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Kafr 'Aqab Town Profile 

Geographical location and physical characteristics 

The town of Kafr 'Aqab is one of the towns in Jerusalem Governorate, located north of Jerusalem as 
it lies about 11.2 km from the city of Jerusalem (the horizontal distance between the centre of the 
town and the centre of Jerusalem). In general terms, Kafr 'Aqab is bounded from the east by Burqa 
lands, from the north by Al Bireh, from the west by Rafat and Qalandiya, and from the south by Al 
Ram, Qalandiya and Qalandiya Camp (Geographic Information System Unit - ARIJ, 2020) (see map 
1). 

Map 1: Kafr 'Aqab location and borders 

 
Source: ARIJ Geographic Information Systems Unit, 2020 

The town of Kafr 'Aqab is located at an altitude of 764 meters above sea level with an average 
annual precipitation of 541.2 mm. The average temperature is 16 degrees Celsius, while the average 
humidity is approximately 61% (GIS Unit - ARIJ, 2020). 

Since 1996, a town council was established in Kafr 'Aqab which is currently administrated by 13 
members appointed by the Palestinian National Authority, in addition to 6 permanent employees. 
The Town Council owns a permanent headquarters, but does not possess a vehicle for the collection 
of solid waste.  
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It is the responsibility of the Town Council to provide a number of services to the residents of Kafr 
'Aqab, including: 

• Collecting solid waste, rehabilitating, constructing, and paving roads, and providing social 
development services. 

• Implementing projects and case studies for the town. 
• Establishing a sewage network. 

Brief history 
Kafr 'Aqab was named after an Ottoman-era man called Kafeer who stayed ('Aqab: ‘stay’) at a well 
in the region in his caravan whilst passing through. The two words later developed into the town’s 
current name (Kafr 'Aqab Town Council, 2012). The town is thought to have been established 
around 1600 AD; some of its residents are descended from native residents and some are from other 
areas of the West Bank (see photo 1). 

Photo 1: View from the town of Kafr 'Aqab 

                           

Religious and Archaeological Sites 
There are 10 mosques in the town and are Abd Allah ben Rawahah, Abu Bakr al Siddiq, Al Farooq, 
Furqan, Tamim al Dari, Al Tawbah, Al Basheer, Al Noor, Al Ferdaws and Abu Abdu abu Rmeilah 
Mosques. In terms of sites with archaeological significance, there is also the old city (see map 2). 
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Map 2: Main locations in Kafr 'Aqab town 

 
Source: ARIJ Geographic Information Systems Unit, 2020 

Population 

Unfortunately, the population and housing census were not conducted by the Palestinian Central 
Bureau of Statistics in 2017 for Kafr 'Aqab community. However, it was found that the population of 
Kafr 'Aqab reached 32,310 in 2018, according to the Israeli Central Bureau of Statistics. 

Standard of living 

The household survey was used as a tool to collect necessary data to evaluate the socio-economic 
conditions at a neighborhood level, and to gather the necessary data to conduct a comprehensive 
assessment of East Jerusalem residents' needs, their preferences and perceptions concerning the 
availability and quality of education, health, transportation, infrastructure, housing and 
environmental services. 

The Geographic Sample Distribution of Household was designed using a stratified sampling 
approach. Unfortunately, the Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PCBS) does not publish 
estimates of the number of residents in Palestinian neighborhoods within East Jerusalem. On the 
other hand, the Jerusalem Institute for Policy Research publishes population numbers, demographic 
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and socio-economic indicators in its annual statistical book. However, the boundaries of the 
statistical enumeration areas differ from the borders used by the Palestinian Central Bureau of 
Statistics (PCBS) and this project. In order to solve the problem, samples were taken where partners 
compared the number of buildings from the GIS database with the population numbers mentioned in 
the Statistical Work Manual. As it became clear that the number of buildings, according to statistics 
from the Central Bureau of Statistics is approximately 80% of the population. The distribution of the 
number of buildings and the number of samples for each cluster in the following table: 

Sample 
number 

Number of 
buildings Cluster 

231 1,699 Al Sawahira al 
Gharbiya 

325 2,099 Al Thuri 
86 126 Beir Owna 
238 2,025 Beit Safafa 
248 3,534 Beit Hanina 

242 2,605 Isawiya and Sheikh 
Jarrah 

247 3,259 Jabel Mukaber 
371 10,623 Bayt al-Maqdis 
243 2,710 Kafr 'Aqab 
250 4,101 Old City 
162 410 Sharafat 
234 1,895 Shu’afat 
239 2,288 Silwan 
243 2,771 Sur Baher 
204 874 Umm Tuba 

As for the survey, it was completed by designing a questionnaire called “The Socio-Economic 
Survey for Families in East Jerusalem Districts 2019”. The Union of the Charitable Societies - 
Jerusalem (UCS), in cooperation with the Applied Research Institute - Jerusalem (ARIJ), conducted 
this survey, and the survey was divided into the following sections: 

• Data on family members. 
• Domicile and living conditions (water, sanitation/sewerage, waste, communications, internet 

and mail). 
• Movement and mobility. 
• Education. 
• The standard of living. 
• Violence and personal security. 
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The standard of living in Kafr 'Aqab 

The number of Kafr 'Aqab families that were sampled was 243, and when asked about their families 
living conditions, 95% reported they are living in middle to upper levels. As for the monthly income, 
64.5% of the families that were surveyed earned 5,000 shekels and above monthly, while 35.5% of 
the families earned less than 5,000 shekels a month. As for the primary source of income, 80% were 
salaries earned while 17% were from self-employment. 

Education sector 

Regarding primary and secondary educational institutions in Kafr 'Aqab in the academic year 
2015/2016, there are 14 private schools , In addition to a three schools supervised by Jerusalem 
municipality but there are 7 kindergartens in Kafr 'Aqab (ARIJ database, 2016) (see table 1). 

Table 1: Distribution of schools in Kafr 'Aqab by type of school and supervising authority for 
academic year 2015/2016 

School Type Supervising Authority School Name 

Mixed Private Kafr 'Aqab Elementary Mixed School 
Mixed Private Al 'Ahd Girls Elementary School 
Mixed Private Zuhoor al Aqsa Elementary School 
Mixed Private Dar al Ma'rifah School 
Mixed Private Ajyal Al Quds School 
Female Private Al 'Aziziya Girls High School 
Male Private Kafr Aqab Preparatory Boys School 

Female Private Kafr Aqab Preparatory Girls School 
Mixed Private Al Farouq Omar School 
Mixed Private Al Fajr Al Jadeed Model School 
Mixed Private Middle East School 
Mixed Private Al Fawar Girls Secondary School 
Male Private Future Generation Boys School 

Female Private Future Generation Girls School 
Male Jerusalem Municipality Kafr 'Aqab Elementary Boys School 

Female Jerusalem Municipality Kafr 'Aqab Elementary Girls School 
Male Jerusalem Municipality Kafr 'Aqab Secondary School 

Source: ARIJ database 2016. 

