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Abstract

This study provides a conceptual and empirical analysis of the
processes 9f soclal, eZ-onomic and political change in rural Falestine
during 1920-1947. At the theoretical level 1t re-evaluates some
conceptual fremeworks and introduces an aiternative paradigm ta the
Asiatic mode of prnductlion proposed by Marx. This analytical research,
based on available literature and on emplrical data. will contribute
to scholarly work on change and development and fill a gap 1in the
current literature on Palestine.

This sociological enquiry re-examines a number of social, economic
and political phenomena which characterised Palestine's economy in the
first half of the 20th century. It places a special emphasis on the
impact of colonial capitalism on rural class formaticn. The dynamics
of pre-capitalist Palestine is examined first, thus preparing the
ground for an adequate understanding of the various changes introduced
by British and Zionist colonization.

In this study we dJdemonstrate that Palestline's transformation
process was mediated by a number of forces, the most important of
which vere the colonial government, the influx of capital and the
influx of European Jewish settlers. These forces are 1investigated,
thelr relationship with each other identified, and thelr impact on the
Palestinlan indigenous population analysed.

The analysis of agrarian soclial transformation establishes a strong
relationship between changes introduced by colonial settler capitalism
and changes generated from within pre-capitalist social formations.

Our investigation of some specific phenomena, such as the issue of

‘land transfer' and 1mpact of Jewlish settlement on the indigenous
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population provides a contrary view to most llterature on the subject.
Finally, by going beyond mere economic consideraticns, cur
investigation of a number vf issues, 1i.e., land expropriation, Jewish
boycott of 1indigenous Arab labour..etc., allows us to reveal the
complax and historically specific character of the Zionist settler

movement.
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Introduction

A proper understanding of social formations and economic structures
is crucial for analysing and elucidating the processes of
transformation in an attempt to identify their sallent features ang,
perhaps, delineate some of the possible course they may eventually
take. Of central concern, in this context, is the «critical
investigation of the soclal relations of production and the dynamics
of class conflicts and their relationship to subsequent political
developments.

The purpose of this study is, in very broad terms, to examine a
cruclal phaseAin the history of Palestine prlor to the establishment
of the state of Israel, through a critical reanalysis of the avallable
data and the Introduction and Incorporation of some hitherto
unexplored documents. More specifically, my investigation focuses on
Palestine's rural class formation as it evolved between the latter
part of the nineteenth century until 1947.

Palestine was wunder the Ottoman rule until World War One. Like
other Third World soclieties which were directly or indirectly affected
by the rise of western imperialism, it had also begun to to undergo
some major changes in its soclo-economic structure. However, the
drastic changes in Palestine's socio-economic structure in general and
its rural class formation in particular materiallized between the 1920s
and the late 1940s under British and Zionist colonization of the
country. In order to identify these changes and understand thelix
implications on the soclety's predominantly pre-capitalist economy, a
proper conceptual framework is called for.

Chapter One addresses this task by providing a critical examination
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of a number of conceptual approaches pertaining to Third world social
formations. It also places a special emphasis on the notion of the
"Asiatic Mode of Production" which has enjoyed prominence and wide
circulation iIn a variety of Marxist perspectives as a viable framework
of analysis (Avineri,1972; saed, 1981; Gozansky,1986; Saed,1984), as

well as on the concept of the "Articulation of Modes of Production"

also widely adopted within the African context (Rey, 1982; Wwolpe,
A 1980; Arrighi, 1970; Burawoy,1976). This critical examination of the
current 1literature, it 1is suggested calls for introducing an
alternative framework for conceptualizing the Palestinian experience.
The approach we adopt in this study, namely, historical materialism,
is not new in the Marxist quarters. It has been convincingly applied
in studying certain areas in the Third World, including 1India,
(Bagchi,1982; Chandra,1981; Patnalk,1983) and a rangte of Middle
Eastern economies (Saleh,1979; Barakat,1975; Abdel-Fadil,1988).

This, however, was not the case in studies on Palestinlian
development, the overwhelming majority of which have been conceived
and carried out from an "Orientalist" point of view. A number of
critical scholars who have done extensive reviews of the available
literature on Palestine have highlighted the need for developing a
class perspective as a more appropriate method for analysing
Palestine's history (Rodinson,1981; Turner, 1984; Zurelk,1981; Asad,
1979). 1In this context, it 1is hoped that our study will be a
contribution in that dizrection.

Our claim to originality in this study, however, rests upon the
empirical data presented in support of our theoretical propositions.
Before we proceed further, a note on the research techniques employed

in this study is worth mentioning.

TOUNTTARL EFTIEA S ROTORTRINST L

wr
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Some Methodological Considerations

Data used in this study have been compliled through a combination of
a number of sociological methods. A large part of the data was drawn
by historical research of archival material. The following is a 1list
of the major documents consulted:
1) Britlish government reports. Three reports were particularly
significant heze; one, Palestine: Report on Immigration, Land
Settlement and Development, by John Hope Simpson ( Cmd. 3686, 1930);
two, The Royal Commission Report, 1937; and three, Report of a
Committee on the Economic Conditicons of Agriculturists in Palestine
and Fiscal Measures of Government Thereto, by Johnson and Crosbie,
1930. (Thereafter, "Johnson-Crosbie's Report").
2) Correspondence between the Administration of Palestine, the
Colonial and the Foreign Offices in London.
3) Petitions and peasant complaints found particularly in the Forelgn
Office files.
4) Documents on ‘land sale' obtained from the archival library at Belit
Shturman (Israel).
5) Palestinlan Archives kept at the Arab Studies 1Institute 1in
Jerusalem.

Additional historical data, in the form of rare manuscripts, were
alsu obtained from the private libraries of A. Taha (the West Bank)
and B. Sabah (Israel).

Non-historical data were also gathered. During my stay in Israel
and the West Bank I interviewed a number of people, 1including, ex-
landowners, Lawyers speclalized in land cases and elderly Palestinian

peasants. The technlique of ‘family live history' was used with
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elderly Palestinians. Aalsc interviewed during my stay in London-
England was Lord Caradon, who during the 1930s, occupied the position
of a District Commissioner (Palestine: Northern District).

The strength of these data lay, mainly, in the logical validity
they provided our study with. These data have helped us to re-
evaluate a number of socio-economic and political phenomena and
understand them from a different perspective. (See further

discussion).

Tu come to grips with Palestine's pre-capitalist history, Chapter
Two examines 1ts socio-economic structure during the late nineteenth
century, focusing on the various local (internal) and international
(external) forces 1involved. This Chapter delineates the salient
features of the mode of production. Its general theme tends to support
some findings of the existing literature. However, the particularities
of our analysis are different in that we highlight the transitory
character of Palestine's economic structure in 1late nineteenth
century.

In examining +the different categories of land tenure systems in
Palestine, we consult two rare manuscripts believed to be particularly
significant in clarifying the 1issue of land system in Palestine. The
first 1is the Arablic translation of the Ottoman land laws of 1856-57,
published in 1924. The second document is a Judicial treatise on the
difference between private 1individual 1land and state 1land in
Palestine, written originally 1in Italian, by a Priest-Advocate 1in
1936. These manuscripts provide important 1lnsights to such issues as
state land (or Amiri category) and communal land (Musha'a), which have

been traditionally confused with each other and occasionally gave rise
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to flowed methodologles and faulty conclusions.

The soclio-economic and political changes which originated from
within Palestine's 1late nineteenth century economy, have reached a
historic turning point during the 1920s. Chapter Three examines the
effects of British colonialism and Zlionist settlement in intensifying
Palestine's transitional processes. Emphasis here is placed on the
role of the colonlal state and the 2Zionist \ideology in accelerating
the expropriation of indigencus Palestinian land and its peasants
thus, stimulating further differentiations within the peasantry.

This chapter provides a contrary view to the literature which has
dealt with the question of Zionist appropriation of land in terms of
*land transfer' or ‘land sale and purchase' thus, neutralizing the
process and stripping it of its violent and essentially confiscatory
character. Far from being a conventlonal exchange or transaction, we
argue that the land transfer was in fact a process of expropriation
and that this process was carried out through political, 1legal and
other more repressive apparatuses. Drawing partly on the original
‘sale documents' and partly on Briltish official correspondence -
including police reports- three cases of such ‘land transfers' will be
analysed and their consequences for the indigenous possessors/owners
highlighted. In one case, we shall also record the personal account of
Loxd Caradon, who 1in his capacity as District Commissioner 1in the
early 1930s, witnessed some of the events of peasant expulsion. 1In
most cases of ‘land transfer', thls chapter demonstrates that the
mediation of the colonial government, in both its legal and political
forms, was essential. Similarly, the government's harsh policles of

taxatlion, imprisonment and collective punishment were instrumental in
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effecting the drastic changes in Palestine's rural class structure.

The large-scale 1land and peasant expropriation, coupled with other
social and economic difficulties developing in the process, altered
the class composition of rural Palestine. Within the context of
Palestine, where guestions such as the quality and quantity of 1land
avalilable for cultivators were veiled with political ramifications,
the problematic of 1identifying the 1rural classes becomes very
sensitive. An attempt is made to establish a proper criterion for
identifying Palestine's rural classes, particularly within the
category known in the Marxist literature as "rural poor" or "rural
proletarians" (See Chapter Four). A first hand examination of the
controversial 1land surveys will be provided. It is hoped that this
enquiry, which rellies on British reports, will enable us to unveil
some of the facts concerning the c¢lass 1issue and enhance our
understanding of the process of peasant differentiation.

Strong Iindications of the development of a caplitalist economy in
agriculture were evident at various levels. Chapter Four focuses on
the economic side of the change process and emphasizes the development
of the local capitalist market, the role of competition in agriculture
and the impact of these emerging forces on the rural economy.

Along with this development, a process of ruination of a 1large
section within rural Palestine was also emerging. The phase of
destruction is elucidated by using historlical records which pertain to
statement made by some fallaheen, as well as information gathered
from elderly Palestinians we interviewed. As in earlier chapters,
this section wunderlines the significant role played by the colonial
state in facilitatirg and expanding capitalist development.

Developments at the political/ideological level and their immediate
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and eventual ramificatlons are also analysed here. O0f particular
importance here is the direct and indirect social and economic impact
of the Zionist policy of becycotting indigenous Arab 1labour. The
political/ideolcgical 1implications of the Zionist policy of the
European (Jewish) dominant class is briefly dealt with here and
discussed in greater lengths in Chapters Flve and Six.

The development of capitalism in Palestine was mediated not only by
British colonialism, but by a specific form of settler movement as
well. The influx of European Jewish capital and human resources into
Palestine had overwhelming impact on the country's transformation
processes. As Chapter Five polnts out, capitalist production which was
pre-dominant 1in almost all forms of agrarian organlzations within the
European Jewish economy was placing further strains on an already
ruined rural economy. Emphasis in this respect is placed on the
revolutionary impact of the agricultural production techniques in

transforming the rural economy.

A major characteristic feature of capitalist development within the
European Jewlsh economy has been the overwhelming import placed by the
dominant Zionist 1ideology on the political/national implications of
Jewish settlement in Palestine. The strategic objective of
establishing a Jewish state was translated by the Zionist hegemonlc
group 1in Palestine into political actions which, 1in many Iinstances,
overshadowed and superseded all other consideration. This was
manifested in the policies that were implemented for appropriating the
land and expanding the "Kibbutz"-type settlements. A detailed
examination of these policles becomes crucial for clarifying a major

feature which characterizes, and, 1in a sense, differentiates the
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Zionist settler movement from other settier movements, as in South
Africa and Rhodeslia.

wWith the extensive data initlally prepared for Chapter Five we
have expected to conclude our study at this point, on the assumption
that the major issue, namely, colonial capitalism and rural class
formation had been properly addressed. However, a further examination
of the data suggested that the treatment of class relations which
developed in the process must be attended to more carefully.

Chapter Six is devoted to examining the capital/labour relationship
in its complex reality. The data provided in this chapter tend to
provide an alternative approach to the "half class" theory advocated
by various scholars (Wolpe,1980; Burawoy,1976; Zureik,1979; Carmi and
Posenfeld, 1985) who view the proletarian class, mainly, as an
economic agent. However, as our empirical evidence shows, the role of
this class has assumed an additional dimension as a social and
political force capable of taking part in the history uf change.

The Palestinian experience of colonial capitalism, reveals a
specific set of relationships between the various sources involved in
generating capital, i.e., the colonial government, the European Jewish
capitalist settlers and, to a 1lesser extent, the indigenous
Palestinians on the one hand, and the two major working classes,
indigenous proletarians and European Jewish working class on the
other. 1In variance to the classical Marxist formulation on class
formation, our empirical data on such process in the Palestinian
context suggest the 1rise of class structures differentiated and
fragmented along ethnic and ideological 1lines.

Finally, adding the Chapter on labour relations, we hope, would be
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of special significance for exploring further one major problematic in
this study, namely, the relationship between the economic and
political foundations of the Zlonist settler movement in Palestine.
The intrlcacles of the Zionist policles expressed in such slogans as
"Jewish 1land™ and "Jewish 1labour"™ are given special emphaslis,
particularly, within the context of the institutlions of the "Kibbutz"
and that of the "Histadrut"™. 1In additlon te correspondence material
and particularly, police reports, testimonies of Palestinlan labour

unionists will be used to substantiate our arguments.
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Colonial Capitalism and Third World Economies:

Some Theoretical Considerations

The task of analysing the social, economic and political structure
of Palestline's economy prior to its subjugation to British and Zionist
colonialism, 1is 1indispensable for the comprehension of the processes
of change and development that this economy underwent in the early
twentieth century.

The question of whether or not elther pre-capitalist economies or
colonial economies are capable of generating changes from within has
been hotly debated amongst Marxist and non-Marxist scholars aiike. At
the centre of this debate is the issue of the character and nature of
pre-capitalist economies.

Most non-Marxist 1literature on this issue adheres to the notion
that change in late-developing societies is possible only through the
intervention of external forces. Support for this argument, however,
tends to be drawn from largely subjective factors. One such factor is
the notion of ‘peasant culture' which is comprised of the attitudes,
norms and values of the ‘peasants' or ‘peoples' of these societies
(Bill1,1972; Webexr, 1968; Shanin, 1971; Eisenstadt,1985). It is argued
that these normative values, present obstacles to mobllity and change
within Third World countries.

Within the context of the Middle East, the "Mosaic Model," to use
Bryan Turner's words (Turner 1978), was the predominant approach of
the Orlentalists. The ‘Islamic' state, according to the classical
orientalists, is composed of a mixture of conflicting groups

hierarchically divided on religious, sectarian, ethnic, occupational

i0
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and tribal bases. The state or the "Moslem ruler" is necessary in
order to achleve harmony and balance amongst these opposite and
independent units. In this theory, Islam was presented as a timeless,
monolithic and homogeneous culture which provides a perfectly adequate
device for syphoning off the internal, factlional confllicts of the
soclal structure (Turner,1978:40; Abdel-Fadll,1988).

In this approach, Islam is held responsible for the static aspect
of all soclial formations under the Ottoman rule. Some elements of this
approach can be traced back to Marx's concept of the "Asiatic Mode of
Production", while others seem to be derived from Weberian analyslis.
According to Weber (1968), Islamic culture is incompatible with the
spirit of capitalism, unlike the "Protestant ethlc" which is seen as a
significant force in the emergence of Western capitalism. In Economy

and Society Weber elaborates on this theme, suggesting that prebendal

feudalism of imperial Islam is inherently contemptuous of bourgeois-
commercial utilitarianism and considers it as sordid greediness and as
the life force specifically hostile to it (Weber, 1968:109).

In Marx and the End of Orientalism (1978) and Capitalism and Class

in the Middle East(1984), Bryan Turner provides an extensive critique

of the work of the Orientalists, arguing that their "Mosaic Model"
provides the theoretical basis for Wittfogel's elaborated notion of
Oriental Despotism (Wittfogel, 1959). Other Middle Eastern scholars
have dismissed the Orientalist approach as static and 1deologically
bilased (Zureik,1981; said, 1978).

Said associates the Orientalist view of Islam as a static society
with the growth of western imperialism. 1In Orientalism, he argues
that: "Orientalism changed from a scholarly inquiry into exotic

language, into a theory of political practice..™ for two reasons: one,

11

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



the Oriental-European relatioconshlip was determined by an unstoppable
European expanslon in search of markets, resources, and colonies: and
two, Orientalism had accemplished 1its self-metamorphoses from a
scholarly discourse to an imperial institution'." (cited in Turner,
1984:160). According to another author, one of the main fallacies of
the Orientalist approach to Islamic socleties 1is that it is
"historically bankrupt" (Abdel-Fadil,1988:45).

Characterlizing Third Wworld pre-caplitalist formations in a static
and ahistoric manner, however, is not limited to non-Marxist analyses.
Most Marxists accept feudalism as a dynamic mode of production capable
of generating soclal change from within; Marxists differ, however, in
their characterization of the pre-capitalist structures in Third World
formations. To date, most traditional and neo-marxists make use of one
of two major frameworks in their discussions of pre-capitalist
structures: the "Aslatjc Mode of Production," associated with some
traditional Marxists (Gozansky,1986; Amer, 1958; Saed, 1978; 1981;
Melotti, 1977), and the "Articulation of Modes of Production," invoked
by an 1increasing number of scholars (Rey, 1982; Wolpe,1980;
Arxrighi,1973; Burawoy,1974;1976). Despite the differences in emphasis
which each framework places on the nature and character of pre-
capitalist economies, these concepts, as the following analyslis
demonstrates, differ very little. The basic assumption of both is that
nre-capitalist "peasant"™ economies, are, on the whole, immobile,
static and Incapable ¢f generating any significant change internally

induced.

The controversy surrounding the notions of the AMP and

"articulation" -particularly with regard to their historical and
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empirical problems and the new empirical data on the soclo-economic
history of Palestine- suggests that a re-examination of both
frameworks 1is necessary. As with other studies which reject, on
historical-empirical grounds, the notion of pre-capitalist or peasant
stagnation and stasis (Saleh, 1979; Patnalk, 1983; Chandra, 1981}, the
empirical evidence collected about Palestine's pre-capitalist economy
suggests that the Palestinlan peasantry was not passive, that thelr
economy was noct stagnant and that internal changes within this ecoromy
did occur prlor to British colonialism.

The study of Palestine's economy requires an analytical framework
capable of capturing the essence of that structure as it developed
through time. To pursue this goal, the concepts of the AMP and
"articulation" will be critically examined and their contribution ¢to
the gquestion of transition will be discussed. Special emphasis will be
placed on the character and nature of Third World peasantry as
depicted by both concepts. This will then be followed by an attempt to
construct an alternative analytical framework, which should be more

anpropriate to the actual history of Palestine.

The "Asliatic Mode of Production" Approach

Following Marx, various writers adopted the notion of the "Asiatic
Mode of Production" as an analytical framework to study changes in
Asliatic soclo-economic formations. The bulk cf these studies have
focused on large "peasant soclietlies," primarily Indian (Melotti,1977)
and Egyptlian (Saed,1975; Amer,1958; Salam,1985). Most recently,
however, the AMP has been invoked in Marxist studies on pre-capitalist
Palestine (Saed, 1985; Gozansky, 1986). The concept of "Asiatic Mode

of Production" 1is based on three major characteristics: the
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", ..absence of private property in land...," the character of the
"Asiatic state,”" and the "self -sufficiency of the village commune."
Marx considers the absence of private property in Asiatic societies as
the "...real key to the Oriental heaven..." (Marx and Ergels,1972:99).
"In the Asiatic form (or at least predominantly so,)}" Marx stuates:
"...[Tlhere 1is no property, but only 1individual possession;the
community 1is, prcperly speaking, the real proprietor-hence property
only as communal property in land..." (Marx, in Hobsbawm,(ed.)1965:
79).

In a special reference to the Ottoman Empire, Marx attributes the
absence of private property to religion, stating that: "The
Muhammedans..[werel the £first to establish the principle of ‘no
private property in land' throughout the whole of Asia..." (Marx,S.C.
(n.d):80). This c¢laim will not be dealt with in this study. The
reader, however, 1is advised to consult Maxime Rodinson's extensive

study, Islam and Capitalism, which is based on examining the Koran

and the "Hadith" and which concluded tlat "...far from discouraging
economic involvement, Islam provides an explicit legitimation of trade
and commerce." "Economic activity, the search for profit, trade, and
consequently, production for the market," Rodinson demonstrated, "are
looked upon with no less favour by Moslem tradition than by the Koran
itself. We even £find eulogistic formulations about merchants...”
(cited 1in Turner,1984:57). Also worth consulting here is Sulaiman
Bshir's study which dismissed the notion that Islam was a proponent of
communalism, and suggested that the Islamic state ltself emerged 1in
the <class struggle between the nomads and the mercantlle class to

secure the interests of the latter (Bshir, 1978).
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Related to the question of the absence of private ownership of land
is the gquestion of the character of the Asiatic state and the nature
of the peasantry or the village commune. The Asiatic state is
described as characteristically centralized, despotic and
aypertrophied. Marx distinguished between the "Higher Commune," or the
state, and the "Lower Commune," by which he referred to the peasantry.

The "Higher Commune" was personified by a ruler, such as the Mughal

king, 1in the case of Indla, or the Sultan, in the case of the Ottoman
Empire. The state stands over and above the direct producers. The
ruler appears as the sole appropriator of surplus from the direct
producers, as he owns and controls all means of production, including
land (Marx,1873).

:: Before moving to the third basis of the AMP, it is worth mentioning
Marx's contention that the Asiatic state is necessarily centralized or

despctic. In Pre-Capitalist Economic Formations, Marx ascribes the

I HTIRCSR N as e

presence of a despotlic and centralized state to geographical and
climatic factors, suggesting that the arid lands of Asia could not be
brought under cultivatlon on a large enough scale without artificial
Irrigation by canals and water-works (Marx in Hobsbawm, (ed.),1965).
This functional relationship between 1irrigation and despotism,
however, was ommitted in another work. In "The British Rule in India"
i, (Marx and Engels,1872) Marx argques that the development of such a
state 1is Imposed £from outside for reasons that pertain to the

foreigner's need and not to the internal need of the economy. Yet, at

s aa B s i ot Al ) UL IHC AR

different times, Marx relates the despotic character of the Asiatic

state to the socio-economic make up of the Asiatic society, namely, to
the absence of private property and to the character of the village

commune (Chandra, 1981).
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The third characteristic of ‘Asliatic' societies, according to the
AMP model, 1is the "self-sufficient village/commune". Rights of land
ownership In ‘Asiatic' socletlies are vested in the village/commune as
a whole. Individual members of the village/commune can hold land only
by virtue of their membership in the village/commune. The individual,
according to Marx, 1is not an owner in separation from the community,
he 1is only the possessor of a particular part of 1it, hereditary or
not. wWhat exists 1is only "communal property" and "private
possession." (Marx, 1965: 72,75 in Hobsbowm (ed.))

