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ABSTRACT 

 

 

In Palestine, the West Bank border was formed and appointed on maps in 1949, yet it 

has unique characteristics of being virtual and elastic due to its continuous shifting. 

The geographical border in the region can be shifted to meet Israeli policies and 

strategies .colonies, checkpoints, militarty areas, security zones, and the Apartheid 

Segregation Wall represent the driving forces behind border elasticity and dynamics.  

Such borders were drawn on maps, but nobody can identify them on the ground. This 

study aims to shed light on the chronoligical border shifting by Israelis, which led to a 

change in the current situation of the borders on the ground in order to correspond to 

the Israeli hidden agendas and behaviors behind the border movement. 

A detailed and extensive literature study was conducted to deeply understand the 

history behind borders shaping concept, included studing of some colonial policies in 

demarcating borders between the indigenous people and the colonialism power in two 

regions around the world: Africa (Southern and Western Africa) and North America. 

A comprehensive literature studies about the West Bank and the Israeli actions after 

1967 were reviewed. The research mainly focuses on an area of 30*30 Kilometers 

square, in which borders were excessively shredded by what are known as Areil and 

Kedumim fingers. And by using the Geograhpic Infromation System (GIS) as the 

main tool for analysis, many geographical layers showed the changing and shifting of 

borders on the ground. 

The outcomes of the research are maps and statistics that show how the borders were 

shifted and what were the reasons behind this border shifting, in which the study 

concludes that borders were shifted and are still shifting due to Israeli economy, 

Israeli domination, and Israeli apartheid agendas.  

 

Key Words: Colonization, Borders, Ever-shifting, West Bank, Israeli spatial 

transformations,  Armistice line 
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вϧЃϷЯЉ  

 

 ϸмϹϲ ск еуГЃЯУϠ ϣуϠϽПЮϜ ϣУЏЮϜ ϸмϹϲ БϚϜϽϷЮϜ пЯК ϤϸϹϲм ϥЯЫЇϦ аϝК1949 ̪ ϸмϹϳЮϜ иϻк дϒ ъϜ 

гϦϾϝϧ ϤϜϿугϠ ϢϹтϽТ ̪ жϽвм ϣуЎϜϽϧТϜ ϸмϹϲ слТ̪ ϣ  ϸмϹϳЮϜ .ϽгϧЃгЮϜ ϝкϽуПϦм ϝлЮнϳϧЮ ϸнЛт Ϝϻкм

ϣЮнлЃϠ ЬнϳϧϦ ϣЧГзгЮϜ сТ ϣуТϜϽПϯЮϜ  ϤϝуϯуϦϜϽϧЂъϜм ϤϝЂϝуЃЮϜ ϻуУзϦм ϣуϡЯϧЮϣуЯуϚϜϽЂцϜ. ϤϜϽгЛϧЃгЮϜ ̪

АϝЧж ЅуϧУϧЮϜ ̪ ЮϜ ХВϝзгЮϜϣтϽЫЃЛ ̪ ЮϜ ХВϝзгцϜϣузв ̪ м рϽЋзЛЮϜ ЭЋУЮϜ ϼϜϹϮ ̪ЭϫгϦ  ϣЛТϜϹЮϜ онЧЮϜ

ϸмϹϳЮϜ иϻк ϣЪϽϲ ̭ϜϼмϣуϠϽПЮϜ ϣУЏЮϜ ϸмϹϲ . ϸмϹϲ ск  еЫЮм БϚϜϽϷЮϜ пЯК ϤϸϹϲм ϥгЂϼ пЯК

 еЫгтъ ЙЦϜнЮϜ Ќϼϒ.ϝкϿуугϦ 

 пЯК ̭нЏЮϜ БуЯЃϧЮ ϣЂϜϼϹЮϜ иϻк РϹлϦ̪ евϿЮϜ ϽϡК ϸмϹϳЮϜ ЬнϳϦм ϽуПϦ Ϧ пЮϜ оϸϒ рϻЮϜм ЙЎм ϽуП

 пЯК ϸмϹϳЮϜцϜϧЮ ЌϼϢϹзϮц ϟуϯϧЃ  ϣуЯуϚϜϽЂϜ РϜϹкϒмϣуУ϶ ϣЪϽϲ ̭Ϝϼм иϻк .ϸмϹϳЮϜ 

ϸмϹϳЮϜ ЭЫЇϦ ϢϽкϝЖ ϵтϼϝϦ блУЮ ϥтϽϮϒ ϣЯЋУвм ϣуТϜм ϣуϠϸϒ ϣЂϜϼϸ ̪ϣЂϜϼϸ ϥЯгІ  ЍЛϠϤϝЂϝуЃЮϜ 

сϧЮϜ ϣтϼϝгЛϧЂъϜ ϤϻϷϦϜ  буЂϽϦ сТЮϜϣтϼϝгЛϧЂъϜ ϢнЧЮϜм еууЯЊцϜ дϝЫЃЮϜ еуϠ ϸмϹϳ  Ьнϲ еуϧЧГзв сТ

ϝгкм бЮϝЛЮϜ: ϒϝуЧтϽТ ̪(ϝуЧтϽТϒ ϞϽОм ϞнзϮ)  ϣуЮϝгЇЮϜ ϝЫтϽвϒм ̪ ϣЯвϝІ ϣЂϜϼϸ бϪ ϣЧГзгЮϣуϠϽПЮϜ ϣУЏЮϜ  

ϣуЯуϚϜϽЂъϜ ϨϜϹϲцϜм ϣтϼϝϯЮϜ ϝлуТ ЭуЫЇϦ ϢϸϝКϜ пЮϜ ϤϸϜ сϧЮϜм ̪ϝкϸмϹϲ пЯК ϩϳϡЮϜ ϿЪϼ . ϣЧГзв

ϣЂϜϼϹЯЮ скм К ϣЧГзв еК Ϣϼϝϡ30*30 ϠϽв ϽϧвнЯуЪ ϣуЃуϚϼ ϣузуГЃЯТ дϹгЪ ϥуУЯЂм ϣуЯуЧЯЦ ϥгЎ ̪Й

 ϣузуГЃЯУЮϜ оϽЧЮϜ ев ϹтϹЛЯЮ ϣТϝЎъϝϠ. ЭЫЇϠ ϣуϠϽПЮϜ ϣУЏЮϜ ϸмϹϲ ϥЦϿгϦ ϣЧГзгЮϜ иϻк сТ  ϱЎϜм

мАϽУв ϣϯуϧж  бувмϹЪм ЭуϚϜϼϐ сЛϡЊϗϠ РϽЛт ϝгЮ  .мЂϝϠЗж аϜϹϷϧб ) ϣуТϜϽПϯЮϜ ϤϝвнЯЛгЮϜGIS (

т рϻЮϜмЭуЯϳϧЮϜ сТ ϣвϹϷϧЃгЮϜ ϣуЂϝЂъϜ ϢϜϸцϜ ϽϡϧЛ ̪ ϸмϹϳЮϜ ЬнϳϦм ϽуПϦ ϽлЗϦ ϣУЯϧϷв ϤϝЧϡВ ϥгЂϼ

.ЙЦϜнЮϜ Ќϼϒ пЯК 

 ϩϳϡЮϜ ϭϚϝϧж БϚϜϽϷЮϜ ев ϣЯЃЯЂ еК ϢϼϝϡК ̪ .ϸмϹϳЮϜ ϥЮнϳϦ ϜϺϝгЮм СуЪ ϱЎнϦ сϧЮϜ ϤϝуϚϝЋϲъϜм

 ϝЛϡϦ ЬнϳϧϦ ϥЮϜϾ ϝвм ϥЮнϳϦ ϸмϹϳЮϜ дϒ пЮϜ ϣЂϜϼϹЮϜ ϥЋЯ϶ ϹЦмϣтϸϝЋϧЦϜ РϜϹкц мϒм ϣзгук ϢϹзϮ

.ϣуЯуϚϜϽЂϜ ϣтϽЋзК 
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"Palestine is a country with identified borders, while Israel is a country with 

no borders. The first borders were created to prelaude the creation of the 

second; This was at the beginning of the twentieth century, in its end, 

Palestine borders shrunk to almost no where, while Israel became like a 

pandemic in the region" (Abu Sitta, 2004). 

 

Ben Gurion, a Zionist leader and the main founder of Israel stated:ñThe 

Jewish state borders should be flexible and absolutely indeterminate; it 

should rely on historical moments, regional, and international 

circumistances".  

 

1.1  Research Problem and Questions 

The West Bank border was formed and appointed on maps as a result of the Armistice 

agreement signed between the Jordanian side and the Israeli side in April  1949, under 

the United Nations (UN) auspices. As international efforts to demarcate permanent 

borders through peace processes between Israel and Arabs failed, Israel was careful to 

make the borders instable, as Ben Gurion stated: " There is no need to run after peace. 

The Armistice is enough for us. If we pursue peace, the Arabs will demand a price of 

us-borders or refugees or both. Let us wait a few years" (PASSIA, 2014). 

The West Bank was under the Jordanian jurisdiction from 1949 until 1967; later on, 

the borders started to shift as a result of the Israeli spatial transformations. Colonies, 

checkpoints, military areas, security zones, and the Apartheid Segregation Wall are all 

Israeli driving forces behind the border dynamic shifts. 
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The negotiation process between Palestinians and Israelis in 1993 resulted in Oslo 

Agreement, which was directed to return the 1967 borders through an interim period 

of five years to the Palestinian Authority (Abdul-Hadi, 1996); something has not been 

achieved yet. On the contrary, confiscation of Palestinian land, imposing Israeli 

domination, establishing new colonies, expansion of existing colonies, building 

"Israeli use only" roads, increasing checkpoints, increasing military areas, and the 

construction of the Apartheid Wall represent the most factors pouring into shredding 

the borders.  

All of the mentioned above colonial actions, have been making the borders in a 

continuous dynamic change, forming new borders all the time. A systematic process 

in changing the border is adopted by the Israeli colonization; this process includes 

confiscating a site, change the site into a military zone, then into a small colony, this 

small colony is turned into a larger colony. After that large colonies are linked with 

surrounding colonies through bypass roads to form colonial blocks. Finally, the 

Apartheid Segregation Wall has included the entire colonial blocks, in which Israelis 

consider as part of Israel. This research is dealing with the process of border shifting 

through time. 

This research investigates the chronological border shifting, reasons and factors 

behind this shifting, and how Israeli colonial actions have constantly drawn the new 

border. The research focuses on answering and illustrating two main questions which 

are: 

¶ How has the West Bank border been chronologically shifted? 

¶ What are the factors, reasons, and Israeli hidden agenda behind shifting of the 

West Bank border? 
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So, the main objective of the research is to answer about these two main questions. 

