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Israeli-Palestinian Border Enterprises Revisited
By Tamar Arieli1

Abstract: The goal of the current efforts to establish Palestinian industrial parks is to boost the 
peace process through fulfilling the border’s potential as the contact zone of Israeli and Palestinian 
civilian societies. This analysis of Israeli-Palestinian economic enterprises during the years 1998-2000 
distinguishes three types of economic initiatives focused on the border region; road markets, industrial 
parks and the Oasis Casino. The border dynamics of each presented varying degrees of contribution 
to the potential of conflict management and transformation and reflected the ongoing conflict, the 
asymmetric economic relations and the societal differences.

The study of cross-border interactions in regions of conflict is somewhat compromised by ongoing 
dynamics and sometimes dramatic developments. The study of these enterprises presents an 
opportunity to better understand their characteristics throughout their life span, including their 
cessation and to better realize the potential of any future Israeli- Palestinian cross-border interaction.

Key Words: conflict management, conflict transformation, cross-border interaction

Introduction
Recent publications have advertised renewed international and local interest in the concept of 
civilian economic cooperation between Israelis and Palestinians. The main focus is currently 
on the planned construction of an industrial zone just north of the Palestinian city of Jenin, 
adjacent to the Israel-Palestinian border. Other border industrial parks are planned in the 
Tarqumiya region, west of the Palestinian city of Hebron and in the Jericho region (Blair 2008). 

The concept of facilitating civilian economic cooperation and encouraging good neighborly 
relations to complement any political agreement in post-conflict societies is not new. Civilian 
economic enterprises existed in the border region of Israel and the Palestinian Authority during 
the years 1998-2000. These enterprises are analyzed here as case studies which provide valuable 
insights for future planning. 

The varied border enterprises which were active during the Oslo peace process and before 
the construction of the security barrier offer a window of opportunity for examining border 
interactions, contact and third party involvement in the framework of intractable conflict. The 
Israeli-Palestinian border dynamics evolve during this period of hopes for normalcy even as low 
level conflict continued unabated. 

The contribution of both border and conflict management theories to this evaluation is 
especially helpful in illuminating some of the salient features of this particular case. The many 
differences between Arab and Israeli social, political and economic systems – with Israeli-
Palestinian relations as no exception – inform many of the border region dynamics, including 
different expectations regarding the nature of the political and economic relations being 
established between Israel and its neighbors. In particular, I will consider the role of “top-down” 
and “bottom-up” initiatives that, in simultaneous and contradictory movements, both enforce 
the border as a barrier and encourage cross-border interactions, despite and in light of these 
tensions.

1 �Tamar Arieli, Rabbi Meir Street 14b Jerusalem, Israel 93185 Phone: 972-545614062 tammyar@gmail.com. 
This research was conducted under the guidance of the late Prof. Arie Shachar of the Department of  
Geography, Hebrew University, Israel.
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Transboundary Conservation: Security,  
Civil Society and Cross-Border Collaboration
Lorna Stefanick, PhD1

Abstract: This paper examines transboundary conservation initiatives in the Rocky Mountains 
of North America with a particular focus on the world’s first peace park, located on the Alberta-
Montana border. The peace park concept envisions the free migration of animals and humans within 
a select area by removing artificial boundaries and seeks to encourage harmonious relations between 
countries through co-management of shared ecosystems. As such, Rocky Mountain conservation 
initiatives are significant because they are a symbol of bilateral cooperation between two countries 
that claim the world’s longest shared border. The so-called “ecosystem approach” to managing a 
portion of the northern border of the U.S. stands in sharp contrast to other American initiatives that 
seek to promote national security on its southern frontier by sealing borders, and as a result, dividing 
ecosystems. More pointedly, the post 9-11 U.S. security focus on illegal immigration and terrorism 
could cause irreparable damage to the concept of using transborder conservation to foster peace 
between contiguous nations in other parts of the world. The best hope for success in overcoming these 
challenges likely rests within civil society, specifically conservationists and their allies on both sides of 
the border for whom wilderness integrity is the highest priority.

