ISRAEL

STUDIES IN ZIONISM AND THE STATE OF ISRAEL
HISTORY, SOCIETY, CULTURE



The Chaim Weizmann Institute for the Study of Zionism and Israel was
set up in 1962 at Tel Aviv University through the initiative and with the
assistance of the Executive of the World Zionist Organization, with the
aim of furthering the research and the teaching of the history of the Zionist
idea, the Zionist movement and the Land of Israel in modern times.



ISRAEL

STUDIES IN ZIONISM AND THE STATE OF ISRAEL
HISTORY, SOCIETY, CULTURE

No. 34, 2025

Special Issue
Lebanon Time

Guest Editors:

Vered Vinitzky-Seroussi and Adi Sheffi

000

TEL AVIV UNIVERSITY

THE CHAIM ROSENBERG SCHOOL OF JEWISH STUDIES
THE CHAIM WEIZMANN INSTITUTE FORTHE STUDY OF ZIONISM AND ISRAEL



Editor: Iddo Better Pocker
Editorial Board: Meirav Aharon Gutman, Avner Ben-Amos, Elia Etkin,
Noah Gerber, David Guedj, Maayan Hilel, Moshe Naor, Itamar Radai,
Amihai Radzyner, Roni Stauber, Anat Stern

Editorial Coordinator: Lotan Levin

Front cover:
Angelus Novus, 2017, Tsibi Geva

Back cover:
Detail from the cover

© 2025

All Rights Reserved
Tel Aviv University
The Chaim Weizmann Institute for the Study of Zionism and Israel

Graphic Editing: Michal Semo and Yael Bieber, TAU Graphic Design Studio
Printed in Israel by Zadok Keinan



CONTENTS

THMEIINE <.ttt ettt ettt e e eae e 7
PREFACE

Lebanon Time

Vered Vinitzky-Seroussi and Adi Sheffi.........ccoovvieniiiieniiieeeeeee 11
ARTICLES

From Yesh Gvul and Ometz Lesarev to Brothers in Arms: Shifting from
Selective Refusal to Combat Brotherhood
LeV GIINDRIZ ..ttt 21

The ‘War within the War’: The Lebanon War and the Destabilization
of War as a Nation-building Mechanism
Sara L. HEIMAN ........oooiiiiiiiie e 57

Israeli Cinema in the ‘New War’ Era
YUVAL BENZIMAN ..ot eseaee e 73

‘If Israel is expelled, we will leave the building immediately’: The

Reagan Administration’s Policy towards the Campaign to Expel Israel
from the IAEA, September 1982

OF RADINOWILZ ...ttt eeeenes 97

And the State Was Silenced for 40 Years: The Long-Term Implications
of the First Lebanon War
YAZIL LOVY 1.ttt ettt ettt neeeneenees 115

The Evolution of the Israel-Hezbollah Conflict: Dynamics, Contours,
Conceptual Attributes and Rules of the Game
Daniel SODEIMAN .........ccviiiiiiiiciicie e 137

ESSAYS

War of Choice — On the Ground and in the Reports: The 1982
Lebanon War
ANAL SATAZUSTL..c.vievieiieiieeiieie ettt sttt e eteeteesee s e esaesseeseesseeneesneenees 157

Lebanon, the Parable
Tali Lipkin-Shahaki...........cccooiiiiiiiiiee e 177

Hatkafa MiLavan (Attack from the North), Photography Driven Essay
Dana ATICII ...eeueiuiriiiiiitiete et 179



(v1]

REVIEWS

A New Orient: German-Jewish Oriental Studies in Palestine/Israel,
by Amit Levy
YOAV ALON 1.ttt ettt et e ab e ebe e b e e saaeeabeesaaeeaneenns

‘Hebrew women don’t lose your share’: Secular Right Wing Zionist
Women in the Transition to Statehood, by Ofira Gruweis-Kovalsk
SRATON GEVA....c.eitiiiiiieieee ettt ettt ne

