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1 ABSTARCT

The term "empowerment” emerged in the literature@velopment in the late 1980s and early 1990s vthen
was realized that marginal and marginalized grdimduding indigenous/first nation peoples) are atgnt

in affecting planning and development of their mateesources vis-a-vis the political, economid aocial
dominance of governments and core regions. Thigzatian led to a search for legitimate politicakources
to facilitate social and political empowerment @gaining control over these resources and theiivié in
their development. Previously these groups wergelgrunaware of or did not realistically apprecitie
very planning process, including its proceduralaleand scientific aspects. The empowerment approas
meant to fill in precisely this void by highlightnseveral issues with regard to communities whose
organization carries meaningful territorial expiess. These include autonomy in decision makingf, se
reliance, direct participatory democracy and exgeral social learning. They constitute a socially
sustainable development process meant to guaransggificant long term share in social economid an
political benefits accrued from these territoriedources.

This approach may be viewed as an "alternativeeldg@ment paradigm to the conventional paradigm. The
major reason for its emergence is epistemolog@adt] is rooted in criticism leveled at the ideoladic
grounds of the conventional planning and developrapproach and the nature of knowledge on whiéh it
based. The traditional perception of the planningcess has been viewing it as a technical praatieant
primarily for determining land use objectives. Imstframework the positivistic approach assumeeéraral

role in conformity with its central legitimacy irontemporary Western discourse. Planners have dangtyd
claimed that their practices should also remaiargifically rational. In contrast the critiques suibthat this
Western epistemological basis excludes and maigasalocal groups by ignoring their other forms of
knowing the world such as spiritual meanings ofdlamd environmental resources, cultural meanings of
place, and socio-political interpretations of spaoastruction as viewed by local peoples as agalrest
hegemonic rationalized Western scientific discoutdeerefore the alternative approach submits thality
should be shaped through planning and developremisfthat are different from rational planning.

These insights carry significant implications ftetBedouin in the Israel. This is an indigenous IMus
group that has been extremely marginalized by tiageSince 1948, particularly through expropriatain
their land and a substantial elimination of thaie$tock economy. For almost half a century theesed
the socio-economic consequences of this developpwdiat the essence of which was their relocatimf
their traditional territories into few townshipstaslished by the State. However, their protestra@sgstance
have grown significantly in recent years and tduk shape of empowerment in planning and development
order to regain control over their territorial rasces.

Two forms of empowerment in planning and developae presented here. The first may be termed
spatial planning empowerment. In this form a grotipopulation takes a spatial collective initiatiof self-
relocation and migration to a specifically desiektination that will facilitate a substantial stisable
development of their living circumstances. By tlemspowering themselves spatially they are presetitieg
democratic State with a new reality that must egiproper attention within the planning and depaient
process. The particular case concerned referdribah group of Bedouin who self-relocated in 1964heir
historical territory from which they were driven ayin the 1950s. Such empowerment initiative led
eventually to State recognition in their new plaoe its incorporation within the formal planningpess, a
move that contributes considerably to their susthitlevelopment.

The second form may be termed conscientious plgn@mpowerment. It refers to an attempt at
conscientious change in the planning knowledge bgldhe conventional planning establishment through
confronting it with an alternative local-indigenolk®owledge which presents the "other" as equally
important vis-a-vis the hegemonic agent. The casearned is an alternative plan submitted by théoBin

in 1999 as an opposition plan to State Regionah.Plia this plan the Bedouin present an alternative
knowledge of their cultural, social and spatiallitgahat suggests a different interpretation oasp and
place from that adopted by the State. This forrermpowerment has since contributed considerably to a
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significant adoption of the alternative knowledgg the State and to a considerable change in its
development approach toward the Bedouin, partiuliar recognizing many more Bedouin settlements
beyond the few towns previously established fomth# thus provides for a more socially and cullyra
sustainable development of these people undenhighke and constraining political reality.

