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Discussing what he calls "The Postmodern Future" of 
"Orientalism", Ziauddin Sardar (1999) concludes his critical study 
of this controversial and problematic concept by stressing the fact 
that "orientalism is very much alive in contemporary cultural 
practice". Furthermore, he adds (1999: 107): 

 

All of its main tropes have been seamlessly integrated into 
modernity. While it is not monolithic discourse, Orientalism does 
demonstrate a consistent character throughout history. It has 
different stylistic moments, diversity of opinions, changing fashions 
and emphasis. Nevertheless, it has reworked itself from one 
historical epoch to another, from the Middle Ages to the ‘Age of 
Discovery’ to the Enlightenment to colonialism to modernity, 
maintain conventional representations of ‘the Orient’ at the 
forefront of the European mind.  

 

It has been, therefore, most natural that Orientalism as a cultural 
tradition to come, particularly since the 1960s of the 20th Century, 
under sustained and strong condemnation, from both the inside 
and the outside, for its role in contaminating East-West 
relationships   with the virus of power, and the consequent widely 
spread colonisation of the Arab, Muslim and Third worlds that 
have taken place during the last two and a half centuries. 
Furthermore, since the publication of Edward Said's Orientalism 
in 1978, this powerful tradition has been critiqued, analysed, and 
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deconstructed on both side of the Atlantic and throughout the rest 
of the World. Yet Orientalism, in spite of its continued 
metamorphosis, is still alive and kicking, continuing its alliance 
with the new imperialist powers of the New Millennium, which is 
using "the War on International Terror" as an umbrella for its 
violation of the basic human rights and the international 
humanitarian law. Rather than attending to its failures and 
improving the quality of the knowledge it produces on the 
"Other", it is still imprisoned in its nineteenth century's ideas about 
the Orient which, in their view, is existed only, to use Said' words 
(2003: 206):  

 

as a place isolated from the mainstream of European progress in 
the sciences, arts and commerce. Thus whatever good or bad values 
were imputed to the Orient appeared to be functions of some 
highly specialised Western interest in the Orient. 

 

Yet most, if not all, Western scholars continue to speak about the 
Orient, to represent the Orient, to decide for the Orientals, and 
even advise their governments on how to determine their destiny, 
on the ground that "we know them better than they know 
themselves, and we can, therefore, choose what is best for 
them". 
 
To add insult to the injury, they continue to talk about the qualities 
and standards of knowledge which modern scholars should 
produce, pointing to what they claim the failure of their Oriental 
counterparts to attain these qualities and meet these standards, 
because of their inherent backwardness. They insist that 
knowledge should enlighten peoples about each other, and 
consequently remove enmity from their interrelationships. Yet the 
knowledge they produce feeds this enmity, and even worsens 
relationship between East and West.  They emphasise that 
knowledge should help peoples in their endeavour to reach the 
truth about themselves, about other peoples and the world. Yet 
they distort the very knowledge they produce and manipulate the 
same data they have in order to serve the extra-scholarly objectives 
of some extremist political establishments, and even support some 
racist, anti-humanist, and criminal agenda of the state terror 
practiced by certain powers of the New Millennium.  
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They stipulate that knowledge should be objective, and scholars 
should be neutral in handling the information available to them. 
Yet they never hesitate to get involved in the political agenda of 
some conflicting parties in a volatile area such as the Middle East.  
They warn scholars against taking anything for granted when they 
consider any issue, advising them to amass all the data, information 
and facts possible before they pass any judgment. Yet they ignore 
deliberately the relevant facts and take the historically distorted and 
politically motivated actions of an occupying force and their crimes 
against humanity as ordinary and accepted reality.  They proclaim 
that scholarship should be put at the service of human race. Yet 
they put the knowledge they produce at the service of Satanic 
power and consequently helping in destroying the life of innocent 
people who have to endure the tragic suffering of living under the 
only occupation in the world for the last sixty years. 
 
