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Military inquiry concludes First Lt.Hadar Goldin likely died in ambush near tunnel entrance

The death of First Lieutenant Hadar Goldin on Friday was a key moment in Israel's Gaza operation. Three weeks into the fighting and 75 minutes after what

was supposed to be a three-day ceasefire brokered by the US and UN took hold, a gun battle between Israeli troops and Hamas militants near an entrance to

a tunnel in the Southern city of Rafah shattered the calm. The shootout, and the subsequent discovery that squad commander Goldin was missing, drove

commanders in the field to issue the order to enact the "Hannibal Protocol," a directive that calls for the massive use of force in an effort to rescue a captured

soldier, even at risk to the soldier's life.

An IDF inquiry into the incident has concluded that Goldin was likely killed in the original gun battle, alongside his company

commander Maj. Benaya Sarel and communications officer, Staff Sgt. Liel Gidoni. But immediately after the fire exchange,

when no trace of him could be found, forces on the ground had to assume that he had been dragged by the militants into

the network of tunnels dug under Gaza and thus they issued the order, unleashing massive firepower by tanks, artillery and

fighter jets onto the area. The firestorm, aimed to prevent Hamas from obtaining a live soldier who it could then use as a

bargaining chip. Alongside the bombardment of Rafah, the IDF sent an entire battalion into the area to search for additional

tunnel shafts and isolate the area where Goldin was thought to be, blocking all access routes to and from it.

IDF sources told Haaretz that senior IDF commanders ordered the Hannibal Protocol implemented in full. But added that

the troops did not manage to obtain any concrete information as to Goldin’s fate. His death was eventually announced by

the army Saturday night, stating he had been killed in action, with army spokesman Lieutenant Colonel Peter Lerner saying

he had been identified by his DNA.

“We don’t know if he was alive and wounded, or dead at this time. Only in the aftermath, with the forensic investigation,

were we able to conclude that he was killed,” Lerner said. “He was identified by his DNA .... There was enough to

determine that he had been killed and to carry out a burial.”

The inquiry also revealed that contrary to earlier reports, the militants did not detonate a suicide vest.

A senior General Staff officer told Haaretz's Gili Cohen he didn’t know what became of the Hamas cell that captured Goldin.

According to Palestinian medical reports, over 130 Palestinians were killed in the Israeli

bombardment of Rafah and clashes were still taking place in the city four days later.

Though Hamas at first claimed success at kidnapping an Israeli soldier -- a long-time goal of theirs -- it quickly changed its tune when it became clear that

world opinion was highly critical of its violation of the truce, and began claiming it had no knowledge of such an attempt.

"We have lost contact with the mujahedeen unit that was in that ambush, and we think that all the fighters in this unit were killed by Zionist shelling along with

the soldier, who the enemy says is missing,” Hamas's Military wing the Ezzedine al-Qassam Brigades said in a statement. “Until now, we at al-Qassam have

no knowledge of the missing soldier, or his whereabouts or the circumstances of his disappearance.”

The movement later accused Israel of fabricating the abduction claim in order to sabotage the truce. Hamas Spokesman Sami Abu Zuhri called on UN

Israeli arm y em ployed 'Hannibal Prot ocol' t o prevent

offi cer 's abduct ion

goldin

Palestinians inspect the wreckage of a building following
an Israeli strike in the southern Gaza town of Rafah, on

August 2, 2014

Israeli army employed 'Hannibal Protocol' to prevent officer's a... http://www.i24news.tv/en/news/israel/diplomacy-defense/3912...
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The Hannibal Directive: Why Israel risks the life of the soldier being rescued
For 17 years, the dramatically named directive, one of the most controversial orders in Israeli military history, remained a
secret. When it was made public, it got surprisingly little backlash.

By Anshel Pfeffer | Aug. 3, 2014 | 10:22 PM

TweetTweet 0

The Israel Defense Forces' murky procedure for preventing one of its soldiers falling into enemy hands has an appropriately dramatic name: the
Hannibal Directive. But the name for the highly controversial and often misunderstood order was, in fact, chosen at random by an IDF computer
almost three decades ago.

