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A Geopolitical Analysis of the War on Gaza

Geopolitics is about the relations between nation states. Specifically, it is about how
nation states position themselves in the international arena, and utilize their strengths, and
hide their weaknesses, in order to dominate others and secure their national interests.

Geopolitical analysis looks at developments in this international arena in order to explain
why these developments occur, and how they affect the global power balance.

The geopolitical analyst performs one of the most difficult forms of intellectual analysis,
as in the realm of geopolitics nation states typically try to hide their actions and/or their
motives for these actions. Therefore, the geopolitical analyst must collect information from a
variety of fields, not only politics and diplomacy, but also economics, geography,
demography, sociology, technology, and history; over a longer period of time; and then
formulate the thesis that pieces all established information together, like a puzzle.

The Sunnah of Prophet Mohammed (saw) establishes geopolitical analysis as one of the
most important types of analysis. As the spiritual and political leader of the Muslims in Al
Madinah, he (saw) organized the continuous gathering of information regarding the enemies
of the Muslims. Such that he (saw) could understand what was happening and why it was
happening, and in response formulate geopolitical strategies to protect the Muslims against
the plans of their enemies, and secure the interests of Islam. The examples of this are many,
including his (saw) instruction to Sa’ad bin Abi Waqgas (ra) following the Battle of Uhud:
“Bring us news of their movements. If they have mounted the camels rather than the horses,
then this signifies that they have decided to depart. But if they have mounted their horses
rather than their camels, then most likely they are bent on attacking Al Madinah. By Him, in
whose hands is my soul, if they march towards Al Madinah, | shall advance towards them
and give them battle.” (Narrated by Imam Al Wagqidi in “Kitab Al Maghazi”).

In light of the above, it is of the utmost importance that a deep and holistic understanding
of the War on Gaza is developed, and utilized for formulation of the most appropriate
geopolitical strategy in response.

The historical context of the War on Gaza: The Zionist Movement and international
support for establishment of the State of ‘Israel’

It is well known, though often ignored by Western politicians and geopolitical analysts,
that the current War on Gaza is not a unigue, isolated event.

Following the proclamation of establishment of the state of ‘Israel’ in 1948, Gaza became
one of the main refugee camps for the Palestinians who, under the threat of force by Zionist
terrorist groups, had fled their homes.! It is estimated that some 200,000 Palestinians,
roughly 25% of the Arab population of Palestine at that time, from 144 Palestinian cities and
villages, sought refuge in Gaza during 1948 and 1949. This made Gaza one of the most
densely populated areas of the world, with 1,800 inhabitants per square kilometer.2
Thereafter, during the 1956 Suez Crisis, ‘Israel’ invaded Gaza militarily and occupied it until
1957. In 1967, it again invaded Gaza militarily, this time to occupy it until 2005. Since then,
Gaza has been under military blockade by the ‘Israeli’ military, which has severely limited the

! Thomas Suarez, “State of Terror: How Terrorism Created Modern Israel”, Olive Branch Press, 2016; see also J.L. Peeke,
“Jewish-Zionist Terrorism And The Establishment Of Israel”, U.S. Department of Justice, 1977, www.ojp.gov/ncjrs/virtual-
library/abstracts/jewish-zionist-terrorism-and-establishment-israel
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flow of goods into the area, as well as the movement of people. The ‘Israeli’ military used
precise calculations of Gaza's daily calorie needs, to be able to maintain what it saw as an
appropriate level of hunger in Gaza.® The United Nations Special Rapporteur on Human
Rights said that as a result, Gaza has been transformed into an “open air prison” for the 2.2
million people living there.*

There is also a broader context to this now 75 years of war in and on Gaza. Critically
important elements of this broader context are the establishment of the Zionist movement in
1897, the British government’s decision to officially support this movement in 1917, and the
United States’ decision to support it following establishment of the State of ‘Israel’ in 1948.

