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1.  Keywords:  

Al-Jahiliyah; Islam; Koran; Sunnah; Jihad; Shaheed; Claussewitz; 

contemporary wars; Hamas; Hezbollah; Asymmetric Aonflicts; Terrorism; 

Guerrilla warfare; The Middle East.  

 

2. Introduction- Defining the topic:  

This PhD paper aims to present a comparative study of military thought: 

The Islamic military theory and Clausewitz's military theory and their impact 

on contemporary wars in the Middle East from 1956 to the  Israeli war in Gaza 

at 2008. 

There is no shortage of studies tackling wars in the Islamic history, 

some of which have even dealt with the narrative of Koran associated with war 

and peace. There are also several historical studies dealing with Islamic 

military history. On the other hand there are a lot of studies investigating the 

modern military theory in particular the book of Clausewitz “On War” which 

has triggered several analysis and critical analysis of many military historians. 

Nevertheless, I have not found any available study tackling the Islamic military 

approach through the Koranic narrative neither did I find any study comparing 

the Islamic military theory according the Koran an Sunna with the modern 

military theory as manifested by Clausewitz in particular studies that 

investigate the impact of these two schools of thoughts and military theory on 

the modern wars in the Middle East. 

This study capitalizes on the investigation of the impact of the Islamic 

theory and the theory of Clausewitz on wars of the 20th century in the Middle 

East. It seeks on one hand to research the roots of the Islamic military theory 

through the Koranic language and verses and its impact on the shaping of the 

military philosophy and combat approach of Islamic organizations while on the 

other to compare it to the basis of the theory of Clausewitz and the role it 

played in shaping the philosophy of concentration of power in a single battle 
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against the enemy instead of distribution of forces in multiple battles which 

weakens the enemy and allows as a result dictating one’s conditions. 

This study seeks also to question the existing argument that Clausewitz 

theory in wars is no longer useful and has been dismissed because of the 

emergence of weapons of mass destruction and prove its contrary because 

Clausewitz principle mentioned above continues to shape the fighting approach 

of modern wars in particular the 20th century wars of the Middle East. Another 

Ideas against Clausewitz theory: the terrorism and the asymetrical conflicts 

So, this study aims to the impact of these two theories: can we consider 

the impact of the Islamic military theory, and it’s Impact to the asymetrical 

conflicts, that named “Just War”, upon the Islamic resistance Organizations in 

the Middle East, specially, Hamas in Palestine and Hezbulaah in Lebanon? 

Namely, do these Islamic resistance Organizations inherit its fighting Shapes, 

namely guerilla warfare attached to the context of the Koran and the Sunna? by 

contrast, do western Countries reach their fighting shapes attached to 

Clausewitz theory, in spite of the fact, some modern and post-modern 

researches reject for the modern technology systems, specially unconventional 

weapons.    

Another aspect: Clausewitz military theory could be seen as a 

consequence of modernization and secularization of Western european 

societies; It seems differently, because it is a part of a wider and complex 

process which affected all components of the western societies; from this point 

of view, there is a similar influences on Islamic military thought. 

 

3.  Research question: 

The Islamic military Theory as presented in the Koran and Sunnah, and 

the modern military theory of Clausewitz have an effect on modern wars all 

around the world and specifically in the Middle East. 



 

 

3 

 The Islamic military texts derived from the Koran and the prophet's 

Sunnah1 play an important role in building the defense concepts in the Middle 

East during the modern era. 

 Clausewitz's military theory plays also an important role in deepening 

the concepts of attack and Deterrence in wars that took place during the 20th 

century in the Middle East. 

 It seems that the modern military leaders could not ignore Clausewitz's 

theory even in the post-modern era, although they claimed that this theory 

became improper to the modern military developments from the technological, 

intellectual and industrial aspects. 

What is the impact of these tow theories on the conventional and 

guerrilla warfare in the Middle East war since the period between 1956-2008؟ 

 

4. Research and historical contribution: 

The topic of military thinking was not studied comparatively; that is, the 

military Islamic methods and the modern military theory have never been 

compared. The available studies in this field present the influence of the 

Islamic military methods on the modern wars. The present study contributes to 

the study of the differences between the Islamic military planning and the 

modern military theory and to the study of relations between modern wars, 

which are presented under the title "Jihad from the Islamic aspect". This study 

contributes also to the study of the effect of Clausewitz's military theory on 

modern and post-modern wars. 

 

                                                 
1 Sunnahh is any saying or any action said/done by Prophet Muhammad, or even avoiding a certain 

deed. The most predominant element of Al-Sunnah that I will use here is the speech of Prophet 

Muhammad which developed and became an independent science, the science of speech. Many 

Moslem mullah were experts in the science of speech and in collecting what Prophet Muhammad said, 

among these mullahs were six who wrote books that included the right speech of the prophet, and many 

others.  
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5. Historical background: 

People has been familiar with wars since the dawn of history. With the 

different historical developments and the geographical expansion of people and 

when small groups of people became nations, these nations began fighting each 

other. There were different reasons that led to these fights: economic reasons, 

religious reasons, national reasons, etc. Because war became both the defense 

and attack tool and became the way to achieve goals, it had many forms, which 

differed according to the period of time in which the war took place and which 

were affected by environmental, cultural and technical factors that 

characterized that period of time.  A war is a violent conflict which takes place 

between two countries or more, and it is a natural development of different 

struggles and disputes. A war aims to make a new order. 

We can refer to the theory of Thucydides as the first theory concerning 

national relations and military relations in history. Thucydides relied on the 

Greek Peloponneslan wars to build his theory. Thucydides says that a war 

between countries has direct and indirect reasons.2 The indirect reasons are 

more important in analyzing and understanding a war. However, Thucydides's 

theory was not methodological in the modern terms, because this theory 

represented the analytical and historical description of Thucydides himself and 

it was not based on a methodological scientific model. Afterwards, wars took 

different forms and used different techniques in different places and different 

times.  

