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Introduction
From the early days of the bibleSince Biblical days, groups in conflict have draw generated for themselves a pictureimages of their enemiesy. The well-known Bbiblical story of the twelve spies starteded when with Moses sending the leading men among the Israelites to Canaan to, for  collecting information intelligence about the landand explore some issues, such as "what the land is like, and whether the people who live in it are strong or weak."[footnoteRef:1].[footnoteRef:2] After a forty days tourforty days, the spies returned and presented their mission results. ; after describing some factsIn addition to a few pertinent facts, ten of them shareding with Moses and the Israelites their image of the future enemy. They claimed the following, claiming: [1:  Numbers, 13:8 [NRSV trans.]]  [2: ] 

We are not able to go up against this people, for they are stronger than we...…. The land that we have gone through as spies is a land that devours its inhabitants; and all the people that we saw in it are of great size. There we saw the Nephilim; and to ourselves, we seemed like grasshoppers, and so we seemed to them."[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Ibid., 13:31-33.] 

The consequences of this enemy image were dramatic. The Israelites wailed cried and wept, complaining against to Moses and Aaron that they were would have been better off staying in Egypt than go dying in the desert. This resulted in  led god to punishdivine punishment –  this generation, deciding all of them will die without the whole generation would die without reaching the holy Holy landLand.
The pis phenomenon of an enemy image having a significant impact is not unique limited tofor ancient days. Throughout the entire human history until nowadays, the enemy image has beenis a crucial component in every conflict and a determining factor in influence significantly on its development. For this reason, it is important to analyze  theThey way enemy images are developed and shaped must be analyzed in order to understand the conflict and try to to find ways to bring it to a conclusion maintain it, or at least manage it well.
or, if that is impossible, to manage it effectively.
“'Enemy Iimage”' – Theoretical Fframework
In every conflict, the adversaries find themselves on opposite sides of the barricades, each one holdings an image of the enemy thatwhich divides the world into "us" versusand "them."[footnoteRef:4].[footnoteRef:5]  From psychological point of view, An enemy image does not lean on anis not just  an objectivea-priori basis picture based onwith analytical thinking. It is mainly a the product of cultural, social, and subjective projections of the group and its individuals members, that being gradually developed and assimilated through the by socialization process.  TheGiven this fact, way enemy image's the development of the enemy image also serves some psychological needs.   For example, groups and individuals tend to think that they own part becomes more human if their adversary is lesssell so. Demonization of the other group strengthens the social identity and self-esteem of their own group.[footnoteRef:6] 	Comment by Josh Amaru: נתי: כוונתך לא ברורה לי לגמרי. האם אתה מתכוון שזה לא רק ציור אויבקטיבי של האיוב? אם כן אני מציע objective  ולא  .a priori אם כוונתך אחרת, אשמח להסבר.
לחילופין, אפשר לוותר על ההנגדה ולכתוב:  
… each one holding an image of the enemy that divides the world into "us" versus "them." An enemy image is the product of cultural, social ….

:  [4:  Howard F. Stein, “The Indispensable Enemy and American-Soviet Relations,” Ethos, Vol. 17, No. 4, 1989, pp. 480-484.]  [5: ]  [6:  Louis Oppenheimer, “The Development of Enemy Images: A Theoretical Contribution,” Peace and Conflict: Journal of Peace Psychology, Vol. 12, No. 3, 2006, pp.370-371 (269-292).] 

	This The development of an enemy image also serves contributes to also the formation development of the in-group’s's ethos. Throughout the years of the conflict conflict, societies develop an ethos ethos of the conflict, based on the the society members’ accumulated and continuous experiences of their members in conflict. Enemy image contributes to this process as well, in two of the eight main themes of the ethos. The first is societal beliefs about the delegitimization of the opponent that gives justifies carryingthe justification to carry out the major violence against it. The second, related to the first, is societal beliefs about vVictimization. The in-group sees itself as a total victim of unjustified violence and damage causeding by the enemy, whowhich is fightings fur for unjust goals, and conducting an immoral warfare. This very powerful theme isthat sometimes maintained for generations.[footnoteRef:7]	Comment by Josh Amaru: נתי:  מי זה? לא הסברת למעלה	Comment by Josh Amaru: נתי: חסר כאן משהו – מניין לך שיש 8 תמות לאתוס? 	Comment by Sally Gomaa: What are the eight main themes? [7:  Daniel Bar-Tal, Intractable Conflicts: Socio-Psychological Foundations and Dynamics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013), pp. 174-212.] 