Marx uses the expression "Lower Commune" to describe the
village/commune. These viilages, he maintains, are always subjugated
to, and live under the direct control of, the state. In fact, in one
place Marx refers to these communities as the "...general slavery of
the Orient..." (Marx, 1965: 95). Characteristic of these villages
is their isolation from each other and from the society as a whole.
Each of these villages, according to Marx, is self-sufficient and
forms a little world in itself (Marx and Engels, 1972:102}.

The AMP model distinguishes between the forms of exploitation in
western feudalism and those in ‘Asiatic' societies. Unlike feudal
relations of exploitation which are class based, relations of
exploitation 1in ‘Aslatic' societies are located between the state,
described as a class, and the peasantry, which Is seen as one
homogeneous entity. Rent and taxes, in the "Asiatic mode of
production," it is maintained, coincide and are not extracted as two
separate forms of surplus. The absence of a feudal class or a class of

private 1land owners makes the state the only appropriator of surplus

from the direct agricultural producers. In cCapital 1III, Marx
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elaborated on this point further, stating that:

...[I1ln Aslia...(where the state stands over ..
(the direct producers) as their 1landlord and
simultaneously as soverelign,then rent and taxes
coincide, or vrather there exists no tax which
differs from this form of ground-rent (labour rent
converted into tributary relationship). Soverelignty
here consists In the ownership of land concentrated
on a national scale. (Marx, 1962 (Capital III):771-772)

The overall structure of the "Aslatic mode of production" and the
isolated self-sufficlient character of its "peasantry" are believed to
be the major reasons for the stagnation and Iimmobility of these
societies. In this approach, "Asian" societies are described as
"without history" prior to colonialism, without social development
and incapable of generating any change from within (Marx and
Engels,1972:32-37).

It was against this background characterization of the peasantry as
immobile, stagnant and changeless that the need for an external force
was seen to be pre-eminent in the production of change within these
socleties. Caplitalism imposed through colonlallism iIs presented as the
only force capable of breaking the "isolatlon," ‘"resistance" and
"stagnation" of ‘Asiatic' or ‘Orlental' peasants.

wWith the above general characteristics of the AMP model in mingd,
I would now like to examine how the concept is used in studying the
political economy of the Ottoman Emire in general (Saed, 1975; Amer,

1958) and the soclo-economic structure of Palestine (Gozansky,1986

Saed,1985) in particular.

Palestine: In Light of the AMP
The basic assumption of adherents to the AMP model 1s the claim
that 1in extreme contradiction to the West, private 1individual

ownership 1in land was absent In all socleties under the Ottoman rule
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(Amer,1958; Gozansky,1986). The Ottoman state, 1t is ciaimed, was
"...the sole owner of land, while peasantry had only the right of
usufruct over this land..." (Gozansky, 1986:13).

By virtue of being the sole owner of all land, the state, Tamar
Gozansky argues, exercised absolute rights over the production process
as well as over the direct producers. 1In her words, the state had the
"...last word over all matters concerning the economic and the
political 1life of the country..." (1986:13-14). As the sole owner of
land, the state was also the sole appropriator of surplus from the
direct producers (Fallaheen) (1) and, as such, it functioned as the
only exploiter of the masses of Palestinian peasantry
(Gozansky,1986:18).

Local economies under the Ottoman rule are described as "natural"
in that they are based on "self-sufficiency." The Fallaheen, it Iis
maintained, drew thelir livelihood by being members of the
village/commune. Terms used to describe the actual nature of each
village/commune vary from one region to the other. Within the context
of Palestine, the term "Musha'a" (i.e., communal mode of 1land
distribution) 1s wused to describe what was believed to be the pre-
dominant form of land tenure and of production. This term, as this
study willl show, was arbitrarily used iIn almost all of the literature
on Palestine, 1including the "modernization," the "development" and
other approaches (Gozansky,1986; Saed,1985; Firestone,1975;
Carmel,1975; Ohana, 1981; Kimmerling, 1983).

An elaborate account of the term "Musha'a" and 1its place 1n
Palestine's agrarlan soclal structure will be dealt with in the next

chapter. It is sufficient to mention here that this communal
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arrangement, which was mistakenly generalized over all of Palestine's
agrarian economy, was held responsible for the static quality of
Palestinian history. 1It is believed (Gozansky,l1986;Flapan,1979) that
this system put the wvillage/commune Iinterest over that of the
fndividual, thus hindering any attempt at Iimproving agricultural
productivity. This system, it 1is further argued, "...falled to
encourage private property and deprived individual peasants from any
incentive to improve thelr productivity..." (Warriner, 1948:1966;
Gozansky,1986) (2).

It is argued that throughout the Ottoman rule, Palestinlan peasants
were stagnant, unable to "...change or 1improve thelr forces of
production..." (Gozansky,1986:16). A major reason given to explain
this stagnation was the so-called "...freedom of the Asiatlic
peasants." "Unlike peasants in Europe...", Gozansky writes, "...those
under the Ottoman rule were dependent, but most importantly £free..."
(1986:14-15 [(emphasis added]). They were dependent on the state
because they did not own land; yet, they were "free,” unfettered by
any bonds, elther to the land which, they never owned, nor to the
feudal or land lord who never existed separately from the state. "The
Fallaheen" she writes, T'"could always leave their village and move to
another one 1§, for any reason conditions did not suit them"
(Gozansky,1986:17). The "freedom of the Palestinian peasant" occupied
a central position in Gozansky's approach. In contrasting the
Palestinian peasant with the European one she wrote: "Unlike the free
peasant In Oriental soclieties...in Europe, if the peasant escaped, the
feudal lord could bring him back by force, punish him and enslave him
again." (Gozansky,1986:18)

within the context of the Aslatic Mode of Production model,
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Palestinian history never changed throughout the Ottoman rule; the
Ottoman state remained the major or only proprietor of 1land and,
consequently, the only extractor of surplus 1labour; the direct
producers continued to depend on the village/commune for land whlle at
the same time remaining "free" from relations of bondage.

Based on these characterizations of the pre-capitalist history of
Palestine, Gozansky, not unexpectedly, concludes that no force could
have changed the Palestinian economy unless it was a force Iimposed
from the outside. It was only after the imposition of capitalism
through British colonlal rule and Zionist settlement, she wrote, that
Palestine's "...traditlonal orlental structure was broken..."
(Gozansky,1986:23-24). Only then, ‘modern' capitalist forms of 1anq
tenure evolved and the seclusion and unity of the Palestinian village

was broken (Gozansky,1986:25-26).
The AMP: A Critique

The concept of the Asiatic Mode of Production has long been the
subject of heated debate. As early as the 1930's various scholars
argued that the whole notlon was fallaclous and ought to be dlscarded
(Rapp,1987; Mandel,1971; Nagvi,1972). It has been attacked on
theoretical and 1ideological bases as well as on emplrical grounds.
Other scholars have rejected the concept as ethnocentric and
culturally blased (Saleh,1979; Hindess and Hirs%t,1875), argquing that
the "Occldental/Oriental" classlification, which 1Is geographically
determined, renders the concept theoretically untenable.

There 1is yet another school of Marxists who have adopted the model

only in a very critical manner, rejecting what they see as its static
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and ahistorical elements -or as some call 1t the "dead" aspects of it
[Godelier,1978; Saed, 1981; 1978]- while still making use of other
components of it in thelr studies. Two elements of the AMP model in
particular, namely, the concept of "despotisim” and the "...image of
Asia stagnating from millennia..." were dismissed as ideological and
non-sclentific (Godelier, 1978: 214; Saed,1978: 236). It must be
added that these concepts demonstrate the Hegelian elements 1n Marx's
writings. Attention should be called to Hegel's characterization of
the "Hindoos" as those who "...have no history, no growth..." etc.,
(Hegel, 1956: 142, 154, 163) which 1later was echoed in Marx's
statement: "Indian society has no history, at 1least no known
history..." (Marx and Engels,1972}.

Most opponents of the AMP reject the notion's lack of empirical
validity with regard to two fundamental components: the alleged
absence of private ownership of land and the alleged homogeneity of
the peasantry (Singh,1985; Patnalik,1983; Barakat,1977; Habib, 1985;
Chandra,1981; Saleh,1973). These studies emphasize the presence and
exploitative role of independent classes of landowners. Scholars
generally agree that Marx's information on Mughal 1India and the
Ottoman state was based on secondary and unreliable sources. ©On this
point, one scholar observed: "Marx and Engels neither studied Asian
societies for their own sake- that is, as a specific historical or
theoretical project- nor had adequate knowledge regarding them."
(Chandra,1981:13)

There is ample evidence to suggest that ‘Asiatic' socleties were
not static. Various studlies have demonstrated that there were changes
from comrunal to individual agriculture, as well as growth 1in the

landowning class's claims for separate rents, under both the Ottoman
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and the Mughal empires (Saleh, 1979; Barakat, 1977; Habib, 1985;
Chandra, 198l1). There is, moreover, additlional evldence concerning
peasant movements 1in pre-capitalist formations amongst the 1Indian
(Hablb, 1385; Chandra, 1981), the Egyptian (Barakat,1977; Saleh, 1979)
and the Syrian peasantry- of which Palestine was a part-
(Scholch,1982; Baer,1969; Owen, 1981) which further refutes the
validity of the AMP model.

Our study will demonstrate that Palestine under Ottoman rule, much
like other Third World economies, was not devoid of private ownership
of 1land. Gozansky's assumption that private ownership of 1land was
absent, or, as she sometimes calls it "relatively absent" (1986:22),
was not based on empirical data, but rather emerged as a necessary
conclusion from the theoretical approach she employs. As will be
demonstrated later in the study, the late nineteenth century 1land
tenure system and forms of production in Palestine were a complex
phenomenon which cannot be simply dismissed as '"state property"
(contra. Gozansky, 1986:25-27).

The understanding of the Indian land lord class, the "Zamindsri®
(singh,1985; Habib,1985; Chandra,1981), of the Egyptian "Muqata'jis"
(Ssaleh,1979; Barakat,1977), of the Syrian "Multazims" (i.e., tax
farmers), or of other local rural forms of land ownership (e.q., Mirs
of Lebanon and "Heads of Hamulas" in Palestine), must be approached as
specific historical examples and must be based on empirical evidence.
This study will demonstrate that the Ottoman state was never the
strong ‘absolutist' state described in the AMP model. 1In the early
nineteenth century, 1internal and external economic and political

pressures were already evident. These forces left thelr imprint on the
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social, eccnomic and political structure of the Ottoman state. Late
nineteenth century Palestine Iincreasingly felt the presence of
independent 1landed propertied classes not only from the urban areas,
but also from within the rural structure.

Before discussing the issue of land ownership i1t must be stressed
that there 1s very little, i{f any, baslis to the assertion that "...the
Arab Fallah, unlike the feudal peasant, was not attached to the land
he held as a member of the commune, and therefore... he could freely
leave the land...without a landlorxd forcing him to go back..." (Saed,
1985;Gozansky,1986:18). This statement is historically inaccurate 1n
so far as the Palestinian case is concerned.

Arab peasants or Fallaheen, not unlike their counterparts in most
other Third World socletles, were not free. Arab Marxists generally
agree that while the East might not have known the "...slave mode of
production...," it was not free of slaves and enslavement (al-
Attar,1965; Saleh, 1979; Barakat, 1977; Abdel-Fadil,1988).

In the East, slaves were used for varlous forms of 1labour,
including domestic work, milltary service and productive labour. 1In
Southern Iraq and some areas of the Maghreb "...slaves were often used
in the production process..." (Abdel-Fadil,1988:52). Moreover,
peasants in general, whether in the East or in the West, were never
economically free. A relationship of economic bondage has always been
present in the shape of the rent extracted from them, 1in kind, 1in
labour, in cash, or in a combination of these.

Moreover, economic bondage in most Third World social £formatlons
was alsc accompanied by social, political and personal bondage to the
overlord, whether the latter took the form of the Indilan "Zamindar,"

the Egyptian "Mugata'aji," the Syrian "Multazim" or the Palestinlian
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"Head of Hamula." The notion that the Palestinian peasant was "free"
stems from the authors' misunderstanding of Palestine's pre-capitalist
structure and, 1In particular, from their confusion of the concept of
"Musha'a" with the predominant form of land tenure known as "Amiri"®
which was based on the Hamula/village structure.

Membership in the Hamula/village was not based only on "lineage" or
blood relations but also on social, economic and political obligations
to the Head of the Hamula, who often was the merchant, usurer and
landowner. (3)

The idea that Third Wworld pre-capitalist economies are
characteristically distinct from Western European experlence and that
they are changeless, immovable and awaiting their saviour to come from
the outside, however, 1Is not confined to the notion of the AMP. The
description of non-feudal, pre-capitalist economies in a basically
static and ahistoric manner 1is also found in most neo-marxist
writings, such as the "Dependency" thesis {(Frank,1969), the "World
System" approecach (Wallerstein,1974) and the concept of the
"articulation of modes of production." It is to the latter notion and
the work of its adherents (Rey,1980;1982; Arrighi,1973; Burawoy,1974:

1976; Wolpe,1980) that the following discussion will tuzn.

The Articulation of Modes of Production Thesis

The idea that any change iIn Third World countries is possible only
i1f such a change was imposed from the outside constitutes the
departure point for the notion of "articulation." This 1idea, similar
to that of the aMpP, is bYased on the assumption that Third Wworld

soclal formations were characteristically distinct from the £feudal
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mode of production and, therefore, that theilr path &to transition
follcwed a specific route which requires a different treatment
(Rey,1982; Wolpe, 1980}.

The notlion of "articulation" was developed by Plerre-Philippe Rey
(1982) as a conceptual approach to the question of capitalist
transition 1in non-feudal economies. The notion was elaborated on latex
by Harold Wolpe (1980} who referred to it as the Marticulation
theory." Articulation is concerned with understanding transition 1in
Third World social formations as expressed through the relationship
between capitalism and the non or pre-capitalist form(s) of
production. In this notion capitalism and pre-capitalist mode(s)
provide the historical point of departure and are logically
interrelated. For analytical purposes, however, this chapter will deal
with the model at two levels: one, 1its perception of pre-capitalist
formations and, two, its position on capitalist transformation. Both

levels will be critically examined.

Articulation and Third World Precapitalist Social Formations

To begin with, the fact that adherents of the articulation of modes
of production theory (hereafter called articulationists] consider
capitalism as thelr historical point of departure, 1is by implication
a recognition of one history, ( i.e., that of capitalism) and a denial
of history prior to capitalism. Nonetheless, an examlnation of Rey's
(1973, translated into English in 1982) and Wolpe's (1980) theoretical
contributions 1in this regard would illuminate the articulationists®
position on pre-capitalist formations.

Rey argiaes that in their Articulation or transition to capitalism,

pre-capltalist social formations undergo three consecutive stages. 1In
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the £irst stage, capltalism interacts with the pre-capitalist economy
and establishes the initial 1ink in the sphere of exchange. Here,
"...the nexus cf peasant production and local artisans 1is partially
replaced by the nexus of farmers and manufactures. But the artisan in
the countryside is not destroyed." (Rey,1982:44) Capital here remains
at the level of clirculation and reinforces the pre-capitalist mode of
production, 1leaving the peasantry unaffected. 1In the second stage,
"...large-scale Industrial capital...destroys the artisan class
entirely. 1Its penetration into certain branches of agriculture does
away with the need for small peasants." (Rey,1982:44)

The third stage complements the second: here "...capital moves
further into agriculture and destroys peasant agriculture by
competition." Capitalism in this stage "takes root" -it predominates
over the precapitalist mode of production (Rey,1982:45). However, this
periodization of the stages of development is applicable, 1in full,
to feudal economies only. 1In the colonies, Rey argques, the path to
capitalism takes a radically different route. 1In contradistinction to
feudalism, non-feudal modes of production, are described as
",..fiercely resistant to any capitalist development as they lack the
forces of evolution characteristic of the feudal mode of
production..." (Rey,1982:49-51). Capitalism 1in "...other modes of
production..." (i.e., other than feudalism), according to Rey, remains
in its first stage of development, since as it finds it "...impossible
to destroy the closed clircle of the farmer and the artisan..."
(Rey,1982:49). The only way to ‘develop' the ‘underdeveloped'
economies, 1t follows, is through the imposition of "external forces"

(Rey,1982:49).
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Rey's position on this "external" force is ambiquous. In Cla

Im
4]

Alliances he refers to this force as "extra-economic coercive
measures," (e.g., the juridical-political role of the colonial state)
(Rey,1982:48). Yet, in an earlier article on transition in the Congo-
Brazzaville (1968), reproduced in English (1980), Rey identified the
"external" force as a "transitional mode of production," which
according to him, was independent from the caplitallist mode and
different from the pre-capitalist one (Rey,1982:157).

Rey provides very little reasoning as to why non-feudal soclal
formations are percelved as necessarily stagnant and "resistant™ to
change. Change in non-feudal formatlions, the model suggests, must come
from the outside because in these formations:

Capitalism can never immediately and radically
eliminate elther the preceding modes of production
or, more importantly, the relations of exploitation
that characterize these modes of production. On the
contrary, it must over an extended period reinforce
those relations of exploitation whose development
alone assures that capitalism will be able to
extract goods or men from these modes of

production.." (Rey, 1982:XI)

In Class Alliances, Rey divides pre-capitalist modes of production

into two sets: the feudal mode of production and the non-feudal modes
of production. The non-feudal modes of production, which include the
“Asiatic" mode and "other modes of production", are characterized as
",..modes that have not accepted capitalist development without
outside intervention, because thelr own course precludes such an
evolution." (Rey,1982:51)

The distinct course of non-feudal modes of production appears to be
derived from Rey's basic assumption that the "Asiatic" and "African"
or "lineage" modes of production,as he refers to them, lack

", ..private property in land...," which seen by Rey as the
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precondition for capitalist transition (Rey,1982:pp. 49-58).

In another article (1980), Rey, en passant, refers to social
formations in Africa as "traditlional™ and "lineage," stating that
"...despite a long history of exchange with capitalism, these social
formations ramained basically unchanged..."™ (Rey, 1980:150). He
wrote, in order to change these societies:

It was necessary to intoduce a rupture so that
the capitalist mode of production could develop
alongside the 1lineage mode of production and
against it. This rupture +turns out to be an
independent mode of production which was nelither
capitalism nor the lineage mode of production; this
mode of production remains dominant so long as the
conditions of the normal development of capitalism
are not fulfilled. (Rey,1980:157)
The "...conditions of the normal development of capitalism..." are

not fulfilled in non-feudal, pre-capitalist modes of production, Wolpe

elaborates, because of "the restricted mode of production®
characteristic of their social formations (Wolpe,1980:34). Thus, he
writes, wunlike the "expanded mode of production" --which consists of

"...relations of prcduction, forces of production and the 1law of
motion..." -- non-feudal, pre-capitalist economies are characterized
by a "restricted mode ¢f production" which consists of primitive
relations of production, undeveloped means of production and most
Importantly, lacks the law of motion (Wolpe,1980:34). In "restricted
modes of production," the peasantry is described as pockets of
", ..isolated and 1individual enterprises..."™ (Wolpe,1980:36) into
which, in order to break their isolation and 1local seclusion, an
outside force must be brought. Wolpe's concept of "restricted mode of
production" will be dealt with further in this chapter.

It Is true that, unlike the "AMP", the notion of articulation lacks
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an adequate description of pre-capltalist formatlions; nonetheless

there is one basic theme which unites both concepts, namely, their

equation of lzate nineteenth pre-capitalism, whether in Africa or 1in

Asla, with "pure," "natural" (Saed,1985; Gozansky,1986),

"lineage,"

"traditional" (Rey,1982;1980) or "purely redistributive" (Wolpe,1980)

economies. The concept of a natural economy, normally used to

characterize Third World peasant societies, must be differentiated

from the notion of a "pure" non-capitalist economy. A ‘'“pure" pre-

capltalist economy has long ago ceased to exist {Lenin,b1960;

Saleh,1979; Bagchl, 1982). This economy which denotes a complete

bondage between the direct producer and the land, on the one

between him and his overlord on the other, 1is characterized

hand, and

by the

total stagnation of its soclal and technical forces. Writing on this

point, Bagchi observes that after the development of capitalism 1in

Europe, most Third World "pure,"™ "tribal" or "communal" organizations

have, 1in some form or other, already been penetrated by some kind of

commodity or money economy (Bagchi,1982:8). Referring to one of the

least developed provinces in India, prior to British colonization,

Bagchi observes:

The village communities...were not by any means
self sufficient. They were involved 1in wvarious
cash transactions in buying salt, handicraft
products, etc., from the outside world, and
selling their grain and other crops which could be
marketed outside the village or group of
villages concerned. (Bagchi,1982;11)

Lumping together all African or Asian soclial formations as

"lineage" or "natural” is ahistorical. 1In fact it is this

ahistoric

and static approach to pre-capitalist formations which has formed the

basls for citiclism of the articulationist approach to pre-capitalist
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modes of production.

Overgeneralizing peasant passivity and changelessness to all social
formations, some authors argue, results in an oversimplification of
peasant socleties,. By lumping togetherx all peasantry, the
articulationists, it is maintained, homogenize all peasants and ignore
differentiations amongst them (Bagchi,1982; sSaleh,1979; Barakat,1977;
Foster-Carter,1978; Bradby,1980). Moreover, this overgeneralization
masks the historical specificity of each case and consequently fails
to understand issues of regional and local varlations within the same
social formation (Barker,1984; Taiseer,A. and et.al.,1984).

At this 1level of analysis, and in so far as pre-capitalist
structures are concerned, the notion of articulation provides an
extremely inadedguate and simplistic account. However, as mentioned
earlier, the contribution of the concept of ‘articulation' to the
question of change and development does not lie 3t this 1level, but
rather at the level of analysing the process of capitalist transition

once caplitalism is already in place.

Articulation and Colonial Capitalism

As mentioned earlier, the articulation model's main contribution to
the study of change and development lies in its perception of the
process of articulation or transition. During colonialism,
articulationists argue, a new mode of production referred to as the
"transitional mode of production" dominates all other forms of
production with which it interacts. This "...new mode of production.."
is 1independent from capitalism and different from any pre-capitalist

mode of production. It 1s a new economic system which combines both
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capltalist and pre-capitalist features (Rey,1982:157; Wolpe,1980).
However, it 1is not the simultaneous presence of two or more modes of
production, but rather the actual relationship between them, which
distinguishes this neo-marxist approach from the accepted Marxist
approach to capitalist transition. Caplitallsm, Marxists agree, 1is a
process of translition which does not emexrge at once, nor does it
replace the o0ld pre-capitalist systems immediately (Lenin, 1860:232;
Saleh, 1979).

What 1is, however, specific to the notion of articulation is the
kind of relationship it attributes to the combination of the two modes
of production. It is this relationship of opposition and co-existence,
referred to as "destruction/maintenance" (Rey,1982) or "domination-
preservation" (Wolpe,1980), which, it will be argued, 1is what
differentiates this neo-marxist approach from the Marxist approach of
historical and dialectical materialism. Capitalism, articulationists
maintain, "...can never elliminate the preceding modes of production,
nor can it change the relations of pre-capltalist exploitation, during
an entlire period, capitalism must reinforce precapitalist relations of
exploitation..." (Rey, 1982:XI).

