Chapter 5: 
Israel vs. Hezbollah: The Second Lebanon War 
This case study describes Israel’s war against the guerilla-terror organization Hezbollah active in the territory of a sovereign state – Lebanon. Unable to maintain sufficient military effectiveness, Lebanon lost its monopoly on violence to Hezbollah. Using the territories of South Lebanon as its base, where it enjoys effective  sovereignty, Hezbollah launches attacks against Israel. The dilemma faced by Israel, sparking dispute in its military and political echelons, was: should operations target only Hezbollah or the infrastructure of Lebanon as well? Supporting the latter approach was the fact that Hezbollah operated uninhibited in Lebanese territory and had even woven itself into the fabric of Lebanese political life. 
In this chapter, I describe the history of relations between the State of Israel and Lebanon and the antecedents of Israel’s conflict with Hezbollah, including the military and political measures undertaken by both Israel and Lebanon to curb Hezbollah’s power. I then move on to a description of Hezbollah itself, addressing its objectives, the history of its formation, and the nature of its ties with Iran, how it gained effective control over South Lebanon, and how it integrated itself into Lebanon’s domestic politics. I also describe the organization’s hierarchical structure and its various divisions: a military arm, a political arm, and a social arm. I show how its military arm incorporates elements classically associated with armies while also displaying elements characteristic of guerrilla organizations: on the one hand, it is comprised of tens of thousands of troops, has an organized command structure, conducts military training, and has an extensive arsenal at its disposal. On the other hand, its operates covertly; camoflauges its troops; and takes advantage of civilian surroundings for self-defense. From a social standpoint, I explain how the organization provides the population in South Lebanon social, religious, and educational services. 
Based on this characterization, I discuss whether Hezbollah should be defined as a terror organization or a guerilla organization. I conclude that it has characteristics of both. It is, in other words, a terro-guerilla organization. 
The second part of the chapter briefly describes the antecedents of the war and reviews Israel and Hezbollah’s respective preparations. It then describes the three stages of the war and provides an account of the war’s major actions. For example, I discuss the Israeli aerial strike of Kafr Kanna which contained logistics facilities, equipment, and rockets. The bombing resulted in the collapse of a three-story building killing at least 54 people. I also describe Israel’s aerial strike of a UN post near the village of al-Hiyam which resulted in the deaths of 54 UN officers. Statements made by leaders on both sides of the war are also discussed. The operation came to an end at the height of the IDF’s ground operation, in compliance with UN Security Council Resolution 1701. While the onset of the ceasefire left neither side decisively victorious, both showcased their achievements, as I discuss. 
In the third part of the chapter, I review the ethical accusations levelled against the State of Israel by the international community. For example, it was claimed that Israel had violated the principles of distinction and proportionality and that the collateral damage incurred in Israeli operations was often too high relative to the projected military benefit. The IDF attacked people and buildings which critics claimed were completely unaffiliated with the military, political, or social arms of Hezbollah, and without considering whether they were legitimate military objectives according to international, humanitarian law. Likewise, it was claimed that Israel had failed to adopt the necessary precautionary measures to avoid civilian casualties. These claims are illustrated with specific cases. Finally, I cite Israel’s counterarguments as well as the ethical accusations levelled against Hezbollah. 
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This case study reviews the first stage of the United States’ war against two organizations: the Taliban – a terror and guerilla organization active in Afghanistan –and Al-Qaeda, a global terror organization, the first of its kind in the 21st century and comprised of a wide network of active terror cells in more than 60 countries worldwide. These two organizations are analyzed together as the US declaration of war was addressed to both – against Al-Qaeda and against the Taliban which had given them protection.  Moreover, during the war, no distinction was drawn between objectives associated with the Taliban and those associated with Al-Qaeda. Only the first part of the war has been examined in this chapter, as it was only then that the United States lacked effective control over Afghanistan. Later, when Hamid Karzai assumed the premiership, America’s actions were characterized as a counter-insurgency, with a greater obligation to the wellbeing of Afghanistan’s civilians. 
At the beginning of the chapter, I explore Afghanistan’s features and fabric of life as well as the historical antecedents which led to the rise of the Taliban and Al-Qaeda involvement. I also describe the organizations themselves – their characteristics, the tools at their disposal, and their organizational structures. I show how each should be defined, demonstrating that while the Taliban is only a guerilla organization, Al-Qaeda is only a terror organization. 
In the second part of the chapter, I describe the reasons for the war’s outbreak and preparations – including the formation of a broad international coalition to support the US in its war effort. I also follow the course of the war, describing major actions as well as noting specific events which led to collateral damage. For example, I discuss the aerial bombardment of the Taliban government complex which resulted in the deaths not just of the targets but also their family members (including women and children). Another example is the US aerial bombardment of the village of Karam during evening prayers which led to the death of more than 100 civilians. 
I also review the precautions taken by the United States to minimize civilian losses – such as dropping flyers or broadcasting radio messages calling on civilians to evacuate before an impending strike – as well as its attempts to provide for the humanitarian needs of civilians, for example, air-dropping food items for civilians – in the first 48 hours of the war, the air force dropped 210,000 food items. 
In the third part of the chapter, I describe the ethical accusations leveled against the United States especially by human rights organizations and local, Afghan critics. For example, I discuss breaches of the principle of distinction and their context. One of the reasons for this breach, according to Afghan authorities, was that the US and NATO lacked the necessary information to properly distinguish between the Taliban and civilians. Local men considered carrying weapons part of their culture, as widespread as jewelry for women. Unaware of this, Western powers failed to distinguish weapon-carrying civilians from Taliban troops. I also cite the American responses to these accusations. For example, General Tom Franks, Commander of the U.S. Central Command and NATO in Afghanistan, recounted that President George Bush constantly reminded him that the objective was the Taliban and Al-Qaeda not Afghan citizens, and that precautions should be taken to avoid bringing civilians to harm. According to President Bush, even if Bin Laden himself were to be found in a sensitive facility such as a mosque, the army should forgo the opportunity to strike and wait for him to exit. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The chapter addresses one of the lessons learned after the initial stage of the war by American commanders on the ground: the importance of winning the hearts and minds of Afghan civilians. This insight drove commanders to take even greater precautions to minimize the extent of collateral damage to civilians. This required a major shift in the prevailing conception in the American army regarding the importance of protecting civilians. This change in approach, and the document drafted by General McChrystal to this end, are discussed. 