Another aspect of enemy image is cognitioncognitive. Enemy image is often shaped by some biasesmisconceptions. For example, the distinction between the in-group and outgroup sometimes leads to a double-mirror image bias of “'denigrating enemy intentions by portraying them as opposite to one’s own'..”[footnoteRef:8] United States’ foreign policy rhetoric, for example, reveals assumptions that are based on the biased construction of its “enemy image,” such as There are some basic misperceptions in the decision makers' mind. For example, some of the main axioms of the United States 'enemy image' implicated in its foreign policy are “'oOur differences are fundamental and ‘existential,’” '; “'they do not value human life;”'; “'their word cannot be trusted;”'; “'negotiations are a waste of time;”'; “'they are not realistic;s”';  or “'they only understand the language of force.”'. These often mistaken beliefs effected significantly impacton the decision- making process.[footnoteRef:9] 		Comment by Sally Gomaa: Two points:
 I’m not sure I understand the connection between “cognition” and “biases.”  How does the first sentence relate to the second one in this paragraph?
 Could “misconceptions” be used instead of “biases”?
 [8:  Robert Mandel, “On Estimating Post-Cold War Enemy Intentions,” Intelligence and National Security, Vol. 24, No. 2, 2009, pp. 194-215.]  [9:  Christopher J. Fettweis, "Misreading the Enemy", Survival, Vol. 57, No.5, 2015, pp. 149-172. The same argument is elaborated in Christopher J. Fettweis, Psychology of a Superpower: Security and Dominance in U.S. Foreign Policy, (New York: Columbia University Press, 2018), pp. 99-120. ] 

[bookmark: _Hlk76721248]The enemy image repercussions of this construction of the enemy image are severecrucial. How a group perceives its adversary determines its is the infrastructure for the interpretation of the latter’s actions and declarationses. Analyzing the This interpretation is the bases for the analysis of the adversary's intentions and assessing influence directly on the assessment of its current situation and future steps depend on this interpretation.  The decision-making process of political leaders is influenced by this estimationThis estimation leads to the decision making process of any political leader.[footnoteRef:10] Enemy image includes not only the perception of the adversary as a whole but also components of in it , such as its leadersas well. For example, leaders assess their enemy’s intentions based on the impressions they hold of their leadershipThe image of the enemy's leader, sometimes based on the impressions of on-side leaders from the other side leaders, can change the way they assess the enemy's intentions.[footnoteRef:11]  [10:  Paul Maddrell, “Achieving Objective, Policy-Relevant Intelligence,” in Paul Maddrell (ed.), The Image of the Enemy: Intelligence Analysis of Adversaries since 1945 (Washington DC: Georgetown University Press, 2015), pp. 1-27.]  [11:  Keren Yarhi-Milo, knowing the Adversary: Leaders, Intelligence, and Assessment of Intentions in International Relations, (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2014), pp. 244-245.] 

