
Special focus 
March 2012

P. O. Box 38712 East Jerusalem 91386 l tel +972 (0)2 582 9962 l fax +972 (0)2 582 5841 l ochaopt@un.org l www.ochaopt.org

UNITED NATIONS 
Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs
occupied Palestinian territory

The humanitarian impact of the takeover of 
Palestinian water springs by Israeli settlers

In recent years, Israeli settler activity in 
the West Bank has significantly impaired 
Palestinian access to, and use of, a growing 
number of water springs. Springs are the 
single largest source of water for irrigation 
in the West Bank and an important coping 
mechanism for communities not connected 
to a water network, or poorly supplied, to 
meet domestic and livelihood needs. The 

main methods used by settlers to that end 
have been intimidation and threats, and the 
erection of fences around the targeted areas. 
This phenomenon comes in the context 
of Israel’s longstanding policy of settling its 
civilian population in the occupied Palestinian 
territory, in violation of international 
humanitarian law.
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Executive Summary
Such works were carried out without building 
permits, as required by the ICA. 

This practice is part of a larger trend entailing the 
development of the tourism infrastructure of Israeli 
settlements. This infrastructure contributes to the 
entrenchment of the settlement enterprise in at 
least three distinct ways: it expands the scope of 
territorial control of settlements; it adds a source of 
employment and revenue for the settler population; 
and it contributes to the “normalization” of 
settlements in the eyes of larger segments of Israeli 
society. 

The takeover and development of springs by 
settlers has multiple ramifications on the daily lives 
of Palestinians living in affected areas, including 
the erosion of their agricultural livelihoods. Despite 
the decline in their yield, springs have remained 
the single largest water source for irrigation and a 
significant source for watering livestock. Albeit to a 
lesser extent, springs are also a source of water for 
domestic consumption. Households not connected 
to the water network, or those supplied on an 
irregular basis, rely on them as a coping mechanism 
to meet domestic needs, particularly during the 
summer. The loss of access to springs and adjacent 
land reduced the income of affected farmers, who 
either stop cultivating the land or face a reduction 
in the productivity of their crops. Others farmers, 
herders and households are confronted with 
increased expenditures, due to the need to purchase 
more expensive piped or tankered water.

The takeover of springs also undermines the 
scope of control over space for Palestinians in 
Area C of the West Bank, where Israel retains 
extensive control. This is because of the spatial 
interaction between the taken-over springs and 
other settlement infrastructure in the area, such 
as settlement outposts and industrial areas. The 
presence of armed settlers at multiple points in a 
given area intimidates residents and renders the 
space in-between those points practically off limits 
for Palestinian use. 

In recent years, a growing number of water springs 
in the vicinity of Israeli settlements throughout 
the West Bank have become the target of settler 
activities that eliminated, or put at risk, the access to 
these springs and their use by Palestinians. A survey 
carried out by OCHA in the course of 2011 identified 
a total of 56 such springs, the large majority of 
which are located in Area C (93 percent), on land 
parcels recorded by the Israeli Civil Administration 
(ICA) as privately owned by Palestinians (at least 84 
percent).

Thirty (30) of these springs were found to be under 
full settler control, with no Palestinian access to 
the area. In almost three quarters of these (22), 
Palestinians have been deterred from accessing the 
spring by acts of intimidation, threats and violence 
perpetrated by Israeli settlers. In the remaining 
eight springs under full settler control, Palestinian 
access has been prevented by physical obstacles, 
including the fencing of the spring area, and its de 
facto annexation to the settlement (four cases), and 
the isolation of the area from the rest of the West 
Bank by the Barrier and its subsequent designation 
as a closed military zone (four cases).

The other 26 springs are at risk of a settler takeover. 
This category includes springs that became the target 
of regular “tours” by settlers, and/or patrolling 
by the security coordinators of settlements. While 
at the time of the survey, Palestinians could still 
access and use these springs, farmers and residents 
reported that the constant presence of groups of 
armed settlers in the area has an intimidating effect 
that discourages access and use. 

Along with the elimination or reduction of Palestinian 
access, in 40 out of the 56 springs identified in the 
survey, Israeli settlers have begun to develop the 
surrounding area into a “tourist attraction”. Works 
performed for this purpose include, among others, 
the construction or renovation of water pools; the 
deployment of picnic tables and shading structures; 
the paving of leading roads; and the installation of 
signs announcing the Hebrew name of the spring. 
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Settlements are illegal under international 
humanitarian law. Settlement related practices 
have also resulted in the infringement of a range 
of provisions in international human rights law, 
including those enshrining the right to property, to 
adequate housing, to freedom of movement, and to 
be free from discrimination, among others. 

Most of the practices discussed in this study - 
including trespass, intimidation and physical 
assault, stealing of private property, and 
construction without a building permit - are illegal 
not only under international law but also under 
Israeli legislation. Yet, the Israeli authorities have 
systematically failed to enforce the law on those 
responsible for these acts and to provide Palestinians 
with any effective remedy. 

The impact of the above practices and policies 
is not limited to those directly affected by settler 
violence and property losses. The continuous 
encroachment on Palestinian land for the 
purpose of settlement expansion is a key cause 
of humanitarian vulnerability of the Palestinian 

population and the most significant reason behind 
the ongoing fragmentation of the West Bank, which 
undermines the right of the Palestinian people to 
self-determination.

To abide by its obligations under international law 
and begin addressing the humanitarian impact of 
the above practices, the Israeli authorities must:

•	 stop facilitating the transfer of Israeli civilians 
into the oPt, including by allowing the 
expansion of settlements;

•	 restore Palestinian access to the water springs 
taken over by settlers, and ensure their safety; 

•	 conduct effective investigations into cases of 
settler violence and trespass and prosecute 
those responsible; and

•	 adopt measures to prevent ongoing settler 
“tours” to springs located on private Palestinian 
property. 
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Introduction*

Natural water sources have historically played 
a key role in shaping the geography of human 
development, particularly in regions affected by 
water scarcity. In the West Bank, springs (areas 
where ground water flows naturally into the surface) 
had served for centuries as the principal source of 
water for all uses, triggering the development of 
villages and towns in their vicinity.    

Springs remain the single largest source of water 
for irrigation in the West Bank, and an important 
coping mechanism for communities not connected 
to a network (or those supplied on an irregular 
basis) to meet domestic and livelihood needs. 
Springs are also an integral part of the West Bank 
landscape and open spaces, and as such they serve 
as sites for leisure and family recreation. 

Over the past few years, however, Palestinian 
access to a growing number of springs has been 
significantly reduced, and often totally prevented, 
by Israeli settlers, mostly by threat and intimidation. 
In most cases, following the removal of Palestinian 
presence at a given spring and its surrounding 
areas, Israeli settlers have begun developing the 
area into a tourist attraction.

