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1. Crisis for Hamas; An Israeli captive forces a showdown between politicians and terrorists. 
The Washington Post  
June 27, 2006 Tuesday 
 
FOR SEVERAL months the Palestinian Hamas movement has resisted domestic and international pressure to choose 
between governing the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, as it was elected to do in January, and continuing military and 
terrorist attacks against Israel.  
 
Now its own armed wing has forced a decision. Its brazen attack on military positions inside Israel on Sunday, and its 
capture and continued detention of a wounded Israeli serviceman, appeared to offer only two likely outcomes yesterday. 
Either Hamas's more moderate civilian leaders will, along with President Mahmoud Abbas, assert their authority and 
obtain the release of Israeli Cpl. Gilad Shalit, or they will prompt Israel to launch military operations that could topple the 
government. All those who favor a two-state solution in the Middle East should hope the moderates prevail. The militants 
who spent months tunneling from Gaza into Israel and then launched Sunday's attack -- which killed two soldiers and 
seriously injured Cpl. Shalit -- predictably claimed to be retaliating for recent Israeli air and artillery strikes. But Israel 
was targeting terrorists who have fired hundreds of crude rockets from Gaza at Israeli towns. What really precipitated the 
raid was an imminent agreement between Hamas politicians and Mr. Abbas's Fatah movement. The two parties would 
pledge not to stage further attacks inside Israel and to aim for a Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza. Hamas's 
extremist wing, based in Damascus, is desperate to sabotage the accord, which Mr. Abbas hopes will make possible a 
centrist Palestinian government that could attract international aid and resume peace negotiations with Israel. The raid has 
forced into the open Hamas's internal split.  
 
Some officials in Gaza are, like statesmen, meeting with foreign diplomats and seeking to obtain the release of Cpl. Shalit. 
Meanwhile, the militants issued a statement yesterday demanding -- in the style of terrorists -- the freeing of Palestinian 
prisoners in exchange for simple information about their hostage. These developments offer an opportunity. If the terrorist 
operation is thwarted through the efforts of Mr. Abbas and Prime Minister Ismail Haniyeh of Hamas, the way may be 
opened to a shift by the Palestinian government away from violence. The most likely alternative is a resumption of full-
scale war between Israelis and Palestinians and the destruction of the Hamas administration.  
 
Yesterday Israel was wisely holding off on military action, but it can't be expected to be patient for long. Arab 
governments, the United States and the European Union must press hard for the right outcome: If Hamas fails to embrace 
politics over violence now, it probably won't get another chance. 
 
 
2. Mideast held hostage 
BOSTON GLOBE  
June 27, 2006
 
THE ATTACK Sunday on military targets inside Israel, which led to an Israeli soldier being taken hostage, was not 
merely an arbitrary reflex within a cycle of vengeance. It was ordered by someone with command responsibility in 
Hamas, who could not be indifferent to the timing of his action or to its political and military consequences. 
 
Because the hostage-taking operation has brought Palestinians and Israelis alike to the brink of a new round of foreseeable 
disasters, it is crucial that all concerned parties focus their remedial efforts on the right address. Pointedly, the p resident 
of the Palestinian Authority, Mahmoud Abbas, has made no secret of his certainty that pressure must be applied on the 
armed wing of Hamas and on the leader of Hamas outside the occupied territories, Khaled Meshal, to order the release of 
the kidnapped Israeli soldier. 
 
Before Hamas struck at a military outpost inside Israel, Abbas had been holding talks with the Hamas prime minister, 
Ismael Haniyeh, and had reached a tentative accord on power-sharing and on ceasing armed attacks within Israel. The 
Sunday attack in Israel seems a deliberate attempt by Meshal to sabotage the understanding between Abbas and Haniyeh. 
And if Israeli Corporal Gilad Shalit is not soon released unharmed, Israel is sure to retaliate forcefully. Among the options 
being considered are a large-scale re entry of Israeli troops into Gaza and targeted assassinations of Hamas leaders. 
 
In political terms, such a return to armed conflict would likely spell the end of any hope for power-sharing between Abbas 
and Hamas, and perhaps the end of the Hamas experiment with governing -- or even the demise of the Palestinian 



Authority. On the Israeli side, the effect would be to reinforce the argument of hawks who have been saying that the 
withdrawal from Gaza was a mistake that has left Israel more vulnerable to terrorism. Even worse, the value of the 
precedent set when Israeli settlements were dismantled in Gaza may be put in doubt. Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert 
will find it politically difficult to withdraw from more settlements in the West Bank, as he planned to do, if the Gaza 
withdrawal can be construed as having made Israelis less, rather than more, secure. 
 
In human terms, a failure to resolve the immediate crisis will inevitably mean greater suffering for Palestinians and 
Israelis alike. At the moment, Egyptian diplomats and intelligence officers are trying to persuade the Iranian-backed 
Meshal in Damascus to release Corporal Shalit. They represent the voice of reason. If unreason prevails, a tsunami of 
unnecessary suffering will break upon the peoples of the region. 
 
 
3. Hamas Provokes a Fight 
The New York Times – Editorial Desk 
June 29, 2006 Thursday 
 
The Palestinians who futilely threw up sand berms on Gaza's main roads to deflect Israeli troop movements were building 
their defenses in the wrong direction. The responsibility for this latest escalation rests squarely with Hamas, whose 
military wing tunneled into Israel on Sunday, killed two Israeli soldiers and kidnapped another. This was a follow-up to a 
declaration earlier this month by Hamas's political leadership that the group's 16-month intermittent cease-fire would no 
longer be observed. Under the circumstances, an Israeli military response was inevitable. It should also be as restrained as 
possible. Israel does not seem to want to reoccupy Gaza, but its reported arrest of several cabinet ministers in the West 
Bank is unsettling. Bitterness and distrust on both sides are sure to increase, and the already dim prospects for a return to 
peace negotiations will diminish even further. Ironically, Hamas has chosen this bleak moment to finally endorse a 
document that implicitly recognizes Israel within its pre-1967 borders. In a different context that would represent 
progress. But in a week in which Hamas's military wing has crossed those very borders, it is hard to draw much 
encouragement. The renewed presence of Israeli forces in Gaza may give a short-term boost to Hamas's local popularity. 
But once the immediate adrenaline rush wears off, the Palestinians who elected Hamas, and the Arab nations on which it 
now depends for financial survival, need to survey the wreckage and draw the obvious conclusions. When Hamas was 
only an opposition movement, its provocative behavior was a major impediment to peace. As a governing party, it is far 
worse. Contrary to the hopes of many outsiders, five months in government has failed to educate Hamas to the reality of 
the world the Palestinians live in. Hamas has merely assumed the political privileges of power without accepting the 
minimal responsibilities that go with it. If things go on like this, Palestinians can look forward to endless rounds of 
reckless Hamas provocations and inexorable Israeli responses. That is why things must not be allowed to go on like this. It 
is not just Israel that needs to be delivering that message to Hamas. 
 