The Zionist movement was founded in Vienna, Austria, in 1897, during the first World
Zionist Congress. The driving force behind this congress was Theodore Herzl. Born into a
Jewish, middle-class family in Budapest, Hungary, in 1860, Herzl’s personal life had been so
affected by the antisemitism that was common in Europe at the time, that he was inspired to
search for a solution to this issue. Herzl intellectually reviewed various options. He
considered assimilation of the Jews into European societies as a solution, but concluded that
if even he himself, a highly educated, non-religious, secular Jew, still experienced
antisemitism, there was no real hope for assimilation to solve the issue. He also reflected on
the option of revolution against Europe’s ruling elites, in order to establish new societies from
the ground up, but concluded this was only likely to make matter worse. Jewish conversion to
Christianity, meanwhile, he considered a dishonourable way to deal with the issue, as it
erased the Jewish identity. The solution Herzl felt most drawn to was the Jewish nationalism
known as Zionism, which proposed establishment of a national homeland for the Jews.®

The Zionist movement was contacted by the British during the First World War. Great
Britain feared that Germany, through its close collaboration with the Ottoman Empire, would
come to control the Middle East. That would cut the British off from their access to India, and
greater Asia. For this reason, Great Britain developed plans to ensure it would control the
Middle East. While it played with the idea of militarily invading the area that is today Irag and
Iran, it believed its relationship with the tribes of the Arabian Peninsula was such that it could
control affairs there through them. But that left Palestine as an issue. A big issue, from the
perspective of the British, as Palestine bordered the eastern flank of the Suez Canal, and
occupied the land bridge from Egypt to India. In a government memorandum dated 11 April
1917 it was written that “German control of Palestine was one of the greatest of all dangers
which can confront the British Empire in the future”.

The plan Great Britain came up with for Palestine was to establish a military contingent
made up of Zionist Jews to fight the Ottomans in the area, and thereafter control the area on
behalf of Great Britain. For this reason, the British government contacted the representative
of the Zionist movement in Great Britain, Chaim Weizmann. He had been born into a Jewish
family in Minsk, Russia, in 1874, but moved to Great Britain in 1904 as he thought he would
be able to find support for the Zionist cause among Britain’s elite. Unlike Herzl, who had no
specific views on where exactly the Jewish homeland was to be founded, Weizmann was
very clear that it should only be in Palestine. Weizmann, in his discussions with the British
government, in particular Mark Sykes, asked for Britain to formally announce its support for
the Zionist project in Palestine. At first, Great Britain was hesitant to do so. But when it
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learned that France, which also had colonial ambition for Palestine, had offered vague
support for the Zionist Movement, it decided that it should communicate a clearer and
stronger support. Therefore, despite objections from the Jewish members of the British
government, such as Edwin Montagu who was the Secretary of State for India, Herbert
Samuel and Rufus Isaacs, who were against Zionism as they feared it would lead people to
doubt their commitment to Britain, on the 2™ of November of 1917 it issued the Balfour
Declaration. This declaration, designed to get the Zionist movement to support Great Britain
in Palestine, said that “His Majesty's Government view with favor the establishment in
Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people, and will use their best endeavors to
facilitate the achievement of this object”.6 The Balfour Declaration led to establishment of the
so-called Jewish Legion, a 5,000 man army that was sent by the British to fight against the
Ottomans in Palestine. In his memoirs about the Legion, one of the Zionist leaders in the
Legion, Vladimir Jabotinsky, described the composition of the 5,000-member Legion as;
"thirty-four per cent from the United States, thirty per cent from Palestine, twenty-eight per
cent from England, six per cent from Canada, one per cent Ottoman war prisoners, one per
cent from Argentina".”

Towards the end of the Second World War, the United States became the leading
geopolitical power in the western hemisphere. Regarding Palestine, its foreign policy elite
gravitated between two opinions. One opinion said that in order to secure the oil of the
Middle East, the United States should find a solution for Palestine that would not agitate the
Arabs, and as such work to establish a “two state solution”. The other opinion said that in the
conflict with the Soviet Union, the United States would benefit from a partner in the Middle
East with a firmly westernized outlook, and as such should support establishment of a Jewish
homeland in Palestine. In the end, the latter opinion won the debate®, which led President
Harry Truman to recognize the State of ‘Israel’ 11 minutes following its proclamation on May
14, 1948. Initially, the practical support from the United States to ‘Israel’ was limited, as the
United States disliked the closeness of ‘Israel’s political elite to Great Britain, as evidenced
by joint British — French — ‘Israeli’ military attack on Egypt over its nationalization of the Suez
Canal in 1956. This changed in 1962 when President John F. Kennedy decided to sell Hawk
anti-aircraft missiles to ‘Israel’. The idea behind the sale was that through providing
advanced military support to ‘Israel’, the United States could bring ‘Israel’s political elites
firmly into its camp as a supporter of the United States’ anti-communist vision for the Middle
East. This view, under which ‘Israel’ is useful for the United States geopolitical strategies,
has remained the foundation for the relationship between the two countries that continues to
this day?, with the only change being that after the collapse of communism, ‘Israel’ became
the United States’ Middle Eastern ally for its “War on Terror”. This explains why in 2017
‘Israeli’ president Benyamin Netanyahu described the State of ‘Israel’ as a “mighty aircraft
carrier” of the United States in the Middle East.1?

