberias. In 1887, the
Jerusalem Sanjak no longer a part of administrative Syria became directly
responsible to Istanbul. The other sanjaks became part of the province of Beirut

in 1888. During the Ottoman period, Palestine was always referred to as the area

. . 101
west if the River Jordan.

During the nineteenth century, the vast majority of the population were peasants.

Peasants lived in villages and in extended family form (hamulas). Their identity

"Glubb Basha, Peace in the Holy Land An Historical Analysis of the Palestine Problem pp. 236-
237
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was largely defined by their village or religion. Another category of the
population was Bedouin who practiced “their pastoralism on an increasingly

sedentary rather nomadic basis”.'™ Bedouins inhabited mainly the Naqab desert,

the Jordan valley and parts of the Galilee. The final category of the population
were the landowning families. All land belonged to the Sultan in theory; few
families owned land. The owning manifested in controlling the land and its
inhabitants by headmen appointed by the government (mukhtars) or family tribal
heads (Shaykhs). They gained their authority because they were responsible for
collecting taxes and for lending money. There were smaller as well as larger
landlords. Smaller landlords lived locally and were involved in their villages
while larger landlords (those who owned about 9000 dunums at a time when an
average peasant owned 50 dunums) lived in towns. Each town was famous for a
certain product. Nablus, for example, was famous for soap; Hebron for glass;
Gaza for rugs; Jenin for charcoal; and Majdal for weaving. Notable classes
consisted of religious leaders and merchants. The population consisted of

3

Christians, Muslims and Jews.'”  95% of the population were Arab (Christians

and Muslims); 1% foreigners, and 4% Jewish.'"*

The last period of Ottoman rule witnessed the establishment of roads and
railways.'” This period also witnessed European penetration to Palestine. At the
beginning, most European visitors came for religious purposes. Nineteenth
century Palestine validated holy scripture with its native scenes, shepherds, desert,

_etc. Missionary and political impulse, meanwhile, made Palestine an area for
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competition. Russia (Orthodox), and France (Catholic) struggled for influence
through establishing mission schools and protective right over Orthodox and

Catholic communities. '~ At the political arena, the Ottoman Empire was under

strong European pressure to adopt reforms. Major manifestations of these reforms
were the Land Code of 1858 and the Vilayet Law of 1864 which aimed at
reasserting government authority. What they did, however, was to strengthen the
grip of landlords over land and confirm a local elite. The Land Registration Law
of 1871 reinforced the magnate class. The Ottomans wanted to register the land
so that they could collect taxes and to conscript the young men. In order to avoid
taxes, the peasants sold the title to the land at nominal prices to notables who
expanded their landholdings dramatically. In addition to this law, foreigners were
granted the right of purchasing land in 1867. European penetration had other
effects on the lives of the local community. There was first the introduction of

steamship services, import of European commodities such as the Manchester

cotton goods, the export of wheat and other crops to Europe. ad

During the late stage of the Ottoman period, the Palestinian community had many
elementary and preparatory schools and several secondary schools; in addition to
many private schools and teacher colleges. Many Palestinians studied in Istanbul,
France and Britain for higher education. During the British Mandate that ended
the Ottoman rule, many Palestinians were graduates of law, arts, administration
and medical schools. The Mandate administration offered such graduates high
positions in its different sectors. Educated Palestinians also took part in the secret

societies that called for the independence of Arab provinces from the Ottoman

" David McDowall, 7he Palestinians the Road to Nationhood, p.p. 6,7
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Empire.'” They also took part in the struggle for democratic rule until 1908 when

the revolution of the Committee of Union and Progress restored the constitution.
A Jerusalemite Palestinian, Yusuf Khalidi sat in the Ottoman Parliament. Awni

Abd al-Hadi and Rafig al Tamimi from Palestine were among the Arabs who

formed the secret society “Al-Arabia al-Fatat”. RiE

In 1917, the British forces arrived in Palestine. Part of the British military success
was attributed to the Arabs’ revolt against the Ottomans; thus fulfilling their
commitment of the correspondence between Sir Henry McMahon and King
Hussein of Arabia.''"’ Palestine was put under the British Mandate.
According to Article 22 of the League of Nations Covenant, mandate was defined
as:
“peoples not yet able to stand by themselves under the strenuous
conditions of the modern world (should be entrusted as) a sacred trust
of civilization to advanced nations... Certain communities formerly
belonging to the Turkish Empire have reached a stage of development

where their existence as independent nations can be provisionally

recognized... The wishes of these communities must be a principal

consideration in the selection of the Mandatory”.""

The British were interested in Palestine for several reasons that could be
summarized in self-interest, self-deception and idealism. The British wanted to
ensure their hold over the Suez Canal and the newly discovered oil fields. They
believed that helping the Jews who wielded enormous economic and political

power especially in the United States would help them usher the US into World
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War 1. Many British Protestants were Judeophiles (Christian Zionists) who

believed that it was the duty of Christians to return the Jews to Palestine.'"”

The Mandate period was another circle in the long, yet continuous chain of the
history of Palestine. The indigenous people of Palestine increased naturally.
Vaccination introduced by the British increased the population as it decreased the
death rate among children. Migration towards cities also increased during the

period of the Mandate and in 1944, urban dwellers reached 825800.'"

All the previous historic developments formed Palestine at the end of the
nineteenth and the beginning of the twentieth century. Such developments
formulated the social, economic, political and religious characteristics of Palestine
and Palestinians. The social condition in Palestine during the period that preceded
the Zionist immigration at the end of the nineteenth century is another important
factor to this study. Palestine did not lack political experience before the Mandate
and the Zionists. The opinions of the middle class and the landlords were
conveyed and applied through the principle of (ash-Shura) (consultation). The
(Ashraaf) (noblemen) of each town that included the merchants, the religious
leaders and the heads of the clans and aristocratic families were the principal
source of consultation. The Ashraaf, who were self-appointed enjoyed direct
access to the governors and their advice helped in directing the local
administration. When local governors overlooked the Ashraafs’ advice they
protested and made their voices heard in Istanbul through telegrams and through
travelling to the Ottoman capital. The nobles had the capacity to get certain local

administrators removed if they did something that made them angry. Their voice

N2 ames Ciment, Palestine/Israel The long Conflict, p. 29
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had weight because of the religious nature of the Ottoman Empire and the
importance of Jerusalem to Islam backed their positions. Representation in the
administrative council was the second channel for conveying the Palestinians’
views in running their country’s affairs. The council consisted of 12 members
(Six Muslims; two non-Muslims and four liable to election). After 1908 reforms,
Palestine had a representative to the Ottoman Parliament. The impact of such
representatives was sensed through the official Ottoman policies against the
Zionists. Palestine enjoyed the existence of several newspapers such as “Filistin”
and “al-Karmel” which were of nationalistic nature and opposed the Zionists’
stands and policies.  The national position of Palestinian Arabs at the end of the
nineteenth century was one that rejected the Zionists schemes of displacing the
Arabs and taking their land. They believed that Zionism was a spearhead of
European Capitalism and  colonialism, and considered compromise and
negotiations with the Zionists treason. Palestinian nationalists were engrossed in
the fate of the whole Arab nation. As mentioned earlier, many of them helped
found the two secret societies that led the Arab Revival Movement. Post and
telegram services were present in Palestine. Courts were also organized and
classified into the different types of courts that exit to this day. Education was
also important. Many missionary schools were opened by the different Christian
denominations. and Islamic and Jewish schools were opened in response to such
schools. By 1914, the district of Jerusalem had 95 primary schools in addition to
three rushdiyya schools. Those schools accommodated 234 teachers and 8248
students: 1480 of the students were girls. There were also 379 traditional schools
in which 417 teachers worked and 8705 students learnt. In spite of the fact that
the learning standard was not satisfactory, Palestine was one of the most advanced

countries outside Europe in terms of the ratio of literacy and the number of
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students attending school. The Palestinian society suffered from serious health
problems and periodic epidemics of cholera, smallpox and plague that killed
thousands of people.  The different European powers opened clinics and
campaigns were launched against such diseases which helped in overcoming such
diseases.  Zionist settlers suffering from tuberculosis brought the disease to
Palestine. The Palestinian society was one that was marked by beauty and
creativity which is manifested in buildings, house contents, women clothes and
dancing. The gap between the different classes in the society was narrower in
Palestine than it was in other countries such as Iraq. Women worked side by side
in the fields with men during the day and danced “dabkeh” (folkloric dancing)
with them in the evening.  Followers of the three monotheistic religions were

living in tolerance until the intrusion of the protection of privileges by the

] . g0 114
imperialist powers.

New factors, however, were introduced to the scene. The main factor being the
Jewish immigration to Palestine which was facilitated by the British Mandate and
will be the focus of studying in the next chapters.

The previous short, yet condensed of a very long and changing history of
Palestine and its indigenous people aims to challenge the Zionist claim regarding
the absence of any meaningful Palestinian existence before the arrival of the new
Jewish immigrants in 1882. The Arab existence in Palestine is a connected chain
since the Canaanites and the Philistines. The Palestinian people have developed
and grown since that time. They mingled with other peoples who invaded or
traded with their country, yet this was the only land they knew. As we have seen,

the country was never empty neither of people nor of civilization. The famous
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Zionist slogan “a land without a people for a people without a land” is merely “a

manifestation of wider European intellectual network characterized by
A~ ' A . o . T 3w 5 115
chauvinistic, nationalist, racial superiority and imperialistic ambitions”.""” There

was no need for making the desert of Palestine bloom. It was blooming with its
long history of civilization and it was in the process of developing in the hands of
its own people. Its “fellah”, “peasant” “was neither lazy nor unintelligent. He is a
competent and capable agriculturist, and there is no doubt that were he to be given
the chance of learning better methods, and the capital which is a necessary

preliminary to their employment, he would rapidly improve his position”.'"®

The approach I adopted in presenting the Palestinian history differs from the
approach that I used in introducing the Native American history, but the bottom
line is that both places had peoples of them who made actual and constant use of
their land. Palestine has had a long and unique history of occupation and was
known since the beginning of humanity by the surrounding countries while the
New World was totally new to the white colonialist culture. As much as the two
ancient histories of Palestine and the American continent differ, there are so many
factors in common. The main difference can be summarized in that while
America was relatively secluded and unknown to the other cultures, Palestine had
witnessed a long history of interaction with the surrounding cultures including the
western one.  The minute the “New World” was “discovered”, however,
campaigns and waves of immigrants and invaders were launched from the

European continent towards it. Both places had indigenous cultures and were

"""Beshara B. Daoumani, Rediscovering Ottoman Palestine Writing Palestinians into History in
lan Pappe, editor, The Israel / Palestine Question Rewriting Histories, Routledge, London, 1999,

pls
"k hatid Kishtainy, Palestine in Perspective, p. 90
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developing naturally when white, saving - souls colonialists invaded and claimed
the right to be in Palestine and North America, in our case of study, and denied
the rights of the indigenous peoples of living in the only places they’d ever
known. Palestine and North America had both been occupied by indigenous
peoples with different cultures, traditions, spirituality and races than what was
known to the European; thus, those different peoples were not considered human
beings and as a result the land was considered vacant. If having different
occupancy patterns than those of the European makes other places less than
human and other places empty, then it is not the fault of the Natives, it is the
problem of the settler colonizers and their narrow mindedness. Both places were
occupied by peoples who lived there thousands of years ago; their traditional
cultures were growing; their numbers were growing; their cities and villages were
developing naturally; their ways of life were progressing and what the Western
culture did was a historical massacre that distorted and broke down the chain of

the natural progress of two peoples.
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Chapter II1:

European Conquerors and the Defeated Natives
“Once we were happy in our own country and we were seldom
hungry, for then the two-leggeds and the four-leggeds lived together
like relatives, and there was plenty for them and for us. But the
Wasichus {white men} came, and they have made little islands for us

and other little islands for the four-leggeds, and always these islands

are becoming smaller, for around them surges the growing flood of
Waisichu”
Black Elk (Sioux) on reservation life, 1890"
After providing a historical background of the two nations under study, i.e. the
Cherokee and the Palestinian, and their continued presence on the lands where
they lived before their expulsion by modern European and Zionist settlers, the
researcher, in this chapter, will present the actual process of colonization, its
mechanisms, tactics, legal justifications and deploymenf of violence by the two
conquest regimes. While chapter one included a definition of racism that provided
the framework for the two occupying forces, this chapter will show the
manifestations of this policy in practice. There is a need, however, to shed light
on early contacts between the natives in each case and the colonizing settlers since
the patterns of relationship that were set at the beginning doomed future contact
and relations. Therefore, the researcher will start by tracing the early contacts
between the white people and the Cherokees and the Zionist settlers and the
Palestinian people. Such early contact had a massive impact on the indigenous

communities. Then, an account of the responses of the natives to such early

lf\rrcll Morgan Gibson, 7he American Indian Prehistory to Preset, p. 426
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contacts will be presented. Of course, the ultimate end behind the policies of the
two conqueror regimes was the acquisition of land upon which the natives were
living. Thus, the researcher will follow the legal justifications that the conquerors
employed in pursuing their objectives as well as the systematic acquisition of
land. As has been followed already in this research, the researcher will first
present the Cherokee case and then the Palestinian, after which a conclusion will

be drawn that compares the two cases.
The Cherokee Nation:

Early Contacts:

General Outlook: Columbus’ discovery of the New World happened by accident.
He was searching for a shorter route to the Orient at atime when European
monarchies were competing for new resources of wealth to help finance their
armies and civil administrations. When he landed in the Bahamas, in 1492,
Columbus thought he had reached the Orient. Only in 1522, did it become clear,
that “the discovered land” was not Asia. Fur traders, explorers and privateers
visited only what is known now as the East Coast of the United States. Thus,
encounters with the Native peoples were limited to coastal areas. Such contacts
involved both opportunities and dangers for the Natives.”

In the years following the discovery, Europeans were interested in determining the
geographical extent of the discovered land and the people who inhabited it.
During each voyage, Europeans had the practice of abducting one or more Natives

as trophies. In 1577, for example, Martin Frobisher took an Inuit and Kayak to

“The ( ‘ambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, Bruce G. Trigger and Wilcomb E.
Washburn (eds.), Vol. 1,Cambridge University Press, USA, , pp. 331-334
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England. Many other Natives were abducted and taken to several countries in
Europe, where often they were exhibited. Some of the Natives, especially the
young, were taken to European countries in order to learn a European language so
as to serve as informants and interpreters. Another group of the abducted were
baptized and remained in Europe. Towards the end of the century, kidnappings
ended and were substituted by good will visits, mainly to France. The French
invited the chiefs’ relatives with the hope that such people could become future
chiefs, and facilitate future trade. Other Natives were taken prisoner and sold as
slaves especially by Spanish nationals who believed that Native Americans were

lesser human beings.’ What curbed mass kidnappings was the high mortality rate

among Native slaves.' Spain imposed a tribute on Native populations with whom

they came in contact. Bearing in mind the crusade mentality of Castile in the Old

World towards Jews and Muslims, Spain’s main mission was the conversion of

Natives to Catholicism.”

According to historians, direct contacts with Native Americans took one of seven
forms. The first form was during the European fishing expeditions. Thousands of
Europeans landed on the shores of North America each summer for fishing. At
times, Euroéeans became angry with Natives who damaged their fishing sites;
however, for the most part, intimate and friendly relations were established
between fishermen and Natives. Europeans used gifts to pacify Natives and some
of them were employed in processing the catch. Natives who depended on fish

for living were hostile to the Europeans unlike those who depended on fur trade.

Arrdl M, (nbeon I/wAnwr/(an Indian Prehistory to the Present, p. 93
/ he Cambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americans, pp. 336-339

y | Leitch Wright, Jr., The Only Land they Knew, The Free Press, London, 1981, p. 30-31
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Disputes were reported with certain nations, many of which were the result of
European rivalries. A second form of direct contact was with would-be colonists.
These Europeans had clear instructions to establish permanent colonies. One of
the first settlement expeditions was Spanish and led by de Soto in 1539-1540, but
this expedition failed. Other French expeditions of this type followed, but they
failed too when no resources were found and official interest was lost. The third
type of contact took place between Natives from North America and Meso-
American and Caribbean Natives who worked with the Europeans as translators
and cooks. While such Natives were treated as allies by the Europeans, Native
Americans treated them as they did Europeans.  Religious missions were the
fourth type of face to face contact. Since 1539, priests had accompanied Spanish
expeditions. The priests would leave the expeditions to do mission work among
the different nations. Some died and others were killed. No large-scale
conversions were reported in that era, but a few individuals became Christians.
Proselytization was not emphasized in the early expeditions. Many of the priests
who landed in the southeast area were killed as the Natives remembered the
aggressive expedition of de Soto in 1539. In the middle aﬁd late sixteenth century,
a fifth type of interaction became popular, gaining great importance -fur-trading,

Fur was status symbol in Europe, and prosperity in the sixteenth century increased

demand for them. Natives traded furs for axes, knives, kettles and the like. In
addition to fur. trade included deer and buffalo skins. However, despite the
increase in French and English trading activity, Natives were not yet dependable
on European trade. The final form of direct contact between Native Americans

and white Europeans was the colonial venture. This contact, especially,

introduced the Natives to the European material culture and behavior. The first
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colony established in North America was founded on Cape Breton Island, and was
the only example of a European fishing settlement in the sixteenth century. Joao
Fagundes, from Portugal established this colony in about 1520. This colony
lasted for several years, and scholars suggest that Native (Micmac) hostility was a
primary reason for its demise. Other colonies used as posts for exploration and
later conquest were established and they lasted for a winter only. Natives took
over whatever the Europeans left in these abandoned communities. At certain
places, such as the southeast, and towards mid century, Europeans used trade and

diplomacy to lay foundations for successful colonies.” By 1561, many Spanish

attempts to establish settlements in North America failed. Finally in 1565, the
Spaniards established their first colony, St. Augustine.” For the English, Raleigh
in 1585, established a colony at Roanoke Island and was of little interest to the
Natives. English explorers resolved to serve both God and Mammon. Their
attempts were directed to winning the pagans and preventing them from falling

under the authority of the Pope:

“For what can be more pleasant to God, than to gain and reduce in all
Christianlike manner, a lost people to the knowledge of the gospell...
and what can be more honorable to princes, than to inlarge the bounds

of their kingdoms without iniurie, wrong, and bloudshed.”*

Thus, at the beginning, the intention was to convert Natives and as a result,
authorities at Roanoke, the military colony, decreed that the English should treat
the Natives fairly. The failure of the Native Shamans to cure the ill chiefs made

the latter turn to the Englishmen for help. On occasion, when chiefs were cured,

f/"l’/u’ Cambridge History of the Peoples of the Americas, pp. 342-356.
1. Leitch Wright, Jr., The Only Land They Knew, p.p. 40, 42.

x!ulm Hooker on the Virginia Colony, 12 October 1586, In Quinn, ed., Roanoke Voyages, 1:490-91 .
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Natives were encouraged to embrace Christianity.” The schemes of the first

colony were to use the Natives as an investment: they made good labor and
textiles could be sold to them. No English permanent settlement was established

in North America during the 16th century."