Israel has engaged in the settling of part of its 
civilian population in the occupied Palestinian 
territory since 1967, in violation of international 
humanitarian law. In this context, over two million 
dunams of private and public Palestinian land 
(nearly 40 percent of the West Bank) have been 
seized by the Israeli authorities, through a range 
of mechanisms, and allocated for the development 
of Israeli settlements.1 Land and other Palestinian 
properties have been also forcibly taken over 
by Israeli settler groups, without the formal 
authorization of the Israeli authorities, but with 
their acquiescence and often active support.2 

The takeover of springs by Israeli settlers is just 
one instance of the latter type of settlement activity. 
This report presents and analyzes the findings of 
a survey assessing the characteristics and scope of 
this practice, as well as its humanitarian impact 
on the Palestinian population. The assessment 
consisted of extensive field visits carried out by 
OCHA, mainly during the spring and summer of 
2011 to every known water spring in the vicinity 

Springs: a water source at risk 
of extinction 
While the total number of springs throughout the 
West Bank is estimated at approximately 530, their 
discharge has experienced a dramatic decline in 
recent decades, with less than 20 percent having 
a significant volume of water discharge.3 In 2009, 
the overall water yield of springs was only half the 
equivalent figure six years earlier.4 This is the result 
of recurrent years of poor rainfall, exacerbated by 
Israel’s over-extraction (i.e. extraction in excess of 
the estimated replenishment potential) of water from 
wells located both in the West Bank and in Israel.5 

of an Israeli settlement. Evidence collected during 
the field visits was supplemented and crosschecked 
with a range of other sources, including: 

•	 interviews with Palestinian farmers;

•	 information by officials of local councils of 
affected Palestinian villages;

•	 land ownership maps produce by the Israeli 
authorities;

•	 information by Israeli settlers present at the 
spring at the time of the field visit; 

•	 multi-year aerial photos of selected areas 
showing cultivation patterns across time; and

•	 Israeli guidebooks and websites advertising 
tourist sites in West Bank settlements. 

The first section of the report presents the main 
findings of the survey and elaborates on the 
methods employed by Israeli settlers to remove 
the Palestinian presence at, and take control of, 
the springs. The second section addresses the key 
elements involved in the physical development 
of the springs taken over by settlers and their 
transformation into tourist sites. The third section 
highlights the humanitarian impact of these 
practices on Palestinian communities adjacent to 
the springs. The last section presents three cases 
studies concerning springs in the Ramallah, Nablus 
and Bethlehem governorates.

*This report is based upon a study commissioned to Mr Dror Etkes, and supplemented with further research by OCHA oPt. All photos 
were taken by Dror Etkes.
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Taking over the springs
The survey carried out for this report identified a 
total of 56 water springs located in the vicinity of 
Israeli settlements, which have become the target of 
settler activities that have eliminated or put at risk 
the access to the spring and its use by Palestinians.6 
Approximately half of these springs (29) are 
located in the Ramallah governorate, followed by 
the Nablus (10) and Bethlehem (8) governorates. 
Four of the springs fall within Areas B, close to the 
boundaries with Area C, and the rest are located 
within Area C.

The total figure excludes springs where Palestinian 
access has been affected due to measures adopted 
by the Israeli authorities, but the site has not 
been subject to systematic settler activities. 
Such measures include access restrictions (e.g. 
checkpoints, roadblocks, the Barrier and “firing 
zones”)7, as well as the imposition of entry fees to 
springs located in areas declared “nature reserves”.8 
However, all springs where regular settler activities 
were documented have been included, even if 
the restriction on Palestinian access resulted from 
measures adopted by the Israeli authorities.

Of the total number of springs identified, 30 are 
under full Israeli settler control with no Palestinian 
access to the area, while the other 26 are considered 
as being at risk of settler takeover (see below “settler 
tours” section).

In terms of ownership status, at least 47 of the 
springs (84 percent) are located on land parcels 
recorded by the Israeli Civil Administration (ICA) 
as privately owned by Palestinians.9 Another four 
springs are located on land considered by the 
ICA as pre-1948 “Jewish property” subsequently 
registered by the Jordanian authorities as “enemy 
property”. The ownership status of the remaining 
five springs could not be determined. 

Finally, 11 of the springs identified in the survey 
were dry or had an insignificant discharge at the 
time they were visited (mostly during the summer), 
however, some of them reportedly become “active” 
during the rainy season or in years with abundant 
rainfall.

a. Intimidation, threat and violence

In almost three quarters of the springs under full 
settler control (22 out of 30), the main method 
used to deter Palestinians from accessing the area 
of the spring has been intimidation and threats, 
and in some cases direct physical violence. The 
precise timing and sequence of events that led to 
the removal of Palestinian access and the takeover 
of each of these springs was in most cases difficult 
to reconstruct. Regarding many of the springs, the 
bulk of violent incidents occurred several years 
ago, while the halt in Palestinian use of the spring 
occurred gradually, based on the internalization of 
the level of threat. 

The phenomenon of settler attacks and intimidation 
of Palestinians in agricultural areas in the vicinity 
of certain settlements is well documented.10 
Incidents regularly reported by humanitarian and 
human rights organizations include shootings, 
beatings, verbal abuse and threats, stone throwing, 
unleashing of attack dogs, striking with rifle butts 
and clubs, destruction of farm equipment and 
crops, theft of crops, and killing or theft of livestock, 
among others. Between 2006 and 2011, OCHA 
recorded over 1,300 settler attacks throughout the 
West Bank resulting in either casualties or property 
damage.

A number of reports highlighted the key role played 
by the “security coordinators” of settlements in 
the reduction of Palestinian presence in adjacent 
rural areas.11 These coordinators are appointed, 
armed and paid by the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) 
to manage the security affairs of the settlement 
where they live. Their responsibilities and powers 
are defined in a military order, which makes them 
accountable to the IDF Brigade Commander in 
their area.12 While their sole responsibility is the 
protection of their respective settlements, until July 
2009, the geographical area on which the security 
coordinators were authorized to operate was not 
defined. This gap contributed to their regular 
involvement in incidents in areas far beyond 
the outer limits of the settlements. Moreover, 
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despite their formal subordination to the Brigade 
Commander, it often became clear that the level 
of control exercised by the latter was limited. 
Anecdotal evidence even suggests that, in some 
cases, the roles were reversed, as the security 
coordinators, as well as other armed settlers, were 
observed giving instructions to soldiers and IDF 
commanders on the ground.13

b. Fences and Barrier

In about a quarter of the springs under full settler 
control (8 out of 30), the prevention of Palestinian 
access has been achieved, primarily, by the 
deployment of physical obstacles. In four of these 
springs, all in the vicinity of the Bet El settlement 
(Ramallah), the obstacle consists of a fence, 
enhanced by electronic devices. No land requisition 
orders or notification were given to the Palestinian 
landowners prior to the installation of this 
infrastructure, and no procedure to allow access of 
farmers to the closed areas was established. 

