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Preface and Acknowledgments

In retrospect, I have been collecting materials for this book since my birth. 
 On that occasion, the State of Israel planted a tree in my name in Jerusa-

lem’s Peace Forest and issued a certificate to prove it. This sort of tree planting 
was not a rare or unique occurrence by any means. It has been performed 
upon every birth— every Jewish birth, that is.1 Then there is my first name— 
Irus— which, as it happens, I share with only a handful of people on earth. It 
is the Greek name of a protected plant taxon that features on the logo of the 
Society for the Protection of Nature in Israel. Names are significant, espe-
cially when it comes to nature, and even more so when it comes to nation— 
names and flags. But flags aren’t made only of cloth; they can be animals or 
plants as well. “Nature is our only flag,” I recorded Israel’s nature officials say 
again and again.

I remember the first scenic drive from the airport to Jerusalem, my home-
town, after several years of absence when I studied for my doctorate in North 
America. It suddenly dawned on me that the landscape of pine forests at the 
hilltops and olive groves in the valleys, which I had previously perceived as 
a neutral backdrop to my life course, was in fact actively produced, ideal-
ized, and normalized (and, as I would later realize, also deeply dynamic and 
alive). Rather than a backdrop, this natural landscape has been central to the 
production of the Zionist state. Many years down the line, I encountered a 
similar reflection by the environmental humanities scholar Rob Nixon, who 
exiled himself from South Africa to the United States in 1980. He recounts: 
“After my fall into politics, the landscape around me seemed illusory. . . . My 
appreciation for the bird world has long since been bankrupted by politics. 
Nature shrank: it seemed unnatural.”2 Unlike Nixon, my appreciation of 
birds and the landscape has not shrunk in the course of understanding their 
political entanglements— quite the contrary: this understanding has in fact 
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deepened my recognition of the interconnections among forms of life. Still, 
I agree with Nixon that after seeing nature as imbued with politics, there is 
no real going back.

Shortly after finishing my first book, about trees and nationalism in 
Palestine- Israel, I paused my fieldwork in this region. I became a mother and 
needed to turn my energies elsewhere— certainly closer to the new home I 
was trying to establish for myself in Western New York. Fifteen years have 
passed since then. During this time, I’ve been working closely with conser-
vation scientists from around the globe on issues ranging from zoo studies 
to genetic editing and coral conservation. So when I returned to Palestine- 
Israel in 2013, it was with a broader contextual understanding of Israeli en- 
vironmentalism alongside a more developed methodological arsenal with 
which to tackle the ethnographic challenges of fieldwork in this region.

This book was not easy to write. I got especially bogged down in the last 
stage, while trying to strike the right tone for the project as a whole. On the 
one hand, I have been deeply committed to nature conservation and acutely 
aware of the fraught moment in which we live. Conservation is important 
now, maybe more so than ever. From this perspective, I could easily under-
stand why some of my colleagues from the natural sciences perceive criti-
cism of the conservation project as a betrayal of the nature protection agenda 
as a whole, especially in the polarized political climate we are currently liv-
ing through.

Then there was my relationship with conservation colleagues from 
Palestine- Israel. This book tries to make sense of the many years of insider 
ethnography I pursued as part of this nature conservation community. I grew 
up in West Jerusalem in a neighborhood located right on what is commonly 
referred to as the Green Line— the internationally recognized armistice line 
drawn between Israel, Jordan, Egypt, and Syria in 1949. In my high school 
years, I would often head to the desert to work with the famed ornithologist 
Amotz Zahavi on warblers and shrikes. Closer to home in the Jerusalem 
mountains, I spent many nights bathing under the stars in the natural springs. 
When it was time for my mandatory military service, I was set on doing 
something, anything, related to wildlife and nature protection. I ended up 
educating soldiers about nature, initially in a military base located inside the 
old city of Jerusalem, where I experienced firsthand the eruption of the first 
intifada— the Palestinian uprising of 1987— and then in the armored corps 
in the southern desert of the Naqab- Negev.
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During my military service, not only was I being indoctrinated but I was 
also indoctrinating others to the value of nature and to its powerful connec-
tion with the Jewish people. My passion for nature protection continued dur-
ing the following years. I paid for law school by working as a tour guide and 
later became an environmental lawyer in the Israel Union for Environmental 
Defense, one of the main environmental law organizations in the country. In 
fact, my acquaintance with some of the officials interviewed for this book 
goes back to when I collaborated with the Israel Nature and Parks Authority 
(INPA) in drafting a petition against the Jewish National Fund’s ecologically 
damaging afforestation practices. Later, I also trained in the Center for Third 
World Organizing and in the Midwest Academy in the United States and then 
worked as one of Israel’s first community organizers on environmental jus-
tice issues. This included organizing a Yemenite community near Tel Aviv 
against the new Highway 6 and low- income communities in West Jerusalem 
in response to the city’s urban renewal plans of pinui- binui. It therefore came 
as no surprise to anyone (but me, that is) that my academic career has, for 
the most part, examined the interface of nature and politics. Most recently,  
I have been working with marine scientists to document their uphill battles 
to save threatened coral species. With them, I have been mourning the decline 
of so many extant forms of life. I now teach climate change at the university 
to whomever will listen.

As someone who has dedicated her personal and academic life to more- 
than- humans, and especially to the plight of nonhuman animals categorized 
as both wild and threatened, my affinity is clear. Sharing the same values as 
many of the Israeli nature officials I engaged with for this book, my intention 
is to bolster, and certainly not to jeopardize, their important efforts to pro-
tect wild organisms and their habitats in this region and beyond.

This brings me to the other aspect of my commitment to more- than- 
humans. Along with many other scholars, I have come to view much 
European- based conservation as problematic for myriad reasons, and mainly 
for its imperial, colonial, racist, sexist, and capitalist foundations. Studying 
the problematic legacies of the European conservation movement, the alien-
ation of many local communities— especially communities of color— from 
the environmental causes framed by this movement becomes clear. As 
anthropologist David McDermott Hughes points out in Whiteness in Zimba-
bwe, there is a reason why one does not find many people of color in national 
parks: “It is surprising, not that traditional parks are losing legitimacy, but 
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that they still retain any at all. Much of that staying power surely derives 
from the more symbolic aspects of white privilege.”3 For Hughes, parks and 
other conservation areas symbolize the era of European conquest. Environ-
mental historian Jane Carruthers similarly denotes in her writing about South 
Africa’s Kruger Park that conservationists rallied support for the new pro-
tected area by “stressing the common heritage and values which wildlife rep-
resented for whites.”4 Michael A. Soukup and Gary E. Machlis (the latter was 
the science advisor to the director of the United States National Park Service) 
documented in the U.S. context that “in the process of creating nearly every 
national park, Native American rights to ownership were ignored and inval-
idated as these populations were pushed from their ancestral homelands.”5

That nature administration and settler colonialism are historically inter-
twined can be gleaned from the systematic state- orchestrated elimination  
of local and Indigenous peoples from national parks in the United States, 
Canada, Australia, and European colonies in Africa and Latin America. To 
be sure, projects of elimination of native populations also took place outside 
of natural areas and in other contexts than that of wildlife protection (indeed, 
even the definition of such areas as “natural” is already a colonial act in that 
it does not recognize the myriad natures outside of these enclosures). Fur-
thermore, such projects of exclusion and dispossession have targeted and 
impacted many other communities alongside the Indigenous and local ones. 
However, my book explores the project of state dispossession of Palestinian 
communities through the designation of formal nature enclosures and state- 
imposed legal wildlife protections, and it is in this context that my account 
situates Israel’s regime of nature management amid other settler colonial proj-
ects. As documented in such other geopolitical contexts, in Palestine- Israel, 
too, the enclosure of nature in parks and reserves and the enforcement of 
wildlife species protections have served as technologies of dispossession in 
the hands of the state. As far as I am aware, this is the first comprehensive 
study of Israel’s nature conservation project through a settler colonial per-
spective. As I further explain in the introduction, I refer to this form of set-
tler colonialism as “settler ecologies.”

