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Abstract

Israel is a nation born out of conflict. For a small and relatively new nation, Israel has one of the
most extensive military industrial complexes. This dissertation aims to understand the material
and ideological factors that drive states complicity in sustaining Israel’s military occupation of
Palestinian territories, despite the illegality of it. The intersections of race, economic interests,
and international law will be analyzed to provide understanding of the interests states have in
maintain the status quo. It will be concluded that Israel’s military industrial complex is
paramount to sustaining the occupation of Palestine. Investments from third parry states finance
the industry, where weapons are then tested in real time conflict. Israel’s open market policy of
buying and selling weapons globally, despite ideological paradoxes’ allow for repressive states to
reap the benefits of Israel’s sophisticated weaponry. Analysis of Israel’s military industrial
complex questions the validity of international law, the reputations of liberal democracies, and

the future of the liberal world order.
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Chapter 1: Introduction

“The European Union condemns and deeply deplores today’s approval, by Israeli authorities, of
plans for advancing over 4,400 housing units, further expanding illegal settlements across the
occupied West Bank, as well as the retroactive approval of three illegal outposts. The EU urges
Israel to reverse such decisions, which run counter to international law; directly threaten the two
state solution; and are completely inconsistent with efforts to lower tensions” (EUEAS, 2022).
This statement was made by the European Union (EU) following Israel’s plans to expand
settlements in the occupied West Bank. Statements such as this are frequently made by states
condemning Israel’s illegal settlements. United Nations Security Council Resolution 2334
(henceforth referred to as UNSCR 2334) constitutes that settlements constructed by Israeli
settlers in territories occupied after 1967, are a clear violation of international law (UNSCR
2334). Despite deeming Israeli settlements illegal under international law and reiterating the two-
state solution, the states that condemn Israel’s occupation verbally, are the same ones investing in
the very system that is able to sustain the occupation; Israel’s military industrial complex (MIC).
This dissertation will analyze Israel’s MIC by tracing the origins of the complex back to Britain’s
colonial rule under the British Mandate, to analyze how colonialism is a core component of the
occupation today. Research demonstrates how Israel is able to use the occupied territories as a
‘laboratory’ for the testing of weapons, and the impact this has on the global arms market
(Loewenstein, 2023). Moreover, this dissertation will seek to understand how Israel’s economic
neoliberalism has led to highly privatized security industries that aid the state in shifting
responsibility under international law. Furthermore, critical analysis of the racial hierarchy and
the complexities of shifting narratives surrounding Zionism, antisemitism, and philosemitism

will be presented to provide deeper understanding of how ideology has directly influenced states



relationships with Israel. Lastly, the future of the liberal international order and the implications
of aiding Israel’s military will be reflected on to understand broader implications of international

complicity during times of conflict.

Chapter 2 will provide a literature review of interdisciplinary scholarly works. This review will
include a brief overview of complicity in international law, followed by an analysis of liberal
democracies supporting autocracies during times of conflict. The review will then pivot to
conceptualizing how the intersections of colonialism and race have been the foundations in the
field of international relations and cemented in to the institutions that govern international law.
This will provide a backdrop for reconceptualizing the so-called Israel-Palestine conflict from
one of conflict resolution to decolonization of Israel's settler colonial policies. Lastly, a critical
review of orthodox terrorism studies demonstrates how Israel is able to legitimize military
actions against Palestinians by attaching the pejorative label of terrorist to Hamas and negating
accusations of state terrorism. The basis of this literature review with provide analysis in
understanding how colonial thought has been engrained in the liberal world order and how this

furthers international complicity in Israel’s occupation of Palestine.

Chapter 3 will provide a brief legal framework that outlines international laws governing
international complicity, illegal settlements and occupation law, apartheid, and genocide. The
legal framework will provide important contextual information as well as the legal basis for these

contested labels that I employ throughout this work.



Chapter 4 proceeds with a historical overview of Israel’s military industrial complex. This
historical basis will begin in 1921, before the creation of the state of Israel to analyze the ways in
which the military industrial complex took root during the British Mandate of Palestine. Further
analysis will show that following the 1967 day war, Israel’s military industrial complex

flourished as Israel became a rapidly prominent military power.

Chapter 5 analyzes the material outputs produced by Israel’s military industrial complex that fuel
international complicity. This chapter will be split into two sections to analyze the different
military strategies in Gaza and the West Bank. This will reveal the economic, dual-use
technology, and research and development incentives the international community heavily

invests in.

Chapter 6 will then analyze the ideological factors that drive international complicity. while
capitalistic gain is a material motivator for states, the ethnonationalist and apartheid policies
Israel enacts serves as inspiration for onlooking states. Furthermore, analysis of the racial

hierarchy is impetrative in understating states seemingly undevoted alliance with the Zionist

state.

Chapter 7 provides a reflection on the data analyzed throughout this work. This will analyze the
ways in which Israel has evaded or discredited international law to justify its actions and avoid
repercussions. Furthermore, this chapter will analyze the ways in which the international

community plays a fundamental role in sustaining Israel’s settler colonial system, and looks at



ways in which this system can be deconstructed. This section will conclude with a reflection on

future implications of this conflict on the international order.

Chapter 8 will conclude this dissertation with theorizing the consequences of internationally
abetting the occupation of a population, particularly the attention this draws to the reputation of
liberal democracies and their values. Moreover, in order for peace to be restored in the Levant
region, there needs to be decolonization of occupied territories and the need for Western states to

turn from gesture politics and match solidarity with substance.
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Chapter 2: Literature Review

In contemporary society, the notion of complicity is relatively understood. However, there is
difficulty in effectively constructing a definition of state complicity in international law.
Complicity definitions can be comprised of terminology such as advising, soliciting, aiding,
abetting, persuading, and so on (Jackson, 2015). For the purpose of this dissertation, complicity
is understood in the context of state actions that willingly enable the wrongdoing of another state.
This is the derivative nature of complicity, understanding that wrongdoing must occur in order
for there to be accusations of complicity (Jackson, 2015). It is not the purpose of this dissertation
to establish a legal framework for accusing states of being complicit in Israel’s wrongdoing, but
rather to understand why states continue to enable Israel’s occupation of Palestine despite the
illegality of it. By analyzing Israel’s military industrial complex, this dissertation seeks to

understand the material and ideological objectives that fuel international compliance.

This literature review builds on a reasoning and argumentative line that bridges several bodies of
scholarship, from race and racism in IR, to the economic interests that national states might have
in protecting the status quo, even at the price of maintaining the illegal occupation of the
occupied Palestinian territories (OPT) and contravening international law. The literature review
opens with a review of work dedicated to the legacy of colonialism and race-bounded biases in
international relations. It then moves on to analyze the role of migration policies, and establishes
patterns of behavior of liberal democracies during times of conflict. The literature review then
pivots to a critical assessment of conflict resolution, proposing settler colonialism as a more

succinct framework to analyze this conflict. This review ends with a poststructuralist analysis of
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orthodox terrorism studies as a method of understanding the power structure between Israel and

Palestine.

Colonialism in IR Academia

Critical analysis of the founding of international relations provides a framework to appropriately
evaluate ideological narratives that fuel complicity. Anievas et al., highlight that “IR was
founded, in large part, as a policy science designed to solve the dilemmas posed by empire-
building and colonial administration facing the white Western powers expanding into and
occupying the so-called ‘waste places of the earth’, as the Global South was commonly referred
to by contemporaries” (2015, pg 2). Furthermore, IR holds a ‘strategically distinct position’ to
“facilitate examination of the link between races as a structuring principle and the transnational
processes of accumulation, dispossession, violence and struggle that emerge in its wake”
(Anievas, et al., 2015, pg 9). Racial and colonial narratives embedded in the field of IR are
especially apparent in the United States. The well-known journal Foreign Affairs is widely
considered one of the most influential magazines on policy debates. When the journal was
founded (previously titled the Journal of Race and Development) the aim was to be “a forum for
the discussion of the problem which relate to the progress of races and states generally
considered backward in their standards of civilization... [and] how they may best be helped by
the stronger” (Acharya, 2022, pg 33). This narrative of the ‘stronger’ helping the ‘weaker’ is
rooted in colonial logic and serves as the foundation in which states form their foreign policy and
uphold international law. Furthermore, this cemented the racial hierarchy and the notion that the
‘white Western powers’ had not only the right but an obligation to intervene in ‘weaker’ non-
white states (Datta-Ray, 2021). While the field of international relations has come a long way,

race and colonialism remain a contentious topic in academia and policy today. The rise of the far
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right in the United Sates has led to a movement for the removal of the study of race from school
curriculum, such as Critical Race Theory. This coincides with the narrative that anti-colonialism
is ‘racism in reverse’ (Acharya, 2022) and therefore, it is best to not address these issues all
together. This is especially important as the Unites States is considered to be the “academic
powerhouse” of international relations (Acharya, 2022). It should be noted that the struggle of
race and racism in academia is not a new byproduct of the far right. Structural racism follows a
long history of endorsement by both liberal and conservative leaders, such as Woodrow Wilson
and Theodore Roosevelt (Acharya, 2022). The foundation of structural racism has been a guiding
principle of the US-led world order (Acharya, 2022), and as Israel’s biggest ally, plays a key role
in understanding ideological aspects driving complicity in Israel’s occupation. The importance in
understanding the roots of colonial thought, both in academia as well as in institution building,
helps understand the context of the logic and polices that have governed third party states’

relationships with Israel.

Institution Building in the International Liberal Order

Parallels can be drawn between colonial and racial narratives engrained in academia and the
creation of international institutions that govern law. Critical scholars have drawn attention to the
complicity of mainstream IR theories in the racialization of the making of the world order and
the institutions that govern international law (Anievas, et al. 2015). Historical precedent of racial
capitalism, colonialization, and geopolitical identities are built in to the understanding of these
institutions and play a key role in identifying ideological patterns that drive state complicity in
times of conflict. In the aftermath of World War Two, the creation of the United Nations was
formed on the basis of preventing the outbreak of war (Acharya, 2022). The goals of the

international order were oriented around “preserving the state system, maintaining the
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sovereignty or independence of states, upholding relative peace or absence of war as the normal
condition among states, limiting violence, keeping promises and protecting property rights”
(Acharya, 2022, pg 26). Thus, the foundation of preventing war was based around protecting
sovereignty, and paid no attention to racial equality and colonialism. Notably, these institutions
were founded by thinkers who maintained colonial and racial narratives. In the conferences that
were held to form the United Nations and the UN Charter, no recognition was made regarding
the relation between race and colonialism nor was colonialism considered a violation of human
rights (Acharya, 2022). In prioritizing sovereignty over racial equality, agency was taken away
from those fighting against racial injustices as they had no legal framework to advocate on.
Moreover, sovereignty relates to interstate relations whereas racism transcends boundaries and
can be both domestic and international (Acharya, 2022). In neglecting this aspect, states are able
to circumvent international involvement on racial discrimination to protect the sanctity of state
sovereignty. Therefore, discrimination on the basis of race is considered to be more of a domestic
concern than international. While discrimination against “race, colour, sex, language, religion,
political or other opinions” is now considered fundamental to human rights (UNDHR, 1948, pg

2), sovereignty is still an upmost priority to states and often takes precedent.

Further complications arise when attempting to sufficiently articulate what the ‘liberal
international order’ is. The term is widely used in international relations and is generally defined
as an “open and rule-based international order” that is “enshrined in institutions such as the
United Nations and norms such as multilateralism” (Ikenberry cited in Kundnani, 2017, pg 1).
However, important questions arise from this definition and the somewhat vague terminology

that is employed. Kundnani brings attention to this when questioning what is ‘open’ and what are
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the ‘rules’? (2017). Furthermore, is liberalism recognized in terms of liberalism as the theory
(opposite of realism) or more in constructs of political or economic liberalism? Or does it
encompass all of the above? (Kundnami, 2017). Discrepancies in establishing what the liberal
international order is and what rules are to be followed makes it difficult for institutions to
enforce and govern international law. Moreover, establishing complicity for states that directly
break the ‘rules’ or enable another state in doing so, poses additional challenges. In turn, the
tension that coexists between ‘liberalism’ and ‘order’ leads to a tendency of states (particularly
western and pro-European ones) to create policy that simply maintains the status quo (Kundnani,
2017). Importantly, the promotion of democracy and liberal values shared by the West are not
valued equivocally worldwide. States outside of the West don’t always share the same views on
liberalism, and scrutinize Western states for breaking the ‘rules’ when it best suits them. Despite
these opposing views, international organizations such as the United Nations Security Council
are considered as legitimate institutions to create and enforce international laws that states are

legally bound to.

