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ABSTRACT

This research examines the establishment and expansion of Hezbollah. It uses a policy
perspective in explaining the growth of this organization. Moreover, it focuses on Israel’s
disproportionate use of force in Lebanon as a major cause behind the very existence of
Hezbollah. The analysis of Israeli policy will be done by examining three separate conflicts as
case studies. These events are: the 1982 (Peace for Galilee) invasion of Lebanon that helped to
create Hezbollah, the 1996 (Operation Grapes of Wrath) Hezbollah-Israeli conflict which served
to bolster Hezbollah in Lebanon, and finally the 2006 Hezbollah-Israeli war which solidified

Hezbollah as a military force in the region.

The first part of the study analyzes the 1982 Israeli invasion of Lebanon to dismantle
PLO bases and the resulting vacuum filled by Hezbollah. In an effort to eliminate Hezbollah,
Israel again invaded Lebanon in 1996 allowing Hezbollah to expand its power based in Lebanon
by providing a number of services including healthcare, financial services, and construction
among others. In 2006, Israel again invaded Lebanon resulting in an increase in weapons
shipments and funding to Hezbollah from Syria, Iran and a number of other countries, further
increasing danger to Israel. These invasions have served to bolster Hezbollah in Lebanon. The

purpose of this thesis is to examine the repercussions of Israeli military invasions in Lebanon.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

Hezbollah Today

In the current world system, the concept of a single world government remains an ideal
that has not been fulfilled. As long as this remains the case, one of the major issues in
international politics will be the state of anarchy that currently exists. This state of anarchy
creates an environment where the theory of “Security Dilemma” remains strongly intact and
plays an important role in international politics. Within the international system today, a state of
anarchy exists where state/non-state actors distrust each other due to reciprocal
misunderstandings. Because of these misunderstandings, security becomes the number one
priority for the survival of the state. Most state actors and many non-state actors attempt to gain
security by acquiring a strong military edge over their opponents. This creates an arms race
whereby real security becomes impossible. In effect, the goal for security creates insecurity.

This is what has become known as the “Security Dilemma”.'

If the ultimate method of securing the state is found through the military buildup of
armaments, the resulting issue becomes at what point does the effort of one state to ensure its
security become perceived to be a threat by another state? If by building up arms one state feels
safe, at what point does it make another state feel unsafe? Since all states currently exist in this
self-help system, low levels of trust exist, further exacerbating the issue. " One state cannot be
certain that another states’ defensive buildup cannot or will not be used for offensive capabilities.

In the case of Israel, the government has repeatedly proven that it will use its arsenal in an



offensive capacity. Moreover, even when used in a defensive capacity, it will do so with the use
of disproportionate force. This behavior exists in an international system, where a lack of
authority in the form of institutions capable of formulating specific rules of behavior and

enforcing those rules within an international consensus continues to exist.

When legal experts use the term "disproportionate use of force,” they have a specific
meaning to convey. The former President of the International Court of Justice (ICJ) in The
Hague, Rosalyn Higgins, has noted, proportionality “cannot be in relation to any specific prior
injury - it has to be in relation to the overall legitimate objective of ending the aggression. ™
While there is no definition that is agreed upon internationally for what is proportionate in
response to militant attacks, “Just War Theory” or “Bellum iustum” , a military ethics doctrine
of Roman philosophical and Catholic origin states that “action must not be taken in which the
incidental harm done is an unreasonably heavy price to incur for likely military benefit. Harm
needs to be weighed particularly but not only in relation to the live and well being of innocent
people. The lives of friendly military personnel need to be brought into account, and sometimes

P

even those of adversaries. The principle of avoiding unnecessary force always applies’.

Since Hezbollah’s creation in the early 1980s it has been viewed as a terrorist group by
many, especially by Israel and the United States. Begun as a militant group based in Lebanon,
Hezbollah tactics have included kidnapping foreign journalists and suicide bombings, to using
anti-tank rockets and versions of cruise missiles.  Since the Israeli invasion of Lebanon in the

1980s and the subsequent battles that have occurred, many have focused on Hezbollah’s creation



and its militant actions. With this information, much emphasis has been placed on seeing the rise

of militancy in Lebanon within a vacuum.

Successive Israeli governments have put a strong emphasis on how military strategy can
be used as a solution to the growing power of Hezbollah. However, they have overlooked key
issues as to why Hezbollah has become so strong over the years. For example, were it not for the
Israeli invasion in 1982, Hezbollah may have never been created. Furthermore, the 2006 Israeli-
Hezbollah war greatly bolstered Hezbollah in the region and solidified its power base due to the
fact that Hezbollah was able to sustain itself against the Israeli military. These previous
examples point to the fact that Hezbollah power has increased as a direct result of Israeli military

strategy in Lebanon.

It is important to mention that Iran and Syria have both been important conduits for
Hezbollah in Lebanon. For all practical purposes, they have both provided support for Hezbollah
from its inception. Elements such as the rise of religious extremism in response to post-colonial
powers and militant nationalism among others are important factors relating to Hezbollah’s
growth of power. While it is certainly arguable that elements outside of the Israeli military’s use
of disproportionate force assisted in creating a favorable environment for increasing Hezbollah’s
power in Lebanon, this author would like to focus on the extent to which Israel’s use of
disproportionate force has increased Hezbollah’s power over the last three decades. Rather than
examine Hezbollah’s causation through an extremist lens, this author wishes to give an
alternative that shows Hezbollah’s growth in power in Lebanon is directly associated with the

disproportionate use of force by Israel and not due to the rise of religious extremism as others



have suggested in the past. To provide an examination of this idea, an expansive look will be
taken to show how Israeli military force increased Hezbollah’s power in Lebanon. The primary
purpose of this paper is to explain the rise of Hezbollah power in reaction to Israel’s

disproportionate use of force in Lebanon rather than as a response to religious extremism.



Use of Force

I hypothesize that Israel’s disproportionate use of force in Lebanon has increased
Hezbollah’s power over the last three decades. . The central focus of this research is to examine
and analyze why lIsrael’s disproportionate use of force in Lebanon has led to the creation of
Hezbollah. This will be done by examining three separate conflicts. The 1982 (Peace for
Galilee) invasion of Lebanon that helped to create Hezbollah, the 1996 (Operation Grapes of
Wrath) Hezbollah-Israeli conflict which served to bolster Hezbollah in Lebanon, and finally, the
2006 Hezbollah-Israeli war which solidified Hezbollah as a military force in the region. The
causal factor here is the Israeli military’s disproportionate use of force in Lebanon while the

effect is the increase in Hezbollah power.

Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nations (UN) states that if a country or non-state
actor attacks another country, that country is allowed to defend itself.> You cannot however
defend yourself with a disproportionate amount of force. While it is not unheard of for militants
to operate in or near civilian areas, the Israeli military seems to disregard this when operating
against militants.  Furthermore, the targeting of civilians goes against the 1949 Geneva
Conventions.®  Among many high profile individuals, the UN High Commissioner for Human
Rights, Navi Pillar, and French President Nicolas Sarkozy have condemned Israel's

“disproportionate use of force."’

While there is no agreed upon definition of what constitutes a
proportionate response to attacks, a state is legally allowed to unilaterally defend itself and right

a wrong provided the response is proportional to the injury suffered and is immediate and



necessary. It must also refrain from targeting civilians and requires only enough force to

reinstate the status quo.®

In an interview with an Israeli newspaper, the daily Yedioth, the General Officer
Commanding or GOC Northern Command, Gadi Eisenkot presented his "Dahiyah Doctrine."”
This doctrine is an Israeli doctrine of military strategy relating specifically to asymmetrical
warfare in an urban setting. The doctrine provides for the deliberate targeting of civilian
infrastructure as a means of inducing suffering for the civilian population which thereby creates
deterrence.’ First used by the Israel Defense Forces (IDF), the doctrine is named after a
Hezbollah stronghold in Beirut. Dahiyah consisted of large apartment buildings which were
flattened by the IDF during the 2006 Lebanon War.'® “We will wield disproportionate power
against every village from which shots are fired on Israel, and cause immense damage and
destruction,” Eisenkot stated.** Colonel (Res.) Gabriel Siboni recently authored a report through
Tel Aviv University's Institute for National Security Studies backing Eisenkot's statements, “as
soon as a clash breaks out, the IDF will have to operate in a rapid, powerful and disproportionate

way against the enemy's actions."*?

The relationship between the variables presented is positive and very strong. Each
separate Israeli invasion into Lebanon positively affected Hezbollah, both politically and
militarily. The theoretical importance of this topic may allow scholars and policy makers to take
a second look into Israel’s disproportionate use of force and rethink the overall use of military
force as a deterrent in Lebanon. The policy importance and significance of this research is that it

may allow policy makers and researchers to redirect their efforts towards finding a peaceful



solution in the region by analyzing Israel’s use of military force in Lebanon. While Israel has
been able to defeat the armies of the surrounding Arab states, the creation of Hezbollah has
become a thorn in the side of the Israeli military apparatus and after a number of conflicts, Israeli
military actions have yet to be successful. This is the first time a non-state actor has been able to

successfully stand up to Israel.

The Lebanese Dilemma

Since the year 2000, Israel has been implementing a policy founded on the principle that
there is no partner for peace and that its military can impose Israeli will on its adversaries. This
policy has been carried out multiple times against Hezbollah, causing major damage to
economically challenged Shiites in Southern Lebanon and increasingly the country as a whole.
Under the Ottoman Empire, Shiite Muslim rights were not recognized as shown by the formation
of the Kaymakam (districts) in the 1800s. With the outbreak of the 1845 confessional troubles in
the mountains, the great powers, mainly Britain and France, began talks with the Ottoman
authorities to end the conflict.’* Due to the influence of foreign powers, Shekib Effendi, the
Ottoman Minister of Foreign Affairs, decided to create a mixed council, bringing together
representatives of the various communities of the Lebanon Mountain including the Maronites,
the Greek Orthodox, the Catholics, the Sunnis and the Druze. In the continuation of previous

policies, a Sunni magistrate was chose to represent the Shiite Muslims as well.**



Ottoman discrimination continued until the fall of the Ottoman Empire and the
recognition of Shiite Muslims in 1926. While this recognition was a major step forward, the
annexation of peripheral regions of Lebanon also expanded Shiite barriers, as historical Syria
was divided and other religious groups further complicated the makeup of the modern day state
of Lebanon.™ Receiving increased autonomy under Ottoman rule, “lesser Lebanon,” referring to
Lebanon before its expansion, was able to advance in terms of the development of education,
culture and infrastructure. Private foreign schools began to operate in Beirut, along with Lesser
Lebanon, which was able to advance its infrastructure with a system of roads, a railroad and a

port. Healthcare was strengthened with modern hospitals and an expanded healthcare system.*®

In 1920, the Southern region of modern day Lebanon including the cities of Tripoli,
Saida, and the Bekaa Valley were annexed. Many of these areas did not want to be added to
greater Lebanon. They historically depended on the former Ottoman state and did not benefit
from the new growth occurring in lesser Lebanon.'” Cultural and socioeconomic advancement
did not take place as fast as in other localities in Lebanon proper.'® These annexations created a
disparity that lasted long after the formal declaration of independence of Lebanon in 1943. The
annexations created the environment for a lacking socio-economic situation where the Muslim
Shiite community faced multiple disadvantages. The Lebanese national pact created in 1943
provided a power-sharing agreement amongst the Maronites and Sunni Muslim communities and
led to the marginalization of the Shiite Muslim community in Lebanon. Furthermore, despite the

fact that the Muslim Shiites were now the majority of the population in the peripheral areas, they



were excluded in the overall development plans of the country’s central authority. Moreover,
the post Ottoman elite remained in power despite facts on the ground showing major changes in

demographics.

During the 1960s and 1970s, Palestinian factions began establishing themselves in Shiite
Muslim populated areas of Lebanon, further degrading the situation. These armed Arab-
Palestinian factions were escalating Fedayeen operations against Israel, and in turn, Shiite
Muslim populated areas were taking the brunt of Israeli retaliation. Consequently, many Shiite
Muslims began moving towards the suburbs of Beirut and slowly creating their own
neighborhoods around the capital. During this period, a number of Shiite ulemas (or, “learned
individuals™) began to gain popularity. A number of these ulemas began rapidly distinguishing
themselves by their religious jurisprudence and providing a vision for a better way forward for the

Shiite Muslim population.

Within a very brief span of time, Imam Mussa Sadr distinguished himself as the most
political of the ulemas, vying for influence in the region. Toward the end of the 1960s, Imam
Sadr became the mouthpiece of the Muslim Shiite community in Lebanon. After attempting to
obtain more concessions for his community against the establishment in Lebanon, Imam Sadr
was reduced to a position lacking any real power for his community although he was still
regarded as a threat. Because of his inability to create real change through the central
government, Imam Sadr decided to create a popular movement, known as the Movement of the

Disinherited.  The goal of this movement was to provide social and political needs to the



Muslim Shiite community of Lebanon, especially those living in Southern Lebanon and the poor

suburb of Beirut.*®

Just five years after being appointed the first head of the Supreme Islamic Shiite Council
(SISC), Imam Sadr gave his defining speech in 1974 where he told a crowd of spectators that the
Shiite community would no longer be divided with allegiances to Arab nationalist parties and
Palestinian factionalism among others.?® Through action, the Shiites would achieve their goals
of unity and strive to better their socio-economic plight.?* The Muslim Shiite community in
Lebanon was a prime target for social mobilization because traditionally they lacked any real
power compared to the Maronite Christians and Sunni Muslims.??> The Shiite Muslims in
Lebanon were the poorest, least educated, and least likely to benefit from government-provided

services such as health facilities or public utilities.?®

Also because of their location, they were
taking the brunt of the impact of Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO)-Israeli fighting. The
1979 Iranian revolution provided hope to the Muslim Shiites in Lebanon who were demoralized
and exhausted from the fighting taking place in Lebanon. The revolution provided an illustration
of what a determined Shiite effort against oppression could accomplish.?*

The Movement of the Disinherited became the first successful sociopolitical movement
accessible to the Muslim Shiite community since the fall of the Ottoman Empire. While learning
from the armed Palestinian groups striking lIsrael, Imam Sadr created the armed Afwaj al-
Mugawamat al-Lubnaniyyah or (AMAL) militia which was trained by the Palestinians during
the 1970s. This movement coupled with the negative situation of the Shiite Muslim community

in Lebanon and the repeated Israeli interference stemming from Palestinian militants led the way

for the creation and strengthening of the Hezbollah movement. This movement would later

10



overtake AMAL as the strongest of the Muslim Shiite movements and become Israel’s frontline

foe.?®

Iran also provided Hezbollah with substantial material assistance and weaponry to carry
out military operations against Israeli targets.?® Moreover, it assisted in creating an Iranian based
social service network, which was active in spreading Iranian ideology and generating collective
action.”” Beginning in the early 1990s, Iran also encouraged and assisted Hezbollah to push into
the Lebanese political sphere. In addition, Hezbollah received significant assistance from Syria.
This came in the form of financing, weapons and a transfer point for Iranian weapons and
training. Syria viewed assistance to Hezbollah as a means to sustain an alliance with Iran and
project its foreign policy goals.?® This triangular relationship provided a way for Hezbollah to
grow, for Iran to export its revolution throughout the Arab world and for Syria to maintain an

alliance with Iran, creating a stronger force against Israel.

Past Works

The literature dealing with Israel’s use of force in Lebanon is large and consists of a wide
range of authors weighing in from varying disciplines. These authors apply a number of theories
ranging from geopolitical and economic influences to religious and ideological elements. This
thesis will cover a wide selection of previous works explaining Israeli actions in Lebanon.
Because most of the literature in English focuses on how lIsrael’s use of force has had
constructive results, this study will use this foundation as a source to show how Israel’s use of

force in Lebanon has been counterproductive. This does not mean that no literature exists on
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Israel’s disproportionate use of force in Lebanon however; the majority of the literature focuses
on a lens though which Israel has been justified in its actions. Through this research I will trace
the historical background of Hezbollah and argue that Israel’s disproportionate use of force in
Lebanon has increased Hezbollah’s power. This research will be presented in a chronological

fashion to trace how authors have evolved in their research.

The literature review on Israeli actions begins with Ehteshami and Hinnesbusch. Their
text lays out the framework for understanding Iranian and Syrian foreign policies and the
historical and contemporary reasoning behind the two state alliance. Syria, a secular state that
has used all of its might to push down religious activities in its own country; and Iran, a
theocratic state that has attempted to expand its religious revolution throughout the region have
found a way to create an alliance despite high pressure from powers in the region and abroad.?*
This test also explains the unstable environment in which the two countries operate and argues
how Syria is not a rogue nation as so many authors have suggested; rather, Syria is a power

exerting weight in the region based on its own interests.*

Furthermore, it is argued that Syrian foreign policy follows the realist view and that
through its alliance with Iran, is attempting to counter Israeli interference in Lebanon and
throughout the region.®" Importantly, the authors explain the factors related to understanding the
Syrian-Iranian alliance and the reasoning behind the intervention in Lebanon. This study also
illustrates how Syria’s actions show it to be a conventional actor using Hezbollah’s influence to

counter Israel in Lebanon. Overall, the author indicates that states such as Syria and Iran are no

12



more than middle powers on a world scale attempting to exert increased influence in their own

region.*?

Another view is provided by Cordesman where he suggests explanations for the region in
a strictly militaristic comparison. The militaries of Lebanon, Jordan, Egypt, Syria, the
Palestinians and Israel are compared for their effectiveness. The text explains the rise and
importance of asymmetry in conflict and that asymmetric war is not only a risk, it is a constant
reality. After the state to state wars that took place from the 1940s to the 1970s, lower level
guerilla style battles began to take place, lasting over a period of years rather than weeks or even
days.®* The author expounds on the idea that in an army-to-army battle, Israel would be
triumphant over any of its opponents. On the other hand, in situations of asymmetrical warfare,
the Israelis find more difficulty and this is increasingly becoming the case, especially due to

Hezbollah activities.

As of the date of the texts publication, the author discusses the fact that three major
occurrences of asymmetrical warfare have occurred with Israel. Specifically, the second one
dealing with Shiite militias backed by Syria and Iran and the Israeli army allied with Christian
militias in Southern Lebanon.®* On the Israeli side, tactics to physically separate Israeli territory
from the enemy have been a major strategy used. These tactics seem to be increasing the fortress
like mentality being proposed by many Israelis. On the other hand, this has also emboldened
Israeli opponents and has led to more attacks on Israeli soil. Moreover, Cordesman explains that
Hezbollah views the Israeli-Palestinian conflict as an extension of its own conflict with Israel

and this increasingly places Hezbollah within Israel’s radar.*®> These dynamics provide even
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more impetus for Syria to provide support to Hezbollah, using it as a measure of deterrence

against Israel.*

In another case study Giraldo and Trinkunas stress the fact that financial and material
resources are correctly perceived to be the life blood of Hezbollah’s operations. The United
States government and its allies have determined that along with military action, fighting the
financial infrastructure of Hezbollah is the most direct way to defeat it.’ While the military
aspect of fighting armed groups is very important, it is also imperative to remember that a great
deal of information has been learned about sources and mechanisms used to finance

organizations such as Hezbollah.

This study looks at Iranian support for Hezbollah as a means of continuing to further its
ideology in the region, particularly in Lebanon. Estimates report that Iran funds Hezbollah with
hundreds of millions of dollars per year.*® This is accomplished through private charities and
front companies as well as from a number of other sources from around the world; this includes
the United States, and countries in South America and Africa.*® Iran also provides Hezbollah
with various weapons routed through Syria. These weapons range from assault rifles to rockets.
It has now been cited that Hezbollah is now in control of scud missiles as of 2010.* Overall, the
text provides background information on Hezbollah’s well oiled fighting machine including its
media and social outlets aimed at pushing its message not only in Lebanon but through Israel as

well.*

Parsi stresses the superheated rhetoric and vitriolic exchanges between Iran and Israel.

The author states that the roots of enmity lie between the two nations because of historical details
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of secret alliances and unsavory political maneuverings that undermine Southwest Asian
stability.** While Trita does explain the relations between Iran, Syria and Hezbollah, the main
focus rests with Iran’s support for Hezbollah as a way to deal more effectively with Israel.
Israel’s invasion of Lebanon in 1982 created a power vacuum that allowed Hezbollah to take
hold of the area. This also provided Iran with a gap within which to expand its revolution in the
region. Today, Hezbollah has become the de facto mouth piece of a revolution that occurred

more than 30 years ago.

