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Abstract: Urban displacement is receiving growing visibility within urban studies.
However, most literature centres on the logic of late capitalism and tends to neglect
colonial history and local resistance to displacement. This paper takes an alternative
path: it relates (a) the history of colonialism and ethnic cleansing of the city of Jaffa with
(b) the present-day gentrification and displacement caused by neoliberal urbanism. To
unpack this entanglement, the article focuses on political city walking tours led by Inter-
nally Displaced Palestinians in Jaffa, alongside a broader repertoire of urban subaltern
tactics to reclaim it—ranging from community meetings to more overtly politicised acts
of protest and initiatives to disrupt gentrification. The article therefore advances debates
on urban displacement and urban citizenship mobilisation through the lens of post-
colonial theories, and by adopting a participatory interdisciplinary approach—from a
novel perspective that centres local knowledge, lived experiences, and grassroots
activism.
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Introduction

Revealing the contradictions within the projected image of Jaffa as a liberal model
of coexistence, May 2021 saw an upsurge in violence—alongside other “mixed
cities” in Israel—between Jews and Palestinians, culminating into mob lynchings.
The term “mixed cities” was coined by the British authorities in Mandatory Pales-
tine to quantify and control the local populations; initially used to describe Jewish
neighbourhoods in Palestinian cities, it now defines a reversed situation
(Yacobi 2002, 2009). Yet, whereas the notion of coexistence refers to
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communities who co-inhabit a space with mutual respect and dignity, Palestinians
in Jaffa face a reality of institutionalised marginalisation and house evictions. As
global attention was directed towards the struggle of Palestinian residents of Jeru-
salem’s Sheikh Jarrah neighbourhood against their eviction, Palestinians in Jaffa
were similarly protesting a wave of demolitions in the months leading up to May
2021—a reality that is shaped directly by the legacy of the ethnic cleansing of
Palestine in 1948. Analysing this case of urban of displacement, the article stresses
the connection between the past and present of the city, and between settler-
colonial and capitalised logics, as they shape the everyday urban life in Jaffa and
provoke a range of tactics of resistance that have emerged against it.

Following the 1948 Arab-Israel War, Jaffa was annexed to Israel’s largest
metropolis and became part of a united Tel Aviv-Yafo Municipality (despite its
designation to remain a part of Palestine according to the 1947 UN Resolution
No. 181). Yafo is the Hebrew word for Jaffa which is distinct from the Arab word
Yaffa." The change in name reflected the substantial subordination of the city to
Jewish spatial monopolisations and design mechanisms that erased its Palestinian
identity and history (LeVine 2005; Monterescu 2015). This was part of a broader
process which Palestinians refer to as al-Nakba (the catastrophe)—a disaster that
included the loss of homeland and the uprooting of 80% of Palestinians with the
formation of the state of Israel over 78% of the land of Mandatory Palestine (Sa’di
and Abu-Lughod 2007). Scholars describe al-Nakba as “ethnic cleansing” and
“spaciocide” since it involved a systematic spatial annihilation (Hanafi 2006;
Morris 2004; Pappe 2007). It also entailed the de-urbanisation of Palestine
through the dispossession of coastal cities such as Yaffa—and the erasure of their
history of socioeconomic advancement and cosmopolitanism (Blatman and
Sabbagh-Khoury 2023; Hasan 2019; Tamari 2008).

However, as Noam Leshem (2016:15) observes, “Arab buildings, flora,
place-names and stories are very much present, coded into the everyday space of
Israelis”. This article will demonstrate how Internally Displaced Palestinian (IDP)
activists render these traces visible by guiding city walking tours to reclaim Yaffa
and its urbanity and stress the link between al-Nakba and current struggles over
property. It will conduct what Edward Said (1994) refers to as a “contrapuntal
analysis” of the urban domain, mapping modes of domination and resistance to
it. Guided city tours are performative events that weave together time and place
to produce an interactive narrative (Aoki and Yoshimizu 2015; Macdonald 2006;
Modlin et al. 2011). Hence, this participatory mode of commemoration and recla-
mation of the city provides an ideal opportunity to study the exchange between
agency, memory, place, and architecture. The analysis will situate these tours as
part of a broader repertoire of urban subaltern tactics to reclaim the city and its
memory—symbolically and materially—ranging from community meetings to
more overtly politicised acts of protest and initiatives to disrupt gentrification. As
such, it will provide tangible examples of local knowledges of resistance to pro-
longed spatial violence and modes to communicate belonging and heritage
across generations. The article will frame this repertoire as mobilisation for the
“right to the city”—namely, struggles where a community demands the right to
access, inhabit, and use urban space (Butler 2012; Lefebvre 1996; Purcell 2003).
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However, it will further stress the broad geo-temporal interpretation of the indige-
nous “right to the city”.

The article aims to stress the specific characteristics of urban displacement in a
context such as Yaffa—where the logics of settler colonialism, nationalism, and
neoliberalism collide in different configurations—as grounded in the perspectives
and agencies of those subjected to it. It draws on three years’ research on the
politics of heritage tours in urban landscapes of displacement. The methodology
relies on an analysis of municipal city plans and court rulings alongside participa-
tory qualitative methods, including: conducting informal “walk-along” interviews
with organisers to co-create knowledge with activists and document their existing
knowledge and experiences; participating in their planning sessions and guided
tours; conducting “walk-along” interviews with participants; and documenting
tours through photography and drawings to capture their performative interac-
tions with ruins. Snapshots from these tours, planning sessions, and protest events
will be used to illustrate the macro-performances, encounters, and creative inter-
ventions they encompass. Firstly, the article will review relevant debates on forced
displacement and stress the theorical contribution of the article to the urban
settler-colonial analytic—and urban studies more broadly. Subsequently, the arti-
cle will contextualise the “site” of the guided tours, charting a shift in the logics
of the settler-colonial urbanism in Yaffa. Finally, the article will reflect on the cur-
rent state of ethno-gentrification and displacement in Yaffa, alongside a close
analysis of how activists constantly undermine and reclaim Yaffa and its indige-
nous urbanity.