The number of classrooms in the town of Kafr 'Aqab is 234 classes, while the number of students is 
5,162 students both male and female (ARIJ database, 2016). It should be noted here that the 
classroom density is 22 students per class (ARIJ database, 2016). 
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Health Sector 

Kafr 'Aqab has some health care facilities and include 3 health care centers, including Al Bayan, 

'Esam and Al Rajihi. There is also a maternity hospital, 10 private dental clinics, and 10 private 

pharmacies. If the required health services are not available in the town, patients go to Ramallah and 

Al Bireh hospitals or to Jerusalem hospitals, 4 km and 11 km in distance from the town respectively 

(The Union of the Charitable Societies - Jerusalem (UCS) and ARIJ database, 2019). 

Agriculture sector 

The area of Kafr 'Aqab is approximately 6,666 dunums, of which 566 dunums are arable lands and 

1,171 dunums are residential lands (see table 2 and map 3). 

Table 2: Land use in the town of Kafr 'Aqab for the year 2019 (area in dunums) 
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Map 3: Land use and the route of the Apartheid Wall in Kafr 'Aqab 

 
Source: Geographical Information Systems Unit - ARIJ, 2019 

Institutions and Services Sector 
There are no public institutions in Kafr 'Aqab; however, there are few local institutions and 
associations that provide services to the various groups of the society and in several cultural, sports 
and other fields (Kafr 'Aqab Town Council, 2012). These institutions include: 

Kafr 'Aqab Town Council: Founded in 1996 by the Ministry of Local Government, with the aim of 
taking care of the town’s issues and providing all services to its residents. 

Infrastructure and Natural Resources 
1. Water and Waste water  

Some areas of East Jerusalem have been excluded from the city boundaries, leading to a crisis in 
access to municipal water and sanitation.  Although Kafr Aqab is within the Israeli municipal 
boundaries of Jerusalem, it was cut off from the city and its services by the presence of the Wall and 
some of its inhabitants are required to pay taxes to the Jerusalem Municipality. Accordingly, Kafr 
Aqab Municipality is the body fully responsible for the sewerage system in the community and the 
Jerusalem Water Undertaking is fully responsible for the distribution of drinking water. 
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1.1 Water  

The public water network was established in 1975 and today reaches 95% of housing units. Recently, 
it was noted that there is a decrease in the amount of water supplied due to the large increase in the 
number of residents of Jerusalem ID holders in the area of Kafr Aqab, and high percentage of water 
losses due to the old network and an urgent need for rehabilitation. The water network length is 
37km and one of the aims of the Municipality is to reach 45 km in order to cover 100% of the 
housing units in the community. The number of residents who have collection wells is 3% (Kafr 
Aqab Municipality, 2019). 

The average amount of water supplied per person in Kafr Aqab is estimated at 0.08 m3 per capita per 
day, less than the “minimum water required sustaining a healthy life per capita per day” established 
by the World Health Organization, corresponding to 0.1 m31. The percentage of the population 
whose consumption exceeds 0.1 m3 per day is 20%, the percentage of the population whose 
consumption exceeds 0,085 m3 per day is 25% and the percentage of population with continuous 
water and pumping systems is 2%. The average loss rate is approximately 35% (Kafr Aqab 
Municipality, 2019).  

The average price of water in serviced areas is 5 NIS/ m3 and the average price of water in unserved 
areas is 25 NIS/m3 (Figure 1.) (Kafr Aqab Municipality, 2019).  

 
Figure 1. Water average price 

 

1.2 Waste water 

The sewerage system in the town of Kafr Aqab has existed since 1990 and was built thanks to the 
townrs. The sewerage network covers 80% of the housing units (about 8,000 housing units out of a 
total of 10,505), while the remaining 20% of housing units depend on septic tanks or cesspit. As for 
the latter, according to information provided by the Municipality, 10% use septic tanks and 5% 
cesspit tanks. For this service, the Municipality does not collect any fees, despite the network 
maintenance is in charge to the Municipality and the average cost per month is 10000 NIS.  Among 
the problems identified is certainly the pressure on the sewerage system due to the increase in the 
population, the high cost of alternative solutions for the inhabitants who do not have a sewerage 

 
1 According to the WHO, the Minimum water required sustaining a healthy life per capita per day is 0.1 m3. 
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system and the average number of the flooded tanks that correspond to two per day.  Through filed 
visits carried out in 2019, several critical points where detected in the community (Picture 1.). 

Picture 1. Sewerage and water drainage critical points (Cesvi 2019) 

From the above picture, it can be assumed that there is a lack of maintenance and a high level of 
street uncleanness may influence especially the drainage system of the community. 

2. Solid Waste 

The municipal council in Kafr Aqab is the main provider of solid waste management in Area C2. The 
service is carried out by 3 employees and the amount of solid waste collected from residential units 
located in Area C on a weekly basis is 8 tons. Concerning the solid waste collection service 
coverage, solid waste bins and containers are distributed in various areas but not in an equitable 
manner (Map 1.). The distance between one and the other appear different depending on the area and 
the service appears rather poor for the lack of containers and bins for long stretches, especially in the 
western part of the community. 43 containers have been identified through a field visit that was 
conducted in November 2019 (Table 1). The Municipal Council provides 50 containers with a 
capacity of 1 cubic meter distributed over the neighborhoods of Area "C" in the town of Kafr 

 
2 In this case, solid waste is referring to the waste that is not lost through illegal burning, burying or dumping in 
unofficial areas but delivered to an official treatment/disposal facility or to a recycling factory. 
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Aqab. One compactor and four employees are used for the emptying service in all the area. In the 
target area, no waste separation points were detected. 

Map 1. Solid waste collection points location (Cesvi 2019) 

 
 



 12 

Table 3. Solid waste bins and containers 

N. 
Collection 

points 
Bin/container type N. bins/ containers Waste density per 

bin/container (kg) 

Waste density per 
total 

bins/containers 
(ton) 

43 All types 43  72,300 
2 1.1 m3 closed bin 2 275 550 
41 7 m3 open container 41 1750 71,750 

Comparing the total number of bins and containers collection capacity (72.300 tons) with the amount 
of waste generated per day (61.389 tons)3, we can consider the system efficient. On a scale of 0 to 1, 
where 1 represents the total collection capacity of bins and containers located in the community, we 
can determine the saturation level of the system based on the amount of waste daily generated by the 
community population on this scale. The system in the target community presents a fair saturation 
level corresponding to 0.8491 (Figure 1.).  

