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Introduction to Chapter 1


 


The murderous attack on Israeli civilians on October 7, 2023, and the responses to it, have changed everything. Israel’s efforts to prevent its destruction by its deterrent strength has been weakened. This has encouraged Israel’s enemies to redouble their efforts to commit politicide and genocide—to destroy the state of Israel and kill its citizens.


It has exposed rampant anti-Semitism around the world—especially among university students—even before Israel responded to the Hamas barbarity.


It has changed the relationship between Israel and the United States, especially with regard to American pressure on Israel and the possibility of direct American intervention.


It has required Israel to consider its nuclear options with regard to destroying Iran’s nuclear weapons program and to deploying its nuclear arsenal as a last resort to assure its survival.


It has revealed dangerous attitudes among America’s future leaders on today’s college campuses toward Israel’s possible destruction.


It has exposed media biases that have been exacerbated with Israel’s vulnerabilities.


It has united most Israelis and Jews around the world as never before, despite the deep divisions among them politically, religiously, and ideologically.


It has also united many Arabs and Muslims both in America and througout the world around the Palestinian cause, despite their deep divisions.


It has shown that anti-Semitism increases when Jews and their nation state are victimized.


It has clouded the future of peace between Israel and its Arab and Muslim neighbors and has diminished the proposals for a peaceful resolution of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.


It has made predictions about the future of the region nearly impossible, except that increasing instability is inevitable.


Nothing will ever be the same. It is remarkable that a ragtag band of murderous terrorists, conducting the largest pogrom against Jews since the Holocaust, could change so much in so little time.


There will be occasions in the future to assess how this perfect storm of Israeli vulnerability could have occurred. But for now, the focus must be on Israel’s survival, and the steps it must take to restore its deterrents, to save as many hostages as possible and to destroy Hamas. Nothing is off the table. The best laid plans of mice, men, soldiers, and political leaders have gone awry.


This is a new beginning, and there is no assurance that it will have a happy ending.


In this short book, I analyze the current situation and its implications for the future of Israel and the world. It is necessarily a work in progress since events are moving so quickly and so unpredictably. I have been writing about this issue for nearly half a century. Much of what I have argued is still relevant, but new thinking is required. I hope to help stimulate such thinking.









CHAPTER 1


The Current War


 


A. The Attack


Israel is fighting a war not only for its own survival, but for the victory of humanity over barbarity. The Jewish people have long been the victims of barbarity, and the nation state of the Jewish people—now seventy-five years old—has been on the forefront of fighting for humanity.


The recent lynching, raping, beheading, and kidnapping of more than fourteen hundred Israelis—including American Jews—is only the most recent pogrom in a history that goes back millennia. The crusades, the inquisition, the Cossack massacres, the religiously inspired pogroms, and the Holocaust were all manifestations of the oldest continuing human prejudice—Jew hatred. Sometimes it has been religiously inspired. Other times it has been ethnically inspired; now under the pretext of anti-Zionism, it is ideologically inspired. The end result has always been the same: the massacres of Jewish babies, women, the elderly, and everyone else who fits within the ever-changing definition of “Jew.”


Throughout history, the Jews have been the canary in the mine-shaft, signaling the approach of more generalized hatreds against others, such as the Romanis, gays, and the handicapped during World War II.


Jew hatred rarely distinguishes on the basis of individual characteristics, such as religious observance, economic condition, ethnicity, or political perspective. During the Holocaust, Catholic priests were murdered if they had at least one Jewish grandparent. Stalin’s campaign against Jewish intellectuals targeted Communists as well as anti-communist. The recent barbarity in Israel resulted in the murder of many pro-Palestinian, pro-peace, and pro-two-state solution left-wing opponents of the current Israeli government. To the Jew haters who engage in violence, the only thing that matters is whether you fit their criteria for being a Jew. That alone makes you a target.


The Hamas massacres were not designed to bring about a two-state solution, to end the occupation of the West Bank, or to achieve peace. Indeed, part of the motivation was to prevent any resolution of the conflict that left Israel standing. The goal was similar to the Nazi goal in the late 1930s and early 1940—judenrein—free of Jews. According to Hamas, the ancient land of Israel has to be ethnically cleansed of all Jews, either by murdering them or chasing them out. Now, American anti-Semites on university campuses are echoing the Nazi mantra of “cleansing” the world of Jews. They are holding up signs demanding “Keep the World Clean,” illustrated by a Star of David being placed in a garbage pail.