6 David Fromkin, “A Peace to End All Peace: The Fall of the Ottoman Empire and the Creation of the Modern Middle East”,
Henry Holt Publishers, 1989

7 Vladimir Jabotinsky, “Story of My Life”

& Undoubtedly, the Soviet Union’s vocal support for a national home for the Jews in Palestine was one of the reasons for
president Truman to take this decision. Josef Stalin, the leader of the Soviet Union, wanted to use the Zionists to establish
a bridgehead for communism in the Middle East and undermine Great Britain’s influence. See: Jiri Valenta and Leni
Friedman Valenta, “The Birth of Israel: Prague's Crucial Role”, Middle East Quarterly, 2019, www.meforum.org/7263/the-
birth-of-israel-prague-crucial-role

9 Sarah Alexander Mclntosh, “The Ties that Bind: The Causes and Ramifications of the 1962 Sale of Hawk Anti-Aircraft
Missiles to Israel”, The University of British Columbia, 2015,
https://open.library.ubc.ca/soa/clRcle/collections/undergraduateresearch/52966/items/1.0076013; see also Ariel
Gomberg, “The Roots of the U.S.-Israel Relationship: How the Cold War Tensions Played a Role in U.S. Foreign Policy in
the Middle East”, Union College, 2013, https://digitalworks.union.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1698&context=theses
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While both Britain and the United States supported the Zionist movement to further their
own geopolitical interests, both found that the Zionist movement and the State of ‘Israel’ were
not always reliable partners.

For example, in 1939 the Zionist movement took issue with the vision for Palestine
formulated in British government’s White Paper of 1939. As Britain was preparing for war
with Nazi Germany, it searched for a way to maintain support from both the Zionist
movement and the Arabs of the Middle East.}! The White Paper therefore suggested that
Britain would allow continued emigration of Zionist Jews from Europe to Palestine, but that
this emigration would be capped such that the Jews would never total more than one-third of
the total population of area — unless the Palestinian Arab leadership were to agree otherwise.
Furthermore, the White Paper suggested that over a period of 10 years Great Britain would
work to support establishment of an independent state in Palestine. The policy greatly
infuriated the Zionist movement, as it concluded from this British policy that Great Britain
wanted them to live in Palestine as a perpetual minority, which would make it practically
impossible for them to establish a truly Jewish homeland there.1? In response, the Zionist
movement launched a campaign of terror against the British administration in Palestine,
which included assassinations of British officials and bombings of official buildings.3

The United States experienced similar difficulties in its relationship with the State of
‘Israel’. When it 1962 it provided the State of ‘Israel’ important military aid, it did so on the
condition that ‘Israel’ would halt its nuclear program and allow for repatriation of the Arab
refugees from 1948 back to their homes in Palestine.l* While the State of Israel gladly
accepted the United States’ weapons, it did not live up to its promises regarding its nuclear
program and the Palestinian refugees. Ever since, the United States has failed to get the
State of ‘Israel’ to support any kind of solution for the issue of Palestine or the Palestinian
refugees.’> The Oslo Accords of 1993 and 1995 offered to solve these issues through
establishment of a Palestinian authority that would be subservient to the government of the
State of ‘Israel’. While some elements of the political elite in the State of ‘Israel’ supported
this idea, others did not. As a result, the United States has never been able to make the
State of ‘Israel’ live up to its commitments under the Oslo Accords?®, and ‘Israel’s policy of
establishing Zionist settlements in lands areas it occupied through the 1967 war has
continued without pause.t’

