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Israel Faces Big Challenges After
Three Months of War

Gary Grappo
January 08, 2024

Israel faces formidable external threats and
major internal problems. It has yet to figure out
how to govern Gaza after the war with Hamas
is over. Governing Gaza will require help from
the US, European and Arab states. To rope in
international help, Israel will have to answer
difficult questions about the two-state solution
that Benjamin Netanyahu has bitterly opposed.

questions linger over how long its forces will

take to genuinely subdue Hamas’s stubborn
resistance. However, other troubles hover over the
Jewish State or lie just below the horizon. How
much attention Israel is giving to these remains
unclear. But they exert outsize influence over the
outcome of the conflict itself.

I srael continues to battle Hamas in Gaza, where

When Israel launched its offensive in Gaza
shortly after Hamas's savage attacks on southern
Israel, it may not have been fully aware of the
challenges this military operation would bring.
That includes both the time it will take its forces to
demilitarize Hamas, i.e., eliminate its capability to
threaten Israel, and remove it as the governing
authority over the densely populated strip of land
and its 2.2 million Palestinian inhabitants. While
Hamas’s authority over Gaza has been nearly
neutralized, Israeli authorities have made it
abundantly clear that neutralizing Hamas’s
military capabilities will be a months-long
struggle, perhaps extending to the end of 2024 or
beyond.

Hamas has had 16 years to entrench itself,
literally and figuratively, in Gaza. Its sophisticated
social, organizational and infrastructure network is
extensive and deep. Furthermore, stepped-up
recruitment and training have increased the ranks
of Hamas combat forces to more than 30,000.

Israel has claimed to have killed some 8,000 of
Hamas fighters. Yet Hamas fatalities are only a
third of the number killed by Israeli forces in Gaza.
This figure is approximately 22,300 and does not
include the estimated 7,000 that still lie buried and
unrecovered in Gaza’s sprawling mounds of
collapsed building rubble. Moreover, Israeli
Defense Force (IDF) bombings and artillery
shelling have devastated Gaza’s landscape. About
300,000 of this strip’s housing stock of some
440,000, or 70% percent, and some 18% of its
building structures are destroyed. The Wall Street
Journal characterized Gaza as a “modern-day
Dresden,” a reference to the leveling of this
German city by the mass bombing of allied
aircrafts in World War 1.

Israel’s Critics Rising

Beyond the continuing struggle against Hamas,
Israel must also contend with an increasingly vocal
international community outraged by what it sees
as the disproportionate loss of human life and
destruction. There have been multiple calls for
immediate ceasefires by UN members and even
within the UN Security Council. Israel has
rebuffed these calls because it sees a ceasefire as
inherently advantageous to Hamas. It argues that a
ceasefire would preserve Hamas forces and
presence in Gaza and, therefore, be tantamount to
awarding this terrorist organization a victory.
Israel’s biggest and most important supporter, the
United States, agrees with this Israeli assessment
and has blocked various UN Security Council
resolutions calling for a ceasefire.
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However, America’s support for Israel not only
in the UN but also on the battlefield with weapons
and munitions has caused problems for itself.
American policy on the matter has put it at odds
with most of the international community and led
to claims of hypocrisy and double standards.
American critics point out that the US calls for
condemnation of Russian aggression against
Ukraine but neglects Palestinian cries for support
in its struggle against “Israeli aggression.”

Since coming into office three years ago, the US
administration of President Joe Biden has exerted
supreme effort to move America back into the
good graces of its allies and the international
community, especially the Global South. The
Biden administration is making amends for the
twin foreign policy disasters of earlier this century:
Iraq and Afghanistan. US support for Israel may
now be earning America another black eye in
international affairs precisely at a time it can least
afford it.

However, the goodwill Biden earned in Israel at
the start of the conflict may now be paying off. He
is responding not only to international pressure but
also to domestic pressures, including within his
own Democratic party in an election year. Now,
Biden and his team are ratcheting up pressure on
Israel to rein in its Gaza onslaught. For instance,
they are asking Israel to hit targets more precisely
and cut down collateral casualties. Israel’s
announcement earlier this month to withdraw five
troop brigades from the battle zone is due in part to
American counsel. Going forward, Israeli forces
must find a way to do more in Gaza with less. The
IDF has to find a way to achieve its aims using less
aerial and artillery bombardment, fewer troops,
and most importantly, fewer Palestinian casualties.