The illegal expansion of the outer limits of 
settlements over Palestinian farming land by means 
of fences or patrol roads under the guise of security 
needs became a widespread practice in recent 
years.14 One Israeli human rights organization 
(Yesh Din) filed six separate petitions with the 
Israeli High Court of Justice (HCJ) demanding the 
removal of the illegal fences and the restitution of 

Umm Al Jarab spring, ‘Awarta 
(Nablus)
“[…] I have land planted with olive trees in this area, 
and, as many other farmers from ‘Awarta, I used the 
water from the spring to irrigate the trees. Since the 
beginning of the Second Intifada in 2000, the settlers 
from Itamar became very aggressive and started to 
harass us… they also began coming to the spring to 
swim and water their sheep. I directly experienced 
only one incident, when a group of armed settlers 
approached me while I was working in the field, 
started threatening me and forced me to leave. For the 
last few years we can reach the land only a few times 
a year, at  specific times following coordination with 
the Israeli army […]. The most serious case happened 
with the soldiers: on 20 March 2010, they killed two 
young men from the village who were working the 
land near the spring without coordination… the army 
argued that they first arrested the boys, but then one 
of them attacked the soldiers. Things became much 
worse after the killing of the settler family in Itamar 
[March 2011] because the Israeli army stopped the 
coordination process completely and no farmer 
could reach the area. Before that, I planted new olive 
seedlings that were all lost because of the lack of 
irrigation. Together with the potential income from 
the oil, I lost over NIS 10,000…”

Jamil Darawsheh, farmer, ‘Awarta

Ein Al Zrire spring, ‘Atara (Ramallah)
(See photo in p. 9)

“About a year ago I went with a friend to a piece of land near the spring belonging to a relative to collect 
wood. While we were walking, the security officer of ‘Ateret settlement appeared in his jeep and started questioning 
us about our presence there. A few minutes later, a group of 40 or 50 settlers arrived, surrounded us and began 
threatening us. They forced us to sit next to the spring for about one hour until two army vehicles arrived. The 
soldiers took us to the police station at Giv’at Ze’ev settlement, where we were briefly interrogated and released a 
few hours later […] While some farmers from ‘Atara still use the spring to irrigate their crops, many other  farmers 
have avoided coming to this spring as much as possible due to fear from incidents like this…”

Farmer (name withheld), 31 years old, ‘Atara.
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Palestinian access to the areas behind the fences. 
In a state response submitted in April 2010, the 
State Attorney requested to postpone any further 
discussion until a comprehensive examination of 
this practice is completed. All the petitions are still 
pending.15

Another four springs under full settler control are 
located in areas between the Barrier and the Green 
Line, which were declared as closed military zones 
(also known as the “Seam Zone”). Palestinian 
access to these areas is prohibited, unless they 
are granted a difficult-to-obtain “visitor permit”, 
or they live in a community located in the closed 
area and have obtained a “permanent resident” 
permit. The area of the four springs is particularly 

inaccessible to Palestinians, including those holding 
special permits due to the application of additional 
impediments: two springs (next to Nabi Samuel 
village in the Jerusalem governorate) are located in 
an area declared by the Israeli authorities in 2001 
as a “National Park”, that was fenced off; one (next 
to Al Jib village also in the Jerusalem area) became 
accessible only through a settlement (Giv’at Ze’ev); 
and another was declared as a closed military area 
in 1967.

c. Settler “tours”  

A total of 26 springs were identified as being at 
risk of a settler takeover.21 This category includes 
springs located in the vicinity of settlements that 

The root of the settler violence phenomenon is Israel’s decades-long policy of illegally facilitating the settling of 
its citizens inside the occupied Palestinian territory (oPt). This activity has resulted in the progressive takeover of 
Palestinian land, resources and transportation routes and has created two separate systems of rights and privileges, 
favoring Israeli citizens at the expense of over 2.5 million Palestinians. 

As the occupying power, Israel is responsible for ensuring public order and safety in the occupied territory, as 
well as for the protection of the civilian population from any act or threat of violence.16 However, as pointed out 
by various official commissions appointed by the Israeli authorities since the 1980’s, as well as by human rights 
organizations, Israel has systematically failed to adequately enforce the law on settlers who engage in attacks against 
Palestinians and their property.17 

One of the concerns identified is the failure of Israeli forces to intervene and stop settler attacks in real time, 
including the failure to arrest suspected settlers on the spot. Among the main reasons behind this failure is the 
ambiguous message delivered to the security forces in the field regarding their authority and responsibility to 
enforce the law on Israeli settlers.18 

Another two key reasons behind the ongoing law enforcement deficit are the disincentives given to Palestinian 
victims to file official complaints with the Israeli police, thus preventing the launching of an investigation, and the 
insufficient follow-up by the Israeli police in investigating complaints. Regarding the latter, according to the Israeli 
organization Yesh Din, more than 90 percent of the complaints filed with the Israeli Police and monitored by the 
organization in the past six years were closed without indictments.19 

Recent, official efforts to retroactively “legalize” settlement outposts, which were built on private Palestinian land 
forcibly taken over by settlers, actively promote a culture of impunity and encourages further violence.20

Settler violence and impunity
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became the target of regular settler “tours” and/or 
patrolling by security coordinators of settlements. 
This is a conservative estimate, which, for the sake 
of caution, does not include springs where settler 
tours are conducted only occasionally. While at the 
time of the survey Palestinians could still access 
these springs, farmers and residents reported that 

the constant presence of groups of armed settlers in 
the area has an intimidating effect that discourages 
access. In 18 out of the 26 cases in this category, the 
potential of a future takeover is reinforced by the 
deployment of some kind of physical infrastructure 
by settlers at the spring site (see next section). 

‘Ein Harasha spring, Al Mazra’a Al Qibliya (Ramallah)

“I live in the small house next to the spring. My family owns 70 dunums of land cultivated with orange and lemon 
trees, as well as various vegetables grown in greenhouses. Like another six farmers in this area, I irrigate the trees in 
the lower areas with water from the spring using a system of canals [...] The friction with Israeli settlers, especially 
those from the Haresha outpost, has become worse from year to year. During the summer season they come to 
the spring on an almost weekly basis to swim in the water collection pool [...] On September 2008, a group of 
settlers physically assaulted and injured my cousin (55 years old); he escaped to my house, but they followed him 
and entered there, vandalized the furniture and set fire to the house, which was partially destroyed […]. 

Farmer (name withheld), 55-year-old, Al Mazra’a Al Qibliya
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Along with the elimination or reduction of 
Palestinian access, in 40 out of 55 springs identified 
in the survey, Israeli settlers have begun to develop 
the area surrounding the spring. While the level 
of investment differs from one to another, works 
include at least one of the following elements: the 
construction or renovation of a pool collecting the 
water from the spring; the deployment of benches, 
picnic tables, trash containers, and/or shading 
structures; the paving or upgrading of leading 
roads; the construction of a parking lot; and the 
installation of signs leading to the site, as well as 
next to the spring announcing the Hebrew name of 
the spring. 

Granting springs Hebrew names adds a symbolic 
dimension to the process of appropriation. While 
some of the names are a simple transliterations of 
the original Arabic names (e.g. from ‘Ein Al Dweer 
to ‘Ein Dvir), in other cases, springs are called after 
individuals to be commemorated, usually founders 
of the nearby settlement, victims of Palestinian 
attacks, or soldiers killed in combat (e.g from ‘Ein 
Sijma to ‘Ein Yitzhak).22

A recent media article pointed out to the existence 
of a small group of Israeli volunteers called “the 
Abrabanels”, whose sole goal is to “discover” and 
“renovate” springs primarily in areas adjacent to 
settlements.23 According to the article, this group 
was responsible for the initial development of at 
least seven of the springs identified in this survey, 
usually the construction or expansion of a water 
pool. In other cases, individuals or small groups 
from the nearby settlement, often involving religious 
youngsters, have taken the lead. Participation in 
this kind of initiative is perceived among some 
segments of the settler population as part of the 
“spiritual formation” of the youth.24 

Some of the springs have signs pointing out the 
involvement of official Israeli bodies in the funding, 
development or maintenance of the site, mainly the 
regional councils of settlements. The latter, function 
as the local government of small and medium size 

Springs and the rise of the 
settler tourist industry

settlements and are generously funded by the 
central government, primarily through the Ministry 
of Interior.25 In two cases, signs installed on the 
ground indicate the involvement of the Jewish 
National Fund, the Nature and Parks Authority, 
and the IDF. 