 
4. Use restraint, Israel Gaza incursion risks marginalizing Palestinian moderates. 
LA TIMES - EDITORIAL 
June 29, 2006 
 
ONCE AGAIN, ESCALATING VIOLENCE threatens to derail any hope of a breakthrough between Israelis and 
Palestinians. It is a depressingly familiar theme in a depressingly familiar struggle, prompting a depressingly familiar 
response: These latest horrors should not be allowed to affect the prospects for peace.  

Make no mistake: The frustration that triggered the Israeli military's incursion into Gaza on Wednesday is understandable. 
The Israeli public was aghast to see Palestinians react to the Israeli pullout from Gaza last year by electing the terrorist 
group Hamas in January. Then, on Sunday, Palestinian militants linked to Hamas attacked an Israeli military outpost, 
killing two soldiers and taking a third hostage. The Palestinians holding the soldier in Gaza are demanding the release of 
prisoners in Israeli jails in exchange for information about his condition. 
 
But there is a broader agenda to this act of violence. Hamas is split between hard-liners who continue to reject Israel's 
right to exist (a position that has cost the Palestinian government much of its international support) and more moderate 
elements who understand that Hamas needs to alter its ways now that it is in power. Some Hamas leaders have even been 
negotiating with Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas of the more moderate Fatah party on an agreement that 
would implicitly recognize the fact, if not the right, of Israel's existence. Radical Hamas leaders also may have worried 



about Abbas' earlier talk of putting the question of Israel's right to exist to Palestinian voters in a referendum. 
 
For these more intransigent leaders of Hamas, any accommodation with Israel is unacceptable. They must be ecstatic at 
Israel's retaliatory incursion into Gaza. Regardless of whether Prime Minister Ehud Olmert's government is justified, the 
Israeli military's destruction of vital infrastructure in Gaza — and its detainment of several Palestinian cabinet ministers 
and lawmakers in Ramallah — runs the risk of further radicalizing the Palestinian population and further marginalizing 
more moderate voices within the Palestinian government. 
 
Hence the calls, from the Bush administration and other governments, asking Olmert for restraint. It isn't that the world 
questions Israelis' right to feel frustrated, or to retaliate. It is simply that we cringe at the sight of a disproportionate 
response that could undermine prospects of ending the cycle of violence.  
 
 
5. Gaza, Again 
Chicago Tribune – Editorial 
June 29, 2006 
 
The news that Hamas finally signed on to a plan that was billed as implicitly recognizing Israel might have created a big 
splash on another day. It could have been greeted as a small but positive sign that the economic tourniquet applied by the 
West was starting to work. It could have been seen as an indication that Hamas, which shot to power in the last 
parliamentary elections, was starting to give a bit of ground in the rigid doctrine that seeks to wipe out Israel. 
 
But forget it. The announcement of the tentative deal between leaders of Hamas and its rival Fatah was DOA on a day 
when Israeli forces were on the move in Gaza, seeking to force the release of a captured Israeli soldier. After 16 months of 
a shaky truce, the prospect of a wider war in the Middle East lurched into view again. 
 
The Israeli military move came only 10 months after Israel withdrew its forces, and nearly 9,000 settlers, from Gaza. The 
plan then was to leave Gaza to the Palestinians, with hopes that they, with international help, would turn it into a thriving 
state. But those who have sworn to wipe Israel off the map viewed the withdrawal as a military victory. And they wanted 
more. So they kept lobbing their crude rockets into Israel, day after day, drawing Israeli reprisals. And they kept planning 
bolder attacks. 
 
Last weekend, just before the tentative Hamas-Fatah accord was signed, militants from Hamas and two other factions 
infiltrated from the Gaza Strip and attacked an Israeli army border post. They killed two members of a tank crew and 
kidnapped a third. 
 
The timing of the raid led some to conclude that Hamas' Damascus-based leadership-in-exile was attempting to sabotage 
the deal because it would strengthen Fatah and Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas. Abbas is calling for peace talks 
and a two-state solution while Hamas is committed to Israel's destruction. 
 
The accord set off a confusing flurry of Hamas officials' interpretations and denials, with some insisting that the deal did 
not implicitly recognize Israel and others splitting hairs so fine that they were invisible to the naked eye. 
 
The deal may indeed be a breakthrough of sorts, at least for tamping down a rising civil war between Fatah and Hamas. 
The more urgent question, however, is not what the deal says but who's in charge. The attack and the conflicting 
statements show that Hamas' leadership is in extreme disarray. Most ominously, the political folks and the military folks 
don't seem to be listening to each other, if they ever did. 
 
This much is clear: The economic pressure is working. Hamas desperately wants to persuade the U.S. and its allies to stop 
the economic embargo, which has left thousands of restive Palestinian workers unpaid for months. That's likely to be one 
major reason they initialed the deal. 
 
Hamas is learning a painful lesson: A government that can't deliver paychecks won't stay in power long. Keep the pressure 
on. 
 



6. Editorial 
NY  DAILY NEWS 
June 29, 2006  
 
Israeli Defense Minister Amir Peretz called it "the hour of truth," as, pushed too far at last, the embattled Jewish state 
threw tanks and warplanes across the border into Gaza, there to demand the return of a young soldier kidnapped from 
Israeli soil last weekend by Hamas operatives - and upon whose fate turns the Mideast.  

