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letter published by the Foundation for Middle East Peace. Unless otherwise stated, the items in this section 
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AFTER THE RABIN ASSASSINATION 

Romancing the Right: Peres's New 
Approach 

From Settlement Report, January 1996. 
Since Rabin's assassination, the gov- 

ernment of Shimon Peres has begun to es- 
tablish new approaches to settlers and set- 
tlements that distinguish it from those of 
its predecessor. What has transpired thus 
far has served to illuminate the extent to 
which the central ideas concerning set- 
tlers embodied in the Oslo II agreement re- 
flect a broad Israeli national consensus. 
The new government's actions also reveal 
a more concrete political aim-to split the 
right-wing coalition opposed to Labor's re- 
election in 1996 by drawing the religious 
community and moderate Likud voters 
into the Peres camp. 

Peres has changed the public atmo- 
spherics of the relationship between the 
prime minister and the settlers. Rabin, 
even as he determined to protect settle- 
ments and had no intention of undermin- 
ing their vitality, could not refrain from 
conducting a public firefight with the set- 
tlement movement. Peres, on the other 
hand, has used the post-assassination pe- 
riod not to isolate and denigrate the move- 
ment, but to encourage its mainstream to 
understand that the Oslo process protects 
rather than threatens their everyday inter- 
ests if not their cosmological aims. 

Peres has traditionally viewed settle- 
ments and settlers as a problem to be man- 
aged by negotiating a new relationship be- 
tween them and the Palestinians. He 
believes that settlements can be perma- 
nently secured and expanded while satis- 
fying Palestinian national aspirations, and 
a close reading of the Oslo II agreement re- 
flects that Yasir Arafat has accepted this 
seductive view. 

In the presentation of his government 
before Israel's Knesset on 22 November, 
Peres explained, "Even though we have 
reached an agreement with the Palestinian 
Authority, we have no intention of ignor- 
ing the distress of the settlers in the terri- 
tories.... We will not lessen our responsi- 
bility for their security, and we will not 
turn a blind eye to their needs. And with- 
out violating agreements, we will talk with 
them, in order to resolve the real problems 
that have arisen-or will arise-because of 
changes on the ground." 

This public commitment has been for- 
tified by a number of initiatives. Peres has 
sought to split the settlement movement 
by attempting to isolate religious extrem- 
ists from the settler mainstream. On 19 
November, the cabinet declared that "ex- 
tremist, violent, racist, and terrorist orga- 
nizations are a severe danger to Israel's 
democratic regime, the security of the 
state, and public welfare; the cabinet will 
work to outlaw them." 

Administrative detention orders have 
been issued, confining members of right- 
wing groups living in the Hebron area set- 
tlements associated, for example, with the 
late Meir Kahane. More than 120 indict- 
ments for such offenses as disorderly con- 
duct, assault, and violating military com- 
mands have been handed down against 
settlement activists, including members of 
the "This is Our Way" and "Women in 
Green" groups that led protests last sum- 
mer, notably at Efrat. A number of promi- 
nent rabbis were also called in for ques- 
tioning, although all were released for lack 
of evidence. Among members of the gov- 
ernment, Meretz Minister Yair Tsaban 
noted that the government had failed to re- 
spond to the "fanatic rabbis whose role in 
incitement is clearly evident." Another 
minister, Efraim Sneh, said that a confron- 
tation with the radical right wing is una- 
voidable. 

Peres, however, is attempting to defuse 
what Sneh and others see as an inevitable 
conflict. And it is true that even the ac- 
tions taken so far have proven half- 
hearted. Peres has dismissed calls, tor ex- 
ample, to end the massive government 
funding of the military education system 
of "Hesder Yeshivas" in the settlements, 
which combine military service with reli- 
gious studies often led by rightist rabbis. 
Indeed, his actions so far suggest that he 
will continue to coddle settlers and to sub- 
sidize the incitement of extremist rabbis. 
He shows no inclination to stop funding 
the expansion of settlements by spending 
hundreds of millions of dollars each year. 
Like Rabin, he appears to view settlers as 
instruments of Israel's permanent control 
over the West Bank, but unlike the more 
combative Rabin he does not see them as 
bearers of an ideology that cannot be ap- 
peased but only fought and defeated. 

