
 MORAL CLARITY IN GAZA 
By Charles Krauthammer (Washington Post Article) 

  
Israel accepts an Egyptian-proposed Gaza cease-fire; Hamas keeps firing. 
Hamas deliberately aims rockets at civilians; Israel painstakingly tries to 
avoid them, actually telephoning civilians in the area and dropping warning 
charges, so-called roof knocking. 
  
"Here's the difference between us," explains the Israeli prime minister. "We're 
using missile defense to protect our civilians, and they're using their civilians to 
protect their missiles." 
  
Rarely does international politics present a moment of such moral clarity. Yet we 
routinely hear this Israel-Gaza fighting described as a morally equivalent "cycle of 
violence."  This is absurd.  What possible interest can Israel have in cross-border 
fighting?  Everyone knows Hamas set off this mini-war.   And everyone knows the 
proudly self-declared raison d'etre of Hamas: the eradication of Israel and its Jews. 
  
Apologists for Hamas attribute the blood lust to the Israeli occupation and 
blockade.  Occupation?  Does no one remember anything?  It was less than 10 years 
ago that worldwide television showed the Israeli army pulling die-hard settlers off 
synagogue roofs in Gaza as Israel uprooted its settlements, expelled its citizens, 
withdrew its military and turned every inch of Gaza over to the Palestinians.   There 
was not a soldier, not a settler, not a single Israeli left in Gaza. 
  
And there was no blockade.   On the contrary, Israel wanted this new Palestinian 
state to succeed.  To help the Gaza economy, Israel gave the Palestinians its 3,000 
greenhouses that had produced fruit and flowers for export.  It opened border 
crossings and encouraged commerce. 
  
The whole idea was to establish the model for two states living peacefully and 
productively side by side.  No one seems to remember that, simultaneous with the 
Gaza withdrawal, Israel dismantled four smaller settlements in the northern West 
Bank as a clear signal of Israel's desire to leave the West Bank as well and thus 
achieve an amicable two-state solution. 
  
This is not ancient history.   This was nine years ago. 
  
And how did the Gaza Palestinians react to being granted by the Israelis what no 
previous ruler, neither Egyptian, nor British, nor Turkish, had ever given them - an 
independent territory?   First, they demolished the greenhouses.   Then they elected 
Hamas.   Then, instead of building a state with its attendant political and economic 
institutions, they spent the better part of a decade turning Gaza into a massive 
military base, brimming with terror weapons, to make ceaseless war on Israel. 
  
Where are the roads and rail, the industry and infrastructure of the new Palestinian 
state?  Nowhere.  Instead, they built mile upon mile of underground tunnels to hide 
their weapons and, when the going gets tough, their military commanders.  They 
spent millions importing and producing rockets, launchers, mortars, small arms, 
even drones.  They deliberately placed them in schools, hospitals, mosques and 
private homes to better expose their own civilians. 
  
Why?  The rockets can't even inflict serious damage, being almost uniformly 
intercepted by Israel's Iron Dome anti-missile system.  Even West Bank leader 
Mahmoud Abbas has asked: "What are you trying to achieve by sending rockets?" 



  
This produces dead Palestinians for international television.  Which is why Hamas 
perversely urges its own people not to seek safety when Israel drops leaflets 
warning of an imminent attack. 
  
To deliberately wage war so that your own people can be telegenically killed is 
indeed moral and tactical insanity.   But it rests on a very rational premise:  Given 
the Orwellian state of the world's treatment of Israel (see: the U.N.'s grotesque 
Human Rights Council), fueled by a mix of classic anti-Semitism, near-total 
historical ignorance and reflexive sympathy for the ostensible Third World 
underdog, these eruptions featuring Palestinian casualties ultimately undermine 
support for Israel's legitimacy and right to self-defense. 
  
In a world of such Kafkaesque ethical inversions, the depravity of Hamas begins to 
make sense.  This is a world in which the Munich massacre is a movie and the 
murder of Klinghoffer is an opera - both deeply sympathetic to the killers. This is a 
world in which the U.N. ignores humanity's worst war criminals while incessantly 
condemning Israel, a state warred upon for 66 years that nonetheless goes to 
extraordinary lengths to avoid harming the very innocents its enemies use as 
shields. 
  
It's to the Israelis' credit that amid all this madness they haven't lost their moral 
scruples.  Or their nerve.  Those outside the region have the minimum obligation, 
therefore, to expose the madness and speak the truth. Rarely has it been so 
blindingly clear. 
  

