Actions that Endanger our Security
by Amos Gwirtz
We Israelis are wont to believe that our army acts to guarantee our security. However, an examination of the army's actions in the territories occupied in 1967 reveals that not only do these actions not promote our security but they, in fact, endanger us.
The extensive land expropriations perpetrated by the army have nothing to do with security, and everything to do with Israel striving to expand its territory. Currently, more than 50% of the land in the West Bank is in Israeli hands. The problem is that to those whose land has been robbed, this means the loss of their livelihood and of their basic sense of security. Tens of thousands of Palestinian families have lost their land!
Not only do the settlements not contribute to Israel's security, but they constitute a liability, as the army must allocate forces for their defense. 
During the years of occupation, the army has demolished, according to one estimate, some 19.000 houses -- mostly under the pretext of illegal construction (while no recourse for legal construction is provided). House demolitions do not promote Israel's security.During the same years, the army has expelled a number of Palestinians from  their homes and their land. This did not serve any security purpose. About 80% of the water of the West Bank is diverted for the use of Israel. Here again, no security reason can be perceived. 
All these constitute breaches of military and wartime ethics. They are unilateral belligerent acts perpetrated against a defenseless civilian population. Therefore, they must be viewed as looting of land and water. These actions also constitute an infringement of international law. Israel's claim that the Fourth Geneva convention (concerned with the defense of civilian population during war and under occupation) does not apply to the West Bank and Gaza has been rejected by the International Court in The Hague. This court's 2004 advisory opinion settled the disagreement between Israel and the rest of the world concerning the convention's jurisdiction. One can only lament the Israeli Supreme Court's continued sanctioning of international law violations, even after the International Court's 2004 advisory opinion has been issued.
The Palestinians do not have an army to drive away the Civil Administration officials bearing land appropriation orders or house demolition orders; they have no army to prevent the demolition of their homes; they have no army to expel  the settlers invading their land; they have no army to prevent the expulsions; they have no army to prevent their water being stolen.
Israel's security problems stem from the Palestinians' uprising against their dispossession of their country. Helpless to stop the army, they seek other means
 of opposing dispossession.Thus, many among them avenge the army's wrongdoings on us, Israeli civilians. This is by no means intended as an advocation of Palestinian terrorism, as armed attacks against civilians are war crimes. Even if one believes one's cause to be just, wartime ethics and international law prohibiting attacks against defenseless civilians still apply. 
The army takes advantage of the cause of security to continue land robbery and house demolition. Around each settlement land is expropriated under the pretext of guaranteeing the settlers' security. The separation fence is purported to be a means of security, but is exploited for massive land robbery. The demolition of terrorists' houses is equally carried out under the pretext of security. But what about the Palestinians' security?
Taken together, these observations lead to the conclusion that under the guise of protecting us, the army, in fact, compromises our security with actions fueled by expansionist aspirations, at the expense of our Palestinian neighbors.