Key Words: transboundary conservation, peace park, ecosystem approach, border security

Introduction
In 2004, the Nobel Peace prize was awarded to a leading Kenyan environmental activist who 
is at the forefront of Africa’s anti-corruption, democratic rights, and women’s movements. In 
doing so, the Nobel Committee reformulated the concept of peace by linking economic, social, 
and cultural security to ecological viability. Though the decision to honor an environmentalist 
with the world’s top Peace Prize was controversial, connecting conservation initiatives with 
peace and security is not a new idea. In 1932 the Waterton-Glacier International Peace Park 
was established as a symbol to the world of how “good neighbors” who share a border can 
work together to protect habitat and in doing so, foster good relations. Some 65 years later one 
of the world’s most famous icons of reconciliation, Nelson Mandela, along with Dr. Anton 
Rupert and HRH Prince Bernhard of the Netherlands, picked up the banner of peace through 
conservation. Together they founded the Peace Parks Foundation with the mandate of fostering 
the establishment of transfrontier conservation areas.

While the primary intention of peace parks is to remove artificial boundaries to allow the 
free migration of animals and humans within a select area, they are also set up to encourage 
economic development, tourism and goodwill between countries. Peace parks scale up 
biodiversity conservation in order to maintain viable populations of species in what would 
otherwise be fragmented ecosystems. Their current popularity reflects a significant paradigm 
shift within conservation circles that increasingly looks at the protection and management of 
an entire ecosystem rather than focusing on sectoral conservation that coincides with political 
boundaries. As part of the ecosystem approach to conservation management, peace park 
initiatives also promote cooperation and the sustainable use of natural resources in politically 
divided habitat.

1�Lorna Stefanick, Athabasca University, Athabasca, Alberta, Canada. Phone: 780.438.0128, 
 lornas@athabascau.ca , http://salsa.athabascau.ca/govn/ 
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Cross-Border Commuting in the Danish-German  
Border Region - Integration, Institutions and  
Cross-Border Interaction
Tanja Buch1, Torben Dall Schmidt2 and Annekatrin Niebuhr3 

Acknowledgements4

Abstract Although the process of European integration has facilitated labour mobility in the EU to 
a considerable extent, cross-border commuting is still at a low level. We provide evidence on labour 
mobility in the Danish-German border region. The objective of this paper is to investigate the recent 
development of cross-border commuting in the region and whether this reflects increasing labour 
market integration. We re-late the development to different theories on cross-border labour mobility. 
Our results suggest that much of the pronounced growth of cross-border commuting is caused by 
labour market disparities and a proceeding integration of labour markets on both sides of the border. 
However, an analysis of structural characteristics of cross-border commuters and their working places 
indicates that the cross-border labour market still has specific features. There are significant differences 
between cross-border commuters on both sides of the border with respect to income and main branches 
of employment. Moreover, the analysis points to a pronounced sectoral concentration of cross-border 
workers. Due to this “specialisation” there are distinct differences be-tween the sectoral distribution of 
cross-border commuters and the corresponding structure of total employment in the region.

Key Words: Integration, labour mobility, cross-border commuting, Danish-German border region

Introduction
Free movement of workers is one of the basic economic freedoms in the European Union (EU). 
Labour mobility is supposed to promote a flexible and efficient European labour market. The EU 
Commission aims at facilitating migration and commuting since this is seen as a way to reduce 
labour market disparities and to improve the matching of labour supply and demand. However, 
although free movement of EU workers was implemented already in the late 1960’s mobility 
levels have remained comparatively low. Less than 2% of EU citizens live in another EU 
member state (European Commission 2006). The existence of transaction costs in the form of 
administrative, cultural and linguistic barriers, mobility costs, inefficient housing markets, the 
limited portability of pension rights, problems with the international recognition of professional 
qualifications and the lack of transparency of job openings are blamed for the low cross-border 
mobility (Heinz and Ward-Warmedinger 2006). 

This analysis focuses on a specific form of international labour mobility, on cross-border 
commuting. This kind of mobility implies that employees work in another member state 
without moving their residence to that country, which may be expected to reduce some of the 
transaction costs. Because of their particular employment situation these workers do though 
face a number of specific problems. Janssen (2000) notes that problems concerning taxation and 
social security are more severe for commuters than for migrants because the former have to deal 
with two different national systems.