Thus Peres has sought, with great suc- 
cess, to convince the National Religious 
Party (NRP) to moderate its opposition to 
Oslo. Peres views the NRP, which com- 
mands the support of many religious set- 
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tlers and whose prosettlement views led it 
in 1977 to desert Labor in favor of a coali- 
tion with the Likud, as vital to his plan of 
broadening public support for his govern- 
ment and the Oslo process. In his effort to 
court the NRP he has reversed his view of 
the need to dismantle the NRP settlement 
of Netzarim in Gaza. He also engaged 
Minister Yossi Beilin to declare, in the con- 
text of a dialogue with the NRP, not only 
that he was glad that the settlement in He- 
bron existed, but also that Israel "can at- 
tain a permanent arrangement in which 
most of the settlers would remain in their 
settlements and the areas they live in 
would be annexed to Israel and become 
part of sovereign Israel." 

The NRP, and the settlers they repre- 
sent, are far more comfortable with Peres's 
preference for a "functional" compromise 
of the kind outlined in the Oslo II accords 
rather than Rabin's preferred territorial 
"separation" from the West Bank. 

In discussions Beilin conducted with 
the NRP during November, it became clear 
that the party was prepared to refrain 
from toppling the government if Peres 
promised to increase settler security, to 
support increased settlement construction 
(especially in greater Jerusalem), and not 
to move beyond the Oslo II accord before 
the 1996 election. Members of the Meretz 
party vetoed Peres's positive formal re- 
sponse to the NRP's demands. Even so, 
Peres won NRP support for Oslo II when 
the party's Knesset members issued a 
statement on 28 November that declared, 
"the NRP has not changed its position 
about Eretz Israel and our right to live in 
it. Nevertheless the NRP believes that no 
future government will embark on war in 
order to return to the [West Bank and 
Gazan] cities we left, unless security cir- 
cumstances or gross violations call for a 
response." 

An editorial in Israel's leading newspa- 
per Ha'Aretz two days later observed that 
Beilin's remarks to the NRP were "espe- 
cially surprising to those who thought 
that the Peres government would be at 
least as dovish as the previous govern- 
ment." It suggested that "the electoral fu- 
ture of the Labor Party depends on it be- 
ing able to point to clear differences 
between it and the right." 

Meretz minister Yossi Sarid, a sup- 
porter of Rabin's preference for territorial 
separation, criticized Labor's growing af- 
finity for a functional solution: "To my dis- 
may, a cantonization plan for the West 

Bank is taking shape in the Labor Party to- 
day that returns us to the old and terrible 
idea of a functional compromise. I can 
only describe this plan as a policy of an- 
nexation-in-the-making, little different 
from the enclave plan of Ariel Sharon" 
(Ma'ariv 11/29). 

Despite such reservations, it is increas- 
ingly clear that a national Israeli consen- 
sus supporting Oslo II, shrouded by rhe- 
torical opposition during Rabin's tenure, 
has blossomed in the wake of his assassi- 
nation. Peres has sought to encourage this 
sentiment by going all out to promote a 
spirit of national unity since he took over 
the government. The NRP statement is one 
indication of the backing he has received. 
Former Likud Minister Ariel Sharon reiter- 
ated a kind of support for the agreement 
when he noted that a Likud government 
could accept the implementation of Oslo 
II. Even Likud leader Benyamin Netanyahu 
has sugested a plan not far different from 
the OsTo II map, calling for a "demarcated 
autonomy, not a Palestinian state" in 
which Palestinians will rule Arab-inhab- 
ited areas while most of the West Bank, 
uninhabited by Arabs, will remain as a se- 
curity area as defined in both the Camp 
David accords-formulated by a Likud 
government-and the Oslo agreement de- 
vised by Labor. 

