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srael regularly accuses Pales-
tinians of incitement, which it 
claims directly leads to violence 
against its security forces and, 
in some cases, Israeli civilians. 

This charge has gained prominence 
since the outbreak of violence in Oc-
tober in which individuals carried 
out attacks, mainly against Israeli 
armed forces at humiliating check-
points. Commentators labelled the 
series of attacks the “knife intifada”.

Israel’s definition of what consti-
tutes incitement is wide-ranging 
and includes Palestinians labelling 
those killed by Israeli forces “mar-
tyrs”, providing financial support 
to families of those killed or politi-
cal prisoners, objecting to repeated 
incursions by Israeli extremists to 
al-Aqsa mosque, reporting Israel’s 
crimes to world bodies and even Pal-
estinians reminiscing about return-
ing to the towns and villages they 
came from before being driven out 
from 1948 onward.

More recently, Israel has turned 
its attention to social media. A “like” 
on a post or “praise” for an attack on 
Israeli security forces now consti-
tutes incitement. The case of Pales-
tinian astrophysicist Professor Imad 
Barghouti hit the headlines when 
he was sentenced to seven months 
in prison for “incitement” on Face-
book. Evidence presented in sup-
port of the charge was the number 
of “likes” and “shares” his Facebook 
posts received.

Israeli authorities have exerted 
increasing pressure on social media 
platforms to stop “abetting Palestin-
ian incitement”, which resulted in 
Facebook dispatching a delegation 
to Israel in September to meet with 
Israeli government officials. Israeli 
Prime Minister Binyamin Netan-
yahu noted that “the goal here is to 
improve cooperation against incite-
ment, the incitement to terror and 

murder, on the social network”.
However, incitement against Pal-

estinians is rife in Israeli society and 
among political and religious lead-
ers. The chant of “death to the Ar-
abs” is regularly heard from Israeli 
youths, this was particularly so dur-
ing a Tel Aviv rally in support of Elor 
Azaria, the Israeli soldier who killed 
a gravely wounded Palestinian in 
Hebron in March.

Incitement on social media by Is-
raelis is widespread. Take the exam-
ple of Facebook user Arkadi Yakob-
ov who wrote: “There is no shame 
in burning an Arab, it is a great mitz-
vah to burn Arabs”. Galit Elmaliach 
agreed and added “may all the Mu-
hammads burn, amen”.

The news and opinion website 

+972 Magazine, which translated 
these from Hebrew, noted that “no 
one raised an eyebrow. Their lives 
went on without any interference by 
the Israeli justice system”. 

This contrasts with the case of 
Palestinian Sami Da’is, who received 
five likes for one of the status posts 
mentioned in his indictment and 
nine likes in another. He was sen-
tenced to eight months in prison.

Incitement against Palestinians by 

Israeli religious leaders is reported 
but generally goes unpunished. Dur-
ing Israel’s war on Gaza in 2014, ex-
tremist Israeli Rabbi Dov Lior, from 
the West Bank settlement of Kiryat 
Arba, issued a Halakhic ruling that 
sanctioned the killing of innocent 
civilians after being asked about the 
war in Gaza.

Incitement by Israeli politicians is 
also commonplace. Take Israeli Jus-
tice Minister Ayelet Shaked, who, 
when commenting on the attack on 
Gaza, said “the entire Palestinian 
people is the enemy”, adding “in-
cluding its elderly and its women, 
its cities and its villages, its property 
and its infrastructure”. She justified 
the slaughter of Palestinian mothers 
who give birth to “little snakes”.

This was posted on her Facebook 
page in 2014 but in 2016 Shaked 
proudly announced that having 
been pressured by the Israeli gov-
ernment, Facebook had “complied 
with 95% of Israeli requests to de-
lete content” but only of posts by 
Palestinians.

It seems that equality is such 
anathema to Israel that even when 
it comes to incitement, there is un-
equal treatment of Palestinians and 
Israelis. Likes for a post by a Pales-
tinian can land you in jail but out-
right incitement by Israelis is toler-
ated.

Kamel Hawwash is a British based 
Palestinian university professor and 
writer.

In the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, not all incitements are equal
Kamel Hawwash

A March 2015 picture shows a Palestinian woman walking down stairs in front of graffiti scrawled on the wall of a Palestinian home in 
al-Mughayir, east of Ramallah in the northern West Bank.                          (AP)
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Israel should give peace a chance

T
he election of Donald 
Trump as president of 
the United States 
opens an opportunity 
for an American 
president to give 

peacemaking in the Middle East 
another chance.

It has been quite a few years 
since the United States has tried 
to mediate in the Palestinian 
issue in any serious manner — not 
since US President Barack 
Obama’s first term in office when 
he attempted to find an accept-
able solution to the Israeli-Pales-
tinian dispute. However, Obama 
quickly lost interest when he 
realised the intricacies that 
dominate the crisis.