1.2  Research Methodology 

To achieve the main objective of the research, a detailed and deep literature review 

was conducted for relevant themes such as: literature about borders concepts , 

colonization and borders. In addition to cases around the world that have the largest 

impact in colonial history which are: North America and Africa (Southern and 

Western Africa), with concentration on colonial policies in drawing borders between 

indigenous people and colonists in the two regions, later on reviewing the Palestinian 

history and reshaping of borders across the different eras that led to the formation of 

the West Bank borders in 1949.  

To investigate border shifting in the West Bank after 1967 and the factors behind it, 

the following approach is adopted in this research: 

Description and spatial analysis of an area of 30*30 Kilometers square, includes 

Qalqiliya and Salfit as main Palestinian cities. This area was identified for a thorough 

study, as the border was clearly and excessively shredded. The data collected for this 

study area were of two types: 

    1- Statistical data, which included the following: 

¶ Demographic data about the Palestinian population and Israeli colonists in 

the study area 

¶ Land use, which included data about agricultural land, built up areas, 

colonies, bypass roads, and the Apartheid Segregation Wall. 

¶ Land tenure and classifcation by Israelis 

¶ Confiscated land. 
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¶ Natural characteristics of the study area: topography and natural resources 

(natural reserves, water, agricultural land, petroleum, and natural gas) 

    2- Spatial data, which represents geographical information about physical objects  

and features in the study area; the data included: 

¶ Aerial photos in different time periods 

¶ Historical maps from the British Mandate period prior to 1948 

¶ Maps from different research centers  

¶ Documents representing land, colonies, bypass roads, the Apartheid Wall, 

Palestinian comunities, borders, and natural resources. 

Sources of data: 

A wide range of sources were used to collect data, since much of the data needed for 

the study were collected from official organizations including the Palestinians Bureau 

of Statistics (PCBS), the Ministry of Local Government (MoLG), the Ministry of 

State (The Information Center Concerning Affairs of Colonization and Annexation 

Wall), the Land Authoritiy, Ministry of Planning (MOP), Palestinian Hydrology 

Group (PHG), and Department of Geography at Birzeit University, some data were 

collected through research centers including: the Applied Research Institute- 

Jerusalem (ARIJ), Palestinian Academic Society for the Study of International Affairs 

(PASSIA), the Israeli Information Center for Human Rights in the Occupied 

Territories (B'Tselem), and the United Nations Office for the Coordination of 

Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA).  

Other needed data were collected from reports, books, articles, publications, 

documents, and websites. 
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Analysis tools 

Geographic Information System (GIS) was used to analyze the spatial data. Maps 

were grouped according to different chronological periods. On the other hand, 

statistical data were analyzed, grouped, and classified using tables (tabular data), in 

which they were directly linked to the spatial data.  

The study area was chronologically analyzed by using (ArcMap 10.1). Different 

layers were created by digitizing and Geo-referencing the spatial features of the study 

area and these features included: road networks,  colonies, borders, land 

classifications, Apartheid Segregation Wall. The maps showed the changes in the 

physical settings, growth and expansion of Israeli actions. All of the above maps 

clearly indicated how the border is shifting. Another series of maps were produced: 

maps of demographic situation, land use, land ownership, natural resources, and 

Israeli plans indicating the reasons behind border shifting. Figure 1.1 shows the 

research methodology. 
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Figure 1.1: Research Methodology Chart 
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1.3  Importance of the research: 

This research is valuable for researchers, planners, Palestinian negotiators, and all 

communities, as it raises awareness among people in local and international 

communities about the hidden agenda of Israeli colonization. As the study identifies 

the physical settings of change on the ground according to Israeli plans, it will help 

planners and decision makers to form policies and plans to reverse the effects of 

Israeli plans in changing the status quo of the border. It will also make planners and 

decision makers aware of the obstacles facing the development of the study area as a 

result of: the continuous border shifting, the increase in land confiscation, limited land 

of development, and yet provide solutions for the obstacles. The study will give the 

chance for other scholars to be aware of what is going on the ground regarding Israeli 

planning mechanism, particularly such studies from Palestinian point of view are rare 

within the scholar community. This research will be a source to encourage conducting 

other studies such as: studying the impact of border shifting on Palestinian people and 

urban growth. 

1.4  Limitations and restrictions 

Some limitations and restrictions confronted the researcher in the study, and affected 

the direction of the research. These limitations are summarized as follow: 

¶ Lack of data, especially Aerial photos of the study area in different eras, in 

specific between the 1970s and the 1980s, which led to the reliance on 

historical data and different documents in analyzing and mapping the physical 

change of the study area in these eras. 



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       9 

 

¶ Lack of updated data for the years 2014-2015, such as number of settlers in 

the study area, data about the effect of the agriculture factor on the national 

income, the modification of the Apartheid Wall's route, and other data. Data 

were taken according to its latest update (last updates of data).  

¶ Scarcity of references and published articles that addressed the borders issue, 

especially from Palestinian point of view. 

¶ Time restrictions. This study can be more comprehensive if more time was 

provided to deeply study all border areas where the border is clearly shifting, 

but as a result of the academic limited time of the researcher, the focus was on 

a specific area of the West Bank borders as a pilot study. 

1.5  Research structure 

The research constitutes of five chapters presenting the information clearly and in 

sequence order for readers. The chapters are as follow: 

¶ Chapter one: An introduction that is considered as a background to introduce 

the rest of the chapters. This chapter represents the main problem, objectives, 

limi tations, and methodology of the research. 

¶ Chapter two: A literature review including relevant themes starting with the 

definition of colonization and its policies in imposing the drawing and the 

control of borders between native people and colonists in some cases around 

the world including: North America and some cities in Africa, in addition to 

deeply discussing the colonization in Palestine and the reshaping of borders. 

¶ Chapter three: Represents the study site, in which it shows comprehensive 

data and maps about the West Bank, the Israeli actions in the region after 
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1967, the colonies plans, bypass roads, Area C
1

, and the Apartheid 

Segregation Wall. 

¶ Chapter four:  Analysis, discussion and results. This chapter analyzes the 

collected data according to the research methodology; the focus on an area of 

30*30 Kilometers square, Israeli actions, colonies, bypass roads, Apartheid 

Segregation Wall, and areas A,B, and C. Influential factors on border shifting, 

demography, land use, land ownership, natural resources, Israeli plans, and 

security factors were analyzed using GIS software. The results were 

represented through maps, tables and charts.  

¶ Chapter five: Conclusion and Recommendations. This chapter provides an 

overview of the research outputs according to the researcher analysis, and 

some recommendations that the researcher recommends through this research.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1
  After Oslo II agreement  in 1995, the West Bank was classified into Area A, B, and C, Area C is under 

Israeli control in security and civil aspects, while  Area A subject to Palestinian Authority in civil and 

security aspects, and Area B is under Israeli control in security but under Palestinian Authority control 

in civil matters. 
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2.1  Colonization and its Implications 

The domination, cultural imposition, and exploitation are three main characteristics 

associated with colonialism (Butt, 2013).  Daniel Butt defined the three concepts in 

his article; Firstly, domination which means subjecting of one person by another, 

while Ronal Horvath (1972, p.47) defined domination as "the control by individuals 

or groups over a territory and/or a behavior of other individuals or groups". This type 

of domination ignores self-determination and imposes rules in political jurisdiction. 

Secondly, cultural imposition which means the seeking to impose the colonial's 

culture onto colonized people as colonizers believe in their culture's superiority. 

Thirdly, exploitation that took several meanings like: slave trading, looting of natural 

resources and cultural property, and establishing exploitive trade (Butt, 2013).  

European colonization of North America had a prominent role in the colonial history. 

After nearly a century of failed attempts, Europeans could establish permanent 

settlements in North America at the beginning of the seventeenth century (Cox & 

Albala, 2009). Alfred (2009) refers to the colonization of North America as a 

theoretical framework to better understand complexities of the relationship between 

indigenous people and Europeans; these relationships evolved as both indigenous and 

Europeans had been in contact, and later on sustained in building new realities for 

both sides. He defines colonialism as the "development of policies and institutions by 

settler governments towards indigenous people". Colonial governments developed 

religious and secular justifications for their presence in North America based on the 

"Terra Nullis" theory which means the "empty land"; colonization governments 

claimed that North America was not inhabited by humans before the advent of 

Europeans (Alfred, 2009). 
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Colonial governments policies had many effects on the indigenous people from social 

and economic aspects. Economically, for example; European powers in North 

America firstly focused on controlling and seizing indigenous lands to support its 

industries that relies on extracting  resources to make profits, but later on they 

depended on globalized corporations in their industry. Colonial states usually aim to 

undermine the economic autonomy for first nations which was based on harvesting 

and fishing from rivers or seas; then colonial states became shareholders in the 

Commercial Fisheries founded by non-indigenous capitalists with efforts from the 

colonial state. This explains the political economy dependency aspect which colonial 

enterprises aim to achieve (Alfred, 2009). Socially, Hugh Brody is an anthropologist 

wrote about casual linkages between colonization aspects and social and cultural 

harms for first nations. He mentions in his evaluation that resource extraction 

activities and white settlements in indigenous homelands disrupted the traditional 

patterns of economic life and caused environmental effects, this in turn what caused 

the social suffering for first nations (Brody, 1981). 

European colonization of Africa, which emerged in the late of nineteenth century is 

another example, which has the largest share of the European colonization history. 

Colonial projects have an important aspect in urban planning, as British and French 

colonial authorities adopted different spatial development policies in urban planning 

in Africa; British colonial authorities based on racial segregation, while French 

colonial authorities based on cultural and socioeconomic segregation. This means that 

even though these two colonial powers had different racial philosophies, they shared 

common objectives in cultural, political, social, and ideological aspects that were 

achieved through segregated spaces (Njoh, 2008). 
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The British colonial approach in urban planning was appeared in many African 

countries, such as South Africa, Tanzania, Nigeria. Racial mindset appeared when 

white people occupied the highest rungs and best areas, while black occupied the 

lowest. This was clear in the planning scheme of Mtwara Harbor town in Tanzania; an 

area in southeast Africa, it was developed in the colonization era (Njoh, 2008). So 

urban segregation was a model used by British colonial authorities in southern , east, 

and central Africa (Simon, 1988).  

On the other hand, Njoh (2008) focused in his article on urban planning policies in 

Conakry, the capital of Guinea, to shed the light on cultural segregation policies the 

French colonial authorities adopted claiming the improve of cultural values and living 

standards of the city. These policies included many apartheid laws such as: restrictive 

regulations and building codes for certain areas, which in turn excluded the African 

from these areas.  

