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The relationship between the United States and Israel is most frequently discussed through the language of war,
diplomacy and military assistance. Those dimensions remain important, but they can obscure one of the alliance’s
most consequential features: the two countries have built a deeply integrated economic and technological
partnership that strengthens American companies, attracts investment, crea‘ceSJobs and accelerates innovation in
sectors likely to shape the g f

irans-war-on-the-global-economy) for decades

The partnership is no longer based primarily on the exchange of finished goods. American corporations operate
research and development centers in Israel, Israeli companies raise capital and expand in the United States, and
scientists and entrepreneurs from both countries collaborate in fields including artificial intelligence,
cybersecurity, semiconductors, medicine, agriculture, water technology and advanced defense systems. |deas
developed in one country are often financed, manufactured and commercialized in the other.

This relationship has developed over four decades of preferential trade and close commercial cooperation. Israel
became the first country to sign a free trade agreement with the United States, establishing a framework that
helped bilateral commerce expand far beyond its relatively modest beginnings. In 2025 alone, U.S. goods trade
with Israel reached an estimated $34.4 billion, including $13.8 billion in American exports. When services are
included, official U.S. descriptions have placed annual bilateral trade near $50 billion.

Yet the value of the partnership cannot be measured by trade statistics alone. Israel functions as an extension of
the American innovation economy, combining a dense concentration of scientists, engineers and entrepreneurs
with access to U.S. capital, corporate scale and global markets. The result is an alliance that contributes not only

to pational security (https://econora.org/blog/operation-epic-fury-and-the-2025-u-s-national-security-strategy-
strategic-impact-on-iran-china-and-russia) but also to American economic competitiveness.
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Key Takeaways

e US. goods trade with Israel reached llJ approximately $34.4 billion in 2025.

* |srael was the first country to sign a free trade agreement with the United States.

e American companies use Israel as a major research and development center in strategically important
industries'®

¢ |sraeli startups frequently expand through American investment, partnerships and acquisitions.

¢ Joint work in artificial intelligence[aa, cybersecurity and other critical technologies is intended to support
economic growth and job creation in both countries.
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* A stronger regional economic architecture = could connect Israel and the United States with Arab states,
India and Europe.
3 5] . 5 3 3 A
o The alliance™ increasingly generates value through shared innovation rather than conventional trade alone.

A Commercial Relationship Four Decades in the
Making
The economic foundations of the alliance were laid long before Israel became known as the “Startup Nation.”

The U.S.-Israel Free Trade Agreement entered into force in 1985 and was the first such agreement signed by the
United States. It created a stable commercial framework that gradually removed barriers, encouraged investment
and gave businesses in both countries greater confidence to build long-term relationships.

The results are visible in today’s trade figures, U.S. goods exports to Israel totaled $13.8 billion in 2025, while
imports from Israel reached $20.6 billion. Those numbers represent aircraft, machinery, electronics, chemicals,
medical products, diamonds and a wide range of advanced technologies moving between the two economies.

Israel is a relatively small market by population, but its economic importance to the United States is substantially
greater than its size might suggest. Its high-income economy, sophisticated consumers, advanced research
institutions and demand for complex technology make it a particularly valuable destination for American
exporters.

At the same time, Israeli companies frequently view the United States as their most important commercial
market. Many establish American headquarters, hire American employees and work with U.S. distributors,
manufacturers and investors. The relationship is therefore not simply bilateral trade between distant companies.
It often involves firms operating across both countries as part of a single business strategy.

Israel Extends America’s Innovation Economy

The most valuable Israeli export to the United States may not be a particular product. It may be the ability to
generate ideas and technologies that American companies can develop at global scale.

Israel has built an unusually concentrated innovation environment. Its universities produce advanced scientific
research, its military and intelligence units create technically experienced young professionals, and its
entrepreneurial culture encourages rapid experimentation. American corporations have responded by
establishing significant research operations in the country.

These centers are not symbolic outposts. Israeli engineers contribute to technologies used in American-designed
processors, cloud services, cybersecurity products, medical systems, autonomous vehicles and communications
platforms. Israeli research can become part of a product marketed worldwide under an American corporate
name, generating revenue and strengthening the global position of the U.S. company that owns or distributes it.

This creates a complementary relationship. Israel provides concentrated technical talent and an environment
suited to rapid development. The United States provides capital, industrial capacity, access to enormous markets
and the corporate infrastructure required to turn inventions into products used by millions of people.

The economic effect frequently appears in American balance sheets rather than Israeli export statistics. When an
American company acquires an Israeli startup, integrates its technology and sells the resulting product globally,
the commercial benefit ultimately extends throughout the American economy.

Artificial Intelligence Is Becoming a New Pillar

The next phase of the partnership is increasingly focused on artificial intelligence and other critical technologies.

In January 2026, the United States and Israel launched a strategic partnership on Al research and critical
technologies. The official framework explicitly identified economic growth, job creation and technological
leadership as central objectives, alongside national security.

This is significant because Al will not remain confined to the technology sector. It is likely to transform medicine,
manufacturing, logistics, agriculture, transportation, energy and defense. Countries that lead in Al research and
application will possess major economic advantages, while those that become dependent on foreign systems
may face serious strategic vulnerabilities.

The United States already possesses unmatched scale in computing, finance and corporate technology. Israel
contributes strengths in algorithms, cybersecurity, computer vision, data analysis and rapid commercialization.
Combining these advantages can help both countries compete more effectively against state-directed
technological systems being developed elsewhere.
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Joint research also reduces duplication. Instead of each country independently financing identical lines of
development, scientists and companies can share expertise, specialize and accelerate the movement from
laboratory research to commercial application.

Cybersecurity Creates Economic Resilience

Cybersecurity demonstrates particularly clearly how the partnership links national security with economic
prosperity.

Modern economies depend on digital systems controlling banks, hospitals, airports, energy networks, factories
and public services. A successful cyberattack can impose billions of dollars in damage without destroying a single
physical building.

Israel’s experience confronting sophisticated cyber threats has produced a large industry of companies
specializing in network protection, fraud prevention, identity management, cloud security and critical-
infrastructure defense. Many of those companies are acquired by American firms, open U.S. offices or form
partnerships with American financial institutions and technology providers.

The benefits extend beyond the cybersecurity industry itself. Better digital defenses reduce the risk of operational
disruption throughout the American economy. A technology that protects a bank, hospital or utility against an
attack preserves economic activity, protects consumer data and reduces the enormous costs associated with
recovery.

Israeli cybersecurity innovation therefore contributes to American productivity and resilience. It helps companies
operate with greater confidence in an environment where digital vulnerability has become an increasingly serious
commercial risk.

Investment Flows in Both Directions

The economic relationship is also sustained by investment rather than trade alone.

American venture-capital firms are among the most important investors in Israeli technology. They provide
financing that allows startups to hire employees, conduct research and enter global markets. Successful
companies frequently expand into the United States, where they create sales, management, engineering and
customer-support positions.

American corporations also acquire Israeli firms because purchasing an established team and proven technology
can be faster than developing the same capability internally. Once the acquisition is completed, Israeli research is
often integrated into a much larger American commercial structure.

This process has sometimes prompted concern that Israel loses companies when they are acquired by foreign
corporations. In practice, many acquisitions lead the purchasing company to expand its Israeli operations rather
than close them. The acquired startup becomes the foundation of a larger research center, while the American
parent company gains new technologies and access to specialized talent.

The partnership consequently creates a network of companies whose national identity is increasingly difficult to
separate. Research may occur in Israel, financing may come from New York or California, manufacturing may take
place in several American states, and the finished product may be sold worldwide.

Defense Cooperation Supports American Industry

Although the economic relationship extends well beyond defense, military cooperation also produces substantial
commercial effects.

Much of the annual U.S. military financing provided to Israel is used to purchase American-made equipment. This
supports defense manufacturers and extensive supply chains involving companies across the United States. Large
military systems are rarely produced by a single corporation in one location. They depend upon components,
software, metals, electronics and specialist manufacturing supplied by businesses across numerous states.

Israel also provides operational experience using American systems under unusually demanding conditions.
Feedback from Israeli pilots, engineers and military units can help manufacturers identify weaknesses, improve
maintenance and refine later versions of their products.

Joint missile-defense programs create an even more direct industrial partnership. American and Israeli engineers
develop technologies together, while production can be divided between companies in both countries. These
systems may initially be developed in response to threats facing Israel, but the resulting capabilities can be
relevant to the protection of U.S. forces and allies elsewhere.

The economic value therefore comes from multiple directions: American sales, manufacturing employment,
shared research and improved products that may become more competitive internationally.

Received by NSD/FARA Registration Unit 07/30/2026 6:40:49 PM



Received by NSD/FARA Registration Unit 07/30/2026 6:40:49 PM

Regional Integration Could Multiply the Benefits
The economic potential of the alliance extends beyond bilateral commerce.

The Abraham Accords demonstrated that normalization between Israel and Arab states can create new routes for
trade, tourism, investment and technological cooperation. Israel’s strengths in water, agriculture, medicine and
advanced technology can be combined with the capital, energy resources and logistics networks of its regional
partners.

A wider architecture connecting India, the Middle East and Europe could increase that impact dramatically. The
proposed India-Middle East-Europe Economic Corridor is intended to link major markets through ports, railways,
energy infrastructure and digital connectivity. Israel’s geographic position and technological capabilities could
make it an important bridge within such a system. The TIME article presented this broader regional economic
framework as a major next stage of the American-led Middle East strategy.

For the United States, this would create commercial opportunities far beyond Israel itself. American engineering
firms, technology companies, financial institutions and energy businesses could participate in projects connecting
some of the world's fastest-growing markets.

Regional cooperation also reduces economic fragmentation. Countries that trade, invest and build infrastructure
together develop interests in stability, creating incentives that diplomacy alone may struggle to produce.

Science and Medicine Produce Broader Returns

Economic value is not always captured immediately in exports or corporate revenues.

American and lIsraeli researchers collaborate in medicine, agriculture, water management and environmental
technology. These partnerships can lead to new treatments, more efficient food production and improved
management of scarce natural resources. U.S. officials have specifically identified climate-smart agriculture and
water technology as areas in which both countries possess important capabilities.

Medical innovation provides a particularly strong example. Israeli technologies in imaging, diagnostics, digital

health and medical devices often reach American patients through U.S. companies, hospitals and investors. An
invention developed by an Israeli research team may ultimately reduce treatment costs or improve outcomes

inside the American healthcare system.

Agricultural and water technologies can similarly improve productivity in drought-prone American regions.
Israel’s experience praducing food and managing water under difficult environmental conditions gives it practical
knowledge increasingly relevant as climate pressures affect parts of the United States.

These areas demonstrate why the economic partnership (https//econora.org/blog/netanyahus-announcement-
i —a-New- -in-us-j = ic- ip) should not be measured only by immediate financial
returns. Scientific collaboration creates knowledge that may generate commercial and social benefits over many

years.

Economic Cooperation Strengthens Both
Democracies

The economic partnership also contributes to resilience at a time of growing international competition.

The United States and Israel both face pressure to secure supply chains, protect intellectual property and reduce
dependence on potentially hostile countries for critical technologies. Cooperation between trusted allies can help
ensure that strategic products, software and research remain within reliable networks.

This is particularly important in semiconductors, Al, communications and cybersecurity. Economic dependence
can become a national-security vulnerability when essential technologies are controlled by governments willing
to use trade as political leverage.

The U.S.-Israel partnership offers an alternative model based on open markets, private investment and
democratic cooperation. It allows companies and researchers to innovate across borders while maintaining
shared expectations concerning law, contracts and intellectual property.

That institutional trust is itself an economic asset. Businesses invest more confidently when they believe
agreements will be enforced and technology will be protected.

The Alliance Is More Than the Sum of Its
Transactions

The central economic value of the partnership lies in the way the two countries’ strengths reinforce each other.
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Israel is small, fast-moving and unusually effective at generating specialized technologies. The United States
possesses enormous markets, deep capital pools, world-leading corporations and unmatched capacity to
commercialize innovation globally.

When those characteristics are connected, the result can be substantially more valuable than either country
working independently.

American companies gain access to research and entrepreneurial talent. Israeli companies gain the scale
necessary to become global businesses. Workers in both countries benefit from investment, trade and industrial
cooperation. Consumers benefit from products and technologies developed through the partnership.

This is why the alliance should not be evaluated solely through annual appropriations or short-term political
disagreements. Its economic infrastructure has developed over decades and now reaches deeply into strategically
important industries.

Conclusion

The U.S.-Israel alliance is often discussed as though its economic dimension were secondary to military and
diplomatic cooperation. In reality, economic integration has become one of its strongest foundations.

The two countries exchange tens of billions of dollars in goods and services, but the deeper value lies in the
innovation that trade statistics cannot fully capture. American capital finances Israeli research. Israeli engineers
strengthen American companies. Joint scientific work produces technologies with global markets. Defense
cooperation supports U.S. manufacturing, while new partnerships in artificial intelligence and critical technologies
are designed to create jobs and preserve technological leadership.

The next stage could be even more significant. If Israel's technology sector becomes more closely connected with
Arab economies, India and Europe, American companies will gain access to a wider network of markets and
infrastructure. The alliance could help create not only a more secure Middle East but a more integrated and
prosperous one.

The strongest case for the U.S.-Israel relationship is therefore not based only on history, sentiment or shared
political values. It is visible in laboratories, corporate research centers, manufacturing plants, investment funds
and technologies used throughout the American economy.

Israel is not simply an ally the United States helps sustain. It is a partner that helps America invent, compete and

grow.
Footnotes
1. https://ustr.gov/countries-regions/europe-middle-east/middle-eastnorth-afri
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FOR TRUTH

%recipient.first%,

Thank you for being someone who cares enough to stand up
for the truth. Right now, misinformation about Israel is
being used to fuel antisemitism across our communities —
and the people who want to push back often feel like they
don't have the right words. That is exactly where you come
in.

Standing against antisemitism means confronting the unfair
double standards and misinformation targeted at Israel
today. We have put together a set of facts and talking points
that make it easy to respond clearly and confidently
whenever these narratives come up in conversation, in the
news, or on social media. You do not need to be an expert.
You just need the right information at the right moment.

If you find yourself in a conversation where these narratives
come up, here is a helpful framing to keep in mind:

WHAT PEOPLE ARE HEARING: Biased narratives
isolate Israel and apply double standards that are never used
against any other democratic nation.

THE FACTS YOU CAN SHARE: Singling out Israel with

1/3
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unfair double standards directly feeds antisemitic prejudice.
Israel is a democratic ally working to protect innocent
civilians, foster regional stability, and maintain peace under
constant threat. Calling out these double standards is one of
the most effective ways to stop antisemitic narratives from
taking root.

