"From an agricultural and economic point of view (Argaman)
was considered a failure. The impermeability of the grounc
did not allow for the salt to be removed, as in other places
Jordan Valley. Perhaps for theat reason leaders of the
Moshav and Kibbuts movements refued to adopt the settlement.
Near the site line the Beduin tribe of Arab-al-Zbeijdat and
to the north Marj al-Naije, inhabited by Moslems (sic.) who
were not born loving Zionism."

By 1974 the cultivated area had further declined to 300 dunums, and
all but three of the original settlers had 1eft,(3) A decision (in 1975)
was made to change the status of the settlement to a cooperative moshav
(moshav ovdim) in which indivi

dual families cultivate separately, following

ideological disputes and physical hardships which had threatened the unity
of the formative group. Each new family was given a 20-25 dunum plot, and

a cooperative turkey coop was added.

The gross annual income per Argaman household was calculated (in'1976)
to be around IL.110,000 ($5238) compared to about IL.180,000
($8570) in neighbouring Petza'el (built on the lands of the Arab village of
Fasa'il). (&) In addition to the electric, water and housing infrastruct-
a million-and-a half cubic meters of water
annually (compared with 3000,000 c.m., for the whole village of Marj Na'je,
ith its 350 inhabitants and 700 dunums to cultivate). The turnover for
1975/1976 was 2.7 million pounds ($128,570)@(5)
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