A City Without Memory: Between Dominance and Cultural Hegemony
in Sderot-Shaar Hanegev Relations, by Moti Gigi
Hila Shalem Baharad ............cccociiiiininininicicicccceee e

Moshe Sneh: The Leader of the Jewish Resistance Movement,
by Nir Mann
YEChIAmM WEILZ ...c.cuiiiiiiiiiciieie et

A Letter to the Journal’s Editorial Board in Response to Uri Cohen’s
Review, ‘Academic History as a Public Relations Office’
Yfaat Weiss and Uzi Rebhun ..o

LISt OF CONIIIDULOTS ..ottt e e e e e e e sesaaeeeeeesnnnes

English SUMMATIES ...oveiiiiiiiiiiieiee e



(vi]

Summaries

Lev Grinberg
From Yesh Gvul and Ometz Lesarev to Brothers in Arms:
Shifting from Selective Refusal to Combat Brotherhood

This article offers a historical and comparative analysis of three key moments in
which Israeli reserve soldiers organized to refuse military service during periods
of acute violent escalation with the Palestinians. The first moment began with
the Yesh Gvul (‘There is a limit/border’) movement during the Lebanon War and
extended into the First Intifada in the 1980s. The second occurred in the 2000s with
the formation of Ometz Lesarev (‘Courage to Refuse”) during the Second Intifada.
The third moment emerged in 2023, following the establishment of the extremist
right-wing coalition, with declarations of refusal by reservist units organized under
the name Achim Laneshek (‘Brothers in Arms”).

The article provides a concise historical overview of the events that gave rise
to Yesh Gvul and Courage to Refuse, analyzing the immediate political contexts,
the definitions and motivations behind acts of refusal, the discursive frameworks
adopted by the movements, and their complex relationships with the military and
political elites.

Building on this foundation, the article applies comparative analytical tools
to examine the emergence of Brothers in Arms, its refusal declarations within the
current political landscape, and the behavior of its members in the aftermath of the
October 7 massacre. Finally, the study addresses the recent wave of refusal letters
and public statements by soldiers in 2024, expressing solidarity with hostages and
opposition to the ongoing war.

Sara Helman
The ‘War within the War’: The Lebanon War and the Destabilization of War
as a Nation-building Mechanism

The Lebanon War was the longest and most controversial war that Israel has waged
since its establishment. It was the first war that sparked widespread protest from its
inception. The contentious politics [politics or protests?] against the Lebanon War
challenged the soldiers’ sacrifice on behalf of the nation, the solidarity between
the home front and the front, and the perception that participation in the war was
the ultimate expression of civic obligation. This article analyzes the politics of the
contention against the Lebanon War and shows how the war became a discursive field
in which various actors struggled over the meaning of the war in society, the duty to
kill and be killed on behalf of the nation, and of war as an existential given. I argue
that during the cycle of contention against the war, new political actors emerged
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which promoted new claims and identities. These actors appropriated the central
symbols of civil militarism, turned them into oppositional symbols, and exposed
the stratified and fragmented character of the nation in arms. The protest against
the war in Lebanon created a new political tradition of protest against war politics.

Yuval Benziman
Israeli Cinema in the ‘New War’ Era

The wars that Israel has been engaged in have transformed: until 1973 it took part
in ‘Old Wars’ fought against sovereign countries, while since 1982 it has fought
‘New Wars’. Based on an analysis of more than 30 films produced after 1982, in
which the military and soldiers play a significant role, the article shows how this
change is reflected in Israeli cinema, understanding it as a reflection of Israeli
society’s perception. The films are mapped according to three categories: films
focusing on combat, portraying it as meaningless; pre-war and post-war films,
which present military service as traumatizing; and films that deal with military
service in non-combat settings, exposing it as boring and unnecessary. All the films,
therefore, supposedly criticize the military. But they also provide full support to the
soldiers, who are seen as caught in a situation they do not want, are not responsible
for, and do not identify with. The films show empathy, love, and compassion for
the soldiers. The soldier protagonists who continue serving, obey orders, and
demonstrate brotherhood of arms tell a story of Israel in the New War era: the films
criticize the military, are skeptical about the decisions imposed on it, and question
the legitimacy of its tasks — yet they fully identify with the soldiers, enabling the
continuation of military conduct. Since there is an obvious tight relationship between
cultural texts and the society in which they are produced, it is suggested to see the
presentation of the Israeli military and its soldiers in these films as a reflection of
Jewish-Israeli society’s social consciousness in the New War era.