Why sharing this perspective matters:

The stories that cut through the noise and directly push back
on antisemitism are the ones shared by real people in real
communities — not media pundits. When you share accurate
context with your friends and neighbors, you help ensure
that the conversation stays grounded in facts rather than fear
or prejudice. Every voice matters, and yours is one of them.

If you would like to make a difference today:
Take a look at the short video below, and if it resonates, feel

free to share it with someone in your circle who would
benefit from hearing the facts.

America is safer,

2/3
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Thank you for your heart for the truth and your willingness
to stand up against antisemitism.

Learn more at https://www.alliesforpeace.com/

We'd be sad to see you go, but if you want to stop receiving our emails, click HERE

THIS MATERIAL IS DISTRIBUTED BY CLOCK TOWER X LLC ON
BEHALF OF THE STATE OF ISRAEL. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION IS
AVAILABLE AT THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, WASHINGTON,DC.
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Israel and Global Security Context

Hamas: Freedom Movement
or Terrorist Organization? A
Critical Analysis

July 30, 2026 July 30, 2026

Can an organization pursue political power and still be defined by terrorist methods?
Hamas raises that question because it combines a political movement, governing authority,
social network, and armed organization. Understanding whether Hamas is a freedom
movement or terrorist organization requires more than slogans: it requires examining
documented conduct, stated objectives, and the effects of its tactics.

This analysis begins with Hamas's origins in 1987 and explains how its political and military
functions developed, including its governance in Gaza. It then defines the commonly
recognized characteristics of freedom movements and terrorism before assessing Hamas's
public positions, suicide-bombing campaigns, rocket attacks, hostage-taking, and the October
7, 2023 assault. The discussion also considers international designations, arguments
advanced by Hamas supporters, documented criticisms, and the difference between political
goals and operational methods.

The central lesson is clear: political participation, social services, or claims of self-
determination do not by themselves settle how an organization should be classified. Evidence-
based thinking helps you distinguish ideclogy, objectives, governance, and tactics — and
understand why the debate persists.

Understanding Hamas’s Origins

Hamas, meaning the Islamic Resistance Movement, emerged in Gaza in 1987 during the First Intifada
from the Palestinian branch of the Muslim Brotherhood. It evolved into a palitical, social, and religious

movement, and an armed organization with a military wing. Its 1988 charter rejected Israel's existence
and used antisemitic language; a 2017 political document changed some wording but did not renounce

armed struggle.

Founded by figures including Sheikh Ahmed Yassin, Hamas initially combined social and religious work
with political aspirations, resistance. and claims of Palestinian self-determination. Its ideology,
however, rejected coexistence with Israel and treated opposition to recognizing Israel's existence as a
religiously grounded mission, making compromise especially difficult. Our case study on Hamas and
radicalization (https://cognitura.org/hamas-as-a-case-study-in-radicalization) examines how this fusion
of faith and politics shaped the movement's worldview.

This evolution produced a complex structure with interlinked components: political leadership, social
institutions, and the |zz ad-Din al-Qassam Brigades as its military branch. The original 1988 founding
document articulated rejectionist objectives, influencing its designation as a terrorist organization by
the United States and European Union. Supporters describe Hamas as a national liberation
movement, while critics emphasize terrorist tactics involving deliberate civilian attacks and an ideology

that can elevate political struggle into an uncompromising religious duty.

Hamas entered the political arena and won the 2006 Palestinian legislative elections. A violent clash
with Fatah in 2007 established its governing authority over Gaza. Taxalion and public-service delivery
demonstrate administrative capacity, yet coexist with repression, armed conflict, and attacks. This
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duality distinguishes Hamas's political aims and operational methods from the plight of Palestinian
civilians, whose rights, safety, and aspirations should not necessarily be conflated with extremist rule.
Al the same time, it is important to recall that a majority of Palestinians voted Hamas into power.

The Dual Nature of Hamas: Political
and Military

Supporters describe Hamas as an insurgent or national liberation movement pursuing Palestinian self-
determination; critics emphasize its ideology, attacks on civilians, suicide bombings, rocket fire,
kidnappings, and hostage-taking.

One Movement, Different Functions

These functions should be analyzed together rather than treated as entirely separate organizations.
Hamas pursues political goals such as resistance, national liberation, or territorial control while using
terrorist methods. Its governance can also deepen civilian vulnerability when authorities control scarce
resources and residents have few alternatives, particularly women without family support or stable
income. Our discussion of Hamas governance and women's vulnerability in Gaza
(https://cognitura.org/blog/survival-at-a-cost-sexual-exploitation-of-women-for-food-by-hamas-in-gaza)
examines how dependence on those holding authority can turn basic survival needs into instruments of
coercion. Documented conduct — including attacks on civilians, intimidation, and the October 7, 2023
assault (https://cognitura.org/blog/al-shifa-hospital-and-the-hostages-of-october-7-what-the-evidence-
shows) — bears directly on classification under international humanitarian law, regardless of political
messaging or service delivery.

Governing capacity does not establish legitimacy or negate terrorism evidence. Several governments
designate Hamas as a terrorist organization, while some scholars debate whether its political and
military wings can meaningfully be separated. A tactical ceasefire is distinct from a commitment to
permanent peace, and this classification concerns the organization's conduct — not all Palestinian

civilians or the broader population.

How to Evaluate Claims

Identify which Hamas institution or spokesperson made a claim, distinguishing stated objectives
from operational conduct.
Compare public statements with documented suiclde bombings, rocket attacks, hostage-taking,

and other actions through independent reporting and applicable international humanitarian law.

Separate evidence about the political movement, military wing, governing authority, and security
forces from assumptions about civilians.
Consider why supporters, critics, governments, scholars, and international organizations reach

different conclusions about Hamas's classification.

Hamas’s Governance: More Than an
Armed Group

Understanding Hamas requires more than examining its military wing. Since the 2007 takeover of
Gaza, Hamas has exercised de facto control as a governing authority while maintaining an armed
organization. Its political structures, security forces, taxation, public administration, education, and

community services therefore coexist with military activity and political repression.

Services and Institutional Control

Hamas-linked ministries and local authorities have been involved in policing, municipal administration,
health care, and education. Residents, however, receive services through a broader system that
includes municipal bodies, civil society groups, international agencies, and other public institutions.
Because bodies such as Gaza's Ministry of Health operate under Hamas rule, readers should assess
their political context and seek independent verification; our analysis of Hamas-linked information
sources (https://cognitura.org/blog/how-hamas-claims-become-un-facts-examining-allegations-of-
information-laundering-in-the-gaza-war) explains why neutral institutional labels can obscure that
context. Service delivery can create dependence and visibility, but it does not by itself establish
legitimacy, negate documented conduct, or demonstrate respect for international humanitarian law.

Governance occurs under severe conditions, including conflict, economic hardship, and restrictions on
movement and goods. These pressures provide important context, but they do not excuse abuses or
remove the public's right to accountability. A governing authority may pursue political objectives such
as self-determination or national liberation while still being evaluated separately for deliberate attacks
on civilians, intimidation, or other terrorist methods.
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Political Repression and Public Space

Human rights organizations have documented restrictions on political oppenents, journalists, activists,
and peaceful critics in Gaza. Reports describe limits on assembly, speech, and political competition,
including conduct involving security forces and political repression. Such practices can narrow public
debate and make it harder for residents to question official narratives or organize peacefully.

Aclear analysis therefore asks two questions at once: what functions does Hamas perform, and how
does it exercise power? Examining institutions, service access, accountability, and civil liberties helps
distinguish routine administration from coercive control and prevents the misconception that providing
services or winning elections automatically establishes legitimacy or negates evidence of terrorism.
Governance affects daily life, but documented conduct remains central to evaluating Hamas as a

political movement, armed organization, and governing authority.

Defining Characteristics of a
Freedom Movement

A freedom movement is an organized political initiative advocating for self-determination, equal rights,
national liberation, or release from foreign rule or systemic oppression. While its stated objectives may
appear noble, it is crucial to assess whether it operates as a legitimate liberation cause, utilizes
terrorist methods, or exhibits a combination of political and terrorist characteristics. A comprehensive
assessment involves comparing its ideology and political program with documented conduct.

Core Criteria

Key criteria for evaluation include accountable leadership, support for civilian rights, political pluralism,
and the ability to distinguish between military targets and civilians under international humanitarian law.
Factors such as deliberate attacks on civilians, suicide bombings, hostage-taking, kidnappings,
indiscriminate rocket attacks, and intimidation weigh significantly in assessing the use of terrorist
methods, even if an organization provides services, participates in elections, or claims to seek self-

determination.

It is essential that labels come with defined standards rather than mere slogans. As discussed in our
analysis of the apartheid accusation (https://cognitura.org/understanding-israels-apartheid-accusation-
key-perspectives-explained), legal terminology possesses specific thresholds. Competing
interpretations may present restrictions as security measures or consider them as institutionalized
discrimination. This disciplined approach aids in distinguishing political goals from military tactics and
documented governing practices.

This framework acknowledges that communities may confront genuine injustices without conflating
critiques of an organization with criticism of the people it claims to represent. A consistent question
arises: is freedom pursued through accountable, rights-respecting means, or through coercion and
attacks on civilians? In classifying these movements, it is imperative to rely on public statements,
security practices, treatment of opponents, and adherence to international humanitarian law rather
than slogans or service delivery alone.

Understanding Terrorism: Key
Definitions

Terrorism generally refers to the deliberate use, or threat, of violence against civilians or other non-
caombatants to create fear and advance a political, ideclogical, or religious goal. The defining issue is

targeting people to influence a wider audience, not simply the harm caused or the objective claimed.

International law lacks a single, universally binding definition. Governments, courts, and scholars apply
different legal tests. Common elements include deliberate attacks on civilians, intimidation, hostage-
taking, kidnappings, and pressure directed at governments or socleties. These criteria distinguish
terrorist methods from political expression, protest, or attacks strictly against military targets while
acknowledging that a movement may pursue self-determination and still employ terrorist tactics.

In evaluating Hamas, the relevant evidence is its documented conduct — suicide bombings,
indiscriminate rocket attacks, hostage-taking, and assaults on civilians — rather than slogans, elections,
social services, or stated objectives alone. Conclusions should rest on evidence and documented
statements, not outrage or isolated viral material; our analysis of civilian harm and legal labels in Gaza
(https://cognitura.org/assessing-civilian-harm-genocide-or-self-defense-in-gaza) explores this
distinction.

This framework separates political goals from military methods, explaining why Hamas is described
variously as a political movement, armed organization, insurgent movement, or terrorist organization. It
also provides an evidence-based basis for assessing responsibility under international humanitarian

law, promoting a clearer understanding of radicalization and prevention strategies.
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Hamas’s Stated Objectives Over Time

From Charter to Policy Document

Hamas's stated objectives have changed in wording and emphasis, but important continuities remain.
Its 1988 charter framed the conflict in religious and nationalist terms, rejected compromise with Israel,
and presented armed struggle as central to national liberation (https://cognitura.org/blog/the-political-
invention-of-a-palestinian-entity). The document also contained conspiratorial and antisemitic claims,
which should be identified precisely rather than treated as ordinary political disagreement.

In 2017, Hamas published a separate political document that sought to present a more politically
focused position. It described a Palestinian state along the 1967 lines as a formula of national
consensus, while stopping short of recognizing Israel and continuing to define resistance, including
armed resistance, as legitimate. The document distinguished Judaism as a religion from Zionism as a
political project, but did not erase the earlier charter or resolve the gap between Hamas's stated
political objectives and its operational conduct. As discussed in our analysis of why the Northern
Ireland model does not apply to Hamas (https://cognitura.org/blog/why-the-northern-ireland-model-
does-not-apply-to-disarming-hamas-and-islamic-jihad), repeated declarations and attacks have led
critics to view the movement's goal as Israel’s destruction rather than revised borders or shared
governance.

What the Shift Reveals

This evolution shows why evidence-based analysis is necessary when assessing whether Hamas is
best understood as a national liberation or political movement, a terrorist organization, or an
organization combining both political and terrorist characteristics. A newer statement should not
automatically be treated as a complete renunciation of earlier goals. Conversely, analysis should not
assume that every statement has identical meaning or political purpose. Stated objectives must be
compared with documented methods, including deliberate attacks on civilians. suicide bombings,
rocket attacks, and hostage-taking. The October 7 attack, which targeted homes, a music festival, and
farming communities, further illustrates how conduct can clarify the practical meaning of public claims.

When reviewing Hamas statements, ask:

What objective is described: governance, self-determination, national liberation, religious rule,

or military resistance?
Does the statement clarify, replace, or merely supplement an earlier position?

How do stated goals compare with documented conduct and treatment of civilians under

international humanitarian law?
This method separates verified text from interpretation and explains why governments, scholars,
supporters, and critics reach different conclusions. Political participation or service provision does not
negate evidence of terrorist methods, while criticism of Hamas does not equate to criticism of
Palestinians. Understanding strategic evolution neither excuses abuses nor overlooks continuity; the
classification question ultimately turns on the relationship between political aims and operational
conduct.

The Methods of Hamas: A Detailed
Examination

Hamas's methods help explain why it is described variously as a political movement, armed
organization, governing authority, or terrorist organization. Hamas developed political, social, religious,
and military structures. Its stated objectives include Palestinian seif-determination and national
liberation, but classification depends primarily on documented conduct — especially the relationship
between political goals, military tactics, and external support.

Violence, coercion, and armed attacks

Hamas has used terrorist methods and insurgent tactics, including suicide bombings during the
Second Intifada (https://cognitura.org/blog/al-shifa-hospital-and-the-hostages-of-october-7-what-the-
evidence-shows), indiscriminate rocket and mortar attacks, armed raids, kidnappings, and hostage-
taking. The October 7, 2023 assault included deliberate attacks on civilians and the taking of hostages,
conduct widely documented by governments, journalists, and human-rights investigators. Such acts
raise serious violations of international humanitarian law and are central lo critics’ classification of

Hamas as a terrorist organization, regardless of its political objectives.

Hamas also uses tunnels and concealed weapons systems to move personnel, store equipment, and
launch attacks. Its financing, weapons procurement, and regional relationships are part of a wider
proxy-warfare ecosystem involving state support and intelligence networks; our analysis of Hamas in
the global security context (https://cognitura.org/israel-and-global-security-context) examines how
these connections can amplify its capabilities. Claims about particular sites require independent
reporting, hut concealment can increase risks to civilians and complicate accountability.
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Propaganda, governance, and recruitment

Military action is only one part of Hamas's method. Media messaging, social and religious networks,
taxation and public administration, and community pressure have supported recruitment, influence,
and governance in Gaza. Service delivery, political participation, or electoral success — including its
victory in the 2006 Palestinian legislative elections and its 2007 takeover of Gaza — do not
automatically establish legitimacy or negate evidence of terrorism. Governance must also be assessed
through political repression, security forces, treatment of opposition, and accountability.

