THE DE-ARABIZATION OF WEST
JERUSALEM 1947-50

NATHAN KRYSTALL

This article describes the progressive depopulation of the Arab neigh-
borhoods of West Jerusalem following the outbreak of the fighting in
Inte 1947. By the time the State of Israel was proclaimed on 15 May
1948, West Jerusalem already had fallen to Zionist forces. Quoting
Jrom eyewitness accounts, the author recounts the widespread looting
that followed the Arab evacuation and the settlement of jewish immi-
granis and Israeli government officials in the Arab houses. By the end
of 1949, all of West Jerusalem's Arab neighborhoads had been settled
by Israelis.

THE CONVENTIONAL ZIoNIsT VERSION Of the fall of Arab West Jerusalem depicts
a Jewish community forced to defend itself against attacking Palestinians,
Arahy armies mounting a full-scale attack on Jerusalem as of 14 May 1948, and
a fledgling state at the end of the fighting with no choice but o setde
thousands of homeless Jewish refugees in the empty houses abandoned by
Arabs who had fled at the first hint of gunfire. A more recent variant simpli-
fies the tale by ignoring that there ever had been Palestinians in West
Jerusalem.

Yet, before 1948, the Palestinian Arab commumty of West Jerusalem,?
which numbered about 28,000,3 was one of the most prasperous in the Mid-
dle East. West Jerusalem’s Arabs lived mainly in the scuthern part (in beaud-
ful residential quarters from Talbiyya down to the German Colony,“ the:
Greek COIOI’IY,S Qatamon, and Baq'a) and in the eastern part {in Musrara on
the northwestern side of the Old City and Dayr Abu Tur on its southern end).
In 1947, they owned 33.69 percent of the land in what was to become West
Jerusalem,® excluding the Arab villages later incorporated into the munici-
pality. The Jewish population, which numbered about 95,0007 and owned
30.04 percent of the land,? lived mainly in West Jerusalem’s northern and
western neighborhoods, which were ringed on the west, going from north
to south, by the Arab villages of Lifta, Shaykh Badr, Dayr Yasin, ‘Ayn Karim,
Maliha, and Bayt Safafa.
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Studies and the Alternative Information Center. The author wishes to thank Josh Block,
Munir Fakher al-Din, Kamal Ja'fari, and Abigail Krystall, his mother, for their assistance.
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IntTIAL EVACUATION OF THE ARAB NEIGHBORHOODS

Fighting between Zionist and Palestinian forces in and around Jerusalem
hroke out immediately following the 29 November 1947 UN General Assem-
bly (UNGA) resolution to partition Palestine, which provided that Jerusalem
remain under international control as a corpus separatum. During the three-
day strike called by the Arab Higher Committee (AHC) to protest the resolu-
tion, Jerusalem Arabs staged a militant demonstration that led to the burning
and looting of Jewish-owned shops in the Mamilla commercial district of the
New City. By most accounts, the rioting in Mamilla was the spontanecus act
of individuals, but the Zionist “dissident” groups, the Irgun Zva'i Le'umi
(Irgun) and Lehi (Stern Gang), responded swiftly and with lethal force. The
fighting quickly escalated.

The main Arab force in and around Jerusalem before May 1948 was the
Jihad Mugqgadis (Holy Struggle), a semiregular fighting force led by ‘Abd al-
Qadir al-Husseini, which commanded about 380 men in the city itself and
another 250 in its rural environs. There were also some 100 to 150 fighters of
the Arab League-sponsored Liberation Army and volunteers of the Manko
company, a contingent of irregulars. Altogether, the Arab forces, hampered
by a paucity of trained soldiers, antiquated and insufficient arms, and a frag-
mented leadership, commanded less than 1,000 full-time fighters in the Jeru-
salem area. There were also dozens of “part-time” troops, who would rally to
help ward off a Zionist offensive or participate in a nearby Arab attack and
return home after a few hours. On the Zionist side, the Haganah, many of
whase soldiers had served in British units in World War II, gradually mobil-
ized two brigades under a unified command in the Jerusalem area by May
1948: the Etzioni or Sixth Brigade, with some 2,750 troops, in the city itself;
and the Harel or Tenth Brigade (Palmach), of about the same strength, in the
environs.? The forces of the two “dissident” groups mentioned above were
concentrated disproportionately in Jerusalem.'? '

With the outbreak of fighting, Jews began to leave the mixed neighbor-
hoods, where for the most part they were renting homes from Arab land-
lords. The Haganah saw this as a serious problem, for it regarded each
neighborhood as a military post, and its resident population as a reserve
fighting force. Its strategy for dealing with the Jewish exodus was to forbid
all Jews to leave their area of residence without permission. Furthermare, the
Jewish neighborhood committees compelled residents to continue to pay
tax, even after they evacuated, and refused to take responsibility for property
left behind.!! When Jews continued to leave, Israel Amir, the Haganah com-
mander in Jerusalem, decided to drive the Arabs completely out of West
Jerusalem,'?

