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Issue 2
ִשׁעֵי
ְ לֹשׁה פּ
ָ  ְשׁ- עַל, אָמַר יְהוָה, ַהגְלוֹתָם גָּלוּת ְשׁ ֵלמָה כֹּה- עַל:ֲשׁיבֶנּוּ
ִ אַ ְר ָבּעָה לֹא א- וְעַל, ַעזָּה,
ְל ַה ְסגִּיר ֶלאֱדוֹם
Thus saith the L-RD: For three transgressions of Gaza, yea, for four, I will not
reverse it: because they carried away captive a whole captivity, to deliver them up
to Edom.

 בְּחוֹמַת ַעזָּה; וְאָ ְכלָה,ְשׁ ַלּ ְחתִּי אֵשׁ
ִ ו, אַ ְרמְנֹתֶי ָה
So will I send a fire on the wall of Gaza, and it shall devour the palaces thereof;

 וְתוֹ ֵמ ְך,ֵאַשׁדּוֹד
ְ יוֹשׁב מ
ֵ  וְאָבְדוּ ְשׁ ֵארִית וְ ִה ְכ ַרתִּי, ֶעקְרוֹן-ֲשׁיבוֹתִי יָדִי עַל
ִ ֵאַשׁקְלוֹן; וַה
ְ ֵשׁבֶט מ
 אֲדֹנָי יְהוִה,אָמַר--ִשׁתִּים
ְ ְפּל
And I will cut off the inhabitant from Ashdod, and him that holdeth the sceptre
from Ashkelon; and I will turn My hand against Ekron, and the remnant of the
Philistines shall perish, saith the Lord G-D.
Amos 1:6-8
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Israel's Response Is Disproportionate
Spectator editorial By Jonathan Mark
I condemn Israel's disproportionate attack on Hamas because, so far, it has only lasted four days
and I would like to see a proportionate response that terrifies Hamas for seven years, the years
that have filled Sderot and neighboring towns with nightmares, death, amputations and trauma
coming from rockets and mortars fired from Gaza.
Perhaps a proportionate response would have Gaza 's leaders fearful of being killed every day for
the next two years, as Gilad Shalit has been terrified of torture and death every day for the last
two years in his solitary Gaza dungeon.
A proportionate response would have Hamas mothers and fathers as fearful for their children's
lives as Shalit's mother and father have been fearful for Gilad's life.
A proportionate response would have Gaza 's children crying for their mommies and daddies, the
way at a Hamas pageant earlier in December a Palestinian actor dressed as Shalit got down on
his knees, mock-begging in Hebrew for his Ima and Abba while the Gaza crowds laughed.
A proportionate response would so intimidate Hamas that they will grovel and, as a "gesture,"
send cocoa and jam into Sderot, the way Israel has groveled in response to rockets from Hamas,
sending cocoa and jam into Gaza. Imagine Churchill sending cocoa and jam into Berlin as a
humanitarian gesture after - during - the bombing of London.
A proportionate response would be one that will convince Hamas there is no military solution, no
solution but surrender. They can then call surrender a "peace process," if they like, just as the
mostly unanswered attacks on Jews have convinced some Jews that there is no military solution
but surrender to any and all demands. They suggest a euthanasia by the euphemism of "peace
process," that Israel become what some are already planning to call "Canaan," a non-Jewish
state of all its citizens.
A proportionate response will convince Palestinians that if they insist that the starting point to
peace negotiations is that no Jew be allowed to live on the West Bank, the proportionate
response will be that Israel 's starting point in negotiations is that no Arab be allowed to live in Tel
Aviv. Horrible to contemplate? Fine, let there be a proportionate negotiation.
A proportionate response to Hamas, one might gather from the European scolds, would be as if
the United States, after Pearl Harbor, would bomb just a few Japanese fishing boats and call it a
day, believing the war would have ended with that.
A proportionate response will begin to remind Jews that there is no peace process like victory,
just as Israel 's decade of disproportionate restraint and self-doubt has convinced young
Palestinians that their victory is inevitable, like Aryan youth in 1933 singing "Tomorrow Belongs
To Me."
Let it be said to Israelis and Jews everywhere, in the words of Churchill: "You have enemies?
Good. It means you've stood up for something."
But remember: A war (and Hamas has repeatedly said this is war) is never won if you are
disproportionately kind to someone who wants to destroy you and, failing in that, demands with
indignation that you not destroy him.
When meeting that enemy, be proportionate.
JWR contributor Jonathan Mark is Associate Editor of the New York Jewish Week.
© 2008, Jonathan Mark
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My Life in Ramat Beit Shemesh by Rebecca Aminoff, nee Gordon.
And so life in Israel goes on. Another day of headlines around the world. Another morning of air force jets
screaming overhead. Hourly checks of news sites to see if my town is now within range of Hamas rockets.
(as of now we’re 4 km out of range…). At first I thought that I was being unreasonably emotional as this is
my ‘first war’. Talking to neighbours, it seems like emotions are running high for everyone.
Since moving to Israel just over 2 years ago things here have been relatively calm. Now calm is not the
word that springs to mind. The small city in which I live is the first main centre outside of rocket range.
Tomorrow we are expecting 1200 evacuated children from the South to arrive. Their schools and
kindergardens have been closed until peace is achieved. Many are traumatised by hearing sirens overhead,
running for bomb shelters and witnessing buildings explode.
It is at times like this I remember why we moved here. People are opening up their hearts and homes for
these strangers/brothers from the South. Toys, games and books are being collected. Spare beds are
being offered. Kindergardens and school classes are expanding. Community centres, run by local senior
citizens, are creating programmes for children and teenagers … This is not a wealthy town, people are
giving of their time and love rather than their money. It is achieving wonders.