Adopting a settler colonial perspective means a few things in this context. 
Usually, the main criticism of Israel is of its 1967 occupation of Palestinian 
territories, and its ongoing control over Palestinians beyond the Green Line in 
the West Bank, Gaza, East Jerusalem, and the Golan Heights. But my cri-
tique does not begin, or end, at the Green Line. Instead, I claim here that Israel 
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within the Green Line (which I refer to here as “1948 Israel”) is also impli-
cated in the settler colonial project’s task of Palestinian dispossession. Study-
ing the administration of nature conservation on both sides of the Green 
Line in fact helps drive home the important understanding that Palestine- 
Israel is governed by a single settler colonial regime that encompasses Israel’s 
1948 and 1967 borders. This is certainly not a new revelation: the early Zionists 
themselves depicted their project as such.6 The recent resurgence of settler 
colonial studies brings novel insights into this framework, which can argu-
ably be further strengthened through engagement with more- than- human 
perspectives.

Settling Nature proposes a fresh outlook for animal studies, too. Rather 
than decentering humans, which is often referred to as the “nonhuman turn,”7 
my book brings attention to the ways in which colonial dynamics juxtapose 
between and thus alienate (certain) humans from (certain) nonhumans. Al- 
though the book affords only glimpses into multispecies lifeworlds, I am com-
mitted to revealing the dangerous implications of such colonial alienation 
between humans and nonhumans. In the face of this alienation, I insist on 
drawing nonlinear connections— “coralations,” as I call these elsewhere8— that 
might transform the divisive Green Line into multiple and fluid green nodes 
that not only expose the linkages between various forms of violence toward 
more-  and less- than- humans but also offer a way out of this juxtaposed per-
spective. Specifically, telling more- than- human stories about vultures, goats, 
fallow deer, goldfinches, gazelles, wild asses, camels, boars, cows, olive trees, 
and za’atar and akkoub, alongside the specific habitats and landscapes in which 
they dwell, illuminates the violence of colonialism that has been naturalized 
through this landscape.

Another reason for deploying a settler colonial framework here is that it 
aligns Palestinians with Indigenous struggles around the globe. This align-
ment is contentious even among some Palestinians, who might prefer to 
characterize their struggle as one that focuses on national independence. 
However, seeing nature as a settler colonial project— settling nature, so to 
speak— calls attention to the shared technologies and methods of disposses-
sion employed across different settler colonial contexts and to the need to 
strive toward their decolonization. As Brenna Bhandar points out in Colo-
nial Lives of Property, the repertoire of legal technologies used across settler 
colonial sites is surprisingly limited.9 It is therefore helpful to depict and 
analyze them as such across multiple geopolitical contexts.
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One final challenge in writing this book was its interdisciplinarity. While 
typically perceived as inherently good, the price of interdisciplinary engage-
ment in academia is often not fully spelled out. For this book, my readers 
from environmental history have encouraged me not to fall into the theoreti-
cal jargon required of academics, while some of my colleagues in geography 
and critical theory felt that my storytelling style renders the underlying the-
ory too elusive and that the book needs more theory to pull it together. Then 
there were my interlocutors from anthropology, who asked that I highlight 
my positionality vis- à- vis my interviewees and in relation to Palestinians 
and that I engage more explicitly with Indigenous scholarship. Finally, ani-
mal studies scholars wanted to read more about animal agency, while legal 
scholars asked that I center on legal technologies and administrative regimes 
and reflect on these in more legalistically formulated notes.

This multiplicity has resulted in a somewhat fragmented structure: while 
this preface is more anthropological in nature and lays bare my positionality, 
the introduction and conclusion are rather theoretical in their scope and 
provide multiple scholarly contexts for the book. Finally, the book’s chapters 
are mostly composed of interwoven stories. The result is a book that will 
likely offer a challenging read across the disciplinary divides.

Before I move to giving thanks, one final comment. Although the book  
is based on in- depth interviews with more than seventy individuals, most  
of them Israeli nature officials, the arguments I make here are by no means 
personal. Rather, I seek to illuminate the structures within which these indi-
viduals operate. I suspect that some of what I wrote here might not be easy 
for many of my interlocutors to read. And yet I strongly believe that by 
underplaying the political and social context of nature administration and 
the structural realities within which it operates we may be inadvertently 
harming the more- than- human entities we so deeply care about. And it is in 
this spirit and for this reason that I felt compelled to write this book.

•

It is finally time to extend gratitude. I will start with Yehoshua Shkedy, chief 
scientist of the Israel Nature and Parks Authority (INPA), whose friendship 
I cherish and without whom this project would not have been possible. I am 
also grateful to Ohad Hatzofe, Yigal Miller, Amit Dolev, Ori Linial, and Naf-
tali Cohen, all from INPA, for the many hours they have spent discussing 
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their work with me. My gratitude also extends to conservation experts from 
other organizations: Shmulik Yedvab, Nili Avni- Magen, Nili Anglister, Yossi 
Leshem, and Orr Spiegel. The environmental correspondent at Israel’s daily 
newspaper Haaretz, Zafrir Rinat, alerted me to the need for an in- depth study 
of this topic in multiple conversations spanning at least a decade, and my 
colleague and friend Quamar Mishirqi- Assad provided much- needed sis-
terhood, especially toward the end, when I was ready to give up this project. 
Many thanks also to Aviv Tatarski, Mazin Qumsiyeh, Dror Etkes, Alon Cohen- 
Lifshitz, Michael Sfard, Rade Najem, and Daphne Banai. While each has left 
their mark on this book, I am solely responsible for its content.