The Establishment of Colonies:

The emergence of capitalism and mercantilism at the beginning of the seventeenth
century pushed the European powers to compete among themselves to colonize
North America. The earliest colonialist patterns, however, were based on earlier
established alliances and interactions. Thus, the few outposts that were planted in

eastern North America were used as centers to facilitate exchange of goods, ideas

and disease.'’ Focus will be placed on the three major powers colonialist attempts

in North America during the sixteenth century since such policies affected future
relationship. Such attempts also entailed policies that were adopted by the United

States Government in the future.
The Spanish law of the sixteenth century considered the Natives

“whether subdued by violence or merely the threat of violence, had no
right save such as the conqueror might freely choose to concede to
them... Indian nations were obliged to recognize the sovereignty of the
Spanish Sovereign, and through this, the ultimate sovereign of the
Pope... the spiritual over-lord of the whole earth. The persons and the

land of the Indians were ... at the disposal {ofthe monarch} who

’J. Leitch Wright Jr., The Only Land They Knew, p. 58.

“Ibid., pp. 58-59.
"The ¢ ‘ambridge History of the Native 1 ‘eoples of the Americas, p. 400
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might do with them what {he} wished, according to {his} own mercy,

and according to need and expediency.”"”

This law sprang from the right of discovery and the papal dispensation of the land
and the people of the New World except for Brazil. Spain was a dominant
imperial power and it left major impact on the Native Americans which is

o " 13
manifested in language and culture.

The French, at the beginning, believed that settlements would drain the
motherland support. Philosophers like Montesquieu thought of colonies as entities

that would strip the homeland of its substance."* The French were much more

interested in the fur trade than settlements.' Thus, French colonies started later

than those of the English and Spanish. With the establishment of settlements in
the St. Lawrence River Valley in 1608, the French empire in North America
began. The French managed New France (areas under French rule) using direct
royal control, and in 1674, it became a crown colony with its officials appointed
by the King. Thus, the colonized areas were considered French provinces and

> s . s . . . 16
colonists and Natives living in those areas were considered French subjects.”® The

French were the most successful in dealing and building relationships with the

Native American and as a result when the French ceded their imperial properties

“/\rrcll M.Gibson, The American Indian Prehistory to the Present, p. 94
“Ibid., p.p. 94, 112
: "Bcrnzlrd W. Sheehan, Seeds of Extinction - Jeffersonian Philanthropy and the American Indian,

pp. 67-68
I”/\rrcll M. Gibson, The American Indian Prehistory to the Present, p. 125

“Ibid., p.p. 116, 121
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to the British in 1763, the Natives protested and were determined not to accept the

British rule.'’

The fur trade had damaging effects on the lives of the Natives, for it transformed

them into:

“commercial gatherers of ever-increasing quantities of pelts and hides
to meet their expanding tastes for trade goods. This growing
dependence on trader goods distributed, and at times destroyed,
aboriginal self-sufficiency. In reverberating rings, this commercial
intrusion corrupted the native lifestyle, encouraged neglect of essential
family, clan and tribal duties and observances, and caused pervasive
personal and social disorientation and decay. If the Indian eschewed
the blandishments of the trader, saturation trapping and hunting over
his range soon destroyed the wild creatures that had provided him

with food, shelter, and clothing. He and his tribe were reduced to a

state of poverty not of his making.”"®

Another impact of French colonialization was their incitement of Native
American Nations against each other resulting in the destruction of complete

nations. Another impact of the French on the Native Americans was manifested in
inter-marriages which resulted in many mixed bloods and the spread of Roman

Catholicism among Natives under French rule in addition to the Native fluency in

19
French.

"bid., pp. 122-123.

" Arrell Morgan Gibson, 7he West in the Life of he Nation, Lexington, Massachusetts, 1976, p.

245
" Arrell M. Gibson, 7The American Indian Prehistory to the Present, p.p. 136, 137
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Of all imperial nations, the British came in families and as agriculturists and thus
had the intention of staying. Their dominion started in 1607 at Jamestown,
Virginia in the Southeast. They expanded gradually until their hold embraced the
territory from Maine to Georgia. They were able to defeat and expel other

imperial powers by 1763 and consequently conquered lands in what is today’s

. . . 20
Florida, Canada, and the Appalachian areas.

[t is important to shed light on the British policy towards Native Americans since
it, to a large extent, was the basis for what would become United States policy.
British policy was characterized as exploitive, unnecessarily destructive and
damaging, and focused on ensuring British interests. Each of the thirteen
colonies, until 1763, followed an independent policy in dealing with the Natives
in spite of the fact that regional patterns existed. The three regional patterns

included: New England, Mid-Atlantic and Southern.” In New England where the

Native economy depended on hunting, fishing, agriculture and trade with interior
nations, British settlements succeeded. The reasons are threefold: the large
decrease in population of Natives as a result of epidemics; many Native Nations
welcomed the English as allies against the powerful Pequots who were imposing
tribute  on weaker Nations; and by 1620, many Natives were able to speak
English. New England settlers believed that their mission was to Christianize and
civilize the Natives. The English forced their laws and jurisdiction over the weak

Nations through waging wars in cooperation with its allies among the Natives,

mlbid., p. 184
;"'lbid,, p. 187
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and massacring and burning whole villages, as it did with the Pequot. By doing

a " ‘ " ‘ § 2
so, the New England colonists opened new territories for their expansion. 2

The settlers considered the hunting grounds of Natives as surplus, unoccupied,
and unused and thus ready for confiscation by the English. The presence of the
aboriginal population was ignored. The British Crown granted those lands to
settlement companies because such lands were discovered by His subjects. Each
company had its own policies in dealing with the Natives. The Plymouth
Company for example, directed its settlers to buy the land claimed by Natives for
token payments. The puritans did not miss the opportunity to use force when
taking tribal lands. Roger Williams, the founder of colonies on Rhode Island,
created what became the Williams’ principle of supervised land transactions. He
believed that no one had the right to give something that he did not own and thus
the British Crown lacked the right to give away the lands and countries that
belonged to other peoples. Thus he required that transferring lands to the
colonists should be supervised and approved by constituted colonial authorities
and that Natives must receive proper prices for their lands. In 1643, the General
Court of Massachusetts Bay Company adopted rules for land sales; thus lands had
to be bought from the Natives for fair prices. The Natives were allowed to
maintain the right to hunt and fish on parts that were unused by the settlers. The
Connecticut legislators adopted the law in 1640, and amendments were later
adopted that imposed fines on any settler convicted of breaking the law when

buying Natives’ Land. This law, however, did not end military conquest of the

“Ibid., pp. 186-188.
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land. According to Gibson, many Natives did not think that they were selling

their lands but only the use of it.

In 1638, the English were the first to segregate the Natives in reservations in order
to facilitate their conversion to Christianity. They put the Quinnipiac Natives in a
1,200 - acre reservation, prohibited them from leaving or selling the land, also
placing a prohibition on the sell of liquor, guns, shots and powder. Other
reservations were established later on, and the English colonial officers appointed
Native Governors to run the reservation in collaboration with English supervisors.
The Native Americans revolted in 1675 against the Puritans, who were trying to
deprive them of their cultures and land, but were defeated. The revolt gave
impetus to ideas that suggested the extermination of the Natives and more
restrictions were imposed on them. Many Nations sold their lands and moved

west. Very few Natives stayed in the remaining reservations which had terrible

conditions.” The second area that was colonized by the British is the territory

from Connecticut to Virginia. English settlement in this area started in 1630s.
Parts of this area were colonized by the Dutch and the Swedish and were claimed
by the English by the right of conquest. Some colonies bought land from the
Natives: others did not and instead extinguished title to the land. Fur trade in this
area led to wars between the French and the British and between the two sides the
Natives were tripped over. This area did not witness feverish missionary efforts
although there were some Anglican, Moravian, Jesuit and Dutch Reformed

missionaries. The policies of the different colonies varied in dealing with the

-
Ibid., pp. 90-91
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Native Americans.”®  The third area that fell under British control was the

Southeast. Earlier contacts and hostilities set the patterns of relationships between
the settlers and the Natives in this area. The English presence in Carolina was not
established until after 1670 when colonists arrived. In 1672, and in the area that is
known now as North Carolina, the colonists agreed with some powerful Natives
to restrict settlement activities and to promote trade. In South Carolina, the
proprietors encouraged a certain tribe (Westos) to wage slave raids on Spanish
Indian missions. This policy was opposed by private traders who saw in the
tribes’ men themselves potential slaves. Some colonists took Indian policy into
their own hands which led to the dispersing of the Westos. As a result of the
destruction of the proprietary monopoly in South Carolina, trade between the
English and the Natives spread to the Southeast and weakened the Spanish
influence among the Natives. The ill treatment of the Natives by Spanish soldiers

encouraged the former to trade with the English.” The Cherokees lived in this

area. The Spanish, of course, were the first white people to enter the Cherokee
land during the expedition of De Soto in 1540. The Cherokees may also have met
African slaves who ran away from the British colonies. It was not until around
1660s that the Cherokees opened relations to the British. The British traders came
to the Cherokee land for two goods: deerskin and war captives. The deerskin was,
as mentioned elsewhere, used to make fashionable hats for men while war
captives were made into slaves who worked in the colonies or in West Indies.

The Cherokees got many commodities including guns and ammunition, knives,

“'Ibid., pp. 198-203
®The ( ‘ambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, p. 424
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clothes, rum and kettles. As a result, such goods became indispensable in the
Cherokees’ life especially with the escalation in hunting and war. With the

decline of slave trade towards mid century, deerskin became the main source of
: 26
income for the Cherokees.”

Following the example of Native Americans in New England, Southeastern
Natives carried out an uprising against exploitation and deception. The Yamasees
revolted against the English in 1715. Only 20 persons out of 5000 Yamasee
people survived the colonial war. Just as in the other two areas, the English
policies towards the Native Americans were opportunistic, a matter which
inflicted damage on the Natives. The policies of the Carolinas for example were
determined by the proprietors who formulated managerial bodies; adopted laws
for trade especially the permits rule (i.e. each colonial trader was obliged to obtain
a permit in order to be involved in skin trade and to catch and sell Indian slaves)
and concluded treaties such as the treaty of amity of 1693 with the Cherokees.
Policies were extended and refined all the time in order to promote the settlers’
interests.  Little interest was given to missionary work, although in Virginia,
Children were taken from their families by force and placed in Christian contexts
to learn Christianity. ~Anglican missionaries arrived in Virginia and other areas,

but the Natives had strong commitment to their own cultures and spirituality.”” Tt

“Theda Perude and Michael D. Green (eds.), The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with

Documents, p.5
* Arrell M. Gibson, The American Indian Prehistory to the Present, pp. 204-213
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might be worth mentioning that the first mission established among the Cherokees

. 28
was the Moravian.

By the late 1680s, the English traders were working with the Cherokees. Hoping
for some assistance, the Cherokees complained to the Carolinians about Creek

slave raids, but the Carolinians’ priorities were with the Creeks, thus the
\ . 20
Cherokees complaints were overlooked.

Between 1702 and 1712 the British army was involved with the Queen Anne’s
War against both the French and their Native allies and the Spanish and their
Native allies. This force left the English and their allies (the Creeks) the most
powerful force in the Southeast.

The mistreatment of the Native allies of Queen Anne’s War on the hands of the
South Carolinian traders led the Creeks to make peace with the French as well as
the Spanish in 1712. The Cherokees supported the English against the first pan-
Indian uprising that threatened the future of South Carolina because the
Cherokees wanted to avenge earlier Creek attacks. After siding themselves with
the British in the Yamasee War in 1715, the Cherokees were betrayed by the
English allies who resumed their ties with the Creeks, and thus the Cherokees
found themselves isolated. Furthermore, the English traded with the Creeks and
supplied them with guns and ammunition far more than they did the Cherokees.
Despite resuming their trade with the Virginians, the Cherokees lacked an

adequate economic and diplomatic support. During the 1720s, the Cherokees

28 John R. Swanton, 7he Indians of the Southeastern United States, Smithsonian Institution Press,

Washington and London, 1979, p.112
m'l'lw Cambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, pp. 424-425
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continued their wars with the Creeks. Such hostilities pushed the Carolinas to
seek peace between the two nations because the war actions threatened its traders.
Following an English expedition that destroyed the Yamasee and exposed the

weakness of the Spanish, the Creeks agreed to make peace with the Cherokees.”

Dependant on trade with South Carolina and abused by the Carolinian trade
policies, the Cherokees became more critical of the colony. To make up for being
inadequately equipped, the Cherokees tried to create good relations with pro-
French Miamis and to seek a stronger national identity which became evident
during the visit of Sir Alexander Cuming, the English nobleman. Sir Cuming
convinced the Cherokees to call their leader “Moytoy” an emperor and brought a
delegation of Cherokees to England to meet the king and to sign a treaty with him.
Cuming reported that the Cherokees acknowledged English sovereignty in this
meeting, although it is doubtful. The visit of the Cherokees raised British interest
in the Southeastern areas and led to the establishment of the colony of Georgia,
which became a trade partner to the Cherokees. Georgia, however, created
competition for South Carolina thus having a negative impact on many Cherokees
and pressuring them to seek independence. In 1736, a German (other sources say

Swiss)”' intellectual, Christian Priber, visited the Cherokees and aroused their

national identity even more than Cuming. His intentions were personal for he
dreamed of founding “a kingdom of paradise” on earth, and saw this in Cherokee
institutions.  Priber encouraged the Cherokees to reduce their

values and

dependency on all European powers. Fearing Priber’s intentions, the English

“Ibid., pp. 429-437.
“Jolm R. Swanton, The Indians of the Southeastern United States, p.111
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interfered in naming the emperor’s successor in 1743.  Priber was imprisoned by
the English where he died. The Cherokees as well as other Natives were plagued
by conflicts over fur trade often incited by European powers. While the Natives

were fighting each other, the colonies were expanding.32 Between 1754 and 1763,

the Imperial War between the English and the French erupted. This war
resembled a war between the Cherokees and the colonies. The imperial powers
that colonized North America exploited the Native Americans in their competition
and entered alliances with them. In the 1750s, the British built two forts on
Cherokee land in order to defend the Cherokee towns since their warriors were

fighting in wars on behalf of the British.”> During the French - Indian War (1754-

63), the Cherokees entered the war on the British side, but after two incidents of
British betrayal, the Cherokees changed their stance. As a result they decided to
leave the battlefield and to return to their country. During the journey, English
colonists killed some forty warriors in cold blood. They scalped the victims and
butchered several more. Some of the warriors who escaped the massacre returned
home and reported the killing. Although Native traditions called for revenge, the
leaders of the Cherokee Nation and in accordance with the treaties signed between
them and the colonies applied to Virginia, North Carolina, and South Carolina
waited for satisfaction but were not given any. Another incident took place at
Prince-George, which increased the Cherokees’ anger. Three English officers

raped Cherokee women while their husbands were on the winter hunt. They

e ( ‘ambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, pp. 438-439.
H”l’lu.:d:l Preude and Michael Green (eds.), The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with

Documents, p.6
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boasted about this and abused Cherokee men. As a result, Cherokee warriors

attacked North Carolina and slaughtered many colonists. The war between the

g . v 34
two sides continued for some time.

Encroaching English settlers continued pressuring the Cherokees after 1750. This
happened in spite of the treaties signed between the Cherokees, South Carolina
and Virginia in 1755. In the meantime, the colonies’ traders continued their
abusive policies of cheating the Cherokees. Consequently, this led to the outbreak
of war with frontier settlers in Virginia in 1759. The Cherokees who had grown
dependent on the French suffered when the English blocked French ships. Thus,
the Cherokees lacked food and ammunition. Although the Cherokees were able to
seize an English fort and to damage frontier settlements at the beginning, the
English troops in 1761 swept through their country, burning their homes and
crops. Following that, the Cherokees were forced to surrender and sign treaties
with South Carolina. Even the Proclamation Line that was issued by King George
[T in 1763, to define the borders between the Native land and the colonies did not
stop the colonists’ encroachments. According to this proclamation, all lands that
were to the west of the line were to remain in the hands of the Natives and land
sales to the east were to be regulated by colonial governments. Traders wanting
to do business with the Natives had to acquire a certain permit and British
officials were to prevent criminals and fugitives from enfering Native territories.
The hostility of settlers from Virginia and Georgia living on the Natives’ land

aroused feelings of hatred against the English among the Natives. In 1763, the

"ames Adair. Adair's History of the American Indian, Promontory Press, New York, 1930, pp.