Figure 1. Saturation level of the solid waste system 

 

It can therefore be deduced that the system is fairly high when it comes to collecting the quantity of 
waste generated. Consequently, a daily emptying service frequency is recommended. For all bins and 
containers, it was possible to gather the weekly emptying service frequency, that it is carried out 
twice a week (Figure 2). 

 

 

 

 

 

 
3 In 2018 in East Jerusalem, the average waste generation per day per capita is considered as 1.9 kg, according to the 
Israel Ministry of Environmental Protection. 
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Figure 2. Bins/containers emptying service frequency and system collection capacity 

 

Among the most important problems facing the Municipal Council is the presence of a large gap 
between the cost of solid waste disposal and the financial return from this service, due to the low 
collection rate on the one hand and the high total cost of disposal of each ton of solid waste, as the 
total cost of disposal per ton reaches 200 NIS. There is a shortage in the number of containers and 
the number of collection times, which results in burning the containers, and thus causing health and 
environmental damage to the area. The fees are collected from the population at a rate of 20 shekels 
per month for the family. 

Regarding solid waste final disposal, the solid waste collected goes to Eizariya landfill.  

The street sweeping service in the target area seemed to be quite efficient, according to the data of 
2013, despite the population commitment to paying their taxes to the Municipality (Map 2). 
According to field visits conducted in 2019 in the community of Kafr Aqab, this service appears 
inefficient especially in the areas surrounding most of the solid waste collection points (Picture 1.). 
The inability of the solid waste management system to respond to the needs of the community, as 
stated by the same Municipality of Kafr Aqab may influence the level of the street uncleanness. 
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Map 2. Street sweeping service (Cesvi 2019) 
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Picture 1. Critical waste collection points (Cesvi 2019) 

3. Survey 

In 2019 some interviews were conducted by The Union of Charitable Societies-Jerusalem (UCS). 
Out of 32,310 inhabitants, a sample of 269 people was interviewed, in order to obtain a clearer view 
of the services delivered at household level for which people behaviour and perception were 
investigated: 

1. SOLID WASTE 
DISPOSAL 

Solid waste disposal method  

(Q: How do you usually dispose of 
solid waste?) 

According to this figure, the 
majority of the respondents stated 
to benefit and use the solid waste 
service offered by the Authorities. 
12% of the respondents stated that 
they dispose their waste randomly 
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on the side of the streets. 
2. STREET SWEEPING 

Satisfaction with curbside and streets sweeping  

(Q: Are you satisfied with the Municipality efforts to keep the curbside and the neighborhood street 
clean?) 

Most of the respondents declared to be 
unsatisfied with the curbside and street 
sweeping service (57%). As shown in 
the pictures collected during the field 
visits, it can be assumed that the street 
sweeping service is quite inefficient in 
the community. Despite that, the 
remaining percentage of satisfied 
respondent could indicate that the 
services of street sweeping and solid 
waste management may are not equally delivered in all the areas of the community. 

Street uncleanness  

(Q: Do you suffer from unclean street?  )  

The data shows a high level of street 
uncleanness in the community. 54% of 
the respondents declared that streets are 
always unclean, while almost all the 
remaining percentage of them stated that 
it occurs time to time. This information 
confirmed the previous assumption 
regarding the non-total efficiency of the 
service offered by the authorities. 

Outbreak of rodent population 

(Q: Did you notice an outbreak of 
rodent population?) 

The chart shows that the community is 
often affected by outbreak of rodent 
population (67%). A very small 
percentage declares to suffer from this 
phenomenon, while the rest suffer from 
this phenomenon time to time. 
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3. AIR POLLUTION 

Bad odours emitted from solid waste near the house  

(Q: Do you suffer from bad odors 
emitted from solid waste near your 
house?) 

Regarding the emission of bad odours 
from solid waste, this phenomenon 
seems to be mostly present in the 
community, even if in with different 
intensity according to the respondent. 
Only 30% of them stated that this 
phenomenon never occurs. 

Solid waste burning emissions/gases 

(Q: Do you suffer from solid waste burning emissions/gases?) 

Also the emission of bad odours from 
solid waste seems to be quite present 
in the community, even if in with 
different intensity according to the 
respondent. This figure can be 
considered as indicative of a not fully 
efficient solid waste system, as it was 
assumed from the previous analysis. 
Accordingly, it can be assumed that 
the inhabitants of the communities 
used waste burning as a disposal method in order to compensate for deficiencies in the collection 
system. 



 18 

1. WASTE WATER 

Wastewater overflowing  

(Q: Do you suffer from overflowing 
wastewater?) 

The data gathered in this case 
highlights that the phenomenon of 
the wastewater overflowing occurs 
for almost all the respondents 
(99%), even if not too often. This 
information was also confirmed by 
the filed visit carried out in 2019 in 
the community area.  

Electricity and Telecommunications 

The town of Kafr 'Aqab has a public electricity network since 1967, and the Jerusalem District 
Electricity Company is considered to be the main source of electricity in the town. The percentage of 
housing units connected to the electricity network reaches 100%. The town also has a telephone 
network, which operates through an automated switchboard, and nearly 100% of the housing units 
are connected to this telephone network. 

Transportation 

In the town of Kafr 'Aqab, there is 1 stop designated for public transport, served by the bus 
transportation company in east Jerusalem, on Al Thuri and Ras Al Amud - Jerusalem line (ARIJ 
database, 2019). As for the road network in the town, there are 44.8 km of paved roads. (ARIJ 
database, 2019). 
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Map 9: The road and transportation network in the town of Kafr 'Aqab 

 
Source: Geographical Information Systems Unit - ARIJ, 2020 

Geopolitical Status 
On June 28 1967, the Israeli government illegally and unilaterally annexed Jerusalem to the Israeli 
state and declared ‘Unified Jerusalem’ to be the eternal capital of Israel. When the Israeli 
government illegally redrew the municipal boundaries of Jerusalem (in 1967), it added vast areas of 
uninhabited land to Jerusalem city and excluded highly populated Palestinian neighborhoods from 
the city boundaries. From this point onwards, Israel embarked on a campaign to manipulate the 
demographic and geographical realities of the city in order to reinforce its claim to sovereignty over 
Jerusalem. Shortly after the occupation of the city, the Israeli government expanded East Jerusalem’s 
municipal boundaries; increasing the city’s municipal area from 6.5 km2 to 71 km2 and including 
areas from 28 surrounding Palestinian towns.  

The Jerusalem Governorate is divided into two main regions: (J1 area) which is located inside the 
borders and under the control of the illegally and unilaterally expanded Jerusalem Municipality. The 
J1 area includes many Palestinian Jerusalemite communities such as the old city of Jerusalem (Beit 
Al-Maqdis), Beit Hanina, Beit Safafa, Sharafat, Al Isawiya, Jabal Al Mukkabir, As Sawahra Al 
Gharbiya, Shu’fat and Shu’fat Camp, Silwan and Athuri neighborhood, Sur Baher and Um Tuba, in 



 20 

addition to part of Kafr Aqab which amounts to 2,355 dunums of land, 35% of its total area, which is 
66654 dunums. 