Between Neo-Settler-Colonial Violence, Urban
Displacement, and Agency

Deliberate destruction of buildings and systematic spatial annihilation of the
urban sphere, such as Yaffa experienced at the aftermath of 1948 war, are
increasingly understood as forms of violence (Coward 2008; Hanafi 2006). How-
ever, this article seeks to unpack how it correlates with “slower” settler-colonial
violence that manifests through new liberal policies to harm places, the built envi-
ronment, public spheres, and inhabitants (Davies 2022; Nixon 2011). It therefore
aims to illuminate what Rachel Pain (2019) names “chronic urban trauma”—
referring to the intersection of cumulative effects of historical trauma and current
processes of displacement due to gentrification and urban renewal. These pro-
cesses are commonly attributed in the literature to the neoliberalisation of cities—
a process which privatises the planning, production, supply, and allocation of the
built environment and renders housing a commodity rather than a basic human
right (Clark 2005; Sager 2011). Yet, recent debates problematise this “classical-
critical” approach that centres on the logic of late capitalism through three prom-
ising avenues. The first illuminates the role of national and municipal authorities
in facilitating gentrification to alter the ethnic and class configuration of neigh-
bourhoods—Ileading to the forced displacement of communities which long suffer
a chronic of disinvestment and marginalisation (Fullilove 2016; Stabrowski 2014;
Wallace 2015).

© 2023 The Author. Antipode published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of Antipode Foundation Ltd.



4 Antipode

The second direction of analysis shifts the scale of research and utilises partici-
patory methodologies to register the daily lives and political engagement under-
taken by those subjected to urban displacement (Arcilla 2022; Luke and
Kaika 2019; Maharawal 2021). A third line of analysis reorientates the debate on
urban displacement by transgressing beyond Euro-American epistemologies and
perspectives (Ahmad 2022; Geng¢ 2021). As Erez Tzfadia and Oren Yiftachel
(2021) suggest, studying forced displacement from what they name a “southeast
view”—a geographical-epistemic stance that refers to a less researched part of the
world which has been imagined as the negative of the “progressive” West—
illuminates its correlation with capitalist and colonial logics. For instance, Jeff
Garmany and Matthew Richmond (2020) offer the Brazilian term higienizacao to
theorise a particular form of urban displacement that is informed by legacies of
colonialism, informality, and racial and class divisions. The urban settler-colonial
analytic therefore helps unpack the ways settler-colonial dispossession, displace-
ment, and violence manifests through the production of neoliberal urban spheres
(Addie and Fraser 2019; Blatman-Thomas and Porter 2019; Blomley 2004;
Kent-Stoll 2020; Porter and Yiftachel 2019; Simpson and Bagelman 2018;
Wolfe 2006). Crucially, it frames settler colonialism as an ongoing phenomenon
that is integral to our understanding of the contemporary urban world (Addie
and Fraser 2019; Tomiak 2017). Yet, there remains much scope for a place-based
situational analysis of different spatio-temporal interactions between historical and
contemporary processes of indigenous disposition and displacement within and
from cities.

For instance, Israel presents a case whereby the expansion of the settler-colonial
frontiers is ongoing—including in the urban sphere—and involves reiterating and
expanding earlier models of settler-colonial violence—generating new technolo-
gies and apparatuses for regulating, segregating, and policing ethnically- and
racially-marked populations within neoliberal cities worldwide (Lloyd and
Wolfe 2016). Hence, a close unpacking of the shifting Israeli settler-colonial logics
in Yaffa and the Palestinian agency to disrupt and resist them can furnish strategic
models for global resistance to neoliberal and/or colonial urban order. As Areej
Sabbagh-Khoury (2022) notes, from its formation, the Zionist movement aimed
at permanent settlement in Palestine, involved overseas sponsors such as
economic institutions, private donors, and empires, and used the terminology of
colonisation. Furthermore, as Said’s (1978) concept of “orientalism” probes, colo-
nialism is a system of power—knowledge, through which the “Orient” emerges as
a site and object of Western imagination—involving an infatuation with the East
as exotic but also underdeveloped to justify imperial domination. Accordingly,
Zionism imagined itself as Western vis vis-a-vis the reduction of Palestinians as
“primitive”; simultaneously trying to emulate and appropriate the Palestinian indi-
geneity to assert its claim for nativity (Guez 2015; Huss 2019). Following the
1948 war, Israel deployed “classic” settler-colonial apparatuses to nationalise the
dispossessed Palestinian land and property and populate Jews in “frontier” regions
(and replicated this process after 1967 in the Occupied Palestinian Territories)
(Benvenisti 2002; Yacobi and Tzfadia 2019; Yiftachel 2009).
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However, with the neoliberalisation of Israeli economy in the 1980s, the settler-
colonial logic reinvented itself in symbiosis with the privatisation of space and
planning and was reconstituted on new frontiers—a regime which Haim Yacobi
and Tzfadia (2019) term “neo-settler colonialism”. In the past decade, this
process accelerated through a wave of reforms in legislation, planning, and land
institutions—dividing space and society through widening economic gaps and
ethnically segregated neighbourhoods (Yiftachel and Avni 2019). As such, the pri-
vatisation impulses of capitalism work to confirm but also de-politicise the settler-
colonial ethno-national logics of spatial expansion and disposition (Shmaryahu-
Yeshurun and Ben-Porat 2021; Yacobi and Milner 2022). Meanwhile, this form of
“racialised capitalism” is further enhanced and de-politicised at the international
scale through a liberal economic-peace paradigm—as the 2020 Abraham Accords
between Israel, the United Arab Emirates, and Bahrain demonstrate (Maoz 2020).
This article seeks to advance debates on the Israeli neo-settler colonialism through
a much-needed finer-scale analysis that registers its impact on mini-topographies
of everyday urban life—from a novel perspective that centres Palestinian agency
and political knowledge as manifested in anti-gentrification struggles and political
city tours.

