
he Wall’s "First Phase"

and Its Implications

Nearing completion is the first portion of the Wall—known as the "first 
phase"—which is a 145 km long wall that winds its way inside the 
northwestern West Bank. The first phase began in June 2002 and extends 
the length from the village of Zububa in the Jenin district to ‘Azzun ‘Atma 
in the Qalqiliya district, spanning the three districts of Jenin, Tulkarm, and 
Qalqiliya, which combined have a population of over 500,000 people 
representing 22% of the West Bank.  The Wall in no way follows the path 
of the Green Line, the 1967 border between the West Bank and Israel. In 
the first phase, the Wall reaches up to 6 kilometers inside the West Bank, 
isolating between the Wall and the Green Line nearly 122,000 dunums 



(1 dunum equals ¼ acre or 1000 m²), 
de facto annexing 2% of the West Bank 
to Israel. With a cost of some 10 million 
New Israeli Shekels (approximately 
2 million USD) per kilometer, Israel 
announced in the end of April 2003 the 
completion of 27 kilometers of the first 
phase.

The snaking path of the Wall follows the 
pattern of land confiscation and control, 
the annexation of settlements, and the 
caging off of built-up, Palestinian areas. 
The loops and detours that the Wall takes 
have created tens of enclaves—ghettos—
some totally surrounded by the Wall on 
three sides, others surrounded by the 
Wall, settlements, and checkpoints. The Wall has already cut roads, separating 
people on either side of the Wall from their agricultural lands, water resources, 
markets, public services, and varied social ties; implying, among other things, the 
inaccessibility to income, education, and medical care. In the first phase alone, 
the Wall has destroyed at least 30 km of water networks, uprooted approximately 
102,320 trees, and demolished 85 commercial buildings and tens of agricultural 
shelters, along with the confiscation and destruction of 14,680 dunums for the 
footprint of the Wall. An examination of the consecutive maps distributed by the 
military shows that the path for the first phase has continuously evolved during 
implementation, implying further land confiscation and annexation of settlements.

Communities affected by the Wall are facing fatal challenges to their survival as the 
Wall takes on various forms in different areas, all of which eventuate into a practical 
stranglehold on these areas. Affected communities—those directly affected by the 
Wall being located on their lands or communities in the zone between the Wall and 
the Green Line—number 65, with over 206,000 people. A major land grab with 
devastating consequences, for those living this reality, the ultimate goal of the Wall 
is to ensure that communities and families cannot survive. 

The first phase is an indicator of what is yet to come, highlighting what has only 
just begun both for the areas currently around the already built Wall, as well as 
the entire West Bank that is to be sliced from all sides. This section of the report 
integrates facts, figures, and analysis about the first phase, as well as details the 
implications of the Wall itself. The first phase only represents some 1/3 to 1/6 of the 
Wall’s length, contingent upon Israel’s current plans to expand the Wall and to build 
a second one. The current reality, and the prospects, is shocking.
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The path of the Wall’s first phase lies within the West Bank, up to 6 km inside the 
West Bank, causing massive land confiscation, de facto annexation, and destruction 
of cultivated lands. The Wall’s path is on some 14,680 dunums of confiscated land 
of 51 villages and towns, while the Wall separates farmers on each side of the Wall 
from some 100,615 dunums of land.  The implications of land separation are large-
scale, illegal seizure of personal property, livelihoods, and mobility.  These figures, 
as well as water resources confiscated by the Wall and farmers’ ability to access and 
water their isolated land, are found below on Table 1 Landless, Lifeless.

Separation from lands has various, converging implications. On the one hand, 
separation from one’s lands means that the majority of the population will lose 
their main and only source of income. The worsening economic situation of the 
past two years has only increased people’s dependence on their lands for survival, 
and the economic implications of the Wall are colossal (see section below on 
socio-economic implications). The Wall is also separating lands from their water 
resources, or farmers from the water resources, which means a further assurance that 
lands will be dried and destroyed. While this season is lost and people are losing 
access to their sustenance, many farmers have gone further into debt. Particularly for 
intensive agriculture, such as with greenhouses, farmers take seedlings and irrigation 
systems from businesses the year prior to the harvesting season and pay back the 
businesses with their profits after the season; the inability to harvest and sell crops 
has caused numerous farmers in these areas to take out loans in order to reimburse 
businesses.

Landlessness
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The isolation of 51 communities from the majority of their lands and the eventual ruin of 
these lands only highlights the fears that these lands will be confiscated. Though Israel has 
stated that access to the lands will be permitted under certain restrictions, years of experience 
under the Israeli permit and checkpoint system guarantees that such access will be 
practically impossible. Of the 51 communities on the Wall’s path, which in most places has 
not been completed, 25 reported that residents have no access to land, 4 said there is limited 
access, and 13 still have access.  In terms of farmers’ ability to irrigate isolated land, 11 are 
able to water their land while 25 are completely unable to do so.  The inability to access 
land is further emphasized by looking at the current accessibility to lands prior to the Wall’s 
completion in the Qalqiliya district, as highlighted on Table 4 Pending Land Confiscation in 
the Freedom of Movement section below. 

The inability to access lands shortly leads to land confiscation under the Occupation.  After 
1979, when the Israeli High Court ruled that military orders with political motives were not 
“sufficient” for the expansion of settlements as a result of the Elon Moreh case, the military 
intensified land confiscation under various pretenses; one being that land which remains 
“uncultivated” for three years is subject to seizure (B’Tselem, Land Grab: Israel’s Settlement 
Policy in the West Bank 2002). Soon enough, lands west of the Wall will forcibly become 
"uncultivated" as farmers are unable to tend to them, thus will be expropriated to the state of 
Israel. Assurance that land theft, forcible poverty, and dispossession are not institutionalized 
translates into the assurance that lands remain in their owners’ hands, entirely accessible and 
fruitful.

For those that will have access to their lands but are isolated in the zone between the Wall 
and the Green Line, they are isolated from their markets, meaning a total loss in revenue. 
Farmers in this zone are already unable to continue cultivating lands if only for the debt they 
are in to harvest and care for the lands, which will bring little if no return, if not major losses. 
This can already be seen in the areas around the first phase, where farmers highlight that the 
fate of their lands are similar to those that cannot access them. 

Communties such as Mas-ha and Biddiya are also experiencing landloss already, although 
they are beyond the Wall’s first phase.  Mas-ha in particular is having  over 5,000 dunums 
of its 9,500 dunums of land isolated west of the Wall; residents report that they are already 
unable to reach isolated land.  The reality that the Wall’s path has already come to Mas-ha 
and Biddiya, both in Salfit district, demonstrates that its pace is moving quickly and further 
into the West Bank.    
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The path to landlessness is filled with continuously painful and dehumanizing acts by the 
Occupation. More often than not, farmers discover that their lands are to be confiscated or 
isolated when military orders are dropped on their land or nailed on trees. Though only the 
lands for the structure of the Wall have been officially confiscated, the fact that the Israeli 
Government and military claim that ownership of lands behind the Wall are still with their 
owners is meaning less and less as the months pass and the lands become inaccessible. The 
military too has at times expressed its wish to minimally compensate for stolen lands (see the 
personal case study Lutfi Yusef Hasan Jaber of Habla), which is met with denunciation by 
the owners who are aware that they would be legitimizing the current confiscation and the 
planned future ones.
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Community District Population Built-up/ 

Residential

Area East 

or West of 

Wall*

Total Land 

Area for 

Community

(dunums)**

Land

Destroyed

Under Wall 

(dunums)

