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Twenty years after the Gulf War, Israeli citizens are still not safe from missile attack – according to the study by Uzi Rubin, one of the fathers of the Arrow missile and a world-renowned missiles expert. ■ "The IDF is prepared to invest resources and risk soldiers' lives in offensive moves, but is unwilling to invest in non life-risking defensive measures", he claims. ■ He concludes with a gloomy prophecy: "When the fire is resumed, it is likely that Hamas rockets could hit Tel Aviv, Ben Gurion Airport and Air Force bases". ■ His study: “From Nuisance to Strategic Threat: The Missile Attacks from the Gaza Strip on Southern Israel” was just published by the Begin-Sadat Center for Strategic Studies.
Israeli governments of the past two decades have not done enough to protect their civilians from missile attacks – thus concludes a study by Uzi Rubin, one of the fathers of the Arrow missile and the first Head of the Defense Ministry's "Homa" administration, responsible for development of missile defense. According to Rubin's study, which was started in 2008 and is currently being published by the Begin-Sadat (BESA) Center for Strategic Studies at Bar-Ilan University, for years, the governments of Israel trivialized the threat of rockets on Israel, and enabled it to become a strategic threat to the country. 

"Israeli governments tended to refer to the rocket attacks against Israel's south as a nuisance rather than as a risk to national security", wrote Rubin in the study.
Strong Objections
According to Rubin, a world-renowned missile expert, the roots of the threat are found in the late 1980s, when, in response to the Syrian Scud missiles, armed with chemical warheads, Israel began developing the "Arrow" system. In the early 1990s, when the Hizballah launched Katyusha rockets at Israel, Yitzhak Rabin and Moshe Arens pushed forward the development of the Arrow system, despite "strong objections of the IDF, and harsh criticism of many military commentators due to the lack of belief in the technological capability", according to Rubin. 

In the mid-1990s, it was decided to embark on two military operations: Operation "Accountability" in 1993 and Operation "Grapes of Wrath" in 1996. In response to the threat, the development of the "Nautilus" high-energy laser based defense system was begun. But the system was too cumbersome and the financing of the project was discontinued in 2005. The IDF, prepared to invest resources and put soldiers at risk in offensive moves, was unwilling to invest resources in defensive measures that would not endanger the lives of its soldiers", wrote Rubin in the study.

War of Attrition

In the first decade of the new millennium, a new front opened. On 16 April 2001, following the transfer of technical know-how from terror factors in Saudi Arabia to Gaza, the first rocket was launched from Gaza on Israel. Despite this new threat, Rubin writes, then Defense Ministry Director-General Amos Yaron stated: "The Israeli defense establishment has no breakthrough that could lead to the attack of Qassam rockets in flight, neither do we have any intention of investing astronomical sums that would not bring about any breakthrough in this area".

The IDF's skepticism about the ability to intercept rockets continued, and with it the objection to divert resources from the defense budget to develop such a system. In his study, Rubin quotes Dov Weisglas, former Prime Minister Bureau Director, who referred to the rockets launched during that period as "flying objects".

According to Rubin, the defense establishment chose to tone down the severity of the threat and the wider significances of the Gaza rocket attacks. In an interview to an internet news channel early in 2006, Koby Toren, then director-general of the Ministry of Defense, defined the Qassam rockets as a mere "psychological threat" due to their low lethality.

However, Rubin claims that despite the development of the "Iron Dome" system, and its successful test runs, the IDF has no intention of deploying "Iron Dome" batteries on a permanent basis for the defense of Sderot, and that the batteries allocated to Air Force bases would only be deployed in a case of severe escalation. At present, only two batteries are deployed, and the extent of procurement of additional batteries has yet to be determined. 

"If the discussion were about a new aircraft deal, no one in the General Staff would suggest to first procure a single plane, 'to see what it can do' and only then decide on the size of the deal," says Rubin.

The IDF, to this day, has not recognized the need to defend the country's expanses against the threat of rockets from the south or the north", criticizes Rubin. "If and when the fire is resumed, it is probable that the Hamas rockets could attack civilian and military targets in central Israel, including Tel Aviv, Ben Gurion Airport, and Air Force bases in the south. What began as a mere nuisance at this decade's start grew into a serious strategic threat towards its end".

Rubin claims that Israel preferred the basket of offensive responses to defensive ones and stated: "In view of the poor results – to put it mildly – of the pinpoint military operations, one can ask why they were needed in the first place. It seems that the answer does not lie in the realm of preemption and deterrence but more in the realm in self-image."

Rubin concludes his study with a gloomy prophecy: The massive armament of Syria, Hizballah and Hamas with rockets and missiles with a range covering the entire country ensure in high probability that a local border war of attrition will rapidly escalate into a war of attrition against the heart of the country."