Regional Challenges Abound

While the much-feared multi-front war has
fortunately failed to materialize, Israel finds itself

(or its allies, principally the US) increasingly
engaged in security operations elsewhere in the
Middle East. Violence has increased steadily in the
West Bank as Palestinian attacks and disturbances
have become more brazen and frequent at a time
when lIsrael cannot afford to be drawn away from
its operations in Gaza. Efforts to quell the West
Bank violence have led to the deaths of some 320
Palestinians. This latest uprising is unquestionably
stimulated and promoted by Hamas, which has a
limited but active presence in the West Bank.
Hezbollah has also stirred the pot because it sees
disruptions as integral to Iran’s “Axis of
Resistance” plan to foment and elevate instability
in and around Israel. Among West Bank
Palestinians there is also palpable frustration with
Palestinian Authority (PA) President Mahmoud
Abbas. They are tired of the woefully corrupt,
inept and disordered PA, and Abbas’s Fatah party,
which have little to show for their 18 years of
governance.

Aside from Gaza, Israel’s major concern in its
immediate region is Hezbollah. Armed activity,
including skirmishes along the Israel-Lebanon
border and cross-border artillery shelling, has
increased since October 7. While both sides want
to avoid an all-out conflict, as occurred in 2006,
their behavior to date suggests that the risk of
escalation is rising. Israel’s risky January 2 drone
attack to take out Hamas Deputy Chief Saleh Al
Arouri in Beirut could have been just the match to
light up a major eruption between Israel and
Hezbollah. For now, Hezbollah Secretary General
Hassan Nasrallah has ruled that out, pledging only
retributive “punishment” for the attack. But border
tensions remain dangerously high.

In addition to the West Bank and Hezbollah in
southern Lebanon, Israel faces growing attacks
from Iran’s “Axis of Resistance" proxies in Syria
and Irag. They are increasingly attacking US
troops. In the Red Sea, Houthi rebels threaten
shipping passing through the world’s main
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commercial thoroughfare between Asia and
Europe. A US-led, 14-nation coalition, Operation
Prosperity Guardian, issued a warning January 3 to
the Yemen-based Houthis to halt their attacks on
commercial vessels or face unspecified
consequences. These are likely to entail armed
strikes against Houthi bases in Yemen, potentially
reigniting and even expanding that nation’s nearly
nine-year civil war. Until recently, this war had
shown promising signs of coming to some closure,
at least as far as foreign involvement was
concerned.

As far as Israel is concerned, the Houthis are not
an immediate threat. The IDF has indeed launched
defensive rockets to down some Houthi missiles
headed to Israel but Israeli conflict with the
Houthis is eminently manageable for now and
unlikely to increase.

While the Houthis are an irritation, its puppet
master is a major threat. Iran has used proxies to
orchestrate an effective distraction for Israel,
which drains the country and its closest ally and
supporter, the US. By sending naval ships to the
Red Sea, America is now fighting battles on
Israel’s behalf. Unquestionably Iran’s intention is
to present the Islamic Republic as the region’s
genuine leader. Iran will decide to escalate, or de-
escalate, the conflicts in southern Lebanon and the
Red Sea in accordance with its national interests.
Neither the US nor Israel has figured how to
neutralize Iranian influence and power in the
region. But one thing is clear: increased US
military  activity will have unpredictable
consequences throughout the region and in the US.
This is particularly relevant during an already
politically and emotionally fraught US election
year.

And Problems Closer to Home

Israel’s formidable external challenges may pale in
comparison to its internal problems. Prime

Minister Benjamin Netanyahu faces growing
unpopularity at home. Some polls indicate that as
many as 70-80% want him to resign after the war.
In fact, only 15% want Netanyahu to keep his job
after the war.