The wars between the Arab tribes in The Arab Peninsula had a common 

form which relied on tactics more than on strategy because of the conditions 

back then. The Arab tribes attacked each other mainly because of economic 

reasons or because of issues related to honor and dignity; in the latter case, a 

war took the form of revenge. The wars between the tribes did not follow a 

theoretical principle to guide them how to design long-term strategies and plans 

for wars and the periods that follow wars, because they did not have national or 

                                                 
2 See for example: Thucydides (1959). History of the Peloponneslan  War. Bialik Institute, Jerusalem. 
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religious goals that allowed them draw clear strategies. In addition, the tribes 

before the 6th century were not unified and were not interesting, according 

Cahen.3  

During the Islamic era, the military strategy was based on one of two 

things: either to attack in order to kill atheists who did not accept the Islam, or 

to defend if the Moslems were attacked. In either case, the Arabs used the 

military plan that was used before the Islam: the used the same army structures 

and divisions and they used the same weapons and fight techniques. However, 

the wars during the Islamic era were different from the wars before the Islam 

from three aspects: first, the size of the army grew and it became relatively big 

because afterwards it was an army of a country and not of a tribe; secondly, the 

army designed a clear strategy and defined goals; thirdly, the rules and 

judgments of the army were derived from two important sources: the Quran 

and the Sunnah; these rules bound the army in every war that it took part in. the 

military theory before the Islam and during the Islam was derived from the 

military reality and the battlefield, that is, it did not depend on a previous 

theory but on experience. The plans of war back then were not registered as 

theories but they were mentioned as historical events in history books. 

The theory of Clausewitz was introduced in modern times. Basically, 

this theory followed the wars that preceded it, that is, the military theory is 

derived from the war itself. Clausewitz depended on Napoleon's wars to set his 

theory, this theory, later, became an important source that guided the planning 

of wars. The battlefield was not anymore the first source to build a military 

theory; the whole war planning became dependent upon military theories, 

especially Clausewitz's theory. Some people put military theories that were not 

tried before in actual wars and these people did not see a battlefield before. For 

                                                 
3 Claude, Cahen (1995). Islam from its birth until the beginning of the Ottoman Empire - from the 

seventh century until the fifteenth century. First Edetion: Dvir, Tel Aviv, p 15. 
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example, Julian Corbett was not a military man but he set the maritime military 

theory which refuted the maritime military theory of Alfred Thayer Mahan.4  

In the post-modern era two main types of wars and battles appeared in 

the Middle East. The first type was the traditional systematic wars that many 

claimed that such wars were different from the modern wars because they did 

not follow the theory of Clausewitz. The second type were the resistance wars 

which came as a reaction to the traditional wars. It is known that the latter type 

of wars is the excuse of weak people who do can resist only by using simple 

and primitive ways. What is ironic here is that resistance wars could yield more 

"fruits" than the traditional ones, because although the power of ther traditional 

systematic armies and their equipment, the resistance wars usually defeated 

them. 

 

6.  Data sources: 

6.1. Main sources: 

The Koran and its sciences: 

The Koran is considered the Islamic constitution that guides the 

Muslims in their lives. The Koran includes many verses that deal with war, 

peace and the Jihad; these verses set the rules, concepts and basics of war and 

Jihad. When studying the Koran we need explanations5 and other sciences 

dealing with the Koran. As for the Koran, the implicated meanings are not 

enough to understand the concepts of Koran terms and the general meanings of 

the verses. The attitudes to interpreting the Koran differed; some attitudes were 

classic, and these were widespread during the first Islamic ages. Then came the 

modern interpretations that looked at the Koran verses from a modern 

perspective. The different Koran interpretations differed according to the 

                                                 
4Azar, Gat (2000). The sources of the modern military thought. Marachot: Israeli Military publication, 

Tel Aviv, pp. 332-372. 
5 We present the Main Books that interpreted the Koran during the chapters, and we use often some 

websites for that include these books. See for example: http://quran.ksu.edu.sa See also: 

http://library.islamweb.net/. 
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historical period, therefore, the military concepts as presented in the Koran 

were comparative. There are also other concepts which differed from one 

interpretation to another. Some concepts referred to the implications of Koran 

verses while others interpreted the Koran using lingual elements. 

Sunnah and its sciences 6: 

Al-Sunnah is any saying or any action said/done by the Prophet 

Mohammed like, for example, if the prophet said anything to prevent the 

Muslims from doing something, or if he encouraged them to do something. If 

the prophet was silent about something and did not say anything then the 

Muslims understood that he allowed it but did not encourage them to do it. If 

the prophet did something, the Muslims had to follow him, and if he avoided 

something then the Muslims had to avoid it too. Al-Sunnah completed the 

Koran, because many things were not detailed in the Koran and it left it to the 

Sunnah. To prove it, Prophet Mohammed said in his farewell speech: "I left 

you with two things which if you stick to you will never be lost: the holy book 

and my Sunnah". The most important topic in the Sunnah is the honorable 

speeches of the prophet, because many of them dealt with war and its rules and 

with its morality. When studying the honorable speeches we need to invest a 

great deal of thinking to understand them, we need many interpretations by 

modern philosophers, and we need to prove these speeches because some of 

them are not right. A person who wants to take the honorable speeches as his 

research source, must deal with the speeches that were collected by honest 

people. 