This part of Kafr Aqab town lands (inside the J1 area, (35% of its total area)) was not subjected to 
the Oslo II Interim Agreement signed between the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) and 
Israel on the 28th September 1995 which categorized the West Bank into areas "A"5, "B"6 and "C"7, 
instead, this part remained as it was before this agreement, under the control of Jerusalem Israeli 
Municipality while the remaining part of the town fell under the OSLO II land classification of 1995. 

The other classified region is J2 area. It is located outside the borders and control of the Jerusalem 
Israeli Municipality, but within the borders of Jerusalem Governorate. This area is under the 
Palestinian National Authority (PNA) control and includes its eastern and north western parts, such 
as the communities of Beit Iksa, Beit Surik, Beit Duqqu, Qatanna, Beit Anan, Rafat, Beit Ijza, Biddu, 
Bir Nabala, Ar Ram, Al Jib, Al Judeira, An Nabi Samuel, As Sawahreh Ash Sharqiya, Ash Shiekh 
Saed, Az Zayem, Beit Hanina Al Balad, Al Izariya, Abu Dis, Hizma, Jaba’, Mikhams, Qalandyia, the 
majority of ‘Anata town lands and part of Kafr Aqab community, which stands at 4,310 dunums, 
65% of its total land area.  

This part of Kafr Aqab town (inside the J2 area (the 65% of its area)) fell under the OSLO II land 
classification of 1995 and the remained part of Kafr ‘Aqab lands (the part inside J2 area) was 
classified to “Area C”, a total of 4,310 dunums, 65% of the town’s land area. Map 1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
4 SOURCE: GEO-MOLG, 2016 
5Area A: over which the Palestinian National Authority (PNA) has full (security and administrative) control.  
6Area B: where the Palestinian National Authority has a complete control over civil matters but Israel continues to have 
overriding responsibility for security.  
7Area C: where Israel retains full control over security and administration related to the territory. In area C Palestinian 
building and land management is prohibited unless through a permit given by the Israeli Civil Administration. Most of 
the lands lying within the area “C” are agricultural land and open areas, fertile and rich in natural water sources, which 
constitute a major source of income for Palestinian families. 
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Map 1: Kafr 'Aqab location and borders 

 

Kafr 'Aqab Town and the Israeli Occupation Practices 

Since 1967, the successive Israeli Governments have actively supported Israeli settlers to establish 
settlements and construct bypass roads and set up outposts on hilltops and build other military 
installations in the occupied Palestinian territory by offering a variety of incentives to the settlers, 
including housing subsidies, income tax reductions, disproportionately generous budget allocations 
to the settlement areas, as well as business grants in areas of the occupied West Bank and with 
particular focus on Jerusalem. This trend heightened during the past two decades and has continued 
that way and even overly increased. These policies, aided by the construction of bypass roads to link 
the settlements, and the excessive control of the Israeli Army over the Palestinian land through 
military orders, the area annexed by Israeli settlements’ has increased and settlements spread 
like tumor in all parts of the occupied West Bank. Analysis of high resolution satellite images during 
the period of 1992 and 2019 showed a constant increase in the area controlled by settlements in the 
occupied West Bank, from 77 km² in 1992, to 170 km² in 2002, 190 km² in 2012, and 201 km² in 
2019 (ARIJ 2020). In contrast, the number of Israeli settlers living in Israeli settlements increased 
from 248,000 settlers in the year 1992 to more than 418,000 in 2002, and 637 settlers in the year 
2012 – and more than 824,000 Israeli settlers in the year 2019, (ARIJ, 2020).  
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Note that the settlements have not only seen displacements of the Palestinian towns and disruption of 
social and economic ways of livelihood but they are also a form of expanding Israel’s control of land 
and natural resources with the purpose of creating irreversible facts on the ground that will become 
hard to change in the future.  

As a result, towns in particular Kafr Aqab witnessed the loss of hundreds of dunums of its lands for 
the various Israeli colonial purposes, including but not limited to the construction and expansion of 
Israeli settlements, military bases, camps, outposts and bypass roads. Below is a detailed description 
of land confiscations in Kafr 'Aqab town. 

Since the Israeli occupation of the Palestinian territory, 2,268 dunums of land has been confiscated 
from Kafr 'Aqab town (34% of the town’s total land) to establish the Israeli settlement of Kokhav 
Ya'acov (Abir Ya'acov). Today, around 9,000 Israeli settlers (Table 4) live in the settlement.  

Table 4: Israeli Settlements constructed over Kafr 'Aqab lands 

Settlement Name Year of 
construction 

Area confiscated 
from Kafr ‘Aqab 

(dunums) 

Israeli settler 
population (2020) 

Kokhav Ya'acov 
(Abir Ya'acov) 1984 2,268 8,910 

Total 2,268 8,910 
Source: ARIJ, 2020 

Source: Israeli Ministry of Interior, Population Registry, 2020 

In Kafr Aqab town, Israeli settlers have seized land from the town to establish the Israeli outposts of 
Kokhav Ya'acov South and Kokhav Ya'acov West. The two outposts are small in size and the 
number of mobile homes comparing to others in the occupied West Bank territory, but contribute 
much to the settlement’s expansion.  Furthermore, over the years of the Israeli occupation, Israel has 
also seized lands from Kafr 'Aqab town to establish other military installations on 24 dunums of 
town’s land for the protection of the Israeli settlement built on land belonging to Kafr 'Aqab and 
neighboring Palestinian towns. 

During the past twenty years, Israeli settlers have built 220 locations in the occupied West Bank, 
which became known as settlement outposts8. The Israeli outposts' phenomenon started back in the 
year 1996 by Israeli settlers who contrived to take control of hilltops in the occupied Palestinian 
territory. The outposts are usually located within 1-4 miles distant of an existing settlement. After 
2001, the late Israeli Prime Minister, Ariel Sharon, implicitly sanctioned the expansion of outposts, 
leading to an increasing number of outposts. Israeli occupation forces have assisted the Israeli 
settlers in moving to and settling in these outposts, in addition to protecting them and providing 
infrastructure to guarantee their continuing survival.  

 
8 Settlements’ outposts is a technique improvised by Israeli officials in cooperation with the Israeli settlers; under which 
the latter seize hilltops and certain locations in close proximity to existing settlements in order to annex the location to 
the settlement – if it exist within the master plan area of the settlements -  all of which under the direct protection of 
the Israeli Army 
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Although consecutive Israeli governments have not officially sanctioned these illegal outposts, but 
their state provisions such as full military protection, infrastructure services, subsidized living cost to 
the settlements and settlement dwellers have not only facilitated permanent existence of these 
settlements but also encouraged further expansion.  