The Hannibal Directive was originally drafted in mid-1986 by Yossi Peled, who had just begun his five-year stint as head of the IDF's Northern
Command – just months after Hezbollah captured two IDF soldiers in southern Lebanon. Peled clarified the procedures to be used in the first
minutes and hours after a possible abduction, when commanders in the field believe a soldier may have been taken by the enemy. The original
order, drafted together with Northern Command's operations officer Colonel Gabi Ashkenazi (who would become IDF chief of staff) and
intelligence officer Colonel Yaacov Amidror (later National Security Advisor) stated that "in case of capture, the main mission becomes rescuing
our soldiers from the captors, even at the cost of hitting or wounding our soldiers." The directive was drafted without seeking legal advice.

Recent reports in the international media suggest that the directive is tantamount to ordering the captured soldier to be shot in order to prevent
him being taken prisoner; rather, it is the suspension of safety procedures which normally prohibit firing in the general direction of an IDF
soldier, specifically firing to stop an escaping vehicle.

The original order mentioned using light-arm fire, particularly selective sniper fire, to hit the captors or stop their vehicle – "even if that means
hitting our soldiers. In any case, everything will be done to stop the vehicle and prevent it from escaping."

Over the years the directive has been open to different interpretation: the limited interpretation included only firing at the vehicle's tires, while
the expanded version could even include attack helicopters.

On Friday morning, when the IDF still believed that Lieutenant Hadar Goldin may have been taken alive by Hamas into an attack tunnel beneath
Rafah in the southern Gaza Strip, the Hannibal Directive was activated to its most devastating extent yet – including massive artillery
bombardments and air strikes on possible escape routes. At least 40 Palestinians were killed in Rafah.

For 17 years, the Hannibal Directive, one of the most controversial orders in Israeli military history, remained a secret – though it was widely
known and hotly debated among many thousands of regular and reserve soldiers. Not everyone accepted it. Some battalion commanders refused
to pass on the directive to their troops. Other soldiers and officers sought guidance from educators and rabbis and even informed their
commanders they would refuse to carry out such an order putting their friends' lives in danger. But the Hannibal Directive, in various versions,
remained. In 2003, following a letter by a doctor to Haaretz, who wrote that he heard of the directive during his reserve service, the military
censorship allowed it to come to light.

Despite the controversy and furious media debate that ensued, there was no public backlash against the IDF. It seemed that many Israelis
understood there was a necessity for such an order. That putting an Israeli soldier's life at risk was a reasonable measure to take in order to
prevent him falling into the hands of Hamas or Hezbollah.

There were a number of reasons for this acceptance. The first was that for decades Israel has not faced enemy armies of nation-states on the
battlefield. When IDF soldiers have fallen in the hands of Palestinian or Lebanese organizations, they have not been treated as prisoners of war;
they are denied regular Red Cross visits, proper medical attention and notifications of their families. Instead, their families were forced to go
through long years of uncertainty, in many cases to learn at the end their sons had been killed in action and their bodies snatched.

Secondly, because of the disparity between the number of Palestinian prisoners held by Israel and the handful of Israeli soldiers ever captured,
exchanges have always been lopsided. The most recent of these exchanges was the Gilad Shalit deal, when Israel exchanged 1,027 Palestinian
prisoners – many of them convicted killers – for a lone sergeant, who had spent over five years in Hamas captivity. Following the Shalit capture,
there was criticism within the IDF that cannon fire had not been used to prevent Shalit being spirited into Gaza, only machine-guns.

Perhaps the most deeply engrained reason that Israelis innately understand the needs for the Hannibal Directive is the military ethos of never
leaving wounded men on the battlefield, which became the spirit following the War of Independence, when hideously mutilated bodies of Israeli
soldiers were recovered. So Hannibal has stayed a fact of military life and the directive activated more than once during this current campaign.