Language and its sciences 7: 

Studying the Islamic military system means depending many times on 

the implied meanings of terms. This leads us to study the Arabic dictionaries 

                                                 
6 We present the Main Books that Include the hadiths of the prophet, and that describe his life during 

the chapters, and we use often some websites for that include these books. See for example: 

http://www.dorar.net/enc/hadith. 
7 We present the Main Arabic lexicons during the chapters, and we use often a website that include 

some of them. See for example: http://www.baheth.info/ 
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that deal with the implied meanings of words, and sometimes we need to refer 

to the lingual and grammatical structures in order to understand concepts and 

terms. For example, the concept of Jihad has three meanings: first, the literal 

meaning the root and its derivatives; secondly, the Islamic meaning; thirdly, the 

allegorical meaning. Therefore, we need to review the grammar and allegory 

books, in addition to the lingual dictionaries. 

"On War"- A book by Clausewitz8: 

"On War" is a book by Clausewitz and it is considered the first book in 

the modern era that dealt with the military theory in scientific and systematic 

terms. This book, with its eight parts, which was translated from German into 

English, is the first and strongest basis to understand modern wars.  This book 

reviews many war forms in the human history, but when analyzing wars, it 

depended on the different Napoleon wars. His analysis presented different 

military strategies that were used in wars that followed Clausewitz in the 

modern era, which prove that military men – especially in Europe and 

America- depended to a large extent on Clausewitz's theory. It’s noteworthy 

that Clausewitz was not considered the primary source of many of the modern 

military theories, according to which the changes in different life domains led 

to a change in the military theory and the fighting methods. According to these 

theories, Clausewitz ideas fit the modern era, but in the post-modern era many 

changes occurred in the concepts of war as a result of different human changes, 

especially the modern techniques and the communication and information 

revolution. Therefore, we need to review these theories.  

Documents: 

The present research used many documents concerning the wars and 

battles that used as models to illustrate the research topic. Some of the wars 

occurred before the time of Clausewitz, and naturally they were Islamic. Other 

wars are modern, during the period of Clausewitz that he participated in some 

                                                 
8 Carl Von, Clausewitz (1968), On War. Penguin books, London. 
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of them or after the period of Clausewitz. The rest of the wars were post-

modern. This research focuses on the wars that took place in the Middle East. 

Intereviews:  

The present research used some interviews with famouse Israeli generals  

professors who teach the security studies in the Israeli universities  

 

7. Description of searching methods and methodological problems: 

This is a descriptive derivative research which is included in the 

qualitative research. This type of research does not depend on collecting data 

with quantitative methods used in statistics, or on analyzing phenomena 

because such research methods do not fit the purpose of the present research 

and because their criteria do not fit the issues discussed here, which cannot be 

measured quantitatively or empirically. The present research depends on 

analysis and concluding from theoretical and historical texts related to the 

military aspect of national relations. Therefore, this research depends on 

collecting information from sources and books that deal with the research topic 

in order to analyze it historically and intellectually and then get to conclusions. 

The research is also derivative because it derives conclusions from comparing 

studies about a certain historical period in the Middle Ages, especially those 

which dealt with the Islamic military Theory and those which dealt with the 

modern military theory. In addition, this research depends on the most 

prominent historical and military events in different periods of time in order to 

deal with the research question. This research is also comparative, because it 

compares the Islamic military system and the modern military theory of 

Clausewitz. As for the Islamic military system, this research depends on Koran 

verses calling to fight with the available means and equipment in order to 

frighten the enemies ("prepare any war equipment and tools so that your 

enemies fear you"). Another verse was: "many small groups defeated larger 

ones with the help of God", that is the equipment and tools are not the only 
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criteria to count on in order to win. As for Clausewitz's theory, it sets that war 

is an extension of politics in different forms. Clausewitz saw war as a number 

of battles aiming to end the war, therefore, he believed that the army's role is to 

attack the rival army and destroy it and then present its conditions to it. The 

above shows that there is a difference between the two issues. The war during 

the Islam did not depend on power and large numbers of fighters, but on faith 

which led to determination to succeed. As for Clausewitz, he saw the military 

power as the basis of victory. This research examines if the armies in the 

modern era were affected by Clausewitz and if the resistance armies were 

affected by the Islamic system.  

The present research deals with the features of the Islamic military 

system in different historical periods, since the beginning of the Islam in the 7th 

century and till this day. It also deals with the changes that happened in this 

system and the circumstances that affected it and led to its development. 

Moreover, the present research presents the western military theory, since 

Clausewitz till this day including the changes in the post-modern era. 

Afterwards the research discusses the effect of the Islamic military system in 

the Middle Ages and the military theory on the form of the modern war in the 

Middle East.  

 

8.  mian Summary: 

The researcher found that Al-Jahiliyah did not indicate ignorance or lack 

of knowledge but frivolity and following desires. War was one of these desires 

considered vital for survival. Islam defined Al-Jahiliyah as an age of 

polytheism and not following any law except secular, which brings disasters 

upon man.  

There is a remarkable relation between the term Jahiliyah and war, 

which was a cultural pillar.  The ignorant were well-known with  war for which 

they devoted their entire life and poetry .The life of the ignorant was full of 
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conflict; some were local- among tribes themselves- whereas others were 

international, with the two supreme empires, Rome and Persia. Hit-and-run 

tactics were their way of fighting, a policy which is known today as guerrilla 

warfare. Peace was used to end wars, but only by mediation of the noble, and 

only after many of a tribe's members had been killed.       

The researcher has discussed peace and war in the Holy Koran, the 

Sunnah, and Islamic texts. He also presented the importance of this term's 

semantic, morphological and rhetorical structure in building Muslim fighters' 

psyche. In addition, he presented the new Islamic military terms, both those 

replacing older terms and newly coined rhetorical terms and phrases. 

The researcher also  discussed the importance of war and peace in the 

light of linguistic contexts in both the Holy Koran and the Sunnah. When Islam 

came, shifts in Arab military terms occurred on two points.  First, the pre-

Islamic war culture Muslims inherited was refined in terms of methods, 

changing military tactics, and appellation; second, war in the Islamic period 

started to take an international form. Muslims' armies had an eye for 

controlling different strategic goals. Here, therefore, we present the linguistic 

shifts concerning names and methods and their contribution to building Islamic 

military strategies.  

