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Israel's geopolitical circumstances require that in
any future agreement between Israel and the
Palestinians several corridors connecting the Arab
territories be created, and also several corridors
connecting the Jewish territories.
If the best possible final arrangement from the
Palestinian viewpoint is concluded, whereby they
get back all the territories of Judea and Samaria,
including East Jerusalem, and all the Jewish settlements in Judea and Samaria are removed, then two
large, long and complex corridors will be required
between the Gaza Strip and Hebron, and the Gaza
Strip to Samaria region.
At the other end of the range of possibilities is
an arrangement that on the one hand will meet the
maximal expectations of the State of Israel, and on
the other will not annex the areas populated by
Arabs. In such an arrangement the number of
corridors will be more than ten, and in addition,
access roads to isolated settlements will be
necessary. Below we list the required corridors:
from Gaza to Mount Hebron and Samaria, the most
important corridors, corridors linking Arab enclaves
(e.g., from Mount Hebron to the Bethlehem area); a
corridor from the Bethlehem area to the Ramallah
area (bypassing Jerusalem); a corridor from the
Ramallah area to the Nablus-Jenin area; a corridor
from Jericho to Ramallah (via the Jerusalem bypass).
In addition to these five, there will be three
Israeli corridors from the coastal plain eastwards
(Map 1).
There will be smaller corridors/bridges, e.g., one
from the Ramallah area to the Beyt Iksa-Qubeyba

settlements. A corridor will be necessary from the
Ramallah and Bethlehem areas to the Temple
Mount in Jerusalem (an extremely complex corridor). Likewise narrow corridors will be needed from
the dozens of Arab villages to be linked to Judea and
Samaria that will be left in territory annexed to
Israel in the ``narrow waist'' (east of the Green Line)
parallel to Qalqiliya-Tulkarem. There already is an
Arab corridor inside Hebron (Shuhada Street) and
there are Israeli corridors in the Gaza Strip along the
Sufa axis, the Kissufim axis, and also the patrol road
separating the Gaza Strip region from Egypt (Map 2).
There may be a need for corridors parallel to the
rural settlements in west Samaria, corridors to
connect Jewish settlements, or clusters of Jewish
settlements in the Samaria and Ramallah mountains to the large Jewish territory in the Jordan Valley
or on the coastal plain.
In all, this involves many tens of corridors, along
all of which friction is to be expected over territorial
or extra-territorial rights, over width, security, and
permission granted to the other side to transfer any
given elements. Because of the great ease with
which the opponent can strike these corridors and
those passing along them, much violence is liable to
erupt around and along them. Endless encounters
between the different security forces are to be
expected. By means of these corridors there is likely
to be arms or drug running on nationalist or
economic grounds. There will be shooting at
vehicles in the junction areas and also smuggling
of agricultural produce. There will also be a
Palestinian demand for transfer of permanent
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infrastructure such as electricity, water, gas and oil, a
railway track and also additional highways. (Stav,
1997)
How wide will the corridors be? In certain cases
the width will be like that of an isolated two-lane
highway (10-20 meters), but the Gaza-Mount Hebron as well as the Gaza-Samaria corridors are to
contain all the infrastructure mentioned above and
so will undoubtedly attain a width of about half a
kilometer, and in the future may separate Israel into
three parts. The Palestinian demand is that a
corridor be 5 kms. wide! It is in fact Israel that is
being asked to construct tunnels under, or elevated
highways over, the corridors. (Stav 1997)
Even without any other elements, and there is
evidence of accumulated experience in the world
regarding corridors, it is clear that here is a situation
that will not be able to survive long unless
neighborly relations exist similar to those between
Switzerland and Germany (between which there are
many corridors).
The late Yitzhak Rabin understood the problematic nature of such an intolerable state of affairs
and therefore did not speak of corridors but of ``safe
passage routes'' between Gaza and Mount Hebron,
Gaza and Samaria, and the Jericho enclave (Maps 2
and 3). (Agreement, 1993) He required that three
such routes be given to the Palestinians, and that
from time to time they would use an alternative axis
in order to prevent extra-territorial demands on a
single axis (Map 2). In the Oslo B agreement Israel
in fact called for two corridors (Map 3). (IsraelPalestine, 1996)
Construction of a deep-water port at Gaza, the
opening of an airport at Dahaniya, and the apparent
future establishment of an oil refinery at Gaza will
necessitate the transfer of energy products from one
side to the other. Undoubtedly there will be yet
louder calls for transit of all these goods by the
shortest route between the two regions, and this to
be exclusively under Palestinian control (in parallel
to Israeli demands for various trans-Samaria axes!).
At present it is hard to know the pattern of
settlements to be developed near the corridors. Will
the settlements be set up along the corridor? Or
only in their entry and exist areas? Either way, this
process does not bode well for Jewish-Arab relations

in Eretz-Israel, but is likely to intensify the friction
between the two sides.
If indeed friction does arise, it will be necessary
to guard these axes along their entire length. Who
will do this, and how? In terms of ongoing security,
the corridors will constitute a problem no smaller
than that existing along the present fences and
roads beside the permanent borders.

