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STATEMENT TO THE FOREIGN PRESS 
Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu 

IMRA,  November 15, 2012 
 

"In recent days and weeks, Hamas and the other terrorist organizations in Gaza have made normal 
life impossible for over one million Israelis. No government would tolerate a situation where nearly 
a fifth of its people live under a constant barrage of rockets and missile fire, and Israel will not 
tolerate this situation. This is why my government has instructed the Israeli Defense Forces to 
conduct surgical strikes against the terrorist infrastructure in Gaza. And this is why Israel will 
continue to take whatever action is necessary to defend our people. 
 

I want to remind you that, seven years ago, Israel withdrew from every square inch of Gaza. Now, 
Hamas took over the areas we vacated. What did it do? Rather than build a better future for the 
residents of Gaza, the Hamas leadership,  backed by Iran, turned Gaza into a terrorist stronghold. 
They fired thousand of rockets at our cities, at our towns, at our civilians, at our children. They’ve 
smuggled thousands of rockets and missiles into Gaza, and they deliberately place these rockets and 
missiles in civilian areas: in homes, in schools, near hospitals. This year alone, they fired over one 
thousand rockets and missiles at Israel, including close to 200 rockets in the last 24 hours. 
 

I’m stressing this because it’s important to understand one simple point. There is no moral 
symmetry; there is no moral equivalence, between Israel and the terrorist organizations in Gaza. The 
terrorists are committing a double war crime. They fire at Israeli civilians, and they hide behind 
Palestinian civilians. And, by contrast, Israel takes every measure to avoid civilian casualties. I saw 
today a picture of a bleeding Israeli baby. This picture says it all: Hamas deliberately targets our 
children, and they deliberately place their rockets next to their children. Despite this reality – and it’s 
a very difficult reality – Israel will continue to do everything in its power to avoid civilian casualties. 
 

I have to say that from my talks with world leaders, I have the clear understanding that they have a 
clear understanding of this. Yesterday I spoke to President Obama and I briefed him on Israel’s 
operations. I want to express my  appreciation once again to President Obama for his unequivocal 
support for Israel’s right to defend itself. I also want to express my appreciation to the other world 
leaders I’ve had a chance to speak to in the last 24 hours: to President Hollande of France, to UN 
Secretary Ban Ki-Moon, to EU Foreign Minister Catherine Ashton and to Quartet representative 

http://www.imra.org.il/story.php3?id=59017
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Tony Blair. I want to thank them for their understanding of Israel’s need to defend itself, and Israel’s 
right to defend itself. 
 

In the past 24 hours Israel has made it clear that it will not tolerate rocket and missile attacks on its 
civilians. I hope that Hamas and the other terror organizations in Gaza got the message. If not, Israel 
is prepared to take whatever action is necessary to defend our people." 
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WHY ISRAEL ATTACKED GAZA 
Jonathan Schanzer 

National Post,  November 15, 2012 
 

In a surgical air strike on Wednesday [Nov. 14], Israel eliminated the terrorist leader who 
masterminded the capture of Israeli soldier Gilat Shalit in 2006. Yesterday’s attack killed Ahmed 
Jabari, a top leader of the Izz al-Din al-Qassam Brigades, more commonly known as the armed wing 
of Hamas. Israel released a video of the strike, showing a direct hit on Jabari’s car as it rolled down a 
Gaza street, only to explode into a ball of flames…. 
 

During his tenure, Jabari was credited with “professionalizing” Hamas’ paramilitary operations. He 
presided over the organization’s shift away from suicide bombings (largely prompted by Israel’s 
building of a separation barrier) to increasingly deadly rocket attacks that have reached deeper and 
deeper into Israel’s heartland. He was also an architect of Hamas’ violent takeover of Gaza in 2007, 
during which the group waged a short but bloody war against its rival Fatah faction. 
 