This is a country of miracles. Stories abound of buildings hit where seconds before people had been
gathered. A tale from the Gulf war is making the rounds. A residential apartment building had been hit by a
scud missile. No one was hurt. A woman was asked by a reporter ‘How do you feel after witnessing this
miracle?’ She responded that that wasn’t a miracle, ‘This is Israel, this is just what happens here!’ This is a
country where the authorities value the lives of their citizens. It is illegal to build a home without a bomb
shelter.
Sometimes it makes me rage when I read snippets from the overseas press. Sometimes it makes me laugh
in sheer amazement. ‘Homemade rockets’ referred to as an ‘irritation’… Does homemade mean they were
packed with marshmallows rather than explosives? Is it an irritation when 600 rockets rain down on your
country? Israel is not so adept at playing the media game. Yes, it strikes fear into my heart when I see the
photos of the school in Ashkelon destroyed by Hamas rockets. No, no-one was hurt. Perhaps because, at
the instruction of the Home Command, all schools have been closed in the South. Perhaps because this is
a country of miracles.
I know the casualty lists seem disproportionate. Hamas is attempting to rectify that everyday. Did you know
that Israel rings civilians in Gaza and warns them to get out of the building before it is hit? Did you know
these same civilians also receive phone calls from their own government instructing them to ignore the
Israeli warnings? Why? What possible harm could it do if they are outside of a building and it doesn’t
explode? What good does it do if they are in a building when it does?
Israel’s media machine will never be as effective as the one run by Hamas. Less of our civilians are being
killed because they are cowering in bomb shelters. Not because Hamas rockets are a mere irritation.
I am a religious Jew. I pray everyday for peace in the region and around the world. I pray that my daughters
daily game of practising to ‘crawl like babies and then run for the school shelter, "cos bad people are
throwing dangerous things at us" remains a game. (I liked her own little prayer ‘So Hashem (God), we only
throw balls!’) I pray that there are no more deaths. For either side.
In the meantime life goes on. My children go to kindergarden. My baby gurgles and smiles. My husband
goes to work and I scan the headlines. And pray that my town remains outside of missile range. 4
kilometres never felt so short…
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Tuesday, January 06, 2009
End the cant and hypocrisy
From a JPost.com Opinion Article by Isi Leibler, January 6, 2009:
Anyone seeking a case study of the forces of good facing evil incarnate would not find a
better template than our current confrontation with Hamas. And yet, having for years
endured bias and the application of double standards from the amoral international
community...much of the global media continues relating to us in a malevolent and
hypocritical manner.
In lieu of being commended for defending ourselves against terrorists, we are portrayed
as the heartless killers while the barbarians committed to murdering us are depicted as
innocent victims.
Self-styled liberals refuse to face the brutal truth that that our Hamas neighbors have
created a criminal society based on death and destruction. Like the Nazis, Hamas is
committed to destroying the Jewish people and willing to transform its own citizens into
martyrs to promote this goal. "A Palestinian who kills one Jew will be rewarded as if he
killed 30 million," proclaimed Hamas legislator Fathi Hamad at a press conference.
Whereas we grieve over the death of fellow Israelis and innocent Palestinians, Hamas
celebrates the murder of both - the first as "apes and pigs," the latter as prized martyrs
of Allah whom they gleefully exploit for propaganda purposes.
An independent state of Palestine is not Hamas's primary goal. Its charter unequivocally
prioritizes the destruction of the Jewish state and killing as many Jews as possible: "The
annihilation of the Jews in Palestine is one of the most splendid blessings for Palestine,"
said Palestinian cleric Muhsen Abu Ita recently on Al Aksa TV. Only last week on Hamas
TV, masked women clad in explosive belts and holding rifles vowed to become "martyrs"
and blow themselves up among the "apes and pigs." From kindergarten, their children
are brainwashed to sanctify their lives by becoming martyrs to the cause of killing the
hated Jews.
In our desperate quest for peace, we elected successive governments which tried to
achieve "peace in our time" by appeasing these fanatical terrorists - even unilaterally
dismantling Jewish settlements which were subsequently transformed into launching
pads for intensified missile attacks on our civilians.
During the past year, our government entered into a truce with Hamas despite repeated
proclamations by its leaders that they accepted a cease-fire only to regroup and obtain
more sophisticated weapons from Iran to be employed at a time of their choosing. Even
that "truce" was never honored and Hamas continued targeting Israelis.
...had the IDF, with its enormous firepower, been targeting civilians as the biased media
alleges, tens of thousands would have fallen. Besides, in the midst of hostilities, would
the truckloads of humanitarian aid to Gaza have been approved?
Most casualties could have been avoided had Hamas not deliberately located its missile
launchers, weapons factories and arms caches in densely populated residential areas,
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schools, mosques, hospitals and homes, cynically utilizing women and children as
human shields. Hamas representative Fathi Hamad openly told Al-Aksa TV:
"Palestinians formed human shields of women, children, the elderly and the mujahedeen
in order to challenge the Zionist bombing machine. It was as if they were saying to the
Zionist enemy: We desire death like you desire life." Not surprisingly, those human rights
groups continuously castigating Israel refuse to concede that such behavior would
qualify as war crimes under international law.
... the government's failure to respond earlier was unconscionable. It emboldened
Hamas terrorists, accustomed the world to accepting that as long as many people were
not killed, launching missiles against Israel was "tolerable" and effectively eliminated our
deterrent capability.
Moreover it doomed close to a million citizens in the South to becoming refugees in their
own land as they took refuge from missile attacks which, by any benchmark, were acts
of war.
Now, in a rare display of unity so far including even the most dovish Knesset parties,
Israelis have affirmed that the outcome of this conflict must ensure that their citizens will
never again be targeted by missiles. An imposed unilateral cease-fire with Hamas that
fails to implement this would be akin to the US and its allies consummating an
unconditional truce with a victorious Taliban in Afghanistan.
That is why international public opinion is so important. If the victims who defend
themselves by killing Hamas terrorists and the perpetrators who target and kill innocent
civilians are viewed as morally equivalent, that would represent a clear victory for the
global jihadists.
