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ABSTRACT

This article offers a novel framing for enquiring the deep entanglement between Israel and Western-led global centers of domi-
nation. Moving beyond geopolitical reasonings and historical analogies, it locates this relationship within a dynamic space of ho-
mological correspondence, positioning Israel as its frontier. This space refers to a historicized relationship binding Israel and global
centers through a shared infrapolitical plane underwriting colonial-capitalist modernity. The framing precludes exceptionalizing
Palestine/Israel while carving out space attentive to political continuities, expansions, and frictions. Reflecting on center-frontier
relations and engaging notions of exception, (in)security, and political violence across political geography, critical security studies,
and settler colonial studies, the article reveals two interrelated movements encapsulated in the wave metaphor: one locating Israel
as a wave-edge of intensification and expansion—colonial, territorial, economic, and military—which, second, constantly rever-
berates back into global centers realigning them to its forces. It concludes with notes on homological compression after 7 October

2023 and the destabilization of global order.
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1 | Introduction Research into the deeply intertwined relationship between
Israel and (Western-led) global centers of domination, or empire
(Hardt and Negri 2001), has been extensive across disciplinary
boundaries. A prevalent framework, which can be assumed to
extend horizontally, is deeply invested in enquiring the geostra-
tegic position of Israel eastern the Mediterranean and the piv-
(Beecher 1835, quoted in Turner 1894) otal role it partakes in maintaining primarily Western interests:

Let no man at the East quiet himself and dream of
liberty, whatever may become of the West...Her
destiny is our destiny.
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intelligence gathering and politico-military interventions; pro-
visioning and facilitating trade and regional infrastructures;
development of security technologies and the stimulation of the
war economy, among others. Another framework of exploration,
extending vertically, accentuates historical and political conti-
nuities and analogies between the two, for example, (amending)
European antisemitism, capitalist and settler colonial forma-
tions, constructions of modern nationalism, among others.

Among geographers, there is an increasing methodological
primacy to critically abridge both approaches to advance en-
quiries attendant to historicity, interdisciplinarity, spatialized
power relations, subalternity, and global connections (Jazeel
and Legg 2019). The fusion of these (horizontal and vertical)
framings is well articulated in work that examines the Israeli
regime of colonization through, for example, drawing con-
nections to other settler colonial formations (e.g., Velednitsky
et al. 2020); probing its underlying “imaginative geogra-
phies” (e.g., Gregory 2004); circuits of global innovation econ-
omies (e.g., Tarvainen and Challand 2024); development of
(in)security technologies (e.g., Machold 2024; Musleh 2018);
emulations of surveillance and architectural security models
(e.g., Graham 2011); global chains of militarized extraction (e.g.,
El-Shewy et al. 2025); and Palestinian decolonial struggles (e.g.,
Agha et al. 2024). Despite this, the lack of coherent and thor-
ough framing that binds this relationship engenders generat-
ing certain onto-epistemic and methodological disparities and
inconsistencies. For instance, some work tends to overempha-
size the conditions in Palestine/Israel to an extent of rendering
them exceptional; others may narrowly depict relatively linear
and unidirectional channels of exchanges, complicities, or em-
ulations; or drawing broad and generic analogies, for example,
colonialism, capitalism, militarism. Consequently, this elevates
prospects that downplay the deep and dynamic affinity between
Israel and global centers, endowing them with (some degree of)
distance and exteriority, or perpetuates temporal disjunctions
that restrain these relationships to past formations while omit-
ting the immanence of the (colonial) present.

This paper suggests a preliminary framing that aims at safe-
guarding from these perceived shortcomings by synthesizing
the (vertical and horizontal) approaches in a way that accom-
modates a multiplicity of relations (political, economic, military,
cultural) across various registers (imaginative, affective, mate-
rial), and importantly, inserts them in a dynamic (vortical) space
that allows tracing multiple flows, continuities, expansions, and
frictions in a historical and historicized manner. In other words,
the article introduces a methodology that blurs spatial boundar-
ies to forge a vibrant interdisciplinary space capable of tracing
past-present(—future?) global dynamics and affinities as they
circulate across multiple milieus and temporalities. It does so by
conceiving an immanent space of homological correspondence
wherein Israel is positioned as its frontier.

Drawing on the concept of homology as theorized by philoso-
phers Shaj Mohan and Divya Dwivedi (2019), the homological
space here refers to a shared originary foundation and under-
lying principles and the ways in which they propel distinct con-
structions. Unlike analogy, which they understand as a space
of comparative juxtaposition between things obtaining different
“natures,” homology “intimates us of the nature common to

dissimilar things such that we may construct ever new objects
from the familiar” (Mohan and Dwivedi 2019, 79). Accordingly,
if analogies are about coincidence, juxtaposition, and compar-
ison between parallel positioned things for extrapolating (par-
tial) similitude, homologies are about “kinds and degrees of
articulations ... secreted in things” (Mohan and Dwivedi 2019,
78-79). Homology thus summons a more qualified language
of difference: of degrees, volumes, continuities, intensities, ex-
pansions/regressions, mutations, modulations, etc. Along such
understanding, the paper perceives a homological affinity, or a
“bloodline” (Mohan and Dwivedi 2019, 79) extending between
Israel and global centers of domination. Specifically, this ho-
mological space is comprised of a what I term as the infrapo-
litical plane underwriting colonial-capitalist modernity and its
overlapping formative pillars: civilizational/racial supremacy,
notions of “progress,” accumulation and expansion, as well as
various modes of conquest, destruction, extraction, and elimi-
nation imbricated in them. Homological correspondence, thus,
is a space of immanent flows that binds Israel and global centers
through an originary infrapolitical plane projecting differing ar-
ticulations and expressions “from the familiar.”