I would also like to acknowledge the intellectual community that has  
supported this project in the many years it took for it to come to fruition.  
My time at the Cornell Society for the Humanities as an ACLS Ryskamp fel-
low and at the National Humanities Center as a Hurford Family fellow was 
critical for imagining the breadth and then for crystalizing the essence of  
my research, as was my fellowship at the Rachel Carson Center in Munich, 
Germany. The Baldy Center for Law & Social Policy funded a book manu-
script workshop for Settling Nature that took place in 2021. I am indebted to 
the four fantastic scholars who read the manuscript, provided detailed com-
ments, and participated in ongoing conversations before, during, and after 
that workshop: Harriet Ritvo, Jean Comaroff, Bram Büscher, and Gadi Algazi. 
Each of these scholars has been a source of inspiration to me over the course 
of many years and I was honored by their generosity—their careful reading 
impacted the course of this book in important ways. Special thanks to Emily 
Reisman for facilitating the book manuscript workshop and for the many 
ways she supported this project in its final iterations. Tamar Novick, Quamar 
Mishirqi- Assad, Ariel Handel, Paul Sutter, Jessica Hurley, Lorraine Daston, 
Matthew Booker, Hagar Kotef, Rabea Eghbariah, Jamie Lorimer, Sandy Kedar, 
Anna Whistler, Guyora Binder, Jack Schlegel, John Pickles, Gabriel Rosen-
berg, James Holstun, Natalia Gutkowski, Megan Callahan, and Richard Rat-
zan read parts, or all, of the manuscript at different stages— I thank them for 
their help in thinking through and strengthening these parts. I would also 
like to thank my fantastic students at the University at Buffalo’s “Environ-
mental Justice in Palestine/Israel” seminar, and especially Gregory J. Lebens- 
Higgins and Margaret Drzewiecki, who continued to work with me, putting 
in hundreds of hours for interview transcriptions and editorial work. I offer 
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thanks, finally, to Ofek Ravid, who translated and transcribed most of the 
interviews that were conducted in Hebrew. Unless stated otherwise, all other 
translations from Hebrew in this book are mine.

I was fortunate to present different parts of the book at workshops and talks 
in various institutional settings: the Society for the Humanities at Cornell 
University; the Biopolitical Studies Research Network at the University of 
New South Wales in Sydney; the Law and Society Annual Lecture, Edin-
burgh Law School; Yale Law School; the Instituto de Ciências Sociais at the 
University of Lisbon; the Rachel Carson Center in Munich; the Society for 
Literature, Science, and the Arts Conference in Toronto; the Middle Eastern 
Animals Workshop in Vienna; Clark University’s Geography Department; 
the Steinhardt Museum of Natural History at Tel Aviv University; the Berlin- 
Brandenburg Colloquium for Environmental History; the Center for Global 
Ethnography at Stanford University; the University of North Carolina’s De- 
partment of Geography; and the National Humanities Center.

Finally, I would like to thank my children, River and Tamar, who joined 
my many fieldwork trips to Palestine- Israel and who endured my absence on 
so many other occasions.

At its core, this book contests binaries. Binaries between nature and cul-
ture, human and nonhuman, settler and native, 1948 and 1967, domestic and 
wild, and mobility and immobility emerge throughout, demonstrating the 
violence inherent in this juxtaposed way of thinking. I dedicate this book to 
my son, River, who has been working through binaries himself, with cour-
age that I can only wish upon the rest of the world.
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Introduction
Settling Nature

We may find that more than we protect the environment, the environment 
will protect us.

—  Shaul Goldstein, director, Israel Nature and Parks Authority, 
“Tu B’Shvat and the Case for Eco- Zionism”

Wars of extermination were precisely biopolitical wars, in which the 
weaponization of the environment was a critical element of the conflict.

— Amitav Ghosh, The Nutmeg’s Curse

Nature management is much more central to the settler colonial project 
 than is commonly recognized. In Palestine- Israel,1 the administration 

of nature advances the Zionist project of Jewish settlement alongside the cor-
responding dispossession of non- Jews from this space. Settling Nature docu-
ments nature’s power in the hands of the Zionist settler state. It is grounded 
in over a decade of in- depth ethnographic research in Palestine- Israel, en- 
compassing roughly seventy interviews, mainly with Israeli nature officials, 
and hundreds of fieldwork observation hours. The book proceeds through 
two central lines of inquiry: on the one hand, it studies the protection of 
land through its designation by the settler state as a national park or nature 

The right half of a larger poster entitled “Wild Animals of the Bible” displays 
an imaginary biblical menagerie in the Holy Land. The griffon vulture  
features at the center of this image, the Asiatic wild asses are situated behind 
the vulture, and the gray wolf is on her left; the gazelle is at the bottom left 
corner and the golden eagle appears on the top left, with camels, cows, 
sheep, and even a human shepherd in the distant background. Settling 
Nature relays the contemporary conservation management stories of many 
of these animals. Courtesy of D. Kalderon, www.holylandguides.com.
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reserve; and on the other hand, it documents the settler state’s protection of 
wild organisms, which often exceeds the boundaries of the protected terri-
tories. This dual protection scheme lies at the heart of the extensive, yet 
overlooked, conservation regime in Palestine- Israel.

Rather than a green facade for politics and despite the benevolent inten-
tions of many individual nature officials, conservation as practiced by the 
settler state is acutely political. In fact, much Western nature management is 
so entrenched in colonial forms of knowledge and modes of thought that, 
unless intentionally resisted, its administration innately promotes their under-
lying structures. There are multiple settler ecological knowledges at work in 
Palestine- Israel. Ultimately, however, these merge into one overriding frame-
work that assumes and accepts the fundamental power dynamics underly-
ing this settler society. The deep ecological foundation of settler colonialism 
and, vice versa, the deep colonial foundation of ecological thought are key to 
understanding Israel’s “settler ecologies”— a concept I coin and develop in 
this book.

The territorial reach of nature protection in Palestine- Israel is remark-
able. To date, nearly 25 percent of the country’s total land mass has already 
been designated as a nature reserve or a national park— and this process is 
swiftly accelerating.2 The State of Israel currently boasts a stunning 530 nature 
reserves and national parks. Compare this with South Africa, which is fifty- 
five times larger than Israel with 19 national parks; Kenya, which is about 
twenty- six times larger with some 50 parks and reserves; 15 national parks in 
Greece; and 423 national parks in the United States, including its territories.3 
Meanwhile, Palestine- Israel is the size of New Jersey or Belize.

Once designated for nature protection, the relevant lands, some of which 
are owned privately by Palestinians, will often be subject to numerous restric-
tions. Yet even when the owners are prohibited from cultivating or accessing 
their private lands, they are typically not entitled to compensation according 
to Israeli law. Nature reserves and parks are also the largest land category in 
Area C of the West Bank.4 Simultaneously, more than half of the reserves 
and parks in Palestine- Israel are designated as military training zones, im- 
posing further restrictions on the use of these lands by local communities, 
mainly Palestinians. Of the hundreds of parks and reserves in Palestine- Israel, 
this book relates in greater detail the stories of Mount Meron in the Galilee, 
Silwan and Walaje in the Jerusalem region, and Wadi Qana in the northern 
West Bank (Figure I.1).5