Netanyahu has also suffered a constitutional
setback. On January 1, the Israeli Supreme Court’s
historic ruling overturned the Netanyahu
government’s contentious judicial reforms. The
court struck down the law challenging the
“reasonableness” standard, casting more dark
shadows over Netanyahu’s leadership. While his
early exit in the midst of the Gaza war seems
unlikely, it cannot be dismissed, especially if the
court finds Netanyahu gquilty of the charges
involving bribery, fraud and breach of trust
charges.

Even more important than Netanyahu is the
biggest question looming over Israel: What
happens “the day after?” At present, the embattled
prime minister has stated that Israel will be
responsible for maintaining Gaza’s security after
the war. That will be costly after a war that is
estimated to cost Israel 2.00% of its GDP in 2024.
This isn’t a responsibility that Israel could or
would want to shoulder indefinitely. So, if not
Israel, then who? Netanyahu has rejected any
security role for the PA’s security forces, which
admittedly cannot even police the West Bank
effectively.

There is also the related question of governing
Gaza with Hamas out of the picture. Palestinians
and the international community  will
unguestionably reject that role for Israel. This idea
smacks of settlement or even annexation, two
words that enrage both groups. Note that Israel is
unlikely to want to take on the task of governing
Gaza either. Running this over-populated, now
impoverished stretch of land with a wrecked
economy that has effectively been leveled will be
an unimaginably herculean task. Imagine the costs
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and the headaches associated with building and
operating hospitals, schools, roads, water, sewers
and more. Think of hiring all the local staff to
carry out these and so many other public
administration tasks. This would be a thankless
task and a nightmare for Israeli administrators.

Managing the Day After: America Has Some
Advice

There hasn’t been much public talk within Israel
about how the country will deal with Gaza once
the war is over. Defense Minister Yoav Gallant
recently presented his vision of the day after with
Israel assuming control of security and an “Israeli-
guided” Palestinian body running day-to-day
administration. According to Gallant, the US and
other countries would oversee rebuilding.

Gallant’s plan, which isn’t yet official Israeli
policy, may be a start but will require further
fleshing out within Israel and among the broader
international community. The US, other countries
and, most importantly, the Palestinians will need to
sign off on this or any other approach if it is to
work.

For both security and administration, Israel will
have no choice but to turn to the international
community, starting with the US. Washington will
have a lot to share from its experiences in Iraq and
Afghanistan. The Israelis would be well advised to
pick the Americans’ brains for what to do and,
even more importantly, what not to do, which the
US learned the hard way.

Rebuilding Gaza will ultimately prove to be a
task too expansive and expensive for just the US,
already saddled with the accumulated debt of
failed nation-building experiments in Iraq and
Afghanistan. Enter the Europeans and the Arab
countries. Their participation will be necessary,
especially in financing the reconstruction of
Gaza’s razed landscape. Without their willing and

active participation, Gaza will not recover, and
Israel will remain with an impoverished neighbor
it can’t support with an increasingly hostile and
largely young population on Israel's borders.

No country, including the US, is likely to pony
up anything close to what Gaza will require
without a firm commitment from Israel to accept a
separate, independent state for the Palestinian
people. Recognizing and accepting that reality
after the last 15-plus years of fruitlessly trying to
dodge or ignore it, may be the biggest challenge
for the people of Israel and their leadership.

And even with an Israeli acceptance of two
states, questions of governance in the future
Palestinian state and who are to be Israel’s
negotiating partners will be difficult to answer.
Hamas, as presently conceived and organized, is
unacceptable and the PA lacks the resources,
leadership, competence and trust of the Palestinian
people. Clearly, a lot of work will need to be done
and the Palestinians will need considerable help
from the international community to make the two-
state solution a reality.

The two-state solution and the various questions
it entails can no longer be kicked down a dead-end
road.

