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ABSTRACT
This study interrogates Genocidal implications of the Israeli-Palestinian war. The objectives of the study are to determine the extent to which the Israeli Palestinian war breached the genocide convention 1948; to examine how the Israeli defense force strategy of food deprivation in Gaza account for genocide and to investigate whether Hamas invasion of Israel’s Be’eri region account for genocide. It is anchored on Just War Theory propounded by Thomas Aquinas and St Augustine.  Documentary method of data collection, content analysis and exploratory research design were adopted in this research. The findings are: The Israeli-Palestinian War breached core articles of the Genocide Convention; The Israeli Defense Force Strategy of Food Deprivation accounts for genocide and Hamas invasion of the Be’eri region accounts for genocide. The recommendations to the findings are: to revive and redesign the Two-State Solution; a neutral humanitarian corridor should be established and monitored by non-aligned states and a mandatory war ethics training for both state and non-state actors. 
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INTERROGATING THE GENOCIDAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE ISRAELI PALESTINIAN WAR
CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1 BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY
The Israeli Palestinian war or conflict is a conflict that has been seen as unmanageable and impossible to resolve due to its deep-rooted issues such as historical grievances, ethnic tensions, or ideological differences (Morris, 2001). The conflict has also been seen as unmanageable because it has been ongoing for over a century, dating back to the late 19th century with the rise of the nationalist movement between the Jews and the Arabs in the nation and in the mid-20th century when the situation escalated particularly after the establishment of the State of Israel in 1948, leading to series of war and ongoing disputes (Gelvin, 2014). Zionist movement is defined as a political and national movement that emerged during the late 19th century that struggled for the establishment of a Jewish national home in Palestine. It emerged due to the rising rate of anti-Semitism throughout Europe. An Austrian Jewish journalist, Theodor Herzl was convinced that the Jews need to have their own homeland to be free from religious persecution and it is believed that the Zionist movement was the only way for the Jews to escape anti-Semitism (Herzl, 1896). 
Around the early 1900s, Palestine was under the rule of the Ottoman Empire and was mainly populated by Arab communities (Cleveland & Bunton, 2016). 
Many Arab communities resisted the Zionist movement, viewing the arrival of European Jews as a threat to their political rights, cultural identity, and control over land in Palestine (Cleveland & Bunton, 2016). Following the dissolution of the Ottoman Empire following World War I, Palestine joined the United Kingdom, which backed Zionism. As more Jews attempted to flee the Holocaust in Europe during World War II, the Palestinians rose up in rebellion and the Arab-Jewish conflict persisted. After WWII, the Holocaust highlighted the urgent need for a Jewish refuge which led to increased support for the establishment of Israel (Morris, 2001). The Balfour Declaration in 1917 expressed British support for the establishment of a Jewish homeland in Palestine although it did not specify how it would be implemented or boundaries for the homeland (Balfour Declaration, 1917). However, by 1947, the situation in Palestine had become increasingly complex. Britain decided to terminate its mandate and referred the issue to the United Nations. The United Nations General Assembly established a special committee known as the United Nations Special Committee on Palestine (UNSCP) to offer recommendations for the future governance of the territory. It proposed that Great Britain’s erstwhile Palestinian mandate be divided into two separate states, that is, the Jewish and Arab state, which ought to be amalgamated by an economic union. Under the partition, the religious area surrounding Jerusalem was to remain under international control administered by the United Nations (UNGA, 1947). 
It was on November 29, 1947, that the vote took place regarding the plan for partition with 33 votes for adopting the plan and 13 against with 10 abstentions. The Jewish State agreed but the Arab reaction was that they could not accept this accord which they felt was biased towards the Jews and against the Arab inhabitants who shall stay within the Jewish area according to the plan for partition. The Palestinians saw the creation of Israel as a threat to their interests and the rights of the Palestinian people. Israel’s creation as a sovereign independent state officially was declared on May 14, 1948, the day after the British Mandate over Palestine was officially terminated, in accordance with the UN Resolution 181, which is also known as the Partition Resolution (UNGA, 1947).
After the declaration of the state of Israel in 1948 which can be traced back as the modern origin of the Israeli- Palestinian conflict, the Arab countries besieged the newly declared independent state, in order to wipe it out of existence and this led to the War of Independence, also known as the Arab-Israeli war in 1948 where Palestinian Arabs, with the help from Arab states, launched attacks against Israel to seize the entire mandate (Morris, 2001). The conflict involved disputes over land and the desire for self-determination. They were concerned about the loss of land and displacement of Palestinian Arabs. The war lasted from 1948 to 1949. The war led to the displacement of a large number of Palestinians, an event referred to as the Nakba or catastrophe by Palestinians, and this war set the stage for ongoing conflict between Israelis and the Palestinians (Pappe, 2006). After the war of independence, the Palestinians made move to wipe out Israel from the surface of the earth and Israel survived that. In 1967, another war broke out which was the Six-Day War and was the third of the Arab-Israeli wars. The war was brief but a significant conflict between Israel and the neighboring states of Egypt, Jordan, and Syria from June 5th to 10th, 1967. In this conflict, Israel gained control over East Jerusalem from Jordan, the Golan Heights from Syria, Gaza Strip and West Bank from Palestine and the Sinai Peninsula from Egypt (Gelvin, 2014). After the Six-Day war, Israel gained control over these territories and has maintained military occupation in the West Bank. The war altered the political landscape of the Middle East and Israel’s territories increased. Conquest is not seen as a legitimate means of territorial acquisition in International Law so the United Nations called for Israel to withdraw its forces from the territory occupied during the six-day war through Resolution 242 which was adopted on November 22, 1967 (UNSC, 1967). Specifically, the resolution requests that Israel returns to the Pre 1967 border line between her and the Arab Nations.  However, Israel returned only the Sinai Peninsula to Egypt following the Camp David Accords, a peace treaty signed in 1979 which marked a significant step in the “land for peace” approach. The Gaza Strip and West Bank remain under Israeli military occupation. There are roughly 2.3 million people living in the Gaza Strip and Israel has strictly regulated Gaza's airspace and territorial waters since 2007 and has limited the flow of goods into and out of the territory (B’Tselem, 2023). Israel still controls Gaza's borders and airspace despite removing its military and settlements from the territory. One of the main issues in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is still the status and authority of these areas.
The conflict between Israel, Egypt, and Syria in 1973 was another. The conflict is referred to as the October War by Arabs and the Yom Kippur War by Israelis. This ushered in a new reality in the Arab world and changed the face of US foreign policy towards the Middle East (Kissinger, 1999). 
According to Hamas, the reason they took hostages on October 7th, 2023 was for a hostage swap. Since 1967, Israel has detained about 800,000 Palestinians and as of October 7th 2023 Israel has imprisoned 5,000 Palestinians.  Hamas claims it intended to attack Israeli military installations and capture soldiers to put demands on the Israeli government to release thousands of the people of Palestine held captive in Israeli prisons. It was also noted that Hamas’ attack on Israel was in response to Israel’s continued occupation, blockade of Gaza and expansion of settlements (Al Jazeera, 2023). 
Hamas said that there was fault with the raid commanded on Southern Israel but asserted that its fighter only attacked Israeli army personnel and individuals with guns. In a released report that was titled “Our Narrative “, Hamas sought to outline the origins of the surprise assault that it refers to Operation Al-Aqsa Flood. In the first report, Hamas said it was “a necessary step and a normal response to confront all the Israeli conspiracies against the Palestinian people”. (Hamas cited in Al Jazeera 2024 para. 3). 
Israeli officials have charged Hamas fighters with war crimes, such as rape, torture, and mutilation, during the assault. Hamas has vehemently denied claims of mutilation and/or sexual assault. Members of Hamas' armed wing, the Qassam Brigades, have a "religious and moral commitment" to avoid harming civilians, the group claims."If there was any instance of civilians being targeted, it was unintentional and occurred during the conflict with the occupation forces," "Maybe some faults happened" during the attack, it continued, "because of the chaos that was created along the areas near Gaza and the quick breakdown of the Israeli military and security system. "Many Israelis were killed by the Israeli army and police due to their confusion," (Al Jazeera, 2024). 
Israel's campaign of building settlements and Judaizing Palestinian lands in the occupied West Bank and Jerusalem, as well as the killing of thousands of Palestinian civilians between 2000 and the 2023 attack, were among the reasons cited in the report as contributing to the attack (B'Tselem, 2023).
The attack claimed the lives of at least 1,139 people, the majority of whom were civilians, and captured roughly 240 more. In exchange for the release of roughly one hundred of the captives, a seven-day truce in the latter part of November released numerous Palestinian prisoners from Israeli prisons.
Israel responded with a devastating bombardment of Gaza which has been under an Israeli blockade for 17 years, killing more than 25,000 people mostly women and children, according to authorities in the Palestinian territory (Palestinian Health Ministry, 2024). Human rights organizations and Palestinian officials have charged Israel with war crimes in its attack on Gaza (Human Rights Watch, 2024). Since Hamas’ October 7 attack on Israel, Israel’s Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu has urged Gazans to "leave now" and menaced to make the territory a "deserted island" (New York Times, 2023).
The elements of genocide are reflected in the terrible situation in Gaza. Although Israel claims to be targeting only Hamas, it is actually waging a full-scale attack on the entire Gaza population. High civilian casualties are an inevitable consequence of employing high-impact weapons in one of the most populated regions on earth. Israeli military spokesperson Daniel Hagari stated that the army has shifted away from claims of conducting only “precision strikes,” and emphasized that “nowhere in Gaza is considered safe” (Hagari, 2023). In this project topic, the researcher will focus on the genocidal acts of both parties either by way of statement or actions whether during the war or after the war. 
The comment by the members of the Arab world which were a build up to the 1967 six-day war were very good examples of this: 
“We intend to open a general assault against Israel. This will be total war. Our basic aim will be to destroy Israel (Egyptian President Gamal Abdel-Nasser, May 26, 1967). The sole method we shall apply against Israel is total war, which will result in the extermination of Zionist existence (Egyptian Radio, Voice of the Arabs, May 18, 1967). I, as a military man, believe that the time has come to enter into a battle of annihilation (Syrian Defence Minister Hafez al-Assad, May 20, 1967). The existence of Israel is an error which must be rectified. ... Our goal is clear to wipe Israel off the map (Iraqi President Abdur Rahman Aref, May 31, 1967).” 
  Article 5 of the Rome Statute for the International Criminal Court and Article 2 of the Genocide convention are some key legal frameworks that define genocide (Rome Statute 1998; Genocide Convention, 1948). 
	The Genocide Prevention and Punishment Convention (CPPCG) Genocide is prohibited by an international convention, and state parties are required to work toward enforcing this prohibition. According to the Convention, genocide is a crime that can happen during both times of peace and conflict. According to Article II of the Convention, a crime is considered genocide if it is committed with the intention of eradicating a national, ethnic, racial, or religious group entirely or in part. Such as;
 a) Ending the lives of members in the group 
(b) Ensuring that the members of the group go through harm physically or psychologically
(c) keeping the group members in terrible loving conditions intentionally knowing that it can cause complete destruction or partial destruction.
(d) Making rules that eliminates births among the group.
(e) Take the children from one group to another forcefully.
      It is against this background that this study examines “The Genocidal Implications of the Israeli Palestinian war.” 
1.2 Statement of the Problem
Although Carl Von Clausewitz defines war as the extension of diplomacy or politics through alternative channels (Clausewitz, 18320, it doesn’t necessarily mean that the prosecution of war should be genocidal. However, the Israeli Palestinian has proven to be genocidal. The Israeli-Palestinian conflict has lasted for many years and is characterized by frequent acts of violence, population displacement, and regional humanitarian crises that primarily affect Palestinians (Morris, 2001; B’Tselem, 2023). While the conflict has centered on territorial disputes, nationalism, political and security dimensions, there is concern on the intent of actions that may have genocidal features. Regardless of the international legal definitions of genocide, there is still a gap on whether the definitions apply to the aspects of the conflict, most especially with the patterns of targeting civilians, prolonged blockade, etc. This has limited the international society’s ability to address violations and undermines efforts towards justice and accountability. This research work aims to analyze the conflict through the lens of genocide, examining if the actions and intent can be or should be understood as genocide.
As a realist, there is nothing wrong with war because Machiavelli says that a sovereign can go to war for the good of the state (Machiavelli, 1532). However, when a State goes to war with the intention of wiping out an entire nation, that is when it is seen as a problem. Just like Carl Von Clausewitz stated, war is the extension of diplomacy or politics through alternative channel. So based on the thesis of political morality, it is okay to go to war however it becomes a problem when the war becomes genocidal as seen in the Israeli Palestinian war. 
It is against this background that this study interrogates the following research questions. 
1.3ResearchQuestions
1. In what ways do the actions observed in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict constitute violations of the principles outlined in the 1948 Genocide Convention?
2. How has the Israeli Defense Force (IDF) strategy of food deprivation in Gaza account for genocide. 
3. How did Hamas’ invasion of Israeli’s Be’eri region account for genocide. 

