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Abstract 

Bangladesh has been diligently dealing with the Rohingya refugee crisis since 

the influx of nearly 1.1 million refugees in 2017. With the recent uptick in 

conflict in Rakhine between the Arakan Army and the Myanmar Junta, tensions 

have escalated in the province, leading to a further influx of 150,000 refugees 

in Bangladesh. As a means to provide humanitarian assistance to the Rohingyas 

in Rakhine, and to stop any further flow of refugees to Bangladesh, the idea of 

establishing a humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine in Myanmar 

has been discussed between the United Nations and Bangladesh. This has 

received widespread negative reception from the country’s experts, political 

parties, and the Army leadership, fearing a compromise on the country’s 

national security, territorial integrity, and sovereignty. The research aims to 

explore the probability of establishing a humanitarian corridor between the two 

countries to channel aid to Rakhine, utilising global precedents and local 

knowledge. The research employs Key Informant Interviews (KII) and relevant 

secondary literature. The findings of the study show a mixed reception about 

the feasibility of establishing such a humanitarian corridor, both in support of 

and against it. Other findings suggest a high possibility of national security 

violations, possible surveillance by foreign entities, breach of territorial 

integrity, and sovereignty. A qualitative analysis of the benefits derived from 

the corridor suggests moderate to low benefits for the Rohingyas, with little to 

no incentives for Bangladesh. The study concludes with recommendations to 

include key stakeholders such as China, India, Russia, and the United States to 

be a part of discussions and eventual realisation of a possible humanitarian 

corridor between Cox’s Bazar and Rakhine, and the eventual repatriation of the 

Rohingyas. It also emphasises raising global awareness on burden-sharing.   
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1. INTRODUCTION 
Since the massive influx of Rohingya refugees in 2017, Bangladesh has attempted numerous times to 

formulate a solution to the Rohingya crisis and ensure safe and dignified repatriation for those involved. 

However, the Myanmar side has not met Bangladesh on equal grounds to address its concerns. Moreover, 

the recent conflict in Rakhine between the Myanmar Junta and the Arakan Army is severely affecting 

the Rohingyas, leading to an additional influx of 150,000 to Bangladesh, in addition to the already 

onerous 1.1 million Rohingyas the country has been accommodating (The Daily Star, 2025). Uddin 

(2024), reflecting on the conditions of the Rohingyas still living in Rakhine, states that despite the 

Arakan Army proclaiming tolerance and recognition of all minorities, it still views them similarly to the 

view of the Junta: illegal migrants who have settled in the country. This rhetoric has been detrimental to 

the conditions of the Rohingyas in Rakhine in recent times.  

To address concerns surrounding the recent conflict and influx, Dr. Muhammad Yunus interim 

administration has publicly exhibited interest in establishing a humanitarian corridor under the United 

Nations’ supervision to deliver much-needed humanitarian assistance to the Rohingya ethnic minority 

in the Rakhine region (Mostofa and Muntasir, 2025). Groups of political parties, as well as the 

Bangladesh Army leadership, have shown incredible disdain for such an idea, fearing a compromise of 

the country’s national security (The Business Standard, 2025), as well as fearing getting embroiled in 

geographical skirmishes (Mostafa and Muntasir, 2025).  However, the administration has rephrased its 

stance as facilitating a “channel of aid” to Rakhine, instead of an actual humanitarian corridor. The debate 

between the two persists.  

This disapproval by Bangladesh’s political elites and the Bangladesh Army Chief has opened up space 

for debate and discussion about what a humanitarian corridor is, how it might function in supplying aid, 

its precedents around the world, and it’s supposed effects on the country’s national security, internal 

stability, and political consensus. The study primarily focuses on the feasibility of this ideated corridor 

from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine, while highlighting which stakeholders may be considered as part of the 

prospective endeavour, national security concerns, and how Bangladesh may promote stability in 

Rakhine and ensure the eventual dignified Rohingya repatriation. 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW 
Kasparek (2016) describes the 2015 migration rush from countries such as Afghanistan and Syria 

through the Western Balkan route, landing on the Greek Aegean islands, then to the mainland, and then 

onward to Hungary, entering the Schengen mainland. The literature highlights how overwhelming 

processing leads to exhaustion of the European migration processing system, as was the case in 

Macedonia and Hungary. Although both EU and non-EU countries were able to hold dialogue regarding 

the Balkan corridor, consensus on an integrated process to allow migrants to pass and access the asylum 

process was unsuccessful, with Southern European countries dissenting emphatically. The study 

elucidates the European discord on migration control and institutional inefficacy. While the essay 

highlights the necessity of consensus of the parties involved to maintain the corridor, the corridor 

discussed is a migration corridor, with certain elements that constitute a humanitarian corridor missing.  

Ambrosini and Schnyder von Wartensee (2022) analyse the role of faith-based organisations in Italy, 

such as Caritas Italy, Migrantes, and the Community of Saint Egidio, in providing passage and 

resettlement opportunities to migrants, with a focus on migrants from Ethiopia and Eritrea. The study 

highlights changes in local perceptions and examines the efficacy of short- to mid-term private 

sponsorship of the refugees, promoting the idea of ‘debordering solidarity’. The findings suggest refugee 

satisfaction alongside positive local community perceptions and employment opportunities, emphasising 

both local and refugee reception through key informant interviews and field surveys. The findings 

highlight harmony between the local communities and the refugees in the area of relocation. The 
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scholarship, however, does not address humanitarian aid delivery to those in the conflict-ridden regions, 

with passage being allowed only to a small portion of those who applied.  

Price’s (2020) findings suggest a dearth of knowledge and successful implementations of 

humanitarian corridors, largely due to the limited research conducted on the subject. The author’s 

findings suggest that local humanitarian groups have more access to conflict-affected people and areas 

than international ones while discussing case studies in Africa and the Middle East. The literature 

recommends that international humanitarian actors collaborate with their local counterparts in affected 

regions, and advise all political, military, and humanitarian stakeholders to hold constructive dialogue, 

amend mutual misconceptions, and set articulate goals, targets, and action plans to facilitate 

humanitarian aid transfers. The literature does not discuss long-term strategies to stabilise the conflict-

ridden regions. 

Mostafa and Muntasair (2025) highlight how different political parties and the Bangladesh Army 

leadership have exhibited concerns over national security regarding the idea of a humanitarian corridor 

between Cox’s Bazar and Rakhine. Moreover, given the delicate nature of such an endeavour, the authors 

presaged the possibility of Chinese hostility, viewing the corridor as an American initiative to supplant 

China’s ally, the Junta in the country. The authors suggest that Bangladesh focus on its current limited 

sources of revenue, leverage, and power to bring internal stability, instead of getting embroiled in 

geopolitical complexities. Despite the mention of China, the literature does not discuss the role it could 

play to ensure stability in Rakhine that may ensure effective repatriation of the Rohingyas in due course. 