The spatial organization of the segregated city is shown in the  diagram that was 

drawn by the professor R.J Davies (Figure 2.1). This diagram represented a model of 

the colonial African city that was evolved to be officially recognized Apartheid city 

from 1950 onwards  (Davies, 1981). 

The segregated city included central business district (CBD) under white domination, 

separation of residential areas from industrial areas, racial segregated residential 

areas; areas for whites which divided according to socio-economic situation, others 

for coloureds
1
, and certain areas for blacks. Also, there were mixing areas included 

coloureds and Indians could live adjacent to white people, this was possible until 1950 

                                                           
1
 Coloureds: are descended from the intermarriage of white settlers, African natives, and Asian slaves 

who were brought to Africa from the Dutch colonies of Asia in the eighteenth and nineteenth 

centuries. 
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when the Group Areas Act was issued, which had been applied in the Apartheid city 

(Simon, 1988). 

 

Figure 2.1: The diagram of segregated city (Davies, 1981) 

The main concern of the apartheid era in South Africa was physically represented by 

separating blacks away from white people, keeping blacks close to their workplace to 

easily deal with them and keep them away when necessary (Mccusker & Amudzulit, 
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2007).  In this, the idea of forming borders between indigenous and invaders have 

been put into practice. 

The spatial organization of the apartheid South African city is shown in (Figure 2.2). 

 

Figure 2.2 : Diagram of Apartheid city (Davies, 1981)  
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The urban structure of the apartheid city aimed to put blacks in certain areas called 

Bantustans, and townships
1
 far as possible from the central business district (CBD) of 

the town, which was controlled by white. Then other residential areas designed for 

coloured or Indian people under the so-called Group Areas Act. The separation 

between racial groups was supported by natural buffer zones and artificial barriers 

such as roads and railways. This urban structure led to the required social formation 

for white domination (Davies, 1981;Simon, 1988). Overcrowded and poor townships 

located at the outskirts of the city, reserved for Africans (black), whose cheap labour 

was required for working in white areas, while white people lived near the 

recreational facilities and educational centers, and coloured (Asians) lived in 

townships with medium lifestyle and adjacent to the commercial areas (Njoh, 2008).  

In Western Africa, health concerns of Europeans was the main factor in adopting the 

racial residential segregation policies, as it was seen that Africans are the vectors of 

deadly diseases like Malaria, so the separation of Europeans from the indigenous 

people was to separate them from diseases. While in the case of Nigeria, racial 

residential segregation was adopted in planning European towns and settlements that 

were at least 440 yards away from indigenous people using green belts. The 440 yards 

represents distance in which the anopheles mosquito couldn't cross (Alfred, 2009).  

Here, "a green belt", refers to the soft meaning of segregation and the idea of 

separation between locals and colonizers.  

European colonial authorities also used topography to separate rulers from ruled 

people, through occupying higher locations as a sign of power and domination; this 

                                                           
1
 Townships: this term  usually refers to the (often underdeveloped) urban living areas that, from the 

late 19th century until the end of Apartheid, were reserved for non-whites (black Africans, Coloureds 

and Indians). Townships were usually built on the periphery of towns and cities. 
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segregation facilitated control and surveillance over colonized people (Njoh, 2008). 

Choosing higher lands for colonies, also represents another type of segregation and 

represents a different type of forming borders. 

2.2  Zionist Colonization of Palestine 

 

The fierce attack to colonize Africa in the 1880's stimulated the Zionist's colonization 

of Palestine under the so-called "Jewish Nationalism", as some Jews believed they 

had the right to create a Jewish state and separate its existence in a territory of its 

own; this was emanated  from an alleged religious beliefs. They had found that 

colonization would be the instrument of building this state, as other European nations 

did in expanding their empires into Asia and Africa. Jews firstly preferred to 

immigrate to the United States of America or to Argentina escaping from the "anti-

Jewish" practices in some European societies, as a prelude to build a state in Palestine 

(Sayegh, 1965). 

Sporadic efforts of the Zionist movement (1882-1897) failed to implant a Zionist 

settler-community in Palestine. Theodor Herzel, the founder of the Zionist movement, 

was leading the first Zionist Congress, that was held in Basle in August 1897, defined 

the ultimate objective of Zionism in creating a settler-state in Palestine. From its 

essential features, Zionist colonization of Palestine was not compatible to the 

existence of the indigenous people in the required territory; the first step to achieve 

the Zionist movement objective was to obtain as much of Palestine as possible 

(Sayegh, 1965; Pappe, 2006). 

Prior to the first World War, over thirty years of action and immigration, the Zionist 

colonization of Palestine failed to make any progress and Jews were still under 8% of 
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the total population of Palestine, possessing no more than 2.5% of the land. The war 

produced an alliance between the British Imperialism and the Zionist colonization 

(Sayegh, 1965). From that, the British Government gave pledges to the Zionist 

movement through Balfour Declaration in November 2nd, 1917, to establish a 

national homeland for Jews in Palestine (Tyler, 2001). Palestine was ruled by the 

British Mandate after 400 years of ottoman rule (Pappe, 1992); the thirty years of 

British colonization of Palestine (1917,1947), opened the doors of Palestine to Zionist 

colonizers, whose size grew 12 times more than what it was in 1917 (Sayegh, 1965). 

The British Mandate facilitated Zionism colonization to loot the Arabs' lands under 

the control of military forces or through the purchase of land from some feudal 

Lebanese and Syrian families  ̪рϾϝО)2003(  or through real estate companies like 

óKeren Kayemethô
1
and óKeren Hayesodô

2
institutions. Jews concentrated on the 

coastal plain and valleys. Many of the land was considered either state or waste land, 

and were possessed by the Jews either through leasing or working in them (Tyler, 

2001). The Zionist movement controlled the land through military forces, when it 

failed to possess land through diplomacy. The Hagana refers to the paramilitary 

Jewish Organization established in 1920 to  protect Jewish colonies; later on it 

became the military arm of the Jewish Agency which was considered as the Zionist 

governing body in Palestine. It also contributed to the implementation of the Zionist 

colonization plans, and to controlling over Palestine as a whole, in addition to its 

ethnic cleansing of the indigenous people (Pappe,2006).  

                                                           
1ΨYŜǊŜƴ YŀȅŜƳŜǘƘΩΥ is a United Israel Appeal -The Foundation Fund- , which means the central 

fundraising organization, was founded in 1920 to support the Zionist movement and then has become 

registered corporation of the Jewish state -Israel-  , it operates with 45 countries around the world. 

2
ΨYŜǊŜƴ IŀȅŜǎƻŘ (KKL): means the Jewish National Fund JNF, was established in 1901 to buy land in 

Palestine for Jewish settlement. It is a non- profit organization, it is a quasi- governmental. Also it has 

worked on  developing land, and establishing dams, reservoirs, and parks. 
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The British government carried out a survey of the Palestinian land which was 

prepared in December 1945 and January 1946 (Tyler, 2001); also their idea of 

"vil lage files" meant the mapping of villages (Pappe, 2006). The British Mandate 

paved the way of Zionists to expel Arabs from Palestine and to establish a Zionist 

settler- state  in 1948 (Sayegh, 1965). 

In February 1947, the Palestinian cause 

was entrusted to the United Nations, 

resulting in the issuance of the Partition 

Resolution 181, that divided Palestine into 

two states, one for Jews and one for 

Arabs, in which Jerusalem and its 

surrounding villages were classified as an 

international administered area (Figure 

2.3). UN commission awarded 55.5% of 

the total area of Palestine to the Jews who 

looked at the resolution as an international 

recognition of the Jewish state (Khalidi 

1997; Pappe 2006). Arabs rejected the 

unbalanced and unfair partition resolution 

as Jews whom most of them were newly 

immigrants constituted less than third of 

the population and only owned less than 

 7% of the land. On the other hand, Palestinians owned the vast bulk of the land and 

constituted more than two thirds of the population. Another issue is that the UN 

partition resolution appointed the best lands for the Jewish state, including the fertile 

Figure 2.3: The United Nations Partition Plan 

of 1947 (Source: Palestine Remembered) 
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coastal plains from Jaffa to Haifa and the plains from Haifa to Baysan. While other 

Palestinian towns were included to the Arab state according to UN partition such as 

Qalqiliya, Tulkarem, Lud, Ramla, Majdal, Ber Al Sabi', and Gaza, which were 

isolated from their most fertile economic hinterlands. These hinterlands were included 

within the Jewish state. In addition, in the north, lands reaches Tiberias Lake and the 

Jordan River, which means the control of water resources in Palestine by the Jewish 

State (Khalidi, 1997); while in the south, the Negev was also included to the Jewish 

State. All of this, was not enough for them, as Ben Gurion who is a well known leader 

of the Zionist movement wrote to the senior officer in 1947 about the need of 

occupying as much of Palestine as possible, and that he hopes to have all of it (Pappe, 

2006). This was the first time where Palestine was introduced to any type of borders 

that divides areas between indigenous and colonizers. 

Israel exceeded its proportion of 55% and occupied 78% of Palestine's land in the war 

that was ignited in 1948   ̪рϾϝО)2003(  which is called ñAl-Nakbahò
1
 for Palestinians. 

The Jewish Agency declared the establishment of Israel, the Jewish State, on 14 May 

1948 immediately after the British left. (Pappe, 2006). 

The war resulted in the Armistice Agreements in 1949 between Israel and Egypt, 

Syria, Lebanon, and Jordan, under the United Nations auspices (United Nations, 

2001). Geographically and in the armistice agreements between Israel and Jordan, the 

area immediately located to the west of the Jordan River, later knows as the West 

Bank, was given to the Kingdom of Jordan, while Gaza Strip was subjected to the 

Egyptian administration, and other areas of Palestine were included in the newly 

                                                           
1
 Al-Nakbah:In Arabic ϣϡЫж means:" disaster , catastrophe", it is the Palestinian term related to the 

events of 1948, when a large number of Palestinians were displaced (estimated 700,000 person) and 

hundreds of Palestinian villages were destroyed.  



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       22 

 

established Jewish State (Coon, 1992). The two parties disagreed on the demarcation 

of the Armistice Line on the ceasefire line in some areas, which led to two armistices 

lines, in which the areas in between were called "no man's land", neither under Israeli 

or Jordanian control, which was later on settled by Jews (United Nations, 2001). As a 

result of the Armistice Line, villages' houses in many cases were cut off from their 

fields or wells, while some houses remained inside the Armistice Line with fields 

outside or vice versa, in addition to leaving some villages without water. In total, 105 

villages became fragmented   ̪ϣϧЂ нϠϒ)2004(  (Figure 2.4).  