Land

Separated

from

Community

(dunums)***

Water 

Resources

Isolated or

Destroyed

Access to 

Land†

Water 

Accessible

to Land††

1 Al ‘Aarqa Jenin 2,000 East 7,000 300 200 No Limited No

2 Al Khuljan Jenin 400 East 1,500 200 150 No - -

3 Anin Jenin 3,300 East 18,500 500 12,500 No No No

4 Arab al 
Hamdun

Jenin 50 East Shares land 
with Anin†††

Shares land 
with Anin

Shares land 
with Anin

Shares water 
with Anin

- -

5 At Tayba Jenin 2,100 East 5,000 250 250 No No Yes

6 Khirbet
Dhaher al 
Malih

Jenin 200 West Shares land 
with Tura al 
Gharbiya

Shares land 
with Tura al 
Gharbiya

Shares land 
with Tura al 
Gharbiya

Shares water 
with Tura al 
Gharbiya

Limited to 
residents

Yes

7 Khirbet
Mas’ud

Jenin 5 East Shares land 
with Zabda

Shares land 
with Zabda

Shares land 
with Zabda

Shares water 
with Zabda

- -

8 Khirbet ash         
Sheikh
Sa’eed

Jenin 200 West Shares land 
with Zabda

Shares land 
with Zabda

Shares land 
with Zabda

Shares water 
with Zabda

- -

9 Nazlet ash 
Sheikh Zeid

Jenin 700 East 11,000 200 500 No Yes No

10 Rummana Jenin 3,000 East 5,500 200 250 2 wells 
isolated

No No

11 Tura al 
Gharbiya

Jenin 1,000 East 5,000 500 3,000 5-6 cisterns 
isolated

No No

12 Tura ash 
Sharqiya

Jenin 200 East 3,900 150 1,500 No Yes -

13 Umm Dar Jenin 500 East 1,600 200 1,000 No No No

Landless, Lifeless
Communities Separated from Land by the Wall

Community East of Wall with Land West, Community West of Wall with Lands East

Table 1



14 Umm ar 
Rihan

Jenin 400 West 250 10 0 No Yes No

15 Zabda Jenin 800 East 5,000 400 2,500 No No No

16 Ad Dab’a Qalqiliya 200 West 3,500 250 1,200 5 cisterns 
isolated

No No

17 An Nabi 
Elyas

Qalqiliya 1,000 East 4,000 650 2,000 Yes Yes

18 Arab ar 
Ramadin al 
Janubi

Qalqiliya 200 West Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares water 
with Qalqiliya

- -

19 Arab ar 
Ramadin         
ash Shamali

Qalqiliya 50 West Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares water 
with Qalqiliya

- -

20 Arab Abu 
Farda

Qalqiliya 75 West Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares land 
with Qalqiliya

Shares water 
with Qalqiliya

- -

21 Azzun ‘Atma Qalqiliya 1,500 East 5,000 550 3,000 2 cisterns 
isolated , 1 
well in buffer 
zone

Yes Yes

22 Beit Amin Qalqiliya 800 East 2,000 150 1,500 No Yes Yes

23 Falamya Qalqiliya 600 East 3,500 130 1,600 1 well 
isolated, 3 in 
buffer zone

Yes Yes

24 Habla Qalqiliya 5,300 East 12,500 250 3,900 7 wells 
isolated,
3 wells in 
buffer zone

No No

25 Isla Qalqiliya 600 East 2,500 500 1,500 No No No

26 Izbat At 
Tabib

Qalqiliya 150 East 500 70 120 Limited -

27 Izbat
Salman

Qalqiliya 600 East 4,800 400 3,600 2 wells & a 
120m³ tank
isolated, 1 
well in buffer 
zone, 1km 
irrigation
network
destroyed

No No



28 Izbat Jal’ud Qalqiliya 100 East 4,500 200 600 2 cisterns 
isolated

Yes Yes

29 Jayyus Qalqiliya 2,800 East 13,000 550 8,600 3 wells & 10 
cisterns
isolated

No No

30 Kafr Thulth Qalqiliya 3,100 East 16,000 700 6,500 150m³ 
reservoir, 
200 steel 
reservoirs
(10m³)
isolated

Yes No

31 Qalqiliya Qalqiliya 42,000 East 12,500 2,200 3,750 9 wells 
isolated, 3 in 
buffer zone

Limited Yes

32 Ras at Tira Qalqiliya 300 West 2,000 350 1,000 No No No

33 Ras ‘Atiya Qalqiliya 1,400 East 2,100 250 1,000 No Yes Yes

34 Sanniriya Qalqiliya 2,600 East 13,000 500 7,000 50 cisterns, 
500m³ steel 
water tank, 
12 concrete 
reservoirs
isolated

No No

35 Wadi ar 
Rasha

Qalqiliya 100 West 600 50 150 4 cisterns 
isolated, 4km 
irrigation
network
destroyed

No No

36 Akkaba Tulkarm 200 East 2,400 100 2,000 12 cisterns 
isolated

No‡ -

37 Al Jarushiya Tulkarm 800 East 2,600 300 100 2 cisterns 
isolated, 1km 
irrigation
network
destroyed

No No

38 An Nazla al
Gharbiya

Tulkarm 800 East 3,000 20 500 2 cisterns 
isolated,
600m
irrigation
network
destroyed

No No



39 An Nazla 
ash
Sharqiya

Tulkarm 1,500 East 4,200 250 All Annexed 1 well & 1 
reservoir
isolated, 4km 
irrigation
network
destroyed

Yes -

40 An Nazla al 
Wusta

Tulkarm 400 East 1,500 0 50 1.5km 
irrigation
network
destroyed

- -

41 Ar Ras Tulkarm 500 East 9,000 250 8,000 1 well & 1 
reservoir
isolated, 2km 
irrigation
network
& 5 cisterns 
destroyed

No No

42 Attil Tulkarm 9,400 East 9,000 20 500 1 well 
isolated

By foot or 
donkey only

-

43 Deir al 
Ghusun

Tulkarm 8,500 East 11,000 400 2,500 1 well 
in buffer 
zone,  300m 
irrigation
network
destroyed

- -

44 Far’un Tulkarm 2,900 East 10,000 1,000 4,000 1 well & 100 
cisterns, 4km 
irrigation
network
destroyed

No No

45 Illar Tulkarm 5,100 East 17,000 50 450 1 reservoir 
isolated, 3km 
irrigation
network
destroyed

- -

46 Irtah Tulkarm 4,200 East 2,700 200 25 1 pool 
& 3 tanks 
(100m³)
isolated

No No



47 Kafr Jamal Tulkarm 2,300 East 12,000 350 2,200 18 cisterns 
isolated,
10 cisterns 
destroyed

No Yes

48 Kafr Sur Tulkarm 1,100 East 10,000 150 1,500 1 well 
isolated

No No

49 Qaffin Tulkarm 8,000 East 10,000 500 6,500 I well in 
buffer zone, 
damage to 
irrigation
network

No No

50 Tulkarm Tulkarm 41,000 East 18,400 0 2,800 No Yes Yes

51 Zeita Tulkarm 2,800 East 2,000 430 620 1 well 
isolated,
5 cisterns 
& 800m 
irrigation
network
destroyed

No No

* Communities where the built-up/residential area is west of the Wall indicates that they will be de facto annexed.
** 1 dunum = ¼ acre = 1,000 square meter.
*** For land which will fall on the opposite side of the Wall from the community.  
†This refers to whether or not farmers have access to their land which will fall on the “other side” of the Wall.  Table 6 focuses on this issue on the Qalqiliya district.
†† This indicates whether or not farmers are able to irrigate land which will be isolated by the Wall.
††† The term “shares land” is found for all communities with Kirbet, a hamlet, or Arab, originally Bedouin, in their name; these communities subsist on 
the land of nearby villages as indicated.
‡ As the case in many communities, farmers in Akkaba face threats and are shot at by the military when attempting to reach their land.

Source: Data primarily from the Emergency Centers and PENGON office with contributions from PARC. 



