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PILLAR OF SHAME 
ISRAEL’S NEW ASSAULT ON GAZA 
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It is dreadful to have to say it, but here we go again.  

 On the eve of Obama’s first Inauguration in 2009, 

Israel violated a truce and unleashed a murderous 

attack on Gaza that ended up killing 1400 people, 

mostly civilians, in that imprisoned strip of land on 

the eastern Mediterranean. Now on the eve of his 

second Inauguration, the same thing is happening, 

with the same accompanying lies and excuses. That 

one was called “Cast Lead”. This one is called “Pillar 

of Defense”. Its real name should be Pillar of Shame.  

 Had Operation Cast Lead done what US and 

Israeli politicians promised it would do, we would not 

be standing here today. But the truth is that killing 

Palestinian people is not done in the interest of 

Israel’s security. It is an end in itself, a kind of sport, a 

pleasing TV spectacle for an electorate taught to be 

cynical, to view the Palestinians as subhuman, and to 

parrot back their politicians’ lies. Today, just as in 

2009 and just as in 1996, when Israel attacked 

Lebanon in the Operation known as Grapes of Wrath, 

Zionist politicians are mugging for the cameras ahead 

of an election; and Arab bodies make excellent 

campaign props.  

 As always, when this kind of thing happens, 

Israel’s professional and freelance excuse makers fill 

the airwaves to spin out the usual clap trap. But the 

Pillar of Shame rose up in embarrassing 

circumstances.  

 On Tuesday 13 November, the Reuters News 

Agency told us that Israel and Hamas had “stepped 

back from the brink of war’ and agreed to a tacit 

truce.
1
 

 On Wednesday 14 November, Israel assassinated 

Ahmad al-Jabari, the very man with whom it was 

negotiating a permanent truce.  

 This man, so far from being a mere “terrorist”, has 

been described as Israeli’s security “subcontractor” in 

Gaza.
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 According to Gershon Baskin, the Israeli truce 

negotiator, al Jabari was personally responsible for 

preventing rocket fire into Israel. When Hamas was 

unable to get other armed factions to go along with the 

policy of restraint, he directed that the rockets under 

his control be fired harmlessly into the desert.
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 There 

have been flare ups in the last four years, but for the 

most part Hamas has held its fire and worked to 

prevent attacks. That’s the honest truth.
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 Contrary to popular belief, these exchanges of fire 

on the border with Gaza are typically initiated by 

Israel with so-called “pre-emptive strikes”; it is the 

Palestinian fire that is retaliatory; not the other way 

around.
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 Israel will also “retaliate” against innocent 

civilians for Palestinian attacks on military targets; as 

happened on November 10, when Israel killed four 

innocent people to avenge the firing of an anti-tank 

missile at a military jeep.
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 The killing of a mentally 

handicapped man on 4 November as he wandered near 

the “buffer zone”, and the killing of a 13 year old boy 

playing football in front of his house, far away from 

Israeli troops, are not mistakes and are not acts of self-

defense.
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 They are war crimes, pure and simple, and 

they led to the recent flare up. Our media, dependent 

on the Israeli military’s public relations office as its 

main source of information, inverts the normal 

sequence of cause and effect. It treats Palestinian 

violence as if it came from nowhere and was 

completely unprovoked. But that’s just not true.  

 In recent days, we have heard of attacks on police 

stations. But police are considered civilians under 

international law unless directly involved in combat.
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We have heard of attacks on a media center: a civilian 

target under international law. The same is certainly 

true of a bank.  

 Israel’s use of assassination to kill existing or 

impending truces is standard behavior, long 

documented by Israeli and foreign observers. What 

happened on Wednesday happened twice in 2002 

alone, and the aftermath, so completely predictable, 

can only have been intended by Israeli leaders.
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 It is 

blindingly obvious that Netanyahu ordered this hit in 

the hope of provoking another war. Just as in 2008, 

this is not a war that needed to happen. It will end in 

still another ceasefire; the very thing that was 

achieved the day before Israel attacked.  