 

 
Figure 2.4: Shaded Areas show fragmentation of Palestinian villages 

by Armistice line and UN partition, Source:  ̪ϣϧЂ нϠϒ)2004(  
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By 1949, a new type of border line was formed in Palestine, entitled the Armistice 

Line. òThe purpose of the armistice was not to establish or recognize any territorial, 

custodial or other rights, claims, or interests of any partyò, it was only a step in order 

to restore peace in Palestine  (United Nations, 2001) . Arabs insisted that these 

agreements do not eliminate the right of return of Palestinians who were displaced 

from their homes, and at the same time do not give Israel the right to exploit their 

lands during their absence. Israel did not comply to these rejections and considered 

the Armistice Line as an international recognized line and yet colonized and seized all 

Arabs lands, through the establishment of armed colonies distributed at strategic 

points on the line imposing its sovereignty over Arabs lands   ̪ϣϧЂ нϠϒ)2004( . 

(Figure 2.5) represents a comparison between the border of Arab state according to 

the UN resolution 181 in 1947 and the Armistice line in 1949.  
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On January 1950, Israel declared Jerusalem as its capital, controlling the western part 

of the city, in which Jordan moved to control East Jerusalem including the Old City 

(United Nations, 2001). 

Figure 2.5 : UN Partition Plan and Armistice Line (PASSIA, 

http://www.passia.org/palestine_facts/MAPS/1947-un-partition-

plan-reso.html) 
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In the 1967 war, Israel occupied the West Bank and Gaza Strip, where East Jerusalem 

was immediately annexed to the 1948 Occupied Land. The United Nations issued the 

242 resolution that demands the withdrawal of Israel from the recently occupied Arab 

lands, while Israel began to impose new borders in the area. 

Discussions between Israel and Palestinians began for the first time in Madrid Peace 

Conference in 1991 (Coon, 1992). Israel and the Palestinian Liberation Organization 

(PLO) signed a Declaration of Principles in 1993, followed by the interim agreement 

(Oslo II) in 1995, that defined three zones in the West Bank excluding East Jerusalem, 

these zones are: areas A, B, and C 
1
 (Coon, 1999).  

2.3 Borders 

2.3.1  Borders concepts 

According to Houtum (2005), there are natural and non-natural borders, in which the 

distinction between them has become classic. The classic distinction was connected at 

the beginning of the twentieth century with another classic distinction between "good" 

and "bad" borders. Generally, good borders were those that are made by nature, and 

were seen as natural as its physiographic variations include mountains, seas, and 

deserts, while bad borders were seen as borders that were made by human "artificial". 

Colonialism, culture, and economics are complex factors, that determine the nature of 

the relation between people along these artificial borders (Matray, 2005). During the 

first half of the twentieth century, most of border studies were concentrated on the 

nature of borders and if it was good or bad from military terms perspectives. After the 

                                                           
1
 Area A: subjected to Palestinian Authority jurisdiction, Area B: subjected to PA control for civil 

matters and to Israeli control in security matters, and Area C: completely under Israeli control in 

security and civil matters. 
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First and Second World Wars, border studies were conducted to overly emphasize on 

disputes and changes in boundaries in the times of military occupation and wars. And 

now the attention has changed from boundary studies which focused in the early 

1960's on demarcation of boundaries and territorial lines, to the more complex studies 

that take into account the socio-spatial differences in space (Houtum, 2005). 

In the nineteenth century, new borders were imposed on Africa and Asia by the 

European expansion, and at the end of the World Wars in the twentieth century, world 

leaders sought to separate various people around the globe by drawing artificial lines 

and boundaries. An example of that is the division of the Middle East after World 

War I, with arbitrary boundaries. Many natives considered these boundaries as 

arbitrary but after independence, they became legitimate (Matray, 2005). 

The artificial arbitrary borders had an impact on the history of the humanity, as such 

borders have continued to form the modern world. The discord over artificial borders 

reflected fundamental conflicts about sovereignty, ethnicity, and religion as in   

Northern Ireland  (Matray, 2005) 

Scott Bollens (1998) wrote about contested or polarized cities, and the public policy 

and urban strategies impact on the magnitude of the conflict. Mostly, ethnic identity 

and nationalism were considered the main reasons of pressure for the territorial 

separation or autonomy; these cities can be battle fields between ethnic groups as each 

group declares the city as its own. The religious symbolism or economic centrality of 

a city would lead to an increase in the violent actions and interethnic tension. An 

example of these cities is Belfast (Northern Ireland), that represents the conflict 

between Irish and British nationalist and Catholic and Protestant religions; the city has 

been violent since 1969. The urban arena is severely segregated as the 



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       27 

 

intercommunity hostilities led to the building of 15 "peace lines" including: iron 

fences and steel palisade structures, that then shifted to permanent steel or brick walls, 

and then to environmental barriers or buffers. Johannesburg (South Africa) is another 

example of contested cities; its urban landscape was characterized through racially 

segregated zones, townships, informal settlements, and shantytowns that were created 

in response to the apartheid policy in South Africa. 

Yiftachel (1992) explained how governments can be pushing a situation towards 

political stability or conflicts, through its policies to deal with urban environment 

which appears in the government policies and affecting land competition, power 

disparities, and socioeconomic gaps. 

Urban territorial policies seek to enforce control and power (Sack, 1986) in which 

most of techniques used in territorial control aim to change the spatial distribution of 

ethnic groups and territorial boundaries amidst ethnic tension ( Coakley , 1992).  

 

2.3.2  Reshaping of Palestine Borders 

 

Salman Abu Sitta (2004) wrote about the Palestine borders as being the most borders 

used to satisfy the colonization's ambitions in history. He described the demarcation 

of the borders like a knife cutting the cake in preparation for devour; when a part is 

eaten, the border is shifted to a new place in preparation for the next bite.  

Palestine underwent and is still going through colonization (as previously mentioned) 

that led to reshaping its borders. (Figure 2.6) explains the changes on Palestine 

borders through the different consecutive historical periods; borders before 1947 
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which represent borders of historical Palestine, the borders given to Arab Palestinians 

according to the United Nations' resolution issued in 1947, the borders that was 

formed by drawing the Armistice Line in 1949, and the re-shaping and re-formation 

of the West Bank borders after 1967 due to the Israeli colonial policies, plans, and 

activities , that will be represented in chapter three. 

 

Figure 2.6: Reshaping of Palestine borders 

 (Source: Available at  (http://israelandpalestine.org/map-of-israel-and-palestine/, 2005) 

 

Eyal Wiesman (2007) talked in his book (Hollow Land) about the elastic geography 

of the occupied territories, and how the linear border splintered into many of 

temporary, deployable, and removable borders such as: barriers, blockades, closures, 

checkpoints, closed military areas, security zones, and killing zones that shrink and 

expand the land constantly. These Israeli actions stealthily creep along surrounding 

Palestinian villages.  
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2.4  Conclusion 

This chapter provided a literature review of the European colonization policies in 

Northern America and west and South Africa. The European colonization policies are 

similar to the Israeli policies implemented in Palestine and even exceeded the colonial 

policies in North America and Africa. For instance, policies like: controlling over 

land, exploitation of resources and natural resources, fighting against indigenous 

people implemented in by the European colonizers are similar to the policies used by 

the Israeli colonization in Palestine by confiscating land, controlling over natural 

resources, and create a social, political, and economic impact on Palestinians. These 

policies occurred after 1948 when Israelis controlled over the land and expelled 

Palestinians from their homeland, and continued to take place in 1967 as Israelis 

controlled over more land and resources in the West Bank. 

The Israeli apartheid policies in Palestine are also similar to those in South Africa; for 

instance, South Africans were isolated in separated areas, same as Palestinians who 

are fragmented today, and live in geographically separated areas by colonies, colonial 

blocks, bypass roads, and the Apartheid wall that only allows Palestinians to enter the 

1948 Occupied territories through permits. 

Colonization around the world had objectives to colonize the land and loot its 

resources, and eventually leave. In Palestine, the situation is different, as Israeli 

colonization came but never left.  

Israeli colonization that occupied Palestine after the 1948 war, was against the 

existence of indigenous people and declared the establishment of the Jewish State that 

is called Israel. But the state that was created does not have clear borders yet. Any 
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country in the world is defined through its borders on the ground; if the Armistice line 

(1967 borders) is Israel's borders with the West Bank as known internationally, then 

why didn't Israel comply to this border? This border is not fixed and is shifting 

constantly due to continual land confiscating and building colonies beyond the 

armistice line. There are colonies in some areas and colonial blocks in other areas; 

outposts were founded and then expanded to colonies, and military checkpoints are 

moving from one place to another. The Apartheid Wall which means another 

annexation of Palestinian land and reshaping of the border, is not only ignoring the 

armistice line but also fragmenting it. The map of the West Bank is constantly 

changing according to political decisions.  

In the negotiation processes between Palestinians and Israelis, that began in 1993 

through Oslo Agreement and did not stop until now, the border theme has always 

been postponed and no decision was reached in this regard. 

All of the mentioned above reasons are behind the constant shift and change in 

borders leading us to many questions of what are Israel's plans, agendas, aims? And 

whether they have a clear expansion strategy ? will be illustrated in this study. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       31 

 

 

 

 

 

   CHAPTER 3 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

West Bank : Reshaping the 

border by Israeli polices, plans 

and spatial transformations  



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       32 

 

3.1 West Bank: Topography and population 

The area of the West Bank including East Jerusalem is 5,628 Kilometers square, 

which forms 21.2% of Historical Palestine. The area is mostly constituted of rugged 

and a chain of mountains extending from the North to the South of the West Bank, but 

it is barren from the East side, while 27% of the area is considered arable. The highest 

elevation in the area is located at the top of Nabi Younis Mountain in the Hebron 

Governorate, in which it reaches up to 1,030 meters above the sea level; on the 

contrary, the lowest point is located at the shoreline of the Dead Sea, in which it 

reaches up to -408 meters under the sea level 
1
, (Figure 3.1). 

 

                                                           
1
 Available at (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/West_Bank) [Accessed: 10 April 2015] 

Figure 3.1 : West Bank Topography (Source: Arij,2009) 
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According to the Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics (PCBS), The Palestinian 

population in Historic Palestine which is located between the Mediterranean Sea and 

the Jordan River was 5.8 Million by the end of  2012, in which 2.7 Million live in the 

West Bank. The population density was 475 capita/ Kilometers square; while 38.4% 

of the population were less than 15 years old, 3.3% of the population was over 65 

years. The PCBS shows that 30% of Palestinian population (754,263) residing in the 

West Bank were refugees who were expelled from their villages, cities, or towns in 

1948 (PCBS, 2013). 

Table 1.1 represents number of Palestinians living in the West Bank during different 

periods. It shows a decline in the percentage of population between 2006 and 2009 

due to the decline of fertility rate from 5.6 births in 1997 to 4.1 births in 2007 (PCBS, 

2010), and the increase of number of immigrants outside of Palestine due to the poor 

conditions after 2000 (PCBS, 2009). 

