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Apartheid: Ancient, Past and Present'
By Nisrcen Bathish and Anthony Lowstedi (Webster University. Vienna}

1. Introduction

The Afrikaans term apartheid, which originally means ‘apartness’ or ‘scparateness’,
has become a globally used, household word for ethnic and ethnicist oppression. There is
some irony in this, since South Africa’s National Party, which ruled the country from 1948
until 1994, itself coined the term to veil or mask the oppressive elements of its policies and
practices. The concept of separateness in itself does not imply any group being favored over
any ather. Sepregation per s¢ of ethnic entities, after all, was supported by some South
Aftican Blacks’. Now in common usage all over the world, apartheid has drifted away from
its original lexical meaning to denote physically repressive, economically exploitative and
ideologically racist or ethnicist segregation. This paper focuses on three apartheid societies,
Graeco-Roman Egypt, South Africa and Israel, and offers conceptual reflections on possible
frameworks tor future Truth and Reconciliation Commissions, especially with regard to
present day Israel.

Apartheid in comparative focus

Throughout this century, the unique developments in South Africa have often
contounded political theorists by proving to be exceptions from otherwise global trends. For
instance, whilst race in apurtheid South Africa became more decisive than ecenomic class,
Marxism's central tenet of class struggle was suspended. Ever since the repeal of the
apartheid laws in this decade, however, Marxism could be said to have been vindicated “in
the last resort”. From that perspective, the highly artificially racist society of South Africa is
now heing replaced by a “conventionally” capitalist class society

The same Marxist analysis in this regard could be applied to the USA fram 1865
{abolition of slavery) and 1964 (legislation against segregation), respectively. The US laws of
segregation between Blacks and Whites, the non-violent strugple against them and the violent
White backlash and reacticn to that struggle in themselves manifest strong parallels to South
African developments, especially as many formative events in this regard took place around
the same time, in the 1950's and the 1960's. Albert Luthuli could indeed be compared to
Martin Luther King whilst Robert Sobukwe and Nelson Mandela could be likened with
Malcalm X (the latter two at least with regard to strategies of resistance). Blacks in the USA
and in the preceding North American colonies, however, were always a minority, as opposed
to South Africa.

' We arc indebied to the Austrign Minissry of Science and Traffic (Osterreichisches Bundesministerium fiir
Wissenschaft und Verkehry and 1o VOEST-ALPINE Industricanlagenbau GmbH., Linz, for grants sponsoring
the presemalion of this paper at the confercnce. “The TRC: Comnissioning the Past™. jointly organized by the
History Workshop ai the University of the Witwatersrind and the Centre for the Study of Violence and
Recanciliation. in Johannesburg. Junc 11-14, 19949,

* Lester. Alan: From Colonization 10 Democracy: A new historical geography of South Africa. London & New
York: Tauris Academic Studics. 19496: 84T, Without segregation, many South African Blacks may indeed not
have been able to keep so many of their cultural tradilions - including language - and proud resistani attitudes in
defiance of Whiles and their cullures. Of course, this was not pan of the Whites’ plan. The indigenous culture
was supposed 10 just fade away. due merely Lo being in the proximity of “superior’ Whitc culture. CF., for
instance, Jaspers. Karl: Vom Ursprung und Ziel der Geschichte, Ziirich, 1949: 69, 88. Similarly. the physical
separation of rices was favored by a Black US emancipationist like Malcolm X. and it still is today by Louis
Farraklan.
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Along with Australia and New Zealand, South Africa also stands out as a prominent
exception to the “North-South Divide” of rich and poos countries. respectively. It is, for
example, an often forgotten fact that the electric power station in Johannesburg in 1914 was
the largest and most modern one in the world.® Ever since the industrialization of South
Africa, it has been one of the richest and technologically most advanced countries in the
world. The first ever open heart surgery on a human patient was performed there in 1967.
Only a few years later, the NP government procured the country’s first nuclear weapons, less
than 30 years after the USA.

Other comparative attempts to make sense of South African political developments
have included comparisons with Nazi Germany, on the one hand, and the Soviet Union, on
the other. The National Party (NP) had close ties with the Nazis and openly supported them,
but the former were not yet in power when the World War 11 broke out. The slightly less racist
Union Party formed the government at the time, and South Africa joined the war on the allied
side. Afier the war, however, the NP unexpectedly won the 1948 (all-White) elections — they
were 1o slay in government until 1994, Already in their first few years in power, the NP
rehabilitated South African Nazi supporters and intraduced racist laws and covert aperations
reminiscent of Hitler's “master race” policies.” Ideology was also similar in these cases: The
centuries-old Afrikaner idea of being “God’s Chosen People™® (which of course goes back to
the millennia-cld Jewish idea) was mirrored in the Nazi notion of Aryans or Germans being
“Nature's Chosen People”, the be-all and end-all of natural selection. Especially anthropology
and biology were misused to a great extent in order for Whites in Germany and South Africa
to attempt to prove these ideas.

The parallel with the Soviet Union could also be argued convincingly. Both wpartheid
South Africa and the Soviet Union created a giant state apparatus and undertook massive
social engineering programs, including large, forced removals of millions of people, whole
segments of the population. These costly adventures - in financial as well as human terms -
were made possible only by industrialization, the advent of which nearly coincided in the two
countries at the beginning of this century. Yet, bath states, it has been argued, were rendered
obsolete by further industrialization. The further development of globalized capitalism
demanded a state with less expenditure and less market intervention and control.” Indeed, only
half a year lies between the demise of the apartheid state and the end of the Soviet Union. The
two countries are at present also facing similar restructuring problems manifesting themselves
primatily as high unemployment and high crime-rates.

Apurtheid in an historically wide sense

In this paper, we will compare the South African aparihcid system as well as the
oppressive structures which preceded and influenced it, with Egypt under Greek and Roman
rule, from 332 BC continuously until AD 642, on the one hand, and with modern Palestine
under Israeli rule since 1948, on the other. Both of these societies have repeatedly been
compared to apartheid South Aftica in sweeping terms., What we wish 1o do here is to provide
an analysis to match those generalizations, without shying away from the differences. What
the parallels of Graeco-Roman Egypt and modern Israel” (untit the late 1970’s, when the Jews

* lliffe. John: Africans: The History of a Continent, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 1995: 274

* Mandela, Nelson: Long Walk 10 Freedom, The Autobiography of Nelson Mandcla, Boston: Back Bay Books/
Little, Brown and Campany, 1995 (1994): HOff

® Ibid: 111, In Graeco-Roman Egypt. the qualification “divine” was reserved for the royal families who were
absalule rulers. A general trend in Egypt during this era was the “de-secularization” of socicly, which could be
linked causally to the increasing degree of oppression. Assmann, Jan; Ma'at. Gerechiigkeit und Unsterblichikeit
im Alien Agypten. Manchen: Beck. 1995 (1990): 9. 2871 Gehrke, Hans-Joachim: Geschiclie des Hellenismus.
Manchen: Otdenbourg. 1990: 78§
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started outnumbering the Palestinians’) pre-eminently share with South Africa, is the presence
of an oppressive ethnic minority.'® This is not to say that oppressive ethnic majorities do not
act in similar ways to the way an apartheid regime does.'' Yet, we believe that the three foci
of our investigation share this and certain other basic traits that systematically set them apan
from cases of majoritarian oppression,

Our working definition of an apartheid society is a society where an oppressive,
economically exploitative and ideologically racist minority is in power, with or without the
rule of law. The latter conditian is important, since it enables us to extend the concept of
apartheid 1o practices which po back to the first White settlements in South Africa. As Nelson
Mandela says in his autobiography: “Apartheid was a new term but an old idea. . . What had
been more or less de facto was to become relentlessly de jure.”'? Our definition would include
most colonies in world history, but there are saome additional characteristics that our three
examples share. They are all, at least during parts of the long time periods studied here,
independent states.”! Moreaver, in cur three chosen examples the oppressors came to the
country to stay, they came to see it as fheir home country. Unlike mast European colonies in
Africa, the colonizers were not just waiting to be posted somewhere else. Next, our three
examples of apartheid were among the world’s leaders in different fields of military
technology.'* Lastly, in all of our cases, the oppressors came from Europe, the Jews in lsrael
presenting but a qualified and limited exception, since only few non-Ashkenazy Jews ever
made it into the elites.

Most of the main differences between our points of comparison are of a quantitative
nature. Egypt was an apartheid society for 1,000 years, South Afvica for 350 years, and Israel,
so far, for 50 years. This accounts for a number of peculiarities with each case. Only in Egypt
do we observe 2 kind of cultural genocide without a trace of physical genocide. The Egyptian
language. religion and culture (in a fairly wide sense) were all gone by the end of the Roman
period. In South Africa there was, in effect, physical genocide of Khoisan peoples. To what
extent it was intended, however, is hard to ascertain. As in the Americas, diseases brought
along by the Whites were at least as fatal as “ethnic cleansing".” Geographical conditions
helped make South Africa an example among many for “genocide”. The indigenous
populations of many Southern Hemisphere outposts suffered extinction or near-extinction
from European conquest, e.g. Tierra del Fuego, Patagonia, Tasmania. Egyptians and
Palestinians, on the other hand, were resistant to diseases due 1o their “continental crossroads”
location. Population density, moreover, was decisive for the establishment of a stave-labor-

indigenous populations. During these carly periods of colonization, we believe, the oppressive behavior of
Whites woutd be essentially simitar to the oppresstve minorities studied here. With rcgards to Blacks however.
the Whites were always a majority in the Western European colonies on the North Amnerican ivainjand as well as
in the independent USA.

“ I one counts all the Palestinian refugees in refugee camps in Paleslinisn "aulonamous” areas. in Uk adjoining
countrics Lebanon, Syria and Jordan. together with the Israeli Arabs and the Palestinian non-refugees in this
arca. then the lsmeli Jews are still an cthnic minority. Within the geographical context of the mainly Arab and
Mushim Middle East. the Israclis are. of course. a liny mincrily. comparable (o South African Whites in the
Southem African region or 10 late anliquily Greeks and Rowmans in the Northeasicrn African region.

' Anolhier contemporary example of an oppressive ethic minority, albeit in a region withous state- or even
provincial status. would be Ihe Serbs under Milosevic's leadership in Kosovo, and previcusly also Serbs in
Bosnia. Sec F.F.: Dic Ewblicrung cines Apartheid-Systeins: Iin Kosove wenden die Serben die gleiche Stratcgie
an wic zuvar in Bosunicn, in Frankfuner Allgemeine Zeilung. Apnil 1. 1999

"' Cf. Masscy. Douglas 5. & Denton. Nancy A.: Amerigan Apanheid: Segregation and the Making of the
Underclass, Cambridge/Massachusctts: Harvard Universily Press, 1993

" Mandela 1995 (1994): 111

" South Africa or parts of it were Duich and then British colonies during most of the time since Whides started
seitling there in 1652. Egypl was a Rownan province from 3 BC anlil AD 642, [stael was independent
throughout the period under investigation here.

" Thus, a country likc Rhodesia does nol rate with the countries we decided to study.

'* Mliffe 1995: 124



based econamy in the Cape Colony. Such an economy would never have worked in Egypt or
Israel, as we shall see.