The article therefore wishes to contribute to an important body of literature
that demonstrates how sites of settler-colonial violence—such as checkpoints and
the separation barrie—manifest and are also shaped by indigenous agency, rang-
ing from spatial tactics that sustain mobility and liveability to embodied direct
action (Amir and Kotef 2015; Griffiths and Repo 2021; Hammami 2019; Joronen
et al. 2021). As Mark Giriffiths (2017) illustrates in his analysis of political tours in
Hebron, Palestinian agency repatriates the violent effects of occupation, such as
fear and “political depression”, towards resistance based on “critical hope”. Such
embodied and affective manifestations of agency show remarkable resilience
against indirect and ad hoc techniques of colonial violence (Joronen 2019). They
are also susceptible to the effects of time as it is deployed to colonise through
slowness, delay, and “theatres of recognition” (Joronen 2017); and through affec-
tive futures of precarity—such as the certainty that house demolition will occur
alongside an uncertainty of when (Joronen and Griffiths 2019). This article seeks
to enrich the geographical scope of these debates by analysing Palestinian agency
as manifested in cities under Israeli planning regimes, against “slow” forms of col-
onisation and displacement through the mechanisms of regeneration and gentrifi-
cation. Through this, it will demonstrate how Palestinian agency encapsulates the
demands of the right to the city but also expands its geo-temporal depth.

The walking tours examined below will be shown to revive the past as it
correlates with the present—testifying to a traumatic history and to its current
implications to reclaim Palestinian Yaffa and promote a more just future
(Abu Hatoum 2021). Indeed, whereas most settler colonies urbanise space as a
tool of colonisation, “the existence of modern Palestinian cities pre-colonization
yielded a different kind of settler-colonial urbanism in Israel” (Blatman and
Sabbagh-Khoury 2023:127). The following section will closely analyse how this
settler-colonial urbanism shifted its mechanism for dispossessing Yaffa from
destruction to preservation, appropriation, and gentrification.
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Judaising Yaffa: A Shift from Erasure to Gentrification
As Daniel Monterescu (2015) suggests, the process of the Judaisation of Yaffa
through the built space can be divided into key phases: (1) the 1948 war and its
aftermath, in which Yaffa was refashioned as an impoverished migratory segment
of Tel Aviv; (2) followed by a period between 1960 and 1985 marked by enforced
decline and the destruction of built space under the guise of evacuation-
construction plans; (3) and then a shift towards urban renewal and gentrification.
These phases mark different approaches to the urban planning of Yaffa that none-
theless maintain the settler-colonial logic of achieving territorial and demographic
superiority and the “ethnocratic” project of Judaising the land (Tzfadia and
Yacobi 2011; Yiftachel 2006).

As a result of the war, 95% of Yaffa’s Palestinian population were forcibly dis-
placed from the city. Though Yaffa’s architecture largely prevailed—except for the
border neighbourhoods Abu-Kabir and Manshiya that suffered greater ruin—the
city’s “living essence” was gone (Hasan 2019). Also lost was the Palestinian pub-
licness, including the encounters it enabled and, more symbolically, the political
capacity of a centralised representation of Palestinian will (Zreik 2007). The Absen-
tee Property Law from 1950 designated Palestinian refugees “absentee” and their
lands and property an “absentee property” belonging to the state, under the
management of the Custodian of Absentee Property. In 1960, the Israeli Land
Administration (ILA) was founded to manage these lands, while government
housing companies managed the residences that inhabited them (Kedar and
Yiftachel 2006). In Yaffa, Israel sub-contracted the emptied houses to the semi-
private semi-public Amidar housing company and used them to meet the housing
needs of Jewish war refugees, slum inhabitants, discharged soldiers, and immi-
grants (Golan 2009). Meanwhile, Israel imprisoned the Palestinian population that
remained in the city (around 3,647 people) in the Ajami neighbourhood, sur-
rounded for two years by barbed-wire fences patrolled by soldiers (Abu-Shehadeh
and Sheveita 2010).

Whilst confined to Ajami and forced to live in properties that belonged to other
Palestinian refugees, they were categorised “present absentees” and their houses
were also confiscated as “absentee property”—from homeowners they became
protected tenants living in Amidar housing (Ziv 2007). In 1951, Yaffa—which
became a densely-populated site of marginality, neglect, and crime—was officially
annexed to Tel Aviv, along with six emptied Palestinian villages (Rotbard 2015).
In 1954, a new master plan for Greater Tel Aviv was formulated to integrate these
territories. Yet it maintained older segregation lines, between the affluent planned
north of the city and the underdeveloped south that was designated for eviction
and reconstruction (Margalit and Vertes 2015). From the 1960s, Yaffa was sub-
jected to waves of demolitions that resulted in the destruction of 70% of houses
in the Old City and Ajami, 30% in Jabalia (Givat Aliyah) neighbourhood, and the
complete erasure of Manshiya (Monterescu 2007). As stated in a State Comptrol-
lers’ report, between 1975 and 1988, the municipality permitted the dumping of
the wreckage of the destroyed Palestinian built environment (about seven million
cubic meters of construction waste) at Ajami’s costal line.?
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Paths of Erasure and Trails of Resistance 7

However, in 1985, a new municipal policy of “facing south” initiated a shift
from destruction to profit-seeking urban renewal and gentrification—which deep-
ened the local ethnic tensions, and led to a sharp rise in housing values (Monter-
escu 2009). It involved establishing a neo-orientalist architectural language in
collaboration with the private sector to attract the Jewish elite and international
capital. As llan Pivko, an Israeli architect that worked in Yaffa during that period,
described: “we made orientalist buildings, a kind of imitation that is not preserva-
tion but a play with ‘Jaffian’ elements” (quoted in Riva 2019). Nevertheless, the
shift in urban policy from destruction to rehabilitation only extended to the infra-
structure and not to the communal fabric. The urban renewal plan (No. 2660) set
to “rehabilitate the Ajami neighbourhood for its existing and future population”,
whilst “preserving its special urban character and architectural quality” (Figure 1).
Yet the expansion of houses and the construction of large housing units attracted
wealthy tenants and entrepreneurs and was unaffordable to most of the Palestin-
ian population. Another regeneration plan (No. 2236) used the housing waste
dumped on Ajami’s coastline to create the Jaffa Slope Park (Figure 2). This
renowned environmental accomplishment contributed to a rise in real-estate
value—acting as an accidental memorial to Yaffa’s legacy of destruction
(Meishar 2017).