The positioning of Israel as the frontier of the homological space
denotes distinct spatiotemporal articulations. Informed by var-
ious literature on the colonial/capitalist frontier, the frontier
here is understood as a space of overwhelming deregulation,
forceful expansion, excessive violence, and acceleration of so-
ciopolitical processes (see Imamura 2015; Schetter and Miiller-
Koné 2021; Tsing 2024). At the same time, the frontier is also a
space of diffusion and blurring wherein “frontier assemblages”
(Cons and Eilenberg 2019) exceed (the monopoly of) state bod-
ies and functionaries to include a multiplicity of state and non-
state actors: “legitimate and illegitimate partners: armies and
bandits; gangsters and corporations; builders and despoilers”
(Tsing 2024, 27). Indeed, the frontier is a space of indistinction,
intermixing, hybridity, and confusion (Franklin 2007; Korf
and Raeymaekers 2013). As an unruly elastic force field of dif-
fusion, expansion, and intensification the frontier thus escapes
straight line demarcations and boundary distinctions (of insides
and outsides) and operates through “depth” (Weizman 2004).
Such conceptualization of the frontier largely aligns with Anna
Tsing's (2024, 28, 31) theorization of the frontier as a transgres-
sive energized “edge” of space and time—*“a zone of not yet-not
yet mapped, not yet regulated.” However, inserted in the ho-
mological space, the frontier's dynamic unfolding is grasped
in qualified forms, not only as forceful, interruptive, fractious
space but also as a site of proliferation/diminution and expan-
sion/regression that exceeds itself. As such, the frontier does not
only imply an edge of the “not yet” codified and mapped but
also forges the possibility that it “will not” or “might not” be
codified/mapped.

Furthermore, the article synergizes frontier-center relations
within the homological space as means to denote the dynamic
ways in which they correspond to one another. As histories of
settler colonialism show, the relations between the lawless-
ness, excess, and intensification of frontiers and that of the rel-
atively restrained, ordered, and regulated centers are neither
stable nor confined to their places of actualization, but exhume
continuities and overlaps, as well as frictions and reverbera-
tions (Grandin 2019; Turner 1894). Importantly, these frictions
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are not as much political (because they share an infrapolit-
ical plane) as they fall within the realm of political physics:
varying speeds, rhythms, velocities, densities, and constel-
lations.! In fact, the colonial center's tendency to regulate,
control, and guide the agitated frontier forces, together with
native resistances to them, is what instigates motion and dy-
namism within the homological space engendering new topo-
logical constructions, modulations, and mutations. It is within
these dynamics that the article envisions the Israeli frontier
as a wave-edge (Turner 1894), an intensified centrifugal force
of conquest, which immanently and persistently reverberates
back in variable velocities, shakes off, clashes with, intermixes,
and rearranges the “depth” of colonial centers. In this reshuf-
fling, crucially, the flows filling the homological space are con-
stantly stirred in a way that global centers are progressively
sucked up by the Israeli frontier, further aligning them with
frontier forces and centers of gravity, with their “destiny” (to
use Beecher's [1835] words).

To illustrate this thesis, the article draws on a wide body of lit-
erature that critically probes notions of coloniality, (in)security,
political violence, and resistance across the fields of political
geography, critical security studies, and settler colonial studies.
Based on that, it interweaves a methodological narrative en-
capsulating various political flows and expressions of colonial
othering, exception and warfare as they circulate, reverberate,
mutate, and modulate across the Israeli frontier and global cen-
ters. The first section recounts frontier-center entwinements
as they unfold/ed in two sites: the American westward and the
Israeli eastward frontier expansions. It highlights how the fron-
tier's intensified, blurred, and diffused eliminatory velocities lie
in tension with but immanently circulate and expand in colonial
centers. The second section scales up these frontier-center dy-
namics through examining three reverberations in which Israeli
amplified states of enmity, (in)security, exception, and the ways
to overcome them, constantly expand on a global scale. Based
on that, the section introduces the concept of homological cor-
respondence as a corrective critique to the prevalent “laboratory
thesis” and proposes the wave metaphor as an adaptation of
Césaire's (2000) “boomerang effect” reconfigured and attuned
to contemporary globalized political formations. The concluding
section extrapolates the ways in which at the wake of 7 October
2023 Palestinian attack, and the succeeding genocidal war in
Palestine, the homological space underwent an abrupt process
of compression accelerating the destabilization of the global lib-
eral order.

2 | Homological Correspondence: Between
Westward and Eastward Frontier Expansions

2.1 | Westward Frontier

Frederick Jackson Turner's (1894) frontier thesis clings to a use-
ful analytical opening as far as the interrelation between colo-
nial centers and frontiers is concerned. Speaking in the context
of American frontier closure in the early 1890s, Turner (1894)
stressed that American institutions, or the processes of
Americanization, are primarily furnished by the forces of west-
ward frontier expansion (so called “Wild West”) which compels
institutions in the East:

..to adapt themselves to the changes of an expanding
people—to the changes involved in crossing a
continent, in winning a wilderness, and in developing
at each area of this progress out of the primitive
economic and political conditions of the frontier into

the complexity of city life.

Stripping Turner's thesis from its colonial underpinnings—that
is, of its teleological colonial triumphalism of Western civiliza-
tional “progress” (see Franklin 2007; Limerick 2006)—leaves us
with a useful politicophysical disposition encapsulated in the
wave metaphor. The elasticity of the westward frontier expan-
sion, Turner (1894) argues, takes the shape of “the outer edge
of the wave” that clashes with native peoples and geographies,
while immanently rolling back into the “depth” of colonial
centers in the East: “American social development has been
continually beginning over again on the frontier.” Critically un-
packing the wave-edge metaphor, the various westward frontier
outposts come to exhibit varying forms and intensities of con-
quest of the native peoples, geography, and the environment.
They assume different theological and biological doctrines, for
example, German germ theory, Manifest Destiny (Gomez 2018;
Turner 1894); differing modes of extraction and capital accu-
mulation, for example, pastoral, mining, trade, agriculture
(Rasmussen and Lund 2018); technological and mythological
inventions (Slotkin 2000); and sociopolitical subjectivities, for
example, “rugged character,” “libertarianism,” “pioneership,”
(Billington and Ridge 2001; Lamar and Thompson 1981).
These wave-edges and the various assemblages they incorpo-
rate, importantly, constantly reverberate back eastward, re-
shuffling, and remaking the ideas and systems that constitute
American life.