 But doesn’t Israel have the right to defend itself?, 

they say. How would you feel having to run to a bomb 

shelter so often? We might start by answering that 

bomb shelters are not such a bad thing; certainly not 

something to be underrated. The Gazans don’t have 

bomb shelters. What they do have is a lot of children; 

in fact the majority of the population in that densely 

packed place are chiidren. There is nowhere to hide 

and no way to get out. As for me personally, I’d rather 

have to run to a bomb shelter.  

 Doesn’t a plea of self-defense kind of depend on 

the circumstances? If I break into your house and start 

taking all your stuff, and if you suddenly appear and 

start shouting, pushing and confronting me, if I then 

beat the hell out of you or kill you, can I make a plea 
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of self-defense? Well, in a way I am defending myself 

against probable harm at your hands. But the 

circumstances that brought us together are not, for my 

part, exactly innocent. What an aggressor does and 

what a thief does to protect himself from the natural 

resistance of his victim is not legitimate defense, but a 

continuation of the original act of aggression. That is 

the heart of the matter here, morally speaking.  

 Israel did not just spring into being in purity and 

innocence. It was born out of the violent conquest of 

somebody else’s country. It exists because it 

dispossessed the native population, made them 

homeless refugees and barred their return on the 

grounds of their race or their religion.  

 Had this event happened long ago, or even if it 

had happened more recently but were now a thing of 

the past, wise people might have been advised to 

forgive and forget. After all, many countries, 

including our own, have exactly the same sort of 

criminal history. But it is one thing to pardon a past 

crime, quite another to make excuses for an ongoing 

crime. The conquest of Palestine and dispossession of 

the native population are still going on, even as we 

speak. The crime goes on in violent times like the 

present, and also in times of what the media calls 

“relative calm”. It is what, ultimately, the fighting is 

all about: one immigrant people’s extravagant 

assertion of a so-called historic “right” to forcibly take 

away another people’s homeland. That’s why the 

claim of “self-defense” does not quite cut it.  

 Had Israel given the Palestinians any reason to 

hope that they could achieve either equal rights or real 

national independence by means of negotiations, it 

might deserve more of the world’s sympathy today. 

But the truth is, it did not do this.  

 Israel’s “diplomacy” is just a stalling tactic to 

mollify world opinion while it continues the big land 

grab. It continues to relentlessly expand its 

settlements. In the Oslo period (1993-2000), when 

Israel pretended to be willing to trade land for peace, 

the settlement population actually doubled. Today, in 

the largest area of the WB, (Area C), Israel has used 

settlement expansion and forced removal of the 

Palestinians to create a 2-1 settler majority.
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 No 

viable Palestinian state is possible with these 

settlements spreading all over the West Bank and in 

Jerusalem. Likewise, in Gaza, the people live in utter 

squalor, a humanitarian disaster deliberately created 

by Israel. The people lack access to minimum levels 

of safe drinking water and the coastal aquifer on 

which they depend could dry up completely in just a 

couple of years. A new UN study projects the territory 

will be completely unlivable by the end of this 

decade.
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 This is the reality, my friends. But the Palestinians 

are supposed to just sit back and watch it all happen!  

 Israel expects to live in perfect peace and 

tranquility while crushing another people, robbing it 

of its land and livelihood, stunting its children, 

blighting its every hope for the future. Sorry, folks, 

but it just isn’t realistic to expect to live a quiet life 

while you busily destroy somebody else. Resistance is 

inevitable. And if you use lavish modern 

technological methods of killing to crush that 

resistance, it doesn’t mean that you have saved the 

world from barbarism. It means you have become the 

barbarian. The native people’s ways of fighting back 

may be cruel and inhumane. They may lack the choice 

of means. They may face the choice of either fighting 

back indecently and indiscriminately or not fighting 

back at all. But that does not alter the moral calculus 

of the situation. They are not the aggressors. You are.  

 If Israel wants our sympathy, she should show the 

Palestinians that they can achieve their rights by the 

peaceful means of negotiations. Until that time, she 

merits the scorn and derision she is receiving today, 

all over the world.  

 The US, in backing Israel, does not advance the 

cause of peace but contributes to the cycle of violence. 

Israel is not the only guilty party. Our own 

government is deeply implicated in this crime, and it 

is our obligation as Americans to say it has to end.  
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