In a Haaretz interview in 2009, Brigadier-General Moti Baruch spelled out with uncommon frankness the significance of the Hannibal Directive.
It is, he said, "unequivocal" and applies "at every level, beginning with the individual soldier."

The message, according to Baruch, is that "no soldier is to be captured, and that is an unambiguous message. In the end, an incident like this is
first and foremost an encounter with the enemy; you must think about the enemy before the capture soldier. Of course … you might endanger the
abducted soldier, but not only him. You are not just in the midst of an abduction situation; you are also in the midst of an encounter with the
enemy."

Despite the unequivocal nature of the order, senior officers have from time to time felt the need to curb some more drastic orders by field
commanders. Such was the case when a battalion commander in the Golani Brigade, before leading his soldiers into the Gaza Strip during
Operation Cast Lead in early 2009, told them: "No soldier of Battalion 51 will be taken captive. At no price and under no circumstances – even if
that means blowing (himself) up with a grenade along with those who want to take him."

In November 2011, speaking to a forum of all the senior IDF field commanders, Chief of Staff Lieutenant General Benny Gantz felt the need to
emphasize that the Hannibal Directive does not allow soldiers firing directly at their captured comrade to prevent him falling prisoner alive.

If the events of the last few weeks prove anything, it's that the issue of missing and captured IDF soldiers remains as traumatic as ever for both
the IDF and the Israeli public. There seems little doubt that the Hannibal Directive will remain in effect, though as part of the lessons it will
surely learn from Operation Protective Edge, the IDF will have to make it perfectly clear to its commanders and officers whether that includes
devastating bombardments of possible escape routes through civilian areas.
 

Home  News  Diplomacy and Defense

Haaretz.Com http://www.haaretz.com/misc/article-print-page/.premium-1.60...
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Hannibal Directive is the beginning of fascism in Israel 

Op-ed: Protocol promoting idea that a soldier's life is expendable for good of state is one manifestation of growing fascism, fed by Benjamin 

Netanyahu.  

Uri Arad  

Published:  08.12.14, 15:01 / Israel Opinion  
 

 

Eitan, the officer who didn't hesitate to enter a Hamas tunnel in an attempt to rescue Hadar Goldin, is worthy of praise despite the fact that he acted 

against orders. His act of determination to implement the moral code taught to generations of soldiers showed that some still believe that no soldier 

should be left behind.  

Entirely opposite in intent, were the IDF's actions in Rafah that were more or less to achieve the same goal, but through the means of the 'Hannibal 

Directive'. Though it has never been confirmed by the military or any official member of the political echelon, numerous reports in the media say that 

the protocol calls for preventing the capture of a kidnapped soldier even at the risk of his life.  

Professor Asa Kasher has been interviewed by the media several times since Goldin's death, and he has expressed severe doubt of the definition of the 

'Hannibal Directive' as preventing capture at any and all cost. According to Kasher, the directive is indeed meant to try to foil attempts at capturing a 

soldier, but most certainly not by putting the captured soldier in danger.  

If fact, the exact opposite is true, according to the professor. He says that it's better for a soldier to be captured than killed and that the goal of the 

directive is to avoid future political maneuvers to bring the soldier back home. As such, the order is unfounded and grossly immoral.  

The bare truth is that the presentation of the protocol in the media was exactly correct. As depicted in the reports, the directive promotes the idea that a 

soldier being captured is "unacceptable under any and all circumstances". 

Even if Asa is right about the intent of the directive, the practical interpretation of the procedure is that the capture of a soldier should be prevented 

even at the risk of his life, constituting a breach of trust towards the soldier and his family and the renunciation of the state from its obligation to do 

everything to keep its soldiers alive.  

There are no parents who would prefer their son's death over his capture. An attempt to prevent a soldier's capture at the cost of his life is a moral crime 

based on a fascist view of the world, showing preference to the country over the individual. It's true that the individual risks his life to protect the 

country, but he does this with confidence that the country will do everything in order to bring him or her home safely and most certainly without 

putting a gun at his back.  