Gary Grappo is a former US
ambassador and a distinguished
fellow at the Center for Middle East
Studies at the Korbel School for
International Studies, University of Denver. He
possesses nearly 40 years of diplomatic and public
policy experience in a variety of public, private
and nonprofit endeavors.
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Taiwan’s 2024 Election Between
Chinese Disinformation and
Democratic Survival

David Kuehn
January 10, 2024

In January 2024, Taiwanese citizens will elect a
new president and parliament. China, which
considers Taiwan a renegade province, is trying
to influence the outcome through political,
military and economic pressure. China is also
attempting to sway Taiwanese public opinion.
How resilient are Taiwan’s state authorities and
civil society actors?

n January 13, 2024, Taiwan’s 19 million
Oregistered voters will go to the polls to

elect a new president and parliament. After
two terms in office, incumbent President Tsai Ing-
wen of the Democratic Progressive Party (DPP) is
ineligible for re-election. The DPP’s candidate,
William Lai, will be challenged by two contenders:
Hou You-yi of the Kuomintang (KMT), and Ko
Wen-je of the Taiwan People’s Party.

Since the country’s democratization in the
1990s, Taiwan’s democracy has matured into a
solid democracy. As summarized in the 2022
Bertelsmann Transformation Index (BTI) report on
Taiwan, the country enjoys “stable democratic
institutions and a vibrant civil society, and does
extremely well in guaranteeing its citizens political
rights and civil liberties.” In particular, the report
highlights the quality of Taiwan’s “regular,
universal and secret multiparty elections, which
are usually undisputed and widely covered by the
media”. Yet, the report also stresses that the
People’s Republic of China (PRC) pursues a range

of activities and strategies to influence Taiwan’s
electoral processes.

China’s electoral meddling

Beijing’s interest in Taiwan’s elections is rooted in
the Chinese Communist Party’s (CCP) view that
the island is an integral part of China. Free and fair
elections in Taiwan challenge this position because
they are an expression of the island nation’s de
facto sovereignty. To sway Taiwan’s voters, China
pursues a three-pronged strategy that combines
political and military pressure, economic means
and attempts to sway Taiwanese public opinion.
These are specifically aimed at weakening support
for Lai and the DPP, who Beijing suspects of
working towards de jure independence, and at
strengthening the electoral prospects of Hou and
the KMT, whose policy platform promises more
conciliatory cross-Strait relations.

Ko’s position on cross-Strait issues is less clear-
cut, but he is of relevance to Beijing because his
candidacy means splitting the opposition vote, thus
potentially increasing the chances for a DPP win.
Earlier plans of Hou and Ko to run on a common
ticket faltered due to their inability to agree on
who should run as presidential candidate.

On the political stage, China prevents Taiwan’s
involvement in international organizations that
require formal statehood and pressures and entices
countries to forego state-to-state relations with
Taipei. In the March of 2023, for instance,
Honduras switched diplomatic relations to Beijing,
leaving Taiwan with the diplomatic recognition of
only 13 countries. Moreover, the Chinese People’s
Liberation Army (PLA) continues to conduct aerial
and naval drills in the Taiwan Strait. These
political and military measures are meant to create
an atmosphere of defeatism among the Taiwanese
and drive home the inevitability of a unification,
coercive if necessary, with the mainland.
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Beijing also employs a mix of economic
coercion and incentives, leveraging Taiwan's deep
economic integration with the mainland. Since the
DPP came into power in 2016, China has
repeatedly restricted access to its markets for
Taiwanese firms and banned a number of
agricultural imports, especially targeting producers
from southern Taiwan where the DPP is strongest.
At the same time, by offering preferential trade
agreements, market access and investment
promises in the case of a KMT victory, China
seeks to sway the Taiwanese electorate towards
voting for Beijing-friendly alternatives.

Finally, China is attempting to shape Taiwanese
public opinion and electoral outcomes through
online disinformation campaigns, cyber warfare
and attempts to influence local media. Chinese
content farms and cyber trolls seek to sow dissent
and spread false rumors. They attempt to discredit
Taiwan’s government and to undermine citizen’s
confidence that Taiwan and its international
partners could successfully resist unification.
Meanwhile, pro-China Taiwanese influencers and
web personalities spread pro-unification messages.
As part of its so-called “United Front” program,
the CCP sponsors tours to China by Taiwanese
local politicians and leaders of cultural institutions.
Such tactics aim at undermining trust in the
electoral process, the media, political parties, and
individual candidates while drumming up support
in favor of candidates aligned with Beijing's
preferences.