We hope to be waking this morning to news that Army Cpl. Gilad Shalit's crazed Palestinian captors have reconsidered 
their belligerence and elected to free him. Last night, though, it seemed more likely that the Hamas terrorists were openly 
begging for continued military punishment. And Israel is plainly and justifiably prepared to give them precisely that.  

The snatching of Gilad Shalit, and now of two civilians as well, are outrages that Israel's leaders cannot and will not suffer 
without decisive action. For once again, Hamas has proven that gangsters rule the Gaza Strip, the territory surrendered by 
Israel to the Palestinians last year as the hoped-for start of a state with which there could be coexistence.  

Sworn to Israel's destruction, Hamas has made a pariah of the Palestinian government and any pretense of implicitly 
recognizing the Jewish nation's legitimacy through vague, prettied-up language will be meaningless as long as Hamas 
keeps delivering unmistakably explicit messages of determined war and bloody terrorism.  

Hundreds of thousands of Palestinians are today without water and electricity, Gaza's only power station having been 
efficiently blown up by Israeli missiles. "A crime against humanity," whines Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas, and 
yes, the people will have to endure many miserable hardships, for weeks and months. They have only their own 
gunslingers to thank for that.  

A bolder stroke yet: Israeli jets yesterday buzzed one of Syrian President Bashar al-Assad's palaces, pointedly serving 
notice to the Rogue of Damascus that his continuing willingness to harbor Hamas boss Khaled Meshaal does not make for 
good Israeli-Syrian relations. "An aggressive act and a provocation," complains the Syrian government.  

Exactly. For the hour has come.  

It's truth time. 
 
 
7. Iran's president is cherishing fanned flames, A glimmer of hope has fizzled as tensions mount between Israel 

and Palestinians. 
Philadelphia Inquirer – Frida Ghitis 
June 29, 2006 
 
You can almost picture Iranian President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad rubbing his hands with glee at the latest news from the 
Israeli-Palestinian front. 
 
Within hours of Sunday's operation by Hamas, in which militants killed two Israeli soldiers and kidnapped a third, 19-
year-old Cpl. Gilad Shalit, Israeli tanks began massing at the border with Gaza. By yesterday morning, as Palestinians 
built makeshift barricades, Israel launched a major incursion into territory it evacuated last summer. 
 
Iran's leader must cherish the sight. He has done everything in his power to put more heat under the simmering pot of 
relations between Israelis and Palestinians. 
 
For a time, the most optimistic observers, straining a bit, could find a glimmer of hope in talks between Hamas leaders 
and Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas. No longer. Now, that simmering cauldron is beginning to boil over, 
too. 
 



An agreement between the bitter rivals of Palestinian politics, Hamas and Abbas' Fatah party, had the potential to deal an 
awkward blow to Iran's successful propaganda effort, which positions the country as the most rabidly extremist of all 
Palestinian supporters.  
 
Ahmadinejad bolstered his standing in the Muslim world by making the Palestinian cause his cause, even if many Iranians 
wonder why it is their problem. Or, as one Iranian blogger put it, why Iran has to look more pro-Palestinian than the 
Palestinians. 
 
Without Ahmadinejad's Holocaust denials and calls for wiping Israel off the map, Muslims around the world would see 
him as a fanatic Shiite with dangerous nuclear ambitions. Instead, he looks to the masses as a committed ideologue, even a 
humanitarian, standing on principle for the rights of downtrodden Muslims. 
 
Hamas, of course, needs no outside inspiration to inflict Israeli casualties. And yet, the timing of last weekend's attack 
points to the divisions within Hamas and the influence of Iran and Syria on Palestinians' self-destructive decision-making. 
 
The day militants launched their attack, rumors had spread that Hamas and Fatah stood on the verge of reaching an 
agreement that might end the crippling international sanctions against the Hamas-led Palestinian Authority. The deal, 
based on a document drafted by Palestinian prisoners in Israeli jails, appeared to lead to recognition of Israel, a 
resumption of negotiations, and an end to the constant firing of rockets into Israel by Palestinian militants. As it happened, 
the sides did reach a deal on Tuesday, but it did not go very far in improving relations with Israel. 
 
Still, neither Iran nor Hamas' Syrian-based leaders wanted to see success in those negotiations. 
 
Israeli officials say Sunday's attack was planned and coordinated by Hamas bosses in Syria, including Khaled Mashaal, 
rather than by the Gaza-based leadership under Prime Minister Ismail Haniyeh. 
 
Haniyeh still stands by the Hamas charter calling for the destruction of Israel, but his short-term goals do not include a 
confrontation with Israel. As head of the Palestinian Authority, he is fighting for the survival of his government. Mashaal, 
on the other hand, sees himself, despite living in exile, as the true leader of Hamas. Mashaal lives in Damascus, where he 
depends on the hospitality of his Syrian hosts, whose relations with Iran are growing closer by the day. 
 
The rivalry between Mashaal and Haniyeh is intensifying, and any sign that Haniyeh might consider moderating his 
position brings Tehran closer to Mashaal. Moderation by Israelis or Palestinians is the common enemy of Hamas' Syrian 
branch and of Iran. Thus, the Israeli soldier's capture bolstered Mashaal and weakened Haniyeh. 
 
There is every reason to believe Iran is offering material support and encouragement to Hamas' Syrian branch to stoke the 
fire. 
 
Since last year's pullout, Israeli residents near the border have endured hundreds of rocket attacks launched from inside 
Gaza. The new Israeli government had resisted calls to launch a massive incursion to end the rocket fire, but this time 
could not resist Israelis' demands for tough action. 
 
Thanks to the efforts of Hamas in Syria, probably with the help and encouragement of Ahmadinejad's Iran, the pot is 
boiling over, and many people - mostly Palestinians - are already getting burned. 
 
 
8. HAMAS CHOOSES WAR 
NEW YORK POST 
June 29, 2006  

When the terrorist group Hamas won the election to lead the Palestinians' government, the group was offered a choice: 
Make peace with Israel - or get war.  

Hamas seems to have ditched the peace option. Now, war is what it may get.  



Over the past two days, Israel has launched a major military offensive in an effort to repatriate a 19-year-old soldier, Cpl. 
Gilad Shalit, now held hostage by elements of Hamas' military wing.  