The conclusions and parallels offered here could become useful in case an institutional
search for truth and reconciliation with regard to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict could be
initiated. The uses of studying oppression in late antiquity are less tangible. We find Egypt a
particularly interesting case in point since the cotonizers came from the two leading military
powers of their age, European powers, and the oppressed ethnic majority was African, as in
South Aftica. Although more than a millennium lies between these two societies, several of
the contingent parallels are striking in their similarity. We do not believe, however, that this
has any deeper anthropological significance to the effect that “Europeans” should be
considered automatically oppressive or even that they invented oppression. For any kind of
scientific anthropology, 2,500 vears is but a moment in the development of such a deeply
rooted and complex phenomenon as oppression. As we shall see, certain Europeans may have
invented slave-labor-based economies — which play important roles for Graeco-Roman Egypt
as well as for South Africa — but to say that they also invented aif the basic phenomena that
make up apartheid, would be to go too far with the available facts. Nevertheless, the
extension of the label apartheid 10 an ancient society is certainly significant for the purpose of
understanding oppression.

Another reason for choosing Graeco-Roman Egypt as a point of comparison is the
enormous influence that Greek and Roman culture have exerted upan European and World
culture in general. Usually, this influence has been evaluated in paositive terms, but what we
wish to do here is to draw attention to elitist, ethnocentric and other vialent aspects of these
civilizations.'* South Aftica’s apartheid system is, of course, historically unique, but here we
wil) attempt to point to indications suggesting that it is not structurally unique.

}. Graeco-Roman Egypt

Egypt was added to the Macedonian-Greek Empire in 332 BC by Alexander the Great
and his forces peacefully. At first, the Macedonians were seen by the Egyptians as liberators,
casting off the yoke of Persian occupying forces who had ruled Egypt, with intervals, since
525. After the death of Alexander in 323, one of his top generals, Ptolemy, 2 Macedoman like
Alexander, instated himself as god-king, divine ruler over Egypt and in one stroke declared all
the land to be crown land. His dynasty then ruled the country without intercuption until 30
BC. This period in the history of Egypt is usually referced to as the Plolemaic period, and it
manifests what has been termed ‘the most exploitative of all known systems of oppression
throughout antiquity’."”

The Ptolemaic state was something in between an absolute monarchy and a military
dictatorship,'® but there was also a small free space for well-off Greek men, which could be
described as an open society.'® In the multi-layered and stiff class society of Ptolemaic Egypt,
privilege was based mainly on ethnicity.? Just like in South Africa, immigration from the
European mother country was encouraged and subsidized. There were some poor Greeks, too,
like the White underclass in South Affica or the Eastern European and Ethiopian Jews in
Israel.

A small difference to South Africa was constituted by the fact that the Greeks did
allow some - but only very few — exceptions to their version of apartheid. Yet, contacts

16 CF. Bemal, Martin: Black Athena: The Afro-Asiatic Roots of Classicat Civilization. Val |: The Fabrication of
Ancient Grecce 1785-1985. London: Free Association Books, 1987, for a critique of idcological aspects of the
Gracco-Roman civilization becoming the model for Europcan culture.

' Koch, Klaus: Geschicle der 4gyptischen Religion, Stuttgart: Kohthammer, 1993: 488

' Weber, Gregor; Dichtung und hifische Gesellschafi: Die Rezeption von Zeilgeschichic am Hof der ersien drei
Prolemsier. Stutigart: Siciner, 1993: 4

'Y Walbank, Frank: Dic hellenistische Welt. Minchen: Deutscher Taschenbuch Verlag, ‘1994 (1981): 255

™ Weber 1993; 226



between the physically segregated ethnic groups were closely regulated and controlled. ! The
few Egyptians who did make careers under the Ptolemies were already ‘de-egyptianized' to a
great extent; they used the Greek language instead of Egyptian, and many of them bore Greek
names > Visible differences between Greeks and Egyptians were of course not as great as
those between Blacks and Whites in South Afiica, and that made apartheid a slightly more
piiable and flexible system in Egypt. Yet, this made no difference for the vast majority of the
inhabitants.

“Though later...a cenain degree of fow-tevel acculluration 100k place.
in the fourth and third cewusies fimperial racisin was ranspaint among
the Greeks and Macedanians.. and never eatirely died out "™

The “low-level acculturation” refers to the occasional, yet slowly increasing rate of,
Greek-Egyptian marriages and other contacts, which 1ook place almost entirely on the lowest |
income levels, a fact which we shall return to. In Roman Egypl, interethnic marriage was
partly banned. In general, apartheid ~ in the wide sense, proposed above — is no exaggeration
when applied to Egypt under Macedonian rule.

“Ptolemaic Egypl...remained throughout its hisiory a land of Lwo cultuses
which did coexist bul. for the most pan. did not coatesce or blend. . . .
We discern the mamifestations of the two discrele culores in every aspect
of their coexistence, |, It wonld be difficult, . 10 exaggerate the signifi-
cunce of the Gict that, except for some local designations of places,
measures. and so on. 0o native Egyptian word made #s way into Greek
usige io the thousand years that Greek endured as the language of
Prolemaic. Ronn and Byzantie Egypt. ™™

In fact, none of the words that we use today to describe ancient Egypt are Egyptian
themselves, e.g. pyramid. sphinx. pharavh, Lxypt, hieroglyph. Even the Gods and all the
major cities were given Greek names. This kind of culiural dispossession is common with
colonialism and it repeated itself in South Afica, one difference being that Egyptian, the
language of the entire majority, was wiped out under Greek (and to a lesser extent, Lulin)
domination, ln comparison, Khoisan languages, wnth some exceptions, were annihilated in
South Africa. but the Bantu languages persevered

The Whites in South Africa now seem to have progressed further than the Europeans
in Egypt in acculturation by starting 1o use certain African words like ubumy, sangoma or

* Weber 1993: 78, 154. Onc of the carlics! proponents of the idea of Gracco-Roman Egypt as an apartheid
socicly was & classical archacologist a1 thie University of 1he Wilwalersrand: Davis, Simon: Race-Relations in
Ancicnt Egypr Greek. Egyptian. Hebrew, Roman. London: Methuen, 1951: esp. 44T, The idea gained ground in
the widdlc of this century and las now become a “new onthedoxy” according 1o R, Bagnall: Egypt in Late
Antiquity, Princeton: Princeton UL.P., 1993: 23 1. Bagnall is apparently unhappy with this vicw. [n the same vein,
Goudriaan, Koen; Ethnicity in Prolenuic Egypl, Amsterdam: Gicben, Duich monographs on ancient history and -
archacology: vol. 5, 1988, proclaims ™...there was no “apartheid” in Plolcmaic Egypl...”. referring to the fact that
we do nol know of any Piolemaic imes of oppressive scgregation. although he has some doutis as well and
dc!'muclj. considers Roman Egypt an apartheid society, ibid: Preface and 119,

# An_», Egyptian who wanicd to get anywhere under the Plolemnies had to speak and preferably also write koine
Greek.” (hoine Greek was the tingua franca that was used around the Easiern Medilerranean at the time.) Green,
Peter: Alexander 10 Actiuin, The Historical Evolution of the Hellenistic Age, Berkeley, Los Angeles: University
of California Press, 1990 313, sec also Weber 1993 3880F

 Green 1990; ibid.

* Lewis, Naphtali: Greeks in Ptolemaic Egypt: Case Studies in the Social History of the Hellenic Wortd,
Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1986; £54[. cf, Green 19%0: 5. Byzanline Egypt (AD 330-642) was ruled by East
Rome {Constantinople). which continued Roman policies in Egypt.

¥ Lester 1996: 10



impimpi ™ Yet, it should not be forgotten that apartheid is now formally absent from South
Aftican politics. Therefore, this linguistic comparison with Greek-speaking Egypt is, strictly
speaking, already an anachronism. (in the final analysis, however, one should not
underestimate economical, social and cultural apartheid, which are still factors in today's
South African society.)

The Roman Empire took over Egypt after Cleopatra VII, the last Piolemy, committed
suicide in 30 BC, The Romans had for long been envious of the excellent harvests in Egypt
and they, too, economically exploited the Egyptians more than they did any other of the many
peaple they conquered.”” Thus, they left the social structure of Piolemaic Egypt intact, with
the exception of palitical power and additional “...tepressive provisions... amounting 10 a
veritable ancient apartheid” *® The Greeks remained an upper class with all their previous
(especially economic) privileges except the possibility of ruling, which now passed directly to
the hands of the emperor in Rome and the bureaucracy of the {Roman) gavernor and his
{Roman) occupying army. If apartheid is no exaggeration when applied to Ptolemaic Egyp, it
is some respects even an understatement when applied to Roman Egypt.

2. South Africa :

With their apartheid system, the White minority of South Africa dominated the Blacks
and the Coloreds (the non-White and non-Black population) with a set of legalized
inequalities. This included the restriction of non-Whites from entering certain areas unless
they passessed a certain document permitting them into these areas, for reasons such as work.
The concept of “‘separateness”, although it no Jonger accurately defines upartheid, is stll a
key notion describing this system, since racial segregation, of both public and private
facilities, played a vital role in the White practice of oppression {to the extent that many
public benches, toilets and other facilities were restricted to *'Whites only™). Sexuval relations
and marriage between the races were also banned.”

Separateness in South Africa can be traced back to the 17th century, when the Dutch
East India Company, VOC (Vereenigde Nederlundsche Ge-Octroyeerde Oost Indische
Compaynie), actively separated the Cape settlers from the Khoisan (pastoralist Khoikhoi and
hunter-gatherer San} peoples. The system of slavery that was practiced in the late 18th century
generated the first passes for non-Whites. These passes were issued to slaves and Khoisan by
their employers to provide proof that they had not run away from prison or from work. Other
features of apartheid were also present already in the early Cape Colony, such as the banning
of intermarriage between races, restrictions on land ownership for Blacks, and most of the
officials, and all of the top officials, appointed were White

During apartheid and the preceding periods of White domination, it seemed almost
impossible for this racist and oppressive system to ever end. Non-Whites did not have the
vote, and therefore, any essential change was ruled out. (Colored people were allowed to
participate in voting afier 1983)." Other “illegal” practices (assuming that separateness was
legal) took place, helping the White minority to all privileges, while leaving the rest,
especially the Black population, in a very disadvantaged situation, where their income,
employment and education opportunities, health and living standards were regarded as “less
important” issues.

* Zuiy for humanism, bealer/diviner and waitor. respectively, see Glossary in Krog, Antjic; Country of My
§ku]l. Johanuesburg: Randomn House, 1998: 282-286

*7 Lewis Naphtali; Life in Egypt under Ronsan Rule. Oxfosd: Clarendon Press. 1983: 33

* Lewis 1983: 34. Also Koch 1993; 589

* Roman Egypt, similarly, restricted or prolibited marmiage beiween Egyplians and Europeans. Ibid: 32f
*® Rebertson, David: Dictionary of Politics, Eondon: Penguin Books. 1993: 19



3. Israel

The Israeti occupation of Palestine, even though it is not generally regarded as a
system of apartheid, resembles the White racist practices against the non-Whites of South
Africa between 1948-1991, with the Israeli government playing the role of the White South
African povernment, the non-Jews corresponding to the ron-Whites and the Palestinians
comesponding to the Blacks. As Abdel Rahman, special envoy to the Palestinian president
Yassir Arafat, once stated: “..The Palestinian people have much in common with South
Africans anti-apartheid movement...but [they] are still under a colonial apartheid system.”'