2 INTRODUCTION

The Bedouin of the Negev region in southern Ishaeke been settling in permanent towns and villagése
recent six decades. Until then they were a semiadiersociety that subsisted on livestock and dryifiag.
Under the State of Israel they were subjected ¢oatfnangements and system of the modern stateinand
particular to the land law according to which diltlee territories inhabited by them previously &gally
regarded state land. Land for the Bedouin has lbeeritical socio-political resource, and State safuto
accept Bedouin land claims ownership not only gatieera land conflict between the two parties tlagt ot
been settled yet but deteriorated their qualitiifefconsiderably. Since the Bedouin refuse to aade their
land the State has been denying recognition fromynaé their villages, including denial of publicrsies
and infrastructures and exclusion from all regiatatelopment plans.

The Bedouin in response have begun a civil strufgleacceptance of their land ownership claims and
recognition of these villages, the major objectbaing transforming them into socially and econotthca
sustainable places. Their struggle has involvedrgnothers, tools of empowerment targeted at thenphg
policy and procedures of the State. In this papenrpng empowerment by the Bedouin in elaboratedi an
analyzed, including two main types: spatial empament and conscientious empowerment. Following a
discussion of these types in general concepts,verg recent case studies will be analyzed in detdie
paper concludes by elaborating on the impact ofoBedplanning empowerment on State recognition in
their villages as a necessary step in transforrtiiegn into socially and economically sustainable aom
habitats.

3 BEDOUIN AND THE STATE: HISTORICAL MILESTONES

The 1948 Israeli War of Independence carried hamtsequences for the ~70,000 semi-nomadic agro-
pastoralists Bedouin in the Negev. Flight and esipul reduced their population to ~11,000, and maese
further relocated by the state into a Bedouin red@m (seig) that was militarily administered Urit966.
Population density there increased beyond the ralifjuand ecologically sustainable levels of semivadic
pastoralism. Massive settling of Bedouin in ruggde hamlets begun, followed by an extremely higlunaéd
increase rate that peaked to around 5 percent bynliae state refers to all previous pastoraldtitand in
the Negev as state-owned, and therefore has pedcéinese processes a threat to its control oveethe
territories. This triggered the onset of a long get unresolved land dispute with the Bedouin, viage
been relying on their traditional customary lawaasource of legitimacy for land ownership in trégjion
(Ben-David, 1996). In the mid-1960s the governmiaitiitated a long term policy of further relocatirige
Bedouin, this time into seven state-planned towsigufe 1). The project was aimed at putting Bedouin
society on the modernization track, but with thédein objective of weakening their ties to theiditianal
pastoral and dry-farming territories and thus sgjziontrol over them (Meir, 1997).
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Figure 1: Bedouin settlements

This process produced a double-spaced Bedouintgoithin metropolitan Beer-Sheva there is the isem
urban space, consisted of those seven towns wittahpopulation of about 70,000, mostly of thesslaf
the ‘landless’, also known as ‘annexed’ or ‘fellahie(Ben-David and Gonen, 2001). The second is stigno
undeveloped rural space known as pezura (HebrewDispersion’), consisting of dozens of hamlets of
various sizes. Their inhabitants (~ 70,000) aretiyesal Bedouin, the previously genuine pastoahads

of the Negev. They refuse to relocate into the mviaring loss of their claimed traditional langnership
rights in the ‘Dispersion’ (Ben-David, 1996, 200#h)d of their traditional cultural and social val(&en-
David, 1993). In reaction the State has been dgnfgmrmal recognition from these hamlets, claimihgyt
are illegal intruders on State land, and also bgrtine provision of public services and infrastoues there.
These places have thus become informal squatteextoéme deprivation and underdevelopment with
unsustainable economic, social and ecological éugdiftachel, 2004, 2009; Lithwick, 2000).