Legal classifications differ by jurisdiction. The United States, United Kingdom, and European Union
have designated Hamas, or relevant parts of it, under terrorism-related legal frameworks. Supporters
argue that resistance to occupation and tactical ceasefires reflect self-determination; critics document
deliberate attacks on civilians, intimidation, and hostage-taking. Scholars debate political-versus-
military wings and whether distinctions are meaningful, but the evidence remains the stated objectives

versus operational conduct.

What to examine

« Separate verified conduct from allegations and distinguish Hamas from Palestinian civilians.

« Examine targets, tactics, dates, financing, and institutional evidence rather than slogans or
service provision.

« Assess political goals, governance, and military methods separately under international
humanitarian law.

The Impact of Suicide Bombings

A Human Cost Beyond the Immediate
Attack

Suicide bombings represent a targeted tactic where the assailant sacrifices themselves to inflict harm
on others. Hamas, along with various Palestinian armed factions, notably employed this strategy in the
1990s and throughout the Second Intifada. While proponents may frame these acts as expressions of
resistance aimed at self-determination, the intentional targeting of civilians provides critical evidence in
assessing Hamas's strategies under international humanitarian law. This tactic aims to instill fear,
disrupt everyday life, and create a perpetual sense of uncertainty in civilian areas. Hamas's resistance
ideclogy can absorb individual conscience into group goals, enceuraging members to judge actions by
whether they serve the cause rather than by moral standards. Our discussion of groupthink and
identity traps (https://cognitura,org/groupthink-and-identity-traps) illustrates how this moral blindness
can normalize atrocities.

The repercussions for Israeli civilians include a vast array of experiences, from the loss of family
members to enduring physical and psychological scars. Daily activities once considered routine, such
as riding public transport or shopping, became laden with the threat of violence. Such incidents eroded
communal trust and escalated calls for enhanced security protocols, which restricted mobility, work
opportunities, and family interactions. A movement's declared aims cannot obscure the gap between
stated goals and real-world behavior; an entity can profess allegiance to Palestinian self-determination
while employing violence against non-combatants.

Consequences for Palestinian Civilians

Palestinian civilians also endure substantial repercussions. Suicide bombings fueled military retaliation,
imposed stricter movement restrictions, disrupted economic activities, and fostered distrust toward
Palestinians as a collective. Communities grappled with grief, fear, and damaged infrastructure as
armed groups claimed {o represent the people. Acknowledging these impacts does not equate to
placing equal blame on civilians and those who deliberately target them; it highlights why political
advocacy, electoral participation, or an emancipatory framework cannot erase evidence of terrorist
tactics. The fallout profoundly harmed the population Hamas professed to defend. contributing
significantly to its global designation as a terrorist organization.

Why Prevention Matters

No political grievance can rationalize intentionally killing innocents. Effective radicalization prevention
confronts recruitment tactics that nurture such acts: dehumanizing messages, martyrdom glorification,
peer pressure, and the allure of belonging. Education grounded in truth empowers individuals to
challenge emotional narratives, verify information, and recognize the dignity of those outside their
group. Encouraging individual responsibility, open dialogue, moral courage, and credible community
engagement can interrupt groupthink, protect conscience, and shield youth from embracing violence
as a means of finding purpose.
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Rocket Attacks: Patterns and
Consequences

How the tactic works

Rocket attacks are central evidence in evaluating Hamas as a political movement, armed organization,
or organization using terrorist methods. After its 2007 takeover of Gaza, Hamas shifted substantially
from suicide bombings toward rocket warfare, launching thousands of rockets toward Israeli towns and
cities, according to FactSignal's timeline of attacks and civilian impact (https://factsignal.org/history-
timeline/major-attacks-and-civilian-impact). Supporters may frame this as resistance or national
liberation, but classification also depends on operational conduct, including whether attacks
deliberately or indiscriminately endanger civilians.

Many Hamas rockets are unguided, making populated areas especially dangerous and raising
concerns under international humanitarian law. Even when defensive systems intercept them, repeated
alarms can cause anxiety, displacement, and lasting insecurity. Violence also reinforces the group’s
authority: attacks can be presented as proof of strength, while retaliation sustains emotional
engagement and helps justify further confrontation. Our guide to education and critical thinking
(https://cognitura.org/education-and-critical-thinking) explains why checking evidence and recognizing
persuasive narratives are essential when assessing such claims.

Why public perception matters

Rocket fire can serve battlefield and propaganda purposes by generating dramatic images, provoking
urgent responses, and reinforcing polarized narratives. The October 7, 2023 assault, which killed more
than 1,200 people in Israel and involved hostage-taking and kidnappings, intensified international
debate about Hamas's military conduct and civilian protection, as documented by Cognitura's conflict
overview (https://cognitura.org/navigating-the-israel-hamas-conflict-current-overview-and-insights).
Alongside rocket attacks, suicide bombings, deliberate attacks on civilians, and hostage-taking are
major evidence categories considered by governments, scholars, and international terrorist

designations.

Supporters argue that Hamas pursues Palestinian self-determination and resistance to occupation;
critics document attacks on civilians and intimidation. Evaluating these interpretations requires
separating verified events from political conclusions.

« Check dates, locations, and primary reporting before sharing a claim.
= Separate verified events from political interpretation.
« Reject language that treats any civilian population as a legitimate target.
Evidence-based analysis therefore asks not only what Hamas claims to seek, but how its military wing

operates and what consequences its actions produce.

The October 7, 2023 Attack: A Case
Study

What Happened

On October 7, 2023 (https://cognitura.org/blog/al-shifa-hospital-and-the-hostages-of-october-7-what-
the-evidence-shows), Hamas, an armed organization with a political structure and military wing,
launched a coordinated assault into southern Israel. More than 1,200 peaple were killed, and
numerous hostages were taken. The attack included deliberate assaults on civilians, kidnappings, and
intimidation of civilian populations, making it crucial evidence in evaluating Hamas's use of terrorist
methods under international humanitarian law. It also shattered assumptions about deterrence,
intelligence, and adversary intentions, exposing significant weaknesses in border defenses and
emergency response. Cognitura's conflict overview (https://cognitura.org/navigating-the-israel-hamas-
conflict-current-overview-and-insights) emphasizes the need to separate verified events from political

interpretation.

This distinction is important when questioning whether Hamas is a national liberation or insurgent
movement, a terrorist organization, or a group that combines political and terrorist characteristics.

Why the Case Matters

The attack illustrated how Hamas can combine preparation, surprise, propaganda, and exploitation of
perceived vulnerabilities. Our analysis of the continuing existential threat after October 7
(hitps://cognitura.org/blog/october-7-was-not-meant-to-be-the-end-why-israel-still-faces-an-existential-
threat) looks at documents suggesting that the assault was part of a broader agenda, challenging
interpretations that treat it solely as a past tragedy. A separate Cognitura analysis of captured planning
documents (https://cognitura.org/blog/october-7-was-not-meant-to-be-the-end-why-israel-still-faces-an-

existential-threat) argues that Hamas leaders envisioned a sustained campaign rather than a one-time

Received by NSD/FARA Registration Unit 07/30/2026 6:40:50 PM



Received by NSD/FARA Registration Unit 07/30/2026 6:40:50 PM

COGNITURA
(https://cognitura.org)

Research & Education Platform

CONTENTS

Home
(https:/fcognitura.org)

Psychology of Radicalization
(https://cognitura.org/psychology-of-

radicalization)

Social and Cultural Drivers

(https://cognitura.org/social-and-cultural-

drivers)

Recruitment and Control Mechanisms
(https://cognitura.orglrecruitment-and-
control)

Prevention and Deradicalization
(https://cognitura.arg/prevention-and-
deradicalization)

Israel and Global Security Context
(https://cognitura.org/israel-and-global-
security-context)

News & Analysis
(https://cognitura.org/blog)

Stay Updated
(https://cognitura.org/stay-informed)

>

>

raid, This claim should be measured against independently verified reporting, as the assault itself
demonstrates why classification must assess documented conduct, capability, and intent rather than
relying solely on slogans, service delivery, or political participation.

Global Reactions and Lessons

International responses reveal differing legal and political frameworks employed by governments and
institutions. The UN Security Council adopted Resolution 2712 on November 15, 2023, calling for
humanitarian pauses and the immediate, unconditional release of hostages. However, it did not
condemn Hamas's attack. A review of UN reactions (https:/funwatch.org/un-officials-and-bodies-react-
to-october-2023-hamas-massacre-and-its-aftermath/) notes criticism from U.S. and UK representatives
regarding that omission. These varying responses help elucidate the ongoing debate surrounding

Hamas's military and political wings and its international terrorist designations.

« Verify: Check dates, casualty figures, attribution, and evidence of attacks on civilians.

Separate: Distinguish Hamas's stated objectives from its operational conduct, and
condemnations of Hamas from evaluations of Israel's conduct.

« Resist: Reject dehumanization, moral equivalence, and sensational claims.
These practices support evidence-driven analysis, advocate for moral clarity, and contribute to
radicalization prevention without undermining civilian suffering or interpreting governance, elections, or
social services as indicators that terrorist tactics did not oceur.

Hostage-Taking as a Tactical Method

From Captivity to Political use

Hostage-taking (https://cognitura.org/blog/what-released-israeli-hostages-heard-from-their-captors-
and-why-it-matters) is the deliberate seizure and detention of civilians or soldiers to apply pressure on
governments, communities, or families. As a terrorist tactic, it significantly diverges from conventional
battlefield detention, as captives become bargaining tools, sources of psychological pressure, or
shields for military operations. Hamas's documented use of this tactic is pertinent to understanding the
distinction between its political objectives and operational conduct, as Fact Signal's review of hostage-
taking and war crimes (https://factsignal.org/history-timeline/hostage-taking-and-war-crimes)
articulates.

The 2006 abduction of Israeli soldier Gilad Shalit exemplified the political value Hamas places on
hostage-taking. After five years in captivity, Shalit was exchanged for over 1,000 Palestinian prisoners.
On October 7, 2023, Hamas and allied attackers seized more than 250 individuals, including civilians,
from various communities and public spaces in Israel. Evidence shows that Hamas embeds military
assels in hospitals, schools, and residential areas, emphasizing a broader pattern, wherein civilian
spaces may shield military operations while endangering those within. This pattern is further discussed
in our analysis of civilian infrastructure and repression in Gaza (https://cognitura.org/blog/hamass-
reign-of-terror-gazas-hospitals-and-schools-turned-into-torture-chambers).

Why the Method Creates Pressure

Hostage-taking capitalizes on the concern for individual safety, generating significant pressure for
negotiations. Families seek information and release, while governments react under extreme
uncertainty. Captives may be relocated or held in proximity to military assets, complicating rescue
efforts and raising civilian risks. Advocates might frame exchanges or pauses as resistance-related
negotiations, whereas critics and many governments categorize the deliberate detention of civilians as
unlawful hostage-taking. Political motives such as self-determination do not justify this method.

= Negotiation: captives may be exchanged for prisoners, pauses, or concessions.
« Psychological pressure: uncertainty and selective information can shape public discourse.
« Operational protection: civilians may obstruct military action or shield armed activity.

What Prevention Requires

Evidence-based education is crucial for helping audiences critically assess claims, verify information,
and differentiate documented behavior from rumors or political narratives. The principle is unequivocal:
civilians must not serve as bargaining tools, irrespective of whether an organization brands itself as a
political movement, armed group, or national liberation movement. Accurate reporting, familial support,
and accountability for unlawful detention are essential for evaluating Hamas's tactics.

Classification of Hamas by
International Bodies

Hamas is classified variably within international law, with numerous governments regarding it as an
organization combining political, governing, and terrorist attributes. The United States has designated
Hamas as a terrorist organization since 1997, while the European Union has maintained its
designation since 2003; Canada, the United Kingdom, and other nations have followed similar
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approaches. These classifications cite documented actions including suicide bombings, attacks on
civilians, indiscriminate rocket assaults, hostage-taking, and kidnappings. As discussed in our analysis
of Hamas-linked networks and international credibility (https://cognitura.org/blog/the-hague-groups-
ties-to-terror-present-a-credibility-problem), such designations can also affect the legitimacy and moral

authority of groups that engage or coordinate with sanctioned entities.

The lack of a unified, global classification for Hamas complicates matters. The United Nations Security
Council has not established a comprehensive designation, leading individual member states to apply
their own legal criteria. Some nations distinguish between Hamas's political and military wings, while
others restrict the entire organization. Supporters characterize Hamas as a political entity or national-
liberation movement advocating Palestinian self-determination. Conversely, critics and governmental
agencies emphasize its militaristic conduct, attacks on civilians, and intimidation tactics. These
differences influence sanctions, funding frameworks, diplomatic efforts, and criminal accountability,
while raising concerns that engagement may inadvertently confer legitimacy or support on a heavily
sanctioned organization.

Why the Classification Matters

Legal classifications do not imply that Palestinian civilians or the wider population share culpability for
Hamas's actions. Instead, designations activate specific security and financial measures against the
organization. Sound analysis should separate stated objectives from operational realities and consider
issuing authorities, legal frameworks, and corroborating evidence. Governing Gaza or winning
elections does not inherently confer legitimacy or erase evidence of terrorist methodolegies.

The implications of these classifications highlight the importance of education and informed dialogue

on radicalization and prevention strategies to foster understanding and mitigate conflicts.

Arguments from Hamas Supporters

Understanding the Claims

Supporters of Hamas commonly describe it as a political movement and armed organization pursuing
Palestinian self-determination (https://cognitura.org/blog/the-political-invention-of-a-palestinian-entity)
and national liberation in response to occupation, blockade, displacement, and the absence of a viable
political solution. They argue that armed struggle is justified when peaceful efforts seem ineffective,
distinguishing Hamas's political objectives from its military methods. Some also highlight its social and
religious roots and the provision of health, education, and charitable services as evidence of its
broader role in Palestinian society.

Supporters further claim that criticism focuses primarily on Hamas while providing inadequate attention
to civilian suffering and the underlying conditions that led to the conflict. These arguments can help
clarify support; however, grievances, service delivery, and resistance claims do not establish legitimacy
or negate documented conduct. Our analysis of released Israeli hostages' testimonies
(https://cognitura.org/blog/what-released-israeli-hostages-heard-from-their-captors-and-why-it-matters)
suggests that Hamas's ideology views compromise as tempaorary and survival as preparation for future
violence, rather than recognizing peace as a genuine objective. A movement may pursue self-
determination while still being evaluated under international humanitarian law for deliberate attacks on
civilians, suicide bombings, indiscriminate rockets, kidnappings, and hostage-taking.

How to Evaluate These Arguments

Governments generally classify Hamas as a terrorist organization, although designations and legal
interpretations vary across jurisdictions. Readers should make a distinction between stated objectives
and operational conduct, assessing claims through reliable reporting, human rights documentation,
and primary sources.