 It is obvious that Islamic militarism at the beginning of the message of 

Islam was an extension of the pre-Islamic one in terms of weapons, fighting 

techniques, and military factors, mainly leaders and soldiers themselves. If we 

carefully examine the Islamic military scene, we find that pre- and early 

Islamic periods are the same on the military level, since the shift was on the 

basis of intellectual reform to replace polytheism and disbelief by monotheism. 

 However, developing apparatus, ammunition, and weapons, Leaders 

and fighters themselves had not changed had not changed much until late early 

Islamic periods on the basis on coupe revolution in concepts, objectives, 

methods and war strategic aspiration. The basis for these transformations was a 

change in the motives and objectives of war.  
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Even long-term wars that continued for many generations had ups and 

downs. Arabs fought each other with varying success. They had no political or 

military intention to control other tribes, since war motives and objectives were 

limited. In addition, the common social structure was built on the tribal basis, 

not a comprehensive political basis that unified all tribes under its umbrella. 

Therefore, Muslims of the early Islamic period had not replaced the pre-Islamic 

military culture with a new ethos. They refined and developed this culture 

instead. They also added to Islamic military lexicons new entities that indicated 

both theoretical and practical Islamic military spirit.    

Islamic military culture was fed by the Holy Quran and the Sunnah, 

which provided war terms, objectives, methods of fighting, and so on. These 

sources provided concepts of faith, creed, and devotion in wars. 

The researcher presents some applied examples of these terms in order 

to identify war strategies such as attack, defense, deterrence, surprise, guerrilla 

warfare, etc.  We examine the practice of war in Islamic battles whose 

definitions have developed historically, the choosing of Muslim military 

commanders and their way of handling war, waging war because of ethical and 

practical realities, and striking treaties and conventions between Muslims and 

others. All these ways come under the umbrella of Jihad (fighting for the sake 

of Allah). 

Jihad, a key term used in Islamic war culture, is a word through which 

the culture of war can be identified as Muslims faced conflict, since they got 

permission to fight. Shaheed (martyr) is another important term derived from 

jihad. Shahadah (being killed for the sake of Allah) is the goal of Jihad and 

Muslims’ highest ambition. Individually, Jihad is the summit of Islamic war 

culture and the essence of military theory. Generally, Muslims' target is to 

achieve the goals of the message of Islam. 9 

                                                 
9 DR. Said Ali Ben Wahaf, Al-Qahtani (1430 AH). Jihad in the name of Allah: It’s Meaning, Status, 

Condetions, Rules and Kindes. Al-Qahtani Collection, No. 60, p. 29. 
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This deep belief in jihad and martyrdom has formed military culture 

among Muslims throughout history. So their courage inherited from Al-

Jahiliyyah was duplicated in the military culture and rooted in the hearts of 

Muslims. Islam says that those Muslims who die in war are martyrs and shall 

be in the highest ranks on the Day of Resurrection, while those Muslims who 

do not die in war will enjoy the spoils after achieving victory.  Muslims are 

winners in both cases; they are either martyrs or victors in war. Moreover, they 

will be rewarded for their devotion, even when they are defeated. 

These meanings and others, build the Muslim fighter's psyche in a way 

that helps him endure the difficulties of war and even makes him ready to die at 

any moment. In addition, this military culture makes Muslims wish to die on 

the battlefield.   

Although Islam, as mentioned, renounced many pre-Islamic bad habits, 

it maintained morals and refined other practices, including military action to 

serve Islam. It is interesting that Islam took advantage of the spirit of courage 

love of war, changing them from loving war for its own sake to using it to 

propagate Islam, from seeking heroism in war to seeking martyrdom and 

devoting oneself and one’s money to praising tribes that spread the Message of 

Allah. Islam worked to establish an important natter; war is a natural and 

unavoidable phenomenon in which Muslims do not engage unless they are 

forced to do so. Islam changed the conduct of war from an act of injustice and 

aggression to that of a just war. 

With regard to the modern era, Before the Age of Enlightenment, world 

military power was subject to the military situation in most cases. This was 

because of the strategic procedures followed by generations and nations 

through cultural exchange and human relationships, especially in wars and 

historical conflicts.  

There were no special military theories on the world level, except those 

of theorists and soldiers. Those theories had not even reached the limits of 

special and public military theories. Warfare caught the attention of people--
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intellectuals, theorists, military leaders, and clergy--since the beginning of 

human history when primitive wars started among nations. 

The Enlightenment was like the birth of creativity not only in sciences 

but also in creating intellectual and philosophical concepts in all fields. The 

broad range of schools of thought in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries 

later resulted in serious ideas applicable to all facets of life, especially the 

military field, whose theorists were affected by the spirit of that era. Some of 

these theorists became key figures; others were never heard of, while some left 

their mark on global military history till today.  

However, this attempt to creating a theoretical generalization for war on 

the basis of subjecting everything to science was strongly opposed and refuted 

by the Romantics and others. This refusal occurred on several levels, involving 

intellectual, scientific, technical, and material changes that changed the way 

contemporary historians drew historical lessons, and including technical and 

scientific technology after the Enlightenment and the Romantic period. 

The modern age has seen many intellectual, scientific, technical, and 

material changes, especially on the level of developing sciences and 

technology. This has led contemporary researchers to claim that the philosophy 

of the Enlightenment and the Romantic period was invalid. Moreover, many 

contemporary military researchers have tended to claim that Clausewitz’s 

theory, which was at one point dominant in European and world military 

culture, was constricted. Furthermore, they not only restricted European 

military intellect springing from modern Enlightenment or Romantic beliefs 

but also accompanied military science, as well as other fields, with a new term 

that describes the late twentieth century's rapid revolutions in communication 

and information technologies: postmodernism. 