1 ��IAB Nord, Regional Research Network of the Institute for Employment 
Research, Projensdorfer Straße 82, D-24106 Kiel, Germany, tanja.buch@iab.de

2 �Department of Border Region Studies, University of Southern Denmark, Alsion 2, DK-6400 
Sønderborg, Denmark, tds@sam.sdu.dk

3 �IAB Nord, Regional Research Network of the Institute for Employment 
Research, Projensdorfer Straße 82, D-24106 Kiel, Germany, annekatrin.niebuhr@iab.de

4 �Financial support from EURES Sønderjylland/Schleswig is gratefully acknowledged. 
We thank Katja Stage from Statistics Denmark for provision of data as well as Julia Kowalewski, 
Mark Stuwe and Andrea Stöckmann for their excellent research assistance. 
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The Transboundary Landscape of the  
Eu-Schengen Border

Maunu Häyrynen1, Guest Editor

The theme of this dossier of the Journal of Borderlands Studies is the transboundary landscape 
of the Schengen border. The Schengen border refers to the common external border of those 
European countries that signed the Schengen Agreement (1985/1990), which in 1999 became 
integrated in European Union (EU) legislation. The aim of the agreement is to create a zone of 
free movement, the so-called Schengen area, between the signatories and to harmonize the area’s 
external border-control arrangements. It now comprises most of the EU member countries, 
excluding the United Kingdom, Ireland, Romania, and Bulgaria but including the non-
members Norway, Iceland, and Switzerland. Besides Romania and Bulgaria, the Schengen area 
currently borders with Russia, Belarus, Ukraine, Turkey, Croatia, Serbia, Macedonia (FYROM), 
and Albania outside the EU. Russia had become a neighbor of the area in 2001, when Finland 
joined the agreement. A more dramatic shift took place with the extension of the land area that 
occurred with the addition of new member states (Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Czech, 
Slovakia, Hungary, and Slovenia) in December 2007 (see DeBardeleben 2005, 6–8).

As the readers of this journal know well, borders and borderlands may be defined in a number 
of ways. Traditionally, borders have been studied and classified as geographical limits of nation 
states and expressions of their power (Paasi 1996, 25, 28). This view of borders as objects is 
however giving way to the study of their representational aspects, their discursive production, 
and their “bordering” processes (Berg and van Houtum 2003, 1–3). Attention has turned to the 
wider societal context of borders, a context that entails their physical setting and institutional 
framing, border-related practices, and narratives, as well as border and borderland landscapes 
(Paasi 1996, 26).  

Landscape is another term with multiple definitions. On one hand, it may refer to a combination 
of physical land forms and land uses within an area (Granö 1997) or to a visual landscape image 
or a text conveying symbolic meanings (Cosgrove 1984/1998). On the other hand, landscape 
is closely linked with place, or an interconnected set of places and spatial practices, created, 
reproduced, and reflected in the context of everyday life (Massey 1995; Tilley 1997). According 
to geographer Anssi Paasi (1996), landscapes as territorial symbols may be understood as a 
necessary part of the institutionalization of regions, providing spatial anchors and structures of 
expectation for the social consciousness (pp. 32–35). They have a key role in constructing areal 
identities, not only by separating the members of a community and their shared stereotypes 
from their perceived Other but also by integrating between groups across spatial boundaries 
(Paasi 1996, 12–15; compare with Häyrynen 2004; Isachenko 2004).

In the study of border landscapes, the emphasis has to be moved from the transnational and 
national macro level to the local and regional scale, where the bordering practices and processes 
are at work. Paasi, a pioneer in this field, has studied the historical evolution of the state border 
between Finland and Russia/Soviet Union, which now has become a part of the EU/Schengen-
Russian border. Recently, more attention has been paid to local narratives and practices that 
construct the border and border-related identities (Böök 2004; De Grave et al. 2006; Hannula 
2006; Strüver 2003). Some of these studies deal with the new national and/or EU borders of 
East Europe, others with the established national borders inside “Schengenland.” 