The growing accommodation to Peres's 
policies by the religious settler movement 
was given another boost when Uri Elitzur, 
the editor of the settler magazine Nekuda, 
published by the Council of Jewish Com- 
munities in the West Bank and Gaza Strip 
[Yesha], called for a settler dialogue with 
the Palestinian Authority. The question, 
noted the editor, is not whether Oslo II is 
good or bad, but "how to live with it" 
(Ha'Aretz 12/14). The editorial caused an 
uproar among settlement leaders, forcing 
Elitzur to withdraw his suggestion. Never- 
theless, the action reflected an evolving ac- 
commodation by settlers to the reality that 
Oslo II represents and an understanding 
that their future strategy has to aim at 
maximizing their advantages under the 
system Peres is creating. 

In the West Bank itself, settlers may 
not like the Oslo agreement, but they are 
becoming reconciled to its existence. The 
implementation of the initial IDF rede- 
ployments, including the opening of by- 
pass roads, has produced complaints by 
settlers, principally because of continuing 
attacks on West Bank roads. But redeploy- 
ment has not yet produced any calamity. 
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Settlers are anticipating with trepidation 
what Oslo II calls "further redeployment": 
the transfer of parts of Area C-comprising 
almost three quarters of the West Bank- 
from Israeli to Palestinian rule. Settlers are 
determined that this land will remain 
under Israeli control. 

Peres's Dreams for the Territories 

Shalom Yerushaimi, "Trying to Under- 
stand Peres" (excerpts).* 

Yehuda Harel and Hayim Guri, two of 
the founders of the Third Way Movement, 
always say that Shimon Peres is the only 
real supporter of Greater Israel in the pres- 
ent government. He did not want to parti- 
tion the Land of Israel lengthwise and was 
not enthusiastic about separation between 
Israelis and Palestinians. Peres, who, al- 
ready in the 1970s, established the settle- 
ments Ofra and Sebastia [now called 
Kedumim], was always opposed, according 
to those two, to dismantling any of the set- 
tlements. Moreover, Peres mocks the 
Likud hawk MK Tshai Ha'negbi and his 
friends who were evacuated by Begin from 
Yamit in 1982 and claims that he would 
not allow himself to be so evacuated. He 
dreams about the industrial parks on the 
frontier between Israel and the Palestinian 
entity where Palestinians will be em- 
ployed, but apparently under Israeli own- 
ership of these parks. 

Anyone who listened to Peres's speech 
two days ago,** at the opening of the 
Knesset's winter session, and anyone who 
has heard his statements in various closed 
forums, understands better what Harel 
and Guri are saying. Peres would like to 
stabilize the map of the interim settle- 
ments, hoping that this will be the perma- 
nent map of Israel and the Palestinian en- 
tity-neither separation, nor annexation; 
to swallow the Palestinians, but not to eat 
them. That is why Peres is so enthusiastic 
about Oslo II, which gave the Palestinians 
control of only about 27 percent of the 
West Bank and left Israel with authority 
over Palestinian security and foreign af- 
fairs. Perhaps that is also the reason why 
he rubbed his hands with glee after the Ac- 
cord was signed and said in a private con- 
versation at the home of the Chinese am- 
bassador, "We screwed the Palestinians." 

* Ma'ariv, 25 October 1995, translated in Israel 
Shahak, From the Hebrew Press, December 1995. 
** See Special Document B in JPS 98. 

Indeed Peres focused the lengthy nego- 
tiations at Taba mainly about the author- 
ity to be transferred to the Palestinians 
and said hardly anything about the bor- 
ders. Peres believes, or wants to believe, 
that the 140,000 Jewish settlers will re- 
main in the territories in perpetuity and 
that no Jewish settlement will ever be evac- 
uated. 

"Eight hundred thousand citizens live 
in Israel, and there is a respectable and 
nonviolent arrangement between us and 
them. There is no reason why the same re- 
lations that exist in Israel should not exist 
there," said Peres in the Knesset, borne on 
the wings of imagination about his New 
Middle East. Unusually, this time the for- 
eign minister did not mention the town 
Ma'alot-Tarshikha of Israel where Arabs 
and Jews live in harmony. 

