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PRAISE FOR GAZA

“This is the voice I listen for, when I want
to learn the deepest reality about Jews,
Zionists, Israelis, and Palestinians.
Norman Finkelstein is surely one of the
forty honest humans the Scripture alludes
to who can save ‘Sodom’ (our Earth) by
pointing out, again and again, the
sometimes soul-shriveling but unavoidable
Truth. There is no one like him today, but
in my bones I know this incredible warrior
for Humanity and Justice is an archetype
that has always been. And will always be.
Small comfort in these dark times,
perhaps, but a comfort I am deeply
grateful for.”

—Alice Walker, winner of the Pulitzer
Prize and National Book Award for The
Color Purple

“As a modern-day Sisyphus, rolling the
heavy boulder up the hill of disinformation,
Norman Finkelstein does not waver in his
determination to take it to the crest.
Although a non-lawyer, he masters the
legal issues, the Geneva Conventions, IC]J
advisory opinions, UN resolutions, and
commission reports, weaving them into a
compelling narrative, an articulate appeal
for justice, a protest against the moral
cop-out of the international community.



Finkelstein refutes the Big Lie and many
arcane little lies about Gaza and Palestine.
A scholarly manual for every politician and
every person concerned with human
rights.”

—Alfred de Zayas, Professor of Law,
Geneva School of Diplomacy, and UN
Independent Expert on the Promotion of
a Democratic and Equitable
International Order

“Norman Finkelstein, probably the most
serious scholar on the conflict in the
Middle East, has written an excellent book
on Israel’s invasions of Gaza. Its
comprehensive examination of both the
facts and the law of these assaults
provides the most authoritative account of
this brutal history.”

—John Dugard, Emeritus Professor of
Public International Law, Leiden
University, and former Special
Rapporteur to the UN Human Rights
Council on Human Rights in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory, 2001-
2008

“No scholar has done more to shed light
on Israel’s ruthless treatment of the
Palestinians than Norman Finkelstein. In
Gaza, he meticulously details Israel’s
massacres of the Palestinians in that tiny
enclave during Operations Cast Lead and



Protective Edge, while demolishing the
myths Israel and its supporters have
invented to disguise these shocking
events.”

—John ]J. Mearsheimer, R. Wendell

Harrison Distinguished Service
Professor of Political Science,
University of Chicago

“This is an exceptional, singular work that
will stand as a vital contribution to the
literature on the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict and Middle East politics, while
also securing an essential place in the
fields of international and human rights
law. Gaza is an indispensable resource for
scholars, jurists, policy makers, and
diplomats alike. A landmark.”

—Sara Roy, Center for Middle Eastern
Studies, Harvard University
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To Gaza,
The Truth



The massacre of innocent people is a
serious matter. It is not a thing to be easily
forgotten. It is our duty to cherish their
memory.
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heartlessness, on the other. But they have been largely
ignored outside a narrow cadre of specialists, and in the end
the human rights community itself succumbed to the Israeli
juggernaut. All the same, the reports constitute the essential
resource for those who care about truth and for whom truth
is precious, while even if mostly underutilized, they are the
most potent weapon in the arsenal of those who hope against
hope to mobilize public opinion so as to salvage a modicum of
justice.

What has befallen Gaza is a human-made human disaster.
In its protractedness and in its starkness, in its unfolding not
in the fog of war or in the obscurity of remoteness but in
broad daylight and in full sight, in the complicity of so many,
not just via acts of commission but also, and especially, of
omission, it is moreover a distinctively evil crime. Readers
will be able to judge for themselves whether this depiction is
naive or whether the documentary record bears it out;
whether this writer is partisan to Gaza or whether the facts
are partisan to it; whether Gaza poses the challenge of
competing “narratives,” or whether it poses the challenge of
disengaging its innocence from the skein of lies concealing it.
It might be politically prudent to expatiate on the complexity
of Gaza. But it would also be a moral cop-out. For Gaza is
about a Big Lie composed of a thousand, often seemingly
abstruse and arcane, little lies. The objective of this book is
to refute that Big Lie by exposing each of the little lies. It has
not been a labor of love. On the contrary, it has been a
painstaking, fastidious undertaking born of a visceral



detestation of falsehood, in particular when it is put in the
service of power and human life hangs in the balance. If the
evil is in the detail, it can only be confronted and disposed of
in methodical parsing of logic and evidence. The reader’s
forbearance must in advance be begged, as perusing this

book will require infinite patience.

Norman G. Finkelstein
31 December 2016
New York City
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PART ONE

Operation Cast Lead



FIGURE 1. White phosphorus attack. © UNRWA 2009.



















































of threads, it traced back, ultimately, to the Israeli siege. The
people of Gaza, OCHA concluded, felt “a growing sense of
being trapped, physically, intellectually and emotionally.” To
judge by the human rights balance sheet at the end of 2008,
and setting aside that the cease-fire was broken by Israel,
didn’t Palestinians have a much stronger case than Israel for
resorting to armed self-defense?





























































































































































































To deflect its culpability for the loss of life, Israel alleged
that if many Gazan civilians were killed, it was because
Hamas used them as “human shields.” Hamas “chose to base
its operations in civilian areas not in spite of, but because of,
the likelihood of substantial harm to civilians,” an Israeli
“factual and legal” brief purported, and “Hamas operatives
took pride in endangering the lives of civilians.” But these
charges were not borne out by human rights investigations.
In one of the most extensive postinvasion human rights
reports, Amnesty International did find that Hamas breached
certain laws of war. It “launched rockets and located military
equipment and positions near civilian homes, endangering
the lives of the inhabitants by exposing them to the risk of
Israeli attacks. They also used empty homes and properties
as combat positions during armed confrontations with Israeli
forces, exposing the inhabitants of nearby houses to the
danger of attacks or of being caught in the crossfire.” The
Amnesty report proceeded, however, to enter critical
caveats: there was “no evidence that rockets were launched
from residential houses or buildings while civilians were in
these buildings”; “Palestinian militants often used empty
houses but . . . did not forcibly take over inhabited houses”;
Hamas “mixed with the civilian population, although this
would be difficult to avoid in the small and overcrowded
Gaza Strip”; “Palestinian fighters, like Israeli soldiers,
engaged in armed confrontations around residential homes
where civilians were present, endangering them. The
locations of these confrontations were mostly determined by



Israeli forces, who entered Gaza with tanks and armored
personnel carriers and took positions deep inside residential
neighborhoods.” On the most explosive charge, Amnesty
categorically exonerated Hamas:

Contrary to repeated allegations by Israeli officials of the use of “human
shields,” Amnesty International found no evidence that Hamas or other
Palestinian fighters directed the movement of civilians to shield military
objectives from attacks. It found no evidence that Hamas or other armed
groups forced residents to stay in or around buildings used by fighters,
nor that fighters prevented residents from leaving buildings or areas
which had been commandeered by militants. ...