1.4 Objectives of the Study
This study has both broad and specific objectives. The broad objective is to “Interrogate the Genocidal Actions of the Israeli Palestinian war. While the specific objectives are: 
1 To determine how the Israeli Palestinian war breached the genocide convention of 1948.  
2. To examine how the Israeli defense force strategy of food deprivation in Gaza account for genocide.
3. To investigate whether Hamas’ invasion of Israel’s Be’eri region account for genocide.

1.5 Significance of the Study 
This study is conceptualized into two significance which are theoretical and empirical/practical significance. For the theoretical significance, the study contends to add to the existing body of knowledge in regards to the area of study “Israeli Palestinian war”. This work will be valuable and important to students of political science and international relations students and scholars. While the empirical significance will be an eye opener for leaders who always want to settle their disputes through war not to be genocidal. It will help them to know the negative effects of being genocidal in war. This work will be a source of guidance for the leaders. 
	In the corpus of literature on war particularly Israeli Palestinian War, this topic will be a source of knowledge for war scholars who are invested in understanding the root cause of intractable wars like the one under study. 
1.6 Scope and Limitations of the Study 
1.6.1 Scope of the Study 
The study has both geographical and content scope. The geographical scope of this study covers countries in the Middle East with particular focus on Israel, Palestine (West Bank, Gaza Strip).
This research focuses on examining the genocidal dimensions of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, specifically analyzing actions by both parties that may contravene the Genocide Convention of 1948. Specifically, it will examine the extent to which Israel and Palestine breached the genocide convention of 1948; ascertain how the Israeli defense force strategy of food deprivation in Gaza account for genocide and to investigate whether Hamas’ invasion of Israel’s Be’eri region account for genocide. 

1.6.2 Limitations of the Study
The major difficulty in this study is access to primary data. Due to the sensitive nature of the conflict, access to official documents, and authentic information is limited. This study also deals on secondary sources like academic literature, media documentation and this reflects different bias.  

1.7 Operational Definition of Terms 
A). War: In this research work, war can be referred to as a sustained and organized armed conflict between states or groups in a region. This has to do with characteristics of large-scale violence, military engagements and political objectives. To be more specific, it involves the prolonged hostilities between the state of Israel and groups in Palestine, which includes both conventional and asymmetrical warfare, and occupation of land. 
B). Genocide: In this research, Genocide according to the 1948 United Nations Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (UNGC), defines Genocide as acts committed with intent to destroy, in whole or part, a national, ethnical, racial, or religious group. It includes killing members of the group, causing serious bodily or mental harm, inflicting conditions of life that is intended to bring about destruction, imposing measures of prevention of births, etc. This definition can be used a framework to analyze if the actions within the Israeli Palestinian conflict meets the criteria. 














CHAPTER TWO
LITERARURE REVIEW

2.0 Introduction
This chapter reviews related literature in line with the subject matter of the study. This review will be done in accordance with the following sub headings:
2.1 Conceptual Review
2.2 Thematic/ Contextual Framework
2.3 Theoretical Review
2.4 Empirical Review
2.5 Gap in Literature Review

2.1 Conceptual Review
- Israeli Palestinian war
- Genocide
2.1.1 Israeli Palestinian war
What is war?
Clausewitz makes the assumption that politics can only involve states in this context and that war is in some ways a reflection of political activity that extends beyond state politics. Clausewitz (1911) defined war as “an act of violence intended to compel our opponents to fulfill our will”, and elsewhere he emphasized the continuity of violence with other political methods: “War is nothing but a continuation of political intercourse, with a mixture of other means.”
Sorel (1912) defined war as a “political act by means of which States, unable to adjust a dispute regarding their obligations, rights or interests, resort to armed force to decide which is the stronger and may therefore impose its will on the other.”
According to Barringer (1944), "one possible mode of policy activity aimed at effectively and favorably resolving an ongoing conflict of interests" is war. In this way, war is only one of many conflict resolution processes; the others include arbitration, mediation, conciliation, negotiation, and adjudication. Therefore, war is a continuation of diplomacy.  
 Rousseau argues that ‘war is constituted by a relation between things, and not between persons, war then is a relation, not between man and man, but between state and state’ (The Social Contract). However, man makes up the state and the nature of man reflects the state of nature. Therefore, war is still a relation between man and man, groups, be it the state or a community. 
Cicero - war in a wide perspective “is a contention by force”, Denis Diderot says that war is “a convulsive and violent disease of the body politic;” Thomas Hobbes indicates that war is also an attitude: “By war is meant a state of affairs, which may exist even while its operations are not continued”. In addition, this means that war can happen even in absence of violent actions or active fighting. War can persist without an active fight, distrust, ideological differences or competition between parties can go on without an ongoing warfare. For example, we have the cold war between the Soviet Union and United States after the Second World War. 
John Keegan, a military historian, gives a useful explanation of the political-rationalist theory of war in his book A History of War.It is presumed to be a peaceful event involving states, with clearly defined beginnings and anticipated ends, combatants that are easy to identify, and a high degree of subordinate obedience.
International law holds that war, in theory, can only occur between sovereign political entities, that is States. Thus, war is a tool for settling conflicts between highest order of political organization's units.
Although each definition has advantages and disadvantages, they are frequently the result of the author's more general philosophical stances. There are other schools of thoughts on the nature of war asides the political-rationalist account. One must be careful not to incorporate a too narrow or normative account of war. 
Regardless of their professional backgroundswhether they are political scientists, historians, sociologists, psychologists, or military analysts’students have generally held the same opinion regarding war as an international or interstate phenomenon. The school of political realism maintains that nation-States can only realize their national interests by demonstrating willingness to fight with the use of wars of different degrees of magnitude as an instrument of national policy to achieve legitimate ends (Lider, 1977; Nobel, 1977). 
According to the Oxford Dictionary, war is defined as "any struggle between living beings; a conflict between opposing forces or principles." This definition transcends the limitations of a political-rationalist notion. It could be non-violent clashes between systems of thoughts or trading companies. Perhaps, this is a broad definition. 
Like the Frankish-German word "Werra," which means confusion, discord, or strife, war undoubtedly causes confusion. Although Clausewitz referred to it as the "fog of war," this does not negate the fact that war is initially planned and organized.
	The Israeli Palestinian conflict, particularly the escalation in 2023, is a complex issue deeply rooted in historical grievances, political ambitions and social dynamics. According to Clausewitz “War is merely the continuation of policy by other means”. Clausewitz as a military theorist also emphasized the importance of understanding war as an extension of political discourse. Conflict is deeply entrenched in political struggles for territory, identity and sovereignty in the war between Israel and Palestine. The creation of Israel in 1948, with the displacement of Palestinians, set the stage for ongoing hostilities. From Clausewitz’s political lens of war, both Israel and Hamas possess distinct political ambitions that propel their military initiatives. 
2.1.2 Genocide
 According to the Genocide Convention, genocide is a crime that can take place both in time of war as well as in time of peace.(UN, 1948).
 Article 1 of the Convention genocide can occur in time of peace and in war times. 	
Article 1
The Contracting Parties affirm that genocide is a crime that they seek to prevent and punish under international law, regardless of whether it occurs during a conflict or during peacetime.
Article II 
Genocide in the present Convention refers to any of the following acts carried out with intention to completely or partially wipe off a national, ethnic, racial, or religious group, as such; 
 a) Killing members of the group.
(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group.
(c) Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in part.
(d) Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group.
(e) Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group.
Article III 
The following acts shall be punishable:
(a) Genocide
(b) Conspiracy to commit genocide
(c) Direct and public incitement to commit genocide
(d) Attempt to commit genocide
(e) Complicity in genocide
Article IV
Whether they are private citizens, public servants, or constitutionally accountable rulers, anyone found guilty of genocide or any of the other crimes listed in article III will face consequences.