Peres did not stress that the Arabs who 
live in Israel recognize the Israeli govern- 
ment and agree to live under its sover- 
eignty. They participate in the elections 
and are elected to the Knesset. In contrast, 
the tens of thousands of Jews who live in 
the territories among the Palestinian pop- 
ulation do not recognize the Palestinian 
entity and do not want to accept its laws 
or to be elected to its governing bodies. 
They have extreme views and contain vio- 
lent elements that do not believe in any 
reasonable arrangement with the Palestini- 
ans and pray for the day when the Oslo I 
and II accords would fall apart and Yasir 
Arafat would be brought to trial in an Is- 
raeli court and sentenced to death. Peres 
can receive accurate details about all this 
from the right-wing extremists such as 
Geula Cohen.... 

Back to Square One: The January 1996 
Peace Index* 

From Ha'Aretz, 5 February 1996.** 

The sharp rise in the Israeli public's 
support for the peace process immediately 
after the assassination of Prime Minister 
Yitzhak Rabin was-as we anticipated- 
temporary. It gave a transient expression 
to the general shock at the event or to the 

* The Peace Index Project is conducted by the Tami 
Steinmetz Center for Peace Studies at Tel Aviv Uni- 
versity; headed by Professor Efraim Ya'ar, Dr. 
Tamar Herman, and Professor Aryeh Nadler; and 
carried out by "Moodi'in Ezrahi." 
** Provided over the internet by the Israeli Foreign 
Ministry's Information Division. 
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lack of a wish by a large part of those 
questioned to voice a different stand from 
that supported by the majority of the pub- 
lic. 

That is brought out by the Peace In- 
dex's findings for January, which follow 
the trend of the findings from the end of 
November through December. Already in 
the previous two months, the findings had 
hinted that the significant rise in the wake 
of the assassination of the strength of the 
camp supporting the peace process did 
not express a substantive change in the 
pattern of stands taken by the Israeli Jew- 
ish public. 

And indeed, the General Peace Index 
for January-in the survey conducted on 
29 January-showed 60.3 points (com- 
pared to 73.1 right after the assassination, 
at the start of November; 65.7 at the end 
of November; and 62.1 at the end of De- 
cember). In addition, the "Oslo" Index for 
January fell in comparison with its prede- 
cessor and stood at 51.5 points (compared 
to 57.9 right after the assassination; 58 at 
the end of November; and 55.8 at the end 
of December). 

Perhaps an even more significant drop 
occurred in the level of support for full 
withdrawal from the Golan in return for 
full peace with Syria. In the previous 
month, those supporting, or greatly sup- 
porting, the withdrawal on those terms 
were 31.6 percent; and the opponents, or 
strong opponents, were 45.3 percent. In 
January, supporters totalled only 24.2 per- 
cent, and opposition rose to 54.8 percent. 

There was also a meaningful decline in 
support of aspects relating to the scope of 
withdrawal from Golan. In December, 
23.9 percent backed full withdrawal for 
full peace, while 30 percent opposed any 
withdrawal. In January, by contrast, only 
18.3 percent agreed to full withdrawal, 
37.7 percent accepted partial withdrawal, 
and 41.7 percent opposed any withdrawal. 

There were also substantial changes in 
public preference in political and party is- 
sues, as evinced in replies regarding candi- 
dates for prime minister: right after the as- 
sassination, 57.3 percent favored Shimon 
Peres; while 24.5 percent backed Benjamin 
Netanyahu. In December, 53.0 percent of 
those questioned said they would vote for 
Peres, and 30.4 percent for Netanyahu. 
The latest survey January) showed Peres 
being supported by 46 percent, and 
Netanyahu garnering 35.2 percent. 