Figure I.1. Areas of  nature reserves and parks as identified by the Israel  
Nature and Parks Authority (INPA)— Israel’s administrative arm for nature 
management. In line with Israel’s official policy since 1967, the Green Line is 
not indicated also in this INPA map, onto which I added the nature reserves 
and parks discussed in this book. The Mount Meron ( Jabal al- Jarmaq) Nature 
Reserve is at the top, Jerusalem’s City of  David National Park (Silwan) and 
Refa’im Stream National Park (Walaje) are at the heart of  the map, and the 
Nahal Kana Nature Reserve (Wadi Qana) is to the northwest of  Jerusalem. 
Alternative maps that include the Green Line were hard to come by, and even 
when I did obtain such maps, technical requirements prevented all of  them 
(except one) from being displayed in this book. Courtesy of  the Israel Nature 
and Parks Authority.
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Alongside its sovereign enclosure of land in the form of protected nature 
reserves and parks, Israel’s conservation regime centers on the protection of 
wild fauna and flora. Generally, the early environmental history of colonial 
settlement was riddled with domesticated and farm animals.6 In the United 
States, for example, the European settlers were affiliated with cattle, pigs, and 
horses.7 As in these settler societies, the settlers in Palestine- Israel, too, have 
aligned with cattle and various other farm animals. Additionally, the Zionist 
settler state has since its early days exerted control through establishing a 
strong affinity with wild animals— and especially with biblical and reintro-
duced species such as the fallow deer, gazelle, wild ass, and griffon vulture (see, 
e.g., Figure I.2).8 Central to Israel’s conservation scheme, these wild animals 
have introduced such changes into the landscape that it has come to “natu-
rally” belong to the Jewish collective. As proxies of the Zionist settlers, these 
wild extensions of state agency also figure in displays of military power, 
underscoring the tight “coproduction”9 of nature and nation.

At the same time, the Palestinians have come to be associated with what 
Israel has classified over the years as “problem” species— black goats, camels, 
olives, hybrid goldfinches, and feral dogs. Two results have ensued from this 
association: first, those organisms most affiliated with the region’s Palestin-
ian communities, mainly nonhuman animals, have become targets for a highly 
restrictive movement regime. When these organisms— and, by extension, 
their Palestinian caregivers— defy such proscriptions, the Zionist state re- 
sponds immediately by confiscating, quarantining, and even exterminating 
them. The second aspect of this association is that it has legitimized a politics 
of criminalization and blame: highlighting their affiliation with the animal 
and plant enemies of the ecological state, the state deems the local commu-
nity responsible for the ecological decline in the region.10

Alongside the classic territorial wars in the name of nature, utilizing other- 
than- humans as a weapon ensures, as environmental historian Diana K. Davis 
notes, that “settlers bear no blame for the impacts because they are unfold-
ing in the domain of ‘Nature’ . . . as if they occur independently of human 
interventions.”11 Ecological warfare is thus distinguished from other human 
conflicts. “Indeed, it is not recognized as a conflict at all”12 but as part of the 
natural order of things. In Palestine- Israel, too, the flora and fauna are deployed 
for ecological warfare, their alignment on one side or the other becoming 
that much more powerful precisely because they are typically not perceived 
as soldiers in human wars. This warfare is conducted here through lively 



Figure I.2. A dorcas gazelle (Negev gazelle in Hebrew), which is closely related to the 
mountain gazelle that I discuss later, is seen here drinking water near Israel’s border with 
Egypt. Although the dorcas gazelle is classified as Vulnerable by the international Red 
List, in Palestine- Israel the population numbers are increasing and, as of 2021, numbered 
two thousand individuals. Photograph by Adi Ashkenazi, June 2021.
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bodies by means of conservation management. Recruited by the State of 
Israel to fight on the front lines are the fallow deer, gazelles, wild asses, grif-
fon vultures, and cows against the goats, camels, olives, akkoub (a thistlelike 
edible plant), and hybrid goldfinches on the Palestinian side. This biopoliti-
cal warfare has been orchestrated by Israel’s nature administration, which 
has not shied away from taking hostages: the goats, olives, and edible za’atar 
and akkoub, all once aligned exclusively with the Palestinians, have shifted 
over the years to fight on the camp of the Jewish settlers.13

Amitav Ghosh captures the ecological warfare idea succinctly when he 
writes that “Indigenous peoples faced a state of permanent . . . war that 
involved many kinds of other- than- human beings and entities: pathogens, 
rivers, forests, plants, and animals all played a part in the struggle.” Ghosh 
explains that “the Western idea of ‘nature’ is thus the key element that 
enables and conceals the true character of biopolitical warfare.”14 While the 
past tense in Ghosh’s account suggests that colonialism as a historical period 
is mostly over, this book’s study of the conservation regime in Palestine- 
Israel illustrates that local, native, and Indigenous peoples are still being 
warred upon in this way.15

Situating Settler Ecologies

I refer to the coproductive relationship between settlers and nature as “set-
tler ecologies.” Settler ecologies operate in two interconnected ways: through 
protected natural spaces and via protected nonhuman bodies. Specifically, 
settler ecologies operate on territory through its statist and static enclosure 
in park regimes, and they exert control over bodies through the regulation 
and mobilization of animals, plants, and other forms of life. Settler ecologies 
are multiple, dynamic, heterogenous, and often also inconsistent; they are 
not necessarily explicit in their violence or even volitional. Instead, they are 
embedded in colonial structures and within scientific forms of knowledge 
that can seem dissonant with other aspects of the settler state. Precisely be- 
cause of this obfuscation, nature administration has become a potent weapon 
in the hands of the settler state.16

The term settler ecologies is far from being the first to highlight the in- 
terconnection of nature, colonialism, and the state. Environmental historian 
Alfred W. Crosby’s examination of “ecological imperialism” in his 1986 book 
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under the same title17 was one of the first such concepts, and was soon fol-
lowed by a torrent of scholarship that investigated the coproductive relation-
ship between colonialism and the environment in a variety of geopolitical and 
historical contexts: Diana K. Davis’s “environmental colonialism,”18 Aimee 
Bahng’s “settler environmentalism,”19 Elizabeth Lunstrum’s “green milita-
rism,”20 Ken Saro- Wiwa’s “ecological genocide,”21 Stasja Koot, Bram Büscher, 
and Lerato Thakholi’s “green Apartheid,”22 and Mazin Qumsiyeh and Moham-
med A. Abusarhan’s “environmental Nakba.”23 Relatedly, the climate justice 
movement has recently popularized the concept “green colonialism.”24

While these concepts describe overlapping phenomena, they each illumi-
nate unique angles of the nature– colonialism nexus. And whereas they are 
all relevant for nature administration in Palestine- Israel, none captures the 
full complexity of this project. Risking an even further fragmentation of the 
relevant literature, my coining of the term settler ecologies in this book serves 
to convey both the structural as well as the plural and dynamic components 
of the colonial administration of nature as configured through scientific 
modes of knowledge and practices, thereby hoping to knit together this field 
of splintering concepts. The term settler ecologies therefore illuminates how 
deeply entrenched the colonial mindset has become in the ecological way of 
thinking.

