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Battles

“They'll wake up in the morning And they will fight. That
which you saw last night was my dream The other will
answer: no, it was my dream They will gently retrieve two
pistols From the sides of the same pillow And at the same
moment They will fire”

- Salvos of Mercy
From a selection of poems by Ibrahim Nasrallah
Translated by Ibrahim Muhawi
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Abstract

This thesis analyses the phenomenon of suicide bombings as manifested in the Palestinian
landscape of conflict and attempts to construct a theoretical framework of analysis to study
the phenomenon. It investigates Hamas, and most specifically its resort to suicide
bombings, from the time of its inception in 1988 to its electoral victory in 2006. In
focussing on a particular organisation this work rejects the notion of a monolithic Islamist
global threat perpetrated by individuals that are irrational and propelled solely by religion
and the call to jihad, irrespective of their organisational affiliation and geographical
location. Instead such categorisations are rebuffed by using tools provided by International
Relations theory and examples of Hamas that illustrate why and how suicide operations are
adopted in a particular socio-political setting. Hence, at its core, this thesis probes how
concepts and methods in contemporary International Relations can assist in explaining and
understanding the phenomenon of suicide bombings using the specific empirical case of the
Hamas.

Three broad theoretical methodologies/approaches are utilised in the constructed theoretical
framework of analysis, namely Rational Choice Theory, Social Constructivism and the Just
War thesis. Each of these is believed to grant equally crucial insights into specific aspects
of suicide operations, which when amalgamated provide a more holistic understanding of
the phenomenon in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Within this given theoretical structure
the thesis demonstrates how Palestinian suicide operations are, first and foremost, a
complex combination of instrumental and expressive violence which are adopted by
rational actors to assert power, achieve political and/or societal survival and enable
retaliation and competition. Second, this work reveals how suicide operations perform an
important role in the formation and consolidation of Palestinian national identity and also
demonstrates how such acts are used as a mechanism to delineate both organisational and
individual space. Finally, this thesis probes how political Islam is employed to facilitate the
articulation, justification and legitimisation of suicide operations as a modern-day jihad to
Palestinian society through the means of modern interpretations and fatwas.

In its endeavours to formulate a more holistic understanding of suicide operations in the
Israeli — Palestinian conflict this work consciously uses both positivist and post-positivist
concepts as part of its theoretical framework. However, while it employs neo-utilitarian
choice-theoretic assumptions as a methodological tool to illustrate one facet of suicide
bombings it is, both ontologically and epistemologically, more closely aligned with post-
positivists approaches. As such it challenges basic rationalist assumptions that claim value
neutrality and treat actors as possessing identities and interests that are autogenous and pre-
social. Finally, the methodological structure of this thesis is based on qualitative research
which utilises not only primary and secondary source literature but also interview-based
field data collected in both Israel and the Palestinian territories from December 2004 to
January 2005.
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ACRONYMS

AQ Al-Qaeda

BSO Black September Organisation

DFLP Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine

IDF Israel Defence Forces

IRM Islamic Resistance Movement (Hamas)

DOP Declaration of Principles

HAMAS Harakat al-Mugawma al-Islamiya or the IRM

LTTE Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam

MB Muslim Brotherhood

MHM Militant Heroic Martyrdom

PA Palestinian Authority

PFLP Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine

PIJ Palestinian Islamic Jihad

PLA Palestine Liberation Army

PLO Palestine Liberation Organisation
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PNC Palestine National Council
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PPP Palestinian People’s Party (formerly Palestinian
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QB The Qassam Brigades

UNC United National Command (also known as UNLU)

UNLU United National Leadership of the Uprising (also
known as UNC)
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Hijra
Hudna
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Istish’had/istish ’hadi(yyin)

the site of the Prophet Muhammad’s ascension to
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Hamas’ strike groups; literally translates as “shooting
arms”

martyrdom operation
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Mujahid/Mujahidin(un)
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Shahada
Shahadat
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Shari’a
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Shi’ia

originally referred to the darkness and unrest of total
pagan ignorance in the pre-Islamic era. In modern
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Battalions of ‘Izz al-Din al-Qassam, Hamas’ formal
military wing

the direction to face during prayer

bride-price

the chanted introduction to a song/anthem

the heavens; the Prophet’s ascent to the heavens
covenant (in this work Hamas’s Covenant)
Muslim legislator

a local religious leader

struggle for the sake of the Lord

a warrior on the path of God; fighter(s) of the jihad
Muslim settler(s) of the frontier

the defeat; literally ‘the catastrophe’, a term which
refers to the 1948-49 war and large-scale expulsion of
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literally ‘the setback’; the term refers to the defeat of
1967

patience

literally ‘young men’ or ‘guys’; the term historically
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martyrdom
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contemporary terminology and used as a counterpoint
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Islamic law
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First Arab-Israeli War
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Sumud
Sunna/h
Sunni

Tabligh
Tafjirat intihariyya
Tahdiya

Ulama
Umma

Waqf

steadfastness

Sayings and actions of the Prophet

the followers of sunnah who accepted the caliphate of
Abu Bakr who was chosen by consensus; the majority
sect in Islam

education
suicide operation
cease-fire

scholars or people trained in the religious sciences
the Muslim community

a religious endowment



Israel and the Occupied Territories of West Bank and Gaza

ISRAEL SYRIAN

MaVono* capful ARAB
(Mnd iimfoii oaram REPUBLIC
Cav. M i

NCWTHERN

P*as_gre >Ey!
acuwliM d towe heew e MeriUie . M
AnNMoa Ownararten Ln#
OMmsi imoMui Orajwary
Manon*
Stunhr) net
OfWowl
O»weManra

: BKIJtAL *
iFA4 7wv
ttni.
S<JUTHH*S
EGYPT
8§ I H A >
SAUW
ARABIA
Map Mo 3W «** Z UNITED NWIONS Ofp*ftma« ol FW aukoana Opztnnra
January 2004 Carto91* 1-*: Sfeten

As reproduced in Mohammed M. Hafez, Manufacturing Human Bombs: The Making of Palestinian Suicide
Bombers, Washington, DC: United States Institute of Peace Press, 2006.



UN Resolution 181 Partition Map (1947) and the Rhodes Armistice Lines
(1949) Showing Territory Conquered by Israel Beyond Resolution 181

Allocations
PASSIA
Jenin
Mediterranean Mediterranean
Sea Sea
Nablus Nablus.
Ramallah# Ramallah

Bethlehem!

Hebron*
Proposed Jewish State Proposed Jewish State
Proposed Arab State Arab territory
Internationally administered Territories seized by Israel
'Corpus Separatum’ beyond the area for the
of Jerusalem proposed Jewish State

Palestinian Academic Society for the Study of International Affairs (PASSIA) as reproduced in Cheryl A.
Rubenberg, The Palestinians: In Search ofa Just Peace, Boulder: Colorado, Lynne Rienner Publishers

Inc., 2003.



The Oslo Il Agreement (1995) Showing Areas A, B, and C

Tulkarem pt

Qalqgilya »

RtMONIM

Jer usal KALYA

ISRAEL

Area A - Palestinian cities
Area B - Palestinian villages

Area C - Israeli settlement,
military areas and state lands

Main Israeli settlements

Palestinian Academic Society for the Study of International Affairs (PASSIA) as reproduced in
Cheryl A. Rubenberg, The Palestinians: In Search of a Just Peace, Boulder: Colorado, Lynne
Rienner Publishers Inc., 2003.



Chapter I: Introduction

“...suppose they were an influence, a thing invulnerable,
intangible, without front or back, drifting about like a gas?
Armies were like plants, immobile as a whole, firm-rooted,

nourished through long stems to the head.
The Arabs might be a vapour.”
-T.E. Lawrence’

L Rationale and Argument

On April 16, 1993 twenty-two year old Sahar Tamam Nablusi packed a white Mitsubishi
van with cooking-gas canisters, placed a copy of the Qur’an on the passenger seat and
purposely barrelled into two buses, killing himself and another Palestinian and wounding
eight Israclis?. The militant Palestinian Islamist group, Hamas claimed responsibility for
the attack which was the first suicide bombing in the decades old landscape of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict. The attack was so unexpected and novel that even days later the
Jerusalem Post continued to call it an “apparent suicide”. Of course today, fourteen years
later, there no longer exists such hesitation in identifying these increasingly common

attacks as suicide bombings.

Suicide as a mode of political protest is by no means a recent phenomenon nor has it been
practiced by one people or faith alone. Early Christian martyrs suffered gruesome tortures
and deaths for their religious convictions and for these early Christians martyrdom was a
form of religious persecution®. The early Persian Ismailis — Nizaris, more commonly
known as the hashishiyun (assassins), were a Shi’ia sect based in north-western Iran in
the eleventh and twelfth centuries. These skilled assassins targeted heavily guarded

political and military leaders in missions where the likelihood of escape was often

! T.E. Lawrence, ‘Guerrilla’ (1929)

? Amanda Ripley, ‘Why Suicide Bombing is Now All the Rage’, Time in Partnership with CNN (07 April
2002), available at: http://www.time.com/time/magazine/article/0,9171,227546-1,00.html. Date Accessed:
18 February 2007.

* Joyce E. Salisbury, Blood of Martyrs: Unintended Consequences of Ancient Violence (New York:
Routledge, 2004)


http://www.time.eom/time/magazine/article/0.9171.227546-l.00.html

impossible and characteristically murdered their targets before sometimes killing
themselves with the same dagger®. The hashishiyun were so effective that they came to
be feared and demonised by both Sunni leaders in the region and the heads of Christian

Crusader states alike.

The first contact the modern Western world had with suicide attacks as a pre-meditated
political-military phenomenon was during the Second World War when over three
thousand Japanese army and navy pilots died attempting to crash their planes into Allied
ships and aircraft carriers®. The term ‘Kamikaze’ refers specifically to the Shinpi (‘divine
wind’) Special Attack Corps formed in October 1944 whose pilots rammed their
airplanes, gliders and manned torpedoes into Allied vessels. Though the efficacy of
Kamikaze attacks may be debatable they nonetheless continued unabated till August 1945
when Japan surrendered. It is commonly accepted that these attacks damaged or sank at
least 375 U.S. naval vessels and killed over twelve thousand American servicemen®.
However, even more significant than the military efficacy of the Kamikaze is the fact that
this was perhaps the first time that modern ‘Western’ nations fought a fully trained and
equipped army that belonged to a radically different cultural tradition with starkly

different conventions of war’.

After the Kamikaze missions the wave of suicide bombings conducted by Hizballah (‘the
party of God’), a Lebanese Shi’ite group, from early 1983 to mid-1985, signalled the re-
emergence of suicide attacks in their most contemporary form. The first of these attacks
were the truck bombings of the US Marine and French barracks in Beirut in October 1983
which killed two hundred and forty one US soldiers and fifty eight French troops. After
this initial attack Hizballah continued to target U.S., French and Israeli troops in Lebanon

* Bernard Lewis, The Assassins: A Radical Sect in Islam (New York: Oxford University Press, 1967);
Marshall G.S. Hodgson, The Order of the Assassins: The Struggle of the Early Nizari Ismailis Against the
Islamic World (The Hague: Mouton & Co., 1955); W.B. Bartlett, The Assassins: The Story of Medieval
Islam’s Secret Sect (Stroud, England: Sutton, 2001)

3 Peter Hill, ‘Kamikaze, 1943-5’ in Diego Gambetta (ed.), Making Sense of Suicide Missions (Oxford and
New York: Oxford University Press, 2005).

¢ See also: Emiko Ohnuki-Tierney, Kamikaze, Cherry Blossoms and Nationalisms (Chicago: Chicago
University Press, 2002); Albert Axell and Hideaki Kase, Kamikaze: Japan's Suicide Gods (London:
Longmans, 2002); Hatsuho Naito, Thunder Gods: The Kamikaze Pilots Tell Their Story (Tokyo: Kodansha
International, 1989); and Rikihei Inoguchi and Tadashi Nakajima, The Divine Wind (New York: Bantam
Books, 1960)

7 Ruth Benedict, The Chrysanthemum and the Sword (Cambridge, Massachusetts: The Riverside Press,
1946)



conducting a total of thirty-six suicide attacks in the 1980s and successfully evicting these

forces from Lebanon®.

By 1990 the contemporary use of suicide attacks had spread further. In July 1990, the
Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE), a Hindu-Marxist group, began targeting Sri
Lankan political leaders in their fight for a Tamil homeland. The LTTE is reputed to have
invented the concealed suicide bomb vests and is known for conducting suicide
operations on land, sea and air. It is also the only organisation which has successfully
assassinated two heads of state in suicide missions, including the former Indian Prime
Minister, Rajiv Gandhi. In the Middle East, Hamas and the Palestinian Islamic Jihad (PIJ)
began conducting suicide attacks against Israeli settlers, troops and citizens in 1993 and
1994 respectively. A number of experts believe that Hamas cadres were trained in the
tactical use of suicide attacks in 1992 when a few hundred Hamas members were
deported to southern Lebanon by the Israeli state as punitive action taken for the killing of
five Israeli servicemen. Still others believe that while Hamas received no direct training,
Hizballah’s successful deployment of this tactic against the American, French and Israeli
troops from Lebanon in the early 1980s may have influenced it to adopt suicide missions

as a “copy-cat phenomenon”’

. Either way, it seems that the strategic use of suicide
missions has slowly become entrenched in the Palestinian consciousness and hence in the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Incidents of suicide attacks have also increased dramatically
in various other parts of the globe since the mid-1990 and can be traced today to regions
as diverse as Kashmir, Turkey, the Persian Gulf, the United States, Spain, Great Britain,
Afghanistan, Pakistan and Iraq - indicating that a deeper understanding of this

phenomenon is a definite necessity.

¥ See for example: Martin Kramer, ‘The Moral Logic of Hizballah’, in Walter Reich (ed.), Origins of
Terrorism: Psychologies, Ideologies, Theologies, States of Mind (Cambridge and New York: Woodrow
Wilson International Center for Scholars and Cambridge University Press, 1990); Hala Jaber, Hezbollah:
Born with a Vengeance (New York: Columbia University Press, 1997); Amal Saad-Ghorayeb, Hizbullah:
Politics and Religion (London: Pluto Press, 2002); Judith Palmer Harik, Hezbollah: The Changing Face of
Terrorism (London and New York: I.B. Tauris, 2005)

® Personal interview with Yoram Schweitzer, Jaffee Center for Strategic Studies (JCSS), Tel Aviv
University, 23 December 2004. For a more theoretical approach on the contagion effects of suicide
bombing see for example: Martha Crenshaw, ‘The Logic of Terrorism: Terrorist Behaviour as a Product of
Strategic Choice’, in Walter Reich (ed.), Origins of Terrorism, opt. cit.