Taiwan’s countermeasures and democratic
resilience

Taiwan’s government and civil society are acutely
aware of these efforts and take steps to counter
electoral interference. Taiwan’s intelligence and
law enforcement agencies are on high alert and the
Ministry of Justice promises monetary rewards for
tips related to interference in elections. The
defense ministry routinely reports on the PLA’s

actions and the Taiwanese military’s responses,
aiming to instill confidence in the Taiwanese
public. Other state agencies, including educational
institutions, are also involved in bolstering public
resilience, for instance through developing and
communicating civil defense measures.

These measures are complemented by efforts
from within Taiwanese society to counter
disinformation. A large, open and diverse media
landscape ensures that a variety of perspectives
and opinions are voiced, while numerous news
outlets scrutinize political narratives and expose
misinformation. Civil society actors, including
voluntary fact-checking collectives and tech-savvy
individuals, address fake news and propaganda and
increase media literacy, while grassroots initiatives
work to strengthen the public's resilience against
external manipulation. All this occurs against the
backdrop of a lively democratic political culture,
which is marked by a competitive and diverse
political landscape and engaged citizens who are
resilient in the face of external pressures and
blatant misinformation.

Consequently, China's attempts to influence
Taiwan’s public opinion do not appear to have
been particularly fruitful. Polls suggest less than
9% of Taiwanese respondents consider China a
credible partner. Moreover, most pre-election polls
show Lai as a likely winner of the presidential
race, even though the DPP might lose its majority
in Taiwan’s legislature. While this would limit
Lai’s ability to pursue his domestic policy agenda,
such a scenario is unlikely to mean major changes
in the relationship with China, since foreign policy
is mainly determined by the president.

That said, China is expected to further increase
its activities in the weeks leading up to the
election, meaning that ongoing and tireless
vigilance by Taiwanese authorities and civil
society will be needed. The outcome of the 2024
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general elections will shape Taiwanese politics and
cross-strait relations in the crucial coming years.

If Lai is victorious, he is expected to continue
the policy of increasing Taiwan’s international
maneuvering space and intensifying ties with
democratic allies. Should Hou win, he has
promised to reduce tensions across the strait
through greater economic integration. Regardless
of the outcome of the elections, however, Beijing’s
stance will not change, and neither will the
prevailing Taiwanese resistance to compromising
on their de facto sovereignty.

[Anton Schauble edited this piece.]

Dr. David Kuehn is a Senior

- Research Fellow at the German

: Institute for Global and Area Studies

(GIGA) in Hamburg, Germany. His

research focuses on civil-military relations,
democratization and authoritarianism.

How to Beat Authoritarian
Parties, Polish-Style

Malwina Talik
January 11, 2024

Last year, Poland’s opposition successfully
defeated the illiberal ruling party Law and
Justice. They did so not by forming a big tent
coalition, but by each party speaking to the
concerns of each voter. Poland’s success can be
an example as an unusually high number of
elections take place worldwide this year.

around the world will hold national elections

this year. The stakes are high. Democracy is
facing decline, and authoritarian politicians may
claim victory in many elections. Yet the future is
not set in stone. Last year, Poland's national-
conservative and populist Law and Justice (PiS)
party seemed set for a third consecutive victory in
general elections, yet opposition parties achieved
an unexpected triumph. While PiS achieved a
plurality of the votes, it struggled to form a
government, ultimately losing the overall political
battle. PiS’s eight years of eroding democratic
institutions, values and norms were over. What can
democratic oppositions contesting elections this
year learn from Poland?

2024 is a “super-election year.” 76 states

Don’t run under one banner

The democratic opposition often comprises parties
with conflicting views. Forming a unified front
may be tempting when confronting a common
opponent with disproportionate media and
institutional advantages. However, recent elections
in Hungary and Turkey suggest this is not
necessarily a blueprint for victory.