Table 1.1: Palestinian population in the West Bank (Source: PCBS,2010; PCBS,2009, 2014;U.S 

Cencus Bureau, 2014) 
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The West Bank was divided into 11 governorates under the Palestinian National 

Authority control, while it was divided into 7 districts before that by Israeli 

authorities. The arrangement of the governorates from North to South are as follow: 

In the North: Jenin, Nablus, Qalqilya, Salfit, and Tubas. In the middle of the West 

Bank:  Ramallah and Al-Birah, Jerusalem, and Jericho and the Jordan Valley. In the 

South: Hebron and Bethlehem, Figure 3.2 . 

 

Figure 3.2 : West Bank Governorates (Source: OCHA, 2009) 
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Figure  3.3 represents the number of  population per governorate in the West Bank. 

 

Figure 3.3 : The number of Palestinian population in the West Bank in 2014( PCBS,2014)  

 

3.2 Policies and Plans affected the Reshaping of West Bank Border  

3.2.1  Historical Background  

According to Ottoman land code in 1858, there were many categories for land tenure 

such as: Mulk: that refers to the privately owned land, Miri: refers to cultivated lands 

owned by the state, but any person may guarantee ownership if he cultivates the land; 

if Miri lands were left uncultivated for more than three years then it's called Mahlul, 

Mewat: uncultivated or uninhabited lands, used for village expansion, but cultivators 

could use it with state permission, Matruka: land used for public purposes 

(roads...etc), Waqf: land intended for religious activities, and Musha': a land owned 

by a group of villagers in which each family is responsible of farming a part of the 
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land, and farming would happen alternately between families. Most lands were not 

registered during the Ottoman rule to avoid taxes (Gilbar, 1990).  

In the British colonization period (1917-1947) most of the land was registered as 

Mawat, Meri, and Matruk. Matruk lands were sometimes registered under the name of 

Mandate officials who facilitated the transfer of land to Jews and Jewish agencies 

(Gilbar, 1990).  The Jordanian Authorities (1948-1967) managed the state land that 

was assigned in the Ottoman and the British period according to the legislations 

issued in these two periods, not only that, but the Jordanians also issued a law that 

allows them to confiscate lands for public use (roads, infrastructure, and other uses) 

which was later on used by the Israeli Authorities (B'Tselem, 2002). Land tenure 

system law which was enacted by Ottomans and continued in the British and 

Jordanian periods became vulnerable to manipulation by Jews to expand their state's 

borders in Palestine. 

RJ5 and S15 were two plans developed in 1942 by the British Mandate, where RJ5 

was planned for Jerusalem (Jerusalem Regional Plan), and S15 was entitled (Samaria 

Plan). According to these plans, building in certain areas was restricted and subjected 

to special permissions, these plans restricted the rural development, but encouraged 

urbanization in urban centers where most Jews particularly in the coastal areas settled 

(Coon, 1992), (Figure 3.4). These plans used by Israel later on to limit the 

development and expansion of the Palestinian communities ( this will be shown in 

chapter 4).   
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Figure 3.4 : British Mandate Regional Plans (Coon, 1992) 

 

3.2.2  The Israeli Colonization Period 1967- till now  

When the West Bank underwent the Israeli colonization after 1967, the Israeli 

Authorities started using different policies to confiscate the land under many excuses 

such as: military use and confiscating lands classified as a state land or for public use. 

In addition to that, they controlled absentee properties, in this case taking advantage 
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of the land legislations and policies issued during the Ottoman and Jordanian period; 

many privately owned land were confiscated according to the mentioned above 

excuses (B'Tselem, 2002). The confiscated land, later on, were used to construct 

colonies and supply it with special roads in order to impose facts on the ground which 

ultimately caused to a shift and formation of the border in the area.  

¶ Land confiscation for Military needs 

Israel controlled lands from 1967 to 1979 under the pretext of military purposes, 

arguing that the International Law allows the use of private land temporarily for 

imperative and urgent military purposes in the occupied territories. Later, Israel used 

the confiscated land to build colonies; during that time, Israel confiscated almost 

47,000 Dunums 
*
. Also this method used to annex areas around colonies known as " 

special security zones", and in 2002 used for the establishment of Segregation Wall 

(B'Tselem, 2010). (Land that were classified as firing military zones will be clarified 

later). 

¶ Declaration of land as State Land  

Israel enacted many of land laws to circumvent the Ottoman Land Code (1858) and 

the British Land Ordinance in 1928 (settlement of Title), in order to give Israel the 

right of disposition Mewat and Miri lands and its claims over wide areas as state lands  

(COHRE, 2005) 

913,000 dunums were registered as state lands in the period of 1979 to 1992, in 

addition to some 600,000 dunums considered as state land during the British and 

Jordanian periods; which means confiscation of some 1.5 million dunums or 26.7% of 

                                                           
* 1 donum = 1000 m² 
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the West Bank until 1992. In 1992, and when the Oslo Peace Process began along 

with the second Rabin government 
1
 coming to power, Israel suspended declarations 

of state land, which was resumed in 1997 when Benjamin Netanyahu from the Likud 

Party ran the office for the first time, Israel adopted a new procedure; declaration of 

land as survey land to determine its ownership, which was the first stage before 

declaring the land as state land. Data collected about the amount of land declared as 

state land between 2003-2009 is equal to 5,114 dunums ( B'Tselem, 2010). (Land that 

were classified as state land will be clarified later). 

 

3.2.2  Israeli colonies plans after 1967 

Prime Minister Golda Meir stated in September 1972: "The frontier is where Jews 

live, not where there is a line on the map" (Aronson, 1987, P.14) 

Israel started to establish colonies in the West Bank, and the construction phase of 

these colonies started between 1967 to 1992. The aim of establishing colonies was to 

draw Israel's borders and to strengthen the control on the West Bank; this period drew 

the current map of colonies in the West Bank. Several plans were developed during 

that phase (Shalhat, 2010).  

3.2.2.1  Allon Plan 

Allon Plan was the first attempt to formulate the future borders of Israel. The Plan 

(which was later revised), was  submitted by one of the government's ministers in 

1967 at the time when  Israel  carried out the 1967 War  (Lein, 2002) . Despite  the 

                                                           
1
 Rabin Government: was led by Yitzhak Rabin who was Israeli Minister, representative for the Labor 

Party. The first Rabin government was between 1974-1977, and the second was from 1992 until 1995, 

when he was assassinated.  
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preparation of this plan by the Labour Minister Yigal Allon, it was not formally 

adopted by the government. In 1969, the Israeli government orally accepted the plan 

without any written agreement, which expresses Israel's policy of colonization 

(COHRE, 2005).  

Allon plan presented a proposal for the problematic borders between Israel and 

Jordan; the plan included the eastern part of the West Bank located between the 

Jordan River and eastern slopes of the West Bank. It also proposed getting a belt of 

land along the Jordan River; and was amounted to 12-15 Kilometers in the north of 

the West Bank from the east to the west, and was widened in the south to 18-25 

Kilometers including Hebron (Lein 2002, COHRE 2005).  

By Allon plan, about 40% of the West Bank would be annexed to Israel (CHORE, 

2005). The boundaries of the plan were related to the demographic and topographic 

features in the region, which is characterized by low density of population and 

suitable lands for cultivation (Lein, 2002) (Figure 3.5). 
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3.2.2.2 The Dayan - Weizman Plan 

The Israeli Defense Minister Moshe Dayan prepared a plan that was submitted in 

1973, as he favored adopting an approach that facilitates the control over land. The 

plan proposed 10 points for building colonies and encouraged expansion in specific 

areas such as Jerusalem, northern of the West Bank, and southern of Gaza Strip 

(COHRE, 2005) (Figure 3.6).  

Figure 3.5: Allon Plan (Source: Benvenisti, 1988) 
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Figure 3.6: Dayan - Weizman Plan (Source: Benvenisti, 1988) 

 

3.2.2.3 Sharon Plan 

In 1977, the Likud government came into power. Ariel Sharon, who was the Minister 

of Agriculture, submitted a plan entitled "A vision of Israel at Century's End". Sharon 

proposed building colonies among Palestinian communities to impose further 

restrictions on Palestinian development and to destroy territorial contiguity. The plan 

suggested establishing 50 new colonies over a period of 15 years along establishing 
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highways and roads that would link these colonies with Jerusalem and the 1948 

Occupied Land. In 1980, maps of this plan were published, identifying three quarters 

of the West Bank to be under Israeli control (COHRE, 2005) (Figure 3.7).  

 

Figure 3.7 : Sharon Plan (Source: Benvenisti, 1988) 

3.2.2.4 Drobless Plan 

The plan was prepared in 1978 by Matityahu Drobless, the head of the Settlement 

Department in the World Zionist Organization, and was revised in 1981. Drobless 

plan proposed establishing colonies between and around Palestinian communities, 
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with concentration on the mountain ridge. Its purpose was the fragmentation of the 

Palestinian communities (COHRE, 2005) (Figure 3.8).  

 

Figure 3.8 : Drobless Plan (Source: Benvenisti, 1988) 

 

3.2.2.5 Gush Emunim Plan 

Gush Emunim which means the Block of the Faithful, was founded in 1974 with 

relation to the right wing circles that always seek achieving what so-called "the Land 
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of Israel". This movement focused on settlement in the central mountain strip of the 

West Bank, which includes most of the Palestinian population. The movement did not 

get a permission from the government to establish colonies, and sometimes would 

conduct activities against the government's policy to force it to recognize these 

colonies (Lein, 2002) (Figure 3.9).   

 

 Figure 3.9 : Gush Emunim Plan (Source: Benvenisti, 1988) 
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3.2.2.6 The seven Stars Plan 

Ariel Sharon was the architect of this plan that was developed in 1990, and the 

government approved it. The plan focused on strengthening the control on the border 

area (pre-1967 borders), and to concentrate Jewish colonies between Palestinian areas 

that have high density on both sides of the Armistice Line. The plan proposed 

establishing 7 colonies from northern Jerusalem along 80 Kilometers strip inside the 

1948 Occupied Land (COHRE, 2005).  

The plan impacted and forced the armistice line to go in line with colonies expansion. 

The Palestinian geographer Khalil Tufakji said that: "This plan is aimed to build 

seven large colonies extending from Latroun area in the south to Um Al Fahem in the 

north inside the 1948 Occupied land, in order to redraw the Armistice line" 

(Thompson, 1996). Modi'in Illit is one of these seven colonies, which later on was 

joined to colonies that were built in the West Bank as Kiryat Sefer and neighboring 

colonies (ARIJ, 1997), ( The map of this Plan hasn't been published). 