Israeli settlement plans in Kafr Aqab town 

A new colonial neighborhood on lands of Kafr Aqab town  

The Israeli Hebrew news website, WALLA9, reported on 5 June 2016 that the Jerusalem 
Municipality is promoting the construction of a new and huge settlement neighborhood on the old 
airport area north of the Atarot industrial settlement in occupied Jerusalem, in the area between 
Qalandyia and Kafr Aqab towns. The report cited that the new neighborhood will include the 
construction of 15,000 new settlement units in the area.  The planned settlement neighborhood has 
not been approved yet, however, the newspaper reported that some officials at the Municipality of 
Jerusalem, namely the city’s engineer, Shlomo Eshkol, and chairman of the Local Planning and 
Construction committee, are pushing the plan and intend to begin the process of planning and gain 
quick approval within a year as they are set to meet with the Ministry of Finance and Ministry of 
Planning to present the maps of the two aforementioned plans.  

The plan to build this settlement neighborhood occurred almost a decade ago when the Israeli daily 
newspaper “Haaretz” reported on its website on 28 February 200710, that a plan was submitted by the 
Israeli Ministry of Housing and Construction to establish a new Jewish neighborhood comprising of 
11,000 housing units north of Jerusalem11. The area designated for the establishment of the new 
neighborhood is located within the Israeli illegally and unilaterally redrawn Jerusalem municipal 
boundaries of 1967, in an area that has been designated for decades as “no building zone” and 
Palestinians were denied rights to establish a community on their own land.  The Haaretz newspaper 
also added that the published plan indicates a proposed tunnel beneath the Palestinian town of Kafr 
‘Aqab east of the proposed site for the new neighborhood, to be constructed in order to link the new 
neighborhood with Israeli settlements located outside the Municipal boundaries of Jerusalem city 
which are outside the route of the Israeli Segregation Wall such as the settlement of Kochav Yaccov, 
the closest Israeli settlement to the location of the projected Jewish neighborhood and other 
settlements nearby.  

The plan of the new Jewish neighborhood, if implemented, would be 'the largest' Jewish 
neighborhood to be constructed on the lands of the Illegally redrawn Jerusalem municipal boundary. 
The construction of this new neighborhood has far more implications than it appears to be: If 
constructed, (1) it will create a territorial contiguity between Israeli settlements in J1 area (in 
occupied East Jerusalem) and settlements located east of the segregation wall route (in the eastern 

 
קוריה וקל רבעמ תידוהי קנע תנוכש תננכתמ םילשורי תייריע :הפישח 9  
http://news.walla.co.il/item/2967549 
10 Gov't Promoting Plan for New ultra-Orthodox East Jerusalem Neighborhood 
http://www.haaretz.com/news/gov-t-promoting-plan-for-new-ultra-orthodox-east-jerusalem-neighborhood-1.214278 
11 "One more Obstacle to Peace": A new Israeli Neighborhood on the lands of Jerusalem city 
http://www.poica.org/details.php?Article=9538 
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part of Jerusalem Governorate) (2) the number of Israeli settlers set to reside in the planned 
neighborhood is considerably large; thus, increasing the number of Israeli settlers living inside 
Jerusalem city, and tipping the demographic balance of Jerusalem to the Israeli side; one step 
towards sustaining a Jewish majority in the city of Jerusalem at a time when the Israeli Segregation 
Wall around Jerusalem is taking entire Palestinian neighborhoods outside the city’s boundary, 12 
Palestinian communities of population exceeding +150,000 Palestinians.  

The Trump Plan and Jerusalem  

On January 28, 2020, the US President Donald Trump unveiled his long-awaited Vision for 
Palestinian-Israeli peace12.  The broad lines of the Plan will allow Israel to annex 32 percent of the 
West Bank (WB) territory as follows: It designates an area that remains under full Israeli military 
occupation. (1) the western terrains of the WB; the western zone; the isolated area between the 
annexation wall and the 1949 Armistice Line (the Green Line), an area of about 12.5 percent (705 sq. 
km) of the WB including East Jerusalem (EJ); (2) the eastern terrains of the WB (the eastern zone); 
the Jordan Valley and the coastal areas of the Dead Sea, an area of about 18.5 per cent (1036 sq. km) 
of WB land; (3) 10 enclaves that incorporate remote Israeli settlements; (4) corridors intended to link 
the eastern and western zones of the WB, which simultaneously divide Palestinian areas from each 
other geographically into isolated entities. Within the total area (1763 sq. km) to be annexed 
according to the Trump Plan, lie 105 Palestinian localities; 33 of these are located in Area “B”13 
(pop: 103,000), 52 localities are in Area “C”14 (pop: 16,000), 20 localities in EJ (pop: 281,000), in 
addition to 56 Bedouin communities. 

The plan also states that Jerusalem should not be divided and that the annexation wall that encircles 
Jerusalem will define the city’s future border. This would greatly exceed the current marked 
boundary of Jerusalem that was unilaterally and illegally declared by Israel following the occupation 
of the east of the city in 1967. According to the Plan, Palestinian localities of Jerusalem outside the 
annexation wall, including Kafr Aqab, the eastern section of Shuafat (Shuafat camp), and Abu Dis, 
are areas that will constitute Palestinian Jerusalem.   

The ramifications of the Trump Plan for geographical separation go beyond land and space, but 
really reflect the goal of demographic distribution sought by Israel on the ground by separating the 
Jerusalem localities outside the so-called Israeli Jerusalem municipality and excluding some 
+150,000 Palestinians from the new borders of occupied Jerusalem (what will be called “Greater 
Jerusalem”). This would reduce the Palestinian presence from the current rate of 37 per cent of the 
total population of Jerusalem to a range of between 15-18 per cent of the total number of residents of 
the occupied city. The Plan provides Palestinians who remain within the illegally declared “capital” 
of Israel in occupied East Jerusalem with three options: 1) to remain or become a citizen of the State 

 
12 ANALYSIS OF THE GEOPOLITICAL ASPECTS OF THE TRUMP PLAN 
Jad Isaac and Suhail Khalilieh 
13 A term used in the 1995 Oslo Accords, Area B constitutes 18.5 per cent of the West Bank. It designates an area that is administered 
by the Palestinian Authority but where Israel still has control of security.   
 
14 A term used in the 1995 Oslo Accords.  Area C constitutes 61 per cent of the West Bank.  It designates an area that remains under 
full Israeli military occupation.   
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of Israel; 2) to become a citizen of the State of Palestine; 3) to maintain their current status as 
permanent residents of Israel.  