Like other (settler) colonial endeavors, the colonial East (and
before it, European metropoles) has been immensely mobi-
lized in sustaining and incentivizing westward frontier ex-
pansion through extensive supply of various support lines:
political, military, economic, territorial, logistical, infrastruc-
tural, etc. (Grandin 2019; Harris 2000). Yet this support is far
from being a harmonious, uniform, unidirectional, or lin-
ear process. Rather, it is imbued with endemic tensions that
arise given the tendency of colonial centers to limit, regulate,
and guide the volatility and unruliness of frontier outposts
(Turner 1894). These tensions, immanent to histories of colo-
nialism more broadly, are often instigated, for example, when
colonial metropoles seek to avoid abrupt expansion that is hard
to sustain, supervise, or secure; to regulate and stabilize the
economy; to circumvent wars between settler societies or with
other colonial powers; to alternate or mitigate the intensity
of pacification or eliminatory strategies against indigenous
populations; or combinations between them (see Beaule 2017;
Billington and Ridge 2001; Grandin 2019). These tensions can
be understood as an ebb and flow of frictions oscillating be-
tween what Achille Mbembe (2019) abridges as the two bodies
that lay at the heart of modern democracy: the “solar” body
of the colonial center (of order, control, and rule of law) and
the “nocturnal” body of the colonial frontier (of lawlessness,
exception, and excessive violence). Accordingly, entrusted (or
entrusting itself) with conquest on multiple levels—to over-
come civilizational and racialized “incompatibility” of native
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peoples, their bodies, cultures, and environment—the frontier
is presupposed and inhabited by a state of permanent excep-
tion, a state that is further amplified when faced with native
populations' resistance (Woolford et al. 2014).

Crucially, however, is that the solar center and the nocturnal
frontier are not external, neither do they lie in opposition to one
another. Rather they retain a space of homological correspon-
dence that is instituted on a shared infrapolitical plane, and
albeit acquiring differential constellations, mutations, or intensi-
ties they extend and expand through one another. As such, these
tensions do not imply differential politics as far as native popula-
tions and geographies are concerned, but more of politicophysi-
cal ones: speeds, intensities, densities, and topologies. It is these
very (politicophysical) tensions at play between the two ends of
the colonial continuum, as well as native resistances to them,
are what grants the colonial apparatus its motion and dyna-
mism—the sparking off the “wave-edge's” circular orbit. These
turbulent flows filling the homological space, importantly, are
constantly and increasingly swept by the frontier's centrifugal
force, with its vast geographies to conquer, natural resources to
extract (and exterminate as was the case with the buffalos of the
plains), social and material (native) worlds to eliminate and re-
place. In short, the space of homological correspondence is over-
powered by the force vectors of frontier expansion, and whose
perpetual reverberations progressively align the colonial center
in the east with its westward frontier forces, its “destiny.”

The closure of the westward frontier expansion, as Greg Grandin
(2019) convincingly argues, has also diminished its workings as
a “safety valve” for externalizing domestic contradictions and
tensions within American settler society (political, economic,
and social), denoting a frontier turning inwards and the rise of
“the border” as the new American myth.

2.2 | Eastward Frontier

Similar dynamics of homological correspondence underwrite
Israel's (Zionist) settler colonial project and its ongoing eastward
expansion in Palestine. Creatively drawing on the work of an-
thropologist Victor Turner, Eilat Maoz (2020, 9-10) summons
a distinction between Israel's colonial center (codified through
ethnic cleansing in 1948) and its frontier expansion in the oc-
cupied Palestinian territory (oPt) since 1967, by conceptualizing
the latter as a “ritual process,” wherein

... the marginal status of the society is distinguished
from the life of the collective in spaces and times of
routine. Theritual bringssociety togetherinaliminal
situation, with the inversion of the categories and
with the exception: the low becomes the high, the
impure becomes sacred and the forbidden becomes
permitted. Through the inversion and collapse of
the categories, the ritual creates the conditions
for change and transition ... the ceremony creates
a powerful sensation of “we are all one” through

violent transgression.
(author's translation)

The inversion of the categories, the application of permanent
exception, and the violent transgression at play in the fron-
tier are not external to the colonial apparatus, rather its deep
inside, a “ritual” that re-makes the colonial body, its coming
together as “we are all one.” Crucially, such “ritual” operates
through outward volumetric expansion whereby Israeli colonial
assemblages (Ghantous 2020) take on Palestinian bodies and
landscapes as its object of elimination and replacement trans-
fusing every aspect of life (Salamanca 2022). Here, it is not only
the inversion of the categories that takes place—for example,
permitting excessive violence often forbidden in the center—
but the very blurring of the categories altogether, for example,
between the public and private, the military and the civilian.
Eyal Weizman (2004) aptly captures such blurring when stress-
ing that

... frontier violence is never confined to organized
armies or to guerrilla fighters. The struggle redefines
every act of living, settling, extracting, harvesting, or
trading as violence itself. The settler of a frontier zone
is a militarized and often armed civilian; military
action is often carried out in the midst of and against
civilian population, resistance to it is carried out or

assisted by entire populations.

Indeed, the bullring of the categories in the frontier is epito-
mized in the metamorphic figure of the armed settler. It swiftly
mutates across the civilian-belligerent dichotomy taking up
multiple roles, at times synchronically, including: networks
of political movements (Shaw-Smith 1994), vigilante activities
and underground terror groups (Gazit 2015), civilianized and
hybridized policing and surveillance roles (Ghantous 2023a),
a range of “expert” settler NGOs (that mimic liberal NGOs)
seeking to advance frontier expansion (Griffiths 2023), among
others. Importantly, these frontier forces embody an amplified
sense of insecurity and victimization whose intensification in
recent years reached a point of inversion—depicting settlers as
the “native victims” and the Palestinians as “colonial aggres-
sors”—accompanied by an unwavering desire for immediate
frontier closure (Perugini and Gordon 2015). This, in turn,
transformed any signification of Palestinianness in the fron-
tier zone—bodies, landscapes, built environment, and any
movement in space—to constitute imminent security threats,
as acts of “terrorism” or an “infiltration” into the “Land of
Israel” (referring to historic Palestine, and perhaps beyond)
(Ghantous 2023a).