« Separate legitimate Palestinian grievances from the conduct of the organization claiming to
represent them.

= Determine whether evidence addresses Hamas's political structure, military wing, methods, and
governance rather than relying on slogans or social services.

This approach supports evidence-based thinking: understanding the reasons behind some support for
Hamas does not require excusing attacks on civilians, hostage-taking, or repression.

Documented Criticisms of Hamas
What the Record Shows

Hamas is best understood as a terrorist organization: a political movement, governing
authority, social and religious organization, and armed group, where its stated political

objectives are in line with its operational behaviors. Supporters characterize it as an insurgent or
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national-liberation movement advocating for Palestinian self-determination, whereas critics highlight
terrorist tactics, including deliberate attacks on civilians, suicide bombings, indiscriminate rocket
assaults, kidnappings, and hostage-taking. Numerous UN investigations and organizations such as
Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch have documented abuses carried out by Hamas and
other Palestinian armed groups. These findings primarily focus on Hamas's leadership, military wing,
and security forces, rather than Palestinian civilians or the broader Palestinian population.

Since its victory in the 2006 Palestinian legislative elections and takeover in 2007, Hamas's
governance in Gaza has included taxation, public administration, and measures of political repression.
Rights organizations have raised concerns about restrictions on political opposition, journalism,
peaceful assembly, and public dissent, with numerous allegations of arbitrary detention and
mistreatment in custody. Its influence extends into cultural and social dimensions, where limitations on
speech and expression can create an environment where obedience is perceived as virtuous, leaving
residents with few options for alternative viewpoints; our analysis of Hamas's cycle of control and
violence (https://cognitura.org/the-cycle-of-control-and-violence) scrutinizes this dynamic. Service
provision or electoral participation does not inherently confer legitimacy or negate the presence of
terrorist behavior; allegations, investigative outcomes, and court judgments remain separate matters.

Humanitarian Impact and Responsible
Analysis

The military actions of Hamas have significantly heightened civilian risks, particularly through
operations in densely populated areas, rocket attacks, and hostage-taking scenarios. The October 7,
2023, assault and the subsequent kidnappings are critical pieces of evidence used to evaluate claims
regarding deliberate attacks on civilians and compliance with international humanitarian law. While
Israeli military actions, blockades, and broader political circumstances also shape humanitarian
outcomes, such context does not excuse unlawful actions by Hamas. Political aspirations, like self-

determination, do not justify the utilization of terrorist tactics.

Readers are encouraged to examine independent monitors, corroborating dates, and reliable sources.
Consider the following questions:

« What specific action is being alleged, and who documented it?

« Does the source differentiate Hamas from Palestinian civilians?

« Are the legal conclusions validated by an investigation or legal ruling?
This evidence-based methodology elucidates why various governments have designated Hamas as a
terrorist organization, even as supporters and scholars engage in debates surrounding distinctions
between palitical and military factions, tactical ceasefires, and larger categorization issues.

Contrasting Political Goals with
Operational Methods

Goals Provide Context, Not Classification

Hamas lllustrates why political objectives must be distinctly separated from operational methods.
Founded during the First Intifada as a Palestinian political, social, and religious movement, it evolved
into an armed organization with a military wing and governing authority in Gaza, Supporters frame its
goals as resistance, national liberation, and Palestinian self-determination; however, critics and
governments assess those aims alongside documented conduct.

Methods Show the Critical Difference

The key question is not whether a movement has political aims, provides services, or wins elections,
but rather how it acts. Deliberate attacks on civilians (https://cognitura.org/assessing-civilian-harm-
genocide-or-self-defense-in-gaza), suicide bombings, indiscriminate rocket fire, kidnappings, hostage-
taking, and intimidation are tactics deemed as terrorist methods that raise serious concerns under
international humanitarian law. As discussed in our overview of current Israel-Hamas operations
(https://cognitura.org/navigating-the-israel-hamas-conflict-current-overview-and-insights), evaluating
military action also requires distinguishing narrowly targeted strikes from broader campaigns and
taking into account objectives, available intelligence, and civilian precautions. Political objectives do

not negate evidence of such conduct.

» Political objective: the desired change or claim, encompassing self-determination or national
liberation.

« Operational conduct: the tactics employed by an armed organization, including attacks on
civilians and military targets.

« Classification: whether documented conduct, governance, and accountability support
descriptions such as political movement, insurgent movement, or terrorist organization.
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How to Evaluate Claims

When assessing whether Hamas is more accurately understood as a freedom movement, terrorist
organization, or a hybrid of both political and terrorist characteristics, it is crucial to compare stated
objectives with verified conduct. Consider political participation and governance, including taxation,
administration, security forces, and repression, alongside major attacks and international terrorist
designations. Supporters emphasize themes of resistance and occupation; critics document terrorist
methods.

Common Misconceptions about
Hamas

What are the key characteristics that
define a freedom movement?

A freedom movement generally seeks national liberation, self-determination, or expanded rights
through collective action. In contrast, a terrorist organization is primarily judged by its methods, which
often include deliberate attacks on civilians, intimidation, and violations of international humanitarian
law. Hamas exhibits a blend of political, social, and military characteristics. Its political objectives and
resistance to occupation do not provide inherent legitimacy nor do they negate the evidence of its use
of terrorist methods. Our analysis of why dismantling terror networks matters
(https://cognitura.org/why-dismantling-terror-networks-matters) highlights that terrorism can serve as a
control mechanism that harms the very population it claims to represent while threatening others. The
key question concerns whether documented conduct supports freedom or incurs coercion and
violence.

How do governments and organizations
classify Hamas, and what criteria do they
use?

Governments classify Hamas through varied lenses due to differing legal frameworks and
assessments of its political and military structures. The United States, European Union, United
Kingdem, and Canada designate Hamas as a terrorist organization or proscribed entity. These
classifications are predominantly based on documented activities such as suicide bombings,
indiscriminate rocket attacks, hostage-taking, kidnappings, recruitment, financing, and deliberate
assaults on civilians. Advocates frame Hamas as an insurgent movement engaging in resistance
against occupation to achieve Palestinian self-determination; critics, conversely, underscore

documented terrorist tactics, repression, propaganda, and coercive control.

What historical context is important for
understanding the emergence of Hamas?

Grasping the emergence of Hamas necessitates a review of Palestinian history. Over time, Hamas
evolved into a multifaceted political and military organization, embodying elements of social and
religious movement, armed resistance, and opposition to the Oslo process. While this history
elucidates its emergence, the stated objectives, service delivery, or political participation do not
absolve the need for critical evaluation of operational conduct, including attacks on civilians.
Differentiating political aims from military tactics aids in clarifying the debate, enabling a more nuanced
understanding that does not conflate Hamas with the Palestinian people or overlock the importance of

dismantling violent networks to safeguard civilians and promote stability.

Challenges in Defining Terrorism

Defining terrorism requires separating political objectives from operational conduct. Legal systems and
researchers differ, but common frameworks examine deliberate attacks or threats against civilians, fear
or intimidation, and a palitical, ideological, or religious purpose. States also apply the label through
varying statutes and designation processes, giving it significant legal and political consequences.

This framework helps explain why Hamas is classified differently. Hamas developed as a Palestinian
political, social, and armed organization during the First Intifada, combining governing authority with a
military wing. As discussed in our analysis of government and faith communities in preventing
radicalization (https://cognitura.org/the-role-of-governments-and-faith-communities), political authority
can also become a vehicle for ideclogical control when institutions replace public service with
indoctrination. This concern does not settle Hamas's legal status, but it underscores the necessity of
considering governance alongside its methods. Suicide bombings, indiscriminate rocket attacks,
deliberate attacks on civilians, hostage-taking, and kidnappings — including conduct documented
during the October 7, 2023 assault — must be evaluated under international humanitarian law.
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A careful evaluation asks: What happened? What evidence supports the account? What were Hamas's
stated objectives? Which legal definitions apply? Service delivery, participation in the 2006 Palestinian
legislative elections, or governance after the 2007 takeover of Gaza may demonstrate political

capacity, but they do not negate evidence of terrorist methads, repression, or intimidation.

Frequently Asked Questions about
Hamas

What are the key characteristics that
define a freedom movement?

A freedom movement generally pursues self-determination, equal rights, and human dignity for people
facing oppression or unjust control. It may identify a legitimate grievance and seek national liberation,
but classification also depends on organization, accountability, treatment of civilians, and methods.
Political objectives do not justify military tactics, and service delivery, electoral participation, or an
election victory do not establish legitimacy or negate evidence of terrorism.

By contrast, terrorism commonly refers to politically motivated violence involving deliberate attacks on
civilians, intimidation of civilian populations, hostage-taking, kidnappings, or indiscriminate attacks.
International humanitarian law distinguishes combatants from civilians and restricts methods of
warfare. A movement may claim resistance while being evaluated as terrorist when its conduct
deliberately targets civilians. Hamas is therefore analyzed as a political, social, religious, governing,
and armed organization — not through slogans alone, but through documented conduct.

How do governments and organizations
classify Hamas, and what criteria do they
use?

Classifications vary by jurisdiction; however, the United States, United Kingdom, European Union,
Canada, and other governments designate Hamas as a terrorist organization or proscribed group.
Some systems distinguish between political and military wings, while others apply the designation to
Hamas as a whole. These designations affect sanctions, funding restrictions, travel rules, and criminal
liability.

Authorities generally examine whether a group uses or supports politically motivated violence against
civilians, threatens such acts, recruits or trains members, raises funds, or coordinates with designated
networks. Suicide bombings, indiscriminate rocket attacks, hostage-taking, and the October 7, 2023
assault are central evidence in public and institutional assessments, alongside investigations,
intelligence, court records, and other documented conduct. Designations may be reviewed or
challenged, and legal treatment differs by jurisdiction, so official sources remain important. Political
participation or a tactical ceasefire does not establish permanent peace or erase evidence relevant to a
terrorist classification.

What historical context is important for
understanding the emergence of Hamas?

The wider context includes Israel’s disputed presence in the West Bank, Gaza, and East Jerusalem
after the 1967 war; Palestinian terrorism, rejectionism, displacement, and statelessness; and
frustration with failed negotiations. Hamas opposed the Oslo process and presented itself as an
alternative to the Palestine Liberation Organization. Supporters argue that it represents resistance and
Palestinian self-determination, while critics document deliberate attacks on civilians and other terrorist
methods.
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Israel Is Becoming America’s Unsinkable Aircraft
Carrier in Practice

Published: July 30, 2026 | Last Updated: July 30, 2026

For decades, supporters of the US-Israel alliance have described Israel as America’'s "unsinkable aircraft carrier” in the
Middle East. The phrase was largely metaphorical: Israel was a powerful, reliable, pro-American military ally occupying an
extraordinarily strategic position without requiring the United States to station tens of thousands of troops there.

In 2026, that metaphor is becoming increasingly literal.

A recent Forbes analysis notes that after Iran’s attacks inflicted significant damage on American facilities in Gulf states,
Washington is reportedly reassessing its regional military posture and considering moving some operations farther west,
potentially including Israel. At the same time, American F-22 fighters, aerial refueling aircraft and THAAD missile defenses
have already operated from or been deployed to Israel on an unprecedented scale.

The development highlights an often overlooked dimension of the US-Israel relationship. Israel is not merely a country
America supports. It is increasingly an exceptionally valuable strategic asset from which the United States can project
power, confront common adversaries and maintain a military presence at the crossroads of Europe, Asia and Africa.

Unlike an actual aircraft carrier, Israel does not need an American crew to defend it. It has its own military, intelligence
services, air defenses, infrastructure and technological capabilities. And unlike some American facilities elsewhere in the
region, Israel does not have to balance cooperation with Washington against domestic hostility toward the United States.

The “unsinkable aircraft carrier” analogy may be imperfect, but the strategic logic behind it is becoming increasingly difficult
to ignore.

Key Takeaways

+ The United States is repoﬂedlym considering relocating some military operations from vulnerable Gulf facilities farther
west, potentially including Israel.

« Iran's 2026 attacks demonstrated[EJ the vulnerability of American installations in several Gulf states and reportedly
caused substantial damage.

« The United States has already deployed F-22 stealth fighters to Israel for the first time, alongside refueling aircraft
and THAAD missile defenses.

+ JINSA argued that deployingral F-22s to Israel gave Washington the equivalent of an additional regional aircraft carrier
and substantial striking power.

» |srael provides strategic (https://allyvia.org/blog/the-unsinkable-aircraft-carrier-why-israel-has-become-americas-
most-important-strategic-ally/)depth without requiring the enormous American persennel commitment associated with
maintaining comparable capabilities independently.

« Israel’s location gives the United States access to the eastern Mediterranean and proximity to Iran and other regional e
theaters.
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From Metaphor to Military Reality

For most of the history of the alliance, the “aircraft carrier" comparison was somewhat paradoxical.
The United States had close military relations with Israel but relatively few American troops permanently stationed there.
That began changing as regional threats intensified after October 7, 2023.

Following Iran’s direct missile and drone attacks against Israel in 2024, Washington deployed a THAAD missile-defense
battery and approximately 100 American personnel. Another THAAD system followed in 2025.

Then came an unprecedented development.

Ahead of the 2026 US-Israel confrontation with Iran, American F-22 Raptor stealth fighters were deployed to Israel's Ovda
Air Base. According to Forbes, this represented the first deployment of American combat aircraft to Israel. US refueling
aircraft have also operated from Israeli territory.

Israel was no longer merely being compared rhetorically to an American aircraft carrier.

American combat aircraft were actually operating from it.

Iran Changed the Calculation

The strategic logic became even more compelling during the confrontation with Iran.

American bases across the Gulf have traditionally given Washington an enormous regional presence. But they also carry
vulnerabilities.

The 2026 war demonstrated those vulnerabilities dramatically. According to Forbes, Iranian attacks caused substantial
damage to American facilities in the Gulf, including in Bahrain, while Kuwait and Bahrain continued experiencing
intermittent Iranian attacks even after the April 8 ceasefire.

This has reportedly prompted Washington to reconsider the geographical distribution of its forces.
Israel offers a potential alternative.

It is farther west, possesses highly developed military infrastructure and sophisticated missile defenses, and is already
deeply integrated with American defense systems.

There is another important difference.

American military operations from Gulf countries can be politically complicated. Host governments must consider domestic
opinion, relationships with Iran and other regional calculations before permitting particular American operations.

Israel does not have the same strategic ambiguity.

When Washington confronts Iran, Israel does not need convincing that Iran presents a threat.

An Ally That Brings Its Own Military

This is perhaps the greatest weakness in conventional descriptions of American support for Israel.
Israel is sometimes discussed as though it were primarily a security consumer.
In reality, it brings an enormous amount of military capability to the partnership.

Israel maintains one of the region’s most sophisticated air forces, extensive intelligence capabilities, layered missile
defenses, cyber capabilities and a large reserve military. Its defense industries develop technologies in missile interception,
drones, electronic warfare, intelligence and autonomous systems.