Raphael Lemkin first used the term in 1944 in his work on Nazi operations during World War II, characterizing the horror of the Jewish experience in Hitler's Germany. Since then, the Holocaust has come to represent the standard case study for genocide. Lemkin stated, "Genocide is directed against the national group as an entity, and the actions involved are directed against individuals, not in their individual capacity, but as members of the national group."This is fundamental component of the definition of genocide. People were killed or excluded not because they did or said but rather because they belonged and identified with a certain group.Lemkin believed that genocide was a global crime that threatened both world peace and humanity's common values. 
Without restricting genocide to war crimes, Lemkin's recently created term quickly became part of international law.
Genocide is a form of one-sided mass killing in which state or other authority intends to destroy a group, as that group and members in it are defined by the perpetrator” (Chalk & Jonassohn, 1990).
“An act of genocide must be an intentional act in the sense of being directed at a particular group. While it is rare to find explicit manifestations of intent by perpetrators, the perpetrator's action provides evidence of intent” (GIST Pro Bono Project, n.d., p. 2). The perpetrators actions show evidence of intent and it could be in form of words and deeds.  The criminal's intention, the kinds of acts that can be deemed genocidal, the characteristics of the victims of the groups, and The Government's role as the offender are some of the elements that these scholars believe are most essential to the nature of genocide. They consider this definition to be an alternative because the UN definition is unsuitable for historical scholarship due to its flaws.
According to experts, the legal definition of genocidal acts in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is complex because it is very difficult to establish a threshold for genocidal intent. According to Ernesto Verdeja, a professor of genocide at the University of Notre Dame, "one has to prove that the perpetrator not only committed the actions, but they committed the actions with a very specific intention of destroying the group." However, Israel has made statements towards Palestine with the intention to wipe out the group. 
Israeli Defense Minister Yoav Gallant specifically, on October 9, called Palestinians "human animals" when he announced the "total siege". On October 7, Gaza was referred to as the Evil City by the Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu. He called the December 24 Israeli attack a battle against "monsters." "This is a battle between civilization and barbarism; it is not just between Israel and these barbarians," he stated.Israeli President Isaac Herzog said Israel's attack on Gaza is "a war that is intended, really, truly, to save western civilization from an empire of evil" on December 5. By portraying the Palestinians in Gaza as Nazis and the Biblical people of Amalek as an enemy that must be completely destroyed, Netanyahu and other senior Israeli officials have made it apparent that maintaining "Western civilization" requires destroying the Palestinians in Gaza.A genocidal mindset is indicated by this crass and perilous weaponization of religion and the Holocaust. Genocide is always justified and necessary in the minds of those who commit it because they consider themselves to be in imminent danger from the group they are attacking.Israelis currently see their act of genocide against the people of Palestine residing in Gaza in the same way that the Nazis did when they launched a genocide attack on Jews during World War II.
This can be said of the proclamations of the Palestinians and other Arab nations against the state of Israel and vice versa. For example, the comment by the members of the Arab world which were a build up to the 1967 six-day war were very good examples of this: 
“We intend to open a general assault against Israel. This will be total war. Our basic aim will be to destroy Israel (Egyptian President Gamal Abdel-Nasser, May 26, 1967). The sole method we shall apply against Israel is total war, which will result in the extermination of Zionist existence (Egyptian Radio, Voice of the Arabs, May 18, 1967). I, as a military man, believe that the time has come to enter into a battle of annihilation (Syrian Defense Minister Hafez al-Assad, May 20, 1967). The existence of Israel is an error which must be rectified. ... Our goal is clear to wipe Israel off the map (Iraqi President Abdur Rahman Aref, May 31, 1967).”
According to Raz Segal, the director of Stockton University's genocide studies program, the situation in Gaza is "a textbook case of genocide." According to Segal, Israeli forces are carrying out three genocidal acts: "killing; causing serious bodily harm; and measures calculated to bring about the destruction of the group." As proof, he cites the widespread devastation and complete siege of essentials like food, fuel, water, and medical supplies.

2.3 Thematic/Contextual Review;
2.3.1 The Laws of War and the Genocide Convention
	 The Laws of Armed conflict and the Genocide Convention emerged in response to the horrors of World War II that was committed throughout the period known as the Holocaust. The first international agreement to make genocide a crime under both international law and the Laws of Armed Conflict was the Genocide Convention (Geneva Conventions, 1949), was established to regulate armed conflicts. 
The Laws of Armed Conflict was established to regulate conduct of hostilities to minimize human suffering while balancing military necessity. It governs the conduct of war and to limit its effects. Unlike during the time of old when the Marxian theorist Cicero said “During the time of war, the law is silent”. The Laws of Armed Conflict is deeply rooted in Treaties like the Geneva Conventions (1949) and Customary International Law. 
Nonetheless, evidently were several infractions of these Laws of Armed Conflict throughout the years. The difference between soldiers and civilians, as outlined in Additional Protocol 1 of the Geneva Conventions, is one of the fundamental tenets of the Laws of Armed Conflict. The distinction between combatants and civilians is required by Geneva Convention IV (1949) and the Additional Protocol (1977).
Jean Pictet (1958), emphasizes on the principle of Distinction, that it is essential to preserving human dignity during the time of war. He states that the protection of civilians is a legal and moral obligation and any deviation from it, is a grave breach to the Laws of Armed Conflict (Pictet, 1985). Jean Pictet is a key figure in the Red Cross, He emphasized on the need for continuous adaptation of International Humanitarian law (IHL), also known as Laws of Armed Conflict (LOAC): 
	“International humanitarian law must evolve to address new forms of warfare while preserving its core humanitarian principles.”
In his book "Just and Unjust Wars," Michael Walzer, he argues that while war is inherently a moral act, it can be justified in certain areas, mostly when defending against aggression, while also upholding principles of “just” conduct during war. He also argues that the doctrine of “double effect” gives justice to collateral civilian damage under strict conditions, as long as the harm is unintended and proportionate to the military objective. 
“Even in war, certain moral and legal limits must be respected, ensuring both necessity and proportionality.’ (Just and Unjust Wars). 
Military excesses must not lead to disproportionate collateral harm in comparison to military advantage. Yoram Dinstein (2004): 
“The principle of proportionality does not require complete avoidance of civilian harm, but emphasizes that any military advantage must be weighed against potential harm to civilian populations” (Dinstein, 2004).
 David Luban (2014) has criticized Walzer’s approach, saying that it creates loopholes for military excesses, leading to civilian casualties being rationalized rather than prevented. 
Geoffrey Corn (2018) has criticized the application of military necessity, he argues that often times, it is used to justify indiscriminate force, especially in asymmetric warfare where state actors face non-state militant groups (Corn, 2018). Scholars like Mary Ellen O’Connell (2008), aligns with that of Corn, where she states that modern technological warfare, especially drone strikes, most times violates the principle of proportionality because of the difficulty in controlling civilian harm in real-time (O’Connell, 2008). 
There remains a debate in the interpretation and the application of necessity and proportionality in Laws of Armed Conflict. Charles Garraway (2001) defends the principle of proportionality, stating that military necessity is a crucial balancing factor in the effectiveness of warfare which ensures that combatants engage the enemy and still uphold humanitarian considerations (Garraway, 2001). 
	Originally, the Laws of Armed Conflict was made for conflicts between state actors (state-on-state conflict), but contemporary warfare involves non-state actors such as terrorist groups, insurgents. Helen Duffy (2015) states that Laws of Armed Conflict does not regulate these groups effectively, as majority of the provisions assume conflict between formal states military (Duffy, 2015). 
Geoffrey Corn (2010) states:
“Terrorist groups exploit LOAC by blending into civilian populations, complicating compliance with distinction and proportionality.” (The War on Terror and International Law). 
Joon Yoo (2005) argues critically that extending the Laws of Armed Conflict full protections to non-state actors, especially terrorist groups, undermines state security and weakens deterrence against unlawful combatants (Yoo, 2005). 
	The Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (1948) was the first UN human rights Treaty which defined Genocide as actions taken with the intention of eradicating a national ethnic, racial, or religious group, either completely or partially (UNGA, 1948). Under international law, collective punishment — where an entire population is penalized for the actions of a few is clearly banned (Kearney, 2015). However, Raphael Lemkin (1944), coined the term genocide and envisioned it more broadly, adding cultural destruction, but his original concept was omitted during the drafting process. While Lemkin included cultural destruction, the final convention removed this aspect (Moses, 2007). 
“Genocide is a coordinated plan of different actions aiming at the destruction of the essential foundations of the life of national groups, with the aim of annihilating the groups themselves.” (Lemkin, 1944).
William A. Schabas (2009) oppose the legal definition of genocide, arguing that it is restrictive, particularly by excluding political and social groups, noting that was a direct result of Cold War political compromises. 
“The exclusion of political groups was a political compromise, driven by the Soviet Union’s opposition to including political groups-likely to shield Stalinist purges from scrutiny” (Schabas,2016).  William Schabas (2016) argues further;
“Courts tend to demand smoking-gun evidence of genocidal intent, even though most genocidal policies are carried out indirectly.” (The Cambridge Companion to International Criminal Law). 
Critics (Chalk and Jonassohn, 1990) argue that political groups (victims of Stalin’s purges) should have been included. They argue that genocide should not be confined to just four protected groups:
“The focus on national, ethnic, racial, or religious groups is arbitrary; mass killings of political groups, social classes, or cultural communities should also be considered genocidal.” (The History and Sociology of Genocide).  
	There are limitations seen in the UN system, during the failure to prevent genocide in Rwanda (1994) and Bosnia (1995). 
Scholars argue that the inaction of the United Nations during the Rwandan genocide was not due to ignorance, but rather a deliberate choice by influential nations to avoid intervention (Barnett, 2002).
	It is largely agreed by scholars that the Laws of Armed Conflict and the Genocide Convention complement each other but they are distinct in legal regimes and application criteria which leads to different judicial interpretations in conflict scenes. 
2.2 Food Deprivation and the Genocide Convention; Food deprivation has been deliberated on as a means of mass violence and it has gained increasing attention among international scholars, especially vis a vis the 1948 Genocide Convention. Although the Convention does not specifically state starvation or deprivation of food, scholars still debated if such actions can amount to Genocide. “Accordingly, the underlying crime or crimes must be characterized as genocide when committed with the intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group” (GIST Pro Bono Project, n.d., p. 3).