259-204
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Cherokees, Creeks and Choctaws met with the French to discuss all they suffered
from as a result of the colonies’ policies.35

The Imperial War ended in a peace conference in Paris. After hearing about the
French and Spanish cessions at Paris, the Natives decided to prevent the British
troops from occupying the Spanish and the French forts. However, the
intervention of the Southern Indian Agent John Stuart who gathered the governors
of the four southern colonies with the Cherokees, Creeks and Chickasaws at
Augusta in 1763 pacified the Natives anger. In the meeting it was agreed on the
boundaries between Native and settler lands, but in some cases there was no
formalization for the agreements. The pacifying policies that the English used
were doomed to fail for various reasons. The reasons include:

“the influx of Euro-American settlers, speculators, traders and hunters
on Indian lands; the inability or unwillingness of colonial authorities
to prevent violence or punish crimes and treaty violations committed
by such interlopers; the inability of the Crown to maintain garrisons at
many forts, to furnish gifts to its Native allies, and to finance its

Indian superintendents due to colonial resistance to royal prerogative

and further taxation.””
The seven Years War was followed by a decade that was marked by wide land
cessions. During the American Revolution, the Cherokees who detested the
colonists’ hostilities began attacking the colonies of Virginia and Georgia. The

colonies organized retaliatory campaigns, resulting in the burning of Cherokee

towns.  After a year, the Cherokees were obliged to sign treaties with the

The ( ‘ambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, pp

“Ibid., p. 449
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Carolinas in which they ceded virtually all their land in South Carolina and much
of that in North Carolina and eastern Tennessee.”’

The Natives could not believe that the British were defeated and that they had to
deal with the Americans. In spite of the fact that the United States had gained the
recognition of the European countries including Britain, most of the Native
Nations denied its legitimacy. The recognition was considered a threat to their
very existence.”

The Natives’ Responses to the Early Contact:

The response of the Native Americans to settlers evolved from terror to
fascination to suspicion to hostility. Some Nations regarded the newcomers as

divine beings or supernatural entities, although this could be attributed to the
white man’s vanity and ethnocentrism.” “It may be impossible to distinguish the

historical from the mythical when it comes to studying Native memories of

» . 40 . ,
sixteenth century encounters with Europeans.”™ The attribution of supernatural

qualities to the white people by Natives is formed mostly in European sources.
Associating white men with spirits or shamans came from the their resilience to
diseases that the Natives were subjected to. Regardless, the curiosity and fear that

marked the Natives first encounters with the Europeans was transformed to

"Ibid., p. 449-451
mlhidq p. 453
"ibid., p. 370
“Ibid., p. 370
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resistance due to negative experiences with the newcomers or reports of such
» 41
experiences.

The Impact of the First Contact on the Natives:
The importance of the early Spanish, English and French contact is that they shed

light on the aboriginal culture and the early patterns of settlement.”” The impact

of the contact between the white people and the Native Americans set the ground
for and determined the relations between the United States white citizens and the
Native Nations can be summarized in the following points:

|- Biological effect that led to the decrease of the number of the Native
population. Diseases were known to North America, however, relative to Europe
the New World lacked knowledge of many diseases. Smallpox, measles,
influenza, bubonic plague, diphtheria, typhus, cholera, scarlet fever, trachoma,
whooping cough, chickenpox, and tropical malaria broke out among the Natives.
In the South East, biological holocaust left towns empty, disease forcing people to
abandon their towns. This led to a re-grouping of “refugee-survivor populations
into new confederated polities such as those of the Creeks, Cherokees and

Catawbas”.”  In some sources such as Gibson’s The American Indian Prehistory

to the Present, the British used germ warfare on certain Nations such as the
Delwares by distributing blankets infected with smallpox disease causing the

spread of the disease among that nation.** It was not merely the white man who

———————

'”lbid.. p.p. 371, 384.
4 Leitch Wright Jr., The Only Land They Knew, p. 50-51
! *Arrell M. Gibson. The American Indian Prehistory to the Present, pp. 362-364
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appeared on the continent in the sixteenth century, but also Africans who

accompanied the Spanish expeditions as slaves.”

This biological factor had great impact on political, social and economic aspects
of life. New rules and restrictions were a result; some nations adapted while
others did not. As an example, by 1738, the Cherokees had lost approximately

half of their population to smallpox."® Mooney estimates that there were 22,000
Cherokees in 1650. In 1819, the number of the nation was estimated at about

15,000."

2- While the first impressions and dealings adopted by the Natives of the White
people stemmed from their traditional beliefs, contact called for assessments of
who the Europeans were and what they had to offer.  These shifting
interpretations affected attitudes toward European goods.

3- New diets, animals, metals and goods were brought to the new continent; trade
relations were also established between the two parties. In some cases, Natives
became reliant on particular European tools and clothing.

4- At the beginning of the sixteenth century, Natives resisted the white man’s
programs of civilization, colonization and missionwork. Later, they employed a
mixture of resistance and accommodation in their dealings with the Europeans. It

is worth mentioning that some nations sought alliances with Europeans to defend

themselves against their powerful neighbors.

%J. Leitch Wright Jr., The Only Land They Knew, pp. 43-44.

* James Adair. Adair's History of the American Indian, p. 244
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5- Only two small areas of settlement were established in the sixteenth century.
Many Europeans visited the New World, but very few Natives visited Europe.

6- The sixteenth century was a theater for competition between the European
powers. The French and the Spanish strongly competed to gain control over
North America. As mentioned earlier, the French used diplomacy in dealing with
the Natives, which did not always help, but was favorable to Spanish violence.
The French also worked as diplomatic brokers to resolve problems that emerged

among the different Native nations.

7- When the colonial era began with the founding of settlements such as
Jamestown in 1607, Quebec in 1608 and Santa Fe in 1610, the Natives had
already gone through more than a century of “human and non-human biological

encounter”® It is true that , in general, the American continent had gone through

a germ warfare. "’ Dobyns, an anthropologist, who studied the Native American

populations, assumed the ratio of depopulation to be twenty to one from the time

of the first contact until a later era at which the Native population stabilized.™

Thus, by the opening of the 17th century, a history had already been established in
the relationship between the Natives and the Europeans. They still maintained
their traditions and occupied the well-defined territories that they had lived in for
Europeans remained outsiders and failed to establish a significant

a long time.

presence. This, however, changed at the turn of the seventeenth century as the

Vrss i ‘ambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, p. 368
“Ibid.

it | Leitch Wright Jr., The Only Land they Knew, p. 24
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following two centuries witnessed the widest historical spread of European

societies on the new continent.””

8- Slave trade was initiated by the colonies urging the different Native Nations to
raid weaker nations for slaves, and creating animosity between the different
Nations, A Carolinian justified Native slaves saying, “it both serves to lessen
their numbers ... and it is a more Effective way of Civilizing and Instructing”.”

9- A sense of identity as a nation emerged as a result of the colonization process.
A pan-Indian movement surfaced but not all Nations adopted it and, in fact, some
nations, like the Cherokees, fought it. They were not opposed to the idea as they
were to particular Nations with whom they had maintained old feuds. The
Cherokees, however, had themselves developed a sense of nation and identity as a
result of the colonists’ policies.

10- The Imperial Wars were fought between the European nations over colonies
and interests. The Europeans came to the New World and brought their old
animosities and hatred with them. The Native Americans had to pay the price.
The Europeén powers manipulated the Native nations against each other in their
wars. Some Natives served in the armies of ruling powers, significantly reducing

their numbers. Meanwhile wars of conquest against some Nations led to their

extermination such as the Pequots who were eliminated by the British Puritans. *°

. . . . . 54
War was responsible for a 10% decline in Natives’ population.
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I'l- At the beginning of the colonial period, Native Americans and English settlers
mingled freely and intermarriage occurred. Officials encouraged such marriages
thinking that this would resolve the Indian problem. However, later, officials
changed their encouragement of intermarriages to calls for segregation and
extermination,”

The Policies of Dealing with the Natives:

Before the American Revolution, individual colonies had established policies for
dealing with the Natives. As mentioned, in the Southeast, where the Cherokees
lived, Carolinian policy dominated the territory and was both permissive and
exploitive.  Georgia held more humane policies, but it was not established until
1733 while the Carolinas were established in 1670. The British government, in
the wake of the Imperial Wars and the chaotic state of British - Native relations,
nationalized its Indian policy in the 1760s. Nationalizing the policy was a “drastic
departure from the 150-year old laissez-faire practice of permitting each colony to

maintain its own Indian policy,”S(’ It was also the foundation for the policy that

was later adopted by the United States government.” In 1664, a royal

commission was appointed to study the colonial-Indian relations and their results
were highly critical of the colonies’ harsh treatment of Native Americans. The
British Board of Trade, a government body responsible for colonial affairs
recommended that a governor general be appointed to the colonies. He would be
granted authority in Indian and military affairs in an effort to coordinate colonial

activities. ~ The plan of appointing a governor general failed but the royal

::lhid.. p. 238
Ibid., p. 231
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governors who were appointed succeeded in achieving coordination. The British
government initiated a tradition of granting annual gifts to the various leaders of
the Native Nations and the royal governors carried out the distribution. Several
royal decrees were issued regularly after 1720 to colonial governors to instruct
them to cooperate in regulating Native trade. Officials from many of the colonies
met  several times to discuss trade, frontier defense, and other issues related to the
Natives. Very few instances of cooperation appeared between the colonies and
the Crown in relation to Native American affairs. Such instances included the
extension of the military frontier into tribal domains, and the construction of
military forts responsible for administering the Natives. The British government
and the colonies cooperated in resolving judicial questions through treaties
whereby the Native chiefs were forced to hand over Natives accused of killing
British subjects. The British also interfered in appointing puppet governments for
the different nations such as the appointment of Moytoy as an emperor for the

Cherokees in 1730. Meanwhile colonial governors appointed chiefs to military
ranks of captain as a sign of their service to the king.”®

A comprehensive change in the British policy took place following the Atkin®

Report and Plan.

“The importance of Indians is now generally known and understood.
A doubt remains, not, that the prosperity of our Colonies on the
Continent, will stand or fall without interest and favor among them.
While they are our friends they are the cheapest and strongest barrier

for the Protection of our Settlements; when Enemies they are capable

l‘H X

Ibid,, p. 232
* Atkin is a businessman and member of the South Carolina colonial governor’s council who set
forward a plan to improve the Natives™ administration.
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by ravaging in their method of war, in spite of all we can do, render
these Possessions almost useless.

.. Whence it hath arisen that the Indians in Peace of Amity towards
one of the colonies have at the same time behaved as enemies towards
the people of another.  Some of the Colonies have made no
regulations at all in Indian affairs.... Seldom if at all have they sent
proper persons to look into them. But the management of them hath
often been left to Traders, who have no skill in Public Affairs, are
directed only by their own Interests, and being generally the loosest
kind of People are despised and held in great Contempt by the Indians

A . \ . . 5559
as liars and persons regarding nothing but their own Gain’

The Crown, to a degree, followed Atkin’s recommendation of adopting a
nationalized Native policy. The superintendence system was created in 1755 and
superintendents were appointed to the several regions. A commissioner
represented the Crown in each Native Nation and reported to the superintendent.
Each tribe was considered an independent Nation and its citizens were subjects to
traditional law and not to the British. As a result, assimilation was refused.
Treaties defined the formal relations between each nation and the British. Official
representatives of the Crown and the leaders of the various nations were supposed
to negotiate such treaties. The British government assumed power to resolve land
issues and trade conflicts and other Native affairs through its superintendents.
This policy also included the reservation system which cut a certain piece of land
and made it exclusively for the Natives’ use. Native tribes residing on a certain
territory were considered owners of that territory. Then, the Royal Proclamation
of 1763 was issued. It forbade settling west of the line that marked the drainage

divide of the Appalachians, and called for the removal of all settlers who had

Wll)id., cit., p. 232
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already broken that border. No one was allowed to enter the Native Country
except for traders with special permits and royal troops.”’ This policy, however,

did not live long as traders pressured colonial governors who subsequently
pressured the Crown and in 1767, control over trade was returned to the colonies.
Meanwhile settlers ignored the border defined by the Proclamation and settled
Indian land.  In 1774, the British began confiscating land through military
conquest. The American Revolution that started in 1776 marked a new era in the
relations between the two parties.

The Cherokees, as most of the Native Nations, fought on the side of the British

during the American Revolution because they were aware of the threats that
settlers posed to Native lands.”” The Cherokees’ role in the revolution was
minimal as they had not yet recovered from the losses of the French-Indian war.
Still they raided the frontiers of Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina and
Virginia while providing refuge to the Loyalists. Armies from the four colonies
invaded the Cherokee territory and as a result the Cherokees fled their homes to
the forests. Soldiers destroyed the Cherokee houses, fields and stores, thus
leaving the population to starve. As a result of the destruction, many thousands of
Cherokees were driven into the forested Appalachians where they lived on nuts
and game. Many of their lands were uninhabitable. Soldiers also killed most

captives, scalping them to get a money reward (75 pounds) from the South

Carolina lcgislalure."l3 In 1777, Cherokee leaders reluctantly signed treaties to end

“Ibid., p. 234
“'bid,
"""l‘hcdn Perdue and Michael Green (eds.), The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with

Documents, p. 7
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the conflict. These treaties relinquished most Native lands east of the Blue Ridge,

obliging the refugees to establish houses in other places. The Cherokees, defeated
by hunger, were a nation of dispirited people looking for peace.” Thus, their

participation in the Revolutionary War ended except for one group, the
Chickamaugas who moved west and continued to fight until 1794. As a result of
the Revolution, 50 Cherokee towns were destroyed; their fields burnt and
livestock killed or confiscated. Many Cherokees died either as a result of killing
or starvation. Between the eruption of the American Revolution in 1776 and the

final defeat in 1794, they lost twenty thousand square miles of land, i.e. most of

their hunting grounds.”*

The American Natives Policies:

In 1783, the United States of America emerged asa hegemon power in North
America. It inherited many policies that were formulated by other imperial
nations including those related to the Native Americans. The Imperial wars had
left the aboriginal population weak. After the Peace of Paris was signed between
the British and the Americans, peace was yet to be made with the Native
Americans who had supported the British.  The British recognized the
independence of the States, and all the English’s rights were conveyed to the new
nation. The Cherokees, among other Native nations believed that they were

independent entities and did not accept the conditions of the Peace of Paris. The

Native position was revealed in a letter by Alexander Mcgillivary, an educated

Orhe ( ‘ambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, p.463

““I'ieda Perdue and Michael Green (eds.), The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with

Documents, p.7
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Creek, to the Spanish Governor of West Florida, depicting the views of the chiefs
of the Cherokees, Creeks and the Chickasaw in 1785. The letter says:

“We ... hereby in the most solemn manner protest against any title
claim or demand the American Congress may set up for or against our
lands, Settlements, and hunting Grouds in Consequence of the Said
treaty of peace between the King of Great Brittain and the States of
America declaring that as we were not partys, so we are determined to
pay no attention to the Manner in which the British Negotiators have
drawn out the Lines of the Lands in question Ceded to the States of
America - it being a Notorious fact known to the Americans, known to
every person who is in any ways conversant in , or acquainted with
American affairs, that his Brittannick Majesty was never possessed
either by session purchase or by right of Conquest of our Territorys
and which the Said treaty gives away....nor did we ... do any act to
forfeit our Independence and natural Rights to the Said King of Great

Brittain that could invest him with the power of giving our property

365
away.