Nor was the recent barbarity about making life better for Palestinians. Indeed, nothing could be worse for most Palestinians, than to be living under a Hamas or Hezbollah califate. Prior to the recent war in Gaza, Hamas controlled the 140-square mile area and made life miserable for its two million residents. When Israel ended its occupation in 2005—with the withdrawal of every single Israeli soldier and civilian—the Gaza Strip could have become the Singapore on the Mediterranean. The Israelis left behind farming equipment, hot houses, and gardens. Several European countries pledged fortunes of money to build up the strip. But shortly thereafter, Hamas engaged in a bloody coup against the Palestinian Authority and murdered and exiled their remaining leaders. It murdered gays, religious dissenters, and political opponents. It took complete control over every aspect of life in the cities and the countryside, causing poverty, unemployment, health issues, illiteracy, and other problems for the residents. Many Gazans nonetheless support Hamas, while others do not, but are fearful to expose their opposition.


During the course of the recent attacks, many university students, faculty, administrator and alumni sought to justify the lynching, raping, torturing, and kidnapping of Jewish Israeli civilians on the ground that “settlers are not civilians.” They also argue that all means are justified when the end is to recover territory occupied by colonialists. It is important to understand what these arguments mean in the context of the recent events.


First, the victims of these massacres were living in Israel proper, not in areas captured in the 1948 or 1967 defensive wars. So they cannot be regarded as “settlers,” except by those who believe that every inch of Israel is occupied by “settlers.” In other words, every Jewish Israeli—even those descendants from Sephardic families that have lived in Eretz Yisrael (the ancient land of Israel) since before the birth of Muhammad—are settlers, and the areas in which their families lived since biblical times (such as Safad, Bnei Brak, and Jerusalem) are illegally occupied, simply because Jews live there.


They even claim that land on which no Jewish settler lives, such as the Gaza Strip, is “occupied,” because following the illegal and bloody coup by Hamas against the Palestinian Authority in 2007, Israel has taken military steps necessary to prevent the firing of rockets and the deployment of terror tunnels against its civilians who Hamas have been targeting for more than fifteen years. The recent rocket attacks, incursions, and massacres prove the need for even greater protective measures and self-defense. Yet, within Gaza itself there are no Israeli soldiers or “settlers.” When Israelis left Gaza, they even unburied their dead and took the bodies with them. By what rational definition is that an occupation?


To be sure, there is a continuing military occupation of some areas of the West Bank. And there are civilian settlements. The latter is controversial—both inside and outside of Israel—and justifies debate and even protest, but certainly not the massacre of civilians.


But one point is crystal clear: these massacres have little to do with the occupation of areas of the West Bank, or the failure to achieve a two-state solution. Hamas radicals would not be satisfied by the total end of the occupation of the West Bank and the withdrawal of all Jews from the areas subject to dispute—any more than they were satisfied with the withdrawal of all Jews, civilians, and soldiers from Gaza. To the contrary they doubled down on their terrorist attacks against civilians following the withdrawal.


The last thing Hamas wants is a two-state solution—or any solution that leaves Israel as the nation state of the Jewish people, regardless of how small it might be. They want a “final solution” akin to the deadly one sought by the Nazis.


But assume for a moment that Hamas were justified in all of its demands. Assume that Israel were a European colonialist bastion of white supremacy (despite Israel’s heterogeneous population, multiracial population consisting mostly of people with Middle Eastern rather than European heritage). Assume even that Gaza is an open-air prison, despite the absence of any Israeli “prison guards” within its borders. Assume the worst that Hamas falsely alleges. Would any or even all of that justify what occurred in October of 2023?


Ben Shapiro addressed the question, after he was criticized for showing graphic pictures of the atrocities on his show:




Here’s the point. Nothing anyone has ever done to you or could do to you would cause you to do these things.


No territorial dispute would cause you to butcher babies. No squabble over territory would cause you to rape and abduct women. No so-called “occupation” would cause you to kidnap entire families or burn them alive in their homes.


The only type of person who would do something like this is a person who isn’t like you. A person who does not value life or children or decency the same way that you do. A person who might proclaim they love death like you love life.


Hamas is not like you.


Those people who celebrate Hamas are not like you.


And—Hamas exploits the fact that you are not like them. They murder your children, and they hide behind their own.


They expect you to care more about their kids than they do themselves.







But what’s more important, they expect you to believe that they care about their own children when they manifestly care more about other things. About destroying the state of Israel. About murdering every Jew in their bed.1





In this book I ask why so much of the world has been so morally bankrupt—so “eyeless in Gaza”—when it comes to the massacre of Israelis by Hamas, and Israeli efforts to prevent any recurrence. Why has there been so little moral clarity over this conflict between good and evil? Why does the media not do a better job of explaining that the dead Palestinian children it shows the world were killed because they were deliberately placed in harm’s way by Hamas precisely in order to create these horrible images? Why is a double standard applied to Israeli self-defense actions? Why are the usual standards of criticism not applied to Hamas’s double war crimes? Why are there so many more protests and so much more rage when the Israeli Army accidentally kills human shields in defense of its own children than when Muslims murder Jews and even other Muslims in cold blood and in much larger numbers throughout the world? Why is terrorism justified by so many only when it is directed at Israeli civilians? Why is so much of the world so wrong when it comes to Israel?