A leading authority on Genocide Law, William Schabas (2009) contends that the Genocide Convention is narrowly framed with his emphasis on intent over outcome. He argues that while starvation may lead to mass death, it only amounts to Genocide if the perpetrator has the intent to destroy a group. Schabas is skeptical during the Holodomor, that the Soviet policies, while brutal and a target, meet the limit of dolus specialist (particular purpose) to destroy the Ukrainians (Schabas, Genocide in International Law, (2009). 
On the other hand, Rapheal Lemkin, who coined the term Genocide, in his broader concept of Genocide included economic and biological destruction such as deliberate food deprivation. He sees the 1932-33 Holodomor as an obvious case of Genocide due to its targeted nature and the intention to destroy Ukrainian cultural and national identity (Lemkin, “Soviet Genocide in Ukraine”, 1953). Historically, starvation has been used as a political and military strategy, it has often been used as a calculated method of group destruction like from the siege warfare and settler colonialism to 20th century genocides including the Holocaust, the American Genocide, the Holodomor in Ukraine and the Cambodian genocide. Scholars have understood such indirect, prolonged method of annihilation like starvation as “genocide by attrition”. this concept explains how policies with the intent of deprivation can destroy a targeted population without the violence often aligned with genocide. Books like Rhoda Howard-Hassmann’s State Food Crimes, which is reviewed in this issue, provide fresh, significant perspectives and studies on the subject. In Sudan, particularly in Darfur, food deprivation was used and has weakened and displaced vulnerable populations, exposing them to death and violence. (Sysyn and Theriault, “introduction: Starvation and Genocide”, 2017). 
David Marcus (2003) recognizes starvation as a tool for genocide. He cites the use of food deprivation in the Siege of Leningrad and the forced famine in Sudan as evidence that starvation is a deliberate means to destroy a group. He advocates for a broader recognition of starvation as a genocidal method when it is about targeted groups and mass death. 
(Marcus, American Journal of International Law, 2003). 
Concerns revolve around the difficulties of finding evidence to prosecute food deprivation as genocide. Proving the intent and linking policy decisions to group destruction is where the problem lies. Antonio Cassese (2003) states that court most times struggle to identify the genocidal intent, especially in cases where famine can be attributed to many causes. (Cassese, International Criminal Law, 2003).
International Law suggests a growing recognition of starvation as war crime and an act of genocide under some conditions. The International Criminal Court and the International Law Commission both emphasized the criminality of starvation as a weapon. 
 Food deprivation, with intent and targeting of a group, can fit the legal concept of genocide. As International Law evolves, especially with the criminalization of food deprivation as war crime, there will be need for a clearer framework to address famine as a tool of mass atrocity. 
2.3 Invasion as an act of Genocide; It is argued by scholars that invasion may constitute genocide when it is done with the intent of eliminating a group. Genocide is not just the annihilation of individuals but destruction of social relations. When invasion is used with the intention of destroying a group's social fabric—whether through murder, displacement, or forced assimilation—it is a tool for genocide. (Feierstein, Genocide as Social Practice, 2014). 
	Mark Levene (2005) suggests that state-led invasions sometimes have genocide when they seek to enforce homogeneity by violently erasing difference. The structure of modern invasions, particularly ideological, racial, or nationalistic underpinnings, can mean genocide even when mass killing is absent. In other words, when a country invades another, it tries to create uniformity of culture by getting rid of differences among the people. Even though outright mass killing is not involved, genocide can happen subtly or gradually, especially when it is modern invasions motivated by race or nationalism. This can be very damaging and can erase the unique characteristics of a race or group over time, by making the group adopt a dominant culture which can lead to suppression or disappearance of their original identity. (Levene, Genocide in the Age of the Nation State, 2005). 
	Claudia Card (2003), also suggests the destruction of culture, language, and communal bonds to be as lethal as physical extermination. Invasions that lead to destruction of the environment like - deforestation, pollution, can lead to genocide especially for indigenous communities whose identity is closely tied to land. (Card, Genocide and Social Death, 2003). 
Nick Estes (2019), talks about the U.S. government’s invasion of indigenous territories for projects such as the Dakota Access Pipeline as an act of slow genocide. This is because environmental degradation and dispossession affect the indigenous way of life. (Estes, Our History is the Future, 2019). 
	Settler colonial studies have also shown links of genocide. Patrick Wolfe (2006), argues that Settler Colonialism operates through a logic of elimination. It is the erasure of indigenous societies and replacing them with a settler population. This is applicable to colonization of North America, Australia, and Palestine, where settlers have taken land from the indigenous people. (Wolfe 2006, Settler Colonialism and the Elimination of the Native). 
Lorenzo Veracini (2010), in Settler Colonialism: A Theoretical Overview, highlight that settler invasions are fundamentally genocidal because they require the eradication of indigenous cultures and people to legitimize their settlers’ claim to the land. 
	Invasion can serve as both a mechanism of genocidal process and not mass killings alone. Although legal frameworks have been slow to adapt. The Genocide Convention defines genocide narrowly, focusing on physical destruction. The ability to prove intent is also a struggle. However, The International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY), in the case of Prosecutor V. Kristic (2001), found that the invasion and occupation of Srebrenica constituted genocide because of the intent to destroy the Bosniak population in part. This ruling opened a path for recognizing invasion not just as a context but as a constituent act when coupled with evidence of intent, although it remains limited by reluctance of states and international bodies. 
2.3 Theoretical Review;
	The Laws of Armed Conflict (LOAC), also referred to as International Humanitarian Law (IHL), which were ratified under important legal documents such as the 1949 Geneva Conventions and Additional Protocols, form the basis of the theory used in this study, "Interrogating the Genocidal Implications of the Israeli Palestinian War." The major reason for the adoption of this theory also lies in the critical thought of the researcher to know how belligerent actions of both parties that goes against the LOAC, affect the non-combatants and civilians during war. 
On this note, we shall analyze in detail the theory of Jus ad bellum and Jus pos bellum of the LOAC, in relations to the genocidal acts of both parties in the Israeli-Palestinian War. 
A) Jus ad bellum (Law/justice before the war): This theory essentially is a recognition of the fact that for a state to declare war on another state, it must follow certain rules and according to International Law the rules are: 
i. Principle of Just Cause
ii. Principle of self defense
iii. Will it bring about peace?
iv. Is it the last resort?
v. Was it declared by a legitimate authority?
	However, in the Israeli Palestinian war, both parties have acted in relations to their interests over the years and disregarded the principles of the Jus ad bellum theory. For a state to declare war on another state, it must be for a just cause. It could be to protect its National Interest or when its territorial integrity is endangered. The state of Israel has had a just cause to declare war on Palestine because its territorial integrity was breached by Palestine over the years. The six-day war, war of Independence, the October 7 war and so on has caused Israel to go to war with Palestine. However, both parties have failed to try other forms of peaceful diplomacy like negotiation, arbitration, litigation, reconciliation. These options should be explored before a state goes to war with another state. “War is a mere continuation of policy by other means” (Clausewitz, 1966, p. 23).
	The Laws of Armed Conflict depicts the actions of both parties in favor to their interests and going against International Humanitarian Law. For non-combatants the LOAC protects their rights against belligerents in time of war and the LOAC guides and ensures that belligerents act accordingly before, during or after war. 
A) Jus pos bellum (Law/Justice after the war): This theory has to do with the 5 principles that guides belligerents after a war. 
i. Status quo ante bellum
ii. Punishing war crimes
iii. Compensation for victims of war
iv. Demilitarization, Demobilization and Reconstruction (DDR)
v. Peace Treaty
	In his article Jus Post Bellum as a key to Sustainable Peace After War, Noel Mfuranzima defined it as a set of legal principles intended to govern the time between armed conflict and a fair and durable peace. The conclusion of armed conflict and the beginning of peacetime are determined by this critical post-conflict period. In this theory, holding parties to the conflict accountable, prosecuting criminals and other measure for reconstruction are important. In the six-day war, Israel after it defeated 5 Arab nations, took control of the territories of these nations even after the U.N Security Council passed a Resolution 242, demanding Israel to return the territories it took from the nations during the war. It is clear that the effects of armed conflict cannot be adequately addressed by the current provisions of international humanitarian law. It is necessary to address the trauma brought on by the armed conflict, guarantee independent transitional justice, compensate victims, safeguard the defeated, and maintain the balance of power for the winners.	Another theory adopted for this research topic is the Attitude theories, most especially Daniel Katz Functional Attitude Theory (FAT) of 1960. This Theory is deployed by the researcher to critically understand how beliefs and opinions of both parties in the Israeli Palestinian conflict were formed and why they have refused to back down or change their ideological view of the other over several decades. The ancient hatred both parties have for each other have caused the mutual annihilation attempt of both parties.  
It must be acknowledged that there are certain attitudes that have formed overtime between Israel and Palestine that has caused this mutual feeling of annihilation between the parties. This is as a result of beliefs and opinions which has influenced violent behaviors from both parties. 

Katz (1960) defined attitude as a “predisposition of an individual to evaluate some symbol or object or aspect of his world in a favorable or unfavorable manner.” These are usually products of held beliefs and opinions by individuals or groups in societies which determines behavioral effects towards certain objects or other individuals. Ipsos Encyclopedia (2016), “a favorable or unfavorable evaluative reaction toward something or someone, exhibited in one’s beliefs, feelings, or intended behavior.” This is to say that individuals or groups hold onto certain attitudes that are favorable to them and disregard any attitude if unfavorable towards their cause. Katz asserts in this attitude theory that at the level of psychology, the “reasons for holding onto or for changing attitudes are found in the functions they perform for the individual” (Katz, 1960). Therefore, the reason(s) for the mutual annihilation of the parties, Israel and Palestine, is found in the attitude of both parties towards each other, hence the genocidal actions and genocidal nature of the conflict. For both parties, the beliefs, attitudes and opinions held with regard to the creation of the state of Israel and the ownership of the Palestinian land as well as other general relations with each other is still largely favorable to them, therefore, would not change anytime soon. Katz outlined in his 1960 work, the functions: Adjustment (instrumental) function, ego-defensive function, value expressive function and knowledge function. For the purpose of this research work, we will examine the work through the functional attitude theory lens, the ego-defensive function and the adjustment function. In FAT, Katz acknowledges that an individual tends to hold onto a belief or attitude in order to give meaning to what would otherwise be chaotic and meaningless (Jones, 2011). 
Of these functions, we shall look at how the ego-defensive function and the adjustment function is pertinent in analyzing the genocidal implications of the Israeli Palestinian Conflict.
A.  Ego-defensive function: this function explains how attitudes may shield individuals or groups from guilt, psychological discomfort. In an asymmetrical violence or civilian suffering, ego-defensive attitudes emerge in form of, denial of human rights violations or civilian casualties, minimization of suffering and blame displacement. For example, framing Palestinians as being Soley responsible for their condition because of Hamas or terrorism. These mechanisms shield collective conscience from recognizing genocidal patterns like forced displacement, mass targeting of civilian infrastructure and use of starvation as a war tool. Katz argued that, ego-defensive attitudes are not necessarily rational but it serves to preserve psychological stability (Katz, 1960). This may prevent the acknowledgement of outcomes of genocides like the long-term degradation of living conditions in the West Bank and Gaza, and the destruction of cultural and national identity. This function explains denial, rationalization, and victim blaming as dominant attitudes, enabling systematic harm while protecting collective identity from moral dissonance. 
B. The adjustment function: This feature is an acknowledgmentof how people gain rewards or avoid punishments. In the Israeli Palestinian Conflict, it is of benefit to both parties to continue the exhibition of their current attitudes or beliefs because a shift in attitude will not be in the best interest of the state and its National Interests. A shift in attitude by one of the parties can end up being favorable to one and unfavorable for the other. For instance, Palestine has seen the creation of the State of Israel and a threat to its citizens, territorial integrity, and national interests and has sworn to annihilate them. A change in belief is not an option but if there were to be a change, it will therefore be favorable to the Jews as they will succeed in their goal of having a Homeland, they call their own after the persecution they faced all over Europe, mostly during the Second World War. This leaves it unfavorable to Palestine as it amounts to loosing significant portion of their territory to strangers. In this function, attitudes acquired are either as a means of reaching a desired goal or avoiding an undesirable or unfavorable goal.

2.4 Empirical Review
Makinde, Taiwo-Ayodele and Enwere (2023), in their study titled Examining the Role of the United Nations in the Israeli-Palestinian Crisis: 2000 - date, conducted research, examining the historical roots of the conflict between both parties, Israel and Palestine. It highlights the British and French colonial interests and the Balfour Declaration impact. The focus of this study is on the role of the United Nations in the conflict from 2000 to 2015. A historical and document analysis method was used by the authors to find that while the United Nations made efforts at mediation, the impact was limited by political divisions and lack of enforcement power. 

Hall (2023), in her study ISRAELI PALESTINIAN CONFLICT, adopts an interdisciplinary approach integrating history, political science, and sociology perspectives to analyze the conflict of the parties, Israel and Palestine. It examines historical narratives, cultural identities and political decisions to have an understanding of the root cause of the conflict and sustaining dynamics. The research utilizes qualitative analysis to explore innovative pathways to peace, ultimately proposing a three-state solution. It was concluded with a suggestion that this model could offer a viable framework for resolving the enduring conflict. 
Bourdon and Boudana (2016), in their work Controversial Cartoons in the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict: Cries of Outrage and Dialogue of the Deaf, analyzed the controversies surrounding sixteen cartoons that are related to the Israeli Palestinian conflict, which were published in nine Western countries between 2001 and 2014. Adopting E.D. Hirsch’s framework distinguishing a text’s “meaning” (author’s intent) from its “significance” (conceptual reception), it was examined by them on how critics and defenders interpret these cartoons differently. This research utilizes qualitative content analysis to assess rhetorical elements like antisemitic stereotypes, the use of the Star of David, and historical analogies. It considers four contextual interpretation levels: the cartoon genre, the cartoonist’s reputation, intertextual references, and audience sensitivities. They concluded that the debates often result in a “dialogue of the deaf”, with limited mutual understanding. It suggests that their methodological approach can be applied to analyze similar controversies in political media. 