Clausewitz's military theory depends on the concept of complete destruction of 

the enemy's army and subjecting it to the war conditions we want. From this 

perspective, Clausewitz presented a theory for which he aspired a theoretical 

generalization based on the broad view of war science and its concept which 
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are derived from a broad perspective of humanities and social sciences, using 

philosophical and historical items. Hence, this theory gained its importance and 

excellence in the military field. 

On this basis, Clausewitz was criticized. It was said that his theory was 

not applicable to many military challenges, nor even able to meet those for 

which it was articulated. Many contemporary studies claim that Clausewitz’s 

theory is inconsistent with the modern era's requirements and postmodern 

developments. According to this claim, his theory was therefore a failure. It 

was perhaps only applicable to its own age.  

This could be accepted for us to limited extent; firstly, Clausewitz's 

theory proceeded civilization development. Clausewitz, as a theorist, could 

perceive the events happened before and in his time and he captured the lessons 

of them. He also went beyond his age in his theory as it was applicable to many 

gross military events that happened later. He was not entitled to predict the 

scientific, technical, and ideological development changes. Despite of this fact, 

he was eager to put a general theory that could form the foundations to general 

and suitable military terms. Being a general perspective theory depending on 

terms of human sciences, it laid the foundations of war culture as it was viewed 

by military people, politicians and strategic planners in history. It is known that 

each party of the war aims at defeating the other, and this aim is the core of war 

culture which does not change. 

Secondly, the culture of showing no mercy in attacking and hitting the 

enemy was practiced by armies in modern wars that broke out after Clausewitz, 

and this is the core of his theory.  

Jomini presented a synthesis that combines French Enlightenment 

radical thought and the human side of war. He wanted to develop fixed rules 

for the science of war. Clausewitz's synthesis, on the other hand, is more a 

combination of Enlightenment philosophy, which was based on fixed scientific 

rules, and Romantic thought, which does not see the need to put everything that 

is human in the context of a scientific framework.  
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In addition, Jomini set strict rules and presented them in the imperative 

voice (DO- DO NOT DO): if you do this, you will win; if you do not, you will 

certainly lose. Clausewitz, on the other hand, established a complex structured 

theory that needs deep study to know what lies behind its words. However, 

many scholars, despite offering superficial interpretations, interpreted this 

theory as total war theory, which means total annihilation of the enemy's army. 

At this specific point, we can say that this is the culture of contemporary 

armies; even if they have adopted the theory of Jomini or other thinkers, they 

have primarily adopted Clausewitz's theory, as they themselves perceive.  

Between these two conceptions, the world has experienced bloody events for 

the last three centuries, adopting in most strategies the theories and military 

thoughts of these two theorists.  In the midst of these events, the birth of new 

experiences, the development of intelligence, technology, and communications, 

and other military capabilities, both theorists were criticized and blamed for 

failure in many battles and wars. Yet many still use both or one of theories and 

attribute success in modern warfare to them.   

The strategy of guerrilla warfare, or terrorism, known academically as  

Small Wars, is usually the weapon of the weak against the strong, which they 

(the weak) use to face a powerful regular army. The means available to the 

liberation movements which adopt this strategy are usually primitive and 

simple. History has witnessed such wars since ancient times. Recently, there 

have been many examples of such wars, most importantly, the Chinese 

example, which is based on large lands and peasant supporters of the 

revolution, and the Cuban model, which manages conflict in a small land 

among people whose revolutionary awareness is low. In recent decades, the 

Middle East has seen small war activities, mainly in Palestine and Lebanon to 

resist the Israeli occupation. This is seen in two examples; first, the Lebanese 

Hezbollah, which was formed in Lebanon after the Israeli invasion in 1982, 

deriving its ideology from Islamic teachings and Iranian Shiite theories. The 

party has carried out a number of military activities since 1982, using guerrilla 



 

 

17 

warfare tactics to achieve its objectives. In 2006, the Israeli army entered 

Lebanon, but withdrew without achieving its goal- to destroy the strength of 

Hezbollah. It sometimes followed war styles that are considered terrorism 

operations according to academically accepted definitions of terrorism. The 

second example is the Islamic Resistance Movement "Hamas" in Palestine. It 

was formed after the outbreak of the First Intifada in 1987. It also derived its 

ideology from Islam, but its authority is the Muslim Brotherhood. Over many 

years, Hamas has carried out numerous operations against the Israeli army or 

other Israeli targets, such as hitting cities and residential areas.  

Both movements, Hamas and Hezbollah, belong to Islamic thought, 

from which they derive their concepts of jihad, but with radical views. They do 

not accept Israel and aspire to eliminate it. They also share their political views 

to duplicate their political and social strength. In addition, they moved from 

jihad ad-Daf' to jihad at-Talab. Over time, they were able to hit the Israelis in 

their cities, after developing the weapons they possessed. However, the level of 

resistance varies between them; Hezbollah possesses today weapons that 

compete with the quality, capacity, and experience of those of regular armies, 

while Hamas, despite developing its missiles and having Grad rockets, still 

does not have sophisticated weapons. 

 

9. Main Results: 

1. The name Jahiliyyah is not derived from Jahl (ignorance), the opposite 

of knowledge. It means getting angry easily and being constantly 

prepared to fight. That is its relation with war; Arabs quickly come to 

fight in order to take revenge, rob, or bring praise to their tribes. 

2. When Islam came, it maintained the spirit of pre-Islamic wars in terms 

of loving death in war, and in terms of strength and courage, but it 

refined its concepts, calling a hero a martyr, and was seen as jihad. 
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3. Islam has changed the concepts of war strategy, set great goals by 

seeking to propagate Islam globally, and set its optimal strategy for this 

goal by jihad at-Talab, changing the pre-Islamic narrow perspective of 

war. 