However, with a new president 
comes a new opportunity. Trump, 
being an outsider from the 
traditional crop of official US 
peace negotiators, heads to the 
White House with no pre-existing 
baggage on that issue. He would 
go to negotiations with no 
preconditions and, it can be 
hoped, with no biases. And let us 
hope he can apply the prestige of 
the United States to help him 
convince the antagonists to 
adhere to the same principles.

Trump, who has a full agenda 
for the first 100 days of his 
administration, has concentrated 
nearly all his efforts on domestic 
issues, mostly ignoring foreign 
politics and policies.

The unsolved Israeli-Palestin-

ian dispute lies at the root of all 
troubles in the region.

Arabs and Israelis have fought, 
on average, one major war every 
decade since 1948, the date of the 
founding of the Jewish state in 
British Mandate Palestine. As 
wars go, most of those fought 
between Israel and its Arab 
neighbours were avoidable and 
unnecessary. The exception was 
the October 1973 war.

Arabs and Israelis have a hard 
time agreeing on just about 
anything and that includes the 
name given to that war. Arabs call 
it the October war, or Harb 
Teshrin or Harb Ramadan, after 
the Muslim holy month that 
coincided with the start of 
hostilities. In Israel, the war is 
known as the Yom Kippur war, as 
it began on the Day of Atone-
ment, the holiest day on the 
Jewish calendar.

Why is this war so different and 
important to the Arabs? To 
understand the implications of 
the October war, one needs to 
examine the general mood that 
existed in the region after the 
June 1967 war, also known as the 
Six-Day war.

As tensions rose in the Middle 
East following a series of 
exchanges and a threat in May 
1967 from Egyptian president 
Gamal Abdel Nasser to close the 
Strait of Tiran to Israeli shipping, 
a move that would have choked 
its southern port of Eilat. Israel 
launched a pre-emptive strike. 
Flying from the west to evade 
Egyptian radar, Israeli warplanes 
attacked Egypt’s military air-
fields, decimating the country’s 
air force in a few hours.

Over the course of six days of 

heavy fighting Israel captured the 
Sinai peninsula as well as the 
Gaza Strip, which had been under 
Egyptian administration. They 
took Arab East Jerusalem and the 
West Bank from Jordan, before 
turning attention to capture the 
Golan Heights from Syria.

Efforts by the United States and 
the Soviet Union to bring about a 
ceasefire were eventually 
successful. The devastating Arab 
defeat on the battlefields demor-
alised the Arab world.

Before any talk of lasting peace, 
before Arabs and Israelis could sit 
face-to-face and negotiate a 
peaceful settlement to the 
conflict, morale and prestige in 
the Arab world needed to be 
lifted. The sense of defeat in the 
Arab world had to be erased.

Thus, the necessity of the 
October war. Launched as a 
surprise attack by Egypt and 
Syria, it lasted 18 days, during 
which the Arab side lost more 
than 2,000 tanks and close to 500 
warplanes. Israel lost 804 tanks 
and 114 planes. The cost was 
estimated at $20 billion — about 
$111.3 billion in today’s money.

Although technically an Arab 
defeat, the October war was 
celebrated as a victory by both 
sides. Egypt and Syria renamed 
bridges and avenues and newspa-
pers after the war.

For the Arabs, the war was of 
particular importance as it 
shattered decades of belief that 
Israel was a military giant, an 
impenetrable fortress, incapable 
of losing a war and that its spy 
agency, the Mossad, was infalli-
ble. It was never believed that the 
Arabs could prepare and launch 
such a large-scale operation 

without the Israelis knowing 
about it. Yet they did.

The crossing of the Suez Canal 
and the taking of the Bar Lev Line 
was a major victory for the 
Egyptian Army and served as a 
huge morale booster for the Arab 
world.

In Israel, the mood was quite 
different. Israeli leaders and 
heroes of the 1948 war of inde-
pendence and of the June 1967 
war were questioned by the 
public, which demanded to know 
how this could happen. Iconic fig-
ures such as minister of Defence 
Moshe Dayan and prime minister 
Golda Meir were suddenly on the 
defensive.

It was largely these elements, 
the bittersweet victories and 
defeats, that helped pave the way 
towards negotiations and an 
Israeli peaceful settlement with 
Egypt and the establishment of 
diplomatic and commercial 
relations with other Arab coun-
tries. The reality that there could 
be no alternative to peace 
through negotiations began to 
sink in.

The Arabs realised that Israel, 
despite its initial successes, could 
not be completely defeated but 
Israel realised that it could.

Yet, despite the realisation that 
armed conflict would not bring 
about a settlement in the region, 
despite all the wars of the past 
and the tragedies unleashed by 
continuing wars in the region, 
Israel is still heavily arming, 
expanding settlements and 
hesitant to give peace with the 
Palestinians a real chance.

Is it not about time Israel gave 
the peace option a chance? Or is it 
waiting for another autumn war?

Claude 
Salhani

View point
The 
unsolved 
Israeli-
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at the root of 
all troubles 
in the 
region.

Despite all the tragedies 
unleashed by continuing wars in 
the region, Israel is still heavily 
arming.

The chant of “death 
to the Arabs” can be 
heard regularly from 
Israeli youth.