Adenyi (2019), in his study an Appraisal of the Politics of Israeli and Palestine Conflict using Intractable Conflict Theory, he applies intractable conflict theory, supported by Enemy System Theory, to examine the persistent Israeli Palestinian conflict. This research discovers key factors perpetuating the conflict, which includes territorial disputes and the hegemonic interests of super powers, especially the United States. With the use of documentary sources and content analysis, this study discovers that past peace efforts have failed as a result of mutual mistrust and lack of commitment among the parties involved. The study was concluded by recommending the enforcement of the 1947 UN Resolution 181, advocating for a two-state solution, and urging the U.S. to reduce its hegemonic influence to facilitate a peaceful resolution.

In their article "Palestinian-Israeli Conflict: A Study on Peace Agreements and Future Mediators," Ismail and Osman (2023) examine the ongoing failures of peace agreements in the conflict between Israel and Palestine and discuss the need for a thorough reevaluation of previous approaches. Qualitative analyses of historical peace efforts and mediation approaches was employed; the research identifies the competing interests of involved parties and the influence of major powers as significant obstacles to lasting peace. The authors advocate for the identification of suitable mediators and a holistic approach to diplomacy, suggesting that a combination of simultaneous and sequential strategies that involves stakeholders could facilitate mutual reconciliation and contribute to global stability. 

Khan et al (2023), in their study Deciphering the Relevance of United Nations and International Law in Peace Efforts: A Case Study of Palestine-Israel Conflict examines the enduring Israeli Palestinian conflict through international law and the involvement of global institutions. Adopting a qualitative approach and extensive literature review, this work assesses the effectiveness of entities like the United Nations, International Court of Justice, and International Criminal Court in their mediation of the conflict. Significant challenges, including political biases and enforcement limitations, that hinder these organizations’ abilities to resolve the dispute was identified by the authors. The study concluded that for international law to play a pivotal role in achieving peace, that there must be enhanced commitment from international actors and reforms to bolster the impartiality and enforcement capabilities of these institutions. 

In their study The Interplay of the United States and the Muslim World in the Israel-Palestine Conflict: A Complex Web of Interests and Tensions, Farooq and Muntaz (2024) look at the competing interests of the US and the Muslim world in order to find out who is involved in the conflict between Israel and Palestine. Using qualitative case study, the study examines historical, political and ideological factors that shape the relationships. This research finds that the U.S.’s unwavering support for Israel’s security and territory claims has often led to the marginalization of Palestinian interests, leading to an increase in anti-American sentiment within the Muslim world. This has complicated U.S. efforts to keep their access to sources of power and their local impact. It concludes that the U.S. must adopt a more leveled approach, promote a two-state solution and encourage communication founded on respect and understanding in order to bring about enduring peace in the area.
Bashir (2024), in his work titled United Nation’s Role in Conflict Resolution: An Analysis of Palestine-Israel Conflict evaluates the United Nations’ efforts in resolving the conflict between Israel and Palestine, with emphasis on the limitations of its role due to political dynamics within the Security Council. With qualitative approach, relying on literature and official UN documents, the study uses inductive analysis to assess the United Nations' decisions. Research shows that the U.S, as a Security Council permanent member, consistently has blocked binding resolutions through its veto power since 1967, thereby restricting the UN’s role largely to humanitarian aid. It was concluded in this study that without renewed global cooperation and unbiased engagement from all parties, especially the powers with great influence, the UN’s peacekeeping role in this conflict will remain ineffective. 
Ogbuka, Ezechi, Okonkwo, Onyishi (2022), in their work The Israeli Palestinian conflict and the Middle East Peace Processes: An Analyses of Peace Process Spoilers. They analyze the persistent Israeli Palestinian conflict, attributing its intractability to deliberate and inadvertent actions by the parties and external actors that undermine peace efforts. Daniel Katz’s Functional Attitude Theory was utilized, and the study examines how entrenched attitudes and behaviors contribute to the failure of peace processes. The authors identify various “spoilers”, including internal factions and international influences that derail negotiations. They conclude that overcoming deep-seated mistrust and cultural suspicions is essential for meaningful dialogue and lasting peace in the region. 

2.5 GAP IN LITERATURE
In light of the above literature that have examined or captured the concepts of war, genocide and genocide convention, and genocidal acts, decades if not centuries ago by scholars, cases like - The International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY), in the case of Prosecutor V. Because of the plan to exterminate the Bosniak population, as well as the colonization of North America, Australia, and Palestine, where settlers have stolen land from the native population, Kristic (2001) concluded that the invasion and occupation of Srebrenica amounted to genocide. (Wolfe 2006, Settler Colonialism and the Elimination of the Native), The U.S. government’s invasion of indigenous territories for projects such as the Dakota Access Pipeline as an act of slow genocide.  (Estes, Our History is the Future, 2019) and the 1932-33 Holodomor as an obvious case of Genocide due to its targeted nature and the intention to destroy Ukrainian cultural and national identity. (Lemkin, “Soviet Genocide in Ukraine”, 1953). 
This study is unique because it focuses on the genocidal implications of the Israeli Palestinian war. Specifically, Palestine have been told to evacuate their ancestral territory, leaving their lineage, heritage, identity and move to a land where they will be a minority. This is the height of genocide and the gap that this study intends to fill. 


CHAPTER THREE
METHODOLOGY
3.1 Theoretical Framework
JUST WAR THEORY 
INTRODUCTION 
This research work is analyzed on the International Law theory known as the Just War Theory (JWT).  This Just War Theory is known to have its foundational roots in prominent scholars or thinkers like Thomas Aquinas and St. Augustine, particularly within the custom of Christian just theory of conflict. Hugo Grotius integrated just war principles into international law. Although it has evolved, it has contemporary scholars like Micheal Walzer who has shaped this field in his work, “Just and Unjust Wars”.  By making sure that those engaged in war accept responsibility for their actions, the modern just war theory seeks to guarantee justice through the three dimensions of war (Walzer 1977, p. 288).The just war theory is a branch of military ethics that seeks to establish the morality of war by establishing certain standards that must be fulfilled in order for a conflict to be deemed just. It has also been referred to as an ethical framework that establishes the boundaries of international relations and establishes when a state is allowed to wage war.
	ASSUMPTIONS OF THE THEORY
Formally, the theory was understood to consist of two general guidelines that states must take into account before launching any kind of military conflict. They are Jus in bello (justice during the war) and Jus ad bellum (justice prior to war). But as the third principle, Jus post bellum (Justice after the war) was introduced.
The Just War Theory of jus ad bellum is debated by leaders on if they should engage in a war or not. For a state to declare war on another state, it must follow certain principles/rules. According to International Law guidelines the rules are:
(a) Is the war being waged for self-defense or a just cause?
(b) Will it bring about peace? 
(c) Was it declared by a Lawful Power?
(d) Is it the final option? 
In the international system, a state may declare war on another state if these principles have been taken into account.  Nonetheless, states prioritize ensuring justice during the course of war when it is declared. During the conduct of the war, there are rules that apply and should be observed. This is contrary to the Cicero maxim that says “Inter armasilente leges” (during the time of war, the law is silent). this is no longer the case as there are rules that regulate warfare both at the international and domestic level. The JWT of jus in bello requires states to observe these following principles: 
(a) Principle of distinction
(b) Principle of proportionality
(c) Principle of military necessity
(d) Following orders is not an excuse
These principles are expected to be strictly observed to ensure justice during warfare. Then after a war has ended, there are 5 principles to adhere to;
(a) Status quo ante bellum
(b) Punishing war crimes
(c) Compensation for victims of war
(d) Demilitarization, Demobilization and Reconstruction (DDR)
(e) Peace Treaty
APPLICATION OF THE THEORY
	For the purpose of this research work, the researcher deploys the Just War Theory of jus in bello and jus post bellum. In jus in bello, the Israeli Palestinian conflict has failed to follow these basic principles;
A UN fact-finding mission led by Judge Richard stated in the 2009 Goldstone Report that Israeli forces' destruction during a military operation was caused by their disdain for the basic distinction principle in international humanitarian law, which mandates that belligerents/combatants make a distinction between military targets and civilian populations. The mission learned that the Operation Cast Lead, which is the code name for all Israeli military operation, destroyed homes, public structures, educational facilities (school), industries, wells, hospitals and police stations. Given the capacity to plan and carry out the plans using the most advanced technology and the Israeli military's claims that virtually no mistakes were made, it is evident that the incidents and patterns of events in this report are the consequence of careful planning and policy choices.The report's Chapter XI details several instances in which Israeli forces carried out "direct attacks against civilians with lethal outcome." A mosque was targeted during prayer, killing fifteen people, and attacks on the Samouni neighborhood in Zeitoun, south of Gaza City, are among the incidents.Another incident is the deliberate and direct assault on Gaza City's Al Quds Hospital and nearby ambulance depot.  On July 30, 2014, Israel artillery struck the Jabaliya primary school for girls in Gaza, which was a designated UN shelter for displaced civilians. Despite the UN providing coordinates of the school to the Israeli military 17 times.  
Additionally, Amnesty International has documented indiscriminate, illegal attacks that have resulted in a large number of civilian casualties. Due to Israel's illegal 16-year blockade, Gaza is now the largest open-air prison in the world. Amnesty International concentrated on five illegal attacks that targeted a public market, a family home, a refugee camp, and buildings. It was also found that by failing to provide Palestinian civilians with adequate warning before attacks, and in certain instances, no warning at all, there were no preventative measures that could be taken. With 16 years of Israeli’s obstructions, Gaza's finances are in ruins and its medical infrastructure is in near ruins.
Five Israeli attacks were investigated, which took place between 7 and 12th October in the Gaza Strip.  Between 2012 and 2022, amnesty collected evidence and testimonies from fieldworkers in Gaza. Israeli forces attacked a three-story housing structure in the al-Zeitoun neighborhood of Gaza City at approximately 8:20 p.m. on October 7. At the time of the attack, there was no advanced warning or indication of military targets in the area. and 15 family members—seven of them children—were killed.The Nuseirat base for refugees in the heart of the Gaza Strip was hit by an Israeli airstrike on October 8. At 10:30 a.m. on October 9, Israeli airstrikes hit a market in the Jabalia base for refugees, killed at least 69 people just a few mile north of Gaza City.
Palestinian armed groups, have also been accused of violating the jus in bello theory through its launching of rockets indiscriminately into civilian areas in Israel, failing to adhere to the principle of Distinction (International Committee of the Red Cross [ICRC], 2021). Although, the imbalance of power, especially that of Israel’s technological and military superiority, complicates the analysis when compared to Palestine. It is argued by scholars that when state actors disproportionately harm civilians, especially within occupied territories, the ethical breach is compounded by structural conditions of domination (Walzer, 2006; Erakat, 2019). 
	The principle of military necessity is enshrined in the preamble of the 1868 St Petersburg Declaration, which states that “the only legitimate object which states should endeavor to accomplish during war is to weaken the military forces of the enemy” and that “for this purpose it is sufficient to disable the greatest number of men”. According to Article 57 of Additional Protocol 1 to the Geneva Convention, combatants and military objects are targets of attack in a war. Israel on the other hand has targeted civilian infrastructures instead of achieving solely, the principle of military necessity. 
	The proportionality principle refers to a harmony between the giving and the receiving during a war. This conflict had a gap or lack of balance in Israel’s response in the Gaza Strip to counter Hamas’ rocket attacks within the sovereign territory of Israel. The mass killings call for proportionality, and what number of civilians Israel is willing to kill in order to eliminate one Hamas operative.
	In the application of the jus post bellum theory in this research work, violations seen are dated to as far back as the late 1900s. In the Israeli Palestinian conflict, the cases of persistent blockade policies on Gaza, growth of territories in The West Bank, and refusal of return or reparations for displaced Palestinians raise serious concerns and violate the theory of jus pos bellum.
In the principle of status quo ante bellum, it is required that after a war has been fought, the state of things before the war be returned. However, after Israel defeated the 5 Arab nations in the six days war which occurred on the 5th of June 1967, Resolution 242 of the UN Security Council called for Israel to give back the lands it had seized from the Arab countries during the conflict. The resolution requests Israel to return to the pre 1967 border line between her and the Arab nations. Regardless of this, Israel has maintained occupation of the Gaza Strip.
Currently, some statements by certain world leaders like Donald Trump saying that - the US should take control of the territory, move its people and redevelop it. Suggesting that Gaza’s 2.3 million population be moved to Egypt, Jordon and even Somalia, arguing that they would be better off. "After Israel and Hamas have finished fighting, Israel should hand over the Gaza Strip to the United States." The notion that Gaza is a threat to Israeli security and that eradicating any potential future threats is a major goal of the current conflict has post bellum consequences, according to Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, who praised the idea as innovative. Given this assertion, the war is already having an impact on post bellum.
There has been absence of legal accountability, including a lack of prosecutions by the Israeli state and obstacles faced by international organizations like the International Criminal Court (ICC), undermines the justice of jus post bellum (ICC, 2021; Akram, 2020). These events hinder the prospects for an adequate reconciliation and may contribute to a continuation of violence that aligns with elimination, often regarded to as genocide.
This is not the first war between the parties Israel and Palestine. There have been several peace treaties like the Kamp David Accord, Oslo Accords, Abraham Accords by the United States administration. Once there is a peace treaty, post bellum is said to have set in. 
	With the application of this theory, this study highlights how repeated violations reflect domination and dehumanization. This framework helps us to interrogate patterns like disproportionate force, civilian targeting, and post conflict marginalization and how they may contribute to genocide, especially when viewed over time (Veracini, 2010). 
3.2 Research Hypothesis 
1. The Israeli Palestinian war breached the genocide convention of 1947.
2. The Israeli Defense Force strategy of food deprivation in Gaza accounts for genocide.  
3. Hamas invasion of Israel’s Beri region does not account for genocide. 