In effect, the January index shows vir- 
tually a return to the prevailing pattern of 

forces in the country before Rabin's assas- 
sination. This finding is particularly inter- 
esting in the light of the changes in the 
Jewish public's stands toward the Pales- 
tinians and their leadership. On this issue, 
two kinds of questions were posed: one re- 
lated to the conduct of affairs within the 
zone of the Palestinian authority; and one 
that dealt with the pattern of relations be- 
tween the Palestinians and Israel. 

In the first context, we reverted, inter 
alia, to the question asked previously: 
"How, in your opinion, have the Palestini- 
ans been managing affairs till now in their 
autonomy?" Those with a clear opinion 
split as follows: Very badly or badly, 27.8 
percent (compared with 70 percent in No- 
vember 1994); rather well or very well, 
20.3 percent (compared with 5.7 percent a 
year ago). 

An example of the change in the pub- 
lic's views on relations between the Pales- 
tinian Authority and Israel can be found 
in answers to the question: "To what ex- 
tent, in your opinion, have the Palestinians 
so far been carrying out their share of the 
Oslo agreement?" InJanuary, 21.5 percent 
maintained that the Palestinians are alto- 
gether or sufficiently doing so (compared 
to 10 percent in November 1994). And 
27.7 percent thought they were not either 
sufficiently or altogether carrying out 
their part (compared to 57.4 percent in 
November 1994). 

A significant change can also be dis- 
cerned in the public's attitude in this 
country [Israel] to Yasir Arafat. When peo- 
ple were asked to give their opinion 
whether Arafat today is more of a states- 
man or more of a terrorist, 40.6 percent 
said he was more of a statesman, while 
34.3 percent said he was more a terrorist. 
(The remainder took an intermediate 
stand.) This was a considerable change of 
image compared to December 1994. Then, 
only 23.3 percent thought he was more a 
statesman, while 43.7 percent regarded 
him as more a terrorist. 

The January survey indicates, in addi- 
tion, a marked rise in the sense of per- 
sonal security by those responding. Of 
them, 36 percent thought the personal se- 
curity situation of the residents of Israel 
had improved since the peace process be- 
gan, while 29.9 percent thought it had re- 
mained unchanged and 30.9 percent felt 
the situation had worsened. The remain- 
der had no clear stand on the matter. 
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In December 1994, by contrast, the an- 
swers were 16.4 percent (much better); 
27.7 percent (the same); and 54.8 percent 
(slightly or much worse). This means that 
while the number of those thinking that 
the personal security situation had deteri- 
orated was much larger in the past than 
those who thought it had improved, today 
the number of those thinking it is better 
than before the peace process is slightly 
higher than those thinking it has wors- 
ened. 

How is it possible, therefore, to explain 
the fact that the improvement in the image 
of the Palestinians and the rise in the 
sense of personal safety by Jewish Israelis 
did not contribute to a higher level of sup- 
port for the peace process, anticipated im- 
mediately after Rabin's assassination? The 
answer resembles that given in the past 
when people were asked how to explain 
the fact that, even after serious terrorist at- 
tacks, support for the peace process had 
not vanished. 

We explained then that the basic 
stands of the public in the country vis-a- 
vis the peace process are not influenced 
by exceptional events, at least not in the 
long run, and not substantively. Accord- 
ingly, even positive assessments regarding 
the functioning of the adversary are not 
enough to alter, in a period for some 
months or even years, the positions 
originating in basic beliefs, in belonging to 
groups, and in deeper concepts, which in 
most cases have a strong component of 
nontrust in Arabs and no desire for com- 
ing closer to them. 

As proof, even today a decisive major- 
ity of those replying (62.8 percent) agree 
with the argument that most Palestinians 
have not reconciled themselves to the 
existence of Israel and would destroy her 
if they could. Only 21.2 percent of those 
replying said they oppose this claim. As in 
the past, most Israelis (73.5 percent) also 
believe that even in a situation of peace it 
is preferable, from Israel's viewpoint, to 
have a closed and clearly-defined border 
with the Palestinian entity, and only a mi- 
nority of 13.2 percent oppose such a sepa- 
ration. 