Liberal Democracies in Conflict

A liberal democracy is defined as a political system that allows for political liberties and
democratic rule, in which the people of that country can freely express political opinion in the
media, as well as organize and participate in political groups (Bollen, 1993). Galston (2020),
further adds to the definition by noting that liberal democracies are limited by the fear of tyranny.
He notes that democracy is the mode of government whereas the ‘liberal’ is the boundaries in
which the government can operate. In this sense, Galston makes clear that the opposite of liberal
is ‘total’ rather than ‘conservative’. More recently, the world is starting to see a decline in liberal

democracies. The rise in authoritarian leaders in countries such as Hungary, Turkey, and India,
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have led to suppression of political competition and disregard for minority rights (Galston,
2020). Furthermore, in times of conflict and war, liberal democracies have been complicit in
enabling authoritarian and repressive regimes in exchange for material or ideological benefits.
This is apparent when analyzing Egypt’s relations with liberal democratic states, such as those in
the EU. Prime Ministers from Italy, Greece, and Belgium have recently strengthened relations
with Egypt to establish a ‘comprehensive and strategic partnership’ (Francavilla, 2024). This
follows a particular pattern for the EU, as in 2022, several European states signed a
memorandum to export gas from Israel to Egypt to be liquified, in order to reduce reliance on
Russian oil in the wake of Russia’s invasion of Ukraine (Pace and Achrainer, 2023). The
‘comprehensive and strategic partnership’ with Egypt comes at a time when migration is an
upmost priority to European nations. Similar deals have been formed with Tunisia and
Mauritania in order to thwart migration in countries such as Italy and Greece (van Moorsel and
Bonfiglio, 2024). Furthermore, under the autocratic rule of Abdel Fattah al-Sisi, civil society in
Egypt has been crushed with protesters, journalists, and critics of the government detained,
tortured, and in some cases killed (Francavilla, 2024). While halting and/or limiting migration is
a pillar of the current political discourse among states and within many liberal democracies, the
founding values of the EU rest on human dignity, democracy, the rule of law, and human rights
(Schwarz, 2024). Economic cooperation with repressive regimes in exchange for stricter
migration policies directly contradicts EU values and undermines liberal democracies. Human
rights organizations have condemned these agreements, noting that they “contradict the EU’s
founding values, erodes its credibility as a principled global player, and emboldens the far right’s
demagogic narrative across Europe. It strengthens authoritarian rulers while betraying human

rights defenders, journalists, lawyers, and activists whose work involves great personal risk”
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(Francavilla, 2024). Despite Egypt’s premise as a strategic partner in the region, any funding in
exchange for migration policies should come with safeguards that protect human rights and don’t
bolster authoritarian regimes. Without these practices, the EU becomes directly complicit in
enabling authoritarianism and challenging democracy. Additionally, by signing a memorandum
with Israel to diversify oil imports, the EU is directly funding a state that sustains an illegal

occupation, once again contradicting international law and the values of liberal democracies.

Settler Colonialism: A Better Framework

Conlflict resolution is no longer a suitable framework to address the complex and ongoing
conflict between Israel and Palestine. Past attempts of institutionalized peace processes, like
those of the Oslo Accords, have failed to establish any kind of lasting peace in the region and in
turn have further cemented Israel’s occupation (Chomsky, 2017). Scholars have thus turned to
settler colonialism as a framework, establishing apartheid as the means to achieve Israel’s settler
colonial goals. Moreover, settler colonialism is distinct from traditional or historical comparisons
of European colonization. Settler colonialism is not oriented in the exploitation of resources or
natives as is seen in colonialism, but rather works to eliminate the native population in the quest
for land (Busbridge, 2017; Pace and Yacobi, 2021). Simply put, “the distinction between the
colony and the imperial nation is lost” (Shah, 2021). This system of settler colonialism is clearly
demonstrated in the West Bank as well as in Gaza. Settlements in the West Bank have grown
significantly over the last few decades, “according to Israel’s Central Bureau of Statistics, there
are 451,700 Jews living in West Bank settlements as of the year 2020” (Arieli, 2024) with
current estimates placing the total amount of settlers at 700,000 and counting (Pietromarchi and
Haddad, 2024; MEE, 2024). Settlements in the occupied territories of Palestine are deemed a

‘flagrant violation’ under international law (UNSCR 2334). Furthermore, while there may not be
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physical Israeli settlers in Gaza, Israel maintains the occupation of the strip and the millions of
Palestinians that live inside. By demolishing infrastructure, eradicating healthcare, and restricting
the movement of people and aid, Israel has made living conditions unbearable for Palestinians,
with the end goal resulting in the elimination of the population from the Gaza strip (Pace and
Yacobi, 2021). The complexities of the reality on the ground in Palestine and Israel are best
understood in the settler colonial framework and outside that of conflict resolution. The
continuation of occupation is not just a conflict that needs to be resolved, but rather part of a
larger process of elimination that needs to be deconstructed (Erakat, 2020). Israel’s use of
structural violence as a means of ‘transforming private life into non-life’ requires the dismantling
of apartheid and a process of decolonization (Pace and Yacobi, 2021). Moreover, peacebuilding
efforts led by liberal democracies have simply maintained the status quo in Palestine. The focus
on humanitarian aid in the form of state building and institution building brings no substantial
change in Palestinian life and further enables the corrupt and autocratic Palestinian Authority
(Gawrich et al, 2024). These policies are therefore complicit in the continued ‘occupation,
colonization, dispossession, and exile’ (Murad, 2014) and undermine the Palestinian struggle for

liberation (Sen, 2022).

The Dichotomy of Terrorism in Orthodox Terrorism Studies

The word terrorism invokes emotion. Global experiences of terrorism may vary, yet the illegality
of it is universal. However, there is no universally accepted definition of terrorism, leaving
interpretation and legislation up to individual states (OHCHR, 2024). Critical terrorism scholars
have drawn attention to the discrepancies in attaching the label ‘terrorist’ to non-state actors,
while intentionally refraining from doing the same to states. When state terrorism is

acknowledged, it generally falls outside the fields of terrorism studies and rather in to those of
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anthropology, criminology, sociology, etc. (Jackson, 2008, p.380). In most cases, terrorism is
considered to be carried out by non-state actors, which can be funded or influenced by a state,
but not directly perpetrated by them. In intentionally applying the pejorative label of terrorist to
non-state actors, violence conducted by a state in response is subsequentially considered both
legitimate and necessary (Franks, 2012). As stated previously, state sovereignty and preventing
the outbreak of war are the pillars in which the current world order was built on. This state-
centric approach mandates that “it is the state that is seen here as the legitimate practitioner of
violence, as the guarantor of security, and thus in need of protection from violent insurgent
groups” (Sen, 2022, pg 210). Violence brought at the hands of the state is therefore left to fall
under categories of war crimes, repression, etc. (Jackson, 2008). In his discourse analysis of
orthodox terrorism studies, Jackson found “there is within the terrorism literature virtually no
mention or analysis of Western state terrorism, the terror of strategic bombing, the terror of
democratic state torture, Western sponsorship of mostly right-wing terrorist groups, Israeli state
terrorism, and the terrorism of Western allies during the Cold War and the war on terror — among
others” (2008, p. 382). When the label of state terrorism is applied, it is almost always associated
with states that are adversaries of the West, such as Russia, Iran, North Korea, Cuba, and Syria,
to name just a few (Jackson, 2008; Turner and Jackson, 2023). Furthermore, the lack of a
universally accepted definition of terrorism allows for states to create policies to suppress or
discriminate certain populations under the guise of counterterrorism (OHCHR, 2024). Attaching
the label ‘terrorist’ delegitimizes an actor’s ability to negotiate, advocate for peace talks or

request humanitarian aid, and isolates that actor on the world stage.
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Analyzing terrorism from a poststructuralist perspective allows for a breakdown of the power
structure constructed around Israel and Palestine in the last few decades. Accepting the narrative
that non-state terrorism is somehow worse than state terrorism and ignoring the possibility of
counterterrorism practices evolving into direct state terrorism, enables the legitimization of
Israeli military operations against Palestinians (Jackson, 2008; Loewenstein, 2023). Terrorism
discourse in Israel and Palestine has two major aims; delegitimatizing Palestinian resistance and
equating Palestinian existence as prone to violence and terrorism (Aitlhadj, et al., 2024).
Furthermore, framing Palestinians in this way continues to allow the Israeli government to
ascertain that their policies towards Palestinians are justified, because they are protecting the
security and sovereignty of their state from terrorism, to which the world has unquestionably
supported (Omer-Man, 2023). This framing “reflects the view that the threat of terrorism can be
addressed only by the reconstruction of a new, imperial order. Through this war framing of self-
defense, the ‘terrorist,’ like the colonial ‘other,’ could be ‘excluded from the realm of law,
attacked, liberated, defeated, and transformed’” (Antony Anghie as cited in Jamshidi, 2021). In
maintaining this narrative, Israel is able to situate itself in a war paradigm in which it justifies
having increased military flexibility to operate in the occupied territories (Jamshidi, 2021).
However, Israeli state terrorism (Hussain, 2002) should not go unnoticed. For decades Israel has
demolished Palestinian homes, schools, and hospitals, used humanitarian aid as a weapon of war
to starve the population, and over various military campaigns killed thousands of civilian lives
(van Veen, 2024). Neglecting state terrorism perpetrated by the Israeli government and attaching
the label of terrorist to Hamas follows this larger pattern in the field of terrorism studies. In
framing Hamas as a terrorist organization, solidarity with Palestinian self-determination is

viewed as extremist. This ideology has enabled Israel to legitimize its 57 year occupation and
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subsequent military actions in the OPT to the international community. However, it has been
argued that “Hamas and other Palestinian resistance movements are the product of Israel’s
aggressive occupation that started in 1967, in breach of the UN Charter, an unlawful use of force
that continues today” (Al-Haq, 2023). Comparisons have been drawn between Hamas’ actions
and those of national liberation movements, such as the Palestinian liberation organization before
the Oslo accords, the national liberation front during the Algerian war, and the Irgun before the
creation for that state of Israel (Traverso, 2023). In this sense, it has been argued that the actions
of armed groups in Palestine more closely resemble those of insurgents fighting a colonial
nation. As stated previously, the state centric approach that equivocates statebuilding as
synonymous with peace in Palestine is rooted in colonial logic. The statebuilding approach
places “statebuilding as the sole means of mitigating the conflict and securing the rights and
freedoms of Palestinians, and places other modes of insurgent political responses in the category
of ‘terrorism’ and as a threat to Israeli security and the two-state solution” (Sen, 2022, pg 222).
By this logic, insurgency as a response to occupation is considered terrorism and statebuilding as
a means of peace is meant to secure Israel against Palestine, undermining the Palestinian
liberation movement (Sen, 2022). It should be stressed that this is not to justify the horrific
actions of Hamas on October 7%, 2023. It goes without saying that any act of terrorism is
completely unacceptable and an egregious violation of human rights. However, the episteme of
Hamas’ terrorism as a reflection of decades of Israel’s state terrorism, reorients the power
relationship between the two and draws attention to the ways Israel has maintained the

occupation through its military industrial complex.
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Methodology

The methodology chosen for this dissertation is document analysis through the evaluation of
both primary and secondary sources. Primary sources consisting of legal documents, government
statements and speeches, as well as arms and trade exports will provide empirical data to
affectively analyze the legality of Israel's occupation as well as quantify the material outputs of
Israel's military industrial complex. This examination will be supplemented with secondary
sources consisting of scholarly articles, books, policy reports, and verified media outputs. The
comprehensive analysis will provide a clear framework for understanding how Israel has
sustained the occupation of Palestine, contextualizing the compliance of third party states.
Furthermore, the analysis of substantial literature in the field of international relations provides a
unique platform to study the link between the nation state and capitalism on the basis of racial
logic (Anievas, et al., 2015). Examination of interdisciplinary research in the fields of social

sciences allows for the identification of research gaps that this dissertation will seek to fill.

Notably, there are limitations within the scope of research for this dissertation. Primary sources
that are available and produced in English may be limited, in which I will deflect to secondary
sources to analyze these reports. Furthermore, the occupation of Palestine is characterized by a
contentious history. This dissertation will not seek to provide historical analyses of the conflict,
but rather to analyze third party involvement in Israel's military industrial complex. Any
historical overviews provided in this dissertation will be to create a basis to understand important

foundational understanding.
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Furthermore, some generalizations will be made throughout this work. For example, the EU’s
policies towards Israel will be examined throughout this work. This is not to say that each EU
state has the exact same policies or attitudes towards Israel, which has become more apparent in
the current war, however it is out of the scope of this paper to analyze each states relations with

Israel or Palestine on an individual level.

Legal Analysis of international laws stipulates that Israel has violated a variety of international
laws, including human rights laws, war crimes, and violations of over 28 UN resolutions
(itisapartheid, 2024). It is outside the scope of this paper to analyze every violation and its
relation to Palestine. Certain laws have been highlighted to focus on the violations pertaining to
the illegality of occupation, apartheid, genocide, and third parry complicity. These laws were
selected on the basis of understanding international complicity despite the direct violations of

these laws.

Additionally, it is important to note that the current war being waged in the Gaza strip poses
challenges in disseminating information. Due to the current conflict, there will be increased
disinformation and contested data on the internet. To preserve the integrity of this work, research
will focus on secondary sources that are verifiable and produced by experts in the field.
Furthermore, a critical assessment will be employed in the selection of documents to mitigate the

potential for bias and work to exclude potentially misleading information.

On a final note, the research and written portion of this dissertation was completed in Tbilisi,

Georgia. At the time of writing, Georgia experienced large scale protests in reaction to the
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increasing autocratic rule of the Georgian government and their passing of Russian style laws. In
this sense, I consider myself as part of the methodology. My experiences of witnessing the
interplay of international law and the international community’s reaction to the ‘bad guy’
(Russia) and the ‘good guy’ (Georgian civil society) has made me consider the implications of
international law, its reputation, and comparisons to Palestinians thousands of kilometers away.

This will be reflected on further in Chapter 7 of this dissertation.
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Chapter 3: Legal Framework
In establishing the current ‘liberal international order’ multilateral institutions were created to
prevent the outbreak of war and govern the rules established in the international system. While
there are discrepancies in the governing of the liberal international order, particularly between
authoritarian and democratic states, there are certain institutions that have a right to dictate what
states can and cannot do. The United Nations Security Council is established as the governing

body that creates an enforces laws states must abide by (Kundnani, 2017).

In this section, international laws that directly govern Israel and Palestine will be highlighted. As
stated previously, the purpose of this work is not to establish a legal framework to accuse states
of complicit wrongdoing. This section seeks to establish internationally recognized laws that
apply to Israel and Palestine and provide evidence for the employment of these terms referenced
throughout this work. While various laws have been introduced or codified in the decades of this
conflict, the laws highlighted in this section were selected in regard to the legality of occupation
and complicity, as well as laws regarding apartheid and genocide, which many experts in the

field have situated in this conflict.

International Complicity Laws
Adopted in 2001, the Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts articulates legal
regulation for state wrongdoing. Article 16 of the act addresses third party states complicity in

aid or assistance of an internationally wrongful act:
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“A State which aids or assists another State in the commission of an internationally

wrongful act by the latter is internationally responsible for doing so if:

(a) that State does so with knowledge of the circumstances of the internationally
wrongful act; and
(b) the act would be internationally wrongful if committed by that State (UN,

2001).”

