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start of the current conflict where
another 300 have been launched? It
seems not, as I have not seen one word
of protest in the last six months from
Mr Zwier.

What about the kidnapping and
murder by an Israeli Arab of 20-year-
old Shelly Dadon on May 1. Not a
word from Mr Zwier then.

What about when homicide
bombers blow up pizza parlours
killing innocent children or buses
killing passengers, should we remain
silent about the political situation
then?

I know when Mr Zwier likes to
make a political statement. When an
illegal immigrant is murdered on
Manus Island. That’s when he and 400
or so other like-minded individuals
will raise their voices in condemnation
of the Australian government. God
forbid that he, or they, should pay for
an advertisement condemning the
murder of the three Jewish boys in
Israel.

BARRY MOND
Caulfield North, Vic

Time for AJDS to take
off the blinkers
ALTHOUGH Jews are known as the
“People of the Book”, there are some
out there who earn a reputation as
being “People of the Schmatte”
(Yiddish for rag/trashy novel). Such is
the fate for those dear folk of the
Australian Jewish Democratic Society,
or should that be Australian Jewish
Delusional Society. 

They appear to inhabit some paral-
lel universe where Jews, especially those
in Israel, and others who seek their
demise can live in peace, harmony and
even a perverse version of love if only
Israel would demonstrate unquestion-
ing subservience to the “alle weisers”
(know-alls) who inhabit the shadowy
crevices of the political left.

Well, Israel has actually tried this
approach and been amply rewarded
with rockets, intifada and terror. Yet,
according to AJDS luminaries, onward
they must tread. No mention of state-
sponsored anti-Semitism or, in
Hamas’s case, a charter calling for a
Jew-free Israel. Minor details only.

As unfortunate as it is to put
the kibosh onto the “peace process”
(an amusing oxymoron if there ever
was one), what our opponents under-

stand is strength, military power and
resolve. This is what they respect,
both externally and amongst each
other. It is cultural and fundamental
to their understanding of the machi-
nations of humanity. Period.

Israel will do what she has to do.
Opposing opinions (see AJDS) are
and will be irrelevant. Guys, I con-
clude by inviting you to embrace an
(often ugly) reality.

DR MARK SCHWARTZ
Illawong, NSW

Territorial conflict
must be resolved 
AS concerned as we all are with the
current rocket fire from Gaza, the
Israeli military response, the many
lives lost and the detrimental effect on
all civilians, we should not lose sight of
the context in which this is occurring.

The conflict is over territory, self
determination and Israel’s occupa-
tion and control of the Palestinian
people. The conflict can only be
resolved through political leaders pre-
pared to lead their own constituencies
down a path of compromise. But that
path, painful as it will be, presents the
best hope for all people there. 

And until that happens, Israeli set-
tlements, checkpoints, civil disrup-
tion, human rights abuses,
kidnapping, murder, bombing and
war will continue to blight every gen-
eration whose leaders lack the imagi-
nation and will to resolve the conflict.

HAROLD ZWIER
Elsternwick, Vic

Applauding Alhadeff 
THE article by Sydney Morning Herald
journalist Nicole Hasham (12/07),
“Jewish leader Vic Alhadeff slammed
over Hamas ‘war crimes’ remark”,
failed to take any account of the
invaluable grassroots, bridge-building
work which he has done for years,
both publicly and behind the scenes.

Since taking on his role as
Community Relations Commission
Chair, Alhadeff has worked with
utmost integrity to fight prejudice and
racism in NSW and create a more har-
monious society by building bridges
between ethnic and religious groups. 

It’s a shame that his good work was
maligned in the SMH article.

HILTON AND MARILYN IMMERMAN
Kensington, NSW

Standing up for Vic 
YOU can tell a person’s calibre by their
actions: a tree by the fruit it bears.

Vic Alhadeff is a rare treasure: a
person who has devoted his life to
bringing people together for the gen-
uine purpose of promoting peace.

He has instigated successful pro-
grammes which bring Muslim, Jewish
and Christian children together; he has
chaired numerous meetings – and
been key speaker at events – where
people of decidedly differing (and
strongly-held) views are constructively
brought together in a harmonious set-
ting where they have been able to learn
from and understand each other.

A free society is epitomised by
respect for opinions and beliefs, even
where there is difference. It is not
about vicious criticism, spiteful muz-
zling, or tactical vendettas. In fact – if
there were more Vic Alhadeffs, the
world would be a far happier place.

SOPHIE YORK
Turramurra, NSW

Self flagellation over
death went too far 
THE Israeli government promptly and
sincerely condemned the horrific mur-
der of Muhammed Abu Khdeir (AJN
11/07) and Jewish opinion shapers
should have supported that condem-
nation. Those who went beyond that
condemnation, seem to have been
oblivious to Alan Dershowitz’s criteria
for fair criticism: that it be propor-
tional, comparative and contextual.

Hinting or claiming that all Jews
are responsible for Khdeir’s murder,
or questioning our Jewishness, exceed
all reason. Jewish Australians carry no
blame for the sins of a handful of
depraved Israeli Jews.