Additionally, under Trump plan, “the State of Israel should allow for the development by the State of 
Palestine of a special tourism zone in Atarot, in a specific area to be agreed upon by the par ties. We 
envision that this area should be a world-class tourist zone that should support Muslim tourism to 
Jerusalem and its holy sites. We envision that this zone will become a thriving and vibrant tourism 
center that includes state-of-the-art public transportation that provides easy access to and from the 
holy sites.” 

Later on the 11th of February 2020, three weeks after the announcement of the Trump Plan, Israel re-
initiated the announcement of the Atarot settlement where the Israeli Ministry of Housing submitted 
a building plan to the Jerusalem Municipality for the construction of a new 9,000-unit settlement at 
the site of the Atarot Airport, between the Palestinian communities of Kafr Aqab, Qalandiya and Ar-
Ram in East Jerusalem as a first step in the plan approval process. The plan, as announced by the 
Israeli source15 - holds No. 764936 - and states that construction of the new settlement on the same 
area that was designated as a future “Palestinian tourism zone” within Trump’s so-called peace plan. 
Map 2 

Map 2: planned settlement neighborhood north of Jerusalem 

 

 

15 Plan Advanced for a New Settlement in Atarot in the Heart of Palestinian East Jerusalem 
https://peacenow.org.il/en/plan-advanced-for-a-new-settlement-in-atarot-in-the-heart-of-palestinian-east-jerusalem 
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Kafr 'Aqab Town and the Israeli Segregation Wall Plan 

The Israeli Segregation Wall has a negative and destructive impact on Kafr 'Aqab Town. According 
to the last amendment, published on the webpage of the Israeli Defense Ministry (on the 30th April 
2007), the Wall extends 3.6 km over Kafr 'Aqab’s lands and isolates most of the town lands (92% of 
the total town’s area (6,178 dunums)) by excluding the part of Kafr Aqab town located inside the 
Jerusalem Municipal boundary, to become on the eastern side of the wall, outside the municipal 
boundaries of Jerusalem, and separated from the rest of Jerusalem city.  

The construction of the Israeli segregation wall on lands of Kafr ‘Aqab town has set the entire town’s 
built-up area outside the municipal boundaries and changed the town’s status (mainly the built-up 
area) from being located inside the city's municipal boundaries to become on the other side of the 
wall and outside the city’s municipal boundaries. This change have serious and significant 
consequences for Palestinians living in Kafr town, especially those holding blue16 Identity card (East 
Jerusalem ID card) who are threatened to lose their ID and city’s basic, educational and medical 
services if they don’t continue to reside within the city’s municipal boundaries.  Table (5) below 
details the lands that have been included within the Jerusalem municipal boundary from Kafr Aqab 
total land area  

Table 5: Land Classification of the land of Kafr Aqab town inside 
the Israeli segregation wall (West of the wall) 

No. Land Classification Land Area (Dunums) 
1 Agricultural areas 223 
2 Israeli Military Base 24 
3 Open Spaces 198 
4 Wall zone 75 
5 Military Tower 1 
 Total 521 

Source: ARIJ, 2020 

The Segregation Wall has separated the whole area of (J1) from Jerusalem Governorate and excluded 
many Palestinian communities, including Kafr ‘Aqab town, from the city’s municipal boundary17 to 
become on the eastern side of the wall. The Israeli occupation Authorities have used the separation 
plan to illegally and unilaterally redraw the boundaries of Jerusalem Municipality and consequently 
alter the demographic balance of Jerusalem in favor of the Israelis. Additionally, the segregation wall 
has caused a reduction in land available for the town’s built-up area expansion in the future and has 
caused increased urbanization pressures and higher population densities in the town of Kafr ‘Aqab.  

 

 
16 Who Are East Jerusalem’s Permanent Residents’? 
http://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/.premium-1.630605 
 
17 Communities such as (Kafr ‘Aqab town, Shu’fat Camp and part of Shu’fat town which is located under the control of 
Jerusalem Israeli Municipality, in addition to other communities whose part of their area was located inside the city’s 
municipal boundary and were set outside the municipal boundaries of Jerusalem, east of the wall.  
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Palestinian communities east of the Segregation Wall – occupied East Jerusalem 

On 24th of July 2012, the Director General of the Israeli Municipality of Jerusalem asked the Israeli 
Ministry of Defense to take responsibility for handling civilian matters related to Palestinian 
communities in East Jerusalem which are excluded from the Jerusalem Municipality boundaries due 
to the construction of the Israeli Segregation Wall, and as a result lack municipal services (Haaretz, 
2012). The Municipality of Jerusalem has requested that the Ministry of Defense takes responsibility 
for monitoring construction in those communities (population +150,000) and providing sanitation 
services. The Israeli Municipality claims that this procedure would strengthen sovereignty and 
improve the quality of services for Palestinian Jerusalemites. However, rather than ensuring better 
services and better regulation in Palestinian areas of East Jerusalem, this policy aims to adjust the 
city's borders so that it excludes the high-density Palestinian communities in East Jerusalem outside 
the Municipality's borders, thus creating a Jewish demographic majority in the city. This was made 
clear in a statement made by Jerusalem mayor Nir Barakat on December 23 2011, asserting that 
‘Israel should relinquish Palestinian neighborhoods of the capital that are beyond the Segregation 
Wall, despite the fact that their residents carry Israeli identity cards [blue Jerusalem identity cards].’ 
He added that ‘the municipal boundary of Jerusalem and the route of the separation fence must be 
identical to allow for proper administration of the city’ (Haaretz, 2011).  

On the 25th of July 2017, the Israeli daily newspaper, Haaretz18, again reported that Israeli Education 
Minister, Naftali Bennett, and the Israeli Jerusalem Affairs and Heritage Minister, Zeev Elkin (that 
time of 2017), have introduced the Knesset a bill that would change the so-called “Basic Law on 
Jerusalem” to allow the Israeli government to transfer areas of occupied Jerusalem to a new local 
authority at some time in the future, which would enable the government to split off the Shu’fat 
refugee camp and the Palestinian community of Kafr Aqab, both of which are within Jerusalem's 
borders but are on the West Bank side of the Segregation Wall. If the Israeli government goes ahead 
with bill, which introduces changes in the municipal boundaries of the occupied city, the two 
communities (Shu’fat camp and Kafr Aqab) would be outside of Jerusalem's unilaterally and 
illegally redrawn municipal boundaries but remain under Israeli sovereignty; applying significant 
demographic changes in the city’s population, reducing the number of the city's Palestinian 
population and thus increasing the Jewish population.  