According to this provision, states are legally prohibited from assisting another state in
committing crimes. Throughout history, states have been accused of complicity through
omission. For example, France has been accused of being complicit in the Rwandan genocide by
‘acting blind’ and not intervening and Western powers were accused of being complicit by
omission in the genocide of Jews during World War II (Traverso, 2023). Complicity by omission
cannot be used in the case for Israel, as states are directly funding Israel’s military industrial
complex through funding research and development projects as well as buying and selling
weapons, sustaining Israel’s occupation and contributing to the war crimes Israel has committed.
Furthermore, point (a) of this article notes that states must have knowledge of the circumstances
of the internationally wrongful act. Given the extent of information that has been reported on the
current assault in Gaza, as well as current legal proceedings in the International Court of Justice
in which Israel is being accused of committing genocide, it follows that continuing to supply
arms to Israel is likely done with knowledge of the situation. For example, United States
presidential candidate Nikki Haley visited Israel in May of 2024, in which she inscribed “finish

them” on Israeli rockets that were to be fired into Gaza (Ahmatovi¢, 2024). In this case, it would
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be difficult for states to argue they had no knowledge of the potential of supplied arms to be used

in committing crimes.

Occupation Laws

Articles 47-78 of the Geneva Convention Relative To The Protection Of Civilian Persons (1949),
articulate the responsibilities occupying powers must abide by. Article 33 of the convention
prohibits the use of collective punishment against civilians in occupied territories. Article 48 of
the convention stipulates that people of the occupied territory have the right to leave, and that the
occupying power cannot force individuals to stay. Article 49 prohibits the forcible transfer of
persons from their territory, nor is the occupying power allowed to transfer its own civilian
population into the territories. Article 53 makes clear that destruction of private property is
strictly prohibited unless it is proven to be absolutely necessary for military operations. Article
55 ensures that it is the responsibility of the occupying power to make sure food and medical
supplies of the occupied population are met, clearly stating that the population in the occupied

territories are guaranteed to have access to medical supplies, resources, and aid (UN, 1949).

In 2016, the United Nations Security Council passed Resolution 2334 rectifying Israel's
settlements in the OPT illegal and a flagrant violation under international law (UNSCR, 2334).
After a quick and decisive victory in the 1967 six-day war, tens of thousands of Israeli
settlements have been constructed on Palestinian land, destroying over 50,000 Palestinian homes
(Amnesty International, 2019). The forcible transfer of Palestinians to accommodate these
settlers and the promotion of settlers in these lands are in direct violation of Article 49 of the

Geneva Convention. Israel’s complete blockade of Gaza’s air, sea, and land, coupled with
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hundreds of military checkpoints and extensive construction of walls and fences restricts the
movement of people and controls every aspect of Palestinians lives (Amnesty International,
2024a), a direct violation of Article 48. Furthermore, Israel’s vaccination policies during the
Covid-19 pandemic resulted in disproportionate vaccinations between Israeli and Palestinian
civilians, with more Israeli citizens receiving a third dose of the vaccine before Palestinians had
received a single dose (Howard and Schneider, 2022; Ayyash, 2022). In failing to provide
adequate access to life saving medical care, Israel is in direct violation of Article 55 of the
convention. Additionally, Israeli practices of destroying homes and entire neighborhoods in
retaliation to Palestinian rebellion is in violation of Articles 33 and 55 which prohibit the use of

collective punishment and the destruction of private property (itisaprtheid, 2024).

Apartheid Laws

The practice of apartheid is illegal under international law. The International Convention on the
Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid (1976), or the Apartheid Convention, was
adopted into force in 1976 (UN, 1976). The adoption of this convention makes apartheid not
only illegal but a crime against humanity, and has been retained in subsequent laws such as the
1998 Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (Dugard and Reynolds, 2013). Apartheid
is further cemented as a crime against humanity when situated with crimes such as genocide as a

failure of international obligations under the ‘composite wrongful act’ articulated in Article 15 of
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the Articles on State Responsibility for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001 (Dugard and

Reynolds, 2013, pg 880)".

Over the past few decades, various studies have analyzed whether institutionalized racism in
Israel is considered apartheid. General consensus among legal scholars and academics is that the
discriminatory practices Israel deploys against Palestinians is indicative of apartheid (Tatour,
2019; Dugard and Reynold, 2013; B°'TSELEM, 2024). In their comprehensive analysis, Dugard
and Reynold cited policies that are associated with apartheid including; mass detention and
persecution of Palestinians without trial (including children), excessive force against
demonstrators which often results in death, deflection of criminal processes and defaulting to
extrajudicial killings of protected citizens, restriction of freedom of movement, restriction of
right to return as articulated in the right to self-determination, restrictions on the right to work,
discrimination in the right to education, laws of strict censorship and blocking of freedom of
opinion or expression, and the prevention of the right to freedom of assembly (Dugard and
Reynold, 2013). Importantly, these practices above do not articulate individual cases of
discrimination but are rather part of an institutionalized system of oppression on the basis of
ethnicity or race, better characterized as apartheid. Furthermore, Jewish anti-apartheid citizens
that protest against the Israeli government are often detained and targeted based on their beliefs
(Dugard and Reynold, 2013). In a more recent study, Amnesty International has echoed calls of
apartheid, noting “Israeli authorities enact multiple measures to deliberately deny Palestinians

their basic rights and freedoms, including draconian movement restrictions in the OPT, chronic

! Many Western states, including the US and many EU members, have not ratified the Apartheid Convention “for
fear that their own citizens and corporations would have been exposed to prosecution for aiding and abetting
apartheid” (Dugard and Reynolds, 2013, pg 882). Despite this, apartheid is ratified as a crime against humanity
under the Rome Statue and various international laws, the practice of which can be fully prosecuted under law.
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discriminatory underinvestment in Palestinian communities in Israel, and the denial of refugees’
right to return. The report also documents forcible transfer, administrative detention, torture, and
unlawful killings, in both Israel and the OPT” (Amnesty International, 2022). Furthermore,
reports indicate that this institutionalized practice of discrimination affects all Palestinians,
whether they reside in Israel, the West Bank or Gaza. Additionally, Israel's discriminatory
practices of vaccinating Palestinians during the Covid-19 pandemic has been coined as “vaccine
apartheid” (Ayyash, 2022), and the establishment of the Basic Law in 2018 which constitutes
Israel as a nation state for Jews and rectifies their right to self-determination (which
simultaneously demotes Palestinians in Israel as second-class citizens) are all evidence of
apartheid (Tatour, 2019). The evidence demonstrated above is cemented in the words from
Israel’s Prime Minister, Benjamin Netanyahu, who stated in defense of the 2018 Basic Law “that
Israel is "the national state, not of all its citizens, but only of the Jewish people" (Chappell and

Estrin, 2019).

Furthermore, the recognition of Israeli apartheid practices is not to delegitimize the state as the
government has suggested (Dugard and Reynolds, 2013). UN reporters, legal experts, academics,
and human rights organizations, have meticulously documented various practices and laws
instituted by the Israeli government that demonstrates an institutionalized practice of racial
discrimination and apartheid. For this reason, I conclude that Israel’s structural racism can be

characterized as apartheid.

Genocide
In December of 2023, South Africa brought a case to the International Court of Justice alleging

allegations of genocide against Israel. These allegations came after months of Israel’s war on
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Gaza that has resulted in thousands of civilian deaths. Genocide was ratified as an international
crime under the 1948 Genocide Convention and is determined based on the “intent on the part of

perpetrators to physically destroy a national, ethnical, racial or religious group as such:

(a) Killing members of the group;

(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;

(c) Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its
physical destruction in whole or in part;

(d) Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group;

(e) Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group.” (UN, 1948, Article II).

The court ruled that the allegations of genocide were plausible and issued binding orders calling
for Israel to take every possible measure to protect civilian lives and prevent genocide (HRW,
2024). While there hasn’t been an official declaration from the international courts that Israel is
perpetuating a genocide, various academic institutions, legal experts, and human rights
organizations have found that the extent of destruction in Gaza is constitutive of genocide?.
Research concludes that the over 35,000 civilian deaths, damage of over 70 percent of homes,
destruction of nearly all schools and hospitals, as well as significant fatalities of journalists
constitutes war crimes and violations of the Geneva convention (Amnesty International, 2024b;
TWLAIR, 2024; MEM, 2024). Furthermore, in order to constitute genocide there must be

sufficient evidence to prove that a state had the intention of committing the act and that the

2 See: (South Africa v Israel); (Genocide in Gaza 2024); (Rights Expert Finds 'Reasonable Grounds' Genocide is
Being Committed in Gaza | UN News 2024); (UN Special Rapporteur Report on Gaza Provides Crucial Evidence
that Must Spur International Action to Prevent Genocide 2024)
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actions of that state correspond with the intent of genocide. Well documented reports of rhetoric
from Israeli political leaders, including the Prime Minister, have been brought forward to allege
that these statements are sufficient to prove intent’. Moreover, experts from the United Nations
have warned that states should halt all arms exports to Israel given the high likelihood that they
will be used to violate international law (ISHR, 2023). Furthermore, states that have ratified the
Arms Trade Treaty are under legal obligation to stop exporting arms if they have knowledge that
the arms can be used to violate international law or that there is an ‘overriding risk’ that the
exports could violate these laws (ISHR, 2023). Current accounts of crimes against humanity and
plausible genocide articulate there is sufficient evidence that arms exports will be used to violate
international law, and continued suppliance is willful compliance. Due to the ample evidence
provided by human rights organizations, legal scholars, and UN experts, I conclude that Israel’s

actions in Palestine provide plausible evidence of genocide.

3 Documented reports: (South Africa v Israel); (Law for Palestine releases database with 500+ instances of Israeli
incitement to genocide — continuously updated 2024); (Misgav, The road to The Hague is paved with Israeli calls for
genocide of Gazans: Opinion 2024)
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Chapter 4: History of the MIC

As a small and relatively new nation, Israel’s military expenditure is quite remarkable. In 2023,
Israel was the world’s second largest spender on military per capita (Al Jazeera, 2023a). Most of
the research pertaining to Israel’s military growth is focused on the reorientation of Israel’s MIC
in the aftermath of the six-day war (Mintz, 1985; Labarge 1988). Following the military victory
in 1967, France imposed a total arms embargo on Israel who at the time was heavily dependent
on weapons imports from France (Mintz, 1985). The total arms embargo came as a shock to the
Israeli government who quickly learned if they wanted arms security they would have to start
producing weapons domestically (Labarge, 1988; Naaz, 2000). Notably, France was not the only
country to sanction Israel. The United States and Great Britain imposed various embargos over
the course of several decades (1967, 1971, 1975, 1976, 1981, and 1983) in response to and to
signify disproval of Israeli military provocation and subsequent wars (Naaz, 2000). The
psychological impact of the embargos had a profound effect. To continue carrying out military
campaigns against the consensus of the international community, Israel needed to do so without

the dependence on artillery imports.

While the reorientation of Israel’s military polices took root in 1967, the origins of Israel’s
military industrial complex can be traced back before the creation of Israel, during the British
Mandate of Palestine in the 1920’s. This section will analyze various phases of Israel’s military

development, beginning with the pre-state period in the 1920’s through modern Israel today.
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1921-1940

The origins of Israel’s first military apparatus can be traced to paramilitary groups during the
British Mandate of Palestine. Early Zionist defense fighters formed paramilitary groups such as
the Haganah and were the basis of Israel’s first military forces. Increasing intra-community
violence propelled the Haganah to create underground workshops in which they worked on
military hardware such as small arms, ammunition, and armored vehicles (Rubin, 2017; Naaz,
2000). Procurement of foreign weapons was nearly impossible, so arms were either smuggled or
illegally purchased (Rubin, 2017). Established in 1933, these workshops became Israel’s first
state weapons manufacturer, Israeli Military industries (IMI) and played a formulative role in the
1948 independence war, and laid the foundation for the future of Israel’s MIC (Zureik, 2020).
Throughout the 1930s and 1940s these clandestine organizations would use the underground
weaponry to carry out various terrorist attacks in the Levant. The four prominent groups from

this time are the Haganah, Irgun, Lehi, and Stern organizations.

Haganah. The initial policies of Haganah were to defend the Jewish population (Yishuv) in
mandate Palestine while practicing methods of restraint (Rubin, 2017). It was encouraged to
fight only for defense but not to strike back in relation or provocation, which was contested
within the Jewish community and resulted in the creation of the splinter group Irgun (Rubin,
2017). However, during the second world war, Haganah fighters joined forces with the British to
fight against Nazi Germany. This gave its members fighting experience as well as access to
weapons, and in returning from war they began to conduct various acts of terror against the
British forces and Palestinian population (Charif, 2023). The Haganah retained good relations
with the British forces and were trained to surveil and gather information on the local Arab

population (Dana, 2024; Charif 2023). In the 1940°s the Haganah produced reports on
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Palestinians, detailing the village leaders, who were likely to revolt, as well as which
neighborhoods were poorly defended (Al Jazeera, 2023b). They also conducted significant aerial
surveillance to map battlegrounds and planted Jews with Arab features in the Palestinian
territories to spy on the population (Al Jazeera, 2023b). The highly trained Haganah fighters and
the extensive information gained from their surveillance was paramount in the 1948 Nakba
which displaced millions of Palestinians and led to the creation of Israel. Systems of surveillance
such as the “use of identification cards, finger printing, classification and census taking,
incarceration and prison management, cartography, control of movement by means of
checkpoints, curfews, enclosures, and the building of walls and watch towers” became the norm
for Palestinians and is the root of the colonial structure of surveillance that Palestinians live

under today (Zureik, 2020, pg 221).