However the justification used to legalize the process of colonization by the

United States was:

“The United States won sovereignty over the colonies by the right of
conquest because according to international law of that age, the
British owned the colonies by right of discovery and by right of

conquest. During that time, European Christian governments had the

right to occupy lands of non-Christian and “uncivilized people”.™

Such justification emerged from the ideas of Grotius and John Locke. For
example, Grotius tailored an argument to fit the needs of the European colonizer

for he “not only provides the freedom to reach the new world through his doctrine

""'/'/“, Cambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, p. 470
“Theda Perdue and Michael Green (eds.), The Cherokee Removal A brief History with

Documents, p. 7
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of Mare Liberum. and the justification of colonial acquisition in his theory of
property, but now defends the right to claim dominion over land one no longer
occupies.””’ Grotius furnished the ideology for competition over natural resources
in the non-European world, giving Europeans the right to take what they wanted
and to protect it against threats. Grotius, as well as Locke, argued that lands
which were still unoccupied, i.e. uncultivated, were open to appropriation.
Grotius also provided justification for waging war against the aboriginal people
who wish to remove colonial rule using the notion of punishment.” He denied
Natives the right to wage a retaliatory war, stating “An unjust cause for war is the
desire for freedom among a subject people”.w Thus, England depended on the
right of first discovery and produced the concept of effective occupation which
necessitated that “lands had to be actually colonized in order to secure valid
title,”” England also owned colonies by the right of conquest after taking over
France’s right of discovery claims. It is true that the Britisﬁ accepted the rights of
both the colonists and Natives to own and use the land and to govern themselves,
but only under the sovereign authority of England. After England’s loss, the
United States won that sovereignty.71 For the English, religious motives justified
land appmpriatioh from the Natives for the latter were depicted as nomads

roaming over fertile land and the English’s right as natural men was to replenish

hi]l):lrbam Armell, John Locke and America The Defense of English Colonialism, p. 49
“Ibid, p. 53
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the earth.”” The Natives’ title to the land was without consequence at one end, yet

with major importance at the other. Thus, when the English bought lands from
the Natives, the buyer required a deed signed by one of the chiefs who had the
authority to sell and then to get the Crown, governor, general assembly or county

court to confirm the purchase.”” England and its colonies in addition to the right

of discovery used the mechanism of treaties with the Natives “that acquired either
their permission to occupy lands or their title to the use of land”’*. Although

writing treaties acknowledged by implication Native national sovereignty, the
Natives were not consulted or invited to attend peace negotiations. Even before
the conclusion of peace, Congress embarked on appointing commissioners to be
responsible for three regions: northern, central and southern so as to organize
future relations with the Natives. The Articles of Confederation that were drafted
in 1777 and ratified in 1781, included a provision that Congress would possess
“the sole and exclusive right of ... managing all affairs with the Indians”. Another
clause was attached to this statement that said “not members of any of the states” ,
creating ambiguity that could be clarified only through precisely defining the

borders of the states.”” Congress used the logic that victory in the Revolutionary

War gave the United States the same rights of conquest relative to Native
American Nations since those nations sided with the British. England had lost its

properties to the United States and thus its allies the Natives had lost their’s, as

"J. Leitch Wright Jr., The Only Land They Knew, pp. 61-62
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well.” Therefore, Congress had the right to expel the “landless” Natives to places

outside the United States’ borders. Realizing the impracticality and the lack of
necessity for such an action, Congress expressed its generosity by offering the
castern Natives to remain on parts of their former lands that were not needed
immediately by the US. The evacuation policy was not carried out immediately
for fiscal reasons since the emerging nation had to deal with financial problems
imposed by years of war with the British. The interest of the Natives was not
taken into account in determining US Native policies but merely the interests of
the United States and its citizens. The national economy of the United States,
based on agriculture, as believed by Republican theorists, depended on propertied

farmers. Consequently, there emerged a need for productive land.”’ Thus, “the

survival of American republican institutions depended on the expansion of

»78

American farmers into the West.”"" The availability of land was made through the

cession of Virginia of the country north and west of the Ohio River to the United
States in 1784 and consisting of millions of acres of fertile land. The Congress in
1785 created the Land Ordinance which established “a system for surveying the
region into square mile parcels which would be sold at public auction at a
minimum price of one dollar per acre”.”’ Congress expected that by offering the
national property to the public it would reap money to solve its financial
problems. In 1787, the Northwest Ordinance was enacted to grant assurances of a

safe political future to Americans who wanted to buy land inthe West. The

A""l'hcd;l Perdue and Michael Green, The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with Documents, p. 8
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system established by this ordinance entailed that as population increased and
institutions were created the western territories would be admitted to the Union as
equal states. The need arose to inform the Natives of their fate and to gain their
acceptance. Thus, commissioners were appointed to conduct negotiations and
conclude treaties with the Natives whose lands were in the areas offered for
selling. But the treaties were the result of dictating and not negotiating. The US
commissioners asked the Natives to recognize their losses during the wars and to
surrender all lands in southeastern Ohio as they were to be surveyed and sold. The
commissioners expressed the tolerance enacted by Congress, allowing the Natives
to temporarily use the remaining land northwest of the Ohio River and granted

peace to the Native Nations who had been allies of the British.** In the area that

expanded South of the River, the “conquered nations” policy belonged to the
individual states. Thus charters of the southern colonies extended west of the
Mississippi River and beyond. Those states used the argument that by right of
conquest England’s authority passed to them and not to Congress. As a result in
1783, the legislature of North Carolina gave a large tract of Cherokee land to
citizens who agreed to move there, while Georgia took another large block of the
Cherokee land by force. Such actions enraged the Cherokees who argued that the
English had held no title to their land and thus had no authority to cede their lands
Therefore, the colonies could not presume authority that

in the Peace of Paris.

they did not have, and as a result, any colonist who was living on Cherokee land

without Cherokee permission must leave immediately.  The majority of

Cherokees resolved to settle this issue; however, the Chickamaugas fought to

RO | ,
Ibid., p. 468



101

protect their rights until they were defeated in 1794. War erupted in the North
with the Northern Nations and in order to avoid the same result in the South,
Congress adopted a different tactic. Refraining from making right of conquest
claims on the Cherokee lands, Congress negotiated peace treaties with the Nation
instead. The aim of such treaties was to end fighting and restrain states. Thus, the
Treaty of Hopewell was signed in 1785 with the objective of creating friendly
relations between the Cherokees and the United States, ensuring protection for the
Nation and defining the borders of the Cherokee territory. Of course, the scope of
this chapter is not the political treaties since they will be discussed in detail in
chapter four, but what is important for this chapter is that settler encroachment on
Cherokee land continued with Georgia and North Carolina opposing the treaty
and claiming that Congress did not have the right to conduct relations with

Natives who lived within the borders of their states. The two states continued
their policy of expansion into Cherokee territory.®' However, continued Native

resistance to the colonies policies in the South by the Creek and the Chickamauga,

a Cherokee Band, forced the American Congress to abandon “its assertion that the
tribes were conquered enemies that had forfeited their rights to their lands.”®

Thus the Congress pledged:

“the utmost good faith shall always be observed towards the Indians,
their lands and property shall never be taken from them without their
consent: and in their property, rights and liberty, they never shall be
invaded or disturbed, unless in just and lawful wars authorized by

Congress; but laws founded in justice and humanity shall from time to

"heda Perdue and Michael Green, The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with Documents, pp.
8-9
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time be made, for preventing wrongs being done to them, and for

preserving peace and friendship with them.”*

In accordance with the above-mentioned principles, the new Constitution of 1789
delegated to Congress exclusively the power to deal with the Natives. Then, the
Department of War was established and its secretary was entrusted to be
responsible for Native affairs on behalf of the President. The US government
recognized that each Native Nation was a sovereign entity and thus the
government would deal with it separately. Each nation was responsible for
running its internal issues. The dealings with the US government in regard to
trade or land cessions had to be negotiated by the President through his agents and
by the Senate. Thus, the US policy was based on the separation of the races.
Some American leaders such as Jefferson considered the policy of separation to
be a temporary one that would eventually end through the gradual process of

transforming the Natives into Americanized citizens. * The Natives thus were

excluded from tax levies and population counts.” Henry Knox, the first secretary

of war, working with President Washington, formed a policy in relation to the
Natives that lasted for decades. Their policy “expansion with honor” was based
on recognizing the rights of occupancy for the Native Americans in their
The right could only be purchased “in free and voluntary

territories.

arrangcments.”m’ As agriculture progressed in the ceded lands, the wild game

would migrate having a negative impact on Native hunting. Thus, when the

government approached the Natives for more cessions, they would agree to sell.

“The ¢ mn/;mlgv History 0/ the Native Peoples of the Americas, p. 473
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Knox also believed that the Natives would be civilized through education and the

adoption of farming. Once civilized, such Natives would see the benefit of selling

their surplus lands and investing in their farms.”” Knox believed that the main

cause of war between the Natives and the frontiers was the encroachment of
settlers. Thus, resolving this would be achieved only through imposing legislative
controls over encroaching settlers. Knox strongly believed that the Federal
Government had an obligation of preserving the Native Americans from
extinction which he was convinced could be the result of contacts between

civilized and uncivilized peoples.88 “The Great Land Animal” was the description
that was bestowed on Anglo American settler.”” The result of this greed for land

would force Natives to surrender their lands to accommodate the increased

numbers.””  Congress responded to the President and Knox’s policy with the first

Indian Trade and Intercourse Act in which it approved the idea that land
purchases must be arranged through treaties made between federal and Native
leaders. Civilizing the Natives was the policy that would guarantee their survival
in the long term. Civilizing Natives meant forcing them to adopt the American
culture; and education was the means to achieve that. The new Native policy
began to influence the relations between Cherokees and the United States. Knox
considered the settlers’ encroachment of the Cherokee land in violation of the
Hopewell Treaty a disgraceful act, but the violating settlers could not be removed.

This led to the negotiating of a new treaty with the Cherokees whereby the land
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l()
/ he Cambridge History of the Native Peoples of the Americas, p. 484

. Arrcll M. Gibson, The American Indian Prehistory to the Present, p. 271
""Theda Perdue and Michael Green, The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with Documents, p 10



104

encroached upon was purchased, a new boundary was surveyed and the first step
of civilizing the Cherokees was taken. The Treaty of Holston was concluded with
a provision that required the Cherokees become herdsmen and cultivators and that
the US government give the Nation useful implements of husbandry. Thus, the
“civilization program” came to the Cherokees at a time when their deerskin trade
was collapsing,”’

Cherokee Culture Change

The Cherokees were enthusiastic about the program of civilization, but they
adapted it to their needs and objectives. For example, they agreed to the existence
of missions for the purposes of teaching their children but they expressed their
disinterest in Christianity. More and more Cherokee children attended the schools
especially among the mixed bloods who had European fathers. The civilization

program entailed major changes in the roles of men and women in society.g2

Making farmers of the Cherokees contradicted the core of their traditions and
culture and led to a severe economic depression. Still, in order to escape the
collapsing hunting economy and become more like white men, some Cherokees
became slaveholders.”

The political organization of the Cherokee Nation also changed as a result of the
civilization program and the developments that took place in US policy. In the
carlier periods, “no formal political mechanism existed on the tribal level,” for
each town was politically independent. The towns, however, shared and were

held together by a common culture, language and history. Towns sometimes
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worked in a union under the leadership of a charismatic individual. The British
used the feudal system in order to understand the Cherokee political organization.
Accordingly, they acknowledged one king, one chief, whom all other Cherokees
should respect. Thus, the British named kings for the Cherokees who hardly acted
like monarchs. Since the English treated the Cherokees as one entity, the need
arose for a single political regime. Thus, a centralized tribal government began to
take shape in order to regulate relations and dealings with the white people. In
1768, distinguished elder warriors were added by the tribal council to the inner
circle to ensure some kind of coercion to control young warriors from fighting the
white settlers. This led to a split when young warriors took their families and
moved south, forming the Chickamauga towns and fought until 1794. During the
1790s, the council’s inner circle included young warriors in an effort to make its
actions more binding. The National Council started to deal with internal as well
as international affairs for the Cherokee Nation. Thus, it began passing laws such
as one passed in 1808 regulating companies to suppress horse stealing and another
in 1810 canceling all outstanding blood debts between clans. In 1817, the
National Committee consisted of 13 members and acted as an executive
committee responsible for supervising affairs of the Nation and held jurisdiction
over relations with the United States. The Council reviewed decisions before they
were enacted. The rationale behind establishing the committee was to ensure
greater centralization of power. The term General Council was later used to refer
to both the National Council and the National Committee. In 1820, the Nation
was distributed into eight districts; thus representatives to the council were chosen

from those districts rather than on a town-basis. In 1825, the General Council was

granted control over the lands and public property of the Cherokee Nation. These
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articles were adopted to prevent cession and selling of more land. The
constitution of 1828 gave veto power over Council actions to a strong principal
chief and adopted all laws created prior to its issue. While a High Court was
appointed in 1821, many people preferred that the Council resolve their

problems.” The Cherokee Constitution marked the culmination of their

nationalism aiming to preserve both the nation and their land. In 1829, the
Council wrote a law that imposed the death penalty on any Cherokee who sold
land without authority for without land the Nation would not exist. Another
manifestation of Cherokee nationalism was Sequoyah’s invention of a system of
writing for the Cherokee language. Using the syllables of their language, the
Cherokees embarked on publishing a newspaper called the Cherokee Phoenix.
The newspaper had columns in English, too.”

In order to understand the policy of removal, we must understand Georgia’s
policies since no other state pressured so hard for the expulsion of Native
Americans. Its legislature, congressional delegation, and press worked diligently
to accomplish this objective.” Georgia pressured for the‘ removal policy because
of an arrangement with the federal government by which it gave up its colonial
charter claims to the region that is now Alabama and Mississippi and received
$1, 25 million with a promise that the US government would take all lands held

by Natives within Georgia’s borders as soon as possible and by peaceful means.”’

"Richard Persico Jr., “Early Nineteenth Century Cherokee Political Organization”, in Duane H.

l\ln;, The Cherokee Indian Nation A Troubled History, pp 92-106
"Theda Predue and Michael Green, The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with Documents, p.
14
“Ibid., p. 58
"Ibid., p. 58
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Affirming their borders in the Cherokee constitution and consolidating
sovereignty made the Georgians even more angry as it was clear that the
Cherokees did not plan to leave. Cherokee land blocked Georgia from the
Tennessee River and froze state projects including railways that would connect
the state’s agricultural land with the river network. Georgia’s General Assembly
issued resolutions in 1826 and in 1827 assuming complete sovereignty over all the
land and the people within its borders including the Cherokees. While the
legislature did not threaten the use of force against the Cherokees, it maintained
its right to do so. Inan Assembly resolution in 1827, Georgia resolved that the
Natives were mere tenants and the state could end their tenancy, but that it did not
want to disturb public tranquility and therefore it would not use violence until all
other means failed. The state sent reports to the President and to the Cherokees to
inform them of its decisions. When nothing happened, the state, through its
General Assembly, issued legislation in 1828 incorporating the Cherokee Nation
in to its counties. This law was effective June 1st, 1830 and it considered all
Cherokee laws null and void. It became illegal for the Cherokee government to

meet or act. The state established the Georgia Guard, a special police force that

enforced Georgia law in the Cherokee territory.98 Georgia’s military law was

enacted everywhere; Cherokee lands were surveyed and allocated by lottery;

missionaries were put imprisoned for teaching the Cherokees and Cherokees were

sentenced to death by Georgia’s juries.” In order to enhance the process of

« R "

’ Ibid., pp. 58-62

“Helen Hunt Jackson, A Century of Dishonor A Sketch of the United States Governments
Dealings with Some of the Indian Tribes, University of Oklahoma Press, Norman, 1995 p. 277.
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removal, Georgia planned to dispossess Cherokee leaders who would then be
forced to move. Georgia discovered that Cherokee leaders including Principal
Chief John Ross had received personal reservations in accordance with the treaties
of 1817 and 1819. Those treaties suggested that any person who accepted
reserves and later decided to leave the Cherokee Nation was required to either
become a citizen in the state of his reserve or sell those reserves and move west.
Georgia politicians claimed that accepting reserves denationalized the leaders. As
a result, those leaders had no legal or moral entitlement to their properties in the
Nation and thus the Georgia General Assembly in 1833 confiscated their

00
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houses. In addition to dispossessing the leaders, white men continued to

intrude upon Cherokee lands, mining for gold in Cherokee territory, stealing their

animals and removing them from their houses.'” As mentioned earlier, Cherokee

land was being surveyed and distributed by the lottery system to Georgian
citizens. Georgians created a song that accompanied the lottery.

“All T want in this creation,

Is a Pretty little girl and a big plantation,
Way down yonder in the Cherokee nation”'”

In 1830, white settlers moved onto houses that belonged to Cherokee families; as
a result the Cherokees attacked the settlers and burnt their houses, but not before

some were killed. In 1831, 25 white men entered the Nation to arrest some

Cherokees. They chased and shot at two boys and arrested “a wanted man’s

””I‘hcdn Perdue and Michael Green, The Cherokee Removal A Brief History with Documents, pp.

7]5-7()
”ilbid.. p. 82
l””(Jiloriu Jahoda, The Trail of Tears The Story of the American Indian Removals 1813-1855, cit.,

Wings Books, 1975, p. 224
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brother” instead of him. Georgians also threatened to close the Cherokee

103

newspaper because its articles were slanderous to the State of Georgia.'” In

July1833, a Georgian attacked two Cherokee women and tried to rape them.
When they took their story to the civil authorities, “they were told that it was
2 104

illegal for them to testify against a white man These policies came in the

frame that Jackson created for southern States when he encouraged them to

pressure the Natives to leave, he told Georgia Congressmen, “Build a fire under

them {the Indians}, when it gets hot enough, they will move”.'”

The reasons behind the policy of removal are summarized in the following:
Continued increase in numbers of immigrants to the United States.
Need for more resources, i.e. new land to plant cotton for which the
demand was so high.
Natives’ decision to no longer sell land to the federal government.

Slow pace in the process of civilization as alleged by the white people.

Emergence of scientific racism

Discovery of gold in the southeast, especially in the Cherokee land.

The defeat of the Creek in 1812 ended any threat by the Natives as a

military force in the East Coast and eliminated the Britishin Canada as a

threat.'"

'K enneth Penn Davis, “Chaos in the Indian Country: The Cherokee Nation 1828-35", in Duane
n King, The Cherokee Indian Nation A Troubled History, pp. 130-131
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Ihld p. 142,
James Wilson, 7he Earth Shall Weep A History of Native America, Atlantic Monthly Press,

Nuv York, , p. 165
“William Anderson (ed.), Cherokee Removal Before and After, The University of Georgia

Press, 1991, p. ix
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The Treaty of 1817, was the first treaty with the Cherokees that had mention of
removal as a policy. It proposed to send the Cherokees west of the Mississippi.

Between 1500 to 2000 Cherokees chose to leave to the West while the large

majority of the Nation opposed removal.'”