Again, these intensified frontier dynamics and forces do not
imply differential politics from those at play in the colonial
center. As far as Palestine and the Palestinians are concerned,
as I explicated elsewhere (Ghantous 2023b), both ends of the
Israeli colonial spectrum are instituted on the same infrapo-
litical plane: the shoehorning of a biblical narrative into a
modern political project; Jewish supremacy and exclusive
sovereignty; a victimized mindset that demands indefinite
militarization; and the settler colonial logics of territorial ex-
pansion, elimination and replacement (see also Jamal 2017;
Sabbagh-Khoury 2024). However, frontier forces assume a po-
liticophysical distinction marked by excess, intensity, speed,
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and accelerated velocities. Unlike the gradual, calculated and
creeping management of Palestinian erasure orchestrated by
Israeli public institutions of the colonial center—that is, legis-
lative, judicial, and military institutions—the frontier's force
inhabits an affective impetus that seeks to intensify and accel-
erate Palestinian erasure and frontier closure (Ghantous and
Joronen 2022). It is these politicophysical tensions that insti-
gate a stirring up of wave-like flows that extend between the
Israeli colonial center and frontier, gradually reshuffling and
reconfiguring the former in the direction of the latter's sweep-
ing forces—its “destiny.”

Indeed, Israeli frontier forces have been constantly reshuffling
their center across political, legal, economic, and geographical
domains (Bar-Tal and Shnell 2014). Over the last few years, how-
ever, and with the Israeli frontier closure becoming more immi-
nent than ever, frontier forces have been increasingly turning
inwards and consuming the Israeli colonial center (Leshem and
Bagelman 2023). Especially since the rise to power of Jewish
Power and Religious Zionism parties in 2022, the space of ho-
mological correspondence started undergoing a process of com-
pression. In this process, the liberal Zionist apparatus that has
for long managed and calibrated frontier forces started losing
its power in favor of its mutated flipside: a far-right Messianic
force that seeks immediate elimination and frontier closure
(Ghantous 2023b; Plasse-Couture 2013). This compression
also diminished the frontier's capacity to operate as a “safety
valve” (Grandin 2019), reflected in exacerbating domestic fric-
tions and tensions within Israeli settler society. The Israeli
far-right's impetus to intensify violence against Palestinians
as a means to accelerate frontier closure—best epitomized in
Israeli Finance Minister Bezalel Smotrich's Decisive Plan—en-
tailed a campaign to reduce the powers of bodies perceived as
“hindering” their (politicophysical) objectives, especially the
Israeli High Court that regulates and calibrates colonial vio-
lence (Ghantous 2023b). For liberal Zionism, this meant strip-
ping their regime of colonization of its colonial subjectivity that
rested on a civilizational discourse of rule of law, separation
of powers, rational thinking, “defensive” (and “moral”) army,
etc. These tensions were also conjoined with the boomerang-
ing of oppressive measures formerly reserved for the frontier
zone inside the Greenline targeting Israeli-Jewish dissidents,
albeit less intensely (see Ghantous et al. 2026). However, the 7
October attacks, unprecedented in scale and intensity, did not
only put this rift on hold but instigated a movement in which
the Israeli colonial center almost completely morphed with its
frontier forces, the result of which is the unleashing of a geno-
cidal war.

3 | Global Reverberations: Israel as a Frontier

The history of Zionist settlement in Palestine is dense with out-
right expressions situating Israel as a frontier (buffer zone, out-
post, epicenter, etc.) of global centers of domination (see, e.g.,
Herzl 1896, 13; Kayyali 1977, 106). Such positioning, however, re-
mains on rhetorical and descriptive levels rather than analytical
ones. A recent article by Palestinian scholar Tariq Dana (2024a,
166) furthers such analyses when referring to Israeli conquest
in Palestine:

. as a poignant microcosm encapsulating almost
every extremist and reactionary aspect of the global
order of tyranny and structural oppression that has
been defined by centuries of colonialism, imperialism,
exploitation, and world wars.

Despite drawing this continuity, Dana's article advances the ar-
gument that Israeli settler colonialism should be treated as an
exceptional case, referring to historical and ideological distinc-
tions—most notably, the absence of a central metropole and the
“unique” character of Zionisim, which intertwines biblical my-
thology with militarized nationalism. The clear tension evident
here—between “continuity” and “exception”—stems from the
deployment of an “analogical” framing discussed earlier, espe-
cially the way in which it establishes temporal disjunction when
referring to Israeli settler colonialism as the world's last remain-
ing and incomplete such project (Dana 2024a, 169). Placing the
relationship between Israel and global centers in a homological
framing helps resolve this tension: Israel is not exceptional but
obtains specificities and distinctions (political, historical, etc.)
and produces different constellations and constructions which,
crucially, are molded from the same infrapolitical plane. In such
framing, the extreme states of Israeli constellations are grasped
in the notion of the frontier, not as contained standalone site but
as space of proliferation that reverberates back into global cen-
ters of domination. It is these global reverberations that this sec-
tion delves into through enquiring the notions of legal exception,
(in)security and warfare, and frontierity.

3.1 | Reverberation I: Legal Exception

Legal exception is a major characteristic that has accompanied
(and continues to accompany) Zionist settlement in Palestine
throughout the last century: from paving its way to establish
a Jewish state in Palestine through ethnic cleansing to its pro-
longed colonial domination, dispossession, and expansion in the
oPt since 1967, up to its current ongoing genocidal war. Zionist/
Israeli exception, however, should not be understood as merely
analogical to past colonial formations, but as a homological con-
tinuity and an expansion. As legal scholar Noura Erakat (2024,
2) points out, since the Balfor Declaration in 1917 and the des-
ignation of Palestine as a site for a Jewish homeland, the British
administration classified the mandate as sui generis, which
means “unlike any other,” wherein “no existing legal prec-
edent or analogy can properly remedy the situation.” By that,
the British colonial rule granted itself, and later the Israeli state
“the authority to create new law where, it insists, no appropriate
framework exists” (Erakat 2024, 2). Exception, Erakat (2024, 2)
concludes, “characterizes Israel's relationship to law historically
and, in the present” (see also Erakat 2019).