But Jabari is perhaps best known for the kidnapping of Gilad Shalit. The otherwise elusive terrorist 
even allowed himself to be photographed in October 2011 when he delivered Shalit into Egyptian 
custody. It was as if he were taking a victory lap. His picture was soon ubiquitous on Gaza streets, in 
celebration of what was deemed one of Hamas’ most successful operations. With Jabari gone, 
Hamas must now fill a considerable void, and this should create some disarray within the movement. 
This may have been one of Israel’s objectives. 
 

It is still unclear whether the Israelis’ Operation Cloud Pillar will target other senior leaders, but the 
Israelis have in the past led decapitation campaigns with deadly efficiency. In an effort to weaken 
Hamas during the second Intifada, in 2004, Israel targeted Hamas founder and spiritual guide Sheikh 
Ahmed Yassin with a helicopter strike in Gaza. Shortly thereafter, the Israelis assassinated Yassin’s 
successor, Abdel Aziz al-Rantisi, in another surgical helicopter strike. Several months later, Ismail 
Abu Shabab, who had been Hamas’s third-most senior leader, met a similar fate…. 
 

After the wave of targeted assassinations in 2004, The New York Times speculated that the 
campaign only enhanced “the popularity of Hamas on the street.” Yet it also appeared to achieve its 
intended objective: Hamas’ leadership fell into a period of disarray. 
 

And Hamas is reeling again now. After leaving its headquarters in Syria because of the ongoing 
carnage there, and after losing Iran’s patronage due to the international sanctions placed on the 
Islamic Republic’s illicit nuclear activities, Hamas has been forced to seek new support. 
 

Qatar, Turkey and, to a lesser extent, Egypt, have contributed to a political rehabilitation effort, 
designed to reintegrate Hamas into an emerging Muslim Brotherhood political order in the Middle 
East. This reorientation has brought about a crisis of leadership, however. Long-time political leader 
Khaled Meshal appears to be stepping down, while the roles of other figures, including Jabari, have 
been in flux. 
 

http://fullcomment.nationalpost.com/2012/11/15/jonathan-schanzer-why-israel-attacked-gaza/
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But sowing disarray was not Israel’s primary objective here. The Israelis needed to respond to a 
series of rocket attacks in recent days, including a guided missile attack on an Israeli jeep that 
wounded four soldiers. Deterrence is a critical component of Israeli military doctrine. 
 

The most compelling factor, however, may have been escalating Israeli concerns over the ordnance 
Hamas was stockpiling. Israel reportedly hit several key weapons caches in Gaza yesterday, 
including some that included the deadly Iranian-made Fajr-5 rockets, which have powerful payloads 
and ranges long enough to strike Israeli population centers. 
 

Interestingly, last month the Israelis are believed to have carried out a raid on an Iranian weapons 
factory deep inside Sudan. Sensitive security sources indicated that “game-changing” rockets — the 
kind that could cause untold harm to Israel’s civilian population — were what prompted that daring 
attack into enemy territory. The Gaza operation appears to be part two of that raid: A concerted 
effort to take out as many long-range rockets as possible, with the added benefit of eliminating those 
who procured them. 
 

Jonathan Schanzer, a former terrorism finance analyst at the U.S. Department of the Treasury, is 
vice president for research at the Foundation for Defense of Democracies. 
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NO ALTERNATIVE TO ISRAELI SELF DEFENSE 
Jonathan S. Tobin 

Commentary, November 15.2012 
 

To its credit, yesterday the State Department rightly declared that Hamas was responsible for the 
latest round of violence along the Gaza border and that Israel had the right to defend itself. Even the 
New York Times editorial page affirmed that Israel had that right this morning. But the Times, 
speaking as it does for liberal conventional wisdom, claimed that Israel’s government was wrong to 
exercise that right. Rather than taking out the head of the terrorist group’s military wing, it “could 
have responded as it usually has in recent years, avoiding high-profile assassinations while attacking 
rocket-launching squads, empty training sites and weapons manufacturing plants.” The Times also 
suggested Israel could have implored the Muslim Brotherhood government of Egypt to intervene on 
its behalf with its Hamas ally. It concluded by saying that an even better idea would have been to 
conduct peace negotiations with Hamas’s Fatah rivals. 
 