The districts of Jenin, Tulkarm, and Qalqiliya are abundant with freshwater resources and 
agricultural land.  In this report, the section The Significance of Water in the Wall’s First 
Phase exclusively highlights the availability, use, and confiscation of water in these regions 
as well as the West Bank.  In brief, it can be noted that the first phase of the Wall is directly 
affecting at least 50 wells; meaning that they are either isolated west of the Wall or in the 
"buffer zone" east of the Wall.  This does not account for wells which irrigate land that will 
be on the opposite side of the Wall.  Additionally, as shown in Table 1 Landless, Lifeless,
over 200 cisterns and tens of wells ranging in size from 10m³ to 500m³ are isolated from 
communities by the Wall.  Destruction from the Wall has amounted to severe damage to 
water, over 30 km of irrigation pipes, and 25 wells and cisterns have been destroyed during 
the Wall’s destruction.   

Agriculture is known to be exceptionally productive in these three districts despite Israel’s 
imposed restrictions on Palestinian water usage; in 2000, according to the World Bank, these 
three regions accounted for 45% the West Bank’s agricultural production (The Impact of 
Israel’s Separation Barrier on Affected West Bank Communities 2003).  Over half of the land 
between the Wall and the Green Line is cultivated with vegetable crops, greenhouses, citrus 
and olive trees, or used for grazing fields.  In a survey on land use for the area between the 
Wall and the Green Line, the Land Research Center found the following:

Land Use Area (dunums)

Irrigated Annual Cropland 150

Citrus Plantation & Fruit Trees 127

Non Irrigated Complex Cultivated Pattern 
(mixed annual crops & trees)

884

Irrigated Complex Cultivated Patterns 
(mixed annual crops & trees)

9,887

Agricultural Land with Natural Vegetation 15,089

Forests and Sclerophyllous Vegetation 18,540

Olive Orchads 18,068

Natural Grass Land (Pastures) 17,650

Total 80,395

The total of 80,395 dunums, which accounts for 66% of the area between the Wall and the 
Green Line in the first phase is lower than the total (121,455 dunums, not including area of 
settlements) firstly, because residential areas, roads, and Israeli colonies are not accounted for 
and secondly, the LRC survey was conducted in November 2002 before many of the Wall’s 
“expansions” took place.

Confiscation of Resources
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This area, having the most fertile and water rich lands in Palestine, is soon to be de facto 
annexed by Israel in direct line with its policy of confiscation and control of Palestinian land 
and resources. While being the lifeline for hundreds of families, this fertile land also supplied 
the West Bank with the majority of produce; it is an integral part of Palestine economically 
and socially.  The isolation of these areas, and increasing inability to access land and market 
produce, is already having devastating affects on community members and the economy, as 
discussed in detail below.  

Destruction and Demolitions

Destruction and demolition of property is taking place in a number 
of areas around the Wall. They can be summarized as follows: on 
the Wall’s path, along the Wall’s “buffer zone,” and near the Green 
Line.  It must be noted that destruction and demolition is being 
defined as direct, but that much of the infrastructure of the areas 
around the Wall are already being destroyed due to economic and 
movement restrictions.
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By tearing through villages and land the Wall has already caused massive 
amounts of damage to agricultural land and infrastructure.  As shown in Table 2 
Uprooted Trees from Wall Destruction, over 102,320 trees have been uprooted 
in 47 communities.  The confiscation and uprooting of olive trees, a main 
source of sustenance and heritage in Palestine, has particularly been felt by 
communities as direct assaults on their lives, as prevalent in numerous case 
studies including ‘Izbat Salman and Rafat.

As stated earlier, in the first phase approximately 14,680 dunums have been 
razed for the building of the Wall, affecting over 51 communities. Clearing way 
for the Wall has wrecked havoc on agricultural infrastructure in communities.  
To highlight a fraction of this damage, among the 51 communities along the 
Wall’s path over 510 dunums of cropland have been razed, 29 agricultural 
shelters, 14 km of roads, 300 dunums of greenhouses, and a playground in At 
Tayba destroyed, along with the demolition of 7 homes.  The physical structure 
of schools is threatened by the Wall as it lurches into communities.  In Ras 
‘Atiya, the secondary co-education school for 450 students, which is attended 
by students from Ad Dab’a, was damaged by explosives used to clear the way 
for the Wall’s path just 10 meters away.  This list of destruction only accounts 
for a portion of the destruction thus far when bearing in mind that, firstly, the 
information is not a comprehensive list from each community, and secondly, 
that each day the bulldozers and cranes are unrelenting in their destruction.

In the section following, Table 3 Large Scale Annexation reveals that the sixteen 
communities between the Wall and the Green Line have been particularly 
targeted for demolitions.  Since confiscation orders for the Wall first came out, 
in June 2002, to April 2003, 85 shops have been destroyed (emphasized in the 
personal story of ‘Abbas Khaled ‘Ali Yusef) along with tens of agricultural and 
animal shelters throughout the three districts, while an alarming numbers of 
demolition orders have yet to be carried out.

‘Azzun ‘Atma, a village in the Qalqiliya district with 1,500 residents, is one 
of several communities experiencing demolitions from settlement expansion.
The village is surrounded by the Wall on three sides with the by-pass road 505 
cutting through its land and isolating 70 residents.  The coming of the Wall has 
brought demolition orders for 24 homes in the village, eviction orders which 
cannot be seen outside the expanding settlement Shaare Tiqva which directly 
borders ‘Azzun ‘Atma’s land. 

Israel’s destruction of infrastructure, resources, homes and land is an attempt 
to create a living situation which is not economically or structurally viable 
for living and tear apart the social fabric within and between communities, 
ultimately banishing residents from their land.
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Community District Trees 

Uprooted

Al ‘Araqa Jenin 350
Anin Jenin 2,500
At Tayba Jenin 950
Barta’a ash Sharqiya Jenin 450
Khirbet Muntar al Gharbiya Jenin 60

Nazlet ash Sheikh Zeid Jenin 300

Rummana Jenin 1,000
Ta’nek Jenin 50
Tura al Gharbiya Jenin 650
Tura ash Sharqiya Jenin 200
Umm Dar Jenin 40
Zububa Jenin 70
Zabda Jenin 2,000
Ad Dab’a Qalqiliya 2,000
An Nabi Elyas Qalqiliya 2,500
Azzun ‘Atma Qalqiliya 2,100
Beit ‘Amin Qalqiliya 600
Falamya Qalqiliya 600
Habla Qalqiliya 1,200
Isla Qalqiliya 800
Izbat at Tabib Qalqiliya 300
Izbat Salman Qalqiliya 5,000
Jayyus Qalqiliya 2,500
Kafr Thulth Qalqiliya 2,000
Qalqiliya Qalqiliya 8,000
Ras at Tira Qalqiliya 500
Ras ‘Atiya Qalqiliya 800
Sanniriya Qalqiliya 2,400
Wadi ar Rasha Qalqiliya 100
Akkaba Tulkarm 1,500
Al Jarushiya Tulkarm 5,000
An Nazla al Gharbiya Tulkarm 200
An Nazla ash Sharqiya Tulkarm 1,550
An Nazla al Wusta Tulkarm 6,750
Ar Ras Tulkarm 600
Attil Tulkarm 200
Baqa ash Sharqiya Tulkarm 4,000
Deir al Ghusun Tulkarm 8,200
Far’un Tulkarm 10,000
Illar Jenin 2,000
Irtah Tulkarm 100
Khirbet Jubara Tulkarm 500
Kafr Jamal Tulkarm 3,000
Kafr Sur Tulkarm 2,000
Nalat Abu Nar Tulkarm 4,000
Qaffin Tulkarm 6,500
Zeita Tulkarm 6,200
Total 102,320

Source: Data from Campaign Emergency Centers

Uprooted Trees from Wall Destruction

Table 2



The fact that communities between the Wall and the Green 
Line, the area which Israel seeks to isolate and annex, 
are being particularly targeted for demolitions reveals a 
deliberate act to push residents out.  Communities are being 
deprived of their income sources (land and movement 
to travel for employment), while facing destruction to 
community infrastructure and isolation from health and 
education services, along with life in the West Bank.  An ill-
fated future for these communities, which total 16 with over 
11,550 residents, draws near as their villages are destroyed 
and isolated by the Wall. 