Islam (2025) explains how different actors such as India, China, the United States, Russia, or even 

Israel have been attempting to exert influence in the conflict-ridden Rakhine. While addressing the case 

studies of humanitarian corridors such as Iraq, Syria, and Libya, the author acknowledges how, in almost 

all cases, humanitarian corridors have been used to facilitate intelligence gathering, espionage (mainly 

by Mossad using the Rafah crossing in Gaza), and cross-border arms trade and mercenary recruitment 

by militias (Syria and Libya). The author recommends that Bangladesh exercise prudence in responding 

to its humanitarian endeavours, barring ideations that threaten national security. The literature does not 

mention specific alternatives to the corridor. 

The authors were unable to include more experts for the KIIs due to the unavailability of certain 

professionals. Moreover, the authors were unable to include. While pursuing relevant literature, the 

researcher has found that literature regarding humanitarian corridors is relatively sparse in comparison 

to other aspects related to the Rohingya refugee and human rights crisis. Moreover, literary works 

specific to the humanitarian corridor between Bangladesh and Rakhine in Myanmar are very low, with 

the authors having to rely heavily on legitimate online sources for knowledge. 

3. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK 

Upon pursuing specified literature on the topic of humanitarian corridors and their supposed goals and 

benefits, the research topic resonates with the theory of liberalism and neoliberalism, both of which 

promote a liberal international world order, salubrious to international cooperation. Meiser (2018) 

explains liberalism as a world order which propounds international cooperation, the rule of law, and 

international institutions to oversee that no violations occur. This theory validates the idea of establishing 

a humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine in Myanmar, under the auspices of the United 

Nations. Pan (2022) explains the theory of neoliberalism, whose underlying principle is to promote 

international cooperation through institutionalism, despite the prevalent discord or anarchy stemming 

from conflicting interests of individuals, groups, and states (Pan, 2022; p. 267). This explains the 

differing interests of all parties involved in the Rohingya crisis, be it the Rohingyas themselves, the 

Arakan Army, the Myanmar Army, or even Bangladesh. 
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Alternatively, Mostafa and Muntasir (2025) interpret the broader geopolitical consequences of 

establishing a humanitarian corridor from a constructivist point of view. The theory suggests that the 

international system is constructed based on norms, principles, and ideas, where there is no universal 

interpretation of such ideas. The authors posit that countries such as the United States, with an overtly 

dominant presence in the Indo-Pacific region, might use Bangladesh as a proxy to control the conflict in 

favour of the Arakan Army. This scenario could be a probable one, given that China, Myanmar’s most 

favoured ally, has a strong footing in the country through trade and investments. 

The research aims to answer the primary question that Should Bangladesh facilitate the establishment 

of a humanitarian corridor between Cox’s Bazaar in Bangladesh and Rakhine in Myanmar? 

The research attempts to address some relevant secondary questions, supplementing its primary 

counterpart: 

 Why was the concept of a humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine ideated? 

 Who would be the key stakeholders of and beneficiaries from the corridor? 

 How successful were the past case studies of humanitarian corridors?  

 What are the national security and stability implications for Bangladesh regarding the 

corridor? 

 How should Bangladesh practice humanitarian assistance for the Rohingyas in Rakhine 

irrespective of the establishment of a humanitarian corridor? 

The primary objective of the research is to unravel whether or not a humanitarian corridor between 

the two countries would be possible and sustainable without jeopardising the national security and 

internal stability of Bangladesh. 

The research also pursues a list of secondary objectives. They are as follows: 

 To explain what humanitarian corridors are. 

 To explain the current conditions of the Rohingya refugee crisis. 

 To discuss the advent of the concept of the humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to 

Rakhine. 

 To discuss possible stakeholders and beneficiaries from allowing such a corridor between 

the two countries. 

 To highlight case studies of humanitarian corridors and similar humanitarian channels. 

 To analyse and evaluate Bangladesh’s national security concerns surrounding the idea of the 

corridor. 

 To analyse the feasibility of the conceptualised humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to 

Rakhine. 

 To elaborate on how to ensure a stable and dignified environment in Rakhine and ensure the 

Rohingya’s repatriation from Bangladesh, irrespective of any humanitarian corridors. 

4. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 
The research uses a mixed-method approach, incorporating both primary and secondary data. The 

primary data is derived from Key Informant Interviews (KII), which include experts in the field of 

International Relations, Political Science, geopolitics, and humanitarian aid, the Bangladesh Army, to 

reflect expert opinions and ideas as part of the research process. Five experts were chosen for the KIIs 

solely based on their academic and research experience, with all of them possessing substantial academic 

recognition in Bangladesh. The interviews were conducted both in-person and over-call. The responses 

were written down, and the interpretations of their responses were incorporated. 
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The secondary data is to be collected from available sources in the form of relevant research works, 

academic articles, opinion editorials, governmental data, data from various nongovernmental sources, 

newspapers, and other available public sources. The study implements the Abductive Approach under 

the Desk Study Method for analysing said secondary data. The Abductive Approach peruses and 

thoroughly analyses secondary information and recontextualises the derived information in favour of the 

research topic. The Desk Study Method is the process through which secondary literary sources are 

studied, analysed, and interpreted.  

The researchers maintained strict professional objectivity in pursuing the study, with no support for 

or against any governmental considerations of humanitarian corridors. The researcher received prior 

consent from the experts interviewed for the publication of information derived from the KIIs. The study 

also incorporates the ethical use of secondary sources: using proper citations, referencing, and omitting 

any and all plagiarism.  

5. DEFINING HUMANITARIAN CORRIDORS: THEIR IMPLICATIONS AND PRACTICALITY 

Humanitarian corridors, as the name suggests, refer to the facilitation of essential items such as food, 

clothing, medical and hygiene products, bedding, and water purification tablets, as well as financial aid 

and assistance to those working in the field, in favour of the conflict-affected. L’Homme (2022; p 50) 

suggests that these corridors, often referred to as “relief corridors,” allow access to conflict-affected 

regions whose sovereignty has been compromised. Islam (2025) validates the definition while explaining 

the functions of humanitarian corridors in delivering the aforementioned essentials not only to those 

affected by conflicts but also to those affected by natural disasters. The United Nations Office for the 

Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA) defines humanitarian corridors as a passage used to 

deliver humanitarian goods, allow passage to people, and provide assistance to conflict-affected areas, 

with the consent of all parties involved (OCHA, 2011; p. 1). 

 
Image 1: The Lachin Corridor in Nagorno-Karabakh  

 
 Source: (Council on Foreign Relations, n.d.)  

The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) defines humanitarian corridors as agreements 

between parties to allow the flow of aid into conflict-affected areas in the form of physical, as well as 

monetary assistance dedicated to those affected, as well as allow the safe passage of people out of 

conflict zones (The International Committee of the Red Cross, 2022). However, as a requisite, those 

participating in conflict must accede to the virtues and principles of International Humanitarian Law 
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(IHL). The Norwegian Refugee Council explains that there are no specific and legally recognisable 

definitions of humanitarian corridors under international humanitarian law. The same has been echoed 

by Major General (Retd.) Nayeem Ashfaque Chowdhury, geopolitical expert and Vice-Chairman of the 

Osmani Center for Peace and Security Studies (OCPASS). The expert defines humanitarian corridors as 

temporary demilitarised areas or routes agreed upon by relevant stakeholders to mitigate the impacts of 

war or conflicts on those living in such environments. He further explains that the corridors have been 

defined by historical precedents dating back to 1936 during the Spanish Civil War, when a humanitarian 

corridor was established to evacuate civilians from Madrid to Valencia under the auspices of the ICRC. 