Amnesty International delegates interviewed many Palestinians who
complained about Hamas’s conduct, and especially about Hamas’s
repression and attacks against their opponents, including killings, torture
and arbitrary detentions, but did not receive any accounts of Hamas
fighters having used them as “human shields.” In the cases investigated by
Amnesty International of civilians killed in Israeli attacks, the deaths could
not be explained as resulting from the presence of fighters shielding
among civilians, as the Israeli army generally contends. In all of the cases
investigated by Amnesty International of families killed when their homes
were bombed from the air by Israeli forces, for example, none of the
houses struck was being used by armed groups for military activities.
Similarly, in the cases of precision missiles or tank shells which killed
civilians in their homes, no fighters were present in the houses that were
struck and Amnesty International delegates found no indication that there
had been any armed confrontations or other military activity in the
immediate vicinity at the time of the attack

If it found no evidence that Hamas used human shields,
Amnesty did, however, find ample evidence that Israel used
them. The Israeli brief avowed that the rules of engagement
of the Israel Defense Forces (IDF) strictly forbade the “use
of civilians as human shields,” and that “the IDF took a
variety of measures to teach and instill awareness of these



















































PART TWO

The Goldstone Report



FIGURE 2. Richard Goldstone. © UN Photo / Jean-Marc
Ferré.





















































































































TABLE 2 The Al-Samouni Incident: Goldstone v. Goldstone, Amnesty, and UN Experts

Recantation (April 2011)

Goldstone at Stanford (January 2011)

Amnesty (March 2011)

UN Experts (March 2011)

[T]he most serious
attack the Goldstone
Report focused on was
the killing of some 29
membe[s Oftl]e
al-Simouni [sic] family
in their home. The
shelling of the home
‘was apparently the
COﬂSEquEnCE ofan
Istacli commander’s
erroneous
interpretation ofa
drone image.

[T]he single most serious incident reported in
the [Goldstone] Report—[was] the bombing of
the home of the al-Samouni family. ... On
January 4, 2009, members of the Givati
Brigade of the IDF decided to take over the
house of Saleh al-Samouni as part of the
IDF ground operation; they ordered its
occupants to relocate to the home of Wa’el
al-Samouni. It was located about 35 yards
away and within sight of the Israeli
soldiers. . . . In the result there were over
100 members of the family gathered in the
single story home of Wa’el al-Samouni.
Early on the cold wintry morning of 5
Janllal'y, Sevel'ﬂl mﬂle meml)el's Uf the
al-Samouni family went outside to gather
firewood. They were in clear sight of the
Isracli troops. As the men returned with the
firewood, projcctilt:s fired from hclicoptc‘r
gunships killed or injured them. Immediately
after that further projectiles hit the house.
Twenty-one members of the family were killed,
some Df[hcn) young Childrfn Glﬂd women.
Nineteen were injured. Of those injured,
another eight subsequently died from their
injuries. . .. [This evidence] led the Fact-
Finding Mission to conclude that, as a
probability, the attack on the al-Samouni
family constituted a deliberate attack on

One prominent case that was
examined by the [Goldstone
Mission] and various human rights
grOUPS and is [he Subjec[ Ofﬂn
ongoing Israeli criminal
investigation is the killing of some
21 members of the al-Sammouni
family, who were sheltering in the
home of Wa'el al-Sammouni when
it was struck by missiles or shells
on 5 January 2009. The Israeli
military announced that an
MPCID [Military Police
Criminal Investigations Division]
investigation had been opened
into this incident on 6 July 2010.
On 21 October 2010, Colonel Ilan
Malka, Who was CDmﬂlandel’ Df
the Givari Brigade . . . and was
allegedly involved in approving the
air strike which killed 21 members
of the al-Sammouni family, was
ques[ioned under caution by
military police. According to
media reports, he claimed that he
was unaware of the presence of
civilians in the buﬂding when he
approved the strike. The decision
to approve the air strike was

The Committee does not have
sufficient information to establish the
current status of the ongoing criminal
investigations into the ki[lings of
Ateya and Ahmad Samouni, the
attack on the Wa'el al-Samouni house
and the shooting of Iyad Samouni.
This is of considerable concern:
reporcedly 24 civilians were killed

and 19 were injured in the related
incidents on 4 and 5 January 2009.
Furthermore, the events may relate
both to the actions and decisions of
soldiers on the ground and of senior
Omcefs IDCBCEd in awar room, as WCH
as to broader issues implicating the
rules of engagement and the use of
dl'OHEL e Mcdia YCPDF[S funhcr
inform that a senior officer, who was
questioned “under caution” and had
his promotion put on hold, told
investigators that he was not warned
that civilians were at the location.
However, some of those civilians
had been ordered there by IDF
soldiers from that same officer’s unit
and air force officers reportedly
informed him of the possible
presence of civilians. Despite

TABLE 2 The Al-Samouni Incident: Goldstone v. Goldstone, Amnesty, and UN Experts

Recantation (April 2011)

Goldstone at Stanford (January 2011)

Amnesty (March 2011)

UN Experts (March 2011)

civilians. The crucial consideration was that
the men, women and children were known
by the Isracli troops to be civilians and were
ordered by them to relocate to a house that
was in the vicinity of their command post.
Members of the al-Samouni family had
regarded the presence of the IDF asa
guarantee of their safety. . . . [Alt the end of
October 2010 (almost 22 months after the
incident), to the credit of the Israeli Military
Police, they announced that they were
investigating whether the air strike against the
al-Samouni home was authorized by a senior
Givari brigade commander who had been
warned of the danger to civilians. At about the
same time there were reports that the attack
followed upon the receipt of photographs by
the Isracli military from a drone showing what
was incorrectly interpreted to be a group of
men carrying rocket launchers towards a
house. The order was given to bomb the men
and the building. According to these reports,
the photograph reccived from the drone was
not of high quality and in fact showed the men
carrying firewood to the al-Samouni home.
The resules of this milicary police investigation
are as yet unknown.

reportedly based on drone
photographs of men from the
al-Sammouni family breaking
apart boards for firewood; the
photographs were interpreted in
the war room as Palestinians
armed with rocket-propelled
grenades, But at the time the
photographs were received, the
family }lﬂd all‘eady beeﬂ CUﬂﬁﬂed
to the building and surrounded
and observed by soldiers from
the Givati Brigade in at least six
diﬂcrent neal’l)y Dutposts fot
more than 24 hours; at least
some soldiers in these outposts
would have known that the
family were civilians since they
thems CIVCS hﬂd Ol'del'ed the
family to gather in Wa’el
al-Sammouni’s home. Some of
these officets reportedly testified
to the military investigators that
they hﬂ.d Wal‘ncd Colol'lcl Malka
that there could be civilians in
the area,

allegedly being made aware of this
information, the officer apparently
approved air strikes that killed 21
people and injured 19 gathered in
the al-Samouni house. Media
sources also report that the incident
has been described as a legitimate
interpretation of drone photographs
portrayed on a screen and Ehﬂ.[ [he
special command investigation,
initiated ten months after the
incidents, did not conclude that there
hﬂ.d bﬂﬂﬂ anything out Of the

ordinary in the strike.

