To begin with, the concept of apartheid mirrors the current situation in the West Bank
and the Gaza Strip quite accurately. Ever since the beginning of the so-calted “peace process”
with 1993 Oslo accard, which led to a division of the entire region, the Palestinians living in
the West Bank and Gaza may not enter the rest of the country — many Palestinians work in
Israel - without special permits, issued by the lsraeli government, allowing for their entry.
These permits are issued for a short period of time {sometimes as little as two hours). At the
same time, segrepation exists in practice in other parts of the country, such as in East and
West Jerusalem, where the West is for the Israelis and the East is predeminantly Arab with
the exception of the Old City of Jerusalem, which is divided between Arabs (Christian and
Muslim), Armenians, and Jews. Although there is no upartheid law demanding separation
within Israeli territory, people from these different ethnic groups do not mix much in
practice.”” Even Jews of difterent origins tend to stick together and live separately from other
Jews Especially the Russian and Ethiopian Jews have a difficult relationship, and European
Jews and Yemeni Jews also tend to separate from each other.™ Apart from the issue of
separateness, there are other aspects of oppression and discrimination against the Palestinians,
as with the South African upartheid system, of different wages, living standards (especially
amonyg the Palestinian retugees) and rights 10 property, as Edward Said describes it:

"...minule by mimue, hour by hour, day after day. [the Palestinians|
arc losing morc Palestinian land lo the Ismclis. Scarcely a road, or

i highway. or i village thae. hasn’t witnessed the daily tragedy of
Land expropriated: field bulldosed: trees. plants and crops upreoted:
houses demelished . .. fews can build, bul never Palestinians, This is
Apanheid.

In South Africa, the Blacks in the 1980s owned 14% of the land only.** Apart from the
fact that the majority of the population owns the smallest amount of land, it is also the least
desirable area of land, where “. soil erosion and the overworking of the soil make it
impossible for them to live properly off the land.™* These are some of the various measures
which the Blacks and non-Whites of South Africa had to face for almast 350 years and which
the Palestinians are still facing today.

Today’s volatile situation in Palestine and present-day Israel is characterized by a
vicious circle of land confiscations by the Jews and terrorist acts by Palestinian extremists.
This goes back at least to the end of the British mandate in the 194075,

* NN Arafal Aide asks S. Africa to Promole Mideas! Pence, Reuters, February 9. 1998. Of course modern
Israel was ncver a colonial pawer in Lhe strict sense, Yel. the predoninance of European and North American
Jews in Isracl has in many ways made it an oulpost of a North Atlantic kegemonic system.

2 A qualified exception 1o this would be the way some [sragli Arabs and Jews mix in Lhe pre-1967 areas.

** Eaves, Elisabeth: Etliopian fews struggle w adapl in Israel, Reuters, August 30, 1998

™ Said, Edward: An Orphanted People. Nation, May 4. 1998, 266 (16); 18-20

% Mandela, Netson, The Struggle is My Life. New York: Pathfinder, *1990 (1978): 13

™ Mandcla'1990 (1978); 177



IN. Gross Human Rights Violations

The creation of an apartheid state in South Afica, the creation of the Piolemaic state
and an Imperial Roman province in Egypt and the creation of the modern state of Israel (via
the occupation of Palestine) each led to a “State of War” in John Locke’s sense”’, since these
states did maintain or have maintained rule for decades (in the first cases: for centuries), with
engineered racial and ethnic inequalities, tension and violence, where the indigenous people,
the majority of the citizens, had no superior authority to turn to for protection and relief. In
hindsight, the role of the international community in bringing about peace in South Africa and
Israel must be said 1o have been a minor, though not entirely negligible one (so far).

A, Physical Violence

1. Graeco-Roman Egypt

There were several armed uprisings by the Eg,ypnans both under Greek and Roman
rule, but they were all suppressed in bloody clampdowns. The most famous revolt took place
in 207 BC, when all of Upper Egypt (Egypt south of the Nile delta) was liberated umil 186
BC. This was the only praclaimed and widely acknowledged Egyptian-led state-like structure
during the thousand years of Graeco-Roman dominance. Nonetheless, Greeks and Romans
faited to ever achieve complete control. Throughout the ten centuries of their rule. lawless
bands persisted, especially in Upper Egypt. Hold-ups and robberies were never stamped out:

bngandabe remained endemic in Roman E.z._.ypt inveterate and ineradicable in good times.
a menace increasing o near crisis proportions in bad.” .

In terms of physical violence, Graeco-Roman Egypt and South Africa have more in
common than what first, perhaps, comes to mind: the millennium that lies between the Arab
conquest of Roman Egypt and the establishment of the Cape Colony.

In both cases, two European military superpowers shared resources and power in a
rich, subtropical part of Africa. The first waves of Europeans - the Greeks and the Dutch,
respectively ~ declared independence from their European mother countries. Throughout the
period of oppression, they also remained the majority of European settlers. The colonizers
fought one shori major war between each other, the end of which established the new, even
smaller, minority as rulers. The subjugation of a great majority of indigenous Africans
provoked several armed uprisings, all of which were suppressed by physical violence.

The respective differences in military technology are also similar. The Egyptian army
used mainly bronze weapons, they enjoyed no access to iron ore, nor to fuel (firewood) 10
smelt it. The Greeks — like the Assyrians and the Persians (earlier conquerors of Egypt) before
them — had superior weapons and armaments made of iran,

Black South Africans also had iron weapons, notably spears, with which the Zulu
nation was able to repel an invading British army consisting of 8,000 soldiers as late as 1879.
Already in 1882, however, the British returned victoriously to KwaZulu, this time with
machine guns.

The British, like the Dutch (and the Afrikaners), always had firearms in South Africa
Thus, they were one step ahead of the Africans they subjugated in terms of military
technology, again corresponding to Graeco-Roman military superiority over the Egyptians.”
During the centuries that these societies lasted, the respective armies were leading the world,

*! “Force, or a declared design of force upan the Person of another, where there is ne common superior on Eanth
10 appeal 10 for relief, is the State of War.” {John Locke: Second Treatise of Government. 3.19)

3 Lewis 1983 203f

* Oliver, Roland: The African Experience, London; Weidenfeld & Nicolsan. 1991: 16Y. McEvedy. Colin: The
Penguin Atlas of African History, Loadon: Penguin, 1995 (1980): 109



or nearly so, in terms of military technology.”® This is something they also both share with
madern Israel.

2. South Africa

The pattern of physical violence in South Africa under apartheid is only currently
being investigated. Because of the suffering during the apartheid period and as a negotiating
chip in the phased handover of power to democratic majority rule, the Truth and
Reconciliation Commission was created in order to allow the victims of these gross human
violations learn the teuth about their suffering. It was believed that by finding out the truth,
compensating victims and granting amnesty to those who committed gross human rights
violations out of political motives, reconciliation and improved historicat knowledge would
result, and 10 a considerable extent, this has proven to be the case.

Due to political pressures and limited time and money, the Commission was designed
1o question the gross violations of human rights which took place during the most violent
phase of apurtheid, from 1960 until 1994. By doing so, the commission examines the reasons
and factors which led 1o such violations, as well as taking into consideration those who were
affected by these acts {whether the victims themselves or their relatives) by compensating
them with small, mainly symbolic, sums of money. Those who committed the viclations
would be granted amaesty only if they qualify as politicatly motivated, and tell the full story
why and how they committed their crime. The victims and the perpetrators are of all groups
and races.

One ot the most well known reports is that of Steve Biko, a leader of the Black
Consciousness movement, who died in prison after having been tortured brutally. The five
policemen who are widely considered responsible for his death and denied any direct
invelvement i his killing, sought amnesty but were turned down. They told the amnesty
panel of the TRC thar they believe Biko's death to be an accident, an accident which took
place after the prisoner was brutally beaten by the five policemen with a rubber hose,
followed by 24 hours of chaining. This resulted in brain damage. yet Biko received no
immediate medical treatment, since the policemen felt he was *._arrogant, aggressive and he
didn’t answer questions at all '

Members of the African National Congress guerrilla group. Umkhonto We Sizwe
{MK) aiso committed human rights violations. One of the TRC hearings was concerned with
the gross violations which the ANC commitied at their detention camp in Angola, as a resuit
of which at least six people died during the 1970s and 1980s. Other such acts include bomb
attacks throughout the 1980s. The MK planned and executed |3 attacks from 1980 to 1988, in
which 23 people where killed and more than 350 were injured*. The deadliest attack took
place inﬂPretoria in 1983, when a bomb took the lives of 19 people, leaving another-217
injured.™

It was widely assumed or known that South Africa possessed nuclear weapons from
1975 The South African militacy’s secret chemical and biological weapons programs
produced weapons and poisons which were used to assassinate ANC members in South
Africa and abroad. The covert army “Medical Batialion” behind the program produced lethal
screw drivers, bicycle pumps, walking sticks, umbrellas and tear gas. They also produced
“thallium in beer, salmonella in sugar, paraquat in whisky" and had further programs to

*" This included sicge towers. runming devices and catapuli antillery in Plolemaic Egypt. which for a while was

the world’s undisputed leader in military technology. Walbank 1994 (1981): 198f. The Roman Empire was by
far the most formidable military power the world had ever seen. For South Africa and lsracl, see below.

Y Ejung Thomasson. S, Africa's Biko |eh chained for 24 hours-Police. March 30, 1998, Reulers

* Schuettler Darren. ANC guerrilla regret deaths, seck ainnesty. May 4, 1998, Reuters

 Selwettter 1998 .

“ Saite, Tadaomi ct al: The Road 10 the Abolition of Nuclear Weapons, Tokyo: Asahi Shimbun. 1999: 198, The
nuclear arscnal of South Africa was reportedty scrapped in 1993,



spread drugs and chemicals among Blacks to pacify and even to sterilize them.” The
knowledge of the extensive chemical and biological weapons program is due to the TRC and
could be considered one of its greatest victories.

Apart from the TRC cases, there are other examples which demonstrate the brutality
and ofien illegality of physical violence practiced or condoned by the South African ruling
minority. Between 1948 and 1954, 104 Africans were killed and more than 240 wounded by
the police in cases related 1o political demonstrations. By 1960, the estimated number had
risen to over 300 killed and 500 waunded, mainly by gunfire and beatings.** Compared 10 the
204 Palestinians killed similarly in 1988 alone, this is not a great number. It is, however,
enough to warrant investigations, especially since victims are still paying the price for these
crimes today.