State plans prepared until the 1990s for settlih@edouin in the towns have come recently undeacht
and criticism. Many Bedouin tribes, particularhettanded ones in the ‘Dispersion’, had persistemgigcted

not only the idea of settling in the few large t@that provide no economic opportunities, but thiey\idea

of top-down planning in which they do not partidpaThey have therefore begun to conduct various
practices in order to make the planning processermdemocratic (Meir, 2003). In a nutshell, the Bedou
have begun a process that, following Sandercocl®819999; also: Geddick, 2001), may be termed
‘insurgent planning’ that sets an alternative tat&tconventional planning (Meir, 2005). One of dvenues
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in which this process proceeded may be concepaghlizs planning empowerment. This concept is
elaborated in the following section.

4 PLANNING EMPOWERMENT

Indigenous peoples, ethnic minorities and marginalips in developing as well as developed counirées
been mobilizing and organizing in recent decadekiwiNGOs and other extra-establishment organimatio
(Wellard and Copestock, 1993; Blant, 1996). Theectije of these local national and often intermalo
organizations is taking action toward what the twment discourse refers to since the 1970s assgra
roots development’.

In recent decades an even further approach haspbepased that presents these social and polaiains

as ‘development empowerment’. The concept of empoweet surfaced in the planning and development
literature in the early 1990s (Friedmann, 1992) nvingarginalized groups (indigenous peoples and first
nations as well as populations of marginal regies)lized their weakness and inferiority vis-a-the
political economic and social dominance of thengilestablishment and core regions. This realizatias
led these underprivileged groups into searchindefgitimate power sources that would facilitateirtisecio-
political empowerment in their struggle for theiwvro development resources and planning thereof.eQuit
often the objective has been gaining control owesources expropriated from them by the state and it
agencies, including the right for their future deyenent.

Until the 1970s these groups were not particuléatyiliar with the state apparatus of the very plagn
process of spatial and environmental resourcesyitbrthe various perspectives of research, proeddund
legal actions associated with it. Empowerment isambdo fill-up precisely these gaps by underscoring
several fields. This included autonomy in decisimaking for communities whose organization carries
predominant territorial expression, self-reliancdiect democratic participation, and experientiatial
learning.

This approach, as John Friedmann presented itfitdas an alternative paradigm for developmenidviss
the conventional paradigm that has been shapirtg ptaicies. The major motivation for the growth of
alternative planning and development approachepistemological. It is rooted in the criticism léae at
the knowledge and ideological infrastructures ef tbnventional and established approaches. Thitidread
and classical conceptualization of the planningcess views it as a technical action intending ryetel
determine physical land uses. Within this traditpasitivistic science, being a major source oftlegicy of
discourse in contemporary Western society, hasnass$wa central position, and planners have accdyding
become accustomed to view planning as a ratioietsfic action.

This planning discourse has spread from the Westeodern, more developed world outwards into tiss le
developed world, and it is this kind of hegemonyiclhignited heavy criticism. The major criticism
(Friedmann, 1987; Hillier, 1993; Tauxe, 1995; Sandek, 1998) claims that by overlooking other
epistemological modes, this Western-based epistagyalends to marginalize and weaken local groups.
There are many other ways than those of Westetaresl for knowing, familiarizing and experiencirget
world practiced by local groups in terms of, foample, grasping the traditional and spiritual megrof
land and other environmental resources, comprehgrtde multi-faceted nature, rules and arrangenahnts
a human settlement, and understanding the natuedenfentary social units of reference in develogmen
These modes have been pushed aside however byetfmnbnic Western rationalized discourse. The
alternative approach suggests that if reality mayiderstood only in a positivistic mode, it is cenable
that the same mode should be adopted for desighiripwever, if different modes exist for understarg

the same reality, than reality of the relevant peopay be designed and planned in ways that aferelift
from the rational-positivistic one. This idea haseb cast within the general debate between social
constructionist postmodern planning theory and madgc-positivistic planning practices (Rydin, 200