Goldstone, Israel had <carried out investigations
“transparently and in good faith . . . to a significant degree,”
and had demonstrated resolve to achieve justice in the few
outstanding cases. The fact was, Goldstone was speaking in
tongues, or with a forked tongue.

Whereas he could barely contain his praise for Israel,
Goldstone could barely contain his contempt for Hamas. Its
criminal intent “goes without saying—its rockets were
purposefully and indiscriminately aimed at civilian targets.”
The Goldstone Report had based this finding on a couple of
public statements by Hamas leaders, on the one hand, and on
Hamas’s targeting of civilian areas with its projectiles, on
the other. But Israeli officials issued comparably
incriminating public statements, while its incomparably more
lethal firepower was also “purposefully and indiscriminately
aimed at civilian targets.” Why then did Goldstone indict
Hamas for criminal intent in his recantation but absolve
Israel of it? In fact, judging by his Report’s relevant findings,
none of which Goldstone repudiated, the case against Israel
was far more compelling. Its bluster notwithstanding, Hamas
couldn’t more than wishfully target civilian areas with its
arsenal of rudimentary projectiles. Only a single Israeli home
was partially damaged during Cast Lead. But if Israel
possessed fine “grid maps” of Gaza and an “extremely
effective” intelligence-gathering capacity; if it made
extensive use of state-of-the-art precision weaponry, and if
99 percent of the Israeli air force’s combat missions hit
targets accurately; and if it only once targeted a building





















PART THREE

The Mavi Marmara



FIGURE 3. Mavi Marmara (on right). © MENAHEM
KAHANA/AFP/Getty Images.





















































































































threw me over the side to the deck below”; that “I
fractured my arm, and a mob of dozens of people
attacked me and basically lynched me—including pulling
off my helmet, strangling me, sticking fingers into my
eyes to gouge them out of their sockets, pulling my limbs
in every direction, striking me in an extremely harsh
manner with clubs and metal rods, mostly on my head”;
that “I took an extremely harsh blow directly to my head
from a metal rod. . . . A lot of blood began streaming
down my face from the wounds to my head”; that after
his capture by passengers, the “only thing” the ship’s
medic did was to “wipe the blood from my forehead”
although he had a “very deep scalp wound and a
fractured skull” (it later allegedly required 14 stitches);
and that—despite excruciating blows and gushing blood,
fractured arm and fractured skull—he managed to break
free of one of the guards: “I jabbed my elbow into his
ribs and jumped into the water. . . . As soon as I reached
the water, I dove underneath, so that they would not be
able to hit me from the ship. I took off my shirt while
diving and swimming, and I intended to swim and dive
rapidly in a ‘zigzag’ to escape from the enemy on the
ship. After my first dive, I rose to the water’s surface and

I saw a . . . speedboat,” which rescued him after he
swam “rapidly” toward it, and then “I picked up an M-16
rifle . . . and I began shooting . . . because I was

concerned that the mob on the ship wanted to abduct
soldier no. 4 back into the ship, and I wanted to deter




































that’s because it set out not to find Truth, but to vindicate
Israel, whatever the cost.


























































































PART FOUR

Operation Protective
Edge



Gaza, August 2014. © REUTERS/Finbarr

FIGURE 4.
O’Reilly.



























TABLE 3 Miracle of Iron Dome?

“Rockets” Civilian
reaching Israel  casualties Ratio
Before Iron Dome (Cast Lead) 925¢ 3 300:1
After Iron Dome (Pillar of Defense) 1,350 4 300:1

 Meir Amit Intelligence and Terrorism Information Center, Update No. 2 (18 November 2012).
* Israel Defense Forces, “2012 Operation Pillar of Defense.”

The denouement of Pillar of Defense set in as Israel hit up
against a tactical cul-de-sac. It had struck all preplanned
military targets in Gaza and couldn’t resort to sustained
terror bombing, yet Hamas, adapting Hezbollah’'s strategy,
kept up its projectile volleys into Israel. The psychological
upshot was that Netanyahu wasn’t able to declare victory,
forcing on him the prospect of a ground invasion to stop the
projectile attacks. However, he could avoid heavy combatant
losses only if the IDF blasted everyone and everything in
(and out of) sight as it cleared a path into Gaza. But in the
novel political context of Pillar of Defense—powerful regional
actors dead set against an Israeli invasion; the threat of a
Goldstone redux; a foreign press corps embedded not in the
Israeli troops but among the people of Gaza—Israel recoiled
at launching a murderous Cast Lead-style ground assault.
The Israeli prime minister was caught between the
proverbial rock and a hard place. He couldn’t subdue Hamas
without a ground invasion, but he couldn’t unleash a ground
invasion  without incurring either a  domestically










































TABLE 4 How Israel Fought Operation Protective Edge: A Selection of
IDF Testimonies

18  When we left after the operation, it was just a barren stretch of desert. ... We
spoke about it a lot amongst ourselves, the guys from the company, how crazy
the amount of damage we did there was. I quote: “Listen man, it’s crazy what
went on in there,” “Listen man, we really messed them up,” “Fuck, check it
out, there’s nothingat all left . . ., it’s nothing but desert now, that’s crazy.”

21 Iremember that the level of destruction looked insane to me.

22 Weentered Gaza...with an insane amount of firepower.

25  Iralllooked like a science fiction movie. . . serious levels of destruction
everywhere. . .. [E]verything was really in ruins. And non-stop fire all the time.