B. Israel Is Not a Colonial, Imperialist State


Among the most absurd but prevalent canards currently being promulgated against Israel—and used to justify Hamas barbarism—is that it is a colonial, imperialist, settler state, comparable to apartheid South Africa.


The reality is that Israel is a democracy comprising primarily of refugees and their descendants exercising their right to self-determination.


Beginning in the 1880s, the Jews who moved to what is now Israel were refugees escaping the oppressive anti-Semitism of colonial Europe and the Muslim states of the Middle East and North Africa. Unlike the colonial settlers serving the expansionist commercial and military goals of imperial nations such as Great Britain, France, the Netherlands, and Spain, the Jewish refugees were escaping from the countries that had oppressed them for centuries. These Jewish refugees were far more comparable to the American colonists who had left England because of religious oppression (or the Europeans who later immigrated to America) than they were to eighteenth- and nineteenth-century English imperialists who colonized India, the French settlers who colonized North Africa, and the Dutch expansionists who colonized Indonesia.


Those who absurdly claim that the Jewish refugees who immigrated to Palestine in the last decades of the nineteenth century were the “tools” of European imperialism must answer the following question: For whom were these socialists and idealists working? Were they planting the flag of the hated czar of Russia or the anti-Semitic regimes of Poland or Lithuania? These refugees wanted nothing to do with the countries from which they fled to avoid pogroms and religious discrimination. They came to what the Romans had named Palestine without any of the weapons of imperialism. They brought with them few guns or other means of conquest. Their tools were rakes and hoes. The land they cultivated was not taken away from its rightful owners by force or confiscation by colonial law. It was purchased, primarily from absentee landlords and real estate speculators, at fair or often exorbitant prices.


As Martin Buber, a strong supporter of Palestinian rights, observed in 1939: “Our settlers do not come here as do the colonists from the Occident, to have natives do their work for them; they themselves set their shoulders to the plow and they spend their strength and their blood to make the land fruitful.”2 Nor was the land they sought to cultivate rich in natural resources such as oil or gold, or strategically positioned as a trade route. It was a materially worthless piece of real estate in a backwater of the world whose significance to Jews was religious, historical, and familial.


Clearly, these Jewish workers were not your typical imperialists. They were refugees from oppressive regimes who were seeking to begin new lives in a place their ancestors had long ago settled and from which most but not all of them had eventually been driven. Moreover, as the British historian Paul Johnson has documented, the colonial powers did everything possible to thwart the establishment of a Jewish homeland: “Everywhere in the West, the foreign offices, defense ministries, and big business were against the Zionists.”3 The Jewish refugees who came to live in Palestine had to overcome Turkish, British, and Pan-Arab imperialism and colonialism in order to achieve self-determination.


To prove beyond any reasonable doubt that Israel is not and has never been an imperialist or colonialist state, it is necessary to briefly recount the early history of the Jewish refugees from Europe who joined the mostly Sephardic Jews who had lived in Palestine for generations The first wave of immigration (or Aliyah as it was called), beginning in 1882 and ending in 1903, was not very different in many respects from the first large-scale immigration of Eastern European Jews to America at about the same time. This was an era of massive emigration and immigration throughout the world, especially from the crowded cities and towns of Europe. Enormous population shifts took place, with people settling in places far away from their birthplaces. Irish, Italian, Greek, German, Polish, and Jewish families as well as Chinese, Japanese, and Caribbean families, sought better lives in the United States, Canada, South America, Australia, and other places where they could work with their hands and develop their minds.


Approximately ten thousand Eastern European Jews immigrated to Palestine during that period as compared to nearly a million Jews who immigrated to the United States. The Jews of the First Aliyah produced a manifesto in 1882, in which they explicitly referred to the recent wave of pogroms as well as the more distant auto-de-fé that had threatened to destroy European Jewry. Like the Jews who sought refuge in America, most of the Jews who first returned to Zion were simply looking for a place to live in peace, without discrimination and without physical threats to their survival. They certainly had that right.


Palestine, the land of their forebears, seemed to be an appropriate place for several important reasons, including that there has always been a significant Jewish presence in Palestine.


The Crusaders massacred thousands of Jews along with Muslims in the eleventh century, but soon thereafter Jews from France, England, and later Spain, Lithuania, Portugal, Sicily, Sardinia, Rhodes, and Naples established centers of Jewish learning and commerce. From this time on, Palestine was never without a significant and well-documented Jewish presence. By the time the Ottoman Turks occupied Palestine in 1516, approximately ten thousand Jews lived in the Safad region alone. In the sixteenth century according to British reports, “as many as 15,000 Jews” lived in Safad which was “a center of rabbinical learning.” Many more Jews lived in Jerusalem, Hebron, Acre, and other locations. Jerusalem, in fact, has had a Jewish majority since the first population figures were gathered in the early nineteenth century, and, according to the British consul in Jerusalem, the Muslims of Jerusalem “scarcely exceed[ed] one quarter of the whole population.” Jerusalem was a predominantly Jewish city well before the First Aliyah by European Jews. By the middle of the nineteenth century—thirty years before the Firsts Aliyah—Jews also constituted a significant presence, often a plurality or majority, in Safad, Tiberias, and several other cities and towns. Tel Aviv has been a predominantly Jewish city since European Jews founded it on sand dunes in 1909.