FACTS ON THE GROUND 

Settler Population Grows by 4 Percent 
in 1995 

From Settlement Report, January 1996. 

Israel's settler population in the occu- 
pied West Bank and Gaza Strip (excluding 
annexed EastJerusalem) grew 4 percent to 
133,000 during 1995, according to Israel's 
Central Bureau of Statistics (CBS). This 
growth rate is higher than for any region 
in Israel. According to the Council of Jew- 
ish Settlements in Judea, Samaria, and the 
Gaza Strip (Yesha), however, the settler 
population in the West Bank and Gaza 
now numbers 147,200. 

All settler population numbers are nec- 
essarily approximations, reflecting in- 
formed estimates as well as either the 
political bias or caution of the reporting 
organization. Yesha's figures, which are 
based on local tax records, are usually 
higher than those of Israel's CBS. 

The Yesha estimates are the first that 
have been issued in more than one year. 
According to a report in the newspaper 
Ha'Aretz, "Yesha has refrained from pub- 
lishing estimates because of the govern- 
ment's policy of freezing construction and 
fears that reports of an increase in popula- 
tion would result in further construction 
cutbacks." 

Settler Population in the West Bank and 
Gaza Strip 

Estimated Estimated 
Year Population* Year Population* 

1995 147,220 1983 22,800 
1994 140,000 1982 21,000 
1993 120,000 1981 16,119 
1992 112,000 1980 12,424 
1991 92,000 1979 10,000 
1990 76,000 1978 7,361 
1989 69,000 1977 4,400 
1988 63,600 1976 3,176 
1987 57,700 1975 2,581 
1986 51,100 1974 2,019 
1985 44,100 1973 1,514 
1984 35,200 1972 1,182 

* Not including Israelis living in annexed 
Jerusalem. Population figures vary [sometimes by 
as much as 20 percent] depending upon the 
source. These numbers should be considered 
conservative approximations. 
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Building Quietly: An Interview with the 
Housing Minister 

From Settlement Report, January 1995. 

Benjamin Ben-Eliezer, a former general 
in the IDF, has held the construction port- 
folio in Israel since July 1992. During that 
time, he has eased the transition from a 
housing construction market forced into 
overdrive by massive immigration from 
the former Soviet Union; absorbed large 
numbers of dwelling units left empty 
when immigration slowed; and continued 
construction at a pace enabling the contin- 
uing growth and expansion of settlement 
communities in the West Bank and EastJe- 
rusalem. 

Unlike his predecessor Ariel Sharon, 
Ben-Eliezer prefers, in his own words, to 
"build quietly." Like Sharon, Ben-Eliezer, 
known by his nickname "Fuad," has also 
been called "the Bulldozing Builder" for 
his energetic efforts on behalf of settlers. 

Since the death last year of Mordechi 
Gur, Ben-Eliezer has been an important 
government contact with settlement lead- 
ers, with whom he meets weekly. He has 
been their advocate in a largely successful 
effort to market hundreds of completed 
but unsold apartments in settlements 
such as Ariel. And he sympathizes with 
widespread settler efforts to extend the 
boundaries of settlements beyond the 
fences that surround their built-up lands 
to as far as their planning authority per- 
mits. 

He expressed his views on settlements 
in an interview in the Israeli periodical, 
Bonus, on 29 September 1995. 

On Jerusalem 
Ben-Eliezer: There are building sites in 
East Pisgat Ze'ev, Har Homa, in Gilo, in 
Ramot [all located in East Jerusalem], and 
also other parts of the city. We have au- 
thorized 1,100 units in Pisgat Ze'ev, 2,300 
in Har Homa. . . . We are in an era of 
heavy political pressure, there are many 
"Movements Now" that cause problems for 
our construction efforts. There is Peace 
Now and Peace Yesterday and Peace Two 
Days Ago, and with all these movements I 
look for peace with our children, with our 
young couples, and I need to provide them 
with housing. 
The Politics of Settlement Construction 
Question: Until a year ago you were the pre- 
ferred minister of the right wing-the Bull- 
dozer of Building, that didn't care about 
Meretz and the moderate ministers in your 
own party. You spoke of Greater Jerusalem, 
of the confiscation of land, and even today 
you repeat these expressions. 
Ben-Eliezer: Fuad does everything quietly. 