Robert Pape points out that the defining characteristic of modem suicide attacks is that
for the first time multiple actors are simultaneously opting to use suicide missions as a
mechanism of engagement and coercion across the globe where previously there had
never been more than one suicide bombing campaign active in a given period of time'’.
Suicide attacks have therefore emerged as an operational tactic applied to achieve
different political and military ends in vastly different conflicts and circumstances. As
such each conflict must be studied individually to understand what prompts, enables and
legitimises the resort to suicide attacks in each specific context. The point of entry into
this research then is, first and foremost, the rejection of the monolithic Islamist global
threat so evident in popular literature today in favour of an in-depth examination of a
specific case study, i.e. Hamas’ use of suicide missions in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict
from 1993 to 2006. It is believed that only a detailed analysis can equip one to trace the
trajectory of violence in this conflict and thus identify why and how suicidal violence
emerged and was adopted as a mechanism of engagement on both an individual and
organisational level in this specific landscape of conflict. Analysing the Israeli-Palestinian
case in the longue durée also enables one to develop a clearer understanding of why

suicidal violence emerged and escalated at a given point in time in this conflict.

This thesis does not propose to provide solutions or policy recommendations — though its
findings can contribute to both. Instead it constructs a theoretical framework of analysis
based on empirical evidence and a qualitative methodology. In doing so, this work not only

*11 but also simultaneously

attempts to address the ‘theoretical paucity of terrorism literature
seeks to question if concepts and methods in contemporary IR theory can explain and
understand the phenomenon of suicidal violence. It argues that the emergence of suicidal

violence in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is based on three interrelated factors:

1 Robert Pape, Dying to Win: The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism (London: Gibson Square, 2006)

I Qee for example: Martha Crenshaw, ‘Current Research on Terrorism: The Academic Perspective’, Studies
in Conflict and Terrorism, Vol. 15, No. 1 (1992); Magnus Ranstorp, ‘Introduction: Mapping Terrorism
Research - Challenges and Priorities’, in Magnus Ranstorp (ed.), Mapping Terrorism Research: State of the
Art, Gaps and Future Direction (New York: Routledge, 2007); Andrew Silke, ‘The Devil You Know:
Continuing Problems with Research on Terrorism’, Terrorism and Political Violence, Vol. 13, No. 4 (Winter
2001)
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(i) The expressive and instrumental rationality of suicide missions, which explains
why suicidal violence emerged and is used as a mechanism of engagement with the

Israeli state;

(ii) The struggle for a national identity and the culturally entrenched norm of
militant heroic martyrdom, which explains Ahow suicidal violence evolved

specifically within the Palestinian socio-political setting; and

(iii) The ideological framework of jihad as reinterpreted by political Islam, which
explains how suicidal violence is justified, legitimised and enacted within the

Palestinian milieu.

Having identified these three factors this work then locates them within what are three
very different theoretical approaches in intemational relations in order to arrive at a
framework of analysis which may be applied to accurately study suicidal violence in the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. The three broad theoretical methodologies/approaches utilised
in this endeavour are the Rational Actor Model (which is rooted in Rational Choice
Theory), Social Constructivism and the Just War thesis. This work stresses that despite
their differences each of these grant equally crucial insights into specific aspects of
suicide operations, and only when amalgamated enable a more holistic understanding of
the phenomenon in the Israeli Palestinian conflict. In its endeavours to formulate a more
holistic understanding of suicide operations in the Israeli — Palestinian conflict this work
thus consciously uses both positivist and post-positivist concepts as part of its theoretical
framework. However, while it employs neo-utilitarian choice-theoretic assumptions as a
methodological tool to illustrate one facet of suicide bombings it is, both ontologically
and epistemologically, more closely aligned with post-positivists approaches. As such it
challenges basic rationalist assumptions that claim value neutrality and treat actors as
possessing identities and interests that are autogenous and pre-social. At the same time
this work also acknowledges the merit of utilising specific positivist concepts in order to

facilitate a deeper understanding of suicidal violence in the Palestinian territories.



IL. Definitional Parameters, Terminology and Theoretical Framework

It must be noted that while the focus of this research perforce locates it within the broader
sphere of terrorism literature, this work consciously eschews, when possible, the term
‘suicide terrorism’ in favour of ‘suicide bombing(s)/attack(s)/operation(s)/or suicidal
violence’. This is not only in an effort to avoid any normative implications implicit in the
term ‘terrorism’ but also because the term has, in contemporary times, been extended to
cover “what used to be called guerrilla warfare, separatism, civil war, armed resistance and
all other forms of political violence,”'2. Consequently the term is now often used
indiscriminately by parties intending to de-legitimise any armed resistance challenging an
established authority in order to enhance political mobilisation in favour of the status quo.
As such the terms specified above are used not only for their tactical specificity but also in
an attempt to reassert what were previously much more delineated spaces in studies of
asymmetrical and non-conventional warfare. Occasionally, in attempting to contextualise
the use of suicide attacks and thereby approaching the phenomenon from a specifically
Palestinian perspective, the term ‘martyrdom operation’ is also used in this work to
describe these attacks — with the full knowledge that it is both heavily normative and

culturally resonant.

A suicide attack is defined in very specific terms in this thesis. Thus for the purpose of this
work a suicide attack is “a politically motivated violent attack perpetrated by a self-aware
individual (or individuals) who actively and purposely causes his own death through
blowing himself up along with his chosen target. The perpetrator’s ensured death is a
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precondition for the success of his mission” ”. Thus a suicide attack is an operational

method in which the operative is fully aware that the mission “will not be executed if he is

not killed in the process™**

. The precondition of death is what differentiates a suicide attack
from other types of high-risk attacks where the possibility of death may exist but is not a
requirement. The attack itself can be conducted by activating explosives either womn or
carried by the operative as a portable explosive charge (for example in a backpack) or

altematively explosives may be planted in a vehicle that is driven by the operative(s). In

12 Daniel Heradstveit and David C. Pugh, ‘The Rhetoric of Hegemony: How the Extended Definition of
Terrorism Redefines International Relations’, NUPI Paper 649 (Oslo: Norwegian Institute for International
Affairs, 2003), p. 1

® Yoram Schweitzer, ‘Suicide Terrorism: Development and Main Characteristics’ in Countering Suicide
Terrorism (Herzliya, Israel: (ICT) The International Policy Institute for Counter-Terrorism, 2001)

14 Boaz Ganor, ‘Suicide Attacks in Israel’, in Countering Suicide Terrorism, opt. cit., p. 134



cases where a vehicle is used, the attack is either carried out by parking and detonating the
vehicle in a densely populated area or by ramming it into a selected target (such as a bus or
building)ls . For this work a failed suicide mission is defined as one in which the attack fails
as a direct result of either errors made by the bomber at the time of executing the mission or
if he/she is intercepted by counter-terror forces before completing the mission.
Additionally, bystander/civilian intervention, if it is a direct cause of complete mission
failure, is also included in this category. Thus in each case, irrespective of why the mission
failed, the operative once again consciously intended to kill him/herself from the very onset

as part of the attack.

The theoretical framework incorporates a number of key concepts in IR. The overarching
framework for this thesis is provided by nationalism and national identity formation which
grant the overall context for the study and are used to explain Aow suicide bombing evolved
in the Palestinian territories in Chapter IV. Other key concepts used include: the notion of
expressive and instrumental violence, which is used primarily in Chapter III to highlight
why suicidal violence is used on both an organisational and individual level; and political
Islam, which is used mainly in Chapter V to once again illustrate 2ow suicide bombings are
legitimised and enacted as the religious duty of a jihad specifically within the Palestinian

socio-political cultural milieu.

(i) Nationalism and National Identity Formation:

Nationalism and the attempt to establish a nation-state are considered by this work to be the
key reasons behind the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Juval Portugali states that: “Zionism and
Palestinianism were the very origins, the very generative forces which have brought into

existence both Israeli and Palestinian societies as well as the conflicts between them”'®.

3 It is on the basis of this definition that this work rejects the assertion that the first ‘suicide’ attack in the
Israeli-Palestinian context was conducted at the Lod Airport in 1972 by the Japanese Red Army (JRA) on
behalf of the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP). This attack bore only superficial similarity
to what are identified as contemporary suicide missions. Of the three Japanese Marxists who conducted the
operation, one was killed by his own companion when he ran out of ammunition, the other killed himself with
a grenade when faced with capture and the third was severely injured but captured when trying to flee the
terminal. Instead, on the basis of the above definition of a suicide mission, the Lod airport attack would be a
good example of a high-risk mission instead. See for example, “What Happened at Lod Airport in 19722’
http://www.palestinefacts.org/pf 1967101991 lod_1972.php. Date Accessed: 19th November 2005.

18 Juval Portugali, Implicate Relations: Society and Space in the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict (Boston and
Dordrecht, The Netherlands: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 1993), p. 36



http://www.palestinefacts.ors/vf

However, this work in trying to identify mainly the internal impetuses for the emergence of
suicidal violence focuses primarily on Palestinian nationalism, though Zionism and the

Israeli state are also acknowledged as playing a role in Palestinian identity formation.

Nationalism provides individuals with the means for collective security, belonging and
identity and at its very core focuses on the “distribution of land among nations”!”. Elements
of “territory, place and environment (i.e. spatial entities) in relation to people and their

collective memories (i.e. temporal entities)”18

are its fundamental components. Territorial
and statehood claims are legitimised and justified by nations through a process of referring
to their history on the land - which in essence tends to take the form of recounting the
memory of a continuous and long-standing association with the land claimed. Of course
myths and legends are a part and parcel of such a narration and history is constantly re-
made and reinterpreted in the telling'®. At the same time, the remaking and reinterpretation
of history is rooted in the narrator’s circumstances and experiences of historical processes
and impacted by those the narrator deems as significant ‘others’®. In other words,

fundamentally embedded in the construction of history are relations of power.

Nationalism is therefore tied to a specific geographical space, a ‘homeland’, which is
imbued with meaning and subject to history-creating and myths and romanticed in art and

literature. It is an “ideology of boundedness™'

. Nationalism is also a homogenisation
project, i.e. it attempts to carve out a common identity on the basis of shared experiences,
memories, spaces and others. It applies norms of conformity to a given society and is, in
that sense, about conforming with norms; about “being like others and doing (sic) what

others do”?. Language, religion, tradition are all vehicles of facilitating homogenisation

Y Ibid. p. 37

¥ Helena Lindholm Schulz, The Reconstruction of Palestinian Nationalism: Between Revolution and
Statehood (Manchester and New York: Manchester University Press, 1999), p. 6

' E.H.Carr, What is History? (Basingstoke: Palgrave, 2001, 40" anniversary edition).

® Thomas H. Eriksen, Ethnicity and Nationalism: Anthropological Perspectives (London and Boulder,
Colorado: Pluto Press, 1993)

2! Schulz, opt. cit.., p. 6; See also: Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origins and
Spread of Nationalism (London: Verso,1991); Anthony D. Smith, Nationalism in the Twentieth Century
(Oxford: Martin Robertson, 1979); Anthony D. Smith and John Hutchinson, Nationalism (Oxford and New
York: Oxford University Press, 1994)

2 Zygmunt Bauman, Life in Fragments: Essays in Postmodern Morality (Oxford: Blackwell Publishers,
1995)



and thereby ‘creating’ the nation. Nations are thus socially and culturally constructed; in

other words they are imagined through language, religion, norms and traditions.

Palestinian nationalism and the process of national identity formation therefore explain
how a given socio-political, cultural reality impacts the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and
facilitates the emergence of suicidal violence. This work focuses on how inter-subjective
practices between actors in the Israeli-Palestinian setting results in the formation of
Palestinian identities and interests in the process of interaction. At the same time, it takes
into account Palestinian identities and interests as they existed prior to the period of
study, i.e. before 1987. This work recognises the role that violence plays in Palestinian
identity formation and consolidation and, in recognising the trajectory of protest and
violence in the Israeli-Palestinian interaction over the past fifty years, it contextualises the
adoption of suicide bombings as a mode of violent protest from the period commencing
in the early 1990s. Consequently multiple factors that would otherwise be ignored are
taken into consideration in attempting to formulate a deeper understanding of how this
phenomenon emerged specifically in the early 1990s and was adopted as the dominant
form of protest by the second Intifada.

This background and contextualising not only enables the formulation of this
understanding on both the organisational and individual levels but also allows one to
comprehend how the act of suicide bombing serves multiple functions for different levels
in Palestinian society. The adoption and support of suicide bombings can thus be
understood as the assertion of power in a situation of powerlessness as well as the
assertion of an identity. This assertion of power and identity operates simultaneously on
three different levels, i.e. at the level of the organisation, that of the individual bomber
and finally at the level of Palestinian society, which constantly interact and influence each
other. The increasing support for the use of this tool by Palestinian society can also
explain why suicide bombings were adopted as a strategy by secular Fatah and even the
left wing PFLP. It is also interesting to note how the act of suicide bombing is used as a
mechanism to delineate both organisational and individual space. Therefore, suicide
bombings are a mechanism whereby the organisations/individuals can not only stand
apart from the society as proactive and powerful actors but also simultaneously a

mechanism utilised, by all levels, to reintegrate with this society and identify with its



grievances. The success and survival of all levels is consequently based upon the
sustainable ability to assert an identity distinct from the rest of Palestinian society as well
as the ability to simultaneously affiliate and identify with the same society. Hence, it is
essential that both the organisation and the individual be consistently perceived to be
representative of broader societal sentiments and also be perceived as furthering a

common cause -in this case that of independence from Israeli occupation.

(ii) Political Islam

Often referred to as Islamism or Fundamentalism, political Islam refers to movements and
ideologies which draw upon Islamic terms, symbols and events in order to articulate a
distinctly modern, political agenda®®. Modem political Islam therefore co-exists with and
responds to secular ideologies in the Middle East and operates at the intersections with
major twentieth century ideologies such as Marxism, fascism, nationalism and capitalism.
Consequently, it shares with these secular movements both grievances and goals. In recent
times, political Islam has acquired a central role in the analysis of Middle Eastern politics
and the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is not excluded from this focus®*. The resurgence of
political Islam is believed to have resulted from a complex combination of reasons
including: the overall deterioration of socio-economic conditions in the region, the collapse
of prevailing political systems, a rejection of foreign influences and the concurrent
assertion of a specific cultural identity. Moreover, while Islamic resurgence is not a new
phenomenon and Islamic history has traditionally seen the emergence and decline of
various revivalist movements, the contemporary resurgence is believed to be significantly

different in that it has been profoundly impacted by the region’s colonial experience.