Although most of the Jews of the First Aliyah were secular to the core, their longing for Zion transcended theology and was an important aspect of Jewish history. Jews who lived outside of Palestine were referred to as the diaspora or the exiles. The Jewish people never abandoned their claim to return to the land from which so many of their ancestors had been forcibly driven.


At about the time the first wave of European Jewish refugees were immigrating to Palestine, other waves of Jewish refugees from Muslim countries such as Yemen, Iraq, Turkey, and North Africa were also beginning to arrive in Palestine. These Arab Jews had little knowledge of political Zionism. They were simply returning home to escape persecution, having learned that the Ottoman Empire was permitting (or closing its eyes to) some Jewish immigration into Palestine. At the same time, many Arabs from what is now Syria, Lebanon, Jordan, and Egypt moved to Palestine—some to work in Jewish wineries and other businesses.


Based on the actual history of the Jewish refugees who immigrated to Palestine, the claim that Israel is a colonial or imperialist state is so farfetched that it simply serves to illustrate how language is willfully distorted in the service of a partisan agenda.


Contrast the Jewish presence in Palestine—or as the Jews called it “Eretz Yisrael,” the land of Israel—to the lack of presence or history of English settlers sent to New Zealand by Great Britain as part of its colonial enterprise. New Zealand is a perfect example of a colonialist-settler state. Israel is not.


C. A Brief History of the Gaza Conflict


Let me begin to answer questions raised by recent events with a brief chronology that places the Gaza conflict in context.


On October 2, 2001, only three weeks after the terror attacks of September 11th, President George W. Bush announced that the United States supported the creation of a Palestinian state. It was a major milestone for the Palestinian cause, since no previous American administration had officially acknowledged a Palestinian state as an explicit goal of US foreign policy. The announcement was all the more remarkable, given that the US was still reeling in the wake of 9/11, and that Palestinian extremists were still using terror against Israelis to achieve their goals. Bush’s announcement offered a unique opportunity to Palestinians to end the violence and begin building a new future. Hamas’s response came a few weeks later, when it fired the first Qassam rocket at the Israeli town of Sderot. The Hamas website proudly proclaimed: “The Zionist army is afraid that the Palestinians will increase the range of the new rockets, placing the towns and villages in the [Zionist] entity in danger.”4 It was only the first of thousands of rockets that Hamas and other Palestinian terror organizations would fire in their relentless effort to kill Jews and destroy the peace process.


Rocket and mortar fire from the Gaza Strip increased in late 2004 and early 2005. There was a brief halt in March 2005, in the aftermath of Mahmoud Abbas’s victory in the Palestinian presidential elections, and an agreement signed by the various Palestinian factions in Cairo to halt violence. Hamas and other organizations merely used the lull to rearm, however. In August of that year, Israel carried out its “disengagement” from Gaza, voluntarily withdrawing thousands of settlers and soldiers and completely ending the Israeli presence there. The hope was that Palestinians would use the end of Israeli occupation to build Gaza’s economy and prepare it for political independence, along with the West Bank, as part of a Palestinian state. Private donors stepped in to buy the Israeli greenhouses that had been left behind, and hand them over to the Palestinian Authority. James Wolfenson, the former head of the World Bank, contributed $500,000 of his own money to the purchase.5 But almost immediately after the disengagement, Hamas and other terror organizations renewed their rocket fire, launching a barrage of rockets at the Israeli towns of Sderot and Ashqelon. The immediate trigger was an accident during a Hamas “victory rally,” in which a truck filled with weapons exploded in a Gaza refugee camp, killing nineteen Palestinians.6 There was little media focus on, and no demonstrations against, these largely civilian deaths.


Rocket fire continued throughout the months that followed, though Israel was no longer occupying Gaza. In November 2005, Israel signed an agreement with the Palestinian Authority to open the Rafah crossing on the Egypt-Gaza border. The agreement was part of an effort to encourage trade and economic development in Gaza, and to increase the responsibilities of the Palestinian government for the welfare of the Palestinian people. And, indeed, the Rafah crossing remained open throughout the first half of 2006.7 The border remained open despite Hamas’s victory in the Palestinian legislative elections in January 2006 that caused deep worry in Israel and throughout the international community. The Middle East Quartet—comprised of the European Union, United Nations, United States, and Russia—warned the new Palestinian government that further aid would be conditional on its “commitment to the principles of non-violence, recognition of Israel, and acceptance of previous agreements and obligations.”8 With several weeks to go before the new Palestinian government would be sworn in, Hamas had time to consider those reasonable conditions. And it rejected every one of them. That decision, in turn, prompted the Quartet, and Israel, to cut off financial assistance to the Palestinian Authority, though Israel continued to supply electricity and water to Gaza.