...Hamas ...is the controlling authority in Gaza and determines what happens. Were it to
curtail missile attacks and come to terms with the existence of a Jewish state, a ceasefire would instantaneously come into effect. Until then, it is responsible for every single
Palestinian casualty.
...Today, as never before, we need the international community to act in a responsible
manner. We therefore appeal to our friends and people of goodwill everywhere. Raise
your voices now and support our struggle to overcome terrorism. Hamas is not merely
another brand of Taliban. It is also the surrogate of Iran. If Western governments
appease this criminal organization at the expense of the security of Israel, they
strengthen the forces of global jihad, signal moderate Muslims that it is futile to resist the
fanatics and expose citizens in their own capitals to increased bombing attacks.
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Yes, it's anti-Semitism
by Jeff Jacoby
The Boston Globe
January 7, 2009
http://www.jeffjacoby.com/1655/yes-its-anti-semitism
CRITICIZING ISRAEL doesn't make you anti-Semitic: If it's been said once, it's
been said a thousand times. Yet somehow that message doesn't seem to have
reached the hundreds of anti-Israel demonstrators in Fort Lauderdale, Fla., who
turned out last week to protest Israel's military operation in Gaza. As their signs
and chants made clear, it isn't only the Jewish state's policies they oppose. Their
animus goes further.
Demonstrators chanted "Nuke, nuke Israel!" and carried placards accusing Israel
of "ethnic cleansing" and bearing such messages as: "Did Israel take notes
during the Holocaust? Happy Hanukkah." To the dozen or so supporters of Israel
gathered across the street, one demonstrator shouted: "Murderers! Go back to
the ovens! You need a big oven."
The Arab-Israeli conflict induces strong passions, and the line that separates
legitimate disapproval of Israel from anti-Semitism may not always be obvious.
But it's safe to assume the line has been crossed when you hear someone urging
Jews "back to the ovens."
A message of genocidal anti-Semitism
The Danish website Snaphanen posted a photo the other day of a pamphlet
being distributed in Copenhagen's City Hall Square. On one side it proclaimed:
"Never Peace With Israel!" and "Kill Israel's People!" On the other side: "Kill
Jewish people evry where in ther world!" The leaflet's spelling left something to
be desired, but its message of genocidal anti-Semitism couldn't have been
clearer.
Likewise the message in Amsterdam on Saturday, where the crowd at an antiIsrael rally repeatedly chanted, "Hamas! Hamas! Jews to the gas." And the
message in Belgium, where pro-Hamas demonstrators torched Israeli flags,
burned a public menorah, and painted swastikas on Jewish-owned shops.
Only marginally less vile is the message that has been trumpeted at
demonstrations from Boston to Los Angeles to Vancouver: "Palestine will be free/
From the river to the sea" -- a restatement in rhyme of Mahmoud Ahmadinejad's
call for Israel to be "wiped from the map."
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Let's say it for the thousand-and-first time: Every negative comment about Israel
is not an expression of bigotry. Israel is no more immune to criticism than any
other country. But it takes willful blindness not to see that anti-Zionism today -opposition to the existence of Israel, rejection of the idea that the Jewish people
are entitled to a state -- is merely the old wine of anti-Semitism in its newest
bottle.
The hatred of Jews has always been protean, readily revising itself to reflect the
idiom of its age. At times, it targeted Jews for their religion, demonizing them as
Christ-killers or enemies of the true faith. At other times, Jews have been
damned as disloyal fifth columns to be suppressed or expelled, or as a racial
malignancy to be physically exterminated.
In our day, Jew-hatred expresses itself overwhelmingly in national terms: It is the
Jewish state that the haters are obsessed with. "What anti-Semitism once did to
Jews as people, it now does to Jews as a people," the British commentator
Melanie Phillips has written. "First it wanted the Jewish religion, and then the
Jews themselves, to disappear; now it wants the Jewish state to disappear."
The claim that anti-Zionism isn't bigotry would be preposterous in any other
context. Imagine someone vehemently asserting that Ireland has no right to exist,
that Irish nationalism is racism, and that those who murder Irishmen are actually
victims deserving the world's sympathy. Who would take his fulminations for
anything but anti-Irish bigotry? Or believe him if he said that he harbors no
prejudice against the Irish?
By the same token, those who demonize and delegitimize Israel, who say the
world would be better off without it, who hold it to standards of perfection no other
country is held to, who extol or commiserate with its mortal enemies, who liken it
to Nazi Germany and apartheid South Africa, who make it the scapegoat not only
for crimes it hasn't committed, but for those of which it is a victim -- yes, such
people are anti-Semitic, whether they acknowledge it or not.
Criticize Israel? Certainly. But those who so loudly denounce Israel in its war
against Hamas are siding with some of the most virulent Jew-haters on earth.
They may tell themselves that that doesn't make them anti-Semites. But it does.
"When people criticize Zionists," Martin Luther King said in 1968, "they mean
Jews. You are talking anti-Semitism."
(Jeff Jacoby is a columnist for The Boston Globe)
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George Jonas: Letting Israel's muggers have their way
January 07, 2009,
http://network.nationalpost.com/np/blogs/fullcomment/archive/2009/01/07/george-jonasletting-israel-s-muggers-have-their-way.aspx
What news on the Rialto? Try a re-enactment of The Merchant of Venice. Shylock,
played by Israel, vacated Gaza in favour of Antonio, a.k.a. the Palestinian Authority, for
the surety of a pound of peace. To make room, Israel dragged Jewish settlers kicking and
screaming from the land. Instead of peace, it got Hamas and its daily bombardment of
rockets exploding among the civilian population.
When Shylock confronted Antonio demanding to collect his pound of peace, the Duke of
Venice, going under the name of UN-EU these days, turned for advice to Portia,
masquerading as Nicolas Sarkozy, the President of France, leading a delegation of EU
dignitaries.
“Is the Jew entitled to his pound of peace from the death-merchant Hamas?” the ducal
UN-EU wanted to know.