30  Before the entrance on foot [to the Gaza Strip], a crazy amount of artillery
was fired at the entire area. . .. Before a tank makes any movement it fires,
Cvery tinle. ]}1056 gUYS were triggf:r happy, totﬂ.lly Crazy.b

31  The explosions’ effects cause major amounts of damage, but that doesn’t
interest anyone. “Use it, use it, explosives can’t be taken back,” the platoon
Conlmﬂ.lldﬁr Says, “I don’t want to ICH.VE CXPIOSiVCS \Vith mﬁ.”

36 Our view was of the center of the Scrip. Let’s say it was a real fireworks
display. From a distance it looked pretty cool. . .. If you looked through a
night vision scope you saw crazy wreckage, it was a real trip.

38  [Y]ou're shooting at anything that moves—and also at what isn’t moving,
crazy amounts. . . . ]t also becomes a bit like a computer game, totally cool
and real.

49 It was total destruction in there—the photos on line are child’s p]ay
compared to what we saw there in reality. . .. I never saw anything like it.

70 [T]he unfathomable number of dead on one of the sides, the unimaginable
level of destruction, the way militant cells and people were regarded as targets
and not as living beings—that’s something that troubles me.

74 [I]c’s destruction on a whole other level.

94  The air force carries out an insane amount of strikes in the Gaza Strip during
an operation like “Protective Edge.”

96 [S]hells are being fired all the time. Even if we aren’t actually going to enter:
shells, shells, shells. . .. What happens is, for seven straight days it’s non-stop
bombardment, that’s what happens in practice.

SOURCE: Breaking cthe Silence, This Is How We Fought in Gaza: Soldiers’ testimonies and
photographs from Operation “Protective Edge” (2014).

7 Testimonies are numbered in the collection.

" The official Israeli postmortem on Protective Edge stated that “artillery was used in a
restrained and calculated fashion, after raking various rechnical and doctrinal precautions
intended to minimize potential civilian harm and optimize the fire’s accuracy” (State of Israel,
2014 Gaza Conflict, para. 357), while the High Level Military Group stated that “the vast major-
ity of artillery fire during the ground operation was fired into open areas in Gaza with no civil-
ian presence. ... The IDF further employs a number of technical and operational means to
ensure the accuracy of its artillery” (Assessment, para. 117).

Israel fared both better and worse than it could have
predicted going into the operation. On one side of the ledger,
despite the murder and mayhem that Israel was daily





















TABLE 5 Israeli Property Damage Resulting from Hamas Rocket Attacks
during Operation Protective Edge

Date Description

7 July

8 property damage

9 building near kindergarten hit

10

11 one house completely destroyed, two others damaged

12

13 rocket hits Israeli electrical plant supplying power to Gaza

14

15 significant damage to cars and property; school for special needs
children hit

16 house damaged

17 building damaged

18 kindergarten and synagogue damaged

19 massive damagc in residential area

20

21 house hit, building damaged

22 house damaged

23

24

25

26

27 two houses hit

28

29

30

31

1 August

2

3 school grounds hit

4

5 house hit

6

7

8 house hit

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19 shopping center hit

2
(=]




































had the right to use makeshift projectiles to end an illegal,
merciless seven-year-long Israeli blockade targeting a
civilian population, and to end Israel’s criminal bombardment
of a civilian population. Indeed, in its landmark 1996
advisory opinion on the legality of nuclear weapons, the IC]
stated that international law was not settled on the right of a
state to use nuclear weapons when its “survival” was in
jeopardy. But if that elusive abstraction called a state might
legally use nuclear weapons when its survival is at stake,
then a people surely has the right to use makeshift
projectiles when its survival is at stake. The political
prudence of Hamas’s strategy could be legitimately
questioned. But the law is not unambiguously against it,
while the scales of morality tilt in its favor. Israel has
imposed a brutal siege on Gaza that halved its already “de-
developed” GDP. As a result of the blockade and recurrent
military assaults, Gaza’s population has been “denied a
human standard of living,” while some 95 percent of its
water is unfit for human consumption. “Innocent human
beings, most of them young,” Sara Roy bewailed, “are slowly
being poisoned by the water they drink.” They were not only
consigned but also literally confined to a slow death. “When
a place becomes unlivable, people move,” the United Nations
Relief and Works Agency has observed. “This is the case for
environmental disasters such as droughts, or for conflicts,
such as in Syria.

Yet this last resort is denied to the people in Gaza. They cannot move
beyond their 365 square kilometers territory. They cannot escape, neither


















TABLE 6 Civilian Losses in Operation Protective Edge

Total Direct damagﬁ: Civilian
fatalities Civilians Combatants to civilian homes destroyed/
(of whom (% oftotal (% oftotal  infrastructure rendered
children) fatalities) fatalicies) (in dollars) uninhabitable
[srael 73 (1) 6* (8) 67 (92) 55,000,000” 1
Gaza  2,200(550) 1,560 (70) 640 (30) 4,000,000,000° 18,000/

NOTE: Some figures are rounded off.

* One civilian was a Thai guest worker.

b State of Israel, 2014 Gaza Conflict, reported that total compensation for direct damages to Israeli
civilians would reach $40 million, while the state would spend an additional $15 million to repair
public infrastructure that was damaged (paras. 112, 223).

“ Eleven others suffered some damage.

4 The casualty figures and breakdowns for Gaza are based on UN Office for the Coordination of
Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), Fragmented Lives (2015). The major Gaza-based human rights organ-
izations (Al Mezan, Palestinian Center for Human Rights) put the number of civilians killed at 1,600~
1,700, while Isracl’s major human rights organization (B Tselem) put the number of civilians killed at
1,400. [srael’s official postmortem on Protective Edge alleged thar of a tortal of 2,125 Gazan faralities,
936 (44 percent) were Hamas “militants,” 761 (36 percent) were civilians, and 428 (20 percent) were “yet
to be categorized.” It also stated that “in all but a few rare instances, women, children under the age of
16, and the elderly were automatically categorized as ‘uninvolved’ in its calculations. But according to
OCHA, the number of Gazan women and children killed—that is, not including any adult males—
already rotaled 850. (The one slight definitional discrepancy was that OCHA reckoned a child as under
17 years of age.) The Israeli report faulted OCHA for basing its combatant/civilian breakdown on
“daily fatality lists issued by the Hamas-controlled Gaza Ministry of Health,” which, it continued, “do
not identify whether the deceased was a militant.” It’s hard to figure out how OCHA could have relied
on the ministry’s breakdown if the ministry didn’t give a breakdown. State of Israel, 2014 Gaza Conflict,
p. 56N165; annex, paras. 9, 13, 25—27.

¢ State of Palestine, The National Early Recovery and Reconstruction Plan for Gaza (2014), p. 9.

