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Operation Al-Aqsa Storm
took place at a time when
the Zionist occupation be-
lieved it had succeeded in
subduing the resistance in
Gaza and eliminating it. Zi-
onist research centers and
military generals in the en-
tity even affirmed on more
than one occasion that the
resistance in Gaza was crip-
pled. This was despite the
fact that the resistance had
confirmed during the Battle
of the Revenge of the Free in
May 2023 and subsequent
exercises of the Joint Oper-
ations Room, especially the
Extreme Corner 4 maneuver
on September 12 last year,
that it was ready to confront
aggression and defend the
Al-Agqsa Mosque and the
prisoners.

The Zionist arrogance con-
tinued through daily viola-
tions and incursions into the
Al-Agsa Mosque and attacks
on Jerusalem residents,
whether Muslims or Chris-
tians, by settlers. As a result
of this, the resistance faced
areal test to defend its land,
sanctities, and the dignity of
its people. In a first for the
Palestinian resistance, it
managed to use the element
of surprise and deception
by concealing its field and
military plan from the oc-
cupation until the military
operation was hours away
from starting. It proved the
weakness and ineffective-
ness of the occupation’s ca-
pabilities and military abil-
ities that it had purportedly
honed through repeated the
Chariots of Fire and Decisive
Strike maneuvers.
Operation Al-Agqsa Storm
constitutes a moral, secu-
rity, and military blow to
the Zionist occupation. The
battle came after the oc-
cupation executed several
strategic maneuvers, most
notably the Chariots of Fire
and Decisive Strike ma-
neuvers, which it claimed
were aimed at training to
confront Iran and strike the
Iranian nuclear program.
Despite these major maneu-
vers, the Zionist occupation,
which had planned for a
battle against Iran, was un-
able to face a group of young
resistance fighters armed
with only primitive weap-
ons in an area that has been
geographically besieged
by land, sea, and air for 17
years. The most prominent
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Israel does not want direct war
with Iran, Hezbollah

B
©

In light of Hamas's unprec-
edented operation against
the Israeli regime, result-
ing in heavy casualties in
Tel Aviv, several questions
have been raised regard-
ing the future of the con-
flict between Palestinians
and Israelis: Will Hez-
bollah engage in a direct
war? How will the tensions
between Iran and Israel
unfold? What ripples will
the operation make in
Saudi Arabia? To gain in-
sights into these inquiries,
Iran Daily conducted an
exclusive interview with
Rahman Qahramanpour,
a strategic affairs expert.

By Ebrahim
Beheshti

Staff writer

IRAN DAILY: Prior to Op-
eration “Al-Aqsa Storm”,
there were discussions
about the level of military
power attained by resis-
tance groups in Palestine
and their ability to deter
Israel. In light of this re-
cent operation, how do
you assess the military
strength of these groups,
particularly Hamas — the
largest among them?
QAHRAMANPOUR: Con-
trary to Israeli assessments,
Hamas has significantly in-
creased its military power
compared to previous years.
Their recent
operation
involved

a coor-
dinated

By Yasser
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deployment of ground, air,
and sea forces in the occu-
pied territories. However, it
is important to acknowledge
that Hamas is not a state
actor and cannot establish
military balance with Israel.
This expectation is unrealis-
tic for a non-state actor like
Hamas, especially consid-
ering that they are based in
Gaza, which has been under
[sraeli siege for a long time.
So, the Saturday operation
caught the Israelis off guard.
Following previous conflicts,
Israel acknowledged Qatar’s
supervision of the situation
in Gaza. Consequently, with
Qatar’s control and over-
sight, essential goods were
imported to Gaza. Therefore,
Israel assumed that Hamas’
military capabilities were
limited. Many Israeli experts
and analysts have empha-
sized that Tel Aviv’s prima-
ry concern is Hezbollah in
Lebanon. Accordingly, they
said, Israel should focus on
Hezbollah and prevent the
transfer of advanced weap-
onry to southern Lebanon.
Moreover, after the events
of the so-called Arab Spring,
Hamas distanced itself from
Iran due to the Syrian crisis
and established closer ties
with Qatar. Many believed
that the Islamic Jihad group
then gained the upper hand
in the armed conflict against
Israel. In fact, the Israelis
seemed comfortable with
Hamas until Saturday, when
Hamas surprised them. Is-
rael’s internal crisis also
played a part in them being
taken unawares.

Many have been won-
dering whether Leb-
anon’s Hezbollah
will engage in direct
conflict with Isra-

\ el, potentially
i

escalating the scope of the
war.

Since 2006, Hezbollah in
Lebanon has primarily fo-
cused on increasing its de-
terrence capabilities and
acquiring more advanced
military equipment, sig-
nificantly strengthening its
military power. However, it
is crucial to acknowledge
that Lebanon has been deal-
ing with severe political and
economic crises for several
years, which has made it
fragile. So, I believe that Hez-
bollah is unlikely to engage
in a direct conflict with Isra-
el. Such a move could invite
criticism from other groups
and political factions within
Lebanon.

Hezbollah is not inclined to
initiate an all-out confronta-
tion with Israel as it would
result in severe damage to
Lebanon’s infrastructure.
Despite scattered clashes in
southern Lebanon over the
past few days, neither Hez-
bollah nor Israel currently
wants a full-scale war. Even
though Israeli Prime Min-
ister Benjamin Netanyahu
stated that his country has
entered a war, he empha-
sized his intention to pre-
vent third parties from be-
coming involved. However,
not all war events unfold ac-
cording to the plans and de-
sires of the parties involved,
and circumstances may arise
that force Hezbollah’s hand
in entering the conflict.