The Cherokees reverted to peaceful means in opposing removal policy, taking
their case to the United States Supreme Court. In spite of the ruling that was in
their favor, Georgia refused to concede. In his decision, Chief Justice John
Marshal said “acts of Georgia are repugnant to the Constitution ... They are in
direct hostility with treaties {which} ... solemnly pledge the faith of the United

States to restrain their citizens from trespassing on it { Cherokee Territory}”. 108

[n spite of all the developments the Cherokee made in becoming “more civilized”,
American policy towards the Natives and especially égainst the Cherokees
regressed after the election of Andrew Jackson. Before becoming President,
Jackson was active among American frontier settlers who denounced the Natives
as “wretched savages” and “unworthy stewards”. They perceived the Natives to
be “a degraded brutal race of savages, whom it was the will of God should perish
at the approach of civilization”. Jackson hated the idea of dealing with the
Natives through treaties. He thought Native Americans were American subjects
who had no sovereignty. He therefore, believed that they should be subject to
Congress. At the same time, he called for segregating the two races. Because

many Natives refrained from selling lands to settlers, it was impractical to acquire

- -
"7 Ibid.
"% peter Nabokov (ed.), Native American Testimony An Anthology of Indian and White Relations,
First Iincounter to Dispossession, Harper Colophon Books, Harper and Row, New York, 1978 p.
187
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lands through treaties. Jackson’s policy as President was exploitive, coercive and
cheapening. ~ Withholding their annuities’, Jackson forced Natives to make
concessions. He also banned missionaries who encouraged Natives to remain on
their lands. Moreover, Jackson authorized commissioners to buy whisky to
entertain Natives who met to discuss important issues in the councils. He defied
even the decisions of the United States Supreme Court and ignored its ruling
concerning Wercester v. Georgia which recognized the natives’ cause against the
settlers as just. This action of Jackson gave a green light to all frontier settlers to
continue with their encroachment. Later on, Jackson adopted a patronizing and
paternalistic policy towards the Natives who had been moved to the West, which
aimed to keep them dependent. Interested in moving the Natives west, Jackson
pressured Congress to adopt a law legalizing their removal and the appropriation

of their lands. Congress became a theater for debate among those who supported

+0 109

the policy of removal and those who opposed it New York senator,

Frelinghuysen, asked “Is it one of the prerogatives of the white man, that he may

disregard the dictates of moral principles, when an Indian shall be concerned?”'"

The debate was raised among intellectuals and the media too. Ralph Waldo
Emerson protested “The soul of man, the justice, the mercy that is the heart’s
heart in all men, from Maine to Georgia, does abhor this business”.'"" Jackson

used some priests in gaining support for his plan. Other religious bodies opposed

removal. But their activities were in vain and the Indian Removal Act became

* The annuity was the annual cash payment the US was to pay tribal members or leaders.
"9 Arrell M. Gibson. The American Indian Prehistory and the Present, pp.305-308

" William T, Hagan, American Indian, p. 70

"ibid,
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law in 1830. Congress also adopted laws to create the federal bureaucracy that

would carry out removal.'"? Following this federal officials tried to convince the

Cherokees to leave. Some immigration took place, but it was very limited.

Mistreatment of the Cherokee people continued.'" President Jackson gave orders

to stop paying the annuity to the leaders and to start distributing them on
individuals, This meant that each individual would get 50 cents. This was a
policy to weaken the leaders who opposed removal and pressured them and the

whole nation.'"*  Meanwhile, the federal officials encouraged leaders of Western

Cherokees who had already gone West to visit the Nation and encourage the

others to leave but they were not successful.'"

Removal:

After seven years of continued pressure from the federal government manifested
by declining to force the State to adhere to the Supreme Court’s ruling and the
consistent oppressive and restricting policies imposed by Georgia and its non-
compliance with the ruling, some 20 Cherokee men who were not the elected
leadership to sign a treaty of removal with the US in 1835. The treaty will be the
scope of study in chapter four. What is important here, however, is the removal
process itself and the expulsion of a people from their land. The vast majority of

the Cherokees opposed the forced relocation. The Cherokees were ready to

12 A trell M.Gibson. The American Indian Prehistory to the Present, p. 309

"Ik enneth Penn Davis, “Chaos in the Indian Country: The Cherokee Nation, 1825-35, in Duane
H, King, The Cherokee Removal A Troubled History, p. 131

"bid., pp. 132-133

' . jrant Foreman, /ndian Removal, University of Oklahoma Press, Norman and London, 1972, p.

240
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remain on their lands and to suffer till death.''® As mentioned elsewhere, the

government allowed Cherokees wishing to stay on ceded land in the East to take a
640-acre reserve and to obtain citizenship. The Cherokees did not support the
1817 treaty and the Cherokee Council voted in 1819 denying each Cherokee who
emigrated or accepted reserved land from Cherokee citizenship. Cherokees in
North Carolina accepted citizenship in the State and thus were excluded from

" 1 i A X . ; S FEL i
removal. In spite of long strides Cherokees made towards white civilization,

the US government was determined to get rid of them. The Cherokees were an
example white leaders used to encourage other Natives in adopting the civilization
program.  As Mary Young wrote, “The Cherokees were the mirror of the

American Republic”, but this did not spare them removal.''® At the urge of

Governor  Gilmer of Georgia, Jackson appointed Benjamin Curry as the
superintendent of removal for the Cherokee Nation. Another agent was appointed
as the disbursing agent for their removal, ensuring wagons and flatboats were
available to carry the Cherokees westward. The superintendent and his assistants
encouraged Cherokees to leave, enrolling and sending them West. Very few left
and many of them died on the way as a result of disease and starvation. Also those
among the nation who opposed removal discouraged others who were enrolled to
leave. The enforced removal was entrusted to Gen. Winfield Scott who was to

assume control of the forces within the Nation and authorized to enlist about 4000

militia men from the surrounding states. The total recruited was 7000 armed men

I“'I lelen Hunt Jackson, A Century of Dishonor, p. 279

a /William Anderson (ed.) Cherokee Removal Before and Afier, p.x

: 'Hlery Young, “The Cherokee Nation: Mirror of the Republic”, American Quarterly, Vol 33,
winter 1981, pp. 501-25
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while the Cherokee Nation was already disarmed. Gen. Scott issued a
proclamation warning the Cherokee people opposed to removal that before the

next month the entire Cherokee nation would indeed be removed '™

Consequently, the Cherokees were herded into concentration camps.

“The history of this Cherokee removal of 1838, as gleaned by the
author from the lips of actors in the tragedy, may well exceed in
weight of grief and pathos any other passage in American history.
Even the much-sung exile of the Acadians falls far behind in its sum
of death and misery. Under Scott’s orders the troops were disposed at
various points throughout the Cherokee country, where stockade forts
were erected for gathering and holding the Indians preparatory to
removal. From these, squads of troops were sent to search out with
rifle and bayonet every small cabin hidden away in the covers or by
the sides of mountain streams, to seize and bring in as prisoners all the
occupants, however or wherever they might be found. Families at
dinner were startled by the sudden gleam of bayonets in the doorway
and rose up to be driven with blows and oaths along the weary miles
of trail that led to the stockade. Men were seized in their fields or
going along the road, women were taken from their wheels and
children from their play. In many cases, on turning for one last look
as they crossed the ridge, they saw their homes in flames, fired by the
lawless rabble that followed on the heels of the soldiers to loot and
pillage. So keen were these outlaws on the scent that in some
instances they were driving off the cattle and other stock of the
Indians almost before the soldiers had fairly started the owners on
their direction. Systematic hunts were made by the same men for
Indian graves, to rob them of the silver pendants and other valuables
deposited with the dead. A Georgia volunteer, afterward a colonel in

the Confederate service, said, “I fought through the civil war and have

1o, ) :
Grant Foreman, /ndian Removal, p. 286
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seen men shot to pieces and slaughtered by thousands, but the

Cherokee removal was the cruelest work I ever knew”.'*

In such stockades, men were gathered as prisoners. They were taken without any
of their belongings and thus, ina matter of moments were made poor. Women
were raped. Disease such as measles and cholera broke out. The stockades were
crowded and when 17, 000 were gathered, the removal process began. Still, In
spite  of the soldiers campaign, approximately one thousand Cherokees succeeded
in fleeing to the mountains and thus escaped removal. The Cherokees were taken
by boats to the West and many died on their way. The removal was carried out in

the hot season at the beginning'21 and with diseases led to many deaths. Upon

their arrival, they were given tents to protect them form the weather. Then they
were taken by wagons. This led Ross, the principal Cherokee leader, to call on the
superintendent of removal to “spare their lives” by postponing their removal to the

fall.'"” The Cherokees’ request was granted. Cherokees left in 13 groups and

deaths occurred almost everyday. The Cherokee called the road they traveled the

Trail of Tears. When they arrived they faced starvation and sickness.'* Some

Cherokees died of diseases; other were shot by soldiers; others died due to

starvation and some Cherokees froze to death in the cold. As the direct result of
removal, over 4000 Cherokees died- one fifth of the population.””* Among the

1400 Cherokees who escaped removal were the 700 traditional, full-blood

Cherokees who remained in North Carolina, refusing to leave because they were

Ibid., cit., p. 287
‘;',)lbid., p.289-299
lf:';lbid., p. 299

“"William Anderson (ed.), Cherokee Removal Before and After, pp.82

“Ibid., pp. 83-84

Birzeit University - Main Library
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North Carolinian citizens. This number also included those who fled from

soldiers; 400 others who lived also in North Carolina but were more acculturated
and finally another 300 Cherokees living in Georgia, Alabama and Tennessee.'*

Removal had drastic impact on the Cherokee Nation. The new place that they
moved to, nowadays Oklahoma, entailed many dangers posed by the surrounding
Native Nations that inhabited it. Factionalism and civil war erupted in the Nation
after arrival. In their new place of residence the Cherokees had to deal with
feelings of humiliation and loss.

The fate of the Cherokees resonates with that of the Palestinian people who, one
hundred years later faced much the same catastrophe, experiencing a similar

process of expulsion from their homeland.

“Ibid., pp. 105-106
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The Palestinians:

Early Settlement:

Zionist settlers were not the first Europeans that the Natives of Palestine
encountered. The people of Palestine, during the advent of Zionism, “constituted
the cumulative human residue, ethnic layer upon ethnic layer, of the admixture of

all the peoples, (including the ancient Hebrews and their descendants), who had
entered and left Palestine since time immemorial.”'* The people of Palestine

had a distinct identity as Palestinians as political scientist John Quigley wrote,

“Though Palestine had not been administered by Turkey as a single

unit. Palestine had its identity from ancient times and was considered
as a territorial unit into modern times by its inhabitants -and by

Europeans- who referred to its either as Palestine or as the Holy

Land 9127

When the Zionist settlers began moving to Palestine, they saw with their own eyes

that the land was not empty. Although Zionist propaganda that preceded Jewish

immigration to Palestine had very little mention of the indigenous Arab

population.'” Of course, typical of Zionist propaganda was Zangwill’s slogan “A

land without a people for a people without a land.” In 1905, Yitzak Epstein

arcastically criticized Zionist leadership for “overlooking a rather marginal fact-

that in our beloved land there lives an entire people that has been dwelling there

. . ) 9 h . -
h . e emptiness of Palestine was
for centuries and never considered leaving it.  § p
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one legal justification used by Zionists to justify their settling of the land.
Zionists created this myth of an empty Palestine in order to encourage settlers
from Europe to move there. Thus, Palestine was described as desolate and
forsaken waiting for its redeemers. It was described as a virgin land. According
to Smilansky, such myth accounted for the negative attitudes settlers adopted

against Native Palestinians.'””  In 1891, Ahad Ha’am observed that new settlers

were behaving with hostility and cruelty towards the Arabs. They encroached
upon the local community, beat them for no reason and would then boast about

it.""" In Ben Gurion’s, A Personal History, Palestine, before the colonists arrived,

is described to be “in a virtual state of anarchy ... primitive, neglected and

derelict.”'®* 1In addition to vacancy of the land, Zionists used another justification
in order to settle Palestine -their religious God-given right- the unbroken physical
connection between the Jewish people and their homeland."” Thus, theology was
exploited to help create the state of Israel justifying Jewish immigration as the
fulfillment of a promise made by God."™* Occupyirig the West Bank and

maintaining it under Israeli control was also justified with the religious argument
for Shimon Peres said, “there is no argument in Israel about our historic rights in

the land of Israel. The past is immutable and the Bible is the decisive document

e ———— e
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in determining the fate of our land.”" This linkage to an ancient biblical era was

made clear in the Israeli Declaration of Independence,

“Exiled form the Land of Israel, the Jewish people remained faithful

to it in all the countries of the dispersion, never ceasing to pray and

hope for their return and the restoration of their national freedom.”"*

Veteran Zionist leader, Menachem Ussishkin wrote that “the Arabs recognize

unconditionally the historical title of Jews to the land.”"" The divine right that

Zionists claim to Palestine was also used by other colonizing projects such as the
American one, evoking the same rhetoric of the chosen people and the divine
mission.  According to Finkelstein, “Zionism’s “historical right” to Palestine was
neither historical nor a right. It was not historical inasmuch as it voided the two
millennia of non-Jewish settlement in Palestine and the two millennia of Jewish

settlement outside it. It was not a right, except in the Romantic “mysticism” of

“blood and soil” and the Romantic “cult” of “death”, heroes, and graves”. "

No matter what the justifications were, early settlers knew the land was inhabited,

but some chose to ignore it while others tried to overcome it. Some Jewish
colonists believed they were working in a political void. Entering Jaffa, Ben
Yehuda, the father of modern Hebrew, faced a sudden crisis of conscience.

“He saw himself coming to “this country as a proselyte, a stranger,
the son of a foreign country and a foreign people; in this, the land of
my forefathers, I have no political and no civil right... I suddenly
broke. Something like remorse rose in the depths of my soul. ... My

lJgNoam Chomsky, The Fateful Triangle, cit., South End Press, Boston, MA, 1983, p. 54
U['Wallcr Laqueur and Barry Rubin (eds.), The Israel - Arab Reader, Penguin Books, London,

Sthed., pp. 107-9.
""Norman Finkelstein, p. 100
138, ;

Ibid., p. 101



120

feet stood on the holy ground the land of the forefathers, and in my

heart there was no joy. ... I did not embrace the rocks. I stood

shocked. Dread! Dread!”"”’

Zionist leaders overlooked the fact that there were natives in Palestine and that
they might oppose Zionism. When the Palestinian presence was acknowledged,
then the justification was that Jewish settlement would greatly benefit their

community.  Thus, Zionist thinkers assumed that Arabs would welcome the Jews
. P 1 5 o * .
into their land.'" Herzl’s characterization of the Arab sphere, as a “plague-ridden

blighted corner of the Orient” to which Jews “would bring cleanliness, order and
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well-distilled customs of the Occident” " gave the Jews a sense of mission. At

the beginning, there was no actual contact between settlers and the Arabs. Some

Jews believed that the Palestinians were descendants of the ancient Jewish tribes

and that being surrounded by Jews, those Arabs would convert to Judaism.'*

However, from the very beginning, many Jews realized the need to get rid of the
Arabs to ensure their settling of the land. Herzl believed the Natives would resist

Zionist occupation and thus “recommended that they be dealt with through

assured supremacy, a euphemism for brute force and military superiority”.'®

From the beginning, Herzl wrote, “military power is an essential component of

this strategy... that ideally, the Zionists should acquire the land of their choice by

" Amos Elon, The Israelis Founders and Sons, p. 150
"lbid., p. 150
i Clifford Wright, Facts and Fables The Arab Israeli Conflict, Kegan Paul International,

London, 1989, p. 2
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armed conquest. Another means he considered early in the process of

colonization was transfer; he wrote in his diaries that they will get rid of the
Natives by “spiriting the penniless population across the border ... discretely and
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circumspectly”. Thus, he tried to establish a Zionist colonization association in
Palestine with the right to deport the Native Palestinians.'* These two policies

appeared in Zionist literature from early days were later employed in the process
of claiming the land.

The program of the first Zionist Congress of Bale held in 1897 specified that the
aim of Zionism was to create a home for the Jewish people in Palestine,
accomplished through advancing Jewish settlement there."”” The highest priority
for the Zionist movement was immigration, purchasing land, settling it, and
developing a Jewish community in Palestine. The first Zionist community in
Palestine can be traced to the arrival of the Bilu group in 1882 which marks the
First Aliya®. 1t is worth mentioning that there were several modern settlement
schemes before 1882. Sir Moses Montefiore, together with the Rothschilds
bought land in Palestine and funded the construction of a hospital in Jerusalem
and a school in 1850s. But it was not until the 1890s that Rumanian settlers
started living on his land. Agriculture was an essential part in any program of
developing a Jewish society in Palestine. Rumanian Jews started the settlement of

Petah Tikva in 1878, but it soon failed and settlers left. Thus, around 1881,

"bid.
"Ibid.
146,
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approximately 1000 Jews were settled in Palestine and working in agriculture. In
1882, Hovevi Zion from both Russia and Rumania started migrating in to
Palestine and establishing agricultural communities. Russian Jews began the
settlement of Rishon Le-Zion. At the end of the century, there were some 20
Jewish agricultural settlements in Palestine with about 5000 men and women
living in them. Jewish settlers were poorly prepared for farming. Many of them
were ill of malaria that they brought to the country. Some of the settlers lived in
caves. Less than 20% of the newcomers lived in the new settlements or worked in
agriculture while many others took jobs in major towns of Palestine. Many
immigrants returned to Burope or immigrated to the United States. Itis only
through the support of philanthropists such as Baron Rothschild that these new

colonies survived for he provided financial and technical support for agricultural

enterprises.148 Instead of working with their own hands, Jewish agriculturists
became dependent on local Palestinians for labor.'* Palestinian farmers were

willing to work for less pay and were more experienced in farming. This situation
annoyed Zionist thinkers like Ahad Ha’am because it meant that wages would go
down whereby discourage Jewish labor to immigrate to Palestine. The first Aliya,
which lasted until 1903, succeeded however, in increasing the number of the
Jewish community by about 25,000. During this period, they established a
number of new agricultural communities. Jews also moved to some Palestinian
cities and built new neighborhoods in both Jaffa and Haifa. Between 1904 and

1913, the Second Aliya brought a large number of Jews from Russia following the

18 James Ciment, Palestine/Israel the Long History, p. 26

"Mark Tessler, A History of the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict, pp. 59-60
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failed 1905 revolution. This period played a major role in transforming the Yishuv
into a modern and integrated polity."”