Hamas had a chance to reconsider. Instead, it resumed its attacks. Only one rocket was launched against Israel in January 2006, while Palestinian elections were under way. But in February alone, forty-seven rockets were fired. By June, Hamas and other groups had launched hundreds of Quassams, as well as an Iranian-made Grad rocket. On June 25, Hamas launched an attack inside Israel, having tunneled under the border near the Kerem Shalom (“Vineyard of Peace”) border crossing. In the ensuing battle, Hamas kidnapped an Israeli soldier named Gilad Shalit, whom it held incommunicado for several years in violation of the principles of the Third Geneva Convention. Following the kidnapping, Israel attacked terrorist targets in Gaza and closed the Rafah crossing. The closure was not an attempt to punish Palestinians for the election results five months before but was the direct consequence of Hamas’s attack on Israel and was deemed necessary to protect Israel’s security.


Even after Hamas abducted Shalit, the Gaza borders were not completely closed. The Rafah crossing was open for twenty-four days over the next six months, and some movement of people and goods—albeit restricted—was allowed. Throughout this time, rocket fire from the Gaza Strip continued to terrorize Israeli civilians. Still, the international community gave the Palestinian leaders another chance to meet the basic demands it had issued in January 2006. But the two main Palestinian factions—Fatah, which controlled the executive, and Hamas, which controlled the legislature—began fighting openly with each other. After extensive negotiations, the two parties agreed to a unity government, which was formed in March 2007. But the rockets continued to rain down—reaching a record high of 257 in May 2007—and in June 2007, Hamas launched a military coup against the Fatah executive, driving its leaders out of Gaza and killing more than one hundred of their fellow Palestinians, including many civilians. Again, little media focus and no protest marches. With the entire territory under its iron-fisted control, Hamas increased rocket attacks against Israel, with other Palestinian terror organizations joining in. These attacks accelerated dramatically after Israel and the exiled leaders of the Palestinian Authority—still legally governed by Fatah, in the eyes of the international community—signed an agreement in Annapolis, Maryland, in November 2007, pledging to work towards a two-state solution.


It was only after Hamas’s illegal and illegitimate coup, and the heavy rocket attacks that followed, that Israel imposed more extensive restrictions on Gaza designed to prevent and deter rocket and other attacks. In January 2008—nearly two years after Hamas took power, and after thousands of rockets and mortars had fallen on Israel’s southern towns—Israel began restricting fuel and electricity to Gaza, in accordance with a nuanced ruling by Israel’s High Court of Justice. Still, it continued to allow fuel and humanitarian aid to enter and allowed Palestinians to enter Israel to receive medical treatment in Israeli hospitals. Israel did not want ordinary Palestinians to suffer and did all that it could to alleviate their living conditions while reducing Hamas’s ability to function as a terrorist regime. And yet Hamas continued to smuggle weapons into Gaza via underground tunnels on the Egyptian border. More than two thousand rockets and mortars were launched from Gaza into Israel in the first six months of 2008. Finally, in June, Israel and Hamas began an Egyptian-brokered “period of calm,” during which rocket fire, though greatly reduced, continued to strike Israeli towns. In December 2008, Hamas unilaterally declared that it would resume its attacks with full force—and it promptly did so when the period of calm expired, forcing Israel to respond with Operation Cast Lead.


Between 2009 and the October 7, 2023 attack, Hamas continued to send rockets and terrorists into Israel. The year 2014 saw some of the worst fighting, starting with rocket attacks at cities in the heartland in Israel and culminating in operation Protective Edge, in which more than two thousand Palestinians, many of them combatants, and sixty-seven Israeli soldiers and six civilians were killed.


In the runup to the 2023 massacre, things were relatively quiet, as they have been before previous Hamas attacks. Thousands of Gazans were permitted to enter Israel to work and bring back their salaries. It now turns out that some of these “workers” were actually Hamas spies who provided the terrorists information about the location of civilian targets and military facilities. Hamas always seeks to justify their aggression by pointing to some alleged provocation, most recently some tensions on the Temple Mount in Jerusalem, by a small number of religious extremists. But the October 7 invasion was planned well before any alleged provocation. The attack was obviously designed to thwart the peace process with Saudi Arabia and other states in the region.