This paper is an attempt to show the most regrettable practice of 
the National Geographic Society of the USA in its recent 
publication National Geographic Atlas of  the Middle East, 
Second Edition, (Washington, DC, nd.), which ignores the most 
basic facts of the history, geography, and living reality of the area it 
claims to enlighten the English Speaking public (standing now at 
two billion people, using English at our world) about it, being, in 
the Society's own words, the "the pivot point for our global 
future". In fact, by doing so, the National Geographic Society 
put its expertise, unjustly and unwisely too, at the service of the 
Zionist State by including the Islamicjerusalem in all relevant maps 
of the Atlas as an integral part of the Israeli Capital. In other 
words, "the largest non-profit scientific and educational 
organization in the world", which supposed to enlighten its wide-
spread readership, (The National Geographic Society 
reaches more than 285 million people worldwide each month 
through its various publications) is actually supporting the 
annexation of the occupied Arab city, and consequently 
contravening international law. 
 
Before presenting the subtle way through which The National 
Geographic Society (NGS) goes about this unwarranted, 
unjustifiable and dishonourable task, one should draw the 
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attention of the readers to two important facts that pertain to the 
discussion of this malpractice of the (NGS).  The first fact is the 
role of Geography as a field of study in the Western Colonisation 
of the Third World, particularly the Arab Orient, for (Said, 2003: 
216): 

 

Geography was essentially the material underpinning for knowledge 
about the Orient. All the latent and unchanging characteristics of 
the Orient stood upon, were rooted in, its Geography. 
 

The second fact is that the present Middle East is the creation of 
Western powers. Its boarders were drawn in the offices of the 
British and French Ministries of Foreign Affairs. Thus "as a result 
of World War I, Asiatic Turkey was being surveyed by Britain and 
France for its dismemberment" (Said, 2003: 223), which was 
accomplished by 1918 in accordance with the Anglo-Franco-
Russian agreement (Sykes-Pico Agreement, April – May, 1916), 
placing the historical Palestine, including Jerusalem of course, 
under the direct British rule in order to facilitate the creation of 
Jewish national home, as was promised in Balfour Declaration1. In 
the words of the great expert on the Middle East, Albert Hourani 
(1991: 318), 

 

After the war ended, the Treaty of Versailles set down that the 
Arab countries formerly under Ottoman rule could be provisionally 
recognised as independent, subject to the rendering of assistance 
and advice by a state charged with the "mandate" for them, which 
determined the political fate of the countries. Under the terms of 
the mandates, formally granted by the League of Nations in 1922, 
Britain would be responsible for Iraq and Palestine and France for 
Syria and Lebanon. 
 

Turning now to the way the Atlas presents its information on 
Jerusalem throughout its pages and maps, one can refer to the 
following points.  The Atlas prepares the reader for its biased 
stand in support of the Israeli annexation of the city right from the 
beginnings of the book and throughout its pages.  To begin with 
the front cover, we can easily notice that the Atlas uses the logo of 
the National Geographic Society in order to impose its 
authority as a trustworthy mark on its readers, highlighting the fact 
that the Atlas is in its Second Edition, thus giving the impression 
that the Atlas is doing very well on the market, and is, therefore, 



SERVING THE ZIONIST SCHEME 113 

worth buying. Finally, by printing carefully selected photos on its 
front cover, the Atlas projects a particular vision of the area which 
appeals to, and attracts the attention of its western readers.  
Adding the Sudan, Pakistan and Afghanistan, on the ground of 
their recent problems, which are closely connected with the above 
features of this turbulent area (see the figures below). 
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Back cover, left: Promising the reader the necessary information which will help in 

understanding the problems stated. Right: Setting the tone; highlighting the Questions of 
Ethnic violence, Geopolitical discord, Clashes over oil, water, and land.  