Zionists created several organizations such as the Karen Kayemet and others that
were able to grant practical assistance to the new settlers.
Substantial numbers of the second wave of settlers were educated in the modern

o & T g i 51 ; :
sciences and had some kind of socialist orientation. "' Motivated by such ideals of

the Russian Revolution, settlers created new forms of agricultural settlements
such as the moshav, “a cooperative agricultural village in which workers own
small plots of land but carry out marketing and many aspects of production on a
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collective basis”'*%. A second form was the kibutz which grew out of the national

farm where the Jewish National Fund bought the land and workers were employed
to cultivate under the supervision of trained agronomists. The Kibutz represented
a model of European socialism which encouraged many Jews to immigrate since
it represented a revolutionary model. The Jews aimed to create a self-dependent
society relying alone on its labor. In addition to agriculture, the Zionist
community wanted to establish an industrial base and create a modern urban
population.  Thus, Tel Aviv was established in 1909. Hebrew became the

language of the new community, helping to unite immigrants and show cultural

159 A ithur Goldschmit, Jr., A Concise History of the Middle East, 3rd, ed., Westview Press,
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uniqueness for the emerging community. The impact of socialism on the

. . 154
politics of the newcomers was apparent but was exclusive of the Arabs.

One can conclude that before 1916, most Jewish settlers overlooked the Arabs.
But during the 1920s, Weizmann began to see the problem in a new light and
started looking for interim formulas. The public opinion among Zionists during

the 1930s was that of proclaiming a Jewish state as the aim of Zionism."> The

labor-Zionist method of colonization went through stages:

1. The first stage was the arrival of the earliest Zionist colonists in 1882
attempting to create a pure settlement colony based on farmers who adopted
the Palestinian agricultural methods. It failed as their income could not meet
the standard demands of European Jews.

2 The second stage (1882-1900): Developing an ethnic plantation colony
supported By Rothschild, the Yishuv depended on Arab workers with a small
Jewish labor force and thus limited Jewish immigration since salaries were
meager.

3. The third stage (1900): Rothschild stopped funding the plantations. As
a result, wages paid to the Jews were reduced and many left the country
unable to remain with so little money. These workers were replaced by Arabs.
With the departure of Rotschild from the scene, the accumulation of land was

interrupted, so colonizers could not fulfill their desire of becoming

landowners.
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4. The fourth stage (with the second Aliya): Immigrants with no property
entered the labor market, so asto lower their standard of living to that of the
Palestinians.

3, The fifth stage represents a critical time in the building of the state of
Israel and forming the Israeli nation. In 1905, Jewish laborers abandoned the
idea of equalizing the wages with Palestinian peasants and became interested
in domineering labor. Their slogan became: “a necessary condition for the
realization of Zionism is the conquest of all jobs in Palestine by Jews.”'™ The
“conquest of labor” changed workers into militant nationalists who wanted a
homogeneous society with no use of the Natives and consequently no Natives
at all. Thus Jewish laborers grew to be exclusivists."”’

6. The sixth stage began in 1909 when the World Zionist Organization
created the Jewish National Fund with the purpose of buying land, converting
it to Jewish land and creating a national property. With the adoption of
internal colonization, the kibutz resulted.”® The pure settlement colony
became dominant in the Zionists colonization process -including the control of

land, employment that ensured the European standard of living, and massive
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The Impact of the Early Contacts on the Arab Palestinian Community:

The sense of being an Arab was developed by societies, publications, speeches
and congresses- the result of Turkish policies which gave Arabs a common
enemy. In addition the Young Turk Revolution granted Arabs from different

>0

provinces an opportunity to meet each other.'” Nationalist movements grew

during the inter-war period and supported the quest for self-rule and freedom.
They insisted on the authenticity, validity and dignity of the Arab and the Islamic
civilization and expressed their desire to create a political system that would

represent their culture and aspirations.'” Israeli scholar Y. Porath demonstrated

that “ at the end of the Ottoman period, the concept of Filastin was already
widespread among the educated Arab public, denoting either the whole of

Palestine or the Jerusalem Sanjak alone.”'®

Palestinians and Zionists came into contact by the end of the nineteenth century.
The early contacts led to both cooperation and conflict. Zionists made themselves
known to both peasants and local merchants and landlords. At the political level,
the two sides came to know each other and in some cases opened dialogue.
However, there were Arab warning voices from the beginning that questioned the
intentions of the Zionist movement. Nagib Azuri, published a book in Paris called
Le Reveil de la Nation Arab attacking Zionism. He commented on the two

national movements,

“The important phenomena of a similar nature and yet opposed, at

present manifest themselves in Asian Turkey.  These are the
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awakening Arab nation and the latent effort of the Jews to reconstitute
on a very large scale the ancient kingdom of Israel. The two

movements are destined to combat one another continuously until one

is beaten by the other.”'*

What shaped the relation between the two sides was, however, the economic
situation in Palestine. The population of Palestine was 590,000 in 1890, of which
96% was Arab. Some epidemics were common to the country such as cholera,
smallpox and malaria. Land was owned by individual peasants, but much of it
was owned by absentee landlords. The fact that there was no professional or
bureaucratic middle class contributed to the lack of development. The elite was
traditional and a new intellectual and political current was emerging while the
country continued to be dominated by few antagonist families. Few Palestinian
organizations such as the Nablus Youth Society existed. Such groups were of an

anti-Zionist nature and had an Arab-nationalist orientation. '

Before World War 1, the Arabs’ early responses to the Zionist settlers developed
from dialogue and cooperation to indifference followed by suspicion that led
eventually to active mutual rivalry.

Conflicts with the First Jewish Settlers:

From the beginning, some Palestinian notables opposed Jewish immigration and
land purchases. Telegrams were sent in 1891 to Constantinpole expressing their
fear of a Jewish monopoly over trade. In 1901, Jerusalem’s Palestinian notables

signed a petition protesting Ottoman regulations that allowed foreign residents to
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buy land. Ottomans limited Jewish immigration and colonization of Palestine

both pre and post 1908 because they feared creating yet another problem of

nationality in their empire that was splitting all over due to nationalist issues. No

166

European government challenged the Ottomans at that time.” The second Aliya

of the Zionists created disputes between Zionists and Arabs but they were small

and isolated incidents."”” The early Arab attitude towards Zionism was summed

up by Mandel,

“By the eve of the Young Turk Revolution, which took place in the
summer of 1908, it is clear that Arab anti-Zionism had not yet
emerged. On the other hand, there was unease about the expanding
Jewish community in Palestine, and growing antagonism toward it. ...
Thus, to the extent that Arab attention had been drawn to the Jewish
newcomers by 1908, the issue was probably still seen in terms of
immigration rather than Zionism. And in light of later expressions of
opinion, one can speculate that the majority view was close to that
contained in the report submitted by local notables in Jerusalem in
1899- that either the entry restrictions be made to work, or Jews be

allowed to settle in Palestine, provided that they become Ottoman

subjects.”'*®
Between 1908 and 1914, explicit anti Zionism developed as Arab patriotism and
national political activity grew. Newspapers, journals and meetings expressed

anti-Zionist ideas. The first and half decades of the twentieth century were

marked by opposition to Zionism. Arabs feared that Jewish immigration was
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undermining the Palestinian character of Palestine. Elite leadership that was both
conservative and traditional sought constitutional reform and greater local
autonomy. A number of factors prevented opposition to Zionism from growing
more quickly. Among those factors was the weakness of the political movements.

But by the eve of the World War I, Muslim as well as Christian Arabs were

opposing Zionism.'"”  The King-Crane Commission, appointed by President

Woodrow Wilson, clarified the Palestinian attitude:

“if ... the wishes of Palestine’s population are to be decisive as to what
is to be done with Palestine, then it is to be remembered that the non-

Jewish population of Palestine - nearly nine-tenths of the whole - are

emphatically against the entire Zionist program.”'”

Zionist leaders realized that the Arab presence could pose obstacles in the

settlement process, but the Arabs were unable to “arrest the whole process”.”"

Opposition to Zionism increased, although the Zionist leaders did not talk about it
publicly. Ben Gurion was aware of the indigenous Palestinians’ opposition to the
Zionists but, “in our political argument abroad we minimize Arab opposition to

us”,'”> he wrote. He knew the truth, for he said, “politically we are the aggressors

and they defend themselves ... The country is theirs because they inhabit it,

whereas we want to come here and settle down, and in their view we want to take

39172

away from them their country, while we are still outside.”'”” Very few Zionists,

especially among those who lived in the Yishuv, were interested in Jewish-Arab
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relation and cooperation. Some spoke of the shared cultural origins of the two

peoples and the need to explore Arabic language, roots, origins and literature in

order to reveal those of Israel.'”*

Pioneer settlers were busy tiling the land and singing,

“There in the marvelous land of the forefathers,
All our hopes shall be fulfilled.

There we’ll live, and there’ll we’ll work,

A life that is free, a life that is pure,”'”

Gorny identified three schools of thought that people of the Yishuv held in regard
to the Palestinians:

[- Separatists: These were the Zionists who feared the assimilation of Jewish
settlers into Arabic culture. For example, Moshe Smilansky, a prominent Yishuv
leader adopted a separatist position by urging the Jews “to keep their distance
from the fellahin and their base attitudes ... lest our children adopt their ways and
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learn from their ugly deeds. They denied the legitimacy of Arab political

ambitions and believed that the Arabs were merely “a collection of warring
faction and tribes” and not a nation. During the years before the World War I, this

separatist outlook gained more support with the deterioration of Arab-Jewish

relations. This attitude was in tune with the exclusivist impulse of Zionism.'”” As
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Zionist settlers expected to find “a land without people”, they were not prepared

to live together and therefore endorsed “exclusivist and separatist policies.”'”®

2- Some of the separatist leaders like Zangwell called for the expulsion of Arabs
from Palestine because the land was too small to accommodate both peoples.
Zangwell said, “we must be prepared to expel (the country’s non Jewish
population) from the land by the sword, just as our forefathers did to the tribes
that occupied it.”"”’

3- Liberal school: This school recognized the Arabs as a nation who had a role in
Palestine’s future, but one that was subordinate to that of the Jews. Advocates of
this school adopted a positive attitude toward the Arabs and wanted personal

friendships with them. By granting medical help and agricultural loans they

thought they would gain the support of Palestinian leaders.'®® Liberal Zionists

adopted a constructive socialist outlook, but gave heed to the national cause of the

Jewish people.'®" Some of the leaders who belonged to this school acknowledged

that “Palestine contained two peoples who possessing equal national rights and
urged the Zionist movement to pay more attention to improving relations with the

Arabs, while continuing, of course, to give highest priority to the needs of Jewish
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Early Efforts of Cooperation Outside Palestine:

Until 1913, Arab opposition to Zionism had not crystallized. There were contacts
between Zionist leaders and Arab representatives in Constantinople. There was a
considerable diversity in Arab opinion outside Palestine regarding Zionism.
Some Arab leaders like the decentralists, especially outside Palestine, believed
that immigration could bring economic benefits to Palestine without threatening
its future. Those leaders placed conditions on the Zionist presence in Palestine.
According to these conditions, Zionists were not allowed to have a state nor to
take over land. Some leaders believed that Zionists were able to help the Arab

World in its struggle against European powers.'®

Contacts continued but without yielding fruitful results until the World War I
erupted.  Factors such as Palestinian anti-Zionism, Zionist hesitation and Turkish
opposition blocked such an alliance between the two parties. Among the Arab
leaders who agreed to meet the Zionists were very few Palestinians and even
those were not among the leaders that held high status. Anti-Zionist societies
were established on the eve ofthe war. A political communiqué, distributed in
Jerusalem in 1914, indicated growing anti-Zionist feelings among Palestinians,
“Men! ... Do you wish to be slaves of the Zionists who have come to you to expel
9184

you from your country, saying that this country is theirs Thus, efforts to

create cooperation ended. Palestinians were aware of the dangers that Zionist

immigration posed, Arif al- Arif, later mayor of Jerusalem wrote,
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“if this state of affairs continues... then the Zionists will gain mastery

over our country, village by village, town by town; tomorrow the

whole of Jerusalem will be sold and then Palestine in its entirety.”'®

As a result of World War 1, the population of Palestine decreased. Some
Palestinian leaders were executed and some Zionist leaders were either

imprisoned or deported. There was a shortage of food and starvation and hunger
prevailed. 604,000 Arabs and 85,000 Jews inhabited Palestine in 1914."

After the war, Britain dealt with conflicting promises it had made with the two
parties during the war. In 1915, it promised an Arab State to Sharif Husayn in the
entire  Arab region lying between Persia to the east and the Mediterranean and the
Red Sea to the west if the Arabs supported the allies in the war. Of course, the
Arabs had done their part in carrying out the Arab Revolt against the Turks in
1916.  The second promise that Britain made was in the Sykes-Picot agreement
which divided much of the Arab Middle East between France and Britain. The
third promise was the Balfour Declaration of 1917 in which Britain promised to

establish a national home for the Jews in Palestine.'®” Sharif Mecca called on the

Arabs of Palestine to treat the Jews as brothers and to work with them for the

advancement of the country in 1918.'%

An attempt of dialogue and cooperation between the Arabs and the Zionists was
manifested in the Faycal - Weizmann agreement of 1919. The agreement that was

written in a language of affections, promised to take all measures to encourage
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Jewish immigration to Palestine if the Zionists supported the development and
independence of the Arab states. Such agreement had very little impact since they
overlooked the reality on the ground where Arabs represented 90% of the

population and the growing feelings of anti-Zionism among Arabs. .

Palestinians were not allowed to take part in the Paris Conference. They

considered Palestine and themselves as part of Arab Syria which was represented

190
l.

by Fayca
After the King-Crane Commission’s report was issued, Palestinians felt that the
British would not fulfill Arab independence and that the Balfour Declaration was
a denial of their rights and self-determination; they feared that increased Jewish
immigration would lead to Arabs’ economic and political subjection under

191

Europe’s Jews. " They suspected that the British would hold them in colonial

bondage until Jews achieved a majority in Palestine and could form their state.'””

Palestinians felt “They had not been consulted at any level in the preparations of

European plans for the disposal of their homeland and felt in no way bound

peaceably to accept their implementation.”m

During the Mandate period, Britain facilitated Jewish immigration. The Mandate

gave Palestine precise territorial boundaries. Since the Zionists aimed to establish
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a national home for the Jews in Greater Israel, they protested the establishment of

Transjordan and established the militant Revisionist Party in 1925.'"*

Between the two world wars, an explicit Palestinian national consciousness

started to shape. As a result, clashes between the two parties began in 1920 with

: ; : .o 195
an Arab assault on Jews in Jerusalem, then expanding to Jaffa and other cities.

Two recurring themes appeared in the Palestinian argument:

|- the continuous Arab occupation of the land

2- the presence of Arab majority.'”

Porath revealed in his writings the Palestinians appeals for Arab unity; he said,

“Resistance to Zionism was the prime motive force behind Palestinian
nationalist activity; their relation to the question of Arab unity in its
various manifestations was a function of the efficacy of the anti-
Zionist struggle. When they were of the opinion that unity would help
them in this struggle, they lean towards it (1919-1920), but when they
grew suspicious of the intentions of certain Arab nationalists from

Syria with respect to Zionism, they dissociate themselves from them

and tried to go it alone.”"”’
Britain appointed a Jew, Herbert Samuel, to work as its High Commissioner to
Palestine. At the beginning, he facilitated immigration of the Jews to the couhtry,
but after living in Palestine, he developed a new understanding of the situation; at
the end, many Zionists complained about his policies. Riots erupted in Jaffa in

1921 to protest Jewish immigration. The Haycraft Commission, appointed to

investigate the riots, issued a report sating that Jewish immigration was the main
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cause for the disturbances and blamed the Zionists for not paying any

consideration to Arab interests. The High Commissioner, in accordance with the

results of the report, declared a temporary suspension of immigration.'”®

Palestinians filed complains to the British government afterwards, but British
solutions never included the annulment of the Balfour Declaration.

The other issue that was a source of conflict between the indigenous people of
Palestine and the Zionist settlers were land purchases made by the Zionist
Organization. Land bought by Jews became the property of the Jewish nation and

could not be resold or leased to non-Jews.'” The land became Jewish. The

World ~ Zionist Organization founded the Palestine Foundation Fund and the
Jewish National Fund to finance purchase of Arab land. Under these two
organizations, land was bought from absentee land owners and local peasants

were evicted.”” The purpose of getting ownership to this land was to settle Jews

on it, and the money that was used for purchase was usually donated.*' The

importance of buying land was expressed by Menachim Ussihkin who said,

“In order to establish autonomous Jewish community- life or, to be
more precise, a Jewish state, in Eretz Yisrael, it is necessary, first of
all, that all, or at least most, of Eretz Yisrael’s lands will be the
property of the Jewish people. Without ownership of the land, Eretz
Yisrael will never become Jewish, be the number of Jews whatever it

may be in the towns and even in the villages, and Jews will remain in
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the very same abnormal situation which characterizes them in

. 202
Diaspora.

Jews bought land to strengthen their legitimacy to their “homeland”. They
believed that in cases of dividing land between Palestinian and Jews, land
holdings might well-determine the extent and location of land allocated to them
and they hoped to slow the process of an integrated Arab society. Thus, what
determined the selection of a piece of land for purchase was “its place in the
upbuilding and the attainment of a Jewish majority” which was far more
important than the land’s readiness to be cultivated or colonized. Zionists faced
difficulties in buying lands because:

|- their financial resources were limited.

2- the price of land rose steadily and dramatically. **

As a result of land purchases, a great number of peasants were displaced. The
British government in 1920, adopted the Transfer of Land Ordinance which
“required government apprbval for all sales of immovable property and specified
that such agreement should not be given unless any tenant in occupation will
retain sufficient land in the district or elsewhere for the maintenance of himself

3204

and his family.
Another problem that caused tension between the Palestinians and the Zionists
was the question of Jewish labor. Of course, as early as 1917 and following the
Balfour Declaration, the Zionist movement hoped to conquer Palestine under the

slogan “In blood and fire shall Judea rise again”. But the British Mandate limited
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this and thus, by necessity, Jews resorted to the use of labor in their colonization

of Palestine.”  The rationale behind Jewish labor was the Jewish attempt to “re-
earn their historic birthplace through the bitter sweat of their brows.”?* People

who  work hard to make deserts bloom could not be considered conquerors. They
believed in “right through labor” but only applicable to themselves and not to

Arabs.™”  This made Israeli settlers feel superior to other colonists. Hebrew labor

marked the beginning of the Zionist State since it was based on separate economic

)8

sector.”™  The Hebrew Labor “contributed more than any other factor to the

crystallization of the concept of territorial economic and social separation between

5209

Jews and Arabs.