Y 113,000 OTIhCI'S Sllf‘fﬁl‘ﬁd s0me damagc.

To justify the massive violence it unleashed on Gaza, Israel
harped on the arsenal of deadly rockets Hamas had allegedly
amassed. Echoing Israeli hasbara (propaganda), Unlawful
and Deadly reported that as far back as 2001, Hamas had
been stockpiling short-range rockets; that it then “developed
longer-range Qassam rockets”; that “in more recent years,
armed groups in Gaza have produced, upgraded or smuggled
















































TABLE 7 Amnesty International: Why Israel Targeted Civilian Homes in Gaza

Case 1:

18 Palestinian civilians
killed, 11 from one
family, 7 from another

Case 2:

26 Palestinian civilians
killed, 25 from one
family

Case 3:

36 Palestinians killed, 16
from one family, 7 from a
second family, 7 from a
third family, 4 from a
fourth family

Case 4:

14 Palestinian civilians
killed, 5 from one family,
4 from a second family

Case S:

5 Palestinian civilians
killed, all from one
family

One of the neighbors said that be had heard from others that a
group of unknown people were walking avound in the corridor
somewhere downstairs on the night of the attack. Some neighbors
speculated, without seeing them, that they might have been
members of an armed group. . .. It is unclear what the intended
target of this attack was. Even if a group of men had entered the
building and were assumed or known to have been members of
an armed group by the military, its actions of targeting two
family apartments was reckless and disproportionate.

The apparent target of Isvael’s attacks was Abmed Sabmoud, a
member of the al-Qassam Brigades, Hamas’ armed wing.
According to Isvaeli sources, he was a high-ranking officer in the
Khan Yunis command. Early reports of the attack said that he
was inside the building visiting a member of the Abu Jame’
Sfamily. Surviving family members and neighbors denied

this. . .. [N]eighbars believed that Ahmed Sabmoud might have
been under the balcony of his mother’s apartment on the ground
floor when the house was attacked. . . . If Ahmed Sabmoud was
the intended target this would constitute a grossly
disproportionate attack.

By questioning many of the family members and their neighbors,
an Amnesty International fieldworker found three residents who
might have been the object of an attack. [Four long paragraphs
follow filled with inconclusive speculations on them.| Even if°
all the three men who mig/:it have been fargets had been direct{y
participating in hostilities, their presence in the house would not
have deprived the other residents of their immunity, as civilians,
[from direct attack. . .. The effects of an attack . . . should have
been . . . regarded as manifestly disproportionate.

[T]wo neighbors maintained that, following the attack, they
Sfound out that at least four members of the al-Qassam Brigades,
the armed wing of Hamas, including a battalion commander
and a communications officer, were apparently using the empty
apartment in the building for some time prior to the attack. . . .
Amnesty International has been unable to verify this
information. However, even if the empty flat in the . . . building
was used by the al-Qassam Brigades, the loss of civilian life in
this attack was clearly disproportionate.

Neighbors told Amnesty International’s fieldworker that they
believed that the attack was intended to target the home of the
man who went by the name of Abu Amra,” who was not in his
apartment at the time. . . . Amnesty International has been
unable to confirm the identity of ‘Abu Amra” nor [sic] whether
or not he did have any relationship with any armed group. Even
if Abu Amra” was a fighter or otherwise had been divecrly
participating in hostilities, this attack was carried out in a
manner that violated international humanitarian law.



TABLE 7 Amnesty International: Why Israel Targeted Civilian Homes in Gaza

Case 6: Altbougfaﬁmi[y members denied it, both Ramadan Kamal

6 Palestinian civilians al-Bakri and Ibvahim al-Mashharawi [two of the deceased]

killed, 5 from one family  were members of Islamic Jihad'’s al-Quds Brigades. . . . [If these
two men| were the intended targets, . . . the Israeli forces should
have taken MECESSArY precautions fo minimize the risk to
civilians in the house.”

Case 7: All witnesses who gave statements said that none of the family

8 Palestinian civilians members was involved with armed groups. . . . [The brother of
killed, all from one the deceased head of houschold] said: “Earlier Ra’fat had gone
family out with a torch to investigate a rocket that he thought had gone

up from the olive fields east of our house. . . . They probczblyk
thought that Ra’ fat had shot the rocket from the field and
thought he was from the resistance.”. . . Even if they believed
that a ﬁgbter was p?"esmt, Liyaeli fbrces should have realized that
bombing the house would be a disproportionate attack.

Case 8: The intended target of the attack appears to have been Hayel
8 Palestinian civilians Abu Dabrouj, a member of Islamic Jibad’s al-Quds Brigades,
ki]led, all from one who had returned to his house sbarr[y bg’fbr@ the attack. “He
family missed his kids so he came back to the house,” his brother Wael

told Amnesty International’s fieldworker. . . . If Hayel Abu
Dahrouj was the intended target, it is unclear why Isvaeli forces
did not take necessary precautions to minimize the risk to
civilians in the homes.

NOTE: Theitalicized text in the right-hand column is quoted directly from Families under the Rubble.

* Notwithstanding Amnesty’s intrepid sleuthing, the official Israeli postmortem on Protective Edge
(published after Amnesty’s report) pointed to “Omar Al-Rahim, a senior commander in Palestinian
Islamic Jihad” as the actual target of this acrack. State of Israel, zo14 Gaza Conflict, paras. 267, 456.

The thrust of Amnesty’s report Families under the Rubble
conveyed the impression that Israel overwhelmingly targeted
Hamas militants in its attacks on civilian homes. It
exonerated Israel of the charge that would most appall in the
court of public opinion—that the IDF was deliberately
targeting civilians and civilian objects. By supplying Israel
with pretexts for atrocities that were among the most
heinous it committed during Protective Edge, Amnesty









TABLE 8 Property/Home Destruction in Gaza during Operation Protective

Edge: A Selection of IDF Testimonies

14

14

15

20

21

29

30

(Did you see any “before and afier” aevial photos?]”

Sure. Neighborhoods erased. You know what joke was being told in the army at
the time? The joke says that Palestinians only sing the chorus because they have
no verses [houses] left. [in Hebrew, the word for verses is the same as the word for
house]

During the talk [while in training] he [high-ranking armored battalion
commander] showed us the urban combat facility and said, “Everything you see
here—picture it as though someone came through now and destroyed
everything. There are almost no buildings left standing.” The inclination is to
avoid risks—rather to destroy everything we come across.

I got the impression that every house we passed on our way got hit by a shell—
and houses farther away too. It was methodical. There was no threat.