“Well, it’s a valid contract,” Portia-as-Sarkozy replied. “Shylock is entitled to collect his
pound of peace.”
“Oh, drat!” said the UN-EU “You sure? Double drat and boo!”
“Do not despair, though,” Portia-Sarkozy continued. “We’re not doctors of law for
nothing. Shylock can collect his pound of peace, but the contract says nothing about
blood. Sure, Israel is entitled to peace, but only if he can get it without shedding any
blood.
“If he does, he’s a war criminal.”
“Oh learned judge,” said Hamas & Co., visibly relieved. “Oh, second Daniel!”
And there the matter stands. Israel’s “right to defend itself,” to which its Western critics
are careful to pay lip service, hinges on Israel never actually doing so. The Jewish state is
entitled to armed self-defence; it just cannot shed any blood. If it does, gotcha! Shylock
drawing blood commits the capital offence of disproportionality.
President Sarkozy pushes for an immediate truce between Hamas and Israel. It’s hard to
say if he does so in the mistaken belief that it would further the cause of peace, or in the
accurate belief that it would rescue Hamas, one of the most implacable enemies of peace.
If the latter, then the President of France, far from being a solution, is part of the problem.
It’s possible, of course, that Sarkozy doesn’t really want what he’s ostensibly pushing for.
If so, he’s devious, which is pretty much what everyone expects a politician to be.
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Finally, since Sarkozy uses the phrase “truce as soon as possible,” he may mean “truce as
soon as a reliable method of stopping Hamas’s rocket attacks on Israel has been found,”
in which case he may even be right.
The minute the rocket fire stops for good, a truce does no harm — but until then, a truce
only reduces the chances of any reasonable resolution to conflict in the region. This is so
self-evident that it’s difficult to imagine anyone, let alone a skilled and gifted statesman,
not seeing it — yet many haven’t grasped it in the last 60 years. Including some Israelis.
Those who want to wipe Israel off the map and don’t care who knows it, have hit upon a
method of pursuing their goal with impunity. First, they harass and try to demoralize
Israel with relentless, low-tech terror, such as rocket and mortar fire or suicide bombs
aimed at civilians, taking advantage of the small geographic scale of the regional
battlefield. Second, when Israel finally asserts itself, they erupt in wounded ululations of
humanitarian concerns, causing the international community to force an armistice on
Israel before it could defend itself.
Imagine muggers calling 911 to stop their victims from harming them when the mugging
doesn’t go their way. Next, picture the police responding and doing exactly as the
muggers demand. Voila, President Sarkozy and his bizarre push for a truce — and not
just Sarkozy, but the rest of the Euro-gang, headed by Czech Foreign Minister Karel
Schwarzenberg, French Foreign Minister Bernard Kouchner, Swedish Foreign Minister
Carl Bildt, European Union foreign policy chief Javier Solana and Commissioner Benita
Ferrero-Waldner. They flock to the region, ravens disguised as doves, the terminally
naive and terminally cynical harbingers of faux-peace from angelic Europe, home
continent of World Wars One and Two, to lecture Jewish victims of 60 years of relentless
Arab/Islamic aggression about proportionality and humanitarian concerns.
Hamas and supporters are demonstrating the art of the brazen assault, a cultural specialty,
whose sheer viciousness is matched by its impertinence. Step one: We hit you as hard as
we can. Step two: If you dare hit us back as hard as you can, we’ll have the law on you.
Really? If you don’t want to be hit by Israel, it’s easy. Don’t hit it. The many people and
places Israel never bombed or invaded have one thing in common: They never bombed or
invaded Israel. The phenomenon is consistent enough to be reduced to a simple formula.
For a good night’s uninterrupted sleep, avoid firing rockets into Israel the previous day.
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January 8, 2009 | Alan M. Dershowitz
The Hamas War Crime Strategy
As Israel persists in its military efforts—by ground, air and sea—to protect its citizens from deadly Hamas
rockets, and as protests against Israel increase around the world, the success of the abominable Hamas
double war crime strategy becomes evident. The strategy is as simple as it is cynical: provoke Israel by
playing Russian roulette with its children, firing rockets at kindergartens, playgrounds and hospitals; hide
behind its own civilians when firing at Israeli civilians; refuse to build bunkers for its own civilians; have the
TV cameras ready to transmit every image of dead Palestinians, especially children; exaggerate the number
of civilians killed by including as "children" Hamas fighters who are 16 or 17 years old and as "women,"
female terrorists.
Hamas itself has a name for this. They call it "the CNN strategy" (this is not to criticize CNN or any other
objective news source for doing its job; it is to criticize Hamas for exploiting the freedom of press which it
forbids in Gaza). The CNN strategy is working because decent people all over the world are naturally
sickened by images of dead and injured children. When they see such images repeatedly flashed across
TV screens, they tend to react emotionally. Rather than asking why these children are dying and who is to
blame for putting them in harms way, the average viewer, regardless of their political or ideological
perspective, wants to see the killing stopped. They blame those whose weapons directly caused the
deaths, rather than those who provoked the violence by deliberately targeting civilians. They forget the
usual rules of morality and law. For example, when a murderer takes a hostage and fires from behind his
human shield, and a policeman, in an effort to stop the shooting accidentally kills the hostage, the law of
every country holds the hostage taker guilty of murder even though the policeman fired the fatal shot. The
same is true of the law of war. The use of human shields, in the way Hamas uses the civilian population of
Gaza, is a war crime—as is its firing of rockets at Israeli civilians. Every human shield that is killed by Israeli
self defense measures is the responsibility of Hamas, but you wouldn’t know that from watching the media
coverage.