Following the war in 1948 and the establishment of the State of Israel, the Haganah would form
the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF), with many of its leader becoming prominent figures in the
military and government. The extensive forms of colonial surveillance and military practices
during this period would from the basis of the military structure of the Israeli army today,

contributing to the success in which it maintains the occupation.

Irgun. The Irgun (also referred to as the National Military Organization) openly decreed violence
as a necessity stating that terrorism is a “legitimate means in the Jewish national struggle for the
land of Israel” (Charif, 2023, pg 3). The Irgun would go on to perpetrate some of the worst
terrorist attacks during this era. They were responsible for the bombing of the King David Hotel

in Jerusalem in 1946, which took the lives of over 100 civilians and injuring others (Gordon,

35



2023). Following the creation of the state of Israel in 1948, the Irgun did not retreat from acts of
terror. The leaders of the organization claimed that ‘Greater Israel would include all of the lands
between the Nile and the Euphrates’ and therefore, their project was incomplete (Charif, 2023, pg
3). Eventually, the Irgun would be absorbed into the Haganah, now the IDF. After assimilation
the Irgun reached an agreement with the new provisional government to disarm and transformed
into a political movement, establishing the Likud party, which has been the political party in and

out of power for decades (Charif, 2023; Gordon 2023).

Lehi and Stern. Splintering off from Irgun in 1940 was the Lehi (“Freedom Fighters for Israel”)
and Stern organizations. These groups were notorious for carrying out assassination as a method
of terror, with Lehi claiming responsibility of the assassination of British Prime Minister Lord
Mayne, Swedish diplomat Folke Bernadotte, and UN mediator between Israel and the Arab
world (Gordon, 2023; Charif, 2023). These groups also used hostages as a weapon of war, to
pressure British authorities (Charif, 2023). Additionally, these organizations were responsible
(with the help of Irgun) for the Deir Yassim massacre that claimed the lives of over 100
Palestinians (Gordon, 2023). Lehi and Stern believed that in supporting Arab statehood and in
enforcing the quota for the number of Jewish immigrants to Palestine, that the British were
undermining a Jewish nationhood, therefore legitimizing the use of violence against the British
(Walton, 2014). Notably, terrorist attacks by Lehi and Stern were not localized to the Levant,
with attacks carried out in Rome, London, and Great Britain (Walton, 2014). Similar to Irgun,
violence did not stop after 1948. The continued violence by Lehi would earn its place as a
designated terrorist organization by the newly established Israeli government as well as

internationally (Gordon, 2023). However, decades later the government would award Lehi for its
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‘activity in the struggle for the establishment of Israel’ (Gordon, 2023). Notably, former leader of
the party Yitzhak Shamir, would go on to become Prime Minister of Israel in 1983 (Charif,

2023).

Israel’s development of its military industry was not just aided by the British colonial rule, but
also by the civilian sector. During the clandestine operations in the pre-state era, these groups
would utilize civilian infrastructure for their operations. The use of human shields was a common
strategy at this time. The British were the first to use Palestinians as human shields which then
became a tactic of the Israeli military who have used Palestinian citizens to search buildings and
as physical shields from artillery (Anderson, 2021). Furthermore, schools, synagogues, and
hospitals all commemorate the use of ‘fighters’ using these buildings namely for hiding large

stashes of weaponry and camouflaging military operations (Gordon, 2023).

The culmination of these groups and their growing dissent for the British colonial rule and Arab
population led up the Arab-Israeli war or the Nakba, in 1948. During this conflict, at least
750,000 Palestinians were displaced from their homes, 531 villages were destroyed, and over
15,000 people were killed (Loewenstein, 2023). The terrorist attacks of this time led the British
withdrawal and the abandonment of the League of Nations mandate (Sofuoglu, 2023). The
terrorism over the decades leading up to 1948 would go without impunity, later to be described
as an armed struggle for a Jewish nation state. Moreover, David Ben-Gurion, head of the

operations of Haganah, would become the first Prime Minister of Israel.
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1949-Today

Noted above, the burden of arms embargos on Israel led to a transformation in its arms
procurement. This radical reorientation proved to be successful, as in the first three years after
the embargo Israel’s military output had quadrupled (Naaz, 2000). The notion that the arms
industry could be hugely sufficient to Israel was recognized from the start. Much of the
reparations paid to Israel from West Germany, coupled with significant aid from France and the
United States was directly invested in the military sector (Loewenstein, 2023). During the 1970s
Israeli firms began to develop sophisticated anti-missile technology in the wake of increased
missile attacks and in response to the acquisition of weapons of mass destruction in Iraq and
Syria (Rubin, 2017). State owned companies such as RAFAEL specialized in anti-missile
technology and gained international recognition for their innovative missile defense system
known as the Iron Dome (Rubin, 2017). Additionally, the defense industry became more
sophisticated in developing fighter jets, battle tanks, and light arms and ammunitions (Naaz,

2000).

Economic Benefits

Naaz (2020) underscores three notable economic benefits as a result of the buildup of the arms
industry. Firstly, increased domestic production would decrease the dependency on foreign arms
which employ a greater expense burden than weapons manufactured at home. Secondly, the
domestic growth of arms production naturally leads to more job opportunities that require
professionals and skilled immigrants. And lastly, the research and development associated with
the arms industry is not monolithic, research and development would spill over to other

industries increasing technological advancement in other sectors of society.
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In the 80s and early 90s, Israel was faced with severe inflation. Despite the economic crisis,
Israel’s defense industry flourished, with manufacturing and research on the rise (Naaz, 2008).
However, Israel’s military industry went through another transformation, taking inspiration from
neoliberal ideologies in the United States under Reagan and the United Kingdom under Thatcher
that privatized the security industry (Loewenstein and Kennard, 2016). This inspiration
culminated in the Israeli ‘Stabilization Plan’ of 1985 that was a “transformative moment in the
country’s economy, marking the shift from a social--democratic, planned market into a neoliberal
one” (Hever as cited in Loewenstein and Kennard, 2016). This privatization is reflected in the
occupied territories. Nearly half of the checkpoints between Israel and the West Bank are run by
privatized security companies, and private security guards are routinely found in east Jerusalem
(Zureik, 2020). Israeli human rights organizations have documented various reports of human
rights abuses by private security officers who either conduct the abuses themselves or encourage
violence by Israeli settlers (Loewenstein and Kennard, 2016). Nevertheless, the occupation has
proven to bring economic returns. In the West Bank, settlers have enjoyed special economic
opportunities where businesses churn profit and settlers have low rent, reduced taxes, and cheap
Palestinian labor (Loewenstein and Kennard, 2016; HRW, 2016). Furthermore, Israel has taken
pride in its privatization and the military industry itself can be considered as a start-up nation. In
the mid 2000s, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu encouraged veterans of Unit 8200 (Israel’s
National Security Agency) to create private businesses (Zureik, 2020). Subsequently, Israel’s
military industry is deeply intertwined with private companies that operate in Israel’s security

apparatus.
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Moreover, Israel's militarism is deeply interlocked with its nationalism. From the pre-state years
in which various civilian infrastructure aided in Israel’s paramilitary operations, to the 80s when
nearly half of Israel’s workforce engaged in the military industry, through today in modern Israel
where Israel’s mandated conscription for men and women keeps citizens entrenched in the
military arena for decades (Dana, 2024). Israel’s military is vital to not only the state but to the
ideological underpinnings of nationalism. As one of the most highly militarized nations, Israel’s
military is not “just a logistical necessity, but an ideological cornerstone of Israeli nationalism

firmly entrenched in the collective consciousness of Israeli Jews” (Dana, 2024).
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Chapter 5: Analysis of Material Benefits

Israel is a state born out of conflict that has one of the most extensive military industrial
complexes in the world. In producing and selling diverse weaponry, from cybertechnology to
small arms and surface-to-air missiles, Israel is in the world’s top ten weapons dealing nations
(Foster, 2023). Beyond being proficient in crafting and innovating new technology and artillery,
a unique aspect of Israel’s MIC is the fact that it will sell weapons to virtually any state in the
world. This stands in contrast to other states, such as the US, who consider arms dealing to be a
branch of their foreign policy (Labarge, 1988). This is justified in the Israeli public on the
premise that ‘if we don’t sell them someone else will’, depriving the state of potential economic
and strategic benefits that come with arms trades (Loewenstein, 2023). Moreover, an armed
nation provides a sense of protection to a nation emerged from conflict is considered critical to a

state’s survival.

States that invest in Israel’s MIC enjoy economic returns. Israeli weapons are continually used in
armed conflict, and then marketed as “battle-tested and “combat proven” (Loewenstein, 2023).
Due to this, the weapons sold to external states are highly sophisticated and renowned for their

innovative development.

The Palestine Laboratory

In his book, The Palestine Laboratory: How Israel Exports The Technology of Occupation
Around The World, Antony Lowenstein critically asseses how Israel’s occupation of Palestine is

a financial goldmine. He claims, with a captive population, Israel is able to test their superior
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military technology on the very population it occupies. This ‘laboratory’ allows for Israel to take
weapons back to the workshop, fine tune, and then market the weapons to the world as ‘battle-
tested’” (Loewenstein, 2023). This chapter will analyze the ways in which Israel uses Palestine as
its personal laboratory. The chapter will be split in two sections to analyze how technology is
tested in Gaza as well as in the West Bank. This will be followed by an analysis of who these
technologies are sold to. Exploring this process will highlight the material benefits that the

international community receives in investing in Israel’s MIC.

Gaza

It is widely accepted that Israel’s military industry directly benefits from the captive population
they have sustained through occupation (Kennard, 2016). Gaza is a particularly effective
laboratory for testing highly developed tanks, missile defense systems, drones, and automated
weapons systems. This has been proven through a variety for Israeli military operations in Gaza
(2008, 2009, 2012, 2014, 2021) over the past decade that have resulted in the destruction of
Palestinian homes and life with Israeli made weaponry (Jude, 2024). In ‘Operation Pillar of
Defense’ (2012) and ‘Operation Protective Edge’ (2014) the Israeli military showcased a new
form of combat in which they replaced troops with unmanned aerial vehicles (UAV’s) (Skinner,
2019; Kennard, 2016). The use of drones in this conflict was marketed as an innovative
technology that would reduce human casualty by carrying out more precise and lethal attacks.
During the 2014 offensive, 2,100 Palestinians were killed and 37 percent of fatalities were
attributed to drones, proving their lethality and effectiveness (Dowling, 2023). Subsequentially,
exports of the Hermes 450 and 900 drones increased significantly, marketed as ‘combat-proven’
and a ‘primary platform of the IDF in counter-terror operations’ (Dowling, 2023). Hermes drones

continue to be a staple of Israeli military operations, with military executives citing thousands of
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hours of flight use (DIMSE, 2024). Controversy over these drones reignited in April of 2024,
when they were used by Israel against the World Central Kitchen, an organization delivering aid
in Gaza. Seven of the workers were killed in the strike (DIMSE, 2024). The new era of Al
technology has led to the proliferation of drones internationally. Continual conflict stemming
from military occupation gives Israel an advantage in being able to test weapons in real-life

conflict, before marketing them to the world as battle-tested (Skinner, 2019).

Furthermore, the current offensive by Israel in Gaza maintains patterns of debuting new
technology in conflict. The Israeli air force announced the use of a new bomb in the Gaza strip
nicknamed the ‘Iron Sting’ (MEM, 2023b). The Iron Sting has been marketed by the IDF as an
‘innovative and accurate mortar bomb’ giving further praise to its ‘precision, lethality, and
expertise of the fighters’ (Swaminathan, 2023). Medical staff in Gaza have also reported severe
burns that have been attributed to the use of white phosphorus by Israel. White phosphorus is
restricted in close proximity to civilian populations and infrastructure making Israel’s
deployment of it in the densely populated area of Gaza a clear violation of international
humanitarian law (HRW, 2023; Amnesty International 2023b; MEM, 2023a). Furthermore, the
current military offensive in Gaza has resulted in a substantial increase in military expenditure.
At the start of the war, Israel’s monthly military expenditure “went up from an average of $1.8
billion per month before October to $4.7 billion in December 2023 (Scarazzato et al., 2023, pg

11).

West Bank

While Gaza is typically considered the frontline for deploying and testing Israeli military

technology, the occupied West Bank is vital to the development of surveillance technology.
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Similar to Gaza, drones are apparent in the West Bank, frequently deploying tear gas as a method
of dispersing crowds of protestors (Skinner, 2019). The Great March of Return in 2018 (a series
of peaceful protests by Palestinians demanding the right of their ancestors to return to the land
they were expelled from in 1948 and calling for the end of the blockade) resulted in the
deployment of a new weapon, titled “sea of terrors” which unleashed tear gas on Palestinian
protestors (Loewenstein, 2023). Drones are also used for precise killings in the West Bank and
are equipped with sophisticated facial recognition technology to track Palestinians movements

(Loewenstein, 2023).

Most of the technology operated in the West Bank is in the form of surveillance and spyware.
The surveillance infrastructure in the occupied West Bank is extensive, with cameras posted on
nearly every building and corner. A central component of the surveillance technology is the 3-
tiered system called ‘Wolfpack’ used to track and identify Palestinians (Al Jazeera, 2023b). The
first system, ‘red wolf” is an Al powered technology that uses photos taken by the IDF at
checkpoints to quickly identify Palestinians and accesses a database with information on them
(Al Jazeera, 2023b). ‘Blue wolf”, a system deployed in the field, utilizes biometric data through
facial recognition and iris scanners to track Palestinian movement (Goodfriend, 2022). The third
system, ‘white wolf” which can be used by settlers to check Palestinian work permits and grants
Israeli settlers with personal information on Palestinians obtained by the government (Al Jazeera,
2023b). The Wolfpack system of surveillance restricts Palestinian movement and erodes the
citizens in the West Bank of privacy. Moreover, when the blue wolf system was debuted, the IDF
‘gamified’ it, creating a competition amongst soldiers and requiring them to add 50 Palestinians

to the system before they could be let off shift (Kubovich, 2022; Goodfriend, 2022). The goal of
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Wolfpack is to acquire information on as many Palestinians as possible, regardless of whether or
not they are considered a security threat. Notably, the creators of these surveillance systems are
army trained engineers, developers, and analysts, as well as former intelligence agents

(Goodfriend, 2022; Loewenstein, 2023).