The scholar also shows the backroom dealings that have occurred between Iran, Israel
and the U.S. such as the U.S. plan to stop Iran from limiting support to Hezbollah. While this
may seem strange at first, it is important to remember that in modern history, Iran and Israel
were strong allies under the Shah but subsequent the Islamic Revolution, the situation began to
change dramatically. This text also talks about Israel’s attempts at keeping good relations with
Iran’s leadership even after the Islamic Revolution. This attempt as continuing relations was
viewed by many as a way of creating alliances against the Arab majority in the region.** After
Israel and the U.S. attempted to re-create the power base in the Middle East and the defeat of
Iraq, Iran chose to rid itself of its isolationist stance and choose to become the front line defender
against Israel. Above all, this text is about foreign policy and it chooses to explain Israel and

Iran’s actions in terms of their overall foreign policy goals in the region.**

Maloney argues that because of the virtue of its size, history, resources, and strategic
location, Iran is of particular relevance for Southwest Asian stability, especially after the Islamic

revolution in 1979.*° This scholar systematically outlines Iran's sources of influence in the
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Muslim world, its dealings with Hezbollah and its strategic ambitions, political innovations and
economic clout. Although Iran’s leadership appears mostly stagnant, except for example, in the
case of Khatami in the 1990s, Iran is in reality one of the least static societies in the Muslim
world. Maloney analyzes the social, economic, and regional forces that are driving Iran toward
change. Iran also has fluid situations with its neighbors in Irag and Afghanistan; it feels
threatened and feels that it must control its surroundings through its foreign policy as much as

possible. A primary method used is through its use of Hezbollah in Lebanon.*®

Weyhey explores the strengths and limitations of Iran in relation to Hezbollah in
Southwest Asia. More specifically, he discusses Iran’s attempt to increase its popularity in the
Arab world by using Hezbollah as a proxy in the region. In a sense, he explains, Iran is trying to
be “more Arab than the Arabs.”*” While Weyhey does explain that Iran and Hezbollah do share
a strategic relationship, he goes further in saying that Iran does not control Hezbollah. Iran does
exert influence over Hezbollah and helps direct its activities but does not have direct control over
the organization.”® The author shows that Iran is not as strong as it is made out to be in the
general media with regards to Hezbollah. Also, Iran has limited ability with its own military in
terms of being able to perform targeted strikes on its enemies, although it is attempting to
increase its military ability. Due to this fact, it has chosen to back proxy groups that are much
closer to its enemies and are able to exact serious damage deep within the heart of enemy
territory.* One such group, Hezbollah, is used in Iran’s revolutionary guard’s “peripheral
strategy” to extend its influence. Overall, if it were not for Israel’s disproportionate use of force

in Lebanon, it is possible that Hezbollah would not exist to counter this strategy today. >
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Corsi argues that Iran is the largest force behind Hezbollah and that without its support,
Hezbollah would be primarily a Lebanese organization like many others in Lebanon.®* Although
Israel has fought two indecisive battles with Hezbollah, strategists are still planning on striking
both Hezbollah and Iran despite the low rates of success. The author indicates that Hezbollah
does not have to go through the normal connections that other organizations do in terms of
hierarchy because the leader of Hezbollah, Hassan Nusrallah, has a direct connection with the
spiritual leader of Iran.®® The author argues that without Iranian support, there would be no
Hezbollah in terms of its size and power. Although Hezbollah’s creation is arguably due in part
to Israel’s disproportionate use of force in Lebanon, Iran’s financial support of has been a major
force allowing it to become the strongest power in Lebanon and one of the strongest military
forces in comparison to Israel.>® The author also discusses in detail how Israel now feels that it
must preemptively attack Iran at all costs due to its nuclear weapons program. On the Iranian
side, it is felt that Hezbollah can act as a threat to Israel in the case that it chooses to attack
Iranian soil. While Israel is persisting in its reliance on military force, it has consistently missed
the point that this strategy is cause for concern in terms of future repercussions against the Israeli

nation.>*

Goodarzi claims that the Syrian-Iranian alliance created after the revolution in Iran has
had a major impact towards changing and solidifying certain issues in the region, primarily
amongst policies regarding Israel.>® Furthermore, the study demonstrates that contrary to
prevailing views, cooperation between Iran and Syria has been essentially defensive in nature. It
came about due to a series of developments, such as Egypt’s signing of the Camp David
Accords, the Iragi invasion of Iran in 1980, the Israeli invasion of Lebanon in 1982 and
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continued U.S. interference in the region. This text traces the critical stages of events in the
region leading to the Iranian-Syrian alliances and provides an explanation for the continuation of
this alliance despite efforts at pulling the two powers apart. This author argues that Israel’s use
of military force in Lebanon has only strengthened the resolve of both Syria and Iran. More
recently, the United States has unsuccessfully focused on attempting to weaken the Syrian-
Iranian alliance in Lebanon. While Hezbollah is key to this alliance, it remains to be seen what

carrot and stick approach can be used to change the situation.

Paul discusses the costs of a preemptive foreign policy in Irag and how strategies such as
containment and deterrence have been gaining traction among many policy makers, especially
those in Israel. This text offers an agenda for the contemporary practice of deterrence,
specifically regarding Israeli dealings with Hezbollah. It can be argued here that Hezbollah has
become stronger due to Israel’s policy of deterrence in the region. While this provides an
alternate view, it must be taken into account that the deterrence angle has led to varying
outcomes in the region that have not produced positive results.

Israeli military actions have had a negative rather than positive effect in terms of
deterrence. This is true especially for states like Iran. Iran and similar states are attempting to
increase their projection of power in the region at the expense of Israeli military actions. Israeli
strategy has increased the resolve of certain actors such as Hezbollah and provided an impetus
for them to exist. During the Gulf war, Iraq was not deterred from striking Israel with scud
missiles despite the fact that it was known that Israel had nuclear capability. Iran, for example,
may be deterred from striking Israel directly because of its nuclear power capability; though, it

l. 57

will not deter Hezbollah from striking targets in Israe Israeli actions have sent the wrong
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signals in the region, especially in terms of asymmetric warfare. In plain speak, non-state actors
do not respond to actions in the same manner as state actors do.

These various books cover a wide variety of different viewpoints relating to Israel’s
failure to subdue Hezbollah in Lebanon. Some authors, like Hinnesbusch, see Hezbollah’s rise
as a calculated risk taken by regional actors while other authors such as Giraldo and Trinkunas
take a much more narrow approach and point towards economic causes. Paul argues that pre-
emptive actions by Israel have caused the rise of guerilla movements. Still, other scholars give a
historical line of events where various social, religious and external factors explain how this
movement came to play a huge role in this region of the world. Cordesman discusses Israel’s
military strength against other actors in the region and non-state actor influences. However,
while many authors point to the major role Iran and Syria have had assisting the rise of
Hezbollah, the majority of texts are lacking because they do not point out the extent to which

Israel’s own actions in Lebanon have led to failure and the direct rise of Hezbollah.

The particular gap in the literature that will be covered by this work relates Israeli actions
to Hezbollah’s rise in power. Rather than examine Israeli military force and argue that military
actions have been useful as a deterrent against Lebanon, this author wishes to give an alternative
view that Israel’s disproportionate use of force in Lebanon has been a failure. Israel has not only
assisted in increasing Hezbollah’s power but its subsequent invasions of Lebanon have also
allowed Hezbollah to gain political ground within Lebanon. | will examine the 1982, 1996 and

2006 Israeli invasions of Lebanon and the resulting increase of Hezbollah influence in Lebanon.
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The 1982 Israeli invasion of Lebanon created a catalyst for the creation of Hezbollah.
Subsequent Israeli invasions and interference in Lebanon created even more reasons for the
guerrilla group to organize and act as a buffer against Israel. With the help of Syria and Iran,
Hezbollah has been able to not only resist Israel on a military front, but also on a political level
as well. This factor along with the creation and strengthening of Hezbollah has created a
situation that has led to failure for the Israelis. Still today, Lebanon’s top security positions such
as the head of military intelligence and the director of general security are controlled by Syrian
approved elements. Just recently the Prime Minister’s office in Lebanon was given to a pro-

Syrian ally of Damascus, adding to Hezbollah continuous gain on power.

Process Of Examination

This study will be divided into five chapters, examining the presented topic. The first
chapter will be the introduction. This chapter will present the thesis and introduce the key
parties. It will also provide a background on the subject along with its goals. The second chapter
will attempt to persuade the reader that the policies the Israeli military has implemented have
created many unintended consequences, including popular dissent in the region. Starting with
the 1982 invasion of Lebanon, the dislodging of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO),
and the creation of Hezbollah, chapter two will attempt to explain the history of Hezbollah and
its connection to Israel’s use of force. Second, the Israeli operations of 1996 and 2006 will

attempt to explain the reaction to Israel’s overt use of force against civilian targets in Lebanon,
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especially the shelling of Qana and the contribution of popular support for Hezbollah from a

wide range of the populace.

The third chapter will focus on Iranian ideology and the policies that the Ulema of Iran
have adopted, leading to the strengthening of Iran in Lebanon and throughout the region.
Hezbollah’s political, social and military support apparatus will be discussed and analyzed to
understand how Hezbollah has been able to achieve success in a relatively short period of time.
Hezbollah’s ability to raise funds in the United States will also be analyzed with examples of

major fundraising acts taking place under the nose of U.S. intelligence.

The fourth chapter will explain how Syria’s role has created an environment where
Hezbollah is able to flourish in Lebanon. With the help of Iran, Syria has been able to exert its
foreign policy goals because of its use of Hezbollah in Lebanon. A brief historical outlook of
Syria in the region will be examined. Also, an examination of the current crises in Syria will be
analyzed. Syria is tied to many organizations in the region and if the current regime were to fall,

Hezbollah would certainly be affected.

The fifth and final chapter will be a conclusion involving a greater understanding of how
Israel’s military use of force is connected to Hezbollah as well as how the militant organization
has come into the forefront of not only Lebanese politics but also the pre-eminent threat to Israeli
security. While no single bullet has increased Hezbollah’s power, Israeli military incursions into
Lebanon may provide insight as to how Hezbollah’s power has increased over the past thirty

years. While both Iran and Syria have also been major instigators in the rise of Hezbollah, it is
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this author’s belief that Israel has played the largest role leading to Hezbollah’s increase in

power.
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CHAPTER Il: LEBANON

Introduction

To provide an examination of the repercussions of Israel’s use of force, an expansive
look will be taken at how Israel’s use of military force has led to the creation and rise of
Hezbollah in Lebanon. The primary purpose of this paper is to explain the rise of Hezbollah
power in reaction to Israel’s use of disproportionate force in Lebanon rather than as Hezbollah’s
creation as a response to religious extremism. Since its founding, Israel has been successful in
cementing its existence in Southwest Asia through the use of military force. Israel has also
managed to restrain the threats from the surrounding Arab states and prove that it is the superior
military power in the region. What Israel has not been able to do is create lasting peace with its
neighbors. Moreover, its disproportionate use of military force has led to intense antagonism
among the civilian population as well as the creation of militant groups such as Hezbollah. Israel

has also used such force against another Palestinian led militant group, Hamas.

In another example of Israel’s failure in asymmetrical warfare, Israel invaded Gaza in
December of 2008 in an operation codenamed, Operation Cast Lead. This invasion of the Gaza
Strip by Israel was in response to repeated rocket fire by Hamas militants into Israel. Israel's
stated goal was to stop the rocket attacks coming into Israel. *° The resulting report released in
September 2009, stated that both sides of the conflict had committed violations. It also stated
that Israel had used disproportionate force by targeting Palestinian civilians, using them as

human shields as well as destroying civilian infrastructure. Hamas were also found to have
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targeted Israeli civilians by indiscriminately firing rockets into Israel. These findings were

endorsed by the United Nations Human Rights Council. ©°

In September 2009, a United Nations special mission, headed by Justice Richard
Goldstone, produced a report accusing both the Israeli Defense Forces and Palestinian militants

of war crimes. &

In January of 2010, Israel’s government released a response criticizing the
Goldstone Report and disputing its findings. ® Finally, In 2011, Goldstone partially altered from
the findings of the initial report by stating that he no longer believed that Israel intentionally

targeted civilians in Gaza. ®

The remaining three authors of the report, Christine Chinkin,
Desmond Travers and Hina Jilani, rejected his reassessment. ® UN Secretary General Ban Ki-
moon's spokesmen issued a statement stating that while the Secretary-General recognized
"Israel's security concerns regarding the continued firing of rockets from Gaza," "Israel still had
an obligation to uphold international humanitarian and human rights law." The statement

specifically noted that he "condemns the excessive use of force leading to the killing and injuring

of civilians”. ®°

Israeli realism is defined by its Jewish heritage and the Jewish Holocaust of World War
Il. Because Israel was created by means of war on inhabited land, insecurity has been the pre-
eminent experience. Therefore, Israeli policy has developed in response to a constant threat of
conflict. The key values that Israel must maintain to exist are in constant danger, values such as:
territorial sovereignty, personal survival and national independence as a democracy for Israel’s

Jewish citizens. The Israeli state is in constant fear of being overtaken. Continuous fear of

24



attack and defeat are ingrained in the Israeli consciousness, along with the belief that Arabs are

out to destroy Israel.®

International politics in Israel is seen as a zero-sum game where the belief that human
nature has an ugly side waiting to come out, is well established in Jewish culture and is leading
to mistrust throughout the world. Israeli military strategy is to plan for the worst. Israel’s use of
military force has been justified by the belief that Israel is acting in accordance with defensive
policies based upon an encircling threat. This reasoning self-justifies its actions as being
defensive rather than offensive military incursions. Historically, just as Jewish communities
have built barriers to minimize the impact coming from the outside world, separation has also
become equal with the survival of the Jewish state.®” While Israeli military strategy takes into
account the fact that the state of Israel must be a safe haven from the outside world, it also takes
into account acquisitive aspirations related to widening the barriers of the state of Israel. This
has been a major point of contention leading to the creation of militant groups such as Hezbollah.

Israeli technological advancements have generated superiority over their Arab
opponents and have acted as a credible advantage to the threat of Israeli hegemony in the region.
Historically, Israel fought for its existence knowing that it could use overwhelming force as a
form of diplomacy to impose results. The idea of cumulative deterrents' emphasized the thought
of repeatedly beating your opponent as a way to force permanent acceptance of Israel in the
region. ®® Over time Israel’s disproportionate use of force has been used to effectively bring the
Arabs to the bargaining table using almost any means necessary.

The surrounding Arab states were put on notice and once their land was obtained

through war, no land was given back unless it was overwhelmingly in Israel’s favor, nor would
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the imaginary line drawn in the sand be altered. Israeli strategists put a great deal of value on
holding on to what they have accomplished and forcing the other side into submission.®® Israel
hoped to create structures from its military actions i.e. buffer zones, security and peace
guarantees. Although it has been a long road, Israel has been very successful through the use of
violence. Due to its use of force, Egyptian strength and a population of millions succumbed to
Israeli superiority by the 1970s. Jordan, with a history of dubious political leadership, also
accepted the fact that Israel could not be defeated through military means. On the Arab side, the
idea that Israel could be decisively beaten in a military battle has slowly come to an end. On the
Israeli side, the idea that military force was Israel’s best friend went unchallenged until the
Israeli invasion of Lebanon in 1982.

Prior to the 1982 invasion of Lebanon, Israeli strategy changed after the 1967 war where
Israel became the occupier of the West Bank, Jerusalem, the Gaza strip, Sinai and the Golan
Heights. These occupied territories became a point of contention amongst Israeli strategists.
Would they be used as bargaining chips or would they be used to increase Israel’s size and
therefore its buffer zone?™

This debate has continued to the present day. The more territory Israel has, the more it
has to defend. On the other hand, deterrence using extreme and disproportionate force can work
well without having the need for extended buffer zones. Israel’s realist approach has succeeded
in securing the new state; nevertheless, it has meant that it was not likely to create any real
friendships in the region. Any attempts to increase security by one of Israel’s neighbors meant
that Israel would also increase its own security, creating a never-ending race. Israel’s use of

disproportionate force eventually led Syria and Jordan to put down anti-Israel actions directed
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from their state; though, one state that encountered problems with this was Lebanon. Lebanon,
from its inception, functioned as a quasi failed state and has been ever since. Lebanon allowed
first the PLO to launch attacks onto Israeli territory, and then after the Israelis invaded Lebanon
in 1982, an even stronger organization developed in the form of Hezbollah. Since that time,
Israel has become engaged in a low level war on its northern border. With occasional serious

flare-ups, Hezbollah has become one of the most serious threats to Israeli security.

Unintended Conseguences

Beginning with Israel’s 1982 invasion of Lebanon, Israel attempted to eliminate the PLO
from Southern Lebanon. This action took place because after the Palestinians were pushed out
from Jordan, they came into Lebanon and shortly took over the Palestinian refugee camps in the
south, converting some into military training grounds.”* The Palestinians began taking part in
cross-border attacks against Israeli targets from Lebanese territory, as opposed to their previous
strongholds in Jordan.  As Palestinian influence began to increase in Lebanon, the Palestinian
fighters were able to create a state within a state.”>  The Israelis would retaliate with
overwhelming air superiority and bomb Palestinian refugee camps. These airstrikes would often
be accompanied with strikes on the local Lebanese population, specifically Muslim Shiites in
South Lebanon.

As Palestinian attacks began to increase, so did the Israeli response. Had it not been
Israeli practice to use overwhelming force, the surrounding Lebanese population would not have

been affected to such a degree. Israeli strikes on Lebanese villages were becoming more
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frequent, creating tensions between Israel and the Palestinian Arab fighters as well as the local
Arab population in Lebanon. One example of this occurred on July 10, 1981. After strikes on
Israel by the PLO, Israeli retaliation occurred through Israeli air strikes.”® On July 17, the Israel
Air Force launched a massive attack on PLO buildings in downtown Beirut. Roughly three
hundred people were killed and eight hundred wounded, the majority of them civilians.”* The
Israeli army also targeted PLO positions in South Lebanon, hitting local civilians in the process
without being able to stop Palestinian rocket fire. By the mid 1970’s, tensions between the
Palestinian Arabs in Lebanon and local inhabitants came to a head erupting in armed conflict
within Lebanon. As the war continued in Lebanon, the Palestinian militants continued the ebb
and flow of attacks against Israel until the Israeli government decided to put a stop to Palestinian
attacks once and for all.

In 1982, the Israeli government decided to put a stop to Palestinians attacks and began
waiting for a strategic moment. According to George Ball, the seventh U.S. ambassador to the
United Nations, the PLO continued to observe the ceasefire implemented earlier by both Israel
and the Palestinian authority.” Alexander Haig, U.S. Secretary of State, also said that Israel
continued to look for an internationally recognizable act that would be necessary to obtain
American support for an Israeli invasion of Lebanon.”® In April of 1982, an Israeli diplomat
was killed in front of his apartment in Paris, increasing tensions. Despite this assassination, the
official premise for the Lebanese invasion was that the Palestinians had managed to acquire
long-range rockets, capable of hitting deeper targets within Israel. Israel’s strategic timing came
about when on June 3, 1982, the Israeli Ambassador to the United Kingdom, Shlomo Argov, was

77

shot and paralyzed by Abu Nidal’s Fatah organization.”” Although the Abu Nidal group was a
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main competitor and rival group of Yasser Arafat’s PLO, and the shooting carried out by the
Abu Nidal group was a clear provocation against the PLO, the Israeli cabinet agreed to invade

Lebanon.

Operation “Peace for Galilee”

Ariel Sharon, Israel’s Minister of Defense at the time informed the cabinet that the
invasion of Lebanon would last roughly three days. Israeli troops were not to go deeper than 25
miles into Lebanese territory and they were not to engage Syrian forces stationed in Lebanon.”
The overall goals of the operation were to eliminate the PLO, install a Christian- Israeli friendly
government in Beirut and limit Syrian interference in Lebanon. Israel’s plans were thwarted
from the onset of military activities. Despite Israel’s military superiority over the PLO, it took
over 48 hours to take over a main PLO stronghold in Sidon. And while the mission was
successful in driving out the Palestinians from Southern Lebanon, the Israeli forces broke their
own rules of engagement of not going deeper than 25 miles and laid siege to the Lebanese
capital, Beirut.” Israeli troops surrounded Beirut and bombed PLO positions from the air and
the ground, frequently hitting civilians, many of whom belonged to the Shiite community.

Due to Israel’s extension over its original limited war plan and its disproportionate use of
force in Lebanon, the Israeli army reported that 140 Israeli Defense Force Soldiers (IDF) refused
to serve in Lebanon and were sent to jail.** Israel’s plan to install a pro-Israel leader in Lebanon
also came to a halt as the anti-Syrian Bashir Gemayel was elected President of Lebanon and

assassinated one month later.
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While his brother, Amin Gemayel, was elected President by the national assembly,
shortly thereafter, Syria was able to assert its influence, not only militarily against Israel but also
within Lebanon, permanently ending any plans for a Lebanese government friendly towards
Israel. Furthering Israel’s failure in 1982, the IDF was unsuccessful in driving out Syrian forces
and this led to the massive strengthening of Syrian influence in Lebanon. Within a short period
of time, Syria was able to have almost total control of internal and external Lebanese policies.

Israel not only failed to achieve security for its northern border through the “Peace for
Galilee” war, it created a much more potent and longer lasting problem for itself, Hezbollah. As
the war continued, the downtrodden Shiite Muslims of Southern Lebanon became more active
and were able to unite based on similar grievances. Initially, the Muslim Shiites of Southern
Lebanon viewed the IDF as liberators because they were no longer under the tutelage of the
Palestinian forces. Many Muslim Shiites were upset that the PLO was causing the infliction of
damage onto their neighborhoods. Later, the IDF began to align themselves with the Maronite
Christians of Lebanon to the detriment of the Muslim Shiites. This factor, coupled with the
unfortunate fact that the IDF did not withdraw after driving out the PLO caused the Shiites to
rethink their presence.

As a result, the Muslim Shiites turned their attention towards getting rid of the IDF
soldiers and freeing South Lebanon from foreign interference. While the PLO lost its hold on
Southern Lebanon and their forces were transferred to Tunisia, Iran had been longing for the
ability to spread its influence in the Arab world and it found it within the Shiite Muslim

community of Lebanon.

30



During “Operation Peace for Galilee,” the Iranian government sent some 1,500
revolutionary guards (Pasdaran) to the Bekaa valley to train Arab Shiite Muslims in Lebanon.®
With the acceptance of Hafez al-Assad of Syria, the Pasdaran trained the Shiites in the south and
began to reinforce the Ayatollah Khomeini’s insistence on spreading the Islamic Revolution.
The main reasoning behind this was to establish an Islamic revolutionary movement in Lebanon,
mimicking that in Iran and eventually turning Lebanon into an Islamic state. As the Lebanese
war ebbed and flowed, the Pasdaran troops were able to train Hezbollah fighters and turn them
into a united fighting force. Hezbollah was very limited in terms of resources but thanks to Iran,
it was backed militarily, spiritually and financially.

Iran’s financial backing allowed Hezbollah to increase its membership and augment its
standing among the Shiites in Southern Lebanon. Due to the Lebanese government’s inability
and neglect of the Muslim Shiite community, Hezbollah was even able to begin a social welfare
program to enhance its image within the region.*® This welfare program provides inexpensive
healthcare, rebuilds homes for those affected by Israeli strikes, and provides income assistance to
those who have lost family members while fighting the Israelis. All of these actions have
increased Hezbollah’s popularity in South Lebanon. Hezbollah even provides discount
supermarkets, scholarships for college, and schools for the needy.®?

It is also interesting to note that during the late 1980s, Iran’s leadership changed hands
from Ayatollah Khomeini to a more moderate Hashemi Rafsanjani. The result of this was the
replacement of the hard-line Secretary General of Hezbollah, Sheik Subhi al-Tufayli with the

more moderate Sheik Abbas al-Musawi in 1990. After a mere two years of leading Hezbollah
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and moderating Hezbollah’s stance in the region, an Israeli air raid killed both al-Musawi and his
wife along with their child and a number of bodyguards.

In his place, Sheik Hassan Nasrallah was appointed to take the position. As a moderate,
Nasrallah and the Iranian leadership wanted Hezbollah to enter into the Lebanese political arena.
Hezbollah entered the 1992 parliamentary elections and were successful in gaining eight seats
including 4 Shiite Muslims, as well as 2 Sunni Muslim and 2 Christians running on the
Hezbollah ticket. This provided Hezbollah with the largest bloc in parliament.®*

Despite all of the repercussions of operation “Peace for Galilee,” the Israelis did not learn
from their mistakes. Once the war was over, Israel had succeeded in dislodging the PLO from
Southern Lebanon but had failed to install an Israeli friendly government. It is estimated that
almost 18,000 Lebanese were killed during the first year of the invasion alone. The war itself led
to the emigration of over 850,000 Christian Lebanese, leading to a continual change in
demographics against Israeli interests in Lebanon.®®> The Shiite Amal organization created by al-
Sadr, stopped fighting the PLO and switched its allegiances due to Israel’s disproportionate use
of force and the killing of many Muslim Shiites in Lebanon. Most importantly, the Israeli

invasion led to the creation of Hezbollah, backed by Iran and Syria.

