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Wars, alas, never unfold in a moral vacuum: they play out on the battlefield, but also on the
diplomatic and media stage. Who remembers Dresden, 19447 In a single night of fire, Allied
bombers razed a city, leaving roughly 100,000 dead. The Allies did not hesitate—the ultimate goal,
Nazi surrender, justified unprecedented brutality. That precedent should caution anyone quick to
judge the reprisals of a state under attack, like Israel today.

Recently, a UN-mandated independent commission alleged that Israel’s actions in Gaza amount to
genocide. Such grave accusations demand irrefutable proof of intent to destroy a people. Instead,
they seem to rest on speculative interpretations of intent, while overlooking the reality of military
operations against armed fighters embedded in dense urban terrain—and Israel’s attempts,
however imperfect, to preserve humanitarian corridors despite the risk of their diversion.

Israelis not facing a conventional state with identifiable military targets. It is battling a terrorist
movement that deliberately hides among civilians. Hamas fighters wear no uniforms or insignia;
they fire from rooftops into Israeli villages, then vanish underground into a vast tunnel network
closed off to the very civilians they claim to defend. This is not open warfare against a declared
army. It is a strategy of weaponized suffering, designed to turn civilian casualties into political
capital.

That factual reality is too often ignored. UN agencies, schools, hospitals—even facilities run by
UNRWA—have, according to mounting evidence, sheltered fighters, stored weapons, or served as
bases of operation. When international institutions are exploited, or look away, their proclaimed
neutrality loses credibility. The UN has discredited itself by failing to show consistency in its
outrage: hundreds of resolutions have been passed against Israel, long before the Gaza conflict,
while other global tragedies barely register. “Independent” commissions often appear to deliver
conclusions pre-written in advance. Charges of genocide were voiced at the UN as early as October
10—well before Israel’s October 27 intervention. According to the Washington Free Beacon, a UN
commission on food security even altered its criteria in order to declare famine in Gaza.

This strains belief. One need only check how many times the UN’s 70-page report, dated
September 15, 2025, mentions the victims of October 7, 2023—or the 48 Israeli hostages still held
by Hamas. The answer: zero. Not a shred of empathy, not a word of compassion.

We are living through a media war: selected images, headlines designed not just to reflect
collective emotion but to shape it, international bodies amplifying some voices while ignoring other
tragedies. Photomontage and rhetoric become weapons—no less potent than missiles—in shaping
our conscience.

Meanwhile, acts of moral piracy—seizing aid shipments, blocking civilian evacuations, forbidding
access to tunnels—lay bare the cynicism of those who claim to fight in the name of a people.

Does this mean every reprisal is beyond reproach? No. Consider Western airstrikes on jihadist cells
in Syria, which also caused destruction and civilian casualties. That, too, is part of the tragic reality



where force is sometimes the only means of neutralizing a relentless threat. But actions must be
judged in context. It is Hamas—not the Israel Defense Forces—that hides among civilians,
militarizes hospitals and schools, and diverts humanitarian aid as a shield.

Malice cannot be neutralized by selective outrage. Justice requires facing all the facts, denouncing
war crimes wherever they occur, and refusing the exploitation of victims. A moral judgment only
retains its worth if it is impartial. Yet too many international institutions have forfeited that
impartiality. As long as this imbalance endures, truth will remain hostage to dominant narratives—
and peace hostage to those who manipulate suffering.