2 For discussions of Islamism versus Muslim politics and other terminology see for example: Ray Takeyh
and Nikolas K. Gvosdev, The Receding Shadow of the Prophet: The Rise and Fall of Radical Political Islam
(Westport, Connecticut and London: Praeger, 2004); Bassam Tibi, The Challenge of Fundamentalism:
Political Islam and the New World Disorder (Berkley, Los Angeles and London: University of California
Press, 1998); Joel Beinin and Joe Stork (eds.), Political Islam: Essays from Middle East Report (Berkley and
Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1997)

% John Esposito, The Islamic Threat: Myth or Reality? (New York: Oxford University Press, 1999); See also
John L. Esposito and Frangois Burgat (ed.), Modernizing Islam: Religion in the Public Sphere in the Middle
East and Europe (London: Hurst, 2003); Bassam Tibi, ‘The Renewed Role of Islam in the Political and Social
Development of the Middle East’, Middle East Journal, Vol. 37, No. 1 (Summer 1983); Ali E. Hillal
Dessouki, Islamic Resurgence in the Arab World ( New York: Praeger, 1982)
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European colonialism introduced into the Middle East, alongside capitalist exploitation and
numerous artificially created states, a host of Western ideologies including socialism,
communism and free-market capitalism, all of which wrought far-reaching changes in the
region. The modernisation and industrialisation that was brought about as a result of
colonisation increased literacy levels and side-lined traditional Islamic-based learning. The
corresponding urban migration also led to the decline of traditional agrarian modes of
production. All these factors combined to create conditions in which Arab identity was
strongly challenged by notions of Western social order. Even when colonial rule ended in
the region, its legacy, in the shape of Western systems of government and policies that
encouraged economic and social modemisation, continued to be practiced by Arab regimes.
While this created ideal conditions for the resurgence of political Islam, it was the 1967 war
which represented a benchmark in this resurgence. The humiliating Arab defeat not only
marked the decline of pan-Arabism but also an increasing alienation of Arab masses from
political rulers and systems along with a disenchantment with Westem-inspired approaches
to politics and power in the Middle East. In other words, it is from 1967 onwards that Arab
masses began moving away from secular political ideologies and looked instead towards

Islam to provide them with a sense of identity.

In the Palestinian territories political Islam has also witnessed a remarkable revival, though
organisations like Hamas are not dedicated to attaining political power for Islamic reasons
alone. After the 1967 war the Palestinian national struggle was led by secular forces like
Fatah, the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP) and Palestine Liberation
Organisation (PLO). The Islamic movement remained relatively weak in comparison in this
period and gained momentum only after the defeat of the PLO in Lebanon in 1982%,
Hamas gained ground as a highly-politicised Islamic, anti-occupation force in the
Palestinian territories during the first intifada. Even so, it must be emphasised that political
Islam has never replaced the ideology of nationalism in the Palestinian territories and the
struggle for national identity has, as yet, never been superseded by the quest for an Islamic
identity. Instead Hamas both acquired and maintained legitimacy by deliberately and
systematically harnessing political Islam to Palestinian nationalist aspirations and

objectives. In this manner, political Islam, shaped by intersection with modern secular ideas

% Beverly Milton-Edwards, Islamic Politics in Palestine (London and New York: I.B. Tauris, 1996), p. 8
11



and ideologies, has adapted to address contemporary international realities and co-opted the

Palestinian nationalist agenda.

Hamas therefore uses the language of political Islam to specifically construct a narrative of
jihad against the Israeli state as part of the Palestinian national struggle. It is political Islam
which facilitates the convergence of the Palestinian nationalist project (which would
obviously establish a state in the Westphalian sense) with the classical Islamic agenda of
establishing dar al islam (i.e. the abode of peace which transcends all state and national
boundaries). Political Islam also provides Hamas with the tools to legitimise the use of
suicidal violence to the Palestinian public as a modem day jihad fought against a
disproportionately powerful enemy with the only tools available — suicide bombers.
Therefore, this work asserts that political Islam facilitates the expansion of the traditional
concept of jihad (which is by definition a just and limited war) to include the concept of
total war (which is by definition fought without restraints). This convergence of these
evidently opposing concepts under the broad rubric of jihad is what is crucial to explaining
how suicidal violence is successfully justified and legitimised as jihad in Palestinian
society. In illustrating the role of political Islam in suicide operations conducted
specifically by Hamas in the Israeli-Palestinian arena of conflict, this work contributes to
the debate on the relationship between violence, Islam and the contemporary world and
demonstrates that Hamas’ use of religious rhetoric to justify violence, in fact, facilitates a
distinctly modern political agenda. Hamas’ political ambitions are identified as specifically
state-oriented and the political language of religion, in this case of political Islam, is seen to
be used to specifically grant legitimacy to the movement. This work locates jihad and
consequently martyrdom operations as central themes in the political Islamic rhetoric
adopted by Hamas arguing that Hamas’ ability to resort to suicide operations is rooted in a
radical interpretation of jihad and martyrdom. In short, this work demonstrates how the
build up of political Islamic rhetoric in the territories has increasingly facilitated the

legitimisation of suicidal violence against the Israeli state.

(iii) Political Violence
The study of violence continues to be a highly problematic area within the social sciences.

Charles Tilly identifies three broadly competing views of violence which serves to
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categorise the widespread debate to a large extent. The first categorises violence as
propensity-driven and locates the cause of violence “within the actor, calling attention to
genetic, emotional, or cognitive peculiarities that incline a particular individual, group, or

»26  The second view sees

category of persons to damaging behaviour more than others
violence as instrumental interaction and portrays violence as a means to a specific end
(power, wealth, prestige etc.). Finally the last view categorises violence as a cultural form
and argues that “the ready availability of certain ideas, practices, models and beliefs itself
promotes violent action”?’. In all cases, the very term ‘violence’ carries with it an
inherently negative connotation and by categorising any phenomenon as violent one serves

to condemn it.

Political violence, as a specific category of collective violence, may be defined as violence
that is motivated by political conditions. The use of political violence as a potential strategy
for social and national liberation movements suggests that violence is used to create and
consolidate identity — a factor that has already been discussed vis-a-vis Palestinian identity
formation above®. Approaching violence from this specific perspective fits into Tilly’s
second categorisation which sees violence as instrumental®”®. However, such an approach
inadvertently ignores the symbolic dimension of violence, i.e. what the practice of violence
says. The symbolic or expressive dimension of violence is significant in that it affords us
crucial insights into how violence transforms a social environment and enables us to
identify the ideological message that is conveyed to multiple audiences by the act®.
Violence therefore conveys cultural meanings, most importantly ideas of legitimacy. Max
Weber states that the concept of legitimacy entails that a social order is accepted as valid
either due to its historicity, its emotional value or its instrumental reasoning. “The
legitimacy of violence can be based upon each (and usually all) of the three aspects; it

presents itself as recreating ideas and behavioural models from the past; it appeals to strong

%8 Charles Tilly, Violent and Non-Violent Trajectories in Contentious Politics’ in Kenton Worcester, Sally A.
Bermanzohn and Mark Ungar (eds.), Violence and Politics: Globalization's Paradox (New York and London:
Routledge, 2002)

> Ibid.

% Jeffrey Murer, ‘The Clash Within: Intrapsychically Created Enemies and Their Roles in Ethnonationalist
Conflict’, in Kenton Worcester, Sally A. Bermanzohn and Mark Ungar (eds.), Violence and Politics, opt. cit.
% For a comprehensive view of violence as instrumental action see: Hannah Ardent, On Violence (London:
Allen Lane, 1970)

* David Riches, ‘The Phenomenon of Violence’, in David Riches (ed.), The Anthropology of Violence
(Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1986) , p. 8
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feelings of social closure based on the experience of either superiority or suffering, as
generated by this very tradition of confrontation; and it offers itself as the most direct route
to asserting the interests of those collectivities established by the above two
mechanisms™". Violence is therefore a performative act and the symbolism of violence

encompasses narratives and inscriptions of violence.

Najib Ghadbian in his study of linkages between political Islam and violence in the Middle
East identifies four types of politically motivated violence that has existed for at least the
last two decades in the region®. The first type is armed struggle and counter-violence that
emerges in direct response to extreme repression by a regime, as seen in Iraq, Syria and
Libya. The second type of political violence has taken the form of conflict between
governments and radical Islamists as seen in Algeria and Egypt. The third type of political
violence is motivated by nationalist goals of liberation and can be located in both the
Islamist and National Resistance Movement in South Lebanon and the Palestinian struggle
for statehood. The final type of political violence Ghadbian identifies is the attacks
conducted by supporters and branches of Al-Qaeda (AQ)”. In all cases, Islamic
movements in the Middle East can be seen as employing violence to achieve specific goals.
This work categorise Hamas’ use of violence, and suicide bombings, as violence directed
towards the goal of national liberation. Furthermore, Hamas’ political use of violence is
also the link between Palestinian national identity formation and political Islam in the

occupied territories.

This work sees suicide attacks as a volatile and complex combination of instrumental and
expressive violence. In other words, they are both acts of expediency and practical reason
as well as acts that are simultaneously symbolic, ritualistic and communicative. This
combination implicitly reflects a division between the leaders of these movements and the
individuals who actually commit these acts. Hence, suicidal violence is definitely a case

of strategic choice for the organisers where the operatives are merely a tool or a weapon

*! Ingo W. Schréder and Bettina E. Schmidt, ‘Introduction: Violent Imaginaries and Violent Practices’ in Ingo
W. Schréder and Bettina E. Schmidt (eds.), Anthropology of Violence and Conflict (London: Routledge,
2001)

32 Najib Ghadbian, ‘Political Islam: Inclusion or Violence?’ in Kenton Worcester, Sally A. Bermanzohn and
Mark Ungar (eds.), Violence and Politics, opt. cit.

% In this case, the geographical area of study is more ambiguous as are the goals of the many branches and
associated organisations of AQ.
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of war. However, the act is presented to and subsequently internalised by the suicide
bomber as one with religious and ritual significance. The distinction between the
organisation and its leaders on the one hand and the bombers on the other can also be
used to explain the choice of suicidal violence as a ‘rational choice’ for both parties
involved. For the leaders it is a rational choice because it is economical, flexible and has a
powerful impact both psychologically and strategically. It is, in other words, the epitome
of the ‘smart bomb’. For the bombers it is a rational choice because no matter how they
interpret their personal ‘jihad’- the cost of sacrificing the mortal life is much less than the
benefits they accrue in doing so. This implicit but vital division between those that are

willing to die and those that are willing to kill is crucial to understand the phenomenon.

Given this background this work links these three concepts to three theoretical
approaches/methodologies in international relations, namely: Social Constructivism, the
Just War thesis and the Rational Actor Model, in order to construct a theoretical framework
for analysis. However, the model is constructed on a ‘why’ and ‘how’ basis. In other words,
the rational actor model is first used to explain why suicide attacks, as acts of instrumental
and expressive violence, are adopted in the Palestinian setting. The model then uses social
constructivism to account for the ‘box’ of Palestinian nationalism and national identity
formation and explains Aow suicide bombings emerged in the Isracli-Palestinian conflict.
Finally, the revised understanding of the just war thesis is applied to enable the reader to
comprehend how political Islam facilitates the use of suicidal violence in the occupied
territories. The thesis contends that it is only through a simultaneous application of these
three approaches in tandem that the phenomenon of suicidal violence in the Palestinian

milieu can be fully understood, analysed and explained.

ITI. Literature and its Limitations

This section outlines the key theories forwarded on the causes of suicide attacks and
highlights some of the limitations inherent in the same. In doing so, it not only locates this
work within the existing literature but simultaneously attempts to disrupt traditional
readings of suicidal violence thereby suggesting potential avenues of revising and/or

expanding this research. It must be noted that this survey by no means professes to be

15



exhaustive but aims instead to outline only the main approaches in the study of suicide

attacks.

In international relations analyses of the causes of suicidal violence emerge from the arena
of security studies - and even more specifically from the literature on terrorism studies and
studies in non-conventional and asymmetrical warfare. In fact, studies on suicidal violence
can be seen as a subset of the broader field of terrorism studies. Till recently the bulk of the
terrorism literature was produced in the 1970s and 1980s in response to the emergence of
various left-wing movements in Europe, nationalist movements in South America and of
religious (primarily Islamic) movements in the Middle East®. The research was conducted
by a handful of dedicated socials scientists and military experts who formed a committed,
albeit small, community of specialists in the field. Yet given the Cold War context and the
concurrent theoretical focus on neorealist theories of interstate conflict, terrorism literature,
despite being extensive and academically diverse, remained mostly in the periphery. Most
of the work also tended to address definitional and conceptual problems and empirically
tested findings on the long-term patterns and causes of terrorism remained limited. Even
more importantly, terrorism research, fettered by the paucity of systematic data and the
political sensitivity inherent to the topic, remained mostly unrelated to research in

international relations and mostly addressed a “policy’ audience.

In the post-Cold War era, neo-liberal and constructivist understandings challenged the neo-
realist conception of an anarchical world in unrelenting competition for security. Yet both
critiques remained, with a few exceptions®, largely focussed on patterns of behaviour in
interstate relations effectively relegating to the side-line any focus on the activities of
violent sub-state or non-state actors. Thus a clear disjunct has existed between work in
terrorism studies and international relations with the former developing more or less

independently of the research on international relations®®. Research on the even more

3 Walter Laqueur, The Age of Terrorism (Boston: Little Brown and Co., 1989, reprint)

3% See for example: Peter J. Katzenstein and Yutaka Tsujinaka, Defending the Japanese State: Structures,
Norms and the Political Response to Terrorism and Violence Social Protest in the 1970s and 1980s (Ithaca,
New York: East Asia Programme, Cornell University, 1991); See also David Leheny, ‘Symbols, Strategies,
and Choices for International Relations Scholarship after September 11°, Dialog-IO (Spring 2002)

3% As David Leheny points out specialists looked towards fields other than political science for theoretical
guidance in the 1980s and made forays into organisational theory and criminology. Indeed by the late 1980s
the political context was so removed from terrorism studies that doyen Martha Crenshaw organised a
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specific area of ‘suicide terrorism’ has been even further limited and emerged mostly in the
post-Hizballah context of the 1980s. The successive appearance of suicide bombing
campaigns in the Sri Lankan and Israeli- Palestinian context, in the late 1980s and early
1990s respectively, triggered more systematic area-specific work on suicide attacks in
specific research communities — yet even so, the field remained comparatively small and

somewhat removed from the concerns of international relations theory.

Since the September 11, 2001 attacks however, the situation has altered rather dramatically
for both terrorism research and especially for research on suicidal violence. The 9/11
suicide attacks have served to catapult terrorism studies from the relative periphery of
academic interest and policy concemn onto centre-stage*’, resulting in an absolute profusion
of literature on this topic in the past few years. This situation is even further bolstered by
the increasing use of suicide attacks in the Iraqi, Afghani and Pakistani sectors and the
resumption of attacks in Sri Lanka. Yet the bulk of the work which is emerging in terrorism
studies continues, like earlier research, to be ideologically biased and fragmented and

remains “narrative, condemnatory and prescriptive”38

. The masses of popular articles that
have been published since September 11% are repetitive and rarely demonstrate an in-depth
understanding or analyses of the phenomenon. Furthermore, the long-standing issue of
definition remains unresolved, as does the “inability to build a cohesive integrated

»3_Much of the research also continues to be “event driven™. Expert

cumulative theory
Martha Crenshaw’s assertion that the field of terrorism studies is “theoretically
impoverished and stands to gain in theoretical scope, precision, and cumulativeness of

4 also remains valid; and while scholars such as David Leheny have in the recent

findings
past attempted to link back their work to social movement theories such theoretically
grounded research still remains in its preliminary stages42 . The same set of charges can be

levied against literature focussing on suicidal violence.

conference titled ‘Terrorism in Context’ in order to emphasise the political context in which terrorist
campaigns emerged and occurred. See David Leheny, ‘Symbols, Strategies and Choices’, Ibid.