As highlighted in Chapter 4, the extent of surveillance the Palestinians live under is a direct
reflection of the surveillance system instated by the Jewish settlers and British soldiers during the
British Mandate. The system of surveillance where Palestinians have no right to privacy or
freedom of movement is a part of Israel’s settler colonial framework, and the basis of the Israeli

techno-state.

Divide and Conquer

Imperative to Israel’s policy of testing weapons in Gaza and the West Bank is the divide and
conquer approach. By keeping Hamas in power in Gaza and the Palestinian Authority (PA) in
power in the West Bank, Israel is preventing a unified Palestinian state. Publicly, Israel has
maintained that they want to destroy Hamas (Adler, 2023), yet behind closed doors Netanyahu
has helped the organization stay in power through funding. The Qatari government has funneled
upwards of 1 billion USD to Hamas with the knowledge of the Israeli government (Dyer, 2023).
Moreover, Israeli officials have stated that the PA is a burden and Hamas is considered an asset
(Schneider, 2023). The reason for this is because the PA subscribes to a two-state solution
whereas Hamas rejects Israeli sovereignty and the states existence. A two-state solution is a
threat to Israel and one that Benjamin Netanyahu and his predecessors have vehemently opposed

(Al Jazeera, 2024a). Moreover, in keeping Hamas in power, Israel is able to justify their
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containment policy of creating an open-air prison in Gaza and the various military campaigns
under the guise of counterterrorism and self-defense. With a divided Palestine and a de facto
government that is an internationally recognized terrorist organization, Palestinians have no

credibility nor platform on the international stage.

The situation is different in the West Bank. While Israel considers the PA to be a burden, the PA
has no authority nor credibility with the territory and acts as a branch of the Israeli government.
Shir Hever, an economist researching Israeli politics, noted that the PA is essentially a privatized
security company for Israel (Such, 2018). It acts as a subcontractor in which the police are
trained by Israelis to restrict movement of Palestinians and help the government spy on the
population. (Such, 2018). For Israel, Hamas in power in the Gaza strip and the Palestine
Authority with little to no sovereignty in the West Bank, actively prevents a unified Palestinian

government and undermines Palestinian statehood.

This method of dividing Palestine allows for Israel to test physical arms and weapons in Gaza
and establish extensive surveillance systems in the West Bank as analyzed above®*. The conquer
aspect indicates that Israel is able to make Palestine unlivable for Palestinians. This process of
military operations, coined ‘mowing the lawn’ means that Israel is able to continually go into
Gaza, destroy buildings, homes, and communities, resulting in the expulsion of Palestinians from

Palestine (Centre for Independent Studies, 2024). Moreover, you cannot conquer land without

4 This is not to say that Israel purposefully engages in conflict with Gaza to test weapons. Conducting military
operations for the sole purpose of testing weapons is not the case here. However, each military campaign in Gaza
results in an increase in Israeli arms sales (Loewenstein, 2023) making the occupation profitable for the state.
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war, and land is paramount to Israel’s goal of establishing a ‘Greater Israel’, as an

ethnonationalist state for Jews.

Open Market

The analysis above demonstrates how Israel is able to use the occupied territories as a laboratory
for their weapons. The testing of weapons in Palestine also allows for Israel to market them
abroad as “combat-proven” and “battle tested” (Loewenstein, 2023). Israel’s largest weapons
manufacturer, Elbit systems, marketed their unmanned and manned terrets as a “unique design
based on extensive battlefield experience in full scale and low intensity conflicts and underscores
Elbit Systems’ leadership in the field of turret and fire control systems” (Elbit Systems, 2021,
pg.37). Furthermore, during the Paris 2009 Paris Air Show, Elbit Systems screened footage of
their drones assassinating desired targets (later investigations revealed that the targets were
Palestinian civilians, including children) as a way to prove their effectiveness in conflict
(Loewenstein, 2023). The marketing strategy employed by Israeli companies of showing real
time conflict and assassinations has proven to be quite effective. Over 50 countries worldwide
purchase and operate Israeli made UAV’s (RUSI, 2023). Instead of being shown simulations
conducted in a lab, other countries are able to see tangible evidence that Israeli made weapons
are effective, especially from a military that is almost always engaged in regional conflict. For
buyers, Dowling (2023) claims the mentality is ‘if its good enough for the IDF than it is good

enough for us.’

The following sections explore regional motivations across the world for purchasing Israeli made

weapons.
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The West

The issue of migration remains a contentious topic within western politics. In the United States,
debates between democrats and republicans on securing the US and Mexico border are at the
forefront of most debates. Within the EU, migration remains a concern with EU voters, often
calling for stricter migration polices (Merritt, 2024). The development of Israeli surveillance
technologies is an important factor in the West’s support of Israel. In 2020, the EU signed a 91
million USD contract with Israeli companies Elbit, Airbus, and Israeli Aerospace Industries, for

Israeli made drones to be used in patrolling the Mediterranean (Loewenstein, 2023).

However, the deployment of these drones came with political consequences for the EU. The
EU’s border agency, Frontex, was under international scrutiny when evidence came to light that
the agency had intentionally allowed migrants in the Mediterranean seeking asylum to drown
and were known to be collaborating with the Libyan Coast Guard (Loewenstein, 2023). The
Libyan Coast Guard is notoriously corrupt, with guards known to traffic migrants for money
(Loewenstein, 2023). Frontex was under investigation for humanitarian abuses culminating in
the Executive Director, Fabrice Leggeri’s resignation (Apelblat, 2022). Leggeri is now a member

of France’s far right party and has been elected to the European Parliament.

In the United States, border control is debated between parties, yet receives bipartisan backing.
Elbit Systems has played vital role at the US/Mexico border providing surveillance technology,
boundary infrastructure, tactical units, and integrated fixed towers (Loewenstein, 2023).
However, the US has continued to opt for a physical wall at the border, sidestepping Al
technologies that Israel takes prominence in. Despite this, Israel’s tech companies remain deeply

intertwined in US border politics. Notably, Elbit Systems has strong relations with former
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President and current presidential candidate Donald Trump, and has donated to his presidential

election campaign (Loewenstein, 2023).

The evidence suggests that Israeli made surveillance systems and technologies have supported

the development of militarizing and securitizing the EU and US borders.

Beyond border disputes, Israeli surveillance technology can be seen in a variety of international
events and locations. They have been used at the Olympic games in 2004 and 2008, as well as at
nuclear power plants, airports, and for law enforcement (Loewenstein, 2023). This demonstrates
the extent to which Israeli technologies which are developed on and tested in the OPT, are

integrated in the international community.

Espionage Diplomacy

Beyond physical arms sales, surveillance systems such as Pegasus spyware are at the forefront of
Israeli arms dealings. One key advantage in selling cyberweapons is that it is less traceable and
does not require the same official diplomatic relations that come with physical arms sales
(Loewenstein, 2023). The sale of cyberweapons and spyware in exchange for normalization
agreements and diplomatic relations has been coined ‘espionage diplomacy’ (Loewenstein,

2023).

A major example of this was the signing of the US-led Abraham Accords between Bahrain, the
United Arab Emirates, Morocco and Israel. These accords normalized diplomatic, security, and
economic relations between the signing states and Israel without any requirement of Israel

recognizing statehood for Palestinians (Hoffman, 2020). Moreover, constituted in this agreement
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was Morocco’s recognition of Israel’s sovereignty, in exchange for the United States and Israel
recognizing Morocco’s sovereignty over the disputed Western Sahara (Eljechtimi, 2023).
Following the normalization of these agreements came an increase in arms trades between the
nations. Israeli exports increased jumped from 7 to 24 percent to the signing parties (Fabian,
2023). Additionally, in February 2022, Israel made an arms agreement with Morocco in the
amount of 560 million dollars’ worth of air defense systems (Scharf, 2024) and exported tanks

and cyberweapons to maintain their control over Western Sahara (Al Jazeera, 2023c).

Many Palestinians rejected these agreements as they considered it to undermine their support for
self-determination. Palestinian self-determination has been a unifying force for Arabic countries.
The majority of the populations in the accord countries support Palestinian statehood and
autonomy and feel betrayed by their governments who signed the accords in exchange for
cyberweapons to spy on dissidents (Kurd, 2020). Critics of the Abraham Accords argue that the
agreements were ultimately an arms agreement disguised as a diplomatic one (Loewenstein,
2023). The normalization agreements in which the repressive regimes acquire Israeli spyware to
use against their own population to squash dissent stands in stark contrast to the pan-Arabism

support of Palestine.

Notably, the Abraham Accords are not the first example of espionage diplomacy for Israel. In the
late 70’s and 80’s, Israel supplied the Guatemalan regime with a computer surveillance system
that housed the names of at least 80 percent of the population (Loewenstein, 2023). The system
was able to detect printing capabilities in people’s homes in order to track printing of

antigovernment press. Similar to Israel’s defense of its policies in the West Bank and Gaza, the
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Guatemalan regime defended the use of this system as part of their counterterrorism and anti-
terror polices (Loewenstein, 2023). Notably, the Guatemalan regime at this time was conducting
a genocide against the indigenous Mayans, with public leaders calling for the

“Palestinianization” of them (Russek, 2023).

Selling spyware to autocratic or repressive regimes can be seen a solution for Israel. In
normalizing relations through espionage diplomacy, Israel can maintain international support to

avoid isolation and condemnation for violating international law.

Spoiling Regional Politics and Geopolitics

In conjunction with selling weapons and spyware to maintain and create new diplomatic
relations with allies and adversaries, Israel sells weapons to countries engaged in regional
conflicts. A prominent example of this is Israel’s relationship with Azerbaijan. Azerbaijan has
been engaged in territorial conflict with Armenia for decades over the Nagorno-Karabakh region.
Azerbaijan is one of Israel’s biggest importers, specifically for drones (DIMSE, 2024). These
drones have been used in regional conflicts with Armenia, including in 2023 which led to the
displacement of 100,000 ethnic Armenians (Dowling, 2023). The relationship between Israel and
Azerbaijan has been highlighted as particularly interesting by some scholars, especially
considering that it is Armenia and Israel that share similar backgrounds. Armenia and Israel are
both deeply religious and surrounded by hostile Islamic neighbors. Moreover, both countries
share a history of genocide and persecution®. Despite their similarities, Israel supplies weapons

to Azerbaijan which are ultimately used in conflict with Armenia (Loewenstein, 2023).

5 Israel does not recognize the Armenian genocide.

51



Moreover, Hamas has publicly supported Azerbaijan and their actions in the occupied territories
in Armenia (Loewenstein, 2023). This paradoxical relationship can be understood through the
following: countries in conflict demand weapons, and Israel has an open market policy. The case
of Azerbaijan demonstrates Israel’s historical pattern of supplying countries with arms who share

paradoxical ideologies compared to the Israeli state.

A second example of this is demonstrated with Israel’s relationship to Russia. Russia has been
engaged in regional conflicts for decades, provoking its neighbors and occupying territories.
Once again, Israel has directly supported Russia through arms sales, including Pegasus software
and drones to spy on citizens (Loewenstein, 2023). These drones were subsequentially used by
Russia in maintaining occupation of the Georgian territory, South Ossetia (Loewenstein, 2023).
Moreover, when Georgia requested drones from Israel after Russia’s occupation and war in 2008,
they were turned down. Similarly, Israel, denied selling arms to Ukraine and did not condemn the
Russian invasion of Ukraine, as to maintain diplomatic relations with Russia (Loewenstein,
2023). This reiterateds that Israel will put ideology aside in their arms trades and directly benefits

from regional conflicts.

This chapter demonstrates how Israel as well as the international community enjoys material
benefits by investing in Israel’s MIC. Weapons exports sent to Israel from the West are tested in
real time conflict and then marketed globally as sophisticated and battle-tested. Autocratic and
repressive regimes that may be subject to arms embargos from liberal democracies, reap the

benefits of Israel’s open market policy to use surveillance systems on their own population. This
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process is conducted through keeping Palestine a divided state in which the testing of these

systems are justified by the Israeli government.

The next chapter will explore the interconnectedness of ideology and complicity, and how race

and the racial hierarchy has affected Israel’s relationships with states throughout history.
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Chapter 6: Ideology and Complicity

Investing in Israel’s military industrial complex produces quantifiable material outputs for states.
Intertwined in the support for Israel are ideological underpinnings that must be addressed to
understand international complicity in Israeli colonial occupation. This chapter will explore the
history of antisemitism and philosemitism to understand how Jewishness has been unfairly
stereotyped throughout history to suit certain narratives and relationships with states. This
section will also explore the racial hierarchy, and how racial capitalism and the dehumanization

of Palestinians contributes to ideological support of Israel.