The CNN strategy seems to work better, at least in some parts of the world, against Israel that it would
against other nations. There are many more protests—and fury—directed against Israel when it
inadvertently kills fewer than 100 civilians in a just war of self defense, than against Arab and Muslim
nations and groups that deliberately kill far more civilians for no legitimate reason. It isn't the nature of the
victims, since more Arabs and Muslim civilians are killed every day in Africa and the Mid East by Arab and
Muslim governments and groups with little or no protests. (For example, on the first day of Israel’s ground
attack, approximately 30 Palestinians, almost all Hamas combatants, were killed. On the same day an
Islamic suicide bomber blew herself up in a mosque in Iraq, killing 40 innocent Muslims. No protests. Little
media coverage.) It isn't the nature of the killings, since Israel goes to extraordinary lengths to avoid killing
civilians—if for no other reason than that it hurts their cause—while Hamas does everything in its power to
force Israel to kill Palestinian civilians by firing its missiles from densely populated civilian areas and refusing
to build shelters for its civilians. It isn't the nature of the conflict, because Israel is fighting a limited war of
self defense designed to protect its own civilians from rocket attacks, while most of those killed by Arabs
and Muslims are killed in genocidal and tribal warfare with no legitimate aim. The world simply doesn't
seem to care when Arabs and Muslims kill large numbers of other Arabs and Muslims, but a qualitatively
different standard seems to apply when the Jewish state kills even a relatively small number of Muslims and
Arabs in a war of self defense.
The international community doesn't even seem to care when Palestinian children are killed by rocket fire—
unless it is from Israeli rockets. The day before the recent outbreak, Hamas fired an anti-personnel rocket
at Israeli civilians but the rocket fell short of its target and killed two Palestinian girls. Yet there was virtually
no coverage and absolutely no protests against these "collateral" civilian deaths. Hamas refused to allow
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TV cameras to show these dead Palestinian children, who were killed by their own rockets. Nor have there
been protests against the cold blooded murders by Hamas and its supporters of dozens of Palestinian
civilians who allegedly "collaborated” withIsrael. Indeed Hamas and Fatah have killed far more Palestinian
civilians over the past several years than have the Israeli, but you wouldn't know that from the media, the
United Nations or protesters who focus selectively on only those deaths caused by Israeli military actions.
The protestors who fill the streets of London, Paris and San Francisco were nowhere to be seen when
hundreds of Jewish children were murdered by Palestinian terrorists over the years.
Moreover, the number of civilians killed by Israel is almost always exaggerated. First, it widely assumed
that if a victim is a "child" or a "woman", he or she is necessarily a civilian. Consider the following report in
Thursday’s NY Times: "Hospital officials in Gaza said that of the more than 390 people killed by Israeli
fighter planes since Saturday, 38 were children and 25 women.” Some of these children and women were
certainly civilians but others were equally certainly combatants: Hamas often uses 14, 15, 16 and 17 year
olds as well as women as terrorists. Israel is entitled, under international law, to treat these children and
women as the combatants they have become. Hamas cannot, out of one side of its mouth, boast that it
recruits children and women to become terrorists, and then, out of the other side of its mouth, complain
when Israel takes them at their word. The media should look closely and critically at the number of claimed
civilian victims before accepting self-serving and self-contradictory exaggerations.
By any objective count, the number of genuinely innocent civilians killed by the Israeli Air Force in Gaza is
lower than the collateral deaths caused by any nation in a comparable situation. Hamas does everything in
its power to provoke Israel into killing as many Palestinian civilians as possible, in order to generate
condemnation against the Jewish state. They have gone so far as firing rockets from Palestinian
schoolyards and hiding their terrorists in Palestinian maternity wards. Lest there be any doubt about the
willingness of Hamas to expose their families to martyrdom, remember that the Hamas terrorist leader
recently killed in an Israeli air attack sent his own son to be a suicide bomber and then refused to allow his
family to leave their house even after learning that he and his house had been placed on the list of military
targets.
Nor is this double standard - applied to Israel on the one hand, and Arab and Muslim nations and groups on
the other hand - limited to the current situation in Gaza. It has provided an excuse for the international
community to remain silent in the face of massive human rights violations including genocides perpetrated
by Arabs and Muslims around the world for years. Many of those who protest Israeli self-defense actions
remain silent in the face of real genocides—such as that in Darfur.
The reality is that the elected and de facto government of Gaza has declared war against Israel. Under
Article 51 of the United Nations Charter, they have committed an “armed attack” against the Jewish state.
The Hamas charter calls for Israel’s total destruction. Under international law, Israel is entitled to take
whatever military action is necessary to repel that attack and stop the rockets. It must seek to minimize
civilian deaths consistent with the legitimate military goal, and it is doing precisely that, despite Hamas
efforts to maximize civilian deaths on both sides.
The best outcome for purposes of producing peace would be the destruction or substantial weakening of
Hamas, which rejects the two-state solution. Israel and the Palestinian Authority could then agree on a
peace that would end both the Israeli occupation and the rocketing of Israeli civilians.
Mr. Dershowitz is a law professor at Harvard. His latest book is "The Case Against Israel's Enemies" (Wiley,
2008).
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This blog was filed on January 3rd 1944. There may have been a slight delay with the post
appearing due to server problems...
Dateline: January 3rd 1944
Fury continues to mount worldwide about the senseless loss of civilian life in Germany caused by
England's callous bombing of German cities including Berlin, Hamburg and Dresden.
As of today many innocent German women and children have died in these utterly brutal bombing
missions. And now there are ground offensives starting on mainland Europe.
The English have claimed that they are merely retaliating against the V-1 flying bombs being
launched indiscriminately by Nazis at their civilian population in London, Manchester, Liverpool,
Birmingham, Coventry and other cities. The English point out that their enemy is sworn to its utter
destruction and has used the missiles and flying bombs against its civilians without any regard to
English loss of life. Moreover it makes the case that their own bombing missions are specifically
directed to military targets that the German army has intentionally planted in the heart of civilian
populations to try and deter English counter-attacks.
