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ARAB MARAUDING IN ISRAEL
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1. The extent. of.arab marauding in, Israel and iis
affect on national security

The length of Israel's frontier in comparisen with
1ts very limited size turns almost every part of the
country'infb n bordér region s4slly accessible to

‘marauders. Israel has only 20 square miles of land
for each mile of frontler. (By way of compﬁriaan}u
the. United States has 800 square milea or 1and f.r

every mile of frontier.)' . e '
. \. ~

1,000 marauding Arabs cress the bordar 1nto Israsel

A O

Moég_;éfaﬁderé;aarrf‘firearmu resulting in an
Far from restricting their activities to petty
, crime, the marauders commit acts of deliberate sabetage
such as cuttiﬁgvi;nss of communiéatlon, prepaéing
ambushes and committing 1wdiscriminate ‘murder. Suech
cases as the murder of the Negev cppper mines guaris

[

in July 1952 and the ~onsuant 1ay1ng of mines on ‘ &

\ Negev roads point ta central direction beyond the Berder.

During the year 1952, 243L marauders were detained
3
by Israel forces and'there were_zgg armeq clashes.

B

Du?i?g theléém?'ygar there were 1,453 cases of theft,
hﬁ.caées of robbéry with, "iolence, 226. cases of
.smuggling, g;_casea of minelaying,. 32. caseg of theftis
‘on lines of communications and 20 cases. of aabotage.
During this period €0 Israslis were killed and 77

wounded by marsuders.
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Goods end livestock stolen during 1952 included:

86% cows, horses mnd miles
13,000 metres of electric aable
2,000 metres of irrigation pipes and
© irrigation machinerr. _
The total damage to property for the year 1952
amounted to about ' ‘one—millieon—dpiines, 7 .C, 3(5000
There is no 1nriltratien from Israel into Arah

eountriecs,
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2. The effect ‘of Arad maraﬁding on aren Eecurit!

I. Arab marauding in Isreel produses the same effaats
al irregular warfars in that : '

it disturbe the peaoce;

it engenders an atmessphere of war;

it harms the economy of the. country, Both by
direct damage and by necesnitating extensive
security measures;

II. This 1rregular warfare serves the hontila Purposcs
of the Arab States in that : ' '

-~

It fits in well with the ganeral 3rab policy
that all: possible -gcts of hostility - short of
regular warfare - Bhould be committed againat
Iﬂrael (economic boycott, political campalgns,
efforts to ezclude Iarael from ragional
organizationa, atrocity propaganda drivea, etec. ),

1t is & means of striking Israel in her own
territory with a minimum or risk. .
' b offers the Arab Governmentn a pretext te
diseleim reaponsibility- o
It 8erves as an outlet ror the rrustration and.
3 indignatien felt by the refugees as reeult ef the
fallure ef the Arab governments te rslieva thei»
plight.‘
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Measures taken by Israel against marauding are

" used by the Arabs for atrociiy prop&ganda” purposes.

> A
The absence of peace and the 0pen threats or a

‘4.._,'

Mgecond round" eneourage marauding. On the other hand,

o~

marauding, as a souroe of border tension undermines the
4

chancesg »f peace and the Btaaility of the Middle East
: L s “' I i

generally. ’
Marauding results in the deterioration of Ierael-
Arsh relations and there is always the danger that if not

ourbed, it may develop into an actual conflict involving

the regular forces of both sldes. | . o

T 5

3. The attitude®of Arab States to mayeuding ) /

The numbers of 1ntercepted or reported marauders in

the month of March 1953 Were : o
| ' Syrian sector L'vl -
- Lebanese " ~ 10 .0 renl
Jdordan " 133
Bgyptiun M : 8? ‘
These rigures show that when z Btate exereises striet
porder contrcl, the number of meranders crossing ‘into
Iswael from that.State is ulmost:negiigitle,” This proves :
that marauding is-sasily controllable from any Areb State =
which chooses to .take the necessgary measures.
The Jordan -se¢tor 1s .most open to Anfiltration. The
Jordan autherities do not put any effedtive restraint upen
 marauding., Thls: is especially true at.'the' lower levels of
administration.f~1n=certain areas, 1%t has beendPrOVed that ,
loeal authoritieaﬁactually co—operate with ban¥Xs of
maraucers, A further source of danger on this front is
the Nationel Guard which was eétablishéd'ror the purpose
Qf_défey@lng'Arab.yillﬁges._ In faot, the National Guard

puts arms 1n’the,pands of civilians who are ﬁqt'
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5. Measures for cheeking maraudin
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responsihle eneugh ‘te earry them, Dor has. the National

Guard any means of ensuring that the armﬂ aarried by

s

its memberu will not he used for tneir ‘eWD private enda.

RS e

In many casea the Hatinnel Guard has aotively partici-

pated in the incursions of the marauders and Ierael has

9

eurrered many 105595 in driving them hack acroae the

border._'

£ oaae 2 i ";"T.. "...\-’
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In tﬁe Egyptian eecter, there have been repeated
mhusheu and caees of minelaying and sabotage.: In
additi-n, the Wgyptians encourage the settlement ot
Bedains on Israel territory. The Bedouins are arme(

end often comuit acts of sabotage on_roade:ipfthe Hege?.

h.' Isyas] defense againat maraudingﬂ

Israel defends itself against marauding with every means
at its disyesal. However, ne campaign againsi marauders

can have permaneﬁt effect unless the marauders can be

. sought. out in their bases and sultably punished.

..The mereuder rrom an Areb State, having’ comml tted*,

. his erime, has: anly to eross the berder to be cutside the

. reach of Israel law and te be asfe from punishment. He

can steal gooﬁe in-Israel, murder the ewner whé tries to
stop him, and. sell the geede'openly'in'the market of a
town on his-side:of the border. -

. Actien sgainst maraudersfin thelr bases Icpebdu"dﬁon
the willingness of Arab Governments to co—operate ‘with

Israel. St S sy 3 s g W e s

- Israel has on several occasions proposed high level

talks with{Jordan.u-Iaraal.ﬁae also from time to time -

#$
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proposed measures for combatting marsuding. These
measures were presenfied in writing {fo Jordan on 25 Harcﬁ,
1953. So far no reply has been received;

These measures included :

(a) The removal of refugee campe from lhe border
area and the gainful employment of the refugees. The
UNRWA budget for rehabilitgfion is sufficient to cover this.

(b) Clear demaréatio% of the frontier and the |
partition of no-man's land. ' '

(c) The registrétion of all arms and the confiscation
of all explosives.

(d) 1Ineistence on the responsibllity of 150&1
authoritiés and loeal cdmﬁanders for checking marauding.

(e) The punishment of marauders and frequent gearches
for stolen goods. |

(£) An educational campaign against maraﬁding{

(g) Frequent meetings between local commanders on
both sides of the border for the exchénge of information,
the settlement of current problems and eco-ordination of
action ageinst marauders. h ‘

The fallure of,Jorda;mjpbpqply}to this last approach
and to agree to high level talks follows an increasing
tendency on the part of qudan not to honour the various
agreements which were cdnclﬁded'betWegn Israel and Jordan
for the purpose of cheéking marauding. Israel co-pperated
fully inmthg 1mplem¢ntat}on offtQQ agreements, but the |
refusal 5f the Jordanian authorities to carry them out inm

the letter and spirit rendered them worthless.

A solution of the problem of meranding.is possible emly
1f the Arad Governments themselves are prepared to accept full
responsibility for the crimes cormitted by their-peéple

across the Israel border, end to take action accordingly.
b ]

Hekirya, 15th Nsy 1953, )