D. The Hamas Playbook


The Hamas playbook in Gaza is clear to anyone who is not eyeless or morally oblivious: attack Israeli civilians; anticipate Israel’s response by using human shields that assure that in its effort to target Hamas terrorist, Israel will cause collateral damage to Palestinian civilians; seek condemnation by the international community and the media; demand a cease fire; use the cease fire to rearm and get ready for the next cycle.


Hamas itself has a name for this. They call it “the CNN strategy.” (This is not to criticize CNN or any objective news source for doing its job; it is to criticize Hamas for exploiting the freedom of press that it forbids in Gaza). The CNN strategy works 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 harm’s way. Average viewers, regardless of their political or ideological perspective, want 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 and hiding behind human shields.


They forget the usual rules of morality and law. 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 also works because people have short memories. They don’t see current events in the context of similar past events, so they fail to understand that what they are now seeing is a rerun of a tactic designed by Hamas to be repeated endlessly.


The CNN strategy seems to work better, at least in some parts of the world, against Israel that it would against other nations. There is much more protest—and fury—directed against Israel when it inadvertently kills 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 many more Arabs and Muslim civilians are killed in Africa and the Middle East by Arab and Muslim governments and groups with little or no protests.


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 its 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 while building massive underground shelters for its leaders.


It isn’t the nature of the conflict, either, because Israel is fighting a war of self-defense designed to protect its own civilians from rocket attacks and incursions, while most of those killed by Arabs and Muslims are killed in 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, as occurred during the Black September Massacres conducted by Jordanians against Palestinians, but a qualitatively different standard applies 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. In several instances, Hamas has fired anti-personnel rockets at Israeli civilians, but the rockets fell short of their target and killed Palestinian civilians. Yet there is virtually no coverage and absolutely no protests against these “collateral” civilian deaths, because Hamas refuses to allow TV cameras to show these dead Palestinian children. There was coverage of the recent explosion in a hospital parking lot only because it was falsely blamed on Israel.


Nor have there been protests against the cold-blooded murders by Hamas and its supporters of dozens of Palestinian civilians who allegedly “collaborated” with Israel. Indeed, Hamas and other terrorist groups, along with Arab countries, have killed far more Palestinian civilians than have the Israelis, 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 protesters who fill the streets of New York, London, Paris, and San Francisco are nowhere to be seen when Jewish children are murdered by Palestinian terrorists.


Moreover, the number of civilians killed by Israel is almost always exaggerated, as President Biden has asserted. First, it is widely assumed that if a victim is a “child” or a “woman,” he or she is necessarily a civilian.


But Hamas often uses fourteen-, fifteen-, sixteen-, and seventeen-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 it at its word. The media should look closely and critically at the number of claimed civilian victims before accepting self-serving and self-contradictory exaggerations. Instead, it repeats the misleading “statistic” that half of Gaza’s population is comprised of “children,” without informing the public that many of these “children” shoot guns, build terror tunnels, fire missiles, and kidnap Israeli children and babies.


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 other nations in comparable situations. 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. It has gone so far as firing rockets from Palestinian schoolyards and hiding its terrorists in Palestinian maternity wards. Immediately following the barbarism of October 7, many of the barbarians sought shelter in hospitals, schools, and mosques.


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, it has committed an “armed attack” against Israel. 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’s efforts to maximize civilian deaths on both sides. As Golda Meir long ago put it: “We can forgive the Arabs for killing our children, but we can never forgive them for forcing us to kill their children.”


E. University Responses


Even before Israel responded militarily to the massacre of October 7, 2023, American supporters of Hamas in the United States and around the world were blaming Israel for the mass murder of its own civilians and children.


Student groups at Harvard, Yale, City University of New York, Columbia, and other major institutions of learning issued statements in support of the Hamas murderers and rapists. Hundreds of students at Harvard issued the following blood libel on behalf of more than thirty organizations including Amnesty International at Harvard:


“We the undersigned student organizations hold the Israeli regime entirely responsible for all unfolding violence . . . the apartheid regime is the only one to blame.”


Similar statements were issued by student groups around the country. Many faculty members and administrators support—indeed encourage—such bigotry. This was even before Israel even responded to the mass murder of its civilians.


This should not be surprising in light of the propaganda demonizing Israel that has flooded university campuses for decades. Speakers such as Norman Finkelstein have become among the most popular supporters of Hamas’s genocidal goals.


While Israeli babies, women, and elderly civilians were being butchered, this despicable bigot and Holocaust minimizer published the following:




If we honor the Jews who revolted in the Warsaw Ghetto—then moral consistency commands that we honor the heroic resistance in Gaza. I, for one, will never begrudge—on the contrary, it warms every fiber of my soul—the scenes of Gaza’s smiling children as their arrogant Jewish supremacist oppressors have finally been humbled.9





The comparison is obscene. In the Warsaw uprising, brave civilians arose against well-armed Nazi soldiers who were trying to kill them. The only murders and rapes were by the Stormtroopers. In Israel, the murderers and rapists were the Hamas butchers who warm Mr. Finkelstein’s soul.