Early this morning, Israeli troops arrested the deputy prime minister of the Hamas government, as well as several Hamas 
Cabinet members and lawmakers.  

Earlier, Israeli aircraft knocked out three bridges and a power station that supplies electricity to the region. Troops entered 
Gaza in the south while Israeli artillery pounded the northern portions of the strip.  

Meanwhile, Israeli warplanes buzzed a seaside palace belonging to Syrian President Bashar al-Assad. The low-altitude, 
early-morning sonic booms sent a dramatic message: Hard-line Hamas leaders taking refuge in Syria had better do what 
they can to ensure Shalit's safety. And Assad best not back the militants.  

It all started with a Hamas raid into Israeli territory Sunday. Rising from a long tunnel beneath the border, the militants 
emerged 300 yards inside Israel, killed two Israeli soldiers and took Shalit hostage.  

It was the first Palestinian kidnapping of an Israeli soldier since 1994, and Israelis are beside themselves. Understandably 
so: A rescue attempt following the '94 abduction failed, and the soldier was killed. They're also wary of setting a 
precedent in responding to kidnappings.  

Meanwhile, Palestinian militants claimed yesterday they had executed an 18-year-old Israeli settler kidnapped earlier in 
the West Bank.  

The White House understands Israel's predicament and has acknowledged its right to defend itself. The Bush folks have 
pressed the Palestinian government to "stop all acts of violence and terror," while also asking Israel to make sure to 
protect civilians.  

There should be no confusion about where blame for this latest crisis lies - and where Hamas stands. It was a terrorist 
group before becoming an officially elected regime; now that it holds power, its acts against Israel are acts of war.  

Yes, some elements of the group claim they're open to some arrangement that falls short of Israel's total destruction. And 
Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas has sought accommodations.  

But no one has managed to control the most militant Palestinian elements. (Weeks of rocket attacks from Gaza against 
Israeli communities preceded the kidnapping.)  

And the ultimate annihilation of the Jewish state remains Hamas policy.  

So if war is what Hamas wants, war is what it seems about to get.  

If that's what it takes, so be it. 
 
 
9. Crisis in Gaza – Again; Palestinian’ accord isn’t about peace 
DALLAS MORNING NEWS – Editorial 
June 29, 2006 
 
It was just like old times yesterday in Gaza. In an attempt to rescue the soldier kidnapped days ago by guerrillas who 
tunneled into Israel, the Jewish state invaded territory it ceded to the Palestinians last year.  
 
The Gaza incursion may or may not free the Israeli hostage, but it certainly will do significant damage to the terrorist 
infrastructure that has enabled Palestinians to rain down hundreds of Qassam rockets on Israel since withdrawal. But 
nobody should be fooled into thinking that this alone will stop attacks from Hamas and its militant sympathizers.  
 



Amid this crisis comes word that Hamas and the rival Fatah faction of President Mahmoud Abbas have reached an 
agreement on the so-called "prisoner's document," which endorses a two-state solution to the Israeli-Palestinian crisis. 
Optimistic media reports characterized the agreement as implicitly recognizing Israel's right to exist – which, if this 
interpretation were accurate, would be a major and welcome concession by Hamas.  
 
It was, apparently, too good to be true. Hamas legislator Salah al-Bardaweel told the media: "We said we accept a state [in 
territory occupied] in 1967 – but we did not say we accept two states." Hamas representatives later told the BBC that its 
agreeing to a Palestinian state in the West Bank and Gaza should not be seen as a final step, but as the first step toward 
eventual expulsion of Jews from all of Israel.  
 
The draft document also reserves to signatories the right to conduct armed resistance against Israeli occupation – in other 
words, to commit terrorism against Israelis. And it fails to recognize the Palestinian Authority's obligation to honor past 
agreements.  
 
On all three points, the agreement fails to meet the conditions the West has laid down to resume aid to the Palestinians, 
whose increasingly destitute society is on the ropes.  
 
As grateful as one is amid such a despairing atmosphere for any sign of hope, it is hard to see how this document 
realistically advances the cause of peace. Meanwhile, the war rages. Just like old times.  
 
 
10. A mission not limited to freeing a soldier Why the invasion? How long will it last?  
The Newark Star-Ledger 
Thursday, June 29, 2006  

The Israeli military operation in the Gaza Strip began with a limited objective: to secure the re lease of a captive Israeli 
soldier. But it risks turning into a protracted conflict less than year after Israel left Gaza.  

Some questions and answers about the operation:  

Why did Israel invade? Military officials said the show of force was meant to pressure the Hamas-led government into 
securing the release of Cpl. Gilad Shalit and to prevent militants from smuggling the soldier into neighboring Egypt. 
However, the operation also has a deeper goal of pressuring Hamas, which controls the Palestinian government, to 
renounce violence, recognize Israel and halt the daily barrages of homemade rockets into Israel. Why target Syria? Hamas' 
top leader, Khaled Mashaal, lives in Syria, and Israel has long called on the Syrian government to rein in militants it is 
harboring. How long does Israel intend to stay?  

Prime Minister Ehud Olmert said Israel has no intention of reoccupying Gaza. Military officials say there is no timeline 
for a pullout, and that the length of the military presence will depend on the Palestinian response.  

Military officials say Israel will quickly withdraw if the soldier is rescued or released safely. But if the situation drags on, 
Israel is expected to step up the military pressure. This could mean more power outages, an extended troop presence in 
Gaza and expanding the operation to other parts of the strip.  

In the worst-case scenario -- militants killing Shalit -- Israel has pledged to resume the assassinations of Hamas leaders, 
both inside Gaza and outside. Israel halted the practice after a February 2005 cease-fire.  

This would likely prompt Hamas to begin sending suicide bombers into Israel. The Islamic militant group halted the 
attacks, which have killed more than 250 Israelis, after the 2005 truce. How have the Palestinians reacted? President 
Mahmoud Abbas, a moderate who has been locked in a power struggle with Hamas, has called for the immediate release 
of Shalit while deploring the Israeli incursion as a "crime against humanity."  