The current context of the War on Gaza: The United States’ “Pivot to Asia”
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12 Chaim Weizmann, “The Jewish Case Against the Palestine White Paper”, 1939,
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16 Anshel Pfeffer, “Benjamin Netanyahu, the Undertaker of the Two-state Solution”, Haaretz, 2019,
www.haaretz.com/israel-news/israeli-palestinian-conflict-solutions/2019-04-01/ty-article/.premium/benjamin-
netanyahu-the-undertaker-of-the-two-state-solution/0000017f-e9fb-d4a6-af7f-ffff3f8c0000

17 “L.and Grab: Israel's Settlement Policy in the West Bank”, B'Tselem, 2002,
www.btselem.org/publications/summaries/200205_land_grab



https://fathomjournal.org/mandate100-perfidious-albion-or-strategic-realpolitik-reassessing-britains-1939-white-paper/
https://www.bjpa.org/content/upload/bjpa/the_/THE%20JEWISH%20CASE%20AGAINST%20THE%20PALESTINE%20WHITE%20PAPER%20JUNE,%201939.pdf
https://www.bjpa.org/content/upload/bjpa/the_/THE%20JEWISH%20CASE%20AGAINST%20THE%20PALESTINE%20WHITE%20PAPER%20JUNE,%201939.pdf
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/363887563_Bloody_years_of_the_Jewish_Insurgency_in_British_Mandatory_Palestine_1939-1948_From_the_White_Paper_to_the_State_of_Israel
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/363887563_Bloody_years_of_the_Jewish_Insurgency_in_British_Mandatory_Palestine_1939-1948_From_the_White_Paper_to_the_State_of_Israel
https://open.library.ubc.ca/soa/cIRcle/collections/undergraduateresearch/52966/items/1.0076013
https://www.pij.org/articles/1946/the-history-of-the-twostate-solution
http://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/israeli-palestinian-conflict-solutions/2019-04-01/ty-article/.premium/benjamin-netanyahu-the-undertaker-of-the-two-state-solution/0000017f-e9fb-d4a6-af7f-ffff3f8c0000
http://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/israeli-palestinian-conflict-solutions/2019-04-01/ty-article/.premium/benjamin-netanyahu-the-undertaker-of-the-two-state-solution/0000017f-e9fb-d4a6-af7f-ffff3f8c0000
http://www.btselem.org/publications/summaries/200205_land_grab

At the end of the Second World War, the United States entered a geopoalitical conflict
with the Soviet Union. Following the collapse of the Soviet Union during the 1980s, and with
it the communist ideology it espoused, during the 1990s the United States turned its attention
to “Islamic Fundamentalism” as its next major opponent. The foundation for this view was
laid by Samuel Huntington through his book, The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of
World Order, and the result was that the Islamic heartland, Middle East, came at the center
of the United States’ geopolitical strategy.1®

After some 20 years of focusing on Islam and the Muslims, during November of 2011
President Obama announced a new grand geopolitical strategy for the United States. This
new strategy was named “Pivot to Asia” and underlying it was the view that that China had
developed into the biggest threat for the United States’ global hegemony. In response,
Obama announced, the United States would henceforth rebalance its resources. Fewer
resources were to be used for managing the threat of “Islamic fundamentalism”, such that
more resources could be used in the Asia Pacific region against the threat of China.1®

As far as the Middle East is concerned, this “Pivot to Asia” has had a number of
important implications. Fundamentally, America has had to create a situation in the Middle
East that would enable the envisioned shift of resources to Asia. This is why the United
States began to promote formal agreements between the State of ‘Israel’ and the countries
of the Middle East, the so-called Abraham Accords. Between August and December 2020,
four Muslim countries agreed to normalize their relations with ‘Israel’, namely the United Arab
Emirates, Bahrain, Sudan, and Morocco.2° Talks have been underway to bring Saudi Arabia
into the Abraham Accords as well.?!