Operation “Grapes of Wrath”

While low-level conflict continued between the IDF and Hezbollah fighters for many

years, combat remained within the confines of South Lebanon. Despite this fact, the Israeli
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government was again looking to invade Lebanon and this time put a stop to Hezbollah fighters
as they had done to the PLO just over a decade before. On March 30, 1996, two men working on
a water tower in Yater, Lebanon were killed by an IDF missile strike. Hezbollah retaliated by
launching twenty missiles into northern Israel and the IDF later acknowledged that the attack on
Yater was a mistake. Next, a roadside bomb killed a 14-year-old Lebanese boy and injured three
others in Barashit, a village in Lebanon. Hezbollah again retaliated by firing 30 missiles into
northern Israel. Two days later, on April 11, 1996, Israel announced the “Grapes of Wrath”
operation as a retaliatory invasion against Hezbollah.

Israel wanted to punish the general Lebanese populace for supporting Hezbollah and it
thought that by making the Lebanese public suffer, it would distance them from Hezbollah. This
would also force the Lebanese government to put more pressure on Hezbollah to stop its
activities. Moreover, the Israeli Defense Force was to create disorder in the south, creating an
untenable situation for Hezbollah. On April 11, 1996, Israeli aircraft and artillery began the
bombardment of Southern Lebanon, multiple targets in and around Beirut and the Bekaa Valley.
The IDF conducted air raids on Hezbollah installations as well as civilian infrastructure.

By the April 13, Israel had blocked major Lebanese ports, including the ports of Sidon,
Beirut and Tyre.  Within 48 hours of the blockade, the civilian electric power stations of
Bsaleem and Jumhour were bombed and destroyed. Multiple bridges were bombed and over
2,000 civilian homes were destroyed in Southern Lebanon alone. The total economic damage
was estimated at over half a billion dollars. Israel also estimated the total damage it suffered at

just over 50 million dollars.®®
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The Shelling of Qana

On April, 18, some 800 civilians were taking refuge in a United Nations compound in
Qana. Hezbollah fighters, hundreds of meters away, fired multiple rockets and mortars at Israeli
troops. In response, Israel fired 38 shells within 15 minutes of the shelling, many equipped with
fuses allowing them to detonate above ground.?” As a result of this bombing, 106 civilians were
killed, including 24 children, with scores wounded.® Despite numerous reports from Amnesty
International, the United Nations, Human Rights Watch and others, reflecting on the flagrant use

of force by Israel in the region, the Israeli government firmly placed the blame on Hezbollah.

While Israeli Prime Minister, Shimon Peres, attempted an information campaign to push
the Lebanese to distance themselves from Hezbollah, the attempt backfired and nearly the entire
countries’ religious and political establishment rallied around Hezbollah. Also, both Christians
and Muslims took part in daily protests in favor of Hezbollah in addition to providing donations

for the Islamic Resistance.®®

This “rally around the flag” effect, coupled with the Qana massacre, not only kept
Hezbollah in place but also solidified it in the Lebanese political structure as well. Israel’s
attempts at creating a gap between the general population and Hezbollah by using
disproportionate amounts of force to compel civilians to point the finger at Hezbollah backfired.
This turned not only the country, but the world’s attention towards Israel’s justifications for

using extreme force.
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The 2006 Hezbollah-Israeli War

Explaining the 2006 Hezbollah-Israeli war, Israeli actions proved to be a failure for Israel
and a success for Hezbollah. Primarily, Israel’s military objectives were to re-establish
deterrence despite having failed in the 1996 conflict and to eliminate Hezbollah’s ability to
threaten Israel. Furthermore, Israel wanted to obtain the release of its captured soldiers, the
catalyst that sparked the 34 day conflict. Similar to Israel’s goals in 1996, “Operation Grapes of
Wrath,” Israel sought to pressure the Lebanese public by making them suffer from a

disproportionate use of force.*

The punishment strategy used by Israel also consisted of a psychological warfare
campaign. Israeli psy-op units were able to send messages to mobile phones across the south,
they also hijacked phone lines and sent Lebanese civilians Israeli-based phone calls as well as
cell phone text messages telling the locals to show their disapproval of Hezbollah. Israel
activated psychological warfare units to execute operations within Lebanon as well.**  They
attempted unsuccessfully to shut down the al-Manar television station by bombing it. This
strategy was created to put Hezbollah in a negative light within Lebanon and attempt to gain
support from the Lebanese population. Israel deleted Hezbollah websites and set up false
websites appearing to be backed by Hezbollah. They also managed to put up negative messages
on official Hezbollah websites and dropped leaflets attempting to appeal to Lebanese civilians to

stop supporting Hezbollah.
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Figure 1 Israeli pamphlet showing how Hezbollah is taking Lebanon into the abyss

Similarly to “Operation Grapes of Wrath,” Israel used disproportionate force as a strategy
to achieve its goals. Israeli airpower was used throughout the south of Lebanon so as to limit
casualties on the Israeli side. Weapons used to target Hezbollah were also used to cause harm to

the civilian population so that they would point the finger at Hezbollah and blame them for
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Israeli actions. Israel did not want to commit ground forces due to their losses in the 1996 war

which signaled weakness, further emboldening Hezbollah fighters.

Israeli experts commented that the damage inflicted against Lebanon’s civilian
population weakened the effects of Israel’s use of military force against Hezbollah.** Israeli
airstrikes resulted in over $7 billion in damage to Lebanon, over 1,200 civilian deaths and over
130,000 civilian structures destroyed.®® Due to these results, it is plausible that the
disproportional use of force committed by Israel in Lebanon increased the anger of the majority
of the Lebanese population as well as the Arab and Muslim world. This created even more
backing for Hezbollah.*®  Hezbollah was able to provide more social and civil services to the
south than the central Lebanese government and this was a major factor in their support of the

organization.

Militarily, Israel wished to eliminate Hezbollah’s rocket arsenal and stop the threat of
rocket fire into northern Israel. Consequent to the Israeli invasion, Hezbollah was able to launch
approximately 4,000 rockets into northern Israel during the 34-day period. Thousands of
Israelis were forced into bomb shelters and over half a million people were displaced from their

homes. %

Moreover, Hezbollah was able to prove itself as a fighting force and was provided the
opportunity to improve its military capabilities through lessons learned from 1996. Syria and
Iran were more than happy to replenish its medium and long-range rocket arsenal.®” Hezbollah’s
success also provided a strong impetus for Syria and Iran to step up their financial and military

support. This also created an example for Hamas in the Gaza strip. They were able to see the
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affects of Hezbollah on Israel’s military offensive. This provided an impetus for Hamas and

similar groups to imitate Hezbollah and also fall under the patronage of Iran and Syria.

Once again, Israel was unable to change the political atmosphere in Lebanon and
therefore failed to pressure the Lebanese government to force Hezbollah’s hand.*®  Additionally,
Israel failed to obtain the release of the two captured soldiers, which sparked the entire conflict.
Israel also suffered psychological setbacks as well. Israel permanently lost its air of invincibility.
The government and the military were criticized for underestimating Hezbollah’s abilities,
overestimating their own capabilities, as well as not sufficiently preparing for the war. *
Regionally, Israel’s use of disproportionate military force in Lebanon lost the historic backing of
Saudi Arabia, Egypt and Jordan although they all initially condemned Hezbollah and firmly
blamed it for the conflict. As Lebanese civilians continued to die and as the gruesome pictures

began to steadily flow throughout media outlets, Arab public opinion grew immensely against

Israel’s bombing campaign in Lebanon.

Hezbollah’s Arsenal

After Israel’s 1996 invasion into Lebanon, Iran and Syria began resupplying Hezbollah
with even more state-of-the-art weaponry, reconnaissance equipment and more rockets.
Hezbollah had proven itself to be a respectable fighting force, able to use sophisticated weaponry
and remain standing after numerous battles with the IDF. According to Israeli intelligence,

planes carrying sophisticated weapons, including long-range Zelzal missiles from Iran have been
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passed onto Hezbollah through Syria.*®

During the 2006 invasion, the Israeli Army struggled
for many weeks to defeat Hezbollah forces and was ultimately unsuccessful prior to a cease-fire
being imposed. Although Hezbollah remained a small militia, it trained like an army and was

equipped accordingly by Iran and Syria.

Among many items, Hezbollah has been equipped with flak jackets to limit injuries and
deaths of its soldiers, night-vision goggles to spot Israeli targets under the cover of darkness,
state-of-the-art communication equipment to be able to transfer information to fellow fighters,
Israeli uniforms to blend in with the IDF during chaotic battles, and even Israeli ammunition. In
the period of a few years, Hezbollah has gone from a small resistance organization to a

sophisticated and well equipped group of fighters.

Iran has also provided Hezbollah with Russian-made antitank missiles that have damaged
or destroyed Israeli tanks, including its most modern tank, the Merkava, known as Israel’s
indestructible tank.®* Hezbollah has also been equipped with antitank missiles including the
older Sagger missile. This missile has been used successfully to fire into and bring down houses
where Israeli troops are hiding. Hezbollah fighters also use a large-scale system of underground
tunnels to move around throughout Southern Lebanon. These booby trapped tunnels are
especially useful for soldiers to fire at Israeli targets and then disappear back into the
underground. Tactics such as these were learned from Chechen fighters combating invading
Russian troops while successfully using the Grozny sewer system to evade capture after attacks.
Syria and Iran have also continued to provide satellite communication systems to Hezbollah.

Hezbollah has additionally become attuned to gathering intelligence, learning guerrilla-style
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warfare from events such as the American Revolution, from rebel groups such as the Vietcong,
and texts such as those written by Mao and Che.'®* Very importantly, Hezbollah fighters are
trained based on methods learned from the West, mimicking as much as they can from United

States’ soldiers on the battlefield.

It is also known that Hezbollah has its own separate telephone system throughout
Lebanon. This phone system came under intense scrutiny in 2008 when Iran had used an Iranian
company that was rebuilding homes that were destroyed during the 2006 war, to lay cables for
the Hezbollah network. Further claims were made that these cables would link all the militias in
Lebanon, Syria and Iran. According to a Lebanese government report, the network is capable of
tracking 100,000 numbers using a digital format in which each number is five digits long and

hooks up to Lebanon’s central telephone network.'®

Through professional training from the Pasadaran, Hezbollah has proven that it can
successfully use generally low-tech antitank and infantry weapons, as well as more high-tech
Semtex plastic explosives.'® The IDF says that Hezbollah has between 2,000 to 4,000 fighters,
aided by a larger circle of backup personnel who provide storage of weapons in nearby homes

and civilian buildings. They also provide logistics assistance throughout the region.'%®
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Remarks

Hezbollah is very difficult to fight against because it operates like a revolutionary force.
It fights within civilian areas, making it hard to attack without hitting civilian populated areas.
Fighters are trained to set up launchers, fire them and immediately leave the area. This makes it
very difficult for Israel to strike legitimate targets. Furthermore, this provides more incentive for
Israel to strike those Hezbollah launching sites and blame it on the Hezbollah fighters, leading to
large casualties. The Pasdaran has assisted Hezbollah to train and fight like an army, with
special units for antitank warfare, explosives, engineering, intelligence, communications and
launching rockets. The Pasdaran has also taught Hezbollah how to build and use “improvised
explosive devices” (IED) as well as fire the all important C-802, ground-to-ship missile that was

successfully used in 2006.*%

Iranian Air Force officers have also been sent to Lebanon to train and assist Hezbollah in
using Iranian made medium-range missiles such as the Fajr-3 and Fajr-5. Syria has provided
Hezbollah with 220 millimeter and 302 millimeter missiles both being equipped with
antipersonnel warheads. Syria has also acquired Russian made antitank weapons and passed
them to Hezbollah ever more slightly changing the military balance of the region.’”” Such
examples include the Metis wire-guided missile, with the ability to fire up to four rounds per
minute and the RPG-29, used both as an antitank round with the ability to penetrate armor as

well as the ability to be used against soldiers.
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Hezbollah has been successful in destroying the myth that Arab armies have helped to
create through over 40 years of battle, that the IDF is unbeatable. Despite sophisticated
American weaponry, highly skilled Israeli training and the solid friendship of the world’s only
superpower, Hezbollah has been able to remain standing against Israeli military action. The act
of being able to get back up after Israel’s use of overwhelming force has turned Hezbollah into a
mythical force in the region and throughout the world. Hezbollah has been able to prove itself,

not only on the battle field, but in the social and political sphere as well.

Each time it is tested by Israeli firepower, Hezbollah manages to come out ahead. After
the 2006 war, Hezbollah is much better equipped with sophisticated weaponry provided by Iran
and Syria. It is also widely believed in the region that Turkey is covertly assisting Iran to
smuggle weapons into Syria. These sophisticated weapons end up in the hands of Hezbollah
fighters.'®® Due to a number of factors, including Turkish public opinion relating to the overt use
of military force used in Israel, the Turkish government has begun to revise its international
strategy. This strategy includes not being as friendly to Israel as past governments have been,
further isolating Israel in the region and proving further that Israel’s disproportionate use of force
has backfired on the Israeli state. It can be argued that Israel did succeed in splitting Lebanon
into two separate political camps. One group constitutes a majority Shiite Muslim constituency
suffering the most from the Israeli incursions; and a separate group made up of Sunni Muslims
and Christians, living a more affluent lifestyle, and blaming Hezbollah for the Israeli attacks that

have befallen the country.
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CHAPTER I11: IRAN

Introduction

While Hezbollah traces its origins back to Najaf, Iraqg, it owes its creation to an Israeli
operation in Southern Lebanon, intent on eliminating the Palestinian Liberation Organization
(PLO) and installing a Christian-led, Israeli-friendly government in Beirut. As Iran's war with
Irag weakened the more liberal elements in Iran, the religious clerics began to gain ground. The
clerics believed that the only way to protect the Islamic republic from their adversaries was by
exporting the Islamic revolution throughout the region. The two immediate geographic locations
were Iraq and Lebanon. Iraq however, was not an easy target to export to because of President
Saddam Hussein and his secular Bath regime along with the Iran-Iraq war. In this case, Iran
lacked the personnel, channels and institutions that could operate within the country to spread the

ideas of the revolution.

The second location thought of as a prime location to export the ideas of the Islamic
revolution was Lebanon. Although the Amal movement, led by Musa al Sadr, had been
established from the beginning under the slogan of putting an end to the suffering and
deprivation of the Shia sect in Lebanon, they did not recognize the Iranian concept of 'Wilayat-
e-Faqgih' or Guardianship of the Scholar, a religious mode of government because of the multi-
religious makeup of Lebanon. Iran, on the other hand, realized that the Amal movement, mainly

composed of political activists, was not most efficient method of exporting the revolution.
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In response to the Amal issue, Iran decided to create a new party based on the
membership of religious clerics. Since Amal was not supportive of the Wilayat-e-Faqih, its
members were classified as secularists and non-believers causing many of them to abandon the
movement. These individuals began to obtain a more religious orientation with backing from
Iran which later led them to become members of Hezbollah. The formation and activities of
Hezbollah were also expedited with the 1982 Israeli invasion. While it is apparent that Iran
drove the activity behind the creation of Hezbollah, it is this author’s intention to show that the
Israeli invasion created the impetus for Iranian influence in Lebanon, leading to the increase of
Hezbollah’s power. Although Hezbollah’s creation was fragmented and occurred over a longer
period of time, for the purposes of this work, the formation date of the resistance movement will

be referred to as 1982; this is for many reasons, primarily, the Israeli invasion of Lebanon.*®

Among modern day phenomena, Hezbollah, it can be argued, owes its rise to the steady
yet wide scale decline of Arab civilization and its failure to meet the global challenges of living
in a modern Western-dominated world.™° Initially, Hezbollah was able to present itself as the
key for making life better for hundreds of thousands of downtrodden Shiites throughout
Lebanon. It was not until recently that Hezbollah became the rallying point for millions of
Muslims and Arabs throughout the region, as well as Christians in the Levant. Although it was
not a recognized group until the middle of the 1980s, Hezbollah had been operating for a number
of years, primarily as an umbrella for different groups within the region. Hezbollah’s first
members were a number of fledgling volunteers consisting of disaffected Muslim men adhering
to Shiite Islam as well as a number of Iranian style educated alims, otherwise known as “the

knowledgeable ones.”***
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As Hezbollah began to create its own agenda, Iran had a hand in coordinating and
controlling Hezbollah activities, especially during the 1980s. Iran’s influence was clear in the
open letter to “The Downtrodden in Lebanon and in the World”. The document is purported to
be written in Iran by a one-time member of the pro-Khatami reform movement in Iran. The
letter declared the world to be divided between the oppressed and the oppressors, mainly the U.S.
and Israel as the oppressors.**? Though Iran and Syria are widely given credit for Hezbollah’s

rise, Iran has been the main forbearer of Hezbollah’s ideology.

Moreover, the crucial fact is that Israel’s use of force can also be linked as part and parcel
of the creation of Hezbollah. Was it not for the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) bases
in Lebanon, and Israeli attempts at dislodging them, the fragile Shiite community living in the
slums of Southern Lebanon may have not been given the necessary reasons to guard themselves
against the incoming lIsraeli onslaught.  Secondarily,  was it not for Israel’s continued
occupation of Southern Lebanon, the Shiite community would have had less of a reason to take
up arms against the foreign invaders. These facts, coupled with the mentality of the rulers in the
region, that leaders do not represent the aspirations of their people, leads other powers to come
about that will look after the needs of the people in a manner more conducive to their
demands.™® Until the recent cases of Tunisia and Egypt, this was systematically true throughout
the region. It is important to note that a number of Arab regimes are also going through

transitions relating to the Arab Spring at this time.
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Iranian Ideology

For all practical purposes, modern Iranian-United States relations came about, due to the
modern day United States, CIA engineered coupe of Prime Minister Mohammed Mossadegh in
1953. Mossadegh was an ardent nationalist and opposed to the future of the United Kingdom’s

long-term oil concessions, which in fact controlled Iran’s major natural resource.'**

Mossadegh accepted to become the prime minister of Iran under the auspices that the
Iranian parliament would end the oil concessions, which did not occur until 1951. Mossadegh’s
nationalization of Britain’s Anglo-Iranian Oil Company showed him to be unreliable and a threat
to Western interests, along with the fact that the Soviet Union was just around the corner. The
President of the United States at the time, Dwight D. Eisenhower approved a coup plan, and
although previous attempts failed, on August 19, 1953, a CIA officer directed an intricate plan
against Mossadegh and succeeded in removing him, marking U.S. foreign policy goals in Iran.
This action not only succeeded in implanting the shah of Iran, it also created a generation of

Iranians that grew up knowing that the CIA had installed him.'*

By the time John F. Kennedy became president of the United States in 1961, the United
States was well on its way to changing Iran’s social fabric. The United States argued that Iran’s
land-tenure system was akin to “feudalism,” and that it was creating an environment that would
allow for a communist revolution. Under American pressure, the shah pushed for a so-called
“White Revolution.” This revolution brought about unexpected repercussions that both the
United States and the Shah did not foresee. The same backers that helped push out Mossedegh

were not in favor of the changes to the land-tenure system. Moreover, the Shah also proposed
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the political emancipation of women, modeled after those proposed years earlier by Mustapha
Kemal Ataturk of Turkey, angering the more conservative elements within Iran. Riots broke out
when it became obvious the election was rigged and a national referendum showed ninety-nine

percent approval for the measure.

The Iranian mainstream began to notice what the Shah and his reforms were creating.
The modernization program was creating an ultra-wealthy status of elites within Iran, many of
whom were part of the royal family. These reforms brought about the ascendance of a relatively
unknown cleric, Rohallah Khomeini. Khomeini became so popular through his fiery sermons
against the Shah in Iran that he was eventually sent into exile and forced from Iranian territory,

first to Iraq and then to France.''®

As Iran and the United States strengthened their alliance throughout the 1970’s, Israel
was also able to create ties with the Shah. This created a backlash not only amongst Iran’s Arab
neighbors, but also amongst Iranians themselves. Iran’s ability to maintain the status quo along
with its relationships with the U.S. and Israel brought it much admiration from the U.S., so much
so that Iran was considered to be an “Island of Stability” in relation to its neighbors.**’
Nevertheless, the Shah’s crumbling regime began to show signs of fatigue after the Shah

approved a publication highly critical of Khomeini.

Surprisingly, the Shah’s secret police, the SAVAK, notoriously known for their heavy-
handed tactics and for torturing opponents, were incapable of stopping the rising tide of
dissention. Adding fuel to the fire was Israel’s known relationship to the SAVAK. Out of an

increasing animosity between the Shah and the Arab states, Israel had helped train members of
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the SAVAK. In fact, this relationship helped influence increasingly popular enmity toward
Israel. Approximately, one year later, in January of 1979, the Shah was forced to flee Iran. A
short, two weeks later, Khomeini returned home from exile in Paris, France, pushing the
revolution towards a theocratic-style of government. Initially, while some secular elements were
involved, they were quickly marginalized in the provisional government, leading the way for the
Islamic Republic of Iran. To add to the changes, on November 4, a band of students took over
the U.S. embassy, with tacit approval from the authorities, taking 52 hostages and punishing the

Carter administration for allowing the deposed Shah safe haven for cancer treatment.**®

In September of 1980, Saddam Hussein launched a war against Iran. Saddam new that he
needed to smash the new theocratic Iranian Republic or it would affect his ability to continue
ruling his Shiite-majority country with a Sunni elite. Given Irag’s nuclear ambitions, Iraq also
posed a threat to Israel. Due to this, Iran seemed to be the lesser of two evils to Israel. This led
the U.S. to supply arms to Iragq while Israeli military strategists sought to secretly ship arms to
Iran. In July of 1981 an Argentinean cargo plane crashed en route to Iran. This crash later
revealed reports of a $200 million arms deal between Israel and Iran.**® As alliances began to
shift, Israel would later regret sending weapons to Iran and eventually after the fall of Saddam,

Iran would become Israel’s greatest threat. **°

Following the 1982 Israeli invasion of Lebanon, Iran increasingly yearned for a base in
the Arab world. It was finally able to assist in creating the militant, and later political, Hezbollah
movement in Lebanon. Iran’s connection within Lebanon became the marginalized Shiite

population working against Israeli occupation. One year later, Hezbollah was reported to have
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planned and participated in a massive bombing that damaged the U.S. Embassy in Beirut, killing
over 60 people. Only six months later, a Hezbollah truck bomb struck a U.S. Marine barracks in
Beirut, killing 241 United States’ Marines. These actions were the precursors to the beginning of
modern day Hezbollah and what has become a formidable political and military force in the

region.