The Hamas-led government called on Israel to release some of the thousands of Palestinian prisoners it is holding in 
exchange for the soldier. The militants holding the soldier have made similar demands.  



 
11. Leadership Vacuum - If Hamas, Fatah can't tame militants, their recognition of Israel is meaningless 
NEWSDAY L. ISLAND - Editorial 
June 29, 2006 
 
The Israeli assault on the Gaza Strip and yesterday's flights over Syrian President Bashar Assad's home to pressure for the 
return of the young soldier abducted by Palestinian militants overshadows an important development. The rival Hamas 
and Fatah movements' have surprisingly agreed to a plan that implicitly recognizes Israel. The plan, which calls for a 
Palestinian state existing alongside Israel, may now be irrelevant. It is certainly unlikely to defuse a security crisis, which 
may well deteriorate into all-out war in Gaza. 
 
That's unfortunate, because the Palestinian acceptance of a controversial document drafted in an Israeli prison by Hamas 
and Fatah leaders could have provided the first tentative step toward the resumption of a peace process. But it came too 
late to halt the crisis from escalating into a tense military confrontation. 
  
The only way Hamas and Fatah could now demonstrate their effectiveness in governing would be if their security forces 
were able to subdue the militant groups holding the Israeli soldier and a Jewish settler and turn the hostages over to Israeli 
troops. But the chances of that occurring are minimal.  
 
What the agreement over the prisoners' document and the abduction of the Israeli soldier show is the development of deep 
and widening splits not only within the ruling Hamas party, but also among other militant Palestinian groups. That's not 
necessarily a good thing - the result could be an accelerating slide toward anarchy in the Palestinian territories.  
 
While the political wing of Hamas signed on to the two-state plan, its paramilitary wing rejected it out of hand because it 
violates Hamas' founding charter, which calls for the destruction of Israel. Meanwhile, in claiming to be the captors of the 
Israeli hostages, the Popular Resistance Committees, a violent splinter group with loose ties to Hamas, broke with the 
governing party and joined two other militias with no allegiance to the main political parties and out of the security forces' 
control.  
 
To Israel, the Palestinian agreement on a two-state solution - however important to Hamas and Fatah - means very little. 
What Israel cannot abide is the continuing threat of terrorist cross-border attacks. As a state, it has the right to respond to 
them with whatever force it deems necessary. 
 
Until the leaders of Hamas and Fatah prove they can control the violent terror factions operating under them, the 
relationship between Israelis and Palestinians will continue to rest on the knife-edge of war. If anything, Israel's pullout 
from Gaza has proved Palestinians can't  
 
 
12. `I would bet for hope against despair', OUR OPINION: WIESEL DESERVES CREDIT FOR CONTINUED 

WORK FOR PEACE 
Miami Herald 
June 29, 2006 
 
Last week's handshake and embrace between Israeli Prime Minister Ehud Olmert and Mahmoud Abbas of the Palestinian 
Authority was an important display of goodwill, a drop of rain in a desert of hatred and mutual suspicion. Cynics will be 
tempted to dismiss it as an empty gesture -- how many other handshakes have come to nothing? -- but it is important for 
people on both sides of the Israeli-Palestinian divide to see their leaders setting an example by reaching out to each other. 
 
Enter Elie Wiesel. He cosponsored the conference in Petra, Jordan, along with King Abdullah II, that brought Messrs. 
Olmert and Abbas together. He also hopes to start a series of initiatives -- on health, education, women's issues, etc. -- 
designed to promote ''pragmatic moderation'' between Israelis and Palestinians. 
 
At 77, Mr. Wiesel is one of the world's leading voices on behalf of moral justice. He believes that goodwill, symbolic 
gestures and meetings like the one in Petra, attended by 30 Nobel Prize laureates, can make a difference in the course of 
events in the Middle East. 
 



''If I had to wager,'' he told a recent interviewer from UPI, ``I would bet for hope against despair.'' 
 
He urged both sides to turn away from decades of hostilities. ''I wish to say to the Palestinians they must not be the 
enemies to those they consider today as enemies.'' Perhaps it was the moral influence of Mr. Wiesel that prompted Prime 
Minister Olmert to issue an apology on Thursday for 13 Palestinian civilian deaths in recent Israeli air strikes. 
 
''It is against our policy, and I am very, very sorry,'' Mr. Olmert said. 
 
The apology underlines the crucial distinction between the accidental and regrettable killing of innocent civilians by 
Israeli forces and the deliberate targeting of civilians by Palestinian terrorists. There is no moral equivalency here. When 
has a leader of Hamas ever apologized for spilling Israeli blood? 
The apology and the meeting between the Israeli and Palestinian leaders may, at least for a brief moment, lower tensions 
in the region -- and for that, Mr. Wiesel deserves credit. But he is no starry-eyed optimist. Even as he works to reconcile 
old foes, he also raises his voice against irreconcilable evil. 
 
That means spotlighting Iran and President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, who has said that he wants Israel wiped off the map. 
''He is sick,'' Mr. Wiesel told The Wall Street Journal recently. ``He is mentally ill. He is the No. 1 Holocaust denier.'' 
 
Mr. Wiesel hopes to devise ways to either persuade Iran to turn away from its drive to acquire nuclear weapons or to 
strengthen the world's resolve to stop Iran before it is too late. Either away, it's a tough job, but don't bet against Elie 
Wiesel. He has beaten the odds before. 
 
 
13. Proliferation of Peril 
Plain Dealer (Cleveland) – Opinion 
June 29, 2006 
 
A dangerous moment in one of the world's most volatile hot spots has become far more perilous with Palestinians' 
kidnapping of a young Israeli soldier via a tunnel dug from the Gaza Strip. A hitchhiking settler also may have been 
abducted. Israel's muscular response is understandable as it masses troops on the Gaza border and threatens a full-scale 
invasion and an unrelenting war on terrorists. Nine previous military kidnap victims didn't make it home alive, the 
Associated Press reports. The longer the crisis goes on, the harder it will be to find or free 19-year-old Cpl. Gilad Shalit. 
 
Yet this is a crisis engineered by militants for the benefit of militants. U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice is right to 
counsel restraint to avoid handing terrorists the victory of more bloodshed. 
 