This risible list of suggestions provides the background to the debate that will, no doubt, soon ensue 
as inevitably the discussion about what has happened begins to revolve around how zealously Israel 
should defend itself. Farcical stories, such as those claiming Hamas was willing to make peace or at 
least agree to a permanent cease-fire, and that this was only prevented by a cynical decision by 
Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu to launch a counter-attack, will be told and believed by 
those who always buy into the lies of the terrorists. It will be argued that Israel needn’t have treated 
the latest massive barrage of rockets on its southern region as a big deal. But all this will be merely a 
cover for what is really at stake: the right of the Jewish state to live in peace, irrespective of where 
its borders are drawn. 
 

The problem with all of the helpful suggestions that Israel is getting this week is that these 
suggestions treat the basic premise of Hamas’s strategic plan as either normal or reasonable. What’s 
wrong with the calls for restraint or the barbed comments about better alternatives to retaliation is 
that they are based on the idea that Israel ought to be willing to tolerate a “normal” amount of 
terrorism emanating from Gaza…. 
 

http://www.commentarymagazine.com/2012/11/15/no-alternative-to-israeli-self-defense-gaza-hamas/
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Many in the foreign policy establishment have spoken of Hamas as having embraced non-violence 
in the last year. But the group continued to not only fire rockets and to tolerate attacks from smaller 
organizations, it also continued to dig tunnels, such as the one found last week, designed to facilitate 
terrorist operations inside Israel and to build up its arsenal of rockets. 
 

Some allege that Netanyahu’s decision to retaliate for the recent surge in rocket attacks is linked to 
his own political prospects in Israel’s January elections. But that reverses the truth about the 
fighting. It is Hamas that is playing politics with rockets as it seeks to upstage the Palestinian 
Authority and to solidify its popularity by demonstrating that it is attacking Israel. 
 

Netanyahu is hoping that he can avoid a costly ground operation. Few in Israel want any part of an 
infantry battle inside Gaza or to return to governing the area that it abandoned in 2005. But the idea 
that Israel has reasonable alternatives to air operations intended to hamper Hamas’s ability to attack 
Israel is a myth. The peace process is dead in the water precisely because support for terror against 
Israel and opposition to its right to exist makes it impossible for any Palestinian moderates — and it 
is a stretch to claim that term applies to the PA and its Fatah leadership — to negotiate with Israel. If 
there is to be any hope for peace, Hamas terrorism must be stopped. The group provoked this battle 
because it believed that the fighting would enhance its standing with Palestinians while doing 
nothing to harm its warm relations with Egypt and Turkey. But its leadership must be made to 
understand that the cost of this fighting will be higher than it can afford to pay…. 
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LESSONS FOR THE WORLD FROM A NEW GAZA WAR 
Barry Rubin 

Rubin Reports, November 15, 2012 
 

The new war between Hamas and Israel has a lot of important lessons for international diplomacy 
and U.S. policy today. It once again shows that a country, especially one faced by a hostile 
adversary who cannot be turned away by words or compromises, has limited choices. And in that 
case a government must do what it must do. 
 

A key to the problem of Western comprehension of international realities is admirably summarized 
by a New York Times editorial on the subject: “No country should have to endure the rocket attacks 
that Israel has endured from militants in Gaza, most recently over the past four days. The question is 
how to stop them permanently.” 
 

Now the answer to that question is simple to understand if not easy to implement. The attacks can 
only be stopped if Hamas is removed from power and replaced, given contemporary circumstances, 
by the Palestinian Authority (PA). The PA is certainly no prize but that’s a reasonable goal for what 
is often referred to as the international community. 
 

Yes, Hamas won an election in 2007 but then it staged a violent coup, threw out the opposition, and 
has thus governed as an unelected dictatorship. It has no legal basis since Hamas never accepted the 
Oslo accords agreements. Hamas is also a terrorist group. And it daily voices not only its opposition 
to Israel’s existence but also advocates—and teaches the children of Gaza to carry out some day—
the commission of genocide against all Jews. 
 