3.3 Research Design 
A strategy, preconceived plan, or framework selected to logically integrate the various study components is referred to as a research design.
This study adopts an Exploratory research design. Exploratory research design is a type of research methodology approach that investigates research questions that have little or no in-depth study or knowledge. This research design approach is studied to gain a better understanding of the existing research question, explore new ideas and determine if further research is feasible. Exploratory research can be used when the researcher has a specific question or a general idea to study but there is no preexisting knowledge to study with. It is often referred to as interpretive or a grounded theory approach due to the fact that it is flexible and open-ended. It is often qualitative and primary in nature although it can be quantitative as well. 
This method will explore the subject matter, to know if the actions of both parties, Israel and Palestine constitute genocide or not and then expand knowledge in the aspect. 

3.4 Method of Data Collection
A Documentary method of data collection was adopted from both primary and secondary sources in this research work. This involves gathering and analyzing data from already existing documents such as court rulings, academic literature, treaties, official reports, etcetera, that are related to the subject matter. The documents/data are sourced from both primary and secondary data. 
Primary source of data are original documents, they are uninterpreted, and they provide direct evidence about the study. Dörmann (2003) explains that the Rome Statute defines war crimes to include acts such as attacks on civilians, starvation as a method of warfare, and targeting protected persons, all of which may be relevant in assessing the conduct of both parties. The primary sources include international legal instruments such as; Geneva Conventions, the Rome Statute, etc.; resolutions from the United Nations; reports from Amnesty International, human rights organization or even statements directly gotten from both parties involved in the conflict, i.e. statements and declarations from Israeli and Palestinian leaders or institutions. While secondary sources on the other hand are materials that interpret, examine or criticize the primary documents such as scholarly journal articles and academic literature written by legal scholars, political analysts, historians, and so on. 
The documents selected are guided by how relevant, credible or how well it aligns with the objectives of this research. 

3.5 Method of Data Analysis
Data collected for this research work is analyzed using qualitative content analysis because of its capacity to interpret textual data drawn from legal texts/documents, human rights reports and academic literature. It allows systematic examination of meaning, patterns and contextual relationships of themes related to the Israeli Palestinian conflict and genocide. 


	S/N
	Research Questions
	Hypothesis 
	Major Variables
	Empirical Indicator
	Method of Data Collection 
	Sources of Data
	Method of Data Analysis

	1. 
	How has the Israeli Palestinian war breached the genocide convention of 1948
	The Israeli Palestinian war breached the genocide convention of 1948
	X 
Israeli Palestinian war 






Y 
Breach of the genocide convention of 1948
	(a) Reports of civilian casualties and death tolls from UN. 
(b)  Amnesty report of at least 53,573 Palestinians killed and an estimate of 1,139 Israeli’s killed. 




(a) Food deprivation
(b) Targeting and bombing of hospitals, schools, place of worship
(c) Blockades and policies aimed to destroy groups. 
	Using a documentary approach to gather information from main and supplementary materials
	International legal documents and human rights organizations are examples of firsthand sources. Alternative sources include scholarly literature, journal articles, the internet, and more. 
	Qualitative content analysis 

	
	How has the Israeli Defense Force (IDF) 

strategy of food deprivation in Gaza account for genocide 
	The Israeli Defense Force strategy of food deprivation in Gaza accounts for genocide
	X 
Israeli Defense Force strategy of food deprivation 
in Gaza



Y
Account for genocide 
	(a) Israeli Defense Force policy statements restricting supplies. 
(b) UN assessments of famine conditions. 







(a) Intent to use starvation as a means of collective punishment. 
	Documentary method of data collection from both sources, main and additional

	Main sources which include International legal instruments, human rights organizations and additional  sources like journal articles, academic literature, internet, etc. 
	Qualitative content analysis 

	
	How did Hamas invasion of Israeli’s Beri region account for genocide
	Hamas invasion of Israeli’s Beri region does not account for genocide
	X 
Hamas’ invasion of Israeli’s Be’eri region


Y 
Does not account for genocide
	(a) Governmental reports on attacks in the Be’eri region.  
(b) Eyewitnesses accounts of mass killings. 




(a) No incitement of genocidal intent. 

	Documentary method of data collection from both sources, main and additional

	Main sources which include International legal instruments, human rights organizations and additional sources like journal articles, academic literature, internet, etc. 
	Qualitative content analysis 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


TABLE 1
3.6 Logical Data Framework
CHAPTER FOUR
DATA ANALYSIS AND HYPOTHESIS TESTING
4.1 The Israeli Palestinian War breached the genocide convention of 1948
In contrast to other types of war, murder, violence, discrimination, and repression, genocide has been identified by scholars as a distinct crime. Genocidal acts seek to disrupt a population's social existence rather than merely subdue or contain it. For the purpose of this hypothesis, the researcher focuses on the “breach of the genocide convention.”
The Genocide Convention says so. Genocide is a crime that can occur during both times of peace and conflict (United Nations, 1948).
According to Article 1 of the Convention, genocide can happen during both times of peace and conflict. 
Article 1 Regardless of whether it takes place during a time of peace or war, the Contracting Parties affirm that they promise to stop and penalize genocide as a crime within international law. 
Article II Genocide is defined by the current Convention as any of the following actswith the intention of destroying a national, ethnic, racial, or religious group entirely or in part:
a) Ending the lives of members in the group 
(b) Ensuring that the members of the group go through harm physically or psychologically
(c) keeping the group members in terrible loving conditions intentionally knowing that it can cause complete destruction or partial destruction.
(d) Making rules that eliminates births among the group.
(e) Take the children from one group to another forcefully.
Article III
The acts below have to be punished:
Genocide
(f) Genocide cooperation 
(g) blatant visible provocation to engage in genocide 
(h) genocide plan 
(i) genocide participation
Article IV
Whether they are private citizens, public servants, or constitutionally accountable rulers, anyone found convicted of any of the offenses mentioned in the article III, including genocide will face consequences.
Prominent scholars, advocates, human rights authorities, have made claims that Israel’s policies and actions towards the people of Palestine accounts for genocide and has breached the genocide convention of 1948. In respect to the creation of the state of Israel, scholars have debated whether the settlement of Jews and the displacement of Palestinians in Mandate Palestine could be considered genocide. The history of the Israeli Palestinian conflict extends as far back as 1948, the creation of the state of Israel. This is an event the Palestinians commemorate as the Nakba or Catastrophe because approximately 750,000 Palestinians were forcibly displaced and over 400 villages were destroyed by Zionist militias during the Arab-Israeli War/ War of Independence from 1948-1949.  Hence, setting the stage for a decades-long conflict characterized by military occupation, cyclical violence and settler expansion. Martin Shaw (2010) discusses the 1948 events in the context of genocide studies, highlighting the mass killings and expulsion of Palestinians. 
According to Article II (c) of the genocide convention, which prohibits “deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in part,” the prolonged belligerent occupation of the West Bank, including East Jerusalem and the Gaza Strip by Israel can be interpreted as imposing life conditions on the Palestinian people, to erode their national identity, territorial integrity, and physical survival as a group and is a transgression of Article II (c) of the convention. This occupation and blockade, for over 5 decades, exceeds the temporary military occupations imagined by international humanitarian law but has become a regime of permanent control. Ilan Pappe, an Israeli historian describes this as an “incremental genocide”, through which the destruction of Palestinian people is carried out through series of sustained, state-sanctioned policies aimed at annihilating Palestinian national identity and presence rather than through a single catastrophic act. Policies such as the normalization of annexation, forced displacement, settlement expansion and the denial of self-determination, violates the conventions article II (c) and constitute acts calculated to destroy the Palestinian people “in part”, by degrading their ability to survive as a connected, self-determining national group. (Center for Constitutional Rights (2016).  
 Article III (h) of the genocide convention has been breached with public statements that align with both incitement to genocide and the intent to destroy the Palestinian people, made by prominent Israeli political figures. In 2008, the Deputy Defense Minister Matan Vilna warned of a coming “Shoah” (holocaust) in Gaza. This is a term historically linked to genocidal destruction, which implies the willingness to inflict massive violence. Justice Minister Ayelet Shaked, in 2014, dehumanized Palestinians as “little snakes” and called for the elimination of their society. Knesset member Moshe Feiglin on the other hand, suggested for the mass deportation and permanent annexation of Gaza, along with the extermination of any resistance.  
South Africa filed a claim with the International Court of Justice (ICJ) claiming that Israel had breached its obligations under the genocide convention because of its actions against the Palestinian people in Gaza.The allegation concerns Israeli military policies and actions toward Palestine, including airstrikes, obstructing humanitarian aid, and killing civilians, all of which are intended to completely or partially eradicate the Palestinian population in Gaza. South Africa claims that Israel’s actions meet with the legal definition of genocide. The ICJ has been asked by South Africa to hold Israel for its actions of genocide and for failing to prevent it. It has also asked the ICJ to order specific actions like ordering Israel to stop immediately, its military operations in Gaza and humanitarian aid should be helped to get to Gaza. Israel on the other hand has responded, stating that its actions are legitimate military response to security threats, and it should be allowed to defend itself. 
The ICJ determined that the Palestinians under the genocide convention, are a protected group, which includes the Palestinians in Gaza. Reports from United Nations experts and special Rapporteurs have warned that over the years, there is a risk of genocide by Israel. The International Court of Justice (ICJ), in January 2024, acknowledged the plausibility of Israel committing acts of genocide in Gaza. (ECHR, 2024).
The 2023-2025 Gaza conflict, where the Hamas group in Palestine invaded Israel, has intensified the allegations of genocidal acts. 
Secretary of Defense Lloyd J. Austin III said that since Hamas launched a terrorist attack on Israel a year ago, the group has killed roughly 1,200 civilians, including over 40 Americans, and taken 251 hostages, including 12 Americans. Authorities in Gaza have revised the death toll to 61,709, according to an Aljazeera post updated on February 3, 2025, adding thousands more people who are missing and now thought to be dead. 76% of the Palestinians killed in the conflict have had their bodies recovered and at a press conference, the head of the Gaza Government Information Office stated that they had been transferred to health centers.Nevertheless, it is estimated that at least 14,200 people are stranded in locations that rescuers cannot reach.
TABLE 2:
ISRAEL                                                          PALESTINE 
	