Yaffa’s regeneration adopted a colonial principle of rendering of indigenous
spaces as anachronistic—a means to legitimise colonial rule by associating the lat-
ter with modernity and progress (Fabian 2014). The municipality initiated costly
refurbishments of the Old City, the port, the Clock Tower complex, and the flea
market, rebranding these areas as a historical theme park and desirable real estate
detached from their Palestinian heritage (Alfasi and Fabian 2009; Avni 2017;
LeVine 2007). In contrast, Amider’s housing suffered years of neglect. Tenants’
requests for repairs and permits for house extensions were unanswered, whilst
attempts to make such repairs themselves were considered a violation of a con-
tract that deemed them as “invaders” (Abu-Shehadeh and Sheveita 2010). Whilst

Figure 1: Approved sketch for an outline plan for Ajami with the existing plan on the left
and the suggested plan, which includes adding three additional
neighbourhoods, on the right (source: “Sketch for outline plan 2660 Ajami” by
Yair Center for Engineering Information, Municipality of Tel Aviv-Jaffa, 2001;
public domain; available from the Israel Planning Administration at https://
mavat.iplan.gov.il/69557b19-14e7-4af3-a024-4eab2a2050aa)
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Figure 2: Approved sketch for altering Jaffa’s coast to build the Slope Park with the
existing plan on the left and the future plan on the right (the green area
symbolising the park, the yellow a beach, and the blue and red a new
residential area) (source: “Sketch for outline plan 2236 Midron Yaffo” by
architect Avner Yashar, 1995; public domain; available from the Israel Planning
Administration at https://mavat.iplan.gov.il/e2ee07f1-4bd5-4d86-880a-
53a54aa60f85)

the Israel Land Administration introduced a policy from 1996 of selling absentee
property to existing tenants, those defined as “invaders”—including people who
began to occupy empty Amidar assets due to the housing crisis in Yaffa—were
prohibited from buying their priority (Ariav and Ziv 2022). For instance, in 2014,
Agbaria Ahmed appealed to the Supreme Court to prevent his expulsion from a
property in Yaffa that he inhabited for over 30 years. As the verdict (No.3516/14)
details, he argued that Amidar agreed, “both in practice and in silence, with the
extensive renovations he made in the property and therefore it is appropriate that
he should be entitled to purchase it”.?

Nevertheless, the court denied his appeal and permitted his eviction on the
grounds that he “invaded” the property. Palestinians in Yaffa have therefore been
forced into what Oren Yiftachel (2009:250) names “grey spaces”, which interme-
diate “the ‘lightness’ of legality/approval/safety and the ‘darkness’ of eviction/
destruction/death”. On some occasions, violations of contracts were punished
and tenants were subjected to waves of demolitions and evacuations without
compensation; on other occasions, no enforcement was carried out (Wallersein
2009). Indeed, grey spaces are permanently temporary, and its inhabitants suffer
from de facto displacement and displaceability—a potential of being displaced
due to change of policy, implementation of court-orders, or the arrival of estab-
lished populations that gentrifies and “whitens” space (Tzfadia and
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Yiftachel 2021). In Yaffa, gentrifiers include affluent liberals and organised groups
of middle-class religious Zionists (Grain-Tornani) who receive state and municipal
encouragement to settle in Israel’s socioeconomic periphery and “mixed cities”.
These inducements include privatising public housing, allocating public buildings,
and selling national land to support these settlers (Shmaryahu-Yeshurun 2022).

For instance, Grain-Tornani purchased an Amidar absentee property in Ajami to
build Shirat Moshe yeshiva (a Jewish educational institution for men) and received
municipal public assets to expand it and to build Midreshet Yafo for women and
two pre-military schools in Shikunei Hisachon. Strategically appealing to Tel Aviv’s
sought-out image as a model for co-existence, they describe Yaffa in their website
as city where “Jews, Arabs, and Christians live together in noteworthy peace and
harmony”; nonetheless, alluding to their goal of Judaising Yaffa, they describe
their aim to install “a new and fresh statement, continuing from the spring of
Jewish life”.* Evidence of growing antagonism towards Grain-Tornani in Yaffa
emerged around a month before the violent events of May 2021. Mahmoud and
Ahmad Garboa, two of Amidar’s tenants facing eviction, attacked the rabbi and
manager of Shirat Moshe, who had come to inspect their home as a future real-
estate investment. The event culminated into opposing protests by Jews chanting
“the people of eternity shall not fear” versus Palestinians shouting “Jaffa to Jaf-
fians, settlers out” (Peleg 2021). Alongside such protests, the following section
examines walking tours as an important strategy to protest displacement and
gentrification.