In implementing this plan, the Haganah first used psychological warfare.
Haganah members issued threats via posters, notes, and phone calls to the
Arab neighborhood leaders. Next, raiding parties entered the neighbor-
hoods, severing phone lines and electric wires, throwing hand grenades, and
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firing into the air to create a general air of insecurity.!? They also blew up
buildings on the pretext that they served as bases for Arab military actions.

Clearing Lifta, Romema, and Shaykh Badr of their Arab residents was
given top priority, as these villages were strategically located at the city's
entrance on the main road to Tel Aviv. Most residents of Lifta left the village
soon after a series of Haganah and Irgun attacks in late December killed
seven people, and the rest departed when the Zionist forces blew up several
houses.’* The Arabs of Romema and of adjacent Shaykh Badr, the closest
village to the city, were forced out in early January 1948.

Meanwhile, on 4 January 1948 the Haganah blew up the Semiramis Hotel
in the prosperous Arab neighbaorhcod of Qataman, claiming to have sus-
pected that the hotel served as the headquarters of local irregulars.’” In fact,
twenty-six civilians, most from two Christian Arab families of Jerusalem,
were killed, causing major panic and triggering the exodus of Arab residents
from Qatamon and Talbiyya. Hala Sakakini, a young woman living in
Qatameon, described the situation in her neighborhood as follows:

All day long you could see people carrying their belongings
and moving from their houses to safer ones in Qatamon or
to anather quarter altogether. They reminded us of picnures
we used to see of European refugees during the war. Peo-
ple were simply panic-stricken. The rumor spread that leaf-
lets had been dropped by the Jews saying thar they would
make out of Qatamon ane heap of rubble. Whenever we
saw people moving away we tried to encourage them to
stay. We would tell them: “You ought to be ashamed to
leave. This is just what the Jews want you to do; you leave
and they occupy your houses and then one day you will
find that Qatamon has become another Jewish quarter!™*8

Following the Semiramis Hotel bombing, the Haganah blew up many pri-
vate Arab residences in Qatamon.’” A communication dated 13 January 1948
from Hussein al-Khalidi, AHC secretary and Jerusalem National Committee
leader, to Hajj Amin al-Husayni, the Mufii of Jerusalem then in exile in Cairo,
describes the situation in the city as follows: “The position here is very
difficult. There are no people, no discipline, no arms,

and no ammunition. Over and above this, there is no Concurrent with the
tinned food and no foodstuffs. The black market is Haganah's campaign to
flourishing. The economy is destroyed. . . . This is the clear West Jerusalem of
real situation, there is no flour, ne food . . . . Jerusalem Arabs was the seitling of
is emptying out."*8 In January, practically all the West their homes by Jews.

Jerusalem Palestinians with the means to relo-
cate left the neighborhoods of Qataman, Dayr Abu Tur, and Baq'a*® for safer
areas of Palestine or abroad, intending to return when the fighting subsided.
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Concurrent with the Haganah’s campaign to clear West Jerusalem of
Arabs was the settling of their homes by Jews. The first area to be settled was
Shaykh Badr (today the site of the Knesset), which alteady had been looted
by Jewish residents of neatby Nahlact. By 28 January, twenty-five Jewish
families, most of whom had heen displaced from Shimon HaTzadik in East
Jerusalem, had been moved into Shaykh Badr.*® Arnon Golan describes how
various committees established by the Haganah and the Jewish Agency pres-
sured these families into settling the neighbaorhaad:

It was not easy for the Housing Comtittee to convince [the
refugees] to leave the Kol Visrael Chavevim institutions
[where they were sheltered] and to be housed in Shaykh
Badr. . . . According to the testimony of Chaya Buten, a
Housing Committee warker, sanctions were imposed on
them like cutting off support given them by the Social De-
partment of the Community Committee, and when that did
not work they were forcibly loaded onto trucks and trans-
ferred to Shaykh Badr.*