The Pivot to Asia has also changed the United States perspective on Iran. Although Iran
provided important support to the United States during the latter’s war in Iraq??, the country is
not seen as a reliable partner for the United States. The assassination of Iranian General
Qasim Sulaimani by the American military is evidence of this.2® As part of the Pivot to Asia,
the United States has continued their efforts to bring Iran firmly into its orbit and change it
into being a reliable partner. At times this is done through the United States softening up on
Iran, such as in 2015 when under President Obama it signed a formal agreement with Iran.?4
At other times this is done through turning the thumbscrews on Iran, such as when under
President Trump it cancelled this Iran deal.?> Since the Abraham Accords, the United States
has utilized primarily the soft approach. For example, it agreed with the United States,
Emirates26 and Saudi Arabia?’ that they would re-establish full diplomatic relations with Iran.
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Although the issue of Palestine is not a priority for the political leadership in the countries
of the Middle East?8, the United States does see it as an issue requiring a solution. The
primarily reason is the opposition to any form of normalization with ‘Israel’ among the Muslim
public of the Middle East, a sentiment that is closely linked to the issue of Palestine. As such,
Palestine continues to carry the potential of causing — from the United States’ perspective —
unwanted instability across the broader Middle East.?® The United States continues to see a
two-state solution based on the 1967 lines with agreed upon land swaps as the best way to
achieve the lasting peace between ‘Israel’ and the Palestinians that it needs to be able to
complete its Pivot to Asia.30

The current context of the War on Gaza: ‘Israeli’ Foreign Policy

‘Israel’ has been highly supportive of the United States brokering of the Abraham
Accords. In addition to the economic benefits the Accords bring ‘Israel’ 31, there is the more
important geopolitical benefit of ‘Israel's existence formally being recognized by its
neighbors. Both trade and formal relations with and communications greatly reduce the
possibility of conflict between ‘Israel’ and the Muslim countries of the Middle East. For this
reason, the United States and ‘Israel’ have been collaborating to bring more Muslim
countries into the Abraham Accords. A formal agreement with Saudi Arabia is close to being
agreed??, while negotiations are underway with Mauritania, Somalia, Niger and Indonesia. 33

However, as with the 1962 agreement regarding the sale of the Hawk missile system to
‘Israel’, and the Oslo Accords of 1993 — 1995, ‘Israel’ has not fully lived up to its promises
under the Abraham Accords. Since 2020, regarding Palestine, ‘Israel’ has hardened its
policies. Zionist settlements in the Palestinian territories occupied by ‘Israel’ have expanded,
and settler violence against Palestinians has been allowed to increase. The ‘lsraeli’
government has also advanced a record number of settler housing units, and transferred
administration of the occupied territories from military to civilian hands, which is widely
interpreted as a sign ‘Israel’ plans to formally annex these regions.34 Beyond continuing its
policy to further expand into the Palestinian territories through occupation and annexation,
‘Israel’ has also continued its policy of dividing and undermining the Palestinians. Since its
pullout from Gaza in 2005, it has sought to keep Gaza and the West Bank politically divided,
and to keep both the political leadership in Gaza and the West Bank weak. Such that
establishment of a Palestinian State remains practically impossible, while avoiding
uncontrolled chaos in the Palestinian territories.3®> Furthermore, in conflict with the United
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States’ plan for the Middle East, ‘Israel’ has sought to undermine efforts to normalize
relations with Iran, through assassinations on Iranian officials, cyberattacks, espionage and
lobbying in the United States.?®¢ And as to the United States ambition to bring Saudi Arabia
into the Abraham Accords, ‘Israel’ has hindered progress by demanding that Saudi Arabia
does not establish a civilian nuclear program similar to the United Arab Emirates.3’ This
‘Israeli’ demand has slowed down progress towards a deal that the United States sees as a
critical element of its current geopolitical strategy.38

In summary, therefore, while ‘Israeli’ foreign policy has been generally aligned with the
United States, in particular areas that are critical for overall progress of the United States’
overall geopolitical strategy, ‘Israel’ has been an obstacle. As such, ‘Israel’ has been a
hindrance to the United States achieving the “new Middle East” it envisions and which
practically enables its pivot to Asia.

United States - ‘Israel’ relations ahead of 7" of October

The United States dissatisfaction with the foreign policy of ‘Israel’ was made evident by
both presidents Trump and Biden. President Trump said Israeli prime minister Benyamin
Netanyahu was a bigger obstacle to peace than Palestinian prime minister Mahmoud Abbas,
and was quoted as saying that Netanyahu "never wanted peace" with the Palestinians.® In a
break with traditional protocol, President Biden refused to include Netanyahu in a group of
foreign leaders whom he called during the first weeks after taking office in 2021.4° In a further
sign of discontent, Biden also refused to meet Netanyahu until after he met the leaders of
China, India, Russia and Saudi Arabia.** When Biden and Netanyahu finally did meet, during
September of 2021 on the sides of a United Nations meeting in New York, Biden let
Netanyahu wait for 30 minutes and focused the post-meeting briefing to journalists on
‘Israel’s side of the Abraham Accords, specifically its obligations towards the Palestinians.*2
Reportedly, further causes for the United States’ displeasure with ‘Israel’ were its efforts to
block the United States’ plan regarding Iran normalization.*3