Given that at least 83 percent of the springs are 
located on land considered by the Israeli authorities 
as private Palestinian property, it can be reasonably 
assumed that works performed by settlers on those 
sites were carried out without building permits.26 
Yet, as regarding other illegal settler activities, the 
Israeli authorities consistently failed to enforce 
the law and demolish or remove the unauthorized 
structures. 

One of the single exceptions identified in this study 
concerns the ‘Ein Al Kbire spring, next to Deir El 
Hatab village, in the Nablus governorate (see cover 
picture).  This spring was taken over by settlers from 
the nearby settlement of Elon Moreh, who succeeded 
in eliminating Palestinian access completely, and 
renamed it as “Ein Kfir” in commemoration of an 
IDF soldier (Avner Kfir) killed on duty. In 2008, the 
soldier’s family and friends constructed a pool and a 
memorial next to the spring, which were demolished 
by the ICA in November 2010, on grounds of lack of 
permit.27 However, shortly after the demolition the 
water pool and the memorial were reconstructed 
and a new parking lot developed with the support 
of the Samaria Regional Council, without further 
interference from the ICA.

The takeover and development of water springs is 
part of a larger trend entailing the promotion of the 
tourism infrastructure in Israeli settlements. This 
trend includes a range of endeavors such as the 
development and promotion of archeological sites 
and museums; new hiking and “off road” biking 
trails; observatories and scenic spots; guest houses 
and other accommodation facilities; tours of wine 
and olive oil establishments;28 and regular cultural 
and artistic events. Most such facilities and events 
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“During the past two years there has been 
tremendous development in tourism. As part 
of the development plans of the Tourism 
Ministry and the regional council, we are 
also repairing murky springs and turning 
them into enjoyable tourist sites. The springs 
are not the council’s private property and 
they are open to the general public. For clear 
security reasons, and in the wake of past 
terror attacks, the Israel Defense Forces does 
not allow Arabs’ access to the springs near 
the settlements. Other springs are open and 
accessible to everyone.”31

The development of the tourist infrastructure of 
Israeli settlement contributes to the entrenchment 
of the settlement enterprise in at least three distinct 
ways: it expands the scope of territorial control 
of settlements; it adds a source of employment 
and revenue for the settler population; and it 
contributes to the “normalization” of settlements in 
the eyes of large segments of Israeli society, as well 
as some foreign tourists. The opening paragraph 
of a recently published guidebook for “boutique 
tourism” in West Bank settlements captures the 
essence of the latter goal:

“It may be surprising, but Judea and Samaria 
are not just settlements flashing ideology. 
There is also, and primarily, a good life. An 
excellent soil for wine and olives, exciting 
spaces, artists who create, sweet B&B, 
gourmet restaurants, sheep farms. Why not?32

are practically off limits for Palestinians, either due 
to their location within the municipal boundaries of 
settlements, where Palestinian access is prohibited 
by military order, or due to fear from harassment. 

Many of these initiatives are promoted and funded 
(partially or entirely) by Israeli governmental or 
semi-governmental institutions including the local 
and regional councils of settlements, the Ministry of 
Tourism, the Nature and Parks Authority, and the 
Jewish National Fund. Of the six settlement regional 
councils that operate in the West Bank, the Binyamin 
Council, which includes all settlements in the 
Ramallah Governorate, has taken the lead. In its 2011 
budget, for example, the council allocated over NIS 
4.4 million to its Department of Tourism, including 
NIS 300,000 for “infrastructure development”; 
NIS 95,000 for deploying “orientation signs for 
tourism”; NIS 30,000 for publicity and NIS 25,000 
for the maintenance of touristic sites.29 

Settler touristic sites and businesses are regularly 
promoted and advertised among the Israeli Jewish 
public. Binyamin’s website, for example, contains 
a multilayered section dedicated to tourism 
in settlement sites, including a separate page 
advertising 17 water springs “renovated” by settlers 
in the Ramallah area.30 The settler touristic industry 
succeeded, to a significant extent, to penetrate the 
mainstream Israeli media, internet activity and 
literature dealing with “domestic” tourism. 

In response to a media article on this subject 
published in 2010, a spokesperson of the Binyamin 
Regional Council stated: 
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The practices documented in this survey have 
multiple ramifications on the daily lives of 
Palestinians living in the affected areas, including 
erosion of agricultural livelihoods, deterioration in 
physical security and a heightened sense of threat, 
and increasing loss of control over space. 

Despite the decline in their yield, springs have 
remained the single largest water source for 
irrigation and a significant source for livestock 
watering.33 Albeit to a lesser extent, springs are 
also a source of water for domestic consumption.34 
Households not connected to the water network, or 
those supplied on an irregular basis, rely on them 
as a coping mechanism to meet domestic needs, 
particularly during the summer.

Due to methodological impediments, the total 
amount of water that became unavailable to 
Palestinians because of the practices addressed 
in this report, as well as the related effect on 
their income, could not be quantified. However, 
information collected during this survey, and 
illustrated in the case studies presented herein, 
suggests that the overall impact on the livelihoods 
of affected communities is significant. 

Of all springs identified in the survey, some three 
quarters are, or were used in the past, by Palestinians 
for irrigation, for the watering of livestock, or for 
both. For many of the affected farmers, however, 
the main impact of the practices addressed in this 
report is the loss of access to farming land in the 
vicinity of the spring and the resulting loss of 
income from agricultural produce. Others, who 
have continued cultivating the land or grazing their 
livestock in the vicinity of the area taken over by 
settlers, were compelled to rely on alternative and 
more expensive water sources, or faced a decline in 
productivity due to the shift to exclusive reliance on 
rainfall. 

Approximately 60 percent of the springs identified 
in the survey, including many of those used for 
irrigation, are or were also used as a complementary 

The humanitarian impact
source to meet domestic needs (drinking, cooking, 
hygiene, cleaning, etc). For such communities and 
households, the loss of access to the spring resulted 
in increased expenditures on the purchase of water 
delivered by water tankers. In distant areas affected 
by access restrictions, such as Bedouin communities 
in the northern Jordan Valley, residents pay up to 
NIS 25 per cubic liter of tankered water, which 
is more than five times the price of piped water 
distributed to the network.35

The negative impact of the settler takeover of 
springs and adjacent orchards is not limited to the 
livelihoods of people, but extends also to other 
aspects of their life, such as family recreation. This 
function has become increasingly important since 
the beginning of the second Intifada, as a result of 
the loss of access to areas that served that purpose, 
such as the Dead Sea coast, as well as green areas 
now located behind the Barrier.

The seizure and development of springs as 
tourist attractions also played an important role 
in solidifying the settler control over space, much 
beyond the specific spots taken over. This is due to 
the strategic location of many of the springs vis-à-
vis other sites developed by settlers in the same area, 
such as settlement outposts and touristic attractions 
other than springs. The presence of armed settlers at 
multiple points in a given area intimidates residents 
and has rendered the space in-between those points 
practically off limits for Palestinian use. 