The 1920s were marked by surface tranquility although hard feelings were
building. ~ Each community developed separately and independently as two
unconnected entities. The Mandate period for the Yishuv was marked by conflict
with the Arabs, and deterioration with the British, however, it maintained its
continuity expansion. Between 1919 and 1923, 35,000 new immigrants entered
Palestine, and between 1924 and 1931, another 35,000 immigrants arrived, most

of the latter coming from Poland. Many institutions like the Zionist Army

(Defense Force) and the Histadrut (workers’ union) were established in 1920.*'
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The years between 1932 and 1939 witnessed the fifth Aliya which was affected by
the rise of Nazism. Most European countries were already crowded with rising
unemployment due to depression, leading many Jews to immigrate to Palestine for

better opportunities.”’' These years witnessed the immigration of about 200,000

Jews who entered the country legally or illegally. The thirties held for the Yishuy

o ’ : e ) ; : : :
a growth in populatl()n, institutions and economics. The intense immigration

led to the eruption of riots in 1936-1939. As a result, the British set a new quota
for immigration limiting it to 10,000 Jews per year and after 1940, Britain in fact
started deporting illegal immigrants. The Holocaust in Germany supported the
need for establishing a homeland for the Jews where they could organize for their

. . 213
collective survival.”

Economic and Social Developments in the Arab Community:

Zionist propaganda claimed that Palestine “was mostly desert, with only a few
islands of Arab settlement, and Israel’s cultivable land was indeed redeemed from
swamp and wilderness.” This propaganda overlooked Arab cultivation and the
natural fertility of Palestine. It was Palestinians who expanded agricultural
production and techniques during the 18th and 19th centuries before the arrival of
Jewish settlers. An example is the Jaffa orange farms. In 1886, the American

Consul in Jerusalem thought that Florida orange farmers could learn from

Palestinian methods.”* By 1930, all land capable of being cultivated by
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indigenous Palestinians (with means available) was already being farmed. In
addition to this, by the end of the British Mandate, the area cultivated by Arabs
was 5,484,700 dunams while that cultivated by the Jews was only 425,450
dunams. The famous Zionist claim of making the desert of the Negev bloom is
completely refuted when one looks at the numbers. In 1935, Palestinians were
farming 2,109,234 dunams in the Negev while Jewish landholdings were not more

than 21,000 dunams meaning Palestinians made the desert bloom, not Zionists. -

Between 1922 and 1941, the Palestinian economy witnessed a horizontal growth
that was manifested in greater number of commercial and industrial enterprises,

expansion of Arab citriculture, increased urbanization of Arab population and

6

enhanced opportunities for education and healthcare.”’® During the Mandate,

however, the protection that the village as the basic social unit offered the peasant

was altered because

“Introduction of capitalist relations in Palestine dissolved the social
structure of village life by creating a new context for the organization
of economic exchange in which the fellah became increasingly

dependant and vulnerable to external economic forces that ultimately

contributed to his total disposition.”*"”

By 1945, the Palestinian population of Palestine was 1,256,000 and Arabs were
the majority. Land losses converted many peasants into laborers, and new sectors
opened by Jews and the Mandate authorities contributed to the proletarianization

of a large sector of Arab peasants. This period witnessed growth in the
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Palestinian middle class and expansion in Arab business enterprises. Many social
and economic transformations were taking place in the Palestinian arena and the
Palestinians were indulged in a process of nation - building. About 30-40 political
clubs were formed in Palestine after the WW 1.  Among their activities was
opposition to Zionist immigration and the creation of a Jewish state in

o A - 4 .
Palestine, 'hese clubs called for “unconditional independence for Greater Syria

under the rule of Faycal and internal self-government for Palestine as part of the

5219

broader Syrian state as well as the creation of anindependent Palestinian

legislature, elected by the locals. As early as 1921, the increasing fear of Zionist
encroachment in their homeland made Palestinians petition Churchill in Cairo to

grant the establishment of a national Palestinian government.”® This comes in

contradiction to what Zionists claim- that Arabs only wanted a state in Palestine

9221

after the Jews “made the desert bloom. Three major clubs emerged between

the end of War World I and the beginning of the Mandate included the Muslim-
Christian Association, whose members were largely nobles,” Al-Muntada al-
Adabi (Literary Society) and al-Nadi al-Arabi (The Arab Club) whose members
were of the grassroots, young and well-educated. Militant secret societies such as
al Fidaiyya (self-sacrificers) and Jamiyyat al-lkha wal Afaf (the Society of
Brotherhood and Purity) were also established. Rivalry between notable families

was reinforced by the Mandate authority through a policy of divide and rule,
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having a negative impact on the unity of the Palestinian people and on the
adoption and implementation of effective political programs. During the Third
Arab Congress held in Haifa in 1920, Palestinian nationalists convened and
elected an executive committee called the Palestine Arab Executive. It’s
membership increased and greatly depended on the support of the grassroots. In

the following congresses, the term Palestine had replaced southern Syria.223 It is

worth mentioning that the Palestine Congress in Haifa represented the political

opinion that existed in Palestine at that time.”** Another organization was the

Supreme Muslim Council which had considerable power due to its religious

nature. The Council was involved in gaining support for Palestinian demands in
the Arab world and played a role in preventing land sales to the Zionists.””

During the 1930s, Palestinian political life was marked by an increase in the
number of political parties and new sectors of the people entering political life.
However, rivalry between notable families continued and the polarization between
such groups as the Husaiynis and the Nashashibis divided the Palestinian society,
dispersing any significant political effort. Meanwhile, the expansion of Zionist

society pressured Palestinians towards cooperation and more radical policies. The

difficult economic situation facing Zionists led to intense calls for Jewish labor

which added to Arab anger. In response to the expansion of Zionism, the loss of

Arab lands and the Zionist segregation policy, Palestinian nationalism became

more militant, This led to more confrontational policies by the Palestinians

especially after it was discovered that arms were being smuggled by Zionists into

I O R ST
,,}‘lbldq pp. 219-222
- Clifford Wright, 7

A

“Mark Tessler, A History of the Israeli

acts and Fables The Arab Israeli Conflict, p. 36
_Palestinian Conflict, pp. 223-227



143

Palestine, and again after the death of Sheik Izz al-Din al-Qassam who had

dedicated his life to opposing™ Zionists colonization. The political situation

further deteriorated in 1936 and, as a result, the Higher Arab Committee was

founded by the six existing Palestinian parties inan effort to coordinate strike

activities. The purpose of the strike was to stop Jewish immigration. Riots
erupted that led to the killing of several persons and the imprisonment of 2500.
While the strike ended in October, demonstrations continued until 1939 in the

activities of “the Arab Revolt”*’ Haj Amin al-Husainy issued a fatwa (religious
ruling) that forbade the selling of land to Zionists and branded real estate brokers

as heretics.””"
What contributed to the failure of the national resistance was the fragmented and

conservative leadership. It was a leadership blinded by personal ambition and

jealousy that continued to work within the framework of clan politics.”* It is

worth mentioning, however, that “during the course of the revolt , the rebels, who

represented a broad alliance of workers, and radical elements of the middle class,

developed an effective military force and began to implement social and political

programs that challenged A‘yan (notable) leadership of the nationalist movement

and threatened the bases of mercantile-landlord dominance.”” The leadership,

however, remained in the hands of the conservative Palestinians who were unable
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to construct a national movement able to address the British or Zionist political
agendas.  The Arab Revolt of 1936 dragged the Palestinian economy down and
affected the social order, thus suspending Palestinian resistance until after the
WW 1. With the collapse of national resistance and the flight of Haj Amin Al-
Husayni, responsibility fell to Egypt and other Arab countries to represent the

Palestinians. This succeeded in putting pressure on the British, but Palestinian
interests were not at the top of the Arab countries' agenda.231

Contacts between the Palestinians and the Zionists were limited. The relationship
between the two parties was characterized by suspicion and fear. The political
separation between the two sides and the social distance that kept them apart was

expressed by Shimon Peres in his account of the Arab villages,

“The director of the village tried to get us acquainted with the Arab
villages around Ben-Shemen. We would go our hiking in the Judean
Hills almost every Saturday, picking wild anemones and narcissus,

and sometimes we would go over to an Arab village and be treated to

pitta and hummos (flat bread and a paste of chick peas). Out attitude

toward the Arabs was mixed. They seemed so strange to us, so

9232
terrifying, and yet the creatures closest to nature.

Although the two communities were distanced socially and separated politically,

tension and violence marked the nature of their contacts. In 1929, violence

erupted in Jerusalem and spread to other cities. In Hebron, 70 Jews were killed.

When order was restored, 133 Jews had been killed and 339 wounded while 116

Arabs were killed and 232 wounded.” The friction increased in the 1920s as the
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JNF continued to buy plots from absentee landlords and use extra legal means to

secure more territory.”' The Hope-Simpson Commission, formed in 1930,

formulated a proposition on how to deal with the problems that led to the 1929
riots reporting, “It is wrong that a Jew from Poland, Lithuania or the Yemen

should be admitted {to the country} to fill an existing vacancy, while in Palestine

there are already workmen capable of filling that vacancy.”z‘o’S Therefore, the

Commission called for a reduction in Jewish immigration. ~As a result of the
deterioration, the British government issued a White Paper which took into
account the recommendations of the Hope-Simpson Committee, calling for
limitations on Zionist land purchases. Both the White Paper and the committee
report enraged the Zionists and were repudiated in a letter sent by the British

236

Prime Minister to Weizmann in 1931. This became a pattern marking the

situation in Palestine during the Mandate: disturbances erupt, commissions
appointed to investigate and make recommendations on how to deal with the

disturbances that would placate Arabs, Zionists object to the recommendations

and then the British repudiate the recommendations. Thus, the situation was left

unchanged.
Between 1933 and 1936, as a means of opposition to the Zionists, pressure was

exerted by the Palestinians on the British government to reduce its support for the

Zionist movement. Thus, the 1933 demonstrations in Jerusalem were directed

against the government and clashes followed in Jaffa between the police and the
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Palestinians. Disturbances continued with Palestinian resistance directed at

both the Zionists and the British government. They saw in the British government
the guardian of the Jewish movement as manifested in the Balfour Declaration
and in the supporting policies on the ground. The 1936 disturbances gave rise to
the Peel Commission, boycotted by Arabs until the end of its investigation. It
concluded that Arab disturbances were the result of their desire for an independent
state and their fear of the establishment of a Jewish state on their land. It called
for terminating the Mandate and the partition of the land, and creating a small

Jewish state. The two parties rejected the Peel Commission’s proposal.238 The

Zionists welcomed the proposal of creating a Jewish state but not according to the
borders suggested and thus in the Zurich Zionist Congress of 1937, some Jews
suggested the transfer of Palestinians from that part of Palestine where the Jewish

state would be established.”’ Another White Paper, issued by Britain in 1939,

spoke of a bi-national state and proposed new limitations on immigration and

Zionist land purchases. Issued on the eve of World War 11, its aim was to placate

the Arabs. The Arabs were not pleased with the white paper and Zionists strongly

opposed it, feeling that Britain had forgotten its promise to build a Jewish state.

The White Paper, however, guided the British policy in Palestine during the war

240
years.

During this time, land transfer regulations of 1940 divided the country into three

zones and permitted the Jews to buy land without restrictions in only one of them
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(the coastal plain). Zionists, however, continued to buy land. Britain also limited

Zionist immigrants and deported illegal ones.”"

In 1945, the population of the Yishuv was 554,000 and the smuggling of

immigrants continued. The Zionist position hardened following news of the

Holocaust and especially after the Baltimore Congress. Zionists gained

international support for building a state on Palestinian land after the Nazi

s 242 . " y
genocide. Weizmann approved the Partition according to a new plan but the

new leader of the Zionists, Ben Gurion, refused it. The British Labor Party

adopted a position that exceeded what Ben Gurion was ready to accept. They

proposed transferring the Jews of Europe to Palestine with the intent of

encouraging the Arabs to leave it. The Foreign Minister however placed

restrictions on Jewish immigration, which only increased terrorism and

violence.”*

Removal

By 1945, Jews owned only 6.6% of the land of Palestine. By the end of the

Mandate, the Jewish community in Palestine represented one third of the

bout ideas expressed earlier

population.”**  This led them to more seriously think a

military. Suggestions of transfer made by the

about removal and the use of

British Labor Party, the Peel Commission in addition to ideas suggested by the

Zurich Zionist Congress of 1937, led to Jewish terrorism as the first step to
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achieve the removal of Arabs. “For most Zionists, ..., a mass exodus of the
indigenous Arab population was always the optimum resolution of the Palestinian

conflict.”** Labor Zionists did not question the morality of a mass transfer, but
only its political effectiveness. > Some Zionists supported a forced uprooting of

Palestinians. For example, Berl Katznelson wrote in the late 1930s,

“A  distant neighbor is better than a close enemy. They will not suffer
through the transfer, and we most certainly will not. In the last
analysis, this is a political settlement reform benefiting both parties. 1
have thought for some time that this is the best of all solutions, and

during the riots I became more convinced that it must happen some

39247
day.

Dr. Yakov Thon, a founder member of the pacifist Brit Shalom wrote in 1937,

«Without transferring the Arab peasants to neighboring lands, we will

not be able to bring into our future state a large new population. In

short, without transfer there can be no Jewish immigration.””*

Palestinians since 1948 have been exposed to systematic displacement. “Israel

has devoted enormous energy to expelling them from their homes, to stripping

away their identity, and to denying their existence and importance for the

resolution of the conflict.”>”  As mentioned earlier, removal by force was a

concept the Zionist movement pondered from its inception. In 1882, Zionists

spoke of taking Palestine through force. “The final purposes ... are to take

e —————
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possession in due course of Palestine and to restore to the Jews ... political

independence. Furthermore it will be necessary to teach the young and the future
generations the use of arms.”>® Ahad Ha’am in 1891 wrote,

“Arabs are wild men of the desert an ignorant people who did not see

and do not understand what is going on around them ... in time, when

our people in Palestine shall have developed to such an extent that

they will begin more or less to push aside the natives, the latter will
. . » 251

not easily give way.

In 1911, local Zionists were thinking of means to rid the land of the Palestinian
population. As mentioned earlier, too, the Peel Partition Plan suggested their

removal  In 1937, Ben Gurion, said the Jews “must expel Arabs and take their

252

places.””  Bearing in mind the Cherokee removal history, it is no wonder to see

former US President Herbert Hoover calling for the “engineering of the removal

of the Palestinians to lraq.”253 Avraham Ussishkin, head of Jewish National Fund

believed that there was nothing immoral about transfer. “Itis the most moral

{thing to do}. We will not be able to begin our political life in a state in which

MTerr. g8 ; 0
Arabs constitute 45% {of the population}. Joseph Weitz, administrator

responsible for Jewish colonization summed up the reason behind the plan of

expelling Palestinians in 1940,

“Between ourselves it must be clear that there is no room for both

peoples together in this country ... The only solution is a Palestine ...

without Arabs. And there is no other way than to transfer the Arabs

——————————————————————————————
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from here to the neighboring countries, to transfer all of them; not one
village, not one tribe, should be left.”*

Morris commenting on Ben Gurion seeing Palestinians fleeing before official

Zionist attacks began in 1947, wrote,

“With a little nudging, with a limited expulsion here and the razing of
a village there, and with a policy of military conquest usually

preceded by mortar barrages, this trickle ofan exodus, he realized,

. . 5
could be turned into a massive outflow.”**

Isracl came into being through well-planned military action and atrocities

committed against Palestinian population.257 Official Zionist history describes

methods of terrorism used in attacking Palestinians. Palestinian military and

political leaders and journalists were to be liquidated according to such plans.258

Zionist grassroot attitudes were of the same nature as recorded by an American

journalist, Vincent Sheean, originally a Zionist sympathizer. Visiting Palestine in

1929, Sheean left the country after a few months with opposite feelings toward
Zionism. He discovered that the Jewish settlers “had contempt {for the Arabs} as

an “uncivilized race”, to whom some of them referred as “Red Indians” and others

as “savages”’, and felt that «“We don’t have to worry about the Arabs” who “will

do anything for money.” They looked upon the indigenous population as “mere

squatters for thirteen centuries” SO that it should “be feasible for the Zionists, by

purchase, persuasion, and pressure, to get the Arabs out sooner or later and
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convert Palestine into a Jewish national home.””” Vladimir Jabotinsky, in 1921,
retorted by asking whether during the colonization processes of America and
Australia anyone bothered to beg the natives for permission.m After 1945,

Jewish terrorism was directed towards the British as well as the Palestinians;
Palestinian fighting was directed against the Jews. The Irgun and the Stern
Groups carried out attacks on British police stations killing nine. Although
mainstream Zionists condemned such attacks some historians suggest that the
Haganah participated in such actions. In 1946, the Irgun blew up a wing of the
King David Hotel in Jerusalem killing 91 people. By the end of 1946, the Irgun

and Stern groups claimed the killing of 373 people of whom 300 were civilians.”'