In Third World countries, the "transitional mode" does not operate
as a stage or as a phase in the process of capitalism, but, 1instead,
the tendency 1is for it to acquire a permanent self-perpetuating
character. Under coloniallsm, Rey malntalins, "...capitalism dominates
pre-capitalist modes of production..." but fails to "...absolutely
penetrate the production of foodstuffs..." (Rey, 1982:52)

Capitalism, 1in other words, 1s only partially established in Third
World countries. In the articulationist perspective, transition is the

"ultimate result" and not just a phase in the process. Throughout the
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process of transition, Rey states, the ‘proletariat will always be
instable, +they can always return to the land, the bonds joining city
population with 1its rural oriqgins are never completely broken.'
(Rey,1982:52) This statement raises the question of "...when, 1if at
all, does thls opposing co-existence come to an end?" (Foster-Carter,
1978, Bradby, 1980) For Rey, pre-caplitalist relations of production
are not only maintained but are, in fact. reinforced during the
process of capitalism.

Acknowledging the vagueness inherent in the concept of "destructlon
-maintenance," Wolpe (1980) proposes a new way to treat this
relationship. For a more adeguate "theory of articulation," he arques,
*it is important to distinguish between the restricted mode of
production which is concerned only with the possible relations between
agents and the means of production within individual, 1isolated
enterprises, and the extended mode of production which through
circulation, the state and so forth provides the mechanisms required
to change the restrlicted mode into an expanded one.'(Wolpe,1980:36)

For Wolpe, the concept of a "restricted mode of production™ has
two simultaneous functions: on the one hand, 1t is synonymous with
the notion of a "pre-capitalist formation," and can therefore be
composed of more than one mode or form of production; on the other
hand, it maintains the two major features of a mode of production,
namely, the forces and relations of production. However, by using the
term '"restricted mode" Wolpe manages to mellow down the 1issue of
"destruction/maintenance," since the concept "restricted mode" ai:ows=
for the replacement of the concept of relatlions of production with

terms like "elements" or "agents" of the economy. The result is that,
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in the process of transitlion, some of these "elements," are totally

destroyed while others persist (Wolpe,1980:40).

In his "theory of articulation," Wolpe does not address the
of which elements compose pre-capitalist relations of productlon,
does he provide an answer to the same question posed earlier,
whether capitalism can predominate over pre-capitalist relations
production. One thing, though, 1s clear from Wolpe's "theory

articulation," that 1is, his rejection of "...the 1inevitability

capitalism..." Instead, he suggests that pre-capitalist

may or may not be transformed by capitalism (Wolpe,1980:41).
Empirical studies on soclo-economic change in South Africa

1980; Burawoy,1976) and Rhodesia (Arrighi,1973) provide

elaborate version of which pre-capitalist "elements" oz

capitalism 1is capable of destroying and which are preserved.

Issue

nor

.e.,

of
of

of

relations

(Wolpe,
a more

"agents"

All

authors concerned here agree that through competition, capitalism in

both economies had ruilned African independent production

transformed the African natural economy into one dependent

market.

and

the

Most important, however, is that all three authors alsoc agree that

the T"expropriation of land and peasants" was only partially affected

by capitalism (Burawoy,1976; Arrighi, 1973; Wolpe,1980).

Articulationists, in general, agree that it is in the interest
capitalism to maintain some aspects of pre-capitalist relations.

partial expropriation of the land, expressed in the creation of

of
The

the

"Reserves" and the creation of a class of wage-labourers which is only

partially dependent on the capitalist, 1is explained in terms of the

specific needs of South African and Rhodesian capltalism

(Burawoy,1976; Wolpe, 1980; Arrighi,1973). Commenting on this point,
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Wolpe states:

The exploitation of migrant labour-power of this
kind [i.e., partially expropriatedl] enables the
capitalist sector to secure an increased rate of
surplus value. (Wolpe,1980:297)

This explanation 1is essentlially teleological in nature. Pre-
capltalist relations, it ls suggested, continue to exist and "...are
preserved or maintained..." because they are functional to capitalism.
Capltalism, these authors agree, needs a source of cheap labour power
to be reproduced on an expanded scale (Wolpe,1980; Burawoy, 19374;
1976). Consequently, African migrant labourers, or the class of half-
peasant, half-proletariat, must continually be reproduced.

Once more, it must be stressed here that for the articulationists,
the process of "destruction/malintenance," 1is neither specific to one
phase of capitalist development, nor is it a transitory process, but
rather it accompanies the whole process of capitalist development.
This was true for the South African case (Wolpe,1980; Burawoy,b1976},
the Rhodesian case (Arrighi, 1973) and the Congo experlience analysed
by Rey (1980).

There is no doubt that some of the conceptual tools provided by the
notion of articulation represent an advance over other simplistic
notions, for example, the "dependency theory" advocated by Gunder
Frank (Frank, 1969). For, unlike the position adopted by the
dependeacy theory, pre-capitalist relations 1in the framework of
articulation, at least at the point of transition, are not perceived
as totally unchanging nor are they described as completely dependent
upon Metropolitan capital (4). The notion of articulation allows for

some room for change ~-albelt partial and not precise.
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Mozre importantly, with regard tec colonial settler forms of =rule,
this framework provides great insights into an area largely ignored or
misunderstood by traditional Marxists, namely, the relationshlp
between colonial policies, the ideology of the dominant settler class
and the mode of productlion. The articulation model provides a
comprehensive apprcach, tying together ideology, pollcy and the
colonial state with the predominant mode of production,

In his discussion of the articulation approach Wolpe writes:

[Rlacist ideology and policy and the state..not
only appear as the means for the reproduction of
segregation and racial discrimination generally,
but also as what they really are, the means for the
reproduction of a particular mode of
production. (Wolpe, 1980:293)

Nonetheless, the notion of articulation is subject to wvarious
criticisms, <some of which are theoretical In nature and some of which
have historical empirical implications. The major problem posed by the
notion of articulation is its functionalist treatment of the process
of capitalism, particularly with regard to the relationship between
capitalism and migrant 1labour. This problem, discussed -earlier,
pertains to the justification of the persistence of pre-caplitalist
relations of production simply because they are economically
functional to capitalism. This functionalist approach, which
baslcally describes but falls to explain, was in fact admltted and
criticised by articulationists themselves (Wolpe,1980; Burawoy,1976).

Burzawoy criticised “Wolpe's functionalist approach for the latter's
failure to specify the Iinstitution concerned (i.e., state, or

industrial capitalism)' (Burawoy,1976:1056). For Burawoy, 1in other

words, the problem was not "functionalism" or the "economic needs" of

35

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



capltal, per say, but =zathezr the question of which party in
particular benefited £from this relationship.

Moreover, 1in his revision of the "theory of articulation," Wolpe
suggests:

There is no intention here, and it is certainly
not necessary, tc suggest that the feudal or other
pre-capltalist enterprises persist because they are
functional for capital. The persistence must be
analysed as the effect of the struggle of agents
organized under differentiated relations and forces
of production. (Wolpe,1980:40)

However, Wolpe's revision of the theory of articulation was
largely contradicted by the emplrical data which was published along
with his theoretical model. It is one thing to suggest that there is
"...nothing necessarily functional about the persistence of pre-
capitalist relations..." and quite another to be able to work out a
conceptual approach capable of explaining when capitalism might or
might not replace pre-capitalist relations of production. Such an
approach, it is suggested, 1is possible through a historically based
model which treats the class of migrant labourers as an integral part
of an economy in transition--instead of isclating it and treating it

as an independent economic force.

In the Development of Capitalism in Russia, Lenin has placed

special emphasis on the class of the "allotment-holding-proletariat,"
which he found to be predominant in the class structure of transitory
Russia. Lenin explained the presence of this class by taking 1into
consideration a variety of conditions; these included the varied forms
and slow pace through which capitalism penetrates into agriculture,
the 1identification of the groups or class of capitalists in whose

interest the economic value of this class lies, and the demonstration
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that the living and working conditions of this class were contlinuously
changlng along with changes in the wider economy (Lenin,1960:177-8).

Referring to the economic functions of migrant 1labour, Lenin
rejects the idea that this class, 1in the long run, remains necessary
for capitalism. The "big capitalist", accoxrding to Lenin, cannot
afford to employ the migrant labourer and pay him low wages, since
the latter can Jeave at any time in order to migrate to a higher
paying Job (Lenin,1960}. Elabonrating on this point Lenin adds:

As with under developed capitalism anywhere, so
here, we see that the worker 1is particularly
oppressed by small capital. The big employer |is
forced by sheer commercial considerations to
abstain from petty oppression, which is of little
advantage and 1is fraught with considerable 1loss
should disputes arise. That 1is why the big
employers, for example... try to keep their workers
from leaving at the end of the week, and themselves
fix prices according to the demand for labor;... A
small employer, on the contrary, sticks at nothing.
The farmsteaders and German colonists carefully
‘choose' their workers and pay them 15, or 20 pre-
cent more; but the amount of work they squeeze out
of them is 50 per cent more. (Lenin, 1960; pp. 245~
246)

Moreover, the functionalist logic adopted by this school of neo-
marxists calls into question the status of the process of transition
and casts serious doubts around the nature of the relationship between
the modes of production involved. O0f particular importance 1in this
regard is the statement that, "...the mode of operation of capitalist
enterprises...[1s] conditlioned by the process of the formation of the
average rate of profit and the effects of this upon the forms of
capitalist calculation." (Wolpe,1980:40) This assertion is shared by
most articulationists. Thus, Burawoy's criticism of Wolpe's
explanation of the process of transition was not directed against the

functionalist approach per se; instead, Burawoy suggested that
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capltalism not be treated as a general concept, but rathexr, as a
speclfic interest group (i.e., state, institution or 1industrial
capital} (Burawoy, 1976).

Relations of production, class contradictions and exploitation, I
would argue, cannot be adequately explained in terms of "capitalist
calculations." The simplistic economism employed here tends to strip
the relationship between the two modes of production of its
contradictory and antagonistic nature, presenting them in a harmonic
co-existence. The articulationist's overemphasis on the commodity
exchange between "cheap labour power" and "low wages," and on the
appropriation of surplus value (from pre-capitalist forms,) undermines
the 1role of the soclial relations of production and obscures class
contradictions. For one thing, as some authors have observed, what
capitalism or imperialism "needs" from the colonies, is not limited to
"cheap 1labour power" (Bradby,1880:112). By reviewing Lenin's and
Luxemburg's theories of Imperialism, Bradby concludes that
capitalism's "exterior needs" are neither permanent nor fixed, rather
they are changeable under different stages of its development
(Bradby,1980:113) .

The fact that cheap labour power provides capital with higher rates
of surplus value (Wolpe, 1980) or super profits (Burawoy, 1976), s
not specific to South African or Rhodesian caplitalist history. This
phenomenon 1is characteristic of all peasant societles undergoing
capitalist transition, particularly in the Third world (Lenin, 1960;
Saleh, 1979; Patnalk, 1983; Barakat,1977).

What 1s objectionable here, however, is the fact that this class

0of cheap labourers is treated solely as an economic agent and not as a
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gsoclal and historical force capable of changing 1its

oppressive

reality. Despite 1its 1rural base, the emerging proletariat has

historically been involved in various resistance movements,

including

class struggles. This was true in the Russian Peasant Revolutlion of

190% (Lenin, 1%63), as well as, more recently, in South
Palestine, as Chapter Six will demonstrate.

Finally, there 1s another vital objection ¢to the
economistic approach of the articulationists, namely, their

take into account factors other than economic forces (e.gq.,

Africa and

simplistic
fallure to

political,

strategic and ideological); these overiooked factors can be equally

important 1in the development of capitalism under colonial settler

forms of rule.

In specific historical Junctures, non-economic forces might play an

equally Jimportant role in shaping and developing capitalism and,

consequently, effect the nature and character of the emerging
relations of production . The partial dependence of native African

labour power upon South African capitalism cannot be

taken for

granted. The 1increasing role of South African union movements and

their pressing demands on capital, especially in the mine
has triggered some sectlons within the Afrikaner working

advocate the total expulsion of native Black workers

Industry,
class to

and thelir

replacement with White workers. This phenomenon acquires considerable

significance within the context of capltalist development under

Zlonist colonial settler rule, where similar practices have

characterized capital/labour relations.

The suggestion that political forces had overwhelming effects on

the process of change in Palestine warrants further investigation and

will be dealt with In more details later in thls chapter.
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to say that the Palestinian experience of change and development
demonstrates a more complex phenomenon than can be understood through
simple capitalist calculations.

The understanding of class struggle is instrumental to *he
understanding of Palestine's capitalist history. As Chapter Six will
demonstrate, the colonial settler history of capitalist development in

Palestine was not only a history of capitalist domination but also

a...history of peasant and class resistance. Palestine's colonial

history was accompanied by various waves of political movements and
resistance from the 1920 widespread demonstrations to the 1936-39
revolution, and including the 1929 peasant revolt and the 1933 ‘"anti-

imperialist" revolt.

Caplitalist Transformation in Palestine: A Historical Materialist

Approach

The roots of the soclo-economic changes which took place 1in
Palestine in the first half of the twentieth century 1lie 1in the
specific social and historical place Palestine occupied under the
Ottoman rule. These changes were not the products of so-called
external forces, Iimported or imposed by British colonialism or by the
Zionist settler movement, but rather the products of a dialectical
process rooted in the past and intensified further by the presence of
colonial settlement.

The Ottoman state cannot be characterised as a unified, homogeneous
political economy with socio-economic uniformity ameng the various
soclal formations wunder its control. Despite its wvast territorial

expanse, ccuntries under its control retained some specific historical
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features which differentiated them from each other. This does not mean
that commonalitlies among these areas did not exist, it ornly means that
in order to appreciate the history of a particular region, that region
must be addressed speclifically. These specificities play no rocle in
the approaches discussed above.

The Ottoman E..pire was not always the centralised despotic state
that it has often been described as. Middle Eastern scholars generally
agree that the beginning of the decentralization of the Ottoman
central authority began as early as the seventeenth century with the
introduction of the "Iltizam" system. The "Iltizam", or tax farming
system, was introduced by the state as a measure to solidify its
central auth.i.ty. The state, which claimed absolute right over the
land, wused this vital means of production (l.e.,land) as a form of
payment for its military and other civil service men. Multazims, orx
tax farmers, were sole possessors of this land for a specific period
of time. However, 1in the process, this phenomenon developed its own
contradictions. Multazims (tax farmers) began to treat their
"Mugata'a" (their tract of land) as thelr own private property and
they assumed full rights over 1its possession, transfer ang
inheritance. (Barakat, 1877; Barakat, 1985; sSaleh,1979). By the
nineteenth century, as one author noted, "...groups of advantaged
soclal status..." which had access to large tracts of 1land were
transformed 1into ‘"soclal <classes," that s, influential 1landed
propertied classes (Barakat, 1985: 139-140).

The magnitude and effect of this class varied from one region to
another. 1In large peasant societies, such as Egypt and Iraq, it was
markedly significant. It has been reported that in Egqypt, Just prior

to the 1952 revolution, about 6 per cent of Egyptian iandowners owned
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about 64.4 per cent of all agricultural land with less than one per
cent of this class owning about one third of all agricultural 1land.
On the other hand, about 75 per cent of the Egyptian Fallaheen
(peasants) were propertiless (Barakat,1985: 140). Similarly striking
was the distribution of landed property within the 1Iraqi economic
structure, where one per cent of the class of landowners owned over 55
per cent of Iraqg's agricultural land, 1leaving over 80 per cent of the
Fallaheen landless (Barakat, 1985:1 2).

The late nineteenth century economic structure of the Ottoman state
in general, and of Palestine in particular, saw the emergence of
various processes which developed simultaneously and which affected
each other deeply. A proper understanding of the socio-economic
changes in the first half of the twentieth century requires a careful
examination of its late nineteenth century history.

The phenomenon of private ownership of land in Palestine emerged
amidst a variety of changes sweeping the Ottoman Empire. Chapter Two
will deal with these changes in greater length. For the time being,
however, it is sufficient to mention that at the 1local or national
levels peasant and other uprisings began to manifest themselves in
various forms. Among the various movements recorded in this period are
the various Druze and other peasant uprisings in Lebanon (Baer,1964),
and the strengthening of the economic and political role of 1local
Palestinian chiefs (Heads of Hamulas) after the Egyptian control over
parts of Syria. This latter movement which was led by Muhammed Ali in
1840 (Baer,1969). This was accompanied by changes at the international
(external) 1level, such as the Ottoman military involvement in the

Crimean wars in the 1860s (Scholch,1982). All these changes placed
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tremendous fiscal pressures on the treasury of the Ottoman state. This
era, most scholars agree, marked the beginning of the decline and
collapse of the Ottoman Empire (Barakat,1985; Owen,1981).

The Ottoman state's fallure to generate sufficient surplus revenue
to cover 1ts expenses Iintensified 1its economic and political
vulnerability to Western imperlalist interests which, 1in turn, had
already begun to expand towards the oOttoman Empire. At the
internationzl 1level, the Ottoman state dealt with 1its decline by
resorting to both governmental and individual capitalists for
financlal aid, accumulating substantlial indebtedness in the process.

At the 1local or national level, the state response to these
economic and political pressures was manifested in yet further state
intervention in the prevailing land tenure system. New legal and
political measures, aimed at increasing the extraction of surplus
revenue from the direct producers, were implemented. Most notable
amongst such measures were the 1856 "Ottoman Land Code" and the 1876
"Ottoman Land Law" which will be analysed in the next chapter. The
second half of the nineteenth century marked the beginning of the
process of capitallst transformation in various parts of the Empire.
This era recalls Marx's discussion of "so-called primitive
accumulation" used in wunderstanding the historical genesis of
capitalist development in England (Marx, 1977).

In the "So-Called Primitive Accumulation," Marx 1lays out the
various mechanisms involved 1in this process. He draws attention
especially to "...the fraudulent allenation of the state domains, the
robbery of the common 1lands, the usurpation of feudal and clan
property, and 1its transformation into modern private property under

circumstances of reckless terrorism." All these, according to Marx,
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"...were Just so many idyllic methods of primitive accumulation..."
{Marx, 1977:685). All these processes, as Chapter Two will
demonstrate, were characteristic of late nineteenth century Palestine.

Authors who dismissed the notion that capitalism developed £from

within Palestine's pre-capitalist structure tended to 1limit their

? understanding of late nineteenth century changes to only one factor --

the ownershlp of land. Gozansky's inconsistent position in this regard

is of special importance. On the one hand, she suggests that these
changes reinforced pre-capitalist relations of production and enhanced
the state's central authority since land was largely concentrated in
the hands of the state, rather than privately owned (Gozansky,
1986:21-23). On the other hand, she agrees with various other authors
who have suggested that the capital invested in this 1land was not
accumulated internally but came instead from outside the rural area
through wurban and foreign capitalists (Gozansky,1986:26; Saed,1985;
Bear,1976). This over-emphasis on the ownership of land (i.e., whether
the land was state land, privately owned by locals, by urbanites or by
foreigrers) was, in fact, one of the major issues in the Marxist
debate which arose during the 1960s in Egypt. During Nasser's
nationalization period, one group of Marxists had strongly defended
Nasser's 1land reforms, arquing that the nationalization of land was
the basis for socializing the means of production and, consequently,
transforming the Egyptian capitalist structure (Saed,1981; Abdel-
Fattah,1873). This approach, however, was criticized by other Marxists
(Ssaleh,1979; Barakat, 1977) who argued that changing the form of land
tenure alone (from private into state or from foreign into national)

would not be sufficient to transform capitalism in rural Egypt.
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Capitalism, they argued, was entrenched in all aspects of Egypt's
rural structure; it was manifested in the mechanization of
agriculture, in production for the market, 1in wage labour and so on.
For a transition to cccur all aspects of caplitalist production, not
jJust land tenure forms, would have to be altered. This debate carricys
a speclal conceptual weight for understanding late nineteenth century
changes within the Palestinian socio-economic structure. These changes
affected not only the form but also the substance of Palestine's pre-
capltalist formation. Palestine's pre-capitalist relations of

production in general were undergoing a process of transformation.

Production Relations In Pre-Capitalist Palestine

The Palestinian peasantry was not composed of individual and
i1solated enterprises, nor were they a homogeneous, undifferentiated
entity. The futile exercise of finding one or more titles to describe
Palestine's pre-capitalist mode of production can be avoided by an
empirical study of what actually was at work there.(5) By the late
nineteenth century, Palestine's social and economic structure was
already in a state of transition. The economic, political and legal
changes which swept the Ottoman Empixe in the mid nineteenth century
were felt in all five categories of land tenure in Palestine. A £full
analysis of these categories and the changes they underwent will be
dealt with in the next chapter.

Suffice it to mention here that the two most important £forms of
land tenure, the "Amiri land" (land possessed by the cultivators and
formally owned by the state) and the "Mulk land" (land privately owned
by 1individuals), had wunderqone substantlial changes. The soclal,

political ang economic differences which characterized the

45

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



village/Hamula form cf production arrangement in the "Amiri" category
were further widened during this period. Peasants within the
village/Hamula structure were becoming depeasantized while some heads
of Hamulas/villages were accumulating more wealth and land.

The 1late nineteenth century Ottoman rule marks the beginning of a
process kKnown within the Marxist literature as "peasant
differentiation" (Lenin,1960; Bagchi,1982; Ssaleh,1979). Moreover,
the significance of the changes which occured to "Mulk" land, it will
be shown, 1lies not so much in who owned the land, but rather on how
and through what means crops were produced.

The production relations which developed, primarily those of share-
cropping, were not compatible with pre-capitalist relations of
production. 1Instead, these developments signified a certain degree of
rupture from prevailing pre-capitalist relacions of production. The
literature on Palestine has tended to reject the phenomenon of share-
cropping as an indication of a transition to capitalism
(Firestone,1975; Brown, 1982; Gozansky,1986). Some authors claimed
that share-cropping was "...compatible with pre-capitalist relations
of produciion since the peasants involved were small producers tied to
the land and paying rent in kind..." (Gozansky, 1986:16-17). Others
saw this phenomenon as an indication of peasant resistance to change
and capitalism (Brown, 1982: 90), or, as a cultural or "religious"
response by Palestinian peasants to foreign capitalism (Firestone,
1975: 321).

The literature on share-cropping 1in Palestine, it will be
demonstrated, is conceptually and empirically inaccurate. The analysis

of the three different forms of share-cropping arrangements in
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Palestine will show that share-cropping was compatible with the
transitional and caplitalist economy and, in all its forms, signified a
departure from pre-capitalist relations of production. Peasants in all
forms of share-cropping were at least partially displaced from their
land; share-cropping in at least cne case involved the nechanization
of agricultural production and the production for the market; and,
finally, the emergence of share-cropping within the wvlllage/Hamula

structure was a soclilal force causing further peasant differentiation.