David Ben-Gurion closely followed the dual process of evacuation and
settlement. On 5 February 1948, he ordered the new Haganah commander of
Jerusalem, David Shaltiel, to conquer and settle Jews in Arab districts.22 Ap-
pearing before the Mapai Council two days later, Ben-Gurion reported:

From your entry into Jerusalem, through Lifta, Romema, . . .
there are no Arabs. One hundred percent Jews. Since Jeru-
salem was destroyed by the Romans, it has not been so Jew-
ish as it is now. In many Arab neighborhoods in the west
one sees not a single Arab. 1 do not assume that this will
change . ... What has happened in Jerusalem . . . is likely to
happen in many parts of the country . . . in the six, eight, or
ten months of the campaign there will certainly be great
changes in the compaosition of the population of the
country.??

By March, all the neighborhoods of Jerusalem—except for the Jewish
Quarter in the otherwise Arab Old City—were exclusively Arab or Jewish,
with virtually no communication between them.**

Tue Zrownist CONQUEST OF WEST JERUSALEM

During the first months of 1948, the Palestinian irregulars and militiamen
of ‘Abd al-Qadir al-Husayni concentrated their efforts on attacking the Jew-
ish convoys en route to Jewish Jerusalem through the Arab territory separat-
ing it from the coastal areas. In March, they also began to sabotage the water
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supplies to the Jewish neighborhoods. By the end of the month, Jewish Jeru-
salem was effectively under siege.

The Haganah's Operation Nahshon, designed to carve out a corridor to
Jerusalem through this territory, which had been allotted to the Arab state
under the partition plan, began on ¢ April 1948. It was the first operation
within the framework of Plan Dalet, which aimed to enlarge the boundaries
of the state allotted to the Zionists under the UN partition plan and simulta-
neously canquer dozens of villages from which the Palestinian Arab inhabit-
ants would be expelled.”> Benny Motris describes Operation Nahshon as “a
watershed, characterized by an intention and effort to clear a whole area,
permanently, of Arab villages and hastile or potentially hostile villagers.”¢
Yitzhak Rabin, then an officer in the Palmach’s Harel Brigade, had the mis-
sion of razing the Palestinian villages upon which ‘Abd al-Qadir al-Husayni
relied for support, from Dayr Mahsir in the west to Kolonia and Kastel in the
east. Rabin later explained the ultimate goal of the operation as follows: “By
not leaving stone on stone and driving all the people away, and without
those villages, the Arab bands were not going to be able to operate effec-
tively anymore.”*’ '

As their contribution to Operation Nahshon, Irgun and Lehi perpetrated
the Dayr Yasin massacre on 9 April 1948.2% The Haganah had prior knowl-
edge of, and even assisted in, the attack on the village, strategically located
one mile from Jerusalem’s western suburbs near the Jerusalem-Tel Aviv
road.?® The killings of the unarmed civilians after their surrender were gra-
tuitously savage, and there were numerous instances of rape and, to quote 2
British police detective who investigated the massacre, other “sexual atroci-
ties."3? Jacques de Reynier, Jerusalem’s chief delegate of the International
Red Cross, reported that the Jewish forces carried out the attack “without any
military reason or provacation of any kind.”3! Indeed, Dayr Yasin was one of
several Arab villages in the area that had concluded nonbelligerency agree-
ments with Jewish Jerusalem.?? News of the attack spread quickly through-
cut Palestine. De Reynier observed that the “general terror” was “astutely
fostered by the Jews,"33 with Haganah radio incessantly repeating “Remem-
ber Dayr Yasin” and loudspeaker vans broadcasting messages in Arabic such
as: “Unless you leave your homes, the fate of Dayr Yasin will be your fate.”34

The massacre had an immediate impact on the situation in West Jerusa-
lem. As Hala Sakakini of Qatamon wrote in her diary:

Lately, ever since the massacre at Dayr Yasin, we have been
thinking seriously of leaving Jerusalem. The most terrible
stories have been reached from eyewitnesses who have es-
caped from this unbelievable massacre. . . . One day, per-
haps very soon, we may be forced 1o leave our house.??