In Poland, the liberal-conservative Civic
Coalition (KO) party initially insisted on a united
front approach. KO leader Donald Tusk, like PiS
leader Jarostaw Kaczynski, was perceived as a
polarizing figure. Other parties were hesitant about
being perceived as close to either of them. They
feared losing electoral support by making an
alliance and rejected the proposal. PiS exploited
this, portraying the opposition as divided and
unable to govern.

Eventually, the opposition learned to refrain
from mutual attacks, opting for an informal united
front without a joint election list. Two parties
formed a coalition (Third Way) to present a
conservative alternative to the KO-PiS duopoly.
This approach allowed parties to maintain
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authenticity, providing a broader range of options
and reaching specific target groups.While KO and
the New Left rallied hundreds of thousands in
Warsaw, the Third Way concentrated on engaging
voters in rural areas and small cities. This
approach also conveyed a sense that the parties'
objectives extended beyond simply ousting PiS
from power.

Mobilize undecided and apolitical voters

In the face of a seemingly inevitable PiS victory,
the Polish opposition was concerned that
widespread apathy could deter many from voting.
Recognizing a substantial number of disillusioned
and undecided voters opposing PiS, both KO and
the New Left specifically targeted them. Their
focus extended to young women, who, affected by
PiS's restrictive abortion and contraception
policies, felt the consequences of political
decisions on their lives. Non-governmental
organizations, human rights institutions and public
figures launched multiple campaigns to boost
turnout, particularly targeting women. Their
objective was to underscore the consequences of
abstaining from voting, convey frustration and
emphasize the significance of each vote.

The turnout exceeded expectations at over 74%.
Women voted in greater numbers, and there was
increased participation across all age groups.
Interestingly, this heightened political interest may
continue beyond the elections, with the new
government's proceedings, humorously dubbed
“Sejmflix,” becoming the second most-watched
video on Polish YouTube.

Campaigns involve more than just programs;
emotions play a pivotal role. Initially, the
opposition struggled to craft a compelling
narrative, but a breakthrough occurred after the
pro-European rally in Warsaw on June 4, 2023.
Half a million people took to the streets in outrage
over PiS's proposed law, “Lex Tusk,” which would

have hindered Tusk from running in elections. The
symbolism of the anniversary of Poland’s first
partially-free  elections on June 4, 1989,
accentuated the fight against non-democratic
regimes and tapped into the legend of Solidarity, a
movement that put an end to communism. The
rally's immense popularity surprised the
opposition, paralyzing PiS and instilling hope in
the public that mobilized voters could change the
election outcome.

“The March of a Million Hearts,” with white-red
hearts emblem, held two weeks before the
elections, again gathered hundreds of thousands.
Emphasizing respect for PiS voters despite
differences, in contrast to PiS labeling the
opposition as “Poles of the worse sort,” resonated
well with moderates.

Despite being de facto anti-government, both
rallies fostered a positive, joyful atmosphere,
conveying message of a progressive, inclusive and
democratic Poland within the EU. This approach
helped instill a winning mindset in society and
break apathy.

How PiS overplayed its hand

PiS also made its fair share of mistakes. It
underestimated social discontent amid ongoing
democratic backsliding. PiS also eroded its
popularity by engaging in disputes with the EU —
a risky strategy in a notably pro-EU society.

Moreover, tightening an already restrictive
abortion law into a near-total abortion ban, coupled
with subsequent maternal deaths, not only
undermined PiS support among women but also
mobilized previously apolitical people.

In the campaign itself, PiS made three major
mistakes. Firstly, it relied heavily on fierce attacks
and almost grotesque fear-mongering, particularly
targeting Tusk, whom PiS labeled as a
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“personification of evil” and “the biggest security
threat to Poland.” While this may have mobilized
PiS’s own electoral base, it led to irritation among
opponents and undecideds.

Secondly, the party distanced itself from crucial
voter concerns, such as high inflation and housing
shortages. This was a break from PiS’s success in
other elections, when it understood voter
sentiments well and won with popular proposals
like child benefits.

Lastly, PiS underestimated the impact of
corruption scandals, which seemed to have little
effect until the visa scandal broke out during the
campaign, catching the party off guard.

Is Poland's case a blueprint for stopping
authoritarians?

