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After exposing the tunnel from the Gaza Strip to Kibbutz Ein Hashlosha on October 13, 

Israel's defense ministry issued instructions to stop the transfer of construction materials 

purchased in Israel to Gaza. The move was presented as essential to preventing the building 

of other tunnels fortified with concrete, which is made of gravel and cement. 

However, the connection between the transfer of construction materials via Kerem Shalom 

and the construction of the tunnel in question is entirely unclear. 

First, Israel began allowing small quantities of cement to enter Gaza for the private sector 

only about a month ago, yet the IDF Spokesperson noted that the construction of the tunnel 

began about a year and a half ago and was completed two months ago. During that time, 

more than 5,000 truckloads of construction materials flowed into the Gaza Strip each month 

through underground tunnels on the Gaza-Egypt border under the watchful eye of Hamas, 

which also collected taxes on these goods.   

To put it simply: it is more likely that the cement that was used for building the tunnel came 

from Egypt rather than through Kerem Shalom Crossing. 

Second, despite the restrictive access policy Egypt has been applying since July, construction 

materials continue to flow into Gaza through the tunnels as well as via Rafah Crossing which 

is used for transporting construction materials donated for projects funded by the Qatari 

government. Last month, about 450 truckloads of building materials came in through Rafah 

and an additional unknown number cane through the tunnels, which continue to operate on 

a reduced scale. Less than 20 of these truckloads would have been enough to mix the 800 

tons of concrete the IDF Spokesperson says were used to construct the tunnel.  

Third, the construction materials that Israel allows into Gaza are monitored, whether they 

are destined for the private sector or for international organizations. The latter must 

undergo a long and complicated approval and reporting process, whereas cement for the 

private sector is sold only to contractors that Israel knows and has approved. If monitoring is 

what Israel wants, its own crossings with the Gaza Strip provide it with the opportunity to do 

so. 

If top army officials really believed that the transfer of construction materials constituted an 

immediate threat to our safety, why did they wait four days before ordering to stop it?  

Between the time the tunnel was exposed and the time the public was informed about it, 

326 truckloads of construction materials entered Gaza from Israel. The inflow was stopped 

only after the IDF Spokesperson approved publication of the tunnel's exposure, along with 

the news that an order to stop the transfer of materials had been issued. 

The pictures of the tunnel, so close to the homes of the kibbutz, remind us that we are 

vulnerable to increasingly sophisticated threats. Fear is a natural response. The question is 

whether anyone really believes that stopping the transfer of construction materials is going 

to prevent the next tunnel from being dug. 



Between 2007 and 2010, Israel implemented a policy that was aimed at protecting itself by 

denying the transfer of goods into Gaza, with the exception of some basic products. The 

ministry of defense argued that electricity and fuel might also be used for military purposes 

and so, after a four-month-long legal battle, it received approval from the High Court of 

Justice to reduce the supply.  In February 2008, the ministry did reduce the amount of 

electricity sold by Israel's electric company to Gaza by half a percent. Five weeks later it 

stopped the restriction, realizing that the security benefits derived from this measure were 

next to nil, while the electric company lost profits and Israel was criticized by the 

international community. Since then, the restrictions on fuel and on most civilian goods 

Israel tried to link to security needs have also been lifted. 

The policy of preventing goods from entering Gaza failed because the connection between 

security and goods that are mainly used for civilian purposes is extremely tenuous.  

So what would be the result of stopping the sale of construction materials via Israel? First, 

the livelihoods of 70,000 workers who earn their living in the construction sector, either 

directly or indirectly, will be threatened. The construction sector represented 27% of Gaza's 

GDP in the second quarter of 2013. Second, the cost of building schools, homes and 

hospitals will continue to soar and projects will be delayed. Third, Israel will once again find 

itself holding on to the illusion of security at the cost of harming civilians in Gaza. 

Military officials must balance between Israel's security needs and harm to civilians, who are 

denied livelihoods and opportunities for development. In the case of cement for the Gaza 

Strip, the benefit is just not worth the cost.  
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