Colonialism and Capitalist Accumulation

The process of peasant differentiation in Palestine had reached a
historic turning point at the turn of the century as a result of
British colonialism and Zionist capitalist development in Palestine.
Capltalism developed during British colonialism and Zlonist settler
rule was not imposed on a barren land or a stagnant history but had to
articulate with and further expand the process of primitive
accumulation already existing in Palestine. Two forms of accumulation
have been articulated: original or "primitive" accumulation, which was
generated from within Palestine, and capitalist accumulation, which
was largely enhanced by "external" forces. It is in the context of
this history of the articulation of two forms of accumulation that a
proper understanding of change and transition in Palestine c¢an be

attained.

Colonialism: A Speeding Force For Capltalist Development

The Imposition of colonial capitalism on Third Wworld countries
facilltates, but does not initlate, capitalist development. 1In the

first half of the twentleth century the Palestinian soclio-economic
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structure was undergoing various processes of change. One such process
was the intensiflcation of differentiation amongst the peasantry. This
process involved various forces working simultaneously. During the
first decade of British rule massive land and peasant expropriation
emerged, rendering a large segment of the peasants landless. A full
analysis of this process will be provided in Chapter Three.

Peasant differentiatlion was further enhanced by the introduction of
capital and technology to agricultural production (see Chapter Four).
The competition which accompanied this process took a special toll on
the small scale based agrarian economy. With the further development
of capitalism in agricultural production (see Chapter Five), the
indebtedness of various sections within the peasantry and the
ruination of others was also escalated. The culmination o¢f peasant
differentiation (see Chapter Six) was crystalized by the further
polarization within the Palestinian peasantry and by the emergence of
a strong class of proletarians. Peasant differentiation, however, was
not confined +to the economic forces involved in the process. Under
colonial settler forms of rule, economic changes were themselves
facilitated by political, 1legal, ideological and other mechanisms
which in turn require a precise analysis.

Wolpe's thesis that "...the state has been utilized at all times to
secure and develop the capitalist mode of production..." and that
"...racist 1ideology and policy and the state [were used as] means for
the reproduction of a particular mode of production..." (Wolpe,1980:
293) will be carefully examined. Similarities between the role of the
South African state and the White settlers ideology on the one hand
and British colonial rule and the Zionist ideology on the other will

be pointed out in various chapters and particularly in Chapters Flive
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and Six.

However, it 1is not only the similarities between the Palestinian

case and other experiences of capitalism under colonial settler forms

of rule which will be emphasized, but the differences as well.
This research will demonstrate that, contrary to the

accepted assumption that settler colonial forms of rule

generally

function

solely, or primarily, as economic mechanisms to enhance capitalisnm,

Zionism in Palestine assumed varled roles. Zionist colonialism,

authors argque, 1is distinguished from the Rhodesian experience in that

it attached more importance to political and ideological

considerations than to economic considerations or capitalist

(Ryan,1974; Bshir, 1978). Comparing Zionism with Apartheid's policies

of employment, Sheila Ryan observed: "Zlonlsm is distinguished by its

refusal to wuse "native" 1labour in Palestine when |t

profitable to employ the Arab, not the immigrant, labourers."

"...reasons for flouting the profit principle in employment,"

suggested "...were astute and political..." (Ryan,1974: 3-4).

The policy of forfeiting short term economic gains for long term

political considerations, this study will show was not limited to the

Zionist exclusivist slogan of "Jewish Labour," fully discussed

Chapter Six. The policy of "Jewish Land" employed early in the 1920s

had far reachling 1implications on the nature and character

production relations in Palestine (see Chapter Three). It will also be

revealed in Chapter five that the basic social and economic
of the "Kibbutz" form of Jewish settlement was sacrificed

term considerations of a political and strategic nature.

Taken at face value, these forces appear to be contrary to
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principie of capitallsm and its logic of reproduction and expansion.
However, when examined within the general context of transition 1in
Palestine, the 1logic of the process becomes much clearer. The
political economy of Zionist colonialism expressed itself through two
processes which were often contradictory. The first of these aimed at
exploiting Palestinlan labour power by preserving its pre-capitalist
relations of production, and the second strove for the total ruination
of the 1indigenous Palestinian forms of production relations by
expelling the 1indigenous producers and taking over their 1land.
Nonetheless, the practicality of each process was determined by the
objective conditions which characterized the Palestinian socio-
economic and political structure, as well as by other subjective
factors expressed in the repeated resistance put up by Palestinian
peasants and workers to the Zionist and British colonial presence |in

Palestine.
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Footnotes

Chapter I

1) The concept Fallaheen (singl. Fallah ) is the Arablc word for
peasant. Chapter 111 in this work provides a precise definition of the
concept Fallaheen by delineating the various groups, classess and

conflicts characteristic of the Palestinian peasants.

2) The tendecy to overemphasize the role of the "Musha'a" system,
often echoed by 1Israell! and other Orientalists, Chapter 11 will
demonstrate, serves an ideological position on the part of the authors
more than it explains an empirical reality. Data provided in Chapter
11 will show that Musha'a was not a form of land tenure nor a form of
production. 1It, rather, was a mechanism of land distribution confined

to one region of Palestinc only.

3) For more on the emergence and role of the "Heads of Hamulas", see
Butrus Abu Manneh, "The Hussaynis: The Rlse of a Notable Family in
18th Century Palestine" in Palestine in the Late Ottoman Period:
Political Social and Economic Transformation (ed.) David Kushner (Yad
Izhak Ben-Zvl, Jerusalem: 1986). Also, my Family, Women and Soclal
Change in the Middle East: The Palestinian Case (Canadian Scholars

Press, Toronto, 1987).

4) For a critique of the Dependency model, see, Jack Wayne and H.
Friedmann, "“Dependency Theory: A Critique", in The Canadian Journal of
Sociology, Vol.2, No.4, Fall 1977 (pp.399-417)

5) I agree with other Middle Eastern scholars who argue that ‘in

order to formulate an adequate theory of soclal classes one must have
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a coherent view of the modes of production which were present in a
given social formation'{Turner, 1978:50). However, the task of forming
a coherent view of the modes of production applicable t~ the various
social formations and economic structures within the Middle East must
not sacrifice Marx's principal approach of Historical and dialectical
materialism for static and a-historic concepts. Sc far, I must add
that attempts at constructing the concepts of modes of production
within the context of the Middle East, have largely been problematic.

Calls on the part of some serious Middle Eastern scholars to find
an alternative approach to both, the pre-dominant Orientalist mode of
analysis and the "linear" or "five stages" development approach (Tur-
ner,1978; Zureik,1981; al-Naqgib, 1985), we maintain, have largely
sacrified historical materialism for concepts that are largely static
and a-historic.

Turner's tripartite formula of modes of production which establishes
that the Arab World was composed of "pastoral nomadism", "prebenda-
lism" and "feudalism" as three basic distinguishing modes of produc-
tion forms the corner stone for these calls (Turner, 1978). Adopted by
various authors (Zureik,1981; al-Nagib, 1985), this formula, it is
maintained, poses more theoretical and historical questions than it
tries to solve. On the one hand, this approach which lumps together
all Arab societies as "one soclety" or "one state" ignores regional
and local specifities characteristic of different states and different
social formations within the ‘Arab world'.

Nonetheless, a major problematic posed by this formula 1is the
status 1t ascribes to concepts like "Pastoralism" and "Prebendalism".

One must differentliate between various forms of ‘pastoral' life which

52

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



existed 1in various social formations and "pastoralism® as an indepen-
dent mode of production. Scholars differentiate between ™Munsettled
nomads" surviving primarily through grazing and cattle rearlng and are
historically found in some parts of the ‘Arab World' such as the Arab
Peninsula, Mesopotamia a&and parts of the Sinai Desert and "quasi-
nomads" who combined agricultural production with cattle grazing and
rearing (Abdel-Fadil,1988: 59). "Nomadism", one must note must be
understood within the wider context of the socio-economic structure it
forms a part of and not as a separate mode of production.

Moreover, 1in both the "pastoral”™ and the "prebendal" ‘modes of
production' Turner has substituted production relations, which in
Marxism means a class relationship or a relationship based on the
ownership of the means of production, with 2 %eberian concept of class
relations based on control over surplus extraction. As a result Turner
defined '"pastoralism" as a relationship between ‘the superordinate
class of nomadlc Shelks' and the ‘subordinate class of the peasants',
while ‘"prebendalism" was idzntified in terms of the relationship
between two superordinate classes, namely, ‘prebendal lords and mer-
chants' vis a' vis one subordinate class of ‘quasi-slaves' (Tur-
ner,1978:51-53). This definition, we maintain, masks, rather than
clarifles, the issues of class contradictions and of production rela-
tions.

Finally, a special attention must be drawn to Turner's concept of
"Prebendalism. Defined as "a system in which land is allocated to
state officlals, not as heritable property, but as a right to extract
tribute from the peasantry" (Turner, 1978:50), Prebendalism here |{is
mainly dealt with as an expression to changes at the superstructural

level. Turner's concept of "Prebendalism" which is similar to Samir
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Amin's "Tributary Mode of Productlion” (Amin,1974) is explained

Chapter two as a political phenomenon known also as Iltizam.

duced in the 17th century, the Iltizam or (tax-farming) system,

will be shown, was itself a transitcry phenomenon and not an indepen-

dant varliable.
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CHAPTER II

The Dynamism of Pre-Capitalist Palestine

The major problem found 1in almost all of <the 1literature on
Palestine's economy in its praz-capitalist period, 1is the absence of a
precise description of the components of that economy. Most of the
literature refers only in passing to the era prior to British rule.
Terms used to describe the peasant economy of that era include
"feudallsm" (Owen, 1981), *"semi-feudal" (Scholch, 1986), "Aslatic"
(saed, 1985; Gozansky,1986) or "traditional and backward" (Granovsky,
1940; Kimmerling,1983; Ohana,1978; 1981). Until recently, the most
detailed accounts have come from adherents of the "modernization"
approach. (Kimmerling,1983; Viteles; 1944; Taqqu,1980; Granovsky,
1940). They maintain that Palestine's economy, prior to the
introduction of Jewish capital, was largely traditional and backward.
Backwardness, according to these authors, was a structurally built-in
feature of Palestine's economy, caused primarily by the way the
peasants conducted their productive 1life, and particularly, they
maintain, by the Musha'a system of land tenure.

This 1literature argues that the Musha'a system was widespread in
Palestine. Musha'a 1is described both as a collective mode of
production and as a form of land tenure in which the ownership and the
right of land use and distribution are vested in the commune and not
the individual. Further, it 1is maintained that this practice
discouraged the peasant from effectively using the 1land and was
considered the greatest obstacle to private ownership of proberty.

This chapter will argque that, on the contrary, Musha'a was nelther

a major form of production nor a major form of land tenure but rather,
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a marginal form cf collective use of land practiced only to supplement
the peasants' major source of income, and was limited to a specific
area of Paiestine. This chapter argues as well, that the
popularizati-a of the concept that Musha'a was a widespread phenomenon
in Palestine carries more political and 1deological welight than
historical veracity.

Unlike the term Asiatic Mode of production, described in greater
detall 1in the flrst chapter, notlons llke "feudallsm" or "semi-
feudalism" used by some authors were not the result of any serious
study of pre-capitalist Palestine. Authors using these notions were
instead focusing on Palestine under colonial capitalism and the
changes it underwent as a result. Nonetheless, despite the lack of a
precise account on the component of "feudal" Palestine in their
approach, authors here provide a significant contribution to the issue
of <change 1in Palestine. Change in this approach is not entirely
imposed from the outside, rather , there is room for internally
generated changes. (Owen,1981; Scholch,1982;1986)

This chapter will demonstrate that Palestine's pre-capitalist
economy was not feudal and was by no means Asiatic. Instead, it was
composed of a variety of forms of prodaction, the analysls of whick
will be presented in due course. These forms of productiop, it will
also be shown were quite different from the ‘multiple modes of
production' suggested by Bryan Turner (1978) and later adopted by
Zureik (1981). Palestine, this chapter will show dzmonztrated a
historically specific mode of production composed of various forms.

Moreover, the country's pre-capitalist economy was neither stagnant

nor backward. Changes 1in production relations 1in pre-capitalist
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Palestine were not totally externally imposed, rather, to a large
extent these changes were generated internally in the course of the
country's pre-moderxrn colonial history. British colonial zrule and
European Jewish settlers' capital only intensified the process of
depeasantization already being undergone by the Palestinian peasants,
and caused further polarization among them.

Contrary to the bellef, held commonly by Marx!sts and non-Marxlsts
alike, the Palestinian agrarian structure was not resistant to private
ownership of property nor to the development of new forms of
production. Changes in forms of agricultural production, stimulated
largely by international market demands, were already present in mid
19th century Palestine. This chapter will show that neither the
Musha'a nor even the absolute ownership rights whlich the state claimed
over the land, were obstacles to fundamental changes which occured in
preoduction relations 1in the late 19th century. State and commune
control/ownership of land represented but one part of a more complex
structure, encompassing various forms of prnduction.

In order to comprehend these changes, an elaborate analysis of
Palestine's pre-capitalist form(s) of production will first be

presented.

Forms of Land Tenure in Palestine

Throughout the period of Ottoman rule, Palestine was considered to
be a part of Greater Syria. Palestine was not an independent economic
unity. 1Instead, it maintained an interdependent social, economic and
political relationship with Syria. Notwithstanding this, it is still
possible to define its main pre-capitalist soclo-economic features.

Wwithin this predominantly pre-capitalist agrarian social structure,

57

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



Palestire's economy was characterized by five forms or categories of
land tenure. These were, 1in order of importance, Amirl, Mulk, waqf,
Matruka, and Muwat. (1) These categories were officially recognized by
the Ottoman state in its 1856 Land Code, which will be discussed
later. From this officlal terminology referring to the forms of land
tenure 1in Palestine, 1t 1is clear that Musha'a was not among the

recognized forms.

Amiril Land

This was the predominant form of land tenure. Most cultivable land
in Palestine was cultivated according to the Amiri form. While titular
rights over this land were formally (officially) in the hands of the
Ottoman state, wusually personified by its ruler, the Sultan, absolute
rights of usufruct were traditionally vested in the direct
cultivators, the peasants or the Fallaheen. As Warriner observes,
cultivators on Amiri land enjoyed almost the same rights as absolute
owners did; except for one condition placed on Amiri holders, namely,
that land must be continuously used or cultivated, all rights of Mulk
owners (vide infra) were also exercised by Amiri holders. This
included the 1right of the peasant or Fallah to pass the 1land to
his/her heirs, exchange it for other land or cattle or transfer it to
others (Warriner, 1948:12).

As further discussion of the relations of production which
corresponded to this form of land tenure will show, 1ts cultivators
were not tied to the state, nor to the Sultan, nor even to his
officlals who were sent infrequently to collect tithes. All rights
over the production process and the redistribution of 1land were

managed by the village itself.
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Mulk Land

This term refers to land which was under full private ownership.
The term “Mulk' means absolute ownership. Mulk land 1In Palestine
existed 1long before the Ottoman Empire occupied the reglon. Under
Moslem rule, the right of absolute ownership of land was granted to
all Moslem tribes who "opened up", that is occupled, new land. Rights
over this 1land were dictated by the "Sharia" or Moslem Law. (al-
Murr,1924:16)

Under Ottoman rule, this form of land tenure was extendecd to non-
Moslems. Military and other administrative staff within the state were
granted land in return for military and/or other services. Land could
also be owned by non-Moslem and non-military persons. Land owned by
Christian merchants, for example, was referred to as "Khirajia" (that
1s, outside the Sharla Law). In this case land was fully commoditized,
i.e. so0ld once and for all, for a value known as "Badal el-Mithl" or
the land's eguivalent value. The right of ownership over this land,
known also as the "Ragaba" included the right to selling, exchange,
transfer, or use of the land in any form or manner. No condlitions of
use or non-use were placed on owners of this category (al-Murr,1924:9;
Warriner,1966:78). Under Ottoman law, Moslems enjoyed more rights than
other religious groups. Moslem Mulk land, known also as "Ushria" could
not be transferred to non-Moslems or become "Khirajia", while Khirajia
land could be turned into "Ushria" land, that is sold to Moslems (al-

Murr,1924:11).

The Wagqf

Although most of the literature recognizes one form of "Waqgf"™ only,
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namely those 1lands put under the trusteeship of religlous bodies
(Warriner, 1966; Firestone, 1975; Zureilk, 1979), Wagf land actually
was a more complex category. Waqf was present in almost all the
countries of the Ottoman Empire. 1In Egypt, for example, vast areas of
land were put under this form of tenure (Barakat, 1975; Saleh, 1979).
wagf 1land wis not an independent category. Land which was
originally Amirl or Mulk could be turned into Wagf, that is, confined
to specific individuals or charltable institutions. Thus Waqf emerged
as a way to ensure that land ownership could be confined to certain
individuals chosen by the original owner. "Mawgufa" land, that is the
act of putting it into the Waqf category, represents a political
move designed to exclude certain individuals from the right of
inheritance (Barakat, 1975). Waqf can also be seen as a mechanism for
the legalization of gender discrimination. As one author observed:
It is a customary practice for the rich in our
country to exclude their female children
or uanwanted male ones from inheritance.
(al-Murr,1924:18)

Moreover, for small land owners, the move to place the land in the
wagf category could also serve as a mechanism to avoid the
parcellization of land which would eventually occur due to
inheritance.

Most Wagf 1land in Pzlestine belonged to a sub-category known as
"Wagf Takhslis or Ghalr-sahih". Unlike "Wagqf Sahih", where individually
held 1land, originally from the Mulk category was turned 1into Wwaqf,
Wagf Takhsis or Ghair-Sahih" land originated in the Amiri category. In
such cases, land was allocated by the state to charitable or religious

institutions, such as Mosques, Churches, Monasteries and the 1like.

While ownership rights over this land were formally retained by the
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state, usufruct rights were given to the body responslble for these
properties (al-Murr,1924:11).

Under Ottoman rule, all Wagf 1land was exempted £from taxes.
Consequently, the state's rlights over the Wagf were nominal rather
than real. Returns from Wagf land remained in the hands of the Waqgf's
administrators. Egyptian Pashas who held land under Wagf Sahih (i.e.,
whose lands were not used for religious purposes) were also exempted
from taxes (Barakat, 1975}).

Wagf land in Palestine occupied a very small area. Hence,
throughout the Ottoman period, this category was not particularly
significant (2). The importance of control over this land began to
emerge only under the British rule, partly because of the diminishing
quantity of 1land under the control of iIndigenous Palestinlans and
partly due to the specific political prestige which became assoclated
with those who controlled Wagf land. Yet the real significance of this
category was realized only under Israeli rule, as a result of the
state's seizure of all indigenous Palestinian lands including parts of

the Waqf, which was considered to be the most sacred (Fourani,1984:22)

Matruka Land

Literally, this term means unclaimed land. Part of it was used by
the state for public purposes (i.e., roads, buildings, etc.), yet the
most common use of this land was made by the direct cultivators
themselves. Usually uncultivated, it was used for grazing, wood
gathering, grain storage and as a water source. No individual could
claim this land. However, every large village or a group of smaller
villages had access to such lands, normally located on the outskirts

of the village's cultivated £ields (al-Murr,1924:52).
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The use of Matruka land was governed by the laws of the commune or
village. It is from this form of usage of this particuliar type of land
that the term Musha'a (i.e., common use) developed. Until the
introduction of the "1856 Ottoman Land Code", Matruka or Musha'a users
were exempted from tax payments (al-Murr,1924:51j.

To clalim that most of Palestine's land was Musha'a or Matruka, as
most Israell writers do (Kimmerling, 1983; Flapan, 1979; Baer,1975),
amounts to the same thing as saying that Palestine's land was mostly
uncultivated, or for that matter, that Palestine was a social vacuum.

Further discussion of the Musha'a will follow later in the chapter.

Muwat Land

This cateqory refers to ‘dead' or uncultivable land. The 1858 Land
Code defined Muwat land as that which was at least 1.5 miles or 1/2
hour of ordinary walking distance from a residentlal area (al-
Murr,1924:61). It Is not known how much of this ‘dead' 1land was
actually under cultivation. 1In official references, desert is usﬁally
placed 1n this catagory. (3)

In contrast to Amiri and Mulk forms of land tenure, known to have
been 1in existence throughout the period of Ottoman rule, the Matruka
and Muwat categories were introduced during the second half of the
19th century, a time when changes 1In production relations were

beginning to emerge.

The Pre-Capitalist Social Relations of Production

As mentloned earller, most cultivable 1land in Palestline was
cultivated under two major categories, Amiri and Mulk, with the former
predominating. Corresponding to these forms of land tenure, two forms

vf social relations of production emerged.
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Before proceeding to examine the relatlons of production within the
Amirl category, we must first consider additional facts about the
Amiri concept. Almost all 1literature to date has mistakenly
substituted the term "Mirl"™ for Amirl (wWarriner, 1948; Zureik, 1979;
Abdo-Zubl, 1987)}. Historlical data found in the course of research for
this study show that there 1s an important difference between the two
concepts.

In his rarely read, yet legally and conceptually 1illuminating
account of land tenure in Palestine, al-Qanooni observed that the term
Miri, found in British documents and widely quoted thereafter, 1is no
more than a distortion In the translation of the Ottoman land laws by
British interpreters (4}. Miri, he observed, is a descriptive term and
not a category. It denotes that land is cultivable or of a good
guality (al-Qanooni,1936:6-9). Thus,all Amiri 1land can be mirl
(i.e.,cultivable), but not all miri land is of the Amiri category.
Mulk and Waqf land, for example, can also be miri or cultivable.

During the period of Ottoman rule, the term miri was found in all
"Tabu" or 1land registration papers as an expression of the
productivity of land. However, during the British Mandate, when the
Ottoman land laws were translated into English, the letter A was
dropped from the word, and miri was treated the same as Amiri. This
act, some legal experts on land have observed, resulted in the loss of
many tracts of Mulk land which had the descriptlion mirl in the title
papers during both British and Israell rule (al-Qanooni,1936). This
confusion according to one land speclalist has enhanced Israel's
claims over land belonging to Palestinian peasants resulting in

further 1land expropriation, both inside Israel and in the Occupled
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Terrxitories (5).

Production on Amiri land was organized around the village or the
Hamula. The Hamula is defined by Asad as a group of families "whose
heads were linked to one another by agnatic ties". (Asad,1976:3) Until
the early 20th century, Palestine had about 800 villages. "Typlically"
it is maintained, "the Hamula and the village would be co-extensive,
although some villages consisted of a number of small, dlistinct
nuclear families" (Abdo-Zubi, 1987:6). 1In some cases a big Hamula
occupled more than one village.(6) Within the Hamula, each individual
family was assigned a piece of land which 1t cultivated and over which
it assumed full responsibility. At the end of the production
process, land dues, wusually a tithe, or 1/10 of the gross annual
product, were paid to the Head of the Hamula. The Head of the Hamula,
customarily the oldest man in the wvillage, was chosen by the
villagers. Every family within the village knew the boundaries of its
land. Except for the periodical redistribution of 1land, done at
intervals of 3-5 years to take into account demographic changes within
each family (i.e. births or deaths), individual families kept the same
land for many years (Warriner, 1948).