Since then, ‘Israel’s policy has not changed in the direction that makes it more aligned
with the United States. In fact, the opposite has happened.#4 In December of 2022 ‘Israeli’
prime minister Netanyahu formed a new government, generally considered the most “right
wing” government in ‘Israel’s history, consisting of parties that are religiously ultra-
conservative, transparently Jewish ethno-nationalist and expressly racist anti-Arab. Among
the policy objectives agreed by this coalition are formal annexation of the West Bank, a
weakening of ‘Israel’s judiciary which the coalition sees as an obstacle to its Greater ‘Israel’
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agenda, and strengthening of ‘Israel’s religious Jewish character.*> The United States
communicated its displeasure with this ‘Israeli’ policy direction, and applied pressure on
Netanyahu to make him change course, but failed to have a meaningful impact.46

In summary, therefore, relations between the United States and ‘Israel’ have been at
historical lows, because ‘Israel’ under Prime Minister Netanyahu has chosen a policy track
that conflicts with the United States’ plans for the Middle East.

The 71" of October

It is by now well known that ‘Israeli’ officials obtained Hamas’s plan for the 7 of October
attack more than a year before it actually happened.*” In addition, ‘Israel’'s border
surveillance forces had on numerous occasions warned that Hamas was conducting training
exercises on the basis of the plan.*® Furthermore, ‘Israel’ had repeatedly been warned by
Egyptian intelligence that “something big” was likely to take place.*?

As to how it was nevertheless possible for Hamas to do what it did, there are three
opinions.

The first opinion explains the 7" of October as an “intelligence failure”.5° A bad, but
honest mistake. This view says ‘Israel’ underestimated Hamas’ capabilities, and therefore
was prejudiced when confronted with the above mentioned information regarding Hamas’
plan and preparation, concluding that Hamas are not capable of doing anything. Also, this
opinion says that ‘Israel’ overestimated its own border security system. ‘Israel’s border with
Gaza was known as the “lron Wall”, consisting of a 6-feet-tall double fence, including razor
wire, combined with cameras and state-of-the-art sensors, fortified with a concrete base
against tunnels and remote-controlled machine guns. Due to a resulting overconfidence, this
opinion says, ‘Israel’ ignored the intelligence warnings.

The second opinion says the Netanyahu government of ‘Israel’ knew about Hamas’ plan,
but purposely allowed it to happen.>! This opinion criticizes the first opinion, arguing that it
does not align with standard military operating procedures. Standard military operating
procedures always assume the worst. They would therefore prescribe increased border
security if detailed information had been received about a plan of attack. And if an initial
assessment of this plan would have been that it was “non-credible”, and as such not
deserving of increased security, then most certainly the observation of preparations for an
attack would have forced a reassessment followed by an order for increased security. Lastly,
under standard military operating procedures, specific warnings by an ally would lead to
increased security even if there is no information about a detailed plan of attack. Since the
‘Israeli’ intelligence and defense forces are highly professional, the event of the 7t of
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October can only be explained by a conscious decision among elite security and defense
circles to allow it to happen.

The second opinion argues that the Netanyahu government is the likely origin of the
decision to allow the 7% of October to take place, as this could serve as a pretext for a
massive, long-planned military assault on Gaza, designed to expel its population, after which
the area is to be annexed by ‘Israel’.