*7 Magnus Ranstorp, ‘Introduction: Mapping Terrorism Research’, opt. cit., p. 3

% Alex P. Schmid and Albert J. Jongman, Political Terrorism: A New Guide to Actors, Concepts, Data Bases,
Theories and Literature (Amsterdam and Oxford: North-Holland, 1988, 2™ edition)

** Magnus Ranstorp, ‘Introduction: Mapping Terrorism Research’, opt. cit., p. 4; See also: Andrew Silke,
‘The Devil You Know’, opt. cit.

“0 Martha Crenshaw, “The Psychology of Terrorism: An Agenda for the 21% Century’, Political Psychology
Vol. 21, No. 2 (2000), p. 405

1 Martha Crenshaw, ‘Current Research on Terrorism’, opt. cit., p. 1

“? See David Leheny, ‘Symbols, Strategies, and Choices’, opt. cit.
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This author believes that the paucity of international relations theory with regard to
literature on suicidal violence emerges primarily because the approaches which were
traditionally used in terrorism studies have been transplanted and applied with little or no
modification to the analyses of suicide attacks. As a result analyses of suicidal violence
suffer from the same set of drawbacks and limitations as traditional terrorism studies. The
remainder of this section will therefore briefly outline the key traditional approaches in
terrorism studies before providing an overview of how these have been applied to the

phenomenon of suicide attacks in the recent past.

Most terrorism studies use one or more of three very different levels of analysis*. At the
individual and group level of analysis, on which much of the work is focussed, the spotlight
is generally upon psychological and tactical explanations (terrorism as a product of
individual pathology**, relative deprivation45 , the contagion effect*s, etc.). Hence questions
such as why individuals opt to become operatives, what keeps them there, and determinants
of group dynamics are addressed by studies pitched at this level of analysis. The societal or
national level of explanation are characterised by attempts to identify causal links between
attacks and specific historical, cultural and socio-political characteristics of the society

under study (terrorism as a result of economic inequality47, political regime*®, societal

“ See for example: Brynjar Lia and Katja Skjelberg, Why Terrorism Occurs — A Survey of Theories and
Hypotheses on the Causes of Terrorism, Report 2000/02769 (Kjeller, Norway: The Norwegian Defense
Research Establishment, 2000). While these levels of analysis have been used by various studies the detailed
categories forwarded in this summary are those outlined by Lia and Skjelberg.

“ See for example: Jerrold M. Post, ‘Terrorist Psycho-Logic: Terrorist Behaviour as a Product of
Psychological Forces’ in Walter Reich (ed.), Origins of Terrorism, opt. cit.; Martha Crenshaw, ‘The Causes of
Terrorism®, Comparative Politics, Vol. 13, No. 4 (July 1981); Paul Wilkinson, ‘The Sources of Terrorism:
Terrorist’s Ideologies and Beliefs’ in Charles W. Kegley Jr. (ed.), International Terrorism: Characteristics,
Causes, Controls (Basingstoke: Macmillan Education, 1990); Ehud Sprinzak, ‘Right-Wing Terrorism in a
Comparative Perspective: The Case of Split Delegitimization’, in Tore Bjergo (ed.), Terror From the Extreme
Right (London: Frank Cass Publishers, 1995)

“ Johan Galtung, ‘A Structural Theory of Aggression’, Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 1, No. 2 (1964); Ted
Robert Gurr, Why Men Rebel (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1970); Adam Przeworski,
Sustainable Democracy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995)

“ Martha Crenshaw (ed.), Terrorism, Legitimacy and Power: The Consequences of Political Violence
(Middleton, Connecticut: Wesleyan University Press, 1981) and ‘Causes of Terrorism’ in Charles W. Kegley
Jr. (ed.), International Terrorism, opt. cit.

“7 Paul Wilkinson, Terrorism and the Liberal State (Basingstoke: Macmillan, 1986, 2™ edition)

“ Kumar Rupesinghe (ed.), Internal Conflict and Governance (New York: St. Martin’s Press in association
with the International Peace Research Institute, Oslo, 1992); Dennis A. Pluchinsky, ‘Terrorism in the Former
Soviet Union: A Primer, a Puzzle, a Prognosis’, Studies in Conflict and Terrorism, Vol. 21, No. 2 (1998)
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norms®, etc.). Finally, the systemic or international level of analysis attempts to
understand the causal relationship between the international state system and politics and
occurrence of attacks on an international level (the impact of weak or collapsed states,
hegemony and the rise of a unipolar world order®, etc.). In each case, the approaches
utilise psychological explanations, societal explanations or structural explanations in
isolation or in combination with one or more level of analysis. Exactly the same trend is
visible in the study of suicidal violence in which, once again, the bulk of the work speaks to

the first two levels of analyses.

In addition, three broad strands can be observed in the study of suicidal violence: first,
studies that approach it from a tactical, rational perspective; second, those that use religion
as an entry point into the research; and third, those that use a range of social factors to
understand the motivations behind suicide attacks. A significant number of these studies
either focus exclusively upon suicide attacks in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict or in the very
least refer to these attacks as one of their many examples. Either way, it is clearly evident
from the existing literature that the high propensity for suicidal violence in the Palestinian
territories combined with the Israeli focus on counter-terrorism makes the area nearly

impossible to ignore by those writing in the field.

Given this situation it is perhaps not surprising that most of the work focussing on suicidal
violence falls into the first category and is deeply impacted by rational choice theory. In
other words, it is impacted by the belief that groups and individual which employ or
participate in suicide attacks “calculate costs and benefits of different courses of action, act
with purpose, adapt to incentives and opportunities, and pursue means that are logically

connected to their ends™!

. This holds true for the large amount of work available on the
Palestinian case as well. Therefore various strands of this research, whether focussed on the
Palestinian case or on suicidal violence more generally, strive to illustrate how suicidal

attacks are adopted because tactically the benefits outweigh the costs. Most of this literature

“® Martha Crenshaw, ‘Causes of Terrorism’ in Charles W. Kegley Jr. (ed.), International Terrorism, opt. cit.;
Dennis A. Pluchinsky, ‘Terrorism in the Former Soviet Union’, opt. cit.

% Thomas J. Volgy, Lawrence E. Imwalle and Jeff J. Corntassel, ‘Structural Determinants of International
Terrorism: The Effects of Hegemony and Polarity on Terrorist Activity’, International Interactions, Vol. 23,
No. 2 (1997)

5! Mohammed M. Hafez, ‘Rationality, Culture, and Structure in the Making of Suicide Bombers: A
Preliminary Theoretical Synthesis and Illustrative Case Study’, Studies in Conflict and Terrorism, Vol. 29,
No. 2 (2006), p. 167
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also addresses the first level of analysis, i.e. groups and individuals, and focuses
specifically upon the instrumental significance a suicide attack holds for both levels. For
these studies then all other factors, i.e. psychological, economic, religious, political, social,
etc., are peripheral to and feed into the instrumental aims of the suicide attacks perpetrated

by the individuals and/or groups under study.

Ehud Sprinzak®? and Boaz Ganor’, both Israeli counter-terrorism experts who have written
extensively on the use of suicidal violence in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, explain how
suicide bombing is a rational choice as bombers are a low-cost option for the organisation
deploying them. This is because while they are easy to recruit and train they inflict high
levels of damage, are near impossible to deter, do not require escape plans and
simultaneously attract enormous media attention. Martha Crenshaw®, Rohan
Gunaratna® and Mia Bloom®® speak of the contagion effect of suicide bombing and explain
that as suicide campaigns are seen to be effective against ‘an enemy’ bombers emulate one
another and groups share technology. Bloom, who has also worked specifically on the
Palestinian case, further asserts that in the occupied territories suicide attacks are a public
good which possess the ability to increase in direct proportion to rising popular support for
the tactic as rival groups use it in an attempt to ‘outbid’ the other. Robert Pape®’ believes
that suicide attacks are particularly effective against democracies which traditionally abhor
high casualty rates; as such for Pape suicidal violence is tactically used to pressure
democratic governments into altering specific policies, such as withdrawing troops from
territories that the attackers consider to be their homeland. Scott Atran®® and Nasra

Hassan® believe that suicide bombers are not necessarily poor, depressed or uneducated;

52 Ehud Sprinzak, ‘Rational Fanatics’, Foreign Policy 120 (September- October 2000)

%% Boaz Ganor, ‘Suicide Attacks in Israel’ in Countering Suicide Terrorism, opt. cit.; Personal interview with
Boaz Ganor, 20 January 2005, Herzliya, Israel

3 Martha Crenshaw, ‘“Suicide” Terrorism in Comparative Perspective’ in Countering Suicide Terrorism, opt.
cit. and ‘The Logic of Terrorism: Terrorist Behaviour as a Product of Strategic Choice’, in Walter Reich (ed.),
Origins of Terrorism, opt, cit.

%> Rohan Gunaratna, ‘The LTTE and Suicide Terrorism®, Frontline, Vol. 17, No. 3 (February 05-08, 2000),
http://www.flonnet.com/f11703/17031060.htm

% Mia Bloom, Dying to Kill: The Allure of Suicide Terror New York: Columbia University Press, 2005) and
‘Palestinian Suicide Bombings: Public Support, Market Share and Outbidding’, Polifical Science Quarterly,
Vol. 119, No. 1 (2004)

" Robert Pape, “The Strategic Logic of Suicide Terrorism’ American Political Science Review 97 (2003) and
Dying to Win, opt. cit.

%8 Scott Atran, ‘Genesis of Suicide Terrorism’, Science Magazine 299 (March 2003) and ‘Mishandling
Suicide Terrorism’, The Washington Quarterly, 27 (2004)

% Nasra Hassan, ‘An Arsenal of Believers: Talking to Human Bombs®, The New Yorker (19 November 2001)
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though Atran believes that the upsurge in suicide attacks may be linked to the increasing
disjuncture between rising expectations and lack of opportunities. Hassan, who interviewed
nearly 250 Palestinian recruiters, trainers, failed suicide bombers and relatives of deceased
bombers between 1996 and 1999, further asserts that while suicide bombers are “deeply
religious” they are also politically aware individuals and thus equally driven by military
considerations. Atran and Crenshaw both explain that suicide attacks are rational in that
they enable the group using them to push targeted governments towards harsher retaliation
policies which in turn allows them to garner greater societal support at home. Bruce
Hoffman and Gordon McCormick®, who use Hamas’ suicide bombing campaigns as one
of their case studies, believe that suicide attacks are signalling tactics that convey to the
targeted opposition the group’s determination to continue an armed struggle and compete in

a given political landscape.

A second approach towards the study of suicidal violence uses religion as the entry point
into understanding suicide violence. There are two main strands of thinking in this
approach. The first believes that religion, Islam in particular, is the key ideational correlate
to this phenomenon. Thus suicidal violence is seen as a weapon in the confrontation
between fundamentalist Islam and its adversaries® . In privileging the role of religion this
strand of thinking tends to depict suicidal violence as devoid of rationality. The second
points out how suicidal violence can also be located in non-Muslim societies where it is
carried out by non-Islamic groups citing examples such as the Liberation Tigers of Tamil
Eelam (LTTE) in Sri Lanka, the Kurdish Workers Party (PKK) in Turkey and the
Kamikaze in Japan. However, these authors tend to revert back to the strategic and rational
argument as the core behind the use of suicidal violence and at the most credit religion with
providing an ideological cover for strategic goals. Reuven Paz, for example, writes how the
greatest success of Islamist movements to date has been their ability to present their
doctrines as ‘true Islam’® — a feat which enables them to accomplish their strategic goals

behind the facade of religious rhetoric and ideology. Another strand that has recently

% Bruce Hoffman and Gordon McCormick, ‘Terrorism, Signalling and Suicide Attacks’, Studies in Conflict
and Terrorism, Vol. 27, No. 4 (2004)

¢! See for example: Harvey W. Kushner, ‘Suicide Bombers: Business as Usual’, Studies in Conflict and
Terrorism, Vol. 19, No. 4 (1996); Mark Juergensmeyer, Terror in the Mind of God: The Global Rise of
Religious Violence (Berkeley, Los Angeles and London: University of California Press, 2000); Raphael
Israeli, Islamikaze: Manifestations of Islamic Martyrology (Portland, Oregon and London: Frank Cass
Publishers, 2003)

82 Reuven Paz, “The Islamic Legitimacy of Suicide Terrorism’ in Countering Suicide Terrorism, opt. cit.
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emerged acknowledges the social significance of religious motivations and locates suicidal
violence as a cultural phenomenon, with religion representing a primary component of
culture. Mohammed Hafez is a key proponent of this view and he believes that “religious
notions of martyrdom and self-sacrifice have inspired violent campaigns in all religious
traditions and can promote extreme violence”®. Hafez concludes his study of suicidal
violence in the Palestinian territories by asserting that religion plays a key role for the
individual as suicide attacks encompass a redemptive logic for the suicide bombers but a
more strategic logic for organisations. Hence, for Hafez suicidal violence holds symbolic,

rather than instrumental, logic for the individual.