Navigating Orientalism, “Co-existence”, and
Gentrification

From the outset, Yusuf Asfour, third generation IDP, stresses that his guided tour
blurs the boundaries between a pedagogical tourist experience and a tactic of
activism, stating, “So, welcome to Yaffa’s tour—throughout you will be asking
yourself, is Yusuf leading you on a tour or is he fighting the Zionist narrative?”
(quoted in Huss 2022a:1). A history teacher, he has hosted walking tours since
1996, as an interactive way to inspire young IDPs to learn about their history and
identity—silenced in the Israeli discourse and public-school curriculum—and to
other audiences. Yusuf explains that the feeling that Yaffa is continuously “being
pulled from under his legs” saddens him and pushes him to be “more of an activ-
ist” (quoted in Huss 2022a:15). In an example of this ongoing disappearance, we
visit the location of a former Palestinian factory (Stop 1 in Figure 3) to see its orig-
inal sign that remains intact; however, upon our arrival we discover it is hidden
by a construction site, the building soon to be erased altogether. “You see how
they flatten the narrative”, Yusuf says, and adds, “I keep living in fear that it will
all disappear” (quoted in Huss 2022a:14-15). We sneak into the site to photo-
graph the building. This section focuses on such tactics of visual and spatial trans-
gression, demonstrating the agency of IDPs to navigate, contextualise, and
document processes of regeneration and gentrification as explicit in the continual
erasure of Palestinian Yaffa.
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Figure 3: Central features in Yusuf’s tour, August 2019, 1.62 km, 2 hours 10 minutes,
34°C (source: author)

As we continue our walk, Yusuf points towards the existence of Jewish neo-
oriental luxury enclaves surrounded by the shrinking Palestinian neighbourhoods
and says, “Now we are beginning to feel the gentrification”. At another stop
(Stop 3 in Figure 3) he asks, “Have you heard of Old Jaffa Hostel? Everyone loves
it, but there is a sad story here of identity blurring, since it used to be a Palestin-
ian home” (quoted in Huss 2022a:14-15). As Yusuf explains, in Yaffa the gentrifi-
cation has an added ethno-national dimension. Yusuf states that “the saddest is
that you find that today’s ownership, those who live here, are Jewish leftists—I
am for coexistence, but this coexistence comes at the expense of a certain truth”.
During his tour, Abed Abu-Shehadeh, a third generation IDP and municipal
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opposition member for the Yaffa Party further distinguishes between Jewish liberal
gentrifiers, that are “the consequence of urban planning”, versus “the settlers
[Grain-Tornani] who want to affect the urban planning systematically over a
period of decades”. Abed also describes how until the 1980s, Yaffa was associated
with poverty, crime, and prostitution, and Jews left if they could afford to. He
adds that the Palestinian community was in a deep state of trauma, and many
sought the use of alcohol and drugs, pointing to the spot where his uncle was
found dead from an overdose. In the 1990s, a new urban plan designated Ajami
for gentrification by a Jewish population—"they even used the words ‘rich Jews’”,
Abed explains.

A tour participant asks: “What would you say to a young Jewish Israeli who
wants to live in Jaffa?”. He answers: “Don’t romanticise us”, and explains that
many Jewish gentrifiers who seek co-existence “come with an orientalist concep-
tion of what it means to live next to Arabs, and then they find out that living next
to a poor community is challenging”. To exemplify, he describes a recent dispute
over roosters, “who have always been a part of Jaffa”, which began when a Jew-
ish resident complained in a communal Facebook group: “Why do the Arabs
bring roosters into the city?” He states that “this post had hundreds of comments
and then people brought a bunch of roosters and let them free into the city”.
This for Abed illustrates how, “when we are ignored from urban planning and the
way the city is built, the consequence is that there will be clashes between the
old and new inhabitants”.

In a tour for a group of Israeli activists guided by Amna Asfour, a third genera-
tion IDP, educational activist, and law student, we visit one of the most striking
sites of gentrification in the city—the Andromeda Hill gated community. It was
built in 1995 as part of a deal between the Canadian Jewish entrepreneur Murray
Goldman, Tel Aviv-Yaffo Municipality, and the landowners, the Greek-Orthodox
Patriarchate of Jerusalem. Andromeda Hill’s style echoes a global oriental imagery
of Yaffa, whilst simultaneously appearing new, expensive, and equipped with
security measures to ensure its separation from the urban fabric (Monterescu and
Fabian 2003).

Amna calls the security guard and asks to enter for passage, noting that
Andromeda was built on public land. As we enter, she tells us that as a young girl
she used to run around this hill, and that when the construction of Andromeda
began, she knew that it was not meant for her—noting the “state of mind of the
oppressed that sees invisible markers of borders”. She points our attention to
the loud background noises of the nearby Arab Scout Movement. As she explains,
the developers ultimately lost money on the project as its premise of exclusivity
could not isolate it from the surrounding soundscape. This tactic of symbolic
transgression, she later explains in an interview, seeks to “emotionally incorporate
participants in activism”, since “we are all slaves of capitalism”, and whilst there is
a “colonial aspect, the story of Andromeda is also very capitalistic”. The emotions,
sensations, sounds, and smells that the space invokes are “the power of guided
tours”, Amna concludes. Through this power, tour guides demonstrate the institu-
tional and ethnic dimensions of gentrification as it impacts their daily lives. We
also visit Andromeda Hill during a tour guided by Umar al-Ghubari, an IDP and
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the Landscape and Space coordinator of the NGO Zochrot (which aims to pro-
mote recognition and accountability for al-Nakba among Jewish Israelis) (Stop 4
in Figure 4).

Umar says with pain that this gentrified project erased the Palestinian identity
of Ajami, replacing its architecture with “a poor ugly imitation of the local style”.
Umar also leads us to a Palestinian home in the Old City turned into a touristic
“authentic” Israeli restaurant (Stop 3 in Figure 4). We also walk along Tel Aviv’s
scenic southern seafront (Stop 2 in Figure 4). Umar explains that the seafront’s
rocks were taken from the mountains of ruins of the destroyed Manshiya neigh-
bourhood. The different modes of ruin appropriation that the tours highlight

1. Car park

Figure 4: Central features in Umar’s tour, August 2018, 2.85 km, 3 hours 18 minutes,
29°C (source: author)
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involve mimicry common in the colonial arena, where the desire to create oriental
landscape and architecture serves as a symbolic indigenisation of the settlers
(Bhabha 1984). However, in the tours, visible ruins and invisible traces that are
outlined by the words or gestures of the tour guides are transformed from mute
witnesses to the past into contemporary artifacts that generate dialogue between
past and present. As the following expands on, tour guides utilise them to stress
the cumulative effects of a historical trauma of disposition as it relates to contem-
porary processes of urban displacement.