He mentions similar corridors in the context of Indonesia in 1946-48, during the Russo-Ukraine war in 

2022, and significant attempts in Gaza to deliver aid and assistance in the recent past (N.A. Chowdhury, 

personal communication, 6 May 2026). The expert further suggests that corridors as such are to be 

facilitated with a civilian idea in mind, for it to remain exclusive to aid delivery and emergency 

evacuation of people, ensuring security of the humanitarian workers, and to ensure both the entry and 

exit points are safe for passage. These corridors offer exclusive and limited access to deliver 

humanitarian assistance for a very limited amount of time (Norwegian Refugee Council, 2024). Such 

corridors can be in place both during times of conflict and of peace, alluding to the delivery of aid from 

Côte d’Ivoire and Senegal to Guinea and Liberia in 2014 when their borders were intentionally closed 

during the Ebola outbreak (L’Homme, 2022; p. 50). 

6. ROHINGYA INFLUX FROM RAKHINE TO BANGLADESH: THE BACKGROUND AND CURRENT 
CONDITIONS 
The Rohingyas are an ethnic minority group in Rakhine, Myanmar, albeit not recognised as one of the 

135 ethnic groups in the country. The Rohingya influx did happen in multiple stages over the years since 

the 1970s. The influx initially began in 1978, then again between 1991 and 1992, with the most 

devastating and largest influx of Rohingya refugees taking place in 2017, which saw an initial influx of 

700,000 Rohingya refugees (Mohiuddin & Molderez, 2023). Those embattled Rohingyas were 

seemingly escaping threats to their communal existence, with immediate and credible threats to their 

lives (The Daily Star, 2017). As a gesture of hospitality in the midst of a humanitarian crisis, the local 

population in Cox’s Bazar and Teknaf, abutting the Rohingya-concentrated area, came to the assistance 

of the refugees before any governmental efforts to identify and officially grant refuge to the Rohingyas 

(Ansar & Khaled, 2021; p. 2). 

Image 2: A Rohingya Refugee Camp in Cox’s Bazar 

 Source: United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, 2020 
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However, that ordeal, while attempted to be resolved, never fully manifested into experienced results 

and visible progress in Rohingya repatriation. Ansar and Khaled (2021) explore how the crises became 

besotted with ineffective attempts to ensure safe and dignified repatriation of the Rohingyas. According 

to an April 2025 report by The Office of the Refugee Relief and Repatriation Commissioner, the 

Government of Bangladesh, the number of Rohingya refugees in the country stands at 1,006,107 persons, 

which includes 204,303 families (Male- 492,991 [49%] Female- 513,115 [51%]) (The Office of the 

Refugee Relief and Repatriation Commissioner, 2025, p. 1). 

Image 3: A Rohingya Refugee Camp in Cox’s Bazar 

 
 Source: Mehrotra & Upadhyay, 2025 

The situation has been exacerbated by the ongoing militancy active in Rakhine between the Junta and 

the Arakan Army, resulting in an additional 150,000 Rohingyas fleeing to Bangladesh (The Daily Star, 

2025). The influx itself is being worsened in the refugee camps in Bangladesh by a high birth rate of 

Rohingya children, which stands at 30,000 births per year (The Office of the Refugee Relief and 

Repatriation Commissioner, 2025). Regarding the Rohingyas in Rakhine, their number stands at 600,000 

as of 2025 (ATN News, 2025). 

Image 4: Rohingya Refugees Collecting Aid and Rations in Dire Situations Due To International Funding Cuts 

Source: Chowdhury, 2025 
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International fatigue has also been observed regarding financing for the Rohingya refugees in 

Bangladesh, with funding for the Rohingyas being reduced by international agencies and benefactors 

(Chowdhury, 2025). The above information suggests a constant and sustained milieu of conflict in 

Rakhine, derailing the possibility of a foreseeable repatriation of the Rohingyas in Bangladesh to the 

region. The crisis has been exacerbated by the absence of a formal recognition of the Rohingyas by the 

Myanmar government. 

6.1 A Humanitarian Corridor from Myanmar’s Rakhine to Bangladesh’s Cox’s Bazar: The 
Poaching of the Concept 
The idea for a humanitarian corridor between the two countries germinated as a means to deliver much-

needed aid to the Rohingyas in Rakhine who may be vulnerable to provincial/regional instability due to 

the persistent skirmishes, attacks and counterattacks between the Arakan Army and the Myanmar 

Military Junta (Islam, 2025; UNB, 2025). The probable corridor would be supported by the United 

Nations, with Bangladesh acting as a facilitator. However, the idea would be, according to international 

regulations, contingent upon approval from both countries (Mostofa and Muntasir, 2025).  

The United Nations Secretary-General Antonio Guterres visited Bangladesh between March 13 and 

16, 2025, where he suggested the possible establishment of a humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar 

in Bangladesh to Rakhine in Myanmar, to deliver aid to Rohingyas severely impacted by conflict 

between the Junta and the Arakan Army. This corridor, according to him, would be laying the 

groundwork for a possible repatriation of the Rohingyas to Rakhine (Manhas, 2025). This received 

mention by Bangladesh’s Interim Government Foreign Adviser, Md. Touhid Hossain, which was 

followed by a barrage of criticism from all ends of the political spectrum of Bangladesh.  

Image 5: A Visualisation of the Conceptualised Humanitarian Corridor Between Cox’s Bazar and Rakhine 

Source: Islam, 2025 

Significant negative feedback has been echoed by major political parties such as the Bangladesh 

Nationalist Party (BNP) and Jamaat-e-Islami, who cite national security concerns as a prominent reason 

for their firm opposition to the idea (Prothom Alo, 2025; UNB, 2025). The idea of a humanitarian 

corridor necessitates not just the free flow of goods but also the safe passage of people, to ensure safe 

and dignified passage for those fleeing bellicose milieus. Brig. Gen. Hasan Md Shamsuddin, afwc, psc, 

suggests that the idea of the corridor came about to facilitate humanitarian assistance to those stranded 

in Rakhine, where active conflict between the Arakan Army and the Military Junta is in place (H. Md. 

Shamsuddin, personal communication, 16 April 2026) 
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Dr Md. Shariful Islam, Associate Professor, Department of International Relations at the University 

of Rajshahi, Bangladesh, details that the idea could have been poached as a means for Western powers 

such as the US and institutions such as the UN to gain access to Rakhine, which, at the time, was quite 

restricted (M.S. Islam, personal communication, 2 May 2026). 

Brigadier General Dr Shafaat Ahmad (Retd.), Senior Research Fellow at the Foundation for Strategic 

and Development Studies shares similar insights that the humanitarian corridor concept could be a 

Western idea for accessing Myanmar’s Rakhine through humanitarian means (S. Ahmad, personal 

communication, 30 April 2026).  

Then there is the question of whether or not the Rohingyas in Rakhine recommended the 

establishment of such a corridor. Brig. Gen. Shafaat Ahmad questions whether or not this is a unilateral 

idea being proposed, given that the concept had not been properly addressed to Bangladesh’s public (S. 