When it comes to radical Islamic Islamist movements, the phenomenon of dividing the world into “'us”' versusand “'them”' is even more significantsignificant. These movements tend to  maintain a rigid dichotomy between the “us” group, which adheres to all their morals and values, and the enemy who is “pure” evilwear binary-dichotomy glasses, in which the "us" group represents all the good and right values fighting against the enemy, who is the 'pure' evil.[footnoteRef:12] Thus, in the last decades of the twentieth century,20th century Jihadism declared a war, becominging gradually global, onagainst the near enemy  (pro-Western regimes, even withinin the Arabic world) and the far enemy (the United States and its allies, with  a main focus on Zionisma main respect to Zionism).[footnoteRef:13] 	Comment by Author: There are Islamic movements that are not “Jihadist.” These labels should not be used synonymously. [12:  David Zeidan, “The Islamic Fundamentalist View of Life as a Perennial Battle,” Middle East Review of International Affairs, Vol. 5, No. 4, 2001, pp. 29-30.]  [13:  Fawaz A. Gerges, The Far Enemy: Why Jihad Went Global (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005), p.21.] 

In modern Sh'iitShiite movements, this point of view is adjusted in accordance with gets its own nuance, according to the Ssh'iite beliefs. The Iranian Islamic Rrevolution of 1979 was followed bywith a massive anti-Western rhetoric.[footnoteRef:14] ItsThis enemy image of the west, established by the Iranian spiritual leader Khomeini, representedsaw the Wwest as imperialist and colonialist, willing eager to exploit Iran’s wealth for its own good and to impose its hegemony, as part of its dominance over the Islamic world.[footnoteRef:15] Thus, the United States of America was called “'the Great Satan',” a concept that appeals to bothhas for Iranians both Islamic and Zoroastrian perceptionsmeanings of the pure evil whose mission is to destroy the earth in the world is to destroy the good on earth and its believers.[footnoteRef:16] As  will be demonstratedwe shall see, this conception is a crucial raison d'etre for Hizballah's jihad and resistance efforts against Israel and the western world, as a shiit movement.[footnoteRef:17] [14:  Assaf Moghadam (ed.), Militancy and Political Violence in Shiism: Trends and Patterns, (New York: Routledge, 2011), p.3.]  [15:  Ray Takeyh, Guardians of the Revolution: Iran and the World in the Age of the Ayatollahs (New York: Oxford University press, 2009), p.19.]  [16:  William O. Beeman, The “Great Satan” vs. the “Mad Mullahs” How the United States and Iran Demonize Each Other, (Westport: Praeger, 2005), pp. 49-67.]  [17:  Hilal Khashan & Ibrahim Mousawi, “Hizbullah’s Jihad Concept,” Journal of Religion & Society, Vol. 9, 2007, pp. 3-4.] 

Finally, iIt is important to note that the 'enemy image' formulated by non-state actors has special characteristics. The activity of non-state actors divergses from the states in many aspects, includingsuch as visibility, structure, intentions, and strategy.[footnoteRef:18] The non-state actor is, inherently, the weaker side in its asymmetric warfare against a state, unable to compete on an equal footing with the stronger actor. Therefore, it will tends to adopt a strategiesy based on exploiting the weaknesses of the stronger actor so asin order to offset the latter’s ability to exert its power.[footnoteRef:19] In the words of Mao Tse-tung, renowned theorist of guerrilla warfare: “In guerrilla strategy, the enemy’s rear, flanks, and other vulnerable spots are his vital points, and there he must be harassed, attacked, dispersed, exhausted, and annihilated.”[footnoteRef:20] Consequently, its “'enemy image”' is the base basis of identifying what ate the adversary state's strengths and weaknesses are, in both military and civilian matters. 	Comment by Josh Amaru: אני הייתי משמיט את זה. הקורא לא זקוק להצגת מי זה מאו.	Comment by Sally Gomaa: Who does “its” refer to? Not sure I understand this statement. [18:  Richard H. Shultz, transforming U.S. Intelligence for Irregular War: Task Force 714 in Iraq (Washington, DC: Georgetown University Press, 2020), p. 28.]  [19:  Ekaterina Stepanova, Terrorism in Asymmetrical Conflict Ideological and Structural Aspects (New York: Oxford University Press, 2008), p. 20.]  [20:  Mao Tse-tung, On Guerrilla Warfare, trans. Samuel B. Griffith (New York: Praeger, 1961), p. 46.] 