Iran and Israel are each
other’s open enemies, and
so far it seems that there
has been a proxy war
between them, not a di-
rect one. What effect
do you think Saturday’s
operation will have on
the hostile relationship
between the two?

As you correctly pointed out,
Iran and Israel have been en-
gaged in a proxy war rather
than a direct conflict. Fol-
lowing Operation Al-Agsa
Storm, it is anticipated that
the tensions between the
two sides will escalate, but
it is unlikely to surpass the
level of a proxy war. Howev-
er; the intensity of this proxy
war is indeed increasing.
The future trajectory of the
war will significantly impact
the relationship between
Iran and Israel. Will a truce
be established within a few
days or will the war be pro-
longed? Will the Israeli army
venture into Gaza? Are the
Israelis also targeting the Is-
lamic Jihad movement? Will
Hezbollah become involved
in the war? These factors
will shape the course of their
hostile relationship.

Some, mostly in cyber-
space, have reported
about Russia’s behind-the-
scenes role in Saturday’s
operation. How close can

this analysis be to reality?
In my view, this analysis
lacks credibility since Eu-
rope and the United States
have so far not entered the
war in fear of inciting Rus-
sia’s counteraction. More-
over, Russia strives to keep
a balance between region-
al powers like Iran, Saudi
Arabia, and Israel. So, it
maintains positive relations
with all of them. There is
no evidence to suggest that
Russia has any hostile posi-
tions against Israel, either.
Even under pressure from
European and American au-
thorities, Israel did not send
military equipment, particu-
larly the Iron Dome system,
to Ukraine. Furthermore,
given Russia’s involvement
in the Ukraine war, it is un-
likely that they would have
any interest in starting yet
another conflict. Plus, Russia
lacks the capacity to carry
out such operations.

And finally, how do you
evaluate the situation in
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Arab countries, especially
Saudi Arabia, in response
to this operation?

The key part of the rela-
tionship between Saudi
Arabia and Israel is cur-
rently the normalization
process, which is being
pushed by the United
States. However, Opera-
tion Al-Agsa Storm will
undoubtedly delay the
progress of normalization.
US President Joe Biden had
initially anticipated the im-
plementation of the plan by
early 2024, but now it ap-
pears highly unlikely. Nev-
ertheless, the normaliza-
tion agenda remains viable
for both sides. If a ceasefire
is established in the com-
ing days, the normalization
plan may not be completely
abandoned, although it will
certainly be postponed.
Saudi Arabia may face chal-
lenges in dealing with pub-
lic opinion within its coun-
try and the Islamic world,
which could complicate the
situation.

Operation Al-Agsa Storm's success broken down
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question is how the state of
the occupation army would
be if it engaged in a battle
with Iran or Hezbollah, giv-
en its current capabilities.

The heroic scenes made by
the Palestinian resistance
in this battle resonated
with the Arab and Islamic
world, which supported it

The operation was strategically timed to take place after the dawn of Saturday, a day that the
Israeli entity considers a holiday. During this day, the Israeli occupation tends to be in a state of

1

@ Perhaps the most critical element was the element of surprise. The enemy lost

security laxity and slowness, creating an opportune moment for such an operation.

its ability to absorb the shock and deal with it. The enemy might not have fully
realized the impact of the strike for several hours, which gave the resistance am-
ple opportunity to carry out the operation without significant hindrances. This

extent of the Israeli security apparatus’s blindness. It demonstrat-
ed that the Zionist system couldn’t even acquire half a piece of in-
formation to anticipate a security event. The operation marked a

@ This major security event, with all its implications, revealed the

. was despite the technological and cyber superiority, constant aerial Lack of clear failure and security breakdown for that institution. It

by celebrating and demon- Element of ] i~ ] ] ] : cko - . . . :
L ] surveillance, and spy drones filling the skies, all of which failed to find c q resulted in a successful incursion, allowing the resistance
strating in the streets. One surprise any significant preemptive opportunities to counter or uncover the op- lntelhgence to kill and capture a significant number of soldiers affiliat-

of the most notable official
reactions was made by
the Iranian Parliament in
Iran, which expressed its
support for the resistance
operation as its members
chanted slogans such as
“Death to Israel,” “Death to
America,” “Death to Brit-
ain,” “Israel will be anni-
hilated,” and “Palestine is
victorious.”

eration. Additionally, the resistance used rocket barrages of varying ranges as an aerial
cover to confuse the enemy and thwart its use of airpower to target the fighters. All these
factors combined led to the success of an operation that was the boldest and most potent
in the history of the Palestinian-Zionist conflict.

ed with the Israeli military brigade and its special forces. The absence
of security information and the resistance’s ability to retain it seem
to be a fundamental pillar and basis for the success of this special
operation.

The operation was well-planned and executed by the resistance. They chose the appropriate timing and favorable security circumstances.
The idea of the bold infiltration operation appears to have been in planning for a considerable period, involving operations of deception and
diversion carried out by the Gaza-based resistance. Additionally, the means used in the operation, such as off-road vehicles, motorcycles, and

aerial approaches via parachutes and gliders, allowed for entry into the settlements adjacent to the Gaza Strip and military sites like Zikim,
Dugit, and the 61 communication system.