Nature Administration in Palestine- Israel: A Brief Overview

Palestine- Israel sits at a unique biological and geological juncture, where 
Africa, Europe, and Asia meet.25 As a result, this region boasts high biodiver-
sity and unique landscapes.26 Yet the early Zionist leaders seemed to have 
little appreciation for the natural and cultural wonders of the place. In fact, 
in his manifesto The Jewish State, Zionist leader Theodor Herzl called for the 
clearing of “wild beasts” in the new country by “driving the animals together, 
and throwing a melinite bomb into their midst.”27

Accompanying such an early Zionist approach toward the natural world 
was a narrative of progress that focused on greening the desert and paving the 
rest of the country with concrete.28 As one of Israel’s first conservation experts 
told me: “The ethos in those early days was to occupy wilderness— and that’s 
how the Zionists first dealt with the landscape. Whatever wasn’t cultivated— 
 if it was a swamp, or sand dunes, or rocky terrains, or desert— was to be 
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conquered and made to bloom.”29 This narrative of improvement is familiar 
from “neo- European” settlements the world over.30 The early Zionist- European 
founders of the settler state indeed had no difficulty using the term coloni-
zation to describe their actions in Palestine.31

The Zionist approach toward the natural world evolved dramatically in 
the early twentieth century and was strongly impacted by the British during 
their rule in Palestine from 1917 through 1948.32 A. D. Gordon was the lead 
philosopher of the Labor Zionist movement. According to Gordon: “We have 
come to our homeland in order to be planted in our natural soil from which 
we have been uprooted. . . . If we desire life, we must establish a new relation-
ship with nature.”33 One of Israel’s early environmental protagonists, Knesset 
member S. Yizhar, declared similarly in a 1962 parliamentary speech: “A land 
without wildflowers through which winds can blow is a place of suffocation. 
A land where winds cannot blow without obstruction will be a hotel, not a 
homeland.”34 The Zionist state thus diverged: with one arm it continued to 
pave the land with concrete, while with the other arm it began advocating 
for the demarcation and protection of perceived territories and bodies of 
wilderness.

The agency that regulates and administers nature protection in Palestine- 
Israel is the Israel Nature and Parks Authority (INPA). Established in 1963 
and reauthorized under new legislation in 1998, INPA operates under two 
main statutory arms that reflect the dual mode of nature protection so char-
acteristic of the conservation mindset: Israel’s Wild Animal Protection Act 
of 1955, which sets out to protect species, and its Nature and Parks Protection 
Act of 1998, which aims to protect habitat and territory. The Israeli wildlife 
legislation presumes, generally, that wild organisms are legally protected un- 
less stated otherwise. Formally, such legal protections are some of the most 
powerful anywhere in the world. Defined as such, Israel is then authorized to 
protect wild flora and fauna both within the designated space and also when 
they venture beyond the boundaries of the reserves and parks into other 
parts of the state and beyond state lines. Legitimizing protection beyond ter-
ritorial boundaries becomes important when considering that conservation 
is often a colonial and even an imperial technology of power.35

Alongside the divide between species and habitat, another juxtaposition 
that has been foundational to the Israeli conservation regime is that be- 
tween nature and culture, or wilderness and humans. Following the speech 
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by S. Yizhar from 1962, the Knesset established a two- tier system that distin-
guished reserves (wilderness or nature) from parks (humans or culture), 
managing each under a separate agency. This division lasted from 1963 until 
1998, when the two agencies merged into one under the Israel Nature and 
Parks Authority or INPA. Still, the original division between nature reserves, 
on the one hand, and national parks (or just “parks” in the occupied West 
Bank because of its ambiguous legal status), on the other hand, lingers on. 
Accordingly, Israel’s nature reserve managers are usually concerned with  
the conservation of nature in its more pristine state, while the managers of 
national parks are typically more concerned with developing open spaces 
for tourism and recreational purposes (see, e.g., Figure I.3).36 The Israeli dis-
tinction between parks and nature reserves is somewhat confusing because 
national parks in countries such as the United States and South Africa have 
come to mean something much closer to Israel’s nature reserves, while the 
parks in Palestine- Israel are usually subject to more intense management 
and larger visitor quotas than its reserves.37

Despite Israel’s success in the sheer quantity and size of reserves and 
parks set aside for preservation and in its establishment of strong wildlife 
protections, nature conservation has faced multiple challenges in this region. 

Figure I.3. Situated atop a steep hill northwest of Jerusalem, the Nebi Samuel Park in 
Area C of the occupied West Bank is the traditional burial site of the biblical Jewish and 
Muslim prophet Samuel. Israel destroyed the Palestinian village inside the park and  
relocated it in 1971. Creative Commons Attribution 2.5 Generic license, Heritage  
Conservation Outside the City, Pikiwiki Israel. Photograph by Zeev Stein.
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High population growth, pollution, waste production and disposal, illegal poi-
soning and hunting, habitat fragmentation, resource extraction, and climate 
change have all placed Palestine- Israel’s habitats and wildlife under height-
ened threat: more than 50 percent of the mammals, 20 percent of the local 
birds, and 30 percent of the country’s reptiles are currently endangered.38

Amid these overwhelming challenges, Israeli conservationists have often 
described themselves as operating on “a lonely island,” where “we have to 
fight to protect everything we have in terms of nature.”39 This sense of socio-
political isolation, lack of trust, and ecological exceptionalism are central  
to Eco- Zionism™,40 an emerging approach among Israeli environmentalists 
that views “preservation and rejuvenation of the environment” as central to 
restoring Israel as “an exclusive nation of the Jewish people.”41 INPA director 
Shaul Goldstein reflected: “In an increasingly polarized and divisive public 
sphere, a renewed pledge to the survival of the landscapes and habitats with 
which the Jewish People has been collectively entrusted has the potential  
to create a space of unity and cooperation where there might otherwise be 
discord and strife.”42 But the Zionist narrative sounded by Goldstein that 
speaks about global unity in preserving the earth simultaneously ignores the 
local strife around this very project. Such disregard for the sociopolitical 
aspects of nature protection by Israel’s top nature official arguably poses yet 
another serious threat to nature protection in this region.43

Settler Ecologies across the Green Line

INPA operates on both sides of the Green Line— Israel’s internationally rec-
ognized 1949 armistice line, parts of which in 1967 came to be known as the 
border between Israel and the occupied Palestinian territories. Within “1948 
Israel,” as the space “inside” the Green Line is often referred to and how I 
refer to this area throughout the book, INPA manages national parks and 
nature reserves under a detailed civil apparatus.44 In the occupied West 
Bank, by contrast, what is confusingly called the Civil Administration in fact 
manages nature reserves and parks through a military regime established  
by Israel in 1967. My interlocutors described how nature protection is strictly 
enforced on the “Israeli” side of the Green Line, while in the territories it 
resembles the “Wild West.”

The insistence on seeing the two geographies as governed by two distinct 
regimes serves to legitimize the 1948 borders as uncontested and solid, while 
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rendering the occupied West Bank as existing in a state of exception. Although 
this has been a common perception among many Israeli Jews and also in- 
ternationally, for Palestinians the opposite typically goes without saying. As 
one Palestinian interlocutor told me: “There’s no real difference between 
1967 territories and 1948 territories— they are all occupied territories.”45 For 
a growing number of Jewish Israelis, too, Israel is one entity that spans both 
sides of the Green Line. Interestingly, this approach has come to be shared 
among Israel’s far right and its far left, the far right seeing the land of the 
forefathers as indivisible and the far left seeing this space as governed by one 
apartheid regime.46 Israel has never recognized the Green Line as its official 
border and has deliberately not marked it on state maps since 1967.47

After studying nature administration on both sides of the Green Line for 
at least a decade, I contend in this book that both are governed by Israel’s 
single settler colonial regime. I should take a moment here to clarify the 
double meaning of the term settler as it is used in Palestine- Israel: in popular 
discourse, the term refers to the Jewish population in the occupied 1967 ter-
ritories only (except in East Jerusalem and the Golan), while in the settler 
colonial literature, it denotes the entire Jewish Israeli populace in Palestine- 
Israel, including those who reside within the Green Line. Unless stated other-
wise, I use it here in the broader sense.