Operating along a bottomless mobilization of fear, victimhood,
and militarization—often encapsulated in slogans of “existen-
tial threat” and the “right for self-defense”—exception provides
the baseline from which Israel comes to play an entrepreneurial
role (or “pioneering” role) of pushing the limits of global frame-
works regarding the rules of war. An exclusive focus on the “im-
punity” of Israeli violations in international arenas thus fails to
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account for the “resounds” wherein these violations reverberate
on a global scale and come to be normalized, justified, legalized,
or emulated. Lisa Hajjar (2016) aptly shows how Israeli practices
such as torture and the targeted assassination doctrine have be-
come “‘the new custom’ for wars against stateless enemies,” later
adapted by other (mostly Western) countries in the context of the
“war on terror” (see also Jones 2021). Crucial here is that Israel
does not disregard existing legal frameworks; it rather engages
them through pushing their limits, exceeding them, and pro-
viding them with new interpretations. Hajjar (2016) illustrates
this through the words of Daniel Reisner, who headed the Israeli
military's International Law Division (ILD) until 2005 regarding
“targeted killing” doctrine, when stating

We defended policy that is on the edge ... In that sense,
ILD isabody that restrains action, but does not stop it ...
What we are seeing now is a revision of international
law ... International law progresses through violations.
We invented the targeted assassination thesis and we
had to push it. At first there were protrusions that
made it hard to insert easily into the legal molds.
Eight years later it is in the center of the bounds of

legitimacy.
(emphasis added)

3.2 | Reverberation II: (In)Security and Warfare

Alongside, and in overlap with, stretching the frameworks of
the laws of war, Israel also pushes the limits of the conduct of
warfare and (the liberal way of) political violence more broadly.
Embodying the colonial phantasy of purity, Israel has lodged
the Palestinians in a zero-sum game providing them no other
choice but to “disappear,” committing itself to an eternal war
(Joronen 2025; Salamanca et al. 2012). This translates into an
everexpanding development of eliminatory methods, technol-
ogies, and techniques, wherein any form of Palestinian resis-
tance—armed or otherwise—is perceived as a security threat,
an act of “terror,” to be tackled with varying intensities of vio-
lence (Bhungalia 2024; Gordon 2008). Central to this is a broad-
ened notion of (in)security that takes on different articulations
(real or manipulated, affective or imaginative) transfuse whole
milieus (political, economic, cultural, and geographical), as-
sumes multiple objects (demographic, territorial, architectural,
etc.), and postulates various temporalities—perpetual, pre-
ventive, preemptive (see Ghantous 2020; Joronen 2021; Zureik
et al. 2011). In turn, this instills Palestinians in a state of im-
minent insecurity that permeates all aspects and domains
of their life—spatial, temporal, bodily, affective, and sen-
sory—but which they always navigate and resist (see Dader
and Joronen 2025; Hammami 2019; Peteet 2017; Puar 2017;
Shalhoub-Kevorkian 2016).

Underlying such expansive and intensified regime of (in)se-
curity and violence is a deep engagement with what Deleuze
and Guattari (1987, 421) refer to as the double investment in
the war economy: in war equipment, industry and technolo-
gies, and “the investment of variable capital in the population
in its physical and mental aspects (both as warmaker and as

victim of war).” In other words, Israel's regime of control is insti-
tuted on, and nurtured by, the coupling of a military-industrial
complex (Saldanha 2017) and a military-cultural complex
(Kimmerling 2005). Naturally, the former would not have been
possible without the immense political and economic support
by Western countries and the tight collaboration with major
weapon companies (primarily the USA), in conjunction with
free trade agreements and processes of security privatization
(Hever 2018). At present, the Israeli military industry has be-
come among the leading industries worldwide, transforming
the burdens of upholding prolonged military domination into
a beneficial project: a primary engine of capital generation and
accumulation, a significant share of employment, and the de-
velopment, testing, and export of technological know-how and
weaponry (Dana 2024b; Gordon 2009; Machold 2024). As the
“war on terror” era reconfigures warfare into perpetual bat-
tles—where capital accumulation, (in)security, and warfare
operate simultaneously (Buchanan 2006)—the Israeli military—
industrial complex stands as one of its most advanced embodi-
ments, formations, and suppliers.

On the other hand, the Israeli military-cultural-complex as-
sumes similar intensified formation instituted on a long history
of (real, imagined, or manufactured) victimization and fear
mobilizations, for example, European persecution and the ho-
locaust; Palestinian refugees’ return and claiming back their
lands/homes; Palestinian armed resistance; invasion by coun-
tries or guerilla movements in the region, among many others
(Shalhoub-Kevorkian 2015). Such states, moreover, amplified
during periods of heightened escalations, especially since the
Palestinian militarized resistance of the second intifada (2000-
2005) onward, to an extent that fear, vigilance, and suspicion
became immanent states that shape routines, perceptions of ob-
jects/subjects, and navigation of the environment (Ochs 2011).
Importantly, such states of imminent (in)security and hypervig-
ilance are central to identity formation among Israeli Jews, both
as victims of (often yet to come) “terror” or of possible territorial-
demographic “replacement” (i.e., Palestinian refugees’ return)
(Abulof 2014; Ochs 2011), and as warmakers—(obligatory) mili-
tary conscription and reserve duty, and a wide range of civilian-
ized belligerent forms (Kimmerling 2005).

Driven by formal and informal processes of state deregulation
and security outsourcing over the last three decades, these later
civilianized formations multiplied and expanded significantly,
furthering the blurring of categorical distinctions, primarily
between the civilian and the combatant, with the former in-
creasingly consumed by the latter. Today, Israel's regime of
(in)security operates across public-civilianized colonial contin-
uum:an extensive military apparatus; hybridized security forma-
tions such as civilian police and civilian squads (Ghantous 2020;
Grassiani and Gazit 2023); private military/security companies
(HPCR 2008); various vigilante groups and far-right settler
NGOS (Ghantous 2023a; Perugini and Gordon 2015); and more
“popularized” security roles of Israeli citizens who are increas-
ingly subject to mass armament campaigns and directives by the
Israel Police (Arslan 2024). This in turn extends and intensifies
state racialized surveillance and eliminatory logics and normal-
izes extreme levels of violence. In such extensive investment in
warfare and war-like relations, Israel comes to inhabit an inten-
sified state of what Paul Virilio terms pure war—but not only as
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the permanent mobilization of war that permeates and shapes
society, politics, and technology, but also its perpetual imple-
mentation (Virilio and Lotringer 2008; see also Collins 2010).

