














Humanitarian Law Database, rule 6). Members of the Government of Israel have
consistently stated their objective of destroying the governing capacity of Hamas.”

Paragraph 30:

“Israeli security forces resorted extensively to the use of lethal force that was
unlawful because it was unnecessary or disproportionate. Many killings likely
amounted to wilful killing, a war crime in the context of occupation. Israeli security
forces frequently denied or delayed medical assistance for those shot. On 29
December 2023, a 15-year-old Palestinian boy who was throwing stones at soldiers
inside a military watchtower in Al ‘Eizariya, east of Jerusalem, was shot twice from
inside the watchtower by a soldier who, when the boy shouted for help, shot him
twice more. The boy died shortly afterwards. The use of force in these circumstances
appears unnecessary and, even if force were necessary, lethal force was
disproportionate, rendering the killing unlawful. The shots fired at the boy after his
initial injury raise serious concerns of extrajudicial execution.”

Paragraph 31:

“Israeli security forces intensified the use of air strikes, shoulder-fired missiles and
shelling during a rising number of operations. OHCHR verified the killing of 172
Palestinians, including 27 children and 4 women, in 59 air strikes and of 25 others by
shelling, with serious concerns of unlawful killings, including targeted killings and
extrajudicial executions, alongside wanton destruction of Palestinian homes and
infrastructure and resulting forcible transfer.”

Paragraph 33:

“On 27 August 2024, Israel launched simultaneous operations in the Jenin, Tulkarm
and Tubas governorates, the largest in decades, with the stated intention of thwarting
“terrorism”. Over 10 days, Israeli security forces killed 37 Palestinians, 8 of them
children, in raids involving air strikes, ground-to-ground missiles and live
ammunition. In Jenin camp and the city of Jenin alone, Isracl damaged at least 1,900
housing units and bulldozed approximately 70 per cent of roads, as well as water and
sewerage infrastructure. One Israeli soldier was killed by an improvised explosive
device. The high Palestinian death toll and extensive material destruction appear
incompatible with the human rights standards applicable to such operations.”

Paragraph 34:

“On the evening of 3 October 2024, in the absence of clashes or confrontations and
without warning, an air strike penetrated a three-storey residential building in a
densely populated neighbourhood in Tulkarm refugee camp, probably using at least
one GBU-39 bomb, according to OHCHR analysis. The strike killed 18 Palestinians,
including three children and one woman. At least 12 of those killed were unarmed.
Israel stated that it had killed a “Hamas leader” and other key “terrorists” planning
imminent attacks against Israel, gathered in a cafe on the building’s ground floor. The
use of heavy explosives in an air strike in such a context indicates the disregard of
Israel for its obligations under international human rights law and the likely
commission of unlawful killings.”
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Paragraph 38:

“Israel expanded the practice of punitively demolishing the family homes of
Palestinians accused of carrying out attacks against Israelis, often pending criminal
proceedings. During the reporting period, the Israeli authorities punitively demolished
36 structures, forcibly displacing 158 Palestinians, including 55 children and 55
women. Such demolitions violate international law, including the prohibition of
discrimination, as they are not implemented against non-Palestinians accused of
similar crimes.”

Paragraph 39:

“Israeli authorities continued to undertake other practices potentially constituting
collective punishment, including arbitrary mass detention of Palestinians, among them
family members of “wanted” Palestinians; applying administrative measures to family
members of alleged attackers; and withholding the bodies of 173 Palestinians.”

Paragraph 57:

“The ongoing lack of accountability measures for serious allegations of international
law violations resulting from these structural obstacles has raised serious doubts about
Israeli authorities’ willingness and ability to conduct genuine investigations, as
required by international law.”

Paragraph 62:

“Israeli forces and Hamas and other Palestinian armed groups have committed
violations of international humanitarian law in Gaza, in many cases amounting to war
crimes and other gross violations and abuses of international human rights law. If
committed as part of a widespread or systematic attack directed against a civilian
population, further to a State or organizational policy, such acts may constitute crimes
against humanity. If committed with intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national,
ethnical, racial or religious group, as such, they may also constitute genocide.”

Paragraph 63:

“In the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, there was an intensification of Israeli
measures against Palestinians, which, coupled with pervasive State support for or
collaboration with settler violence, exacerbated the occupation’s stifling impact on
Palestinians’ lives and livelihoods, while deepening the denial of their right to self-
determination.”