These points may of course be true - but they are utterly besides the point. Of course England
has a right to exist. Of course England has a right to defend itself. But it should ensure that its
responses are PROPORTIONATE. Since many more Germans are dying than English - the
English should either tone down the success and accuracy of their bombing - or allow the
Germans to catch up on the death count. To be honest - if more English women and children
were dying - we wouldn't feel quite so bad about the number of Germans dying. But it's just so
UNFAIR that more Germans are dying...
Perhaps some English people could arrange to kill themselves to match the number of Germans
dying as a result of the English retaliation bombing? It would be so considerate - and it might help
England's critics feel less miserable about the number of Nazis dying. Something that is causing
them so much concern. It would also put paid to that wretched proportionality argument.
Alternatively, perhaps the English could arrange to be less effective in their bombing? Or only
bomb military targets that are nowhere near civilians - even though the vast majority of the V-1
rockets are intentionally being launched from the heart of civilian population centers.
Now the English will argue that the Germans have INTENTIONALLY positioned all their launch
pads for the V-1 rockets in the middle of civilian populations to inhibit the English from bombing
those launch sites. Well - tough noogies to the Brits!
Sorry - but if the Germans are smarter or more skillful at cynically using their civilians as human
shields than you - tough luck!
You can't have it both ways. If you truly wish to save your nation from being annihilated by Nazi
missiles you'd better stop looking to win a popularity contest. The Nazis are waging this war to
win and to utterly destroy England. If all you Brits care about is popularity - then you may as well
resign yourself to speaking German...
It's about time that little nations who wish to defend themselves wised up to their responsibilities.
Otherwise the same stupid complaints will be made at some point in the 21st Century when some
little nation finds itself under constant attack from rockets fired at its civilian population by a
terrorizing enemy that has sworn to destroy it....
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Cliffs Notes To Assist the Hard-Of-Thinking
"We have suffered so much that it only steels us to fanatical resolve to hate our enemies a thousand times more and to
regard them for what they are destroyers of an eternal culture and annihilators of humanity. Out of this bate a holy will
is born to oppose these destroyers of our existence with all the strength that God has given us and to crush them in the
end." - Adolf Hitler - 24 February 1945
"We will not rest until we destroy the Zionist entity" - Hamas leader Fathi Hammad in Gaza - January 2nd 2009
"The Day of Judgement will not come about until Muslims fight the Jews (killing the Jews), when the Jew will hide
behind stones and trees. The stones and trees will say O Muslims, O Abdulla, there is a Jew behind me, come and kill
him." - Article 7 of the Hamas Covenant
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Britain turns ugly
Thursday, 8th January 2009
So let’s get this clear. You produce claims that Israel is slaughtering hundreds of civilians in
‘carnage’ in Gaza, even though the vast majority of the dead are said by both Israel and the UN to
be Hamas operatives. You ignore totally the Hamas operatives and you focus instead emotively on
the dead children and grieving parents.
You make no mention whatsoever of the fact that Hamas are hiding their arsenals in and under
civilian houses and apartments, in schools and hospitals and ambulances and mosques, thus
making the inhabitants targets for Israeli forces trying to destroy the infrastructure of terror; instead
you blame Israel for the deaths of those inhabitants. You fail to report that Hamas are herding
Gazan civilians, including children, into buildings from where they are firing missiles at Israeli
soldiers in order that the civilians should be killed; instead you blame Israel for the deaths of those
civilians and those children.
You fail to report that the Israelis are warning Gazans through leaflets and text messages to
evacuate before an attack in order to safeguard civilian life; instead you blame Israel for the
destruction of that civilian life, which you do not distinguish from the killing of terrorists. You do not
tell the public that sometimes Hamas even use these warnings to bring civilians into these targeted
buildings in order that they should be killed for propaganda effect; instead you simply add these
deaths to the toll of casualties for which you hold Israel solely responsible. You make no mention
of any of these these crimes against humanity by Hamas, but instead you accuse Israel of
massacring the innocent.
Just such a piece appears in today’s Telegraph by Mary Riddell. Much of the rest of the British
media is just as incendiary and distorted. And then you tell the British government that you are very
worried that people are being inflamed; and you issue a not-so-veiled threat that you cannot hold
back the extremists unless it stops supporting Israel. The Guardian reports:
Anger within Britain's Muslim communities over the Gaza conflict has reached ‘acute levels of
intensity’ that could have repercussions for national security, leading Muslims will warn Gordon
Brown today... The letter adds: ‘As you are aware, the anger within UK Muslim communities has
reached acute levels of intensity. The Israeli government's use of disproportionate force ... has
revived extremist groups and empowered their message of violence and perennial conflict. For
Muslims in the UK and abroad, we run the risk of potentially creating a loss of faith in the political
process.’
...One of those present was Dr Hany el-Banna, youth worker and co-founder and president of the
charity Islamic Relief. He told the Guardian: ‘We are all working tirelessly to try and cool them
down. I am telling them to change and bring something positive, but they see these images and
they trigger extremist thoughts in the simplest individuals. Many millions of people will see these
images in the media, what do you think the affect will be?
But of course it is the images that are inflaming rather than the reality, because the media is
producing images and a narrative which bear scant relation to the reality: presenting Israel as
recklessly or even deliberately slaughtering Palestinian babies in a criminally disproportionate war,
JewglePerth Israel Review

14

rather than objectively and fairly reporting the extreme difficulty of rooting out Iran’s proxy army in
Gaza who are relentlessly and deliberately targeting Israeli civilians for missile attack, and who use
civilians as human shields and missile fodder on a systematic and enormous scale precisely to
manipulate public opinion.
As a result of this vicious misreporting, the media is inciting hatred of Israel and of Jews to highly
dangerous levels. Attacks on British Jews are rising. The police are now warning British Jews of
‘reprisal attacks’. The Times reports:
One post on an Islamic discussion forum, referring to an anti-Israel demonstration this weekend,
said: ‘We need to take some weapons with us, preferably sub-machineguns.’