Reviving the Palestinian Urbanity

During his tour, Yusuf notes that for IDPs in Yaffa, “the Absent Property Law cre-
ated a sad situation that you could see your home but could not return” (quoted
in Huss 2022a:14). He describes how after the war his entire family was forced to
share his great uncle’s two-storey house with a Jewish family—having to co-
inhabit their city and home with those who dispossessed them. Similarly, Abed
describes how after the war an Israeli official visited his mother’s family home in
Ajami to ask if she was the owner. He stresses that “she could have said ‘yes’, but
she said ‘'no, my brother is the owner’”; since her brother was in Jordan the house
was declared absent property and Amidar seized it. A tour participant asks in dis-
belief: “So they just walked around your house and it was yours, but they took
it?”. Abed summarises that today the house, “which is a castle”, is worth about
15 million shekels; in contrast, he explains, “we started with zero, there isn’t the
capital that should or could help people”. As such, the tours demonstrate how
the current economic disparities in the city reflect its settler-colonial legacy. The
section focuses on the tours’ articulation of this circular dynamic between
the urban past and present and frames the tours as a symbolic reclamation of the
indigenous right to the city.

The tours both rely on and communicate spatial “native counterclaim” imprints
that persist through time to resist the colonial re-writing of space (Wolfe 2006).
For instance, Yusuf indicates an Arabic engravement of the original owner’s name
on a house column left intact for its decorative qualities (Stop 4 in Figure 3). We
also visit a building that now serves as the Israeli headquarters for the Church of
Scientology, yet it originally housed the famous Alhambra Cinema (Stop 2 in
Figure 3). Yusuf describes how celebrated Arab artists such as Umm Kulthum per-
formed in the beautiful art deco building, designed by the Lebanese architect Elias
Al-Mor in 1937. Ruins therefore act as “the claim about the state of a thing and a
process affecting it” (Stoler 2008:195). Through them, tour guides resist the
Israeli settler-colonial processes of de-urbanisation and enrich the Palestinian histo-
riography to include the “urban repressed” (Hasan 2019). As Yusuf says towards
the end of his tour, “Now, we have seen schools, we've seen cinemas, we’ve seen
houses—but a few things are missing for it to be urban. And here it was, the
Scottish hospital. There were hospitals, and there were schools” (Stop 5 in Fig-
ure 3). Similarly, Abed centres his tour around one boulevard, as an emblem of all
the key elements of Yaffa’s urbanisation pre-1948, including infrastructure, trade,
and culture. As he states, “what is important about this street is that it is the first

III
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urban construction in the city”. He further details that “this was the first street to
be built with electricity and a sewage system”, and that the first floors of the
buildings in the boulevard were used for trade.

As we walk around the boulevard, Abed points our attention to beautiful build-
ings that testify to the rich cultural life of the city before 1948, including theatres,
cinemas, banks, and postal services. Emphasising Yaffa’s cosmopolitanism as
another feature of its urbanity, he notes how the buildings display an array of
urban architectural influences, ranging from Egypt to Syria and to the German
Bauhaus style. Hence, in addition to marking and commenting on an institutiona-
lised process of erasure, the tours also demonstrate that this process is incomplete
and utilise spatial memory and imagination to resist it. For instance, during
Umar’s tour he points at a car park and invites us to imagine the space as it used
to be—a school amid the bustling neighbourhood of Manshiya (Stop 1 in
Figure 4). To assist the process of collective imagination, Umar hands out photo-
graphs of Manshiya before and immediately after the 1948 War. Participants pho-
tograph these visual elements, often including in their frames the site in its
current condition, creating a collage that links past, present, erasure, and resis-
tance. In the context of Yaffa’s systematic re-writing, this cataloguing of spatial
elements further holds a future-oriented role of archiving.

Indeed, settler colonialism is an endeavour to dominate both material space
and immaterial time (Gallois 2013; Sanbar 2001). The use of the format of a tour
that condenses time and space to convey a perception of place and historical nar-
rative can therefore provide a useful strategy for resisting this colonial regulation.
In terms of their impact on participants, the tours strengthen the political identity
and vocabulary of Palestinians and alter Jewish Israelis’ sense of place and histori-
cal perception. For instance, a Palestinian participant explains: “I joined in the
tour, and | started to understand my identity more and build political knowledge,
build in my head what | think and what my opinions are”. Another one observes:
“It's something you are not taught in school; it is also not spoken about in the
street ... Yaffa or Haifa, these cities flourished before 1948”. Meanwhile, a Jewish
participant describes being moved by Abed “talking about the history of his fam-
ily specifically in Jaffa as a way of zooming out from there to tell the bigger pic-
ture, but also integrating that within the present-day reality in Jaffa”. Another
Jewish Israeli participant stresses that “to feel and see the place” during tours is a
more “meaningful” mode of “recognition”.

Walking tours are in fact widely used by NGOs, grassroots organisations, and
individuals to revive the Palestinian spaces that Israel destroyed in 1948. They
echo a Palestinian tradition of awda (return) trips—symbolic executions of their
right of return that are well-documented in photography, art, literature, and cin-
ema (Sa’di 2002). Walking tours are also extensively used to record and comment
on the current Israeli violations of human rights in the West Bank, as exemplified
in the celebrated book Palestinian Walks, by human rights lawyer Raja Sheha-
deh (2010), whose family fled Yaffa in 1948. Studies on political guided tours of
“mixed cities” finds that the consumerist or touristic logics of guided tours can
reinforce historical and contemporary discourses of segregation (Huss 2022b;
Nathansohn 2019). In contrast, the tours examined in this article are facilitated
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by Palestinian activists as part of their broader repertoire of activism to challenge
such discourses. Rather than focusing merely on past or present injustices, they
utilise urban infrastructure and remains to stress the relation between urban past
and present and between settler colonialism and neoliberalism. Significantly, as
the following expands on, these tours supplement a broader landscape of activ-
ism for the indigenous right to the city—symbolically and materially.