The murder of Khdeir was almost
universally condemned by Jews. By
comparison, the kidnapping of three
Israeli teenagers, was condemned by
Mahmoud Abbas five days after the
boys disappeared. And at the same
time, PA TV celebrated the kidnap-
ping, as did Israeli Arabs and Hamas,
now part of the PA. 

Nothing excuses the murderers of
Khdeir, his blood cries out for justice.
But justice is not served by over-
blown self-criticism.

PAUL WINTER
Chatswood, NSW

THE IDF VIEW
Is there any truth in allegations
that Israel has committed war
crimes?

THE MP for Fremantle,
Melissa Parke, who has
worked in Gaza, has
expressed her concern

about Israel’s bombing of Gaza.
The Australian newspaper’s head-
line 14/07) says: “Labor MP
Melissa Parke suggests Israel is
committing a war crime in
Gaza”. Is there anything to the
suggestion?

To Parke’s credit she con-
demns Hamas’s rocket fire in the
following quoted language: “The
rockets from Gaza are not in any
way justified and, insofar as they
threaten and harm civilians, are
illegal under international law.”

From January 2013 through
June of this year, there was an
average of over 13 rockets fired
every month from Gaza aimed at
Israeli towns and villages. Israel
warned Hamas to desist, more
than once. The Hamas response?
To up the intensity and frequency
of the strikes, to fire at major
civilian centres including Tel Aviv
and Jerusalem.

Parke acknowledges that Israel
uses pinpoint technologies to hit
only terrorist infrastructure, but
uses that fact to allege that a cen-
tre for disabled people was tar-
geted. This may have come from
the Guardian newspaper site
whose related headline read as
follows: “International pressure
to curb civilian casualties is
mounting as a charitable centre
in Gaza is destroyed in an Israeli
attack targeting a suspected mili-
tant”. If the headline is accurate,
Israel was targeting an enemy
commander, and civilians were
horribly and regrettably killed
and wounded. Such casualties are
avoidable and they are avoidable
by Hamas. Hamas could stop hid-
ing its fighters and weapons
among women and children, in
hospitals and schools, and it
would appear, in a centre for dis-
abled people. While every armed
conflict entails human suffering,
it does not follow that legal (or
moral) responsibility for the suf-
fering necessarily lies with the
party that inflicts it.

As reported by Newsweek,
Sami Abu Zuhri, a Hamas
spokesperson, on Al Aqsa TV on
July 9, encouraged civilians to
stand on the roofs of houses tar-
geted by Israel to act as human
shields.

Indiscriminately firing rockets
into Israel that are “not directed
at a specific military target”, with
the intention of harming the
civilian population is a clear
breach of international law. The
positioning of the rockets and
rocket launchers in the midst of a
civilian population is also unac-
ceptable, and using civilians as a
human shield can be a war crime.
International law does not allow
civilians to be “used to render cer-
tain points or areas immune from
military operations, in particular
in attempts to shield military
objectives from attacks or to

shield, favour or impede military
operations.”

In contrast, Israel warns civil-
ians to leave before bombing a
target so as to avoid civilian casu-
alties to the extent possible, in
compliance with international
law. And, not only does Israel
have the right of self-defence,
Israel also has a right of hot pur-
suit so as to invade and disarm
the attacks. 

Given however that many of
the casualties in Gaza are civil-
ians, there is a possibility that
Israel may have breached the
rules of war, but at this stage there
is insufficient evidence available. 

Further, a breach of the rules
of war is not the same as suggest-
ing that the breach constitutes a
war crime. 

The International Criminal
Court says relevantly that “War
crimes” include grave breaches of
the Geneva Conventions such as
“wilful killing, torture or inhu-
man treatment, including biolog-
ical experiments, wilfully causing
great suffering or serious injury
to body or health, and extensive
destruction and appropriation of
property, not justified by military
necessity and carried out unlaw-
fully and wantonly”, and other
serious violations of the laws and
customs applicable in interna-
tional armed conflict ... when
they are committed as part of a
plan or policy or on a large scale.” 

As far as we know
today, Israel’s actions
are a legitimate
pursuit of terrorists,
taken in self-defence.

As far as we know today,
Israel’s actions are a legitimate
pursuit of terrorists, taken in self-
defence. International law
imposes a requirement of pro-
portionality on the use of force in
self-defence. But the law does not
require that the extent of the
force used be equivalent in some
sense to the extent of the force
used in the initial attack, or that
the number of civilian or other
casualties on each side must be
about equal. 

According to Robert Ago,
when he was president of the
International Court of Justice:
“What matters in this respect is
the result to be achieved by the
‘defensive’ action, and not the
forms, substance and strength of
the action itself”

All in all, pursuit of terrorists
is a necessary and legally permit-
ted response to terrorism, but it is
not a solution to the need for
peace. 

David Knoll is barrister, a visiting
fellow at the Faculty of Law, University
of NSW, and a former president of the

NSW Jewish Board of Deputies.
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