Later on the 24th of April, 2018, Haaretz newspaper19 reported that the Israeli  Jerusalem Affairs 
Minister, Zeev Elkin, has unveiled his own proposal for the municipal division of the occupied city 
of Jerusalem, which would see several Palestinian communities located east of the Segregation Wall 
(on the West Bank side of the wall) be split off from Jerusalem municipality’s borders and be placed 
under the jurisdiction of one or more new council administrations. Elkin’s proposal attempted to 
establish an extraordinary Israeli local council whose inhabitants are not Israeli citizens, but rather 
Palestinians with the status of permanent residents only. The Palestinian communities beyond (east) 
the segregation wall are the Shu’fat refugee camp, Kafr Aqab, as well as Walajah, in the southern 
part of the city, and a small part of the As Sawahra, a total population estimated at between 100,000 

 
18 Bill Would Allow Parts of Jerusalem to Be Transferred to a New Israeli Local Authority, (October, 2017) 
19 Israeli Minister to Push Plan Aimed at Reducing Number of Arabs in Jerusalem (April, 2018) 
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and 150,000, one-third to one-half of whom have Israeli identity cards and residency status, (Haaretz, 
2018).  

Movement between Kafr Aqab and Jerusalem (and vice versa) 

Thousands of Palestinian citizens in Kafr Aqab town (pop. +32,310)20 are cut off from the major 
urban centers where health, educational, and social services are located in Jerusalem city. Their 
mobility and movement is severely restricted, and transportation to or from the town to Jerusalem (in 
specific) and vice versa is extremely difficult as Palestinians holding Jerusalem ID cards are only 
able to access the city of Jerusalem through the Qalandyia terminal.  

In September 2005, the Israeli Government announced the construction of 10 main terminals 
(passages) in the occupied West Bank Territory21 in addition to 23 crossing points along the path of 
the Segregation Wall.  Some terminals were designed for commercial functions, where goods are 
transported through terminals using a ‘back to back’ system. These terminals are Tarqumiya 
(Hebron), Al Jalameh (Jenin), Mazmuria (Bethlehem), Sha’ar Ephraim (Tulkarm) and Beituniya 
(Ramallah). The non-commercial terminals are Hasam Tzahub (Jordan Valley), Rachel (Gilo 300) 
(Bethlehem), Shu’fat, Az Za’ayyem and Qalandyia-’Atarot (Jerusalem). An additional eight 
terminals have been constructed on West Bank territory: Al Jab`a, Al Khader, Umm Salamuna and 
Al Walajeh (Bethlehem), Metar (south of Hebron), Hizma (East Jerusalem), ‘Anata (northwest of 
Jerusalem), and Mechabim (west of Ramallah).  

On many occasions, Israel has attempted to justify its terminals project by claiming that they are 
built to facilitate Palestinians’ lives and create contiguity within Palestinian districts. Israel has also 
attempted to legitimize the terminals, which violate international laws concerning freedom of 
movement, through asking the World Bank to subsidize terminal projects; the World Bank refused 
this request, because the terminals are not constructed on the internationally recognized Armistice 
Line of 1949 and only facilitate the construction of the Segregation Wall in the occupied West Bank. 

Qalandyia Checkpoint - Qalandyia terminal 

Qalandyia checkpoint was constructed in the year 2000, on a flat and dusty area on the main road 
between Jerusalem and Ramallah in the vicinity of Qalandyia airport. The checkpoint cuts the 
historic link between Jerusalem and Ramallah and between the northern cities of the West Bank and 
the southern cities. Ever since the checkpoint was erected, it has been subjected to constant changes 
through the addition of magnetic ports, barbed wires and concrete blocks to disrupt the movement of 
Palestinians heading to their destinations. Additionally, the checkpoint (throughout the years) has 
proven to be a source of impediment to Palestinian movement, especially between the northern and 
southern West Bank Governorates, blocking the usual routes that were used by Palestinians before 
the eruption of the Second Intifada in 2000.  

 
 

20 The Jerusalem Institute for Policy Research 
Jerusalem Statistical Yearbook, 2020 
https://jerusaleminstitute.org.il/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/shnaton_C0520.pdf 
21 Haaretz online daily newspaper, September 9, 2005. 
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In mid-2003, Israel began constructing the segregation wall on lands of Qalandyia and Kafr Aqab 
towns in Jerusalem Governorate. The implementation of the Segregation Wall has made the situation 
even more difficult in that it disrupts the links between the southern and northern Governorates of the 
West Bank. Following the construction of the Segregation Wall, the Israeli authorities revealed their 
plans of converting the checkpoint into a big crossing border. In March 2005, construction work 
began to replace Qalandyia checkpoint with a terminal (border crossing). The land upon which the 
terminal is located was confiscated under Israeli military order T/100/0422 (December 2004) and was 
designated for security purposes. Today, Qalandyia crossing border (terminal) forms a permanent 
obstruction between the northern districts of the West Bank and Jerusalem city, which is only 
accessible to Palestinians with an Israeli-issued permit. Qalandyia terminal is the only entrance point 
to Jerusalem for Palestinian Jerusalemites. 

Israeli policies in East Jerusalem  

Throughout its ongoing occupation decades, Israel purported demolishing Palestinian houses for 
various reasons, all of which evolve around the 'security needs” claim. The variation of the Israeli 
claims used to demolish Palestinian houses depended on the location of the house to be demolished. 
Israel always considered occupied East Jerusalem part of unified Jerusalem thus part of the Israeli 
State, which made the Israeli pretext to demolish houses for security purposes invalid; instead; the 
Israeli municipality of Jerusalem demolished Palestinian houses in East Jerusalem for build without 
license. 

In its obvious mission of the Judization of Jerusalem, the Israeli government has created laws and 
implemented policies to the great disadvantage of the Palestinian people in the occupied city. The 
pressures applied on the Palestinian of Jerusalem in that process were enormous, and can be 
summarized in various political and legal problems23, of which: (1) Land Control: A powerful tool 
applied by the Israeli government to further apply its expansionist policies in Jerusalem was the use 
of land control mechanisms. These mechanisms, which involved land confiscation, structural 
planning and zoning practices were detrimental to the Palestinian people of East Jerusalem.  
Structural Planning and zoning ordinances, as applied by the Israeli government and the Israeli 
municipality of Jerusalem, are unlike any other anywhere else. With the only objective of the 
Judization of Jerusalem, structural planning in Jerusalem has resulted in the following land use 
concerning the Palestinian lands in Jerusalem: (a) Palestinian land confiscated for Israeli Settlement 
purposes (Settlements, outposts and other military installations); (b) Palestinian land classified as 
“Green Areas” and “National Parks” where no Palestinian development can occur. (c) Palestinian 
land seized for bypass roads and infrastructure; (d) Palestinian lands remained un-zoned, (e) 
Palestinian lands with frozen Structural zoning and (f) a little land for Palestinians to build and 
develop.  The land left for Palestinian to develop on are mostly utilized, but also, Palestinians could 