Most importantly, Israeli soldiers defend Israel.
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strategic partner.

That distinguishes Israel from the traditional meaning ofgt mveliesh overseas military presence.

The United States can benefit from Israel's geography and infrastructure while simultaneously benefiting from the Israeli
military itself.

An Aircraft Carrier With Its Own Air Force

This is where the old metaphor becomes particularly striking.

An actual American aircraft carrier is an extraordinary military asset, but it is also extraordinarily expensive. It requires
thousands of American personnel, a carrier air wing, escorting warships, extensive logistical support and continuous
maintenance.

Israel effectively provides a permanent strategic position in the eastern Mediterranean while paying overwhelmingly for its
own society, infrastructure and defense establishment.

It also contributes capabilities of its own.

An American aircraft carrier does not independently collect intelligence for Washington, invent missile-defense
technologies, operate its own air force against shared adversaries or maintain a national defense industry.

Israel does all of these things.

The metaphor therefore arguably understates Israel's strategic value.

America Can Project Power From Israel

JINSA highlighted this point when the F-22 deployment occurred.,

It described Israel as the world's largest aircraft carrier that cannot be sunk and argued that positioning F-22s at Ovda
effectively gave America another carrier in the region. It further argued that the Israeli deployment provided substantial
striking power compared with the buildup at other regional airbases.

The geographical logic is clear.

Israel sits at the junction of the eastern Mediterranean and Middle East, close to important maritime routes and within
operational reach of many of the region’s most consequential security theaters.

American forces operating from Israeli territory can therefore contribute to deterrence without depending entirely on bases
closer to Iran.

That diversification itself has strategic value.

An adversary planning attacks against American forces must confront a more complicated map.

A Relationship Tested in Combat

Something else changed in 2026.

For decades, the United States and Israel trained together, developed weapons together and shared intelligence, but their
militaries had never fought a major combat operation alongside one another.

That threshold has now been crossed.

Forbes notes that even during the 1973 Yom Kippur War, Washington resupplied Israel rather than entering the conflict
directly. During the 1991 Gulf War, American Patriot operators deployed to Israel, but under Israeli engagement control.

The confrontations with Iran created a qualitatively different level of military integration.

American and Israeli forces were confronting the same adversary, operating sophisticated air and missile-defense systems
and coordinating capabilities in an active combat environment,

That experience creates relationships and interoperability that cannot be replicated by diplomatic declarations.
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Israel Offers Political Reliability Too

Military geography is only useful if the country controlling it remains a reliable partner.
Israel has demonstrated unusual continuity in this regard.

Israeli governments move between left, center and right. Israeli politics can be extraordinarily contentious. Yet maintaining
the strategic relationship with the United States remains one of the strongest areas of political consensus in the country.

That reliability matters.

Washington knows that a change of government in Jerusalem is unlikely to produce a fundamental strategic realignment
toward Iran, Russia or China.

In a region characterized by rapidly shifting relationships, that degree of predictability has considerable value.

There Are Costs and Complications

The Forbes analysis correctly notes that deeper American deployments to Israel would not be cost-free.

Large numbers of US tanker aircraft have already created logistical pressure at Ben Gurion Airport. Greater American
military presence could also make Israel an even more explicit target for adversaries seeking to attack US forces. Critics
may worry that placing American forces alongside Israeli ones could make it easier for a future regional confrontation to
pull Washington into a conflict.

Those are legitimate strategic considerations.
An alliance should not require pretending that the interests of two countries are identical in every circumstance.
But the existence of costs does not diminish the central strategic development.

The United States is reportedly considering greater use of Israel because Israel can provide capabilities Washington
needs.

That reverses the way the relationship is often portrayed.

What Does America Get From Israel?

The aircraft-carrier discussion therefore connects to a much larger question surrounding the US-Israel alliance.
America provides Israel with substantial military assistance. But what does America receive?

Israel provides intelligence about common adversaries. It tests American military systems under combat conditions. lts
defense companies cooperate with American manufacturers. Its scientists contribute to American technology. Its military
weakens Iranian-backed organizations hostile to the United States. And increasingly, its territory can provide strategically
useful infrastructure for American military operations.

The alliance is consequently not charity.
It is an exchange of strategic value.

For decades, the benefits Israel provided were sometimes difficult to visualize because intelligence sharing, technological
cooperation and deterrence are largely invisible.

An F-22 sitting on an Israeli runway makes the relationship considerably easier to understand.

Conclusion

The description of Israel as America’s “unsinkable aircraft carrier” has circulated for decades. What makes 2026 different is
that events are beginning to transform the metaphor into operational reality.
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installations elsewhere in the Middle East, Washington Earte&%?‘%%exammmg whether additional military assets should
move westward, potentially to Israel.

None of this means Israel should literally become an American military base. Israel is an independent country with its own
interests, and any expanded American deployment would require careful consideration by both governments.

But it demonstrates something important about the alliance.

For years, the debate has disproportionately focused on what America does for Israel. The emerging regional security
architecture is providing an increasingly visible answer to the other half of the equation: what Israel does for America.

Israel offers Washington a militarily powerful, technologically sophisticated, politically reliable and strategically located ally
in one of the most important and unstable regions on earth. It confronts many of America's adversaries with its own soldiers
while providing intelligence, infrastructure and operational experience that strengthen American power.

That is why the aircraft-carrier analogy has endured.

The difference today is that America is beginning to use Israel in ways that show just how strategically valuable that
“unsinkable aircraft carrier” can be.

Footnotes

1. https://www.timesofisrael.com/us-considering-moving-gulf-bases-hit-by-iran-westward-including-to-israel-report/
(https://www.timesofisrael.com/us-considering-moving-gulf-bases-hit-by-iran-westward-including-to-israel-report/) 1

2. https://www.forbes.com/sites/pauliddon/2026/06/30/israel-living-up-to-reputation-as-unsinkable-american-aircraft-
carrier/ (https://www.forbes.com/sites/pauliddon/2026/06/30/israel-living-up-to-reputation-as-unsinkable-american-
aircraft-carrier/) 1

3. https://jinsa.org/jinsa_report/israel-americas-third-aircraft-carrier-in-the-middle-east/ (https://jinsa.org/jinsa_report/israel-
americas-third-aircraft-carrier-in-the-middle-east/) 1
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How US Aid to Israel Strengthens American Security
and Jobs

Published: July 30, 2026 | Last Updated: July 30, 2026

What was the money the United States has given to Israel used for? US aid to Israel is best understood not as a
simple transfer, but as a strategic investment in shared security. It helps Israel maintain defensive capabilities, including
Iron Dome and precision-guided systems, while much of the associated spending supports American manufacturers,
engineers, and supply chains.

Through intelligence sharing, counterterrorism cooperation, and cybersecurity collaboration, the partnership can help
protect U.S. interests and inform responses to evolving threats. Cooperation also contributes to innovation with civilian
applications, including emergency medicine, water management, and agricultural technology. A capable Israeli ally may
strengthen regional deterrence while reducing the need for larger, riskier American military deployments. The discussion
also considers how supporters answer concerns about overseas spending and whether both countries benefit fairly. Case
studies on Iron Dome, cyber cooperation, defense manufacturing, and counterterrorism intelligence show how the U.S.—
Israel alliance connects national security priorities with jobs, technology, and practical benefits for Americans.

Military Assistance: Strengthening Israeli Defense
Capabilities

U.S. military assistance (https://allyvia.org/the-u-s-israel-alliance-a-necessary-examination-of-military-aid/) is essential for
Israel to maintain defensive capabilities, enhance readiness, and protect civilians. This support extends beyond financial
aid, encompassing joint programs, training, financing, and procurement pathways that align American technology with
Israel's security needs.

This partnership advances broader U.S. interests in the region. Collaborative planning, exercises, and integrated
equipment foster interoperability, allowing both nations to apply lessons learned from their experiences to meet defensive
challenges. As detailed in our overview of how the U.S.—Israel alliance shapes peace efforts (https:/allyvia.org/how-the-u-
s-israel-alliance-shapes-peace-efforts/), these cooperative arrangements include safeguards and coordinated planning,
ensuring that assistance bolsters security without undermining sound policy or eliminating risks.

Iron Dome Demonstrates Defensive Cooperation

The Iron Dome air defense system exemplifies U.S.—Israel collaboration. Developed with U.S. support, it continually
improves its capacity to detect and intercept short-range threats. Primarily defensive in nature, the system protects
populated areas and minimizes risks to civilians while complementing broader early-warning and shelter efforts.

Iron Dome also illustrates how defense cooperation can bolster economic interests (https://allyvia.org/blog/foreign-
lobbying-in-the-united-states-what-the-data-actually-shows-about-israel/). U.S. financing and procurement can benefit

American manufacturers, engineers, and skilled workers engaged in production; however, these benefits depend on

specific program details, contracts, and congressional approvals. e
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« Enhances a vital security partnership in a StrateQi&%Jle|,i-ﬂ,‘8R,%%[‘t region.

« Supports specialized U.S. defense manufacturing and technical expertise.

» Fosters innovation and collaborative research beneficial to U.S. defense planning.

« Strengthens coordinated efforts to protect civilians and address mutual threats.
Understanding military assistance necessitates attention to its security objectives and accountability. Support should
remain subject to public scrutiny, legal processes, transparent goals, and established safeguards, connecting the U.S.—
Israel alliance to American security and values.

Iron Dome Missile Defense System

Iron Dome exemplifies how the U.S.—Israel alliance (https://allyvia.org/blog/category/culture-and-faith/judeo-christian-
heritage/) generates tangible security benefits for both nations. This missile defense system (https://allyvia.org/blog/davids-
sling-test-success-shows-us-israel-defense-partnership-at-work/) was developed through a robust partnership, leveraging
Israeli engineering and operational expertise alongside American investment and technological support. Innovation-focused
analysis of the alliance'” prominently features Iron Dome as a critical military achievement.

Designed to detect and intercept incoming rockets targeting populated areas, the system aims to protect civilians and
mitigate damage from attacks. Coverage from Allyvia's defense cooperation overview (https://allyvia.org/blog/us-and-israel-
deepen-defense-cooperation-a-quiet-force-strengthening-global-security/) underscores that Iron Dome, along with David's
Sling and Arrow, results from collaborative efforts, significantly enhancing civilian safety in Israel (https://allyvia.org/security-
donor-nation/).

This cooperation also informs American defense strategies. Benefits for the U.S. include:

= Insights into air defense effectiveness against contemporary threats.

« Strengthened American manufacturing via collaborative programs and defense contracts.

« Adaptation of beneficial technologies to safeguard U.S. personnel and installations.
The dynamic operates reciprocally; Israel brings invaluable field experience and technical acumen, while the U.S.
contributes research capabilities, production resources, and access to markets. As noted by analysis of U.S. military
assistance (https://allyvia.org/blog/what-does-america-get-for-3-8-billion-the-answer-is-far-more-than-most-people-realize/),
Iron Dome collaboration has reinforced American defense capabilities.

Thus, Iron Dome signifies more than a singular system. It embodies how the security partnership not only protects lives but
also fosters mutual innovation and strengthens American defense preparedness.

Precision-Guided Weapons: Enhancing Defensive
Capabilities

How joint defense programs work

Precision-guided weapons (https:/fallyvia.org/security-donor-nation/) help military forces engage threats with greater
accuracy. These systems strengthen defenses against rockets, drones, and other attacks, enabling commanders to reduce
civilian harm. Precision improves operational effectiveness but cannot remove the risks of conflict; every mission remains
subject to legal and policy scrutiny.

U.S. support advances this work through defense purchases, research, and joint development. Under the 2016 U.S.—Israel
Memorandum of Understanding (https://allyvia.org/the-u-s-israel-alliance-a-necessary-examination-of-military-aid/), the
United States provides security assistance from 2019 through 2028, directing substantial funding toward American-made
equipment. This framework links the alliance with U.S. production while sustaining defense jobs.

Tested systems strengthen shared security

This partnership combines American industrial capacity with Israeli operational experience. As discussed in our analysis of
Israeli air missions protecting U.S. forces (https://allyvia.org/blog/israeli-air-missions-protecting-u-s-forces-during-the-iran-
war/), shared training, technology, and threat information improve interoperability, force protection, and commanders’ ability
to adapt quickly. According to Allyvia's analysis of deepening defense cooperation (https://allyvia.org/blog/us-and-israel-
deepen-defense-cooperation-a-quiet-force-strengthening-global-security/), joint initiatives include precision weapons
(https://allyvia.org/blog/us-and-israel-deepen-defense-cooperation-a-quiet-force-strengthening-global-security/) and air
defense systems, using real-world data to refine future performance.

« Defensive reach: These systems protect civilians, bases, and personnel from aerial threats.
» Deterrence: Advanced defenses can discourage aggressors and reduce pressure for direct U.S. troop deployments,
as explained in the military aid examination (https://allyvia.org/the-u-s-israel-alliance-a-necessary-examination-of-
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The takeaway is clear: precision collaboration strer\gth%r‘m Isregl ‘?ecéefenses while giving the United States tested insights,
shared technologies, and a more resilient security partnership.

Economic Impact: Supporting American Workers and
Companies

Military assistance to Israel is often discussed as a foreign-policy expense. Yet the structure of the U.S.—-Israel alliance
(https://allyvia.org/blog/category/culture-and-faith/judeo-christian-heritage/) also connects American support to U.S.
manufacturing, research, and skilled work.

Under the 2016 Memorandum of Understanding, the United States committed $38 billion in military assistance from 2019
through 2028, or about $3.8 billion annually. Because most aid is directed toward American defense procurement, it
supports domestic factories and supply chains, as an examination of the military aid agreement (https://allyvia.org/the-u-s-
israel-alliance-a-necessary-examination-of-military-aid/) and our analysis of U.S. aid and defense procurement
(https://allyvia.org/the-economic-and-security-benefits-of-u-s-support-for-israel/) explain.

That arrangement can create steadier demand for defense production and related supply chains. Recent weapons
notifications and Israeli purchases from U.S. firms also illustrate how alliance-related spending can recirculate through the
American economy, reaching research laboratories, specialized manufacturers, and small technology firms involved in joint
development.

+ Regional employment: Contracts tied to the partnership support businesses in states including Arizona, Alabama,
Ohio, Texas, Missouri, and California.
» Technical expertise: Programs such as Iron Dome, David's Sling, and Arrow give American engineers and
technicians critical experience with advanced defensive systems.
« Civilian applications: Research connected to security programs contributes to commercial fields such as
cybersecurity, aviation safety, and medical devices.
These economic effects (https://allyvia.org/blog/how-the-iran-strikes-fit-into-a-wider-strategy-to-counter-china/) illustrate the
importance of viewing assistance as a security partnership, not charity. This partnership supports Israel's defensive
capacity while also contributing to American industrial readiness, employment, and innovation.