However, Israel's multilayered regime of (in)security and vio-
lence is not aberrations of the global liberal regime, but its deep
inside, an aggressive and transgressive “ritual” that remakes
it. Already in the late 1970s, Gille Deleuze (1998a, 24) aptly
captured the global centrality of Israel's political violence and
Palestinian resistance:

The Israel-Palestine model is the determinant in
current problems of terrorism, even in Europe. The
worldwide understanding among states and the
organization of a world police force with worldwide
jurisdiction, currently underway, necessarily leads
to an expansion in which more and more people are
considered virtual “terrorists” ... Today, the state of
Israel leads the experimentation. It is establishing a
model of repression that will be converted for other

countries, adapted by other countries. There is a great

deal of continuity in its politics ...
(emphasis added)

In fact, such “continuity” and “expansion” pertain to the very
term of “terrorism” which was first coined and mobilized in rela-
tion to the Palestinian Liberation Movement (PLO) in the 1960s
(Stampnitzky 2014). Since then, however, it gradually gained
momentum to denote heightened essentialized dehumaniza-
tion and delegitimization of the Palestinian resistance and ex-
panded onto other othered political causes. Concomitantly, the
state of exception also expanded justifying a multitude of (ex-
cessive) means of violence. This double expansion further in-
tensified during the ‘war on terror’ era transpiring on a global
scale and is well encapsulated in Stephen Graham's (2011) “new
military urbanism” wherein global centers are increasingly
infused in ware-like relations. These securitized landscapes,
Graham (2011, xviii) emphasizes, are instituted on similar ideas
(or infrapolitics) underlying “aggressive colonial and resource
wars” elsewhere, particularly in Palestine, whereby:

Israeli expertise in population control is sought by
those planning security operations for international
events in the West ... aggressive and militarized
policing at public demonstrations and social
mobilizations in London, Toronto, Paris and New
York are now starting to utilize the same “non-lethal
weapons” as Israel's army in Gaza or Jenin ... many of
the techniques used to fortify enclaves in Baghdad or
permanently lockdown civilians in Gaza and the West
Bank are being sold around the world as cutting-edge
and combat-proven “security solutions” by corporate
coalitions linking Israeli, US and other companies

and states.

Indeed, the Israeli (in)security model, produced and emit-
ted across a public-civilianized colonial continuum can be
seen as (intensified) expansions of similar security configu-
rations on a global scale. The acceleration state of militarism,
boost in defense budgets, military privatization and outsourc-
ing are all increasingly pertinent features in global centers
(Kubilius 2025; Leander 2013; Stern and Strand 2024). At the
same time, military interventions and asymmetrical wars are
instituted on similar racialized processes and temporal security
rhythms—perpetual pacification, prevention and preemption
(Buchanan 2006; Massumi 2015; Mbembe 2019). Also similar
civilianized policing constellations are increasingly evident in
security authorities' appeal to citizens to serve as their “eyes and
ears,” converting them into surveillance agents in spaces such
as public transportation (e.g., Emerson 2019), airports and bor-
ders (e.g., Bjorgo and Mares§ 2019). A similar “bottom-up” form
of vigilante organizations taken by (rights-bearing) citizens are
also increasingly proliferating in global centers, from neighbor-
hood watch groups (e.g., Low 2004) to right-wing civil society
organizations and (white-)supremacist vigilante groups (e.g.,
Valayden and Moore 2025). In turn, frontier characteristics—
that is, inversion, exception, and blurring—are also increasingly
permeating and expanding in global centers. Israel's regime of
colonization in Palestine, thus, projects a higher intensity of (in)
security diffusion and multiplication in the era of “permanent”
(Neocleous 2014), “immanent” (Bratich 2006), and “every-
where” (Gregory 2011) war.

3.3 | Reverberation III: Frontierity

Looking through homology, as a space and a lens, the “geopolit-
ical” comes to be understood as a relatively fixed, reductive, and
controlled expression of the “infrapolitical.” It overemphasizes
metric and state-centric approaches of logical reasonings, strat-
egizing, and calculations, while overlooking deeper political,
economic, and social entanglements on which it is instituted:
colonial frontierity. Accordingly, whether the foci is the fossil
fuel industry (Malm 2025), US strategies for global domination
(Hanieh 2013), the Israeli lobby (Mearsheimer and Walt 2008),
or the war economy (Halper 2015), the immense US support to
Israel lies in a deeper plane wherein “the United State rediscov-
ered in Israel an aspect of its own history: the extermination of
the Indians” (Deleuze 1998b, 31). Put differently, both Israel and
the US (and global centers) embody the coupling of capitalist
and (settler) colonial frontierity, of a racialized conquest driven
by imperatives, logics, and desires to open up new milieus: for
settlement, extraction, elimination, and accumulation. Gilles
Deleuze (1998b, 31-32) well articulated such (settler) colonial-
capitalist synchronicity when stating that

Marxist analysis reveals the two complementary
movements of capitalism: constantly to impose the
limits, within which it develops and exploits its own
system; and always to push these limits further back,
to exceed them in order to begin its own foundation
once again on a larger and more intense scale. Pushing
back limits was the act of American capitalism, the
American dream, taken up by Israel and the dream
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I of Greater Israel on Arab territory, and on the backs
of Arabs.