Production relations under the Amiri form of land tenure must not
be confused with the communal or Musha'a system. Many authors, 1in
confusing these two forms, have presented the Hamula as an
egalitarian, undifferentiated unit of production and consumption
(Chana,1981; Firestone, 1975; Baer,1966; Flapan,1979). 1In this
literature all Hamula members were seen as eqgual participants in the
production and distribution process. Yet an examination of the
structure of the Hamula reveals that neither it nor the Palestinian

village in general was ever a self-sufficient unit. The Hamula
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structure was always hierarchical in character, and differences among
the different members of the Hamula and among Hamulas were always
present.

Direct producers within the viilage/Hamula have always produced
more than enough to meet their consumption needs. They produced a
surplus in order to pay a variety of taxes, the most important of
which was the tithe. Usually payed in kind, the tithe was collected by
the Head of the Hamula, who in turn reaped the exchange value of the
surplus elther directly by selling the produce on the market or
indirectly through a merchant or a trader. The actual relationship of
dependence which In fact emerged from this form of production, was
between the direct producers and the head of the village/Hamula and
not, as some have argued, between the dlirect producers and the state
(Gozansky, 1986; Saed, 1985). The relationship between the state and
the direct producers was always medliated and never direct.

In a survey published in 1945-6, it was observed that the Ottoman
state had 1little control over the levying of tithes from peasants
holding Amiri 1land. Tithes were collected Iinfrequently by state
officials, and through public auction. The inefficiency of this system
of tithe collection, according to the survey, resulted 1in some
fallaheen managing to escape paying thelr dues entirely, whlile heads
of Hamulas often succeeded in contributing only a fraction of the
tithe they extracted from the peasants. (7) Thus it has been observed
that the "Fal'd" (i.e. the difference between what the head collects
from the peasants and what he pays to the state as tithe) had, in many
cases, exceeded the amount of the tithe itself (Barakat, 1275:13).

The economic responsibility assumed by the Head of the Hamula
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accorded him a speclal political prestige. In return for the services
he rendered to the state, which 1included tithe collection,
redistribution of the land and preparing men for conscription, the
Head of the Hamula was often remunerated by the state. He was usually
assigned an extra parcel of land as his own property or exempted from
paying the tithe on his land. 1In fact, as the main and often the only
appropriator of surplus, the head of the Hamula became the absolute
authority in the village. 1In addition to his official functions, he
was also the director of the wvillage's wvital internal affairs. He
functioned as the legal body of the village, conducting marriages and
divorces and settling familial conflicts (8).

The inheritance system functioned as a major factor in maintaining
and reproducing the Hamula structure. Although the Sharia or the
Moslem Law considered women as legal heirs, the law of tradition or
custom (which did not) was overwhelmingly practiced. 1In big Hamulas
endogamous marriage was employed as a mechanism to keep property
within the Hamula. With a preference in marriage usually accorded to
the cousin on the father's side, the head of the Hamula ensured that
land remained under the control of the same family and did not pass to
an outsider. In cases where the cousin himself was an owner,
endogamous marriage could also ensure the expansion of the Hamula's
prope=:ty (9).

The process of concentration of power in the hands of the oldest
male of the Hamula led to the emergence of economic and political
differences among Hamula members. The immediate family of the head of
the Hamula, and particularly his eldest son, usually received the
lion's share, since he was expected to inherit his father's position.

This structure left other relatives, including younger sons, in a less
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advantaged position. with the expansion of the villéée, these
differences widened, and spread to effect cousins, uncles, second
cousins and other remote relatives.

Differences in wealth had always characterized the structure of the
Hamula 1in Palestine. 1In part, these differences arose from the
different specialization in agriculture present in varlous regions in
the country. Some villages, for example, those located in the hills of
Nablus, Jerusalem and the Gallilee, specialized in the production of
0oll and its extracts. oOther villages, located in the valleys, such as
Marj Ibn-Amer (Esdrealon) [hereafter, the MarJj) were known for their
cereal and vegetable growing. And along the Maritime Plair, most
villages were primarily involved in the production of cash crops such
as citrus and grapes.

These reglonal differences undoubtedly undermined the independence
of each village/Hamula and fostered a relation of 1interdependence
among them. This relatlonship also enhanced mobility between the
villages. Socially and economically, the Palestinian village was not
an isolated entity. 1In this context, Owen observed that the village
communities in Palestine were not "independent communities", but
rather an integral part of the economic and political arrangements of
the society of which they formed a part (Owen, 1981:41). Moreover, the
internal structure of the village/Hamula itself gave rise to
differentiation among 1its family members. The hierarchical structure
of the Hamula, which placed the head and his immediate family on top
of this structure, was itself a potent force for social and economic
differentiation. How=2ver, the £full extent of thls potential came to

realization only during British colonization, with massive

67

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



expropriation of the land and the proletarianization of the peasantry.

The Musha'a

In addition to village land, villagers traditionally had

access to

land around the village. This land, 1identified earlier as Matruka or

Musha'a, was not claimed by any individual or family in the Hamula.

Instead, 1t was commonly used by all the village. Matruka or Musha'a

land was largely uncultivated. It was used, as in the Mark commune

described by Marx, for grazing, grain storage and as a
water. 1In other words, this land provided supplementary res
the villagers.

It 1s not surprising that all the 1literature which
assumes that the Musha'a was a form of land tenure and tha
also widespread (Baer, 1976; Flapan, 13978; Firestone, 13975},
system as an excuse to justify its conceptual approcach. In a
cof this literature, the Musha'a system of land use is se
reason for the backwardness of the Palestinian economy
argument being that it was an obstacle to "modexrnization",
private ownership of 1land and rendering capitalist devel

agriculture impossible (Granovsky, 1%40; Kimmerling, 1983;

source of

ources for

mistakenly

t It was
finds the

lmost all

en as the
(10), the
preventing

opment of

Warriner,

1948). 1t 1Is arqued that the frequent redistribution of the Musha'a

land and 1its parcellization among the villagers' families
difficult for any large-scale machinery to be employed on
(because of the small size of each parcel). The Musha'a sys
also observed, presented a major obstacle to the emergence
ownership of 1land since, in order to sell one continuous
land, the consent of all the families involved was needed

1966; Brown, S.G :1982).
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The argument that Musha'a was widespread 1Is hardly substantiated.
High fiqures gquoted for the size of Musha'a - one esatimate for
example, put the extent of Musha'a at 70 per cent of the total area of
Palestine (Baer, 1976:106) - lacked adequate documentation (11). The
only source cited, repeatedly used by various writers was information
collected by a Mr. and Mrs. Finn who served as British missionaries in
the mid 19th century (Ohana,1981; Taqgqu,1980). However, since no land
survey was ever conducted in Palestine prior to 1929, all estimates
provided on the size of Musha'a land could best be considered as mere
guess-work. In fact, as the first land survey conducted in Palestine
in 1929 showed, most cultivated land was under the Amizi tozm, wikh
title deeds established on almost every parcel (12). A simllar
observation was made earlier by one land speclalist, who suggested
that Musha'a was relatively very small and in terms of its
contribution to the fallah's income, secondary to the Amiri or the
Mulk (al-Murr,1924:66).

Moreover, the claim that the Musha'a, or for that matter, any form
of land tenure presents an obstacle to capltalist development in
agriculture i1s theoretically, and In the case of Palestine,
empirically unjustified. Later in this study, it will be argued that
every form of land tenure can be subjugated to capitalism once the
latter penetrates agriculture.

At the empirical level though, it is known that the Musha'a form of
land use was practiced, mainly, in the central district of Palesatine,
namely in the Marj area. The reasons for the emergence of Musha'a in
this particular area, according to some authors, were geo-political.
They argue that in order to avoid tribal raids in the hilly lands,

peasants residing in those areas moved down to the valley, the Marj,
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and adopted a communal system of cultivation whereby they could defend
themselves as a community against the raids (Firestone,1975).

Firestone's geographical reasoning was, how2ver, rejected by other
writers, who argqued that geography alone cannot explain a particular
form of production. 1Instead, it is suggested (Owen, 1981) that one
should look at the structure of production in that region in order to
find out why it, 1in particular, developed the Musha‘'a £form. An
examination of the structure of production in the Marj suggests that
an important reason for the emergence of Musha'a there lay in th= mode
of cultivation employed in the area. The predominant crop produced in
the Marj was cereal. Peasants relying heavily on thils type of crop
were often in need of places for storage, of water when rain fall was
short as well as other supplementary reguirements such as grazing land
and grain mills. 1In the absence of private property in thils area, it
i1s 1logical to conclude that the peasants would adopt a collective
system whereby all of them could galn access to such facillitlies. The
Musha'a, In ~ther words, can be seen as a supplementary source of
income employed by peasants in grain-producing areas.

Nevertheless, despite 1lts presence in this area, Musha'a in the
Marj never stood as an obstacle to the regions's development. On the
contrary, when objective conditions for the development of capitalism
ripened, the Marj was the first, after the Maritime Plain, to develop
capitalist forms of production.

To sum up, production relations on Amiri land, including the land
use of the Matruka category, were to a large extent organized around
the village commune, with the head of the village/Hamula assuming £full

responsibllity over the distribution of land and the collection of
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tithes. The claim that the Ottoman state or the Sultan was the
absolute owner of this land did not change the fact that the direct
agricultural producers had £full wusufruct rights over this 1land,
including those, as mentioned earlier, of transfer, 1inheritance and
exchange.

Production relations on Mulk and Wwagf 1land were organized
differently. On these lands, a system known as "Muhasasa" or share-
cropping prevailed. Under this system the Malek or owner provides the
land while the villagers provide the labour power, working animals,
production tools and sometimes seeds. At the end of the production
process, the «crop is divided into "Husas" i.e., shares. The more the
cultivator contributed to this arrangement, the bigger his "Hussa" or
share was. Cultlivators who provided seed in addition to their labour
power and worxing animals are reported to have received a larger share
than those who did not (Firestone, 1975).

The system of Muhasasa In Palestine was also known as "Mukhamasa",
that is, dividing up the crop into five equal shares. 1In most share-
cropping arrangements the land owner would receive 3/5ths of the crop
while the cultivator got 2/5ths. As Flrestone observed, 1ln cases where
the cultivator provided the seed, hls share would be 3/5ths while
2/5ths went to the land owner. The tithe in thls arrangemer%t was paid
by the recelver of the larger share (Flrestone,1975). Baer identified
another form of share-cropping, "™Murabaa'a", 1in which the landowner
provided land, seed, production tools, and animals while the peasant
provided hls and his family's labour power. Under this system, 3/4ths
of the crop would be taken by the landlord while the peasant received
1/4th only (Baer, 1875). However, the Murabaa' and the "Mutalata"

(i.e., dividing the <crop 1into 3 shares with one given to the

71

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



cultivator and two shares taken by the land cwner) which also emerged
during this period, were in fact a product of changing production

relations. These arrangements reflected a new economic reality 1in

whlch the peasants were becoming more and more dispossessed.

The system of Muhasasa or share-cropplng whlich corresponded to the
Mulk forms of land tenure began to assume independent characteristics
only toward the middle of the 19th century. Prior to this, Mulk land
in general was sald to exlst only to a very small extent in Palestine,
and share-cropping was used as a supplementary source of income by

small Amiri holders (al-Qanoonli, 1936:38).

Soclo-Economlc Changes in 19th Century Palestine

Already in the early 19th century, differentiation within the Hamula
began to emerge on a large scale. These differences were largely
stimulated by the soclo-economic changes within the Empire which in
turn led to the promulgation of new land laws.

Palestine's geographical location 1in the Middle East has
historically accorded to it a central position in international trade.
The ports of Jaffa and Acre have always served as central trading
polints for shlps passing through the Mediterranean Sea (Scholch,1982;
Kayyali,1970; Amin,1980)}). Not all products traded were 1locally
produced. In addition to large quantities of cotton produced in Egypt,
commodities like sllk, sesame, and oranges produced in many parts of
Greater Syria including Palestine, were shipped through these ports.
However, "external trade", to use Amin's words, was not the only trade
movement in Palestine (Amin,1980). By the mid-19th century,
agricultural production in Palestine began to respond in large measure

to international market demands placed on the economy by the expanding
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capltalist centre.

While it 1s true that throughout this pericd crops were primarily
produced for their wuse value and the overwhelming majority of
cultivators produced for their personal consumption, production for
the market was also developing.

Palestinlan peasants, it has been observed, were quick to respond
to international market demands. The peasant knew how to adjust his
production to these demands. 1In a short span of time, some observed,
the same plot of land would experience a radical shift in the type of
export <crop it produced (Scholch, 1982:14). wWhile natural reasons,
such as crop fallure or shortage of rain could partlally be
responsible for this phenomenon, changes in market demands were, 1in
fact, a greater stimulus.

The changing conditions of cotton production in Palestine
illuminate this point further. 1In the wake of the Amer} i civil war
and Britain's increased demands for cotton, more stimulus was given to
the regions of Nablus and Acre for the production of cotton. As Table
1 demonstrates, (see following page} large quantities of cotton were
exported from Acre and Haifa in the early 1850s. This was followed by
a period marked by a sharp decline from 1854 until 1858. Export of
cotton was on the rise again by the early 1860s.

Commenting on the further movement in cotton production and export
in the 1860s and 1870s sScholch noted the following:

In 1863 and 1864 cotton regained its position
as an Iimpeortant export commodity..However, this
boom was short-lived..European demand subsided 1in
the second part of the 1860s, while from 1865 to
1872 one bad harvest followed another in northern
Palestine...Only in 1869 was a considerable

quantity of cotton exported once again.
{scholch, 1982: 14)
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Table 1: Cotton (in Okes) Exported from Acre and Haifa, 1852-62

Year Okes

1852 446,545
1853 294,545
1854 37,091
igss  eemeee-
i8¢  eemee--
i8s?7 eemmeao
188 emeea—-
1859 5,237
1860 69,455
1861 58,909
1862 55,273

Source: Scholch "European Penetration and the Economlic Development of
Palestine, 1856-82" in Qwen, (ed), Studies in the Economic and Socilal
History of Palestine in the Nineteenth and Twentlieth centurles (Oxford:
1982) p. 61

In the early 1870s, cotton exported from Palestine was estimated at
100,000 Okes. However by 1876, the amount of cotton exported dropped
to about 32,483 Okes only (Scholch, 1982: pp. 14-15).

The decline in market demand for Palestinian cotton did not leave
the land fallow. New demands for sesame, clitrus and particularly
oranges were also responded to by the Palestinian peasants. Flelds
previously planted with cotton were turned into sesame fields. 1In
northern Palestine, namely, the Gallilee, 12 per cent of all cultivable
land was devoted to sesame production. Sesame seed was exported to
France for the extraction of oil. (Scholch, 19882:61). The guantities
of sesame exported from different reqgions in Palestine, between the

period 1872-1880, are shown in the following table.

74

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



Table 11: Sesame Exported from Acre, Haifa and Jaffa by Okes

Year Acre Haifa Jaffa
1872 2,000,000 1,500,000 2,893,449
1873 500,000 500,000 3,000,000
1874 2,000,00C 1,000,000 2,000,000
1875 3,000,000 2,000,000 2,800,000
1876 400,000 500,000 2,350,000
1877 300,000 200,000 1,870,000
1880 800,000 1,500,000 1,700,000

Source: Compiled from Tables: 1.3,1.5,1.6 and 1.9 1in scholch,
"European Penetration..." in Owen (ed) 8tudies in the Economic...

(1981:pp.58-62)

Oranges produced for export were by far the most Iimportant

Palestinian crop in the late 19th century. A British trade report for

the year 1873 estimated that only 1/6th of the crop amounting to

33,000,000 oranges was consumed locally, while the rest was exported

to Egypt and Turkey (Owen,198l:pp. 177-178). By then Jaffa, the centre

of citrus production, had around 420 orchards. The number of orchards

in Jaffa had risen tc 500 by the early 1880s, stretching over an area

of about 4,000 dunams (a dunam is equivalent to 1/4th of an

acre).

Citrus plantations continued to expand markedly thereafter, covering

an area of about 30,000 dunams by the early 20th century

1981:178). The fertlillty of the Coastal Plain and |its

(Owen,

early

involvement in the production of cash crops drew many new resldents,

both 1investors and workers, to the Plain. 1In the late 19th century
over 25 per cent of the total Palestinian population lived in this
region (Owen 1981:178). Table 3 below shows the annual income, in

four major coastal citles, generated from exported goods, 1including

oranges.
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Table 3: The Foreign Trade in Palestine, 1883-1913 (annual averages in

thousands of British Pounds)

Year Jaffa Halfa/Acre Gaza
Exports Exports Exports
Oranges Total Total Total
1883-87 ———— 135 237 -
1888-92 84 277 276 -
1893-97 86 317 108 -—--
1898-1902 94 274 200 100
1903-1907 127 394 273 107
1508-19%12 217 648 220 82
1313 298 745 —— -—-

Source: Compiled £from Owen, The Middle East in World Economy, 1800-
1914 (Methuen, London and New York: 1981), Table 68 p. 265.

While Table 3 provides data on exported oranges for Jaffa only, 1t
was well known that this crop was Halfa's, Acre's and Gaza's major

export item during this period.

Western Imperialism Enhances Changes in Palestine

The presence of Western imperialist interests in the Ottoman Empire
in general and 1in Palestine in particular also expressed itself
through the various missionaries and consular offlces operating
there. In the name of religion (namely Christianity and Judaism),
Russia, Germany, Brltaln and France began to advance their colonial
interests 1n Palestine. 1In 1860, the "Alllance Isrealite Universelle"
was established, and 1in 1868, Germany sponsored the Templars who
established theilr first colony in Palestine. 1In 1898, the "Anglo-
Jewish Assocliation" was established and in 1901, the "Hilfsverein der
Deutchen Juden"™ represented German Jewish capitalist interests 1in
Palestine (Gozansky, 1986: 62).

Most of these companles were directly involved in the production
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process in Palestlne. Through private capital 1invested by the
Bergheims of Germany, for example, the Templars established the
settlement of Welhelma near the village of Tira (Scholch,1982). French
and British colonial missions were also heavily dependent on private
capital, notably, that of Baron de Hirch who built the first ralilway
in the Ottoman Empire, Moses Montefiorl and most significantly Baron
de Rothschild (scholch, 1982; Gozansky, 1986).

The increased involvement of the Ottoman Empire in the world market
economy in general and in the money economy in particular must not be
attributed ¢to the imposition or penetration of Western capital only.
During the 19th century and in particular after the 1850s, the Ottoman
Empire was facing widespread peasant rebellions. These included the
riots in Palestine, following the withdrawal of the Egyptian army in
1856, the Druze rebellion 1in Lebanon in the 1860s and the Balkan
rebellion in 1875 and 1876. Moreover, during the 1850s the Empire was
continuously fighting the Russians, 1in what was known as the Crlimean
wars (Baer, 1975; Scholch, 1982}).

All these factors mounted pressure on the Emplire's treasury. as
early as the 1830s, the Ottoman army was absorbing 70 per cent of the
Empire's total revenue despite the fact that many troops were unpaid
{Owen, 1981:62),

During the first half of the 19th century, the Ottoman state was
experiencing a phase of decentralization. Desplite the claim of the
central power In Istanbul to absolute ownership of all of the 1land
under Its rule, varlous local governments in Greater Syria began to
assume independence. In Lebanon for example, the Mirs (heads of big

familles) assumed full control over large areas of the Mountain
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region. A similar movement emerged in Palestine; heads of big Hamulas
largely stimulated by the Egyptian invasion of parts of Palestine in
the 1840s also began to acguire power and form their own armies to
fight the Turkish troops sent to certrol thelr arsa: (Mao'z, 1968).

An additional force for the decentralization of the power of the
Ottoman state was the "Iltizam" or tax farm NFEER whereby the state
attempted to centralize power in its hands by assigning land to 1its
military and other administrative officials. The state sought to gain
more control over the productlion process throughout the empire while
at the same time using land as a form of payment for these officlials.

The success of this system and its effects on the peasants varied
among the wvarious countries and even among regions of the same
country. While, for example, 1in Egypt the Iltizam was widespread
throughout the 19th and the early 20th century (Barakat,1975;
Saleh,1979), 1its presence was observed less in Greater sSyria and
particularly in Palestine.

In Palestine and Lebanon, one historian observed, the Iltizam was
not successfully applied because of the serious resistance the
Multazims (tax farmers) encountered from the local chiefs or heads of
Hamulas (Mao'z,1968). However, this did not prevent the emergence of
this system in at least one region in Palestine, namely the Jerusalem
and Nablus hills. 1In this case, neither the state military nor direct
administrators, but rather local heads of Hamulas held the role of
Multazims and functioned as the direct tax collectors in villages
within their district. The major Hamulas which emerged as powerful
landed proprietors during the Iltizam were the Hussaynis and Abdel-
hadis (Firestone, 1975; Abu-Manneh, 1986).

The significance of the Iltizam was not In its intended 1role of
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centralization of power and wealth. As will be discussed shoxrtly, to
isolate this system of prebendalism and treat it as a separate mode of
production as Turner (1978) does can be mystifying. In fact, according
to various writers, the Ottoman state attempt at using the 1Iltizam
system as a means to solidify its central authority was defeated.
Instead of functioning as state mediators generating revenue for the
Ottoman Treasury, the Multazims were able to assert thelr independence
from the state and in the process assumed full ownership rights over
the land glven to them by the state, resulting 1in 1its further
decentralization (Owen, 1981; Barakat,1975). Commenting on this
phenomenon, Barakat observed: *The 1Iltizam which emerged as an
expression of the weakening of the central power and was offered to a
person In lieu of tax collection for a perlod of one year only, was
later given to people for an indefinite period of time. With the
further decline in the Ottoman economic and political power, the
Iltizam became transferrable, inheritable and saleable. In some cases,
Multazims, after paying a certalin sum to the Treasury, stopped paying
any taxes to the state" (Barakat, 1975: 13-14). The Iltizam, in other
words, became a major factor in the decentralization of the Ottoman's
state power.

The real meaning of the Iltizam, however, was in the changes in the
relations of production it effected. Peasants whose land was put under
the control of tax farmers were turned into mere tenants. Under this
system, the Multazims extracted onerous taxes from the peasants. In
the case of Egypt, for example, the "Barrani", taxes extracted on top
of the ¢tithe by the Multazims had in many cases exceeded the tithe

dues (Barakat,1975:14). This, it must be added goes against the notion
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that 1In the "Asiatlic® socleties there is a vnity of land zent and
taxes.

The 1Iltizam system in Palestine was mainly concentrated 1in the
Jerusalem and Nablus districts where, as mentioned earlier, the
Hussaynis and Abdel-Hadis had control over large areas. However, in
the 1latter part of the 19th century the Iltizam began to assume more
lmportance. By then, many peasants who were sunk in indebtedness were
forced to accept a new owner who redeemed thelr debts, pald their tax
arrears and took the burden of fiscal responsibility off their
shoulders (Scholch, 1982:23). The reasons for the emergence of Iltizam
in the late 19th century will be dealt with later in this chapter. For
the time belng, consideration must be given to other political and
economic changes which gripped the 19th century Ottoman Empire.