1 �Professor in Landscape Studies, University of Turku, School of Cultural Production and Landscape 
Studies, University of Turku Landscape Studies P.O. Box 124 FI-28101 Pori  E-mail mauhay@utu.fi
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The Concept of Landscape Among Karelian  
Migrants in Finland

Kirsi Niukko1

Abstract: Karelian migrants were a new population group that emerged in Finland after the Second 
World War when their former home places were ceded to the Soviet Union. The evacuees adapted 
to their new areas, while maintaining the memory of their old homes and forging a nostalgic and 
ideal image of Karelia. In the culture of remembrance of the Karelian migrants, the image of Karelia 
was constructed above all through memories of family, kin, and local villages. After the collapse of 
the Soviet Union in 1991, the physical reality of Karelia opened up and the new image of Karelia 
required the acceptance of historical facts.Key Words: conflict management, conflict transformation, 
cross-border interaction

The Concept of Landscape Among Karelian Migrants in Finland
A nation is a soul, a spiritual principle. Two things which in truth are but one — one lies in the 
past, one in the present. One is the possession in common of a rich legacy of memories; the other 
is present-day consent, the desire to live together, the will to perpetuate the value of the heritage 
that one has received in an undivided form. (Renan 1990/2006, 19)

Introduction
This article examines the concepts of landscape from the former home regions of Karelia that 
were subsequently passed on by Karelian migrants, a new population group that emerged in 
Finland after the Second World War. The Karelians were evacuated from the areas of Karelia 
that were ceded by Finland to the Soviet Union and resettled throughout large areas of Finland. 
Their assimilation was supported by preserving Karelian culture and by reinforcing regional 
identity. The Karelian Federation, a joint central organization, helped Karelians organize 
according to their former municipalities and to establish parish societies. The idealized image of 
Karelia as a symbol of Finnishness that had been shaped by the national-romantic ideology of 
the nineteenth century also influenced the image of Karelia among the migrants. 

Because the migrants were not allowed to publicly yearn for Karelia and their former homes, 
the culture of remembrance became a phenomenon specific to Karelian migrants and 
remained relatively unknown among outsiders. The evacuees adapted to their new areas, while 
maintaining the memory of their old homes and forging a nostalgic and ideal image of Karelia. 
Over the years, ceded Karelia became the evacuated Karelians’ own invisible province, an image 
with which most of the evacuees identified regionally. When the Soviet Union collapsed in 
1991 and the lifting of the Iron Curtain allowed Karelians to travel to their old home regions, 
it marked the beginning of a new era and a new way of thinking among the former evacuees. 
This article discusses the emergence and nature of the migrants’ culture of remembrance and the 
factors that influenced its formation. Over the decades, the remembrance culture that originated 
during the postwar reconstruction period developed into an institution that significantly 
defined the identity of Karelian migrants. The opening of the eastern border in the early 1990s 
had a profound influence on the birth of a new concept of landscape and led to multicultural 
interaction with the present inhabitants of the former home regions. 

1 �University of Turku, Landscape Studies, M.A., Itäinen Pitkäkatu 9 a 13 20520 Turku E-mail: 
kirsiniukko@yahoo.com
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Time Borders: Change of Practice and Experience 
through Time Layers 

Hannes Palang1, Kadri Semm2, and Lies Verstraete3 *

Abstract: This article explores how landscape practices and meanings have changed in the 
southeastern border region of Setumaa, in Estonia, during the last one hundred years. Geographers 
have treated landscapes as consisting of material and mental layers, as well as the driving forces 
behind them. The ways in which each socioeconomic formation creates its own landscape have also 
been part of their discussions. To those discussions, we add changing political borders that coincide 
with formation changes—processes that influence local participation and the open interpretation of 
the local everyday landscape. Based on this perspective, Setumaa offers a unique study area where a 
multitude of natural cultural landscape patches with different life trajectories can be found situated 
close to each other and bounded by formation borders from different time layers. Spatial practices 
in a landscape depend on time context, thereby creating time borders. We demonstrate how political 
formations have influenced the Setu region and culture across spatial and ideological borders

Key Words: place, political formations, local actors, spatial and time borders, transition zones, 
cultural landscape.

Introduction
In this article, we define “landscape” as a collection of places that have relationships and 
interconnections with social formations, personal histories, and life-ways. In an attempt to 
understand how the landscape of Setumaa has changed through its different time stages, we 
analyzed these lived-in places from both a social-construction perspective and the perspective of 
the local dwellers.