This coupling finds great resonance with Glen Coulthard's (2014)
(re)conceptualization of the Marxist notion of “primitive accu-
mulation,” not as an event but as an ongoing process of colo-
nial expansion. In contemporary late capitalist globalization,
“primitive accumulation” (re)turns inward by taking “the pe-
riphery straight to the centre, and the frontier between the First
and Third worlds starts running through the middle of world
cities” (Weizman 2003). This inaugurates “interior frontiers”
that mark the distinction between those who obtain a place,
the “good citizens,” vis-a-vis those who “are superfluous and
have no place ... subject, refugee, migrant” (Stoler 2022, xvii).
Thus, by extending and entrenching nexuses between othering,
exception, security, territorial capture, and the rise of new re-
gimes of accumulation (e.g., “accumulation by dispossession,”
military/cultural-industrial complexes), more segments of so-
ciety come to be portrayed as “out of place,” “dangerous,” un-
desired, undeserving, or “surplus” (Lloyd and Wolfe 2015; see
also Abourahme 2018). It is within these dynamics that settler
colonialism finds deep continuity with present-day racialized
neoliberal logics, in the shared imperative of managing oth-
ered populations—the native, the Black, the Muslim, the ref-
ugee, the unemployed, etc.—and the opening of new frontiers.

The positioning of Israel as a frontier of global centers of dom-
ination, thus, stems from the multiple layers and intensified
states of frontierity it manages toward erasing the “Palestine
question” (Said 1992) across its seven geographies: the West
Bank, Gaza, Jerusalem, inside Israel, in exile, in prisons, and
the isthmus space between life and death (Al-Shaikh 2024).
Indeed, Israel synchronically manages various frontiers that
assume shifting eliminatory intensities: from the “low frontier-
ity” against Palestinian citizens of Israel—that is, exclusion-
ary laws and regulations in citizenship, zoning and planning,
economy, policing, etc. (Rouhana and Sabbagh-Khoury 2015;
Sa'di 2016)—to the exponential intensification of frontierity
against Palestinian “residents” in Jerusalem (Garbett 2023;
Hastings 2023) and stateless subjects in the West Bank (Joronen
and Griffiths 2019; Salamanca 2022), all the way up to the elim-
inatory management of the most accomplished form of mass
warehousing of the Gaza Strip (Englert and Bhattacharyya 2024;
Veracini 2019). Another frontier is one that radiates outward
the geography of Palestine, and which stretches from border
control fortification preventing Palestinian refugees from re-
turning to their lands, to that of political and military opera-
tion aiming at pacifying and fragmenting regional powers
(state and nonstate alike). This goes hand in hand with deep
regional investment in maintaining, provisioning, and benefit-
ting from the circulation and extraction of goods (primarily oil
and gas) for (principally, Western) capitalist interests (see, e.g.,
Hanieh 2013; Malm 2025). Intrinsic to these frontiers is a tech-
nological one. Born out of frontier impunity and management
of racialized populations devoid of rights, Israel's technologi-
cal advancement in security technologies (and their potential
dual-use) is maintained by and benefits from a wide range of
global networks: private and public military apparatuses, gov-
ernmental aid, high-tech corporations, venture capitalists,
procurement deals, among others (Dana 2024b; Tarvainen and

Challand 2024). This technological frontier, however, exceeds
economic frontierity when operating as a key pillar in Israeli
“civilizational” discourse of innovation and “progress,” how-
ever, not as a “start-up nation” but as a “start-up nationalism”
(Getzoff 2020) that inflicts “hell” (Tarvainen 2022).

In its efforts to manage these multilayered frontiers, Israel, and
through gradually pushing the politico-legal limits, constantly
develops and suggests new “solutions” to various questions:
How to empty a territory? How to secure (certain) bodies and
spaces? How to advance an exclusive ethnonationalist polity?
How to manage “surplus” populations? How to dispossess a peo-
ple or keep them “at bay”? and how to pacify or deplete various
forms of resistance by (“terrorist”) states, guerilla movements,
popular uprisings? It is in the management of these frontiers
(through surmounting limits) where global centers “rediscover,”
or rather “recover,” themselves in and through Israel. It provides
answers to corresponding questions, such as how to reclaim the
imagined phantasy of a “pure nation”? How to empty a territory
(from gentrification projects to the Dakota pipelines)? How to
fragment a space? How to manage, police, pacify, or get rid of
undesired, dissident, and “dangerous” populations (including
keeping them at bay at the Mexican border or the Libyan coast, or
worse, let or make them sink in the Mediterranean)? and What
technological solutions are there to “solve” these political prob-
lems? Sharing an infrapolitical plane clustered around notions
of supremacy, othering, “progress,” accumulation, and political
violence, Israel suggests an intensified and intensifying node, a
condensed frontierity within global centers of domination.

Last, and as previously stated, the space of homological corre-
spondence is imbued with (politicophysical) frictions. In this
case, they translate into global centers’ constant efforts to reg-
ulate or restrain Israel: not to surpass international law too
much and too abruptly; not to inflict excessive violence for too
long; not to allow vigilante settlers to fully vandalize and burn
Palestinian villages; not to nullify the two-state threshold and
surpass it suddenly and unexpectedly, etc. It is through these
frictions that we see the temporary destabilization of the ho-
mological space and the gradual reconfiguration of global cen-
ters in closer alignment with their Israeli frontier's forces. Such
conceptualization prompts a corrective critique to the prevalent
“laboratory thesis” (e.g., Weizman 2017) prone to be drawn
into Israel's (self-)mystification of an all-encompassing neatly-
designed control—a “laboratory”—and the rendering invisible
of Palestinian agency (see Machold 2018). Situated as a fron-
tier of the homological space, Palestine/Israel rather imbod-
ies and projects an unstable, complex, contingent, intensified,
and intensifying center of gravity, wherein global circulations
of various regimes of domination/resistances assume multiple
relational formations/deformations and velocities. Here, also
the “boomerang effect” (Césaire 2000), of colonial aggression
curving its way back into colonial metropoles, comes to be sub-
stituted with the wave metaphor, which has no clear beginning
or end, but a constant sprawling of frontier flows, immanently
circulating, clashing, reshuffling and reconfiguring the “depth”
of centers with varying intensities and constellations on a global
scale. Within such sprawling circuits of global reverberations,
Palestine/Israel comprises an intensified wave-edge, a centrifu-
gal force, a “destiny.”
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However, this global alignment exacerbates when forces on the
other side of the frontier escape, challenge or resist it, especially
when managing to push frontier forces back to an extent endan-
gering their retreat or diminishing their very capacity to expand,
even if momentarily, as was the case on 7 October 2023.