The failure of Iltizam to function as a centralizing force for the
Ottoman state placed additional pressure on its already crumbling
economy. In order to be able to maintaln its control ‘er the vast
areas under its rule, to prevent further decentralization of its power
and also to fight the Crimean wars and other Internal upheavals, the
Ottoman state began to look for alternative sources of revenue. Thus,
a series of legal measures aimed at generating more fiscal profits
were adopted.

New measures were Introduced 1in the -early 1840s, alming at
Increasing revenue from tariffs and other trade duties. 7Two new forms
of taxes were introduced, the Werko, or house and 1lard tax, and
Musaqggafat, or the tax on roofed buildings. Alsco increased during this
period was the tax imposed on Khirajia land, that is, Mulk land owned
by non-Moslems (Owen,1981: 61).

Since most of the Ottoman treasury was dependent on the surplus
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extracted from the peasants cultivating Amirl land, the state decided
to introduce 1legal changes aimed at the extraction of more surplus
directly from the peasants. The most Iimportant pieces of 1land
legislation introduced here were the "1856 Ottoman Land Code" and the
"1876 Land Law". The 1856 Land Code strove to establish a direct
relation between the cultivators and the state In an attempt ¢to
maximize surplus extraction . As explained earlier in the chapter,
Amiri cultivators were dependent on the head of thelr wvillagqe or
Hamula for their social and legal affairs. It was through this
mediating party that the state received a share of the surplus
produce. The 1856 law placed full responsibillity over production and
the right of land possession on the individual cultivator. According
to the law, each landholding family had to register all land under its
possession and pay a registration fee, known as "Tabu", as proof of
title ownership. Tabu fees were to be paid at each and every title
transfer transaction (Owen, 1981:21). Tabu fees imposed in cash were
extended to all 1land put under use, including the Matruka 1land
previously exempted from dues.

In a measure to further enhance this law, the state restricted the
right of Amirl 1land holding to peasants who would continuously
cultivate the land. One article stipulated that failure to cultivate
the 1land for three consecutive years would deprive the cultivator of
the right of possession, and could result in the state's appropriation
of the land. Through this, the state hoped to extract more surplus
through more intensive use of the Amiri land.

However, the most Iimportant aspect of this law was the 1land

individualization it aimed at achieving. Article 8 of the Land Code
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stipulated the folliowing:

The wihole of a village or of a town cannct be
given in its entirety to all of the inhabitants nor
to one or two persons chosen from among them.
Separate pleces are granted to each inhabitant and
a title 1is gliven to each showing his right of
possession. (Warriner, 1966: pp. 73-74)

with this move, the state hoped to Increase 1ts revenue by taxing
every plece of land individually,instead of the previously practiced
method where one general fee was collected from the whole village or
group of wvillages. Wwhile In the long run these legal measures left
their imprint on the general soclilo-economic structure of Palestine and
on production relations in particular, their short term aim, 1i.e.,
generating cash desperately needed by the Ottoman state, was not
realized, 1leaving the state no alternative but foreign help. In
1851, Sultan Rashid Pasha signed an agreement with a French and a
Britlsh bank for a state loan of 55 million Francs (Suvla,R.S5.,1966:
100). In 1854, soon after the Crimean war, he signed another agreement
for a loan of 3,300,000 Turkish Pounds <(one Turkish Pound was
egquivalent to one British Pound). O0f this 1loan, however, only
2,514,913 Turkish Pounds were cashed by the Ottoman state and the rest
were deducted as interest on previous loans (interest rates imposed by
these banks ranged between 10 and 12 pex cent}. By 1875, the Ottoman
state had amassed a total external debt of nearly 242,000,000 Turkish
Pounds. (Suvla, R. S. 1966: 104)

The 1inability of the Ottoman Empire to repay its debts to the
European governments pushed it to deal with private capitalists. 1In
1855, the oOttoman state agreed to a loan of about 5,500,000 British
Pounds from the Rothschilds of London (suvla, R.S5.,1966:100).

Interest accumulated on this loan was estimated at B.P 6,948,612 Ly
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1891. In 1894 another 1loan agreement between the state and the
Rothschilds was struck. Out of a loan of B.P. 9,033,574 contracted in
that year, the Turkish government's share was B.P 8,220,552. The rest
was paid in advance as interest (Suvla, R.S., 1966: 103-104).

These burdensome loans, as various historians noted, were not able
to save the decaying Empire. 1In 1876 the Emplire almost declared
bankruptcy when it stopped its cash payments for these 1loans (Owen,
1981; sSuvla, 1966; Mao'z, 1968). The weakening of the Empire in the
late 19th ang early 20th century facllitated the increasing
encroachment of western imperialism in the region.

Various wviters have arqued that the effects »f the legal changes
introduced in the 1850s were minimal. They maintain that, for fear of
conscription and high taxes required by the new policy, many
cultivators simply ignored the law and continued to cultivate their
lands as previously, dealing primarily with the head of the
village/Hamula (Warriner,1966; Scholch, 1982). So far as the legal
status of many Amiri holders was concerned, this claim is partially
correct. It has been reported that many peasants, 1in an attempt to
avoid paying taxes or exposing their male children by officially
registering their land with the state, had instead registered the land
In the name of the head of the Hamula or the local tax collector or
even used faked names (Owen,1981; Stein,1984). However, as wlll be
shown shortly, even those who did register thelir land and had title
deeds proving possession were not saved in the process. Wwhat was at
stake was not a mere legal change. Pollcy changes were but a legal
cover for a more complex process of socio-economic change which began

to grip the Ottoman Empire in the late 19th century.
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Sncio-Economlic Transformaticn in Palestine

In Palestine, the 1late 19th century marked the beginning of a
process of land concentration and eventual commoditization. Large
tracts of cultivable land were seized by the Ottoman state during
this period. Some of it was Matruka (or Musha'a) land which the 1858
Land Code considered as a separate category, other was Mulk 1land,
whose owners had falled to acquire new registration papers for thelir
property. In the early 1880s, the major segment of Mulk land which was
declared as state property was that owned by the deposed Sultan.
However, Amiri land formed the largest portion of land selzed by the
Ottoman state.

The section within the 1856 Land Code requiring the land proprietor
to cultivate it for three <consecutive years resulted |in the
confiscation of large areas, particularly in the Marj plain. This was
largely due to the fact that the Law lgnored natural factors which are
important in agricultural production. For instance, it 1is common
practice in grain culflvation that the land be left fallow for one
season to allow the soil to regenerate i1ts fertility, normally after 1
or 2 years (al-Murr,1924). Moreover, 1in low-land areas such as the
Marj, rain falls are wusually unpredictable and crop failures not
infrequent. Under these circumstances varlous tracts of land became
vulnerable to state confiscation.

Another method of state land-grabbing was a practice known as
Jiftllk, whereby the Sultan could confiscate any tract o £ cultivable
land and turn it into his own private property. 1In the 1late 19th
century, Jiftllk lands were created in almost all parts of the Empire

(Barakat, 1975; saleh, 1979). In Palestine, Sultan Abdel-Hamid
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declared the whole of the Belsan area as Jiftlik, turning the
independent Amiri holders into mere tenants (Steln, 1984).

The concentration of land in the hands of the state was the first
etep toward its privatization. Land acquired by the state was used as
a payment for debtors, as an immovable guarantee against 1loans £rom
banks or individual creditors or leased for long term to potential

investors.
Land Privatization

The legal provisions for 1land sales came in 1876 with the
promulgation of the 1876 Land Law. This Law was aimed primarily at
granting foreigners the right to own land in the Empire (Scholch,
19682:21). Yet,it has been reported that as early as the 1860s, various
tracts of land were auctioned by the state and sold to investors, both
European and Arab. One such sale involved the whole of the Marj, which
was sold to the Lebanese merchant family, the Sursuks. More on the
nature of thils particular sale and its eventual sale to a Zionist
colonial company will be discussed in the next chapter.

In 1872, the Bergheims from Germany, who were bankers, usurers, and
merchants, bought the estate of Abu-Shusha south east of Ramleh in the
Coastal Plain. This family, acting on behalf of the Imperial Ottoman
Bank and some London banks opened the f£irst real bank in Palestine, in
which it is sald to have iInvested 400,000 Turkish Pounds. Qf that sum,
half was invested in the purchase of the estate (Scholch, 1982:25). In
both cases, that is, the Marj and Abu-Shusha, 1land was not sold for
its value but rather for the amount of tax arrears owed by 1its

cultivators. Thus 1in the case of Abu-Shusha, for example, the price
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pald for an estate estimated at 20,000 dunams was 46,000 Tariff
Piasters or only about 46 Turkish Pounds (Scholch, 1982:25).

It has alsc been reported that in 1874 Baron Monteflori, a French
creditor to the Ottoman state, announced the sale of 12 plots near the
road from Jaffa to Jerusalem with an estimated area of 25,000 dunams
{scholch, 1982:22). In fact, one document shows that Theodor
Hextzel,the first leader of the World Zlonist Organization proposed to
the Ottoman Sultan in the early 1880s the purchase of the whole of
Palestine. 1In return, Hertzel offered to "regulate the whole finances
of Turkey" (Mandel, 1976:38).

The family whose land acquisitions were of the greatest importance
in this process was the Rothschilds. This family, whose loans to the
Ottoman state exceeded all other credit sources, acquired the 1llion's
share in the land sale process. They expanded their land ownership in
Palestine throughout the 1late 19th and early 20th century, with
holdings which stretched over the most fertile land 1In Palestlne,
namely the Maritime Plain. The Rothschilds established their first
5 agricultural settlements on an estimated area of 25,000 dunams |in
1872. By the year 1890, their estate grew to 14 settlements stretching
over 107,000 dunams, to 22 settlements occupying about 220,700 dunams
in 1900, and 47 settlements occupying an area estimated at 420,600
dunams in 1914. (13)

Decpite the absence of 1legal protection for the peasants
cultivating the land offered for sale, very few cases of eviction from
the 1land were reported during Ottoman rule. From the major land sale
cases registered in this period, historical records provide proof for
only one case; that is, of Abu-Shusha peasants for whom, despite the

fact that they possessed legal title deeds, the sale of theilr 1land
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resulted in 1its expropriation and their eventual eviction from the
village (Scholch, 1982:25).

In most cases, including the Marj sold to the Sursuks and the
Maritime Plain lands sold to the Rothschilds, 1land was sold complete
with its inhabltants; and in the case of Beisan, appropriated by the
Sultan himself, peasants were kept on the land. The process of 1land
expropriation in this period did not result in a simultaneous
expropriation of the peasants. Nonetheless, 1t did prepare the ground
for their eventual expropriation.

It has been suggested that the Ottoman state intentlonally avoided
the <creation of a class of landless peasants in order to prevent
further internal unrest. Within the context of Palestine, some authors
stress the potential threat that was posed to the Arab national
movement by the Iincreasing number of Russian Jewish settlers
(Antonius,1969). Some authors also argue that the peasants resistance
to new forms of production which were not compatible with thelir pre-
capitalist forms was another major reason for the absence of
proletarianization and the lack of capitalist development in
agrlculture prior to British rule (Gozansky,1986; Saed,1985). In an
attempt to prove this point, Gozansky goes to great lengths
detailing the different forms of production relations adopted by the
Rothschilds in thelr agricultural enterprise. Her conclusion is that
only when share-cropping was adopted were the Rothschilds able to
succeed in thelr enterprise (Gozansky, 1986:45-46).

While expropriation of peasants on a large-scale was not a
practice during late Ottoman rule, 1t was not altogether absent. The

sale of Abu-Shusha village, €£for example, did result in the immediate
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expropriation of the 51 peasant families 1living on and cultivating the
land (Scholch, 1982:22).
Commenting on the heavy resistance put up by Abu-Shusha villagers,

one author observed:

The hatred of the Germans engendered among the
Arabs, which found violent expression ... mainly in
the form of attacks on German transport, nearly
reached the boillng point again during 1909 crisis.
In Wilhelma [(built on Abu-Shusha 1land] direct
clashes took place...The uprooting of trees ..and
the grazing of cattle in the nearby village of
Rantiya ..on cultivated land was accompanied by the
explicit threat that the villagers would harzass
the Germans until they were forced te 1leave. The
tension reached its height with the armed assault
of neighbouring Arabs on the German settlement..2
year later the German settler Fritz Unger was
murdered..by villagers from Tira. (Carmel,1975:451)

One member of the Bergheim's family, according to the same source
was also killed.

The case of Abu-Shusha suggests that the 1issue of peasant
expropriation became more problematic when foreign settlers were
involved 1in agricultural colonization. For example,the Templars who
settled the 1land bought by the Bergheims provided a non-indigenous
source of labour power to the new landlords. Yet, this by no means
should be taken to imply that in the absence of settlers, 1indigenous
cultlivators were saved from expropriation.

The privatizatlon of the MarjJ and the Maritime Plain, it will be
shown, initiated the process which eventually led to the expropriation
of the peasants on these lands. The problem of peasant expropriation,
must not be treated in isolation from the context of the general
soclo-economic changes which developed in the late 19th century. The
fact that the overwhelming majority of the Palestinian peasants were

still tied to the land does not mean that peasants resisted new forms
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The cumulative effects of various legal, political and

process, began to endure heavy indebtedness in loans and in

maintain and reproduce themselves on their 1land without

of productlion relations. Charges in their objective <ccnditions of

production forced many peasants tc adapt to new produculon relations.

economic

changes in the Empire, including those of the tax farm system, the
promulgation of a series of 1legal changes to the status of land
holding/ownership and the increasing presence of money economy were

all stimuli to changes in the peasant economy. Many peasants, in the

interest

on loans which were 1levied during this period at rates of 50 to 100

per cent. Consequently, they found it increasingly difficult to

further

borrowing. The phenomenon of peasant indebtedness was particularly

evident in areas put under the tax farming system, such as the Mar3j

(scholch,1982; Owen,1981).

While it is true that the transfer of the Marj 1land from the

control of the state to that of the Sursuks did not result

in the

immedlate expropriation of the direct producers, it nevertheless, 4id

cause many to leave their land. Change in the Marj, or £for that

matter, in Beisan, was not only a matter of legal change in titular

rights. Thus, in the case of the Marj the new owners, the Sursuks, not

only functioned as land owners but also as merchants and money-lenders

at the same time. In the absence of supervision over their operations,

the Sursuks managed to extract onerous surplus labour £from the

peasants (Owen, 1981).

Peasants under the tax farming system were heavily

Commenting on this phenomenon, one Israell historian observed:
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The tax farmer would oppress the peasant
without fear of punishment or Iinspection; he
squeezed from the Faliah a much higher tax-rate
than the £ixed tenth, either by arbitrarily rating
a higher price for his crops, or when receiving the
tithe (ushur) in kind, by forcing the peasant to
give him the wheat at a rate lower than the market
price. If the peasant refused to yleld to these
demands, the tax-farmer could employ any of the
following means agalnst him. He could deprive a
peasant of the necessary quantity of graln requlired
to sow his field for the next year,; or impose on
him heavy fines, or even subject him to corporal
punishment (Ma'oz, 1968: 160).
Many peasants, In the process, became heavily indebted to the new
owners and were eventually forced to flee the 1land and seek
subslstence somewhere else (14). This happened in the Marj, where the
heavy taxation imposed on them by the Sursuks led to many abandoning
their 1land and leaving the region. According to Owen, even when the
Sursuks brought in other dispossessed peasants, settling them on the
land and providing them with cash advances, they were not able to
succeed. This effort failed and the new peasants, who were eventually
ruined, had also deserted the land (Owen,1981). Resorting to a share-
cropping system, Owen observed, was the most profitable choice for the
Sursuks. A similar argument regarding the Rothschilds enterprise 1in

the Maritime Plain is provided by Gozansky (Gozansky,1986).

Changes in Pre-Capitalist Relations of Production

Share-cropping, which in the late 19th century became widespread in
Palestine, was not, as some authors maintained, incompatible with
capitalism (Gozansky, 1986; Saed, 1985). On the contrary, this system
provided a strong indication that changes 1n production relations were
developing. Share-cropping, as Marx maintains, is a transitory form of

production relation which marks the transformation of pre-capitalism
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to the capitalist mode of production (Marx,i978:5S6)

The fact that bPtoth the Rothschilds and the Sursuks operated
successful enterprises based on share-cropping was iteelf an
indication tiat a large number of peasants were becoming less self
sufficient and more dependent on other landowners. It in fact meant
that the peasants were undergoing a process of de peasantisation. In
a share-cropping system, the more production is market oriented and
consequently the higher the forces of production employed, the more
advanced production relations will be. Speaking of this system as a

progressive force toward capitalist change, Marx observes:

Only where and when the other prerequisites of
capitalist production are present does usury become
one of the means assisting in the establishment of
the new mode of production by ruining the feudal
lord and small scale producer, on the one hand, and
centralizing the conditions of labour into capltal,
on the other. (Marx, C.III, pp.596-97)

The dynamlics of the share-cropping system in the Maritime Plain
provides proof of the 1leading role of this system in the

transformation process. Agricultural production in the Maritime Plain

depended heavily on machinery and intensive capital investment. Until
\ the late 1880s, grapes were the major crop produced 1in the
Rothschilds' settlements. Up-to-date wineries were established in the
settlements of Zikhron Yaa'kov and Risiion Li Zlion and high quality
wine was exported throughout Europe (Gilad!{,D.,1975:185). However, as
a result of overproduction and the competition posed by French wine,
productlion in Palestline declined, giving place to citrus culture.

The Rothschilds imported various kinds of citrus seeds from Europe,
such as grapefruits and mandarins, and improved lemon production. New
techniques of packing and shipping were also introduced, resulting in

increasing quality of the produce. By 1890, clitrus became Palestine's
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major single export crop (15).

The development of production fcocrces in these settlements was also
reflected in the forms of production relations at work. Most share-
croppers working for the Rothschilds received thelr shares in cash.
Money-rent, which according to Marx is the highest form of rent, was
the normal practice in these settlements. The more the peasant became
involved in the money economy the more his labour power as an exchange
value was sold and the less his cther means of production (l.e., tools
or anlimals) were necessary for his participation in the production
process. By 1890, one author observed, the 400 Arab families who 1lived
and worked In the settlement of Rishon Lezion were totally dependent
on wages received from the Rothschilds. 1In 1911, the same source
added, there were about 1,000 Arab workers temporarily employed in the
settlement of Petah Tekva (Kimmerling,1983: 44).

However, when share-cropping attaches itself to the pre-capitalist
economy without effecting new changes in agricultural techniques, the
system, to wuse Marx's words, can become a parasite sucking its own
blood. In these situations, surplus labour exploited from the peasants
Is not used productively but rather as usurious capital. Dealing with
this issue, Marx observes:

Usury centralizes money wealth where the means
of production are dispersed. 1t does not alter the
mode of production, but attaches itself firmly to
it like a parasite and makes it wretched. 1t sucks
out its blood, enervates it and compels
reproduction to proceed under even more pitiable
conditions. Usury has a revolutionary effect in all
pre-capitalist modes c¢f productlion only in so far
as it destroys and dissolves those forms of
property on whose solid foundation and continual
reproduction in the same form the political

organizatlion is based (Marx,Caplital,IlI,pp. 596-97).

In the MarJj and Belsan areas, share-cropping was less developed
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than that in the Maritime Plain. Extensive production of cereals
continued to be the major occupation of the peasants throughout the
late 19th century and the early 20th century. Rent in kind remained as
the major form of surplus extraction. For the Lebanese merchant
tamily, for example, the Marj land was but another form of commercial
enterprise. As absentee landlords, the Sursuks were never directly
involved in the production process. Through a local manager who
oversaw production, they collected their share, wusually in crop, at

the end of every production process. Despite the fact that they

accumulated large sums of capital from the exploitation of the
peasants 1in the Marj, the Sursuks did not relnvest this capital in

agriculture.
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Instead, one author observed, they used the capital

i ...in trade and usuriocus operations, in building

: and buying wurban buildings to rent as shops,
warenouses, store: and apartments: it was much less
frequently invested in industry, to set up spinning
mills and manufacturies. Since, during the export
and import era, investment as trade served the
highest returns. (Smilianskaya, 1966:236)

Thus 1in the absence of other prerequisite for the development of
agriculture 1in the Marj, the surplus labour extracted £from the
peasants functioned primarily as usurious money lent back to them at
high Interest rates. This form of exploitation increased the
dependence of the peasants on the landlords.

The prolongatlion of the life of share-cropping in the Marj can also
be attributed to the fact that peasants there could use the system to
supplement other 1income. The losses incurred by peasants who 1lost

their Amiri holdings to the Sursuks, were important but partial. As

snare-croppers, they could still make use of other means of production
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in their possession, such as working animals and tools. They could
also gain access to grazing grounds, water scurces and mills they
might need to support production on whatever piece of land was left in
their possession. The fact that the Marj, as explalined earllier, was
the major area to develop the Musha'a system, increased the chances of
the survival of share-cropping production.

Share-cropping in the 1late 19th century and early 20th century
began to find 1its way to many Amir{ holders. Peasants who found
themselves indebted were forced to pawn their land or even to transfer
their title deeds to the name of the creditor to release themselves
from the burden of debt.

On most Amiri 1land, where production was organized around the
village/Hamula, heads of Hamulas were themselves the merchants and the
usurers. Hence, peasants who transferred their land to the head of the
village/Hamula continuved %to live on the land and probably to cultivate
the same piece of land they earlier owned. However, their presence,
rights and their relation to that land acquired a different meaning.
They cultivated the land not as free owners but rather on contractual
basis agreed upon by the new landowner. Surplus labour generated from
the land was divided between them and the new landowner.

Share-cropping, Firestone noted became widespread in the hilly
regions of Nablus and Jerusalem in the early 20th century. These areas
were for a long time under the control of a small number of Hamulas,
the most important of which were the Hussaynis and Abdel-Hadis
(Firestone,1975; Abu-Manneh,1986).

The significance of the emergence of the share-cropping system in

the village/Hamula organized form of production was not only
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manifested in changes in the relations of production. This phenomencon
also symbollzed the beglnning of a wide process of socio-economic
differentiation within the village/Hamula. The village land which was
once distributed among all the families in the village began to be
concentrated in fewer hands. And the village structure which was
family oriented began to gradually lose its character, giving birth to
a new structure, whose main features were the intensification of
relations of exploitation among family members of the same Hamula as
well as 1n the increasing dependence of many families on the head of
the Hamula.

In addition to their economic dependence on the landlord, peasants

in the share-cropping system were also personally dependent on the

landlords. This was particularly evident in villages under the control
of the heads of Hamulas. Unlike the Sursuks or the Sultan who were
absentee landlords, heads of Hamulas , until at least the early 20th
century, resided on the land. The share-cropper, known in the Marxist
literature as metayer, became economically, socially and personally
dependent on the landowner.