Question: That is to say? 
Ben-Eliezer: In Ma'ale Adumim, in Givat 
Ze'ev and Beitar, I am building. It is clear 
that all the noise [protest] doesn't affect 
this effort. The moment that I have the 
complete protection of the prime minister, 
I build quietly. My goal is to build and not 
to encourage opposition to my efforts.... 
Meretz is not exactly a party which be- 
lieves that Har Homa should be built for 
Jews. It is a fact that Har Homa is about to 
be put up for bid. The neighborhood will 
be built, even if Meretz manages to put 
thousands of its activists in the streets and 
prevents construction. 

I prefer to build and not to play with 
politics. It is important to me to build with 
the greatest effort in Givat Ze'ev, Ma'ale 
Adumim, and Beitar. Uerusalem Mayor 
Ehud] Olmert speaks of politically joining 
[these areas with Jerusalem]. This may oc- 
cur, but not today. What is important to 
me is to build, build, build, and build 
some more.... No one considers raising 
the possibility of dismantling Ma'ale 
Adumim and Givat Ze'ev. It won't happen. 

Question: The ministerial committee on set- 
tlement established to vet new construction 
has prevented you from building according 
to your priorities? 
Ben-Eliezer: What a question! Of course! 
This is a political committee [established 
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after the dispute over construction near 
Efrat settlement in January 19951. It had 
not permitted me to do all that I want, but 
in the meantime, I get along with it, and 
continue to build in Ma'ale Adumim and 
Givat Ze'ev. Within the framework of limi- 
tations imposed by the ministerial com- 
mittee we continue to build. 
On Greater Jerusalem 
Question: Do you see Ma'ale Adumim, Givat 
Ze'ev, and Beitar as part of Jerusalem? 
Ben-Eliezer: Without a doubt. I see one Je- 
rusalem. I see a chain of settlements that 
surround it in two circles. The first circle 
is Ma'ale Adumim and Givat Ze'ev. The 
natural growth of these communities will 
continue. If you ask whether apartment 
prices in these places will fall-my answer 
is no. Half of Meretz lives in Givat Ze'ev 
and Ma'ale Adumim. 
Question: Will these communities be under 
the authority of the Palestinians? 
Ben-Eliezer: God forbid! That isn't to say 
that the Arabs don't believe otherwise. It is 
important to know what we want.... I, 
Fuad, don't see any possibility of re- 
turning Gush Etzion. For me, this is 
Greater Israel. Givat Ze'ev, Ma'ale 
Adumim, and Beitar are integral parts of 
the State of Israel. 
Question: And what of the Palestinians? 
Ben-Eliezer: We need to impart to them 
that we are the authority which must also 
serve them. 

SETTLEMENT BRIEFS 

"The most ridiculous Likud accusation 
is that of abandoning the settlers. The 
agreement was delayed for months in or- 
der to guarantee that all the settlements 
would remain intact and that the settlers 
would have maximum security. This en- 
tailed an immense financial investment. 
The situation in the settlements was never 
better than that which was created follow- 
ing the Oslo II agreement." 

Yossi Beilin, Ma'ariv, 27 September 1995 

"The security of the settlers is the heart 
of Oslo-Il. The agreement is detailed and 
complex particularly because we wanted 
to guarantee 100 percent security-if there 
is such a thing-while not removing any 
settlements. These were the prime minis- 
ter's two instructions, and they dictated 

the structure of the accord. The agreement 
is primarily security-oriented. It is mul- 
tifaceted, but its core is security, and we 
can ensure the security of the residents. 
The areas of Judea, Samaria, and Gaza 
have always been the target of attacks. No- 
body thinks that the attacks will now dis- 
appear, but we do believe that residents of 
the area have been offered an appropriate 
answer." 