Ahmad, personal communication, 30 April 2026). Dr Md Shariful Islam and Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed, a 

retired Bangladesh Army officer, share similar views, stating that the government exhibited little to no 

effort in elucidating the concept to the public on the humanitarian corridor (M.S. Islam, personal 

communication, 2 May 2026; S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026). 

The primary evidence suggests significant ambiguity regarding the concept of the humanitarian 

corridor between Cox’s Bazar and Rakhine, leading to insufficient understanding of how the corridor 

would function to benefit the Rohingyas on the other side. 

Image 6: A map highlighting Cox’s Bazar and Rakhine 

 Source: Hossain, 2025 

Islam (2025) and Prothom Alo (2025), while explaining that the idea of such a corridor was 

introduced, could not pinpoint the points of entry and exit. Maj. Gen. Nayeem Ashfaque Chowdhury 

explains that the idea of the humanitarian corridor was introduced, but the specifications on the point of 

entry and exit were not specified (N.A. Chowdhury, personal communication, 6 May 2026). The same 

was echoed by Lt. Gen.  Sabbir Ahmed, Brig. Gen. Shafaat Ahmad and Dr Md Shariful Islam, who argue 

that the concept was not adequately addressed, resulting in a very poor understanding of how the corridor 

would have been planned (S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026; S. Ahmad, personal 

communication, 30 April 2026).  

Both the primary and secondary findings suggest that the humanitarian corridor was merely 

conceptualised based on recommendations from the United Nations in consultation with Bangladesh, 

and that no point of entry and exit was specified or conceptualised. Such concerns have led to definitive 
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spurns against the idea of the humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine from different ends of 

the political spectrum in Bangladesh, leading to a ‘nip in the bud’ situation. 

6.2 The Stakeholders of the Humanitarian Corridor: Who Needs to Be a Part of the 
Process 
This section discusses the possible stakeholders who should be made part of any possible construction 

of a humanitarian corridor between Cox’s Bazar and Rakhine. Precedents of humanitarian corridors, 

such as the ones in Syria, Iraq, and Libya, included international stakeholders as mediators and 

facilitators (Council on Foreign Relations, n.d.; L’Homme, 2022; OCHA, 2024; Chowdhury, 2025). Dr 

Md Shariful Islam argues that academic and policy experts, civil society and think tanks, and public 

opinion regarding the establishment of such a corridor need to be prioritised (M.S. Islam, personal 

communication, 2 May 2026). Brig. Gen. Shafaat Ahmad argues that the Bangladeshi people need to be 

made stakeholders, according to the expert (S. Ahmad, personal communication, 30 April 2026). This 

was seconded by both Brig. Gen. Shamsuddin and Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed, both arguing in favour of 

public opinion and experts’ inclusion into the decision-making process (H. Md. Shamsuddin, personal 

communication, 16 April 2026; S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026).   

International stakeholders were considered pertinent for the corridor’s decision-making process and 

possible construction. Under the aegis of the UN, major countries were recommended to be part of the 

process as stakeholders. Mehrotra & Upadhyay (2025) suggest that key international stakeholders such 

as the United States, China, India, and Russia be included as part of the dialogue to establish such a 

corridor. Hossain (2025) also suggests that key roles could be played by China and India, who have 

competing interests in Rakhine due to their respective projects. 

Figure 1: A Visual Representation of International Stakeholders to be Considered for the Possible Construction 

of A Humanitarian Corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine Based on Expert Opinion 

Source: Data compiled by the Author 

The chart has been generated based on six key expert opinions regarding which international 

stakeholders are to be considered for any potential dialogue for any potential construction of a 

humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine. The number of votes consists of the votes each 

stakeholder has received from the six experts. The primary findings are similar to the recommendations 

posited by Mehrotra & Upadhyay (2025). 

Ambassador Humayun Kabir, former ambassador of Bangladesh to the United States, Nepal, and a 

former high commissioner to Australia, suggests that multiple stakeholders, including the United 

Nations, be integrated into formulating, coordinating, and executing the plans of action for the 

humanitarian corridor consideration (ATN News, 2025). Maj. Gen. Nayeem Ashfaque Chowdhury 

emphasises that a written agreement between the parties is a key requirement for a humanitarian corridor 

(N.A. Chowdhury, personal communication, 6 May 2026). Both Ambassador Kabir and Maj. Gen. 
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Chowdhury emphasised the requirement of including the Arakan Army as a non-state stakeholder in the 

corridor’s decision, given their unavoidable presence in Rakhine (ATN News, 2025).   

Maj. Gen. Chowdhury includes China, India and the United States as key stakeholders for the process. 

The expert suggests that, given China’s economic interests regarding the China-Myanmar Economic 

Corridor (CMEC and its relationship with the military Junta, it is a very prominent stakeholder in the 

Rohingya refugee crisis, one that could be just as significant for the humanitarian corridor. He suggests 

that the United States could be a potential stakeholder whose strategy leans on a “China containment 

policy.” India, due to the Kaladan Multimodal project, is also an important stakeholder (N.A. 

Chowdhury, personal communication, 6 May 2026). This was echoed by Manhas (2025), indicating 

Indian interests in Rakhine.  

Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed and Brig. Gen. Shafaat Ahmad also advocates for the inclusion of countries 

such as India, China, and Russia due to their overlapping geopolitical and geoeconomic interests, 

alongside the Arakan Army, since all of them are stakeholders in Rakhine (S. Ahmad, personal 

communication, 30 April 2026; S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026). 

The primary information suggests overwhelming support for the inclusion of stakeholders such as 

India, China, Russia, and the US, while including the Arakan Army as a prominent non-state stakeholder 

in talks surrounding a humanitarian corridor between the countries. 

6.3 Perquisites: Who would Benefit from This Corridor? 
When referring to deriving benefits from a possible humanitarian corridor, they may be referred to as 

national interests for the parties involved. For Bangladesh, it could be a piecemeal approach to an 

eventual peaceful and dignified Rohingya repatriation. For Rakhine in Myanmar, it could be ensuring 

humanitarian assistance. Such humanitarian endeavours often bar commercial considerations, given the 

non-profit nature of such passages. 

Lieutenant General Sabbir Ahmed explained how the idea of humanitarian corridors came about to 

address conditions of human plight and distress (S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026). 

The idea of the corridor between Bangladesh and Myanmar was beset by optimism in providing aid and 

assistance to the Rohingya besieged in Rakhine, creating a milieu of development, which would lead to 

the eventual peaceful coexistence between the Rakhine and the Arakanese, and the Rohingyas. The 

following is a discussion on whether Bangladesh and the Rohingyas would benefit from the 

manifestation of such a corridor. When referring to potential benefits Bangladesh could experience from 

the possibility of a humanitarian corridor, financial ambitions should not be entertained since the corridor 

would not allow commercial incentives. Ambassador Humayun Kabir suggests that the corridor be 

facilitated under the aegis of the United Nations, while Bangladesh would function as a facilitator (ATN 

News, 2025). 

According to Brig. Gen. Hasan Md Shamsuddin, the ones who would benefit the most are the 

nongovernmental international organisations that are active in both Bangladesh, especially in Cox’s 

Bazar, now a hotspot for humanitarian entities. When asked about how Bangladesh would benefit, Brig. 