According to the Israeli expansionist agenda, communities 
in this “zone” impede the stealthy sprawl of settlements 
and Israeli infrastructure; thus, a forcible campaign of 
eradicating communities is being carried out.  As shown 
below on the Table 3 Large-Scale Annexation, 20 factories, 
16 homes, 174 shops, and one school have been issued 
demolition orders; already 85 shops, 4 animal shelters, 
and one playground and home have been demolished by 
the military.  Six months ago 85 shops were destroyed in 
Nazlat ‘Isa, a village bordering the Green Line, under the 
pretense of “invalid building permits”; the remaining half 
of the commercial center, approximately 100 shops, have 
demolition orders pending; already 45 of the shops have 
been evacuated by their owners.  Israel’s real motive for 
carrying out these demolitions has recently surfaced—the 
expansion of the Trans-Israel Highway into the West Bank.  
Thus far, it is confirmed by military orders that the extension 
will begin just east of the Green Line by Zeita and continue 
upward through the village centers of Baqa ash Sharqiya 
and Nazlat ‘Isa, towards Quffin for a length of 5.25 km.

Cases such as Barta’a ash Sharqiya, where the Wall is 
located 3.6 km inside the Green Line with simultaneous 
plans to destroy the West Bank community buildings 
just east of the Green Line itself, further highlight the 
rationale behind the Wall, as a land grab and suffocation of 
Palestinian existence.  This situation is explained in depth 
in the case study on Barta’a ash Sharqiya.  

Between the Wall and the Green Line
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Between the Wall and the Green Line lies approximately 121,455 dunums of land 
(excluding Israeli settlements); with each of the three districts is losing considerable 
land: Jenin will lose 28,390 dunums, Qalqiliya 50,120, and Tulkarm 42,945 dunums.   
Movement “within” and “outside” of this area is near impossible for most residents 
as the communities are frequently subjected to being in a “closed military zone,” 
meaning that the military denies all access to and within their village, as demonstrated 
in the table.  Four of the sixteen communities reported that they are always under 
a closed military zone and Umm ar Rihan in Jenin has been practically inaccessible 
for the last two years.  The military recently informed residents in Baqa ash Sharqiya 
and Nazlat ‘Isa that after June 1st 2003 all access to their village will be permanently 
restricted to only residents of their communities, furthermore, residents know that their 
ability to leave the villages will be close to nothing.

Around communities east of the Wall but close to the Green Line,  an additional barrier 
is being constructed, referred to as the "depth barrier"; this trench, which is intended 
to further lock down Palestinian movement, will be approximately 25m wide and 
full of barbed wire.  Such a "barrier" is being constructed in the northernmost point of 
the West Bank to surrournd the villages of Anin, Rumanna, and At Tayba, in the Jenin 
district. Table 5 Hermetically Sealed, displays the communities of Dhinnaba, Far’un, 
Iktaba, ‘Izbat Shufa, Kafa, Tulkarm town, Tulkarm Camp, and Nur Shams Camp which 
will all be surrounded by the Wall to the West and the "depth barrier" to the east.  ‘Illar 
and Zeita will also be sealed off in separate smaller enclaves.  As shown on the table, 
these communities are living with considerable demolitions and damages as a result of 
the Wall. The encirclement of these communities is demographically containing them 
into ghettos which will, over time, become unable to sustain the people, an expulsion 
plan parallel to destroying communities directly along the Green Line.

The targeting of communities east of the Green Line only highlights the fact that the 
Wall is in most cases not on the Green Line, and in many cases kilometers inside 
the West Bank. By targeting the areas around the Green Line, which have become 
since the Occupation and the past ten years the commercial centers of the West Bank 
communities, Israel is ensuring that such communities east of the Wall cannot survive 
from their contact with Israel and with Palestinians inside Israel. Their fate is ensured 
to be the same as the other communities between the Wall and the Green Line, with 
options of survival limited. 
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Community District Population Total Village 

Land Area 

(dunums)*

Threatened Community 

Infrastructure**

Demolitions/ Demolition 

Orders and Damages

“Closed Military 

Zone” ***

1 Barta’a ash 
Sharqiya

Jenin 3,200 6,300 300 shops, 6 textiles 
factories† 2 schools, 1 
health center

20 factories, 8 homes, and 54 
shops with demolition orders

Always

2 Khirbet Dhaher al
Malih

Jenin 200 Shares land
with Tura al
Gharbiya

- 1 home, 1 playground, 4 animal 
farms demolished,2 homes with 
demolition orders

Always

3 Khirbet ‘Abdallah al 
Yunis

Jenin 100 Shares land 
with Bart’a
ash
Sharqiya

- - -

4 Khirbet Muntar ash 
Gharbiya

Jenin 25 Shares land
with Bart’a
ash
Sharqiya

- - Always

5 Khirbet ash Sheikh
Sa’eed

Jenin 200 Shares land 
with Zabda

- - -

6 Umm ar Rihan Jenin 400 250 Mixed school shared with
Dhaher al Malih

Mixed school and 6 homes have 
demolition orders

Closed for the last two
years

7 Ad Daba’a Qalqiliya 200 3,500 2 shops, 1 blacksmith
workshop

Roofs of houses cracking 
due to explosives from Wall 
construction

Always a “Closed 
Military Zone” 300m 
from the Wall

8 Arab ar Ramadin 
al Janubi

Qalqiliya 200 Shares land 
with
Qalqiliya

- - Always

9 Arab ar Ramadin
 ash Shamali

Qalqiliya 50 Shares land 
with
Qalqiliya

- - -

Large-Scale Annexation

Communities Located between the Wall and the Green Line

Table 3



10 Arab Abu Farda Qalqiliya 75 Shares land 
with
Qalqiliya

- - -

11 Ras at Tira Qalqiliya 300 2,000 3 shops, 2 blacksmith 
workshops

Roofs of houses cracking 
due to explosives from Wall 
construction

8 hours/day

12 Wadi ar Rasha Qalqiliya 100 600 - 8 dunums of greenhouses 
damaged due to explosives 
from Wall construction

8 hours/day

13 Baqa ash Sharqiya Tulkarem 3,700 4,800 730 shops, 1 plastic 
factory, 20 stone 
factories, and 100 
agricultural and animal 
shelters, 4 schools††

5 dunums of greenhouses
destroyed

Not Applicable†††

14 Khirbet Jubara Tulkarem 300 3,150 - - -

15 Nazlat Abu Nar Tulkarem 200 750 3 shops, 3 workshops,
10 agricultural and 
animal shelters

5 dunums of greenhouses
destroyed

Not Applicable

16 Nazlat ‘Isa Tulkarem 2,300 2,500 250 shops, 20
workshops, 1 factory

85 building in the commerical
area demolished, another 165
shops have demolition orders

Not Applicable

* 1 dunum = ¼ acre = 1,000 square meter         
**Communities with the name Khirbet, a hamlet, or Arab, originally a Bedouin tribe, do not generally have their own infrastructure and/or services;     
they rely on the community to whose land they share; thus direct information for community strutures is not applicable here.   
*** The term “Closed Military Zone” indicates the frequency which the community has land/area where the military denies all access.     
† These six factories employ over 400 women from the West Bank.         
†† 60% of the teachers and 20% of the students in these schools are from outside the village and now encounter difficulty and/or denied access to the community.

††† The Israeli military has completely closed off these communities by prohibiting movement through only two roads; thus movement and access is permanently restricted.