3. Israel

The problem of gross human rights violations has long existed in the Occupied
Territories (Gaza and the West Baok, including East ferusalem), mainly due to physicai
violence, such as indiscriminate killings, assassinations and torture. This became most visible
from 1987, with the start of the fntifudu, the Palestinian uprising. Many civilians have been
killed and wounded since then, mainly whilst participating in rioting and demonstrations. A
great number of these civilians were innocent of any activity that could endanger the safety
and well-being of the country. However, the Infifadu provided the lsraeli army and police
with pretexts to act in any way they found necessary to control and suppress civilians. At the
same time, the country was under the canstamt threat of civil unrest, including suicide
bombings and other acts, which did not invalve the ordinary citizens but terrorist groups,
including the armed wing of Hamas,

Between December 1987 and November 1988, A/ Huy'" alone reported 204 deaths in
the West Bank, 180 of these deaths were a result of lsraeli live ammunition against the
Palestinians. The remaining numbers were results of tear pas, beatings. plastic butlets and
other instruments, and most of the dead were between the ages of 16 to 25, (six of them were
under the age of five).** The number of wounded is difficult to obtain, for several reasons: the
first being that many of the wounded do not seek treatment in efficial hospitals due to fear of
being arrested (if suspected of being involved in civil unrest). Secondly, it is difficult to
obtain any adequate reports on the wounded in lIsraeli hospitals for “security” and other
reasons. Yet, even when records are presented by hospitals, they vary. In 1988, former
Defense Minister (fater Prime Minister) Yitshak Rabin stated that in less than two years, more
than 7,000 Palestinians were wounded. According to the Jernsalem Post, however, a total of
3,000 people were wounded between 1987 and 1988. According to the Al Hag repon, finally,
an estimated total of 20,000 Palestinians were wounded between 1987 and 1988 in the West
Bank and the Gaza Strip.”

According to Rabin, the use of plastic bullets was necessitated by rubber bullets and
tear gas not being sufficiently accurate to hit stone throwers 30 meters away. Plastic bullets
are being used widely even by soldiers who only have “...a short course in which they were
trained to use the bullets..” resulting in a *...six-fold increase in the number of Palestinian
casualties in the Gaza Strip..." in the first month afler the plastic builets were introduced ™

The use of force in the Occupied Territories and Palestinian refugee camps occurred
under: (a) Conditions which were not connected to protest activities, such as the arrest of
civilians without warrant in their homes. Suspects were often taken to remote areas, where

S Lovell Jeremy. S. Africa truth body opens chemical warfare bearing. June 8. 1998, Reuters
* Mandela 1990 (1978): 125
7 Al Hag, established in 1979, is an NGO affiliated with the Intecnational Conunission of lurists,
* Al Haq; Punishing a Nation, Ramaliali: Al Haq, 1988: 11
:‘: glg I 126 A Palestinian-Isracli TRC would be well advised to investigate such discrepancies.
id:



they were beaten before being released. Many beatings in general take place when the person
is already under arrest, when the use of force is no longer called for. (b) Beatings were
commonly aimed at the limbs, joints and the head and were implemented with the use of
wooden clubs at first, which were later replaced by plastic and fiberglass truncheons, as the
wooden clubs were found to break. (c) Beatings were almost always practiced by a group of
soldiers. (d) Many Palestinians were victimized merely for being in groups, sometlmes as
small as six people, since strict limitations on the freedom of assembly were applied.”

There are other types of physically violent acts which are not categorized as “use of
force™ since they differ from the “official” uses of force, for example, soldiers demanding that
people climb on electricity wires to remove stones on strings, where in many of the cases
people died as a direct result of electrocution. Phosphorous grenades resembling normal tear
gas grenades (in size and color) were used by the IDF, causing long term injuries. Last but not
least, syringes with unidentified contents were used on Palestinians during interrogation by
the Israeli Authority, in addition to different acts of physical and psychological humiliation.**

Between December 1987 and September 1988, only two soldiers were found guilty of
murder and manslaughter. One of reasans why few trials take place is the lack of complaints
because people tear the consequences of such complaints, both for the victims and the lawyers
representing the victims. This is mainly the case with physical violence not resulting in death.
Investigations into deaths are usually carried out by military police, and, sometimes, justice
prevails. The repeated abuse of human rights during the uprising serves as a reminder that
these same abuses caused the rebetlion to begin with

Israel denies making or harboring nuclear, bialogical and chemical weapons. A recent
independeni Jaeanese investigation, however, concludes that lsrael is a dv focto nuclear
weapons state.” Controversy also surrounds Israei’s claim of not having any biological and
chemical weapons programs. Israel’s High Court has recently suspended government plans to
expand a top secret scientific facility, because of suspicions that it produces biotogical
weapons. Residents {Jews) near the facility fear that it might mean safety hazards. The plant,
which is hidden behind a high wall in an industrial area close to Tel Aviv, is said to have up
ta three hundred workers, 120 of whom are scientists. ™

According to another report, Israel produced a clandestine nuclear weapons program
already in the 1950s and has since then developed hundreds of atomic bombs. In 1973, United
States military intelligence detected the first signs of Israeli nuclear-related military objects,
and it believes that the country by now has many nuclear warheads. "

Israel, it is true. is a small state, but its military budget is comparalively large. This is
mainly due to massive military aid from the US. Israel annually receives $3 bllllon in foreign
aid from the US, more than any other country. $1,8 hillion of this is military aid.

The South African and lsraeli “Defense” Forces display remarkable parallels with

* Ibid: 1200
* tbid: 37. An overwhclming munber of incidents and cases such as these remain unpublished and unnoticed, a
circumstance which funher underscores 1he need for a Truih and Reconciliation Agency in Palesline and present-
day Isracl.
" Saito etal 1999: 198, scc also 69, 75
*! Goller Howard: [srael’s Biolagicat Instilute plans expansion. September 23, 1998, Reuters. After the El Al
cargo planc crash in Amsterdans 1992, in which at least 43 people were killed, a Dutch parliameniary
connission was sct up 10 investigate 1he causcs of scveral deaths and injusies (including rescue workers’), the
causcs of which have yet to be determined. Afier an investigative newspaper articlc had been published, Israel
admitled that consponents of sarin gas had been pant of the cargo { 190 liters). Israed claimed. however, that the
material was not foxic and was o have been used to test filters that protect against chemical weapons. McBride,
Jauel Duich E) Al Crash Repont said lo be Critical of PM, Aprit 21, 1999, Reulers

** Gur-arich Danny: Mideast Nuclear War. October 4ih, 1998, Reuters
5 Goller. Howard: U.S. asks Isacl about suspecied rights abuses, October 21, 1998, Reuters. A considerable
portion of South Africa’s mililary hardware and technology was imponied from Isract (along with the USA,
Europe and Taiwan). After the UN anns cimbargo on South Africa in 1977, the imports continued, mainty from
Isract and Taiwan. Thompson 1990; 200



regard to physical violence. They both resorted to mdlscnmmate shootings of unarmed
civilians, including peaceful protestors and journalists.*” They even shot and killed unarmed
children, whose only crime was to protest against being treated as second-class citizens. We
do not know if similar action was perpetrated by Ptolemaic and Roman forces in Egypt, but it
does not seem far-fetched to assume so.

The other gross human rights violations

Any theoretical treatment of gross human rights violations must include more than just
the occurrence of physical violence. South Africa’s TRC was exemplary by pointing this out
through its inclusion of business, Jabor, judiciary, health and media hearings. The crime of
apartheid, the crime against humanity, is not just the physical violence against people, but a
pervading structure which reaches into all areas of fife. Unfortunately, due to the shortage of
time and funds made available by the initial conditions and political pressures leading up 10
the TRC’s formation, it was not given a chance to investigate these aspects fully. For instance,
there was systematic shredding of potentially incriminating documents by security forces
personnel.

Without claiming completeness, we shall divide the “other” gross human rights
violations of our investigation into the following sections:

» Land confiscation, redistribution and forced removals
» Exploitation in the production process

» Different access to education and other needs

¢ Ildeology

B. Land confiscation, redistribution and forced removals

Land dispossession and confiscation can be described as gross human rights
violations, because land is not only a contsibutor fo economic developmem but also 1w
cuitural and personal development, whereby individuals and groups acquire a sense of identity
and belonging*® Land segregation (through land confiscation) is a necessary and sutticient
condition for racial segregation and difference, as it is the pAysical parameter which divides
peaple. In all three regions that we chose to study, land was lost by the natives as a result of
the occupier being more advanced militarily. Yet, the forms that the conquests took vary from
case 1o case.

I. Graeco-Roman Egypt

All of Egypt simply became “crown land”, personal property of the Ptolemaic kings,
although the economic aspect of land was more complicated than that. With a mercantilistic
system, an ultimately state-controlled market economy, Prtolemaic Egypt's main mode of
explaitation was fiscal. In an initial, radical land reform, the king handed out farm-land to
Greek soldiers, who in turn often became iandlords to Egyptian tenants. This land was
prabably not taken directly from the Egyptians, but from the previous Persian occupiers The
Egyptian temples were the only indigenous institutions able to keep oonmderable portions of
their previous wealth, although they too, g,raduaily became impoverished.” This system was
essentially carried on during the Roman era.

As in South Africa, a comparatively rapid population increase among the indigenous

7 CL. above, and GofT, Peter (ed.): IP1 Reponi. World Press Freedams Review 1998, Vienna: Intemational Press
Institute, 1999, pp.11 16 Of course. White South African and Isracli Jewish civilians were legally armed 1o a
grcal extent, (oo, and. due to this, they carried oul nuny further human rights violations.

¥ CE. Lester 1996: 8ff

* Walbank “1994 (1981); 09

“ Lewis 1983: 57



posed a constant threat to the European minority's privileged position in the Ptolemaic state.
Although the state feverishly encouraged further immigration from Greece, the demographic
trend could not be reversed. At the end of the third century BC, things came to head. In a war
against the Seleucid kingdom, another Greek-led kingdom, based in Persia, King Ptolemy 1V
saw himself forced 1o arm Egyptians, for the first time, to fight in his army. 20,000 indigenous
soldiers were called up in 217 BC. It was a costly war, and the economy started to sag. The
first to suffer were the Egyptians, whose protests then became increasingly daring. This led to
a hardened stance of the security establishment. Social unrest and several attempts at rebellion
were the natural consequences, and finally a civil war broke out which led to the
independence of Upper Egypt under a Nubian king for 20 years."'

On the whole, soldiers seem to have been a constant nuisance to the indigenous. They
would simply confiscate and rearrange a house when they saw fit and usually did not bother
to reinstate its original arrangement once they were ready to leave. o

2. South Africa _

In South Africa, land dispossession started before the Khoikhoi and the San were first
deprived of their land by Whites in the 1600s. Land dispossession was firstly a result of
indigenous competition for grazing land and hunting and foraging grounds, but it was
certainly not (in the wide sense) “genocidal™ in character until the Whites showed up.

A new dimension of tand dispossession in South Africa began in the 13705 after the
discovery of diamonds and other minerals, when competition for land intensified. In the
1880s and 1890s, industrial development flourished following the discovery of gold, leaving
small sharecroppers out of the market. which resulted in the increase of squatter areas. This
wes the case for both Black and White small sharecroppers, vet due to the fact that racial
atitudes against the Blacks already existed, it was ensured by authorities that White squatters
would live in better conditions than non-Whites. In (913, a Land Act was established which
limited Black land ownership to 7% of ihe entire land area, forcing many to leave their land
and move into reserves. With the 1936 Land Act, the Black Populauon was allowed to own
13% of the land, in order to sustain 66% of the populatlon Today, still, Whites make up

13% of the population and hold more than 70% of the land "

The 1923 Native (Urban areas) Act “limited” Black residence in White areas. It meant
that the Black population would niot be eligible 10 utilize White-funded urban amenities, This
developed seamlessly into the apartheid era. In the meantime, same Blacks were allowed into
White towns under the condition that they find work within two weeks. (In 1948, this was
reduced to three days).** If they did not find work in the time given, they would be sent back
to the reserves. In the years that followed, segregation, as previously mentioned, did not only
include spatial divisions but economic and political ones as well. It must be noted however,
that segregation was implemented differently at different locations. In Cape Town, for
example, one third of the population lived in racially mixed areas (in the 1930s), whereas
Durban was strictly segregated according to race. An even more rigid and racist legal
framework for spatial segregation, particularly in urban areas, was thoroughly accomplished
by the rise of apurtheid in a narrow sense.