Or Rabinowitz
‘If Israel is expelled, we will leave the building immediately’:
The Reagan Administration’s Policy towards the Campaign to Expel Israel
from the IAEA, September 1982

The literature on the First Lebanon War and Israel-US relations in the 1980s has so
far focused on analyzing the Israeli decision-making processes that led to the war
and on the tense relations between the Reagan administration and Begin and his
government. This article seeks to shed new light on the strength of the diplomatic
support the Reagan administration provided to Israel during the war by exposing the
administration’s efforts to prevent Israel’s removal from the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA) in September 1982. These efforts stemmed from a policy
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first formulated in June 1981, after Israel attacked the Iraqi nuclear reactor. This
policy stipulated that Washington would act to prevent the removal of Israel from
various international forums and organizations but would cooperate with diplomatic
condemnations at a lower level. The policy was put to the test in the summer of
1982 during the Lebanon War, in light of an Iraqi-Arab diplomatic effort to bring
about Israel’s removal from the IAEA. In this test, and despite the administration’s
criticism of Israel, the policy withstood the challenge: the administration acted to
prevent Israel’s removal from the IAEA. Significantly, the diplomatic protection
provided by the Reagan administration to Israel during the Lebanon War was
more powerful and deep-rooted than is commonly understood, enabling Israel to
protect its position as a legitimate actor in the international arena in the face of
harsh international criticism.

Yagil Levy
And the State Was Silenced for 40 Years:
The Long-Term Implications of the First Lebanon War

How did the First Lebanon War shape the relationship between the Israeli military,
society, and politics? I argue that the First Lebanon War was the most significant
formative event in Israel’s civil-military relations since 1948—until the events
of October 7. The war’s outcomes provide an etiology of the dominant structural
arrangements in Israeli civil-military relations.

The war disrupted the existing republican contract between the state and the
secular middle class by increasing the military burden without offering compensatory
rewards—quite the opposite. In the short term, the response was a reduction in this
burden through military restraint, exemplified by the withdrawal from Lebanon in
1985. However, in the long-term context, the state’s response involved renegotiating
the contract through structural changes designed to reduce the security burden
without imposing military restraint.

At the core of this process was the state’s effort to weaken its dependence
on the secular middle class for managing military conflicts, thereby restoring its
autonomy, which had been undermined by the war. Two key processes facilitated
this shift: first, the reduction of military expenditures, which aligned with the
1985 Economic Stabilization Plan and the neoliberalization it set in motion, and
second, the transformation of the military’s social architecture. This restructuring
reduced reliance on reservists and conscripts from the secular middle class while
increasing dependence on technology. Thus, the war led to structural arrangements
with lasting implications, which remain relevant 40 years later.
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Daniel Sobelman
The Evolution of the Israel-Hezbollah Conflict: Dynamics, Contours,
Conceptual Attributes and Rules of the Game

This article outlines the contours of the Israel-Hezbollah conflict in Israel’s Security
Zone in southern Lebanon, particularly during the 1990s, and analyzes the impact
that the protracted fighting itself had on the emergence and evolution of Hezbollah.
With time, an informal language of sorts took shape between Israel and Hezbollah,
who referred to it as ‘rules of the game’. Drawing on sources and publications in
Israel and Lebanon, the article’s central argument contends that Hezbollah was able
to build itself over time and to otherwise gain militarily from the very continuation
of the conflict in southern Lebanon, particularly in the 1990s. Beyond the fact
that the continuation of Israel’s occupation in southern Lebanon contributed to
Hezbollah’s military consolidation and to its expertise, the power accumulated
over time by Hezbollah enabled it to establish a deterrent relationship with Israel.
This state of affairs continued up until the recent war.
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