Although presenting itself as the liberal view for its recognition of the 
1967 occupation, Israel’s legal narrative that depicts the 1948 and 1967 spaces 
and respective administrations as separate and even as diametrically op- 
posed simultaneously contributes to the erasure of the myriad variations of 
settler occupation across this space that do not fall neatly into one legal 
geography or the other. This includes the “annexed” East Jerusalem and 
Golan Heights as well as the “disengaged” Gaza Strip. The confusion that 
ensues, legal and otherwise, is strategic.48 One of the many aspects of Israel’s 
intentional ambiguity in nature management is the INPA rangers and ad- 
ministrators themselves, who often transition between the administrations. 
Much of the knowledge, experience, and strategies of management travel 
with them. Alongside these administrative occurrences, the Green Line has 
been actively erased by multiple arms of the Israeli state in myriad instances.49 
This book documents the interplay between the Green Line’s enactment and 
erasure through nature management.

In June 1967, Israel more than doubled its size by taking control of the 
West Bank (including East Jerusalem), Gaza, the Golan Heights (al- Jawlan), 



12 Introduction

and Sinai. The radical changes to the natural landscape after the 1967 war 
were described to me in abundant detail by Uzi Paz— one of the founders  
of Israel’s nature administration, whose perspective I problematize in the 
book. According to Paz, Israel’s nature officials were often the first Israelis  
to set foot in these areas. In his words: “The minute the borders were open, 
nature lovers of all types spontaneously flowed there. We were ecstatic about 
discovering these natural gems right in our backyard. The land of the fore-
fathers had suddenly opened up. People saw something they felt was so beau-
tiful that they voluntarily put up a sign: ‘This is a nature reserve.’”50 Only one 
month after the 1967 war ended, the nature authority had already paved 
paths into several natural sites in the occupied territories. “We ran around 
frantically and got to know these areas,” Paz told me. “The nature adminis-
tration was certainly the first civil body in the occupied territories. . . . And 
we very quickly mapped out our requests of nature reserves for authoriza-
tion and signature by the military commanders.”51 In the Golan Heights in 
particular, large areas were demarcated and designated as reserves in a very 
short time.52 Reports in the daily press about special ordinances for defend-
ing and managing nature reserves in the West Bank appeared as early as 
August 16, 1967.53

The logic behind establishing protections in the occupied territories in 
the early days— before the occupation became a long- term event— reveals 
the mindset of Israel’s conservationists at the time. Paz explained: “Politics 
had no relevance here. We believed that nature protection is a universal 
value, whether we controlled this area or not, . . . whether for Israelis or for 
the world’s citizens, whether for this generation or for the next one.” As for 
the local communities, according to Paz, “There were none. . . . In Sinai 
there were Bedouins— and they continued to live their lives. They were an 
inseparable part of the landscape.” Versed in the criticism of the colonial 
legacies of nature conservation in Africa, Paz proclaimed that nature pro-
tection in Israel was nothing like it: “The protections [we established] came 
from the love of nature, without even a drop of politics in it. It was pure and 
totally clean of such thoughts. All the implications— political, social, anthro-
pological, whatever— weren’t on the table at all.”54

Despite his insistence otherwise, it is impossible to ignore the similarities 
between the Zionist and other settler colonial depictions of discovery, dis-
possession, and elimination of the natives through their characterization as 
either completely irrelevant to, or an integral part of, nature. Eventually, this 
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narrative has taken a turn toward blaming these natives for what would then 
be presented as the region’s environmental decline. The “declensionist” nar-
rative, as it is referred to in the environmental history literature, is also 
familiar from other colonial contexts.55 In all fairness, Paz did insist that it 
was a mistake for Israel to declare nature reserves in areas where the Pales-
tinians privately owned large portions of the land, such as in the northern 
West Bank. However, his statement implies that the declaration of nature 
reserves elsewhere was legitimate from his perspective. This reflects the 
prevalent mindset among the various Israeli officials I interviewed, illustrat-
ing the ease with which power can be exerted under the banner of nature.

After 1967, the next radical legal change to the natural landscape in the 
West Bank was in the aftermath of the Oslo Accords— a pair of agreements 
signed between the Government of Israel and the Palestine Liberation Orga-
nization in the 1990s that created the Palestinian Authority and that tasked 
it with limited self- governance of parts of the West Bank and the Gaza 
Strip.56 The Oslo II Accord organized the Israeli- occupied West Bank into 
three administrative divisions— Areas A, B, and C— pending a final status 
accord, which never took place. Area A is administered by the Palestinian 
Authority, Area B is administered by both the Palestinian Authority and Israel, 
and Area C is administered by Israel. Under this Oslo regime, nature reserves 
that were located within A and B areas were handed over to the Palestinian 
Authority.57 As of 2021, Area B contained thirteen reserves administered by 
the Palestinian Environment Quality Authority, eight of which were actively 
managed by their rangers.58 Comprising 61 percent of the occupied West 
Bank, Area C contains all of the Jewish Israeli settlements in the West Bank 
as well as the majority of nature reserves and parks.59 Two- thirds of the 
nature sites in Area C were simultaneously declared as military firing zones.60

After Oslo II, neither side made any new declarations of nature reserves or 
parks in their respective areas in the West Bank.61 This deep freeze changed 
abruptly when, in January 2020, then Israeli right- wing defense minister 
and later prime minister Naftali Bennett declared seven new nature reserves 
and the expansion of twelve others in Area C. Approximately 40 percent  
of these reserves were on lands privately owned by Palestinians.62 “We will 
continue to develop the Jewish settlement in Judea and Samaria,” Bennett 
announced during the designation ceremony.63 This single statement already 
encapsulates the intimate relationship between the conservation of natural 
habitats and the takeover of land for Jewish settlement. “The reserves will 



14 Introduction

speed up his appearance before the International Criminal Court as a war 
criminal,” the Palestinian Foreign Ministry declared in response, referring 
to Bennett.64

Clearly, the natural terrain in Palestine- Israel is hotly contested and the 
stakes in its designation as such are high. According to one INPA official: “The 
battle over territory is stronger than anything. It’s stronger than the land-
scape, and it’s certainly stronger than nature.”65 I disagree with this official’s 
pitting of territory against nature. If anything, the new declarations demon-
strate that nature is the settler state’s strongest weapon for territorial take-
over. Nature’s power lies precisely in its invisibility as such.