Whites not only deprived Blacks of the right to land, but also extracted South Africa’s
natural wealth for their own benefit, leaving the rest of the population physically and
economically marginalized. Most Whites, as Van den Heever's writings demonstrate,
believed that this was their right, by virtue of occupation; “Boer and soil are bound together

* Watbank *1994 (19813 121f. <f. [liffe 1995: 27107

¥ Walbank *1994 (1981} 119

" Lester 1996 54

* Thonasson. Emina: Southern Africa struggles to redistribute Lund. Reuters, February 11, 998
** Lester 1996: 85



and the Boer is South Africa."™ With dispbssession having been so successfisl for the Whites
by the late Y880s, it was easy for them to dominate industrialization and urbanization, as
Blacks and non-Whites were weak from the cutset.

Because of the racist approach 1o segregation, wealth and class depended primarily on
race. By the beginning of the twentieth century, the South African government resctiled
iliegal Black squatters. But, on the whole, little attention was given to the squatter areas and
little was done 1o improve them, even after the war, when the economy was once again
flourishing. This indicates that the South African government was not concerned with the
poorer classes of society, regardless of their color (but it especially neglected the Black
population in the squatter areas). According to Western, *...no single government has created
greater Colored resentment...and sense of injustice. »o?

3. Israel

To some Israelis, the words “Palestine” and “Palestinian™ never existed, so by
establishing the State of Israel, no one was disregarded or dispossessed. The other people who
claimed the land, the Palestinians, did not exist in the first place. Golda Meir, a founder and
fourth Prime Minister of the State of Israel (1968-1974) contended that:

*...It was not as though there was a Paicstinian people and in Palestine consi-
dering itsclf as a Palestinian people and we catve and threw Lhean out and took
their country away from tiem. They did not exist™ ™

Jewish immigrants established themselves in Israel, taking Palestinian land, using it
for grazing, building on it, making it their own, so that by 1967 (when the rest of Palestine
became Israeli land} the Palestinians became entirely landless. Many Palestinian were forced
1o mave to neighboring Arab countries (Jordan, Syria, and Lebanon) atter "4 Nakba "= 1he
disaster {of' Palestinian dispossession} in 1948 - whereby they became refugees. Most
Palestinians became refugees after {sraef invaded the West Bank and the Gaza Strip in [967.

Confiscation of land began with the establishment of Israel, where more than 400
Palestinian villapes were destroyed, depopulated and replaced by lsraeli towns and
setttements.®’ Land confiscation is still taking place today, after 50 years of occupation. and
almost 6 years of “ Arab-lscaeli peace”. During the Intifaca, even more settlements were being
built. By 1988, more than 70,000 lsraeli settlers were living in West Bank and Gaza,
acquiring 50% of the land. Yitzhak Shamir, the former [sracli prime minister, declared in
1988, that there shall never be any domestic or international force which will prevent Israelis
from building settlements anywhere in the land of Israel.™ By 1996, East Jerusalem alone had
become the home of 200,000 new Jewish settlers.” One of lsrael’s goals is to acquire as much
of the land as possible, to secure their dominance in the Holy Land. The main justification for
the expansion has always been security. At the same time, however, it aims at minimizing
Palestinian developments in the region. Large amounts of money funded by the Israeli
government and others, such as the World Zionist Organization, have been spent in support of
settlement expansion. Between 1968 and 1986, the capital investment reached a total of $2
bitlion.”” Due to this being a governmentat palicy, it became legal for settlements to expand,
for security and for the improvement of the inhabitants’ well-being, the Israeli settlers’.

“ Quoted in Lester 1996: 38
' Western, 1.: Quicas| Cape Town, London: Allen & Unwin. 1981: 310
 The Sunday Times, London, June 15, 1967.
@ Palcslme & The UN. 50 years of Historic [njustice, New York, Volume 3, Issue 5, Mid-May 1998. Pp. 2.

™ Al Haq 1988: 113. The area is so densely populated thal Jewish settlement expansion almost necessarily
entails Palestinian land confiscation.
! Webb, Michacl: Settlement Expansion Update. Middie East Repont. Octaber-December 1996, Vol. 201. No. +:
[sra.el and Palestine: Two States. Bantuslans or Binationalism?, pg. 26

Al Haq 1988: 114
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Palestinians from Jerusalem do not have the right to buy land in Jerusalem from the
State of Israel.” Those who still own land and property in Jerusalem owned it prior to the
1967 occupation. Therefore, if Palestinians wish to buy and sell land in East Jerusalem, then
they do it privately. Yet, all Jerusalem Palestinians must still pay a land tax to the Israehi
govemnment, in addition to the income tax. These taxes are then almost exclusively used by
the authorities for Jewish areas.

Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, after his election win in 1996, announced his
full support for the nght of Jewish settlers o move and live wherever they wanted to in the
Palestinian territories (which were by then officially controlled by the Palestinian Authority
and no longer under Israeli control). Netanyahu's government allocated NIS 900 wmillion
(approx. $300 million) for the 1997 budget to the expansion of Jewish settlements.

The peace process, initiated in 1993, achieved greater segregation, because when
given self-rule in certain areas, the Palestinians from these areas were no longer permitted
access o areas under lsraeli rule, including Arab East Jerusalem. (The region is now divided
into three parts: Israel, the West Bank and Gaza, including some areas which are still under
Israeli rule, but will be returned to the Palestinians). Thus, the Palestinians living in the West
Bank and Gaza are not allowed 10 enter Israel. Therefore, people have become isolated from
the rest of the country. This does not only harm their economy {many people from the West
Bank worked in Israel prior to this division but are now no longer allowed to); their freedom
to move and thus to integrate the scattered self-nule areas was also compromised.

The Pass Laws present a parallel between South Africa and Lsrael, with the
bureaucracy of segregation attaining new heights in present-day lsrael. A more essential
difference is contained in the tact that segreFalion was the chosen option of the main players
in the Israeli-Palestinian “peace process”.” In terms of the South African transition from
dapxerthedd, this puts current fsraeli-Palestinian relations into the 1976-1981 phase, when South
Africa gramed “independence” 10 the four “Bantustans” o¢ “Homelands”. Similarly, the
territories granted to the Palestinians are of little interest to the Israelis. They are widely
dispersed, and they are not centres of economic development. Mareaver, they are landlocked .
and they have no water resources of their own.

C. Exploitation in the production process

Graeco-Roman Egypt

Plolemaic Egypt manfESlS the most highly exploitative of all known systems of
oppression throughout antiquity™. During the so-called Dynastic period, ancient Egypt
between ca. 3000 BC and 332 BC, the taxes of common peasants amounted to around 10% of

- their harvests, at least during the parts of the Dynastic period that we know.™ Under

Macedanian rule, however, taxes rose to at least 50%, which in practice meant that aimost the
entire indigenous p ﬁulation now had to live close to minimum subsistence levels, if not
actually below them.”’ Roman rule brought no relief for the Egyptians, rather the opposite:

" They arc considered ‘residems’, not “citizens” of Israel, just like the “Homeland” South Africans were
considercd "visilors® in their own country, Similacly. in Plolenaic Alexandria, Egyptians were considered
“ludigenons”, but Grecks were “citizens’ and “genuine Alexandrians’. Walbank 1994 (1981): 115€, Davis, Simon
195 L 69F

™ A, Hady: Patestinian and South African elcctions cainpared, in Middle East Repon, October-December
71:196 Val. 201, No. 4: Isracl and Palestine: Two Stales. Bantuslans or Binationalism?, pg. 19-22

Kocly 1993: 488
"’ Uil 1995; 20

7 Ibid: 26. This percentage was never again parallcled in catonial Africa, nol even in the equally productive
seini-slave economies during the 19* and early 20* centuries, by which time technological progress presumably
would have marde an even higher lax possible. cf. ibid: 196f, and Gehrke, Hans-Joachii: Geschichie des ’
Hellenismus, Minchen: Oldenbourg, 1990: 66.



“Unforiunalely.. the profit principle proved no less imesistible 10
Roman adninisirators, businessmnen. and. all 100 soon. scnators than

it had done to the Macedonians. The tradition. afier all. was well
eslablished. It had bezn whal panhellenisin was all aboul, as carly as
the fourth century: a united cthnic crusade against the East. with wealth
and power as its objeclives, cullural superiority (and Xerxes® long-past
invasion) as its justification. That had been the whole moral basis of
Alexander’s expedition, of the sharing of the spoils by his successors.
Malcrial greed and racial contempt had been the fucl ihat maintained
Maccdonians in power...” ™

After the Romans had established themselves as rulers, Egyptian farm labor had two
upper classes to supply aside from delivering the largest share of food for the city of Rome
itsetf.

“The bulk of the tax fell on the poorest of (e population, with
Roman citizens and the citizens of the three Greek cities cxempt.
Priests of the inajor temples were alse spared. Uwough in general
the temples came under increasing stale contzal. . ., The weigin
of taxation becyine so oppressive hat there arc appeals by the
collectors to their supervisors thiat whole vitlages have fled or
been so impoverished they can no longer pay. - . . At times of
crisis the tendency was 1o increasc the oppression of the poor.
The second cenury physician Galen, wriling on how discasc
spread among (he poor, meutions in passing that at times of
faminc the city dwellers would sirip the local comryside of its
food, bringing starvation 10 its inhabitms.™™

The exploitation of the indigenous African population took place in partly different
ways in Egypt and South Africa, respectively. In Graeco-Roman Egypt, it was imposed
mainly by means of taxation and land-rent, in modern South Africa mainly through wage
policies. Black railroad workers in the last century earned hali’ as much as Whites for the same
work ¥ Towards the end of the 19™ century, Black miners in the diamond fields at Kimberley
only received a fifth of the salary of their White colleagues. In the gold mines on the
Witwatersrand, finally, the difference was even greater. From 1898 until 1971, Blacks on
averape carned a mere tenth of what White workers did. This was only partly because Whites
had a monopoly on jobs officially labeled “skilled” by the Chamber of Mines.*!

Thus, we have another curious parallel between South Afiica and Ptolemaic Egypt: On
the one hand a mean wage difference of five to one to the sole benefit of Europeans. and on
the other an apparent average five to one tax increase to the sole benefit of Europeans.

With regard to slavery, the Dutch Cape Colony and the first decades of the British
Cape Colony were similar to Rome before Augustus’ conquest of Egypt and to ancient Greece
befare Alexander. All four of these societies were based on slavery, either ideologically, like
the ancient Greek states, or both ideologically and economically, as in the other three states.
To be based on slavery ideologically simply means that the elite wants the economy to be
based on slave labor and is working towards realizing it. The ancient Greek city-states just did
not have the military means to bring this about. Greece and Rome are the first known slave
societies in history in these two senses. When and where slavery began, on the other hand. is
not known.*?