We must be cautious when drawing conclusions
from to other nations. Each political system has its
own local factors. Yet the Polish case illustrates
how adapting existing tactics to the specific
context and learning from the mistakes of others
can enable David to triumph against Goliath.

Poland now serves as a laboratory for navigating
a post-illiberal period. The challenge for the
current government is to succeed in this taxing
endeavor without paving the way for a return of
PiS to power.

[The Institute for the Danube Region and Central
Europe produced this piece and is a partner of Fair
Observer.]

[Anton Schauble edited this piece.]

Malwina Talik is a research
associate at the Institute for the
Danube Region and Central Europe
in Vienna, Austria. She specializes
in democratic transitions in CEE, Poland’s history
and politics, women’s leadership and political

participation, and China’s foreign policy toward
the CEE.

Justice For All? Victims Are
Ignored From Britain to Gaza

Alan Waring
January 11, 2024

The common notion of justice, i.e. the triumph
of right over wrong, is remarkably elusive in
reality for many people across a wide spectrum
of injustices. In Britain, the Post Office
relentlessly prosecuted and imprisoned partner
shopowners over clerical errors it caused. In
Palestine, millions of Palestinians live as
refugees across the occupied territories and
neighboring  countries.  Now, Israel is
bombarding their hospitals and homes. What
hope is there?

he essence of justice, as developed over

many centuries by judiciaries and

governments, is one of fairness, equality,
lawfulness and order. Justice is entwined with
individual  perceptions of morality, ethics,
acceptable norms, laws, penalties, standards and
methods of implementation. Justice is therefore an
essential element of the social contract whereby a
population grants its rulers the authority to act on
its behalf, provided those rulers protect both the
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individual rights of citizens and the common good
and interest.

The espoused system of justice is an ideal,
seeking to deliver fair and equitable treatment of
individuals, encompassing equal rights, protections
and opportunities. However, a lot will depend on
the prevailing political ideology and system.
Authoritarian states, like Russia, Iran, Saudi
Arabia, Turkey and others, often fail to uphold
justice, despite their claims to the contrary.
Individuals with dissenting views or minority
identities in these nations may face repression,
arrest, imprisonment and even judicial or extra-
judicial execution.

Justice in war

In addition to issues of social justice and the array
of law-and-order injustices, there is also the issue
of justice in the area of armed conflict. A party
engaging in war must demonstrate a just cause,
justify that war is the last resort after exploring
peaceful options, declare war through proper
authority, act with good intentions, have a
reasonable chance of success, and ensure that the
means used align proportionately with the
perceived threat and declared objective.

In addition, parties in armed conflict must take
the utmost care to prioritize the safety of civilians
and to apply humanitarian principles. For example:
no deliberate murder or other atrocities against
unarmed civilians; no taking of hostages or
harming them; no collective punishments of
civilians as proxy targets for enemy combatants;
no indiscriminate use of bombs, rockets or
weapons of mass destruction; no targeting of
hospitals, schools, water, fuel and power supplies,
food and medical supplies; no denial of safe
passage out of combat zones for civilians and
priority medical patients; no forced detention,
displacement or expulsion of civilians; and no
expropriation or theft of land or other assets of the

civilian population, whether by state agencies,
interest groups or individuals.

The law of war has four guiding principles or
requirements:

1. Distinction: distinguish as far as possible
between combatant targets and civilians.

2. Proportionality: prevent excessive loss of
life or damage incidental to an attack,
disproportionate to military advantage.

3. Military Necessity: target only existential
and potential military threats.

4. Avoidance of Unnecessary Suffering:
prioritize humanitarian criteria.

Regrettably, history shows that observation of
the law of war regarding civilians is often more in
breach. As Bard Drange suggests, victims may
have a long struggle to obtain any justice.
Combatants often disregard rules, sought to justify
their actions and ignored potential war crime
charges. Some even cynically argue that they
scrupulously observe the four guiding principles
despite compelling evidence to the contrary which
they deny. Putin’s war on Ukraine and the Israel—
Hamas war are contemporary examples.

Of the two identifiable parties to a dispute or
conflict, is 