   
Hizballah's Sstruggle Against Israel During the 1990's – a Historical Overviewagainst Israel during the 1990's – historical brief
Hizballah was founded in 1982 by Sshi'ite clerics and warriors, with a great support fromof Iran. The Iranian post-revolutionary regime, who which had cocame to power only three years earlierbefore, was seekinglooking for venuespaths to spread its Islamist agendathe revolution to other areas in of the Middle East.  Lebanon provided a fertile ground for Iranian ideology because of its Shiite minority and its lack of centralized government. TLebanon, whit its shi'it minority and being a state without strong centralized government, was a solid soil for Iranian influence. The Israeli entry toinvasion of Lebanon tofor fighting the the Palestinian militias who were using the country as a base for launching operations against Israel, which were training and operating from the country, provided another perfect opportunity for the Iranianswas the perfect sign for the Iranians to fulfill their desire. WithinIt took three years, until the sporadicdisorganized activitiesy of  a few Hizballah cells becaame anmore  organized, and officialwell-managed movement that garnered further , getting support from the Syrian regime as well.[footnoteRef:21] [21:  Matthew Levitt, Hezbollah: The Global Footprint of Lebanon's Party of God (Washington DC: Georgetown University Press, 2013), pp. 11-13; Augustus Richard Norton, Hezbollah: A Short History, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2009), pp. 27-35.] 

In 1985Although Israel partially withdrew from Lebanon in 1985, Israeli forces continued to control  and its forces and took over a wide areas in South Lebanon known as , territory that called “'the sSecurity Beltzone.”'. Simultaneously, the Israeli Defense Forces (IDF) allied with a local army, known as the South Lebanon Army (SLA). The SLA operated local militia called consisted of a heterogeneous collection of militiamen South Lebanon Army (SLA), composed of a heterogeneous collection of soldiers from a variety of Lebanese communities:sects, such as  Sunnis, Shiites, Maronite Christians, and Druze.  Despite these efforts, During the 1980's, Hizballah continued its kidnapping and terror attacks against Western and Israeli targets in South Lebanon during the 1980s. Eventually, it managed to, and  improved its military capabilities, as shown in Maidun Operation (May 1988). 	Comment by Sally Gomaa: Perhaps a little explanation of what happened there would be useful. 
[bookmark: _Hlk76729360]Nevertheless, itIt was only in the 1990's when Hizballah could began to presentstand a significant threatchallenge to Israel. Two developments influenced for most on this processprocess. First, after almost a decade of in-house conflict, Hizballah claimed victory over with 'Amal, the former leading movement of the Shi'itShiite population in Lebanon, this conflict was settled with Hizballah's hand on the top. Second, in February 1992, after the assassination of Hizballah's Secretary -General Abbas al-Musawi, Hassan Nasrallah was appointed to the post.[footnoteRef:22] 	Comment by Sally Gomaa: What makes Nasrallah more significant to the conflict than his predecessor? Why is this an important factor? [22:  Naim Qassem, Hizbullah: The Story from Within, London: Saqi, 2005, pp.13-20; ] 