Following the death of the Ayatollah Khomenie in 1989, Iran’s religious elite began to
pursue a different path in terms of the country’s foreign policy. The previous few years had been
very volatile and they looked for a more practical and less aggressive foreign policy. The
leadership began to limit its support of Islamic movements. For example, the religious clerics
adopted a hands-off approach to the Chechen movement for independence from Russia. They
also did the same when Azerbaijan fell into conflict as well. They realized that they could not
alienate their Russian neighbors or those from smaller republics with whom they relied on

politically, economically and otherwise.

One area of the world they have not chosen to ignore is Israel. Since Hezbollah’s
founding, much support has been offered by the religious clerics in Iran. These same clerics
have asked their congregations to donate money to their networks so that they can funnel it to
clerics in Lebanon and continue supporting Hezbollah. This support has led to the rapid growth

of Hezbollah and allowed them the ability to continue their resistance efforts in Lebanon.***

Though Hezbollah disliked interference from the United States, it disliked the Soviet
Union even more. A cleansing took place in 1984 and 1985 that eliminated hundreds of

members that overtly supported communist ideology. At the time, the view was that at least the
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United States believed in God; moreover it accepted Islam as a religion. On the other hand, the
Soviet Union had repressed any belief in God since the Communists came to power. The Soviet

Union was viewed to be more dangerous than the United States.*?

From the European side, the French were also viewed with disdain as they chose to
support the Maronite Christian community from Lebanon’s inception. This was done so that
France could obtain a foothold in the region and drive a wedge between the inhabitants of
Lebanon. Even more troubling then French support for the Maronite community in Lebanon, the
French were selling arms to Iraq. Irag was the sworn enemy of Iran, defending the Arab
frontline from Persian hordes and even more importantly, Iran was a close aide to Hezbollah.

This relegated France as an enemy of Hezbollah as well.

Historically, the crusades involved the clash of two different political worlds, the
Christian West and the Islamic East. In the East, the crusade to liberate Jerusalem from the
infidels, assisted in merging the Muslim world and causing it to coordinate army competencies
and devote resources in military services, which left it stronger and even more forceful to the
West.'?®  In the case of Hezbollah, the group was not interested in looking East, nor West.
Hezbollah wanted to craft their own blend of ideology in the region and strengthen the Muslim
world wherever they could. In the Hezbollah worldview, compromising with the enemy is not a
possibility. The disintegration of the Islamic and Arab world after the fall of the Ottoman
Empire was the perceived effect of imperialism; in Hezbollah’s outlook, the whole structure
required a rethink. In practical terms, Hezbollah viewed itself as a power, resisting not only

Israel but the super powers of the world as well.***
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Hezbollah’s main goal after its inception was the removal of Israel as it existed, not its
destruction. Hezbollah wanted to return Israel to a Muslim, Arab-dominated society where
European Jews are welcomed to live as they have been for thousands of years. What Hezbollah
cannot accept is the current status quo, a European satellite state run by European Jews in
Southwest Asia. Opposite the fact that a large portion of the Western World views Israel’s
existence as a permanent one in the region, the majority of those in the region, especially those
following Hezbollah’s ideology, would argue that it is not the case. Among Hezbollah’s goals is
the unification of the Shiite masses in the region as well as those that would agree with its
ideology. This reasoning provides a strong reasoning for Hezbollah’s wide support base among

the Christian and Sunni Muslim communities within Lebanon and throughout the region.

In Southern Lebanon, Hezbollah’s popularity is unmatched and it is still not uncommon
to see a family of 10 children or more wanting to assist or join Hezbollah. Socially speaking, the
majority of Hezbollah members are not living in the swanky downtown districts of Sunni
Muslim-dominated Beirut, but rather, in the slums of South Lebanon. The unification of such a
community has provided them with an opening to build up their support in Lebanon and in
resisting further Israeli efforts in the region.  The organization has almost always been
comprised of learned clerics or alims styled after the Iranian revolution and Shiite youth. The
external support base of Sunni Muslims and Arab and non Arab Christians has enabled the group

to have many friends to turn to in times of peace as well as crises.

The women of Hezbollah are also a critical element in that they are entrusted with taking

care of the wounded, grooming intellectuals, fathering future fighters, lawyers among others for
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the movement and learning how to fight, should it become a necessity. These women are
considered the backbone of Hezbollah activities, as the organization knows that without the
support of the mothers, sisters and wives of the community, they can have no future in Lebanon.

Children on the other hand, play no role in Hezbollah’s activities.*®

The Hawala System

Hezbollah has been well-funded by Iran and Syria as well as other groups and individuals
for many years. The bulk of this support is known to come from Iran. While it is generally
known where the money flows from, it is particularly interesting to see how the money is
received. A form of Islamic economics is at play and exists in approximately forty-five Muslim
countries as well as a number of other countries throughout the world, a banking system parallel
to that of the secular banking system, where depositors expect a certain amount of interest on
their investment.*?®® This parallel system plays a central role in funding for Hezbollah. One of

the main pipelines that serve to provide funds to Hezbollah is the Hawala system

A financial system that has gone through scrutiny since the events of September 11, 2001
is known as Hawala. Hawala is an alternative or parallel remittance system. It exists and
operates outside of or parallel to ‘traditional' banking or financial channels. It was developed in
India before the introduction of Western banking practices and is currently a major remittance

system used around the world.**’

In the U.S., it is known as the Informal Funds Banking
System (IFTS). In the Islamic world, Hawala is known by different names but performs the
same function. In the majority of Muslim countries, it is referred to as Hawala, in Arabic this
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refers to “someone who transfers.”*?® For example, in Bangladesh it is known as Hundi, Padala
in the Philippines, in Thailand as Foe Kuan and in China as Fei Chien, Feigian or “money that

fl ies.n129

The key element that the Hawala system depends on to work properly is that it must rely
on trust. In terms of ease, it is much less expensive than using a bank or any financial institution.
It works very simply and is akin to a Western Union service. For example, if an organization or
an individual wanted to send funds to Hezbollah, they would provide the monies to a trusted
person and ask them to deliver the funds to someone else. Its simplicity is what makes it so
difficult to eliminate. In return, you or someone you know will do the same for another party
and they will receive a commission or favor in return. As long as all parties have trust, the
money will be delivered and no official exchange will be known of in the financial system. In
these communities, it is very harmful if one were not to come through on a promise to provide a
Hawala service. This system is also based on regional and familial relationships, making it very
difficult and dishonorable if one were to fail on their promise, specifically if the funds are meant

for Hezbollah.**°

The primary reasons for using this type of service are: cost effectiveness, efficiency,
reliability and other various understandings. First, cost effectiveness, where a number of factors
come into play such as closer exchange rates and lower overhead among others. Second, the
Hawala system is very efficient, it takes at most, one to two days and holidays, or weekends; any

time distractions are limited. Third, reliability, when dealing with international transactions;
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banks require extensive information and the money is sent from one bank to another until

reaching its final destination which can sometimes lead to interruptions.

Another reason is a lack of bureaucracy. You are not required to have documentation,
receipts or personal information of any kind. A lack of paperwork is an additional reason. No
paperwork is required to send the money and this means it cannot be tracked to any one person
very easily. Finally, tax evasion, while the Hawala system is not made for individuals to evade
paying taxes to their respective governments, there are many simple and high tech methods

involving Hawala that allow individuals to limit the amount of taxes that they do pay.***

This time honored tradition has received negative attention in the media because
criminals have used this tool to transfer funds around the world by using individuals that do not
know the real purposes behind their Hawala. On the other hand, this system has existed for
hundreds of years and millions of people use it around the world for good and with positive
results.™* In the case of Hezbollah, Hawala entails an “Mhawel,” pronounced m-howel, in one
country and another Mhawel in another country. Through this system, money never moves out
of the country. The Mhawel, located in country A simply places a phone call or faxes in the
money transaction to a known Mhawel in country B. Party B provides the funds for the end
result.’® Iran provides Hezbollah funds through a number of methods. Money can be sent in a
variety of forms including: invoice manipulation, trade diversion, illegal use of online gifts cards

as well as a number of schemes concocted to send funds to Hezbollah.*3

One main issue is that both Mhawels must have the financial resources in order to be able

to provide the funds transfer to the proposed recipient. In Iran’s case, the method of choice is
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simply sending someone across the border with millions in cash. For example, on occasion,

individuals are caught with large quantities of cash attempting to cross the border into Lebanon.

U.S Fundraising Efforts

Hezbollah’s actions in the United States have been mostly restricted to fundraising. An
example of this was shown in March 2005; Mahmoud Youssef Kourani, a Lebanese citizen
living in a Detroit suburb was sentenced to 4 and a half years in prison for conspiracy to raise
money for Hezbollah. Kourani admitted to having meetings at his home for donations to
Hezbollah. According to the indictment unsealed by a federal grand jury in Michigan in January

2004, Kourani was a "member, fighter, recruiter and fund-raiser for Hezbollah."**®

A second instance of Hezbollah activity in the United States was exposed when two
Charlotte, North Carolina brothers, Mohammad and Chawki Hammoud, were apprehended
providing material support to Hezbollah through a cigarette smuggling ring that deliberately
aimed at funding terrorist organizations. The two brothers were part of a larger network in North
America responsible for raising money and procuring dual-use technologies for Hezbollah.
Items were purchased in both Canada and the United States, including goggles, naval equipment,
global positioning systems, stun guns, nitrogen cutters and laser range finders.*® In the United
States, law enforcement agencies are investigating a number of criminal enterprises alleged to be
funding Middle East terrorist groups including the stealing and reselling of baby formula, scams
involving grocery coupons, food stamp fraud, welfare claims, credit cards and even unlicensed
T-Shirts.*®
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A major sting operation conducted against Hezbollah in the U.S., code-named Operation
Smokescreen took place beginning in 1995. The operation involved the Federal Bureau of
Investigation (FBI), the Sheriff's Office in Iredell County, North Carolina, Immigration and
Naturalization Service (INS), the United States Department of State's Diplomatic Security
Service (DSS) and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (BATF).
Operation Smokescreen ended the fundraising operation and resulted in the arrest of a number of

members of the Hezbollah cell in the U.S.

The case brought against the North Carolina cell included "copyright violations,
counterfeit violations, bank scams, identity theft, credit card fraud, tax evasion, and money
laundering, among other charges filed.”**” Charges also included “"material support to a terrorist
organization. Federal courts estimated the cell collected a total of $8 million, funneled through
some 500 various bank accounts leading to a large profit. With these funds, the Hezbollah cell
were able to purchase and ship "surveying equipment, Global Positioning Systems, night vision
goggles and scopes, metal detection equipment, aircraft analysis and design software, military
compasses, video equipment, binoculars, naval equipment, ultrasonic dog repellers, laser range
finders, zoom lenses, computer equipment (laptops, high-speed modems; processors, joysticks,
plotters, scanners, and printers), digital cameras, stun guns, handheld radios and receivers,
cellular telephones, mining, drilling and blasting equipment,” and nitrogen cutters to Hezbollah

operatives in Southwest Asia.

The cell's leader, Mohammad Hammoud was sentenced to 155 years in federal prison.

Hammoud's older brother, Shawqi Youssef, was also charged and received a prison sentence of
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70 years.™® Similar cases were later uncovered in Asheville, North Carolina, and Louisville,
Kentucky. The operation led to the creation of the North Carolina Joint Terrorism Task Force

(TTF).

In a separate but highly significant event, in September 2002, an Israeli military court
indicted a Lieutenant Colonel in the Israeli army, part of a ten-member gang, of spying for
Hezbollah. The officer, who purportedly lost part of his eyesight fighting Hezbollah guerillas,
passed top secret information to Hezbollah operatives in return for cash, heroin and hashish.**
Hezbollah is also alleged to have fundraising operations from the drug and diamond trades in

various parts of the Middle East, South America and West Africa.

Hezbollah Goals

Independent communication has been a major goal for Hezbollah. It is important enough
that Hezbollah controls its own parallel communication network from the Beirut International
airport.  Since its initiation, Hezbollah has spent large sums pushing its world view through a
number of outlets. The group’s weekly newspaper, Al-Ahed (The Pledge), was launched on June
13, 1984, and was followed by the weeklies Al Bilad, Al Wahda, El Ismailya, and the monthly Al
Sabil.**® Hezbollah’s radio station, Al-Nour (the Light), was founded during Hezballah’s conflict
with Amal, another Shiite group vying for support in 1988, when a group of young Hezbollah

fighters spontaneously began broadcasting news of the clashes.
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Hezballah’s Internet presence first came into effect in 1996. The Central internet site
(Hizbollah.org), is the group’s official homepage, and is available in both English and Arabic.**°
Hezbollah also maintains three other major websites, all of which are in Arabic and English:
http://www.nasrollah.net, the official homepage of the group’s leader Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah,
http://www.mogawama.net, known as the “Islamic Resistance Support Association,” and which
describes the group’s attacks on Israeli targets; and http://www.manartv.com.lb, an information

site that is the homepage of al-Manar Television channel.'*°

Live footage of Hezbollah’s
operations appeared through the Hezbollah television station, al-Manar, for the first time in 1986
with coverage of the invasion of the Israeli-occupied Sujud.*** These stations have been able to
transmit photos of dead and wounded Israeli soldiers deep within Israeli territory, creating ripple

effects within Israeli society.

According to Hezbollah’s deputy Secretary General Naim Qassem, the camera became an
essential element in all resistance operations after the first operation was broadcast. The
establishment of al-Manar followed shortly thereafter; its first broadcast was Ayatollah
Khomeini’s funeral in June 1989.'*? Hezbollah also receives and spends funds on humanitarian
and construction causes in Lebanon. Hezbollah understands that it has been able to legitimize its
organization through humanitarian assistance which will lead to more favorable political

support.**?

Hezbollah has also learned how to deal with large-scale relief efforts such as:
construction equipment, building material and plenty of manpower. While waiting for

international aid to arrive during the last conflict, Hezbollah was able to finish much of the work
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needed beforehand. For example, the television station al-Manar reported that hundreds of pre-
fabricated houses were already being delivered around Tyre, Lebanon just after the war.'*
Moreover, single payments of up to $12,000 have been given to those who can show that their

homes were destroyed during the conflict with new U.S. currency.*

In an effort to parlay Hezbollah’s psychological operation well beyond television stations
and health clinics, Hezbollah has recently built its first theme park in Lebanon. Visiting the
“Tourist Landmark of Resistance,” a tour guide will welcome you emphasizing the fact that
Hezbollah is the sole defender of Lebanon against Israel.**® Hezbollah also emphasizes that their
involvement in Southern Lebanon is a defensive one. This park serves as part of Hezbollah’s
successful psy-ops machine against Israel and those that regard it as a terrorist group. Visitors
are led past a large opening filled with Israeli helmets, shell casings and tanks.**’ Other park
features include panels with details of the Israeli military machine as well as a map showing
places in Israel such as the Negev Nuclear Research Center near Dimona. Children can pretend

to aim anti-aircraft guns or jump on overturned armored personnel carriers.*®

Among other attractions at the park is a Hezbollah bunker used during the 2006 war,
offering visitors a view into the life of Hezbollah fighters. Finally, there is a park called Martyrs
Hill, featuring a garden decorated with guns and missiles. It is reported that MIT Professor,
Noam Chomsky as well as other dignitaries attended the grand opening and up to three hundred-
thousand people visited the theme park in the first ten weeks of its opening.'*®  This park site

once served as an important base for Hezbollah fighters and serves as an important reminder of
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Israel’s force in the region. It is purported that Hezbollah has plans to expand the park's appeal

by adding swimming areas, playgrounds, a number of hotels and camping facilities.**

While Hezbollah has learned that the youth are the future of the movement, they have not
stopped at theme parks; Iran’s patronage has provided them with funds to go even further. In
order to popularize Hezbollah among the youth of the region, Hezbollah created a popular video
game in 2003, known as “Special Force”. Created similarly to a number of U.S. styled games
such as “Delta Force” and “Counter Strike,” where Arabs are often characterized as the “bad

' The original

guys;” Hezbollah has produced this game with Israel portrayed as the enemy.*
version’s popularity sparked considerable attention and lead to a second version in 2007 based

off of the 2006 war with Israel.

Hezbollah: The New Strateqy

During the initial stages, Hezbollah began to take part in suicide bombings and the
kidnapping of journalists, reporters and others. Hezbollah also planned and succeeded in the
suicide attacks on the American Embassy in Beirut and a U.S. Marine barracks in 1983.** The
weapons provided to Hezbollah to commit such attacks have historically gone through Syria.
For example, on December 26, 2003, an earthquake leveled much of the city of Bam, in

Southeastern Iran, killing thousands. Transport planes carrying necessary aid poured in from all
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over, including Syria. According to intelligence reports from Israel, certain planes returned to

Syria carrying weapons, including long-range Zelzal missiles.**?

In part, Iran’s influence has assisted Hezbollah to go from a small scale resistance
organization to a well organized group with political power. For example, lacking Iranian
assistance, Hezbollah would not have been able to carry out the attacks directed at Jewish targets
in Buenos Aires, retaliatory attacks, argued to have been carried out at soft targets because
Hezbollah was unable to strike directly at Israel at the time. In 1992, a suicide bomber attacked
the Israeli embassy in Buenos Aires, killing 29 and injuring more than 200 civilians™* In 1994,
a truck bomb destroyed the Jewish community center killing 85 and injuring over 100 civilians.
Argentine prosecutors later held Iran responsible for ordering the attack and Hezbollah for

carrying it out.

Also, it is argued that an attack so far from Lebanon could not be carried out by
Hezbollah alone. It would need the help of a state actor to obtain weapons and logistical
information. Some have even gone so far as to say it was planned and carried out by Iran with
the help of Hezbollah operatives. Syria and Iran also provide satellite communications and
infantry weapons, including Semtex plastic explosives, modern Russian-made antitank weapons,

and the training required to use them.®

Russian-made antitank missiles have damaged or
destroyed Israeli vehicles, including the Merkava, with a 20 percent success rate.®® Hezbollah
fighters routinely use tunnels to emerge from underground locations to fire shoulder-held

antitank missiles. These fighters range from a regular army of 2,000 to 4,000, often aided by a
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larger circle of irregulars who provide logistics and weapons storage in houses and civilian

buildings.™’

Hezbollah revolutionary forces maintain locations within civilian areas making it difficult
to fight without Israel having to occupy or bomb civilian areas. On orders, fighters emerge to
use launchers and fire missiles before returning to underground bunkers. The guerilla numbers
are relatively small compared to the size of the Israeli Army. The Iranian Revolutionary Guard
has assisted Hezbollah with special units for intelligence, antitank warfare, engineering,
communications, explosives and rocket launching. The guard has also taught Hezbollah how to
make “improvised explosive devices as well as how to aim rockets,” and according to the

Israelis, they were also taught how to fire the C-802 ground-to-ship missile.**®

According to intelligence officers in Washington D.C, Iranian officers have made
multiple trips to Lebanon to train Hezbollah fighters to aim and fire medium-range missiles, such
as the Fajr-5."*° Hezbollah has also obtained antitank weapons from Russia.*®® One of these
weapons is the dual usage RPG-29, an antitank weapon and an anti-personnel round. This

weapon is of high concern for Israel because it is dangerous for the Israeli made Merkava tank.

Despite the fact that large Arab armies have been defeated repeatedly, Hezbollah, with
Iranian help has been able to eliminate the myth that the Israeli army is unbeatable. Hezbollah is
much better equipped with sophisticated weaponry and its soldiers are well trained to fight a
standing army. They have also been trained to be patient and attuned to gathering intelligence,

learning guerrilla warfare yet remaining respectful of Israeli firepower and mobility.***
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New Leadership

Hezbollah’s success can be related to a number of factors coming from purely domestic
politics while others from a longer-term strategic importance. Hezbollah has understood that it
cannot rely on military victories alone.*® To correct this, a major change occurred in 1992,
when Sheik Hassan Nasrallah took the helm of the organization and turned it into a system with
three regional commands, each with its own military autonomy. Hezbollah set up separate and

autonomous units that live among civilians with local reserve forces.

To mix in with the local population, Hezbollah commanders travel in unmarked vehicles
without bodyguards and wear no obvious markings to differentiate them from the locals.
Hezbollah began its tactics by setting up roadside bombs detonated by cables, which the Israelis
learned to defeat with wire-cutting attachments added to their vehicles. Hezbollah then upgraded
and began later using radio detonators, then were pushed to use cell phone detonators, then a
double system of cell phones, and then a photocell detonator much like that used to open garage
doors. More recently, Hezbollah has begun using pressure detonators dug into roads causing
havoc on lIsraeli vehicles. Hezbollah bunkers have gone from holes in the grounds to concrete

storerooms with ladders, emergency openings, escape routes and sophisticated technology.*®?

Certain authors have pushed the idea that Hezbollah is little more than an extremist group
with fundamentalist ideals. In agreement with this range of arguments, Podhoretz argues that
there is no misunderstanding. The Islamofacists, referring to Hezbollah, are not just out to

murder as many Americans as possible, they are also dedicated to the obliteration of the
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freedoms and principles that America is based upon.*®*

When looked into on a less superficial
level, Hezbollah argues that it does not want any foreign intervention in any part of Lebanon and

it is willing to fight for this, politically and otherwise.

On the other end of the argument, Southern notes: “Before 1100, | have found only one
mention of the name Mahomet in medieval literature outside Spain and Southern Italy. But from
the year 1120 every one in the West had some picture of what Islam meant, and who Mahomet
was. The picture was brilliantly clear, but it was not knowledge.... Its authors luxuriated in

ignorance of triumphant imagination.”*®

This provides a basic example of the
misunderstandings related to a better comprehension of Hezbollah and the ability to understand

and negotiate with them.