Source: Data from Emergency Centers and PARC’s “Agricultural Needs Assessment Study for Villages affected by the Wall in the Districts of 
Jenin, Tulkarm, and Qalqiliya,” (February 2003).



The fact that so many refugees are being affected by the building 
of the Wall should, among other things, further highlight the 
continued—perhaps unending—policies and practices by Israel 
against Palestine. According to the World Bank’s report on the 
Wall, some 25-30 percent of the population in the Wall’s affected 
communities are registered refugees. Nearly 34% of the West 
Bank population are registered refugees with the United Nations 
Relief and Works Agency, UNRWA, while 75% of Palestinians 
globally are refugees (approximately 6 million, about half 
are registered with UNRWA); a reminder that the majority of 
Palestine is a dispossessed community which continues to, amidst 
no justice for their cause, face suppression and displacement. 

The numbers are staggering and are often ignored or 
underplayed. For example, refugee families live in the majority 
of the Green Line towns and villages, while certain villages, 
such as – ‘Attil, Baqa ash Sharqiya, Barta’a ash Sharqiya, At 

Refugees
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Tayba, Rummana and Zububa – contain significant, if not a majority population of refugees. 
Qalqiliya town, the urban center for the district, contains some 4,000 refugee families, which 
represent 70% of the population. Qalqiliya town also includes within it the UNRWA hospital, 
which provides services to refugees in the Qalqiliya, Tulkarm, Jenin, and Nablus districts.  
The sealing of Qalqiliya prohibits refugees from outside the city from receiving services.

Tulkarm town, its district urban center, is the home of 3,700 refugee families. Tulkarm will 
also be surrounded by the Wall and the “depth barrier,” sealing in, among other areas, the 
Tulkarm Refugee Camp with 12,100 registered refugees and Nur Shams Camp with 7,000 
refugees. In the northwestern Jenin district, isolated will be the enclave of Rummana, Khirbet 
Tayba and ‘Anin villages, all of which have a large number of refugee families and include an 
UNRWA school. 

Refugee populations are living in towns and villages, especially those along the Green Line, 
which have already lost large portions of their land in 1948, again in 1967, and ever since 
with the establishment of Jewish/Israeli colonies (settlements) within the Occupied Territories.  
The increased displacement of Palestinians, and the decrease in land ownership through 
confiscation, is an important reality when understanding the Wall’s first phase.  
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The impact on mobility (freedom of movement) is one—if not 
the—underlying cause behind violations to the right to property, 
medical care, and education.  After 1993, with the signing of 
the Oslo “Peace” Accords, Israel enforced a total closure on the 
West Bank and Gaza Strip (meaning all movement between the 
two territories and Israel was prohibited) which has never been 
lifted due to the implementation of a permit system and military 
checkpoints.  The enforced permit system requires Palestinians to 
carry identification cards of various colors which indicate where 
they are “permitted” to travel.  During the second Intifada this 

has amounted to an overwhelming 

Freedom of Movement: Rhetoric and RealityFreedom of Movement: Rhetoric and Reality
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majority of residents being locked into their town and/or district.  The Wall is 
yet another means by which Israel is tightening its ability to dictate and control 
Palestinian movement.  Along with denying people the ability to travel, this 
prevention of movement by the Israeli military has severe implications for one’s 
psychology; many residents in communities affected by the Wall describe an 
internal closure on their spirits (as described in the Qalqiliya case study).

The suggestion by the Israeli military that there will be “crossing points” for 
farmers to access their land west of the Wall is, foremost, absurd given Israel’s 
agenda to cantonize Palestinians “within” the West Bank and furthermore, it is 
not a reality on the ground. According to B’Tselem, “maps that the state submitted 
to the High Court of Justice contain five main gates along the barrier route in 
Stage 1 (not including the Jerusalem envelope).  The map also includes twenty-six 
‘agricultural gates’…five of which are placed along the depth barrier,” (Behind the 
Barrier: Human Rights Violations As a Result of Israel’s Separation Barrier 2003).   
However, there is no indication of such gates on the ground, and farmers state that 
these gates would do nothing to ease the real issue of land confiscation.

Israeli restrictions on movement directly threaten the lives of Palestinians in 
need of health care, both emergency and regular treatments; these dangers 
have increased dramatically over the last two and a half years.  In the case of 
childbearing, since the beginning of the Intifada, the number of women giving 
birth in hospitals has decreased from 95% to under 50%, with at least 39 
documented instances of women giving birth at checkpoints (Oxfam International, 
Forgotten Villages: Struggling to survive under closure in the West Bank 2002).  
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All individuals are facing increased challenges to accessing health care due 
to the Wall.  Villages south of Qalqiliya have previously received attention at 
a government clinic in ‘Azzun ‘Atma, however the sealing of the community 
and the blockage of its main entrance by the settlement Share Tikva, prevents 
individuals from outside the city from entering to receive treatment.  The personal 
testimony of ‘Abdallah Ibrahim Al ‘Araj’s experience from Ad Dab’a illustrates the 
difficulty of receiving medical attention.

Accessing education, a basic right which is specifically targeted by Israeli forces 
under the Occupation, has become increasingly difficult for students and teachers 
as a result of the Wall.  In the Tulkarm district, the World Bank reported that about 
650 teachers out of 1,964 face difficulty reaching their classes when traveling (The 
Impact of Israel’s Separation Barrier on Affected West Bank Communities 2003).  
Most teachers in Qalqiliya city pass through two checkpoints, one leaving the 
city and another at the village where they teach; “delays” at military checkpoints 
cause them to be 1-2 hours late on average.  In Ad Dab’a students in secondary 
education attend school in Ras ‘Atiya, however the Wall will completely separate 
the two communities, stealing the ability of students to reach their school.

Residents in several communities in the Tulkarm district, such as ‘Attil and Deir 
al Ghusun, are already unable to access their land entirely due to the Wall’s 
erection, and farmers in Zeita and Quffin have been unable to reach their lands 
for the last three months.  As the Wall’s reinforcement swiftly advances in the 
Qalqiliya district, residents are beginning to find they are unable to reach their 
land, despite a willingness to travel longer distances.

Table 4 Pending Land Confiscation examines farmers’ ability to reach their land 
which is increasingly being isolated by the Wall.  The Wall has yet to be fortified 
along the villages in the Qalqiliya district, except in the case of Qalqiliya city 
where 3 km are finished, thus residents have “some” access to their land by 
traveling longer distances around the destruction areas of the Wall.  Before the 
Wall’s building, farmers in these 17 communities walked an average of 335 
meters to reach their land; now they are forced to travel an average of 3 km.  Ten 
of these communities are unable to access the land by vehicle, limiting their 
ability to transport harvests.  This table is not a final indication of communities’ 
access to land; rather it demonstrates a process in which people are increasingly 
unable to reach their land.  It is expected, as Qalqiliya demonstrates, that once 
the Wall is finished access will be completely denied.  In the personal case study, 
Khalid Yousef Zeet reveals the challenges of reaching his land in Qalqiliya city.
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Community Population
% of Population

Dependant Upon Land**

Average

Walking Distance to Reach 

Land before Wall***

Average Walking Distance 

to Reach Land after Wall

Is Land

Accessible by

Vehicle after Wall?