The effect of such a spatial dynamic is evident in 
the area of the Shilo-Eli settlement block (see map). 
Since the late 1970’s, the Israeli army requisitioned, 
or declared “state land”, thousands of dunams in 
this area for the establishment of both settlements.36 
Later on, and until 2003, settlers took over strategic 
points around this block and established ten 
unauthorized settlement outposts, along with the 
appropriation and subsequent cultivation of private 
Palestinian land in their vicinity. An archeological 
site (‘Tel Shilo’) operated by settlers, covering 
an area of approximately 150 dunams, was also 
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developed next to the Shilo settlement.37 Given their 
specific location, the takeover and development 
of the ‘Ein Al ‘Ariq (see photo in p.3) and ‘Ein el 
Muheiber springs, significantly contributed to 
consolidating settler control over the area between 
these and other sites. 

The regular presence of armed settlers at the springs 
and their surroundings resulted in a hightened 

sense of threat among men, women and children 
living in nearby Palestinian communities, due, in 
part, to increased friction and clashes. In at least 
one case, the takeover of a spring also triggered 
weekly protests, which evolve into clashes with 
Israeli forces that lead to casualties and arrests (see 
next section).  

Since the beginning of its occupation in 1967, Israel has established and maintained a system of direct control over 
the exploitation and distribution of West Bank water resources. This system, which includes a restrictive permit 
regime applying to the development of any water-related infrastructure, has been operated to the benefit of the 
Israeli population, both in Israel and in the settlements, at the expense of the water needs and rights of Palestinians. 

In the context of the Oslo accords signed during the 1990’s, an Israeli-Palestinian Joint Water Committee (JWC) 
was established and given the authority to regulate the use of water resources in the occupied Palestinian territory 
(oPt). Despite the existence of Palestinian representation at the JWC, this mechanism granted Israel the ability to 
veto or delay water-related projects (including in Areas A and B). In addition, projects to be implemented in Area 
C, which covers over 60 percent of the West Bank, also require a permit by the ICA, which is exclusively run by 
Israel. Under the Israeli interpretation of the accords, this requirement applies even to the renovation of existing 
wells and cisterns. This multilayered system of approvals has resulted in the rejection and delay of dozens of water 
projects submitted by the Palestinian Authority.   38 

During the course of the occupation, Palestinians have been denied access to water from the Jordan River, which 
is the main surface water resource in the West Bank.39 As a result, the Mountain Aquifer became the single water 
source accessible to them for domestic and agricultural needs. This aquifer is a transboundary water resource, 
which, according to international law, shall be used by Israelis and Palestinians in an equitable and reasonable manner. 
In practice, it is estimated that Israel uses over 86 percent of the water extracted from the aquifer, compared to 

less than 14 percent by Palestinians.40 

The inequality in the distribution of the shared resources is reflected in the immense gaps in the water consumption 
for domestic needs of Israelis (both in the West Bank and in Israel), which stands at an average of approximately 
300 liters per capita per day (l/d/c), compared to about 70 l/d/c by Palestinians, well below the standard of 100 l/c/d 
recommended by the World Health Organization (WHO).41 All the settlements officially recognized by the Israeli 
authorities, as well as many unauthorized outposts, are connected to a water network and serviced by the Israeli 
national water utility (Mekorot) from wells in the West Bank and in Israel. Most of the water allocated to them is 
used to produce agricultural goods for export. Governmental subsidies given to settlements, including those for 
their agriculture products, help offset costs of water and other utilities.42

On the other hand, approximately 300,000 Palestinians across the West Bank are vulnerable to water scarcity. This 
include some 14,000 people living in about 100 herding communities in Area C without any water infrastructure, 
who access less than 30 l/d/c. These communities rely on the delivery of water by tankers, at prices up to five times 
higher than piped water. Water collection structures built in those communities without permits from the Israeli 
authorities, which are almost impossible to obtain, are issued demolition orders; in 2011 alone, 70 such structures 
were actually demolished.

Israel’s management of West Bank water resources
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‘Ein Al Qaws, An Nabi Salih (Ramallah)

‘Ein Al Qaws is the biggest of five springs located 
along the Raya valley, which extends between the 
villages of An Nabi Salih and Deir Nidham in the 
northwest section of the Ramallah governorate. 
The two villages, with a combined population 
of 1,600, are part of the same “land block” (an 
administrative division for land registration and 
taxation purposes), which covers 4,765 dunams. 
The Raya valley is considered the most fertile area 
within this block. 

In October 1977, the Israeli cabinet approved 
the establishment of a new settlement named 
“Hallamish” (also known as Neve Zuf) next to An 
Nabi Salih village, on a site that served prior to 1967 
as a Jordanian military camp. A year later, some 
600 dunums of privately owned land next to that 
camp were requisitioned for “military needs” and 
allocated to the settlement.43 Additional hundreds 
of dunums were seized over the following decade 
after declaring them “state land”.44 The current 
official boundaries of Hallamish, encompass 2,510 
dunams, of which approximately 20 percent are 
built-up and home to some 1,100 Israeli settlers.45

In addition to the official land seizures, since the 
beginning of the second Intifada in 2000, settlers 
have gradually taken over 450 dunams of the 
Raya valley that fall outside the official boundaries 
of Hallamish, and de-facto annexed them to the 
settlement (see Map). The takeover entailed the 
fencing of these areas, the opening of roads within 
it and the cultivation of the land (see photo in p.18). 

“Law enforcement” and the takeover of the spring

Overall, the takeover of private land around the 
settlement proceeded smoothly and without 
interference by the Israeli authorities. In November 
2008, however, the ICA partially dismantled a fence 
de facto annexing land north of the settlement’s 
built up area, on grounds that the fence was 

Case studies

erected without a building permit. This step was 
not followed by measures aimed at stopping 
the cultivation of the previously fenced off area 
by the settlers, let alone returning the land to its 
Palestinian owners. Moreover, while the fence 
served to consolidate the annexation of the area to 
the settlement, it also constituted a physical barrier 
between the settlement and the rest of An Nabi Salih 
lands. As a result, the dismantlement of the fence, 
along with absence of any additional enforcement 
measure, triggered further encroachment on the 
village’s land, including the rapid takeover of ‘Ein 
Al Qaws spring.
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Indeed, since late 2008, groups of Hallamish 
youngsters started “visiting” the spring on a 
regular basis and developing its surroundings. In 
the course of a few months a new water pool was 
built, picnic benches and tables were installed, and 
a shading structure constructed. Also, a large sign 
was placed on a rock next to the spring announcing 
the new name of the spring: “Meir Spring”, after 
Meir Segal who, according to the sign, was one of 
the founders of Hallamish. 

While the takeover and renovation of the spring 
seems to be a local initiative, the Binyamin Regional 
Council supported it by recommending this site in 
the touristic section of its website.46 The regional 
council also added a brown road sign (in Hebrew 
and English) next to the spring, for the orientation 
of visitors. The same kind of signs can be found 
next to other water springs in the Ramallah area (see 
photo in p.11).

Given that, according to ICA records, the spring 
area is privately owned by Palestinians, all settler 
works at the spring were presumably carried out 
without ICA building permits.47 In the months 
following the takeover, residents of An Nabi Salih 
filed with the Israeli Police six separate complaints 
about trespass, property damages and physical 
assault, of which, five were closed on grounds of 
“offender unknown” and one on grounds of “lack 
of evidence”.48

In February 2010, the ICA issued a military order 
declaring the spring and its surroundings (15 
dunams) an “archeological site”, where any type 
of development is forbidden.49 Following this 
declaration the IDF Brigade Commander for this 
area informed the heads of An Nabi Salih and 
Deir Nidham Village Councils that the settler 
infrastructure at the spring will be removed. This 
decision came in the context of the growing clashes 
and public interest in the regular demonstrations 
protesting the takeover (see below). However, to 
date, none of the infrastructure on the ground has 
been removed.