Changing Alliances

A previous article explaining the then upcoming parliamentary election in June regarding
the main Armenian political party in Lebanon explains the new political realities in Lebanon
perfectly. The vote of the 150,000-strong Armenian community was looking to sway the
outcome of the bitter race between the pro-Western government and the opposition led by
Hezbollah. All of the major parties are fighting for votes but some have already made up their
minds. Out of the three Armenian parties, Tashnak enjoys the most support and it has already

made its choice, joining the Hezbollah-led alliance.®®
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Voting for the opposition is also an unusual phenomenon for the Armenian community,
which has traditionally voted for the government. Like all of Lebanon’s confessional political
system, the Armenian community has an assigned number of seats in parliament. For many
years, these seven seats have always been won by the Tashnak Party. This changed in 2000
when a newly backed Prime Minister, Rafik Hariri redrew the electoral map of Beirut, dividing
the Armenian neighborhoods and placing them in districts with Sunni Muslim majorities. The
law change resulted in the Tashnak party losing seats to lesser-known Armenians who supported

the Sunni Muslim prime minister.

Since Tashnak was campaigning under the opposition umbrella, winning seats for
themselves would mean helping Hezbollah to win as well. Many of those in the Christian
constituency argue that they have much in common with the Muslim Shiite movement. The
ethnic Armenians living in Lebanon are also against oppression, they dealt with oppression
during the fall of the Ottoman Empire when they were forced to leave. = The Armenian
community in Lebanon has been generally hesitant about the change in the political arena but
understand that it needs to continue its role as a voting force in Lebanon. Hezbollah has been
able to keep stability in their region and protects the Christian community as well; they
remember this when voting. Were it not for Hezbollah, the Israeli’s would have remained in
Lebanon for far longer than they did.*®” The Christians in this community fully understand this

fact.

The local constituents of Hezbollah disagree with the U.S. and the other states that have

declared Hezbollah a terrorist organization. While the U.S. has generally declared Hezbollah a
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terrorist organization along the line of al-Qaeda, many would argue that does not take into
account, the schools, hospitals and other functions that Hezbollah provides for the poor of

Lebanon that have been forgotten by the government in Beirut.

Remarks

Hezbollah was created as a result of the Israeli invasion of Lebanon in 1982. Future
Israeli bombardments, along with American boots in Lebanon, have caused Hezbollah to harden
its grasp on a few towns in the south of Lebanon with a bunch of ragtag 20 something recruits.
Currently, Hezbollah, along with the buildup of its military arsenal, has managed to develop into
a relevant force with television, radio stations, newspapers, and a number of seats in the

Lebanese parliament.

As a result of its defensive territorial acquisition, Hezbollah has become an influential
non-state actor in the region and enjoys much more independent activity than in the past. Syria,
which once had an important say in the activities of the organization, has been marginalized and
the government is currently fighting for its life with violent crackdowns against a mix of what
seems to be peaceful protesters and religious antagonists. Current events seem to show that Iran

is now much more in control.*®®
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CHAPTER IV: SYRIA

Introduction

For better or worse, stability in modern-day Syria began in the 1970s through an internal
coup that brought the military to the forefront of power. Hafez al-Assad, an Air Force pilot by
training, managed to uproot the historical political base in Syria and create an authoritarian
regime based on two pillars. These two pillars consisted of party strength and above all, military
strength. By placing a number of his associates in power positions, he began to change the face
of a historically Sunni Muslim dominated power structure in Syria. Further complicating the

issue was Syria’s ethnic makeup.

Kasmieh argues that Syria’s Socio-religious cultural fragmentation made it quite
challenging. Syria is made up of religious and ethnic communities ranging from the Ismailis to
Alawi sects, Sunnis, Greek Orthodox Christians, Druze and a small Jewish population.’®® In
order for Assad to maintain control, he used his pan Arab, nationalist platform to unite the
minorities in backing his power base. In terms of ethnicities, Arabs make up only a portion of
Syrian population, Carcassians, Assyrians, Kurds, Armenians, Turkoman, and a sizeable
Palestinian-Arab population are all part of the Syrian makeup.'”® This made it all the more

difficult for the Assad regime to maintain control without stirring the fires of division within the

country.

Hafez al Assad was able to unite the country under his firm grip and in terms of

unification of government, create a Syrian renaissance that would last numerous American
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presidents and many wars with the State of Israel. For example, the 1973 Egyptian-Syrian
offensive came as a shock to the Israelis because cohesion of the Syrian government apparatus
had obviously changed. Chomsky states that Syria’s newfound cohesion was proven in the 1973
offensive against Israel. Government and military apparatuses were acting in unison without the
usual disagreements that had besieged the Syrian government for so many years.!”* The most
serious threat to the stability of the then Syrian government was not Israel, but the Muslim

brotherhood.

The most serious threat to the Baath or renaissance party came from religious
fundamentalism. The Muslim Brotherhood was a threat to the governments of virtually all Arab
states and was a direct threat to the Syrian government as it had a major stronghold in the town
of Hama. The brotherhood committed militant attacks against the government in urban
populated centers throughout Syria. Interestingly, the movement failed to take root outside
urban areas and among the majority of Sunni Muslims. While the government had acted with
force in retaliation for attacks in the past, the turning point came in 1982. Following an attack in
the city of Hama where a number of Alawite cadets were killed, the army used brute force to

quell the movement.

After a night of fighting, regular army units were sent into Hama with a demand of
general surrender for the entire city. Those who did not surrender were killed. The military
units were ordered to follow a “scorched earth” policy where everything that could be useful to
the enemy was destroyed.*’? Subsequently, thousands of civilians were killed with estimates

ranging from 10,000 to 40,000. Until the recent protests of the Arab Spring, anti government
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religious movements in Syria have been few and far between. It is almost impossible to mention
Syria without mentioning Lebanon. Although Syria and parts of Lebanon have never accepted
the disintegration of greater Syria, Hafez al-Assad wanted to create a weak and compliant

Lebanon dependent on Syria for a number of its political, economic and military needs.

Israel’s military and political strategy on the other hand, was to attempt to insulate
Lebanon from the Arab-Israeli conflict through a separate peace treaty with the Gemayel
government as had been done with Egypt many years ago under the leadership of Sadat. The
Lebanese civil war necessitated Syrian involvement in Lebanon and intervention amongst the
PLO factions as well as buffering Israeli interests. Concurrently, American forces were stationed
in Lebanon in a bid to counter Syrian efforts in the country. For better or for worse, U.S.
political will to remain in Lebanon was not strong enough after two bombings against American
targets killed scores of American soldiers. These events led to the Taif Accord which created
stability in Lebanon, a cold temporary peace with Israel, and stopped the radicalization of

Lebanon by Palestinian fighters.

During this time, President Assad’s son Basel was being groomed to take power.
However, he was killed in a car accident in 1994, forcing President Hafez al-Assad to recall his
younger son Bashar, an ophthalmologist living in the United Kingdom. Bashar was trained in
the military and diplomatic core and within six short years, given the rank of colonel. Bashar
was introduced to the ruling elite and connected to his father’s backers. Bashar had taken on

3

many public roles as well as including a corruption campaign, among others.'”® Upon his

father’s death in 2000, Bashar had not yet been given the necessary post to assume leadership
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and was not old enough to take power. Despite these blocks, laws were changed and within a

mere forty-eight hours, he ascended to the presidency.

As the mourning period for his father came to an end, Bashar was elected president of the
Syrian Arab Republic with a vast majority of the vote, 97.29 percent.'”* Bashar would now have
to focus on the foreign policy left to him by his father, learning from the direct military
confrontations of 1948, 1967, 1973, and 1982 between Syria and Israel. His father had the
convenience of gravitating toward the Soviet Union for backing; now though, the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics was no more and he would have to gravitate more towards regional

actors for support and to balance his strategic parity with Israel.

Because of this, many Syrians feel that they are in geographic competition with Israel for
Syria Proper and this would be a major component of Bashar’s leadership.*” Leverrit has said
that by solidifying Syria’s role in the region after Hafez al-Assad’s death, Bashar al-Assad took
control of the power structure and has managed to create a very delicate impetus for change.
While juggling the issues of Lebanon, the Arab-Israeli conflict, relations with Washington, D.C,
and the regional balance, he has managed to continue the slow process of change without
upsetting the old guard.*”® Specifically, Bashar al-Assad’s foreign policy has differed somewhat
from that of his father, further allowing Syria to change with the necessity of an ever-changing
political atmosphere.'”” Long also states that Syria sees itself as the heart of the Arab world and
that by following the 2000 political succession from Hafiz al-Assad to President Bashar, Syrian

foreign policy continues to focus on the stand-off with Israel.
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In the mean time, Syria has warmed relations with many of its neighbors to shore up
support in case of any future dealings with its Israeli neighbor.”® In 2004, problems again began
to erupt for the new Syrian President after the extension of the new Lebanese President, Emile
Lahood. A galvanization of ant-Syrian forces began to be heard in Lebanon with calls for Syria
to withdraw militarily to the Bekaa valley. Although Assad tried to improve his relations by
withdrawing troops from central Lebanon, a turn for the worst took place with the assassination
of former Lebanese Prime Minister, Rafik al-Hariri in Beirut. Despite attempts, Syria was

unable to bring about support to stay in Lebanon.*"

Notwithstanding widespread thinking that the new Assad would be able to get through
this impasse, the last Syrian troops exited from Lebanon in April of 2005, almost 30 years since
they were first requested to enter. In retrospect, even with the troop withdrawal, it is not
concluded that Syria is out of the picture in Lebanon, as many Lebanese still support Syria,

including the larger Shiite community and well as those in the Sunni and Christian communities.

Syrian Foreign Policy

The United States State Department lists Hezbollah as a major sponsor of terrorism. The
Montoneros in Argentina, Hezbollah in Lebanon, and the recently defeated Tamil Tigers in Sri
Lanka are all groups which have attracted thousands of followers, despite their having been
responsible for many well-publicized militant operations.®® Syria views such groups and
Hezbollah as a means of foreign policy. This explains the Israeli view that Syria’s relationship
to non-state actors, primarily Hezbollah, is a primary threat due to the location of Hezbollah

forces in Lebanon.
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Despite Iran’s initial activities backing Iran, Syria also played a very important role in the
expansion of Hezbollah in Lebanon. Without Syria being available as a passageway, it would
have been improbable that Hezbollah could be turned into an autonomous political, social and
military force within Lebanon. As mentioned previously, an Iranian military force was sent into

1 While the Iranians

Lebanon via Syria after the Israeli invasion of Lebanon in 1982.
participated in the training of Hezbollah, Hezbollah’s leadership managed to disseminate its
ideas within the Lebanese Shiite community. In turn, the Iranians benefited from their new
strategic alliance with Syria in Lebanon. While these factors point out the importance of Syria’s
role in allowing lIranian influence within Lebanon, it is this author’s opinion that the Israeli
invasion of 1982 not only created the impetus for but also served as a deciding factor the creation
of Hezbollah.

Syria uses Hezbollah as a deterrent not only against Israeli invasion but also as a balance
between those anti-Syrian Forces within Lebanon. Syria’s involvement with Hezbollah has been
a counter to Israel in the region. The Hezbollah card allows Syria some discretion in deterring a
full scale Israeli invasion as well. Syria’s support for Hezbollah, other than ideological, has been
through the build-up of arms in the region and pushing for a closer weapons balance.® In terms
of ideology, when the United States created its military buildup for an attack on Irag, Syria
rejected the United States condemnation of terrorism without distinguishing between Liberation

movements and al-Qaeda.’®

Assad has hoped that his defiance of Washington, D.C would
strengthen him at home and once a new administration came in, the United States would soften
its policy towards Syria.’® This turned out to be true under the Obama administration but the

Arab spring would bring problems of its own.
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It is said that politics makes strange bedfellows. The Syrian-Iranian relationship is a
peculiar relation at best. Despite Syria’s secularist views and Iran’s religious theocracy, the two
have managed to maintain relations in a very positive manner. Beginning with Syria’s support of
Iran in the Iran-Iraq war, Syria began supporting Iran against neighboring Arab states. Since that
time, Syria’s relationship with Iran has solidified and is considered one of the most solid in the
region not only politically, but economically as well. During the 1980s, as the jointly backed
Hezbollah organization began taking shape, both Syria and Iran found themselves even more
connected in their foreign policy goals. Hezbollah is viewed to be the crux of that relationship.
Furthermore, Iran and Syria have signed a mutual defense agreement agreeing to defend each

other in case of an attack by Israel or the United States.*®

While Hezbollah defers to Syrian influence in Lebanon, their interests do not always
overlap. Hezbollah has and will continue to take Syria’s interests into consideration, although it
only does so unless it jeopardizes its political support in Lebanon.*®® This in itself implies limits
on Syria’s influence. Hezbollah leaders also understand that Syria’s use for Hezbollah is very
utilitarian and they are both aware that alliances of this nature may eventually become

inconvenient for one party or the other.

Syria has carefully considered its options and has learned from the 2006 Hezbollah-
Israeli conflict and has adapted its military strategy accordingly. Syria has also long used
Hezbollah as a form of asymmetric warfare against Israel. As discussed earlier, Lebanon became
a center of proxy war against Israel and the end result of this was the creation of Hezbollah.'®’

As Israel was forced to withdraw from Lebanon in 2000 due to pressure from Hezbollah, Syria
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was also forced to withdraw from Lebanon in 2005 as a result of its perceived involvement in the
assassination of the former Prime Minister Rafik al Hariri. Neither of the withdrawals, though,
put an end to competition for power in Lebanon. As mentioned earlier, during the 2006
Hezbollah-Israeli war, Israel pounded Lebanese sites, attempting to force the population to
pressure the Lebanese government to restrain Hezbollah forces. Hezbollah was able to withstand

Israeli forces and continued to fight back.*®

As Syria and Israel have competed for outside support, Israel has long received the
support of the United States. This support has included massive amounts of financial aid and
military support. On the Syrian side, Syria has received support from Iran. It can be argued that
by understanding the relationship between the United States and Israel, Syria understood that it
would never be able to receive the same type of support from Iran due to the strength of the
relationship as well as the technological limitations in comparison to the United States.
Therefore, Syria needs to augment its ability and create its own support network with the
creation of Hezbollah. While the Soviet Union existed, Syria was able to replenish its weapons
in a relatively short period of time. After the fall of its Russian predecessor, the situation

changed completely.'®°

The Next Hezbollah-Israeli Conflict?

Syria has also continued to exploit Israeli fears with the asymmetric threat posed by

Hezbollah in Southern Lebanon and against Israeli sites throughout the world. During the 2006
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Hezbollah-Israeli war, Hezbollah proved that it could withstand a heavy bombardment from
Israeli forces and Syria proved that it could conduct a war by proxy without invoking a heavy-
handed response from Israeli forces onto its territory.*® The chance of another war between
Israel and Hezbollah is unknown but highly likely. Israel is unlikely to allow Hezbollah to
continue building up its arsenal without some type of targeted strike or massive invasion. It
cannot allow an enemy to grow so close to its northern border, especially since Egypt can no
longer be guaranteed to cover the Southern flank of Israel, and Jordan has to walk a thin line
with its citizenry engaging in massive protests on a semi-regular basis. Israel has realized that it

must also be better equipped to fight and execute wars in an asymmetrical context.

It is also well known that any future war will include a list of the newest weaponry
Hezbollah will have been resupplied with from Iran, coming in through Syria. Syria has not only
assisted Hezbollah in re-arming with more sophisticated weaponry, it has also assisted in
incorporating techniques learned from the 2006 Hezbollah-Israeli war. A senior Hezbollah
official was quoted in Defense News regarding Hezbollah’s new activities, saying “we have
subjected our guerillas to training and acquired needed weapons systems and developed new
tactics to fight a more determined Israeli enemy... We also have as good tactical missiles as we

did last time... with some additional surprises.”**

There have also been reports that Iran has transferred a number of missiles to Syrian
territory in case of an Israeli attack. These missiles in turn could be transferred to Hezbollah and
used to strike virtually anywhere within Israeli territory. Weapons such as the medium range

Shahab 3, the Russian made Scud C as well as the Scud B missiles. Theses scud missiles bring
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to light a very important issue. If Hezbollah has been armed with them, it can seriously change

the balance between Hezbollah and Israel.

Weapons

Scud missiles were originally created by the Soviet Union based off of the German V2
rocket design manufactured by the Nazis during the remaining days of Nazi Germany. The
Soviets were able to simplify the engines of the missiles, making the missile much more efficient
for battle. In the mid 1980s Iran acquired a number of Scud missiles from North Korea. Similar
missiles had been acquired by North Korea from Egypt in the early 1980s. The Koreans had
learned to manufacture their own versions of the Scud missiles, known as the Hwasong-5 and
Hwasong-6 and were exporting them to Iran and Syria. In Iran, these missiles are known as the
Shahab-1, the Shahab-2 and the Shahab-3.1% Currently, both Iran and Syria are believed to be
manufacturing their own versions of Scud missiles. Although their accuracy is questionable,
they can cause damage and produce large amounts of fear among troops and civilians. The range

is roughly 500 kilometers at best and the accuracy is very limited.

As mentioned earlier, it has been reported that Syria has passed Scud missiles to
Hezbollah operatives in Lebanon. These reports, if true, can truly tilt the balance in the region.
On December 5, 1989, Iraq launched a 25 meter-long rocket with the intention of being able to
put a satellite into space. This “Scud” missile was actually five Iragi-version Scuds bundled

3

together.’®®  The vehicle had a SCUD-based liquid propulsion system consisting of four or five
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bundled and modified SCUD missiles. The second stage also consisted of a SCUD missile,

while the third stage had an SA-2 motor.

Only the first stage was able to function, and it is possible that the second and third stages
were not operational and this launce was merely an initial test. The system was called al-Abid,
and was meant as a test to see if this type of missile launch would be successful in putting
satellites into orbit. These satellites could be used for reconnaissance as well as communication

and control in low orbit.

The mere implication for Hezbollah with this type of missile technology in its hands
shows how far Syria is willing to go to support Hezbollah and counter Israeli hegemony in the
region. lIsrael’s main concern regarding the missiles transferred by Syria to Hezbollah focuses
on the M600 missile. This missile, a clone of Iran’s Fateh-110, is manufactured in Syria,
extremely accurate and has a range of 250 kilometers and can carry a 500-kilogram warhead.***
If the reports are true that Hezbollah has indeed received Scud missiles and if these missiles are
placed in Southern Lebanon, they would be able to strike any city within Israel, drastically
changing the balance in the region and creating a high level of risk for Israel when and how it

chooses to deal with Hezbollah.

Syrian Regime and 2011 Protests

The protest movement begun by Mohamed Bouazizi in Tunisia, on December 17, 2010
created a wave of protests throughout the Arab world, ending first with the departure of Zein al-
Din Ben Ali, the former dictator of Tunisia. The second stop of this protest movement came to
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Egypt and lasted less than one month. This movement was successful in bringing down the long
held reign of Egypt’s dictator Mohammad Gamal Mubarak. As the movement spread to
practically all parts of the Arab world, it slowly came to Syria after repeated calls from the
Syrian government that it was immune to protest movements sweeping the region for a number
of reasons, one of which is the anti-Zionist and or anti-Israel foreign policy it holds. The regime
has a history of promoting itself as the bulwark against Israeli hegemony in the region. At first,

these speeches seemed to work but slowly the protests in Syria began to take shape.

While the protests were modest in the beginning, January 26 proved to be a turning point.
Hasan Ali Akleh, an Arab from the Syrian town of Al-Hasakah, committed the act of self-
immolation, just as had been done in Tunisia to protest the actions of the Syrian regime. Merely
48 hours later, demonstrations began to spread to other Syrian towns including AlRaggah.'®
Initially, wider calls for protests on social media sites, such as Facebook attracted wide attention
by Arabs from outside of Syria though internally, there was little activity. On February 5, a few
hundred demonstrators in al-Hasakah, participated in calling for the removal of the regime. This
protest was quickly subdued with dozens of protesters being arrested.’® By mid March, the
protest became more frequent with multiple demonstrations taking place across multiple Syrian
cities. The protests grew from hundreds to thousands in, Deir ez-Zor, Daraa, al-Hasakah, and
Hama, the site of the 1982 Hama massacre where Syrian journalist Subhi Hadidi has written that
soldiers killed “30,000 or 40,000 of the city's citizens and expelled 100,000 and in addition,

15,000 missing whose bodies were never found.”**’
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After online calls for a Friday protest, thousands of protesters demanding an end to
government corruption began protesting in cities across Syria. The protesters were quickly met
with a violent crackdown by state security forces, known as the Mukhabarat. Many were beaten
while others were arrested and sent to jails. The city of Daraa in Southern Syria, near the

Jordanian border, became the focal point of protests.

Many government and Assad family-related buildings were torched including the Ba'ath
party headquarters in Daraa, the courthouse, and Syriatel headquarters owned by Rami
Makhloof, the infamous cousin of Bashar al-Assad. Within 24 hours, protests began in Banyas,
Jassem, Homs and Hama.'®  The government began to cut off phone services and began
holding journalists in the country, as well as limiting access to cities by setting up checkpoints in
the streets. By March 25, tens of thousands of protesters were taking to the streets around the
country, including some in Aleppo and Damascus, Syria’s second and largest cities, respectively.
Troops began opening fire on unarmed protestors according to many news reports. Over

100,000 protesters in Daraa drew a fierce reaction from the government.*®

Reports suggest that over 20 protesters were killed initially.?>® There were reports that at
least 20 people were killed in protests in Daraa, which drew over 100,000 people. Acts of
violence against the regime began to occur such as the knocking down of a Hafez al-Assad statue

1

and a governor's home was set on fire.?> Many of the protests began to show up on YouTube

because the government began limiting foreign journalists and blocking internet sites.

March 26 was the first day that the government showed that it was willing to make some

concessions regarding protestor demands. The regime released information that the emergency
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laws set into place over 30 years before would be lifted, 200 political prisoners would be
released and the entire government resigned.?®> Just three days later, hundreds of thousands
demonstrated in support of President al-Assad in, Aleppo, Damascus, al-Hasaka, Homs Hama

and Tartous.?®®

Within 24 hours al-Assad continued to note a repeat of previous foreign
dictators, that foreign conspirators were at fault for the uprising and that they were attempting to
drive a wedge amongst Syria’s society, and therefore, the emergency put into place by his father,
Hafez-al Assad, would not be lifted as previously confirmed and that it would be reviewed for

further study.*

On April 1, thousands of Syrians citizens joined protesters in multiple cities around Syria.
Security forces again opened fire killing dozens.?® Further south, in a small city outside Daraa, a
demonstrator was killed during a protest. As the protests began to grow, international journalists
began to pay more attention and started reporting more frequently on the protests. The regime in
Syria began banning all foreign media and closed its borders. In what can be signs of desperation
or attempts to hold off further protests, the Syrian government dropped a law barring teachers
with nigabs from teaching students, granted citizenship to many of the country’s Kurdish

minority, and closed a recently opened casino that was shut down many years before.?%

On April 19, al-Assad signed the decrees for ending the state of emergency, abolishing
the Supreme State Security Court (SSSC), as well as permitting the right to peaceful
demonstrations; however, permits from the government were necessary. Despite these actions,
the protests continued to grow, and by April 22, larger scale protests took place in the capital,

Damascus and many cities throughout Syria.?”  Finally, on April 25, the Syrian regime
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deployed tanks and soldiers to the Southern city of Daraa and also cut off all forms of
communication and water. At this point, a full scale siege was taking place in Daraa to stop the
protesters. Reports from sources aired and said that troops from various regiments were not
taking part in the siege and refusing orders.”® Those same soldiers were being fired upon by
loyalist forces commanded by the president’s brother, Maher al-Assad.?® This was a sign of

things to come.