Gen. Shamsuddin suggested that Bangladesh would act as a facilitator, with the intent to see to the 

solution of the crisis, with no commercial agenda, given the nature of such a corridor (H. Md. 

Shamsuddin, personal communication, 16 April 2026). Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed similarly opined that 

international organisations might benefit from the corridor, taking up a significant portion of 

Bangladesh’s land along the designated area. The expert stresses possible surveillance by foreign 

intelligence agencies using the humanitarian and international organisations in the location of the 

corridor (S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026). Dr Md Shariful Islam argues that 

Bangladesh may be on the losing end due to a proliferation of activities surrounding drug and human 
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trafficking, with an uptick in arms smuggling, something that is already a national security concern for 

the country (M.S. Islam, personal communication, 2 May 2026). 

When referring to the benefit to the Rohingyas, this subsection assumes benefits for the Rohingyas at 

both the Bangladeshi refugee sites, as well as those in Rakhine. The Rohingyas, according to Brig. Gen. 

Shamsuddin, would be potentially made a part of the physical development process, leading to 

employment and activity. But the majority beneficiary would be the active organisations, as most of the 

funds would be allocated for the technical process, assessing an “eighty-twenty” situation, with the 

Rohingyas receiving the latter portion of the funds. He suggests that the corridor cannot be extended to 

Sittwe, key to accessing Rakhine, due to the persistent presence of the Arakan Army. This may reduce 

the efficacy of the potential corridor, leading to marginal benefits for the Rohingyas in Rakhine (H. Md. 

Shamsuddin, personal communication, 16 April 2026).  

When referring to benefiting the Rohingyas, Dr Md Shariful Islam suggests that most of the benefits 

being spoken of are rhetoric at best and would not result in significant benefits for the Rohingyas in 

question, suggesting a ‘carrot on a stick’ scenario (M.S. Islam, personal communication, 2 May 2026).  

Brig. Gen. Shafaat Ahmad argues that the Rohingyas would not benefit much from the corridor, terming 

the significance of the assistance as “insignificant”. He suggests very low to nil levels of incentives, such 

as employment in the development of the corridor, for the Rohingya refugees in Bangladesh (S. Ahmad, 

personal communication, 30 April 2026). To determine whether the idea of a humanitarian corridor is 

pragmatic in the context of Bangladesh, we must assess and study global precedents of such corridors to 

attain a clear landscape of how such an establishment might fare between Bangladesh and Myanmar. 

7. The Case Studies of Humanitarian Corridors: How Have the Implementations Played 
Out? 

The successful execution of humanitarian corridors primarily relies on the assistance, both monetary and 

otherwise, received from the willing benefactors.  

 
Image 7: People Evacuating Using One of the Humanitarian Corridors in Bosnia-Herzegovina 

 Source: The International Committee of the Red Cross, 2022 

The United Nations, the paragon of international cooperation and proponent for global peace and 

security, should, in theory, bear most of the financial, technical, and humanitarian burdens associated 

with humanitarian corridors. However, this does not play out accordingly. Price (2020; p 19) explains 

how lacklustre and ineffective the role played by the United Nations was during the establishment of a 
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humanitarian corridor in Syria. Islam (2025) seconds such findings while citing not only ineffective 

executions of humanitarian corridors in Syria, Libya, Iraq, and Afghanistan, but also mentions the 

infiltration by foreign, mostly Western intelligence apparatuses, encroachment and interloping by 

foreign militaries, and a stagnant path to peace blighted by unresolved conflict. Moreover, humanitarian 

corridors have significant controversy surrounding them. Price’s (2020) findings suggest that 

humanitarian corridors have an inherent notion attached to them since the moment of their inception: if 

one does not leave the conflict-affected area after the establishment of said corridor, they might subject 

themselves to military attacks, with no potential liabilities assumed by the parties to the conflict. 

The following is a country-specific case study of humanitarian corridors. The countries have been 

chosen based on their pertinence to the humanitarian corridor concept and the intensity of the conflicts 

faced, or being faced, by the countries. 

 
Table 1: Precedents of Humanitarian Corridors Around the World 

Conflict / 

Region 

Time 

Period 
Primary Purpose Key Outcomes / Challenges 

Madrid 1396 

The ICRC obtained 

authorisation to evacuate 

some of the women, 

children, and elderly people 

from Madrid to Valencia in 

1937 (The International 

Committee of the Red 

Cross, 2022). 

15 ICRC trucks carried out the evacuations, 

which involved nearly 2,500 people (The 

International Committee of the Red Cross, 

2022). 

Indonesia 1946-1948 

Again, under the auspices of 

the ICRC, 37,000 Dutch and 

Indo-Dutch people and 

12,000 Chinese nationals 

were evacuated (The 

International Committee of 

the Red Cross, 2022). 

The aforementioned people were successfully 

evacuated after contact with those parties to 

the conflict. 

Bosnia and 

Herzegovina 
1992–1995 Supply lines to Sarajevo. 

Demonstrated the extreme danger to aid 

workers; UN convoys were regularly targeted 

(N.A. Chowdhury, personal communication, 6 

May 2026) 

Ukraine 2022–2024 
Food exports and civilian 

evacuation (e.g., Mariupol). 

The “Black Sea Grain Initiative” stabilised 

global food prices; land corridors faced 

frequent shelling (Islam, 2025). However, 

other attempts at opening corridors by Russia 

were strategic, with them leading to either 

Russia or its ally-country Belarus (The 

Associated Press, 2022). 

Nagorno-

Karabakh 
2022-2023 

The Lachin Corridor 

facilitated the flow of food, 

medicines, essentials and 

humanitarian aid to the 

people of Nagorno-

Often blocked by Azerbaijan to restrict the 

flow of essentials, medical supplies and aid to 

Nagorno-Karabakh, leading also to the lack of 

movement of the ethnic Armenians in and out 

of Nagorno-Karabakh (Office of the United 
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Karabakh and ensured 

freedom of movement. 

Nations High Commissioner for Human 

Rights, 2023). 

Gaza 
2023–

Ongoing 

Aid delivery and "safe zone" 

movement. 

Concerns about routes like the Rafah crossing, 

plagued by logistical bottlenecks and safety 

issues. Also, there were concerns of 

infiltration by Mossad to commit systematic 

assassinations (Islam, 2025). 

Syria 2016–2018 
Evacuation of besieged 

cities like Aleppo. 

Highly controversial; often viewed as a 

military stratagem to depopulate areas rather 

than protect civilians. The crossing was 

labelled the “passage of death by witnesses 

(Chowdhury, 2025). 

Ethiopia 2020–2022 
Aid delivery to the Tigray 

region. 

Termed “corridors of tranquillity,” but aid was 

frequently blocked by military checkpoints 

(L’Homme, 2025). 

Source: Data compiled by the Author 
The following is a detailed discussion on some of the precedents of humanitarian corridors, and how 

they fared during times of crisis and conflict. 