While we were stationed thcrc, the armored forces would fire at the surrounding
houses all the time. I don’t know what exactly their order was, but it seemed like
every house was considered a threat, and so every house needed to be hit by at
least one shell. . ..

[Afier you lefi, were there still any houses left standing?)

Nearly none.

[(What were you shooting at?]
At houses.

[Randomly chosen houses?)

Yes.

[How much fire were you using?

There was constant talk about how much we fired, how much we hit, who
missed. There were people who fired 20 shells per day. It's simple: Whoever feels
like shooting more—shoots more. Most guys shot more. Dozens of shells [per
day], throughout the operation. Multiply that by 11 tanks in the company.

I don’t know how they pulled it off, the D9 operators didn't rest for a second.
Nonstop, as if they were playing in a sandbox. Driving back and forth, back and
forth, razing another house, another street. And at some point there was no
trace left of that street. ... Day and night, 24/7, they went back and forth,
gathering up mounds, making embankments, flattening house after house.

There was no threat and it was quiet, and then suddenly there’s this command on
the two-way radio: “Guys, everyone form a row, facing the neighborhood of
al-Bureij.” . .. I remember it, all the tanks were standing in a row, and I personally
asked my commander: “Where are we firing at?” He told me: “Pick wherever you
feel like it.” And later, during talks with the other guys—ea_ch one ba.sically chose
his own rarget, and the commander called it on the two-way radio, “Good
morningal-Bureij.” “We are carrying out, a ‘Good morning al-Bureij,’ guys” that
was the quote. . .. And everyone fired shells wherever they wanted to, obviously.
Nobody had opened fire at us—not before, not after, not during.

Everything “wet” [using live fire]. From the moment we went in, we were firing
MATADOR and LAW [portable anti-tank) rockets on every house we entered
before “opening” them up, everything “wet,” grenades, the whole thing. War.
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[Every room you go into you open “wet”?]
Everything. When I got to a house, it was already half destroyed. Lots and lots
of bullet holes inside it, everything inside a total mess.

[The two hours of artillery five before—what were they shooting at?]

At scattered areas near the houses. All those agricultural areas near the houses.
Before a tank makes any movement it fires, every time. Those guys were trigger
happy, totally crazy. Those were their orders, I'm certain of it, there’s no chance
anybody would just go around shooting like that. [7The brigade’s| conception
was, “We'll fire without worrying about it, and then we'll see what happens.”

[The fire was directed ar places deemed suspicious?]

No, not necessarily. The tank fires at places that you know you will need to
enter, it fires at those houses.

[Only at the houses you're going to enter?]

No, at the surrounding houses too. There are also agricultural fields there, the
D9 rips them all up. And tin sheds. It takes down whatever’s in its way, it
topples greenhouses. Lots of houses were flactened in “Bar’s Bar” [the nickname
given to a housing compound in which the forces were positioned ). Empty houses
that bothered us. Bothered us even just to look at.

The very day we left Gaza, all the houses we had stayed in were blown up by

COIllba.t engineers.

We [armored corps] were given a number of targets. . . . It's not like any normal
city, where you'll see a building next to another building and there’s a space
between them. It looks like one fused layer.

[And at that point were you being fired at?)

No fire was directed toward us, but these were deemed “suspicious spots™—
which means a very lax policy of opening fire [was being employed]. That can
mean anything that looks threatening to us. . . . Every tank commander knew,
and even the simple soldiers knew, that if something turns out to be not OK,
they can say they saw something suspicious.

One of the high ranking commanders, he really liked the D9s. He was a real
proponent of flactening things. He put them to good use. Let’s just say that after
every time he was somewhere, all the infrastructure around the buildings was
totally destroyed, almost every house had gotten a shell through it. He was very
much in favor of that.

The forces. . . destroyed everything still left there. Literally not a single house
was left standing. . .. “We are entering the area in order to destroy the entire
tunneling infrastructure that still remains there.” If you think about it, that
really means every house in the area.

[You said that according to the intelligence the IDF had, no tunnels were left there.]
Right. What they mean is, this is the area in which the brigade moves around, if
it’s still standing, it needs to be taken down. . .. This incursion happened the

night before there was a cease-fire. . .. [T]hey went in just to destroy stuff. Just
to purposelessly destroy stuff, to finish the job, until they were told to stop.

There was one afternoon that the company commander gathered us all together,
and we were told that we were about to go on an offensive operation, to “provoke”
the neighborhood that dominated us, which was al-Bureij. . . . Because up until
then, we hadn’t really had any real engagement with them. ... [Wlhen it started



TABLE 8 Property/Home Destruction in Gaza during Operation Protective

Edge: A Selection of IDF Testimonies

51

52

54

63

getting dark my tank led the way, we were in a sort of convoy, and there was this
little house. And then suddenly we see an entire neighborhood opening up
before us, lots of houses, it’s all crowded and the moment we got to that lictle
house, the order came to attack. Each [fank] aimed at whichever direction it
chose. ... And that’s how it was, really—every tank just firing wherever it
wanted to. And during the offensive, no one shot at us—not before it, not
during it, and not after it. I remember that when we started withdrawing with
the tanks, I looked toward the neighborhood, and T could simply see an entire
neighborhood up in flames, like in the movies. Columns of smoke everywhere,
the neighborhood in pieces, houses on the ground, and like, people were living
there, but nobody had fired at us yet. We were firing purposelessly.

A week or two after we entered the Gaza Strip and we were all firing a lot when
there wasn’t any need for it—just for the sake of firing—a member of our
company was killed. . . . The company commander came over to us and told us
that one guy was killed due to such-and-such, and he said, “Guys, get ready, get
in your tanks, and we’ll fire a barrage in memory of our comrade.” . .. [T]here
was a sort of building far away near the coastline, around 4.5 kilometers from
us. ... [t wasn’t a threat to us, it had nothing to do with anybedy, it wasn’t part
of the operation, it was out by the sea, far away from anything and from any
potential threat—but that building was painted orange, and that orange

drove my eyes crazy the entire time. . .. So I told my platoon commander:

“I want to fire at that orange house,” and he told me: “Cool, whatever you

feel like,” and we fired. . ..

[Did your guys discuss it later?)
The bit about shelling purposelessly? No, because when you look at the bigger

picture, that's something we were doing all the time. We were firing
purposelessly all day long. Hamas was nowhere to be seen.

[Ls the tank’s MI6 being used the whole time?]

The more the merrier. What weapons? The tank, endless ammunition, and a
crazy amount of firepower. Constantly. If not via the cannon, then via the
tank’s heavy machine gun.

(Where is it shooting at?]