I know from the enormous response I have received to what I am writing that there is a terrifying
increase in bigotry and quite hallucinatory hatred of Israel and the Jews now coursing through
Britain. But I also know that there is a very large number of decent, sane people in Britain who
understand exactly what Hamas are and the difficulties Israel has in stopping genocidal terrorism.
These sterling Brits say they are simply appalled by the malevolent prejudices of the media now on
such startling display. I suggest they take to their keyboards and write to newspaper editors and
broadcasting executives directly and by name, and tell them what they think of their coverage.
Better still, as I have suggested before, someone should take legal action against them for
incitement to violence. For if they aren't more careful, Britain is heading for a tragedy -- for which
they will be responsible.

Aussie mafia of spin doctors in Israel
John Lyons, Middle East correspondent | January 10, 2009
Article from: The Australian
FOR a boy from Bondi who has spent most of his life in Sydney's eastern suburbs,
Benjamin Rutland slips very easily into the language of a country at war.
He talks almost casually about how the Israeli Defence Forces managed to take out two
Hamas fighters who were firing rockets into Israel.
Captain Rutland, 34, born in Paddington and raised in Bondi and who studied arts-law at
University of NSW, is one of the public faces of Israel's war in Gaza.
In a country that strictly manages comments about any war, he has become extremely
influential. Apart from having access to some of Israel's most sensitive military
information, the comments he makes run on news outlets around the world.
Captain Rutland is head of the European and Pacific desks at the IDF. This means he
must try to put the best possible spin to an audience around the world on a war that is
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winning Israel few friends around the world given the high civilian toll. As many as 670
Palestinians have been killed in the 14-day offensive, a large number of them civilians.
He has spent much of this week explaining Israel's actions in firing on a UN school in
Gaza, killing 40 people.
When The Weekend Australian visited Captain Rutland in his office in Jerusalem
yesterday, he was at his desk watching the BBC to monitor its take on the war and
receiving a text message from a friend in Australia who had just seen him on television.
How hard is it to sell a war when so many civilians are being killed? "For me it is
extremely disturbing when civilians are killed, whether in Israel or Gaza," he said.
"But as part of my job I have met and liked thousands of Israeli soldiers and officers and
I know that the vast majority of them are quite simply very good people who do the
maximum to minimise injuries to civilians and I'm convinced that the IDF is a moral and
just body which makes it easy for me to sell it."
How does he feel when he hears, as he did this week, about the 40 deaths at a UN school
in Gaza hit by Israeli tanks.
"When that first came in we didn't have much information," he said.
"There was a sense of horror. But as information filtered in that Hamas fighters had been
in there, that changed.
"If rockets were being fired at Sydney, Canberra or Melbourne, the Australian
Government would respond."
Captain Rutland had spent time in Israel over the past 10 years but moved there
permanently three years ago. "I want to be at the centre of Jewish history," he said. "In
this job I certainly feel that that is where I'm at."
Captain Rutland is part of what he calls "an Australian mafia" who are prominent in
selling the war, along with friend Guy Spigelman, an Israeli reservist also in the public
affairs unit of the army.
Then there's Mark Regev, Israel's face to the world who moved to Israel from Melbourne.
Mr Regev has been spokesman for Prime Minister Ehud Olmert since December 2007.
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Ending The Gaza War: Choices, Not Solutions
Barry Rubin
January 11, 2009
Last December, Hamas unilaterally ended its ceasefire with Israel and escalated the kind of crossborder attacks continually attempted even during the ceasefire. With massive public support,
Israel struck back against a neighboring regime which daily attacked its citizens and called for its
extermination.
For decades, Israel's history shows a general pattern: its neighbors attack, Israel responds, Israel
wins the war, and the world rushes to ensure that its victory is limited or nullified. If, as
sometimes happens, the diplomatic process really improves the situation and provides progress
for peace that, of course, is beneficial.
Yet Israel's experience has shown that international promises made in return for its material
concessions are often broken. Most recently, in 2006 the international community pledged to
keep Hizballah out of south Lebanon and curb its arms' supply, failed totally, yet took no action
in response to this defeat. Israel is understandably skeptical.
In addition, Israelis know that Hamas is totally dedicated to their personal and collective
destruction. The group will not moderate, cannot be bought off, and will not respect any
agreement it makes. As a result, the usual kinds of diplomatic tools--concessions, confidencebuilding, agreements, moderation resulting from having governmental responsibilities, will not
work. Any solution short of Hamas's fall from power will bring more fighting in future.
What should happen is that the international community cooperates in the removal of the Hamas
regime. It is an illegal government, brought to power by an unprovoked war against the
Palestinian Authority (PA) which was the internationally recognized regime in the Gaza Strip.
Hamas may have won the elections but it then seized total power, suspended representative
government, and destroyed the opposition.
Moreover, Hamas is a radical terrorist group which openly uses antisemitic rhetoric and actively
seeks to wipe Israel off the map. It oppresses the Palestinian population and leads them into
endless war. It teaches young Palestinians that their career goal should not be as a teacher,
engineer, or doctor but as a suicide bomber.
From a strategic standpoint, Hamas is a member of the Iran-Syria alliance which seeks to
overthrow every Arab regime in the Middle East and replace it with an anti-Western, waroriented, radical Islamist dictatorship. Hamas's survival is a big threat to both Western interests
and to those of Arab nationalist regimes. Keeping Hamas in power is equivalent to an energetic
Western diplomatic effort to have kept the Taliban regime in power in Afghanistan, despite its
role in the September 11 attacks.
If, however, the world is not going to support Hamas's fall from office, Israel cannot bring about
this result by itself. At the same time, the world will be making a big mistake if it pushes for a
ceasefire at any price, thus encouraging future violence and terrorism, not only regarding Gaza
but also in the region generally.
What then are Israel's options?
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Two possible outcomes are rejected: Israel will not take control of the Gaza Strip again, and
Israel will not accept a return to the previous situation in which Hamas repeatedly attacked Israel
under cover of a ceasefire.