The Nature of Settler Colonialism

This book is strongly interdisciplinary. It draws considerably on the emer-
gent scholarship on settler colonialism in Palestine,66 and especially as this 
scholarship relates to more- than- humans.67 The book also draws extensively 
on critical animal studies, environmental history, and political ecology— and 
on critical work on nature conservation and colonialism in the context of 
national parks in particular.68 I show here, essentially, that the colonial proj-
ect perpetuates violence to all forms of life, both nonhuman and human, and 
that such instances of violence across the more- than- human spectrum are 
not only coproduced but also exacerbated by one another. The ostensible 
tensions between seeing nature as a way of protecting marginalized non-
human lives and seeing it as a way to exploit and eliminate marginalized 
human lives are imperative to the work of settler colonialism.

The scholarship on settler colonialism in Palestine asserts, in a nutshell, 
that settler societies aim to dispossess and replace their native inhabitants, 
thereby allowing the settlers to view themselves as the “new native” and legiti-
mizing their territorial claims.69 “Territoriality is settler colonialism’s specific, 
irreducible element,” Australian scholar Patrick Wolfe writes in this context. 
For him, adherence to a logic of elimination distinguishes settler colonialism 
from colonialism, which is premised, instead, on exploitation (a distinction 
that this book challenges).70 Highlighting the structural elements of Israel’s 
occupation, the settler colonial framework moves beyond seeing the occu-
pation as a series of isolated events or as limited to the 1967 terri tories. At the 
same time, it also explains Israel’s myopic focus on territorial dispossession.
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While I do not intend to debate the finer theoretical points of the settler 
colonial framework, nor the ways in which it does or does not map perfectly 
onto the historical and political dynamics of Palestine- Israel,71 it is impor-
tant to articulate briefly three ways in which this framework is useful for this 
book’s study of settler ecologies in Palestine- Israel. First, the settler colonial 
framework helps explain the power of Israel’s settler ecologies, which are 
embedded in physical infrastructures, expressed through racialized more- 
than- human biopolitics, and administered through a single nature apparatus 
that operates on both sides of the Green Line. The dispossession of Palestin-
ians in the hands of the Zionist settler state occurs, centrally, in the ecological 
realm, which explains the focus of settler ecologies on land and the invisibi-
lizing power of nature as structure. Settler colonialism thus shares with settler 
ecologies three fundamental themes: territoriality, (infra)structure, and dis-
possession or elimination.

Second, settler colonialism has brought about a sharper focus on the plight 
of local, native, Indigenous, and First Nations peoples.72 Using this frame-
work in the context of settler ecologies therefore serves to highlight avenues 
for solidarity between Palestinians and Indigenous movements across the 
globe for their continued practices of dispossession in the name of nature. 
The notion of a pristine wilderness devoid of humans has figured strongly in 
the colonial mindset of national parks,73 portraying the African continent74 
and tropical islands75 as an “unspoiled Eden.”76 This Eden, like that of the 
first national parks in the United States, “had to be created before it could  
be protected,” as historian Mark David Spence instructs,77 in a process that 
often entailed the displacement of local and Indigenous communities.78 Politi-
cal scientist Kevin Dunn documents along these lines how “vast sections of 
the African continent [were] established as centrally controlled protected 
spaces in the name of the Western cultural practice of conservation.”79 Uti-
lizing the lens of settler colonialism, one can see more clearly the strong ties 
between conservation and dispossession in Palestine- Israel.

Third and finally, settler colonialism offers avenues for resistance to the 
elimination of the native and, with it, visions for decolonized futures.80 In this 
sense, the value of the settler colonial framework lies in the alternative polit-
ical futures it helps imagine.81 Urban geographer Omar Jabary Salamanca 
and his colleagues argued, accordingly, that “the Palestinian struggle against 
Zionist settler colonialism can only be won when it is embedded within, and 
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empowered by, broader struggles— all anti- imperial, all anti- racist, and all 
struggling to make another world possible.”82

Similar to the other myriad juxtapositions that animate settler ecologies 
in Palestine- Israel, however, the juxtaposition between settler and native 
must also be scrutinized if we are to move toward such decolonized futures. 
Within the ecological world, scientists have come to criticize the term native 
for its arbitrary historical baselines and the devastating consequences for 
non- native and “invasive” species.83 Moving across the divide to the human 
realm, one might want, similarly, to challenge the native– settler dialectic of 
the colonial nation- state.84 As Mahmood Mamdani puts it:

The nation made the immigrant a settler and the settler a perpetrator. The nation 
made the local a native and the native a perpetrator, too. In this new history, 
everyone is colonized— settler and native, perpetrator and victim, majority and 
minority. Once we learn this history, we might prefer to be survivors instead.85

Whereas this book documents the contemporary settler ecologies of the 
colonial state, it is important to keep in mind the hopeful trajectory of mov-
ing beyond the native– settler juxtaposition— alongside other settler colonial 
binaries, which are key to its operation as such86— to unsettle settler ecolo-
gies. Since, at its core, ecology is about coexistence and relationality,87 this 
concept could perhaps also show us the way out of the colonial present.88

One final comment is warranted in this context. Rana Barakat cautions 
that the “settler dominated framework in the scholarship is the attempted 
devaluation and eventual erasure of the Native history of and presence on 
the land.”89 This is certainly not my intention here. Instead, I use my own 
privileges to reveal the underlying logics of settler ecologies in Palestine- 
Israel. For this reason, my central interlocutors for this book were the Israeli 
officials who are in charge of nature’s administration. I invite others, with 
other positionalities, to complement this project and advance it in myriad 
other ways, including through in- depth studies of Palestinian forms of resis-
tance that would pave the way toward decolonizing ecologies.

The Book’s Structure

This book straddles two forms of nature protection used by the Zionist state— 
the first, territorial and static protection through the designation of parks 
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and reserves, is discussed in chapters 1, 3, and 5; and the second, biopolitical 
and versatile protection through animal and plant bodies, is discussed in 
chapters 2, 4, and 6. The three territorial chapters present the stories of three 
nature reserves and parks in Palestine- Israel: chapter 1 focuses on the Galilee 
within 1948 Israel and discusses the state’s nature- policing technologies; 
chapter 3 moves to the liminal legalities of annexed East Jerusalem, detailing 
how green grabbing works in the production of biblical landscapes; and 
chapter 5 enumerates the more explicitly violent technologies of disposses-
sion used by Israel’s military occupation regime in the northern West Bank.

Interwoven between the territorial chapters, the biopolitical chapters tell 
stories about animals and plants, specifically discussing fallow deer, gazelles, 
goldfinches, camels, wild asses, goats, sheep, olive trees, wild boars, akkoub 
and za’atar, and griffon vultures. This lively procession takes off with chapter 
2’s story of the reintroduction of biblical animals by military general Avraham 
Yoffe, the first director of Israel’s nature authority, thereby highlighting the 
positive aspects of making life; it proceeds with chapter 4’s study of juxta-
posed forms of life and the importance of necropolitics— the management 
of death— for conservation; and it ends with chapter 6’s transboundary nature 
of birds and their militarization. My intention in structuring the book in  
this fashion is to highlight how these two central forms of dispossession— 
sovereign power and biopolitics— lean on and support one another to form 
settler ecologies that apply across Palestine- Israel. And while there is a certain 
logic to their progression in this manner, each chapter can also be read on its 
own. The passages that follow provide a detailed account of each chapter.