The paralysis of Palestinian politicians in the ruling Hamas faction underscores just how successfully armed terrorists 
have outflanked their elected counterparts - even those from the terrorist party.   
 
Just yesterday, Hamas' political leaders reached agreement with moderate Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas and his 
Fatah faction on a compromise deal that implicitly recognizes Israel's right to exist. The welcome proposal could help end 
a devastating logjam in international aid to the Palestinians. 
 
Yet the way Hamas militants and other armed groups have been able to turn the Gaza Strip into a weapons-friendly zone 
since Israel's withdrawal last year is a warning of what's to come. 
 
The corrosive battle for power among Palestinian armed factions has generated new terrorist groups and radicalized 
existing ones. This week, the al-Aqsa Martyrs' Brigades affiliated with Fatah even threatened to meet any Israeli assault 
on Gaza with 20 varieties of chemical weapons they supposedly have developed over the last three years. It's a claim some 
weapons experts view skeptically but that Israeli officials are unwilling to dismiss, given the way homemade missiles and 
rocket-propelled grenades have proliferated in Gaza since the Israeli withdrawal. 
 
Washington, Cairo and other world capitals are aware of the dangers. An intensive international effort to broker Shalit's 
release is under way. 
 
Egyptian officials warn that diplomacy may take time. Unfortunately, time is not on the side of moderation. 



 
Palestinians who believe in a peaceful future must make their voices heard at a moment that could swing too readily and 
disastrously toward large-scale violence. 
 
 
14. Stop Terror at Its Source 
Wall Street Journal – Michael Oren 
June 29, 2006 

JERUSALEM--Dawn broke yesterday over the Israel-Gaza border on a surreal but not unfamiliar scene: Rows of 
Merkava tanks, armored personnel carriers and Humvees were assembled in preparation for an incursion into the strip. 
These forces--when given the green light--would punch through booby-trapped refugee camps in search of Hamas and 
Islamic Jihad gunmen, while Israeli jets and helicopters hunt the terrorists from above.  

By invading Gaza, Israel hopes to counter increasingly bold Palestinian attacks--such as the firing of some 1,000 Qassam 
rockets at Israeli border towns and the kidnapping of an Israeli soldier by Hamas earlier this week. The troops will 
probably net a large number of terrorists and may rescue the captured soldier. But while the operation may flex its military 
muscle, it cannot restore Israel's deterrence power or prevent future rocket attacks and kidnappings. Indeed, the attack 
may well prove Pyrrhic--inflicting greater injury on Israel than on the Palestinians.  

The quandary Israel confronts today originated in the unilateral withdrawal of all Israeli settlers and soldiers from Gaza 
last August. A sizable majority of Israelis supported disengagement, excruciating as it was, as a means of achieving a 
national consensus on the country's borders and of preserving its vital Jewish majority.  

Yet even those Israelis most in favor of the Gaza pullout understood that many Palestinians would interpret the move as a 
strategic retreat and a victory for Hamas and al-Aqsa terror. "We shot at the Jews and they fled Gaza," they would say, "so 
let's keep shooting and they'll abandon Tel Aviv, Haifa and Jerusalem." Israel could have refuted that claim by responding 
immediately and massively to every infiltration and to every rocket fired, irrespective of whether the attacks caused Israeli 
casualties. Gaza is now a de facto independent state, Israel should have declared, and like any other state it must bear the 
consequences of its aggression.  

But Israel did none of this. On the contrary, infiltrations and rocket strikes began almost the day after the Gaza 
disengagement. The primary target was Sderot, a working-class town in the western Negev populated mostly by long-
settled immigrants from North Africa and more recent arrivals from Russia. Israel responded with missile attacks aimed at 
eliminating the Palestinian rocket crews and destroying the Qassam factories. But the crews were too elusive and the 
factories too readily rebuilt.  

The attacks against Sderot and other border towns intensified--several Qassams struck Askhelon, Israel's major industrial 
city in the south--and the Palestinians elected a Hamas government sworn to escalate the violence. Israel retaliated by 
blasting the Qassam launching areas with artillery fire, but the barrages did little but churn up dirt and accidentally hit 
civilians. The Jewish state, from a Palestinian perspective, seemed helpless.  

Israel's impotence was the product of several factors, firstly Prime Minister Ariel Sharon's reluctance to reoccupy Gaza so 
soon after evacuating it. Then came Mr. Sharon's stroke and the Israeli elections, during which, traditionally, Israel 
refrains from staging large-scale operations. Finally, Ehud Olmert succeeded in cobbling together a left-of-center coalition 
that pledged to proceed with the unilateral disengagement from the territories (or, as it is now called, convergence), but 
largely abandoned Mr. Sharon's hard-hitting antiterror tactics.  

Though himself a resident of Sderot, Minister of Defense Amir Peretz, a Laborite and advocate of renewed talks with the 
Palestinians, vowed to exercise maximum restraint and to "count the shells" that the Israel Defense Forces fired into Gaza. 
Indeed, when Qassams were smashing into Sderot last week and Mr. Peretz's neighbors were on a hunger strike in front of 
his house, the defense minister was in Jerusalem stumping for his candidates in the Jewish Agency elections.  

Israel's inaction has provided a bonanza to Hamas. By demonstrating that disengagement impaired rather than enhanced 
Israeli security, Hamas has dissuaded many Israelis from supporting a similar withdrawal from the West Bank, from 



where Qassams could be launched at Tel Aviv and the Ben-Gurion airport. By firing the rockets from densely populated 
neighborhoods, the Palestinians have forced Israel to kill and wound civilian bystanders, sullying its reputation abroad. 
Indeed, many world leaders and virtually all of the press hastened to condemn Israel for allegedly firing a shell onto a 
Gaza beach that killed eight Palestinians. That the IDF denied firing the shell and that the Palestinians destroyed 
exculpatory evidence by gouging shrapnel from the victims' limbs could not repair the damage to Israel's image.  

Collateral damage not only hurts Israel's international standing, it also divides the country internally. Many Israelis grieve 
over the deaths of innocent Palestinians, even those incurred in successful strikes against terrorists. Israel's Supreme Court 
is now considering two lawsuits against the IDF, both filed by Israelis, for unintentionally killing 15 civilians while 
successfully targeting Hamas commander Selah Shahada in 2002.  