 

3.2.3  Israeli spatial transformations  

3.2.3.1  Colonies 

Since 1967, Israeli Authorities adopted the policy of building colonies, covering and 

spreading all over the West Bank. The first colony in the West Bank was established 

late 1967 called "Kfar Etzion", and by the end of 1968 they established about 30 other 

colonies, inhabited by 5,000 settlers, most of them in the east part of the West Bank 

depending on Allon Plan which already mentioned (PASSIA, 2006). Figure 3.10 

presents the number of colonies in the West Bank from 1967 until 2013. 



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       47 

 

According to PCBS, there were 148 colonies in the West Bank by the end of 2013, in 

which 26 colonies are located in Jerusalem governorate. 

 

Figure 3.10 :  Colonies in the West Bank ( excluding East Jerusalem), 

( Source: BôTselem,2010; PCBS, 2014) 

 

The PCBS data shows that the number of Israeli colonists in the West Bank was 

580,801 at the end of 2013 (PCBS, 2014), (Figure 3.11, 3.12, 3.13). The number of 

colonists increased by more than 40 times during the period of 1972 until 2013. 50% 

of the total colonists in the West Bank are located in Jerusalem governorate totaling 

281,684  in which 206,705 live in East Jerusalem (J1)
1
.  

                                                           
1
 J1 :  those parts of Jerusalem which were annexed by Israeli authorities in 1967 to be part of Israel. 



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       48 

 

 

Figure 3.11 :  Number of Colonists in West Bank and East Jerusalem) 

( Source: BôTselem, 2010; PCBS, 2014)  

 

 

 

Figure 3.12 : Number of colonies in West Bank by governorate,  (PCBS, 2014) 

  

 

 

 



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       49 

 

 

Figure 3.13 : Number of colonists in Israeli colonies by governorate, (PCBS, 2014 ) 

 

      A-  Geographic distribution of Israeli colonies 

 

The colonies in the West Bank were distributed into three strips: Eastern strip, 

Mountain strip, and western strip extending from the North to the South, including 

Jerusalem district, the core of the West Bank, which known as Greater Jerusalem by 

Israelis ( B'Tselem, 2002)  (Figure 3.14). 
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Figure 3.14 : Geographic distribution of Israeli colonies in West Bank  

(Source: B'Tselem, 2002, Edited) 

 

1- Eastern strip 

 

According to (PCBS, 2014) this strip includes 28 colonies. The establishment of 

colonies in this sector began  in the early period of the age of the Israeli colonization 

of the West Bank after 1967, Pursuant to Allon Plan, 12 colonies were established 

from 1967-1974, 8 colonies in the period between 1975-1978, and the remaining eight 

colonies were established in the years from 1979-1986. The distribution of these 
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colonies are as follow, 7 colonies in Tubas governorate, 2 colonies in Nablus 

governorate, 16 colonies in Jericho governorate, one colony in Jerusalem governorate, 

and 2 colonies in Bethlehem .  The number of colonists in this strip totaled 6,274, 

representing 1.1% of all colonists in the West Bank. All of them live in rural colonies 

mostly in kibbutz
1
 and moshav

2
 (PCBS, 2014) (Figure 3.15). 

 

Figure 3.15 : Distribution of colonies in Eastern Strip (Source: Done based on PCBS,2014) 

 

                                                           
1
 Kibbutz: is a collective community (a combination of socialism and Zionism), that based on 

agriculture. The first kibbutz founded in 1909. 

2
 Moshav: is a type of cooperative agricultural community, similar to kibbutz in community labor , but 

the farms in moshav tended to be owned individually. 
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2- Mountain strip 

 

The mountain Strip is located along the central mountain ridge extending from the 

north to the south. The main objective of establishing colonies in this strip is to 

control the main artery of transportation (Route 60), that connects the main 

Palestinian cities in the West Bank together, through establishing colonies blocks 

preventing Palestinians from constructing nearby roads, development of urban 

communication on both sides, in addition to encircle Palestinian urban expansion and 

development of cities, especially in major cities situated along this strip like: Jenin, 

Nablus, Ramallah, and Hebron (Bôtselem, 2011; PCBS, 2012).  

According to (PCBS, 2014), the Mountain Strip includes 31 colonies distributed as 

follow: 8 colonies in Nablus governorate, one in Qalqiliya, one in Salfit, 6 in 

Ramallah and Al-Bireh governorate, 3 in Bethlehem, and 12 colonies in Hebron. The 

number of colonists in this strip is 52,017 colonists, which constitutes 8.9% of 

colonists in the West Bank. 

The establishment of colonies in the strip began at a late period as only one colony 

was established between 1967 and 1974. While 10 colonies were established between 

1975 and 1978, 22 colonies were established between 1979 and 1986, and the 

remaining two colonies were established between the years 1987 and 1990 (Figure 

3.16). 
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Figure 3.16 : Distribution of colonies in Mountain Strip (Source: Done based on PCBS,2014)  

 

3- Western Strip 

 

This strip extends from the north to the south, its width is ranging from 10 to 20 

Kilometers. The proximity of the strip from the Armistice Line and the Israeli urban 

centers in the 1948 Occupied Land, increased the demand of Israeli settlers to live in 

this strip's colonies (B'Tselem, 2002). The Western Hill Strip includes 52 colonies, 

distributed as follow: 5 colonies in Jenin, 3 in Tulkarem, one in Nablus, 6 in 

Qalqiliya, 12 in Salfit, 19 in Ramallah and Al-Bireh, and 6 colonies in Hebron. The 

number of Israeli colonists living in this strip is 171,772 representing 29.6% of the 
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total number of colonists in the West Bank (PCBS,2014). While 22 colonies in this 

strip are communal rural colonies, 12 are urban colonies, 4 are moshav, 3 are 

collective moshav
*
, 11 colonies come from an unknown type (PCBS, 2014), (Figure 

3.17).  

 

Figure 3.17 : Distribution of colonies in Western  Strip (Source: Done based on PCBS,2014) 

 

4- Greater Jerusalem 

 

                                                           
* Collective moshav: is a type of cooperative village, whose organizational principles place it between 

the kibbutz and the moshav on the scale of cooperation. 
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Greater Jerusalem includes, Jerusalem City and colonies that were established around 

it, then annexed into the Jerusalem Municipality boundaries. This sector includes 37 

colonies according to (PCBS, 2014) and were distributed as follow: 25 colonies in 

Jerusalem governorate, in which 16 colonies are in East Jerusalem J1, one in 

Ramallah and Al-Bireh, one in Jericho and the Jordan Valley, 8 colonies in 

Bethlehem, and 2 colonies in Hebron.  

There are 350,738 colonists living in this sector, representing 60.4% from the total 

colonists living in the West Bank. 

The big colonization wave in Jerusalem began in the early periods of colonizing the 

West Bank. Colonies were built during the period of 1967 to 1970 in which 9 colonies 

were initially built, followed by 5 during the years of 1971 to 1974, followed by 

another 8 built between the years of 1975 and 1978. Building colonies didn't stop in 

the period of 1979 to 1998, on the contrary, 21 colonies were established in that 

period (PCBS, 2012). 

While 28 colonies in this sector are urban, in which all colonies in East Jerusalem (J1) 

which amount 22 colonies are from this type. The rest are; 6 communal rural colonies, 

and 3 are Kibutz (PCBS, 2003). 

The main reason for building colonies in Jerusalem is the Judaization of the eastern 

part of the city. The colonization authority issued an order to annex East Jerusalem to 

Israel in 1967 to establish the Greater Jerusalem that extends from Ramallah to 

Hebron and from Jericho to Beit Shemesh in the 1948 Occupied Land (B'Tselem, 

2002), (Figure 3.18). 
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Figure 3.18 : Distribution of Colonies in Greater Jerusalem  

(Source: Done based on PCBS, 2014) 

 

 

The Figure 3.19  shows the distribution of the Israeli colonies in all strips and Greater 

Jerusalem in the West Bank . 
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Figure 3.19 : Distribution of colonies in the all strips in the West Bank ( Source: Done based on PCBS, 

2014) 

 

There are some common characteristics between colonies in each strip such as: 

topography, economic structure, demography of settlers, distance from the Armistice 

Line, and the distance from the Palestinian communities and the main roads. For 

instance, from a topography point of view, we find that the eastern sector is 

characterized by low attitudes and  difficult terrains accompanied with high 

temperatures and lack of rainfall, and the central mountains' sector is characterized by 

high attitudes and relatively cold temperatures accompanied with density in rain falls, 
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and the western sector is characterized to have slopes that falls towards the western 

coast (B'Tselem, 2002). 

From a demographic and economic structure point of view, settlers in the eastern strip 

economically depend on agriculture through Kebbutz and cooperative Moshav, 

however, the central mountains that is run by Goush Imunim religious groups lack a 

local economic base and work in the urban centers inside Israel, while the western 

strip settlers come from the middle class who are mostly secular, in addition Jews 

coming from a low social and economic class who generally work in urban areas like 

Tel Aviv and Jerusalem. From the distance from the Armistice line point of view, the 

western strip is the closest followed by the central mountains and lastly the eastern 

strip which is the furthest. 

From the distance from the Palestinian communities point of view, colonies in the 

eastern strip are the furthest away from the Palestinian communities due to the low 

density of Palestinian communities in that strip; these colonies are concentrated along 

Road 90 that runs from the north to the south. The high Palestinian population density 

in the central mountain strip around road 60, caused a concentration of colonies along 

the road that is spread out between Palestinian communities, on the other hand, in the 

western strip, there is only middle sized Palestinian cities and vast farmland which 

caused a rapid growth of colonies in that area and also a rapid formation of colonial 

blocks stretching from the east to road 60 in the middle of the West Bank. The 

composition of the Greater Jerusalem was based on the idea of creating Jerusalem as a 

metropolis, this idea was embodied in a master plan was prepared in 1994 (B'Tselem, 

2002). It is noticeable and according to this distribution that settlers' density was in 

the area of Jerusalem, then the western sector, the central mountains, and lastly in the 

eastern sector. 
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       B- Border colonies 

The characteristics of border colonies in the early stages of the Israeli colonization of 

Palestine was on the shape of military forming strongholds for the army, later on 

agriculture colonies occupied by "Nahal" units appeared. Later on, these borders were 

transformed to be permanent colonies. After 1967, most border colonies were 

established in an uninhabited areas or areas with little population. Many colonies were 

built for agricultural or industrial purposes, later on these colonies became permanent. 

The border colonies also form a new and comprehensive type through the prominence 

urban features in the border regions as in Jerusalem environs and Ariel colony. 