The third opinion agrees with the second opinion that the 7" of October could not
possibly have been an “intelligence failure”. Because too many “mistakes” were made in a
series, which is something that under standard military operating procedures simply could
not have happened. But, this third opinion argues that the source of the decision to allow the
7th of October to happen was most likely not the Netanyahu government, primarily because
the 7t of October was a major embarrassment for Netanyahu and his government. The
Egyptians told media outlets that their Intelligence Minister General Abbas Kamel had
personally called Netanyahu only 10 days before the attack, warning that the Gazans were
likely to do “something unusual, a terrible operation”.>? Netanyahu himself was further
personally embarrassed by the revelation that he himself had ordered the redeployment of
two of the three ‘Israeli’ army battalions guarding the Gaza border to the West Bank, in order
to enable Zionist settlers there to hold a religious festival®3, and by the inability of the ‘Israeli’
army to respond to the Hamas attack in an appropriate and timely manner.>* As a result of
the 7t of October, therefore, and quite predictably, Netanyahu and his government have
found themselves under significant pressure to resign over incompetence.>

Further support for the third opinion’s view that members of the ‘Israeli’ elites chose to
allow the 7t of October to happen, in order to put pressure on Netanyahu and his
government, comes from fast and coordinated response from the Israeli opposition parties.
While the ‘Israeli’ army was still in a state of complete disarray, ‘Israel’s main opposition
politician Yair Lapid already communicated a plan for a political pathway forward. It is well
known Lapid is much more closely aligned with the United States’ geopolitical strategy for the
Middle East than Netanyahu. This was made evident by the fact that Lapid was invited to
Washington DC to meet with United States President Biden’s closest advisors before ‘Israeli’
prime minister Netanyahu.¢ During this meeting Lapid was reportedly asked by the United
States to work with Netanyahu, to ensure the Netanyahu government went along with the
United States’ plan for normalization of the ‘Israeli’ relationship with Saudi Arabia and the
Palestinians.5” Lapid’s plan of the 7t of October called for a national unity government, with
as a condition that Netanyahu remove from his government the far-right parties that are
fundamentally against any kind of normalization with the Palestinians.>® This indicates that
the ‘Israeli’ opposition was prepared to use the events of the 7% of October to get Prime
Minister Netanyahu to do what the United States’ geopolitical plans want him to do.
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The United States Response to the 7" of October

The above analysis essentially says that the United States was informed of what Hamas
planned to do on the 7% of October, and worked with segments of the ‘Israeli’ elites in
political and defense circles to allow these plans to be successfully executed, such that it
could use the 7" of October to embarrass Netanyahu, and get him to align himself and his
government with the United States’ geopolitical plans.

This analysis is supported by the United States response to the 7t of October. While it
has offered verbal and military support to ‘Israel’, it has consistently called for a very specific
‘Israeli’ response, based on the United States’ geopolitical strategy explained above.

For example, because the ‘Israeli’ government wanted to expel the population of Gaza
into Egypt®%, and even contacted Egypt to discuss the subject®?, the United States President
Biden spoke to Egyptian president Sisi to ensure Egypt would refuse the idea.5?

Also, the United States has consistently spoken out against the ‘Israeli’ government’s
military plans. Because ‘Israel’ could not get support for its idea to relocate the people of
Gaza, the objective behind the ‘Israeli’ military plans shifted to making Gaza practically
uninhabitable, and causing mass suffering among Palestinians in the process. This is
evidenced by the fact that ‘Israel’ cut the people from Gaza off from food, electricity and
water, a form of collective punishment that is a war crime under international law®2; made
heavy use of unguided “dumb bombs”, which in the densely populated area that is Gaza
inevitable causes massive casualties and destruction of non-military building and
infrastructure®3; and used so many of these and other weapons that it has caused a
destruction in Gaza that is proportionally greater than that which Germany experienced in
World War 11.64 At no point has the United offered verbal support for any of this. Instead, it
has consistently called upon ‘Israel’ to utilize a different military approach®®; one based on
“surgical interventions” on military targets, to minimize civilians casualties®%; and warning that
‘Israel’s military approach would lead to a strategic defeat for the country®’, as it would make
it lose international support.

While the United States has criticized, and on occasion blocked the plans of the ‘Israeli’
government, it has consistently laid out what it believes ‘Israel’ should do instead. It has been
pushing ‘Israel’ to finally accept the two-state solution that has been the United States vision
since longer.68 And it has been working with the Palestinian Authority to prepare it to take the
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leadership position in the to be formed, unified Palestinian State®, both politically’® and
security wise.”*

In conclusion

This geopolitical analysis of the War on Gaza concludes that the United States was
aware of the Hamas plans for the 7t of October, and worked with elements of ‘Israel’s
political and security elite to allow these plans to be executed successfully. The United
States’ objective was to use the 7" of October to put pressure on Israeli prime minister
Netanyahu, in order to get him to align with the United States geopolitical strategy for the
Middle East, which requires him to agree formal treaties with Saudi Arabia and the
Palestinians. Of course, the United States was well aware that its plan would cause mass
casualties on both the ‘Israeli’ and Palestinian side. But history is testimony to the fact that
when it comes to geopolitical strategy, the casualties of others do not play a role in decision
making.