As someone whose plane fell in the Yom Kippur War and spent time as a prisoner in Egypt, I can testify that the assumption that the government will 

do everything to bring its soldier's home alive was an indisputable axiom. The 'Hannibal Directive' represents a radical change from this way of 

thinking that propped up the value of human life.  

Even if this is not the stated intention of the protocol, the manner it which it is presented and apparently carried out explicitly indicates the reversal of 

these key values. No longer is the sanctity of the life of the individual important. Now, in place of the government serving its citizens, it is the citizens 

who are forced to pay with their lives in order to serve the interests of government. This is simply called fascism.  

The extreme right still hasn't come to power, but there's no doubt that this fascist world view has capture the hearts of many. Israeli society succumbs to 

radicalism quickly when acts of racism, silence, incitement, exclusion of minorities, and violence against Arabs and leftists are commonplace.  

The burning of Mohammed Abu Khdeir while still alive and the boycott of Israel Prize laureate Gila Almagor for daring to his family should disturb 

the sleep of every Israeli who still has some connection with his conscience. Under these circumstances, it is no surprise that the Hannibal Directive 

passes without raising any doubts.  

These things do not happen in a vacuum. Today the dominant discourse in Israel belongs to people with an extreme, nationalist worldview and the 

responsibility for this rests primarily with Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. This shift in Israeli society is happening under his watch and his 

contributions have been many and significant throughout the years of his leadership. 

His flattery of fascist rabbis, his path of de-legitimization against the left who's "forgotten what it means to be a Jew", his vanity and arrogance toward 

Mahmoud Abbas, his continuing support of settlement construction and racist legislation, his tireless use of techniques of fear and his failure to 

unequivocally condemn manifestations of racism, violence and fascist ideas, allow them to bloom and blossom.  

I would like to think that Netanyahu himself is not a fascist in his consciousness and behavior which, at least in part, is due to his natural instinct to 

ensure his political survival. However, one day soon he may find that he can no longer control the flames threatening to burn down Israeli democracy. 

http://www.ynetnews.com/home/0,7340,L-3084,00.html
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Col. Bentzi Gruber is Vice Commander (reserves) of Division 252, an armored 

division of 20,000 soldiers. As an entrepreneur, he has established Internet 

startups, been a real-estate developer and initiated biotech research. He is founder 

of “Chesed In The Field,” a non-profit that brings together IDF reservists and 

chronically ill and disabled children for special events throughout the year 

instilling the values of community and social responsibility in the hearts of 

thousands of soldiers. Col. Gruber also established “Ethics in the Field” to shatter 

myths and present the facts missing in today’s discussion of Israeli counter 

terrorism. 

A graduate of Yeshivat Har Etzion and the Jerusalem Institute of Technology 

(Machon Lev), Col. Gruber received a PhD from the The International University 

of Business and Law (London). He serves on the boards of Yeshivat Har Etzion 

and Ohr Torah Stone, and the ethics committees of the Eitanim and Kfar Shaul 

Hospitals and has spoken at national conferences, community events, synagogues, 

military academies, college campuses, and middle and high schools around the 

world. 

 
“It’s a myth, there is 

absolutely no such thing as 
the Hannibal Directive that 

calls for killing the 
captured soldier.” 

R’ Rafi Peretz (born 1956) is the Chief Military Rabbi of the 

Israel Defense Forces, succeeding Rabbi Avichai Rontzki in 

mid-2010.  

Prior to being promoted to the rank of brigadier general, Peretz 

was the head of the Otzem Pre-Military Academy in Yated, 

which was relocated from Bnei Atzmon, where he established it 

in 1993 and a major (reserves) in the Israeli Air Force, where he 

served as a helicopter pilot. 