Intra-regional border colonies appeared as a new phenomenon that wasn't previously 

presented in order to surround Arab communities and impose control over new areas 

(Efrat, 1988) (Figure 3.20). 

The Armistice Line was considered a weak defense line for Israelis due to four main 

reasons: its large length in relation to the area encircled by, its twisted demarcation in 

a difficult terrain, the existence of many valleys that facilitates the entry of infiltrators 

inside the line, high Palestinian population density on both sides of the line, and few 

and sparse density of Israeli colonists near the line compared to the Palestinian 

population. After 1967, Israeli colonization ignored the existence of this line and 

began establishing colonies along it (Efrat, 2006). 
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Figure 3.20 : Israeli Border Colonies and Regions inside the Armistice 

 Line 1948 ï 1966 (Efrat, 1988) 

 

In 1990, the "Axis of the Hills" plan was submitted by the Israeli Ministry of Housing 

to absorb Jewish immigrants, but the real aim behind the plan was to create new 

demographic, political, and economic realities. Israeli colonization has been aimed to 

intensify Israeli colonists along the Armistice Line and as a result Judaize the area. 

This will be clear when the demographic composition is reversed from 82% 

Palestinians and 18% Jews to 36% Palestinians and 64% Jews according to the plan.  
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The plan was designed to a narrow strip of land with a length of 80 Kilometers along 

the Armistice Line, starting from Al Latron area north of Jerusalem until Um Al 

Fahem in the north. There are 7 Arab Palestinian communities on the left side of the 

Armistice Line and these are: Um Al Fahem, Baqa Al Gharbeyya, Tayibe, Qulunswa, 

Al -Tira, Jaljulya, and Kfar Qasem. According to the plan, 4 Israeli centers will be 

established along the left side of the Line; Modi'in in the south of the strip and Rosh 

Ha'ayin, Ya'ir, and Qazir Harish in the north. These large centers will be connected 

with the sub-centers and rural settlements through Highway 6, that extends from 

Nazareth in the north to Bir-Al Sabi' in the south (Efrat, 2006) (Figure 3.21). 

 

Figure 3.21 : The ñAxis of the Hills ñ Plan  (Efrat,2006) 
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This strip of land includes Palestinian towns with high density included 150,000 

Arabs and 40,000 Jews. As a result, the Israeli decision was to settle 350,000 Jews in 

this area by the year 2005 (Efrat, 2006). 

3.2.3.2  Bypass Roads 

At the beginning of the colonies wave in the West Bank, Israeli colonization 

proceeded in setting up a new network of bypass roads connecting all colonies with 

each other and with the 1948 occupied Land (Israel), without passing through 

Palestinian communities. Even though the establishment of the bypass roads were to 

ease the movement between colonies, and make colonies in the West Bank more 

attractive for Israelis, it was a way to get around Palestinian communities, restrict 

their development and connection with surrounding villages through the 

establishment of borders and barriers between them (ARIJ, 2008) (Figure 3.22), 

(Figure 3.23). 

 

Figure 3.22 : The total length of the Israeli bypass roads in the West Bank (ARIJ, 2008) 

 

 



Colonization and Ever-Shifting Borders       63 

 

 

Figure 3.23 : The total number of bypass roads in the West Bank by Governorate (ARIJ, 2008) 

 

The idea of the bypass roads system was emerged in the late 1970's and discussed in 

the "Settlement Master Plan" for the years 1983 to 1986. Under this plan, one of the 

main objectives of these bypass roads was to "bypass the Arab population centers". 

Israeli colonization restricted the movement of Palestinians on these roads through the 

creation of a network of checkpoints, concrete blocks, and iron gates (B'Tselem, 

2004). 

Although, the construction of the bypass roads started since 1970, it only emerged 

after signing the Oslo Agreement in 1993 in which it indicated the roads used by 

Israelis in the West Bank. Israeli colonization worked to intensify the establishment of 

the bypass roads, so in 1995 the construction of the Israeli bypass roads reached its 

peak (ARIJ, 2008). 

According to (ARIJ, 2008) the total of Israeli bypass roads in the West Bank is 794.79 

Kilometers, which led to the confiscation of more than 80 Kilometers square of the 

Palestinian territories in which most of the land is agricultural (Figure 3.24). 
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Figure 3.24 :  Israeli bypass roads network in the West Bank (Passia,2000) 

 

B'Tselem report showed that Israeli bypass roads were classified into three categories: 

completely prohibited roads, in which Palestinians are completely prevented from 

using, partially prohibited roads, in which Palestinians should have permits to use 

such roads, and restricted use roads, in which Palestinians have to abide to the Israeli 

traffic law imposed by Israeli police (B'Tselem, 2004). 
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3.2.3.3  Segregation Wall 

In June 2002, Israeli authorities issued an order to establish a physical barrier working 

as a separator between Palestinians in the West Bank and Israelis inside the 1948 

Occupied Land. The Segregation Wall extends from the north to the south along the 

western strip of the West Bank. As, few of its parts were built along the Armistice 

Line, other parts and in most locations exceeded the Armistice Line into the West 

Bank (OCHA, 2009), (Figure 3.25).  

 

 

Figure 3.25 : West Bank Border before and after Segregation Wall (Source: Done based on 

OCHA,2009) 

 

A- West Bank Border befor Segregation Wall          B- West Bank Border after Segregation Wall                                                 
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The Segregation Wall includes parts that were completely built, while others are still 

under construction. The length of the Wall is 709 Kilometers, which is more than 

twice the length of the Armistice Line (the West Bank border), that is totaling 320 

Kilometers. After the construction is completed, 85% of the wall will be within the 

West Bank, and only 15% of its length will be located on the Armistice Line (OCHA, 

2009).  

90% of the wall length consists of electronic fences and barbed wire fences, 

surrounded by paved roads for cars resulting in an exclusion area of a width ranging 

from 40 to 100 meters. 10% of the wall is concrete with 8 to 12 meters tall including 

military watchtowers (ARIJ, 2009). 

After completing the construction of the wall, it will cut and isolate 670,921 Dunums, 

which represents 11.9% of the West Bank total area. Until 2012, 62.1% of the wall 

was completely built, 8% is under construction, while 29.9% is designed without any 

construction yet. 

The construction of the Wall imposed restriction of movements on Palestinians living 

near its route; people should have permits to access their homes or agricultural lands 

through gates in the wall (B'Tselem, 2012), (Figure 3.26). 
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Figure 3.26 : Palestinian communities isolated and affected by Segregation Wall ό.Ω¢ǎŜƭŜƳΣнлмнύ 

 

The following Table 3.2 represents the number of Palestinian communities 

surrounded completely or partially by the wall, and the number of colonies located to 

the east or west side of the Wall.  
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Table 3.2 : The number of Palestinian communities and Israeli colonies 

 west and east Segregation Wall (B'Tselem, 2012) 

 

 

 

3.2.3.4  Area A, B, C (Oslo agreement) 

According to Oslo Agreement II in 1995 between the PLO and the Israeli side, the 

West Bank was classified into three categories: Area A constitutes of 18% of the West 

Bank area, Area B constitutes of 22% of the West Bank, and Area C covers 60% of 

the West Bank. This land classification was created according to demographics but 

not geographic reasons. Areas A and B include city centers and their surroundings, 

where high Palestinians population density occur, while Area C surrounds Areas A 

and B, including all Israeli colonies, This led to create 165 Palestinian isolated areas 

"islands", with no territorial contiguity (PASSIA, 2012), (Figure 3.27). 
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Figure 3.27 : Area A,B, and C in the West Bank (Source:Birzeit University database, 2014) 

 

Area C includes some classifications: state land, firing zones, and natural reserves and 

national parks. 36.5% of Area C is classified as state land, some of them were 

declared based on the British and Jordanian rules, while the rest were declared by the 
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Israeli colonization through manipulating and distorting explanations of these rules. 

After signing Oslo agreement in 1993, the declaration of "state lands" was stopped in 

the West Bank. So in 1997, Israeli colonization began a new procedure, as it classified 

the lands that hadn't undergone into "state land" category to "survey lands"
1
, which 

constitute  20% of Area C, as a step to keeping them as government property.  While 

30% of Area C are known as military firing zones, most of them are located in Jordan 

Valley, and these zones  include 38 communities for Palestinians, in which they are 

prohibited from building and development. Also 14% of Area C have been declared 

as natural reserves and national parks, in which Palestinians are also prohibited from 

construction in these areas (B'Tselem, 2013) (Figure 3.28). 

151 Palestinian communities exist in Area C completely, while 122 exist partially, 

where about 320,000 Palestinians live in these communities (Hjouj, 2015). Palestinian 

residents are forbidden from building and development in 70% of Area C, and 29%  

with heavily restrictions, which means displacement policy for Palestinians  (OCHA, 

2011). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1
 Survey land: means the lands that had not undergone the process of registration or declaration as 

state lands. 
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Figure 3.28 : Area C and its classifications in the West Bank (BôTselem, 2013) 
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3.3  Conclusion  

This chapter provided a general view about the policies and regulations used and 

adopted throughout the different historical eras (Ottoman Empire, British Mandate, 

and Jordanian ruling). These policies and regulations were manipulated by the 

colonial Israeli governments such as: The Ottoman Land code in 1858 which allowed 

Israeli governments to confiscate thousands of privately- owned acres of land and 

classify it as state land, public use land, or military use land.  

This chapter also explained a set of colonial Israeli policies and plans playing a major 

role in drawing the real borders in the ground, in addition to explaining the Israeli 

spatial transformations such as: colonies, bypass roads, Apartheid Wall, and areas 

A,B, and C. These elements were represented in a general framework to be explained 

in details in chapter 4. Chapter 4 will focus in details on the study area which is a 

region of 30*30 Kilometers Square. In this area, the 1967 border (Armistice Line) has 

been clearly and excessively shredded by the Israeli colonization activities that 

disconnected the geographical contiguity among Palestinian communities resulting in 

a great impact on Palestinian citizens. Figure 3.29 shows the area that has been 

selected to be the study area.  
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Figure 3.29 : The study area (Source: Birzeit University database, 2015) 
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Discussion and Results 
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4.1 Introduction: 

This chapter represents an analysis of the study area assigned in the third chapter to 

make it the focus of chronologically analyzing the movement and changes in the 

border. In this chapter a study and analysis for: the historical changes in the 

administrative borders of the area, the spatial changes caused by the Israeli policies 

and procedures in the area after 1967, and the effects and reasons assisted in shifting 

and moving the border. The analysis also includes a discussion of the shifting factors, 

policies, and Israeli plans. The results are displayed in the form of maps clarifying the 

sequence of the Israeli actions and its aggravation in the area, which caused a 

continuous shifting of the border from 1967 until now. The maps also revealed the 

purposed of the Israeli plans behind continuously shifting the border. 