So far, the United States has not succeeded in getting from ‘Israeli’ prime minister
Netanyahu what it wants. In fact, he has publicly, and explicitly, rejected the American plan.’?

A number of questions could be asked to challenge this analysis, such as:

- If the United States is against ‘Israel’s response to the 7t of October, why has it
supported ‘Israel’ throughout?

- Why has the United States continued to supply weapons to ‘Israel’?
- Why has it sent its navy to the Mediterranean to provide cover for ‘Israel’?
- Why has the United States blocked United Nations resolutions calling for a ceasefire?

- If the United States wants ‘Israel’ to do something, why doesn'’t it just force it to do so?
The United States does this regularly with other countries, after all.

Because these questions are natural and valid, they are responded to in the following.

Firstly, the United States allowed and even enabled ‘Israel’ to launch a military attack on
Gaza, because its geopolitical strategy for the Middle East requires ‘Israel’ to have an image
of “military superior over its neighbours”. Without this image, and without the military power
to back up this image, it will be impossible for the United States to make the current status
quo in the Middle East a permanent reality. The hatred against ‘Israel’s Zionist colonialism in
the Middle East is so great, that any perceived weakness of ‘Israel’ will translate into public
pressure on the ruling regimes in the Middle East to use military force to end the Zionist
colonization of Palestine.

Secondly, the above consideration is one of the reasons why the United States presents
itself as “unshakeable in its resolve to protect and support Israel”, because that supports
‘Israel’ image of “military superior over its neighbours”. It is also why the United States arms
the ‘Israeli’ military”3, and habitually blocks attempts within the United Nations to establish
resolutions against ‘Israel’. It is also why the United States sent its navy to the Mediterranean
in response to the 7 of October, to cover and protect ‘Israel’ during its war on Gaza.
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Thirdly, another reason the United States sent its navy to the Mediterranean to cover and
protect ‘Israel’ was that its geopolitical strategy wants stability in the Middle East. As such,
the United States does not want the war on Gaza to escalate horizontally and become a
regional conflict involving multiple countries.

Fourth, the relationship the United States has with ‘Israel’ differs from the relationship it
has with other countries. Towards most other countries, the United States can behave as a
slave master toward his slave, dictating and demanding, and not allowing any pushback. In
Pakistan, Imran Khan experienced what happens if a politician nevertheless tries to push
back.” When it comes to ‘Israel’, however, it is important to recognize that in the United
States an exceptionally influential “Israel Lobby” exists, with a long history. Analysis has
shown that this lobby has, on various occasions, caused the United States to go against its
own interests, in defense and support of ‘Israel’.”> There is very clear evidence that in the
current ‘Israeli’ War on Gaza, this lobby is constraining the United States in its response,
holding it back from taking a more forceful position in opposition to the Netanyahu
government’s plans. This evidence is that although the United States State Department
(foreign ministry) has realized that the unconditional support for ‘Israel’ is severely damaging
the United States’ image across the world, the Muslim in particular®, instead of adjusting
course such that the United States’ soft power is preserved it has worked to suppress the
resulting anger among its diplomats, civil servants and other employees.’’ Related to this is
the fact that the United States President Biden is getting ready for an election campaign in
2024, which severely limits his ability to push back against ‘Israel’ as this would be used
against him by the ‘Israel’ Lobby during this campaign.’®

As a result of the above, our expectation is that the United States will fail to achieve its
objective. ‘Israel’ will continue to resist, preferring its own interests and plans, which revolve
around the “Greater Israel” vision that has underpinned its geopolitical strategy since
inception of the country. The result will be continued ‘Israeli’ aggression and crimes against
the people of Palestine, both in Gaza and on the West Bank.

That is, until the Muslim Nation rises up in defense of humanity, as instructed by their
religion and in service to the Creator, and combines its resources and power in order to force
an end to the criminality of the Zionist colonial project.
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