Presently, and more than previously, many local madginal groups worldwide are already aware f thi
insight and of its practical implications for theiivelihood. It carries significant implications rfo
understanding the process of planning empowermenthe Bedouin, and this is demonstrated below
through two cases. The first one may be conceptdhlas spatial planning empowerment that involaes i
particular a material change whereby the group eomed takes a spatial initiative of self-relocatioto a
highly and long desired place (often of historisiginificance for them), confronting thus the autties with
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a new planning reality. Alternatively the group miaytiate change in their livelihood organizationad
material conditions in situ. In both cases the meality produced may facilitate a substantial sostale
change in their present livelihood conditions. Beeond type is consciousness planning empoweriant t
concerns a change in the conventional-establisHadnimg knowledge by introducing an alternative
indigenous or local knowledge through which théhést is viewed by the hegemonic as equally valuable
The underlying assumption in both types is thatytlwarry a potential of changing the planning
circumstances of their particular desired spadeabitation. The following discussion presents twees of
Bedouin planning empowerment.

5 SPATIAL PLANNING EMPOWERMENT

The case presented here is an important eventablaplace in the mid-1990s with the Abu-Gardudisac
of the Al-Azazmeh Bedouin tribe. This tribe is theuthernmost of all Bedouin tribes that remainethi
Negev region, and compared to others has beergstrimelined towards pastoral-nomadism and lessatdw
farming sedentary habitat (Bar-Zvi and Ben-david78). Its past territory has stretched from the t@én
Negev Highlands to north-eastern Sinai Peninsutu(e 2). Following the 1948 warfare most of thbais
population left the Negev and some even were eaxghédi the Sinai, with only few hundreds remainimghie
Negev.

The sub-territory of the Abu-Gardud section alstersted westward across the new Israeli-Egyptiaddyor
Similar to other tribes of cross-border territoriggring the1950s-1960s in the Negev, this group was
evacuated for security reasons away from its baeteitory and was relocated some 20 kms inwardsecl

to its main tribal kinsmen. During the years theyéd approached the Israeli Defense Force (IDF)Siaté
authorities for several times requesting to retartheir traditional home territory. Time and ag#iey were
turned down on the basis of military and securitguses such as proximity to the Egyptian bordeDér
land uses and needs. The State also rejectedcthmr in the years following the 1981 Peace Acowitth
Egypt that the accord rendered these excuses readtnd

In the early 1990s the IDF has decided to yieldateas allocated for military uses in this regioriavor of
civil needs that excluded those of the Abu-Gardeddiin. Realizing this they resubmitted their resjue
return to their traditional territory on the grownthat they have a priority over all other civihthuses.
Needless to say this request was turned down algaimow the Abu-Gardud group decided to ignore the
rejection. By 1994 a group of eleven families arth(~80 people) self-relocated to their previowstion in
Bier-Hadaj (Hebrew Beer-Khail) located in the midsthe Regional Council (rural municipality) of Rat
Negev which is composed exclusively of Jewish g#le. Few months later more families joined theioaig
group, and by mid-1995 the evolving place humbek®@ families. Since then, this original nucleus has
grown due to both migration and natural increasé® families split between about 60 extended fiasnil
(hamuleh) and a total population of 4,000, constituabout a quarter of the entire EI-Azazmeh triba
population.

Despite allegations by the authorities that thisugr intruded into State land (as against the Bed®ui
narrative that they simply returned home), the gowveent has decided for political reasons to reffeom
taking any action. However, the considerable pdmnagrowth of the Bedouin there begun to generate
problems typical of the unrecognized Bedouin seitiets elsewhere, particularly those that are ldcate
within the territory of a Jewish regional coundihese included lack of public services and thetrfgh
voting in the municipal elections, both of whichvhabeen denied from the Bedouin by the State,idrist
with neighboring Jewish settlements over terrilor@sources and property crime against homes anasfa
When these problems amounted to an intolerableshbid the regional council demanded the State to
provide solutions. Following the activities of tA@ministration for Advancement of the Bedouin with
regard to the Metropolitan Plan of Beer Sheva tbgegiment has decided in 1999 to establish an
independent settlement for the Bedouin in Bier Hatlae administration began to implement the rehtva
planning and construction procedures required byldlv including a committee to decide on the vilag
territorial boundary. Presently these procedures fmindled by a new Abu-Basma Regional Council
established by the State in 2005 precisely to govwbe similar problems of eight (how twelve) new
recognized Bedouin settlements, Bier Hadaj included
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Figure 2: Azazmeh territory and Abu-Gardud’s spdtistory.