Ad Dab’a 200 80% 100-150m 1km Yes
An Nabi Elyas 1,000 80% 200m 3km No
Azzun ‘Atma 1,500 90% 500m 1km Yes

Beit Amin 800 100% 100m
Same distance 

but difficult†
No

Falamya 600 85% 500m
Same distance 

but difficult
No

Habla 5,300 85% 500m 500m Yes
Isla 600 95% 200m 5km No
Izbat At Tabib 150 70% 800m 8km No
Izbat Salman 600 85% 150m 3km No

Izbat Jal’ud 100 70% 40m
Same distance 

but difficult
No

Jayyus 2,800 75% 1km 6km Yes
Kafr Thulth 3,100 60% 500m 1km No
Qalqiliya 42,000 80% 100m Not Possible No

Ras at Tira 300 50%  Annexed with land†† -

Ras ‘Atiya 1,400 60% 200m 2 km Yes

Sanniriya 2,600 90% 100m
Same distance

but difficult
No

Wadi ar Rasha 100 60% Annexed with land Yes

* The table includes communities in the Qalqiliya district which are loosing land to the Wall; not included are Arab ar Ramadin ash Shamali, Arab ar    
Ramadin al Janubi, and Arab Abu Farda, all of which are isolated in cantons dangerous or unreachable due to the Wall and/or nearby settlements.    
** Figures from the local councils and include residents who depend on land for employment, income and/or direct subsistence.      
*** This is the average distance is between farmers’ homes and their land.
† “Same distance but difficult” implies that farmers walk the same distance because the Wall is not yet complete, yet are threatened by the military to leave.   
†† The villages of Wadi ar Rasha and Ras ‘Atiya will be annexed with agricultural land, thus the distance to reach land has not changed; but now residents   
face challenges and threats from the Israeli military when reaching their land. 
~This table reflects the current distance residents must travel to reach their land; once the Wall is complete it is expected all access will be denied as the case with 

Qalqiliyademonstrates.

Source: All data from the Campaign Emergency Centers and PENGON office.

Pending Land Confiscation

Land Inaccessibility in the Qalqiliya District

Table 4



Socio-economic disintegration and isolation in the West Bank 
and Gaza have been a daily reality in the past almost three years. 
Recent years have been an exacerbation of the years prior—the 
Oslo years—just as the Wall itself is an exacerbation of these 
processes.

The reality of the Oslo “peace” process translated into the 
continued, direct control by Israel of over half of the West Bank.  
At this time, restriction on movement to and from Israel, as 
well as the establishment of the permit system, would expand, 
bringing about the further institutionalization of the closure and 
siege policy that existed before Oslo. Regardless, since 1993 tens 
of thousands of workers continued to cross in Israel contrary to 

Socio-Economic Implications 
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Sources: UNSCO and World Bank

the newly established Israeli laws preventing Palestinians from accessing their work inside 
Israel.  In reality, incomes and the standard of living in the Occupied Palestinian Territories 
(OPT) continued to drop under the Oslo closures, and the so-called prosperity of the time 
showed its real face for those living under the continued Occupation 

Palestinian communities near the Green Line would find “advantage” from Oslo-style the 
Occupation, in so far as these communities lie close to the border in which Israelis could 
come for cheaper goods and labor, and where people could more easily access Israel for 
work. Work in Israel, income from commerce and manufacturing across the Green Line are 
now, with the Wall, meaning the separation of businesses from clients, from employees, and 
owners from their businesses. Many from further inside the West Bank worked and invested 
along the Green Line, and the implications of targeting these areas, as described above in the 
“Between the Wall and the Green Line” section, highlights the destruction to commerce for 
the whole area.

The Wall is a reality already dramatically affecting the lives of hundreds of thousands of 
Palestinians; the “socio-economic” impacts cannot be overstated.  The deprivation of 
movement as previously discussed, has unremitting consequences for peoples’ ability to 
receive health care, education, and visit friends and family.  Throughout its path, the Wall 
is entirely isolating some residents from their community.   It is known that in the following 
villages residents will be disconnected from community life: Nazlet ash Sheikh Zeid (Jenin)- 
10 people, Tura al Gharbiya (Jenin) 8 families, Ad Dab’a (Qalqiliya)- 6 families, Habla 
(Qalqiliya)- 1 family, Wadi ar Rasha (Qalqiliya)- 60 people, Al Jarushiya (Tulkarm)- 12 
people, and Zeita (Tulkarm)- 6 people.  

The consequences to the three districts of the first phase are severe. It is important to 
mention once again that these districts represent in population some 22% of the West Bank, 
totaling over 500,000 people. Yet, 42% of the agricultural business and 53% of water-
sector employment in the West Bank are located in these areas with about 25% of residents 
deriving their income from farming (World Bank, The Impact of Israel’s Separation Barrier 
on Affected West Bank Communities 2003). However, on average the communities in 
these three districts are 60% dependant upon agriculture, meaning for income and direct 
subsistence. The separation of these communities from their primary income streams--their 
land--is the cause of dramatic unemployment for the region.

Since the years of Oslo, Israeli closure 
on Palestinian life has resulted in 
a severe decline in per capita income 
in the West Bank and Gaza Strip.  
The figure to the right highlights 
the relationship between economic 
growth and closure, beginning in the 
year 1994 when the closure policy, 
as we know it, was in its early days, 
less than one year after the signing of 
the Oslo Agreements. As the figure 
also indicates, since the Intifada, 
Israeli closures on Palestinian towns 
and villages, which in the year 2001 
numbered some 210 days, has resulted 
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in a further, more dramatic level of hardship. According to the World Bank, the number of 
those living off of less than $US2 per day rose from 600,000 in September 2000, the eve of 
the Intifada, to between 1.2 and 1.5 million by the end of 2001. 

Children have been particularly vulnerable, increasingly susceptible to malnutrition, 
violence, and trauma given the siege on Palestinian life.  In a nutritional assessment on 
Palestinian children in 2002, CARE International found that anemia is prevalent in nearly 
20% of children under 5 years old in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, while 9.3% of children 
suffer from acute malnutrition and 13.2% chronic malnutrition, which can result in stunted 
growth.  Violence has touched every aspect of children’s lives during the Intifada, their 
homes, streets, communities, and their schools; since September 2000, over 2,610 children 
have been wounded on their way to or returning from school by the Israeli military.  These 
experiences, and the awareness of what is taking place around them, has brought the 
majority of children to suffer from multiple symptoms of trauma such as nervousness, sleep 
disorders, loss of appetite, abnormal thoughts of death, and feelings of frustration and 
hopelessness (Effects of Israel’s Operation Defensive Shield on Palestinian Children Living in 
the West Bank, Samieh Hahileh, Birzeit University, June 2002). 

Unemployment among communities which will be surrounded on three sides by the Wall 
has risen exponentially as residents have no ability to travel “outside” their communities 
for employment, as highlighted in Table 5 Hermetically Sealed.  This table focuses on eight 
communities in the district of Qalqiliya which will be hermetically sealed by the Wall and 
ten communities in the district of Tulkarm which will be surrounded by the Wall on one 
side and on the other side by the “depth barrier.” Communities in the Qalqiliya district 
have an average of one vehicle entrance to the community, which is either a stationary or 
“flying” military checkpoint.  In Tulkarm district, the communities are surrounded in an 
enclave together, whereby they either have 1 or 4 entrances to their communities.  The 
closure of communities has driven the rate of unemployment up dramatically; on average 
unemployment in these eighteen communities was 18% in 2000 and has risen to an 
estimated 78% in 2003.

According to the World Bank, in September 2000, prior to the start of the Intifada, 128,000 
Palestinians worked in Israel and the settlements, despite or because of the closure policy 
of the time. The same report, “Two Years of Intifada, Closures, and Palestinian Economic 
Crisis,” highlights that, even with permits (which are few) “internal closures make it hard for 
many workers to move through the West Bank and Gaza to the designated workplace.” The 
World Bank estimates that, using a $US2 per day scale, 21 percent of the population in the 
Occupied Territories was poor prior to the start of the Intifada, which increased to about 60 
percent by December 2002. By the end of 2002, 2 million people were considered by the 
World Bank standard as poor, though $US2+ per day is not sufficient to bring anyone out of 
poverty, let alone today it is not nearly enough for families to meet the basic needs atop of 
the increasing costs of transportation under military closure, exorbitant water expenses due 
to Israeli restrictions on accessibility, or cover damages inflicted on homes and land by the 
military.   