Zionism, Antisemitism, Philosemitism, and the State of Israel

Zionism

At the core of the struggle between Israel and Palestine is the issue of Zionism and an entirely
Jewish ethno-nationalist state. Throughout history Jews have been subject to antisemitism and
discrimination. This is especially true for states in Europe, the United States, and the former
Soviet Union. The founder of Zionism, Theodore Herzl, hoped to create a state for Jews within
the Middle East where Jewish people could live in peace, stability, and free of discrimination
(Loewenstein, 2010). Herzl believed that assimilation was no longer a viable option for Jews in
Europe and that an independent social state sustained with an influx of skilled laborers,
engineers, farmers, and workers was the only solution (Loewenstein, 2010). The issue of
settlements is a direct output of Zionist thinking. Within the religious Zionist ideology, it is
believed that Jews must settle the entire land of Israel to create ‘Greater Israel’, and the ever
growing Israeli settlements within the West Bank to secure Jewish dominance over the

Palestinians and prevent a Palestinian state is direct evidence of this (Arieli, 2023). Furthermore,
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in effectively creating an all-Jewish state, Palestinians must be completely displaced from the
region. This has been a clear objective of the Zionist movement. Yosef Weitz, the former head of
the Jewish Agency Settlement Department is considered the pioneer of expelling Palestinians,
stating that the goal is to “transfer all of them, not one village, not one tribe should be left”
(Yosef Weitz as cited in Loewenstein, 2010). Weitz’s ideas were highly praised throughout the
minority Jewish population in Palestine. The Jewish Agency Settlement Department set up a
Transfer Committee where village files containing information on Arab villages, including their
roads, water access, income, politics, and personal information was kept and would be used to
displace and ethnically cleanse Palestinians during the 1948 Nakba (Moore, 2024). Former Prime
Minister Ben-Gurion supported Weitz in his Zionist project and expressed that the 750,000
Palestinians that were displaced or killed during the Nakba was not enough, and that the only
way for there to be a peaceful Jewish state was eradicating every single Palestinian from the land
(Loewenstein, 2010). These ideologies are still prominent today. The government has long
focused on securitizing the population, stating that another Holocaust is ‘imminent’, and that
Jewish nationality and unity around a purely Jewish state is the only way to protect them from
hostile neighbors (Loewenstein, 2010). It is through this ideology and rhetoric that Judaism was

no longer just a religion, but also a nation.

However, it should be noted that the reality of Zionism and a ‘Greater Israel’ for Jews is not
always meant for a// Jews. Within the Jewish state exists racism and classism, as is seen
throughout the world. Ethiopian Jews who migrated to Israel in the late 80’s and early 90’s were
faced with discrimination and considered to be less employable based on lower literacy rates and

racism (Sucharov & Mousavi, 2017). Jewish diaspora who are of color and have visited Israel
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have faced discrimination (New Socialist, 2022). While movements such as Black Lives Matter
was taking place across the globe, the same was happening in Israel. Jewish migrants that came
to Israel from the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe were outwardly opposed by Israel because
they were believed to be dependent on welfare and would be a burden to the state (Loewenstein,
2023). Most of the Jewish migrants from these regions make up Israel’s labor force, while the
Jewish migrants from Western Europe are prominently in the technology and military sectors,
contributing to Israel’s racial capital system (Clarno and Eid, 2017). Similar to wanting an all-
white Jewish ethnostate, Israel wants a Jewish population who will support the state and its
colonial and racial policies. Jews that call out Israeli apartheid and colonialism are considered a

thorn in the side of the Israeli state (New Socialist, 2022).

Antisemitism and Philosemitism; two sides of the same coin?

Antisemitism and philosemitism emerged at the same time. Both terms were coined by
antisemitic thinkers, with “one to affirm their proud and open hatred for the racial ‘semite’, by
which they meant Jews; the other to lampoon anyone who didn’t hate Jews as openly as they did
by calling them Jew-lovers” (Richmond, 2022, pg??). Philosemitism is an exaggerated response
to antisemitism where Jews are stereotyped for their ‘good’ qualities such as being extraordinary
bankers, lawyers, and crafty intellectuals (New Socialist, 2022). Philosemitism is complicated, it
is rooted in racial stereotypes that can combine qualities of ‘admiration, awe, unease, and scorn’
(Richmond, 2022). Both antisemitism and philosemitism are harmful to Jews because they are
characterized and forced into a box. Alana Lentin refers to the two terms as ‘good antisemitism’
and ‘bad antisemitism’ (New Socialist, 2022). The ‘good antisemitism’ is typically that of the
white racial state to weaponize “Jewish survival and suffering to re-structure borders, minority

rights, and imperial ventures (Younes, 2021, pg 480). The opposite then is ‘bad antisemitism’
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which is “reserved for the figure of the Muslim/Arab or de/anti-colonial anti-Semite, the far
right, the anti-imperialist Left and those in solidarity with a transnational commitment to political
and decolonial subjecthood” (Younes, 2021, pg 480). In both forms, Jewishness is stereotyped
and forces Jews to fall in specific categories. Globally, antisemitism as presented as real, it is
presented as a tangible ideology that exists among Muslims, the far left, and the far right.
Meanwhile philosemitism is cemented through state elites, where Jews are viewed as a service to

the state and goes largely unquestioned (New Socialist, 2022).

Throughout history antisemitism and philosemitism have been used to weaponize Jewishness to
suit certain narratives. Much of antisemitic thought was rooted in skepticism of Jews and
conspiracy theories accusing the Jewish population of secretly controlling and manipulating the
world (Loewenstein, 2010). Throughout the late 1980s and early 1990s, Jews were slowly
stripped of their rights, including the right to vote, attend education, participate in professional
sports, and own businesses (Loewenstein, 2010). At the same time, Jews in countries like Britain
were viewed as the ‘model minority’ as they were considered high-achieving and intellectual
bankers and lawyers (Richmond, 2022). The philosmeitism characterized here was weaponized
to put down other minorities, such as the Catholics inside Britain who were told to ‘be more like
the Jews’ (Richmond, 2022). Furthermore, in ‘Victorian philosemitism’ news of Jews being
discriminated against in other parts of the world such as Eastern Europe and Muslim countries,
resulted in the notion that antisemitism only existed amongst ‘uncivilized’ states, distinctly
different from that of Britain (Richmond, 2022). In this sense, ‘Jewishness’ was used to defend
Western civilization and was idealized as an ancient prejudice of backward nations, considering

it a worse kind of racism (Richmond, 2022).
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Israel’s Relationship With Philosemitic States

Israel and Germany’s relationship is one that is very ideologically rooted. The Zionist project and
creation of a Jewish nation state grew international support following Germany’s genocide
against Jews during World War II. Formerly a proudful antisemitic nation, Germany now
champions itself as the experts in anti-antisemitism (Younes, 2021). The extent to which German
political leaders support Israel is profound. This can be attested in the rhetoric deployed by
German political figures such as the one in “2019, Prof. Dr. Salzborn, Berlin’s anti-Semitism
delegate, twittered that the P-word in public is a reason to revolt: “When people at the next table
on the train start bringing up ‘palestine’ as a topic for no reason at all, it’s either time to get off,
put on headphones, or yell at them #antisemitism” (Salzborn as cited in Younes, 2021, pg 481).
The mere mention of Palestine in this regard is considered antisemitic. This also follows a
pattern of Palestinians simply not existing in the minds of much of the international community
in the West. Especially after the Holocaust, the Palestinian struggle and existence was not
thought of or not considered a pertinent issue compared to the Western guilt and support of
Zionism (Loewenstein, 2010). Germany’s reaction to the Hamas attack on October 7" and
subsequent actions in support of Israel demonstrate the seemingly unbreakable bond between
Israel and Germany, and the distaste towards Palestinians. Germany has cracked down on
support for Palestine, blamed antisemitism in Germany on ‘unchecked immigration’ implying
that the Muslim minority in Germany was at fault, and has warned Muslims in the country to
denounce Hamas and reject antisemitism (Mishra, 2024). This is in direct contrast to the fact that
90 percent of antisemitic crimes in Germany stem from far right white Germans (Mishra, 2024).
This follows a larger pattern of whitewashing antisemitism. Similar to how Britain framed
antisemitism in the Victorian era as being associated with uncivilized nations, now in the west,

Muslims are being blamed as being the true antisemites, and Palestinian self-determination is
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being conflated with hatred of Jews. This is not lost on Benjamin Netanyahu and Israeli elites. In
a speech given to the Knesset on October 16, Benjamin Netanyahu stated “many people around
the world now understand who stands against Israel. They understand that Hamas is ISIS. They
understand that Hamas is the new version of Nazism. Just as the world united to defeat the Nazis
and ISIS, so too will it unite to defeat Hamas” (Netanyahu, 2023). Furthermore, Netanyahu
repeatedly claimed that he is “fighting the ‘new Nazis’ in Gaza in order to save ‘Western
civilization’, while others in his cohort of Jewish supremacists keep up a supporting chorus”
(Mishra, 2024). Moreover, in 2019, the German Parliament ruled that the BDS (Boycott, Divest,
Sanction) movement is an antisemitic campaign against Israel (Al Jazeera, 2019). The movement
calls for people, organizations, and states to put economic pressure on Israel to end the military
occupation, and deconstruct settler colonialism and apartheid (Palestine Solidarity Campaign,
2024). Israel publicly supported Germanys ruling, having heavily lobbied for the campaign in

both Germany and the US (Al Jazeera, 2019).

While Germany may be one of the most profound cases of perpetrating this narrative, it is not
isolated to the state. Pro-Palestinian movements in the aftermath of October 7t that have
advocated for Palestinian self-determination and amplified the BDS movement are consistently
labeled as antisemitic, even if they condemn the actions of Hamas (Traverso, 2023). Israeli
media surrounding October 7™ have claimed that Hamas, and by default Palestinians, are
antisemitic and that the attack by Hamas on October 7% was due to ‘hatred of Jews’ rather than
resistance against colonization or occupation (Traverso, 2023). This is a dangerous implication
that implies that if Palestine were colonized by a non-Jewish state, they would not fight back or

struggle for self-determination.
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Not surprisingly, Germany is one of Israel’s largest arms suppliers, which has increased
significantly in the recent conflict. In response to Germany’s ongoing military assistance to
Israel and allegations of genocide against Israel, Nicaragua brought a case against Germany to
the ICJ to request a halt in arms exports to Israel given that there is valent concern that they are
being used to commit genocide (van den Berg, 2024). Ultimately, the court ruled against the

embargo allowing for German arms to continue being exported to Israel.

Germany is one of Israel’s most salient supporters. The relationship between Germany and Israel
took a drastic turn following World War II, with Germany self-proclaiming itself as the leading
state fighting antisemitism. Furthermore, policies and rhetoric enacted from German government
has continued the narrative that antisemitism is an ideology of the ‘uncivilized’ and is one that is
synonymous with Palestinian resistance. These deep ideological roots are backed with material

support through investments and arms deals with Israel’s MIC.

The Far Right and Israel

Philosemitism maintains a precarious relationship with far right ideologies today. The far right
has historically been antisemitic and reiterates historical conspiracy theories around Jews trying
to take over the world (Hersh and Royden, 2022). Yet Israel’s ability to displace a predominantly
Islamic population in creation of an all Jewish state (with little to no repercussions from the
international community) has garnered admiration from far right groups (Richmond, 2022). This
relationship between the far right and Israel is described as a new wave of philosemitism. It is
analyzed on a basis where the far right and Israel have the same enemy: Islamic nations and the

Muslim population. This is based on conspiracy theories that the Muslim population is a
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monolith jihadist movement that is trying to destroy Christian Europe (Rose, 2020). This theory
has been instrumentalized by the Israeli government to receive support from the West. Former
Israeli Prime Minister Naftali Bennett stated “Israel is in the forefront of the global war on terror.
This is the frontline between the free and civilized world and radical Islam. We’re stopping the
wave of radical Islam from flowing from Iran and Iraq all the way to Europe. When we fight
terror here, we’re protecting London, Paris, and Madrid”; and “your war for democracy starts
here. Your war for freedom of speech starts right here. The war for dignity and freedom starts
right here.” (Naftali Bennett as cited in Loewenstein, 2023, pg 7). Rhetoric such as this is
situated well within the ideologies of the far right. In essence, the relationship can be
characterized as ‘the enemy of your enemy is my friend’ where Christian Europe and Israel are
both fighting against a radical Islamic world, with Israel being on the front lines of protecting
democracy and freedom (Rose, 2020). Investing in Israeli made technologies and supplying
Israel with arms against the Palestinians, is justified by the belief that if Israel does not eliminate

the Muslim threat, the West will always be threatened.

Moreover, narratives surrounding Muslims and antisemitism have been used by the far right to
justify anti-immigration polices in the West. Where antisemitism has been characterized as
categorically the worst form of racism, islamophobia has been rationalized as an acceptable form
of racism. Particularly after the ‘War on Terror’ islamophobia has been justified in the minds of
many Western populations. Similar to the treatment of the Jewish population in the late 19t
century, Muslims have been the center of conspiracies surrounding sexual assault, violence,
categorical threats to stability, and the inability to assimilate into Western culture (Richmond,

2022). An example of this is the Executive Order passed by Donald Trump in 2017 that banned
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Muslims from seven countries from entering the United States while also revoking green cards of
others (Beydoun , 2019). This policy was heavily supported by Trump’s far right supporters and

demonstrated the extent to which states could justify and institutionalize islamophobia.

As islamophobia and anti-Muslim rhetoric increases within the far right and as far right
governments are increasingly gaining political power across the globe, Israel’s ability to subvert
a Muslim population is nearly inspirational. This is clearly demonstrated in India, whose far right
government under the leadership of Modi have been large supporters of the Israeli state and their
military industry. The Muslim population in India has been subjected to mass discrimination
from the majority Hindu population. Governmental figures in India have a long history of
antisemitic rhetoric, such as insinuating that India should deal with its Muslim population in the
way that Germany had dealt with the Jewish population (Loewenstein, 2023). Despite this, India
was responsible for 37 percent of Israeli arms exports from 2019 to 2023, making it the largest
purchaser of Israeli arms (Scharf, 2024). India’s arms deals with Israel includes Pegasus software
which is used by the Modi government to spy on dissidents and plant evidence on dissidents
phones as ‘proof’ of them trying to overthrow the government (Loewenstein, 2023). The
relationship between Israel and India has been linked to the shared inspiration of suppressing a
Muslim population in pursuit of ethnonationalism. The tactics Israel uses against the
Palestinians have been copied by India. The government has actively knocked down thousands
of Muslim homes, removed Islamic history from schoolbooks, built temples on the ruins of
Muslim communities, and refuses employment for Muslims (Sen, 2023). The rhetoric used by

the BJP party is consistent with that of Israel’s, noting that they only remove ‘illegal’ homes, and
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that they are fighting ‘terrorists’ so their actions are legitimized under the guise of

counterterrorism (Sen, 2023).