Geographic Information System (GIS) was used in this chapter to conduct the spatial 

analysis of the study area. The maps in this chapter were produced by the researcher 

using this system and through relying on data collected by governmental institutions 

and reliable resources. By using the GIS system, drawing of many layers were 

produced such as: layers for land classification and uses, layers for the Israeli plans in 

the area, and layers for demographic distribution. These layers were discussed and 

analyzed. The researcher used a descriptive and analytical approach; historical and 

spatial analysis in this chapter was used to reveal the chronological shifting and 

changes of the border, its factors and causes. 

4.2 Definition of Study area: 

The study area includes Qalqiliya and Salfit as major Palestinian cities and centers of 

governorates, and many Palestinian communities.  It includes Ariel and Kedumim as 

oldest Israeli colonies, after adopting the Wall Plan in 2006, they have become 
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colonial blocks, named Ariel and Kedumim fingers. The study area stretched from the 

west borders of the West Bank until the middle, and located within the central 

mountains and western hills of the West Bank. Figure 4.1 An Aerial Photo of the 

study area, showing the Israeli colonies, the segregation Wall, and the Palestinian 

built up areas. 

 

Figure 4.1: An Aerial photo of the study area (Source: Done based on Aerial photo and shapfiles from 

MoLG, 2014) 

4.3  Historical changes of the administrative borders 

 

Prior to 1967 

The study area includes Palestinian communities and villages that were subjected to 

the British Mandate from 1917-1947, which divided Palestine to districts and brigades 

 ̪МϝϠϹЮϜ)1991( , some Palestinian communities in the study area located within Tulkraem 
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district, while others located within Nablus, Ramallah, and Ar-Ramlah districts. The 

administrative division and administrative borders of the study area in the British 

Mandate era are represented in Figure 4.2.  

 

Figure 4.2: Administrative borders of the study area between 1917- 1947 (Source: Done based on 

WAFA,2011) 

 

The area was divided multiple of times by the British Authorities; for example in 

1938 Nablus, Jenin, and Tulkarem followed Haifa's brigade area, but these areas were 

separated to follow Nablus brigade in 1939 for the purposes of controlling the area 

and assisting in formulating a National Home for Jews, who- at that time- were 

concentrated in Haifa area   ̪ϤϝгузПЮϜ2012( ; ̪рϽтϹϡЮϜ)2002 . 

After the Nakbah in 1948, the Armistice Line between Palestinians and Israelis was 

drawn on maps in 1949. The study area is subjected to two regions: The West Bank to 
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the right of the Armistice Line, and territories under Israeli control to the left side, 

called as "The 48 Land" by Palestinians, and Israel by Israelis. Figure 4.3 represents 

this distinguish.  

 

Figure 4.3: Demarcating of Armistice Line on the map in 1949 (Source:Done based on WAFA, 2011) 

 

The administrative borders of the study area changed between 1949 and 1967 

according to the Jordanian rule of the West Bank. Jordanians divided the West Bank 

into three governorates: Nablus, Jerusalem, and Hebron, which included brigades and 

districts  ̪ФϝзЇϠ)2003( . The study area is located within Nablus and Jerusalem 

governorates, which was divided into Qalqilya, Salfit, and Tulkarem as districts, 

Nablus brigade within Nablus governorate, and Ramallah brigade in Jerusalem 

governorate as shown in Figure 4.4. The purpose behind this administrative division 

was to control over these areas by the central authority of the state using security and 
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administrative powers given to governors who were- in the first place- appointed and 

assigned on duty using this central authority's power  ̪ФϝзЇϠ)2003( . 

 

Figure 4.4: Administrative borders of the study area between 1949- 1967 (Source: Done based on 

WAFA, 2011) 

 

After 1967 

After the 1967 war, the West Bank became under Israeli control, as the powers 

transformed to Israeli military officers. In 1981 the civil administrative was formed, 

and the West Bank was divided into seven Districts: Jenin, Nablus, Tulkarem, 

Ramallah, Jericho, Bethlehem, and Hebron, while East Jerusalem had been annexed 

to the 48 land (Rishmawi, 1988). By this division some districts were annexed to 

others to become administratively one district such as: Qalqiliya and Salfit districts 

were annexed to Tulkarem district, and Tubas district was divided; some areas 
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annexed to Jenin district, others to Nablus and Jericho districts 
1
. The Israeli purpose 

of these administrative divisions is to impose the military, security, and administrative 

control over these districts  ̪ФϝзЇϠ)2003( . Figure 4.5 shows the new administrative 

boundaries generated by this Israeli division. 

 

Figure 4.5: Administrative borders of the Study area between 1967- 1995 (Source: Done based on 

ARIJ, Available at http://www.poica.org/upload/images/) 

 

After Osllo agreement in 1993 and the advent of the Palestinian Authority to lead 

Palestinians in 1995, new governorates were adopted as independent governorates 

which are: Salfit governorate in 1995 (Salfit Municipality, 2015), Qalqiliya 

governorate in 1996 
2
, and Tubas in 2007 

1
. Figure 4.6 shows the new administrative 

boundaries of the study area.  

                                                           
1
 Data collected from administrative affairs department in Qalqiliya, Salfit and Tubas Municipalities. 

2
 Qalqiliya Municipality, 2012. Available at (http://www.qalqiliamun.ps/) [Accessed 4 April 2015] 
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The Palestinian Authority (PA) kept all laws and legislations that were applicable 

prior to the Jordanian rule before 1967, in which the following administrative 

divisions existed: Governorates, Brigades, Districts, and Areas. Practically, the PA 

did not commit to the administrative divisions established by the legislations, but took 

one level of it which is the governorates  ̪ФϝзЇϠ)2003( .    

 

Figure 4.6: Administrative borders of the Study area after 1995 (Source: Done based on (ARIJ, 1995) 

 

4.4  Border Shifting by Israeli spatial transformations 

4.4.1  Israeli Colonies 

 

The study area includes colonies, military outposts, and other colonial sites. Kedumim 

colony is the first colony to be established in the area. It was established in 1975 by a 

group of Gush Emunim, which was called Elon Moreh. It attempted in the 1974 to 

                                                                                                                                                                      
1
 Available at (http://www.tubas.plo.ps/) [Accessed 7 April 2015] 
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establish a colony on the ruins of the train station (Ottoman period), but were 

prevented from entering Nablus. This group was conceived to settle in the Northern 

West Bank hills to control the Palestinian densely populated regions (as mentioned in 

Gush Emunim Plan). After several attempts, temporary community constituting of 25 

families were permitted to settle in an army camp near Kufr-Qadum Village. This 

small community was expanded to become the current colony called Kedumim, 

literally means ancient (B'Tselem, 2002), (Figure 4.7). 

 

Figure 4.7 : The beggining of settlement in Kedumim 

 (Source: http://www.acpr.org.il/english-nativ/10-issue/haetzni-10.htm) 

 

Ariel colony was then established in 1978 by a group led by Ron Nachman, on a 

cultivated land for Palestinian villagers and on a rocky land used for grazing. This 

land was seized under the pretext of military needs and state land. This land was 

chosen by Moshe Dayan, the Defense Minister (Dayan Plan in chapter one). Ariel is 

located on a strategic point, at the central of the mountain region in the West Bank, 

between the Mediterranean Sea and the Jordan Valley. It is situated 20 Kilometers 
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eastern of Tel Aviv and the coastal plain. Highway 5 connects Ariel with Tel Aviv, 

and the 505 road which is the extension of Highway 5 connects Ariel with the Jordan 

Valley eastward (Ariel Municipality; B'Tselem, 2012), (Figure 4.8). 

 

Figure 4.8  : Aerial photo of Ariel colony (Source: ARIJ, 2005) 

Later on, Ariel colony expanded to be administrated by a local council, then in 1998 it 

was declared as a city administrated by a Municipality. After the year 2000 Ariel with 

several nearby colonies was called Ariel block. 

Ariel colony is the second largest colonial block in the West Bank after Ma'ale 

Adumin (Eastern of Jeursalem). Ariel block consists of 26 Israeli colonies that were 

established on lands confiscated from the surronding Palestinian villages. Most of 

these colonies were established in the late 1970's and early 1980's (ARIJ, 2006). 

Figure 4.9 shows the chronological establishment of the Israeli colonies in the study 

area.  
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Figure 4.9 : Colonies in the Study area from 1970 - 2010 (Source: Done based on MoLG Database, 

2014) 

 

These colonies were the first step for the West Bank border shifting and erasing the 

Armistice Line. New borders were demarcated around these colonies with buffer 

zones Palestinians are prohibited to reach. Every colony in the study area was 

established as an outpost then expanded to become a colony, then a part of a colonial 

block, finally to become part of Israel as Israelis say; Ehud Olmert, the former Israeli 

Prime Minister, stated in March 14, 2006 in Ha'aretz newspaper:ñI want to be clear 

on this, the Ariel block will be an inseparable part of the state of Israel under any 

situation.ò 
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Also Shaul Mofaz, Israelôs Defense Minister,stated in Haôaretz in February 17, 2006: 

ñWhen speaking of the permanent borders, the future borders of Israel, the settlement 

blocks and the Jordan Rift Valley are included within them" 

Other colonies were established in the seventies as Karne Shomron, El Qana, 

Hallamish, and Sal'it. In the 1980's 20 colonies were established in the study area. 

Four colonies were established in the 1990's which are: Revava, Neve Oranim, Ariel 

West Park Industrial, and Industrial Zone (near Peduel).  

Figure 4.10 represents the built up areas of colonies in the study area, which are 

demarcating new borders between Palestinians and Israelis. 

 

Figure 4.10 : The Built up areas of the Colonies in the Study area (Source: Done based on MoLG 

Database, 2014) 
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4.4.2  The Segregation Wall - The Expansion Wall 

The route of the Expansion Wall the Israeli Government began to establish in 2002, it 

has been subjected to many changes according to different plans; Plan 2003, Plan 

2004, Plan 2005, and Plan 2006. Figure 4.11 represents the wall plan in the study 

area according to Plan 2003. According to this plan, the route of the wall extends 22 

Kilometers inside the West Bank forming one finger named Ariel finger; this finger 

includes most of the colonies in the study area, and annexed a vast amount of land 

around these colonies, to form geographical contiguity among these colonies and 

connecting them with Tel Aviv. This plan of the Wall route shifted the West Bank 

border (Armistice Line) in the study area and re-demarcated it, forming new borders 

between Palestinians and Israelis. The isolated area behind this Wall route is 256.78 

Kilometers square of the West Bank area. 

 

Figure 4.11: The Plan of the Wall in 2003 in the Study area (Source: Done based on 

OCHA,2003) 






































































































