 

i) Bosnia and Herzegovina 

The humanitarian corridor established here was to ensure safe passage and protection for the Bosnian 

Muslims evading attacks by the Serbs. The UN established six humanitarian corridors: Srebrenica, 

Sarajevo, Žepa, Goražde, Tuzla, and Bihać in Bosnia and Herzegovina (Council on Foreign Relations, 

n.d.). However, the agreement on the corridors was not accepted by the Bosnian Serb Forces. The same 

literature suggests that ambiguity surrounding the role of the UN in safeguarding these corridors was 

observed. This led to the violation of the safe passages by the Bosnian Serb Forces, particularly in 

Srebrenica and Žepa, resulting in gruesome atrocities against the Bosnian muslims, causing thousands 

of deaths and disappearances (Council on Foreign Relations, n.d.). 

 

ii) Libya 

According to Médecins Sans Frontières (Doctors Without Borders/MSF), the case in Libya is extremely 

serious, with extreme cases of torture, gender-based violence, killings, abductions, sexual violence, 

forced labour, disappearances, and other forms of human rights violations (Upadhyay, 2024). The 

humanitarian corridor in Libya is primarily working towards the secure transfer of people from the 

conflict-ridden country to offer asylum in Italy. The corridor was initiated in 2017, with renewals of the 

project taken under consideration and approved every three years. The corridor has, at the time of the 

conduct of this research, been renewed through 2026 (UNHCR Italy, n.d). 

MSF, along with UNHCR Italy, along with local faith-based organisations such as Tavola Valdese, 

Federazione delle Chiese Evangeliche, and Comunità di S. Egidio, and Conferenza Episcopale Italiana 

– Caritas Italiana,  and the Italian authorities (Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Ministry of Interior), are 

offering safe passage for those falling victim to the aforesaid rights violations (UNHCR Italy, n.d.). The 

selected refugees are allowed to apply for asylum in Italy but are not allowed to migrate to other countries 

from Italy. 

However, the corridor has not been able to deliver as originally envisioned. According to the available 

2024 data from the MSF, the UNHCR has only been able to provide passage to 1,662 people to Italy, 

despite a total registered list of 40,000 people. The number is not representative of all those who need 
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assistance and passage out of Libya, with the IOM being able to offer safe migration to only 3000 people 

(Upadhyay, 2024). This is a clear indication that intentions, in essence, do not suffice in safeguarding 

the envisioned effectiveness of humanitarian corridors. Additionally, the NATO intervention in the 

country, which promised to safeguard the security of the people, turned into a bombing campaign in 

Libya (Islam, 2025). The humanitarian corridor attempt in Libya may be considered a quasi-success in 

execution, falling heavily short of covering the expanse of those in need.  

 

iii) Syria 

The Syrian humanitarian corridor has been dubbed a strategic artifice to push out denizens from a 

specific territory and avoid responsibility for the safety and protection of those who chose to stay behind. 

The Associated Press (2022) reported that the Syrian and Russian militaries would besiege opposition-

held towns, cities, and districts, cutting off supplies of aid. The next step would be to use humanitarian 

corridors as a ruse to evacuate people out of the besieged and weakened cities, and initiate bombardment 

campaigns, such as in Aleppo in 2016. Russia unanimously opened two such corridors in 2019 to 

evacuate people from Rubkan and pursue the same bombing strategy (L’Homme, 2022; p. 51). Most 

people who used the corridor to escape the besieged cities dubbed it the ‘corridor of death (Chowdhury, 

2025). This precedent elucidated not the failure of humanitarian corridors, but rather their strategic 

employment to solidify military and war gains. 

 

iv) Iraq 

The idea of a humanitarian corridor in the Iraqi context was to facilitate safe passage for the internally 

displaced people (IDPs) (The Iraq Humanitarian Country Team, 2015). The idea was for global actors 

and partners to collaborate and coordinate actions with frontline partners/actors, while also improving 

coordination with local authorities, tribes, armed groups, and other pertinent actors in the country (Price, 

2020; p. 17).  The humanitarian crisis in Iraq was primarily caused by the presence of elements of 

ISIS/ISIL strongholds, especially those fleeing Mosul. The humanitarian process allowed cooperation 

between global actors such as FAO, WHO, UNHCR, UNICEF, among other UN agencies (OCHA, 

2024). The 2016 estimates estimated 3.2 million IDPs, with 2.9 million of those residing outside of the 

refugee camps (The Iraq Humanitarian Country Team, 2015). The 2024 estimates mention that the 

number of IDPs decreased to a little over 1.1 million people by December 2023 (OCHA, 2024). 

The humanitarian corridor in Iraq has been successful in reducing IDPs. However, the Iraq 

Humanitarian Country Team (HCT) has not been able to address the 100,000 IDPs who are outside of 

the designated refugee camps (OCHA, 2024; p. 7). Despite this gap, the HCT attempted to shift the onus 

for humanitarian response to the Government of Iran and the Kurdish Regional Government (OCHA, 

2024). Despite not being able to ensure absolute coverage, the humanitarian response associated with 

the humanitarian corridor plan in Iraq has been able to improve the IDP crisis in the country. This could 

be considered a success in the context of humanitarian responses associated with humanitarian corridors. 

These precedents of humanitarian passages and corridors around the world indicate that no corridor, 

despite being made in good faith and adhering to international principles, law, and global ethos, could 

realise itself on the scale of preconceived visions, despite moderate success. 

8. CONCERNS SURROUNDING INTERNAL STABILITY AND NATIONAL SECURITY IN THE 
CONTEXT OF A HUMANITARIAN CORRIDOR BETWEEN BANGLADESH AND MYANMAR 

This section discusses the apprehensions raised by notable political presences and geopolitical experts 

in Bangladesh in association with the concept of the humanitarian corridor between Cox’s Bazar and 

Rakhine. The concerns include both traditional and nontraditional security threats. 
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During the initial poaching of the corridor’s idea, concerns over national security and territorial 

sovereignty were raised by sections of the expansive political spectrum of Bangladesh. Most notable 

were the blatant expressions of concern and political outreach exhibited by the notable political parties 

of the country, most notably the Jamaat-e-Islami, the National Citizens Party (NCP), and the Bangladesh 

Nationalist Party (BNP) (Prothom Alo, 2025). The BNP went as far as to presage that Bangladesh could 

be “another Palestine” if the humanitarian corridor were to be facilitated (UNB, 2025). The concerns 

were whittled down to threats to human and national security, with a breach of state sovereignty and 

territorial integrity (Chowdhury, 2025). Islam (2025) suggests that the concerns surrounding national 

security stemmed from unsuccessful global precedents. Hossain (2025) suggests that the humanitarian 

corridors are often not secure passages; rather, they get mired by militarisation, tumult, and possible 

arms smuggling. These phenomena may increase the probability of national security threats in 

Bangladesh, compounded by territorial integrity and sovereignty concerns. 

According to Brig. Gen. Hasan Md Shamsuddin, afwc, psc, there are national security concerns 

associated with the Rohingyas in Bangladesh, not restricted to the idea of a humanitarian corridor. The 

expert suggests that the border region is already beset with instability caused by active warfare and 

conflicts between the Arakan Army in Rakhine. There are also elements of drug and human trafficking, 

elements that have infiltrated Bangladesh. There are also legal implications surrounding the passage of 

the Rohingyas into Rakhine. Mehrotra and Upadhyay (2025) argue that Bangladesh is bound by the 

customary international humanitarian principle of non-refoulement, which prohibits repatriation to a 

country where individuals may be targeted based on race, religion, gender, ethnicity, or other 

discriminatory factors. Bangladesh is reluctant to repatriate the Rohingyas to an unstable Rakhine, where 

they are open to being targeted.   