Racial Hierarchy

Academics in the field of international relations have analyzed the historical relations between
race, gender, and class in the making of the world order (Anievas, et. al 2015). They argue that
the racial worldview that was spread around the world by Europe was rooted in biological
determinism and a hierarchy of races, distinguishing the ‘civilized’ from the barbaric’ (Anievas
et al 2015). The racial hierarchy classifies different races, where being racist against one group is
seen as worse than the others. Instead of all racism being equally wrong, some are deemed to be

inherently worse.

Prominent scholars in the field have articulated that antisemitism is at the top of the racial
hierarchy (New Socialist, 2022). This means that being antisemitic is worse than being
islamophobic, xenophobic, etc. This is often attributed to antisemitism being conflated with the
Holocaust which can be seen as a problematic notion. By reducing antisemitism to one ‘event’
that is historically one of the worst atrocities to ever happen, antisemitism then becomes an
exception that other races can’t compare to. This also reduces the long history of antisemitism
that has existed for decades before the Holocaust. This diminishes the experiences of
discrimination that other races face because they are directly compared to that of the Holocaust,
and therefore the discrimination is seen as ‘not as bad’ (New Socialist, 2022). This is typically
furthered in Europe where European guilt of the Holocaust builds the foundation for
antisemitism to be at the top of the racial hierarchy where if you are anti-antisemitic, you are

‘cleared’ from being labeled as a racist. The opposite can be seen in the case of islamophobia.
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Following 9/11 and the “War on Terror’ islamophobia sky-rocketed across the globe
(Loewenstein, 2023). This fed into the conspiracy theories of the Muslim population being a

monolith jihadist movement and legitimized islamophobia as a counter-terrorism ideology.

Dehumanization of Palestinians

The systematic dehumanization of Palestinians began long before the creation of the state of
Israel and was perpetrated by the British. The British were the first to use Palestinians as human
shields during the Great Revolt of 1936-1939 (Gordon and Perugini, 2015). During this period,
British troops used Palestinian bodies as a form of warfare technology to protect against
insurgent attacks (Gordon and Perugini, 2015). This process of using Palestinians as a warfare
technology blurred the lines between civilian and combatant, painting all Palestinians as
enemies. Israel has carried on the legacy of using Palestinians as human shields. For years the
IDF used Palestinians to search buildings, sweep for mines, and use physical bodies as protection
against physical attacks (Gordon and Perugini, 2015). While the Israeli High Court ruled in 2005
that the use of human shields is ‘cruel and barbaric’ (Gordon and Perugini, 2015), recent video
footage shows the Israeli military still utilizing this strategy today, by strapping an injured
Palestinian to the hood of a vehicle as a human shield in Gaza (Al Jazeera, 2024b). Moreover,
this narrative stands in stark contrast to Israel’s own history of using human shields during the
formative years before the creation of the state of Israel. Paramilitary fighters in the early 90’s
that used human shields for carrying out attacks are now enshrined in plaques throughout Israel
proper, with over fifty budlings commemorating civilian infrastructure in successfully hiding
ammunition and combatants before the creation of the state in 1948 (Gordon, 2023).

Furthermore, it provides an interesting backdrop to consider when analyzing the discourse
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employed by Israel which strongly focuses on human shields when justifying civilian casualties

to the international community.

Despite Israel’s own history with human shields, the argument that Hamas uses human shields in
Gaza is a central component to Israel’s defense in explaining high fatality rates. Because Hamas
fires rockets from Gaza, Israel has been able to claim they are using human shields there
(Gordon and Perugini, 2015). However, as previously stated, Gaza is one of the most densely
populated places on earth (an estimated 2 million Palestinians live in 140 sq miles of land), and
due to Israel sealing oftf Gaza through blockades, the area is considered to be an open-air prison
(Jamshidi, 2021; Amnesty International, 2023a). There is nowhere else for Hamas or the
Palestinians to go. Therefore, this argument would mean that civilians living in any heavily
populated city could be considered as a human shield. In this sense, any home, building, and
stretch of land in Gaza is a justifiable target for the Israeli military. One could conclude that the
underlying objective here is to detach the word civilian from Palestinian. If every Palestinian is
considered a threat or a potential combatant for living in an area that Hamas operates in, then it
becomes increasingly difficult to distinguish civilian from combatant, transforming Gaza into a

‘world without civilians’ (Jamshidi, 2024).

This a trope Israel continues today in conflating all Palestinians as terrorists in Gaza (Anderson,
2021). This was heightened in Western media, when Israel was fighting Palestinians during the

second intifada, the United States was fighting in Iraq during the War on Terror. Israel was then
able to garner sympathy by the West portraying Palestinians as violent terrorists in contrast to

Israel which was “on the frontlines of the clash of civilizations” (Busbridge, 2017; pg 98). The
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trope used by Israel to equate Palestinians as terrorists can be seen as part of a broader objective
in committing politicide. Politicide is the deconstruction of Palestinian social, political, and

economic life (Kimmerling, 2003).

Conclusion

Jewishness has been weaponized throughout history to suit certain narratives. Whether it be
blatant antisemitic tropes or emboldening racial stereotypes to paint Jews as a model minority,
Jewishness has been unfairly characterized. These stereotypes have been weaponized throughout
history to suit complicity and justify state policies toward Israel. Antisemitic conspiracy theories
about Jews manipulating the world have been used to strip Jews of their rights and demonize
them. At other times in history Jews were stereotyped for ‘Jewish brilliance” and were thought to
be assets to states and could inculcate the ‘uncivilized’ Arab population in the Middle East
(Richmond, 2022). These ideologies are important to analyze in considering factors that have

driven states complicity.

Furthermore, the racial hierarchy has been constructed to characterize different racism as worse
than others. By allying with Israel, politicians, institutions, and ideological groups, can proclaim
that they are fighting racism and provide ‘proof” of their progressiveness in society (New
Socialist, 2022). In contrast, institutionalization and ‘rationalization’ of islamophobia is growing
throughout society and is justified on basis of narratives of anti-migration and antiterrorism.
These ideologies directly influence relationships of states in the Levant and frames the conflict as
democratic and progressive societies aiding a fellow democratic state against radicalization and

terrorism.
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Analyzing various ideologies that are set in the minds of states helps inform their relationships
with Israel. Antisemitism and philosemitism were instituted in the creation of the Zionist Jewish
state after World War II. The philosemitic tropes of Jews being ‘more civilized’ was thought to
help the ‘barbaric’ and uncivilized Arab population. Structured racism is a contentious topic
within most states. For political leader and institutions, complying with Israel and showing
solidarity with the Jewish state orients them as anti-antisemitic and through the racial hierarchy,
anti-racist. Furthermore, states such as Germany who are labeled as philosemitic, show devout
support to Israel through philosemitic policies and a history of guilt. It is to this point that
philosemitism has been defined as appropriation of Jews rather than solidarity with Jews (New

Socialist, 2022).

Historic overview of the ideologies described above is imperative in understanding international
complicity in Israeli colonization. In the words of Michael Richmond (2022), “European
colonialism, antisemitism, philosemitism, and ultimately the Holocaust, were necessary for the
postwar mass settlement of Jews in Palestine ahead of the Nakba, helping to bolster the drive
towards a racially exclusive Jewish state and helping to secure the widespread international
support from other states who recognised Israel’s founding, including both Cold War
superpowers” (2022, pg??). These historical preconditions are all necessary for securing an

ethnonationalist Jewish state.
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Chapter 7: Reflection

This chapter will reflect on different dimensions of Israel’s military industry, including Israel’s
strategies of shifting responsibility under international law through the privatization of its
security industry and continually employing the human shield argument to avoid international
repercussions. Chapter 3 details the scholarly and legal analysis that situates Israel as an
apartheid regime. This chapter will look at ways in which apartheid can be deconstructed and
providing recommendations for how states can match solidarity with substance. This chapter will
also explore how international law can be reinstated for the global south through Palestine. This
chapter will conclude with a personal reflection on liberal democracies, the international order,

and potential implications for supporting Israel’s MIC.

Shifting of State Responsibility Under International Law

Privatizing the Security Industry

Paramount to the privatization of the security industry is Israel’s ability to absolve itself from
international responsibility. When human rights violations or scandals over Israeli-made
technology make international press, Israel is able to avoid condemnation by placing the blame
on the associated company. One profound example of this was demonstrated when NSO, an
Israeli private surveillance company, came under fire when its Pegasus spyware technology was
documented to be used in violation of human rights. This was cemented when Amnesty
International released a report detailing that this software was used in the killing of journalist
Jamal Khashoggi (Zureik, 2020). To avoid international repercussions, Israel initially denied this
report and then later released a statement stating that this was a result of a ‘rogue’ actor in the

NSO and outside the responsibility of the state (Zureik, 2020). This claim is used repeatedly by
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the government, noting that these are the actions of private companies and undermining the
intersections between state security and private firms. In light of the violations by the NSO
group, the US State Department backlisted the company. The State Department then followed up
by noting they would not be taking action against the Israeli government, despite the Israeli
Defense Ministry having direct oversight of the company (Iraqi, 2021). In shifting the onus on to

private companies, Israel’s government is able to subvert wrongdoing under international law.

This is not only true for security companies, but law enforcement as well. Yesh Din, an Israeli
nonprofit, released a report detailing the extent of state involvement in private firms with
security forces that are trained by the IDF in policing actions, searches and detentions, as well as
the use of force (Loewenstein and Kennard, 2016). The report also claims that documented
abuses at the hands of private security guards are routinely ignored or told there would be an
investigation, in which prosecution is extremely rare (Loewenstein and Kennard, 2016). Notably,
this is not a symptomatic problem of Israel, but rather a pattern that can be found in other states.
Other countries such as the United States, Australia, Great Britain, and Greece, have also
colluded with private security companies to omit responsibility (Loewenstein and Kennard,
2016). This creates an environment in which government officials can use private security forces
to act in the interest of the state and conduct their ‘dirty work’ for them while simultaneously
denying responsibility. Moreover, as new cybertechnologies develop, it is increasingly hard to
create legislation and trace wrongdoing. A neoliberal system in which private companies flourish
with no governing oversight, creates a precarious situation for finding accountability and

complicity in the ruled based international order.
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Denying Occupation

As stated earlier in this work, international institutions such as the United Nations and the
International Criminal Court have ruled that Israel’s occupation of Palestinian territories post
1967 are illegal under international law. Articulated in UNSCR 2334, the UN condemns Israel’s
occupation of Palestinian territories, urging Israel to withdraw to the pre-1967 border, as well as
calls upon third party states to take diplomatic measures to affirm these borders (UNSCR, 2334).
Virtually every country in the world including Israel’s High Court have acknowledged this fact
(LeVine and Gordon, 2017). However, stipulated in the law is the requirement that Palestinians
dismantle any terrorist activities and respect Israel’s sovereignty (UNSCR, 2334). This has been
an important point for Israel, as the state has reiterated that it will not withdraw the occupation
until Hamas is dismantled and there is no threat of terrorism, putting the onus of dismantling
occupation on Palestine. (Levine and Gordon, 2017). However, as articulated above, the
existence of Palestinians has been equivocated as that of terrorist. Therefore, the situation turns
into an analogy of ‘the chicken or the egg’. In this sense, occupation leads to Palestinian
resistance and Palestinian resistance is characterized as terrorism, therefore it becomes seemingly
impossible to see a clear end to occupation. Furthermore, Israel has argued that the occupation is
not illegal based on the fact that there was no ‘recognized sovereign rule’ before 1967
(Makovsky, 2016; Erakat, 2020). LeVine and Gordon (2017) echo this point, arguing that Israel’s
claims that the territories were not recognized before the occupation, allows for Israel to “free
hand to expropriate and settle the land while denying Palestinians rights otherwise guaranteed by
international law.” Despite Israel’s counternarrative on the legality of the occupation, nearly all
of the international community is in agreement that the occupations are illegal. Israel’s ability to
postulate a counternarrative on international law is exemplary of power politics, as international

law 1s only definitive when it is given power (Erakat, 2020).
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Resistance, Self-Defense and the Permissibility of Violence Conundrum

The contention around whether Hamas is more characteristic of a national liberation organization
or a terrorist organization, and the extent to which Israel can or cannot act in self-defense points
to a larger question; when is violence permissible? International law states that civilians living
under occupation have the right to fight their occupiers in pursuit of their legal right to self-
determination. Following the first intifada in 1987, the UN ruled that Palestinians were colonial
subjects living under a military occupation and therefore have a right to armed struggle in pursuit
of self-determination (Loewenstein, 2010). Notably, this does not mean that Palestinians have the
right to commit acts of terrorism or use violence against Israeli citizens, but they do have the
right to struggle against an opposing colonial power (Loewenstein, 2010). Moreover, it was ruled
by the International Court in 2004 that Israel does not have the right to enact the ‘self-defense’
claim when using military force against Palestinians who resist because they are the occupying
power (Erakat, 2021). However, Hamas’ attack against Israeli civilians on October 7" and
Israel’s military campaign that has decimated nearly all of Gaza, highlight this conundrum. When
is violence permissible? How much violence is considered legal and when is too far? How far
can Israel go to defend itself? And when does that self-defense potentially turn in to state
terrorism or even genocide? These are important questions to consider and brings to light the
importance of international law in dictating when actions are permissible and under which
conditions. International law has value, it is the means of holding states accountable and

protecting civilian populations.
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Human Shields

International law has been inflicted with colonialism from the very beginning. The human shield
argument highlights this as the term ‘human shield’ did not exist during European colonization
because colonial subjects were not regarded as humans (Gordon & Perugini, 2015). Nowadays
human shields are almost always associated with asylum seekers or nonstate actors (Refugee
Studies Centr, 2020). This is important in analyzing Israel and Palestine as Israel constantly
alleges that Hamas uses human shields in Gaza. In their report, authors Neve Gordon and Nicola
Perugini, analyzed media posts published by Israel’s military to dissect Israel’s framing of the
2014 military operation ‘Protective Edge’ (Gordon & Perugini, 2015). The report detailed that
Israel would often publish media such as images of rockets covered in blood aimed at the Statue
of Liberty with the caption “what would you do?” (the authors analyze this as a way for Israel to
demonstrate that they are a liberal democracy such as the US while also comparing Hamas to
terrorist organizations that perpetrated 9/11) in order to equivocate civilian casualties with
Hamas’ responsibility (Gordon & Perugini, 2015). Moreover, the infographics published by
Israel served multiple purposes. They were used as a counter-narrative against the images of
Israeli destruction circulating the media as well as to create a preemptive defense under
international law (Gordon & Perugini, 2015). This analysis sheds light on not only Israel’s
justification for its military actions but also the ways in which the international community
justifies supplying Israel. Neve Gordon (2023) highlights the dichotomy in characterizing the
loss of life during conflict, “when state actors kill civilians, it’s become standard to describe
them as human shields. But when non-state actors attack military targets in urban settings, the

civilians they kill are still recognized as civilians.”
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As stated above, the use of human shields is illegal under international law. Paramilitary groups
such as Hamas have targeted civilians in the past and should be condoned for doing so. However,
the human shield argument should not be weaponized as a preemptive defense for the carpet
bombing of homes, schools, religious institutions, and hospitals, or as an ‘immunity shield’ for
mass civilian casualties. Doing so and then blaming Palestinians for ‘bringing it on themselves’
is “not only a political sophistry, but forgetful of Israel’s own history” (Gordon, 2023).
Importantly, if paramilitary groups or other nonstate actors are using human shields to protect
fighters or military operations, this does not absolve the other side from minimizing human

casualties (Jamshidi, 2024). If protecting human life is an option, it should always be the priority.