Despite the National Committee of Jerusalem’s order to the Arab popula-
tion to stay put on pain of punishment, the massacre immediately provoked
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a mass flight of Palestinian Arabs from Jerusalem and the surrounding vil-
lages.3® The impact of Dayr Yasin on the Arab neighbarhood of Talbiyya is
clearly rendered in the following testimony of an Israeli who witnessed its
evacuation as a child: '

I lived not far from here [Talbiyyal. Dayr Yasin had a huge
influence on the evacuation of Talbiyya. The Arabs were
scared to death. They left their meals on their tables and the
Haganah requested people in cur neighborhood to clean
the houses so that Jews could move into them. There were
really meals still on the tables. The Arabs thoughr it was a
matter of two or three days before they would return to
their homes, as had happened in 1936 and 1939.37

With Operation Nahshon having cleared the corridor leading to Jerusa-
lem, the Haganah General Command was poised to take control of West
Jerusalem excluding the areas under British control. This was among the
goals of Operation Yevussi, carrted out by the Haganah's Etzioni Brigade
and Palmach units as of 27 April.

As a precursor to its attack on Qatamon, the Zionist forces subjected the
neighborhood to weeks of heavy artillery shelling.3® On 22 April, the Arab
Naticnal Committee of Jerusalem ordered its local branches to relocate all
women, children, and elderly people from the neighborhoods.® The
Haganah's conquest of Qatamon on 1 May was followed by widespread
looting. Hagit Shlonsky provides an eyewitness account:

I remember the looting in Qatamon very well. [ was a first
aid nurse stationed in the Beit Havra’a Etzion [military con-
valescence center] in Qatamon. . . . One night a soldier took
me out and showed me around the neighborhood. T was
stunned by the beauty of the houses. I went intc one
house—it was beauriful, with a piano, and carpets, and
wonderful chandeliers.

At the titme my family lived in Rehavia on a street that
was on the way to other Jewish neighborhoods from
Qatamon. For days you could see people walking by carry-
ing looted goods. . . . I saw them walking by for days. Not
only soldiers, civilians as well. They were looting like mad.
They were even carrying dining tables. And it was in broad
daylight, so everyone could see. . ..

In our family, because my father was so outraged by the
looting, we all talked about it a [ot. But otherwise I didn't
hear about it from anybody. It took many years till people
started all ralking and writing about it.*
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On 16 May, the Zionist forces took over Baq'a, an event described in the
memoirs of John Rose, an Armenian Jerusalemite:

There was no resistance of any sort; they just walked in,
gradually taking over buildings in strategic places. Nearly
every house was empty: set tables with plates of unfinished
food indicated that the occupants had fled in disarray, haste,
and fear. In some kitchens cooking stoves had been left
alight, reducing the ingredients of a waiting meal to black-
ened remains.**

After the fall of the Arab neighborhoods of West Jerusalem, only about
750 non-Jews remained in the area.“? Of these, many were Greeks who were
allowed to continue living in their houses in the German Colony and the
Greek Colony. Almost all the Arabs—most of whom were Christian—were
concentrated by the Zionist farces into Upper Baq'a.?

Meanwhile, Operation Kilshon (“Pitchfork™ had begun on 14 May, the
day before the British Mandate was to end, and was designed to occupy the
areas that had been controlled by the British, particularly Talbiyya and cen-
tral Jerusalem. Complicity of British troops helped ensure this operation’s
success. Through coordinating their withdrawal, the British handed aver to
the Haganah “Bevingrad,” the huge central compound consisting of the
city’s viral installations.** They also secured the Haganah’s occupation of the
strategically positioned Villa Harun al-Rashid in Talbiyya, which served as
the command base for the Royal Air Force and which towered over the
neighborhood. ®® With control of this central area extending beyond Bevin-
grad to Musrara, Jewish forces now occupied all of West Jerusalem.

THE Arare LEGION

With Ben-Gurion’s declaration on 14 May of the establishment of Israel,
the Jewish state in Palestine, with no specified borders, Transjordan—along
with Egypt, Iraq, Lebanon, and Syria—decided 1o attack.“S Two days later,
Jordan’s well-trained Arab Legion, officered by the British and under the
command of Glubb Pasha, arrived on the outskirts of Jerusalem. At first,
- Glubb resisted the calls for help from the local Palestinians, under attack
from Zionist forces, which had breached the walls of the Old City in an effort
to link up with the Hagannah garrison in the Jewish Quarter under siege by
the Palestinians. Only after strang Arab pressure and desperate cries for help
from the local population did King ‘Abdallah order Glubb to advance into
Jerusalem on 19 May.%’