4. The concepts of war are derived from the Holy Koran and Sunnah. 

Islamic war terms are derived from terms Islam coined, such as using 

Shaheed (martyr) instesd of Batal (hero) and jihad instead of harb. 

5. The problematic dialect between Tafseer and Ta'weel regarding jihad 

caused disagreements among scholars, such as the difference between 

suicide and martyrdom operations, which led to prohibiting or allowing 

them based on the concept of immersing in the enemy. 

6. Islamic contemporary guerrilla warfare is fed from three sources: pre-

Islamic hit-and-run style, jihad ad-Daf' (jihad at-Talab sometimes), and 

contemporary global guerrilla warfare.  

7. Clausewitz's theory is an explanatory- descriptive theory prepared in a 

wonderful scientific manner, dealing with a range of cognitive, social, 

and literary sciences to describe the motives and basis for war by 

discussing psychology, philosophy, and other sciences. 

8. Clausewitz's theory, like other theories, aspired to find a theoretical 

generalization that serves as a recipe for military victory or defeat, but, 

like all other theories, failed.  

9. There are many similarities between Islamic military theory and 

Clausewitz's. These similarities are the same as old theories in history 

and military theories that were contemporary with Clausewitz or came 

after him. This shows that the culture of war is one throughout history, 

through which everyone seeks excellence, control, and decisiveness. 

10. The example of contemporary wars in the Middle East that we presented 

derived their military culture from Clausewitz's theory, even if they 
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were classified under other theories and names. Technology and 

development have effects on fighting methods, but they did not change 

the general concepts of fighting, nor the military and political tendency 

to impose one’s will on the enemy. 

11. Small wars in the Middle East, represented by Hamas and Hezbollah, 

also derive their jihad culture from Islam. There is a real problematic 

concept for a superpower state like Israel to eliminate it. A paradox of 

war is that the strong believes that he is able to destroy the weak party. 

 

10. Selected Bibliography: 

Main Sources: A. 

  

 The Holly Koran. 1 

http://quran.ksu.edu.sa  2 

http://library.islamweb.net/. 3 

http://www.dorar.net/enc/hadith. 4 

Clausewitz, Carl Von (1968). On War. Penguin books, London. 5 

http://www.baheth.info/ 

 

6 

  

Selected Bibliography: 

 

B. 

  

Al-Albani, Mohammad Nasser Eddin (n.d.). Sahih Al-Adab Al-Mufrad 

li Imam Bukhari (Interpretation of the Book of Al-bukhari), 

Adaleel Library. 

7 



 

 

20 

Al-Albani, Mohammad Nasser Eddin (n.d.). Silsillat Al-AHadith 

Ashareefah we Shay' min Fiqhiha wa Fawa'idiha (The Hadths of 

the Prophet and their Interpretation), Al-Ma'arif Library for 

Publishing and Distribution, Riyad, Saudi Arabia. 

8 

Al-Anbari, Abu Bakr Muhammad bin Qasim (1382 - 1963 AD). Sharh 

Al-Mu'alaqat Assab' (Interpretation for the seven odes). fifth 

Edition, Dar Al-Ma'arif, Cairo,Egypt. 

9 

Al-Qahtani, DR. Said Ali Ben Wahaf (1430 AH). Jihad in the name of 

Allah: It’s Meaning, Status, Condetions, Rules and Kindes. Al-

Kahtani Collection, No. 60. 

10 

Al-Qahtani, Abdul Rahman bin Saeed Bin Ali Bin Wahf (n.d). Abraj 

Az-Zujjaj fii Seerat Al-Hajjaj: (The Biography of Al-Hajjaj). As-

Safeer Printing house, Riyad, Saudi Arabia. 

 

Al-Qaisi, Nouri Hamoudi (1981), Shi'r Al-Harb 'nd Al-Arab (Arab 

Poetry of War). Dar Al-Jahith for publication, Iraq. 

 

Al-Qaradawi, Yusuf (n.d). AS-Sahwa Al-Islamiyah Baina Al-Juhood wa 

At-Tataruf (Islamic Revolution between Rejection and 

Extremism). first edition, (n.p). 

 

Al-Qaradawi, Yusuf (1397 AH- 1977 AD). Al-Hulool Al-Mustawradah 

wa Kaifa Junat 'ala Umatina (The Foreign solytions And how it 

was killed Our Nation). Al-Risalah Foundation, Beirut, Lebanon. 

 

Al-Qaradawi, Yusuf (1412 AH - 1992 AD). At-Tarbiyah Al-Islamiyah 

wa Madrasat Hassan al-Banna (Islamic Education and Hasan 

Al-Banna School). third edition, Wahba Library, Cairo, Egypt. 

 



 

 

21 

Al-Qaradawi Yusuf (1430 AH - 2009 AD). Fiqh Al-Jihad – Dirasah 

Muqarinah li Ahkamihi wa Falsafatih fee Daw' Al-Koran wa 

Sunnah (The Jihad Rules: Researches about It’s Philosophy in 

Koran and Sunna). first part, first edition, Wahba Library, Cairo, 

Egypt. 

 

Al-Qazwini, Kazim Kathim (1413 AH - 1993 AD). Imam Ali Alaihi 

Assalam nmin al-Mahd illa Al-Lahd. second edition, Nour 

Foundation for Publications, Beirut, Lebanon. 

 

Al-Qishawi, Fadi Mohammad Tawfik (1433 AH - 2012 AD). Al-

Mabahith Al'aqadiyah fi Surat AZ-Zukhruf (Islamic 

Streptococcus Subjects in Surat AZ-Zukhruf). Master’s 

dissertation in doctrine and contemporary doctrines, Islamic 

University of Gaza. 