The severity of socio-economic impacts from the Wall cannot be fully grasped in lists 
and tables as such experiences are felt at every level- the district, community, family, 
and individual.  The reality is that every community, in some form, is dealing with Israeli 
occupation policies of closure, destruction, and overall siege on life.  Each of the community 
and personal case studies included in this report speak to such experiences.
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Community District Population

Distance

from the

Wall*

Built-up/

Residential

Area

East or West

of the Wall **

Demolitions/

Damages

Number of 

Vehicle

Entrances

to Community

Rate of 

Unemployment

2000***

Rate of

Unemployment

2003

1 Ad Dab’a Qalqiliya 200 40m West

Damage on 
homes due 
to explosives 
from Wall 
construction,
5 cisterns 
destroyed

1 N/A 85%

2 An Nabi Elyas Qalqiliya 1,000 70m East

2 storage 
buildings
demolished,
20,000
cornflower
seeds
destroyed

1 N/A 90%

3 Azzun ‘Atma† Qalqiliya 1,500 10-100m East
24 homes with
demolition
orders

16% 70%

4 Habla Qalqiliya 5,300 10m East

1 home, 
1 agricultural 
shelter, 80 
dunums of 
greenhouses
destroyed

1 16% 75%

5 Qalqiliya Qalqiliya 42,000 40m East

173 dunums of 
nurseries and 
24 dunums of 
green-
houses
demolished

1 18% 70%

6 Ras at Tira Qalqiliya 300 100m West No 1 10% 80%

Hermetically Sealed

Wall Surrounding Community on Three Sides

Table 5



7 Ras ‘Atiya Qalqiliya 1,400 50m East

1 home 
and school 
damaged by 
explosives
from Wall 
construction,
2 agricultural 
shelters
demolished

2 N/A 80%

8 Wadi ar Rasha Qalqiliya 100 60m West

3 agricultural 
shelters
demolished
military orders 
halted building 
of shops 300m 
from the Wall

closed N/A 90%

9 Dhinnaba Tulkarm 7,600 3km East
1 home 
demolished

4 17% 80%

10 Far’un Tulkarm 2,900 10m East

1 animal shelter 
and 3 homes 
with demolition 
orders

- 5% 90%

11 Iktaba Tulkarm 500 2km East No 4 10% 70%
12 Illar Tulkarm 5,100 4 km East No 4 20% 60%

13 Izbat Shufa Tulkarm 900 100m East
3 homes 
demolished

1 10% 80%

14 Kafa Tulkarm 300 3km East No 1 70% 80%

15
Nur Shams 
Camp

Tulkarm 7,000 1km East No 1 17% 90%

16 Tulkarm Tulkarm 41,000 500m East No 2 12% 70%
17 Tulkarm Camp Tulkarm 12,100 750m East No 1 17% 80%
18 Zeita Tulkarm 2,800 10-35m East No 1 17% 60%

* This distance reflects the closest point where the Wall invades the community.            
** Note that Ad Dab’a, Ras at Tira, and Wadi ar Rasha will both be de facto annexed and surrounded by the Wall into an enclave with the settlement Alfe Menashe.  
*** Figures for Azzun ‘Atma, Habla, Qalqiliya, Dhinnaba, Nur Shams Camp, Tulkarm, Tulkarm Camp, and Zeita are from the PCBS Labor Force Survey    
2001/2002 published in 2003.  Other estimates from village councils.           
† Azzun ‘Atma is being encircled by the Wall and the by-pass road 505 which isolates 70 residents from the community.      
††  All communities in the Qalqiliya district are “within” the Wall’s “buffer zone” (70-100m), therefore, threatened for demolition.

Source: All data is from Emergency Centers except for population and noted unemployment rates in 2000.     



At the core of the Wall’s land grab lies Israel’s expansion of 
settlements, which has been increasing significantly during the 
last decade.   According to the Negotiations Affairs Department, 
for the Palestine Liberation Organization, during the Oslo years 
from 1993-2000, when settlement activity was suppose to 
“freeze,” the number of settlement housing units went up 54% 
while the settler population increased by 90%.  The Wall is a 
direct confirmation of Israel’s intentions to continue its escalation 
of colonialism in the West Bank in strategic areas.  

The Wall snakes through the Jenin, Qalqiliya, and Tulkarm 
districts on a path which enables Israel to annex 10 settlements, 

Settlement Annexation and ExpansionSettlement Annexation and Expan

Alfe Menashe Settlement
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with a total population of 19,800, and ensure their expansion.  In this area, the settlements 
are strategically located in an attempt to blur the Green Line and are among the “highest 
in demand” from settlers due to their proximity to Israel.  The Wall is a finalizing structure 
meant to ensure the “displacement” of communities followed by the “replacement” or 
“expansion” of more colonies in this region.

Since 1967, almost 79% of the West Bank and Gaza Strip’s territory has been seized by the 
Israeli military, of this area they were seized for either the reasons of “military purposes” 
(44%), “security” (20%), “public use” (12%), or because the owners were “absent” (12%) 
(PASSIA Diary 2003).  In the West Bank alone, the Applied Research Institute-Jerusalem 
found through fieldwork and map analysis that only 54% of the West Bank is “controlled” 
by Palestinians, not accounting for sieges and incursions, meaning that the entire area 
has been sliced into 8 cantons through Israeli military orders under some of the above 
mentioned pretenses.  Israel’s confiscation of land for the Wall follows these policies; land 
confiscated for the physical building of the Wall has been declared under the pretense of 
“military purposes.”  Land between the Wall and the Green Line has not been declared by 
the military as “confiscated,” but its status is to be “reevaluated” in 2005; however this delay 
is unconditionally renewable. The future of these lands is foreseen by the reality of creeping 
settlement expansion in this area; on average the ten settlements to be annexed have 
expanded 38% in area from 1990-2000.

Table 6 Expanding Colonies and De Facto Annexation below addresses the reality of 
settlement expansion and the confiscation of village land in the area between the Green 
Line and the Wall.  Figures and percentages given in this table account only for the 
settlements’ “built-up” areas; however, “municipal boundaries” and areas under jurisdiction 
of “regional councils” occupy an exorbitant amount of land, which was not accounted for 
due to availability of data on specific settlements.  However, B’Tselem reports that, in the 
West Bank 1.7% of the land is built-up with settlements while 41.9% of all West Bank land 
is controlled under the “municipal boundaries” and “regional councils” (Land Grab: Israel’s 
Settlement Policy in the West Bank 2002).  

The path of the Wall has been openly dictated by intentions to include settlements.  In 
the first publicly seen plans for the Wall, the settlement of Alfe Menashe was east of the 
Wall. According to B’Tselem, just following a tour of the settlement in the summer of 2002, 
Prime Minister Sharon changed the route. The new path for the Wall in the area meant 
that the settlement would be west of the Wall, in the de facto annexed zone, resulting in 
the isolation and hermetically surrounded state of the villages of Habla, ‘Izbat Jal’ud and 
Ras ‘Atiya. These communities have lost most of their lands, water resources, and mobility, 
which the community case study from Habla addresses.