Commenting on this phenomenon, sSmillanskaya observed:

There 1is clear indication that the metayer was
personally dependent on the Feudal lord: the former
did not have the right to marry without the
landlord's permission; upon his marriage the
metayer paid a fee.., and according to some
sources, the metayer could not leave his feudal
lord at will, whereas the latter could forcibly
transfer a metayer to another estate.
(Smilianskaya, 1966: 236)

The contention that share-cropping €forms of production are
necessarily backward or present obstacles to capitalist development in

agriculture is simplistic. The previous discussion shows that this
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form of production can be a progressive step, such as on the Maritime
flains, where surplus value extracted from the peasants was re-
invested in the productior process. It can also be a regressive factor
and an obstacle to capitalist changes, such as in the Marj Plain and
Belsan.

Yet, even in its most backward manifestation, where it managed to
turn free peasants into serfs, such as In lands controlled by heads of
Hamulas, share-cropping produced its own contradictions as well. The
increasing differentiation and polarization of the Hamula testifled to
this.

The culminzation of the socio-economic changes during the 19th
century found their full expression only after British colonization of
Palestine 1n 1920. Untll then Palestine's class structure was still
largely composed of masses of peasants in the process of being
depeasantized and newly formed classes of landowners.

The depeasantization and the beginning of the process of
polarization of the peasants, this chapter shows, was rooted in 19th
century socio-economic changes. The process began from within the
structure of pre-capitalist production and was further enhanced by the
western capitalist encroachment into the Ottoman Empire. This process
not only led to the emergence of new classes of landlords, such as the
western caplitalist industrialists represented by the Rothschilds and
the Bergheims, and the Absentee landlords lilke the Sursuks, but also
gave rise to fundamental changes in the structure of the Palestinlian
peasantry. The appreclation of this phenomenon, it must be added was
largely possible because of the re-examination of Palestine's pre-
caplitalist forms of production discussed in this chapter.

As polinted out in this chapter, Pralestine in its pre-capitalist
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stage was neither "feudal” nor "aAsiatic" but rather an economy already
undergoing internal and external changes. These changes were
occuring simultaneously at the international, national and the
local/village 1level. By analysing the dynamics of pre-capitalist
Palestine this chapter demonstrated that Palestine was not an ‘Aslatlic
Arab Dbackward' socliety as Shlomo Avineri would like us to believe
(Avineri,1972) nor were the ‘natives of Palestine without genuine
culture or nationality of their own' as Ber Borochov claimed (Ber
Borochov,1937).

Instead, this chapter has shown that the differentiation within the
Hamula which began in the second half of the 19th century has begun to
pave the way for its polarization. The heads of Hamulas who in the
process hegan to accumulate land, began to gradually assert themselves
as the new class of local landlords. Differences in wealth and socio-
political status began to give way to class differentiation within the
peasantry. 1I%: was these changes -both real and potential- within the
soclo-economic structure of pre-capitalist Palestine which served as
the basis for the destruction of Palestine's rural economy and the
transformation of its rural classes wunder British and Zionist

colonialism. This theme will be discussed in the next chapter.
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FOOTNOTES
Chapter 11

1- Most information on land tenure systems 1n Palestine presented in
this work depernds on a relatively unknown document. Qawaneen al-aradil
zaman al-Uthmaneleen [The Land Laws Under the Ottomans] written 1In
1924 by Dueiblis al-Murr, is the only original translation in Arablc of
the Ottoman 1land laws. All published and unpublished British and
Israeli manuscripts up to date drew their information on the 1land
system in Palestine from the British translation of the Ottoman 1land
laws which appeared in, Frederic M. Goadby and Moses J. Doukhan, The
Land Law of Palestine (Palestine,1935). The English translation by
Goadby and Doukhan, according to al-Murr has many lnaccuraclies. We had
access to the Arabic translation through the personal library of one
land lawyer in the West Bank.
2- In hls difa'a an-l1-Judhur [(defence of the rootsl, Fourant
estimates the size of Wagf land at 100,000 dunams. His book provides
ample documentation on the Israeli confiscation of Wagf land including
those used for Cemeteries and Mosques. Fourani, Difa'a.. [Defence ...]
(Haifa; Israel, 1980).
3- See Report on Immigration, Land Settlement and Development , John
Hope Simpson, (prepared for His Majesty Government) 1930, p.1l12.
{hereafter, "Simpsonis Report"].
4- See,al Amiri wa-1-Miri fi nizam al-aradl fi-falastin [The amiri,
Miri and thelr Meaning 1in the Land System in Palestinel is a
relatively wunknown document on land tenure in Palestine. Translated
from Italian into Arabic in 1936, this manuscript was written by a
lawyer prlest, Father Talfakia al-Qanooni. The manuscript contains a

detalled account on the concepts Miri and Amiri and the confusion

98

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



which surrounded the concepts, particularly, with regaxd to the

Britlish translation of the Ottoman Laws.

5- Nidal Taha, Land expert and lawyer, West Bank. Abdel-Rahman al-
Zubi, a Palestinian judge in one of Israel's provincial courts. 1In
several Interviews with these and other legal authorities on 1land,
during the month of July, 1985, many documents were presented showing

confiscation by the Isreaeli state of Mulk land which was labelled as

Miri in the Tabu papers.
6- For more on production relatlons within the Palestinian Hamula,
see my Family, Women and Social Change in the Middle East: The

Palestinian Case (Canadian Scholars Press; Toronto, 1987).

T T

7- Survey of Palestine, 1945-46, Vol.I, p. 246.

8- Family, Women and Social Change in the Middle Easc¢..., op.cit.,
pp.8-13.
9- For more on the role of the Hamulas, see Abu-Manneh, B. " The
Hussaynis: The Rise of a Notable Family in the 18th Century Palestine"
in Kushner, D. (ed.) Palestine in the Late Ottoman Period: Political
Soclal and Economic Transformation (Yad Izhak Ben-2vi, Jerusalem,1986)
pp. 97-120
10- Kimmerling provided the following account on the Musha'‘a:
The Musha'a system damages Arab Agriculture

since it necessarily maintains the backwardness: a

fallah who knows that the land he is cultivating

will, 1in a year or two, be transferred to someone

else, will not bother with land improvement, tree

planting,....The Musha'a also sometimes limits the

right of the tract's owners to sell or mortgage and

thus forces them to continue living with
feudalistic and exploitative credit system.

Kimmerling,B. 2ionism and Territory: The Socio-Territorial Dimensions
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of Zlonist Politics (U.of C. Press:1983) pp. 31-32.

11- 1In one of his manuscripts, Baer puts the size of Musha'a land at
70 per cent of the total size of Palestine's land. See Baer, G. " The
Economic and Social Position of the Village Mukhtar", 1in Ben Dor (ed.)
The Palestinians and the Middle East Conflict (Haifa University,
1976). Yet, in hls earlier publication, he estimated the Musha'a land
by 1923, at 56 per cent only. See Baer, G., Preface to the History of

Agrarlan Relations in the Middle East (in Hebrew) (Hakibbutz Ha-
Meuhad, 1975).

12~ "Simpson's Report", 1930, op.cit., p. 21
13- Survey of Palestine, 1945-46, p. 372.
14- The phenomenon of peasants fleeing the land under the crushing

welight of tax-farming system was also documented by Lewis. In his "The

Frontier of Settlement in Syria..", he observed:

(Tlhe pressure of the tax collector was..great.
Every traveller describes the crushing weight of

the tax-farming system. The peasantry were
taxed to, and sometimes beyond, the 1limits. A
draught, an attack of pest or disease,...-such

calamities turned the scale. A famlly, a group of
families, or a whole village, would abandon 1its
lands and flee to another village (bigger) or city.

Taxation according to Lewls remained heavy and inequitable
throughout the 18th century. It was made more burdensome with the
emergence of usury In the late 19th century. see Lewis, N. "The
Frontier of Settlement in Syrla, 1800-1850" in 1Issawi, Ch. (ed.) The
Economic History of the Middle East, 1800-1914 pp. 261-62.

15- It was estimated that between 1862-1885, orange production 1in
the vicinity of Jaffa Iincreased by S times. In 1887/88 Palestine

exported to England about 110 thousand cases of oranges. In mid 1890s,
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productlion of oranges was put at half a million case and in 1914, an
estimated one to one and a half million cases of cranges were exported
from Palestine. See Gozansky, The Development of Capitalism in Pales-

tine (Haifa: 1986), p. 34
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Chapter III

British Colonialism and the Agrarian Economy

The aim of this chapter is to examlne the colonial nature of
British rule in Palestine, the relationshlp of this rule to Zionist
colonization, and the effects both forces had on the social and
economic structure of Palestine. It will demonstrate that these were
the major forces in the acceleration of the process of capitalist
development in Palestine. More particularly, they created what Marx
describes as the historical conditlion necessary for the emergence of
capitalism; the expropriation of land and the expropriation of the
peasantry.

This chapter provides an extensive analysis of the phenomenon of
land and peasant expropriation. It will be argued that the transfer
of land from the Iindigenous Palestinians to the European Jewish
settlers was not a simple and peaceful matter of sale and purchase as
most of the current literature suggests but was, rather, a far more
complex phenomenon. It will be shown that, 1Iin fact, the process of
land and peasant expropriation was anything but peaceful, 1legal or a
matter of simple market transaction.

The historical documents show that almost all cases of 1land
transfer were made possible only by the intervention of the colonial
state. As these documents demonstrate, politicali, 1legal and sheer
physical force were at the core of the process of 1land transfer.
Exproprlation of land and peasants, it will be demonstrated, was
accompanied by other colonial policies which devastated peasant

economy and peasant agriculture. O©Of particular significance in this
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regard was taxation. The burden of taxes 1lay heavily on the
Palestinian peasants, the majority of whom were actually or
potentially ruined. The peasants were not only required to pay heavy
taxes they could never afford, they were also forced to deal with new
methods of tax levies introduced by the colonial rule. These methods
included imprisonment, collective punishment, confiscation of crops
and even land seizure.

The scale and intensity within which these policies were carried
out are graphlically lllustrated, as early as the £irst decade of
British rule, by the emergence of massive 1impoverishment and
widespread indebtedness among the Palestinian direct agricultural
producers. Although as the previous chapter showed, the process of
peasant indebtedness, Impoverishment and partial expropriation had
already begun under the Ottoman rule, British colonialism, it will be
demonstrated, marked the turning point in the history of soclo-
economic transformation of Palestine.

The process of 1land concentration and partial commoditization
(i.e., the 1land sales to the Rothschilds), it was argued 1in the
previous chapter, did not cause a radical change in the £forces of
production. It did, however, 1leave 1its imprint on the existing
relations of production. One dimension of thls change was the small-
scale expropriation of the peasants who had previously lived on the
land which was turned into the private property of the Rothschilds.
These peasants were partly turned into share-croppers and partly into
wage labourers working on the Rothschilds' plantations.

The most 1important change which took place between the late 19th
century and the first two decades of the 20th century was with regard

to a large section of the peasantry whose land came under the control
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of the big 2bsentee landlords, such as the Sursuk family. 1In this
case, the whole soclo-economic status of the direct cultivators was
changed.

The presence of new owners/controllers over the land had paved the
way for the expropriation and landlessness of the peasants. Forced to
carry the brunt of the Ottoman fiscal crisis, the direct producers
were increasingly unable to (reproduce) provide for themselves and
thelr families without resorting to the usurers for loans.
Furthermore, failure to pay back their loans in cash or in kind placed
the direct producers in a yet more difficult situation. It left them
no alternative but to mortgage, and lnevitably eventually lose, thelr
only means of production, their land (1).

The economic conditions of the Palestinian direct producers
worsened further during the war years of 1914-18 due to a number of
factors including conscription, cattle confiscation and deforestation
(Stein, 1984:9). Nevertheless, the actual transformation process in
which mass-scale expropriation took place occured during British rule

and in particular in the first decade, from 1920-30.

British Rule Over Palestine

Immediately after the flrst world war, Britain affirmed Iits
military rule over Palestine. The division of the former Turkish
colonies between France and Britain, the most powerful imperialist
countries, was signed in the Anglo-French Declaration of 7 November
1918. In this treaty both governments pledged the "complete and
definite emancipation of the peoples so long oppressed by the Turks"
and vowed to help the indigenous peoples to establish governments

based upon self-determination and Independence (Stein, 1984: 35). In
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July 1922, the League of Nations provided Britain with a mandate over
Palestine, while Syria and Lebanon were placed under France's mandate.
However, since Britain's military forces had already been in Palestine
since 1818, the League of Nations ruling was, as one author put it, "a
formality which gave Britain an international 1legality over its
occupation of Palestine" (Gozansky, 1986:97).

From the outset, Britaln created the office of High Commissicner
and empowered it with full legislative and administrative powers. The
High Commissioner, in turn appointed other British officials as
Commissioners of each district. The indigenous population, on the
other hand, were totally excluded from forming any part of the
administration.

Despite 1ts status as mandated territories, Palestine had many
important features in common with ordinary British colonles.
Referring to this point, Owen says: "Although nominally only a
‘mandated!’ territory and subject to certalin international
restrictions preventing the mandator power from establishing any
special privileges for itself (for example with regard to trade) it
would seem that these were largely disregarded in practice". The
British government, Owen continued, "had a typical system of colonial
finance with revenues drawn largely from indirect taxes, notably the
external tariff, and a very high proportion of government expenditure
on security and defence"™ (Owen, 1982:4).

By assuming exclusive rule over Palestine, the British government
had in fact breached the agreement signed with France in 1918. The
British mandate over Palestine became sharply different from

France's mandate over Syria and Lebanon, where indigenous Syrians
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and Lebanese were part of thelr countrles' legal and administrative
governments.

However, what was most significant about British mandate over
Palestine were the special clauses regarding the ‘Jewish national
home'. 1In 1917 a deal between the British and leaders of the Zlionist
movement, known as the Balfour Declaration, was struck. In this deal
Britain committed 1itself to developing the economic resources of
Palestine in such a manner as to provide a basis for the establishment
of a Jewlsh national home (Owen, 1982:5).

The ‘Balfour Declaration' was \incorporated directly 1Into the
Mandate, thus "providing an extra guarantee that they would be adhered
to both 1In London and by the local administration 1in Jerusalem"
(Owen, 1982:4). The mandate in this particular form had important
implications for the attitude of the British government in Palestine
towards both the 1indlgenous population and the European Jewlsh
settlers. Thus, while it referred to the indlgenous rights of the

Palestinians as religious and civil rights, the Mandate emphasized the

national and political rights of the Jewish people. Furthermore, the

Mandate excluded the indigenous people from taking any part in the
governing of their country, while at the same time providing the
Zionist Organization of Palestine an advisory status by consldering it
as the authoritative spokesman £for the Jewish settler community as a
whole (Stein, 1984:39; Owen,1982:5). Speaking on this point Gozansky
wrote that the Mandate was no more than "a pure colonial document",
the splirit of which was "one of co-operation between imperialism and
Zionism" (Gozansky, 1986:35).

In 1light of the fact that Palestine had no viable economic

resources to offer and that Britaln's interest was geo-political and
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strateqic, the relation of co-operation between the British and the
Zionists requires some explanation.

It is logical to ask why the British would want a partner to share
a colony with them ? This is not the appropriate place to provide a
complete answer to this question, however two important views are
relevant in this context. Some authors advance the arqgqument that
Jewish settlement In Palestine was economically beneficial to
the colonial government. This explanatlon, which 1is based on
consideration of the short term economic gains of Jewish settlement,
argues that this settlement would not only be able to pay its own way,
but also would attract Jewish investment. Through tariffs, taxes, land
purchases and other measures it could also directly contribute to the
colonial revenue {(Gozansky, 1986:0wen, 1981: Stein, 1984).

The other view point, while accepting the short term explanation,
adds another factor with long term implications. In this view, authors
stress the fact that the ‘Jewish national home' was no more than a
political euphemism for a Jewish state. According tec this view the
Zionist-imperialist co-operation had far more reaching strategic and
political implications. Referring to the 2Zionlst role expected by the
British colonial government Stein writes:

The establishment of a Jewish national home was
part of the context within which his Majesty's
Government (HMG) was attempting to protect its
strategic interests in the Middle East. Maintaining
its presence in Egypt, assuring access to the Suez
Canzl and the BEast, preventing French ambitions in
Lebanon and Syria from drifting south, and creating
a land bridge from the Mediterranean Sea to the

oil fields of 1Iraq all entered HMG'a calculus.
(Stein, 1984:7)

The creation of a European Jewlsh state in the midst of the pre-
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dominantly Arab Middle East, authors argue, 1legitimized and enhanced
the Zionist role and provided the imperialist forces with a reliable
ally in the region (Gozansky,1986; Ssaid, 1978; Chomsky,1984),
Nevertheless, what 1is of particular concern for the discussion of
the expropriation of the Palestinian direct producers is the new

reality created as a result of the Zionist and colonial presence.

Primitive Accumulation and the Expropriation of the Direct Producers

In his "The So-Called Primitive Accumulatlion™ Marx provides a
classic model for the expropriation of the cultivatcrs from thelir
land (Marx, 1978:667-670). 1In this model, Marx emphasizes two major
issues. ©On the one hand he argques that the expropriation of the
direct producers from their land provides the historical prerequisite
for the development of capitalism. "wWhat the capitalist system
demanded", Marx says, "was, on the one hand, a degraded and almost
servile condition of the mass of the people, the transformation of
them into merceneries, and of their means of labour into capital."”
(Marx, 1978:674).

In this context, Marx also outlines the extra-economic means used
in pushing direct producers off the land. Marx particularly stresses
the 1importance of the following phenomena: the sale of 1land at
"nominal" or "ridiculous" prices or even its relinquishment £for no
compensation; the consequent massive expulsion of che "hereditary sub-
tenants" and the consolidation of their holdings into one unit; the
transformation of government laws into "the lnstrument of the theft of
people's 1land"; and "the ruin of former dwelling-houses, barns,
stables.." (Marx, 1978: 675-78). Marx asserts that this process |is

characterized by the use of force and wviolence agalnst the
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expropriated people. The role of force and extra-legal mechanisms in
exproprlating the peasants is now also acknowledged by most Marxist
writers (Luxemburg, 1951; Bradby,1980).

The process of the expropriation of the Palestinian direct
producers coffers striking similarities with the classic Marxist model
particularly regarding the second polint advanced by Marx, 1{.e., the
use of force and other non economic mechanisms. However, with regard
to the flrst polnt, l.e., the expropriation process as a turning point

in the transformation of one economic structure to another, the

Palestinian case differs.

Between 1920 and 1947, 1,700,000 dunams or about 25 per cent of
the total cultivable land was expropriated from the indigenous direct
producers. (2) Of this, 60 per cent or one million dunams were
expropriated between 1920 and 1930. (3) This process resulted in the

ousting of tens of thovsands of Palestinlan direct producers,

Examining the questlon of Palestinlian land transfer to the Jewish
settlers within the context of expropriation is quite new to the
current literature on Palestine. To date, most literature on Palestine
continues to present the phenomenon of land transfer as a pure
economic or market phenomenon of sale and purchase.

Nowhere 1in the literature are the questions raised or answered as
to why and how land changed hands in the first place. Most writers so
far maintain that the "high" price paid by the zZionist land purchasing
companies to the previous owners was the primary reason behind the
"sale" (Zurelk, 1979; sStein,1984; ©Ohana,1981; Kimmerling, 1983).
None of the writers have explalned the reasons for the alleged

inflated 1land prices. This factor is crucial to the understanding of
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.

the process of land exproprilation. Although &ll the literature alludes
to the same example, the sale of the land previously owned by the
Sursuks, no evidence has ever been provided to demonstrate why it was
more beneflicial for the owners to sell the land than to utilize 1|t
themselves for capltallstic purposes. Most importantly, though, 1s the
fact that underlyling all these explanations ls the assumption that
the transfer was a peaceful process.

In the following, three cases of land ‘transfer' will be discussed,
The Marj land, referred to as the "Sursuk's sale", Zelta village and

the village of Wadi al-Hawareth.
Case One: The Sursuk's Transfer of the Marj:

One of the major sources of land appropriated by the Zlonlst
colonial companies was the so-called Sursuk Sales. The Sursuks were
said to own a large area in Palestine estimated at about 500,0003.
Part of this land was in the plain of the Esdrealon or the MarJ and
the other part in the Huleh plain. wWhat is of particular concern here
is the land estimated at 240,000d4. in the Marj plain.

The whole area of the Marj was estimated at 400,0004. of which
372,000d. were cultivable. (4) In the early 1920s, most of this land,
estimated at 240,0004. and comprising over 20 wvillages were
transferred to certain 2Zionist colonial companies.

The ‘transfer' of this 1land resulted in the expropriation of
thousands of peasant families, who for generations had worked this
land as their only source of living.

To comprehend the case of the Marj transfer, the guestion as to why
this land was chosen as the first colonial enterprise will be dealt

with flirst.

Views on the importance of the MarJ to the Zlionist colonial project
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vary sharply. One view held during the 1920s by various Zionist and
British officlals suggests that the Marj was an empty wilderness
full of swamps. In early 1920, Herbert Samuel, Palestine's first High
Commissioner, had the following to report to the British

administration:

The whole aspect of the wvalley has been
changed.The wooden huts of the villages, gradually
giving place to the re-roofed cottages, are dotted
along the slopes; the plantations of rapidly
growing eucalyptus trees already begin to give new
character to the landscape; 1In the spring the
fields of vegetables or of cereals cover many miles
of the lands, and what five years ago was 1little
better than &a wilderness 1is belng transformed
before our eyes into a smiling countryside. (5)

Samuel's description of the Marj was reiterated by various writers.
Recent authors who adhered to the same point of view have qualified
their arqument about the emptyness of the inland plain, the Marj, by
claiming that "Unsettled Beduin tribes", throughout the Ottoman period
raided and attacked the settled peasants and drove them out cf the
Marj. Speaking on this issue, A. Cohen writes:

During this period...[the Ottoman period]l
gravest danger to the villages came from the
Beduins. When 1local rule was weak, strong Beduin
tribes raided peasant settlements, 1looted their
crops and animals, killed their men and destroyed
their property....The Beduins, practically
dominated the country.. Insecurity of life and of
property made settled living in the villages and
plains difficult, and often Iimpossible". (Cohen,
1965: pp 4-5)

Similar arguments are also made by other authors (Migdal,1980;
Ohana, 1981). Arquments presented so far, at the 1least, can be
described as baseless contentions produced to justify Eurocpean Jewish
settlement.