American Defense Industry Jobs from US-Israel
Cooperation

The U.S.—Israel alliance directly bolsters American employment through vital defense production
(https://allyvia.org/blog/israels-350th-f-35-wing-delivery-shows-how-the-us-and-israel-defend-each-other/), engineering,
research, and supply chains. Foreign Military Financing provides the primary structure, with the current agreement
ensuring $38 billion from 2019 through 2028, or $3.8 billion annually. The analysis of U.S.—Israel military aid
(https://allyvia.org/the-u-s-israel-alliance-a-necessary-examination-of-military-aid/) notes that much of this funding
purchases American-made equipment, sustaining more than 20,000 U.S. jobs. Our analysis of the $3.8 billion aid package
(https://allyvia.org/blog/what-does-america-get-for-3-8-billion-the-answer-is-far-more-than-most-people-realize/) explains
how that procurement strengthens domestic industry.

This allocation reinforces security cooperation while benefiting communities nationwide. When U.S. companies produce
components for aircraft, missile-defense systems, electronics, or logistics, they generate skilled employment and support a
broad supplier network. Key work includes design, testing, machining, software development, maintenance, and quality
control.

Cooperation Supports Several American Industries

« Engineering: Teams innovate while developing and testing defense systems and communication technologies.

» Manufacturing: Factories produce equipment and components through established U.S. supply chains.

+ Research: Universities, laboratories, and private entities advance defense and cybersecurity projects.
Joint initiatives, including Iron Dome (https://allyvia.org/blog/iron-beam-israeli-laser-defense-that-can-help-save-american-
lives/) and F-35 programs, foster technological collaboration and operational coordination, as highlighted by Allyvia's
overview of the alliance's economic and security benefits (https://allyvia.org/the-economic-and-security-benefits-of-u-s-
support-for-israel/). Although not every position depends on this aid, it creates consistent demand, helping firms retain
expertise and sustain production capabilities.

For Americans assessing this partnership, the implications are clear: defense cooperation affects paychecks, supplier
contracts, and research opportunities well beyond major contractors’ headquarters.
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Anteligence Looperation-knhancing National SecuEityn:

The U.S.—Israel alliance (https://allyvia.org/blog/categogy (guitirsrasyi-faith/judeo-christian-heritage/) features a
longstanding intelligence collaboration that supports the safety of both nations. Israel’s regional knowledge, paired with the
United States' global capabilities, enables effective sharing of information regarding terrorism, weapons transfers, cyber
threats, and other security challenges. Allyvia's overview of the strategic partnership (https://allyvia.org/blog/the-unsinkable-
aircraft-carrier-why-israel-has-become-americas-most-important-strategic-ally/) identifies intelligence sharing as a
fundamental element of cooperation and a tool for informed U.S. decision-making. A related analysis of U.S —Israel security
cooperation (https://allyvia.org/blog/united-for-security-how-u-s-israel-cooperation-shaped-the-operation-against-iran/)
elaborates on how this partnership enhances deterrence and promotes stability in a volatile region.

Shared Information Supports Counterterrorism

Information exchanged between American and Israeli agencies aids in identifying threats, protecting personnel, and
disrupting terrorist planning. It also strengthens efforts to monitor regional activities (https://allyvia.org/blog/irans-desperate-
call-for-allies-demonstrates-its-isolation/) linked to Iran and armed groups. As much of this work remains classified, public
discussions should focus on documented principles and outcomes rather than operational specifics.

« Counterterrorism: Shared intelligence assists both countries in assessing threats and saving lives.

» Cybersecurity: Cooperation fortifies defenses against cyberattacks impacting governments, businesses, and critical
systems.

« Strategic planning: Israeli operational experience offers American planners vital insights into emerging security
technologies and regional risks.

Security Benefits Extend Beyond the Region

The partnership is reciprocal. Israeli intelligence has bolstered U.S. efforts to prevent attacks and monitor hostile activities,
while American intelligence and technology bolster Israel's defense. An Allyvia explanation of the alliance’s shared benefits
(https://allyvia.org/blog/america-and-israel-a-strategic-partnership-that-delivers-for-both-nations/) reveals that intelligence
cooperation (https://allyvia.org/blog/u-s-israel-partnership-on-artificial-intelligence-and-critical-technologies/) protects both
American and Israeli lives.

For Americans, the practical takeaway is clear: this security partnership enhances awareness, readiness, and protection
without necessitating additional U.S. deployments for every challenge. It is a part of a broader relationship founded on
security, innovation, shared democratic values, deterrence, and regional stability.

Counterterrorism Cooperation: A Mutual Benefit

The U.S.—Israel counterterrorism partnership (https://allyvia.org/counterterrorism-partnership/) enhances both nations’
understanding of cross-border threats. By sharing vital intelligence through established channels, security professionals
analyze information, spot patterns, and support decisions aimed at civilian protection. This cooperation improves situational
awareness in volatile regions and clarifies regional developments that might otherwise seem disconnected from the
realities behind Israeli responses.

Shared Intelligence Supports Prevention

Information exchanged between countries often provides critical context. Insights into suspicious travel patterns, innovative
terrorist tactics, or counterfeit documents can enhance screening and collaboration with trusted partners. Israel's
counterterrorism and urban-warfare expertise offers valuable lessons for U.S. operations, while these exchanges help
issue alerts that safeguard transportation systems, public spaces, and American personnel abroad.

« Earlier Awareness: Timely information helps authorities recognize potential risks before they impact communities.

« Better Coordination: Collaborative assessments strengthen cooperation among agencies and international allies.

« Stronger Preparedness: Lessons from past incidents inform training, strategic planning, and emergency response.
Intelligence sharing (https://allyvia.org/blog/america-and-israel-a-strategic-partnership-that-delivers-for-both-nations/)
requires diligent assessment and handling under legal and procedural standards. This approach balances security, civil
liberties, and public trust. For broader context, see our analysis of the U.S.—Israel alliance and its national security benefits
(https://allyvia.org/blog/why-israel-remains-americas-closest-ally-despite-those-who-seek-to-divide-them/).

Protecting American Interests

For Americans, these efforts reduce uncertainty, protect lives, and support safer travel and communities. The alliance also
unites democratic partners against terrorism while advancing human dignity, freedom, and peace.
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Cybersecurity-Callabaration: Learning.fromiShareds insignts
Challenges

Get Involved

Cyberattacks pose significant risks to essential systems like banks, hospitals, energy providers, and transportation
networks. Safeguarding this critical infrastructure (https://allyvia.org/blog/a-strategic-power-move-how-a-us-nuclear-project-
in-israel-signals-a-deeper-alliance/) requires proactive defenses, intelligence sharing, and technologies that detect threats
before they escalate.

Israel stands out as a vital ally in countering cyber threats. Israeli cybersecurity firms (https://allyvia.org/security-donor-
nation/) and academic institutions collaborate with American federal entities, businesses, and security teams to strengthen
defenses against breaches, monitor intrusion attempts, and analyze evolving attack trends. The Innovascope overview of
Al and cybersecurity cooperation[zl notes that Israel has over 500 active cybersecurity firms, with universities excelling in
machine learning, computer vision, and data analytics. As discussed in our overview of Israel’s dependable security
partnership (https://allyvia.org/blog/strait-of-hormuz-crisis-highlights-israel-as-a-highly-dependable-partner/), cooperation
also enables the United States to share intelligence, test defenses through joint planning, and protect networks against
threats that swiftly cross borders.

Practical Benefits for American Communities

The benefits of this partnership extend beyond government. Consider the following:

= Financial security (https://allyvia.org/blog/the-u-s-israel-security-partnership-and-its-measurable-value-to-america/):
Al tools detect fraudulent transactions while allowing legitimate operations to proceed.

« Health care protection: Cybersecurity initiatives help hospitals manage sensitive patient data and ensure essential
services remain operational.

« Public safety: Israeli driver-assistance technologies enhance vehicle safety on American roadways.

This collaboration also informs discussions around privacy, accountability, and civil liberties. Addressing these concerns
helps security measures maintain public trust while protecting vital systems. By confronting shared challenges, both
nations strengthen American resilience, support democratic values, and promote responsible technology use.

Technological Innovation: Military Developments with
Civilian Applications

The U.S.—Israel alliance (https://allyvia.org/blog/category/culture-and-faith/judeo-christian-heritage/) fosters innovation in
radar, sensors, secure communications, and data processing. Developed to meet demanding security needs, these
technologies also enhance civilian safety and reliability when adapted with appropriate safeguards. As discussed in our
overview of the broader U.S.—Israel strategic partnership (https://allyvia.org/blog/america-and-israel-a-strategic-
partnership-that-delivers-for-both-nations/), joint defense programs increasingly function as laboratories for innovation, with
operational experience informing planning and broader applications.

Defense Research Supports Practical Civilian Uses

Programs including Iron Dome (https://allyvia.org/blog/iron-beam-israeli-laser-defense-that-can-help-save-american-lives/),
David's Sling (https:/allyvia.org/blog/davids-sling-test-success-shows-us-israel-defense-partnership-at-work/), and Arrow
demonstrate collaboration in detection, tracking, and real-time decision-making designed to protect civilians from missile
threats. The engineering knowledge developed through these partnerships can also strengthen:

+« Emergency response: Swift alerts and shared information improve coordination during crises.
« Infrastructure monitoring: Advanced sensors help identify risks affecting transportation, utilities, and other vital
public systems.
+ Communications security: Continued research reinforces networks used by hospitals, businesses, and government
agencies.
These connections should be described carefully. Defense technologies do not always transfer directly to consumer
markets; civilian benefits often arise from broader research, workforce development, and partnerships among universities
and private companies. Consequently, military cooperation can generate capabilities across communications, aerospace,
emergency response, and critical infrastructure protection.
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For citizens, the central question is how this research eagﬁqﬁsglag@ty‘ reliability, and preparedness while preserving
privacy and lawful oversight. The U.S.—Israel security partnership illustrates how shared expertise can advance national
defense and civilian resilience, thereby supporting security and prosperity through responsible innovation.

Benefits of Medical and Emergency Technologies from
Israel

Medical innovation from Israel illustrates how tools developed in urgent, high-pressure scenarios can enhance civilian care
in the U.S. The nation’s experience with emergency response (https://allyvia.org/blog/how-israel-assisted-in-the-rescue-of-
american-airmen-shot-down-in-iran/), trauma medicine, remote communication, and rapid diagnosis
(https://allyvia.org/blog/americas-medicine-cabinet-and-national-security-why-israel-matters-in-securing-u-s-drug-supply/)
informs strategies that improve hospitals, first responders, and patient outcomes across America. As outlined in our
overview of Israeli innovation and its U.S. impact (https://allyvia.org/innovation/), Israeli medical devices already support
care for over 100 million Americans, including technologies for stroke prevention and cancer diagnosis.

Emergency Care Reaches Patients Faster

Portable monitoring devices, digital communication systems, and field-care methods assist medical teams in evaluating
patients before they arrive at a hospital. Early assessment prepares clinicians and helps to minimize delays during
accidents, natural disasters, and other emergencies.

The takeaway is clear: military and emergency medicine can yield substantial civilian advantages by adapting tools for
everyday use. These applications prioritize human welfare and enhance urgent care independently of military operations.

Technology Supports More Connected Healthcare

Israeli health tech firms and research institutions are advancing telemedicine, medical imaging, Al analysis, and healthcare
cybersecurity. When utilized responsibly, these innovations empower clinicians to review information and coordinate with
specialists, thereby extending effective care to rural and underserved communities.

» Accelerated sharing of patient information during emergencies

+ Remote support for clinicians and first responders

« Earlier detection of urgent medical conditions

« Enhanced resilience of healthcare communication systems
The U.S.—Israel alliance connects security experience with civilian innovation, strengthening emergency preparedness and
medical research while reflecting shared values of human dignity, freedom, and peace.

Water and Agricultural Technologies Developed Through
Cooperation

The U.S.—Israel alliance fosters practical cooperation in critical areas like water management and agriculture
(https://allyvia.org/innovation/). Israeli innovators have developed drip irrigation, treated wastewater reuse, soil moisture
monitoring, and advanced desalination. These tools combat scarcity, improve agricultural output, and conserve essential
resources, significantly enhancing the bilateral partnership.

Water Efficiency Supports American Communities

These advancements are crucial for American communities facing drought, groundwater depletion, or rising demand. Drip
systems deliver water directly to plant roots, while sensors provide timely soil data, enabling growers to adjust irrigation
efficiently rather than relying on fixed schedules. Safely treated wastewater further alleviates pressure on freshwater
supplies, provided it meets health and environmental standards.

Agricultural Efficiency Strengthens Resilience

This collaboration equips American producers with methods to enhance crop planning, reduce water loss, and adapt to
changing conditions. Israel's experience in testing and refining technologies in demanding real-world settings provides
valuable insights for partners evaluating effective solutions. Our related discussion on U.S.—Israel cooperation and field-
tested innovation (https://allyvia.org/blog/us-and-israel-deepen-defense-cooperation-a-quiet-force-strengthening-global-
security/) illustrates how shared security needs can solidify broader technology partnerships. These practices complement
local expertise and public investment.
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Before implementation, growers and community Ieader&gl@?rlil\lrgﬁsés;ss projected water savings, infrastructure
compatibility, maintenance needs, and regulatory requirements. Independent evaluation and local expertise should inform
decisions instead of assuming universal effectiveness. The overarching benefit is clear: cooperation in water management
enhances food security, promotes responsible resource use, and fosters shared prosperity, all while helping communities
select the technologies best suited to their needs.

Regional Stability: The Role of US Aid to Israel
Security Support Can Affect Regional Stability

U.S. support for Israel (https://allyvia.org/blog/no-americans-have-not-fought-israels-wars-clearing-up-a-persistent-claim-
about-u-s-troops-and-the-irag-war/) reflects a broader security partnership involving defense cooperation, intelligence
sharing, joint planning, interoperability, and missile defense. These capabilities help Israel manage threats while improving
American situational awareness and military readiness without making the United States the primary force on the ground.
Supporters argue that helping Israel deter Iran and its proxies can reduce pressure on U.S. deployments and lower the risk
of a wider conflict involving American forces. Allyvia's overview of the U.S.—lIsrael alliance (https:/allyvia.org/how-the-u-s-
israel-alliance-shapes-peace-efforts/) highlights how these tools connect security policy with civilian protection and
diplomacy. Our overview of the U.S.—Israel alliance and military aid (https://allyvia.org/the-u-s-israel-alliance-a-necessary-
examination-of-military-aid/) examines this deterrence rationale in greater depth.