In recent decades the Bedouin, which have beendantwized and partly urbanized society, have
accumulated considerable territorial organizatioregbabilities (Meir, 1996). In taking this empowemh
action the particular group concerned took the mantoy in decision making concerning land and other
territorial resources for which their claim of owskip is anchored in their own cultural traditional
customary law of land ownership (Meir, 2009). Framepistemological perspective this perceptiorantl|
ownership and land use contradicts the doctrint@fplanning and administration bodies which oag@s
from the rationalist approach. The State was thampelled to accept the Bedouin position, that as, t
acknowledge in principle both Bedouin’s historicht for the territory and their traditional culal land
ownership system, to initiate the process of reitimgnof this new place and begin its legal plaghand
development within formal State frameworks.

By becoming a recognized settlement this placeig @ntitled to all those civil rights deprived éar) that
is, provision of public social services (educatibealth and welfare), municipal services (watezceicity,
sewage, and public utilities), and access to anegiation with national, regional and local phykica
infrastructures, as well as realization of theinlaiights in local elections and political represation. All
these are potentially capable of remedying theasamvironmental and cultural ills of the unsustie
unrecognized settlement in which they lived earliecluding a positive sense of the new place adrBi
Hadaj by the people who took this planning empovestnaction.
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6 CONSCIOUSNESS PLANNING EMPOWERMENT

This second type of planning empowerment is dennatest through an event that took place in the late
1990s when the Bedouin submitted a regional plariife Northern Negev as an alternative to the iaffic
plans prepared by the State. The plan was submittéde 1999 by a Bedouin NGO established two sear
earlier called The Regional Council for the Bedef@ilab Unrecognized Villages (RCBUV). It constituted
an oppositional plan, a procedure made possibtigir the Planning and Construction Law. Its objedti
were as follows: recognition of all 45 unrecognizdlthges in the ‘Dispersion’, development of a ruipal
authority for these villages based on the regiaonaincil model of rural government in Israel, reafian of
voting rights for local government for the villageshabitants and finally provision of all sociah@
municipal services as required by law and commeavahere in rural Israel. The underlying principfeath
these goals was that their realization should motdntingent on the practice adopted by the Stwe t
demanded settlement of the land conflict as a ooadition.

The very act of establishing the RCBUV is still #rey demonstration of a spatial planning empowetnien

is of the kind involving change initiated from beldoy the local people in the governing-administmati
conditions of their space. This was followed by #stablishment of several other similar organizegjo
further substantiating its considerable empowermei#. Yet, the RCBUV was only a shadow local
government organization of a purely symbolic megnirhus this act was primarily a protest from whilcé
Bedouin did not have any real practical expectatiolts major contribution lies in challenging the
conventionally established planning knowledge camicg the Bedouin through the plan submitted. This
involved in fact reconstructing the prevailing centional planning knowledge and discourse in dliucal,
socio-political and spatial aspects of indigenoaddiin society (Meir, 2003; 2005).

Thus, in the cultural field, the conventional plamndiscourse has portrayed Bedouin identity inghlly
narrow ‘Bedouiness’ stereotype, meeting thus trgehmnic needs of the State at the national, rebeomdh
local levels and the ensuing planning solutiongnarily in corralling them into urbanism. In corgtain
their plan the Bedouin have portrayed the samdtiigteas rather multi-dimensional and far more coemgh
several respects: their linkage to the Palestidigy minority in Israel at the national level, theultural
role within the northern Negev metropolitan aredha regional level, and their historical linkagethe
specific places of their habitat in the unrecogdizettlements at the local level, along with theediified
planning solutions required from all these identitjensions.