Despite, perhaps because of, these outrageous, immoral, and historically inaccurate defamations, Mr. Finkelstein will continue to be invited to speak to large audiences at our major universities, while pro-Israel speakers—even those like me who support a two-state peaceful solution—will continue to be banned.


It is outrageous that hard-left woke progressives who claim to support women’s rights are in the forefront of defending rapists who parade their bleeding victims. Many of the Israelis who were murdered at the peace concert and at nearby kibbutzim supported a two-state solution and the rights of innocent Palestinians.


This doesn’t matter to the genocidal Hamas murderers and their supporters. All that matters is that the victims were Jews—Israeli Jews, American Jews, British Jews. The goal of these murderers is not a two-state solution or a peaceful resolution of the Middle East conflict.


No, it is the murder of Israel’s population and of Jews around the world who support the only nation-state of the Jewish people. It is bigotry pure and simple, and according to these bigots, anyone who supports the Jewish state deserves the most extreme condemnation in the court of public opinion.


The most troubling aspect of these university statements in support of rapists and murderers is that many who signed them will be our future leaders. The universities that admitted and teach them have historically turned-out future members of Congress, presidents, economic leaders, journalists, and others who will determine the fate of our children and grandchildren. These universities have failed our future.


The disgusting, but predictable public defense of Hamas by so many students has generated a debate in universities about whether and how to respond to students who support, defend, or even praise what Hamas terrorists deliberately did to innocent Israeli children, the elderly and other civilians.


On the one hand there are considerations of free speech and academic freedom. As the president of Harvard, Claudine Gay, put it in refusing to condemn the more than thirty student groups who blamed Israel alone for the Hamas horrors: “Harvard embraces a commitment to free expression.”


That would be acceptable if the university had a strict and consistent policy of never taking positions on issues that do not directly involve the university. The University of Chicago takes that position. Harvard does not. Former Harvard president Lawrence Summers reminded the current Harvard administration that Harvard has forfeited that prerogative—to “pursue a policy of neutrality”—by speaking out on other issues such as the killing of George Floyd.


The testing question would be: What if anything would Harvard’s current president have said if a group of Harvard clubs had blamed the lethal firebombing of a Black church on the burned Black children or on the NAACP? What if they blamed the shooting up of a gay bar on the lifestyles of the murdered gays? Or the lynching of Blacks on their “uppity” attitudes?


We know what the reaction of university administrators would have been. At the very least, they would have exercised their own freedom of expression to condemn these groups in the strongest terms.


So, I have two direct questions to President Gay (who I like personally): 1) Would you have refused to condemn student groups that took these despicable positions, citing their freedom of expression? 2) If you would have condemned such groups (as I am confident you would have) how do you distinguish these groups from those you have refused to condemn? Is supporting the mass murder of Jews any less deserving of condemnation than the supporting of those who burn churches, shoot gays, or lynch Blacks? How then can you justify not condemning the Harvard groups?


Is it because you would be criticized for condemning pro-Hamas students but praised for condemning anti-Black and anti-gay bigots? That is not a principled basis for making a distinction. What then is the basis?


Certainly not Harvard’s sordid history which is rife with both racism and anti-Semitism.


For generations Harvard excluded or limited the number of Jewish students. In the 1930s it honored German Nazis. As recently as when I arrived there in 1964, it discriminated against Jews in the selection of presidents and deans. It welcomed recruitment on campus by corporations and law firms that openly discriminated against Jews.


To its credit, Harvard has tried to reckon with its history of anti-Black racism. It must now reckon with its history of anti-Semitism and its current application of double standards in tolerating Jew hatred among elements of its student body, faculty, and administrators.


It is no excuse to say that the current Jew hatred is directed at the nation state of the Jewish people rather than at Jews as a group. Hamas lynched, raped, beheaded, and kidnapped Jews who lived in Israel. They have murdered non-Israeli Jews in other parts of the world, and their charter is filled with anti-Jewish canards borrowed from the notorious anti-Semitic forgery, the Protocols of the Elders of Zion. Hamas is a Jew-hating, anti-Semitic terrorist group, and students who support it by shifting the blame from them to the Jews of Israel are complicit in Hamas’s Jew hatred and must be held accountable.


Nor is it an excuse or justification that the offending groups are comprised of young students, some of whom claim they didn’t realize what they are signing. They knew they were signing an anti-Israel petition at a time when Israeli Jews were being slaughtered. The fact that some may have signed it without reading it only goes to show the knee-jerk hatred of some students toward anything involving Israel or Jews. They would never have signed a petition critical of gays or Blacks without studying it carefully.