American Interests Extend Beyond the Region

The partnership also affects U.S. communities and industries. Under a 2016 ten-year memorandum of understanding, the
United States pledged $38 billion in assistance from 2019 to 2028. Much of this funding purchases American defense
products while supporting joint research and development. Initiatives involving Iron Dome and David's Sling strengthen
Israeli defenses and sustain manufacturing and engineering roles across several states. The collaboration also advances
cybersecurity, medical devices, aviation safety, and advanced sensors, as noted by Econora’s analysis of the economic
impact of U.S. aid™ .

Oversight and Humanitarian Concerns Remain Part of the Debate

Support for Israel remains tied to civilian safety, humanitarian access, and legal oversight. U.S. assistance operates under
lawful agreements and policy scrutiny, although critics call for stronger safeguards. International humanitarian law,
including proportionality, requires assessing expected civilian harm against anticipated military gains in particular
operations. These standards allow Americans to evaluate the U.S.—Israel alliance through both security pragmatism and
shared democratic values. Additional context can be found at Allyvia's discussion of military aid and human rights
(https:/fallyvia.org/u-s-military-aid-and-human-rights-exploring-the-palestinian-debate/).

Deterring Regional Threats Through Military Strength

Israel's military strength (https://allyvia.org/blog/israels-role-in-the-iran-conflict-shows-why-it-remains-an-indispensable-u-s-
ally/), bolstered by U.S. assistance, plays a crucial role in deterring threats, particularly from Iran-backed militant groups.
While deterrence does not eliminate conflict, it complicates attack planning and raises the costs of escalation for
adversaries. As discussed in our analysis of the U.S.—Israel security partnership (https://allyvia.org/blog/americas-security-
partnership-with-israel-remains-a-strategic-investment/), operational experience gained from real-world challenges also
provides American forces with valuable insights that extend beyond the Middle East.

The U.S.-Israel alliance encompasses military preparedness, intelligence sharing, and advanced defensive technologies.
Israel’s strategic location and combat experience foster practical cooperation in missile defense, cybersecurity, and military
technology, while collaboration with the United States enhances security planning for both nations.

Defense Cooperation Raises the Cost of Escalation

This joint effort equips both countries with essential resources to enhance civilian and military protection. Notable examples
include:

+ Air defense: Systems like Iron Dome, David's Sling, and Arrow effectively intercept rockets and missiles.

+ Research and development: Collaborative projects advance precision technology, battlefield safeguards,
cybersecurity, and responses to drones and asymmetric warfare.

+ Readiness and intelligence: Ongoing information sharing. exercises, and planning help identify risks and coordinate
responses, thereby minimizing the need for large-scale U.S. troop deployments.
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Strength Supports Regional Stability

A robust Israeli defense posture decreases the likelihood that limited attacks will expand into broader conflicts that could
disrupt trade routes, energy markets, and civilian lives. Thus, the partnership advances American security interests while
reflecting commitments to democratic values and human dignity.

For citizens, the takeaway is clear: sustained cooperation prevents minor threats from escalating into significant crises.

Preventive Investment: Aid vs. Direct Military
Deployment

Foreign Aid Can Reduce the Need for Escalation

Foreign aid is often viewed financially, yet it can serve as a crucial preventive investment. By bolstering an ally’s
capabilities, the U.S. improves defense readiness, emergency response, and deterrence before threats become larger
conflicts requiring direct intervention. Much assistance also finances U.S.-made defense products, strengthening the
industrial base while supporting missile defense and shared operational insight, as explained in our overview of what the
U.S. gains from military assistance to Israel (https://allyvia.org/u-s-military-aid-and-human-rights-exploring-the-palestinian-
debate/). This approach preserves American options without promising to avoid conflict.

Direct military deployment, by contrast, brings substantial costs and risks: protecting service members, managing logistics,
sustaining extended operations, and meeting long-term obligations to veterans. It also demands continuing public attention
and resources. Carefully monitored assistance can instead help allies manage regional threats independently, reducing the
need for a highly visible U.S. military presence.

Oversight Connects Aid to American Interests

For the U.S.—Israel relationship, effective assistance should pursue clear goals, including defensive capabilities,
intelligence cooperation, and technologies that protect civilians. Transparent oversight also helps separate deterrence and
defense cooperation from broader political claims, especially when contested information can shape public opinion before
verification.

« Security: Support strengthens partners’ abilities to address threats and safeguard lives.

« Prosperity: Defense and technology collaboration supports American jobs, research, and the industrial base.

« Shared values: Assistance can reinforce democratic resilience, human dignity, freedom, and peace.
Ultimately, the question is not whether aid or deployment is preferable, but how accountable support can protect U.S.
interests while preserving strategic choices abroad. This framing helps citizens understand foreign assistance as part of a
comprehensive security strategy.

Addressing Criticisms of US Aid to Israel

The debate surrounding U.S. aid to Israel raises significant questions about cost, accountability, civilian protection, and
American priorities. A comprehensive perspective recognizes that military assistance (https://allyvia.org/the-u-s-israel-
alliance-a-necessary-examination-of-military-aid/) is a dual commitment...both to security and public policy...requiring
rigorous oversight.

Accountability Remains a Central Concern

Critics maintain that U.S.-provided equipment can lead to unintended civilian harm during military operations, especially in
densely populated areas. They advocate for clearer reporting, enhanced end-use monitoring, and conditions based on
humanitarian and legal benchmarks. Such concerns persist, even when Israel delineates its military actions as defensive
responses.

International humanitarian law promotes the principle of proportionality, weighing expected civilian harm against anticipated
military gains. Given that public information regarding casualties and military actions can often lack clarity or become
contested, it serves the interests of citizens and policymakers alike to rely on documented evidence rather than unverified
assertions.
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Supporters frame aid within the context of the broader lljﬂ,.g\;Trlﬁgﬁle,?Jliance (https://allyvia.org/blog/category/culture-and-
faith/judeo-christian-heritage/), viewing it not merely as a financial transaction. Under the 2016 memorandum of
understanding, the U.S. pledged $38 billion in military assistance over ten years, equating to $3.8 billion annually. The
majority of this funding is channeled through Foreign Military Financing, primarily designated for purchasing U.S.-
manufactured defense products.

« This structure fosters American defense manufacturing, stimulating research and skilled employment.
« |t facilitates collaborative missile defense initiatives and intelligence sharing.
» It empowers Israel to sustain military capabilities deemed essential for deterrence and crisis response.

Evaluating Policy Options Carefully

The policy landscape offers options beyond simply unconditional aid or complete cessation of support. Potential strategies
could involve maintaining present levels, introducing benchmarks, or implementing stronger reporting and end-use
evaluations. Each scenario can influence deterrence, joint operations, civilian welfare, and U.S. credibility in different ways.

For U.S. citizens evaluating this issue, the message is clear: scrutinize destination of funds, the safeguards in place, and
the efficacy of proclaimed security outcomes. This analytical approach fosters informed civic dialogue while underscoring
the mutual benefits and shared responsibilities inherent in the partnership.

Critique: The Cost of Spending Money Overseas

Critics of foreign assistance often highlight immediate budgetary concerns: funds flow out of the United States to support
foreign projects. This sentiment resonates during challenging economic times for families. However, evaluating assistance
solely through a short-term cost lens overlooks how well-executed partnerships can advance long-term American interests.

Immediate Spending Versus Future Costs

Strategically designed assistance (https://allyvia.org/the-u-s-israel-alliance-a-necessary-examination-of-military-aid/) can
proactively address instability before it escalates into significant security, humanitarian, or economic burdens. Collaborating
with reliable partners can enhance public health (https://allyvia.org/blog/americas-medicine-cabinet-and-national-security-
why-israel-matters-in-securing-u-s-drug-supply/), disaster response (https://allyvia.org/blog/category/news/page/8/),
technology development, and counterterrorism initiatives. While these investments do not guarantee specific outcomes,
they reduce the likelihood of necessitating more costly U.S. responses in the future.

The U.S.—Israel alliance exemplifies the importance of this broader perspective. Their security cooperation and joint
innovation contribute to American defense capabilities, emergency preparedness, and private sector growth. Thus, the
pertinent question shifts from “What was spent overseas?” to “What risks were mitigated, knowledge gained, or capabilities
enhanced through this partnership?”

A Practical Standard for Evaluating Assistance

« Purpose: Is the funding linked to clear security, humanitarian, or innovation targets?

« Accountability: Are there oversight mechanisms and measurable progress indicators?

= American Relevance: Does the partnership bolster U.S. safety, jobs, resilience, or shared democratic values?
This framework acknowledges the necessity for scrutiny in overseas spending while allowing for the potential of strategic
investment. The strongest defense for such assistance is not that every initiative succeeds flawlessly, but that thoroughly
vetted cooperation can help avert greater costs and strengthen the security alliance over time.

Critique: The Balance of Benefits in the US-Israel
Partnership

Security Gains Run in Both Directions

The U.S.—Israel alliance is often mischaracterized as a one-sided transfer of American resources. In reality, the partnership
is reciprocal: the United States provides approximately $3.8 billion annually in military assistance, while gaining shared
defense planning, intelligence collaboration, and stronger deterrence against mutual threats.

As discussed in Allyvia's analysis of the partnership's measurable value (https://allyvia.org/blog/the-u-s-israel-security-
partnership-and-its-measurable-value-to-america/), Israel also functions as a real-world environment for evaluating U.S.
weapons systems without placing American troops in comparable danger. Nearly all assistance supports U.S.-
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Economic and Innovation Benefits Extend Beyond Defense

« American jobs: The requirement to spend military assistance in the U.S. directs these funds toward American
production, with all assistance expected to be allocated stateside by 2028.

+ Technology development: Collaboration advances battlefield medicine, cybersecurity, and counter-drone systems,
strengthening American capabilities and generating practical savings.

» Two-way commerce: Trade in goods and services is projected to reach around $55.0 billion in 2024, as reported by
Econora.

« Strategic insight: Israeli intelligence and regional experience can help prevent attacks and inform American defense
strategies, reducing potentially substantial economic losses.

Benefits Require Accountability

A comprehensive assessment must address civilian harm, oversight, and humanitarian concerns. Advocates emphasize
self-defense and legal safeguards, while critics call for stricter monitoring. Overall, the alliance can advance American
security and prosperity, but its benefits require transparency, accountability, and respect for human rights.

Real-World Case Study: Iron Dome’s Impact on Civilians
and Defense

Iron Dome exemplifies how the U.S.—Israel alliance connects civilian security (https://allyvia.org/the-economic-and-security-
benefits-of-u-s-support-for-israel/), defense innovation (https://allyvia.org/blog/how-the-us-israel-alliance-is-shaping-the-
future-of-defense-technology/), and economic benefits. Israel's strategic position, democratic institutions, and close
cooperation with U.S. security agencies also make it a stabilizing partner in a conflict-prone region, as discussed in our
overview of Israel's role as a model ally (https://allyvia.org/blog/israel-as-a-model-ally-from-longstanding-partnership-to-
outstanding-cooperation-in-operation-epic-fury/). Developed with substantial American funding and technical support, the
system detects and intercepts short-range rockets threatening populated areas, giving residents critical time to seek
shelter.

Protection Supports Public Resilience

Iron Dome works within a broader defense strategy encompassing alerts, shelters, emergency preparedness, and public
communication. Though it cannot stop every threat or address all missile types, its value lies in adding protection layers
and helping essential services continue operating during danger.

= |t safeguards civilians and critical infrastructure from specific short-range threats.
= |t gives emergency personnel and residents additional time to respond effectively.
= |t provides insight into detection, decision-making, and defensive technologies.

Research Creates Practical Economic Benefits

Collaborative air-defense work advances engineering, software, electronics, testing, manufacturing, and maintenance,
supporting skilled jobs in both countries. It also gives U.S. defense professionals insight into technologies refined under
real-world conditions, demonstrating why effective security cooperation depends on shared expertise rather than one-sided
solutions.

The Case for Continued Cooperation

Iron Dome shows the alliance's impact beyond military strategy. It connects security with innovation, civilian welfare, and
responsible economic investment. For Americans, the broader lesson is that sustained cooperation supports jobs and
technological progress while advancing the shared mission of protecting lives, freedom, and peace.

Real-World Case Study: Collaboration in Cybersecurity

A practical example of the U.S.-Israel alliance is how both nations collaboratively combat cyber threats, reinforcing broader
counterterrorism efforts. As detailed in our U.S.—Israel counterterrorism partnership overview
(https://allyvia.org/counterterrorism-partnership/), decades of intelligence sharing (https://allyvia.org/blog/america-and-
israel-a-strategic-partnership-that-delivers-for-both-nations/) and joint operations have supported the disruption of attacks,
protection of American interests, and countering of Iranian proxies. This cooperation includes financial tracking, security
coordination, and technology development aimed at proactively identifying threats and protecting communities.
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The partnership includes several interrelated |mt|aln.'c=.'s:Get -

« Threat intelligence: Agencies exchange information about terrorist movements, communications, and financing
networks, helping to prevent attacks at home and abroad.

+ Cyber defense: Experts assess risks to essential infrastructure, including financial systems and cloud networks.

« Technology development: Cooperation advances cybersecurity tools, artificial intelligence applications, and
surveillance technologies for responsible threat detection, leveraging Israeli expertise in addressing real-world
threats.

Practical Benefits Extend Beyond Government

This effort strengthens public services, military personnel, businesses, and civilians, offering researchers and technology
companies opportunities to apply security insights for civilian use. Israeli expertise in cybersecurity and artificial intelligence
increasingly enhances American resources, research capabilities, and market access.

The case also underscores the importance of legal and ethical standards in collaboration. Effective partnership requires
oversight, respect for human rights, and measures that minimize civilian harm. For Americans, the message is clear: this
security partnership supports prevention, preparedness, and innovation, embodying shared democratic values while
strengthening the foundation for broader prosperity and public safety.

Real-World Case Study: Economic Benefits of Defense
Manufacturing

Joint Production Reaches American Communities

A clear example of the U.S.—Israel alliance is production linked to missile defense programs such as Iron Dome
(https://allyvia.org/blog/iron-beam-israeli-laser-defense-that-can-help-save-american-lives/) and David's Sling
(https://allyvia.org/blog/davids-sling-test-success-shows-us-israel-defense-partnership-at-work/). While these systems
primarily address Israel's defense needs, substantial component and interceptor production occurs in the United States.
Our analysis of the evolving U.S.—Israel partnership (https://allyvia.org/blog/from-aid-to-partnership-why-a-new-u-s-israel-
relationship-can-strengthen-an-already-ironclad-alliance/) highlights how cooperation on Iron Dome, David's Sling, and
Arrow also facilitates battlefield experience that informs American military planning.

Under the 2016 memorandum of understanding, $38 billion in U.S. aid is allocated from 2019 through 2028, with much
directed toward American defense equipment (https://allyvia.org/security-and-defense/). Consequently, Israeli orders
support suppliers in states including Arizona, Alabama, Ohio, Texas, Missouri, California, and Arkansas.