 
The geographical piece of information is presented in the Atlas in 
different places and within different context in order to 
consolidate its presence in the consciousness of the reader (see the 
figures). 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Page 36:  The Basic facts taken for granted, 

including the capital of the country- Jerusalem 
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Page 36: Jerusalem is an integral part of the Zionist State, and at the top of the 
offer, there is the Syrian Golan province seized in 1967 and annexed later by the 

Zionist State.  
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Page 62: No reference to the occupying neighbouring state: the passive verb 
should be enough.  The Israeli settlers speak Hebrew, a language which they 

share with many Palestinians.  
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Page 68: Jerusalem is followed by Israel - a statement with a qualification stated 

in small print. But there is no reference to the occupying party. "Israel claims the 
city as its eternal capital". "The Palestinians asserts that East Jerusalem should 

be the capital of their independent state".   However, the reality is quite 
different- Jerusalem is the actual and "eternal capital" of Israel, and is the 

gradually vanishing capital of the Palestinians. 
 

 
Page 98: The Zionist narrative is the dominant narrative in the story or rather 

the history of Palestine. Jerusalem is always within the boundaries of the Jewish 
domain.   Judea and Samaria, not the West Bank, are on the map. 
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Page 63: Again and again: Jerusalem always within the Zionist domain. 
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Page 62: the Gaza Strip was under Egyptian occupation until 1967. Israel ended 
its military rule in 2005, and evacuated the 8.000 settlers. The one and a half 

million Palestinians are refugees, but there is no reference to their original home. 
They are refugees in their home country. 
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Page 99: Everybody is happy, with the American Presidents bringing peoples 
together to smile for the photo times. 
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Page 99: Promises and dates, but nothing has changed so far in the dreadful 

conditions of the Palestinians, except the fact that everything has deteriorated. 
 
The Atlas solicits the sympathy of its reader for the Israeli position 
by comparing the size of the Zionist state to those of the UAS and 
the entire Middle East (see the figures below). 
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Pages 36 and 37: Israel is too small a country and, therefore, should not be 

squeezed by its Arab neighbours 
 
This geographical piece of information is, as a matter of fact, 
contradicts: 

1. The facts of history and geography of the Middle East2; 
2. The United Nations resolutions3 which emphasise that 

East Jerusalem is an integral part of the occupied 
territories which seized by the Zionist State in 1967; 

3. The International Law4 which outlawed the annexation 
of other people's land by force. 

4. The American official stand with respect to the status 
of Jerusalem and its being part of the occupied 
territories seized by the Zionist State in 1967. In fact 
the USA continues to oppose the Israeli act of 
annexing the city and postpone the moving of its 
Embassy from Tel Aviv; 

5. The Israel negotiating position which talks all the time 
about the fate of East Jerusalem as an item in the 
agenda of final settlement of conflict between the 
Palestinians and the Israelis. 
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Finally one should draw the attention of the user of this most 
widely used Atlas to two extremely important failures.  The Atlas 
fails to identify the criteria according to which it defines the 
Middle East, although its definition is not compatible with even 
the definition adopted by the MESA: the Middle East Studies 
Association of North America, or with "the Greater Middle 
East", newly defined by the USA Administration in order to serve 
its decaled War on International Terror (see the figures below). 
 

 
Page 10: The Traditional Middle East 

 

 
Page 10: The Cultural Middle East 
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Page 11: The National Geographic Middle East 

 
The Atlas ignores, or rather excludes, the views of other parties 
involved in the conflict, namely the Palestinians, the Arabs, the 
Muslims and Christians (see the figure below). 
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This article was presented in the 12th international academic conference 
on Islamicjerusalem studies (Orientalist approaches to Islamicjerusalem) 
that was held at SOAS, University of London on 6 November 2010. 
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) الكويت (عالم الفكر، "القدس في قرارات الشرعية الدولية) "2010(الشناق، فاروق صيتان 
  .509-259م، ص ص 2010يونيو، -، أبريل4، العدد 38اĐلد 