In 1947, Britain turned the Palestinian conflict to the United Nations since it was
unable to find a settlement to the situation. The UN formed an international

committee UNSCOP (Special Committee on Palestine) which endorsed the idea
of partition, giving the Jews 56% of the country.”” The resolution (181) was

passed in 1947 and the Palestinian leadership rejected it before the termination of
the Mandate in May 15th, 1948, war erupted. Palestinian fighters as well as 6,000
to 7,000 volunteers from the Arab countries were defending Palestine against the

Zionists®® The Jews had more troops than all Arab armies combined. By
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October 1949, Zionists had some 100,000 men and women ﬁghting264 Zionist

propaganda denied its plan of transfer and claimed that it asked the Arabs to stay
and live as citizens of the Jewish state but they chose to leave, forfeiting rights to
their land. The Zionists also claimed that Arab leaders stimulated the Arab
departure with frightening radio broadcasts intended to arouse a holy war against
the Jews. In 1961, an Irish journalist, Erskine Childers, could not find evidence
of this. There was no order by any Arab leader that called for evacuation; on the
contrary, Childers found repeated monitored record of Arab appeals to civilians to
stay in their villages. It was found that in fact the Zionist radio station urged
Arabs to leave their homes. The Arab Higher Committee did not issue orders
calling Palestinians to leave in order to make room for the military. In fact, a
letter dated March 8th, 1948 asked Arab governments to prevent Palestinians from
tine. The expulsion of Palestinians was the result of “a deliberate

leaving Pales

master plan” called Plan Dalet which aimed to clear Arab population from Jewish

areas allotted under partition. Other plans to do the same had been created as early
as 1942 and the objective behind such plans was converting Palestine to a Jewish

State®® Plan Dalet targeted the existing Palestinian population, “villages that

resisted should be destroyed ... and their inhabitants expelled beyond the borders

of the Jewish state.”™®  According to Benny Morris, the Yishuv military

leadership formulated and implemented Plan Dalet to cope with anticipated Arab

offensives. It constituted a “strategic -ideological anchor and basis for expulsions
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by front, district, brigade and battalion commanders ... and gave commanders,

" . . . . 267 .
post facto, a formal, persuasive covering noteto explain their actions.”™" This

plan formulated an expulsion policy.™®  The majority of the Haganah

commanders understood that “militarily, in the struggle to survive, the less Arabs
remaining behind and along the front lines, the better and, politically, the less

Arabs remaining in the Jewish State, the better.”” Thus those officers

understood what was needed was expulsion.”’° On September 26th, 1948, Ben

Gurion assured his cabinet that with the next attack in Galilee, it would be “clean”

and “empty” of Arabs.”""

The IDF report dated 30 June 1948 states three reasons for Palestinian exodus:

“1- Direct, hostile Jewish operations against Arab settlements.
2- The effects of hostile operations on nearby Arab settlements.

3- Operations of Zionist terrorist groups, such as Menachem Begin’s

272
Irgun.”

The report continues saying, “without doubt, hostile (Haganah) operations were

the main cause of the movement of population.” 7 The report also contradicted

Zionist propaganda by revealing that Arab institutions were against evacuation.””*

Zionists produced frightening radio broadcasts that called for moving including,

— e —

P”Norman Finkelstein, /mage and Reality of the [Israel-Palestine Conflict, cit., p. 63

%Rlbid.

““1bid., cit., p. 64

“Ibid.

bid,,

2 (lifford Wright, Facts and Fable

27!
"Ibid.

< The Arab Israeli Conflict, git, p. 17

274,
Ibid,, p. 18



154

“Take pity on your wives and children get out of this bloodbath””” There are

many examples that point to the Israelis as those who are responsible for the
expulsion. Using loudspeakers, they spread terror through messages that caused

panic. Yigal Allon, responsible for the admission of Plan Dalet, wrote about the

tactics used to expel Palestinians,

“ looked for means ... to cause the tens of thousands of sulky Arabs
who remained in the Galilee to flee... 1 gathered all of the Jewish
mukhtars, who have contact with Arabs in different villages and asked
them to whisper in the ears of some Arabs that a great Jewish
reinforcement has arrived in Galilee and that it is going to burn all of
the villages of the Huleh. They should suggest to these Arabs, as their

friends, to escape while there is still time... The tactic reached its

. 276
goal... wide areas were cleaned.””"”

In Yizhak Rabin’s account of the conquest of Lydda, he revealed Ben Gurion’s

opinion for when asked what to do with the Arab population, he told Rabin and

- . 277
other Jewish officers “Drive them out.”

Several massacres were committed by Zionists to force people to flee. To spread

greater fear, Irgun and Stern terrorists massacred some 250 Palestinians, half of

whom were children and women. Some observers suggested that the Deir Yassin

massacre was the primary cause for Palestinian exodus. Whether this is true or

not. Deir Yassin and other massacres committed against the Palestinian people led
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to panic that caused people to flee.””® Among the other massacres committed by

Zionists were, Ein az-Zaitun where 70 Palestinians were killed, Lydda massacres

where between 250-400 Palestinians were killed, Eilabun massacre when 82

people were killed, among them 12 children and women who were raped, and the

ad-Dawayma massacre where between 80 and 100 people were killed.””” 1 would

like to cite the affidavit of a soldier eyewitness to Ad-Dawayima,

“One commander ordered a sapper to put two old women in a certain
house... and to blow up the house with them. The sapper refused ...
The commander then ordered his men to put in the old women and the
evil deed was done. One soldier boasted that he had raped a woman
and then shot her. One woman, with a newborn baby in her arms, was

employed to clear the courtyard where the soldiers ate. She worked a

day or two. In the end they shot her and her baby.””*

In addition to massacres, Zionists looted and destroyed villages such as Eilabun in

which they desecrated numerous sacred icons and confiscated furniture, livestock

and other movable property.281 The Israeli Defense Force launched additional

assaults after they had already won the war in order to claim more terri‘cory.282

In July 1948, when it was clear that the Palestinians were defeated, “Israeli forces

began to concentrate the frightened and confused Palestinian population into

: I out of th try.”” B
concentration camps for eventual transfer or removal out of the country. y
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15 May 1948, Zionists had expelled 400,000 Palestinians. Zionists tactics, after

May 15, “became even more ruthless and explicit.”284 The British military

historian Edgar o’Ballance wrote,

“No longer was there any “reasonable persecution.” Bluntly the Arab inhabitants

were ejected and forced to flee into Arab territory, as at Ramleh, Lydda and other

places. ~ Wherever the Israeli troops advanced into Arab country, the Arab

population was bulldozed out in front of them.””® By December 1948, another
400,000 Palestinians were expelled.”™ After they were expelled, Ben Gurion, the

first Israeli Prime Minister wrote, “We must do everything to ensure they {the

Palestinian refugees}never do return.”” Through the Abandoned Areas

Ordinance all land and buildings belonging to the refugees were taken by the

Jewish State.”™

Still, after the expulsion of the majority of the Palestinian people from the land

that was occupied in 1948 and following the Israeli occupation of the West Bank

and Gaza Strip in 1967, the Israeli right-wing continues to believe that

Palestinians remaining in these areas are strangers who must either accept the

Jewishness of the state or leave. These ideas were exposed in the discourse of

Rabbi Meir Kahana, the late leader of Israel’s small right wing party, Kach.”” He

has nothing to hide when he says, «] want to make life hard for them {the
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Palestinians}. I want them to think: “It makes no sense to go on living here; let’s

take our compensation payment and leave. ... 1 would only use force on those who

don’t want to leave.... I'd go all the way and they know that.”*”" This party was

dismissed as a group of lunatics and in 1988 elections it was banned. David

McDwall believes that the party was outlawed because it was not a mere fringe

group but that its ideas were held by many. A poll among Jewish youth revealed
this idea for 57% of the participants said that the Palestinians in the territories who

refused Israeli citizenship must be expelled. In 1987, Rehavem Ze’evi, a Knesset

member established the Movement for the Transfer of Palestinians. His party

"Moledet" calls publicly for the removal of Palestinians.””’

Legal Controls over the Natives:

In 1947, David Ben Gurion said, “When we say Jewish State we mean Jewish

country, Jewish soil, we mean Jewish labor, we mean Jewish economy, Jewish

" : . . 292
agriculture, Jewish industry, Jewish sea.”

Another pillar of the Jewish State inherent since its inception is that of

discrimination and seclusion. This was clear in the Hebrew labor mentioned

carlier, but the concept took new manifestations to ensure that the expulsion was

permanent and to guarantee continued acquisition of land. Among the policies

that the Jewish State adopted were:

I- The Declaration of the Establishment of the State of Israel stating that Israel

will be open for Jewish immigration.
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2- The Emergency Land Requisition (Regulation) Law of 1949 giving the
government the right to requisite land if necessary for the purposes of defense or

to maintain essential public services or absorb new immigrants.

3- The Law of Return of 1950 and the Nationality Law of 1952 that grant any Jew

. i 293
the right to come to Israel and to become an Israeli national.

4- WZO/IF Law of 1952: The World Zionist Organization, the Jewish National
Fund and the Jewish Agency (JA) were the principal quasi-governmental
organizations that functioned as a state within a state during the mandate. Article
3 of the constitution of the JA stated, “Land is to be acquired as Jewish property

" in name of Jewish National Fund, ... shall be held as the inalienable property of

Jewish people.”zq4 “The Jewish National Fund is precluded from selling or leasing
any part of this land to Arabs or even allowing Arabs to work on it.””” The

Jewish Agency, World Zionist Organization and the Jewish National Fund are

considered national institutions not governmental ones and as a result when they

openly discriminate against Arabs (by refusing to sell or lease land to Arabs) they

do so claiming they are a philanthropic Jewish organization not a democratic

governmental institution.””® The JA and the JFN control 92% of the land in Israel,

most of which was expropriated from Arabs. The government of Israel transfers
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the acquired land to the Jewish Agency in a process referred to as “redeeming the
land”. The redeemed land can be used only by the Jewish people.zo7

5. The Law of Closed Areas of 1949 enabling occupiers to close off any area of
land for military maneuvers for undefined periods of time.”””

6- The Law of Security Areas: allowing the confiscation of land for security
reasons, by imposing on the residents to leave the land.””

7- Law of Taking Action (1953) which says that if lands are not used for

agricultural purposes or by their owners, the government has the right to possess it

and to use it for defense or settlement needs.””™

Following 1967, more military orders were passed in order to facilitate the

acquisition of land by amending laws legislated before 1967. Such orders enabled

the government to:

“(1) administer all lands registered as state lands; (2) seize privately

owned lands for military purposes; (3) close areas for training

purposes; (4) repossess land belonging to Jews before 1948; (5)

expropriate land for public purposes, and (6) seize land by declaiming

it state land.”>"
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Consolidation of Settlement:

Isracl’s intention was to take over the land of Palestine and settle it with Jews.

After the war of 1967, Israel continued its expansion plans, taking Palestinian land
and building settlements on it. The following short presentation will reveal
Zionist rhetoric and the plans that contributed to the expansion of settlements in
the West Bank and Gaza Strip. It is not the scope of this paper, however, to trace
settlement activities between 1967 and 1993 when the Oslo Accords were signed.
In Palestine occupied in 1948 and immediately after the armistice agreement of
1949, Israel started to encroach into demilitarized areas using military attacks that

caused civilian casualties and that expelled thousands of peoples.”” As

manifested by the laws adopted and mentioned above, Israel's intention was to
continue its settlement enterprise and in 1967, Zionist colonization was

radicalized. Following the war of 1967, the Israeli government abolished the de

facto partition border created in 1948. Even before the war ended, the Knesset

passed a law allowing the annexation of East Jerusalem. The military occupation

of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip revived the dream of “Greater Israel”. The

annexation of Jerusalem refuted the Israeli claim that the aim of the occupying the

West Bank and Gaza Strip was for security reasons. Further more, the following

settlement activities reveal the true intentions of Israel. In the ten years following

1967, ideological arguments replaced that of security in justifying occupation and
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settlement activities.”” The Alon Plan was the guide for settlement policies until

1977 *°* and

“called for Israel’s annexation of about one-third of the West Bank,
including a 12 mile wide security belt along the Jordan River and the
Dead Sea; and area north of the Jericho- Jerusalem road, including
Latrun salient: much of “Greater Jerusalem” and the Judean desert;
and Gaza Strip. The Strip’s sizable refugee population will be
relocated, possibly in the West Bank, or in el-Arish, along the Sinai
peninsula’s Mediterranean Coast. The densely populated areas of the

Occupied Territories would form a demilitarized area in a Jordanian -

. e . 3305
Palestinian entity.

The Labor Party, the party in authority then, agreed to include un-authorized
settlements in Gush Etzion and Hebron into its settlement map. From here the
government started with a “salami policy” of territorial expansion. The Alon Plan
was extended with the Galili Plan by which the government moved its interest of

“military frontier” to a new settlement policy based on messianic and suburban

frontiers.”®  Thus after 1967, purchase of land was replaced by two other means:

the conquest of war and subsequent land confiscation. Settlement in pre-1948 and

from 1967 to 1977 (during Labor's reign) aimed to create a compact pattern to

guarantee protection and excluding Palestinians from the intended Jewish area.

Dayan’s advocacy of “fact creation” granted all Israelis “an opportunity to
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reconcile the annexation of the occupied territories with their own beliefs.

Whether one believed in a biblical idea of Greater Israel, or a nationalist

conception of more living space for Israelis, or the view that Israeli society could

only survive with the land and water resources of the West bank, Dayan’s policy

of creeping annexation offered the means by which one could effect these

ends.”””” Moshe Dayan in 1968 spoke of settlement and expansion,

“During the last 100 years our people have been in process of ...

expansion, getting additional Jews and additional settlements in order

to expand borders here. Let no Jew say that we are near the end of the

road.””"

However, in 1981, the Drobless Plan aimed to disperse the settlements among

Arab towns and villages to break the unity of any future Palestinian state. With

the conquest of 1967, new religious groups like Gush Emunim appeared who were

interested in colonial frontier and considered the West Bank and Gaza Strip an

integral part of Israel. They were also supported by non-religious groups. The

West Bank was not annexed by Likud because they preferred controlling it

through colonization. With the rise of the Likud and the National Religious Party

- " 309 s
the religious motives were given more impetus.” Thus, occupying those lands

was redemption for them, not colonizing.’ 0 The settler movement was regarded

as a fringe group of religious extremists that did not represent the Israeli public
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opinion, but the Likud Party that came to authority in 1977 maintained the same

s 311
platform.

Since its occupation, Israel has attempted to Judaize the West Bank and Gaza
Strip. This was clear in World Zionist Organization’s objective

“to disperse maximally large Jewish populations in areas of high
settlement priority, using small national inputs and in a relatively short
period by using the settlement potential of the West Bank and to

achieve the incorporation {of the West Bank } into the {lsraeli}

' 312
national system.”

After 1977, the State’s policy of settlement was simple. It included,

“large areas of Palestinian land would be targeted by surveyors or
prospectors for settlement. Next, the land would be formally claimed
by the state of Israel via many dubious or openly fallacious legal fiats.
Finally, the government would massively subsidize the cost of living
in the settlement, reducing either the price of building plot or the rent

on a ready-built apartment, and ensuring that the tax status of the area

was suitably low.”*"

The financial incentives encouraged thousands of Israeli Jews to move to the

settlements.  Settlements expanded and the number of settlers tripled between

1982 and 1985. The issue of settlement created major debates in the Israeli

society among those who supported and those who opposed it. Dayan’s concept of

creeping settlement offered the Israelis the chance to reconcile the process and

new facts on the ground hardened the process of opposition.”"* Israel absorbed

.
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West Bank infrastructure in the early 1980s to benefit Israel and connected the
settlements with Israel through networks of roads providing them with services

that prevailed in Israel.’” This settlement process led to eviction of more

Palestinians. With the Intifada of 1987, the Palestinians opposed the process of
settlements as settlers were taking good agricultural land and the best water

supplies.”’” It is worth mentioning that in addition to resisting the settlement

activities, Palestinians whose lands were confiscated went to the Israeli Supreme
Court but their petitions were dismissed. The Court accepted the Israeli

governments' argument that “the function of civilian settlements was essentially

01! 317
military.”

Conclusion:

The aim of the above presentation is to show two settler colonization processes
that are separated from each other by a 200-year gap and yet hold so many aspects
in common. The similarities between the two cases can be divided into two main
categories. The first category is the structural outline of the process and the
second, the content of it. The structural similarities appear in the linear
comparisons of the two processes manifested in the outlining form of the
colonizing processes, their tactics, policies and deployment of violence while the
thematic has more to do with motives, rhetoric, and legal justification employed.

The components of the two dimensions will be dealt with here. In the two cases,

the early attempts to colonize failed and without support from the patronizing
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imperial power, i.e. Great Britain and outside philanthropic support, the two

enterprises would have failed.  Great Britain was the paternal power that

facilitated, intentionally or unintentionally, the emerging of the two conquering
powers and in the two processes, the US and Israel ended up fighting it, declaring
their independence from it and driving it out of the land. Britain served as a
broker at the beginning to calm the Natives in the US and in Palestine by adopting
rules that limited the encroachment of the settlers. For example, it passed the
British Proclamation of 1673 whereby settlers were not allowed to exceed a
certain border to settle and in Palestine, it adopted the Transfer Land Ordinance of
1920 that required government approval for all sales of land. Britain tried to court
the Cherokees to encourage them to fight on its side in the war of 1715 at the
expense of the colonists and in Palestine, it limited Zionist immigration and land
purchase to pacify the Arabs during World War II. Seeing the continuous
oppressive policies practiced by the colonies, the Cherokees sought the help and
the support of the French while in Palestine, observing the support of the British

for the Zionists forced Haj Amin to seek the help of the Germans. Seeking help in
both cases, did not spring from the support of the Natives to the other power’s

policies, but only to try to limit the oppression practiced against them. The

Cherokees and the Palestinians tried to stop settler activities by exerting pressure

on Great Britain, but this did not serve them. The two colonization processes

wer<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>