What Has International Experience to
Offer?

Throughout the world there are dozens of enclaves
of one state inside its neighbor, with the resulting
need for a link between them and the mother
country by means of corridors. There are a number
of greatly divided states, some by the sea, where the
link is ships (Greece, Britain, Indonesia), and some
by land (the United States and Alaska, Oman, Spain,
Britain, Uzbek enclaves inside Kirgizstan, and Tadjik
enclaves inside Kirgizstan, linked by corridors).
When relations between the states are sound, these
circumstances are of no significance (particularly
when living standards on either side of the border
are more or less equal), and this is the case in all
the instances mentioned. There is a highway crossing Canada that joins Alaska to the rest of the
United States, and similarly there is a highway in
France joining the Spanish enclave of Llivia to
greater Spain.
When enmity and suspicion prevail between
states, the problem of enclaves and corridors
becomes insupportable. A prominent instance is
the agreement of the Allies to link West Berlin to
West Germany across East Germany (Map 4): in this
case, matters were not properly defined at the time
of the signing of the agreement, and the result was
that the Soviet Union put pressure on the western
states for decades, on account of this awkward
connection (Splier, 1961; Charles, 1959). The situation closest to the Israeli geopolitical circumstances
is that of Danzig, namely the territorial passage
known as the ``Polish Corridor'', which existed
between the time of the two world wars: decisions
taken at Versailles (June 28, 1919) awarded the Poles
a section of territory of the German Reich, which
included a strip of the Baltic Sea coastline (Map 5).
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The result was the creation of a corridor 80 km (!)
wide, which separated East Prussia from the
principal territory of Germany. (Glassner and DeBlij,
1980; Martinez, 1986; Splier, 1962) The situation was
made more cumbersome because the German city
of Danzig was located within the Polish Corridor. As
Poland needed an outlet port and Danzig afforded
one, it was granted the status of ``free city''. The
agreement signed on November 9, 1920 between
Poland and the city of Danzig determined that
Poland would, with certain restrictions, administer
Danzig's external affairs and be responsible for full
cooperation in the operation of the port, the
railroad network, the highway and the customs.
Danzig was declared a ``demilitarized city'' and its
port was prohibited from being used for military
purposes.
The facts are that in August 1919, August 1920
and May-June 1921, battles were fought between
Poles and Germans to expand the Polish Corridor.
Germany was assured rights of passage (in its own
corridor!) by means of a railroad that passed
through the Polish Corridor. Thereafter, this region
constituted a focus of endless clashes, of claims and
counter-claims by each side against the other. In
1939 the zone provided a pretext for war to be
embarked upon by Germany. Europe did not repeat
the Danzig model, and at the end of World War II the
German citizens of Danzig were moved to the west.
Another case, apparently different, is the corridor between Bolivia and the Pacific Ocean. (Girot,
1994) Bolivia lost its outlet to the sea in 1904 in a
war against Peru and Chile, and since then it has
sought, unsuccessfully, to regain an exit to the sea.
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Peru and Chile agreed that Bolivia had the right of
exit to the sea, but each proposed that the outlet be
on the territory of the other. Three proposals were
put forward for a solution of the problem (Map 6):
a. The Arica corridor on the Chilean side.
b. The Tacna corridor on the Peruvian side.
c. A corridor on the border between Chile and
Peru.
To date no agreement has been reached on any
of the alternatives, but in the interim (starting from
the year 1922), Peru agreed to give Bolivia a free
trade zone in the port of Ilo in the south of Peru, and
transit there is via a Peruvian Highway (a similar
situation to the rights of the Kingdom of Jordan to
Haifa port). International experience, then, has been
problematic. The situation of Israel and the Palestinians is yet more difficult because in none of the
cases mentioned (Berlin, Danzig, Bolivia) were there
such wide economic gaps, such deep hostility, and
the presence of such dense and complex settlement
along the corridors as there are here. Here corridor
formula is one that promises endless conflicts Ð
quite apart from the other obstacles dogging the
Israel-Arab conflict. It is essential to keep the
number of corridors down to a minimum, and the
creation of a Palestinian state would instantly make
extra-territorial demands within Israel!
In any event, even if the problems of Jerusalem,
the settlements, issues of Israel's security and
foreign policy, the Arabs of Israel, water, the right
of return and the movement of workers, were all
solved, even then the matter of the corridors would
continue to hang over Israel and would not drop out
of the headlines for the foreseeable future!
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