™ Green 1990: 648. Xerxes was a Persian nater who attempted but failed 1o conquer Greeee in the Rfth ceniury,

* Frecman, C.: Egypt, Greece and Rome: civilizations of the Mediterrancan, Oxford: Oxford University Press.
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According to Marxism, slavery is the most primitive kind of systematic oppression.
We do not share this view unconditionally®, but it will do for practical purposes in this
context. The economic aspect of oppression in the Cape Colony, especially, took its
beginnings in massive land appropriation, yenocide and enslavement: “The Cape Calony was
one of the most rigid and oppressive slave societies it history."™* The enslavement of
indigenous Khoisan survivors was disguised under a nomenciature which termed them
“servants”, whereas the term “slave” was reserved for imported slaves from Asia, Madagascar
and Mozambique. These slaves rapidly became a majority in the Cape Colony's population.

In Graeco-Roman Egypt, this background of economic exploitation was also
imponant, since slavery continued to exist as an important part of the economy. Yet, it was no
longer as basic as it had been and remained both in Greece and in Rome. The Macedonians
took over the forms of fiscal explaitation that the Persians and ultimately, the E%yplians
themselves had already established in Egypt, centuries before Alexander’s conquests. ® Only,
they sharpened it to an extent thus far unseen. Additionally, economic exploitation under the
Greeks and Romans- in interaction with new forms of produciive forces, including at times
even steam engines — developed a hitherto unknown form of exploitation. Proto-capitalist
structures, with a population density higher than most industrialized states loday.“ appeared
alongside feudal forms and mainly domestic slavery,

The economic parallel to that does not turn up in South Africa until the mid-19"
century. Until then, South Africa under White rule was overwhelmingly an agricultural
producer based on slave labor with low population density. Israel, on the other hand, is a
relatively small country with high population density, that is, not unlike Egypt.

Dynastic Egypt had possibly had the lowest rate of slavery of all known societies in
Antiquity. The standard explanation for this is, again, the high population density in Egypt.
Already in the fourth milleanium BC, it is estimated to have reached 200 people per square
mile. Additionally, however, a peneral humanist ethics is likely to have played a significant
role, as well.®™ Slave-labor-based economies, it is true, seem only to appear in advanced
agricultural societies where there is a perceived shortage of laborers. but an often forgotten,
additional prerequisite is a basic disregard among decision-makers for human welfare and
human rights. Ancient Greece and Rome did not become the first slave societies out of
economical and political necessities and pressures alone, but also out of a deeply entrenched
and widespread elitist and ethnocentric system of values.”

South Africa

After 1948, the economy relied heavily on wage laborers for the industries in South
African cities, such as Durban and in Cape Town. By then, Black South Africans were only
allowed to stay in the “European cities” as long as they offered their labor. Agriculture
became more commercial and mechanized after 1948 as demand for Black labor decreased,
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sending the workers “back” to t the reserves (where they “belonged” ethnically), even if they
originally were not from there.”

In the meantime, the material gap between Whites and non-Whites in South Africa
widened. By 1970, White manufacturers earned six times more than Africans. By 1970, the
real wage of African mine workers was less than that of 1911 ¥ Annual wages {in Rand) in
the gold mines in 1941 were 2,312 (for Whites) and 191 (for Africans), making the ratio
between White and African wages 12.1. In 1971, the White annual rea! wage was 4379
compared to the average African real wage of 209 (a ratio of 21 10 1) On top of this.
unemployment among the Africans increased in the 1970s. In real numbers, Black
unemployment doubled between 1960 ( | 2 million) and 1977 (2.3 million).”!

African farm workers were paid less than those working in the industries. Yet. they
could not leave the White farms to seek more highly paid employment White farmers
controlled the Africans by whipping them, placing them in debt and not providing them with
passes, The passes were the most effective way of ensuring that Blacks remained on White
farms, because it limited their freedom of movement. African farm taborers were barred fram
adapting to either traditional or modern life because they were not allowed to live in the
reserves or the cities. This made them socially marginal and “victims of systematic
exploitation”.” The appropriateness of our choice of extending the concept of apartheid 10
include the entire period of White domination is perhaps best shown with the example of 20th
centurz farm workers, whose lot was barely different from that of their slave predecessors in
the 17™ and 18" centuries,

From 1925, the government demanded a “poll tax” of one pound from African men
aped eighteen or more and 2 local ten shilling tax per dwelling in the reserves. High taxation
and bad harvests (due to lack of infrastructure) worsened the already poor life quality aof the
Africans in the reserves. Therefore, Africans (mainly males) looked for employment in White
farms and towns. Though the wages at the farms and in towns were low. they became
essential ta sustain famlhes living in the reserves. The Black farm workers remained an the
farms as a result of thar *’

By limiting African economic development, South Africa’s markel economy was
harmed as well, because domestic consumption was limited.” South Afiica’s economy began
to rely more heavily on its exports, mainly to nenbhborm;, African countries because they
depended on South Africa’s oil and etectricity supply.”” In the 1960s. South Africa’s economy
flourished. This partially depended on harsh Afrlcan labor repression. Once the economy
flourished, however, African wages improved *

in the 1970s, due to modernization and the development of technology (such as in the
gold mines), skilled laborers were needed to handle the more sophisticated equipment. The
industries could no longer rely on unskilled, cheap African labor. The traditional apartheid
job color bar had to be relaxed, giving some Blacks more skilled work and higher wages.

Agriculture remained traditional for a longer time. Cheap and unskilled African farm
labor continued in the 1970s. Therefore. the NP guaranteed support for segre;,atmn and
suppression of skilled Black laborers in the countrysule more than in the cities.”
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In 1986, the government eliminated some of the segregation faws, such as the opening
of business centers 1o Black traders in the cities. Yet. some reform still remained “White
only”, such as that in welfare services '"

The government continued removing African communities from their homes in the
1980, especially fom squatter areas around the cities. The Land Act in 1986 still excluded
Africans from owning land outside the Homelands and African townships. Africans were still
considered “visitors” in the cities, requiring passes for entry. The 1986 Act also prohibited
Africans“tl‘rom sharing crops with the Whites. keeping their trade dependent on the White
farmers."’

Israel

In many industries, the Palestinians are paid less than Israelis for doing the same jobs,
creating power relationships not only between master and worker, but between the workers as
well."™ This again, as with the problem in South Africa, leaves the Palestinians in poorer
living conditions than the Israelis because they can not compete with the rising living costs in
the country.

The segregation initiated under the Oslo accords, mirrors South Affica’s past,
especially when comparing the Pass Laws forced upon people working in restricted areas. As
described earlier, in South Africa, Blacks were required to carry passes to prove that they
worked in predominantly While areas. From the outset, Blacks were only given a few days to
find work in urban areas. If they failed, they were sem back to the reserves. Similarly,
Palestinians from the West Bank need to obtain passes to enter Israeli territary, In most cases,
these passes are issued to allow Palestinians to work outside the Palestine self-rule areas.
Others are issued to allow the Palestinians to leave the country (because they must pass over
Israch territory in order o travel abroad). Yet, in many cases these passes are not issued at all,
or they are issued for two 10 three hours only. This is a prablem especially for Palestinian
youths, since they are seen by Israel as the biggest threat 10 security. The Pass Laws are
implemented with painstaking pedantry at the Gaza Erez crossing, where people from the
ages |8 10 35 have litile or no chaace of ever being altowed into Israel. (Only medical doctors
and a few other professionals who fall within this age group and are considered essential for
Israel are at times allowed in.)

According 1o Edward Said:

There was 3 proliferation of over a thonsand laws and regulitions designed.. 1o rub
their noses in the nuwd. 1o humiliate and remind them of low they were doomed to
tess-than-human siawis... Ta hold meelings required a permil. Entry and exit required
permits. To dig a well required a permit - one that was never given."™

Palestinians also suffered from economic limitations due to the Jsraeli-imposed
closures of check-points, markets and shops. Palestinian trade depended on Iscaeli supervision
unil 1992. Since Palestinian self-rule was established in 1993, the Palestinians still lacked
direct export and impon access. These limitations are due to Israeli security procedures, such
as check-point controls and periodic “shonages” of passes for movement, especially to
residents of the West Bank and Gaza."" Aside from trade, Palestinian economic development
still depends almost entirely on srael; “This economic reality in Palestine is shaped by two
factors: the interdependence of the Palestinian and the lsraeli communities and the power
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jmbalance, favoring the Israelis” '*

Since 1992, Israel employs Jess Palestinian workers from the West Bank and Gaza.
Instead, lsrael imports workers, mainly from Lebanon and Thailand. From 1992 to 1996,
Palestinian labor in Israel has been reduced from 116,000 to 29,500 jobs, causing the
unemployment rates to surge to 50% in the West Bank and 74% in Gaza. Israel imposes
constant border closures, preventing workers (who do have employment in [srael} from
reaching their job locations. Moreover, security checks hold up workers and goods deliveries
for hours. Gradually, 1srael is becoming less dependent on Palestinian workers. but at the
same time, it limits Palestinian economic development. “Patestinians provide an emergency
labar force, to be exploited by lsrael, but [they are] not entitled to rights or employment
stability” 1%

Palestinians are not anly isolated from lIsrael but from each other as well. Palestinian
trade is severely limited between the different autonomous areas such as between Gaza and
the West Bank, mainly due to pass limitations and the lack of direct routes to the destinations
(of Palestinian goods deliveries). 107

D. Differential access

1. Graeco-Roman Egypt

Ptolemaic Egypt was very rich. Its capital, Alexandria, boasted the largest library and
reséarch institute in the wotld, the Museum. The most famous scientists of the era. Euciid,
Archimedes, Eratosthenes and others either lived there or came there 10 study. Yel. science
and research in the modern sense were only secondary for the Museum. It was mainly a
philological center. Most of the researchers studied Greek literature, poetry and mythology. A
second group studied astrology (which had been imported from Asia), astronomy and
mathematics, and the smallest group dealt with applied science, mainly military technology.
All of them that we know of were Greeks, with one exception, an Epyptian priest called
Manetho, from whom we stil) have a list of all the dynasties, kings and queens in Egyptian
history since the early third millennium. Maretho was active during the rule of first Greek
king. Ptolemy 1, and seems to have been employed for the sole purpose of getting the Greeks
acquainted with a necessary minimum of Egyptian culture. From then on, the Greeks in the
Museum seem to have been indifferent if not ignorant towards Egyptian culture and Egyptian
people. The poets and scientists seem to have had less contact with the Egyptians than any
other Greeks in the country, possibly including the rayal family. The first regent to learn the
Egpyptian language was Cleopatra VII, the last Ptalemy. (On the other hand, she seems 1o have
been quite a linguistic talent. She spoke at least nine languages Huently. )™

The extravagant and ostentatious Ptolemaic kings tried to acquire every existing book
for their Museum, but the only ones that really matiered were apparently Greek books. There
were some translations of foreign language texts. but not many. This goes for the whale
Greek-speaking world during the Hellenistic Age:

*...of genuine literary interpencization between Greek and other cul-
tures there is virtually ne trace. For one thing, literary translations -
as opposed to 1ltose of medjcal, matlenyical, astrongmical, or simi-
lar practical treatiscs... - secni to have been nonexistent. a sure sign
of esthetic indifference. ™™
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The Hellenistic Gymnasia, schools that taught literature, rhetoric, mathematics and
physical education exclusively 1o Greeks, were the main breeding ground for Greek ethnic
chauvinism. They intensified and widened the gap between the Greeks and the Egyptians
considerably '

2. South Africa

The apartheid system of segregation and appression in Scuth Africa alsa secured its
power through its educational systems, which were created differently for the four racial
groups, White, Black, Colored and Asian. Educational systems depended primarily on race,
wilh the White schools being the most privileged ones. The average ratio of state expenditure
between White and Black students during the apurtheid years was ten to one.'