The concept of cultural landscape is perhaps one of the most contested and (mis)understood 
concepts in (human) geography. The interpretations vary from Sauer’s (1925) old—and now 
rediscovered—notion that “culture is the agent, natural area is the medium, cultural landscape 
is the result” (p. 46) to Cosgrove and Daniels’s (1988) idea that landscape is just a cultural 
image. Somewhere in between these interpretations are understandings that cultural landscapes 
should be accepted as an area purposefully changed by man, as a palimpsest (Vervloet 1986), 
as text (Duncan 1990), and even as a set of interfaces between different approaches and 
understandings (Palang and Fry 2003)

One of the basic criteria of this article is the landscape model developed by Keisteri (1990), 
as it is best suited to holistic landscape research. She has divided the so-called total landscape 
into three parts, specifically: 1) material features in the landscape that are easy to measure and 
describe; 2) non-material features, such as cultural and scenic components, that are difficult to 
quantify; and 3) underlying processes, that is, all natural and human processes together with 
their interrelations, that determine the development of landscape. In this model, subjectivity 
and objectivity complement one another in the evaluation of landscapes, rather than being at 
opposite poles. And, as well as enabling researchers to distinguish between different hierarchical 
levels, the model can be used to study major regions on a global scale or to attempt to combine 
the examination of areas of different sizes into a multilevel hierarchy. 

1 �Center for Landscape and Culture, Estonian Institute of Humanities, Tallinn University, 
Uus-Sadama 5, 10120 Tallinn, Estonia

2 Center for Landscape and Culture, Estonian Institute of Humanities, Tallinn University, 
Uus-Sadama 5, 10120 Tallinn, Estonia
3 Department of Geography, University of Ghent, Krijgslaan 281 S8, 9000 Ghent, Belgium
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Determinants of Change in the Landscape of the  
Polish-Ukrainian Borderland as Exemplified  
by Rawa Roztocze 

Ewa Skowronek1 and Tomasz Furtak2 

Abstract: This article concerns the development and present condition of the landscape of the southern 
part of Roztocze in the Polish-Ukrainian borderland. The area is divided by the state frontier and is 
sometimes called Rawa Roztocze. Due to its turbulent history, its unstable political situation, and the 
diverse ethnic composition of its population, a distinctive form of landscape has evolved in this area.

The cultural landscape that evolved over the centuries in Rawa Roztocze was destroyed and 
transformed by World War II. The demarcation of a new border between Poland and the USSR 
in 1944 profoundly impacted the area’s landscape, particularly its population density, settlement 
arrangements, transportation network, and land-use structure. A further consequence of the 
demarcation was the division of its landscape, which was quite homogenous until the outbreak of 
World War II. Since then, the landscape has developed differently on the Polish and Ukrainian sides 
of the border.

Introduction
Rawa Roztocze is a subregion of the southern part of Roztocze, a range of small hills situated 
in the Polish-Ukrainian borderland. For centuries it has been exposed to different influences, 
primarily political and military. A number of valuable historical monuments have been 
preserved in the area’s cultural landscape, monuments that reflect the rich history, cultural 
and religious diversity, and mutual coexistence of its former inhabitants: Ruthenians, Poles, 
Wallachians, Jews, and Germans. Today, as in the past, it is a meeting place of Eastern and 
Western European cultures, the Roman Catholic and Orthodox religions, the Latin and Cyrillic 
alphabets, and the Julian and Gregorian calendars. 

The area was part of the territory of the early medieval Cherven Towns; later, it belonged to the 
Ruthenian principality of Halych-Volhynia and, from the fifteenth to the end of the eighteenth 
century, to the Polish Commonwealth. From Poland’s loss of independence in the late-
eighteenth century until the end of World War I,  Rawa Roztocze was under the influence of 
Austria-Hungary. Until the outbreak of World War II, it belonged to Poland. At various points 
in its history, the area was split by the border between Russia and the Austrian-Hungarian 
Empire, between the German Reich and the Soviet Union, and between Poland and the Soviet 
Union. The present Polish-Ukrainian border is part of the eastern frontier of the European 
Union and NATO. The successively shifting borders and the fact that, starting in the Middle 
Ages, the area changed from one state to another had a decisive impact on the formation of its 
multicultural community and landscape. 

1 �Ewa Skowronek works as an academic researcher at the Department of Regional Geography 
and Tourism, Institute of Earth Sciences, Maria Curie-Sklodowska University, Lublin, Poland.

2 �Tomasz Furtak works as a researcher at the Roztocze Research Station of the Institute of Earth 
Sciences, Maria Curie-Sklodowska University, Lublin, Poland.
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