 قضية القدس، في "قضية القدس أمام الجمعية العامة ومجلس الأمن") 2009(خيرية ، قاسمية
 169-144 ص ص ،)، دمشقلهيئة العامة السورية للكتابا(

                                                
1  Although the declaration states that “His Majesty’s Government view with favour 

the establishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people, and will 
use their best endeavours to facilitate the achievement of this object”, it  also 
stipulates that “it being clearly understood that nothing shall be done which may 
prejudice the civil and religious rights of existing non-Jewish communities in 
Palestine, or the rights and political status enjoyed by Jews in any other country”. 
See the full text of Balfour Declaration in:  “Documents on Palestine”, in The 
Middle East and North Africa 1987 (Europa Publication Limited, London, 
1986), P.  68. 

2   See David Gilmour and Paul Harper “The Jerusalem Issue”, Based on an original 
article by Michael Adams, in:  The Middle East and North Africa 1987, (Europa 
Publication Limited, London, 1986), Pp. 63-66. 

3   See: The UN General Assembly Resolution on the Internationalization of 
Jerusalem, 9 December 1949, which states that: 

  “Jerusalem should be placed under a permanent international regime, which should 
envisage appropriate guarantees for the protection of the Holy Places, both within 
and outside Jerusalem, and to confirm specifically the following provisions of 
General Assembly resolution 181 (II): (1) The City of Jerusalem shall be 
established as a corpus separatum under a special international regime and shall be 
administrated by the United Nations; (2) The Trusteeship Council shall be 
designated to discharge the responsibilities of the Administering Authority..; and 
(3) The City of Jerusalem shall include the present municipality of Jerusalem plus 
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the surrounding villages and towns, the most eastern of which shall be Abu Dis; 
the most southern, Bethlehem; the most western, Ein Karim (including also, the 
built-up area of Motsa); and the most norther, Shu’fat, as indicated on the attached 
sketch map”. 

 
The UN Security Council Resolution on Jerusalem, 25 October 1971, which  states 
that the Council:  

  (3) “Confirms in the clearest possible terms that all legislative and administrative 
actions taken by Israel to change the status of the City of Jerusalem, including 
expropriation of land and properties, transfer of populations and legislation aimed 
at the incorporation of the occupied section, are totally invalid and cannot change 
that status. 

  (4) Urgently calls upon Israel to rescind all previous measures and actions and to 
take o further steps in the occupied section of the City, or which would prejudice 
the rights of the inhabitants and the interests of the international community, or a 
just and lasting peace.  

UN Security Council Resolution on Israeli settlements, 1 March 1980, which states 
that the Council is: 

  “Deeply concerned over the practices of the Israeli authorities in implementing 
that settlement policy in the occupied Arab territories, including Jerusalem, and its 
consequences for the local Arab and Palestinian population”, and that it 

  (5) Determines that all measures taken by Israel to change the physical character, 
demographic composition, institutional structure of status of the Palestinian and 
other Arab territories occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem, or any part thereof, 
have no legal validity and that Israel’s policy and practices of settling parts of its 
population and new immigrants in those territories constitute a flagrant violation of 
the Fourth Geneva Convention relative to the protection of civilian persons in 
time of war and also constitute a serious obstruction to achieving a comprehensive, 
just and lasting peace in the Middle East, 

  (6) Strongly deplores the continuation and persistence of Israel in pursuing those 
policies and practices and calls upon the Government and people of Israel to 
rescind those measures to dismantle the existing settlements and in particular to 
cease, on an urgent basis, the establishment, construction and planning of 
settlements in the Arab territories occupied since 1967, including Jerusalem. 
(7) Calls  upon all states not to provide Israel with any assistance to be used 
specifically in connection with settlements in the occupied territories”., in  
“Documents on Palestine”, in The Middle East and North Africa 1987,  
(Europa Publication Limited, London, 1986), pp. 67-86. 
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