Remarks

Approximately two months into the peaceful protests, over 1,000 protesters had been
killed and thousands wounded. Many thousands had also been detained and held in infamous
Syrian jails. While Hezbollah continues to remain silent, the word on the street is that the
protesters will not be able to bring down the government by force, but that the economy was in
dire straits. Tourism, accounting to 18 percent of the economy has come to a standstill. A $900
million project to build power plants, one among many, has been scrapped.?*® The economy has
been affected to such an extent that the government is reverting to pay subsidies on certain goods
hoping to placate the populace. The government does not have the billions of dollars needed to
buy out the citizenry as has been done by Saudi Arabia and others. Therefore, they are offering
subsidies they can ill afford. This has more potential of bringing down the government than the
protests themselves. As investors continue to get out of the Syrian market, analysts are

predicting a financial meltdown within 6 months time, meaning Assad’s time could be running
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out. In turn, if Hezbollah loses one of its primary patrons, it could have massive repercussions

on the region as a whole.
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CHAPTER V: FORCE IN A NEW MILIEU

Introduction

This thesis has argued that Israel has been the major force behind the increase of
Hezbollah power over the past three decades. While Syria and Iran have been strong
contributors of Hezbollah’s rise in Lebanon, the previous chapters have provided an overview of
how Hezbollah was able to establish itself and advance into a social and political organization as
well as a powerful military influence in Southwest Asia. Hezbollah has also been able to solidify
itself not only within Lebanon, but also with the Islamic republic of Iran and the Syrian Arab
republic, two very different countries aligning themselves in the region based on real and
perceived threats. Lacking Israeli military actions in Lebanon during the early 1980s, Hezbollah

may have found great difficulty establishing itself.

Internationally, Hezbollah is identified as a terrorist organization, grown out of the
Middle East and based on alleged Islamic tenants and homegrown militancy in Lebanon. At
times researchers have ignored the real causes leading to the creation and growth of Hezbollah in
the region and on the international stage. This final chapter will place Israeli military incursions
as the primary cause for the growth of Hezbollah power and argue that without Israel’s use of
excessive force during incursions into Lebanon, it is quite possible that Hezbollah may have

never been established and would not have grown into the current threat that exists today.

The evident application of this study is how to better understand not just the reasons for

the growth of Hezbollah power but also, the continued ability of Hezbollah to morph and remain
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viable despite the withdrawal of Israel from Southern Lebanon. Israeli military incursions in the
region have been able to create a situation where Hezbollah has become active, not only as a
resistance movement but also as a social, political, and economic force in the region. This comes
mainly from its ability to follow or gauge Arab public opinion. The literature has been expanded

by showing Israel’s role in the growth of Hezbollah power of the last thirty years.

Backlash

As discussed in chapter one, two parties in conflict such as Israel and Hezbollah, may
lead to one party, Israel in this case, attempting to quickly and easily win a battle using
overwhelming military force. One party will assume that the opposition will submit and the
conflict will come to an end. Unfortunately, as time as shown, the use of disproportionate force
in Southwest Asia and throughout the world can cause reactive movements that become more of
a problem than the initial issue. It is a natural human reaction not to want to do certain things
against your will. In the case of Israeli incursions into Lebanon, the local Shiite Muslim
population was pushed enough that they decided to take matters into their own hands. Israel’s
use of force led to the creation of Hezbollah as a fighting force and the attempt to limit Israeli
actions in the region based on the needs of the local population. As Israel did not consider the
long-term consequences of its disproportionate use of force, it was unable to foresee the response
of the Muslim Shiites in the south of Lebanon and possible negative long term affects against

Israel itself. Israel has shown that some military operations can be counterproductive.
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Initially, the Shiites of Southern Lebanon submitted to Israel’s use of force, believing that
they would be free from the Israeli-Palestinian conflict; however, as time went on, they became
resentful and began working to build up their own powerbase so that they could resist the Israeli
military. The excessive uses of force provided an added impetus for the people of Southern
Lebanon to band together and create a fighting force. For example, had Israel not entered and
occupied South Lebanon, the catalyst would not have been created and Iran may not have seen
an opportunity to create Hezbollah in Lebanon as a method to counter Israel. While there may
still have been resentment towards Israel, it would not have been deep enough to take action. In

Israel’s case, the military force was so harsh, it created an intense backlash.

This resentment towards Israel’s repeated incursions into Lebanon served to further
embolden and escalate Hezbollah’s behavior and pushed them to diversify their range of
services, resulting in the ability of Hezbollah to also provide healthcare, loans, schooling and
social assistance. Case in point, Hezbollah was at the forefront of rebuilding Lebanese schools,
hospitals and community centers immediately after the 2006 incursion into Lebanon. Through
multiple military incursions by Israel, Hezbollah adapted to being able to provide relief
operations for its own community as well as for others in Lebanon. Hezbollah spent millions of
dollars every month delivering medicines, organizing recreational activities for displaced
children and adults, providing temporary shelters and even hot meals. Hezbollah leader Hassan
Nasrallah pledged assistance to anyone whose home or business was destroyed. In fact,
Hezbollah has become so adept that within 24 hours of the 2006 cease-fire, a Lebanese television

station reported that Hezbollah had hotlines ready to assist refugees based on their location of
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residence and that teams were being sent out to assess the damage and assist in reconstruction

planning.

Difficulties also arise because Hezbollah lacks the means to win a decisive battle against
the Israeli military. While Hezbollah may do what is required to defend against past Israeli
incursions, they will continue to look for a long-term solution against Israel which creates a
dangerous precedent. Hezbollah is continually looking to acquire more sophisticated weaponry.
While it is still decades away from being on par with Israeli technology, Hezbollah is inching

closer and closer.

Despite the fact that the 22-year Israeli occupation of Lebanon has come to an end, the
Southern Lebanese have felt like victims of aggression and based on these feelings, Hezbollah
will continue to build up its power structure. As stated in chapter one, Israeli incursions have
lead to a costly and escalating arms race where both Israel, via support from the United States,
and Hezbollah, via support from Iran and Syria, have devoted an even greater share of their
assets towards increasing weapons stockpiles. This accumulation of weapons confirms that on
the Israeli side, they will attempt to deter Hezbollah from firing missiles onto Israeli territory,
and on Hezbollah’s side, they have the power to defend themselves from Israeli firepower.
Regardless of the reasoning, the end result is the continuing escalation of violence rather than

finding a solution to the problem.

Furthermore, Israel’s disproportionate use of force was widely deemed illegitimate.
Force should only be used as a last resort and Israel’s justifications for overwhelming use of
force has not been made to convince many in the region as well as many throughout the
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international community. In addition, military force used against civilian targets is deemed
unacceptable. These factors allow Hezbollah leeway in terms of their military operations within
Lebanon. While they may be firing from civilian areas, Israel used disproportionate force in

retaliating towards fire from within those areas.

Had Israel not chosen to use the strategy of military incursions, they would have been
able to limit the amount of destruction in South Lebanon. For example, Israel could have
attempted to use diplomatic means to achieve its goals, especially with the backing of the United
States Government.  Additionally, the legitimization of the use of force also requires
justification. While Israel has attempted to justify its actions, its justifications have not been
sufficient for the level of military force used within Lebanon, leading to massive resentment,

which has resulted in the continued backing of Hezbollah and organizations like it.

Strategic Mistakes

In Chapter Two, Lebanon and the 1982, 1996 and 2006 Israeli incursions were discussed.
The Israeli mentality is discussed showing that issues are seen as a zero-sum game where there is
an “us versus them” mentality. This mentality leaves little room for negotiations. . A lack of
trust throughout the world causes Israeli military strategists to plan for the worst and the related
actions; the initial invasion of Lebanon in 1982 among others, led to disregard for possible
reactions resulting from the Shiite Muslim population. This reasoning, as discussed earlier, also
justifies Israeli military actions as being defensive rather than offensive in nature. Hezbollah’s

guerrilla warfare strategy has made it very difficult for Israel to respond without heavy collateral
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damage. Hezbollah has also been successful in obtaining support from a number of religious and
ethnic groups within Lebanon. Israel also failed to assess Hezbollah’s strength resulting in
inappropriate strategies for multiple incursions. Israel formal military strategy against an

asymmetric opponent has repeatedly been a failure.

First in 1982, Israel generated the conditions necessary for the birth of Hezbollah.
Starting with the 1982 invasion of Lebanon and the dislodging of the PLO, the creation of
Hezbollah was discussed along with an explanation of the history of Hezbollah and its
connection to Israeli military incursions in Lebanon. These incursions were accomplished by
entering Palestinian-held areas with disregard for the Shiite minority. The initial goodwill
created at the riddance of Palestinian fighters in Shiite neighborhoods quickly turned into
resentment against Israeli activity in the region. The increased resentment by the local Shiite
population eventually turned into action, leading to the creation of a militant group in Israel’s

backyard.

Between 1982 and 1996, Hezbollah was able to expand itself from merely a small
fighting force to a strong political entity in Lebanon. Israel’s military attempt to punish the
Lebanese population failed. Instead, Hezbollah was supported by a large swath of the Lebanese
society and they were able to gain a large amount of political power in the process. Once again,
this “make or break” lIsraeli mentality failed Israel in the short and long run in dealing with

Hezbollah.

Finally, the 2006 war between Hezbollah and Israel solidified Hezbollah as a stable actor
in the region. Both Iran and Syria have become more willing to back Hezbollah with
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sophisticated weaponry, as well as political and economic support. Hezbollah has also proven
that it can defend and sustain itself within the region, it has also been able to prove its usefulness
to a secular Arab dictatorship as well as to a religious Iranian democracy. Hezbollah has been so
successful that it is purported to have been given scud missiles, a definite game changer in the

region and one that can put both Syria and Iran in the sights of Israel’s military hawks.?**

In Chapter Three, Iranian ideology was discussed along with the Hawala system for
transferring money and its importance in funding Hezbollah. Iran has long wanted to export its
revolution throughout the Arab world, but has been hard-pressed to find an opening throughout
the years. After the Israeli invasion in 1982, Iran saw that it could exploit a weak spot amongst
the Arab Shiite Muslims living in Southern Lebanon. This opportunity began with a small
number of Pasdaran troops training local Lebanese and has since taken a life of its own.
Historically, Israel has not had to deal with this phenomenon of militant groups being able to
withstand its military assaults. Palestinian factions were never able to maintain their positions
since Arab countries were sympathetic to their cause, but limited in their support. Once these
limits were crossed, such as occurred in Jordan and Lebanon, the Palestinians had to trade in
their weapons and once again become displaced in other locations.?*? In Hezbollah’s case, the
fighters are part and parcel of the resistance movement in the area. Because of this, Iran has
been able to parley its own interests and use the situation in Lebanon to its benefit while

benefiting the Lebanese as well.

In Chapter Four, the historical context of Syria and its relations with both Lebanon and

Iran are discussed. This partnership leads to Syrian involvement with Hezbollah and how this
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militant organization is used to counter Israeli policy in Lebanon and throughout the region.
Importantly, in light of the current protests sweeping the region, the Syrian government does not
have the funds needed to placate its citizenry as has been done by Saudi Arabia and the GCC
regimes to deal with their own internal uprisings. The Syrian protesters, therefore, have more of
a possibility to bring down the government due to financial difficulties rather than through
peaceful protests. As major investors continue to watch the economic situation in Syria, the
longer the protests last, the worse off the government is in terms of keeping the regime together.

Assad’s time may be running out.

All the while, Hezbollah is quiet as it watches one of its two primary patrons fight for its
survival. Without their support, Hezbollah could become isolated and lose its primary backers.
Israel on the other hand, is studying the situation to see whether the devil they know will

continue to be better than the one that may come about should the regime fall.

Time to Rethink Israeli Strategy

The Hezbollah-1srael conflict will last for many decades to come unless a breakthrough is
agreed upon between both Hezbollah and Israel. However, the situation does not mean that both
sides are destined for continuous battles. While the U.S. is attempting to drive a wedge between
Iran and Syria, the strategy has had limited results. Both nations are being approached with a
Western “carrot and stick” philosophy that takes limited consideration for long-term goals. The
United States must take a look at its current “divide and conquer” philosophy and replace it with
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one that is more in tune with the intricacies of the region. Israel understands that in the short
term, it has the upper hand and can bide it’s time with Hezbollah continuing its current strategy
of using overwhelming force despite international opinion. Israel also knows that demographics
are quickly changing and that success in future conflicts will be more difficult to achieve.
Hezbollah, on the other hand, understand that it must only survive to find success. As long as
Hezbollah can maintain its armaments, and maintain its viability in Lebanese politics, it will

continue to be a force in the region.

Final Remarks

Israel’s scientific, financial and technological abilities can contribute to the development
of Southwest Asia and North Africa, the Arab Levant and Mashriq. This is conditioned upon
ending the occupation, guaranteeing security for Israel and Israel’s recognition in the region.
Currently, these issues are in Israel’s favor and some Arab governments are willing to accept
these conditions while others have to contend with new realities relating to the Arab Spring.
With closed borders and virtually no integration, Israel will continue to be viewed as a pariah
state with a limited, vested interest in the region. The current socioeconomic order, increased
religious fundamentalism on both sides and the accumulation of arms will certainly create an
ever-increasing gap between Jews in Israel and backers of Hezbollah and many anti-lsrael
groups in the region. Israel cannot afford to live in the region with the facade of stability while

neglecting its neighbors and the needs and expectations of the surrounding Arab populations.
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The creation and impact of Hezbollah has been felt most radically by Israel and by the
countries surrounding it. Hezbollah’s network of backers has been established over decades in
South Lebanon and because of this, it is the center of resistance against Israeli aspirations in the
region. As a result, the effects of Hezbollah have largely been limited to Southwest Asia, with
limited occurrences outside of the region. More importantly, no simple answer exists as to how
Hezbollah can be stopped without addressing the core causes of why this organization was
originally formed and how its power has increased over the last three decades. International
organizations must play a more constructive role, along with the United States, rather than trying
to create further divisions amongst the players in the region, especially amongst Syria and Iran as
they understand that their long-term interests do not necessarily align with those of the U.S. and

Israel.
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Figure 3 Topographical Map of Southwest Asia %
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Figure 4 Map of Hezbollah Strongholds in Lebanon

96



MOUNT
LEBANON

Lebanon - Jul 06

. Hezbollah Area of Operations
(Shi'a Majority Areas)

D Lebanese Govn't Control

NABAT'YE EGwernatefDistric’t Boundaries

Figure 5 Map of Hezbollah Area of Operations in Lebanon

97



ENDNOTES

"John H. Herz, “Idealist Internationalism and Security Dilemma.” World Politics 2 (1950): 157-158.

I Doughtery, James E. and Pfaltzgraff, Robert L,. “Contending Theories of International Relations: a comprehensive survey”,
Longman: New York, 2001), 331-342.

il R. Higgins, cited in "Responding to Hamas Attacks from Gaza - Issues of Proportionality Background Paper,” Israel Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, March 2008.

Vv David Fisher and Brian Wicker, Just War On Terror?: A Christian and Muslim Response. (Surrey, U.K.: Ashgate Publishing,
Surrey, 2010), 164.

% http:/iwww.nato.int/cps/en/natolive/official_texts_16937.htm

® Commentary and Article 3, Convention (IV) relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, Geneva, 12 August

1949, accessed at http://www.icrc.org, 05, July, 2011

" http://www.huffingtonpost.com/lionel-beehner/did-israel-use-disproport_b_154452.html

8 http:/ivww.huffingtonpost.com/lionel-beehner/did-israel-use-disproport_b_154452.html

® United Nations General Assembly, Report of the United Nations Fact-Finding Mission on the Gaza Conflict, 25-09-2010

0 The Dahiya Strategy: Israel finally realizes that Arabs should be accountable for their leaders’ acts" The Dahiya strategy,
according to IDF Northern Command Chief Gadi Eisenkot. Interview in Yedioth Ahronoth. 10.06.08.

1 *The Dahiya Strategy: Israel finally realizes that Arabs should be accountable for their leaders’ acts" The Dahiya strategy,
according to IDF Northern Command Chief Gadi Eisenkot. Interview in Yedioth Ahronoth. 10.06.08.

12 http://www.haaretz.com/print-edition/news/analysis-idf-plans-to-use-disproportionate-force-in-next-war-1.254954 Amos Harel

13 Edmond Rabbath, The Historical Formation of Political and Constitutional Lebanon. (Beirut: Publications de I’Université
Libanaise, 1973), 90-97.

14 Charles Winslow, Lebanon: War and Politics in a Fragmented Society. (London: Routledge, 1996), 27-35.

% Theodor Hanf, Lebanon, Coexistence in the Time of War, From the Collapse of the State to the Blossoming of the Nation.

(Paris: European-Arab Center for Studies, 1993), 331-342.

98



16 Hanf,

7 Meir Zamir, The Formation of Modern Day Lebanon. (Sidney: Croom Helm Ltd., 1985), 38-60.

18 Meir Zamir, The Formation of Modern Day Lebanon. (Sidney: Croom Helm Ltd., 1985), 38-60.

19 Kassem Naim, “Hezbollah, Orientation, Experience and Future.” Edetions Dar al-Hadi, Beirut 2, no. 3 (2009): 70.

20 Martin Kramer, Syria’s Alawiis and Shiism” in Shiism, Resistance and Revolution, ed. (Boulder, Colorado: Westview Press,
1987), 200-212.

2L Walid Charara and Frederic Domont, Hezbollah, An Islamo-Nationalist Movement. (Paris: Fayard, 2004), 93.

22 Richard Norton Augustus, “Changing Actors and Leadership among the Shiites of Lebanon.”

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 482 (1985): 110-111.

2 Richard Norton Augustus, “Changing Actors and Leadership among the Shiites of Lebanon.”

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 482 (1985): 111.

24 Richard Norton Augustus, “Changing Actors and Leadership among the Shiites of Lebanon.”

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 482 (1985): 116.

% Richard Norton Augustus, “Changing Actors and Leadership among the Shiites of Lebanon.”

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 482 (1985): 116.

% Kim Cragin, Hezballah, The Party of God: In Aptitude for Destruction. (Santa Monica, CA: Rand

Corporation, 2005) 49.

2" Imad Salamey and Frederic Pearson, “Hezbollah: A Proletarian Party with an Islamic Manifesto — A Sociopolitical Analysis of
Islamist Populism in Lebanon and the Middle East.” Small Wars and Insurgencies, (2007): 416-438.

2 Richard Norton Augustus, “Changing Actors and Leadership among the Shiites of Lebanon.”

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 482 (1985): 35.

99



2 Anoushiravan Ehteshami and Raymond A. Hinnebusch, Syria and Iran: Middle Powers in A Penetrated Regional System.

(London: Routledge, 1997) 202.

% Anoushiravan Ehteshami and Raymond A. Hinnebusch, Syria and Iran: Middle Powers in A Penetrated Regional System.
(London: Routledge, 1997) 58.

31 Anoushiravan Ehteshami and Raymond A. Hinnebusch, Syria and Iran: Middle Powers in A Penetrated Regional System.
(London: Routledge, 1997) 202.

%2 Anoushiravan Ehteshami and Raymond A. Hinnebusch, Syria and Iran: Middle Powers in A Penetrated Regional System.

(London: Routledge, 1997) 202-203.

% Anthony H. Cordesman, Arab-Israeli: Military Forces in An Era of Asymmetric Wars. (Stanford, CA: Stanford University
Press, 2008) 67-84.

3 Anthony H. Cordesman, Arab-Israeli: Military Forces in An Era of Asymmetric Wars. (Stanford, CA: Stanford University
Press, 2008) 67-84.

% Anthony H. Cordesman, Arab-Israeli: Military Forces in An Era of Asymmetric Wars. (Stanford, CA: Stanford University
Press, 2008) 85-92.

% Anthony H. Cordesman, Arab-Israeli: Military Forces in An Era of Asymmetric Wars. (Stanford, CA: Stanford University

Press, 2008) 330-332.

% Jeanne K. Giraldo and Harold A. Trinkunas, Terrorism Financing and State Responses: A Comparative Perspective. (Stanford,
CA: Stanford University Press, 2007), 134-185.

% Jeanne K. Giraldo and Harold A. Trinkunas, Terrorism Financing and State Responses: A Comparative Perspective. (Stanford,
CA: Stanford University Press, 2007), 134-185.

% Jeanne K. Giraldo and Harold A. Trinkunas, Terrorism Financing and State Responses: A Comparative Perspective. (Stanford,
CA: Stanford University Press, 2007), 134-185.

40 Bronner,Ethan, “Israel Says Syria Gave Missiles To Hezbollah.” The New York Times (2010)

4 Jeanne K. Giraldo and Harold A. Trinkunas, Terrorism Financing and State Responses: A Comparative Perspective. (Stanford,

CA: Stanford University Press, 2007), 134-185.

100



2 Trira Parsi, Treacherous Alliance: The Secret Dealings of Israel, Iran and the United States. (New Haven, CT: Yale University
Press, 2007), 19-28.
3 Trira Parsi, Treacherous Alliance: The Secret Dealings of Israel, Iran and the United States. (New Haven, CT: Yale University

Press, 2007), 19-28.

4 Trira Parsi, Treacherous Alliance: The Secret Dealings of Israel, Iran and the United States. (New Haven, CT: Yale University

Press, 2007), 29-38.

5 Suzanne Maloney, Iran’s Long Reach: Iran As a Pivotal State In a Muslim World. (Washington D.C.: United States Institute of

Peace, 2008), 25-82.

46 Suzanne Maloney, Iran’s Long Reach: Iran As a Pivotal State In a Muslim World. (Washington D.C.: United States Institute of

Peace, 2008), 25-82.

47 Frederic M. Weyrey, et al, Dangerous But Not Omnipotent: Exploring the Reach and Limitation of Iranian Power in the
Middle East. (Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corporation, 2009) 81-128.

“8 Frederic M. Weyrey, et al, Dangerous But Not Omnipotent: Exploring the Reach and Limitation of Iranian Power in the
Middle East. (Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corporation, 2009) 81-128.