Loss of livelihoods

The rapid expansion of Hallamish settlement, 
which resulted in the loss of over 1,000 dunums of 
private and public land previously used for farming 
or grazing, has been a key factor undermining the 
agricultural livelihoods of An Nabi Salih and Deir 
Nidham residents. The takeover of the ‘Ein Al 
Qaws spring was the latest step in this 35-year-long 
process. 

The spring itself falls within a four dunam plot of 
land owned by Bashir Tamimi (current head of An 
Nabi Salih Village Council). For a long period prior 
to its takeover, this plot had been leased to Munjed 
Tamimi, from Deir Nidham village, and provided 
income for his nuclear family, including his four 
children. The plot has been regularly cultivated 
with wheat and yielded about seven tonnes per 
season on average, generating a yearly income of 
approximately NIS 8,000; seasonal crops, such as 
tomatoes and cucumbers, were also planted and 
used for household consumption. 

Until 2009, ‘Ein Al Qaws was used for irrigation 
not only by Munjed Tamimi but also by ten other 
farmers who cultivate a range of field crops and 
fruit trees (mainly olive, almond and fig) in the Raya 
valley, as well as by a number of herders. Despite 
frequent settler harassment, the rest of the farmers 
have continued cultivating the land. However, since 
the spring’s takeover, they have been forced to rely 
on alternative and more expensive water sources 
for irrigation, such as the local network and water 
tankering. Overall, the denial of access to the spring 
negatively impacted the agricultural livelihoods of 
at least another 70 people (excluding herders).

Protests and insecurity

The takeover of the spring also resulted in a 
deterioration in the physical security of the 
Palestinian residents. This is not only because of the 
regular presence of armed settlers at the spring and 
the adjacent areas, but primarily due the weekly 
protests carried out by Palestinians, Israelis and 
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internationals, and the ways in which Israeli forces 
are trying to suppress the protests. 

Most protests evolve into violent confrontations with 
Israeli forces as soon as the demonstrators reach the 
edge of the village’s built up area. Clashes usually 
involve stone throwing by some demonstrators, 
along with the shooting of large amounts of tear 
gas, stun grenades and pepper spray, as well as by 
beating demonstrators with clubs and kicking and 
punching them, by the Israeli forces. Rubber-coated 
metal bullets and live ammunition are also used, but 
much less frequently.50 Between 2009 and 2011, one 
demonstrator was killed and another 185, including 
26 children, were injured; during that period 12 
members of the security forces were injured in such 
clashes.

In order to reduce the number of people attending 
the demonstrations, a military order declaring the 
entire built area of An Nabi Salih, as well as the 
area around the spring, as a closed military zone is 

issued every Friday. The order prohibits the entry 
of any person who is not a resident of the village to 
the designated areas between 6AM and 10PM, and 
is enforced by soldiers staffing a partial checkpoint 
controlling access to the village, as well as by 
deploying multiple ad-hoc “flying” checkpoints 
across other routes. 

Finally, while the bulk of the violence takes place 
on Fridays over the course of the protests, residents 
of An Nabi Salih, have suffered from regular night 
raids and search operations throughout the week 
by Israeli forces. Village’s residents have also 
reported being subject to a range of anonymous 
threats by telephone in connection to the protests.51  
Psychosocial interventions have shown that military 
operations and violence permeating almost every 
home in the village had a particularly negative 
impact on children, including feelings of fear, 
insecurity and frustration that affect the coping 
mechanism of the community at large.
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‘Ein Al Mahna, Burin (Nablus)

Burin village (population 3,700) is located eight 
kilometers south of Nablus City. The boundaries of 
its “land block” (see reference above) includes the 
adjacent village of ‘Iraq Burin (1,100 people) and 
covers an area of 18,470 dunams. The availability 
of the land and water resources in this large area 
for Palestinian use, however, has been constantly 
shrinking in the past 35 years due to the seizure of 
land for the establishment and expansion of Israeli 
settlements and military bases.

The main development relevant to this report 
occurred in January 1982, when the Israeli military 
requisitioned 200 dunums around a hilltop north 
of the village for the establishment of a military 
outpost (also know as “Nahal”), which a year 
later was handed over to settlers and named “Har 
Bracha”.52 In the next few years, more than 2,000 
dunums were declared “state land” and allocated 
for the expansion of the settlement, whose current 
population is about 1,700 people. 

‘Ein Al Mahna is the biggest of seven water springs in 
the area of Burin, located about one kilometer south 
of Har Bracha. Due to its location on land privately 
owned and cultivated by Palestinians, none of the 
above orders and declarations included the area of 
the spring. However, two of the roads connecting 
the settlement southwards had 
encircled the spring from three sides, 
starting the process that would lead to 
its isolation from Burin and takeover 
by settlers.53 The next significant 
benchmark in this direction occurred 
in 1998, when a new settlement outpost 
named “Sne Ya’akov” was established 
south of ‘Ein Al Mahna, leaving the 
spring and the dirt road connecting it 
to Burin between the two settlements. 

In 2001, following the beginning of the 
second Intifada, the latter road was 
blocked by the Israeli military at both 
ends, rendering the spring, along with 
some 900 dunums of privately owned 

land next to it, largely inaccessible to Palestinians. 
While the roadblock on the path leading from Burin 
to ‘Ein Al Mahna was subsequently removed, to 
date only Palestinians employed in the settlement 
and holding special permits are allowed to use the 
road. The prohibition is enforced by Israeli army 
patrols and an ad-hoc ‘flying’ checkpoints deployed 
at the entrance of the road on a daily basis.54  

Since 2004, following the elimination of Palestinian 
access to the area, settlers from Har Bracha began 
developing the spring and cultivating some of the 
land around it (approx. 100 dunums) with olives 
and grapes. The spring was also given two separate 
Hebrew names that are used interchangeably: “Ein 
Amasa” and “Ein Yosef”.55 Works on the ground 
included the construction of a small structure on top 
of the spring, which is used as a Jewish ritual bath 
for men, due to the purifying qualities attributed to 
the water.56 Picnic tables and benches, as well as a 
pool collecting the water from the spring, were also 
added with the financial support of the Samaria 
Regional Council.

As elsewhere, even though the works were carried 
out on privately owned Palestinian land without 
obtaining building permits, the Israeli authorities 
have refrained from taking any law enforcement 
measure against the settler trespassers. To the 
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Jewish ritual baths (mikve).
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contrary, a military order and map delineating the 
“operational area” of the security coordinator of 
Har Bracha, issued in 2009, included within it the 
‘Ein Al Mahna spring.57 This inclusion, despite the 
location of the spring more than 1,000 meters from 
the settlement’s outer limits and about 250 meters 
below it, constituted a strong signal by the Israeli 
authorities that the spring is a de facto part of the 
settlement.

Prior to its takeover by settlers, ‘Ein Al Mahna spring 
served for the irrigation of some 400 dunums of 
land cultivated by Burin’s farmers in the immediate 
vicinity of the spring. The spring was also used 
to water the village’s livestock. However, due to 
the reduction in the access to grazing areas and 
natural water sources, and the resulting increase in 
expenditures (fodder and paid water), the overall 
size of the herds shrunk during the past decade 
from 3,000 to 600 heads. Ali E’id, the head of Burin’s 
local council, estimates that the loss of access to 

the ‘Ein Al Mahna area alone directly affected the 
income of approximately 100 nuclear families. The 
livelihoods of the village’s residents have been also 
undermined by the takeover of an additional two 
springs, along with the pollution of another spring 
due to settler activities. 