	Gaza 
	Occupied West Bank 

	At least 
	More than 
	At least 

	1,139 (killed)
	61,709 
Including 17,492 children
14,222 remain missing and presumed dead.
	905
Including 181 children

	8,730 (injured at least)
	111,588 (injured at least)
	7,370 (injured at least). 


SOURCE: ALJAZEERA (2025)
In a press briefing at Gaza City’s al-Shifa Hospital, Salama Maarouf reported that among the casualties, 17,881 were children and 214 were newborn infants. Essential workers have also suffered greatly; at least 1,155 medical personnel, 205 journalists, and 194 civil defense employees have been reported killed (ECCHR, 2024).These figures suggest possible violations of Article II of the Genocide Convention, including subsection (a) ending the lives of members in the group and (b) triggering severe physical or psychological injury. Reports further indicate that approximately 90% of children in Gaza are in need of psychological support due to trauma caused by bombing, displacement, and loss of family members. The widespread fear, insecurity, and exposure to mass violence have contributed to this mental health crisis (ECCHR, 2024). Moreover, nearly 90% of the Gaza population has been displaced. According to Human Rights Watch (2024), Israel has been accused of deliberately cutting off essential supplies like food, water, and medicine in Gaza while targeting zones previously declared safe. The World Health Organization reported that 15% of women who give birth in Gaza face life threatening complications, due to system barriers to reproductive health. 
An Aljazeera post reports that as of June 5, 2025, at least three people have been killed in an Israeli airstrike on the Southern area of Gaza. At the al-Ahli Arab Hospital, known also as the Baptist Hospital, medical sources reported that there were several others who were injured in the raid, that targeted houses in the Zeitoun neighborhood. It was also reported that the Palestinian group condemned the US for their veto decision against the UN Security Council resolution that demands an immediate and permanent ceasefire in Gaza, they saw it as a “blind bias” of Washington towards Israel. According to them, they said “We strongly condemn the US administration’s defiance of the will of the entire world, as 14 of the 15 countries on the Security Council supported the resolution.” “This arrogant stance reflects its disregard for international law Ans its complete rejection of any international effort to stop the Palestinian bloodshed.” Hamas adds that this gives Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu a “green light” to go on with its brutal acts against the innocent civilians. This raises questions about the UNSC’s inability to render aid to Gaza and the role of these international community institutions and the validity of international laws and conventions. This is the fifth time since October 2023 that the US has blocked a resolution by the council on the besieged Gaza Strip.

Genocidal intent is vital under the genocide convention. This can be gotten from patterns of conduct, including statements made by Israeli officials. Former Defense Minister Yoav Gallant labeled Palestinians as “human animals”, Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu invoked the biblical call to “remember what Amalek has done to you”, and this is interpreted as a call for total annihilation. 
The bombing of safe zones meant for civilians, use of starvation, destruction of social infrastructure such as mosques, churches, hospitals, and schools, are all indicators of genocide and an attempt to eradicate Palestinian communal life and identity (ECCHR, 2024). 
Based on this wealth of evidence gathered, the Israeli Palestinian war breached the Genocide Convention of 1948.
[image: ][image: ]FIG 1: Khan Younis Damage after Israeli Raids







FIG 2: Residents declare Gaza “Unsafe” after air attacks target sites across the enclave.










[image: ]FIG 3: Palestinian woman embraces lifeless body of her 5 years old niece killed in the raid








FIG 4: Destruction in Jabalia after Israeli Raids 
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4.2 The Israeli Defense Force’s Food Deprivation Strategy in Gaza constitutes Genocide
The Special Rapporteur first provided an account of Israel’s use of starvation as a strategy in its genocide against the Palestinians in Gaza, explaining how Israel made starvation a possible tool by outlining the political economy of Gaza. 
When it comes to genocide, starvation always results in significant physical harm to group members; it is a method of purposefully causing a group to experience living conditions that are calculated to cause physical destruction in whole or in part; and it can occasionally be a strategy to stop births within the group. Bombing and killing of people directly is brutal but this act/method of starvation is torturous and vile, said Fakhri, a law professor at the University of Oregon. 
The United Nations has warned that the Israeli defense force’s implementation of measures such as restriction of the flow of water, food, and humanitarian aid to Gaza, have led to widespread hunger and malnutrition among the population in Palestine and such actions amount to the using starvation as a war tool. This food deprivation strategy did not emerge in vacuum and it is not new to the recent war. This strategy is a historical continuation in Israel’s policies of territorial acquisition. Land expropriation and military zones that came about following the creation of Israel, caused millions of acres in farmlands in Palestine, particularly in the West Bank and Gaza Strip to be inaccessible (Masalha, 2000). With the end of the war that lasted for six whole days, after the 1967 occupation, Israel assumed command of Palestinian resources, drastically reducing access to irrigation and drinking water. 
This strategy intensified in the current war (2023-2025) to what many see as an intentional campaign of starvation. Israel shut down crossings, bombed farms, water pipelines, etc.   The World Health Organization (WHO) states that to make sure their "fundamental needs are met," an individual must consume 50 to 100 liters of water daily. Israeli officials have purposefully prevented Palestinians in Gaza from getting enough water, which is essential for survival, since October 2023. Their actions have contributed to the cause of death and the spread of disease by denying the majority of the 2 million Palestinians living in Gaza access to the barest minimum of water. Doctors and nurses have reported to Human Rights Watch that they have witnessed infants, children and adults, die due to malnutrition, dehydration, and disease. Much or all of the water they have had access to is not suitable for drinking. (Human Rights Watch, 2024). The World Health Organization (WHO) indicated that drinking polluted water greatly raises the likelihood of contracting bacterial illnesses like diarrhea. UNICEF reported that “the number of diarrhea cases among children under five increased from 48,000 to 71,000 within a single week beginning on December 17.” Additionally, Human Rights Watch’s review of satellite images revealed that Israeli forces have demolished agricultural lands and produce, including orchards, farmlands, and greenhouses.
On June 10 and November 29, 2024, letters were sent to Israeli authorities, requesting specific attacks on water and sanitation infrastructure which was documented by Human Rights Watch but they did not reply to it. The authorities made their intentions known soon after October 7, 2023—to cut off essential supplies to Palestinians. This became clear on October 9, 2023, when Israeli Defense Minister Yoav Gallant announced a "complete siege" on the Gaza Strip during a briefing at the IDF Southern Command in Beersheba. "I have ordered a full blockade of the Gaza Strip. Everything is shut down—food, fuel, electricity," Gallant declared, as Israel continued its conflict with the Hamas militant group. He added “we are fighting human animals and we are acting accordingly.” (Times of Israel, 2023). Israel Katz, the current Defense Minister and former Energy Minister, demanded that fuel, water, and electricity be cut off on October 11, 2023, and on the 12th, he demanded that humanitarian aid be stopped as well. When compared with article II of the genocide convention, which includes “deliberately inflicting in a group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction, in part or in whole.”, it accounts for genocide. 
Israeli authorities withdrew the supply of electricity from Israel to Gaza, which was necessary to run necessary utilities like the water system and other operations. They also withdrew the water supply that was connected into Gaza from Israel and this was stopped later on. Additionally, they prevented UN agencies and humanitarian aid organizations from sending vital supplies and aid related to water to Gaza. In some cases, they damaged or intentionally destroyed water and sanitation infrastructure and stopped repairs by preventing the importation of materials related to water.Several Israeli airstrikes have resulted in the deaths of water utility workers while they were attempting to carry out repairs. The restriction of water access to Gaza by Israeli authorities constitutes a breach of international human rights law, specifically the right to water and sanitation. Starvation is among the most inhumane tactics used against civilian populations, often involving deliberate denial of water, blockades, the dismantling of food systems, and widespread destruction of essential infrastructure. This sometimes leads to forced mass internal displacement and forced migration. This demonstrates the Israeli government's blatant intention to deny the Gaza population access to basic necessities after October 7, 2023. Approximately 500 trucks delivering commercial and humanitarian supplies entered Gaza every working day prior to October 7, 2023. However, between October 21, 2023, and May 5, 2024, when Israel closed and seized the Rafah border crossing, merely A total of 132 trucks on average per day made their way into Gaza; Only an average of 33 trucks per day entered between May 5 and August 3.
Before the conflict, 85% of children below five in Gaza consumed four or lesser food groups per day. UNICEF (2023) reports that a vast majority of children in Gaza, estimated at 90%, are experiencing psychological trauma due to the violence and displacement.
Starvation experts say that they have never witnessed such rapid and total hunger among a civilian population. This act by Israel is not just a target to civilians but to damn the future of Palestinians by harming the children. This specific action of blockage of the Rafah crossing by the Israeli government is genocidal because where food is transferred from was closed by Israel. This is similar to the Biafran war where Awolowo said food deprivation is a legitimate tool in warfare and in the case of Israeli Palestinian war, it is not just a war crime but has led to genocide. 
An empirical indicator on how the IDF strategy of food deprivation has evolved in years; 
	In 1948, during the Nakba and land expropriation event, over 750,000 Palestinians were displaced, villages destroyed, including their access to farmland and water resources were removed (Pappe, 2006). In 1967, after the Israeli occupation of West Bank and Gaza Strip at the end of the six-days war, Israel imposed military control and settlement expansions. This limited Palestinians’ access to water and their farming lands were heavily restricted (Masalha, 2000). From 1987-1993, in the event of the first Intifada, Israel imposed curfews and closures, restricting their food and medicine UNRWA reports. During the second Intifada, from 2000-2005, the Gazan population also suffered the bombings of water infrastructure and widespread poverty. In 2007, the Gaza blockade began with Israel’s full imposition of a blockade. Food, medicine, and fuel were heavily restricted and humanitarian access too was limited (Gisha, 2012). In 2010, documents from the Israeli authorities, showed calculated limits on caloric intake that are allowed into Gaza, having enough to avoid starvation but inadequate for a proper nutrition (Gisha, 2012). There is also the event of Operation Protective Edge in 2014, where Israeli strike destroyed bakeries, food markets, water treatment plants (UN OCHR). In 2021, during the COVID-19, Israel restricted medical supplies and vaccines which worsened hunger and health crisis (WHO/Oxfam). 
	Currently, from 2023-2025, there has been a total siege of Gaza, following the October 7 attack on Israel by Hamas, Israel has shut all crossings, bombed food warehouses and bakeries (Amnesty International, 2025). The Gaza Humanitarian Foundation (GHF), which is a shadow organization with backings from both Israel and The US, says that help will not resume in Gaza immediately after a full-day closure that took place on Wednesday, 4th June, 2025. They claimed that they will resume the operations after the distribution sites' upkeep and repairs are finished. The Israeli military gave warning to Palestinians that the GHF distribution sites should not be approached for aid while “work reorganization” was going on, claiming that the roads leading to the sites would be "seen as combat zones.” Early on Tuesday, Israeli forces opened fire on aid-seeking Palestinians for the fourth time close to a GHF distribution center in Rafah, southern Gaza, forcing the GHF to halt its food supply distribution in Gaza. According to Gaza's Ministry of Health, the attack left at least 27 people dead and roughly 90 injured. Near the same site on Sunday, fire was opened by Israeli forces on thousands of people seeking for aid, Gaza's Civil Defense agency reports that at least 31 people have been killed and over 150 have been injured. On the same day, someone was shot dead at another aid location in central Gaza, south of the Netzarim Corridor.
These policies and actions by Israel align with genocidal intent under International Law.  
Based on the evidence gathered from this research, the Israeli Defense Forces strategy of Food Deprivation, accounts for genocide. 
FIG 5: Internally displaced Palestinian children who escaped from the bombardment of Israeli in northern Gaza living in makeshift shelters struggling to eat.
[image: ]






