What 1f these absentees will return? They will go in a
processi?n to the courts. (Ha'aretz, 20.10.1978/Harris
1980:116). — ’

At the centre of the conflict between Jewish settlers and Palesti-

nian farmers in the Valley lies the future control of the Valley's culti-
vable land and sources of water. The low ratio of Israeli settlers to the

Valley's Arab population (10 to 13 percent, depending on estimate)

t disquise the enormous uneveness in power and access to resources

should no
in the hands of the settlers. By 1980, 70 percent of the total Valley

arable lands were under Israeli control -- 40 percent of which belonged

to absentee owners who were denied access to the West Bank (Aronson, 1980:
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een used for the seizure of land in the

Three main forms have b
Valley. One was the usual sequestering of holdings of residents who fled
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ank in the War of 1967 (hence called "absentee property");

to the East
the second was the seizure of communal and unregistered land under the
rubric of state domain; the third -- a major form in the Jordan Valley --

has been the sealing off of "security zones" for military use. Subsequent-

ly many of those "security zones" were transferred to civilian Jewish

)1e Western strip of the

settlements for agricultural use. Almost the
Jordan basin, including all the fertile Zor areas, are today declared
military areas, off limit to their Arab owners. A fourth, but secondary,
procedure of seizure involves transfer of private Arab land to Jewish

in return for state or "absentee property" in areas adjacent 1o

the villages from whom the land was taken. This form of seizure is called

concentration" (Harris, 1980:116-117). Under Labour rul
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of the Valley settlements were established, about S

’
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