At everything, basically. At suspicious houses, What's a “suspicious spot?”
Everything is a suspicious spot. This is Gaza, you're firing at everything,

Any house that infantry guys enter—a tank precedes them. That was really
the formulation: any force that enters a house—first, at least one tank shell is
fired at it before the force even goes in. Immediately after the engagement

we set up in this orchard, we blasted shells at the surrounding houses. Even
my commander, because he was hyped up to fire his personal weapon, took
the entire team out just to shoot at the house, which was already obviously
empty. So many shells were fired at it, and it was clearly empty. “Well, fire,”
he told us. It was meaningless. It was just for kicks—the sort of fun you have
at a shooting range.

[The commander] tells you, “Listen, this is the first line—I can’t take any risks
on the first line of houses, use artillery on those.”

[Did he have any intelligence on those houses?)

No, no, he has no intelligence.
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67 [Combat engineering forces] blew up alot of houses. . . . There are all kinds of
considerations about why to blow up a house. One of them, for example, is when
you want to defend some other house. If there’s a house blocking your field of
vision, [and you want to] expose the area so that it’s easier to defend. . ..
Sometimes we blew up a house when we suspected there was an explosive device
in it, but I think ultimately we blew up precty much the entire neighborhood.

71 On the day the fellow from our company was killed, the commanders came up
to us and told us what happened. Then they decided to fire an “honor barrage”
and fire three shells. . ...

[A barrage of what?]

A barrage of shells. They fired the way it’s done in funerals, but with shellfire
and at houses. Not into the air. They just chose 4 house]—the tank commander
said, “Just pick the farthest one, so it does the most damage.” Revenge of sorts.
So we fired at one of the houses.

74 I remember one time that explosives were detonated in order to clear passage
routes. They told us, “Take cover, it’s about to be used 100-150 meters away.”
Then an explosion—I've never heard anything like it. Lamps crashing, it was
insane—a crazy mushroom of fire, really crazy. Then we went down into the
street and the houses we were supposed to take over no longer existed. Gone.

83 There was a humanitarian cease-fire that went into effect at 6:00 AM. I
remember they told us at 5:15 AM, “Look, we're going to put on a show.”. .. It
was amazing. Fire, nonstop shelling of the “Sevivon” neighborhood [easz of Beit
Hanoun]. ... Nonstop. Just nonstop. The entire Beit Hanoun compound—in
ruins. ... Nothing. Absolutely nothing. Nothing.

110 [A] very senior officer from the army strike coordination center comes in
running and says, “Listen up, the brigade commander was killed and a soldier
was kidnapped, it’s a mess, we need to help them.” ... One of the most senior
officials in the IDF, he just marked off houses on an aerial photo of Shuja’iyya,
to be taken down. He simply looked at the map and saw commanding points
and commanding houses and [picked targets] in a way that was in some sense
sort of random. .. . It’s not like in every building that was struck in Shuja’iyya
there was some Hamas militant or somebody firing at our forces.

[So why was it attacked?]

In order to keep their heads down and allow our forces to get out of there, to use
firepower—that’s how the military works.

(L2 trying to understand: it was yandom, or as part of a target list prepared in
advance?)

It wasn’t prepared in advance at all. In the inquiry later on it was described as a
mistake.

# Testimonies are numbered in the collection.
¥ Bracketed, italicized interpolations by Breaking the Silence.
¢ Armored bulldozers.

In its introduction to Families under the Rubble, Amnesty
exhorted Israel to “learn the lessons of this and previous
conflicts and change its military doctrine and tactics for


















rockets, denounce attacks targeting civilians and
indiscriminate attacks.” The “value” of each Hamas
projectile in Amnesty’s bill of indictment accordingly
doubled: Hamas committed a war crime each time it made
“use” of an indiscriminate weapon and also each time it
launched an “attack”—either indiscriminate or targeting
civilians—with an indiscriminate weapon. That neat linguistic
subtlety would have enabled Amnesty to boost its indictment
of Hamas to as many as 14,000 war crimes (for those who
were still counting), even if, still, only six civilians in Israel
were Killed and only one Israeli house was destroyed.
Consider further Amnesty’s criminal indictment of Hamas for
“targeting” civilian areas. It reported that “in many cases”
Hamas was, or declared it was, “directing” its projectiles
“towards Israeli civilians and civilian objects,” that it
“directed them at specific Israeli communities.” If Amnesty
determined that Hamas breached the laws of war by
deploying rockets that “cannot be accurately targeted at
specific targets,” it’s hard to make out how Amnesty could
also charge Hamas with “targeting” civilian communities
when it fired them: how does one target an “inherently”
untargetable weapon? If Hamas publicly declared its

7

intention to target a civilian community, it might be guilty of
bluster, but not of a deliberate attack; it was, on Amnesty’s
own evidence, incapable of launching a deliberate attack.
Still (it might be contended), weren't Hamas rockets
sufficiently accurate to target a large civilian community, if
not a specific object within it? But then it puzzles why so















TABLE 9 A Selection of Amnesty International’s Evidence That Hamas
Did Not Take “All Feasible Precautions” to Protect Civilians

The UN Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR)

documented cases of the firing of rockets from in and around a cemetery in the
al-Faluja neighborhood in densely populated Jabalia, in the northern Gaza Strip.

[A] France 24 correspondent was reporting live from a civilian area in Gaza City
when a rocket was launched from very nearby. The same reporter subsequently
broadcast footage of the launcher he believed the rocket had been fired from,
located some 50m from a hotel frequented by international correspondents, 100m
away from a UN building, and very near several civilian homes; his report includes
footage of children playing next to the rocket launcher.

A rocket launched . . . just down the street from an Al Jazeera film crew reporting
from Gaza City was also captured on camera.

[A] crew from NDTYV, an Indian television network, filmed members of an armed
group burying and rigging a rocket launcher under a tent in an open area next to the
al-Mashtal hotel in Gaza City. The same film crew captured the launch of the rocket
... ; it was one of several rockets launched around the same time. ... Their report
noted that a rocket had been fired from the same location [earlier]. The hotel and
area from which the rockets were launched are surrounded by residential buildings.