Paragraph 64:

“The frequency with which violations have gone unpunished has normalized duty
bearers’ egregious conduct. In Israel, the pervasive and long-standing lack of
accountability and prevailing environment of impunity continued to enable
international law violations, which escalated in the reporting period, with an
unprecedented impact on the lives and rights of Palestinians.”
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National Court - Netherlands

Oxfam Novib et al v The Netherlands
Court of Appeal of The Hague — February 2024

Export of F-35 components to Israel — Legal finding of “clear risk” of serious violations of
IHL

In February 2024, the Court of Appeal in The Hague found that the export of F-35 fighter jet
components, hosted in the Netherlands and destined for Israel, posed a “clear risk” that they
would be used to commit serious violations of international humanitarian law (IHL)—that is,
war crimes. The court ordered the Dutch State to halt the export of these parts. The decision
is currently under appeal before the Supreme Court.

Key excerpts from the decision include:
Paragraph 5.13:

“It is correct in itself that a definitive legal judgment cannot be derived from these
sources on the question of whether Israel has violated international humanitarian law,
but that is not necessary either. After all, the issue in these summary proceedings is
whether there is a 'clear risk' of such violations.”

Paragraph 5.16:

“The court concludes that there are many indications that Israel has violated the
humanitarian law of war in a considerable number of cases. It is correct in itself that a
definitive judicial decision on the question of whether the humanitarian law of war
has indeed been violated in all these cases can only be made if a careful investigation
of the facts has taken place, in which it has also been examined what information the
commander who ordered the attack in question had and could have had. However,
such a definitive decision is not necessary for a judgment on the 'clear risk'. The
assessment of whether a clear risk exists relates to possible future use of the military
goods to be delivered and this involves a certain degree of uncertainty. In estimating
the likelihood of such future use, the conduct of the country of destination in the
recent past will be significant, among other things. It cannot be required that conduct
in the recent past could only play a role in estimating the clear risk if it has been
definitively established that this conduct violated the humanitarian law of war. That
would render the condition that it must be a 'clear risk' largely meaningless.”
Paragraph 5.17:

“The facts show that large numbers of civilian casualties have been caused, including
thousands of children, that thousands of homes have been destroyed, that 'dumb
bombs' are being used, that any residential area is attacked if there is the slightest
indication that terrorist activity is taking place, that previously applied limits with
regard to 'collateral damage' have been extended in the current conflict, that the policy
of warning civilians before an attack has been abandoned, that drinking water
supplies, bakeries and a grain mill have been destroyed, that a hospital (the Al-
Indonesi Hospital) has been bombed and that many of the hospitals in Gaza are no
longer functioning. That this destruction has been inflicted exclusively on military
targets or concerns legitimate 'collateral damage' is not plausible, not only in view of
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its unprecedented scale but also in view of the statements of Israeli soldiers
themselves. On the basis of the foregoing, the court also concludes that the violations
of international humanitarian law for which there is a clear risk are 'serious'.”

NGOs Reports
Human Rights Watch

Extermination and Acts of Genocide: Israel Deliberately Depriving Palestinians in Gaza
December 2024, pp. 28-29

“Human Rights Watch concludes that Israeli authorities have over the past year
intentionally inflicted on the Palestinian population in Gaza ‘conditions of life
calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in part.” This policy,
inflicted as part of a mass killing of Palestinian civilians in Gaza means Israeli
authorities have committed the crime against humanity of extermination, which is
ongoing. This policy also amounts to an ‘act of genocide’ under the Genocide
Convention of 1948.

The crime of genocide requires acts of genocide to be committed with genocidal
intent. The ICJ has said that to infer such intent from a pattern of conduct by the state,
it needs to be ‘the only reasonable inference to be drawn’ from the acts in question.
The pattern of conduct set out in this report together with statements suggesting some
Israeli officials wished to destroy the Palestinians in Gaza may indicate such intent.”

Human Rights Watch

Report on Israel and Palestine — January 2024

“Israeli authorities’ repression of Palestinians, undertaken as part of a policy to
maintain the domination of Jewish Israelis over Palestinians, amount to the crimes
against humanity of apartheid and persecution.”

Amnesty International
The State of the World's Human Rights — April 2024

“Following 7 October, Israeli authorities increased restrictions on freedom of
movement across the occupied West Bank. Israeli authorities deepened the apartheid
system oppressing Palestinians in Israel and the Occupied Palestinian Territories, by
implementing laws and policies of segregation, deprivation and forced displacement.
In Gaza alone, 1.9 million Palestinians were forcibly displaced due to Israeli
offensives, out of a population of 2.2 million. State-backed settler violence increased.
In the Negev/Naqab in southern Israel, Israeli forces continued to demolish Bedouin
homes and whole villages, including one village for the 222nd time. In the West Bank,
Israeli policing operations were the most lethal since 2005, with 110 Palestinian
children among those killed. Detentions of Palestinians without charge or trial reached
record levels. Inside Israel, police sometimes used excessive force and arbitrary
arrests at anti-government demonstrations, and imposed bans on anti-war protests in
Palestinian communities.”
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