By Since 1992, gradually, Hizballah's activitiesy against the IDF and the SLA were becoming became more intensive, well organized, sophisticated, and destructive. Hizballah attacked Israeli military outposts, headquarters, and convoys of military vehicles. It also , carried out assassinations of senior commanders as well as thwarting operations againstof special Israeli units. The Israeli fatality rate of favor of 1:3 in the fatality rate has in Israel’s favor continued to decline until it narrowed and even became reached an equal (1:1 rate) in 1997. Every year, Israel was losingt 20-25 soldiers inon Lebanon per yearland. In the meantimeparallel, Hizballah was attackinged Israeli cities in the nNotrth of the country, causing loss of life and property., causing damage and casualties.[footnoteRef:23]  [23:  Rob Geist Pinfold, “Territorial withdrawal as multilateral bargaining: Revisiting Israel’s ‘unilateral’ withdrawals from Gaza and southern Lebanon,” Journal of Strategic Studies, 2021, Vol. 44, No. 3, pp. 418-449; Joshua Gleiss, Withdrawing Under Fire: Lessons Learned from Islamist Insurgencies (Virginia: Potomac Books, 2011), pp. 79-121.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk76730040]All of these influenced dramatically on Israeli society suffered the consequences of these activities. Increasingly, voices of officials and civilians were voicing their concerns over Israel’s questioning the continuous staying of Israelmilitary presence in Lebanon was rising. Israeli society became sensitive to every lost and the cost was insufferable. In 1999, Ehud Barak’s campaign promise was to  came into power, promising he will withdraw Israel from Lebanon within a year. Under his administration, He was elected as Prime Minister and fulfilled his promise – in May 2000 Israel completely withdrew from the s'Security Beltzone'. in May 2000. Nevertheless, Israel This actiondid it without agreementwas controversial in Israel and, in a manner was perceived by some as  escapeing from Lebanon or asand  surrender, and received harsh in-house criticism.[footnoteRef:24] In In contrast, Hizballah and its leader Nasrallah gained recognitionfame in the Muslim and Arab world, for being the first to forcecause an Israeli withdrawal from an occupied territory through armed struggle.	Comment by Sally Gomaa: This information is repeated later in the proposal. Author will need to decide where it fits best and use once. [24:  For a detailed description of the decision-making process that led to the withdrawal, see Amos Gilboa, “Morning Twilight”: The True Story of the IDF Withdrawal from Lebanon, May 2000 [Hebrew], The Intelligence Heritage & Commemoration Center, 2015.] 


The Development of HiIzballah's “'Enemy Image”' of Israel Development During the 1990's – Key Pointsduring the 1990's –  Key Points
On 26 May 2000, Hassan Nasrallah, Hizballah’s Secretary General, delivered a famous speech in which he declared: “this Israel, that owns nuclear weapons and the strongest air force in this region, is more fragile than a spider web.” Nasrallah gave thise victory speech as part of the celebrations for Israel's unilateral withdrawal from southern Lebanon, in the town of Bint Jbeil, which the IDF had left the day before. Nasrallah’s words capture  expressed his and his organization's basic conception of Israel: despite its military might, Israel lacks the social resilience and spiritual spiritual-moral willpower necessary to fight and to defeat its enemies. This conception has been carefully cultivateddid not come to be in a single day, but rather gradually took shape over the years of Hizballah's existence, especially during the daily confrontations that took place in in the Israeli security zone in southern Lebanon in the in southern Lebanon in the 1990s. 1990s.
	Generally, Hizballah's perception of Israel rests upon is based on three  main aspectsfoundations. The first is the ideological worldview of Hizballah as a Shi’iteShiite-Islamic movement confronting a  Democratic-Jewish-Western state. Directly influenced by its Iranian patron, Hizballah viewsconsiders the Israeli Zionist project, supported by and allied with the United States, as an imperialist and occupying power seeking to destroy Arab and Islamic civilization. From its point of view, this project is bound to fail. Ostensibly, Israeli society is a fundamentally infidel and hedonistic one society and therefore cannot persist and will eventually surrender to Islam. 
The second aspectfoundation is Hizballah's observation of Israeli society over the years of the struggle, especially during the Nasrallah era. Over thatis period, Hizballah has collected information from various sources, mostly  of which are open open-source materials, dealing with “'soft”' characteristics of Israel. These include the Israeli political system and, trends in Israeli society and, and Israeli public opinion. 	Comment by Josh Amaru: כדאי לפרט כאן מה התפיסה של ישראל היוצא מזה	Comment by Sally Gomaa: Not sure I understand what “soft” characteristics mean.
The third foundationaspect stems from the previous two, specifically Hizballah’s monitoring analysis of Israeli society and politics. In order tTo assessassess Israeli capabilities and intentions, Hizballah interpreteded the insightsdetails it developeded through the first two foundationsaspects , combined them into an assessment of to calculate what Israel can, and will do.     	Comment by Josh Amaru: במה?
Over the course of the 1990s, Israeli society’s belief in the justice of the IDF presence in southern Lebanon gradually eroded. On the one hand, this presence did not seem to have achieved its goal, namely to protect the settlements of northern Israel. Hizballah still managed to continue its activities and  even improvestrengthen its position in the region. On the other hand, the cost of this presence was evident,, first and foremost,, in the number of dead and wounded, but also while it also took an increasingly its heavy economic toll, increased. 
Three major events in 1997 triggered a shift from public criticism to a broader movement calling for an exit from Lebanon: fFirst, the helicopter disaster that killed 73 IDF personnel; second, the Saluki disaster in which five IDF soldiers were burned to death;, and finally, the failed Anssariya operation in which Hizballah killed eleven11 commandos from the Shayetet 13 unitfighters. As a result, the "Four Mothers" organization, backed by some Knesset members, openly called for a withdrawal from Lebanon. The withdrawalis was part of the official platform of even an official election promise of Ehud Barak’s campaign, which helped himo win the elections as elected prime minister in 1999.  It took place in and fulfilled his promise in May 2000.[footnoteRef:25] However, the quick withdrawal The manner of the withdrawal from Lebanon and the abandonment of the , which took place rapidly while abandoning SLAouthern Lebanese Army (SLA) members who had been Israel's partners for years, was also interpreted by Hizzbballah as an act of weakness. [25:  Dalia Dassa Kaye, “The Israeli Decision to Withdraw from Southern Lebanon: Political Leadership and Security Policy,” Political Science Quarterly, Vol. 117, No. 4, 2002-2003, pp. 561-585; Yossi Beilin, A Guide to an Israeli Withdrawal from Lebanon (Tel Aviv: Hakibbutz Hameuchad, 1998) [Hebrew].] 