From 1948, the National Party felt that it was necessary to limit the Blacks™ education,
perhaps mainly so that they would not become 100 “enlightened” and demand more rights or
even revoll against White minority rule. Education in South Africa in general had the effecl of
radicalizing Blacks and of makmg apartheid defenders and apologists less radical.''? Even
though apartheid professed 10 aim a1 separale yet equul developments for all races, the
gavernment was spending much more attention and money on the improvement of White
schools. In the 1950s and the 1960s, the number of Black students doubled, without additional
governmental spending in comparison with the increase.'” Less qualified teachers,
inadequate facilities and a syllabus which was to “complement the apartheid model of
society™""* were forced onto the overcrowded Black schools. This was carried out mainly by
the Bantu Education Act in 1953, which divided the Black population into different tribal
units, resulting in each unit being isolated from the oher — yet another strategy to prevent
Black national consciousness from developing. The only exception to this pattern could be
found in the few private Black schools, which increased in numbers between 1935 and 1956.
Ye, private school pupils’ enrolment dropped again from 1956."'

The educational system in South Africa was based on buasskap, which means White
supremacy over all other races (implying non-White inferiority)."™ Dr. HF. Verwoerd, the
Minister of Native Aftairs (and later Prime Minister) stated in the Bantu Education Bill of
1953 that racial refations could only be improved once each race knew what education they
deserved. Certain areas of education, such as mathematics and science were not open 1o nan-
white students. Blacks deserved inferior education because they were *culturally inferior’ and
Whites more advanced education since they were allegedly *more advanced culturally’.

This, and the authorities’ demands for more Afrikaans in the schools, sparked mass
resistance in 1976 in 1ownship schools, in which 1wo organizations launched baycotts, which
by the 1980s had spread throughout the country. By 1985 650,000 students were not
receiving any education. Leaders in charge of the boycoits were arrested, harassed and some
even killed. The leaders of the large Black resistance movemenis were not happy with the
outbreak and outcome of the student revolt. They were mainly concerned with the future
development of negotiations. In respoase to their concern, parents and leaders of Black
resistance movements established a National Education Crisis Cammitiee (NECC), with the
slogan “Education for Liberation™.'"” Teachers became paid by the committee and new
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curricula were made in response to student needs (such as English and history). However, the
government did not implement any measures to change the educational system, resulting in
many students staying out of school altogether. This was further reflected on by Mandela,
when he told the people of Soweto:

“The crisis in education that cxists in Soulh Africa demands special attention.
‘The education crisis in Black schook is a political crisis. L arises out of the fucl
that our people have na vote and therefore cannot make the governmem of the
day responsive 10 their needs. Apartieid cducation is infenior and 2 crime against
humanity "

Fedderke et al also conclude that features and opportunities of White and Black
schools are mainly due to race rather than class.'"’

Because of the comprehensive laws of segregation in South Africa under upurtheid.
access to necessities, utilities and just about everything else was differentiated according to
race. This applies especially after introduction of the Separate Amenities Act in 1953, The
discrimination goes back, however, to the forced removals, the establishment of townships
and homelands before and after the introduction of apartheid (in the narrow sense). The
physical conditions in the townships and homelands were miserable from the start, mainly
because of population density. People were forced together onto land which could not
canceivably support them. Largely a result of this, the Human Development Index (HDI)
ranking for South Africa in 1996 was only 100" among the world’s countries — 124" for
Black citizens and 24™ for Whites.'*’

2. lisrael

Repressed education in the West Bank, Gaza, and East Jerusalem included long-term
closure of schools, and prohibition of make-up classes and even home studies. On several
occasions, the Israeli army raided schools, destroying property and even turning the schools
into military posts. Perhaps the Israeli government had similar intentions to the South African
National Party’s in mind, giving students “only what they deserve”, as Palestinian schools
were shut down by military orders at differem times and locations, for being “centers for
violent protest” or as an Israeli military spokesman described them: .. hot-beds of anti-Israeti
protest.” The Israeli Authorities felt that, by allowing Palestinian students to schools and
universities, civil unrest was more likely to occur. The justification for these spontaneous
closures was therefore “security reasons”. The closures of schoals are intended to penalize the
entire population, especially as was the case in 1988, when primary and secondary schools
were closed for nine months, and universities closed for eleven months '*' Due 1o this. more
than 300,000 students received no primary or secondary education, and another 18,000 were
barred from higher education. In South Africa, 650,000 students did not receive any education
in 1985,

More than 50% of the Palestinian population was not receiving education. Thus,
teachers and parents, similarly to the South African NECC, decided to offer students classes
outside the schools. These classes were aimed at purely academic activities, in response to the
lang closure of academic institutions, yet the Israeli army felt threatened by such activities,
declaring them illegal. There were several cases of lsraeli raids, which resulted in greater
unrest, and many students and teachers were arrested. In October 1988, the Israeli authorities
announced that it will not even tolerate any attempt to encourage individual learning in
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private homes. such as giving students textbooks, which would allow them to study alone. '*

Due to civil unrest and closures of schoals, students who could not keep up with their
peers were forced Lo repeat their academic year. This led to overcrowded class rooms, where
some “students had 10 stand during classes because there was simply no space in the room for
extra chairs "'* As with Black South African schools, Palestinian public schools became
avercrowded, and the state of lsrael did not give it the attention it deserved for improvements.
At the end of the 1990s, the average number of students per classroom for all educational
levels is still 36.7.'" The prolonged closure of schools alse led to personal economic crises,
since the teachers of public schaols could not be paid during the periods of closure
(sometimes lasting for nine months). Private schools also suffered from a serious economic
crisis, as they were obliged 10 pay their staff during closure to guarantee their return once the
schools reopened, yet tuition fees had ceased.

Some of the schools in the West Bank reopened for two months (from May 23 until
July 21, 1988), amid increasing reports on Israehi military harassment of Palestinian students
and lsraeli raids on primary and secondary schools, with tear gas, rubber bullets and live
ammunition. The Israeli military believed that this was in response to students holding
demonstrations (such as chanting slogans against the occupation) on schoot grounds. The
army felt threatened by such demonstrations ~ they may lead to violent civil urrest — and it
attacked unarmed students in schools. such as the Al Hussein Secendary School in Hebron in
1988, when “more than 30 students fainted from tear gas, and at least 15 [were] wounded by

rubber or aluminum bullets”,

Other closed schools turned into Israeli military posts. These schools were later found
in poor condition, as they had been attacked by the military, who in many cases left windows,
desks, chairs and laboratory equipment destroyed (¢f. Graeco-Roman Egypt).

Education in South Aftica and the Occupied Territories was itself the target, ensuring
that military action will lead to penalizing the civitians for whom the education was designed.
kL appears that by oppressing education, the ruling puower intends for the oppressed to give up
some of their political goals, in arder to ensure better education for themselves. Some of these
goals which the authorities may be fearing are enhanced consciousness, independent and
critical thinking and human rights recognition. By limiting education, the oppressor can
guarantee that these goals will not be achieved easily. Limiting education will have a long-
term eflect, since it does not only punish the present generation, but future ones equally.

In the West Bank, Gaza and lIsrael, Palestinian residents are required to carry 1D
passes according 1o their region. Those in the West Bank carry orange passes, Gaza is green
and thase in the rest of Israel (including Arab East Jerusalem) are required to carry a blue ID.
These 1Ds could be seen as ordinary residents’ [Ds, but, due to their differentiation, they are
used by Israel as a way 10 maintain security. At the various check points, citizens are required
ta show their 1D cards when crossing from one zone to another. If a person possesses an
orange card and does oot have a permit to entering the area, he/she will not be permirted to
enter. The same method is used with vehicle plate numbers. They too differ in color according
to zone, thus it is even easier for Israeli security to spot where each driver is from. As a result,
this has caused great division between the residents of zones. Furthermore, this division has
prevented people from access to different institutions. One major problem concerns hospitals
and medical treatment which are limited in the West Bank and Gaza, especially during riots
and attacks, when most hospitals in these regions are overcrowded. Far example, Ramallah is
only 15 km from Jerusalem, yet, if an accident takes place clase to Ramallah and it has
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overcrowded hospitals, and the ambulance which is transferring the wounded to hospital has a
West Bank plate number, then the ambulance (in most cases) must seek another hospital in
the West Bank {much more than 15 km away), since it is not allowed to enter Israeli territory
{(Jerusalem). Over 277 villages in the West Bank (14% of the population) do not have access
to health facilities. In the Palestinian territories there are 12 doctors per 10,000 persons, in
Israel there are 28 doctors per 10,000 persons.'**

There are other, more repressive lsraell military pracuces which, according to Al Hag,
have been occurring for the past 21 years.'*" For example, in December 1986, the lsraeli army
delayed ambulances carrying Bir Zeit university students on the way to the Ramallah hospital.
There are a oumber of humanitarian agencies (e.g. UNRWA) who have repeatedly reporied
interference with their efforts to collect and transport wounded people.

In 1987 1srael prevented hospitals from increasing the number of ambulances by
systematically denying license permits to prospective ambulance drivers, 1987 was the year
that marked the beginning of the uprising, thus medical equipment was essential as people
were being killed and wounded on a daily basis.