The deaths of more than a dozen Palestinian civilians by Israeli fire in the last few weeks has further widened these 
schisms, pinning the government between the leftists who denounce its callousness and the generals who disdain its 
sheepishness. An Israeli raid into Gaza will almost certainly result in a frightful number of civilian deaths. The press will 
once again focus on funerals and mourning families and forget the reason for Israel's action. Israelis will once again 
agonize over whether these casualties were justified or avoidable.  

Palestinians will not be the only ones killed. Hundreds of Qassams fell on Sderot but it took the deaths of two soldiers and 
the kidnapping of a third to move the government to consider major military action. Soldiers are Israel's Everyman--or 
rather Everychild--and Israelis are acutely sensitive to their safety. Yet in retaliating for the rocket attacks and trying to 
free the hostage, the IDF will almost certainly suffer casualties.  

After a few days of heated battles and accusations of Israeli atrocities, the government will be compelled to extract its 
forces from Gaza, but not all the soldiers will be going home. And the rockets will keep raining on Sderot. Posing as 
defenders of the land, Hamas will be made more, not less, popular by the Israeli attack, and Abu Mazen will be 
commensurately weakened. Mr. Olmert will be unable to proceed on convergence and the Israeli right will begin its 
inexorable return to office.  

There is, however, one way to avert a public relations disaster for Israel, to limit casualties, and to restore Israel's 
deterrence power: Israel must return to the targeted-killing policy that enabled Mr. Sharon to triumph over terrorist 
organizations. Israel must target those Palestinians who order others to fire rockets from within civilian areas but whose 
families are located safely away from the firing zones. No Hamas or Islamic Jihad leader should be immune from such 
reprisals--neither Prime Minister Ismail Haniya nor Khaled Meshal, who masterminds Hamas from Damascus. Though 
there is certain to be some international backlash, the damage to Israel's image will likely be temporary. Who today 
remembers Abdel Aziz Ranitisi and Sheikh Yassin? Those responsible for causing injury and death to both Israelis and 
Palestinians must pay the ultimate price. Only then can quiet be restored to Israel's borders and progress toward either 
unilateral or negotiated solutions resumed.  
 
 
15.  PRO-CON: Is Israel’s Military Action In Gaza Necessary? No 
The Kansas City Star - Editorial 
June 30, 2006 
 
Both Israelis and Palestinians should think carefully about where their latest confrontation is leading. It is natural that 
Israel should wish to get its kidnapped corporal back. But it is doubtful whether going into Gaza in armored strength is the 
best way of doing so. In particular, aerial strikes on a power plant are disproportionate; collective punishment for an act 
committed by extremist groups will further radicalize the population.  Covert negotiations for his release would be 
preferable. It is as if Ehud Olmert, a prime minister with a civilian background, was eager to prove his martial credentials.  
His country's military might means that it can do pretty well what it wants in the Occupied Territories. But if the result is a 
bitter and humiliated Palestinian neighbor, that must be counted a political failure.   
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
16.  Payback, Mideast Style 
The Miami Herald – Ike Seamans 
June 30, 2006 

 
No one should be surprised at Israel's aggressive assault into Gaza this week, and it's about more than just trying to rescue 
a kidnapped soldier.   
 
This is good old-fashioned payback Middle Eastern style. For more than a month, Palestinian terrorists have been raining 
rockets into southern Israel communities. Prime Minister Ehud Olmert had to teach them a lesson -- or confront an 
enraged public. He insists this will be a limited engagement.  
 
And what about the Palestinians who started this eye-for-an-eye brouhaha? Senior Hamas official Nizar Rayan 
immediately went on the radio urging people to arm themselves and fight to the death. Have there ever been more 
supercilious performers on the global stage than the inept Hamas and Fatah leaders who are dive-bombing Palestinians 
into utter perdition?  
 
They are eternally whining they're victims, never perpetrators; incessantly begging for money; regurgitating tired excuses 
to camouflage their incompetence; obsessed with creating an extremist Islamic society; masters of snatching defeat from 
the jaws of victory.   
 
A new Palestinian Center for Public Opinion poll reveals 62 percent of residents in the territories fear that current leaders 
can't improve their lives. Thirty-four percent want to leave. The nonpartisan International Crisis Group just released a 
scathing report chastising these drum majors of deceit for orchestrating a ''march of folly,'' professing to reject violence, 
but  “acting in ways to promote it.''   
 
EU scrambling to comply 
 
Let's start with Palestinian Authority President Mahmoud Abbas. If not hunkered down in his Ramallah headquarters 
unable to curtail an increasingly bloody internecine conflict or a potentially fatal economic collapse, he's blackmailing 
benefactors. The European Union has contributed $2.5 billion since 1993. Yet last month, he warned that, if the EU 
doesn't immediately pony up more for his bumbling regime, ``There will be an explosion of anger that will lead to chaos 
[and] a humanitarian disaster.”   
 
The dithery EU is scrambling to comply. Additionally, in July, the ''Quartet'' -- EU, United Nations, United States and 
Russia -- plans to channel greenbacks directly to needy Palestinians, bypassing Hamas. That'll work -- when Gaza freezes 
over.   
 
Incredibly, most pecuniary handouts to this outrageous netherworld of corruption and mismanagement mysteriously 
disappear. ''All funds donated by foreign countries, a total of $5 billion, have gone down the drain, and we don't know 
where,'' Mohammed Dalhan, former PA interior minister, told England's Guardian two years ago. Since then, another $2 
billion has been flushed away. But there's always copious cash for terrorism, rifles and rockets.   
 
The next truculent culprit: Prime Minister Ismail Haniyeh, unabashed terrorist and erstwhile prisoner in Israeli jails. This 
insipid poseur has failed to assert effective control over a bloated bureaucracy and refuses to renounce violence. On 
Tuesday, after weeks of acrimonious negotiations with Abbas, he agreed to a two-state solution and the recognition of 
Israel in hopes of getting more international aid.   
 