9 Frederic M. Weyrey, et al, Dangerous But Not Omnipotent: Exploring the Reach and Limitation of Iranian Power in the

Middle East. (Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corporation, 2009) 81-128.

% Frederic M. Weyrey, et al, Dangerous But Not Omnipotent: Exploring the Reach and Limitation of Iranian Power in the

Middle East. (Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corporation, 2009) 39-80.

%1 Jerome R. Corsi, Why Israel Can’t Wait: The Coming War Between Israel and Iran. (New York: Simon and Schuster, 2009)
33-48.

52 Jerome R. Corsi, Why Israel Can’t Wait: The Coming War Between Israel and Iran. (New York: Simon and Schuster, 2009)
33-48.

%8 Jerome R. Corsi, Why Israel Can’t Wait: The Coming War Between Israel and Iran. (New York: Simon and Schuster, 2009)

95.

101



5* Jerome R. Corsi, Why Israel Can’t Wait: The Coming War Between Israel and Iran. (New York: Simon and Schuster, 2009)
95.

% Jubin M. Goodarzi, Syria and Iran: Diplomatic Alliance and Power Politics in the Middle East. (London: I.B. Tauris, 2009)
11.

% Jubin M. Goodarzi, Syria and Iran: Diplomatic Alliance and Power Politics in the Middle East. (London: I.B. Tauris, 2009)
286-294.

5" paul T.V., Patrick M. Morgan, and James J. Wirtz, Complex Deterrence: Strategy in the Global Age. (London: University of
Chicago Press, 2009), 85-108.

%8 paul T.V., Patrick M. Morgan, and James J. Wirtz, Complex Deterrence: Strategy in the Global Age. (London: University of

Chicago Press, 2009), 85-108.

* TIMELINE - Israeli-Hamas violence since truce ended Reuters 05-01-2009

60 Gaza under blockade, BBC, June 15, 2009.

61 UN condemns ‘war crimes' in Gaza BBC News, September 15, 2009.

62 Gaza Operation Investigation: An Update, MFA, January, 2010.

8 Richard Goldstone, (2011-04-01). "Reconsidering the Goldstone Report on Israel and War Crimes". The Washington Post.
http://Avww.washingtonpost.com/opinions/reconsidering-the-goldstone-report-on-israel-and-war-
crimes/2011/04/01/AFg111JC_story.html Retrieved 1 April 2011

84 »Goldstone report: Statement issued by members of UN mission on Gaza war". London: The Guardian. 2011-04-14.

http://www.guardian.co.uk/commentisfree/2011/apr/14/goldstone-report-statement-un-gaza. Retrieved 17 April 2011.

65 "Secretary-General Urges Immediate Halt to Renewed Israeli-Palestinian Violence," UN News Service, December 27, 2008,

http://Avww.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?NewsID=2425&Cr=Palestin&Cr1=.

6 Arian Asher, “Vox Populi: Public Opinion and National Security.” Avner Yaniv (ed.), National Security and Democracy in

Israel (1993): 129-151.

67 Alan Dowty, Political Culture and the Making of Foreign Policy: The Israeli Case. (Toronto: Pamphlet, 38th Annual
Convention of the International Studies Association, 1997), 14-15.
88 Alan Dowty, Political Culture and the Making of Foreign Policy: The Israeli Case. (Toronto: Pamphlet, 38th Annual

Convention of the International Studies Association, 1997), 156-157.

102



8 Alan Dowty, Political Culture and the Making of Foreign Policy: The Israeli Case. (Toronto: Pamphlet, 38th Annual
Convention of the International Studies Association, 1997), 156-157.

™ Arnold Wolfers, The Goals of Foreign Policy, in Discord and Collaboration: Essays on International Politics. (Baltimore, CO:
John Hopkins University Press, 1962), 67-80.

"L Evron,Yair., “War and Intervention in Lebanon”, Baltimore, MD, St. Johns University Press, 1987, 9

"2 Hala Jaber, Hezbollah: Born With a Vengeance. (New York: Columbia University Press, 1997), 20.

8 7e’ev Schiff and Ehud Ya’ari, Israel’s Lebanon War. (New York, NY: Simon and Schuster, 1984), 35-36.

™ Benny Morris, Righteous Victims. (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1999), 768.

™ George W. Ball, Error and Betrayal in Lebanon. (Washington D.C.: Foundation for Middle East Peace, 1984), 35.

" George W. Ball, Error and Betrayal in Lebanon. (Washington D.C.: Foundation for Middle East Peace, 1984), 35.

" 7e’ev Schiff and Ehud Ya’ari, Israel’s Lebanon War. (New York, NY: Simon and Schuster, 1984), 98.

8 Martin Gilbert, Israel: A History. (New York: William Morrow and Co., 1998), 504.

79 7e’ev Schiff and Ehud Ya’ari, Israel’s Lebanon War. (New York, NY: Simon and Schuster, 1984), 37.

8 Mary Cutius, “Pullout From Lebanon Leaves Israeli’s Bitter and Divided.” The Christian Science Monitor (1985): 1.

8 Hala Jaber, , Hezbollah: Born With a Vengeance. (New York: Columbia University Press, 1997), 20.

82 Nizar Hamzeh, “Lebanon’s Hezbollah: From Islamic Revolution to Parliamentary Accommodation.” Third World Quarterly 14
(1993): 150.

8 Nizar Hamzeh, “Lebanon’s Hezbollah: From Islamic Revolution to Parliamentary Accommodation.” Third World Quarterly 14
(1993): 150.

8 Anthony Shadid, “For Hezbollah, Peace May Not Mean A Victory, Movement Will Attempt to Find A Place in Lebanese
Politics.” Chicago Tribune (1998)

8 Carol Dagher, Bring Down the Walls: Lebanon's Post-War Challenge. (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2000), 71.

8 Middle East International, no. 524 (26 April 1996), p. 5.

87 Franklin Van Kappen, “Report of the Secretary-General's Military Adviser Concerning the Shelling of the United Nations
Compound at Qana.” UN Secretary General Report 337 (1996): 1.

8 "QUESTION OF THE VIOLATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN THE OCCUPIED ARAB TERRITORIES, INCLUDING

PALESTINE". United Nations. United Nations Commission on Human Rights. 2004-03-11

103



% Frederic M. Wehrey, "A Clash of Wills: Hizballah's Psychological Campaign Against Israel in South Lebanon.” Small Wars
and Insurgencies 13 (2002): 53-74.

% Dov Waxman, "Between Victory and Defeat: Israel After the War With Hizballah." The Washington Quarterly 30 (2006-
2007): 27-43.

% Dr. Pierre Cyril Pahlavi, "The 33-Day War: An Example of Psychological Warfare in the Information Age." The Canadian

Army Journal 10 (2007): 12-24.

%2 http://www.psywarrior.com/IsraeliLebanon.html, Retrieved April 29, 2011

% Anthony Cordesman, "Preliminary ‘Lessons’ of the Israeli-Hezbollah War (working

draft)," Center for Strategic and International Studies, http://www.csis.org/media/csis/pubs/060817_isr_hez_lessons.pdf.
(accessed April, 29 2011). p.1-25.

% William K. Mooney Jr., “Stabilizing Lebanon: Peacekeeping or Nation-Building.” Parameters 373 (2007): 28-40.

% Dov Waxman, "Between Victory and Defeat: Israel After the War With Hizballah." The Washington Quarterly 30 (2006-

2007): 27-43.

% Dov Waxman, "Between Victory and Defeat: Israel After the War With Hizballah." The Washington Quarterly 30 (2006-

2007): 31.

%7 Dan Fayutkin, "The Second Lebanon War: A One-Year Perspective." Defense and Security Analysis, 2008,
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14751790802125029 (29 April 2011).

% Cordesman, 225.

% Dr.Pierre Cyril Pahlavi, "The 33-Day War: An Example of Psychological Warfare in the Information Age." The Canadian

Army Journal 10 (2007): 14.

100 janes.com. 2006. Retrieved April 29, 2011, from http://www.Janes.com.
101 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (May

10, 2011).

104



102 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (May
10, 2011).

108 «Hezhollah Phone System Sparks New Unrest.” Khaleej Times, 2008,
www.khaleejtimes.com/DisplayArticle.asp?xfile=data/middleeast/2008/May/middleeast_May203.xml&section=middle
east (29 April 2011).

104 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

105 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

108 (www.Janes.com)

197 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

108 “Turkey helps Iran avoids sanction-Israel tells U.S: Cables”, Rueters, 2011, Retrieved April 29, 2011,

http://Amww.reuters.com/article/2011/04/08/us-israel-turkey-wikileaks-idUSTRE7371U920110408.

199 Griset and Mahan, 2008, 88.

110 Jean-Phillipe Platteau, “Religion, Politics, and Development: Lessons From the Land of Islam.” Journal of Economic
Behavior & Organization 68 (2007): 329-351.

111 Augustus R. Norton, "Hezbollah and the Israeli withdrawal from Southern Lebanon.” Journal of Palestine Studies 1 (2000):

22-35.

112 Augustus R. Norton, “Hezbollah and the Israeli withdrawal from Southern Lebanon.” Journal of Palestine Studies 1 (2000):

22-35.

113 Fred Halliday, Islam and the Myth of Confrontation: Religion and Politics in the Middle East. (London, New York: 1.B.

Tauris Publishers, 1996), 235.

105



14 Ali M. Ansari, “Hidden Iran.” The Middle East Quarterly (2006): 36-37.

1% Tim Weiner, Legacy of Ashes: The History of the CIA. (New York, NY: Doubleday, 2007), 81-92.

118 Ali M. Ansari, “Hidden Iran.” The Middle East Quarterly (2006): 53.

117 Trita Parsi, Treacherous Alliance: The Secret Dealings of Israel, Iran and the United States. (New Haven, CT: Yale
University Press, 2007), 62.

118 Quoted in Glenn Frankel, “Israeli Critical of U.S. Policy in Gulf War,” The Washington Post, Oct. 29, 1987, A33.

119 See Benjamin Weiser, “Behind Israel-Iran Sales, ‘Amber’ Light from U.S.,” The Washington Post, Aug. 16, 1987, Al.

120 Quoted in Glenn Frankel, p. A33.

121 paul M. Shapera, Iran’s Religious Leaders. (New York, NY: Rosen Publishing Group, 2010), 61.

122 Augustus R. Norton, Hezbollah: A Short History. (Ewing, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2007), 35.
128 Torbjorb L. Knutsen, A History of International Relations Theory. (Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1997), 27.
124 Augustus R. Norton, Hezbollah: A Short History. (Ewing, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2007), 37.

125 Augustus R. Norton, Hezbollah: A Short History. (Ewing, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2007), 37.

126 Mohsin S. Khan and Abbas Mirakhor, “Islamic Banking: Experience in the Islamic Republic of Iran and in Pakistan.”
Economic Development and Cultural Change 38, no. 2 (1990): 353-375.

27 \www.interpol.int, Retrieved, May 2, 2011, http://www.interpol.int/Public/FinancialCrime/MoneyLaundering/hawala/#2.

128 Nikos Passas, “Demystifying Hawala: A look into its Social Organization and Mechanics.” Journal of Scandinavian Studies in

Criminology and Crime Prevention, 49, (2006) 46-62.

12% jane McCulloh and Sharon Pickering, “Suppressing the Finance of Terrorism: Proliferating the State Crime, Eroding Censure
and Extending Neo-Colonialism.” The British Journal of Criminology (2005): 470-486.
130 jane McCulloh and Sharon Pickering, “Suppressing the Finance of Terrorism: Proliferating the State Crime, Eroding Censure

and Extending Neo-Colonialism.” The British Journal of Criminology (2005): 470-486.

131 www.interpol.int, Retrieved, May 2, 2011.

106



132 Matthew Levitt, “Hezbollah: Financing Terror Through Criminal Enterprise.” The Washington Institute for Near East Policy

25, (2005): 2-11.

138 Nikos Passas, “Demystifying Hawala: A look into its Social Organization and Mechanics.” Journal of Scandinavian Studies in

Criminology and Crime Prevention, 49, (2006): 35.

134 Matthew Levitt, “Hezbollah: Financing Terror Through Criminal Enterprise.” The Washington Institute for Near East Policy

25, (2005): 2-11.

135 \mww.washingtoninstitute.org

1% \smww.washingtoninstitute.org

¥ David Kaplan, “Homegrown Terrorists: How a Hezbollah Cell Made Millions in Sleepy Charlotte, N.C.” U.S. News and
World Report (2003).

138 http://www. fbi.gov/publications/leb/2007/feb07leb.pdf

139 Alexandra Sandels, "Hizbullah Opens Commemorative War Museum and Trail in South Lebanon." Al-Masry Al-Youm. 2010,
www.almasryalyoum.com/en/news/hizbullah-opens-commemorative-war-museum-and-trail-south-lebanon (02 May
2011).

140 Effie-Michelle Metallidis, "A Resistance Vacation At Hizbollah's Self-Made Monument". The National, 2010,
www.thenational.ae/apps/pbcs.dll/article? AID=/20100809/OPINION/708089956/1080 (02 May 2011).

141 Nicholas Blanford, "Hezbollah theme park woos fighters for next war with Israel," May 27, 2010, Times of London

142 Alexandra Sandels, "Hizbullah Opens Commemorative War Museum and Trail in South Lebanon." Al-Masry Al-Youm, 2010,
www.almasryalyoum.com/en/news/hizbullah-opens-commemorative-war-museum-and-trail-south-lebanon (02 May
2011).

143 Alistair Lyon, "Devoted crowds throng Hezbollah's Lebanon theme park". Reuters, 2010,
http://mww.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE67A2RF20100811 (02 May, 2011).

144 http://www.spiegel.de/international/0,1518,432054,00.html

5 http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/08/30/AR2006083002933.html

146 Alistair Lyon, "Devoted Crowds Throng Hezbollah's Lebanon Theme Park." Reuters, 2010,

www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE67A2RF20100811 (02 May 2011).

107



147 Efie-Michelle Metallidis, "A Resistance Vacation At Hizbollah's Self-Made Monument". The National, 2010,
www.thenational.ae/apps/pbcs.dll/article? AID=/20100809/OPINION/708089956/1080 (02 May 2011).

48 Nicholas Blandord, "Hezbollah Theme Park Woos Fighters for Next War with Israel.” Times of London (2010).

149 »A Confident Hezbollah Promotes Itself Through ‘Jihadi Tourism™. Fox News. 22 May 2010

150 Alexandra Sandels, "Hizbullah Opens Commemorative War Museum and Trail in South Lebanon." Al-Masry Al-Youm. 2010,
www.almasryalyoum.com/en/news/hizbullah-opens-commemorative-war-museum-and-trail-south-lebanon (02 May
2011).

151 Oby Harnden, "Video Games Attract Young to Hizbollah." The Telegraph, 2004,
http://Avww.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2004/02/21/whizb21.xml&sSheet=/news/2004/02/21/ixworld.
html (01 May 2011).

152 steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (May
10, 2011).Accessed (14 April 2009).

158 \www.janes.com, 2006

1% Thanassas Cambanis, A Privilege to Die: Inside Hezbollah’s Legions and Their Endless War Against Israel. (New York:
Simon and Schuster, 2010), 225.

155 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

1% Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

187 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

158 \www.janes.com, 2006.

159 \www.janes.com, 2006.

108



180 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

181 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

182 Rodger Shanahan, “Hezbollah Rising: The Political Battle for the Loyalty of the Shi’a of Lebanon.” Middle East Review of
International Affairs 9, no. 1 (2005): 1-6.

163 Steven Erlanger and Richard A. Oppel Jr., “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its Training Tactics and Weapons.”
New York Times, 2006, www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print (10 May
2011).

184 Norman Podhoretz, World War IV: The Long Struggle Against Islamofacism. (New York: The Doubleday Publishing Group,
2007) 27-42.

165 R.W. Southern, Western Views of Islam in the Middle Ages. (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1962), 28.

188 \aww.bbc.com, Retrieved May, 2, 2011, http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/middle_east/8000507.stm.

187 Augustus R. Norton, “Changing Actors and Leadership Among the Shiites of Lebanon.” Annals of the American Academy of
Political and Social Science 482 (1985): 22.

188 Eyal Zisser, “The Return of Hezbollah.” The Middle East Quarterly 9 (2002): 3-11.

169 Eyal Zisser, “The Return of Hezbollah.” The Middle East Quarterly 9 (2002): 3-11.
170 Kasmieh Khairia, State and Society in Syria and Lebanon. (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1994), 31.
17! Kasmieh Khairia, State and Society in Syria and Lebanon. (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1994), 31.

172 Noam Chomsky, Intifada. (Boston: South End Press, 1989), 263.

1% David E. Long, The Government and Politics of the Middle East and North Africa. (Boulder: Westview Press, 2002), 241.
174 David E. Long, The Government and Politics of the Middle East and North Africa. (Boulder: Westview Press, 2002), 242.
75 David E. Long, The Government and Politics of the Middle East and North Africa. (Boulder: Westview Press, 2002), 242.
176 David E. Long, The Government and Politics of the Middle East and North Africa. (Boulder: Westview Press, 2002), 242.

Y7 Elynt Leveritt, Inheriting Syria. (Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005), 165.

109



178 David E. Long, The Government and Politics of the Middle East and North Africa. (Boulder, CO: Westview Press, 2002),
236.

1% AbuKhalil, As’ad., “The Middle East”, Washington, D.C., CQ Press, 413, 2005.

180 | eanord Weinburg, “Turning to Terror: The Conditions Under Which Political Parties Turn to Terrorist Activities.”

Comparative Politics 23 (1991): 423-438.

181 http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/iran/pasdaran-cap.htm

182 Eyal Zisser, “The Return of Hezbollah.” The Middle East Quarterly 9 (2002): 3-11.

188 http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/iran/pasdaran-cap.htm

18 Curtis Ryan, “Political Activism in Jordan: Moderation, Militancy, and Democracy.” The Middle East Review of International
Affairs 12, no. 2, (2008).

18 http://www.aljazeera.com/me.asp?service_|D=11562.

18 Augustus R. Norton,”Hezbollah and the Israeli Withdrawal from Southern Lebanon.” Journal of Palestine Studies 1 (2000):
33.

18 Anthony H. Cordesman, Aram Nerguizian, and Lonut C. Popesc, Israel and Syria: The Military Balance and Prospects of
War. (Westport, CT: Greenwood Publishing Group, 2008), 236.

190 Anthony H. Cordesman, Aram Nerguizian, and Lonut C. Popesc, Israel and Syria: The Military Balance and Prospects of
War. (Westport, CT: Greenwood Publishing Group, 2008), 242.

191 Anthony H. Cordesman, Aram Nerguizian, and Lonut C. Popesc, Israel and Syria: The Military Balance and Prospects of
War. (Westport, CT: Greenwood Publishing Group, 2008), 242.

192 Anthony H. Cordesman, Aram Nerguizian, and Lonut C. Popesc, Israel and Syria: The Military Balance and Prospects of
War. (Westport, CT: Greenwood Publishing Group, 2008), 246.

198 Anthony H. Cordesman, Aram Nerguizian, and Lonut C. Popesc, Israel and Syria: The Military Balance and Prospects of
War. (Westport, CT: Greenwood Publishing Group, 2008), 246.

194 Joseph S. Bermudez, "A History of Ballistic Missile Development in the DPRK: First Ballistic Missiles, 1979-1989." James
Martin Center for Nonproliferation Studies, 1999, http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/opapers/op2/fomsl.htm (November 2011).

1% New Iraq booster has “limited ability to launch payloads,’ U.S. says," Satellite Week, Vol. 11, No. 50,

110



18 Dec 89, p. 4. http://www.jpost.com/International/Article.aspx?id=198451.
1% "Demonstration in Ar-Ragqa, Syria". free-syria.com. http://free-syria.com/loadarticle.php?articleid=37803. Retrieved May 10,
2011.
197 »Demonstration on the day of anger in Hasaka and Syrian authorities arrested dozens". free-syria.com. http:/free-
syria.com/loadarticle.php?articleid=37849. Retrieved May 10, 2011.
1% Arnaud de Borchgrave, “Massacres: Past and Future: Assad Regime Has Reputation of Countering Protests With
Annihilation.” The Washington Times, 2011, http://m.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/8/massacres-past-and-
future (May, 11, 2011).
199 "protests spread to Southern Syrian town Jassem". Ya Libnan. 21 March 2011. http://www.yalibnan.com/2011/03/21/protests-
spread-to-Southern-syrian-town-jassem/. Retrieved May 10, 2011
200 »security Forces 'Kill 20 Protesters’ In Syria". Sky News. May, 11, 2011
http://news.sky.com/skynews/Home/World-News/Video-Syria-Security-Forces-Open-Fire-On-Protesters-Killing-20-People-
According-To-
Reports/Article/201103415960221?Ipos=World_News_Top_Stories_Header_3&Iid=ARTICLE_15960221_Vide0o%2C
_Syria%3A_Security_Fzorces_Open_Fire_On_Protesters_Killing_20_People%2C_According_To_Reports. Retrieved
May 11, 2011.
2l'syrian protesters target Baath Party offices”. Al Jazeera. 26 Mar 2011.
http://english.aljazeera.net/news/middleeast/2011/03/201132616546326475.html. Retrieved May 10, 2011
202ugyrian cabinet resigns amid unrest". Aljazeera.net. 29 March 2011.
http://english.aljazeera.net/news/middleeast/2011/03/201132975114399138.html. Retrieved May 10, 2011
203'Syria unrest: Pro-Assad rallies in Damascus and Aleppo”. BBC News. 29 March 2011. http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-
middle-east-12892870. Retrieved May 10, 2011
204 »syria's Assad warns of ‘conspiracy’ — Middle East — Al Jazeera English”. English.aljazeera.net. 31 March 2011.
http://english.aljazeera.net/news/middleeast/2011/03/2011330135615434966.html. Retrieved May 10, 2011.
205 Elizabeth A. Kennedy, “Syria Reverses Ban On Islamic Veil, Closes Casino”, Associated Press 6 (2001).
206 Anthony Shadid, "Test of Wills in Syria as Forces Open Fire in Several Cities." The New York Times, 2011,
www.nytimes.com/2011/04/23/world/middleeast/23syria.html?_r=1&hp=&pagewanted=all (May 10, 2011).

27Catherine Marsh, “Syrian Soldiers Shot For Refusing to Fire On Protesters.” Gaurdian.co.uk, 2011,

www.guardian.co.uk/world/2011/apr/12/syrian-soldiers-shot-protest (10 May 2011).