It was the entry, however reluctant, of King ‘Abdallah’s troops that pre-
vented the Zionist forces from completing their progressive takeover of the
city. ‘Abdallah’s secret arrangement with the Zionists concerning the division
of Palestine has been amply documented, but since the UN plan had desig-
nated Jerusalem a corpus separatuni, it was not covered by the deal. Avi
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Shlaim believes that fighting between the Transjordanian and Israeli forces
broke out in and around Jerusalem precisely because the two sides had not
reached an understanding regarding the city.*8

This is not the place to rehearse the fierce fighting over the Old City,
which by the end of May was completely under Arab control, or the intense
disappointment of the Arab saldiers of the Legion who were prevented by
their British superiors from attacking West Jerusalem.*® Ar the end of May,
Britain ended all Arab hopes of pressing forward by withdrawing all its Arab
Legion officers—two-thirds of the total—from the fighting in Jerusalem and
imposing a regional arms embargo that favored the Israelis.>® For their part,
the [sraelis in West Jerusalem were under renewed siege and constant bom-
bardment by the Arab Legion. On 11 June, both stdes agreed to a thirty-day
truce.

Some Jewish residents of West Jerusalem used the cease-fire as an oppar-
tunity to loot more empty Arab houses. John Rose, one of the few non-Jews
who had remained in West Jerusalem, reported:

Qur movements were restricted, but Jewish residents from
the western suburbs and elsewhere were allowed to circu-
late freely. During this time looting of Arab houses started
on a fantastic scale, accompanied by wholesale vindictive
destruction of property. First it was the army who broke
into the houses, searching for people and for equipment
that they could use. Next came those in search of food, after
which valuables and personal effects were taken. From our
veranda we saw horse-drawn carts as well as pick-up trucks
laden with pianos, refrigerators, radios, paintings, orna-
ments and furniture, some wrapped in valuable Persian car-
pets. . .. Safes with maney and jewelry were pried open and
emptied. The loot was transpaorted for private use or for sale
in West Jerusalem. To us this was maost upsetting. Qur
friends’ houses were being ransacked, and we were power-
less to intervene. :

... This state of affairs continued for months. Latecomers
made do with what remained to be pillaged. They pried off
ceramic tiles from bathroom walls and removed all electric
switches and wiring, kitchen gadgets, water-pipes and fit-
tings. Nothing escaped: lofts and cellars were broken into,
doors and windows hacked down, floor tiles removed in
search of hidden treasures.>!

Meanwhile, Palestinian Arabs in the Old City, including many who had
been displaced from West Jerusalem, used the lull in the fighting to escape
to safer areas. Their flight and the consequent desolation visited upon the



14 JourNar oF PALESTINE STUDIES

Old City is described in the diaries of Greek vice consul in Jerusalem, C. X.
Mavrides:

What characterized more the Old City during the four
weeks of the truce was the exodus of the noncombatant
population from the city who took refuge in the country-
side, the surrounding villages and towns such as Ramallah,
Jericho and Bethlehem, or Transjordan. From morning till
evening the streets were full of porters and pack-animals,
belonging to the Ta’amreh and A’bed tribes, who were car-
rying furniture, household utensils, mattresses, clothing,
etc., from different parts of the city and heading to Damas-
cus Gate. The exodus was like an ongoing chain of animals,
porters, womern, aged people, children—all of them carry-
ing something under the burning July sun. As the time limit
for the “truce” was approaching, this chain of people and
animals was getting denser and denser every day.

On Friday, 10 July, as the truce had expired (8:00 am.),
the Old City became empty of population. Out of a popula-
tion of 60,000 plus the nearly 10,000 refugees who came
from the new city suburbs, it is estimated that today about
5,000 to 7,000 only remain. Most of them are very poor, and
they have absolutely no money at all to move away.>2

Al the end of the cease-fire, IDF and Arab Legion cannons exchanged
furtous gunfire inside Jerusalem, and the Israeli troops launched a final abor-
tive attack on the Old City. With the artillery brought in during the cease-fire,
the IDF shelled the Old City intensely, inflicting extensive damage but this
time causing a low casualty rate because so many had fled.’® By then, the
Palestinians viewed the Arab Legion with a large measure of skepticism, as
related by John Rose:

The stalemate was intriguing and the intensity of fruitless
daily bombing aroused suspicion. Rumars soon spread that
perhaps after all there was a secret agreement between the
sides and that the noise we heard was only a sideshow for
the benefit of the population. The Arab Legion was accused
of using ammunition filled with bran and sawdust intended
to cause minimum damage to the enemy.>*