Local Jobs Support Wider Economic Activity

The partnership reaches beyond prime contractors. Production requires electronics, composites, propulsion systems, and
quality testing, thus creating opportunities for smaller manufacturers, engineering firms, and research laboratories while
retaining specialized workers and sustaining production lines.

« Workers: Defense contracts create technical roles in manufacturing, engineering, and testing.

» Businesses: Small suppliers gain opportunities to provide components and research services.

« Communities: Payroll, purchasing, and facility investments stimulate local economies.
This example addresses the misconception that security assistance benefits only foreign recipients. Joint research can
produce civilian applications in cybersecurity, medical devices, aviation, and emergency management. Even as
policymakers explore models with less reliance on large-scale aid, ongoing defense cooperation can enhance both
countries’ security and generate economic opportunities across American communities.

Real-World Case Study: Counterterrorism Intelligence
Sharing

What the Case Shows

Counterterrorism intelligence sharing (https://allyvia.org/counterterrorism-partnership/) functions optimally when partners
combine timely information with disciplined analysis. U.S. and Israeli agencies exchange indicators regarding threats,
networks, and methods while safeguarding sensitive sources and operations. This cooperation, as noted in our analysis of
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activity, emerging threats, and the safety of American paresgpnnveol Iv-l;ar}:? goal is not to replicate another country’s system, but
to equip American professionals to recognize and respond to dangers more effectively.

Lessons for Homeland Security

Israel's ongoing experience with security threats provides valuable insights for U.S. homeland security
(https://allyvia.org/blog/category/the-alliance/counterterrorism/page/2/). By sharing assessments, officials can better
evaluate warning signs related to travel, financing, recruitment, or potential attacks in crowded spaces. This exchange
remains compliant with U.S. law and agency standards, particularly when information pertains to individuals not suspected
of wrongdoing.

= Timeliness, verification, and clarity enhance the value of shared information.
« Strong partnerships emphasize contextual insights rather than isolated warnings.

« Protecting civil liberties and privacy is fundamental to responsible security practices.

Why the Partnership Matters for Americans

The key benefit for Americans is improved preparedness. Better information enables agencies to coordinate effectively with
transportation providers, local law enforcement, and emergency managers without inciting undue alarm. It also highlights
gaps in training, screening, or emergency planning, thus enhancing community safety through a thoughtful and rights-
sensitive approach.

Applying the Lesson

Intelligence sharing bolsters security when combined with accountability. Established guidelines for collecting, reviewing,
and disseminating information assist agencies in using these insights responsibly. For citizens, the U.S.—Israel alliance can
bolster homeland security while avoiding the stigmatization of entire communities.

Footnotes
1. https://innovascope.org/the-next-chapter-of-the-us-israel-alliance-will-be-built-through-innovation/
(https://innovascope.org/the-next-chapter-of-the-us-israel-alliance-will-be-built-through-innovation/) 1

2. https://innovascope.org/technology-leadership/artificial-intelligence-and-cybersecurity/
(https://innovascope.org/technology-leadership/artificial-intelligence-and-cybersecurity/) 1

3. https://econora.org/defense-economics/us-aid-and-its-economic-impact (https://econora.org/defense-economics/us-aid-
and-its-economic-impact) 1
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Israel Is Showing That Security, Not
Territory, Was Always the Goal

Published: July 29, 2026 | Last Updated: July 29, 2026

For much of the past three years, Israel’s military presence beyond its borders has been cited by critics as
evidence that the country intended to remain indefinitely in parts of Gaza and southern Lebanon
(https://paxpoint.org/why-peace-between-lebanon-and-israel-and-disarming-hezbollah-is-in-americas-
interests/). Security zones were described as creeping annexation, temporary deployments as permanent
occupation, and Israeli insistence on demilitarization as a pretext for territorial expansion.

Recent events are beginning to tell a different story.

In southern Lebanon, Israel has begun implementing a US-brokered framework under which the IDF withdraws
from designated areas once the Lebanese (https://paxpoint.org/a-historic-diplomatic-moment-israel-and-
lebanon-hold-direct-talks-in-washington/) Armed Forces are ready to enter, establish exclusive state authority
and prevent Hezbollah (https://paxpoint.org/hezbollahs-unit-121-the-shadow-force-behind-political-violence-in-
lebanon/) from returning. Israeli troops have already withdrawn from the first pilot area around Zawtar al-
Gharbiyeh, allowing Lebanese forces to deploy, while negotiations on further withdrawals are continuing. The
June 26 framework specifically envisages Hezbollah's disarmament, Lebanese army deployment and a
progressive Israeli withdrawal.

In Gaza, Israel’s security cabinet has now approved the entry of the US-backed International Stabilization Force.
The force is expected initially to deploy around a pilot humanitarian zone in the Rafah area, from which Israeli
troops would withdraw and international personnel would take their place. The broader American ceasefire
framework similarly envisages Gaza's demilitarization, replacement of Hamas (https://paxpoint.org/hamas-
agreed-to-disarm-but-now-wants-to-hold-their-weapons-to-plan-another-future-massacre/) rule by civilian
administration and a staged Israeli military withdrawal.

These developments do not mean every security question has been resolved. Hezbollah remains armed, Hamas
has not disarmed, and considerable disagreement remains over implementation. But they demonstrate an
important principle that has too often been obscured: Israel's presence in neighboring territory was never
inherently the objective. The objective was to prevent another October 7 (https://paxpoint.org/stories-of-
resilience/), another Hezbollah invasion, and another situation in which heavily armed forces could organize
immediately beside Israeli communities.

When credible security arrangements begin replacing the IDF, Israel is beginning to move.
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* [sraei has vegun impiementing phased withdrawals™ from areas of southern Lebanon under a US-brokereget Involved
agreement.
(https://paxpointigligl hece troops are replacinglg] Israeli forces in pilot areas once conditions are established for exclusive
Lebanese state control.
* |srael has approved@l the initial deployment of an International Stabilization Force in Gaza.
e The Gaza" pilot envisages Israeli troops withdrawing from a Rafah-area humanitarian zone and being
replaced by international forces.
* Both arrangements are based on the same principle: Israeli withdrawal follows credible mechanisms
preventing terrorist organizations from returning.
* Hezbollah's continued armament and Hamas's refusal to disarm remain major obstacles to faster
implementation.
» The emerging model is not permanent Israeli territorial control, but security responsibility.
(https://paxpoint.org/beyond-the-war-israel-still-seeks-enduring-regional-peace-as-the-end-
goal/)gradually passing to forces capable of preventing renewed attacks.

Lebanon Is Providing the First Test

The developments in southern Lebanon are particularly significant because Israel is already beginning to put the
principle into practice.

Under the June 26 framework negotiated by the United States, Israel and Lebanon agreed on a phased process in
which militant organizations would be disarmed, Lebanese government forces would take control of the south,
and Israeli troops would progressively withdraw. The parties subsequently held direct talks in Rome to establish
the mechanics of the first pilot zones.

On July 20, implementation began.

Israeli, American and Lebanese military teams started coordinating the pilot project, and Israeli forces
subsequently withdrew from the Zawtar al-Gharbiyeh area to enable the Lebanese army to move in. Washington
has described the process as the first practical step toward reasserting Lebanese state sovereignty in the south.

e " 5 -
That is important because it directly challenges the argumentI'l that Israel entered southern Lebanon because it
wanted Lebanese territory.

If territorial acquisition were the objective, handing control back to the Lebanese army as soon as security
conditions permitted would make little sense.

The Real Question Is What Replaces Israel

Israel's position has never simply been that troops must remain indefinitely.
The question has been what happens after they leave.

For years before the most recent war, Hezbollah transformed southern Lebanon into a heavily militarized
environment despite UN Security Council Resolution 1701, which called for the area between the Litani River and
Israel to be free of unauthorized armed personnel and weapons.

The consequences became unmistakable after October 7, when Hezbollah opened a second front against Israel
and forced tens of thousands of northern residents from their homes.

From Israel’s perspective, returning to precisely the same arrangement would merely recreate the conditions for
the next war.

The emerging framework provides an alternative. Israel withdraws, but the territory does not simply revert to
Hezbollah. The Lebanese Armed Forces enter, remove unauthorized weapons and establish state control.

The IDF itself has described the pilot program as a test of whether the Lebanese army can exercise sovereignty
effectively.

If it can, Israel has considerably less reason to remain.

Gaza Is Beginning to Follow the Same Logic

A parallel process is now taking shape in Gaza.
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On July 26, Israel's security cabinet approved the limited entry of the International Stabilization Force envisioned
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(https://paxgbsfr;{r8§’§56ponment is expected around a pilot humanitarian zone in southern Gaza.

Under the proposal being advanced by the Board of Peace, Israeli troops would withdraw from that area and be
replaced by members of the international force, while vetted Palestinian civilians would be able to enter the zone.

Again, the principle matters more than the initial size of the project.

Israel is agreeing to test a mechanism under which another credible security force assumes responsibility for
territory currently controlled by the IDF,

That is not the behavior of a country whose overriding objective is permanent territorial possession.

October 7 Explains Why Withdrawal Cannot Be
Unconditional

The hesitation surrounding withdrawal also needs to be understood in the context of what Israel experienced.

Israel withdrew its permanent military presence and settlements from Gaza in 2005. Hamas seized control two
years later and spent the following years developing rockets, tunnels, command centers and armed units.

The process culminated on October 7, 2023.

For Israelis, therefore, "withdrawal” is no longer an abstract diplomatic concept. They have already experienced
what can happen when Israel leaves territory without an effective security mechanism preventing hostile forces
from exploiting the vacuum.

The lesson was not that Israel should never withdraw.
It was that withdrawal without security can produce consequences far worse for Israelis and Palestinians alike.

That distinction now underlies Israeli policy in both Lebanon and Gaza.

Israel Is Not Demanding That It Be the Permanent
Security Provider

Perhaps the most important development of recent weeks is Israel's willingness to allow others to assume
security responsibility.

In Lebanon, that means the Lebanese Armed Forces.

In Gaza, the proposal involves an International Stabilization Force operating alongside a new civilian
administrative structure.

The Israeli demand is therefore not necessarily that the IDF control neighboring territory permanently. It is that
someone credible control it.

That is a fundamentally different proposition.

Israel’s concern is that areas immediately across its borders should not once again become bases for forces
openly committed to attacking Israeli civilians.

If Lebanese institutions can prevent Hezbollah fram rebuilding positions along the frontier, Israel can withdraw. If
international and Palestinian institutions can prevent Hamas from rebuilding its military capabilities in Gaza, the
rationale for an Israeli military presence similarly diminishes.

Security Zones Were a Response, Not an Ideology

This context is particularly important because Israeli security zones have sometimes been discussed as though
they emerged from an ideological desire for territorial enlargement.

Their origins tell a different story.

Israel established deeper control in Gaza after the October 7 invasion demonstrated the catastrophic danger
posed by Hamas operating directly alongside Israeli communities.
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The subsequent willingness to withdraw when alternative security structures emerge reinforces that defensive
logic.

This does not mean every Israeli military decision was correct or that neighboring populations did not suffer
enormously during the fighting. It means the strategic purpose of the deployments should be assessed according
to what Israel actually does when security arrangements become available.

July 2026 is providing evidence.

There Is Also a Diplomatic Story Here

Another noteworthy aspect is Israel's continued engagement with American diplomacy.

The Lebanon framework was brokered by Washington. American military officials are helping coordinate
implementation, and Israel and Lebanon have held repeated direct negotiations under US auspices. Another
round is scheduled for August 4.

The Gaza arrangement is similarly rooted in the US ceasefire framework.

Israel has now taken a politically difficult decision to allow the international force to begin entering Gaza despite
resistance from some members of the governing coalition. National Security Minister Itamar Ben Gvir opposed
the cabinet decision, while Foreign Minister Gideon Sa‘ar supported it.

That internal disagreement makes the decision more significant rather than less.

Israel is demanstrating that when Washington can construct credible mechanisms addressing Israeli security
concerns, Jerusalem is prepared to take steps toward reducing its military footprint.

The Obstacle Is Demilitarization

The largest unresolved issue in both theaters remains essentially the same.
Who carries the guns?

In Lebanon, Hezbollah continues to oppose the framework and remains heavily armed. In Gaza, Hamas has so far
refused to disarm despite demilitarization being a central compaonent of the American plan.

This is why the process is necessarily gradual.

Israel is unlikely to withdraw from large areas on the basis of declarations alone and then discover that Hezbollah
or Hamas has simply returned after the IDF leaves.

Pilot zones provide a practical alternative.

Withdraw from a limited area. Allow another security authority to enter. Test whether unauthorized weapons are
removed and whether hostile forces remain excluded. If it works, expand the model.

That is not indefinite occupation.

It is conditional withdrawal based on demonstrated security.

Withdrawal Is the Best Evidence of Intent

Arguments over Israeli intentions can become highly ideological. One side points to statements by particular
politicians; another points to military requirements. The more useful test is behavior.

When Israel believes its security can be guaranteed through another mechanism, does it leave?
In southern Lebanon, that process has begun.
In Gaza, Israel has approved a framework under which the same principle can now be tested.

This fits a much longer historical pattern. Israel relinquished the entire Sinai Peninsula after reaching a durable
peace agreement with Egypt. It withdrew its military and civilian presence from Gaza in 2005. It has repeatedly
demonstrated that territory can be surrendered when Israeli leaders believe another arrangement can provide
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Conclusion

As of July 29, 2026, Israel is beginning to demonstrate in practice what it has argued throughout these conflicts:
its objective is not to fight forever and not to hold neighboring territory simply for the sake of possessing it.

In Lebanon, Israeli forces have started withdrawing from pilot areas as the Lebanese army assumes responsibility
under a US-brokered framework. In Gaza, the Israeli government has approved the initial deployment of an
international security force under a plan that envisages Israeli withdrawal from a pilot humanitarian zone and,
ultimately, a broader reduction of Israel’s military presence if Gaza is demilitarized.

The process will be difficult. Hezbollah remains armed. Hamas has not disarmed. Israel will almost certainly insist
on seeing that new arrangements actually work before relinquishing additional security control.

After October 7, that caution is understandable.
But the direction matters.

Israel is showing that it does not need to govern southern Lebanon if Lebanon can prevent Hezbollah from using
the south as a military base. It does not need to maintain troops throughout Gaza if another credible force can
prevent Hamas from rebuilding the capabilities that produced October 7.

The principle emerging from both fronts is therefore remarkably consistent: Israel will provide security where
nobody else can, but it is prepared to step back when somebody else demonstrably can.

That may ultimately provide the most realistic path toward ending these conflicts. Not withdrawal based on hope,
and not permanent Israeli military control, but a gradual transfer of territory tied to measurable security on the
ground.

Israel's end goal need not be more territory. It can be something far simpler: borders across which its citizens can
finally live without fearing that another army or terrorist force is preparing the next invasion.
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