So the answer to the Times’ question is a no-brainer, right? In fact, of course this response is not 
what the Times has in mind.  Instead, the newspaper and like-minded people present the following 
list: 
 

http://rubinreports.blogspot.ca/2012/11/lessons-for-world-from-new-gaza-war.html
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--Israel should negotiate with Hamas. Great idea but an impossible one because of a factor Western 
leaders, academics, and journalists often do not take seriously nowadays: ideology. Hamas means 
what it says, intends to continue the violence for years in the belief it can win total victory, and is 
indifferent to the sacrifice of its own people. So in this case negotiations are not an option. 
 

--If there is a comprehensive Israel-Palestinian peace there would be no more war. Actually even if 
such an agreement were to be reached—which is impossible because the PA won’t make one—
Hamas would step up attacks in an attempt to destroy the agreement. 
 
The PA could not make a deal that would include the 40 percent of the Palestinians who live in 
Gaza. And Hamas would try to overthrow the PA in the West Bank and might even succeed. Then 
Hamas, perhaps with the Fatah people who allied with it, would have a fully sovereign state to use as 
a platform for an intended war of genocide against Israel. 
 

Part of the problem is that the West is not psychologically prepared to deal with fanatics, people who 
don’t measure the balance of forces before entering a war and are indifferent to the suffering of their 
own civilians. Westerners tend to use a materialistic yardstick: holding elections, having to govern 
themselves, a higher living standard and more education will make people moderate. The problem is 
that this has been tried out in the Middle East—as it is being tried now—and doesn’t work. 
 

--Israel should just shut up and let Hamas attack it whenever that group so chooses or at most 
respond with only minimal force. This concept is often implicit in coverage of the issue as in one 
prestigious newspaper whose main article explained that Israel’s killing the military chief of Hamas, 
whose main job was to plan terrorist attacks on Israelis, threatened to create a regional crisis…. 
 

So given the fact that it does not want to reoccupy and govern Gaza (though one of the accusations 
thrown against Israel is that it still occupies Gaza!), Israel has limited choices. The best of the lot is 
to limit any materiel that gets into Gaza that can be used for war and to retaliate as necessary to 
obtain several years of relative peace…. 
 

Another part of the problem is the external situation. Egypt is ruled by a Muslim Brotherhood 
regime. The Gaza Strip is governed by a Muslim Brotherhood regime. See any pattern here? What 
saves the situation for the present is that the Egyptian government doesn’t want an all-out 
confrontation now. Just hours before the war began it received a pledge of $6 billion in aid from the 
European Union. This is, of course, a noble endeavor to help Egypt’s people though it also puts 
billions of dollars in the hands of anti-Western, antisemitic extremists. Maybe it will moderate them 
but it is certain that the money will strengthen them. 
 

As for the United States, it supports Egypt but it also supports Israel. So it will encourage a ceasefire 
and probably after a few days there will be a ceasefire. Hamas will “partly” observe it until the next 
time it chooses to attack Israel. Perhaps by that point the Salafists in Egypt will be ready for a fight 
and the Brotherhood regime will need to stir up some hysteria to help it fundamentally transform the 
country and distract attention from its domestic dictatorship and failures. 
 

So the lesson of this new Gaza war is that terrorist regimes must be removed from power because 
otherwise they will keep provoking war, terrorism, and instability. Having ruled out that option, the 
only alternative is periodic conflicts like the one going on now in the Gaza Strip. Can Israel sustain 
this situation? Of course, that is basically the framework in which it has been living and prospering 
for 64 years. Is it preferable? Of course not.  What is the world going to do to make it better? 
Nothing. 
 

And what does Hamas’s behavior tell us about that of other Islamists in power? A great deal once 
one factors in patience and subtly on the part of such regimes as those in Sudan, Egypt, Tunisia, 
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Lebanon, Iran, Turkey, and perhaps soon Syria.  I said above that the lesson of the Gaza Strip is that 
terrorist, radical regimes should be removed from power. It goes without saying that they should not 
be helped into power by the West in the first place. Unfortunately, that is a lesson that the Obama 
Administration still doesn’t understand. 
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