 
22 Israeli Military Orders in the occupied Palestinian Territory, 2020 
Israeli Military order No. T/100/04 
http://orders.arij.org/searchMONoResult.php?MONo=83 
23 Demolishing Palestinian Houses  

http://poica.org/2009/12/demolishing-palestinian-
houses/#:~:text=The%20demolition%20of%20Palestinian%20homes,prayers%20near%20the%20Western%20Wall. 
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not expand vertically. The Israeli government has made it such that Palestinians are only allowed to 
build one or two stories high. The settlers, on the other hand, are allowed to build eight stories high. 
Further, while Palestinians are only allowed to a building to land ratio of 50 to 70 percent, Israeli 
settlers are allowed up to 200 percent.  (2) Restricting of Palestinian Development: The Israeli 
government has employed city structural planning for restricting Palestinian development in the city. 
The Israeli municipality has defined 40 percent of Palestinian land as “Green Areas.” These are areas 
where no construction activities can take place. In other word, 40 percent of the Palestinian lands in 
Jerusalem have lost their economic value to the huge economic loss of the Palestinian people of 
Jerusalem. The “Green Area” classification of lands only applies to Palestinians. This classification 
can be changed if a Jewish settlement will be built on the land. In 1973, the Israeli settlement of 
Ramot was built on land classified as “Green Area” in 1968. The land was confiscated from the 
Palestinian neighborhood of Shua’fat. Over 2500 housing units were built over 500 acres of this 
land. Another example of lifting the “Green Area” classification of lands was the case of Jabal Abu 
Ghneim (Har Homa). Over 2000 dunums of “Green Area” were reclassified for housing development 
for Jewish settlement purposes. (3) House Demolition: The demolition of Palestinian homes and 
driving them out of the city has been a policy of the Israeli government since the occupation of the 
city in 1967. Soon after the occupation, the Israeli government demolished 115 homes in the 
Maghrebi quarter to accommodate Jewish prayers near the Western Wall. The demolition of homes 
continues today under the pretext of “building without a permit.” Today, more than 1,900 Palestinian 
homes were demolished between 1993 and 2019 and  around 27,000 of Palestinian houses in 
Jerusalem live under the threat of demolishing by the Israeli municipality of occupied East 
Jerusalem.  

The Kafr Aqab community was no different from the rest of the Palestinian communities in 
occupied East Jerusalem, where throughout the years of the Israeli occupation, the municipality of 
Jerusalem failed to ensure better services (medical, education, infrastructure and sanitation) for 
Palestinians; and also denied them land zoning and building policies despite their desperate need to 
build and develop to cope with the natural population growth. Therefore, in the absence of planning 
policies and with nearly no chance of obtaining building permits, Palestinians are forced to build 
without valid license and live under the constant threat of demolition (many Palestinian already faced 
demolition). In the last 20 years, the Israeli settlement organization Peace Now released data24 
showing that of 57,737 housing units approved in construction permits in Jerusalem from 1991 – 
2018; of which Permits for only 9,536 housing units (16.5%) were approved for construction in 
Palestinian neighborhoods; Permits for 21,834 housing units (37.8%) were approved for construction 
in Israeli settlements in the occupied city; and permits for 26,367 housing units (45.7%) were 
approved for construction in West Jerusalem.  This clearly shows that a discriminatory procedure is 
being applied on Palestinians when it comes to building in the city with the attempt to limit 
Palestinian urban expansion in the city, while at the same time, unleashing Israeli settlement plans.  

 

24 Jerusalem Municipal Data Reveals Stark Israeli-Palestinian Discrepancy in Construction Permits in 
Jerusalem 
https://peacenow.org.il/en/jerusalem-municipal-data-reveals-stark-israeli-palestinian-discrepancy-in-construction-
permits-in-jerusalem 
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The Jerusalem 2000 Master Plan  

The Jerusalem 2000 Master Plan published in September 2004, laid out objectives until the year 
2020; its main function is to ‘reinforce the status of Jerusalem and ensure its continuous development 
as the capital of Israel and the center for the Jewish people and a sacred city for all religions’. In 
2005 the percentage of Jewish inhabitants of Jerusalem was 66% and Palestinians, 34% (Jerusalem 
Institute for Israel Studies). The Master Plan proposed policies to combat Palestinian population 
growth, as it is considered a threat to the Israeli plan to maintain a Jewish majority in the city. The 
policies of the Master Plan, not only failed to meet the needs of the Palestinian population for the 
coming years but actively try to make life for Palestinian Jerusalemites extremely difficult, 
encouraging them to ‘voluntarily’ leave the city. Furthermore, the Master Plan offered no solutions 
to the increasing housing demands of Palestinian Jerusalemites, instead proposing new settlements 
that will be constructed on confiscated lands to house further Israeli settlers in East Jerusalem. 
Furthermore, the Master Plan didn’t not propose any new industrial, institutional, commercial, 
cultural, educational, medical, or service areas in East Jerusalem for Palestinian residents. Today, the 
percentage of Jewish inhabitants of Jerusalem was 80% and Palestinians, 20%.  
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Town Development Priorities and Needs 
 
Kafr Aqab suffers from a significant shortage of infrastructure and services. Table 6 shows the 
development priorities and needs in the town according to the Development Committee’s feedback  
 

Table 6: Development priorities and needs in Kafr Aqab 

No. Sector Strongly 
Needed Needed Not a 

Priority Notes 

Infrastructural Needs 
1 Opening and Pavement of Roads 1    
2 Rehabilitation of Old Water Networks  1   
3 Extending the Water Network to Cover New Built up 

Areas       

4 Construction of New Water Networks     
5  Rehabilitation/ Construction of New Wells or Springs     
6 Construction of Water Reservoirs  1   
7 Construction of a Sewage Disposal Network     
8 Construction of a New Electricity Network     
9 Providing Containers for Solid Waste Collection     
10 Providing Vehicles for Collecting Solid Waste     
11 Providing a Sanitary Landfill  1   

Health Needs 
1 Building of New Clinics or Health Care Centres     
2 Rehabilitation of Old Clinics or Health Care Centres      
3 Purchasing of Medical Equipment and Tools     

Educational Needs 
1 Building of New Schools  1   
2 Rehabilitation of Old Schools     
3 Purchasing of New Equipment for Schools     

Agriculture Needs 
1 Rehabilitation of Agricultural Lands     
2 Building Rainwater Harvesting Cisterns     
3 Construction of Barracks for Livestock     
4 Veterinary Services     
5 Seeds and Hay for Animals     
6 Construction of New Greenhouses     
7 Rehabilitation of Greenhouses     
8 Field Crops Seeds     
9 Plants and Agricultural Supplies      
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