A largely ignored description of the Marj provides contrary
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evidence. In his wvisit to Palestine in the early 1920s, Dr.
Strahorn, from the "American Geographical Reviews" observed:

Up to within recent years the land was cultivated
from the Arab villages,located round the rim of the
Plain. Cereals together with minor garden areas
around the villages constituted the Arab cropping
system. 1In very recent years considerable areas of
land have passed under the control of Jewish
colonies and villages: gardens and orchards are now
dotting the former expanse of grain-fields. (6)

This description suggests that the Marj was populated and
cultivated and that the produce had changed largely due to economic
development. The Director of the survey, Simpson, who surveyed the
area in 1930 shared Dr. Strahon's opinion. In his Report on
Immigration, Land Settlement and Development, John Hope Simpson
observed:

It is a mistake to assume that the wvale of
Esdrealon w-- a wilderness before the arrival of
the Jewish settlers and that it is now a paradise.
A very large amount of money has been spent by the
various Jewish agencies, and great improvements
have been made. ....There can be little doubt 1in
time, the application of capital, science, and
labour will result in general success. 1t 1is ,
however, unjust to the poverty-stricken fellah who
has been removed from these 1lands that the
suggestion should continually be made that he was a
useless cumberer of the ground and produced nothing
from 1it. It should be quite obvious that this Iis
not the fact.

"In ancient times", Simpson continued, " Esdrealon was the granary,
and by the Arabs is still regarded as the most fertile tract of
Palestine." (7)

Yet the most striking evidence on the fertility and productivity
of the MarjJ can be discerned through the examination of the "sale
contracts" themselves. Throughout the "sale documents", reference is

made to the productivity of the Marj which produced different crops
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including vegetables, fig trees, olive trees and some citrus. Thus,
in a letter by Dr. Rupin, the head of the colonization branch of the
Zionist Organizatlon and the head of the Palestine Land Development
Company (L.D.C) it is written:

Such purchases are scarce and very valuable. It is

impossible to £find similar purchases at any

time... The purchases in Emek Yisrael [ The Marjl,

are very dear to us. They give us, 1in one stroke,

[bivat Ahat] a large unit of more than 100,0004.

with the possibility of developing a large

settlement in this fertile and important valley.(8)

In another 1letter to Julius Simon, the head of the Zionist
Organization, the main branch in London, Dr. Rupin said:

There [in the Marj] we have the opportunity to
buy one of the most productive and best situated
complex in Palestine.. (9)

Natural sources of water in the Marj were plentiful. The Marj had
two major natural wells; Ein Jaloud and Rihanieh in addition to other
small wells. 1In one village alone,that is, Nuris , there were 7 grain
mills which served Nuris and the surrounding villages and large
grazing areas which stretched around the Marj.

The 1interest in the land purchase, as the documents show was
primarily economic. It was aimed at putting together the 1land
stretching over 20 villages into one large unit to be owned and worked
solely by Jewish settlers. On this matter, Dr. Rupin observed:

For our colonization we cannot buy smaller
unlinked pieces of land from the Fallaheen..We have
to buy 1large linked pleces of land from the big
land owners." (10)

In another letter by Hankln, the Palestinlan Jjewish merchant and
the major investor in the L.D.C., the intention to turn the Marj into

a blg capitalist investment was made clear. In this letter it was said

that when all the Marj villages are bought, the land will be converted
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into one continuous estate and technology and caplital will be

successfully applied. (11}

Finally, it must be added that in no place throughout the "sale
documents" was there any reference to the national question or to the
necessity to provide land to Jewish immigrants. The manner in which
the sale contracts were conducted, was purely market orlented.

Nonetheless, thls economic factor by no means implles that the
sellers were to profit from the sale transaction. To the contrary, as
the following evidence will show, neither the price paid in the Marj
transfer was high nor was it the determining factor in the
transaction.

Information from the initial sale contract which ccvered an area of
about 7,356d. and included 11 wvillages does not strongly support
this claim about the profitability of the sale.(12) The price paid for
this area was estimated at 286,500 Egyptian pounds (or P.L.286,500).
The acreage price per one dunam of land accordingly was about P.L.3.
To date, no evidence has been provided as to the actual value of the
land, however some strong indications regarding its approximate worth
are avallable,

For example, 1in his reference to production in the Marj, Owen
observed that in the late 19th and early 20th centuries the land was
considered as a highly profitable enterprise, generating "great
rewards" to the Sursuks (Owen,1981:175). Moreover, the documents of
sale, in more than one place, emphasize the fact that prices paid by
the purchasers were "elther basically not higher than the prices
paid for this land before the War". -The price offered before the war

was estimated at 3 1/2 Egyptian pounds-, or that the price pald for
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the transfer was in fact "low" and "reasonable”. (13)

Yet, the price offered in the sale contracts was not for land only.
For the price offered, “all the buildings, mills,trees, forests, the
two water scurses..and the diggings" were supposed to be included 1in
the transfer. (14)

The "Land development Company" in fact paid for the land without
first having it surveyed. Thelr own survey conducted after the sale,
however, showed that more land was obtained than was actually paid
for. Thus, 1in one case only, the village of Maa'lul (in the Mar3Jj
deal), the size of the 1land@ entered in the sale document was
registered at 17,813d. After the land was surveyed its actual size
was estimated at 19,5004. (15)

It 1is 1important to note here that the sale documents includes
contradictory information. The direct correspondance between the
purchasers (the L.D.C) and the sellers (the Sursuks) refer to 71, 356d.
as the actual size of land to be purchased. However, correspondance
between the Zionists themselves, that 1is between the Zionist
Organization, Palestine branch and the Zionist Organization, London
main branch, reference is usually made to 100,0004. which the L.D.C
believed it will obtain after the transfer.(16)

The discussion so far reveals that the so-called "high" price pald
for the Marj land was, to say the least, not the sole reason for the
sale. If this was not the main reason then what could it have been?
In the following, it will be shown, that a larger political force,
namely, British colonial policies were involved in this case. These
policies which 1included both 1legal and violent means were the
determining force in the process of land transfer. In 1856 when the

Ottoman Land Ordinance was Introduced, it included specific clauses
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which prohibited the eviction of the cultivators from the 1land. The
texrms of land sale by the Ottoman government stipulated that the
cultivators 1living on the 1land be kept on it after the sale.
Therefore, except for the case of the land sold to the Rothschilds',
land transfer under the Ottoman rule did not immediately result in the
expropriation of the direct cultivators. (17) It must be noted here
that this law had also restricted the new landowners as well. Thus,
for example In the case of the Sursuks, despite the fact that the
total size of land under their control was large, this land continued
to be divided into many smaller pieces stretching over many villages.
In order for the Sursuks to turn thelr property into one continuous
unit and use it for capitalistic purposes, the landowner-merchant
family would have to expropriate the cultivators and turn them Into
wage labour, a transformation which would have been unlawful and
politically dangerous. The Sursuks resorted instead to increased
tithes and over-taxation of the cultivators (Owen, 1981:286;
Baer,1982). According to Owen,the Sursuks "attempted to exploit in the
triple role of landowners, money-lenders and tax farmers and were soon
making many thousands of pounds a year...By 1890 the rewards from the
Mar3j were great." (Owen,1981: 175)

The legal immunity provided by the Ottoman Land Law to the direct
producers was abolished with the Britlish colonial rule. 1In 1920, the
British introduced the Land Transfer Ordinance which 1in turn
legalized land transfers and made expropriation a norm rather than the
exception. Legalizing expropriation, nevertheless, did not work to the

advantage cof the Sursuks

The signing of the "Balfour Declaration"® in 1917 and its
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implications in terms of providing Jewish settlers with priority over
land settlement and development, forced the Sursuks to think serlously
about their property in Palestine. The Sursuks were doubtful whether
under British rule over Palestine they would be able to keep their
property. Their fears were in fact realized 1in 1920 when France and
Britaln separated Lebanon from Palestine. The 1920 "Land Transfer
Ordinance" prohiblited 1land transfer by and to non- Palestinian
nationals. (18)

Finally, for the Sursuks, who in 1918 were informed by the military
Government that their claims for property in the Huleh were cancelled
and that the British would not recognize the contract they signed with
the Ottomans (the concession comprised of about 191,0004.), found
themselves basically facing two alternatives. They either had to sell
their remaining property, that is the land In the Marj, and make some
money, or simply forget about their property in Palestine altogether.
(19)

The state's involvement in the Mérj case was also evident by the
following facts. The sale contract was written and concluded between
1918-1920. During that period, British military rule prohibited all
forms of land transactions, since they were in a chaotic situation in
texrms of 1land registration books, most of which, according to them,
were lost during the war (Stein,1984:23).

Consequently, and from a strictly legal point of view, one would
have expected that the civil administration in 1920 would have
cancelled the deal. Moreover, the 1920 “Land Transfer Ordinance"
which prohibited non-Palestinian nationals from transferring 1land
would have been again from a legal point of view, another obstacle.

But the deal was not cancelled.
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Oon the contrary, as a result of pressure partly £from the big
landlords (the sellers) but mainly from the Zionist Organization
(both, the main head office in London and the 1local branch in
Palestine),the deal was put in effect in 1921. In this year the
government amended the 1920 "Land Transfer Ordinance", deleting from
it all restrictions on land transfer and recognizing the Zionist 1land

registry books as the authoritative accounts over all land affairs

(stein,1984: 32).

The legalization of the transfer of land in the Marj in fact meant
the expulsion o©0f thousands of famllies living on and from the 1land.
The most striking feature in the transfer deal refers to the clause
on how the land must be transferred. According to this "all property
must be transferred free of cultivators...or any claims to settlement,

renters or Wagf". (20) This pre-condition, as the following discussion

shows, was met by blood and force.

The Marj Cultivators.

Most literature which refers to the case of land transfer 1in the
Marj 1is often based on two wrong assumptions; the first claims that
all the Marj land was privately owned by one big land-lord family and
the cultivators were only tenants without property status; and the
other says that slince the one of the conditions of the sale contracts
was the transfer only of unoccupied 1land, cultivators must have
already been expelled by the previous landowners.

Yet, evidence refutes both claims. Firstly, until the late 1880s
when the Sursuks were given control over the land as tax collectors,
the form c¢f landed property in the Marj was considered as Amirl. The

status of the new owners, the Sursuks, under the then prevalling forms
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of production was no more than titular owners, 3Jjust as the Ottoman
Sultan was the titular owner of all of the Ottoman soll. Marx refers
to a parallel case concerning the Highland Celts 1in which 1land
ownership was in name only "Just the same as the Queen was the titular
owner of the national soi1l" (Marx,1978:681). In fact, the actual
owners of the land were the cultivators who for many years inherited
and cultivated this land. Cultivation in the Marj was organized around
the wvillage. In addition to the village land, peasants from the
surrounding villages commonly used and owned the mills, the wells and
the grazing 1land. Even from the legal point of view, 1t must be
stressed here that the law which governed the act of sale was not the
natural or the customary law under which cultivation took place, but
rather a caplitalist law known to, and accepted by, the colonial power
only.

Moreover, in various villages in the Marj, similar property rights
held by the Sursuks were also held by other peasants. In one
instance, for example, it was mentioned that "at least 10,0004. belong
to the peasants". (21)

In addition, the Sursuks owned only a sharxe of the mills while the
rest were commonly owned by the villagers. In fact they had no rights
over the grazing land since under the Ottoman Land Code grazing 1land
was consldered common land hence, exempted f£from taxes. Even the
Britlish colonial state recognized peasants' property rights in the
villages of Nuris and Maa'lul when, 1in 1923, it ruled that at least
7000d. be left to the villagers there. (22)

The clalm that in accordance with the initial contract the 1land

was eventually transferred without cultivators is baseless. The fact

119

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.




is that in almost all cases of "land transfer"™ or sale, all
cultivators were still on the land at the time of the transfer. Thus,
in a memorandum by the High Commissioner to Chuckburg, a Colonial
Officer, it was said that in the case of four villages only, tenants
were evicted before the sale. In most cases, the High Commissioner
stressed, the tenants were sti1ll on the land at the time of the sale.
(23) This fact was also recognized by some Zionist 1land dealers
involved 1in land purchases. 1In one Instance, Bentwish, a 2Zionist
official and land broker, made reference to three villages where all
the inhabltants were on the land during the time of the transfer.
In reference to the tenants of Gingar, Tel-al-Fir

and Jaloud who are living on the land at the time

of purchase, the Company [l.e., L.D.C.] agrees to

keep them on a perpetual lease of 100.4. per

family, such areas to be assigned together on one

side. The yearly rent will be 6% 0f the cost price

paid by the Company....Should at any time of the

tenant, become undesirable or for any other reason

the Company desires to evict them it cannot do so

without the written consent of the Governor of the

District. (24)

The Palestinian direct producers suffered severe consequences as a
result of the transfer of the Marj land. In the early 1920s, over
1,746 families or about 8,730 people were expropriated. (25) This
number however, did not include the Beduins, who through the winter
months lived in the hilly land and were accustomed to going down to
the Marj after harvest to pasture thelr flocks. With the expropriation
of the land both peasants and beduins were also expropriated. (26)

Officlal British government f£igures on the expropriated peasants
from the Marj put the number lower. The Northern District Commissioner
estimated the number of "farmers who lost thelr land as a result of

the transfer of the Marj to the Zlonist Organization, at 1,270

familles". (27) Yet these figures according to the Director of Survey
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were far from representing the actual number of ail those who were
affected by the transfer transaction. Since, according to him, these
figures "included only the farmers who did present their claims to the
government when the survey was made". And those who did claim,
according to the District Commissioner, "..by no means included all

those who had interests in land... The census figures are usually

taken as being 20% below the truth, owing to the objections to a
census which was connected with military service". (28)
On the whereabouts of the people who were expropriated the
following was reporterd:
A large number emigrated to America..... others

are employed at the time being as stone cutters and
lime burners in connection wi*th the construction of

new buildings but ...they have no other occupation
to which they turn when these are
completed...others are scattered all over...They
cannot live thexe because nothing was left to 1live
on. (29)

The eviction of the cultivators from the Marj lands was by no means
peaceful. At least in two incidents, British police reports confirmed

the shooting and killing of Arabs resisting eviction. (30)

Case Two: Fraud and the Village of Zeita

The process of land appropriation in Palestine was characterized by
the use of illegal means such as blatant fraud and, more importantly,
violence. Writing on this issue, Stein said:

Some of the means used by the Zionists 1in
appropriating the land were bribing local
government officials, local Arabs, consuls,
consular agents, and by registering 1land 1in
fictitious names (Stein,1984:32).

The case of land appropriation in the village of Zeita provides an

insight 1into some of the means used in the expropriation of the
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peasants.

Zeita covered an area of about 5,358d. and was inhabited by about
906 peasants. 1In 1923 Rutman, a Jewish capitalist, filed a claim to
the Land Court of Nablus, the district in which Zeita belonged, saying
that all Zeita land was his property. His claim was refused on the
basis that hlis papers were false and d1d not match the real size or
description of the village. (31) Two years later, Iin 1925 the land
was surveyed by one Samsonoff, a licensed surveyor and another claim
was prepared by Rutman. However, 1in order to avoid the Nablus Court,
the new map produced claimed that Zelta belonged to Khadera settlement
which was in Haifa district. When the case was presented to Haifa Land
Court headed then by a Judge Strumza, the judge accepted Rutman's
claim and a court order evicting the 306 villagers was lissued. For
five years, until 1930 the cultivators refused to leave the 1land
saying that they had all the necessary documents to prove that the
land was theirs. The insistent fight of the peasants against Rutman's
claim forced the High Commissioner Chancellor to investigate the
case.

when the case was investigated in 1930, the "Committee of
Investigation" found that the real owners were the peasants themselves
and that Rutman's papers which included a map for the land and an
estimate of the area were all fake. What is more important is that
Judge Strumza himself was found to be the main figure responsible for
faking the papers, accepting a bribe by Rutman and lying to the court,
which he headed. By an order from Lord Passfield, Judge Strumza was
stripped of his position. 1In the process of faking the evidence, it
should be added, three major collaborators were involved: a Zionist

merchant, Rutman, an Arab land dealer, Samara, and the head of the
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land court.(32)

Despite the repeated pleas by the H.C. Chancelior between 1930 and
1931 wurging the Government "to do all they carn to assist those
villagers, who have lost their land owing to a bare face £raud" (33)
nothing was done for the cultivators. In 1933 the 1land was
expropriated and Joined to the Khadera settlement and the peasants

were expelled by force.

Case Three: Wadi al-Hawareth
The most striking example of the use of force in the expropriation
of the agricultural producers was at the Wadi al-Hawareth village.
This wvillage had an area of about 30,0004. and a population of about
200 families or 1,382 peasants.
ln 1923 two Jewish capitalists associated with the Zionist
Organization and closely linked to the Jewish National Fund, advanced
a claim to the land of Wadi al-Hawareth in the land court in Haifa, a
court which was headed by the same Judge, Strumza. Conseguently, the
court ordered that the clalmants proceed to settle the land and that
the peasants be evicted. 1In 1925 the first part of the eviction took
place. The forceful appropriation of the 1land was described as
follows:
A group of Zionist settlers accompanied by police
troops ralded the village , forced about half of
the peasants out of the village, destroyed their
tents and stole thelr personal belongings. (34)
During the takeover, one Police report said:
Attacks were made upon the Police by groups of
womenfolk armed with sticks and stones, who
resented, in particular, the removal, by the agents
of the Jewish National Fund [J.N.Fl, of the.. tents

and personal belongings found on the 1land...The
women.....were throwing themselves in front of the
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tractors to prevent the Zlionists from ploughing the
land.

In this 1incident one o0l1d man was reported killed and others

injured. (35)
After this incident about half of the peasants were forc

the village and the other half managed to resist and stay o

ed out of

n the 1land

for five mcre years. From 1925-30 attempts were made by the government

to convince the J.N.F. to lease the land to the peasants
condition that the lessors, after a certain period of tim
the rightful owners of the land. The Jewish National Fund r
The J.N.F's refusal prompted the High Commissioner, Ch
to ask Lord Passfleld to issue an order of expulsion to the

Thus, in a letter to Lord Passfield, the High commissioner

Directors of J.N.F. have been asked to agree to
lease land to Government but it is unlikely that
they will <consent except on conditions which
government would be unable to fulfill. After very
careful consideration I am satisfied that in the
event of it being impossible to arrange voluntary
lease expropriation lease will be necessary. 1 ask
you for enactment immediately of ad hoc legislation
empowering me to expropriate lease of this land for
a periocd of five years on payment of fair
compensation.(36)

During consultation with the government the J.N.F. sent

try to strike a separate deal with the peasants. On this,
sald:

The Jews are leaving no stone unturned to
entice the Arabs of wadi al-Hawareth to accept
their offer. Hanklin offered to these Arabs a tract
of land in the village of Jeida, Nazareth sub-
district. He then offered them a tract of land in
Transjordania, which the Arabs completely refused.
In order to allure them, he then offered to lease
to them a tract of 5,0004. at a very low rent and
also to lend them P.L. 2,000 for a period of three
years without any interest if only they would affix
thelr signature or seals on the contract of lease.
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The Arabs, however, have refused all these
deceptive offers. (37)

For six years after their eviction in 1925, the 130 families werxe
forced to live in very bad conditions. Quoting one Sheikh in Wadi al-
Hawareth, an editorial in one newspaper said:

Since they have been afflicted by the eviction of
their 1lands, eleven children had died and many
others contracted dysentry and other diseases.(38)

An eye witness to the bloody eviction of the cultivators was Lord
Caradon, who 1in 1930 was appointed as an Assistant Director to the
Northern District. According to him "..0f all the incidents in
Palestine, the wWadl al-Hawareth one, when I think of it, reminds me of
the 1injustice made to the Arabs when they were forced out of thelir
land”. "I still remember", Lord Caradon added, "how women were lying
down on the threshing £floor trying to prevent the settlers from
cultivating their lands and how they were violently pulled up by the
police and thrown out of the land." (39)

The <case of Wadi al-Hawareth dragged in the courts until 1943
when finally a court order of eviction to all the remaining peasants
was issued.

The Marj, Zeita and Wadi al-Hawareth were not isolated cases. They
represented a general pattern of conduct used by, and on behalf of,
the Zionist Organization of Palestine throughout the colonial period.
However, unlike what some authors believe, the caplitalist settler
class or its representatives were not the main determining force 1in
changing the socio-economic lives of the Palestinians. 1Indeed, their
role was conditioned by legal and other forms of immunity provided by
the colonial state. It was the colonlal state which played the most

decisive 1role in preparing the ground for the development of
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capitalism in general and the exproprilation of the cultivators 1in
particular. O0f particular importance here is taxation which took a
tremendous toll on the direct producers.

Taxing the Rural Populatlon:

within the Marxist 1literature, the role of taxation in
exproprlating the direct producers and preparing the grounds for
capitalist development is widely emphasized (Marx,1978;
Luxemburg,1951; Bradby,1980).

As with other formal colonies, Palestine was expected to pay its
own way financially as well as to support the cost of the 1local
garrison. The budget of the civil administration was totally based on
the revenue collected from the local population. Moreover, over half
of the administration's expenditures, Stein writes, "continuously went
toward supporting the gendarmerie and strengthening Britain's
strategic presence in Palestine" (Steln, 1984:31).

These revenues came primarily from dlirect and indirect taxatlon.
Between 1920-33 direct and indirect taxes accounted for more than 50
per cent of the government's revenue. While 15 per cent came from the
tithes only, 3% per cent came from custom duty on imported articles
for consumption (Gozansky, 1986:94). The burden of indirect taxation
fell mainly on the shoulders 0f the direct producers, since items
like sugar, salt, matches and tobacco, which they consumed were
heavily taxed. (40) Yet, it was the direct taxation, 1ts magnitude
and the means of collection which was of utmost significance in terms
of its toll on the rural inhablitants.

In 1920 the government 1in Palestine adopted all Ottoman laws
concerning taxation. The three major forms of taxes 1levied wunder the

Ottomans, tithes, werko and animal tax continued to be levied from the
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rural population until 1927.(41)

Animal tax continued to be levied mainly in kind. The rate per each
head differed according to the kind of animal. Goats and sheep however
were most heavily taxed; 48 mils per head for goats and sheep. (42)
The Werko, or "Land and House Property Tax" introduced by the Ottoman
government In the early 1890s continued to be levied by the British on

all immovable property at the same assessment as before.

Up until 1927, the main changes introduced were to the tithe,
which throughout the Ottoman period was levied primarily in kind. The
British, with an eye to developing a money and capltalist economy,
pressured the peasants to pay tithes in cash. The other change was
that the tithe or Ushur (in Arabic Ushur meant 1/10) was not levied at
10 per cent but rather at 12 1/2 percent of the annual gross income.

Although the Ottoman government levied the tithe at 12 1/2 per cent,

in fact the extra 2 1/2 per cent was deposited in the "Ottoman
Agricultural Bank" as a credit source for the peasants
(Owen,1981:280). In 1920, the British closed the "Ottoman Agricultural
Bank" on tre pretext that ‘no financial statements were found after
the War' (Stein, 1984:11).

In 1927, when the revenue from taxes appeared to be insufficlent
to cover the colonial administration and other expenditures, a move
was made to change both the magnitude and the means of tithe
collection.

The tlthe 1in the o0ld form was abolished and instead, the
"Commutation of Tithe Ordinance" was put into effect throughout
Palestine by 1928. This Ordinance, put the commuted tithe for all

villages and tribes at a fixed aggregate amount paid@ annually. The
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assessment of the payment was based on the average amount of tithe
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