Reclaiming Yaffa

As Yiftachel (2009:250) stresses, those forced into grey spaces use them “as bases
for self-organisation, negotiation, and empowerment”. Accordingly, civic protest
has erupted in recent years over the right to land, life, and memory in Yaffa. In
2020, Tel Aviv-Jaffa Municipality began construction work in Jaffa’s ancient Al-lIsaaf
Muslim cemetery, to replace it with a homeless shelter.” In response, for two
months, the streets filled with protesters who utilised combative tactics such as
throwing stones and blocking roads, alongside staging aesthetically captivating
installations. These included placing a ladder outside the home of the Mayor of
Tel Aviv, Ron Huldai, to help him “climb down” from his stubborn refusal to
reach a settlement and holding prayers near the cemetery to symbolically reiterate
its sacredness through activists’ performing bodies. As with the dead, so too with
the living: in November 2021, Frida Najjar, a Palestinian single mother, moved
her children into a tent after waiting four years for an apartment in public hous-
ing. Ten other single mothers joined her to create a protest camp, where demon-
strations focused on the injustice of a severe housing crisis. Amna led a guided
tour to contextualise the protest as part of a broader and crippling reality that
she names “ethnic transfer”.

As evidence of the so-far successful ethno-gentrification, whilst in the year 2000
Palestinians accounted for 95% of the population of Ajami and Jabalia, by 2020
they constituted 71%.° Significantly, Ajami and Jabalia house most of the Palestin-
ian communal infrastructure, including two mosques, three cemeteries (one Mus-
lim and two Christian), and a community centre (Figure 5). The intersecting
settler-colonial and neoliberal policies therefore operate to dispossess Palestinians
of places of residence, but also of vital social infrastructure, lifeways, and—as the
tours above demonstrate—of their urban identity and history. Since 2021, there
has been an increase in the number of eviction orders issued against tenants in
Yaffa, whilst Amidar has published several tenders for the sale of properties that
are still inhabited (Ariav and Ziv 2022). According to data from Amidar, there are
currently 1,020 absentee properties in Yaffa, and only 520 of their inhabitants are
entitled to purchase them, whilst 434 eviction orders have been filed in the last
seven years and 47 evictions carried out. Crucially, the value of these properties is
determined by an appraiser’s assessment based on market value; in contrast, the
discount offered to tenants by law is capped based on a consumer price index
that disregards the increase in housing prices (Ariav and Ziv 2022). The discrep-
ancy between property values and the discount is especially disproportionate in
Yaffa.
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Figure 5: Map of Palestinian cemeteries and religious institutions in Yaffa (source:
author)

According to the Madelan real estate website, the prices in the north-centre of
Yaffa have more than doubled between 2010 and 2022—in keeping with prices
in the rest of Tel Aviv but far exceeding those in the rest of Israel. The current
average house prices in these areas range between 1,667,689 to 3,465,000 new
Israeli shekels, whilst the socio-economic index of 6 (out of 10), reflects the rela-
tively affluent, predominantly Jewish demographics of the gentrified neighbour-
hoods. However, in Ajami and Jabalia, where most absentee properties are
located, although the average house price is 3,524,150 NIS, whilst the socio-
economic index is just 2—demonstrating the discrepancy between house prices
and incomes in the area, and the difficulty for Palestinians buying absentee prop-
erty at market rates. Moreover, Amir Bidran, Palestinian lawyer from Yaffa and
municipal opposition member (We Are the City Party), stresses that tenants—all
placed under Amider’s protected tendency as result of al-Nakba—are soon to be
legally defined as “infiltrators” since protected tenants’ right to their property
only extended to the second generation. If/when evicted, tenants will not be able
to afford market rents in Ajami, currently around 10,000 NIS per month, com-
pared to the Tel Aviv average of 9,000 NIS. The communal and individual uncer-
tainty regarding when the authorities might decide to act and the simultaneous
knowledge that their time in the city is temporary is another layer of the slow
neo-settler-colonial violence.

A recent campaign under the slogan “from despair to hope” seeks to pressure
the state and municipality to provide a substantial subsidy so that Palestinians
under Amider’s temporary protected tenancy scheme can buy their homes. The
campaign is led by Al-Rabita (Jaffa’s Arab Association) that was established
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1979 to foster communal restoration and fight home demolitions and evacuations
in Jaffa, in collaboration with the Arab-Jewish association Kolna-Yaffa—founded by
Palestinian activist Omar Siksek in the wake of the violent events in May 2021.
Ever since, they assemble on Fridays in Toulouse Garden, Ajami, to call for a just
solution to the housing problem in Jaffa. Deputy chair of Al-Rabita, Abed Satel,
stressed during an interview that at this stage of their prolonged struggle, “the
legal option does not exist, developers will not give us houses for free, and there-
fore the only option is a public struggle”. To mobilise support for the campaign,
they launched a series of guided tours in April 2022, attended by over 300 peo-
ple. The following month Al-Rabita hosted a conference attended by Jewish and
Palestinian residents of Yaffa. One of the residents of Amidar facing deportation
urged people to attend the weekly protest vigils on Fridays, stating that “the pres-
ence of people on the street with us is part of the battle”.