 

Al-Qurtubi, Abu Abdullah Mohammad bin Ahmad Al Ansari, (2002). 

Al-Jami' li Ahkam Al-Koran- Tafseer Al-Qurtubi. Part5, Al-

waqfiyah Library, Cairo, Egypt. 

 

AR-Rajhi, Abduh, (2007). Maharat Al-Arabiyah fii Annahw wa Assarf 

(Principles in Syntax and Morphology). Abdul Aziz Saud Al-

Babtain for Poetic Creativity. 

 

Al-Sadhan, Abdul Aziz bin Mohammad bin Abdullah (1425 AH). 

Ma'alim fii Bir Al-walidayn (How to Respect the Parents). 

Printed at the expense of Mohammad Al-Shalhoub's mother, 

Saudi Arabia. 

 

Al-Waaqidi, Abu Abdullah Mohammad ben Omar ben Waqid As-

Sahmi Al-Aslami (n.d). Fattouh Sham (The fath in Sham). 

 



 

 

22 

Tawfeqiyah Library, Cairo, Egypt. 

Al-Waqidi, Abu Abdullah Muhammad ben Omar Omar ben Waqid As-

Sahmi Al-Aslami (1404 AH - 1984 AD). Kittab Al- Maghazi 

(The Prophet Battles). Third edition, Dar 'alam Alkutub, Riyad, 

Saudi Arabia. 

 

Al-Wadi'I, Abu Abdul Rahman Muqbil Bin Hadi (1407 AH- 1987AD). 

Al-Ilhad Al-Khomeini fee Ard Al-Haramain (The Khomini 

Atheism in the Holly Earth). first edition, Al-Haramain 

Publication, Cairo, Egypt. 

 

Anis, Dr. et al (1972), Al-Waseet Lexicon. Arabic Language Academy, 

Cairo, Egypt. 

 

AN-Nisaburi, Abu Hussein Muslim bin Al-Hajjaj Al-Qushayri (n.d.). 

Sahih Muslim (Muslim Book: A collection of Hadiths). Al-Iman 

Library, Mansoura, Egypt. 

 

Aondrad, Roger Ashley (1977). Summary of: “ Clausewits’s On War”. 

Issued by: Marchot: Israeli Military Publishing, Tel-Aviv.  

 

AS-Saboni Mohammad Ali, (n.d). Safwat At-tafaseer- Tafseer Al- 

Koran Al-kareem. Part 1, Dar Saabooni for Publishing and 

Distribution, Cairo, Egypt. 

 

AS-Sallaabi, Dr. Ali Mohamed Mohammad (1427 AH- 2006 AD). 

Dawlat AS-Saljuk we Burooz Mashroo' Islami li Muqawamat At-

Taghalghul Al-Batini we Al-Ghazw As-Salibi (The Saljuks State 

as an Islamic Project aginst the Crusaders). first edition, Iqra' 

Foundation for Publication and Distribution and Translation, 

 



 

 

23 

Cairo,Egypt.  

AS-Sallabi, Dr. Ali Mohamed (1428 AH - 2007 AD). Gazzawat Ar-

Rasool Salla Allah 'alayhi wa Sallam: Duroos wa 'ibar wa 

Fawa'id (The Prophet Battles: An Important Lessons). first 

edition, Iqra' Foundation for Publication and Distribution and 

Translation, Cairo, Egypt, p. 31. 

 

AS-Sargany, Dr. Ragheb (1431AH - 2010 AD). Akhlaq Al-Huroob fii 

As-Sunnah An-Nabawiyah (War Ethics in the Sunnah). first 

edition, Iqra' Foundation for publication, distribution and 

translation, Cairo, Egypt. 

 

AS-Shahrastani Abu Al-Fath Muhammad ibn Abd al-Karim (1413 AH - 

1992 AD). Al-Millal wa Atahallul (religion communities). Part 1, 

second edition, Dar Al-Kutub Al'ilmiyah, Beirut, Lebanon.  

 

AS-Shamiri, Abdul Wali, (1993). Al-Istrategiyah Al'askariyh li 'asifat 

assahra' (Military Strategy of Desert Storm). second edition, Star 

Press Printing House for Publishing, Cairo, Egypt. 

 

AS-Shanqeeti, Ahmad Al-Ameen (2005). Sharh Al-Mu'alaqat Al-'ashr 

wa Akhbar Shoa’raeha (Interpretation for the ten Odes). Al-

maktabah Al-Asria Brint, Lebanon. 

 

AS-Suyuti, Jalaluddin (1423 AH- 2003 AD). Tareekh Al-Khulafa' 

(History of the Khalifas). first edition, Al-Iman  Library, 

Mansoura, Egypt. 

 

AS-Suyuti, Jalal AD-Din  (1423AH-2003AD). Addurar Al-Manthour 

fee Atafseer bi Al-Ma'thour, part XIII, First edition, Research 

 



 

 

24 

and Islamic Studies Center, Cairo, Egypt. 

ATh-Tha’alibi Abdurrahman ben Mohammad ben Makhluf Abu Zaid 

Al-Maleki (1418 AH – 1997 AD). Al-Jawahir Al-Hisan fii 

Tafseer Al-Koran (Tafseer ATh-Tha’alibi). Dar Ihya' Atturath 

Al-Arabi, Arab History Institute, Beirut, Lebanon. 

 

AT-Tabari, Abu Jafar Muhammad ibn Jarir (n.d) Tabari Tafseer: Jami' 

Al-bayan a'n Ta'weel Ayat Al-Koran. Part 8, Ibn Taymiyyah 

Library, Cairo, Egypt. 

 

AT-Takrurim Nawwaf Hayel (n.d). Al'amaliyyat Al-Istishhadiah fee Al-

Meezan Al-Fiqhi (Martyrdom operations in Islamic 

jurisprudence), (n.p.). 