The “extension” of the Wall from south of Qalqiliya to northern Jerusalem, proposed by 
the Yesha Council of settlers in early March 2003, will bring the total number of settlers 
annexed to Israel to 343,000.  A few weeks later, the Israeli government announced the 
adoption of this path, which reaches into the West Bank 16 km in order to catch the Ariel 
and Immanuel settlements, as well as the building of a wall west of the Jordan Valley which 
to entirely annexed settlements in the region from the West Bank.  
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Settlement
Founded/

Government

Settler

Population 2003

Size in 2001

(dunums)*

Master Plan 

when Founded 

(dunums)**

Village Land 

Confiscated for 

Settlement

% of Village Land 

Confiscated for 

Settlement***

% of 

Settlement

Expansion

1990-2000†

Proximity of 

Settlement to 

nearby Palestinian 

Community

Settlement

Distance from the 

Green Line††

Elqana 1977   Labor 3,000 1,154 1,000 Mas-ha 15% 8%
Bordering
Mash-ha

3.5km

Rehan 1977   Labor 100 260 450, 18†††
Barta’a ash
Sharqiya

9% 68%
280m to Barta’a

ash Sharqiya
5km

Sal’it 1977   Labor 400 621 1,500 Kafr Sur 7.20% 31% 250m to Kafr Sur 3km

Hinnanit 1981   Likud 600 276 N/A Ya’bad 1.50% 57%
2.6km to Ya’bad

1km to Tura al Gharbiye
5km

Shaqed 1981   Likud 500 410 590 Ya’bad 1.70% 80%
1.5km to Ya’bad, 1.2km 

to Al Araq
5km

Etz Efrayim 1982   Likud 600 409 N/A Mas-ha 5% 32%
500m to 
Mas-ha

5km

Alfe Menashe 1983   Likud 5,000 2,174 2,130 Azzun ‘Atma 10% 42%
1km to Habla,

2.5km to Qalqiliya
2km

Shaare Tikva 1983   Likud 3,500 980 1,200 Sinniriya 7.50% 15%
750m to Sanniriya,
bordering Azzun

‘Atma & Beit Amin
3.1km

Oranit‡ 1984   Likud 5,200 844 1,100
Sinniriya

Kafr Thuluth
N/A 9%

500m to Azzun ‘Atma, 
200m to Izbat Salman

Straddles the
Green Line

Zufin 1990   Likud 900 380 500 Jayyus 8% 41% 500m to Jayyus 4km

* This size accounts only for the “built-up” area; data for the “municipal boundaries”, land controlled by settlements beyond “built-up” area, where not available.      
** Master Plan the military’s projected size for the settlement built-up area, from the Arab Studies Society; 1 dunum = ¼ acre = 1,000 square meter.      
*** Calculated from data from the Land Research Center’s satellite images 2001 and only accounts for “built-up” area expansion.        
† Data calculated from ARIJ’s satellite images in 1990, 1996, 2000, and 2001 and accounts for expansion of settlement built-up area.       
†† This distance is from the Green Line to the west (closer) side of the “built-up area” and provides an indication for how far in the Wall comes to absorb the settlement.   
††† The two numbers indicate Rehan has two separated built-up areas under one “municipal boundary.”          
‡ Oranit has expanded into two built-up areas; the larger area straddles the Green Line and occupies land from Kafr Thuluth.  Oranit’s smaller area, called Zamarot,     
occupies the land of Sinniriya.

Source:  Primary data from Land Research Center with contributions from ARIJ, Arab Studies Society, and B’Tselem.      

Expanding Colonies and De Facto Annexation

Settlements Located between the Wall and the Green Line

Table 6



As has been highlighted in this section on the Wall’s first phase, 
all of the Wall’s paths challenge Palestinian survival. Though 
each attack on Palestinian life—land confiscation and isolation, 
control of water, demolitions and destruction, restriction to 
movement, education and medical care—is sufficient on its own 
in bringing about the demise of a village, a family, or a way of 
life, all together they maximize for Israel the sought after results, 
summarized best in the Zionist adage of “more land fewer 
people.”

Life in the areas around the first phase has already reached the 
stage of unlivable as described by the people themselves. Many 
are already living the forced migration by moving to other areas 
if only to find food for their families or be able to be minimally 
mobile. Others continue to state that they will never abandon 
their lands and never facilitate for Israel its plans and goals. And 
yet others confirm that they have not moved from their homes 
and village because the only alternative to their current existence 
is to become refugees. 

e Road to Expulsion and DispossessionThe Road to Expulsion and Dispossession
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One strong example is in Qalqiliya town, the first to be hermitically sealed by the Wall, 
where 4,000 of its 42,000 residents have been forced to leave in search of employment 
and another 2,000 heads of households have gone searching for an income to send to their 
families within the city.  

The Wall’s path in the first phase alone opens widely the door of annexation of some 2% of 
the West Bank. Israeli control of these areas has and will continue to imply the dispossession 
of farmers, families, villages, and towns; the dispossession of a nation.

The Wall should be seen as an “advancement” of the closure and curfew policy implemented 
during the current Intifada, which in it of itself must be contextualized within the larger 
framework of Israel’s pursuit of controlling Palestinian lands and ensuring minimal 
Palestinian “presence” in Palestine. 

Expulsion can take on many forms, most important of which is the final outcome. The people 
in the areas around the Wall see no future for themselves amidst their enclosure by a Wall 
or an electric fence and a large open sky above them that brings about no relief or rescue. 
In today’s Palestinian reality, the maneuvers of the oppressor take on various, persistent, and 
convoluted forms that ensure the same results, only with less—if no—international criticism.  

Research for data and tables in this section of the report focused 
on communities in the northern West Bank of the Wall’s first phase 
which are either loosing land/resources, being be de facto annexed, 
or being encircled by the Wall.  A total of sixty-five communities 
were surveyed in the districts of Jenin, Qalqiliya, and Tulkarm 
between March and April 2003.    

The primary source of data collection was through the Campaign’s 
three Emergency Centers in Jenin, Qalqiliya, and Tulkarm which 
undertook questioners with city municipalities and village councils 
and, in some cases information was directly collected from 
communities by the PENGON office.   These tables also draw upon 
and integrate previous research undertaken by four of PENGON’s 
members:  the Land Research Center (LRC), the Palestinian 
Hydrology Group (PHG), the Palestinian Agricultural Relief 
Committees (PARC), and the Applied Research Institute- Jerusalem 
(ARIJ).  Selected information was also collected from local and 
international organizations in Occupied Palestine; specific sources 
are credited on relevant tables.

Methodology

The Wall’s First Phase     From Jenin to Tulkarm to Qalqiliya



Projected population statistics for 2003 were used from the Palestinian Central Bureau of 
Statistics (PCBS).  PCBS data was adopted for the table in order to avoid discrepancy as it 
is the only comprehensive and standardized source of communities/population. However, 
as these are projections, current reports from village councils and city municipalities were 
generally higher and more reflective of the community’s growth; other sections of this report 
use population statistics from village councils.

Particular consideration for displaying data was given to representing the shared resources 
and land of communities in which the name khirbet, a hamlet, appears; these are small 
communities residing on the land and sharing the resources of a neighboring village.  
Traditionally, a khirbet community has grown from either a single or few families who settled 
in an area between their land and their village rather than continuing to travel long distances.  
Also, communities with the name Arab are generally Bedouin tribes which also reside on the 
land of larger villages and cities.  In order to convey the relations between such communities, 
and avoid the duplication of data on land and resources, columns in the tables denote with 
which villages these communities share land.

The collection of this research has dealt with challenges such as time and movement 
constraints and the changing situation on the ground.  One consideration is that the Wall’s 
path has been “shifted” in several instances, thus at times differing data has evolved which 
reflected the situation at a particular point.  An example of this is before March 2003, the 
Wall’s path indicated that the village of Azzun ‘Atma, in Qalqiliya district, would be de 
facto annexed.  However, the path was shifted in and now the residential area of the village 
will not be annexed but hermetically sealed while 80% of their agricultural land is isolated.
In order to mitigate such errors, this research focused on the selected districts due to the 
resources of the Campaign’s Emergency Centers and availability of documented data.  

It is known that the full scope of what is unfolding each day on the ground for communities 
cannot be displayed in such terms and within the constraints of boxes.  The research is 
meant to contextualize the reality in which communities are living in as a result of the Wall 
and illustrate Israel’s premeditated plan of accelerating the seizure of Palestinian land and 
dispossession of communities’ ability to subsist, with the final objective of forcing residents 
into displacement.
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