There are at least six major things Israel can obtain realistically:
• The practical weakening of Hamas. Granted it will continue to be aggressive in future, its
losses will reduce Hamas's ability to hurt Israeli citizens.
• Deterrence, while retaining its longer-term goals, Hamas will be more reluctant to attack
Israel lest it produce another such Israeli response.
• Border control, a change from the situation in which Hamas can import weapons fairly
freely to a stricter order in which humanitarian aid but not arms can come in.
• The return of Israeli soldier Gilad Shalit, seized in a Hamas attack on Israeli soil and held
hostage, lacking any contact with international humanitarian groups.
• A reduction of Hamas's standing among Palestinians. Despite macho and religious
rhetoric about Hamas's strength, Gaza Palestinians are more eager for a return of the PA;
West Bank citizens, living under more moderate PA rule, realize that extremism is
disastrous.
• Regional perception of Hamas's defeat, lowering support for the Iran-Syria alliance and
encouraging more moderate Arab forces to resist radical Islamism and Tehran's power.

•
•
•

Despite this being the best realistic program, Israel also knows significant factors that
might mean it won't work entirely:
Hamas will break any agreement and not change.
The international community is weak and contains tendencies toward appeasing
extremists to avoid trouble.
Egypt even when well-intended is not so efficient at controlling the border.

Thus, even this best-case scenario has problems. First, Hamas will return to building up its forces
for future confrontations, teaching a whole generation that it should prepare to sacrifice itself to
achieve a "final solution" of the Israel problem. In short, any outcome that leaves Hamas in place
is at best a lull until the next round.
Second, it is quite possible that within days or weeks of any agreement, Hamas--partly to prove to
itself and others how it remains unbowed--will return to firing rockets and mortar rounds into
Israel as well as trying to carry out terrorist attacks across the border. In that case, Israel will have
to respond much more seriously than it has in the past to such behavior. A world which
guarantees the ceasefire better be prepared to remember Israel's legitimate interests in enforcing
it.
Finally, as long as Hamas survives as rulers of the Gaza Strip, it will be impossible to end the
Israeli-Palestinian conflict. The PA will be too intimidated to make compromises and cannot even
deliver its own people. There can be no Palestinian state with half the territory being controlled
by an organization which will never accept an agreement and will do everything possible to
wreck it.
"Saving" Hamas and making the main or sole priority pushing for a ceasefire at any price is a
very short-sighted policy for the international community which will be paid for in future. If the
Gaza war is going to be ended, it should be in the framework of solving the problems that let
Hamas create the war in the first place.
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How the British Fought Terror - Hypocrisy at its best
January 8, 2009 | Eli E. Hertz
By Rafael Medoff, April 22, 2002, The Jerusalem Post - "Demolishing the homes of Arab civilians ...
Shooting handcuffed prisoners... Forcing local Arabs to test areas where mines may have been planted..."
These sound like the sort of accusations made by British and other European officials concerning Israel's
recent actions in Jenin. In fact, they are descriptions from official British documents concerning the methods
used by the British authorities to combat Palestinian Arab terrorism in Jenin and elsewhere in 1938.
The documents were declassified by London in 1989. They provide details of the British Mandatory
government's response to the assassination of a British district commissioner by a Palestinian Arab terrorist
in Jenin in the summer of 1938.
Even after the suspected assassin was captured (and then shot dead while allegedly trying to escape), the
British authorities decided that "a large portion of the town should be blown up" as punishment. On August
25 of that year, a British convoy brought 4,200 kilos of explosives to Jenin for that purpose.
In the Jenin operation and on other occasions, local Arabs were forced to drive "mine-sweeping taxis"
ahead of British vehicles in areas where Palestinian Arab terrorists were believed to have planted mines, in
order "to reduce [British] landmine casualties." The British authorities frequently used these and similar
methods to combat Palestinian Arab terrorism in the late 1930s.
BRITISH forces responded to the presence of terrorists in the Arab village of Miar, north of Haifa, by blowing
up house after house in October 1938. "When the troops left, there was little else remaining of the oncebusy village except a pile of mangled masonry," The New York Times reported. The declassified documents
refer to an incident in Jaffa in which a handcuffed prisoner was shot by the British police.
Under Emergency Regulation 19b, the British Mandate government could demolish any house located in a
village where terrorists resided, even if that particular house had no direct connection to terrorist activity.
Mandate official Hugh Foot later recalled: "When we thought that a village was harbouring rebels, we'd go
there and mark one of the large houses. Then, if an incident was traced to that village, we'd blow up the
house we'd marked."
The High Commissioner for Palestine, Harold MacMichael, defended the practice: "The provision is drastic,
but the situation has demanded drastic powers." MacMichael was furious over what he called the "grossly
exaggerated accusations" that England's critics were circulating concerning British anti-terror tactics in
Palestine. Arab allegations that British soldiers gouged out the eyes of Arab prisoners were quoted
prominently in the Nazi German press and elsewhere.
The declassified documents also record discussions among officials of the Colonial Office concerning the
rightness or wrongness of the anti-terror methods used in Palestine. Lord Dufferin remarked: "British lives
are being lost and I don't think that we, from the security of Whitehall, can protest squeamishly about
measures taken by the men in the frontline."
Sir John Shuckburgh defended the tactics on the grounds that the British were confronted "not with a
chivalrous opponent playing the game according to the rules, but with gangsters and murderers."
There were many differences between British policy in the 1930s and Israeli policy today, but one stands out
- the British, faced with a level of Palestinian Arab terrorism considerably less lethal than that which Israel
faces today, utilized anti-terror methods considerably harsher than those used by Israeli forces.
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Found on the door of a Beersheva home:

Translation:
In case this flat takes a direct hit:
- for security personnel: take it easy, we're at the parents
- for property assessors: we had here plasma TV, expensive wine and an ancient rare porcelin vase.
- for HOT cable TV workers: the plasma served as a vase
- for Rutti: if we've been hit, we ain't paying the house committee dues
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