During the /ntifada, curfews were imposed regularly, but according to international
humanitarian law, in tirnes of war, parties of a conflict must reach agreements concerning the
evacuation of the wounded, sick, children and others. At the same time, Israel as the
occupying power should provide adequate food, water, medical supplies and health services
to those living under occupation.'™® Yet, during the lm.lfadcr Palestinians under curtew were
denied access to medical treatment, food and water,'™ as people were not even permitted to
leave their homes during curfews. Other violations of medical rights include military raids on
hospitals, medlcal treatment being denied in prisons and detention camps and mistreatment of
wounded people. "

Having failed to control the uprising, the lsraeli authorities took steps to halt economic
progress in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. Measures were implemented 1o control the
amount of money brought in to these areas from abroad, supply of fuel was halted for one
month, telecommunication links were cut, water and electricity disconnected, The resirigtion
of money caused severe problems for many families, especially during the Jutifenda, Many
people were unable to attend regular work, thus they depended on money sent from family
members abroad. Most of these measures were taken 1o slow the econamy down, including
the closure of three Palestinian bus companies, bans on workers traveling from the West Bank
and Gaza to israel, failure to repair damaged water pumps resulting in shortage of water,
prevention of food entering towns and villages (sometimes for as long as 16 days as in the
case of Beni Na’im in March 1988)."*

Most of these restrictions have been relaxed in the past few years, especially since the
establishment of the PNA (which is now responsible for some utilities in some areas). Yet,
such actions still occur. The Israeli water authority has a monopoly aver the control and
allocation of the entire water supply, including that in the Palestinian territories. While Israelis
on an average enjoy 344 m? of water per capita, Palestinians have to survive on 93 m? per
person per annum. In Hebron 70% of the water goes to 8,500 settlers and 30% goes 1o
250,000 Palestinians. "
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D. Ideology

[. Graeco-Roman Egypt

The starkest contrast between the conquerars’ attitudes before and afier conquest is in
Egypt. The Greeks were inspired by, admired and even copied efements of all main aspects of
Egyptian culture, at least in the cighth, seventh, sixth and pants of the fifth century BC.
Amony the numerous Greek mercenaries who served in Egyptian armies were many officers,
who betonged to the social elites back home in Greece. They were allowed to marry Egyptian
women once the first Greek colony in Egypt, Naucratis in the Nile Delta, had been given to
the Greeks in 620 BC by King Psammetich for their mercenary services against the Persians.
Many Cireck mercenary officers then married into the elite families of Egypt "

In the Ptolemaic kingdom, three centuries later, the oppasite was the case: only Greeks
of low social standing, and only very few at that, ever married Egyptians. Apartheid was still
not there in Jaw, but it was in practice:"**

The reasons behind this 180° switch of Greek attitudes towards foreigners in general
and Egyptians in particular are complex. Once the Greeks had beaten off the Persian invasion

attempts in the fifth century, arrogance and fybris spread quickly.

“In the eyes of the Greeks the barbirians were not only forcigners, but inferior
beings: between Greek and barbarian, says lsocrates, there is no less differcace
that between oan and beast.. The superiorily of the Greeks ginve them rights:

i1 wiis matral and jus! tial Barbarians should obey them as slaves obeyed free-
men... Between them wo [rigndship was possivle. bt thers anust be cenal war, ™' **

This is of course an over-generalization. There were a few exceptions, for instance
Diogenes, the famous cynic who lived in a barrel, but these exceptians were marginal beings
or freaks. In human history, it seems that whenever military conquest is completed, (further)
contempt towards the conquered people sets in. The same phenomenon can be observed in
South Africa. OF course, racism was there trom the very start. But as long as there were still
unsubjugated Khoisan in the Cape. there was still some sort of dignity afforded to the Khoisan
as 4 whole by the White invaders. Only when the land had become all White did racial
contempt on a systematic basis set in ' )

2. South Africa
Racist ideas of Europeans since the 17 century became an important part of the origin
of the later racist social order in South Africa, where the;

... Africans served Europeans as a convenicnt INirvar, of as a screch onlo which

they projected their own fears about theinselves and their world. The encounmder

wilh Africa in the seventeeath century occurred in an eri that emphasized (cspecially
for the Dutch coloaists. however lax they were] arder, seli-discipline, sclf-abregation,
sexual resteaint and Chinstianity. These were difficult ideals. The Europeans” failure to
reabize these kolly goals, or even their lempations to deny 1hean, cecated serious inner
tension to which the contact with Africa gave emotional release.™

Africans were seen as inferior by the Europeans from the 17 century due to their
inferiority in military technology, their powerlessness and slavery. They were seen by the
Europeans as lazy (for refusing to work for the settlers) and religiously immoral. As the

" Haider. Peter: Griechien im Vorderen Orient und in Agypten bis ca. 590 v Cha.: 59-115 in UIL, C. (Ed.): Wege
zur Genese gricchischer Ldentitii: dic Bedeutung der friharchaischen Zeit, Berlin, Akadeinie Verlag, 1996: 11165
¢ Walbank 1994 (1981): tty

"** Davis, Simen 1951: 2

" ester 1996: 14

1" Calien. 1988: 33, quoted in Lester 1996 331 texi added by Lester.



Africans opposed the dispossession of their land by the Whites and tried to fight back, they
were seen as (hieves in the eyes of the Europeans, which further intensified the Whites’
negative perception of the “soulless Africans”.

Segregation (before the 1948 aparitheid system) was often based on the assumption
that Africans were an inferior branch of an evolutionary tree. In the late nineteenth century.
Whites thought that the Africans who were intelfigent must have acquired their intelligence
from ancestors who had White blood in them.'™ The end of the nineteenth century brought
transformation for all racial groups in South Africa, and discrimination became more and
more unquestioned among Whites. “Racial order” became paramount for establishing new
economic, social and spatial relations.

By the 1920s, some Whites began to realize that differences between Africans and
Europeans were due more to culture than to nature. By seeing racial differences through
culture, the Europeans still thought of the Africans as inferior. Yet, now they believed that
there was a chance for this 'inferior culture' to advance through industrialization and
urbanization in order 10 achieve the cultural level of Whites.

By the 1920s, race had become a crucial criterion for social segregation, mainly to
secure White dominance over Blacks in the region, thus the Whites did not feel that
segregation should be eliminated in order to help the Afticans develop culturally. Segrepation
was a solution to the problem of industrial developments, since it gave the White population
the opportunity to use cheap, unskilled Black laborers at low cost. and at the same time,
Whites thought they did not have to live amongst them. This was seen as a natural and
rational thing to do for the Whites, since it was in their economic and social interest. This.
according to Lester *.. provided the structures which the aparrheid ideclogues would seek 1o
consolidate. """

During the early years of the apartheid system, culture became the ideological basis
for the differences between races, thus the White perception of Africans started to
acknowledge their difference as “other” rather than “inferior”. 1t was up to each racial group
to ensure that its own people, lanpuage, religion. tradition. etc. would survive ™"

At the same time, a more racist, de-humanizing mythology was sPreading in South
Africa, disseminated by politicians, broadcasting, teachers and textbooks'™'. The povernment
was determined to protect the White minority and further develop their interests, aiming at
separate developments even between the Afrikaners and the English-speaking South Africans,
The Whites became more concerned with maintaining and securing their economic
advantages, rather than their collective national identity.

Closely connected with the ideclogical justification of apuriheid were two basic
issues: the first being economics. It was important for the Whites in South Africa to develop
economically in order to survive as a nation, therefore separate economic developments were
necessary as they needed 1o secure their (economic) supremacy over the Black majority. The
second issue emerges from the former one and manifests itself as tear of Black supremacy {or
even urbanization). Throughout South Africa’s White history, racial fear has been evident.
This can be traced back to the seventeenth century, when the VOC obstructed relatians
between the Blacks and the White settlers. Therefore, apartheid came 1o be seen as the final
solution to the problem. Segregation depended on race, rather than class or culture. According
to Wade:

“For the apartheid sysiein 1o continee to exist and provide the
surplus needs of the White minority. that mvinority has to cxercise

¥ ) ester 1996: 58

"™ Ibid: 83
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' Ibid: £12. An additional aspect of apantheid ideology. which we have had no time or space 1o cover here. is
sexism. Graeco-Roman Egypt. South Africa and [smel could all serve as cases in point.



potitical pawer in a munner based on wide-ranging denial of reality.
In practice. this means a mechanisin that enables (he \I\'13||es 1o deny
the existence of Blacks as autonomous individuals.,.” ™

3. Israel
For centuries, both the Arabs and the Jews have developed historical roots in the

counliry now know as Israel. Both groups have strang emotianal attachments to the country.
This has created rwo nationalisms, an Arab nationalism, which claims Patestine as their
homeland, and a Jewish nationalism, which through “Zicnism” established a homeland in the
“Holy Land" and contributed cansiderably (o the development of the modern state of lsrael.

Since Abraham, according to the Bible, around 2000 BC, or since around 800 BC as
sume schalars believe, the Jews had thought of Palestine as their “Promised Land”.

.. the Lord made a covenant with Abraham. saying. Unto thy sced have
1 given s land. from the river of Egypt unte the great river, the river
Of Euphirates...” (Genesis 15:18) .

...l the Lord. 1 appearcd 1o Abraliant, ta (siic and to Jacob as God
Alotighty... 1 also cstablisticd niy covesint with them to give then the
Land of Canzan where they lived as aliens.” (Exodus 6:18)

After & rocky period of conquests and re-conquests by the different powers of the day,
the last independent Jewish state in antiquity was conquered by the Roman Empire. The Jews
were then scattered all over the world. Until the nineteenth century, they wanted to return to
their “Promised Land” for religious reasons. Later. the Zionists, European Jews, became
politically interested in the region.

In Western Europe, Jews ofien improved their socio-economic and political status, but
in Eastern Europe they repeatedly became an oppressed ethnic minority. They decided that in
order to further improve their social and political status, they must establish a national home
land, in which they would all be united. The Jewish immigration into Palestine could be seen
as the initial force leading to the creation of modern Israel. Arabs feared that such actions
could in the future result in a Jewish government in Jerusalem, thus they opposed the Zionist
movement.

In a viclent climate exacerbated by British colonial rule, violent acts between Arabs
and Jews started occurrinyg over anticipated future territorial control, By 1921, Dr. Eder, a
member of the Zionist Commission 1old the British Court of Inquiry that: “There should not
be equality between the Palestinians and the Jews.. only Jews should be allowed to bear arms
in Pallfsm"e‘“m This was ta be implemented rigorously in 1948 and has remained so until
now.

The riots between the Arabs and the Jews intensified, to the advantage of the Jews, as
they accumulated sympathy for the lewish case abroad. Then came the Third Reich and
Secand World War, in which six million Jews were exterminated under Hitler, which further
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increased the Jews’ interest in Palestine as a national home land, and international sympathy
for their cause and plight. In a speech to Jews in London afier World War 1. the future first
president of Israel, Haim Weizmann, had insisted:

“The Jewish siaic will coine, but it will not come through pledges
or political statements, it will come through the tears and blood

of the Jewish peopte. . . .A society in Palesting which will be Jewish
as much as England is English and America is American,™*

Zionism was not only the driving ideological force behind the establishment of the
modern state of Israel. Along with the Torah, it is still the foundation of Israeli law. Three of
the main areas in which Israeli law discriminates against non-lews are residency rights, the
right to wark and the right to equality before the law. This brings us back to land confiscation,
exploitation in the production process and the TRC, respectively.

Finally, Jewish nationalism has often been compared to Darwinian nationalism: ‘the
fittest {nation) survives’.'"” This brings us back to physical violence and the nigh daily
justifications offered by the Israeli Defense Force “securocrats”,

In conclusion, the three societies that we have investigated are aperrtherd societies in
the wide sense. They all manifest gross human rights violations (also in 2 wide sense) in the
fields of physical violence; land confiscation, redistribution and forced removals: exploitation
in the production process; differences in access t¢ necessities; and ideology. Societies that
have displayed apurtheid, or other kinds of intense oppression, in practice, whether it was
enshrined in laws or not, could benefit greatly from a Truth and Reconciliation Commission
along the South African lines. Although the TRC in South Africa has been successtul in
revealing truths and bringing about reconciliations, the future application of its principles in
other conflict zones could still be improved upon. Our primary suggestion would be to widen
the concept of gross human rights violations to include some of the aspects touched upon
here.
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