Deconstructing Apartheid

This dissertation establishes how Israel has used settler colonialism and racial capitalism as a
means of achieving an apartheid state. Rhetoric from government officials and the military
leaders make it clear that Israel has no intention to dismantle this system on its own (Centre for
Independent Studies, 2024). Israel’s system of slow violence towards Palestinians has served a
larger goal of trying to expel all Palestinians from the land to create an ethnonationalist Jewish
state (Erakat, 2020). Israel’s systematic cleaning of Palestine has been done so with impunity and
no consequences under international law. Moreover, historical memory of South Africa’s
apartheid and the diplomatic and economic crisis the state faced are recognized by the Israeli
government, and the state has actively refuted the comparison (Fishcer, 2020). For this reason, it
is unlikely that Israel will end these policies on its own. It is believed that Israel’s method of
ending apartheid with be achieved by the ethnic cleansing of Palestinians, as there would be no

apartheid system without a Palestinian population (Centre for Independent Studies, 2024).
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Matching Solidarity With Substance

Current analysis of Israeli policies leads experts to believe that Israel has no plans to deconstruct
apartheid in Israel through decolonization (Centre for Independent Studies, 2024). Therefore, it is
imperative that third party states reconsider their complicity in sustaining Israel’s occupation and
enact policies to enforce decolonization. Currently, diplomatic measures have been taken by
states such as Ireland, Spain, Norway, Slovenia, and Armenia in recognizing Palestinian
statehood (Al Jazeera, 2024c). While these measures are positive and demonstrates that states do
not have to unanimously support Israel if it violates international law, if they are not taken to
support Palestine through substance, they are merely perceived as gesture politics. In this regard,
states should reconsider their involvement with Israel’s military industry. As it has been analyzed
throughout this dissertation, investing in Israel’s MIC through funding research and development
as well as buying and selling weapons with Israel has financially sustained the occupation.
Therefore, it is imperative for states to put economic pressure on Israel to end apartheid.
Moreover, lessons can be learned from the end of apartheid in South Africa. The collapse of
apartheid in South Africa was due to the economic pressure from the international community
(Clarno and Eid, 2017). While this was successful in granting black South African’s political
equality, researchers have noted that continual economic disparities persist based on race (Clarno
and Eid, 2017). Similarities can be drawn when analyzing South Africa and Israel’s work force,
where the neoliberal economy has led to increased class disparities where Palestinians and non-
white Jews in Israel are exploited for cheap labor (Clarno and Eid, 2017). In this sense, Israel’s
apartheid is a neoliberal apartheid, one that is not just political, but economic (Clarno and Eid,

2017). Deconstructing apartheid also means deconstructing racial capitalism.
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Notably, some states states are currently implementing legislation to apply economic pressure on
Israel to make the occupation less profitable. In 2018, Ireland introduced the Occupied
Territories Bill that criminalizes imports and sales of products produced in settlements that
violate international law (Al-Hag, 2019)®. This legislation would enforce that Israel cannot profit
from the natural resources and labor it benefits from in the occupied territories, as they have been
deemed illegal under UNSCR 2334. Ireland annually imports around 1 million euros in
settlement goods every year (Trocaire, 2019). Ireland has taken diplomatic measures by
recognizing Palestinian statehood, and enforcing this law would demonstrate that this recognition

is not an example of gesture politics, but one of real solidarity and respect of international law.

International Law and the Global South

Israel’s historical precedence of contorting international law to avoid repercussions coupled with
Palestinians failed attempts at self-determination under international law poses valid questions
for the reputation of international law and the associated governing bodies. Jamshidi (2024),
notes that for many Palestinians, as well as onlookers from the rest of the world, Israel’s actions
towards Palestine have rendered international law meaningless. However, international law is not
useless. As Jamshidi points out, international law in the case of Palestine shifts the conflict from
one of power politics to one of legal emancipation and decolonization (Jamshidi, 2024). As
described throughout this dissertation, Israel has been successful in controlling the narrative on
the ground, situating itself in a paradigm of counterterrorism and self-defense. Power politics
give Israel and subsequentially the US, the upper hand, while Palestinians with little to no

legitimate political credibility are diminished. However, international law reorients this power

® The Occupied Territories Bill has been stalled in Irelands Parliament since 2018 and has yet to be enacted into
force (Al-Haq, 2019).
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dynamic by constituting Palestinian self-determination, their right to resist, as well as restrict
Israel to proportionate responses (Jamshidi, 2024). Unprecedented cases brought to the ICC and
IC1J reflect their potential in using international law to help Palestinians. The current cases
accusing Israel of genocide, Germany of aiding and not preventing genocide, as well applications
for arrest warrants against Benjamin Netanyahu, his defense minister, and Hamas leaders,

demonstrates that international law represents the rights of all states (Jamshidi, 2024).

The Palestine question goes beyond its regional implications and is indicative of a larger case
study of colonization in the 21% century and the fate for the global south. It is important to
remember that the issue of Palestine is not an exception, but rather follows historical examples of
colonization. Moreover, Palestine is imperative for the subaltern “because Palestine is not just

about Palestine- it is about a/l repressed, disposed people” (Jamshidi, 2024, pg 33).

Future of the International Order

As articulated earlier in this dissertation, authoritarianism and autocracy are on the rise.
Countries such as Hungary, India and Brazil, are becoming more authoritarian while wearing
democratic credentials (Galston, 2020), and states like China and Russia are growing
superpowers with global influence (Crespo-MacLennan, 2022). Despite external influence, some
scholars argue that the biggest threat to liberal democracies is internal discontent from their
populations (Galston, 2020). This growing discontent has been apparent amongst the current
conflict in Israel and Palestine and has led me to reflect on the implications this will have for the

future of the international order and the reputation of liberal democracies.
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Protests have sparked globally calling for states to divest from Israel’s military complex (Tirawi
& Maoz, 2024). In the digital era, people are able to watch wars in real time before the media is
able to report on it. Coined ‘insta-genocide’ images have flooded social media detailing
Palestinian casualties, dehumanization of Palestinians by the IDF (often images are posted by
IDF soldiers themselves), emaciated children, and the destruction of neighborhoods and cities
(Tirawi & Maoz, 2024). In response to seeing these images and reading reports on the conflict,
citizens in liberal democracies have demanded their governments to stop being complicit. Yet,
most states within the EU and especially the US, have continue to supported Israel (Turner,
2024). This creates the potential for progressives in liberal democracies to feel as though they
have been abandoned by their governments who are putting material and or ideological benefits
accumulated through relations with Israel before the populous. When looking at the bigger
picture, one can ask; if liberal democracies and the international world order are in decline, does
this leave room for other states to gain influence? Particularly, as Russia, China, and Iran
verbally condemn Israel and the West and verbalize support for Palestine (Turner, 2024), does
this allow these states to create a narrative where they are the real champions of colonization and
anti-imperialism? Moreover, if civilians in liberal democracies are feeling abandoned by their
governments, would they be more likely to establish Russia, China, and Iran as credible actors in

the fight against colonization?

The danger of this is the wider consequences of leaving room for authoritarian states to establish
credibility. My time living in Tbilisi, Georgia during the writing of this dissertation reflects this.
Russia currently occupies 20 percent of Georgia’s territory. International consensus agrees that

these territories are sovereign to Georgia and do not support Russia’s claims that they are
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independent (Seskuria, 2021). However, if public attitudes shift to believing that Russia is a
‘champion’ of decolonization and if they are thought to be ‘right’ about Palestine where the West
has been ‘wrong’ there is the possibility that the narrative will shift for other regions too.
Moreover, these authoritarian regimes are able to lay claim to being mediators and extracting
influence in the Middle East, which has been a policy of these countries for decades and can turn

the Israeli-Palestinian conflict in to a proxy war (Turner, 2024).

Furthermore, if Israel is not held accountable under international law for war crimes, it makes it
much easier for autocratic and repressive regimes to highlight Western double standards with
international law, signifying that these laws only apply to adversaries of the West (Cafiero,
2024). While much of this is speculation, endorsing Israel and supporting their military industry
despite ongoing protests, especially in a time of digitalization when war is being live streamed on
peoples phones, has potential implications on the reputation of liberal democracies are the future

of the liberal world order.
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Chapter 8: Conclusion

The tremendous success achieved by Israel in the 1967 war led to a reorientation of Israel’s
military industry. The phycological impact of arms embargos led to rapid domestic production of
Israeli-made weapons. Moreover, Israel expanded its global arms market, putting ideology aside
to sell weapons to ‘controversial’ states to create a strong international backing. This has been a
successful policy for Israel as many of the states Israel has formed diplomatic relations with
through arms trade have backed Israel in the UN (Loewenstein, 2023). While the material and
ideological factors driving state compliance have been analyzed separately in this dissertation, it
is clear that both are deeply intertwined in states foreign policies with Israel. This is particularly
true for the West, who is not only the largest supplier of Israel’s arms imports, but also receives
Israeli technology in return (Loewenstien, 2023). This is a critical element of Israel’s MIC, as

weapons are imported, tested in conflict, and then sold abroad.

The testing of weapons in conflict is a central component to Israel’s marketing of their arms. To
succeed in doing this, Israel exploited a divide in the Palestinian state, colluding with the
Palestinian Authority and enabling funding of Hamas from external states. With this strategy of
divide and conquer, Palestinians in Gaza live in what is considered an ‘open-air prison’ and are
subjected to military occupation. For Palestinians in the West Bank, there is no semblance of
privacy. Under constant watch through Israeli surveillance systems, Palestinians live under a
system of digital occupation. Israel has justified these systems, noting that they are not meant to
surveil all Palestinians but are rather ‘smart city solutions’ that work to ‘combat human

trafficking’ and are there to ‘protect’ Palestinians (Goodfriend, 2022). The IDF has further these
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claims stating that they work to dismantle terrorism to improve the quality of life for the
Palestinian population (Dwoskin, 2021). Moreover, to make the point clear, I do not argue that
Israel has sustained a 57 year occupation specifically to test weaponry. Sustaining an occupation
is a burden to the state, and while it has generated profit, I conclude that the end goal of Israel is
to make the occupation unlivable to expel the Palestinian population. As articulated throughout
this dissertation, the Zionist project is enshrined in the idea that Israel is a nation state on/y for
Jews. An analysis of the occupation and rhetoric from Israeli government officials backs up this

claim.

Furthermore, I argue that an important element in analyzing international complicity is states
willingness to faithfully abide by the Israeli narrative. For decades, Israel has justified its military
operations in Palestine under the guise of counterterrorism and self-defense. In dehumanizing
Palestinians and furthering stereotypes of them being ‘barbaric’ or inherently prone to violence,
Israel and the international community legitimize state violence perpetrated by Israel as an
appropriate tactic to counter Palestinians resistance. Following October 7, Benjamin Netanyahu
stated in a speech to the international community that “this is a struggle between the children of
the light and the children of darkness, between humanity and the law of the jungle” (Netanyahu,
2023). This speech serves as a reminder to Israel’s domestic population as well as to the
international community (particularly the West) that Israel views itself as the frontline defense to
democracy, that they are the protectors of Europe against the ‘darkness’ of their Muslim
neighbors. Understanding this rhetoric, and analyzing how this impacts states ideologies toward

Israel, helps to understand the deeper elements of complicity that go beyond material benefits.
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Israel’s expansive military industrial complex provides an interesting case study to evaluate
material and ideological factors that underscore states complicity in sustaining Israel’s
occupation. Before Israel was established as a state on May 15, 1948, colonialism, as influenced
through the British mandate, formed the foundation for which Israel would adopt as an
independent state. Born out of conflict, arms security has been a vital element to Israel’s state
security and is deeply intertwined with its nationalism. The military industry has proven to be a
flourishing resource for Israel’s economy, and has provided a channel to establish diplomatic
relations and international backing globally. As conflict rages between Israel and Palestine today,
understanding how a MIC plays in to foreign policy is imperative to understand. As the war
rages on, some states have begun questioning their relationship with Israel, while others have
reiterated their support. Importantly, as far right ideologies are increasing in political institutions,
and as liberal democracies are on the decline, the question of Palestine becomes an important
case to analyze the relations between complicity, international law, and the viability of a liberal

rules-based world order.
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