Mata Vilna, Deputy Chief of Staff, Davar Rishon, 
24 November 1995 

"Since January 1993, when the Rabin 
government ordered a halt to all planning 
for West Bank settlements, the govern- 
ment's 'exceptions committee' has ap- 
proved 417 requests for settlement con- 
struction and planning, according to 
information provided by the government 
of MK Dedi Zucker. 

"The government reported that 80 set- 
tlement plans were deposited and 89 ap- 
proved by the committee. The plans range 
from single building plots to settlement 
master plans." 

Yedi'ot Ahronot, 26 October 1995 

"In 1996, military expenditures and re- 
payment of military debt will total 54 per- 
cent of the budget. In the 1995 budget, for 
comparative purposes, this section swal- 
lowed only a little less [52 percent]. The 
peace process remains far from producing 
a proportional change in the state budget. 

"The increase in the security budget re- 
sults not only from the fact that the pro- 
cess is still in its initial stages, but also be- 
cause of the character of the agreement 
with the Palestinians. Because of the new 
military redeployment in the territories, 
including the paving of bypass roads [for 
the settlers] and heavy logistical burdens, 
military expenditures will increase in 
coming years.... 

"In the budget of the ministry of agri- 
culture, for example, a sum of $40 million 
is allocated for 'new settlement in the Go- 
lan Heights, the West Bank, and Gaza 
Strip.' Only recently the ministry began 
the 'Growth of the Negev' project, part of 
which includes extensive benefits to the 
settlers of the Katif Bloc [in the Gaza 
Strip], which has been annexed for these 
purposes to the Negev. Every new appli- 
cant who wants to settle is entitled to mon- 
etary grants for the development of hot 
houses and fish ponds." 

Davar Rishon, 27 November 1995 

This content downloaded from 108.45.56.202 on Thu, 26 Feb 2015 20:46:59 UTC
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp


SETTLEMENT MONITOR 139 

"The government has approved a 15- 
percent increase in the budget of the Jew- 
ish Agency Settlement Department. Some 
140 million shekels are earmarked for the 
development of the Golan Heights, Jordan 
Valley, and Dead Sea areas. Finance Minis- 
ter Shohat also said he will approve an ad- 
ditional 15 million shekels for regional 
projects. The allocations are part of the 
government's overall development 
budget." 

Qol Yisra'el, 26 December 1995 

"The government has decided to 'thaw' 
some seven hundred apartments and cot- 
tages in Ariel which have been frozen for 
the past three years, since the Labor-led 
government came to power. ... 

"The housing units were built by the 
Africa-Israel, Dankner, Schechter, and 
Ashdar construction companies, as well as 
others, during the Likud government's 
term. When Labor came to power, all the 
construction works in Judea and Samaria 
were frozen, and the Construction and 
Housing Ministry bought all the apart- 
ments these companies had built." 

Yedi'ot Ahronot, 31 December 1995 

"Anyone who still recalls the evacua- 
tion of Yamit in 1982 and the massive 
demonstrations of the settlers immedi- 
ately following the Oslo agreement can see 
that there is no genuine concern here and 
that the rebellion [settler demonstrations 
at Efrat inJuly 19951 was a play staged by 
the settlers. It is no coincidence that the 
secular right wing did not succeed in mo- 
bilizing thousands of its supporters for 
these demonstrations. The secular right 
wing knows that the government is faith- 
fully and thoroughly implementing the de- 
mands it has posed for years. In an inter- 
view in Davar, 14 July, Sharon boasted 
that the plan now implemented is exactly 
what he has been proposing since 1974 
and he even praised Rabin for his cun- 
ning, using such statements as: 'I also 
have no doubt that there are people 
abroad who think that Rabin gave the 
Palestinians some big deal. No way. These 
things are being done with cunning.'" 

Tanya Reinhart in Yedi'ot Ahronot, 19 July 1995 
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