 

AT-Tayyar, Musa'id bin Suleiman bin Naser (1427 AH). Mafhoom At-

Tafseer wa At-Ta'weel wa At-Tadabur wa Al-Mufassir: (The 

Meaning of: Tafseer, Ta’weel, Understanding and The 

mofassirin). second edition, Dar Ibn aAlJawziy for publishing 

and distribution, Saudi Arabia. 

 

AZ-Zahri, Mohammad bin Saad bin Mani' (1421 AD - 2001 AD). Kitab 

At-Tabaqat Al-Kubra, first Edition, Khanji Library, Cairo, 

Egypt.  

 

AZ-Zawzani, Abu Abdullah Hussein bin Ahmad (1993). Sharh Al-

Mu'alaqat Assab' (Interpretation for the seven Odes). Scientific 

Library for Publishing, Beirut, Lebanon, p. 128. 

 

AZ-Zayyat Ahmad Zaki, (1352 AH - 1933 AD). Jamharat Khutab Al-

Arab fee Osour Al-Arabia azzahirah- Al'ssr Al-Jahilyy wa Sadr 

al-Islam  (Arab Speechs In Jahiliyya and islam). part 1, Mustafa 

 



 

 

25 

Albany Halabi & Sons library and Company Press in Cairo, 

Egypt. 

Cahen, Claude (1995). Islam from its birth until the beginning of the 

Ottoman Empire - from the seventh century until the fifteenth 

century. First Edetion: Dvir, Tel Aviv. 

 

Cover, Avi, (2007 March). “Problems In War Management”. In: The 

Lebanon Second War And After it.  Begin-Sadat Center for 

Strategic Studies, Bar-Ilan University, Ramat Gan, Israel, pp. 7-

11. 

 

Creveld, Martin van (2005). “The Eternal Clausewitz” in: Michael I. 

Handel (ed.), Clausewitz and Modern Strategy. Abingdon: 

Routledge. 

 

Fine, Morris & Himmelfarb, Milton. (1968). American Jewish Year 

Book 1968. Volume 69, The American Jewish Committee, New 

York & The Jewish Publication Society of America, 

Philadelphia. 

 

Fuller, F.C. John (1945). Armament and History. New York, Serlbner .  

Gat, Azar (2000). The sources of the modern military thought. 

Marachot: Israeli Military publication, Tel Aviv. 

 

Gat, Azar (2002). The Evolution of Military Thought: The 20th Century. 

Marachot: Israleli Military Publications,  Tel-Aviv. 

 

Gawrych, Dr. Geroge W. (1996). “The 1973 Arab-Israeli War: The 

Albatross of Decisive Victory.” In Col Jerry D. Morelock (ed). 

Leavenworth Press. (Number 21), Combat Studies Institute, U.S. 

 



 

 

26 

Army Command and General Staff College, Washington, D.C., 

pp. 27-28. 

Ghalloum, Mohammad Hussein (March 1995). “Al-Ihtilal Al-Iraqi: Al-

Mumarasat wa Al-Waqai' min Shahid 'ian” (Iraqi Occupation of 

Kuwait: Events and Behaviors By eyewitness). In: Al-Ghazw Al-

Iraqi li Al-Kuwait: Al-Muqadimat wa Al-Waqai' wa Rudood Al-

Fi'l wa AT-Tada'yat (The Iraqi Ocupation to Koawait: the 

Beginning, the Events, the Reactions and Results). the World of 

Knowledge, pp. 161-162. 

 

Gilbert, Gad (1989). The Stages of Demographic Development in 

Palestine Between 1870-  1987. Moshe Dayan Center for the 

Study of the Middle East and North Africa, Tel-Aviv University, 

Tel-Aviv. 

 

Hitti, Philip. (1996). Tarikh Al-Arab al-Moujaz ( A Summary of Arab 

Histor ). Dar Al-'ilm for millions, Beirut, Lebanon. 

 

Holmes, Terence M. (February 2007). “Planning versus Chaos in 

Clausewitz’s On War”. In: The Journal of StrategicSstudies (vol. 

30, No. 1,). Routledge Taylor & Francis Group.  

 

Howard, Michael (1976). War in European History. Oxford: Oxford 

University Press. 

 

Uri Bar-Yosef (July 2007). “The 1973 War: The Lessoons the we did 

not Lear”. In: Anat, Koritz (editors.): 30 Year after Yom-Kipur 

War. Fibrous Center for Strategic Studies, Tel Aviv University, 

p. 23. 

 

Visco, E.P. “More than You ever wanted to know about Clausewitzian  



 

 

27 

Friction.” In The Cornwalis Group VIII: Analysis for 

Governance And Stability,  Silver Spring, Maryland, U.S.A., pp. 

311-328. 

Wanous, Malik. (February 2012). Muraja'at Kitab- Al-Jidar Al'azil: 

apartheid Israel Al-Muktamil (Reading A Book: The Apartheid 

Wall). Arab Center for Research and Policy Studies, Doha, 

Qatar, p. 1. 

 

Watt, George Montgomery (1409 AH - 1989 AD). “Al-Hamlat As-

Saleebiyah: Tasawurat Mukhtalifah” (Crusades: Another 

Cocepts). In: 800 'am Hattin Salahdin wa Al'amal Al-arabi Al-

Muwahhad (800 Years After hittin). first edition, Dar As-

Shurooq , Cairo, p. 81. 

 

Watts, Barry D. (2004). Clausewitzian Friction and Future War. 

Institute for National Strategic Studies, National Defense 

University, Washington, D.C.  

 

Winograd Commission, the commission examining the events of the 

2006 Lebanon war (January 2008). The Second Lebanon War: 

Final Reckoning. part I, Jerusalem. 

 

 