THE SETTLING OF ARAB WEST JERUSALEM

On 17 July 1948, after a week of fighting, a second UN-arranged cease-fire
went into effect in Jerusalem. By then, the city was effectively divided into
the Israeli-controlled West and the Transjordanian-controlled East. A belt of
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no-man's land ran south from Shaykh Jarrah, along the west side of the Old
City's walls, and down Hebron Road to Ramat Rahel. The next month,
[srael’s provistonal government declared West Jerusalem “territory occupied
by the State of Israel” subject to Israeli law.>® The state used the Absentee
Property Regulations of 1948 to confiscate all Arab homes, including any
contents that had nort already been loated, as well as lands and businesses.>®
These regulations, later codified as the Absentee Property Law of 19530, al-
lowed all property belonging to an “absentee” to be transferred to the Custo-
dian of Absentee Property. An “absentee” was defined as a person who, at
any time between 29 November 1947 and the day on which the state of
emergency declared in 1948 ceases to exist, became a national or citizen of
an Arab country, visited an Arab country, or left his ordinary place of resi-
dence in Palestine “for a place outside Palestine before 1 September 1948.737
The status of the custodian, according to the [aw, is the same “as was that of
the owner of the property,” enabling him to choose to maintain the property,
sell it, or lease it.>® '

Even before the first cease-fire in June, the Housing Committee began
settling Israeli Jews in elegant Palestinian neighborhoaods such as Qatamon
and the German Colony. It was not until September, however, that this pol-
icy was carried out systematically. New immigrants, the first category of Is-
raelis to be settled, were housed in the German Colony, Qatamon, Baq’a,
Musrara, Dayr Abu Tur, and Talbiyya. Arnon Golan writes that the policy was
not s0 much a result of the lack of alternative housing as a political strategy:

The population by Jews of former Arab neighborhoods was
supposed to create facts on the ground, after which it
would be difficult to alter them in the framework of a paolit-
ical agreement. New immigrants, so very dependent, were
the government's and the Jewish Agency’s primary reserve
for housing these neighborhoods.??

Internal Israeli politics also played a role in the resettlement. Again ac-
cording to Golan, the ruling Mapat party, whose standing was weak among
the veteran Jewish population of Jerusalem, was eager to move immigrants
into the city to strengthen its position there. To

encourage them to settle in Jerusalem where condi-  So zealously did the Jewish
tions were relattvely difficult, the Israelt government Agency settle new
provided incentives, such as exemption from army immigranis in
service 0 Palestinians’ houses that its
Sa zealously did the Jewish Agency settle new  gfficials clashed with those
immigrants in Palestinians’ houses that its officials of the Custodian of
clashed with those of the Custodian. Not only did the Absentee Property.

Jewish Agency misreport to the Custodian concern-
ing the Arab houses in which it was settling new immigrants, but it also took
property without authorization from these homes.and handed it over to the
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Jewish Agency's New Immigrant Authority.%* The new immigrants, for their
part, were more than willing to move into the spactous Palestinian homes.
So much so that when immigrants were told that they would be housed in
the Jewish neighborhcod of Neve Sha'anan, some refused to move there,
saying they preferred to live in the villas of Qatamon 2

As the new immigrants flooded into West Jerusalem, an acute housing
crisis developed. On 15 September 1948, Military Governor Dov Joseph re-
ported that 5,000 Jews in West Jerusalem needed housing.ﬁ3 As Qatamon
and the German Colony already were overcrowded, Jews began to be
housed in Baqg'a and the Greek Colony. Many of those lacking housing grew
impatient and broke into and squatted in empty houses in Qatamon. Qther
squatters had housing elsewhere but simply wanted to improve their living
conditions by moving into the more spacious Arab homes.%* According to
Golan, among the squatters were Israeli officers who broke into Arab build-
ings and arbitrarily took apartments for themselves 9% Some soldiers had two
apartments: one in the city center and ane in Arab neighbarhoaods, which
they rented out far considerable sums. By early 1950, the [sraeli housing au-
thorities authorized almost all the squatters, soldier and civilian, to remain in
the Palestinian homes they had broken into.%6

Throughout the process of Israeli settlement, looting remained a problem,
as reported by the military governor of Jerusalem, Dov Joseph, in a letter to
Ben-Gurion:

The looting is spreading once again. . . . [ cannot verify all
the reports which reach me, but I get the distinct impression
that the commanders are not aver-eager to catch and pun-
ish the thieves. . . . I receive complaints every day. By way of
example, I enclose a copy of a letter I received from the
manager of the Notre Dame de France. Behavior like this in
a monastery can cause quite serious harm to us. I've done
my best to put a stop to the thefts there, which are all done
by soldiers, since civilians are not permitted to enter the
place. But as you can see from this letter, these acts are con-
tinuing. I am powerless.7

In mid-September 1948, the [sraeli military erected a barbed-wire fence
arcund a half-square-mile area in Baq’a, where they further concentrated the
Palestinian Arabs who had remained. in West Jerusalem. During daylight
haours, they were permitted to roam around the compound, but at night they
were under curfew. Israeli marauders broke through the fence to steal what
they could from the “non-Jews.” In addition, gangs of Israeli soldiers burst
into the houses on the pretext that they were looking for “hidden arms and
Arabs” and proceeded to extort money, jewelry, and other valuables.% Be-
cause of the housing shortage, some Jews defied the military authorities’
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separation policy and rented rooms from non-Jews in the concentration
zZone. : :
It was not until November 1949 that the restrictions on movement of the
Palestinians confined to the Baq'a zone were lified, and they were permitted
to circulate in West Jerusalem % They were issued Israeli identity cards and,
together with the villagers of divided Bayt Safafa on the Israeli side of the
armistice lines, constituted the small Palestinian Arab minority of West Jeru-
salem. The Custodian of Absentee Property confiscated the homes of many
Arabs in the Baq’a zane and forced them to pay rent to the Israeli state. Rose
recorded the confiscation of his aunt’s property in Baq’a as follows:

This [Absentee Property] law finally caught up with Aunt
Aroustag and she was infarmed by the Custodian of Enemy
Property that she had no rights in the house. She was to be
treated as a tenant, and a demand for rent was sent to her
for the two rooms which she occupied, furthermore, rents
collected by her were to be handed over to the Custodian.
The owner had been her late brother, Hagop. . . . She had
lived there since it was built by her brother at the turn of the
century, and had ploughed most of her earnings into the

building. Unfortunately her pleas fell on deaf ears.”™

AFTER THE WAR

The formal cessation of hostilities between Israel and the Arab states at
the end of November 1948 allowed the expansion of Jewish settlement inta
Jerusalem’s Arab neighborhoods that hitherto had been military zones. Israel
stepped up settlement further in defiant reaction to UNGA Resolutton 194
(I} of 11 December 1948, Paragraph 11 of which called for the remirn of
refugees to their homes; the resolution also reaffirmed the corpus separa-
tum for Jerusalem. Four days later, Jerusalem Military Governor Dov Joseph
reported to the Governor’s Council that, in order to counter the UN refusal to
include Jerusalem in the State of Israel's borders, he had ordered the imme-
diate expansion of Jewish housing areas into territories abandoned by Arabs
that thus far had not been populated by Jews. The first such area to be settled
was the vicinity of the commercial center in Mamilla,”*

On 2 February 1949, the Israeli government declared that it nc longer
considered West Jerusalem as occupted territory and abolished military rule.
That same month, Israel and Transjordan began negotiations over Jerusalem
and the rest of the territory along their front lines. Throughout the negotia-
tions, the Israelization of West Jerusalem proceeded. To lessen the scope of
potential Israeli compromises in the event of a peace agreement, Mashe
Dayan ordered that the frontier neighbarhood of Dayr Abu Tur be settled,
together with Talpict and Ramat Rachel. Dayan’s directive was designed to
preempt pressure on Israel from the UN-chaired armistice commission to
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relinquish control over the southern Jerusalem-Bethlehem road.”* As hap-
pened in other Arab neighborhoods that were opened up to settlement,
buildings and homes in the Dayr Abu Tur area were looted.”?

Meanwhile, Israel as of early 1949 had begun transferring government of-
fices from Tel Aviv ta Jerusalem. A major aspect of the transfer was the relo-
cation of thousands of government clerks, who received preferential
treatment in the allocation of housing. On 12 April 1949, a high-level govern-
ment meeting was held in the Israeli Defense Ministry ta discuss the housing
of government clerks in Jerusalem. It was decided that 400 apartment units
be allocated to the clerks and that they be given priority in choosing apart-
ments in the neighborhoods of Baq'a, the German Colany, and the Greek
Colony. Shaul Avigur, one of Ben-Gurion’s closest advisers, was to be the
absalute arbitrator in any dispute. As part of settling and resettling new im-
migrants in alternative sites, the Absorption Departmernt was granted author-
ity over Musrara and Lower Lifta.”* Following this decision, new immigrants
were allocated housing only in neighborhoods reserved for government
clerks in those apartments that were in such bad shape that the cost of reno-
vatton was too high.”> Houses in the elegant neighborhood of Talbiyya were
reserved exclusively for senior officials and those with important connec-
tions, such as judges and professors at Hebrew University.”®