Finally, there's Foreign Minister Mahmoud al-Zhar. When not gallivanting with terrorist paymasters in Tehran or 
Damascus or pooh-poohing an ''impractical'' pan-Arab peace initiative, he's smuggling money. Two weeks ago, 
Palestinian police nabbed al-Zhar trying to slip into Gaza with $20 million hidden in a suitcase. He swears he just wanted 
to pay government employees.   
 
''We know there is negligence and all sorts of irresponsible acts,'' Palestinian Legislative Council member Hatem Abdel 
Khader tells me. ''That's why we suffer grave problems.'' Talk about understatement!   
 



Deriding these callous pretenders as self-serving egomaniacs, Beirut's Daily Star editorializes that to perpetuate their 
schemes, ``would be sadder than lunacy and worse than murder. It would be treason.   
 
''Tunisian intellectual Lafif Lakhdar labels the appalling leadership vacuum a ''failure neurosis'' that drives officials ''to do 
everything within their power to punish themselves and their people with failure where success was certain.'' Key 
symptoms include:  
 
Conceptual stagnation: Renders decision-makers incapable of comprehending reality or identifying the national interest. 
   
Political backwardness: Fosters ''mental sloth,'' culminating in chimerical policies.   
 
Armed-struggle mania: Transforms a well-established tactic to achieve freedom into a counterproductive goal in and of 
itself.   
 
''No doubt,'' Lakhdar concludes, ``this is one reason for the absence of a Palestinian political program enjoying 
international trust.   
 
''How much evidence do self-respecting donor nations need before they stop bankrolling con artists who thumb their noses 
at the civilized world where order, even in its crudest form, is vastly superior to the ruinous havoc the Hamas and Fatah 
leaders fervently embrace? 
 
 
17.  With Terrorists, Let Israel Succeed Where America Has Failed 
The New York Sun – Youssef Ibrahim 
June 30, 2006 
 
It may just be that Israel will do what President Bush promised but failed to do: bring about some serious regime changes 
in the Greater Middle East by overthrowing the Islamic fundamentalist Hamas government and then destabilizing the 
decrepit Syrian dictatorial regime.   
 
With Israeli troops poised to enter the Gaza Strip, the first goal is within Israel's grasp.  
 
One can only hope that by buzzing President Assad's summer palace with fighter planes on Tuesday, Israel also was 
signaling that the second act will follow.   
 
Muslim fundamentalists and rotting Arab dictators are the gnawing evils of the Middle East. They have a lot in common, 
most particularly their use of the tired and abused Palestinian Arab cause as the eternal vehicle to their taking and 
retaining power.   
 
It happened with the dictators first. Colonel Gamal Abdel Nasser took power in Egypt in 1952 to build a model of 
subsequent pan-Arab dictatorships premised on vows to unite everyone around the promise of eradicating Israel. He 
quickly became mired in two wars with Israel, in 1956 and 1967,when he lost the entire Sinai Peninsula.   
 
Similarly, Hafez Al-Assad, the father of the current president of Syria, came to power in the late '60s on a platform of 
upholding the Arab dream of unity. And what was it centered around? You guessed it.   
 
In 1967,Assad went to war against Israel and lost the Golan Heights, which the Assads have yet to recover, even as they 
continue to urge the masses to liberate Palestine. It is not for nothing that Palestinian Arabs will tell you that Bashar Al-
Assad will fight to the last Palestinian Arab.   
 
Jordan's King Hussein, another Arab potentate, followed Nasser and Hafez Al-Assad into the 1967 war and lost all of the 
West Bank of the Jordan River.   
 
In Act II, Islamic fundamentalists with their many names - Muslim Brotherhood, Hamas, Islamic Jihad, the Islamic 
Republic of Iran - are again all focused on uniting the ummah of Islam around the liberation of Palestine.   
 



Potentates or fundamentalists, the dynamics of their tactics always lead in one direction: another attack on Israel. Hamas 
was bound to get there sooner or later. It starts with renouncing all peace treaties signed by previously chastened Arab 
potentates - in this case, the unlamented Yasser Arafat. Then they promise a dash of military struggle, but the results are 
inevitably the same: suicide bombers, lame tunnels to Israel from Gaza, killing soldiers, and kidnapping Corporal Gilad 
Shalit, the Israeli army recruit.   
 
Islamist fundamentalists and Arab potentates, in principle so very different, end up acting alike.   
 
It is no coincidence that the commander of Hamas's military wing, Khaled Meshaal, lives under the protection and 
sponsorship of the Assad regime in Damascus. Nor is it a coincidence that Hamas was born, established, and intellectually 
weaponized by Egypt's Muslim Brotherhood movement. The cycles are connecting.   
 
Indeed, while Israel points a menacing finger at the Damascus-based Hamas leader, it also points at his benefactors - the 
Assads and Syria. 
 
Is it time for America, Israel's strategic partner in the Middle East, to get some help from its friends? I think so.  America 
has never failed to support Israel politically and militarily. Now we need the Israelis to lead, since we have so plainly 
failed to deliver the regime changes we promised.   
 
The first order of business is for Israel to widen and deepen the military operation in Gaza, until it results in the arrest and 
jailing of all Hamas representatives starting with the prime minister and the foreign minister, who happen to be Hamas's 
top leaders in Gaza. This time, Israel should not leave Gaza until every Palestinian Arab clearly understands that the 
clocks will never be turned back.   
 
Then Israel should demand that Syria hands over the Hamas military leader - with the full knowledge it will not happen, 
but with the clear intention of attacking Syria when it does not.   
 
The timing and circumstances are perfect. Not one Arab country would entertain the notion of helping Syria. Indeed, 
many would wish to see Mr. Assad dispatched.   
 
Iran can yell a lot, but it will do little. Hezbollah in Lebanon, which may be tempted to jump into the fray, this time must 
suffer the relentless bombing of all the Shiite villages in south Lebanon, its power base.   
 
Finally, it matters little whether the Israelis kill Mr. Assad, so long as they clearly humiliate him from the air and with 
special operations on the ground. Mr. Assad humiliated is Mr. Assad finished.   
 
We have rarely asked our Israeli friends to do us a favor. Right now, we need them. 
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