Maj. Gen. Nayeem Ashfaque Chowdhury argues that the envisioned potential humanitarian corridor 

could be used as a sluice to facilitate the smuggling of arms and drugs between the countries if the 

security apparatus for said corridor is not explicitly defined (N.A. Chowdhury, personal communication, 

6 May 2026). Dr Md Shariful Islam also suggests that the corridor could be conducive to relatively more 

intensified arms, human, and drug trafficking. The Professor further argues that the insurgents and rebels 

in Rakhine may be incentivised, both financially and militarily, by international players with incentives 

to do so (M.S. Islam, personal communication, 2 May 2026). 

Brig. Gen. Shafaat Ahmad suggested similar concerns of national security threats, sharing a 

conjecture of the Western countries’ plans for eventual assimilation and absorption of Rohingyas into 

Bangladesh (S. Ahmad, personal communication, 30 April 2026). Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed posed the 

question whether national authorities have taken into account which party would be responsible for 

inspecting movement through the corridor and the security surrounding it. He argues that there could be 

elements of surveillance in place by foreign intelligence bodies through the international agencies 

present in Bangladesh, especially in Cox’s Bazar. This would quite definitely threaten the country’s 

national security, sovereignty, and territorial integrity (S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 

2026). This is consistent with the findings of L’Homme (2022; p. 51), suggesting precedents of 

humanitarian corridors and aid being used to conceal military interventions and surveillance, such as the 

case in Bosnia in 1992. 

Such apprehensions of foreign intervention, interference, and infiltration onto Bangladesh’s soil, and 

subsequently into Bangladesh’s political arena, were shared by Islam (2025). Although the creation and 

maintenance of humanitarian corridors necessitate the presence and activity of impartial humanitarian 

agencies, these organisations often have affiliations with interest groups linked to foreign intelligence, 

surveillance, and military entities. This, by default, allows for foreign infiltration into the humanitarian 

project, leading to a conflict of interest and derailment from the possible cessation of hostilities (Islam, 

2025). 
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One of the most pertinent fears surrounding the creation of the corridor was the influx of additional 

Rohingyas from Rakhine (UNB, 2025; Mehrotra & Upadhyay, 2025). The fear stems from global 

precedents of reverse effects of such humanitarian endeavours, resulting in the pushing out of people 

from their country of origin (Chowdhury, 2025). When asked if the corridor might cause a further influx 

of Rohingyas into Bangladesh, Brig. Gen. Shamsuddin suggests that an influx is possible and is 

occurring despite no corridor being in place now, using porous sections of the border between the two 

countries (H. Md. Shamsuddin, personal communication, 16 April 2026). Ambassador Humayun Kabir, 

addressing concerns of national security, suggests that for a safe and effective humanitarian corridor to 

be established, a written agreement stipulating explicitly that both sides would contain further influx of 

Rohingya refugees, elements of terror and trafficking (ATN News, 2025).  

Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed argues that infiltrations by the AA or ARSA could exacerbate threats of 

additional Rohingya influxes via the corridor. He finds it very likely that newer influxes of Rohingya 

could occur through the corridor, with 8-10 occurring daily at present, irrespective of it. He argues that 

the already porous border between the countries would be made, what he termed as being “legally 

porous.” (S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026).  

 

Image 8: Rohingya Refugees Coming into Bangladesh from Rakhine 

 
 Source: Mostofa and Muntasir, 2025 

Maj. Gen Nayeem Ashfaque Chowdhury argues that an additional influx of Rohingyas can occur due 

to a ‘push-out’ factor. Given the dire situation in Rakhine, with the Rohingyas sharing tumultuous 

relationships with both the Arakan Army and the Bamar people, those stranded in Rakhine may choose 

the corridor to shift westwards to Bangladesh seeking safety and refuge (N.A. Chowdhury, personal 

communication, 6 May 2026). This is consistent with the observations by Chowdhury (2025), who 

suggests that such corridors function dominantly to push people out. Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed suggests an 

already very negative perception of the locals around the Rohingya camps in Cox’s Bazar, and this 

frustration is predicted to increase manifold if an additional influx occurs through the corridor (S. 

Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026).  

Brig. Gen. Shamsuddin also suggests that the humanitarian corridor potentially facilitates an 

additional influx of Rohingya refugees from Rakhine, given the volatile situation in the province, and 

the perception on the other side of Bangladesh being a haven for the Rohingyas’ refuge (H. Md. 

Shamsuddin, personal communication, 16 April 2026). 
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The primary information unanimously suggests a strong possibility of additional influxes of 

Rohingyas from Rakhine using the humanitarian corridor if it were constructed. However, expert 

opinions assert that the influx is happening and might continue to happen regardless of any humanitarian 

corridor’s manifestation, given the highly porous nature of the Bangladesh-Myanmar border. 

9. RESULTS: WHETHER OR NOT TO FACILITATE A HUMANITARIAN CORRIDOR FROM COX’S 
BAZAR TO RAKHINE 
The secondary literature explored as part of this study does not show much optimism in establishing a 

humanitarian corridor from Bangladesh’s Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine. Islam (2025) has emphatically 

mentioned that there is grave political scepticism about the idea of a humanitarian corridor between the 

two countries, due to a very viable apprehension surrounding national security concerns. Given the near-

unanimity about a peaceful and dignified repatriation of the Rohingyas to Rakhine, emphasis is put on 

bringing stability to Rakhine with assistance from relevant international stakeholders. 

Figure 2: A Visual Representation of Experts Supports on the Feasibility of the Construction of A 

Humanitarian Corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine 

Source: Data compiled by the Author 

Figure 2 illustrates, in binary terms, the support for or against the potential construction of a 

humanitarian corridor between Cox’s Bazar and Rakhine among the five experts from the KII and one 

from a cited video interview. These findings suggest a mixed reception regarding facilitating dialogue 

for the possible establishment of a humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine. 

Maj. Gen Nayeem Ashfaque Chowdhury and Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed displayed optimism about the 

corridor. Maj. Gen. Chowdhury argues that the humanitarian corridor should be welcomed as a method 

to ascertain humanitarian assistance into Rakhine, as well as a stepping stone to eventual safe and 

dignified repatriation of the Rohingyas. However, the expert requires that all the aforementioned 

stakeholders, such as China, India, and the United States, as well as the Arakan Army, who are actively 

engaging with the Junta in Rakhine (N.A. Chowdhury, personal communication), be made part of the 

process.  Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed suggests that the establishment of a corridor may work as a catalyst for 

future dialogue and eventual realisation of peaceful and prosperous Rohingya repatriation (S. Ahmed, 

personal communication, 21 April 2026).  