Harvard treats its students—both eighteen-year-old freshmen or twenty-five-year-old graduate students_as adults, holding them responsible for what they write or sign. They do not excuse plagiarism even if negligent. There is no basis for an exception here. Students who supported this and similar petitions should be called out and criticized. If they want to retract their signatures they should do so publicly and apologize. Silence is complicity. Freedom of expression precludes the power to punish immoral speech. But it includes the right to condemn such speech. President Gay must condemn these offending students in the strongest terms.


Much of the blame lies with the faculty and administration of elite universities, which have taken strong views against racism, sexism, homophobia, and other forms of bigotry, while remaining silent about the oldest prejudice, anti-Semitism, which today disguises itself as anti-Zionism. Jews and Zionists are not included among minorities who deserve protection.


Among the Harvard groups most prominently blaming Israel for these rapes and murders is Amnesty International at Harvard. That group is the Harvard affiliate of the Nobel Prize-winning international organization that claims to be in favor of peace and nonviolence. (After receiving protest, Amnesty removed its name.)


I don’t know whether the Harvard affiliate represents the views of its parent organization, but Amnesty International has failed, at least so far, to disassociate itself from these abhorrent anti-peace and pro-violence views. Nor has Harvard University, with which these groups boast an association, condemned them.


None of these major universities would allow a Ku Klux Klan, white supremicist, or other anti-Black, anti-gay, anti-woman organization to be associated with the university. Whatever these universities would do with regard to such other bigoted groups, they must do with regard to these bigoted groups.


This is not about politics. This is about supporting murderers and rapists of Jews. These bigots must not be allowed to hide behind political claims. When a single African American named George Floyd was brutally and unjustifiably murdered by police, this caused a major “reckoning” at American universities and other institutions.


Billions of dollars and other resources were redirected at remedying anti-Black bigotry. The time has come for a new reckoning—a reckoning by American universities with their own tolerance and even encouragement of anti-Semitism and anti-Zionism.


The immoral groups that support Hamas atrocities are composed of students, faculty members, and administrators. Many of these individuals hide behind their organizations’ names and refuse to identify themselves. They do not want to be held accountable in the court of public opinion for their own despicable views.


The open marketplace of ideas, which I support, allows students to hold and express these views, but it also requires transparency so that the rest of us can judge them, hold them accountable, and debate them.


There are, of course, rare occasions where anonymity is essential. For example, during the civil rights period of the 1960s, identifying members of civil rights groups endangered their lives. There is, however, no such fear here. Groups that oppose Hamas have not been known to advocate violence against those who support it. To the contrary, it is pro-Israel advocates who have been threatened with and suffered from violence.


The students who anonymously vote to support Hamas’s recent attacks need not be fearful of anything but disdain and criticism. They should be willing to subject themselves to the marketplace of ideas. They should not resort to cowardly hiding behind the names of prominent organizations such as Amnesty International at Harvard. (As noted, after receiving protest, Amnesty removed its name.)


Some students who belong to these organizations argue that they do not personally support Hamas’s recent barbarities. They are free to say so and to dissociate themselves from the groups they voluntarily joined. Silence in this context is acquiescence. So is hiding behind anonymity.to defend these immoral views.


Fellow students, future employers, and others should be able to judge their friends and potential employees by the views they have expressed. Teachers should not grade students based on their views. That is why anonymous grading is widely employed at universities.


As a university professor for fifty years, I would not grade down a student because she supported Hamas atrocities. Nor would I befriend or employ such a student. Freedom of speech is not freedom from being held accountable for one’s speech. It is interesting that most of the counterpetitions protesting Hamas’s activities contain the names of students and faculty, but that is far less true of petitions that support Hamas’s atrocities. That is understandable because there is no reasonable defense for what Hamas has done. Those who support Hamas should be ashamed and shamed, and those who oppose Hamas should be praised. That, too, is part of the marketplace of ideas.


Today, too many students are judged by their “identity.” Identity politics has replaced meritocracy. Being judged by one’s support or opposition to Hamas barbarity is more justifiable.


Let the student newspapers, many of which are rabidly anti-Israel, publish the names of all students and faculty members who belong to groups that support and oppose Hamas. Hypothetically, if a club were formed at any of these universities that advocated rape or the lynching of African Americans, the newspapers would most assuredly publish the names of everyone associated with such a despicable group. Why is this different? Rape has become a weapon of war for Hamas, along with lynching, mutilation, mass murder, and kidnapping. Expressing support for these acts, while constitutionally protected, is wrong. The answer to wrong speech isn’t censorship; it is right speech, and transparency.


So let the names be published. Let the despicable students and faculty members who support Hamas stand up and defend their indefensible views and let the marketplace of ideas decide who is right and who is wrong.


F. Lawyer Responses


Within a day of the brutal massacre of Israeli babies, women, the elderly and others, the National Lawyers Guild issued a statement in support of the mass murderers. The National Lawyers Guild is a group of hard-left lawyers, students, and legal workers. It has branches in law schools throughout the country and has many members, especially among law students.
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