Another explanation for suicide bombings locates their source in a range of social
experiences, including psychological trauma and profiling. On this basis authors like David
Lester, Bijou Yang and Mark Lindsay® research individual motivations behind suicidal
violence and conclude that the psycholt;gical profiling of suicide bombers is feasible
because bombers tend to share authoritarian personality traits. In direct contrast researchers,
such as Ariel Merari® , who has collected data on bombers from both Palestinian intifadas
as well as from Lebanon, hold that psychological profiling is impossible as bombers do not
show any type of psychopathology and point instead towards national humiliation rather
than religion, culture or revenge a motivating factor behind their attacks. Merari further
identifies suicidal violence as a group phenomenon rather than an individual one and
stresses the role of the organisation in ‘creating’ a bomber®. The fact that suicide bombers
recruited by organisations reflect a wide range of personalities furthers bolsters his position
that individual profiling is difficult. The idea that humiliation is a key factor behind both

individuals as well as the societies in which a ‘culture’ of suicide bombing exists is most

¢ Mohammed M. Hafez, ‘Rationality, Culture, and Structure in the Making of Suicide Bombers, opt. cit., p.
169. Also see by the same author: ‘Dying to be Martyrs: The Symbolic Dimensions of Suicide Terrorism’, in
Ami Pedahzur (ed.), Root Causes of Suicide Terrorism: The Globalization of Martyrdom (London and New
York: Routledge Taylor and Francis Group, 2006) and Manufacturing Human Bombs (Washington, D.C.:
United States Institute of Peace Press, 2006)

% David Lester, Bijou Yang and Mark Lindsay, ‘Suicide Bombers: Are Psychological Profiles Possible?’,
Studies in Conflict and Terrorism, Vol. 27, No. 4 (2004)

% Ariel Merari, “The Readiness to Kill and Die: Suicidal Terrorism in the Middle East’, in Walter Reich (ed.),
Origins of Terrorism, opt. cit. , and ‘Suicide Terrorism’ in Robert 1. Yufit and David Lester (eds.),
Assessment, Treatment and Prevention of Suicidal Behaviour (New Jersey: John Wiley and Sons, Inc., 2005).
% It is worth noting that Merari has changed his position regarding suicide attacks. In his earlier work he had
identified suicide as an individual rather than a group phenomenon stressing that the organisation merely
provided a foil and avenue for individuals who already had suicidal personalities.
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powerfully articulated by Palestinian psychiatrist Dr. Eyad El-Sarraj §7. Sarraj, who is also
the founder and director of the Gaza Community Mental Health Programme, explains how
those volunteering for suicide operations in the Al-Aqsa intifada are products of the first
intifada who opt to kill themselves due to personal experiences of loss, hopelessness and
humiliation. Hence these individuals identify so closely with national humiliation and
defeat that they are willing to die to restore both individual and national honour. A recent
study by Judy Kuriansky also identifies and focuses some key psychosocial issues
including revenge, humiliation, imbalance of power, and search for identity in Palestinian

groups®,

Nichole Argo® further develops the social approach to suicidal violence by stressing that it
is important to understand the social groups (family, peer, ethnic, and national) that the
bombers belong to. This is because suicide bombers and suicide bombings tend to emerge
in societies where self-sacrifice has a high symbolic significance. From her study of fifteen
pre-empted Palestinian bombers she concludes the individual’s decision to volunteer for a
bombing is made “within the rational/emotional parameters of the communal/relational
world”” and facilitated by an internalised social identity, exposure to asymmetrical conflict

and of course the organisation which recruits the bomber.

To date very few studies of suicidal violence adopt a multi-level, multi-causal approach.
One notable exception is Assaf Moghadam’s study of Palestinian suicide attacks in the
second intifada’’. Moghadam focuses on both the individual and the organisation and in
doing so attempts to construct an analytical framework for “understanding the processes

and factors that underlie the development of the suicide bomber and the execution of the

57 Eyad El Sarraj, ‘Wounds and Madness: Why We’ve Become Suicide Bombers’, PeaceWork Magazine
(May  2002), http://www.peaceworkmagazine.org/pwork/0205/020506a.htm; Linda Butler, ‘Suicide
Bombers: Dignity, Despair and the Need for Hope — An Interview with Eyad El Sarraj’, Journal of Palestine
Studies, Vol. XXXI, No. 4 (Summer 2002)

% Judy Kuriansky, Terror in the Holy Land: Inside the Anguish of the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict (Westport,
Connecticut: Praeger Publishers, 2006)

% Nichole Argo, ‘Understanding and Defusing Human Bombs: The Palestinian Case and the Pursuit of a
Martyrdom Complex’, paper presented at the annual meeting of the International Studies Association (ISA),
Montreal, 20 March 2004 and ‘Human Bombs: Rethinking Religion and Terror’, Audit of the Conventional
Wisdom (MIT Centre for International Studies, April 2006)

™ Nichole Argo, ‘Understanding and Defusing Human Bombs’, Ibid.

" Assaf Moghadam, ‘Palestinian Suicide Terrorism in the Second Intifada: Motivations and Organizational
Aspects’, Studies in Conflict and Terrorism 26 (March-April 2003)
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suicide bombing attack”’?. He identifies various factors motivating individuals to volunteer
for suicide missions, including religious, economic, social, nationalist and personal.
However, his analysis of organisational motives remains under-developed and limited

primarily to the goal of group survival.

This work in contrast , attempting to construct as holistic and accurate an analytical
framework as possible, adopts a multi-level, multi-causal approach and not only focuses
on the role of both the organisation and the individual but also refers to the socio-political
cultural context from which both emerge. In doing so equal weight is given to the role
played by the individual and the organisation. While Palestinian society is not a key focus
for this thesis it is often referred to as this author believes that it provides the broader
socio-cultural context from which both Hamas and its individual operative emerge.
Palestinian society also propels the use of suicidal violence by constantly interacting with,
influencing and, in turn, being influenced by both the organisation and the individual. As
stated before in constructing a theoretical framework of analysis, this thesis also strives to
address the theoretical gap which exists in terrorism studies while simultaneously
providing an in-depth analysis of a single case. In doing so it not only seeks to
incorporate theoretical analysis to a field that has been accused of being ‘theoretically
impoverished’ but also to include the phenomenon of suicide bombings into the range of

contemporary theoretical discourses in international relations.

IV. Methodology and Sources

Methodologically this work applies aspects of constructivist grounded theory to an
empirical, single-case study, i.e. to Hamas and its use of suicidal violence in the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict. Grounded theory research specifically aims to move theory away from
highly abstract conceptual levels and instead ground it in data and so construct
“explanatory frameworks that specify relationships among concepts””. As a creative,

systematic qualitative research approach it begins with an area of study and allows theory

7 Ibid, p. 66

7 Kathy Charmaz, ‘Grounded Theory: Objectivist and Constructivist Methods’, in Norman K. Denzin and
Yvonna S. Lincoln (eds.), Handbook of Qualitative Research (London, New Delhi and Thousand Oaks,
California: Sage Publications, Inc., 2000, 2™ edition), p. 510; See also: Nick Pidgeon and Karen Henwood,
‘Grounded Theory’, in Melissa Hardy and Alan Bryman (eds.), Handbook of Data Analysis, (London, New
Delhi and Thousand Oaks, California: Sage Publications, Inc., 2006)
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to emerge rather than fitting empirical data into a preconceived theoretical framework.
Hence it actively seeks to bridge the gap between theory and empirical research and either
“generates theory in areas where little is known, or ... provides a fresh slant on existing
knowledge about a particular social phenomenon”™, For this particular methodological
approach then research, data collection, analysis and theory stand in reciprocal relationship
with each other. Constructivist grounded theory takes a step further by recognising the
interactive nature of both data collection and analysis. In other words, constructivist
grounded theory is fully cognisant of the fact that the “categories, concepts, and theoretical
levels of an analysis emerge from the researcher’s interaction within the field and questions
about the data”””. This research thus uses a single-case study to which it applies aspects of
constructivist grounded theory to generate both the research question as well as the

hypotheses.

The case study methodology that is used in this work incorporates aspects of both an
intrinsic case study (which is aimed at formulating a better understanding of a particular
case) and an instrumental case study (in which a “particular case is examined... to provide
insights into an issue or to redraw a generalisation”)’®. The rationale behind using the
method of a single-case study was to enable a ‘thick description’ of suicide operations
conducted by Hamas and its operatives for two key reasons. First, it was hoped that a
detailed account of the phenomenon would be able to generate from the data a more holistic
framework of analysis. Second, it was believed that “the essential task of theory building...
is not to codify abstract regularities but to make thick descriptions possible, not to

generalise across cases but to generalise within them””’

. Thus a ‘thick description’ of
suicide operations conducted by Hamas and its operatives successfully revealed three
interconnected factors during the course of this research: the ideology of political Islam and
jihad, a historically constructed cultural norm of militant heroic martyrdom in the service of

Palestinian nationalism, and the rationally driven symbolic and instrumental imperatives of

™ Christina Goulding, ‘Grounded Theory: Some Reflections on Paradigm, Procedures and Misconceptions’,
in Kate Gilbert (ed.), The Working Paper Series, The Management Research Centre, University of
Wolverhampton (June 1999), p. 6; available on: http://www.wlv.ac.uk/PDF/uwbs_WP006-
99%20Goulding.pdf , Date Accessed: 03 January 2008

7> Kathy Charmaz, ‘Grounded Theory’, opt, cit., p. 522;

" Robert E. Stake, ‘Case Studies’ in Norman K. Denzin and Yvonna S. Lincoln (eds.), Handbook of
Qualitative Research, opt. it., p. 437

T Clifford Geertz, “Thick Description: Towards an Interpretive Theory of Culture’, in The Interpretation of
Cultures: Selected Essays New York: Basic Books, 1973), p. 26
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suicidal violence. These three factors were then, in turn, linked back to established
theoretical approaches in international relations and became the building blocks of the
proposed framework of analysis. The research concluded that the phenomenon of suicidal
violence in the Palestinian territories as practiced by Hamas could not be understood
comprehensively until all three theoretical understandings were applied simultaneously to
the data available.

The empirical research methodology utilised was also multi-layered. First and foremost,
both primary and secondary sources were examined and analysed without attempting to
use these texts to verify any existing theory. This enabled the author to formulate the
general research context at the outset of the study and approach primary and secondary
data collection without forcing a preconceived framework on it. The sources used
included relevant books, articles (from academic journals, newspapers and magazines),
government/group documents, academic and policy conference papers, reports from
think-tank, international security organisations as well as those produced by human rights
groups. Secondly, extensive field research was undertaken to provide a contextualised,
practical and holistic understanding of the case. Since the research focused on Hamas,
field work was undertaken in Israel and the Palestinian territories from December 2004 to
end-January 2005. Here again the methodology was based on utilizing databases hitherto
unused and also conducting extensive interviews with both Israeli and Palestinian
individuals and groups’®. The findings from the interviews and databases were first
compared and meshed with the initial textual research and the resultant theoretical
framework was then further developed and refined. In the latter stages aspects of content
analysis were also applied”>. This is especially true for Hamas® political and military
leaflets as well as for statements made by individual bombers, their families and other

Palestinians.

The interviews conducted were mostly of a semi-structured type with single respondents

(the depth interview) or a group of respondents (the focus group). As semi-structured

" See Appendix I for a list of ‘on-the-record’ interviews

™ Content analysis is “a technique for making inferences from a focal text to its social context in an
objectifiable manner ... and often involves statistical treatment of text units”. See for example: Martin W.
Bauer, ‘Classical Content Analysis: A Review’, in Martin W. Bauer and George Gaskell (eds.), Qualitative
Researching with Text, Image and Sound (London, New Delhi and Thousand Oaks, California: Sage
Publications, Inc., 2000)
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interviews the author did not “lead the inquiry with a full set of predetermined questions

80 Instead the interviews had a fairly open framework

as in a survey or questionnaire
which encouraged respondents to participate in what were, in essence, focused
conversations. This allowed respondents to talk at length, in their own terms, and with
time to reflect. While some questions were predetermined most of them were formulated
during the interview, especially as Palestinian respondents tended to be self-conscious,
scared and often defensive, and even more so when confronted with the sensitive nature
of the research topic (i.e. Hamas and the phenomenon of suicidal violence). Trust was
also a key issue with both Palestinian depth interviews and focus groups. Consequently, a
semi-structured framework allowed the author the flexibility to probe for details relevant
to the research only once a rapport had been built with the respondents. The author was
also fully aware of the ethical issues involved in conducting fieldwork in a conflict zone,
including issues of informed consent, respondent privacy, confidentiality, anonymity, and
no harm®. Every effort was made to ensure that these were strictly observed and
respondents were always given the option of both terminating the interview at any point if
they so wished and maintaining the confidentiality of their views. With regard to
maintaining confidentiality respondents occasionally chose to have their views
documented as ‘off-the-record’, in which case the information divulged and/or the
respondent’s identity may not be disclosed. Additionally, respondents were also given the
right to refuse to answer any of the questions asked®?. They were also given the right to

refuse having their interviews taped or recorded in any other manner.

While the interviews were mostly elite-led a systematic effort was made to also combine
them with informal discussions with various other key stakeholders to identify and
formulate a nuanced understanding of the multiple issues related to the research. The
interviews were targeted towards members and/or supporters of specific political parties
(Hamas, Fatah, and the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine), individual members
of both the Knesset and the Palestinian National Council, journalists, political analysts,

academics, students and also practitioners in the field of counter-terrorism. Informal

% George Gaskell, ‘Individual and Group Interviewing’, in Martin W. Bauer and George Gaskell (eds.),
Qualitative Researching, opt. cit., p. 38

81 Andrea Fontana and James H. Frey, ‘The Interview: From Structured Questions to Negotiated Text’ in
Norman K. Denzin and Yvonna S. Lincoln (eds.), Handbook of Qualitative Research, opt. cit.

82 Maurice Punch, ‘The Politics and Ethics of Fieldwork’, Qualitative Research Method Series, Vol. 3
(London, New Delhi and Thousand Oaks, California: Sage Publications, Inc., 1986)

27



discussions were also undertaken with university students, student activists, journalists,
Israeli military and police personnel and local civilian populations in both Israel and the

Palestinian territories.

V. Outline of the Thesis

In order to enable a holistic and contextualised understanding of the emergence of suicidal
violence in the Palestinian territories, and its use by Hamas and its operatives against the
Israeli state, it is imperative to begin with understanding the historical roots of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict. To this end Chapter II provides a brief political history of the conflict
and locates the evolution and role of two key political players in the Palestinian setting, i.e.
Fatah and Hamas. In case of Fatah, its development and history are closely linked first to
the Palestinian Liberation Organisation (PLO) and then the Palestinian Authority (PA). As
such Chapter II attempts to make these relations clearer and briefly illustrates how Fatah’s
dominance over the PLO/PA has impacted the evolution of the Palestinian national
movement. This chapter also outlines the emergence of Hamas in 1987 and traces its roots
to the Muslim Brotherhood thereby illustrating the evolution of the Palestinian national
discourse from a secular one (under the PLO) to a primarily religious one (under the

Muslim Brotherhood and Hamas)

Having established the context the next three chapters examine the key components that are
seen to motivate suicidal violence in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Chapter III traces the
expressive and instrumental rationality of suicide missions on both the individual and
organisational level. The first part of this chapter outlines prominent literature on suicidal
violence which uses choice-theoretic modelling. It then identifies gaps in this literature
suggesting that current literature largely ignores the non-material, expressive rationality
that suicidal violence holds for individuals. In doing so, the chapter argues that both the
organisational and individual resort to suicidal violence may be conflated along three lines:
survival, competition and retaliation. Part II of this chapter demonstrates the dialectic
which exists between Hamas and its operatives asserting that this dialectic must be
considered in order to appreciate the long-term existence and the simultaneously strategic

and symbolic use of suicidal violence within the Palestinian setting.
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Chapter IV attempts to understand how suicide operations have emerged in the Palestinian
setting. It begins by accounting for the ‘box’ of Palestinian social reality and in doing so
locates the Palestinian struggle for national identity as a crucial element in the emergence
of suicidal violence. As such suicide bombings are seen as the final step in an escalating
trajectory of violent struggle which is aimed specifically at establishing a Palestinian state.
This chapter first illustrates how militant heroic martyrdom is a crucial component of
Palestinian selthood and how it is a key component of Palestinian national identity. Part II
of this chapter illustrates how Hamas has inserted itself into a pre-established Palestinian
culture of militant heroic martyrdom which it has then successfully appropriated,

reinterpreted and articulated as suicide missions.