Out of political considerations, though, government clerks were some-
times placed in less desirable neighborhoads. Clerks of the Ministry of Provi-
sioning and Rationing were housed in Dayr Abu Tur, adjacent to the
demarcation line. These houses were in terrible condition due tc the intense
fighting that had been waged in the neighborhood, and there still existed a
danger of sniper fire. Still, 2 decision was taken to house the clerks in Dayr
Abu Tur because of Israel’s goal o settle Jews throughout the full area of
Jerusalem under its control. Many of these clerks requested tc be rehoused
in Qatamon where the expansive houses were in better condition. In the
end, senior-ranking officials succeeded in being housed in Qatamon, while
regular.clerks remained in Dayr Abu Tur.”’

To provide for the ever-increasing number of Jewish residents in Jerusa-
lem, the Israeli government opened many new schools and health service
facilities, mostly in buildings owned by Palestinians. The Histadrur opened
dozens of schoals in Musrara, Baq’a, the German Colony, and ‘Ayn Karim.”®
To sttmulate Jewish Jerusalem’s economy, new small industries and busi-
nesses were given special loans to lure them to the city.”” The Custodian of
Absentee Property handed over many buildings to be renovated for work-
shops, mostly in Mamilla, while additional ones were set up in the German
Colony and the Greek Colony.®®

While these activities had been proceeding, Israel made its second appli-
cation for UN membership in late February 1949. After the Security Council
rejected its first application for admission on 17 December 1948, Abba Eban,
[srael’s UN representative, repeatedly assured the UNGA that his govern-
ment intended to comply with the resolutions pertaining to Jerusalem. Testi-
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This home in Talbiyya, originally owned by Palestinian Hanna
Bisharat, was taken over by the Israeli Foreign Ministry. It served as
Golda Meir's residence in 1968, when she made the infamous state-
ment “There is no such thing as a Palestinian people.”

fying before the UN’s Ad Hoc Political Committee after concern was
expressed about the transfer of government offices to Jerusalem, Eban as-
sured them that “No juridical facts whatever were created by such steps,
which were dictated not by a desire to create new political facts, but to assist
Jerusalem and to add economic recovery to the other aspects of its splendid
recuperation.” He also reassured the committee that “the legal status of Jeru-
salem is different from that of the territory in which Israel is sovereign."8! He
even claimed that the holding of the first Israeli Knesset in Jerusalem ten
days earlier was based solely on “an historical motive which had nothing
whatever to do with the future status of Jerusalem.”32

Whether or not the United Nations was convinced by Eban’s arguments,
Israel was admitted as a2 new member on 11 May 1949, with the UNGA plac-
ing on the record Israel’s “declarations and explanations” regarding the im-
plementation of Resolutions 181 and 19433 On 13 December, almost seven
months to a day after having been admitted to the UN, and several days after
yet another UNGA resolution, 303(IV), was passed calling for the interna-
tionalization of the city, the Knesset voted officially to declare Jerusalem
Israel’s capital and accelerated the transfer of government offices to the city.

By the end of May 1949, all of West Jerusalem's Arab districts had been
settled, at least to some extent, by Jews, most of them new 1'1‘nmigrar1ts.8‘i
Henry Cattan estimates that, in all, Israel occupied some 10,000 Arab homes,
mostly fully furnished, in West Jerusalem.5® Meanwhile, in East Jerusalem,
some 7,500 Palestinian refugees from West Jerusalem (out of the total of al-
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maost 30,000}, including Qatamon, Upper and Lower Baqa, and Musrara,
were living either in the open or temporarily housed in mosques, convents,

schools, and Old City houses in ruinous conditions.

84

It is now fifty years since Israel conquered West Jerusalem, and thirty
years since it conquered East Jerusalem. Consistent with its stated goal of
retaining the “reunified” city of Jerusalem as its “eternal capital,” Israel has
settled aver 170,000 lsraeli Jews on expropriated Palestinian [and in Fast Je-
rusalem but has not permitted a single Palestinian to return to his or her

home in West Jerusalem.
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