The socio-political field represents in the planbmeitted by the Bedouin an alternative knowledge
concerning the organization of the tribal, subdtiland extended family structure. This knowledge to
challenges State simplistic narrative which regaindsBedouin tribe as the exclusive and basic fenanit
with the derivative of recognition of uni-tribal wesettlements only. Again, the RCBUV plan portrays
considerably broader and complex socio-politicalctire with which the State has to cope. It coultsts an
alternative reality in planning the municipal-orgaational structure of the Bedouin settlementseaathan
an epistemology chosen by the State that suppertpal of transforming all Bedouin into an urbagisty
and thus disengaging them from the land they cfann

Finally, in the spatial field the plan challengle principles of spatial organization controllidge tmodern
urban world and its accompanying rational planrdapgroach imposed on Bedouin space by the hegemonic
planning of the State. This planning approach igadiatantly the unique spatial organization aratiality
developed by the Bedouin through time as an intierecessity deeply rooted in their culture. Thiatspity

has become one of the most elementary socio-lgicstainable development principles for the Bedas

a previously semi-nomadic agro-pastoral indigergrosip forced into a metropolitan reality.

The new knowledge suggested in the plan by the @Wadm all three fields constitutes not only novel
insights as an input to the conventional plannimg, rather different points of departure for untemding
this society and formulating an appropriate plagnjpolicy by the Israeli planning establishment. It
comprises primarily pooling cultural resources whiefer to their imagined space. They have empaivere
themselves and their civil struggle through theseceptual tools in order to reach their goal obggttion

in their villages and the territorial resourceses=sary to make them socially and economically sedbée.

In contrast to the former form of empowerment whishmaterial in nature, this form of a consciousnes
planning empowerment is conceptual-ideal. As stgpatential impingement on the planning estableshim
is considerable. The Bedouin regard this form opewerment as highly responsible for the recent gaan
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in the planning approach, concepts and procedul@sted by the State. These changes are embodity par
in the decision made by the State to establishveveaiore recognized settlements municipalized utitker
Abu-Basma Regional Council. It seems that the m&jiocess lies in Bedouin self-realization of thitipal
weight of this empowerment initiative and the ns@ggo sustain this high threshold of alternatplanning
achieved by them. Indeed, the RCBUV has undertbik gustained goal of alternative planning (Abu-
Sumur and Yiftachel, 2007) parallel to the actestof the Abu-Basma Council, in both the generahiping

of Bedouin space and the detailed planning ofridévzidual settlements.

7 CONCLUSION

This paper suggested the concept of planning enmposrg as one of the major keys for understanding
socially sustainable development among marginaligedps. The concept suggests that there are gadups
population, particularly indigenous groups, who aften deprived of their historical resources andl c
rights due to structural marginalization by thet&tén order to remedy this social, environmental apatial
injustice they resort to empowerment that provitdhesn with tools for struggling with the State. Qrfethe
types of empowerment is planning empowerment, iickvkhe group takes action that is expected toltresu
in changes in the planning policy, procedure amtepts by the planning establishment. These changgs
lead to an improved sustainability of their comntiesi which are benefitted in various ways. Two &/pé
planning empowerment were suggested: spatial empasvie and consciousness empowerment, and the
Bedouin of the Negev in Israel provide a good daspoint. Both types of planning empowerment have
resulted in considerable changes in the degreasthisability of their unrecognized settlementatily
through forcing the State into recognition and plag the settlements in manners that conform tar the
cultural social and spatial needs. Under the negugistances, many of their villages have becongghédi

to all the services and physical and social infemstires necessary for sustained development and
improvement in quality of life.

8 REFERENCES

Abu-Sumur, S. and Yiftachel, O. Insurgent Plannifige Regional Council of Bedouin Unrecognized Villageasper presented at
the annual conference of the Israeli Geographisabgiation, Beer Sheva, (Hebrew) 2007.

Bar-Zvi, S. and Ben-David, Y. The Negev Bedouin in1880s and 1940s as a Semi-Nomadic Society. Studthe Geography of
Israel, Vol. 10: 107-136. (Hebrew), 1978.

Ben-David, Y. Bedouin Settlement in the Negev—Potingl Practice 1967-1992. Jerusalem: Ministry of Hayand Jerusalem
Institute for Israel Research, (Hebrew) 1993.