Negative receptions were also found regarding the prospects of the corridor. Brig. Gen Shafaat 

Ahmad opined that the idea of a humanitarian corridor is redundant in this sense, given that there is no 

feasibility analysis of where to establish the corridor. He argues that little to no aid would be received 
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by the Rohingyas in Rakhine, consistent with the observations of Chowdhury (2025). Additionally, the 

expert opined that Rakhine is yet to be secure enough to ensure safe and dignified repatriation for the 

Rohingyas (S. Ahmad, personal communication, 30 April 2026). When asked, Dr Md Shariful Islam 

suggests that the humanitarian corridor would be a detrimental step for the Bangladesh government to 

pursue, given the grim security concerns involved surrounding weapons, human, and drug trafficking. 

The Professor recommends employing the ideas, expertise, observations, and analyses of academicians, 

nongovernmental entities, geopolitical thinkers, and civil society organisations, among other relevant 

stakeholders, to ensure that the right steps and actions are being pursued regarding considerations of 

such corridors (M.S. Islam, personal communication, 2 May 2026).  

Brig. Gen. Shamsuddin also believes that the establishment of any such channels may lead to further 

security concerns for the country and lead to more worries than (H. Md. Shamsuddin, personal 

communication, 16 April 2026). The expert analysis suggests both support for and against the facilitation 

of a humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine, noting credibility in perceived security 

concerns in Bangladesh. 

9.1 Steps to Consider Irrespective of the Humanitarian Corridor: How to Address the 
Rohingya Crisis 
When referring to assisting the Rohingyas in Rakhine, Brig. Gen. Shamsuddin suggests that the core 

duty of Bangladesh is to exclusively see to the refugees within its borders and create international 

consensus on a sustainable solution to the refugee crisis. As part of the advocacy for the Rohingyas 

isolated in war-torn Rakhine, he suggests that Bangladesh appeal to the international arena to drum up 

support. He further suggests that the persistent conflict between the Arakan Army and the Military Junta 

be addressed, and that a milieu of peaceful coexistence between the Rohingyas and the Arakan Army be 

ensured in Rakhine to support sustainable peace and stability (H. Md. Shamsuddin, personal 

communication, 16 April 2026).  This is on par with Mehrotra and Upadhyay’s (2025) rationalisation 

that Bangladesh pursues a multilateral approach to ensure a “burden sharing” scenario, with active 

participation by the international community to ensure the safety and security of the Rohingyas if and 

when they return to Rakhine. They further suggest that the Rohingyas must be consulted on such matters 

that predict or determine their future, deeming this crisis a human one, beyond bureaucratic and 

diplomatic paradigms.  

Lt. Gen. Sabbir Ahmed argues that Bangladesh is on the right track of catering to the humanitarian 

requirements of the Rohingyas within the country. The expert espouses the need to expand international 

support for the Rohingyas in Rakhine, and of course, include international stakeholders, as well as 

relevant non-state actors, to foster a permanent solution to the Rohingya crisis, both in Bangladesh and 

Myanmar (S. Ahmed, personal communication, 21 April 2026).  Brig. Gen. Shafaat Ahmad suggests 

that Western fatigue in dealing with the crisis be addressed to ensure sustainable and adequate funding, 

opining that the situation is an international one, not a national headache (S. Ahmad, personal 

communication, 30 April 2026). 

Maj. Gen. Nayeem Ashfaque Chowdhury thinks that a multi-stakeholder approach inclusive of the 

aforementioned key international stakeholders would be conducive to addressing the crisis in Rakhine. 

He places China as a crucial mediator to ensure dialogue on and eventually secure a solution to the 

Rohingya refugee crisis (N.A. Chowdhury, personal communication, 6 May 2026). The rhetoric also 

suggests international burden-sharing. Dr Md Shariful Islam opined the same (M.S. Islam, personal 

communication, 2 May 2026).  

To ensure Chinese involvement and maintain their participation in ensuring peace in Rakhine, a 

crucial aspect of ensuring safe and dignified Rohingya repatriation, Bangladesh may leverage the newly 

proposed Bangladesh-China-Myanmar Economic Corridor (BCMEC), envisioned as an alternative to 
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the stalled Bangladesh-China-India-Myanmar Economic Corridor (BCMEC) (Rahman, 2026). But given 

the tumultuous situation in parts of Myanmar, especially Rakhine, such multimodal projects could be 

jeopardised due to internal conflict and power politics between ethnic armed organisations and the Junta, 

with the latter only controlling roughly 20%-33% of the country (Rahman, 2026). 

Bangladesh may remain faithful to its balanced foreign policy strategy while also considering the 

potential of joining the corridor, granting it land-based access to southwest China. This may potentially 

make both trade and travel to China less expensive. But most essentially, the country may leverage its 

position and require peace in Rakhine and Rakhine-adjacent Chin State to ensure regional security, a 

secure milieu for the Rohingyas to repatriate, thus ensuring safe and dignified repatriation for the 

Rohingyas. This would lead to a winning situation for all parties involved, with sustained regional 

security and guaranteed Rohingya repatriation. 

This subsection observes unanimous support for the Rohingya refugee crisis and the consequent crisis 

in Rakhine to be dealt with through support from the international community, with specific mentions 

of the United Nations, the United States, China, Russia, and India as stakeholders. The onus of resolution 

does not indicate bilateral interaction with instigation from the Bangladeshi side, but to pursue a multi-

stakeholder approach inclusive of relevant global actors. 

10. CONCLUSION 
The research examines whether or not a possible humanitarian corridor from Bangladesh’s Cox’s Bazar 

to Rakhine in Myanmar would be established, and the associated outcomes related to the national 

security of Bangladesh. The research began by defining and explaining what humanitarian corridors are, 

and their required standards and protocols. An elaboration on the history and the current conditions of 

the Rohingya refugee crisis in Bangladesh was pursued. To derive primary information, the research 

conducted key informant interviews with experts in international relations, political science, and other 

relevant disciplines, with expertise in geopolitics, human rights, humanitarian actions, and activities. 

Going forward, the study used both primary and secondary sources to collect information on 

humanitarian corridors around the world, both successes and failures, to attain a more nuanced 

understanding and examine the feasibility of creating and sustaining such a humanitarian corridor in the 

context of Bangladesh. The outcomes suggest the credibility of the connotations of national security 

threats, with probable threats of surveillance by international security agencies with fixed agendas in the 

region. The study found credibility in the concerns surrounding threats to national security, sovereignty, 

and territorial integrity. The results suggest a possible increase in human trafficking, drugs and arms 

smuggling, alongside probable influxes of additional Rohingyas from Rakhine if a humanitarian corridor 

were to be allowed. The findings further suggest that any potential benefit or incentives for the 

Rohingyas, both in Rakhine and refugees in Bangladesh, would be present but negligible. The core 

findings, using both primary and secondary resources, suggest mixed reactions about the potential 

construction of a humanitarian corridor between the two countries, with both support for and against 

such a channel. Unanimity about international responsibility to address the Rohingya crisis in Rakhine 

was observed. To conclude, the humanitarian corridor from Cox’s Bazar to Rakhine could be a short-

term addressal of the plight of the Rohingya people. However, the long-term solution is to ensure a 

peaceful and dignified environment in Rakhine and the dignified repatriation of the Rohingyas from 

Bangladesh, which can only be realised through a sustainable solution to the Rohingya refugee crisis 

and peace in Rakhine. 
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