Amir further updated activists about a meeting held with Mayor Ron Huldai, who
expressed his willingness to help solve the housing crisis in Yaffa, which he blames
on the national government. An important debate emerged around the need to
avoid expressing false gratitude for his support in resolving a problem that he him-
self helped create. This hints at the distinct challenge involved in resisting an “ethno-
centric” planning regime that operates under the guise of a “free” and
“democratic” open market—which nonetheless combines strict national spatial
management and operates slowly and silently towards displacing Palestinians (Chio-
delli 2018; Kemp and Margalit 2017; Yiftachel and Yacobi 2003). In his speech,
Abed stressed that the demand for financial subsidy is just, since the State of Israel
and Tel Aviv Municipality made huge profits from demolishing Palestinian homes
and selling the land to private developers. He also spoke of 40 years of housing-
related struggles, recalling how activists initiated a housing “intifada” in 1995 in
which they occupied Amidar’s uninhabited priority—positioning this current
moment of struggle within a richer history of resistance, imbuing it with symbolism
and direction. As Palestinian activists Sami Abu Shehadeh and Paddy Shivita
(2010:145) write, the prolonged housing struggle in Jaffa is driven by “the need for
recognition of the Palestinian-Arabs of Yaffa as a group with a historic right to the
land of the city and its assets”.” Whilst the outcome of this struggle is yet to be
determined, these varied modes of resistance render prolonged and slow injustice
visible, commemorate indigenous urbanity, and reclaim the city and its history.

Conclusion

This article advances research on urban displacement beyond an unplanned con-
sciousness of neoliberal economic trajectories and property regimes, to unpack
how it correlates with ethno-national and settler-colonial policies (Ellis-
Young 2022; Kent-Stoll 2020). Adopting a “south-eastern” perspective (Tzfadia
and Yiftachel 2021; Yiftachel 2020), it mapped how new planning policies in Yaffa
maintain long-existing cycles of poverty, marginalisation, and displacement that
correspond with Israeli settler-colonial relations. Urban displacement was shown
to deprive indigenous people of their homes, of vital social infrastructure, the
right to be recognised in planning decisions or affect them, and of their urban
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past and future. However, conducting a contrapuntal analysis of the city, the arti-
cle has also traced spatial remains and elements that form a productive ground
for activism, and demonstrated how collaborative walking methodologies help
illuminate the enduring links between the past and present of the city and revive
the erased urban geographies of Palestine. The tours examined in this article pro-
blematise the branding of Tel Aviv-Yafo as a model for “co-existence”, by tracing
how urban regeneration, facilitated by the municipality and other national and
private actors, fuels a continuous form of Palestinian heritage omission and ethnic
expulsion. They further illustrate how coexistence is co-opted as a facade by
settler-colonial gentrifiers who seek the Judaification of Yaffa; but also, by liberal
gentrifiers who imbue it with orientalised misconceptions and distaste for the real-
ity of local culture.

The article therefore develops an understanding of the interaction between pol-
itics and the built environment beyond elite-level politics to a focus on obscured
subaltern agency. Aside from the power of states, municipalities, urban planners,
and architects to abstract, control, and dominate the design and memory of cit-
ies, it has traced a robust subaltern urban politics that seeks to undermine these
powers. This includes a range of tactics, from noticeable forms of protest to less
visible community meetings, idiosyncratic gestures such as letting hundreds of
roosters free in the city, and guided city tours. The latter provide a means for
activists to enhance knowledge about the historical and geo-political context of
their struggle, educate the broader public about their fight, and commemorate a
subaltern history of resistance. Together, they demonstrate the importance of
materiality and performativity to struggles over the right to the city. Moreover,
the article argues that indigenous struggles differ from more commonly analysed
urban struggles in the geo-temporal depth of their interpretation of the right to
the city. Correlated with the conflicted local history and spatial context, the Pales-
tinian struggle links the contemporary issues of housing and unfair allocation of
resources for urban citizens with a slow and chronic settler-colonial violence.

Utilising walking to illuminate the enduring links between the past and present
of the city, these tours articulate a demand for acknowledgement of a historic
right to the city and a right to commemorate their urban heritage. The performa-
tive interactions during these tours, between protesters, tour guides, and audi-
ences with ruins, remains, and houses were shown to challenge how people
relate to the past and present of the city and create networks of activism and soli-
darity to alter its future. These spatial gestures add to a range of strategies “in
and around cities” by which Palestinians reference pre-1948 urban life to establish
an “indigenous urbanising” that predates and may outlive settler-colonial violence
(Rouhana and Sabbagh-Khoury 2019). Finally, and towards the goal of producing
knowledge that is better grounded in the voices and acts of agency of those who
live through and defy displacement and/or settler-colonial violence, guided tours
provide a rich theme and method of analysis—one that can be fruitfully deployed
in future research and action as a collaborative mode for co-producing knowledge
that creates a path to undermine hierarchies of knowledge. Walking also gener-
ates complex and dynamic temporal representations that are useful for those how
seek to act in cities shaped by traumas of the past encroaching into the present.

© 2023 The Author. Antipode published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of Antipode Foundation Ltd.



Paths of Erasure and Trails of Resistance 19

Such representations are much needed for considering avenues for the political
and reparational work in acute and chronic conditions of injustice.
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Endnotes
! After outlining this politicised semantic distinction, the article uses the title “Yaffa”.
2 See full report: https://www.mevaker.gov.il/he/Reports/Report_336/5a484f4d-2b4d-
42ca-8aef-bdc109d0bbf0/115-tel-aviv.pdf (last accessed 27 April 2023).
3 See Ruling No.3516/14.
* See their website: https://www.yafo.org.il/%d7%91%d7%99%d7%aa-%d7%9e%d7%
93%d7%a8%d7%a9/ (last accessed 27 April 2023).
5 Since 1948, Israel has destroyed hundreds of Muslim cemeteries across the country
(Breger et al. 2013).
5 According to municipal records, 17,553 Palestinians currently reside in Yaffa (mainly in
Ajami, Jabalia, Tzahalon and Shikunei Hisachon neighbourhoods), amounting to 30% of its
?opulation and 4% of the city overall.

Translated by the author.
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