Chapter V outlines the ideological reasoning behind suicidal violence and illustrates how
political Islam is employed to facilitate the articulation, justification and legitimisation of
suicidal violence as a modern-day jihad to Palestinian society through the means of modem
interpretations and fatwas. This chapter illustrates how political Islam plays a crucial role in
the Palestinian territories in that it supplies the ideological language, symbols and codes
which legitimise the use of suicide operations against Israel. Part II of this chapter traces
this religious rhetoric in Hamas literature and in the statements made by its operatives, their

families and its supporters.

Finally, Chapter VI concludes by amalgamating the findings of the three core chapters to
construct the proposed theoretical framework of analysis and brings together the main
arguments and findings of the previous chapters. Finally this chapter also highlights the

limitations of the thesis and suggests avenues for future research.
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Chapter II: A Brief Political History of the Israeli-
Palestinian Conflict

“The intifada is more than a war.

War lasts for days or months, but with us
itis away of life”.

- Bana Bassam al-Sayih’

L. Tracing the Roots of the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict

The roots of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict can be traced back to the late 19™ century and
the desire of the European Jewry to establish a Jewish state. Zionism, as the movement to
establish a Jewish state in Palestine came to be known, had emerged as a Europe-wide
political movement by 1897 under the leadership of Theodor Herzl; and most importantly,
Herzl’s influential 1896 pamphlet Der Judenstaat (The Jewish State) had already called for
a Jewish home in Palestine®. While Palestine had been under the Ottomans since 1517 by
1897 there were approximately 400,000 Palestinian Arabs and 50,000 Palestinian Jews who
lived side by side in this area®. The latter were mostly Orthodox Jews who survived largely
on the charitable offerings of the European Jewry and lived in Palestine to study, pray,
hoping eventually to die and be buried in the holy land. However, in the late 19" and early
20™ centuries Jews from Europe began arriving in Palestine in successive waves of
immigration that were known as aliyot (sing. aliyah which means ‘to ascend’)*. These new
immigrants set up agricultural settlements on purchased land with the aim of establishing a

Jewish homeland. Hence land was purchased in a highly systematic manner with the aim of

! Bana was a fourteen year old girl under house arrest in her home in the West Bank at the time this statement
was made and was shortly to be imprisoned for fourteen months for throwing stones at an Israeli bus. As
quoted by Eileen MacDonald, ‘Women of the West Bank’ in Shoot the Women First (London: Fourth Estate,
1991), p. 87

% John Quigley, The Case for Palestine: An International Law Perspective (Durham and London: Duke
University Press, 2005, revised and expanded version), p. 3

* Ahron Bergman, 4 History of Israel (Hampshire and New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2003), p. 7

“ Ahron Bergman, 4 History of Israel, opt. cit., p. 7. Bergman identifies five aliyot: the first from 1882 —
1903; the second from 1904- 1914; the third from 1919 — 1923; the fourth from 1924 — 1926; and the fifth
from 1932 - 1939
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establishing a contiguous chain of Jewish villages®. The Jewish National Fund (The Karen
Kayemeth) was formed in 1901 with the express purpose of buying land for Jewish settlers
and thereby redeeming “the land of Palestine as the inalienable possession of the Jewish
people”®. The Fund purchased large tracts of land in Palestine from absentee landlords who
had emerged as a result of the late 19 century Ottoman implementation of a land
registration system which had enabled wealthy absentees to gain legal titles to land
previously owned by Arab farmers and their families under customary law. Under this
system the family farmers continued to till and live on the land as tenants, mistakenly
thinking that they preserved their customary rights to the land, though legally this was no
longer the case’. Instead as land was bought by the Fund these Palestinian Arabs were
evicted to make space for Jewish settlers. Unsurprisingly over time there was a progressive
build-up of Arab opposition to such land purchase and consequently to Jewish immigration
and Zionism®. By the time World War I broke out in 1914 the Arabs were involved in a
concentrated effort to protest against and prohibit land sales to the Zionists, raise funds to
purchase lands that could otherwise be sold to the Zionists and boycott goods produced by
Jewish settlers. By this time dispossessed Arab farmers had also begun raiding the

settlements built on their former lands’.

Palestinian fears and hostility were further compounded by the formal commitment made
by the British foreign secretary, Arthur Balfour, in November 1917 to the establishment of

a ‘Jewish national home in Palestine’'°

. By 1918 Britain had crushed Ottoman armies and
controlled all of Palestine — thus marking the end of four centuries of Ottoman rule in the
region. In April 1920 the British Mandate over Palestine was endorsed by the Allied

powers and in 1922 formal ratification was obtained from the League of Nations''. More

3 See for example: Neville J. Mandel, The Arabs and Zionism Before World War I (Berkley: University of
California Press, 1976); Sami Hadawi, Palestinian Rights and Losses in 1948: A Comprehensive Study
(London: Saqi, 1988); Rosemary Sayigh, Palestinians: From Peasants to Revolutionaries: A People’s History
(London: Zed Press, 1979)

® John Quigley, The Case for Palestine, opt. cit., p. 4

7 Rashid Khalidi, ‘Palestinian Peasant Resistance to Zionism before World War I’ in Edward Said and
Christopher Hitchens (eds.), Blaming the Victims: Spurious Scholarship and the Palestinian Question
(London: Verso, 1987), pp. 214, 216-217.

¥ Arieh L. Avneri, The Claim of Dispossession: Jewish Land-Settlement and the Arabs 1878 — 1948 (New
York: Herzl Press, 1982), pp. 110-114

® John Quigley, The Case for Palestine, opt. cit., p. 6

19 gee for example: Jehuda Reinharz, ‘The Balfour Declaration and Its Maker: A Reassessment’, The Journal
of Modern History, Vol. 64, No. 3 (September 1992)

! Ahron Bergman, 4 History of Israel, opt. cit., pp. 16-18
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significantly, in 1921 Britain divided its Middle Eastern holdings (comprising modern-day
West Bank, Gaza, Israel and Jordan) into two. The area east of the Jordan River became the
Emirate of Transjordan while that west of the river the Mandate of Palestine. Ironically,
while this was the first time in modern history that Palestine emerged as a unified political
entity, Palestinian Arabs were now governed by a power that was clearly sympathetic with
the establishment of a Jewish state in that same territory'2. Consequently Arab opposition
towards both Jewish settlers and the British steadily intensified over the next two decades.
The most obvious expression of this opposition was in 1920-21 and 1929, when violent
anti-Jewish riots occurred in Palestine. Violence further escalated after the mid-1930s, in
response to more land purchases and Jewish settlements associated with the waves of
Jewish immigration which had intensified dramatically as a direct result of Adolf Hitler’s
rise to power in 1933. Arab hostility was further compounded by the “emergence of a clear
trend within the Zionist movement calling for the voluntary or compulsory ‘transfer’ of the

Arab population to make way for the Jewish state” 1.

Palestinian opposition to the British Mandate and Zionist settlements steadily escalated and
the first real challenge emerged in late 1935 under the leadership of Sheikh ‘Izz-al-Din al-
Qassam, who created clandestine military cells amongst the fellahin (Palestinian peasants)
and rural migrants. While Qassam was killed in his very first encounter with the British in
late-1935, his death did not prevent the outbreak of a full-scale uprising in April 1936
which eventually encompassed all of Palestine. The Great Revolt of 1936 -39 began in
urban centres and spread rapidly into rural areas'*. It was finally crushed by the British,
with the assistance of Jewish militias, through a counter-insurgency campaign in 1939.
While the collapse of the Great Revolt was overshadowed by developments in Europe as
Hitler invaded Poland in September 1939, it induced the British to issue the 1939 White

Paper, i.e. a statement of policy, in an effort to maintain order in an increasingly turbulent

12 See for example: Joel Beinin and Lisa Hajjar, ‘Palestine, Israel and the Arab-Israeli Conflict- A Primer’,
Middle East Research and Information Project (MERIP),

http://www.merip.org/palestine-israel primer/toc-pal-isr-primer.html, Date Accessed: 23 June 2006

" Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle and the Search for State: The Palestinian National Movement 1949-1993
(Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press, 1997), pp. 1-2. See also: Nur Masalha, The Expulsion of the
Palestinians : The Concept of Transfer in Zionist Thought, 1882- 1948 (Washington: The Institute for
Palestine Studies, 1992); Benny Morris, The Birth of the Palestinian Refugee Problem Revisited (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2003, 2nd edition); Joel Beinin, ‘Forgetfulness for Memory: The Limits of the
New Israeli History’, Journal of Palestine Studies, Vol. XXXIV, No. 2 (Winter 2005)

1 Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle and the Search for State, opt. cit., p. 2
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Palestine. The White Paper limited future Jewish immigration and land purchases and

effectively marked an end of the alignment of British and Zionist interests in Palestine'”.

During the Second World War the British army in Palestine was faced with the dual task of
guarding against an invasion by German or Vichy French forces while also suppressing the
militant Zionist underground. Illegal Jewish immigration to Palestine also rose dramatically
after 1945 as a direct result of the Holocaust, further aggravating Palestinian hostility. Most
crucially, Britain’s attempts to contain this influx provoked a violent campaign against
British targets in Palestine by the militant Zionist organisations, Irgun Zvai Leumi and Lehi
(Stern)'®. Faced with an increasingly untenable position in Palestine the British requested
the United Nations (UN) to intervene. The UN passed Resolution 181 in November 1947
which formally ended the British Mandate and voted to partition Palestine into two states,
one Arab and the other Jewish. The Zionists leadership while publicly accepting this
partition plan hoped to expand the borders allotted to the Jewish state'’. On the other hand
both the Palestinian Arabs and the surrounding Arab states rejected the planned partition
arguing that the proposed Jewish state was no more than a settler colony that was the direct

result of Britain permitting Zionist settlement in Palestine'®.

Fighting between the Palestinian Arabs and Jewish settlers began just days after the UN
partition plan was adopted. Yet while Arab military forces were numerically larger than
their Zionist counterparts they were poorly organised, armed and trained. Consequently, by
April 1948 Zionist forces controlled most of the territory that had been allotted to the
Jewish state under the UN plan and approximately 200,000 — 300,000 Palestinians had
already fled these areas'’. Britain formally evacuated Palestine on 15 May 1948 and Zionist

1> John Quigley, The Case for Palestine, opt. cit.. p. 27; For a comprehensive study on the state of Arab
resistance and leadership in the decade after the Great Revolt see: Issa Khalaf, Politics in Palestine: Arab
Factionalism and Social Disintegration, 1939-1948 (Albany: State University of New York, 1991)

' Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle and the Search for State, opt. cit., p. 3. See also J. Bowyer Bell, Terror out
of Zion: The Fight for Israeli Independence 1929-1949: Irgun Zvai Leumi, LEHI and the Palestine
Underground (Dublin: Academy Press, 1979)

17 See for example: Simha Flapan, The Birth of Israel: Myths and Realities (New York: Pantheon Books,
1987, 1* edition), p. 32; Charles D. Smith, Palestine and the Arab-Israeli Conflict: A History with Documents
(Boston and New York: Bedford/St. Martin’s, 2004, 5™ edition), especially chapter 5.

18 Joel Beinin and Lisa Hajjar, ‘Palestine, Israel and the Arab-Israeli Conflict- A Primer’, opt. cit., p. 5

¥ Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle and the Search for State, opt. cit., p. 3; See also: Michael J. Cohen, Palestine
and the Great Powers, 1945-1948 (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press, 1982); Salim Tamari
(ed.), Jerusalem 1948: The Arab Neighbourhoods and Their Fate in the War (Jerusalem: Institute of
Jerusalem Studies, Badil Resource Centre for Palestinian Residency and Refugee Rights, 1999); Walid
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leaders immediately proclaimed the independent state of Israel. The governments of
neighbouring Arab states which had remained largely uninvolved in the conflict thus far
limiting “their contribution to the formation of a small irregular force under the command
of the League of Arab States”® now intervened militarily. Thus Egyptian, Jordanian, Iraqgi,
Syrian, and Lebanese contingents, as well as a small force from Saudi Arabia, began
moving into Palestine shortly after the Zionist proclamation of Isracl. However, Arab
military movements lacked coordination and the participating governments were deeply
suspicious of each other’s territorial ambitions in Palestine. As a result, Arab forces were
repelled in most sectors and by the end of October 1948 Israel had successfully expanded
its territory to include 78 percent of Mandate Palestine, as well as West Jerusalem, thereby
forcing a further 500,000 Palestinians to flee to what came to be known as the West Bank
and the Gaza Strip (WBG), or to cross the border into neighbouring Lebanon, Syria and
Jordan?'. The war ended with Israel and the Arab states signing armistice agreements and
Palestine was divided into three parts. The state of Israel occupied about 78 percent of the
total térritory. Jordan occupied the West Bank while Egypt took control of the Gaza Strip.
Amongst the Palestinians, the outcome of the first Arab-Israeli War is dubbed al-nakba, i.e.
‘the catastrophe’. In a nutshell this ‘catastrophe’ ensured that the Palestinian Arab state of
the UN partition plan was never established thus setting the stage for what has since

become a protracted Isracli-Palestinian conflict in the region.

The period following the 1947-48 war was characterised by a huge influx of Jewish
refugees, mostly survivors of the European Holocaust, to the newly established state of
Israel. Israel not only continued its policy of forced deportation of Arab populations to
territories beyond its borders but also introduced legislation which enabled Jewish settlers
to legally acquire abandoned Arab property?’. Within Isracl only a small minority of
Palestinians now remained and the large majority were dispersed over the neighbouring
countries and WBG. Consequently, the Palestinian interaction with Israel in the post-1948

period was enacted through the wider Arab environment as opposed to direct confrontation

Khalidi (ed.), 4ll That Remains: The Palestinian Villages Occupied and Depopulated by Israel in 1948
(Washington, DC: Institute for Palestine Studies, 1992)

# Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle and the Search for State, opt. cit., p. 3

! Charles D. Smith, Palestine and the Arab-Israeli Conflict, opt. cit., pp. 196-200; Yezid Sayigh, Armed
Struggle and the Search for State, opt. cit., pp. 3-4

% John Quigley, The Case for Palestine, opt. cit., pp. 103-110; Ahron Bergman, 4 History of Israel, opt. cit.,
pp- 70-73
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with the military or political apparatus of the Israeli state. The Middle East in turn the
aftermath of the Second World War was characterised by the “formation or consolidation
of independent national states, the emergence of a distinct Arab state system, and the
replacement of colonial domination with US-Soviet rivalry”?. Unsurprisingly Israel was
regarded with hostility by Arab states which saw it as a legacy of Western imperialism and
the “region remained imperilled by the prospect of another war”?*. Tensions were further
escalated by the Israeli policy of attacking villages across the 1949 armistice lines to
prevent refugees from returning from Lebanon, Syria, Jordan and Egypt®. Meanwhile
uncoordinated groups of Palestinian guerrillas also began military raids into Israeli territory
sparking reprisals from Israel. This cycle of guerrilla raids and Israeli reprisals continued
into the 1960s. Regional relations between Israel and its Arab neighbours were not
improved by Israel joining Britain and France in the 1956 attack on Egypt, ostensibly to
reverse Nasser’s nationalisation of the Suez Canal which had thus far been under French
and British control. In this process Israel temporarily captured Gaza and the Sinai Peninsula

but was forced to retreat back to the 1948 armistice lines as a result of UN pressure?.