As a significant ecological asset, Mount Meron (Jabal al- Jarmaq) was the 
first nature reserve to be declared formally by Israel in 1964 and the largest 
reserve in the Galilee. Opening my book with this particular reserve intends 
to refute the perception that land appropriation on such high scales occurs 
mainly in the West Bank. Indeed, at least 20 percent of the Mount Meron 
Nature Reserve is located on land that is privately owned by the non- Jewish 
Druze residents of the village of Beit Jann, and the reserve has encircled the 
village and stifled its growth. The element of policing assumes center stage 
in the contemporary management of the nature reserve, which is enforced 
through INPA’s paramilitary unit: the Green Patrol. Operating within the 
confines of 1948 Israel, the Green Patrol demonstrates the close ties between 
nature protection and the militarized protection of land for the exclusive 
benefit of the Jewish settler society. The chapter ends with a contemplation 
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of the regulation of cattle ranching within the boundaries of the reserves, 
which leads into my focus on animals in the next chapter.

Chapter 2 focuses on INPA’s reintroductions of extirpated species men-
tioned in the Bible, thus foregrounding the link between the return to the 
Holy Land of four- legged biblical animals and that of two- legged humans. 
The chapter kicks off with the reintroduction of the Persian fallow deer, one 
of the rarest deer species in the world, and concludes with the less encour-
aging story of the mountain gazelle. In between the deer and the gazelle, a 
discussion of the management of the European goldfinch highlights INPA’s 
assumptions of nature– human separation and its corresponding ideas about 
species contamination. Animal bodies and mobilities, such as those of gold-
finches trafficked through border crossings and via East Jerusalem, mirror 
the hybridity and the fluidity of the landscape, defying its fixed boundaries 
and resisting its normalization. Finally, this chapter begins to chart the rela-
tionship between hunting and conservation in Palestine- Israel, shifting the 
focus back to the importance of territory— my topic in the next chapter.

The national park system situated in and around Jerusalem is at the book’s 
heart in chapter 3. Although the densely populated villages of East Jerusalem 
are hardly the typical settings for a national park, the Jerusalem park system 
is the largest network of national parks in Palestine- Israel. This chapter ex- 
plores two national parks in the Jerusalem region: the City of David and 
Refa’im Valley. The greening of Jerusalem’s urban landscape is a central fea-
ture of the remaking of this landscape into nof kdumim— what it supposedly 
looked like during biblical times. Through this biblical making of the land-
scape, East Jerusalem is transformed into an accessible and even popular 
tourist destination for Jewish visitors from around the world. Ironically, the 
landscape’s Judaization requires the Palestinians’ continued agrarian prac-
tices, and so Palestinian labor must be recruited for the resurrection of the 
Jewish landscape. On the other end of the display of an authentic Jewish 
landscape, a compartmentalized reality is at play that depicts the Palestinian 
landscape as deteriorated and depleted, therefore justifying its elimination by 
the Zionist state for noncompliance with the biblical ideal. The landscape’s 
making is therefore simultaneously an unmaking: an erasure of the existing 
landscape, which in turn lends itself to the elimination of certain humans 
and their affiliated nonhuman others from this space.

Oscillating from the territorial focus back into the realm of other- than- 
human lives, chapter 4 foregrounds the importance of the rule of law— and 
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the concepts of hyperlegality, illegality, and criminalization in particular— 
for settler ecologies in Palestine- Israel. The chapter’s first part details Israel’s 
criminal indictment against a Bedouin man and his camel for drinking pre-
cious water that INPA intended for the reintroduced Asiatic wild ass. The 
camel story is followed by the story of the wild ass’s reintroduction, unravel-
ing the landscape as a site of binary juxtapositions. The camel is juxtaposed 
with the wild ass, the goat with the pine tree, and the “uprootable” olive with 
protected edible herbs. At the same time, and respectively so, the domestic 
is juxtaposed with the wild, culture with nature, and, finally, the native and 
Indigenous are juxtaposed with the settler state. These juxtapositions lean 
on each other, reinforcing, naturalizing, and thus legitimizing the power and 
the seeming inevitability of the juxtaposed mindset so characteristic of set-
tler ecologies.

Of the book’s land- based accounts, chapter 5 documents the most explicit 
example of nature- based dispossession on the territorial front as it unravels 
in the context of the Wadi Qana Nature Reserve: an idyllic green valley nes-
tled in the northwestern corner of the West Bank. Abutting the reserve is the 
Palestinian village of Deir Istiya. The residents of Deir Istiya own much of 
the land in the reserve and have used it over many centuries for agricultural 
and recreational purposes. This chapter details the wide- ranging strategies 
used by INPA, alongside those used by other Jewish agencies and groups, to 
dispossess Deir Istiya’s residents from their lands situated within the nature 
reserve and to challenge their livelihood in this place. The springs in the 
wadi (valley) have served as a particular target in the battle over recreational 
presence and so water emerges here as an additional matter of dispossession. 
The story of Deir Istiya is but one of numerous stories of green and blue 
grabbing across the West Bank. It also highlights similar takeover practices, 
though often less overt, that occur inside the Green Line— and the unitary 
agenda underlying the settler ecologies of both spaces. Toward the end, the 
chapter contemplates the management of wild boars across Palestine- Israel, 
leading us into the final animal- focused chapter of the book.

Returning to animals, chapter 6 tells the story of the griffon vulture. As  
an impressively large raptor with a wingspan that can reach ten feet, the 
vulture is “a good animal to think with” about borders and how they are 
experienced across the political divides in Palestine- Israel. INPA has fought 
an uphill battle against the vulture’s decline, investing in captive breeding 
efforts that require advanced digital technologies. Such technologies have 
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also enabled Israel’s nature agency to map and track these birds beyond the 
state’s sovereign jurisdiction, effectively partaking in a form of ecological 
exceptionalism and imperialism. Thinking with vultures also illuminates the 
symbiotic relationship between INPA and the Israeli army, which portrays 
itself as nature’s number one advocate— this, despite its de facto actions as the 
environment’s number one enemy. In its final part, the chapter shows how 
the dangerous practice of sharing the sky with migratory birds was trans-
formed by the Israeli Air Force, in conjunction with the state’s bird experts, 
into a totemic kinship with these birds that has received international acclaim.

The book’s conclusion revisits a few of the sites and themes discussed 
throughout: the courtroom of the camel case highlights the role of legal in- 
stitutions in settler ecologies; the houses newly slated for demolition in East 
Jerusalem emphasize the deep irony of displacement alongside development 
and the privileging of certain landscapes over others; and the incomprehen-
sible violence by soldiers toward children foraging protected plants in the 
southern West Bank region demonstrates the militarization of settler ecolo-
gies and their geographic and legal ambiguity along the 1948– 1967 lines. By 
highlighting the vortex- like nature of violence in Palestine- Israel, these tragic 
anecdotes plant the seeds for possible reimaginings of nature that transcend 
the grip of settler ecologies.
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