Hizballah closely followed was aware of the evolving public discourse evolving public discourse in Israel regarding itsthe military presence in southern Lebanon and followed it closely. In this way tThe organization  identified these cracks in the Israeli tolerance for warfare and acted to exacerbate them as much as possible. Hizballah attempted to do so through a combination of military activity and psychological warfare. Hizballah fighters carried out targeted and well-planned attacks on IDF outposts, exacting a heavy toll onfrom their Israeli counterparts. These attacks were accompanied by a campaign of psychological campaign warfare whose purpose was to eliminate Israel's desire to remain in the “‘Lebanese mud’.”[footnoteRef:26]  [26:  Ron Schleifer, Psychological Warfare in the Arab-Israeli Conflict (Hampshire, UK: Palgrave Macmillan, 2014), pp. 50-35.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk76731237]It is also worth noting mentioning that Hizballah was looking carefully watchingon SLA activity in the s'Security Beltzone'. Being the Israel’si official proxy in the area, SLA's soldiers and facilities were an ultimate target for Hizballah's attacks and a 'litmus test for gauging Israel’s commitment to the fightpaper' for assessing Israel.  and the IDF. This 'soft belly' was also a fertile ground for intelligence activity of Hizballah, by exploiting the ethnic diversity of SLA soldiers for finding some 'weakest links' and recruit human sources.Hizballah also attempted to recruit members from the SLA by exploiting their ethnic diversity.     
[bookmark: _Hlk76731739]	As part of itsthese efforts of to learn more abouting the Israeli side, Hizballah gatheredred much information from the media, mainly from mainly Israeli sources but also but also from from Arab and international media as well. The organization closely followeded the statements made by of politicians, watched interviews with IDF commanders and soldiers, and reviewedeven  academic and professional reports. They paidid special attention to how responses to successful Hizballah operations to examine their impactwere received by public opinion. Thisis constant collecting and gathering of information wdataas constantly collected and analyzed by Hizballah and playeded a significant role in the way Hizballah analyzedd the struggle in real time. In addition, Hizballah's officials studied how the Zionist ideology developed throughout the twentieth century and how it was implemented in the state of Israel.are interested in the Zionist ideology throughout the history of the 20th century to the present and its implementation in the state of Israel, including reading Israeli literature such as books written by Israeli leaders. 