“We must do absolutely 
everything to avoid a soldier 
being captured.  Of course we 

don’t shoot directly at the 
soldier, but the concerns of 

the Tzibbur come first and we 
would bomb a car he is in.” 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Military_Rabbinate
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Israel_Defence_Forces
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Avichai_Rontzki
http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Otzem_Pre-Military_Academy&action=edit&redlink=1
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Yated,_Israel
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bnei_Atzmon
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Israeli_Air_Force
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In Tzahal, the Hannibal Directive has been practiced for a long time, whether officially or unofficially.  This 

means that if a soldier is kidnapped, the army acts against the kidnappers in every way possible in order 

to thwart the kidnapping.  This includes shooting at them, even though there is a high risk of wounding or 

killing the kidnapped soldier (Hannibal, by the way, was a Carthaginian military commander who opted to 
poison himself rather than fall into the hands of the Romans). 

 

During Operation Protective Edge, Lt. Eitan entered a Hamas tunnel with incredible courage in order to 
save his kidnapped officer.  He gave an order that if they identified something, they should shoot, knowing 

full well that they could wound or kill the officer.  Tzahal also heavily bombed the area in order to prevent 

the kidnappers from fleeing.     

 

This is obviously a very difficult directive emotionally.  Various Rabbis and writers had expressed their 

reservations regarding its use (see "Hannibal Directive according to Halachah" [Hebrew] by Rav Eleazar 

Goldstein, Techumim #31 p. 157 and Jewish, Military Ethics [Hebrew] p. 222).  Nonetheless, Tzahal is 
correct regarding this issue.  The soldier's life is not less important than other people's lives.  On the 

contrary, it is extremely important.  After all, he displays self-sacrifice day and night.  It is extremely difficult 

for the father and mother of a kidnapped soldier to hear about the Hannibal directive, but we must not be 

confused: it is impossible to run a country based on the emotions of a parent's heart.  A country must be 
run on a systematic intellect.  And regarding this issue, Tzahal is correct.   

 

In his major article on the authority of the King and the reigning authority, Maran Ha-Rav Kook explains 

that the laws of Pikuach Nefesh are different for an individual than for a Nation (Shut Mishpat Cohain #144, 

pp. 315-316).  For the ruling authority, a kidnapped civilian or soldier is much more dangerous than one 

who is killed.  A person who is killed is a tragedy, but a person who is kidnapped is a tragedy which breaks 
the national morale as well as the fighting spirit.   

 

In general, it is forbidden to negotiate with terrorists.  If it is nonetheless done, however, we must apply 

the Talmudic principle of "captives may not be ransomed for more than their value" (Gittin 45a).  For 

example, the State of Israel redeemed Shmuel Rosenwaser for one terrorist, based on the traditional 

mathematical equation of 1=1.  In our times, however, we trade 10, 100 and even 1000 terrorists for a 

Rav Shlomo Aviner  
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And see the article of Ha-Rav Ha-Gaon Shlomo Goren in his book Torat Ha-Shabbat Ve-Ha-Moed (pp. 

391-404) which justifies the bravery of the Jews of Masada, who committed suicide in order not to break 

the national morale.  Rav Goren also justifies King Shaul's falling on his sword for the same reason, based 

on the Meharshal's opinion, that this is what he was required to do.  He also rules there that a soldier who 

fears that under torture he will reveal military secrets that will endanger his fellow soldiers is obligated to 

commit suicide.  In our time, this is no longer the case, but the principle remains. 

 

While the Netziv has a unique opinion that there is no principle of "Do not murder" in war (Ha-Emek Davar 

Bereshit 9:5.  And see Devarim 20:8), Ha-Rav Shlomo Yosef Zevin writes that this is a big Chiddush (Le-

Or Ha-Halachah pp. 17-18). 

 

This is the guiding principle in the army: we do not make decisions solely based on their immediate results, 

but based on systematic calculation and long-term effects.  It is true that the basic Halachah of "Pikuach 

Nefesh" is judged according to the "here and now", but our Sages already established that regarding 

redeeming captives we are not always able to solve a current problem on account of future implications, 

because of Tikkun Olam - "The good order of the world" (Gittin ibid).  

 

 