4 | Concluding Remarks: Global Compression

On 7 October, the Israeli frontier was under severe threat. Its ex-
tensive military and intelligence apparatus operating a billion-
dollars matrix of surveillance and confinement technologies
failed to predict, warn, let alone face, Palestinian resistance break
and attack of high caliber. The stress and shockwaves that en-
gulfed Israel intensified toward an aim of “absolute victory,” a
war that takes “peace” as its object—“peace of Terror or Survival
... a peace still more terrifying than fascist death” (Deleuze and
Guattari 1987, 421). The aftershocks instantly reverberated into
centers of global domination, with almost all leaders of the
Global North undertaking a sort of mass “pilgrimage” to Israel
pledging their full support to its “security” and “right for self-
defense,” and by extension to its genocidal war. In this war that
wallows in an impetus to destroy anything Palestinian—people,
buildings, infrastructures, humanitarian institutions, education
sector, historical sites, and all lifelines—not much room is left
to limit, regulate, or guide. Global centers were sucked into their
frontier's centrifugal force, compressing the homological space.

Albeit raising few mere rhetorical “concerns” and requests for
“restraint,” most global centers carried out massive mobilizations
in support of Israel's genocidal war across political, legal, military,
and economic milieus. This includes an adaptation and reitera-
tion of Israel's amplified narratives of victimization, civilizational
supremacy, and Palestinian dehumanization (Shupak 2024);
comprehensive backing in international arenas, for example,
the Security Council, the International Criminal Court (ICC),
and the International Court of Justice (ICJ) (Jorgensen 2024);
disregarding humanitarian organizations’ repeated warnings
and pleas urging immediate humanitarian supplies (FAO 2024);
providing weapons on an unprecedented scale and enhancing an
already tight collaboration in intelligence information and active
participation in defensive/offensive tasks against pro-Palestinian
regional powers (Gritten 2024), among many others.

The speed and intensity of such compression instigated a de-
stabilization of the entire liberal global order, questioning
the very foundations of international institutions, bodies and
frameworks. In this regard, Israel's attack on UN institutions
(Human Rights Council, UNRWA), HROs (e.g., Human Rights
Watch, Amnesty), international judicial bodies (ICC and ICJ),
and international political and legal frameworks (IHL, the
two-state paradigm) were echoed with active or passive sup-
port by many countries in the Global North. For example, the
USA initiated a delegitimization campaign against the ICC
and ICJ and launched legislation sanctioning them, whereas
other EU countries (e.g., Germany and Hungary) filed briefs
to the court pledging against the tribunal's jurisdiction in this
case (Edelbi 2024; UN News 2025). Moreover, Germany, for
example, openly backed Israel's (“legal”) narrative accord-
ing to which Palestinian resistance groups use civilians as
‘human shields’ justifying their targeting (Palestine Chronicle

Staff 2024) while simultaneously questioning (together with
other countries) the probability of enforcing the ICC arrest
warrants against Israeli leaders (Thurau 2024). Additionally,
and following Israeli accusations of UNRWA employees to be
linked to Hamas and the consequent banning of its operations
in Palestine, many governments suspended their support to
UNRWA (Al Jazeera 2024).

Similar reverberations permeated and echoed into the domes-
tic spheres of global centers, deepening exception and excessive
forms of oppression. In fact, the Palestinian cause, in its various
expressions—for example, narratives, people, supporters, sym-
bols such as the kufiyah or the flag—spearheaded the amplifi-
cation of (highly racialized) criminalization and securitization
processes. Germany and France, for example, underwent a sig-
nificant rescinding of, and at times complete ban on, freedom
of speech and assembly. In the United Kingdom, Germany, and
France, many pro-Palestinian activists faced extreme violence,
and some charged with antiterror laws (including “apology for
terrorism”) (MEE 2024). In chorus, many vocal figures—includ-
ing journalists, doctors, and activists—were arrested and de-
ported when visiting Western countries to speak about Palestine
(e.g., Al Jazeera 2025b). This also reconfigured domestic legis-
lations, such as the case in Germany which amended its citi-
zenship law conditioning naturalization with affirming “Israel’s
right to exist”, and evoking refugee status of individuals deemed
to espouse “anti-Semitism” (increasingly synonym to Israeli crit-
ics) (Tanno 2024). A similar trend followed in the Netherlands
against (racialized) dual nationals (Solanki 2025). Academia was
not spared either. Faculty members, professors, and even heads
of universities were either outright sacked or resigned succeed-
ing pressures from donors and/or politicians for their solidar-
ity with Palestine, or for allowing solidarity to be expressed on
campus (e.g., Massad 2024). Simultaneously, pro-Palestinian
students, movements, and encampments faced unprecedented
intimidation campaigns, disciplinary hearings, and oppressive
measures (e.g., CIVICUS Monitor 2024). More recently, Trump
signed an executive order that allows the deportation of nonciti-
zen students taking part in “unlawful anti-Semitic harassment”
(Al Jazeera 2025a). In such compression, wherein liberal appa-
ratuses are mutating into their neofascist flipside, global centers
are undergoing an accelerated leap forward towards their Israeli
“destiny.”

Last, it is also from within this global compression that Palestine
comes to signify “a kernel of truth onto which is inscribed the
ongoing history of an entire global system” (Collins 2010, 4). It
procures an alternative political space from which other global
flows—of political difference, notions of security, economic
models, and ways of being in/with the world—emerge and
converge with potentialities and capacities to subvert and over-
come the genocidal space of homological correspondence. As
Paul Virilio (1990, 57) once concluded: “Whatever the case, the
Palestinian tragedy—...in its form and in its profound reasons—
is the way of the future”—another destiny.
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Endnotes

1By the term politicophysical I mean the force fields and flows in
which politics, or political-vectors, transmit (materially or virtually)
in space and time, largely aligning with John Protevi's (2001) concept
of the ‘body politic’ as it appears in his book Political Physics: Deleuze,
Derrida and the Body Politic.
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