Along with settlement expansion around the 
village, attacks and insecurity also increased. 
Burin’s location in-between the settlements of 
Har Bracha, Sne Ya’akov and Yitzhar, which are 
considered strongholds of the Israeli radical 
right, made the village one the most vulnerable 
to settler violence. In the past five years, OCHA 
has recorded 64 settler attacks in the village that 
resulted in either casualties or property damage.  
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‘Ein Al Sijme, Nahalin (Bethlehem)

‘Ein Al Sijme spring is located within the “land 
block” boundaries of Nahalin village, in the 
Bethlehem governorate. Ownership of the land 
around the spring (approximately 700 dunams) is 
with three separate families from Bethlehem City. 
However, since the 1930’s, these families have 
leased the land for cultivation to another family (the 
Thawabta family), under the terms of a traditional 
arrangement (Muzara’a), by which the peasant 
cultivates the land in exchange of two thirds of the 
value of the crops.58 

From 1969 onwards, ‘Ein Al Sijme and the adjacent 
farming land became gradually surrounded by 
four Israeli settlements - Alon Shvut, Kfar Etzion, 
Rosh Tzurim and Bat Ayin. While the latter three 
were originally established on land purchased by 
Jews prior to 1948 (and subsequently declared by 
the Jordanian authorities as “enemy property”), 
the former involved the requisition for “military 
needs” of more than 2,200 dunams of land from 
Palestinian residents.59 Between 1998 and 2001, the 
municipal boundaries of these four settlements 
were significantly expanded onto additional areas, 
mainly within parts of the Nahalin and Al Jab’a 
land blocks, that had been previously declared as 
“state land”. At present, the boundaries of these 
settlements encompass approximately 12,500 
dunams with a combined population of about 6,000.

According to testimonies given to OCHA by some 
of the landowners and the farmer of the land, 
since the early 1990’s, groups of Israeli settlers 
(apparently from Bat Ayin settlement which was 
established in 1989) began visiting the spring 
area and planting trees on it. While the trees were 
subsequently uprooted by the landowners, settlers 
began regularly harassing and threatening members 
of the Thawabta extended family. At the time, the 
family consisted of 23 members, including eight 
children, all of whom resided in a cave in the spring 
area. The vulnerability of the family vis-à-vis settler 
harassment was exacerbated by the relative isolation 
of the spring area from nearby Palestinian towns, as 
well as by the fact that most members of the families 
that owned the land, who could potentially support 
them, left the country during that period. Three 
years later (1993), the family left the cave and a year 
after it stopped cultivation in the area. Despite the 
long time that passed, remainders of the vineyards 
and orchards are to date still visible on the ground.

The largest impact of the spring’s takeover fell on 
the Thawabta family, who was forcibly displaced 
and lost its only source of income. In absolute terms, 
however, the loss of the three landowner families 
was larger, as it included the value of the land itself, 
as well as the regular income from one third of the 
value of the crops.
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A story of dispossession and displacement 

“My family is from Beit Fajjar, but my father and his brother settled many 
years ago in the cave next to the ‘Ein Sijma spring. They cultivated about 
300 dunams of land with vineyards, almonds and figs, as well as seasonal 
crops, such as green beans, wheat and barley, and irrigated it with water 
from the spring. We used to sell the produce in Bethlehem and the income 
was enough to cover most of the family’s needs […]. Most of the children 
stayed during the week in Beit Fajjar and went to school there, and then 
came to the cave during the weekends. I grew up in the cave. From when I 
was a child, I remember in particular the summers, when we used to play 
and swim in the spring […] Since the mid-1970’s settlers began building 
around our land, but for many years we didn’t have any problems with 
them. But then, since the early 1990’s, they began coming to the field 
regularly and to harass and threaten us. Every time they told us that the land is theirs and that we should leave. 
The settlers also pushed the army and the Civil Administration to act against us. Between 1990 and 1993, my father 
was arrested at least four times following complaints by the settlers. Each time, he was held for a few hours at 
the police station in Gush Etzion and then released without any charge. Because of the settler harassment, by the 
end of 1993, we left the cave and moved back to Beit Fajjar. We continued cultivating the land for another year 
or year and a half, but it was very difficult because of the constant harassment by the settlers. We were worried 
about the security of the women working in the field, so we abandoned the cultivation of the land too. My father 
and I rented a smaller piece of land closer to Beit Fajjar, but it produces much less income and we barely manage 
to cover our basic needs”.

Khaled Thawabta, farmer, 47, married and father to six.

Along with the termination of Palestinian cultivation 
in the area, settlers began gradually developing 
the spring and its surroundings, including the 
construction of a pool to collect the spring’s water, 
and the installation of picnic benches and tables. 
A new road suitable for vehicular access that 
connects the spring to the road leading to Bat Ayin 
settlement was opened and partially paved. The site 
has been also renamed “Ein Yitzhak”, after Yitzhak 
Weinstok, the son of the Land Affairs Coordinator of 
the Gush Etzion Regional Council (Dov Weinstock) 

who was killed in a Palestinian attack in 1993.60 
After Dov Weinstok died in 2007, a second pool 
was constructed by settler youth in the vicinity of 
the main pool and named the “Dovek Pool” in his 
memory. Signs on the ground credit the Gush Etzion 
Regional Council and the Jewish National Fund for 
their support in developing the site. “Ein Yitzhak” 
has become one of the most popular touristic sites in 
West Bank settlements, attracting individual visitors 
as well as groups from all over Israel.61
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Settlements are illegal under international law 
as they violate Article 49 of the Fourth Geneva 
Convention, which prohibits the transfer of the 
occupying power’s civilian population into occupied 
territory. This illegality has been confirmed by the 
International Court of Justice, the High Contracting 
Parties to the Fourth Geneva Convention and the 
United Nations Security Council. Settlement policies 
and practices have also resulted in the infringement 
of a range of provisions in international human 
rights law, including those enshrining the right 
to property, to adequate housing, to freedom of 
movement, and to be free from discrimination, 
among others.

The concern about the continuous violation of 
international humanitarian and human rights law 
is not only a matter of principle, of interest for legal 
scholars or politicians. For many Palestinian men, 
women and children in the West Bank, settlements 
are a reality they must confront daily, a reality 
which undermines their security and impedes their 
ability to meet basic needs. The specific practices 
documented in this report constitute, to some 
extent, a microcosm that highlights some of the 
key challenges and ramifications stemming from 
settlement activities. 

As other forms of settlement expansion, the takeover 
of springs has resulted in the shrinkage of space 
and amount of water available for Palestinians to 
sustain their livelihoods. The regular presence of 
armed settlers at the springs and their surroundings 
also undermine the physical security afforded by 
Palestinians from nearby communities, due, in part, 
to increased friction and clashes. Similarly to other 
Palestinian resources and properties seized by 
Israeli settlers, the water springs are being exploited 
to further the economic and political interests of 
settlers through the development of their touristic 

Conclusions and way forward
infrastructure. Most of the practices involved in 
this phenomenon - including trespass, intimidation 
and physical assault, stealing of private property, 
and construction without a building permit - are 
illegal, not only under international law, but also 
under Israeli legislation. Yet, as in other cases of 
illegal settler activity, the Israeli authorities have 
systematically failed to enforce the law on those 
responsible for these acts and to provide Palestinians 
with any effective remedy. 