Disputes in the demilitarised zone between Israel and Syria, while endemic since the 1949
armistice, had escalated dramatically since February 1966 as a result of the new Syrian
regime encouraging Palestinian guerrilla activity along its border”’. In spring 1967 the
Soviet Union wrongly informed Syria that Israel was amassing forces near the Syrian
border in preparation for an attack. Egypt responding to Syria’s plea for assistance
mobilised its troops on 14™ May and over the next few days entered the Sinai Peninsular
bordering Israel and blockaded the Israeli port of Eilat. As the crisis continued, Israel
responded by launching pre-emptive strikes against Syria and Egypt on 5 June 1967. Jordan
which had shelled targets in Israel in response to the pre-emptive strike on Egypt was also
attacked. The war, which lasted a mere six days, humiliated and discredited the Arab

regimes and established Israel as the region’s dominant military power. As a result of the

2 Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle and the Search for State, opt. cit., p. 25

2% Joel Beinin and Lisa Hajjar, ‘Palestine, Israel and the Arab-Israeli Conflict- A Primer’, opt. cit., p. 6

2 John Quigley, The Case for Palestine, opt. cit., p. 154

% Joel Beinin and Lisa Hajjar, ‘Palestine, Israel and the Arab-Israeli Conflict- A Primer’, opt. cit., p. 6

" Richard B. Parker, ‘The June 1967 War: Some Mysteries Explored’, Middle East Journal, Vol. 46, No. 2
(Spring 1992), p. 178
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war Israel captured the Gaza Strip and Sinai Peninsula from Egypt, the Golan Heights from
Syria and the West Bank (including East Jerusalem) from J. ordan®.

The peace process in the Middle East after the 1967 war came to be centred around the UN
Security Council Resolution 242 which, amongst other things, required Israel to withdraw
from territories occupied during the six days of military engagement, a just settlement of
the Palestinian refugee problem and the right of all states in the region to exist in peace
within recognised political boundaries”. While both Jordan and Egypt made clear their
willingness to comply with Resolution 242 if the West Bank and Sinai Peninsula were
returned to them, Israel ignored the overture, refusing to withdraw from all the territories
captured in 1967. Instead Israel stated that significant revisions of the 1949 armistice lines
would provide it with the ‘secure boundaries’ necessary for maintaining peace in the
region’?. Syria refused to sign the resolution and reverted to encouraging Palestinian raids

1*!. The Palestinians in turn rejected the resolution as it required

across its borders into Israe
a unilateral Palestinian recognition of Israel without a reciprocal Israeli recognition of
Palestinian national identity and rights. Consequently tensions continued till late 1970
when Egyptian president Anwar Sadat, in the hope of breaking the diplomatic deadlock,
agreed to sign a peace agreement with Isracl whereby Egypt would recognise Israel’s
independence and right to exist in return for the Sinai Peninsula. Israel once again rejected
Sadat’s terms and refused to withdraw to its pre-1967 lines. Frustrated, Egypt and Syria
launched a surprise attack on Israeli forces in the Sinai Peninsula and the Golan Heights in
October 1973, on the Jewish holy day of Yom Kippur®?. Peace was brokered by the USA
which secured partial Isracli withdrawal from the Sinai and Golan Heights by 1975 but

avoided the more difficult negotiations relating to the West Bank and Gaza.

% See for example: John Quigley, The Case for Palestine, opt. cit.; Richard B. Parker, ‘The June 1967 War’;
Gideon Gera, ‘Israel and the June 1967 War: 25 Years Later’, Middle East Journal, Vol. 42, No. 2 (Spring
1992); Ersun N. Kutulus, ‘The Notion of a “Pre-emptive War”; The Six Day War Revisited’, Middle East
Journal, Vol. 61, No. 2 (Spring 2007); Moshe Gat, ‘Britain and Israel Before and After the Six Day War, June
1967: From Support to Hostility’, Contemporary British History, Vol. 18, No. 1 (Spring 2004)

* Sami Hadawi, Bitter Harvest: A Modern History of Palestine (Essex: Scorpion Publishing Ltd., 1989), p.
245

0 See for example: Avner Yaniv, ‘Israeli Foreign Policy since the Six Day War’ and Don Peretz, ‘Israeli
Policies Towards the Arab States and the Palestinians Since 1967°, both in Yehuda Lukacs and Abdalla M.
Battah (eds.), The Arab-Israeli Conflict: Two Decades of Change (Boulder and London: Westview Press,
1988)

*! Charles D. Smith, Palestine and the Arab-Israeli Conflict, opt. cit., pp. 298-299

32 For a comprehensive summary of the October 1973 war see: Trevor Nevitt Dupuy, Elusive Victory: The
Arab-Israeli Wars, 1947-1974 (London: Macdonald and Jane’s, 1978)
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In 1978 Sadat, the Israeli Prime Minster Menachem Begin and President Jimmy Carter
worked out two agreements at Camp David: the first of these formed the basis for an
Israeli-Egyptian peace treaty which was signed in 1979, while the second agreement was a
more general framework for establishing sustainable peace in the Middle East and
addressed the Palestinian crisis. This second agreement “proposed to grant autonomy to the
Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, and to install a local administration for a
five-year interim period, after which the final status of the territories would be
negotiated”>>. However, only the first of these two agreements reached fruition as the
second was rejected by both Palestinians and Arab states, as being unable to guarantee
neither an independent Palestinian state nor a full Israeli withdrawal from the areas
captured in 1967. Israel, in direct violation of the commitments made at Camp David, also
further sabotaged the agreement by continuing to build new settlements in the occupied

territories.

The Palestinian crisis was further compounded by the June 1982 Israeli invasion of
Lebanon, masterminded by the defence minister Ariel Sharon, with the express purpose of
destroying the Palestine Liberation Organisation (henceforth the PLO) which was
headquartered in Lebanon; “scattering the Palestinian refugees whose camps were to the
north and east of Israel; and establishing a regime of the Christian Phalangists who were

loyal to Israel”**

. The gruesome massacre of Palestinian civilians in the camps of Sabra and
Shatila between September 16™ -19™ is believed to have occurred with the full knowledge
of the Israeli officials, some of whom openly stated that they wished to see Lebanon

‘purged’ of Palestinians™.

The massacres in Lebanon along with the expansion of settlements in the territories, the
failure to grant autonomy to the Palestinians in the West Bank and Gaza as proposed during
Camp David and the consistent Israeli refusal to address the issue of Palestinian refugees all
combined to ferment another Palestinian uprising. The first intifada (literally meaning

‘rising up and shaking off” in Arabic) erupted in December 1987 in Gaza and rapidly

% Joel Beinin and Lisa Hajjar, ‘Palestine, Israel and the Arab-Israeli Conflict- A Primer’, opt. cit., p. 9

* Sami Hadawi, Bitter Harvest, opt. cit., p. 279

*5 Charles D. Smith, Palestine and the Arab-Israeli Conflict, opt. cit., p. 370. For a comprehensive account of
the massacres see: Bayan Nuwayhed al-Hout, Sabra and Shatila: September 1982 (London and Ann Arbor,
Michigan: Pluto, 2004)
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spread to encompass the West Bank. The logical culmination of twenty years of frustration
with Israeli occupation and over a century of upheaval and disruption it was a spontaneous,
grassroots movement which had mass social participation and drew upon the organisations
and institutions which had emerged under conditions of occupation. Often compared to the
1936-39 revolt the intifada cut across political and social affiliations and relied on the
policies of limited violent confrontation, which involved stone throwing or the use of
Molotov cocktails, and multiple forms of civil disobedience including mass
demonstrations, general strikes, political graffiti, the boycott of Israeli goods and the refusal
to pay taxes. Intifada activism coalesced under the leadership of the Unified National
Leadership of the Uprising (UNLU)*®, which worked underground to coordinate the
movement®’. The UNLU was a coalition of the four PLO parties active in the territories, i.e.
Fatah, the Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP), the Democratic Front for
the Liberation of Palestine (DFLP) and the Palestinian Communist Party (later known as
the Palestinian People’s Party, PPP)*. Other parties that were active during the intifada,
though not as a part of the UNLU, were Hamas and the Palestinian Islamic Jihad (PLJ). The
Israeli response to the intifada resulted in the arrest and detention of some 10,000
Palestinians without charges, and the killing of over one thousand Palestinians, including
200 under the age of sixteen, between 1987 and 1991%.

While the intifada did not end Israeli occupation it served to bring the Palestinian issue
back into the public eye and demonstrated that the status quo was no longer tenable. The
intifada also moved the leadership of the Palestinian national movement into the territories
for the first time thereby forcing a moribund PLO in Tunis into action. The intifada has
been credited with reviving the PLO and its armed struggle, both of which were at their

% Also referred to in some texts as the Unified National Command (UNC)

* Cheryl A. Rubenberg, The Palestinians: In Search of a Just Peace (Boulder, Colorado: Lynn Rienner
Publishers Inc., 2003), p. 32; See also Kenneth W. Stein, ‘The Intifada and the Uprising of 1936-1939: A
Comparison of Arab Communities’ in Robert O. Freedman (ed.), The Intifada: Its Impact on Israel, the Arab
World, and the Superpowers (Miami: Florida International University Press, 1991) and Ibrahim Abu-Lughod,
‘Introduction: On Achieving Independence’, in Jamal R, Nasser and Roger Heacock (eds.), Intifada: Palestine
at the Crossroads (London, New York and Westport, Connecticut: Pracger, 1990)

*% Also note that the PFLP was established in 1967 but did not join the PLO till 1970. It was for a long time
the second largest group in the PLO and posed a direct challenge to Fatah. However, the biggest issue with
the PFLP was infighting. DFLP was formed as one of its offshoots in 1969. PFLP’s main ideology involved
the depiction of Palestine as part of Arab unity. DFLP on the other hand was more territorial in its conception
of Palestine.

% Joel Beinin and Lisa Hajjar, ‘Palestine, Israel and the Arab-Israeli Conflict- A Primer’, opt. cit., p. 9
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lowest point and in decline by 1987“°. Responding to the pressure exerted by activists in
the territories who expected the PLO to adopt a clear political programme for achieving
independence, the Palestine National Council (PNC), the Palestinian government-in-exile,
recognised Israel in November-December 1988 and also declared an independent state of
Palestine in the West Bank and Gaza®*'.

In 1991, after the Gulf War, President George Bush made serious efforts to stabilise the
Middle East by promoting a resolution of the Arab-Israeli conflict. However, the Israeli
Prime Minister Yitzhak Shamir was unwilling to negotiate directly with the PLO. By
October 1991, the US managed to open multilateral negotiations in Madrid between the
Israelis and a joint Jordanian-Palestinian delegation. The Palestinian delegation, which
comprised of residents from the occupied territories, was subject to Israeli approval and
residents of East Jerusalem were barred on the pretext that all of Jerusalem was a part of
Isracl. Moreover, while the PLO was formally excluded from both the Madrid conference
as well as from subsequent negotiations in Washington DC, its leaders were in regular and
close consultation with the Palestinian delegation*’. Negotiations dragged on with little
progress till Yitzhak Rabin was assumed office in June 1992 and he promised a speedy
conclusion of the on-going negotiations. The Israeli and Palestinian fatigue with the on-
going intifada combined with deteriorating economic conditions and the rapid rise of
militant Islamist groups like Hamas in the territories pushed Rabin to break with
convention and enter into direct negotiations with the PLO through a secret channel
provided by the Norwegians in early 1993. These secret negotiations, known as the Oslo
Accords produced the Declaration of Principles (DOP) which was signed in Washington in
September 1993%.

The Oslo DOP established a negotiating process which was supposed to take place over a

five year interim period during which Israel was to withdraw first from Gaza and Jericho

“ Bard E. O’Neil, “The Intifada in the Context of Armed Struggle’ in Robert O. Freedman (ed.), The Intifada,
opt. cit. p. 37

“'See for example: Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle, opt. cit., pp. 607-638

“2 While it is beyond the scope of this work to trace in detail the impact that the fall of the Soviet Union and
the emergence of a unipolar world had on the Middle East peace process, suffice it to state that the absence of
Soviet power and interest is clearly seen in the expanded influence of the United States in the region.

“ William B. Quandt, ‘Israeli-Palestinian Peace Talks’ in Tamara Cofman Wittes (ed.), How Israelis and
Palestinians Negotiate: A Cross Cultural Analysis of the Oslo Peace Process (Washington, DC: United States
Institute of Peace, 2005); David Markovsky, ‘Taba Mythchief®, The National Interest (Spring 2003)
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and then from other unspecified areas of the West Bank. The PLO on its part made its
principal commitments by recognising the state of Israel and promising to cooperate in
dismantling the ‘terrorist’ network in the occupied territories. Israel’s principle
commitments, unlike those of the PLO, were to be made in the final status talks. “The May
1994 Cairo Agreement limited the extent of the initial Israel withdrawal to about 65 percent
of the Gaza Strip, defined the extent of the Jericho area, established the Palestinian
Authority (PA) as the governing body in the evacuated territories and inaugurated the
interim period”*, which was meant to expire on May 4, 1999. The Taba Agreement (Oslo
II), signed in September 1995, divided the West Bank into three areas. Israel withdrew
completely from Area A which covered the main cities of the West Bank, i.e. Nablus,
Jenin, Tulkarem, Qalgilya, Ramallah, Bethlehem and by January 1997 also from 80 percent
of Hebron. This comprised a total of 3 percent of the West Bank. The Palestinian Authority
was responsible for specific municipal functions in Area B, comprising about 23 percent of
the territory, while joint Israeli-Palestinian patrols maintained internal security. Israel
retained full control over Area C, which covered about 74 percent of the West Bank,
including all settlements and the Jewish neighbourhoods in and around East Jerusalem. Key
issues like the status of Jerusalem, the right of Palestinian refugees to return and their
compensation, key elements of Oslo I, were again not discussed®’. In October 1988 the
Wye Accords outlined an Israeli withdrawal from an additional 13.1 percent of the West
Bank but Israel unilaterally suspended implementation of these terms after withdrawing
only from an additional 2 percent of the territory. In addition, between 1992 and 1996
Jewish settlement blocs in the West Bank and East Jerusalem expanded by about 37
percent*® and were connected, to each other and to Israeli cities, through an expansive
network of bypass roads which outlawed Palestinian settlement 55 yards on either side. By
2000 nearly 250 miles of bypass roads had been built on confiscated land again rendering
hundreds of Palestinians homeless and adding to Palestinian disillusionment with the peace

process*’. Furthermore, Israel’s reluctance to relinquish control over territory combined

“ Joel Beinin, ‘The Demise of the Oslo Process’, Middle East Research and Information Project (MERIP), 26
March 1999, http.//www.merip.org/mero/mero032699.html, Date Accessed: 20 October 2007

“% Ibid; Catherine Cook, ‘Why There’s No Peace in Palestine’, Middle East Research and Information Project
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with steadily declining economic conditions in WBG and frustration with the peace process
empowered Palestinian opponents of Oslo, especially parties like Hamas whose suicide

bombing campaigns further hardened an already uncompromising Israeli stance.