It would be the wonder of wonders if Hamas wasn’t
resisting much of the time during Protective Edge in
proximity to the civilian population—it was Gaza, after all.
And in fact, Amnesty was not indifferent to this dilemma, yet
the solution it proposed in Unlawful and Deadly cannot but
bewilder: “It should be noted that even though the overall
population density in the Gaza Strip is very high, particularly

in and around Gaza City, significant areas within the 365km?
of territory are not residential, and conducting hostilities or
launching munitions from these areas presents a lower risk
of endangering Palestinian civilians.” In laying out this (as it







































“Black Friday” assembled 15 case studies in which civilians
were Kkilled during the four-day assault on Rafah. These case
studies, far from shedding light on Amnesty’s perverse
conclusions, bewilder and appall in their resort to legalistic
gymnastics that evade and obscure the obvious. However
tedious it might appear, in order to expose Amnesty’s
disingenuousness each case study must be individually
examined (see Table 10).



TABLE 10 Amnesty’s Case Studies

Case  Amnesty’s Amnesty’s Legal Finkelstein’s
Study Description Assessment Comment
1¢ On 1 August, a one-ton “Even if the house did Elsewhere in the report,
aerial bomb rargetinga cover an opening to a Amnesty cited some
building killed at least tunnel, dropping a one- circumstantial evidence that the
18 people in its environs. ton bomb on the attack might have been targeting
One witness recalled buiIding ... was c[early a runnel entrance that mz:gbt
simultaneous rargered disproportionate. The have been beneath the building
attacks on the civilian artillery shelling of the where Israel m2ight have believed
population (“The minute area was indiscriminate that Goldin might have been
[left the house .. ., an and the reported hidden.” But even if, for
Apache [helicopter] started helicopter fire at civilians argument’s sake, one credits this
shootingat us”), while others  and ambulances amounted ~ monument to extenuating
recalled indiscriminate to direct attacks on speculation, the relevant legal
attacks (“The shells were civilians.” principle still wouldn’t be a
raining down on us”) as well disproportionate attack, as
as targeted attacks to prevent killing Goldin did not confer a
ambulances from reaching concrete and direct milicary
the dead and wounded. advantage; the proportionality
test was therefore wholly
irrelevant. The incident
constituted an intentional
attack on civilians and civilian
objects.
2° On 1 August, “amidst heavy “It is possible that one of On the basis of an account by
Isracli bombardment,” a the intended targets of the  unspecified “local groups,” that
drone-missile attack killed attack was a motorcycle Amnesty couldn’t verify, of an
one or more members of a that was passing by at the alleged motorcyclist allegedly
family flecing the Rafah time and may have been transporting a fighter, the Israeli
inferno, and also killed carrying a fighter, as local drone-missile attack on a civilian
another man. One witness groups reported. Amnesty  neighborhood “amidst heavy
recalled Israeli missiles, International was unable Isracli bombardment” morphs
bombs and shells “hitting to verify whether this was into a “disproportionate or
the whole street.” the case. Even if it were the  otherwise indiscriminate
case, the use of such attack,” while the possibﬂity that
massive firepower in a it might have been an intentional
populated neighborhood attack on civilians isn’t even
indicates that the attack contemplated.
was disproportionate
or otherwise
indiscriminate.”
3 On 1 August, amid “heavy “The attacks . . . appeared But if Amnesty didn’t identify or

bombardment of a civilian
area,” a drone-launched
missile killed a 20-year-old
man. Multiple witnesses
recalled relentless bombing,
shelling, and missile

attacks, while “people were
running. . ., all raising white
flags.”

to be indiscriminate.”

even speculare on a military
target, wasn't it an intentional

killing?



TABLE 10 Amnesty’s Case Studies

Case  Amnesty’s Amnesty’s Legal Finkelstein’s

Study Description Assessment Comment

4 On 1 August, amid “heavy “The attacks . .. appeared But if the elderly woman was
bombardment of a civilian to be indiscriminate, with killed, and vehicles were
area,” an elderly woman all vehicles evidently being  randomly targeted in the absence
carrying a boy was killed bya  targeted without of a military objective, wasn’t
drone missile. One witness distinction.” this a deliberate attack on
recalled “repeated Isracli air civilians and civilian objects?
strikes on civilians and what
appeared to be civilian
vehicles.”

5 On 1 August, amid massive “[Ie is likely that the In the absence, however, of a
artillery fire on a civilian artack chat killed [the girl] ~ military target, it was a lot more
neighborhood—"50-60 was indiscriminate.” likely to have been an intentional
shells were falling every killing of a civilian.
minute,” one witness
recalled—a family fled their
home, only then to confront a
barrage of tank shells and “an
incredible number of missiles.”

The witness’s daughter was
killed in the “madness.”

6¢ Two family members, who “It is unclear why Israeli It is unclear why Amnesty
had fled their home on 1 forces attacked the area at professed to be “unclear” as to
August amid “random” the time, since the attack Israel’s motive. Didn’t it cite
missile actacks and “heavy occurred after Licutenant numerous statements by Israclis
shelling” by tanks, were Hadar Goldin’s death was ~ that after Goldin’s death they
killed on the evening of 2 officially declared. The were exacting revenge and
August as they returned in a Israeli army was under an adminis:ering alesson? It is also
car to retrieve their obligation to take all unclear why Amnesty inferred
belongings. One of the dead  precautions to verify that that Israel believed the car was “a
was thrown onto high voltage  the car was indeed a military objective.” Didn’t
wire (“Ifit hadn’t been forhis  military objective, and ifin ~ Amnesty itself cite numerous
shirt, [ wouldn’t have doubt to assume that it was  testimonies that the IDF was
rccognizcd him....His face civilian. The atrack on the rargering civilian vehicles at
and left hand were all burnt ... car therefore appearsto  random in its killing spree? It is
and his fingers were cut off have been undertaken also unclear why Amnesty
except for one,” a relative without proper invoked the pr'mcip[e Df"proper
recalled), while the other precautions.” precautions” if there wasn’t even
was decapitated. amilitary target? What #s clear,

however, is that invoking the
“precautions” principle in this
context—as if [srael’s worst
illegality was manslaughter—is a
compound scandal and disgrace.

7 On 1 August, adrone-missile  “It is unclear why Israeli Ifit had read its own report,

attack killed a father and his
daughtcr en route toa
hospital. One family member
recalled, “My father had lost
his legs and his elbow had
been cut off. ... My sister. ..
had lost her right leg and
shrapnel had punctured her
eye approaching her brain.”

forces fired the missile that
killed [the father and
daughter]. The
circumstances of the attack
suggest that it was at best
indiscriminate.”

Amnesty WOL]ld perhaps not l'lQ.VE
suffered from a lack of lucidity:
the attack was part and parcel of
an inferno Israel created ro kill
Goldin and exact revenge. It was
not “at best indiscriminate.” In
the absence of reasonable doubt
(the case for which Amnesty
didn’t even attempt to make), it
wasa deliberate a[tack on
civilians, full stop.