  
HAMAS LOSING PALESTINIAN ARAB SUPPORT IN GAZA 
by Tova Dvorin  (IsraelNationalNews) 

  
Hamas's war against Israel is not only losing militarily, but losing popular 
support for the Islamist group in Gaza as well, according to a study released 
recently.   
  
A Washington Institute study published during the first week of the operation 
polled 450 Gazans June 15-17 - before Operation Protective Edge in Gaza, but after 
Hamas began firing more rockets on Israel.   
  
The study, which claims to be "the only credible Palestinian poll" since Israeli teens 
Naftali Frenkel (16), Gilad Sha'ar (16), and Eyal Yifrah (19), were abducted and 
murdered last month, reveals that 70% of Gazans believe that Hamas "should 
maintain a ceasefire with Israel in both Gaza and the West Bank."   
  
In addition, 57% of respondents supported "unity government" chairman and Fatah 
leader Mahmoud Abbas's position that the new government should "renounce 
violence against Israel."   
  
Gazans are also unhappy with Hamas's handle on security - or lack thereof. 
Seventy-one (71%) of Gazans considered crime in Gaza to be "a significant 
problem"; 66.6% consider Hamas to be guilty of corruption; and 78% criticize the 
use of terror groups, and not a "formal security structure," to enforce law and 
order.   
  
Hamas was elected to power in 2007, after Israel withdrew from Gaza during the 
2005 Disengagement.   



  
But most Gazans believed - even before the military operation - that the Palestinian 
Authority (PA)'s Fatah should be given power in Gaza, with 88% of respondents 
agreeing to the statement "the PA should send officials and security officers to Gaza 
to take over administration there." Of those, 67% who agreed "strongly agreed" to 
that sentiment.  By contrast, the combined support for both Hamas leaders Khaled 
Meshaal and Ismail Haniyeh topped barely 15%.   
  
'Most Gazans hate Hamas with a passion' 
  
Since the launch of Operation Protective Edge, experts - and civilians - say that 
feeling has intensified.   
  
"You need to understand that Palestinian blood has been shed by Hamas itself," a 
28-year old journalist, an editor at a Gaza media outlet who asked to be kept 
anonymous, told Fox News on Saturday.  "Living under Hamas is a tragedy."   
  
"Nobody can forgive Hamas for what they're doing," the journalist continued.  "No 
one can forgive Hamas for butchering Palestinians to get power.  Most Gazans hate 
Hamas with a passion."   
  
"The only reason Hamas rules Gaza is because of its ruthless iron fist and military 
dictatorship," he added.  "We would love to have an independence from both Fatah 
and Hamas, who are profiting off the Palestinian people. We need to rule 
ourselves." 
  
Hamas has openly boasted about the "success" of its strategy of using civilians as 
human shields during Operation Protective Edge, and the IDF has published 
extensive evidence of the practice. 
  
Hamas has in the past urged Gazans to ignore warnings from the IDF about 
upcoming strikes, in remarks caught both on Hamas-sponsored television and on 
the radar of international media outlets. 
  
But most civilians are reluctant to accept this, the study's conductors insist.   
  
"The study is quite telling," the Institute's David Pollack, who conducted the survey, 
told Fox.  "The Gazans want jobs and practical things.   They don't want war and 
don't support Hamas ideology." 
  
"And with so many Palestinians actually saying they want peace and support an 
immediate cease fire, it means Hamas is imposing this war against Israel on its own 
people," Pollack added.   
  
The study, as well as the Fox report, may be skewed somewhat by the small sample 
size, as well as the inherently anti-Hamas nature of the interviewees. 
  
One of the politicians interviewed includes Jordanian-Palestinian Mudhar Zahran, 
for example, who has been a staunch advocate of a Palestinian state in Jordan and 
has written against such pro-Hamas fronts as the UNRWA, the United Nations 
organization which recently returned two rocket arsenals to Hamas. 
  
While Zahran's work has been hailed as an objective look at Palestinian Arab views 
and leadership in a sea of subjectivism, it is still unclear whether his views are 
shared by most Palestinian Arab politicians.   



  
However, reported unrest over wage disputes in Gaza during the same period 
prompted analysts in Israeli media, as well, to note that most Gazans are unhappy 
with the current state of affairs in the Hamas-run territory - although it is yet 
unclear to what extent.   
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