Final status talks which had been initially scheduled for mid-1996 only commenced in mid-
2000. By then Israeli withdrawal had left about 40 percent of the West Bank and 65 percent
of Gaza under the direct or partial control of the PA. However, in July 2000 Israeli Prime
Minister Ehud Barak presented his ‘red lines’ at Camp David II: “Israel would not return to
its pre-1967 borders; East Jerusalem with its 175,000 Jewish settlers would remain under
Israeli sovereignty; Israel would annex settlement blocs in the West Bank containing some
80 percent of the 180,000 Jewish settlers; and Israel would accept no legal or moral

responsibility for the creation of the Palestinian refugee problem™*®

. Unsurprisingly, Arafat
citing the conditions of Resolution 242 and the understanding implicit in the Oslo DOP
demanded that Israel withdraw from the vast majority of the West Bank and Gaza,
including East Jerusalem, and the recognise an independent Palestinians state in those
areas. Thus, despite the fact that Barak offered more territory to the Palestinians than any of
his predecessors, Camp David II failed as Arafat rejected the terms offered with the full

support of his constituents.

The Palestinian frustration with what was essentially a failed and unfair peace process, and
the daily humiliation which characterised Palestinian experience in the occupied territories
converged to ignite the Al-Agsa intifada shortly after the failure of Camp David II. In
September 2000, Ariel Sharon, accompanied by about a thousand armed guards, visited the
Temple Mount. Coming soon after the negotiations over Jerusalem’s holy places and in
light of Sharon’s history as the ‘murderer of Sabra and Shatila’ as well as his clear views
regarding the annexation of East Jerusalem, the visit sparked off protests which resulted in
the killing of six unarmed Palestinian protesters. This triggered the riots which mark the
beginning of the bloody Al-Agsa intifada*. During the first intifada the space of clash and

conflict was the Palestinian street, neighbourhoods and homes. The second intifada
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however was characterised by the Israeli Defence Forces (IDF) withdrawing to the borders
of cities and towns and being thus concentrated around checkpoints and borders within only
occasional forays into cities. The Al-Agsa intifada was also marked by greater violence and
harsher retaliatory measures from the IDF. The first four months of the Al-Agsa intifada for
example had more Palestinians hurt and killed violently than in several years of the first
intifada - a trend which was no doubt further accentuated by the increasing militarization of
the second intifada. This militarization was directly linked to the proliferation of the
Palestinian security forces in the Oslo period which had created approximately 40,000
armed and trained Palestinians in the occupied territories®. Consequently, protests often
turned into violent clashes between armed and trained young men and the IDF at
checkpoints and city borders. The Al-Agsa intifada was also marked by an escalation of
suicide attacks and Israeli targeted assassinations and military operations. As such from the
point Camp David II failed and the Al-Agsa intifada started in 2000, both the PA and
Arafat steadily lost ground in the occupied territories leaving a vacuum in the leadership of
the Palestinian national movement and generating the conditions which enabled Hamas to
project itself as a legitimate alternative to the PA. By successfully projecting itself as
capable of upholding the social, political and military mantle of the Palestinian national
struggle Hamas finally achieved electoral victory in January 2006°".

II. The Rise and Fall of Fatah and the PLO

Any analysis of Hamas and its rise to power in the occupied territories would be incomplete
without a consideration of the key political players with whom it interacts. Israel is the most
significant external political challenge while the Fatah-led PLO (and then the PA)
represents the most powerful internal challenge. Fatah, the reverse acronym of Harakat al-
Qawmiyyin al-‘Arab (the Palestinian National Liberation Movement)*?, was formally
created on 10 October 1959 and its goal upon inception was the liberation of Palestine

though armed struggle. In many ways Fatah has been crucial to the articulation of the
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Palestinian struggle for independence — in part due to its long existence but also because of
its role in defining the direction of the resistance. Hamas, in its turn, has inherited a national
stuggle shaped by Fatah and has consistently sought to claim it as its own by giving a new,
more obviously Islamic, hue. Hence because of Fatah’s crucial role it is imperative to fully
understand both its emergence and evolution within the Israeli-Palestinian landscape of

conflict.

Fatah emerged in a regional political climate that was dominated by the philosophy of pan-
Arabism and where the Palestinian issue was subordinated to a transnational ideological
pursuit. The Palestinian problem was generally seen as a symptom of the greater Arab
predicament and as an extension of the struggle against the West, and its representative
Israel, in the Middle East. The Palestinian issue was thus no more than a powerful
mechanism of gamering domestic and regional legitimacy and mobilising support for
various Arab regimes in the region>. Fatah’s unique ‘Palestine first’ ideology challenged
this subordination and articulated the necessity of a distinct Palestinian identity which its
leaders believed was deliberately suppressed by both Israel and Arab states™. It therefore
adopted a very measured stance vis-a-vis the PLO which was founded primarily under the
influence of Egyptian President Gamal Abdul Nasser in May 1964 as the primary
representative of the Palestinian people, and was an effort to control the Palestinian
resistance movement in accordance with his own regional power ambitions> . Thus on the
one hand, while Fatah was deeply suspicious of the PLO on the other it welcomed the
creation of an entity that specifically addressed the Palestinian crisis. Yet despite its
suspicions Fatah always maintained an overtly accommodating position towards the PLO
knowing that the latter enjoyed an Arab legitimacy which it still lacked (a policy that was
later adopted by Hamas vis-a-vis Fatah and the PLO/PA). At the same time the creation of
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the PLO represented a challenge for Fatah which was forced to initiate its armed struggle

sooner than planned and thereby end its years as an underground movement’®.

Fatah’s thus launched its armed struggle on 1 January 1965, in the name of its military
wing al- ‘Asifa (the Storm) provoking strong reactions from both the PLO and Egypt. The
PLO denied any links with al-A4sifa while Nasser regarded the start of military action “as
inopportune and threatening a general loss of control over events”. Moreover, while the
diplomatic recognition and military capability that the PLO received from Arab states
provided it with an enhanced status among Palestinians, its inability to match Fatah in
armed activity eroded this political credibility and strengthened Fatah’s position. Fatah in
turn faced considerable difficultly in both mounting military operations against Israel and
surviving as the Jordanian, Lebanese and Egyptian governments began arresting and
detaining its operatives. But as Fatah’s violent struggle was by no means formulated to
merely confront Israel but also to gamer popular support and ensure group survival it
increasingly turned towards Syria for aid and support — a dependence which allowed it to
sharply increase in its military activity inside Israeli territory. Thus Fatah conducted 37
attacks across the Lebanese and Jordanian borders in the first six months of 1967 alone
thereby consolidating its position as a leading group in the struggle for a free Palestine.
Most importantly, its ideology and modus operandi also found increasing resonance with
Palestinians and by 1967 a clear consensus had emerged amongst all Palestinian groups that
the time was ripe for guerrilla activity against Israel. Therefore, various Palestinian groups

actively participated in the Six Day War that erupted in mid-1967°’.

The Arab military defeats in the Six Day War reconfirmed for Fatah the inability of Arab
regimes to achieve Palestinian independence through military means. Moreover, Nasser’s
acceptance of the ceasefire with Israel also illustrated that the Palestinian issue would
always be subordinated to the interests of Arab states in the region. At the same time, Fatah
recognised, in this 1967 defeat, a rare opportunity to break away from the control exerted

by Arab governments and consolidate popular support for active resistance. In late June
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1967, Fatah claimed that it had transferred its leadership to the occupied territories>:. The
Fatah Central Committee also approved building secure launching bases for military
operations in the occupied territories, believing that these would enable armed struggle to
be successfully waged from within the West Bank. To this end, Yasser Arafat established
clandestine headquarters in Nablus by mid-August 1967 and August 28" marked the
‘second launch’ of Fatah’s armed struggle. The Israelis responded with an intensive
campaign which destroyed Fatah’s resistance in the territories, forcing Arafat to leave the
West Bank permanently in December of the same year. Nonetheless, Fatah’s actions

established it as one of the few organisations resisting occupation in the territories™.

Fatah’s military activity also won it support from various Arab regimes in the aftermath of
the 1967 War which were either too weak to deny the guerrillas the use of their territory or
actively encouraged a low-intensity conflict with Israel. Fatah’s reputation was fully sealed
with the Battle of Karamah. Karamah, a refugee town located in Jordan close to the border,
was the location of guerrilla bases that were used to launch operations into the West Bank.
In March 1968 Fatah fighters clashed with the Israeli army which had initiated a punitive
raid targeting the bases located in the town® . Despite suffering heavy losses in what was a
militarily imbalanced clash, the incident generated unprecedented support for Fatah from
various sources — including from Egyptian President Nasser. Fatah took immediate
advantage of this support by initiating a process which culminated in its take over of the
PLO as marked by Arafat’s election as PLO chairman in February 1969.

A wave of volunteers enlisted with the organisation within days after Karamah enabling
both an expansion of guerrilla units and an escalation of military activity against Israel®.
Guerrilla attacks were carried on simultaneously from the Jordanian, Lebanese and Syrian
fronts. At the same time there was a distinct shift in the political philosophy of Fatah whose
bases in the occupied territories had been dismantled by Israeli action. Fatah now believed

that it was necessary to “acquire a secure base on the East Bank™ and the slogan now
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became “there is no difference between the Inside and Outside”®2. However, the Jordanian
government, wary of an organised Palestinian power in the country, were already trying to
curb their activities, which by now also included international terror attacks and hijackings
by groups like the PFLP. The crackdown by the Jordanian army on Fatah and other
guerrilla groups in 1968 had pushed the resistance organisations towards setting up civilian
militias in Palestinian refugee camps thereby setting the stage for the evolution of the
Palestinian “state within a state” inside Jordan®. Now the guerrillas responded to Jordanian
pressure by direct confrontation with the Hashemite monarchy. The battle that ensued in
1970, often referred to as Black September, resulted in Fatah’s defeat and forced the PLO

to flee to Lebanon®*.

Fatah was also increasingly concerned about challenges posed by other guerrilla groups to
its position in the PLO. Of the various groups the most troubling was the PFLP which
enjoyed great prestige due to the successes of its international terror operations and
hijackings. To counter the influence of the PFLP and enhance its own status, Fatah
established the Black September Organisation (BSO) which conducted various operations,
including the high-profile assassinations of the Jordanian Prime Minister in November
1971 and of seven Israeli athletes at the Munich Olympic Games in September 1972%.
Within Lebanon, Fatah established headquarters in Beirut and amassed troops in southern
Lebanon. As it became more entrenched in Lebanon it slowly shifted focus from
international operations to conducting attacks against Israel. At the same time, the
combination of the “Palestinian guerrilla sanctuaries in the south, massive social and
economic dislocation caused by Israeli counter-insurgency campaigns, and the emergence
of the PLO’s state-within-a-state brought tensions between Lebanon’s (sic) dominant
Maronite Christian community and the Muslims majority to crisis points in (sic) 19737,

Alliances between the Palestinian resistance organisations and the Lebanese Muslim

%2 Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle, opt. cit., p. 207

% Anat N. Kurz, Fatah and the Politics of Violence, opt. cit., p. 59

% Yonah Alexander, Palestinian Secular Terrorism, opt. cit., p. 2

% Ibid. p, 3; See also: Aryeh Y. Yodfat and Yuval Arnon-Ohanna, PLO Strategy and Politics (London:
Croom Helm, 1981)

% Yezid Sayigh, Armed Struggle, opt. cit., p. 323

46



opposition made this situation even more explosive while the October 1973 war further

exacerbated the situation®.

As Lebanon spiralled towards civil war in early 1975, the process was marked by ever-
escalating violent encounters between the Lebanese oppositional forces and their
Palestinian supporters and Lebanon’s traditional Maronite leadership. Fatah initially
maintained a neutral position refusing to interfere in the internal affairs of its host state but
other Palestinian groups, like the PFLP, participated in the fighting from the very
beginning. However, by late 1975 Christian forces had escalated attacks against Muslim
population centres and were focussing specifically on the Palestinian neighbourhoods of
Beirut thereby forcing Fatah into the fray. Syrian intervention in the war served to push the
PLO into southern Lebanon where it cdnsolidated its military and civil networks and

intensified attacks across the border in Israel®

. The Israeli’s responded with two intensive
retaliatory operations into Lebanon in 1978 and 1982 which eventually forced the PLO
leadership to move to Tunis, with other members fleeing to Algeria, Yemen and Iraq.
Fatah’s headquarters remained in Tunis till 1994 and the expulsion impacted its operational
capabilities as it was not only unable to conduct effective attacks from such a distance, it
also exerted less control and influence over the populations in the West Bank and Gaza®.
Thus from 1982 to 1987 when the intifada erupted in the occupied territories both Fatah
and the PLO were at their lowest ebb. This situation changed considerably once the Oslo
peace process commenced and the Fatah-led PLO was institutionalised as the Palestinian
Authority with Arafat still at its helm. However, as the peace process faltered and both
Arafat and the PA were dogged by accusations of corruption, patrimonialism and
inefficiency, conditions were created for the rise of a powerful political challenge in the
territories. The Islamic forces, especially Hamas, had been slowly consolidating their

position in WBG vis-a-vis the secular nationalist PLO/PA and they now moved swiftly to
fill the vacuum that was being left by the PA.
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I11. Enter Hamas

Hamas entered the political scene in Palestine with the outbreak of the first intifada in
December 1987. It was markedly different from the very onset due to its strong revisionist
stance regarding Palestinian national goals and the means available to achieve the same as
well as its stance on social and moral rules. Indeed, its very existence as an Islamic
organisation that rejected secular nationalism posed a challenge to first the PLO, and then
later on to the PA that was established in the Gaza Strip, as both had always adopted a
secular nationalistic position on Palestinian statehood. Open political competition with
other more established political players was thus inevitable and began most obviously with
Hamas’ rejection of the United National Command (UNC) which led the intifada on behalf
of the PLO, in favour of charting its own course on strikes, demonstrations, and other
activities of the resistance’®. Thus, while on the one hand, the Hamas’ existence and
attitudes defied the PLO’s status as the sole representative of the Palestinian people and the
exclusive political force in the territories, on the other hand its clearly defined Islamic
identity simultaneously allowed it to appropriate the Palestinian national narrative,
dominated thus far by the PLO, and give it a specifically Islamic context. ' However, even
the ability of the Hamas to emerge when it did in January 1988 is rooted in the changes in
the broader Palestinian socio-political contéxt. The origins of Hamas are first and foremost
rooted in the Palestinian Muslim Brotherhood movement, and most specifically, in its main
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