111



28 ttn://www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://securityandintelligence. files.wordpress.com/2011/04/hezbollah-in-Southern-
lebanon_map.jpg&imgrefurl=http://securityandintelligence.wordpress.com/2011/04/&usg=__tV89aAMfLeucL9nDwk
DCNtYPOWY=&h=525&wW=449&s7=262&hl=en&start=86&zoom=1&thnid=ekNl_mHLgeX-
KM:&thnh=127&thnw=109&ei=ANoFTpSPLNPABQPZ_dnPDQ&prev=/search%3Fq%3Dmap%2Bof%2Bhezhollah
%2Bstrongholds%2Bin%2Blebanon%26um%3D1%26h1%3Den%26client%3Dfirefox-
a%26rls%3Dorg.mozilla:fr:official%26biw%3D1366%26bih%3D574%26thm%3Disch&um=1&iths=1&iact=hc&vpx
=110&vpy=224&dur=307 &hovh=243&hovw=208&tx=126&ty=196&page=5&ndsp=22&ved=1t:429,r:0,5:86 &hiw=1
366&bih=574

209 Anonymous author, Time Magazine, Syria: If protestors don’t get Assad, the economy will. May 27, 2011

Retrieved May 30, 2011.

210 http:/fwww.sitesatlas.com/Atlas/PhysAtlas/C10.html

211 http://www.middle-east-map.com/topo-map.htm

212 http:/vww.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.kaloustian.eu/Lebanon

213 \www.siteatlas.com

214 http://www.middle-east-map.com/topo-map.htm

215 \www.liquida.com/article/19371301/hezbollah-israel-lebanon/

218 http:/www. kaloustian.eu/Lebanon-Beirut/index%20Beqaa%20Valley%20Lebanon.htm

112



LIST OF REFERENCES

AbuKhalil, As’ad. The Middle East. Washington D.C.: CQ Press, 2005.

Anonymous, “Syria: If Protestors Don’t Get Assad, The Economy Will.” Time Magazine, 2011,

www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,2074471,00.html (May 30, 2011).

Asher Arian. “Vox Populi: Public Opinion and National Security,” in Avner Yaniv (ed.),

National Security and Democracy in Israel, 129-151. Boulder, CO: Lynne Reinner, 1993.

Augustus, Richard Norton. “Changing Actors and Leadership Among the Shiites of Lebanon.”

Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 482 (1985): 110-111.

Balmer, Crispian. “Turkey Helps Iran Avoids Sanction-Israel Tells U.S.: Cables.” Rueters, 2011,

www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/08/us-israel-turkey-wikileaks-

IdUSTRE7371U920110408 (April 29, 2011).

Ball, W. George. Error and Betrayal in Lebanon. Washington D.C.: Foundation for Middle East

Peace, 1984.

113



Bermudez, Joseph S. "A History of Ballistic Missile Development in the DPRK: First Ballistic
Missiles, 1979-1989." James Martin Center for Nonproliferation Studies, 1999,

http://cns.miis.edu/pubs/opapers/op2/fomsl.htm (2011).

Bluhm, Michael. “Outcome of Metn Polls May Hinge On Armenians.” Daily Star, 2009,

www.dailystar.com.Ib (April 15 2009).

Borop, Michael. “Physical World Atlas.”” World Sites Atlas, 2008,

www.sitesatlas.com/Atlas/PhysAtlas/C10.htm (2011).

Cambanis, Thanassas. A Privilege to Die: Inside Hezbollah’s Legions and Their Endless War

Against Israel. New York: Simon and Schuster, 2010.

Charara, Walid and Frederic Domont. Hezbollah, An Islamo-Nationalist Movement.

Paris: Fayard, 2004.

Conway, Maura. “Terror TV? An Exploration of Hezbollah’s Al Manar Television.” Countering

Terrorism in the 21st Century (2007): 401-419.

Cordesman, H. Anthony. Arab-Israeli: Military Forces in An Era of Asymmetric Wars. Stanford,

CA: Stanford University Press, 2008.

114



Cordesman, H Anthony, William D. Sullivan, and George Sullivan. Lessons of 2006: Israeli-

Hezbollah War. Washington D.C.: Center for strategic and International Studies, 2007.

Cordesman, Anthony., Preliminary 'Lessons' of the Israeli-Hezbollah War (working draft)

Corsi, R. Jerome. Why Israel Can’t Wait: The Coming War Between Israel and Iran. New York:

Simon and Schuster, 2009.

Cragin, Kim. Hizballah, The Party of God: In Aptitude for Destruction. Edited by Rand

Corporation. Santa Monica: Rand Corporation, 2005.

Cutius, Mary, “Pullout From Lebanon Leaves Israeli’s Bitter and Divided.” The Christian

Science Monitor (1985): 1.

Dafinoiu, David. “U.S. Fighting Alongside Al-Qaeda in Libya.” Security News Center, 2011,
www.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://securityandintelligence.files.wordpress.com/201
1/04/hezbollah-in-Southern-
lebanon_map.jpg&imgrefurl=http://securityandintelligence.wordpress.com/2011/04/&us

g=__tV89aAMfLeucLINDWKDCNtYPOWY=&h=525&w=449&s7=262&hl=en&start=8

115



6&zoom=1&tbnid=ekNI_mHLgeX-
kM:&tbnh=127&tbnw=109&ei=ANOFTpSPLNPA8QPZ_dnPDQ&prev=/search%3Fq%
3Dmap%2Bof%2Bhezbollah%2Bstrongholds%2Bin%2Blebanon%26um%3D1%26h1%3
Den%?26c¢client%3Dfirefox-
a%26rls%3Dorg.mozilla:fr:official%26biw%3D1366%26bih%3D574%26tbm%3Disch&
um=1&iths=1&iact=hc&vpx=110&vpy=224&dur=307&hovh=243&hovw=208&tx=126
&ty=196&page=5&ndsp=22&ved=1t:429,r:0,5:86&biw=1366&bih=574 (April 23,

2011).

Dagher, Carol. Bring Down the Walls: Lebanon's Post-War Challenge. Basingstoke: Palgrave

Macmillan, 2000.

de Borchgrave, Arnaud, “Massacres: Past and Future: Assad Regime Has Reputation of
Countering Protests With Annihilation.” The Washington Times, 2011,
http://m.washingtontimes.com/news/2011/mar/8/massacres-past-and-future (May, 11,

2011).

Anonymous, “Demonstration In Ar-Raqqa, Syria." Free Syria, 2011, http://free-

syria.com/loadarticle.php?articleid=37803. (May 10, 2011).

116



Anonymous, “Demonstration On the Day of Anger In Hasaka and Syrian Authorities Arrested
Dozens." Free Syria, 2011, http://free-syria.com/loadarticle.php?articleid=37849. (May

10, 2011).

Doughtery, E. James, and Robert L. Pfaltzgraff. Contending Theories of International Relations:

A Comprehensive Survey. New York: Longman, 2001.

Dowty, Alan. Political Culture and the Making of Foreign Policy: The Israeli Case. Toronto:

Pamphlet, 38th Annual Convention of the International Studies Association, 1997.

Ehteshami, Anoushiravan, and Raymond A. Hinnebusch. Syria and Iran: Middle Powers in A

Penetrated Regional System. London: Routledge, 1997.

Erlanger, Steven and Oppel A. Richard Jr. “A Disciplined Hezbollah Surprises Israel With Its
Training Tactics and Weapons.” New York Times, 2006,
www.nytimes.com/2006/08/07/world/middleeast/07hezbollah.html?pagewanted=print

(May 10, 2011).

Esposito, L. John. The Islamic Threat: Myth or Reality? New York: Oxford University Press,

1999.

117



Evron, Yair. War and Intervention in Lebanon. Baltimore, MD: St. Johns University Press, 1987.

Fayutkin, Dan. "The Second Lebanon War: A One-Year Perspective." Defense and

Security Analysis, 2008,http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14751790802125029 (April 29, 2011).

Flanigan, Shawn T. “Nonprofit Service Provision by Insurgent Organizations: The Cases of

Hezbollah and the Tamil Tigers.” Studies in Conflict and Terrorism 31 (2008): 499-519.

Friedman, A. Herbert. “Israeli Propaganda Raids on Lebanon.” Israeli Propaganda Raids on

Lebanon, 2011, http://www.psywarrior.com/IsraeliLebanon.html (April 29, 2011).

Gebauer, Mathew. “Armed Militants Helping Rebuild Lebanon.” Der Speigal, 2006,

www.spiegal.de (April 15, 2009).

Gilbert, Martin. Israel: A History. New York: William Morrow and Co., 1998.

Giraldo, K. Jeanne, and Harold A. Trinkunas. Terrorism Financing and State Responses: A

Comparative Perspective. Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2007.

118



Goodarzi, M. Jubin. Syria and Iran: Diplomatic Alliance and Power Politics in the Middle East.

London: I.B. Tauris, 2009.

Halliday, Fred. Islam and the Myth of Confrontation: Religion and Politics in the Middle East.

London, New York: 1.B. Tauris Publishers, 1996.

Hamzeh, Nizar. “Lebanon’s Hezbollah: From Islamic Revolution to Parliamentary

Accommodation.” Third World Quarterly 14 (1993): 327-329.

Hanf, Theodor. Lebanon, Coexistence in the Time of War, From the Collapse of the State to the

Blossoming of the Nation. Paris: European-Arab Center for Studies, 1993.

Herz, John H. “Idealist Internationalism and Security Dilemma.” World Politics 2 (1950): 157-

158.

Herz, John H. International Politics in the Atomic Age. New York, NY: Columbia University

Press (1959).

Harnden, Oby., (21.02.2004). "Video Games Attract Young to Hizbollah." The Telegraph, 2004,
http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtmI?xml=/news/2004/02/21/whizb21.xml&sShe

et=/news/2004/02/21/ixworld.html (May 02, 20011).

119



anonymous, “Hezbollah Phone System Sparks New Unrest.” Khaleej Times, 2008,
http://www.khaleejtimes.com/DisplayArticle.asp?xfile=data/middleeast/2008/May/middl
eeast_May203.xml&section=middleeast.

http://lwww.google.com/imgres?imgurl=http://www.kaloustian.eu/Lebanon-
Beirut/Fotos/Lebanon_Jul06%2520hezbollah%2520map.png&imgrefurl=http://www.kal
oustian.eu/Leban n-
Beirut/index%2520Beqaa%2520Valley%2520Lebanon.htm&usg=__PqqQmjbQ2imDWq
QUO08BRQF0z_D8=&h=742&w=606&sz=38&hl=en&start=0&zoom=1&tbnid=pFYkLD
6y49NcGM: &thnh=136&tbnw=111&ei=ANOFTpSPLNPA8QPZ_dnPDQ&prev=/search
%3Fq%3Dmap%2Bof%2Bhezbollah%2Bstrongholds%2Bin%2Blebanon%26um%3D1%
26h1%3Den%26c¢lient%3Dfirefox-
a%26rls%3Dorg.mozilla:fr:official%26biw%3D1366%26bih%3D574%26tbm%3Disch&
um=1&iths=1&iact=hc&vpx=1122&vpy=191&dur=725&hovh=248&hovw=203&tx=16
9&ty=77&page=1&ndsp=21&ved=1t:429,r:13,5:0&biw=1366&bih=574 (April 29,

2011).

Jaber, Hala. Hezbollah: Born With a Vengeance. New York: Columbia University Press, 1997.

Janes, 2006, www.Janes.com (April 29, 2011).

120



Kaplan, David. “Homegrown Terrorists: How a Hezbollah Cell Made Millions in Sleepy

Charlotte, N.C.” U.S. News and World Report (2003)

Katzman, Kenneth. Iran: U.S. Concerns and Policy Responses. New York: Nova Science

Publishers, 2010.

Kennedy, Elizabeth A. “Syria Reverses Ban On Islamic Veil, Closes Casino”, Associated Press,

6 April 2001

Khan, S. Mohsin and Abbas Mirakhor. “Islamic Banking: Experience in the Islamic Republic of
Iran and in Pakistan.” Economic Development and Cultural Change 38, no. 2 (1990):

353-375.

Knutsen, L. Torbjorb. A History of International Relations Theory. Manchester: Manchester

University Press, 1997.

Kramer, Martin. Syria’s Alawiis and Shiism”” in Shiism, Resistance and Revolution, ed. Boulder,

Colorado: Westview Press, 1987.

Leveritt, Flynt. Inheriting Syria. Washington D.C.: Brookings Institute Press, 2005.

121



Levitt, Mathew. “Hezbollah: Financing Terror Through Criminal Enterprise.” The Washington

Institute for Near East Policy 25, (2005): 2-11.

Levitt, Mathew. “The Political Economy of Middle East Terrorism.” Middle East Review of

International Affairs 6, no. 4 (2002): 56.

Long, E. David. The Government and Politics of the Middle East and North Africa. Boulder:

Westview Press, 2002.

Lyon, Alistair. "Devoted Crowds Throng Hezbollah's Lebanon Theme Park." Reuters, 2010,

www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE67A2RF20100811 (May 02, 2011).

Maloney, Suzanne. Iran’s Long Reach: Iran As a Pivotal State In a Muslim World. Washington

D.C.: United States Institute of Peace, 2008.

Marsh, Catherine. “Syrian Soldiers Shot For Refusing to Fire On Protesters.” Gaurdian.co.uk,
2011, www.guardian.co.uk/world/2011/apr/12/syrian-soldiers-shot-protest (May 10,

2011).

122



Metallidis, Effie-Michelle. "A Resistance Vacation At Hizbollah's Self-Made Monument". The
National, 2010,
www.thenational.ae/apps/pbcs.dll/article? AID=/20100809/OPINION/708089956/1080

(May 02, 2011).

McCulloh, Jane and Sharon Pickering. “Suppressing the Finance of Terrorism: Proliferating the
State Crime, Eroding Censure and Extending Neo-Colonialism.” The British Journal of

Criminology (2005): 470-486.

“Topographical Map of the Middle East.” Middle East Topographical Map, 2007, www.middle-

east-map.com/topo-map.htm (2011).

Mooney, K. Jr. William. “Stabilizing Lebanon: Peacekeeping or Nation-Building.” Parameters

373 (2007): 28-40.

Morris, Benny. Righteous Victims. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1999.

Naim, Kassem. “Hezbollah, Orientation, Experience and Future.” Edetions Dar al-Hadi, Beirut

2, no. 3 (2009): 70.

123



“New Iraq Booster Has "Limited Ability to Launch Payloads," U.S. says." Satellite Week 11, no.

50 (1989): 4.

Norton, R. Augustus. Hezbollah: A Short History. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press,

2007.

Norton, R. Augustus. "Hezbollah and the Israeli Withdrawal from Southern Lebanon.” Journal

of Palestine Studies 1 (2000): 26-53.

Pahlavi, Dr. Pierre Cyril. "The 33-Day War: An Example of Psychological Warfare in the

Information Age." The Canadian Army Journal 10 (2007): 133-136.

Parsi, Trita. Treacherous Alliance: The Secret Dealings of Israel, Iran and the United States.

New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2007.

Passas, Nikos. “Demystifying Hawala: A look into its Social Organization and Mechanics”.

Journal of Scandinavian Studies in Criminology and Crime Prevention, 49, (2006): 46.

Pelletiere, Stephen. Terrorism: National Security Policy and the Home Front: Strategic Army

Institute. Pensylvania: Army War College, 1995.

124



Platteau, Jean-Phillipe. “Religion, Politics, and Development: Lessons From the Land of Islam.”

Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization 68 (2007): 329-351.

Podhoretz, Norman. World War 1V: The Long Struggle Against Islamofacism. New York: The

Doubleday Publishing Group, 2007.

“Protests Spread to Southern Syrian Town Jassem." Ya Libnan, 2011,

www.yalibnan.com/2011/03/21/protests-spread-to-Southern-syrian-town-jassem/ (May

10, 2011).

Quilty, Jim. ““Lebanon’s Brush with Civil War, Middle East Report.” Middle East Desk, 2008,

http://middleeastdesk.org/article.php?id=2373 (May 10, 2011).

Rabbath, Edmond. The Historical Formation of Political and Constitutional Lebanon. Beirut:

Publications de I’Université Libanaise, 1973.

Ryan, Curtis R. “Political Activism in Jordan: Moderation, Militancy, and Democracy.” The

Middle East Review of International Affairs 12, no. 2, (2008) 177-201

125



Schenker, David. “Lebanese Crisis Ends: Hezbollah Victory or Temporary Truce?” Washington
Institute, 2008, www.washingtoninstitute.org/templateC05.php?CID=2883 (May 10,

2011).

Shadid, Anthony. "Test of Wills in Syria as Forces Open Fire in Several Cities."” The New York
Times,
2011www.nytimes.com/2011/04/23/world/middleeast/23syria.html?_r=1&hp=&pagewan

ted=all (May 10, 2011)

Balmer, Crispian, “Turkey Helps Iran Avoids Sanction-Israel tells U.S.: Cables.” Rueters, 2011,

www.reuters.com/article/2011/04/08/us-israel-turkey-wikileaks-

IdUSTRE7371U920110408 (April 29, 2011)

Salamey, Imad and Frederic Pearson. “Hezbollah: A Proletarian Party with an Islamic Manifesto
— A Sociopolitical Analysis of Islamist Populism in Lebanon and the Middle East.” Small

Wars and Insurgencies, 18 August 2007, 416-438.

126



Sandels, Alexandra. "Hizbullah Opens Commemorative War Museum and Trail in South
Lebanon." Al-Masry Al-Youm. 2010, www.almasryalyoum.com/en/news/hizbullah-

opens-commemorative-war-museum-and-trail-south-lebanon (May 02, 2011).

Schiff, Ze’ev, and Ehud Ya’ari. Israel’s Lebanon War. New York, NY: Simon and Schuster,

1984.

Waghorn, Dominic “Security Forces 'Kill 20 Protesters' In Syria." Sky News, 2011,

http://news.sky.com/skynews/Home/World-News/Video-Syria-Security-Forces-Open-Fire-On-
Protesters-Killing-20-People-According-To-
Reports/Article/201103415960221?Ipos=World_News_Top_Stories_Header_3&Ilid=AR
TICLE_15960221 Video%?2C_ Syria%3A_Security Fzorces Open_Fire_On_Protesters_

Killing_20_People%2C_According_To_Reports (May 11, 2011).

Shadid, Anthony. “For Hezbollah, Peace May Not Mean a Victory Movement Will Attempt to

Find a Place in Lebanese Politics.” Chicago Tribune 19 June 1998.

Shanahan, Rodger. “Hezbollah Rising: The Political battle for the loyalty of the Shi’a of

Lebanon.” Middle East Review of International Affairs 9, no. 1 (2005): 1-6.

127



Shapera, M. Paul. Iran’s Religious Leaders. New York, NY: Rosen Publishing Group, 2010.

Southern, R.W. Western Views of Islam in the Middle Ages. Cambridge: Harvard University

Press, 1962.

Al-Jazeera. “Syria's Assad Warns of ‘Conspiracy'.” Al Jazeera and Agencies, 2011,
http://english.aljazeera.net/news/middleeast/2011/03/2011330135615434966.html (May

10, 2011).

Anonymous. “Syria Unrest: Pro-Assad Rallies in Damascus and Aleppo.” BBC News, 2011,

www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-middle-east-12892870 (May 10, 2011).

Al-Jazeera. “Syrian Cabinet Resigns Amid Unrest.” Al Jazeera and Agencies, 2011,
http://english.aljazeera.net/news/middleeast/2011/03/201132975114399138.html (May

10, 2011).

Al-Jazeera. “Syrian Protesters Target Baath Party Offices.” Al Jazeera and Agencies, 2011,

http://english.aljazeera.net/news/middleeast/2011/03/201132616546326475.html (May

10, 2011).

128



T.V., Paul, Patrick M. Morgan, and James J. Wirtz. Complex Deterrence: Strategy in the Global

Age. London: University of Chicago Press, 2009.

Van Kappen, Franklin. “Report of the Secretary-General's Military Adviser concerning the

shelling of the United Nations compound at Qana.” UN Secretary General Report 337

(1996): 1.

Waxman, Dov. "Between Victory and Defeat: Israel After the War With Hizballah." The

Washington Quarterly 30 (2006-2007): 27-43.

Wehrey, M. Frederic. "A Clash of Wills: Hizballah's Psychological Campaign Against Israel in

South Lebanon." Small Wars and Insurgencies 13 (2002): 53+. (InfoTrac).

Weinburg, Leanord., “Turning to Terror: The Conditions Under Which Political Parties Turn to

Terrorist Activities.” Comparative Politics 23 (1991): 423-438.

Weiner, Tim. Legacy of Ashes: The History of the CIA. New York, NY: Doubleday, 2007.

Weyrey, M. Fredric, et al. Dangerous But Not Omnipotent: Exploring the Reach and Limitation

of Iranian Power in the Middle East. Santa Monica, CA: Rand Corporation, 2009.

129



Wolfers, Arnold. The Goals of Foreign Policy, in Discord and Collaboration: Essays on

International Politics. Baltimore, CO: John Hopkins University Press, 1962.

Winslow, Charles. Lebanon: War and Politics in a Fragmented Society. London: Routledge,

1996.

Zamir, Meir. The Formation of Modern Day Lebanon. Sidney: Croom Helm Ltd., 1985.

Zisser, Eyal. “The Return of Hezbollah.” The Middle East Quarterly 9 (2002): 3-11.

130



	The Israeli Military's Key Relationship To Hezbollah Terror
	STARS Citation

	ABSTRACT
	TABLE OF CONTENTS
	LIST OF FIGURES
	LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS
	CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION
	Hezbollah Today
	Use of Force
	The Lebanese Dilemma
	Past Works
	Process Of Examination





	CHAPTER II:  LEBANON
	Introduction
	Unintended Consequences
	Operation “Peace for Galilee”
	Operation “Grapes of Wrath”
	The Shelling of Qana
	The 2006 Hezbollah-Israeli War
	Hezbollah’s Arsenal
	Remarks







	CHAPTER III: IRAN
	Introduction
	Iranian Ideology
	The Hawala System
	U.S Fundraising Efforts
	Hezbollah Goals
	Hezbollah: The New Strategy
	New Leadership
	Changing Alliances
	Remarks








	CHAPTER IV: SYRIA
	Introduction
	Syrian Foreign Policy
	The Next Hezbollah-Israeli Conflict?
	Weapons
	Syrian Regime and 2011 Protests
	Remarks






	CHAPTER V: FORCE IN A NEW MILIEU
	Introduction
	Backlash
	Strategic Mistakes
	Time to Rethink Israeli Strategy
	Final Remarks





	APPENDIX: FIGURES
	ENDNOTES