Research Scope Aims and Contributions
This research is driven by one main questionThe main question my research aims to answer is: hHow do nNon-state aActors shape an enemy image of their state adversary?   The question will be analyzed throughout the case atudy of Hizballah's perception of the state of Israel and Israeli society developed during the 1990s will be used as a case study.  Towards this goal, this research will explore the following questionsThe sub-questions this study will explore are:
a. [bookmark: _Hlk76732708]How did Hizballah interpretexamined the willingness of both the Israeli leadership and the Israeli public’s conflicting attitudes towards to face prolonged fighting in southern Lebanon before and and to fight in Lebanon after the withdrawal? 
b. How did Hizballah judge the analyzed and interpret the motivation and resilience of IDF commanders and soldiers’ motivation  to fight in Lebanon despite in light of Hizballah's ongoing actions, the number of casualties, and the controversy fact that the fighting remained controversial among in the Israeli public opinion? 
c. [bookmark: _Hlk76733000]How did Hizballah  evaluate the SLA’s strength and stability while acknowledging that it was an Israeli proxy?looked over the SLA as an Israeli proxy, assessed its strength and stability, and evaluated its relations with the Israeli patron?
Each of these questions will be analyzed according to the following principlesthree aspects: 
a. How did Hizballah's beliefs, stereotypes, and biases shape influenced the shaping of its iImage of Israel?
b. Which events and experiencesd considered by did Hizballah select to for developing its image of Israel and Israel image and how they were they interpreted? 
c. What What was the sources didof Hizballah use tofor collecting the information that constituted its served to form the '“enemy image”' of Israel? 
Exploring these questions throughout the aforementioned aspects will enable to draw a wide and deep picture of the case study and draw conclusions from it. 
It is important to highlightnote that Hizballah's struggle against Israel in the 1990's is an ideal test case study for investigating the research question, because the conflict wasit is a multi-dimensional conflict. It was . In this period, the conflict was eEthnical (Arab Hizballah vVs. Jews), rReligious (ShiitShiite-Muslim Hizballah vs. Judaism), nNational: (Lebanese Hizballah vVs., Israel as boarder state), and tTerritorial (local South-Lebanese Hizballah vs. the Israeli occupier). Therefore, That is why deepening in this case study will has a great potential to shed light on how many aspects of shaping an 'enemy image' by non-state actors develop an “enemy image.”
[bookmark: _Hlk76735405]	Most scholarship on the development of anThe academic literature dealing with “'enemy image”' tends to deal with states or nations, rather than non-state actors. The latter’s “'enemy image”' of their state’s adversary is usually analyzed  generally, by exploring their ideology and its expressions. This research is the first attempt for at an in-depth,eeping detailed study of , which will explore how a non-state actor gradually shapes its “'enemy image”' as a gradually and by- product of a continuous and day-by-day warfare against a state. Furthermore, research on the academic literature regarding the Hizballah-Israeli struggle in South Lebanon over the 1990s is insufficient. This Over the years, this period is viewed as a series of considered as a term with an anecdotal incidentsevents rather than as holistic warfare. Only recently has Only recently, Israel  recognized this period officially as a warfare. 	Comment by Josh Amaru: נתי -כוונתך לא ברורה לי.  מה זה holistic warfare?
[bookmark: _Hlk76735854]	Therefore, the  proposed research would contribute to three fields of inquiry: history, theory, and policy-makingmake a significant contribution in three main aspect: historical, theoretical and for policy makers. Historically, it wouldill shed light on anthis important but insufficiently studied Middle Eastern warfare that  dramatically influenced the entire region. influenced dramatically on the entire area. OIn the theoretical level, it wouldill yield a better understanding of the 'enemy image' development of the “enemy image” in sources in general, and of how it develops among particularly in non-state actors in particularand how they formulate conceptions of the various aspects of a state adversary. 
	In terms of policymaking, The contribution to the policy-makers level arise from the previous tow. The the repercussions of the Hizballah-Israeli warfare in the 1990s are still felt today. are well felt to the present and A better understanding of the ethos that was established in thatis period wouldill exposeserve better understanding of  Hizballah's current state of mind. which continue today. Furthermore, the study’sies theoretical insightsimplications wouldill allow policy makers to understand how their policy shapes their adversary’s “'enemy image”' and alert them to , as well as better awareness of their own conceptions and misconceptions of their “'enemy image.”' conception. 
 	 