The impact of the above practices and policies is not 
limited to those directly affected by settler violence 
and property losses. The continuous encroachment 
on Palestinian land for the purpose of settlement 
expansion is the most significant reason behind much 
of the humanitarian vulnerability of the Palestinian 
population and the ongoing fragmentation of the 
West Bank, which undermines the right of the 
Palestinian people to self-determination.

To abide by its obligations under international law 
and begin addressing the humanitarian impact of 
the above practices, the Israeli authorities must:

•	 stop facilitating the transfer of Israeli civilians 
into the oPt, including by allowing the 
expansion of settlements;

•	 restore Palestinian access to the water springs 
taken over by settlers, and ensure their safety; 

•	 conduct effective investigations into cases of 
settler violence and trespass and prosecute 
those responsible; and

•	 adopt measures to prevent ongoing settler 
“tours” into springs located on private 
Palestinian property. 
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G
overnorate

Arabic Name Hebrew Name Nearby Palestinian 
Community

Nearby Settlement/
Outpost

Physical 
development 
by settlers

Past 
Palestinian use

Tubas Ein El Azkut Ein Sukot Bardala Jordan Valley Regional 
Council Yes Irrig. & 

livestock

N
ablus

Ein Um Al Jarab Ein Nerya  ‘Awarta Itamar No Irrig. & 
Livestock

Ein El Mukheimer Ein Oz Al Lubban ash 
Sharqiya

Eli/Givat Harel/Givat 
Haroe Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein El Mkhna Ein Yosef /Ein 
Amasa Burin Bracha Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein El Jneineh Ein Magnunim Burin Yizhar Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Eil El Sha'ara N/A Burin Yizhar N/A Irrig. & Dom.

Ein El Kbireh Ein Kfir Deir al Hatab Elon Moreh Yes All uses

Ein El Ariq Ein Hagvura Qaryut Eli Yes Dom. & 
Livestock

Jerusalem

Ein Ad Dweer Ein Dvir Al Jib Giv’at Zeev Yes Domestic

 Al Uyoon N/A An Nabi Samwil Nebi Samuel National 
Park Yes Irrig. & Dom.

 Ein El Balad Ein Tiltan An Nabi Samwil Nebi Samuel National 
Park No Irrig. & Dom.

R
am

allah

Ein Um Ntukh Einot Tal
Al Mazra’a Al-
Qibliya

Nahliel/Nerya Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Al Marj Beit Hakshatot Beit Nuba Park Canada Yes N/A

Ein Khaled N/A An Nabi Salih Halamish Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Al Qaws Ein Meir An Nabi Salih Halamish Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Husein N/A  ‘Ein Yabrud Beit El Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Abdallah N/A  ‘Ein Yabrud Beit El No Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Issa N/A Al Bireh Beit El Yes Domestic

Ein El Masraj Ein Talmon Al Janiya Talmon Yes Irrigation

Ein El Mallah N/A Al Janiya Talmon No Irrig. & Dom.

Ein El Thahra N/A Al Bireh Beit El No Domestic

Ein Ash Shunnar N/A Beitilu Nahliel Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein El Butmeh N/A Ras Karkar Talmon/Zait Raanan Yes N/A

Bethlehem

Ein  Sijmeh Ein Yizhak Khallet al Balluta Bat Ayin Yes Irrigation

Ein Abu Zaid Ein Zurim Nahhalin Rosh Zurim Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein El Abhara Ein Livne Al Jaba’a Bat Ayin Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Ras al 'Idd Ein Ha-ama Al Khader Efrat Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein El Hubileh Ein Hunile Safa Bat Ayin Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Abu Kleibeh Ein Misla Nahhalin Havat Eialim Yes Irrig. & Dom.

H
ebron

Uyoon al Beid Beseter Ha-har Yatta Avigail Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Annex 1: Taken over springs
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G
overnorate

Arabic Name Nearby Palestinian 
Community

Nearby Settlement/
Outpost

Physical 
development 
by settlers

Past/ present 
Palestinian use

N
ablus

Ein Shu'ab El Bir Beit Furiq Itamar outposts No Dom. & Livestock

Ein Jheir Bani Majdal Fadel Ma'ale Efraim Yes Livestock

Ein Fasyil Duma Pazael Yes Irrig. & Livestock

Salfit

Ein Al Majur
Qarawat Bani 
Hassan

Havat Yair Yes All uses

Ein El Nwetef Qarawat Bani 
Hassan Havat Yair Yes All uses

R
am

allah

Ein Dura Dura El Qar'a Beit El Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Al Uja Hirbet El Uja Yitav/ Omer Ranch Yes Irrigation

Ein El Majur Deir Ibzia'a Dolev No N/A

Ein Al Raya An Nabi Salih Neve Tzuf-Halamish No Irrigation

Ein Az Zarir  'Atara Ateret Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Sheban Al Bireh Binyamin Yes N/A

Ein Az Zama'a Beitilu Neve Tzuf - halamish Yes N/A

Uyoon Wadi Az Zarqa* Beitilu Nahliel Yes All uses

Ein Al Loz Ras Karkar Nerya/Talmon No Domestic

Ein Ash Shuneh Ras Karkar Talmon/Zait Raanan Yes N/A

Uyoon El Haramiyeh Silwad Biyamin Yes Domestic

Ein Al Aliya'a Deir Dibwan Ofra yes Dom. & Livestock

Ein Al Hakam Abud Beit Arye No Domestic

Ein Samya Kafar Maleq Kochav Hashachar Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Al Harasha Al Mazra'a al Qibliya Haresha - Talmon Yes Irrig. & Dom.

Ein Al Marsal Ramallah Dolev No N/A

Ein Bubin Deir Ibzia'a Dolev Yes Irrigation

Ein Ar Rashash Mugharier Shilo outposts Yes Irrig. & Livestock

Bethlehem

Wadi Fuqin/Ein At Tina Wadi Fuqin Beitar Illit No Irrigation

Ein El Qasis Al Khader Neve Daniel No Irrig. & Dom.

Tubas Ein Al Hilwe Ein Al Hilwe Maskiyot No Dom. & Livestock

* Includes a group of springs next to each other

Annex II: At risk springs
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46.	According to the Hallamish Website, “the spring 
was cleaned and is currently maintained by the 
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55.	The former was named after Amasa Meshulmi, 
an Israeli soldier from the settlement killed in 
Lebanon in 2006. The latter is related to one 
of the mythical fathers of the Jewish people 
(Joseph), who is believed to be buried in Nablus. 

56.	Settlers from the nearby Yitzhar settlements 
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visiting the Joseph tomb site in Nablus City.
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Accesible at: http://www.law.idf.il/164-3447-he/
Patzar.aspx?SearchText
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a provision allowing the transfer of land 
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later declared as “State Land”.
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5 May 2009, http://www.nrg.co.il/online/55/
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61.	The site is strongly recommended in the tourist 
guide mentioned above, “Yesha it’s fun”, p. 193-4.
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Ein Al Beidh spring, next to Yatta village (Nablus). Following its takeover by settlers from Avigail settlement 
outpost, the spring was renamed as “Ma’ayan Beseter Ha’ar”.