A Feud in the Negev: Bedouin, Jews, Land, Ra'ananateCéor Studying the Arab Society in Israel. (Halvy, 1996.

The Bedouin in Israel-Land Conflict and Social Issuesusalem: The Institute for Land Policy Researuth Jerusalem Institute for
Israel Research, (Hebrew) 2004.

Ben-David, Y. and Gonen, A. Bedouin and Fellaheen-Biedio the Urbanization Process in the Negev. Jens: Floresheimer
Institute for Policy Studies, (Hebrew) 2001.

Blunt,P., Indigenous Organizations and Developmemndon: Intermediate Technology Publications, 1996.

Friedmann, J. Planning in the Public Domain: Frdeel to Action. Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Univerfitess, 1987.

Empowerment: The Politics of Alternative Developmé®ambridge, Mass.: Blackwell, 1992.

Hillier, J. To Boldly Go Where No Planners Have Exenvironment and Planning D: Society and Space824113, 1993.

Kressel, G.M. Nomadic Pastoralists, Agriculturaliahd the State: Self Sufficiency and DependentieeiMiddle East, Journal of
Rural Cooperation, 21: 33-49, 1993.

Lithwick, H. An Urban Development Strategy for thegev Bedouin Community. Negev Center for Regional [@wveent, Beer-
Sheva: Ben-Gurion University, 2000.

Meir, A. Territoriality among the Negev Bedouin inafsition from Nomadism to Sedentarism. In Tribad #easant Pastoralism:
The Dialectics of Cohesion and Fragmentation, By Balzman and U. Fabietti (eds.), Pavia, Italy: 1pjs,187-207,
1996.

As Nomadism Ends: The Israeli Bedouin of the Ne@®wlder, Co.: Westview Press, 1997.

From Planning Advocacy to Independent Planning: Nlegev Bedouin on the Path to Democratization imMifey, Beer Sheva:
The Negev Center for Regional Development, Ben-Gudoiversity of the Negev (Hebrew), 2003.

Bedouin, the Israeli State and Insurgent Planningb@&ization, Localization or Glocalization? Citi&2,3: 201-215, 2005.

Contemporary State Discourse and Historical Pasgpatiality: Contradictions in the Land Conflict ween the Israeli Bedouin
and the State. Ethnic and Racial Studies (Forthcgyn009.

Rydin, Y. Reexamining the Role of Knowledge in PlamgniTheory. Planning Theory, Vol. 6(1):52-68, 2007.

Sandercock, L. Towards Cosmopolis. Chichester: Wil€@8.

Translations: From Insurgent Planning to Radicah®ilag Discourse. Plurimondi, Vol.1:37-46, 1999.

Tauxe, C.S., Marginalizing Public Participation iadal Planning: An Ethnographic Account. Journahaf American Planning
Association, 61: 471-481, 1995.

Wellard, K. and Copestock, J.G., Non-GovernmentglaDizations and the State in Africa: Rethinking RafeSustainable
Agricultural Development. London: Routledge, 1993.

E REAL CORP 2009: Cities 3.0 — smart, sustainable, in tegrative.

Z] - . .

d Strategies, concepts and technologies for planning the urban future
CITIES 3.0



Avinoam Meir

Yiftachel, O. Control, Resistance and Informalitybdn Ethnocracy in Beer-Sheva, Israel. In Al-Sayyacand Roy, A. (eds)
Urban Informality in the Era of Liberalization: Adnsnational Perspective, Boulder: Lexington Book&-184, 2004.
Theoretical Notes on ‘Gray Cities: The Coming of Url#gartheid. Planning Theory, Vol.8(1): 87-99, 2009

REAL CORP 2009Proceedings/TagungsbandSBN:  978-3-9502139-6-6 (CD-ROM); ISBN: 978-3-958917-3  (Print) E
Sitges,22-25 April 2009 — http://www.corp.at Editors: Manfred SCHRENK, Vasily V. POPOVICH, DIBNGELKE, Pietro ELISEI