Methodology and Sources
[bookmark: _Hlk76736339]	This research is based on various sources, most of them in Arabic and some in Hebrew and English. The first and most important type of sources comes from within  literature published by Hamas and Hizballah: interviews, official publications, books, and media articles of the organizations and their members, providing information related to the research topic. This includes, for example, the book series “Ṣafaḥat ʻIizz fi Kkitab al-Uummah” published annually during the conflict,, as well as interviews with and speeches by Hizballah officials and media produced by the organization itself, featuring interviews and speeches by Hizballah officials. A main example of a newspaper produduced by Hizballah is Al-'Ahed, which expresses an authentic voice of Hizballah's beliefs and points of view. These materials  are available are can be found in several archives and libraries in Israel and the USA. 	Comment by Josh Amaru: למה ספרות של חמאס רלוונטית.  אולי תוסיף משפט שמסביר?	Comment by Josh Amaru: איזה ארגון? חזבאללה?	Comment by Josh Amaru: לא הבנתי את המשפט הזה. העיתון הוא דוגמה של מה?
	Another important type of sources ofis information comes from reliable intelligence and research agencies, mainly Israeli and American. These include information drawn from the IDF intelligence corps, the Shabak, the CIA, the Institute for Terrorist Terrorism Research and Intelligence, and so forth, in addition as well asto interviews with officialspeople who served in these organizations.
[bookmark: _Hlk76736778]	Due to the close relationship between Iran and Hizballah, both ideologically and  operationallypractical, Iranian sources dealing with Hizballah's perception of Israel will be analyzed as well. Secondary literature and journalistic sources will be used to provide the necessary background and present an even more complete picture of the topic, and will also be used. Israeli sources, describing the object of Hizballah's subject perception will be usefulfruitful for understanding the situationpicture as a whole.	Comment by Sally Gomaa: Not sure I understand “the object of subject perception”
	There isis a wide variety of sources is in Arabic, Persian, English, and Hebrew. These sources will be carefully All of them will be first collected and, filtered, and collected from the abundant material available. Then, theyThey will then will be cataloged and classified according to the research questions to which they correspondto the specific research's sub-question that each one relate to.  On this basesBy applying this methodology, each aspect of Hizballah's “'enemy image”' of Israel will be analyzed and consolidated into a systematic and coherent narrativestory, which will provide an in-depth and , holistic analysis of the research aim. 
 


[bookmark: _Hlk76737431]Research Activities and Timing
	Period
	Research Activities

	January-June 2022
	· Working in different relevant archives and libraries to identify relevant and relevant primary and secondary materials written by Hizballah or about Hizballah (iIn four languages: Arabic, Persian, Hebrew, and English)
· Filtering, cataloguingcataloguing, and categorizinged the collectedentire materials according to the research sub-questions  	Comment by Josh Amaru: ?

	July-September 2022
	· OrganizingAnalysing  the collected information forof each sub-question into a clear, coherent analysis
· Combining all sub-conclusions into a holistic picture to construct , telling the story of the case study narrative and articulate and its theoretical consequences

	October – December 2022
	· Wwriting a research paper and submitting itssion to a peer- reviewed journal
· Publishingication and presenting findingsation at professional conferences (sSuch as the International Studies Association, the American Political Science Association, and the Middle Eastern Studies Association)
· Writing a book proposal and sample chapter to submit to a university press that is recognized in the field, which will subsequently submitted to top university presses for their consideration 
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