[image: ]








FIG 6: Nearly 71,000 children under the age of 5 suffering from Acute Malnutrition
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[image: ]FIG 7: Half a million in Gaza strip, one out of five Palestinian facing starvation









[image: ]FIG 8: How the famine is measured.










FIG 9: Percentage of people experiencing high level of acute food insecurity

4.3 Hamas’ invasion of Israeli’s Be’eri region does not account for genocide 
The October 7, 2023 attack was one of the most severe and devastating violent act on Israeli civilians in decades. On the morning of October 7, the de facto governing authority in Gaza, i.e. the Hamas-led Palestinian armed groups, entered southern Israeli communities including Kibbutz Be’eri region, launching an attack on these communities located near the Gaza border. The Kibbutz Be’eri region was among the communities that was most affected, killing over 100 civilians, including children, women and the elderly. They carried out a number of coordinated attacks on military installations in southern Israel that border the Gaza Strip, as well as on residential neighborhoods and social gatherings. The cities of Sderot and Ofakim, two music festivals, a beach party, and at least 19 kibbutzim and five moshavim were attacked by the Hamas group. Among other attack locations, Palestinian fighters fired rocket-propelled grenades at homes, shot into shelters, and fired at civilians. Witnesses and survivors reported abductions, setting houses on fire and choking people. Some witnesses also described extreme sexual assault and mutilation (Amnesty International, New York Times, 2023). A nurse from the Kibbutz Be’eri region, where 97 civilians were killed, described dragging someone who had been shot into the dental clinic of Kibbutz to treat his wounds.  (Human Rights Watch, 2024). 
 However, analyzing if this attack meets the threshold of genocide under Article II of the genocide convention of 1948, evidence of intent and an examination of the nature of the acts must be found. The killings in the Be’eri region of Israel aligns with article II(a) of the 1948 genocide convention - the killing of group members. Regardless, genocidal intent remains an important legal characteristic. Genocidal acts require a demonstrative act, systematic intent to annihilate a protected group. In regards to the Hamas group, there has been no clear, direct statement or an operational document, that has been verified publicly to attest that the attack on October 7, 2023 was undertaken with the desire to demolish the Israeli nationals collectively, for example, just like the Nazi’s did. Adolf Hitler wrote a letter on September 16, 1919, outlining his thoughts on the "Jewish Question." Adolf Gemlich, a soldier, was the recipient of his letter. He insisted that the "ultimate goal must definitely be the removal of the Jews altogether" and repeated several antisemitic falsehoods about them. The Gemlich letter, as it is commonly known, is the first instance of Hitler putting his antisemitic beliefs in writing. He wrote this prior to joining the political movement that would later be known as the Nazi Party.
 Courts look for genocidal intent and not just mass deaths. The attack on Israel by Hamas is rather an armed resistance and anti-occupation struggle, despite having targeted civilians (Just Security, 2023). There have been historical materials like the Hamas Charter of 1988, with some anti-Semitic language “Israel will rise and remain erect until Islam eliminates it and “The Day of Judgement will not come about until Muslims fight the Jews and kill them” (Hamas Covenant, Article 7). this may describe the destruction of Israel as a religious duty but according to legal proceedings, courts like the International Court of Justice (ICJ) and the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda (ICTR), require evidence that such ideology directly guided a specific action like an occurrence of mass violence. The revised charter of 2027, had a shift, focusing on political and national struggle instead of religious extermination. While the October 7 attack was atrocious, prior to the attack and after the attack, there was no verified communication by the Hamas group that explicitly states genocidal intent. The attack was framed as resistance to decades of Israeli occupation in the Gaza Strip and not extermination of a people. 
Meanwhile, while the Be’eri region killings were without a doubt violent, they were localized and not part of some bigger plan across Israel to annihilate the Israelis as a national or religious group. No mass violent actions were conducted in other Israeli towns with the same weight and there has been no evidence or plans for such actions. This proves different from past legally recognized incidents of genocide in places like Rwanda or Srebrenica, which saw a larger systematic campaigns with the aim of group extermination. 
The United Nations and other major legal organizations are yet to formally label the attack as genocide, rather as terrorism and crimes against humanity. Legal scholars have also characterized the attack as a combination of war crimes, acts of terrorism and crimes against humanity. Just as Lieblich (2023) notes, “The October 7 massacre constitutes serious violations of international humanitarian law, and almost certainly crimes against humanity, but a charge of genocide would require a clearer, systematic intent to destroy Jews as a group.” (Just Security, 2023). Therefore, while the attack at the Be’eri region is a violation of international law and humanitarian atrocity, it does not meet the threshold for genocide under public available evidence. The International Criminal Court has also not yet charged Hamas leaders with genocide, although investigations are ongoing (as of 2025). 
With the wealth of knowledge gathered from this research, Hamas’ invasion of the Be’eri region does not account for genocide.  
						







CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY, FINDINGS, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS.
5.1 Summary 
The chapter one of this research work set to draft out research questions for a better understanding of the genocidal implications of the Israeli Palestinian war. This chapter noted the State of the Problem, emphasizing that although war may be allowed in political realism, genocidal actions however, undermines the legitimacy of state and non-state actors. 
A review of the concepts of war, genocide was done in chapter two, with a review of scholarly works.
The Just War theory was adopted in the chapter three to understand the genocidal implications of the Israeli Palestinian war, especially the “Jus in bello” and Jus post bellum”. This study relied on documentary methods and content analysis to investigate if the acts of both parties constitute genocide. It also explained the qualitative, and exploratory design method used. 
The analysis of the three hypotheses in chapter four, found evidence that Israel’s actions of starvation, mass civilian killings and statements in Gaza has breached the genocide convention. It also examined that although Hamas’ attack on the Be’eri region may be brutal, it was concluded that it does not fully meet the legal and intent based threshold of genocide. 
5.2 Key Findings
1. The Israeli-Palestinian War breached core articles of the Genocide Convention. Israel’s prolonged blockage, settlement expansions action aligns with Article II (a)-© of the convention. Statements made by Israeli leaders also show incitement under Article III. 
2. The intentional restriction of food, water, fuel, medical aid, electricity, accompanied by destruction of civilian infrastructure, demonstrates “genocide by attrition,” with the aim to destroy any form of survival for the Palestinians in Gaza. 
3. Although the October 7, 2023 attack on the Be’eri region led to brutal killings and hostage-taking, there is no clear evidence that proves genocidal intent as mandated by Article II of the Genocide Convention. Hamas’ actions were seen as a retaliation against Israel’s military occupation. 
5.3 Conclusion 
The interrogation of the Israeli-Palestinian War through the lens of the genocide convention, revealed patterns of violence that go beyond a conventional warfare. It concludes that the Israeli Palestinian war breached core articles of the Genocide Convention, considering Israel’s prolonged blockage, settlement expansions action which aligns with Article II (a)-(c) of the convention and statements made by Israeli leaders also show incitement under Article III. The intentional restriction of food, water, fuel, medical aid, electricity, accompanied by destruction of civilian infrastructure, also demonstrates “genocide by attrition,” with the aim to destroy any form of survival for the Palestinians in Gaza. While the October 7, 2023 attack on the Be’eri region by Hamas led to brutal killings and hostage-taking. However, there is no clear evidence that proves genocidal intent as mandated by Article II of the Genocide Convention. Hamas’ actions were seen as a retaliation against Israel’s military occupation. 
5.3 Recommendations 
1. Revive and redesign the Two-State Solution policy: The prolonged failure to resolve territorial disputes has contributed to actions that amount to genocide particularly, by Israel. But a modern version to recognize Palestinian statehood, guarantee security for Israel, and place Jerusalem under international governance, reduces the conditions that cause genocidal violence, mass displacement, and food deprivation. 
1. A Neutral Humanitarian Corridor should be established by and monitored by Non-Aligned States: Sovereign neutral states should ensure the delivery of humanitarian aid in Gaza, bypassing politically biased institutions like the United Nations Security Council (UNSC), knowing that States like the United States can veto against it because of their alignment with Israel. These neutral States like China, India, Russia, South Africa, do not have to wait for the UN to take a decision before they send aid or intervene in Gaza.
1. Mandatory War Ethics Training for both State and Non-State: Having compulsory training on the Laws of Armed Conflict and the Genocide Convention, especially focusing on the principles of distinction and proportionality. This can help to reduce targeting of civilians and prevent violations like those Hamas committed during the October 7 attack, and will reinforce long-term legal and moral accountability. 
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Residents say 'nowhere is safe' in Gaza as the air
attacks have been targeting sites all across the
enclave. [Ilbraheem Abu Mustafa/Reuters]

0O0O0O0O0OCO@000





image2.jpeg
Palestinians inspect the damage after Israeli air raids
destroyed buildings in Khan Younis. [Hatem Ali/AP
Photo]
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Palestinian woman Inas Abu Maamar embraces the
body of her five-year-old niece Saly, who was killed in
an Israeli attack, at Nasser hospital in Khan Younis on
October 17, 2023. [Mohammed Salem/Reuters]
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Buildings destroyed by Israeli air raids on Jabalia.
[Yahya Hassouna/AFP]

0O0O0OO0OOC@0000
D ——




image5.jpeg
Internally displaced Palestinian children, who fled
from the Israeli bombardment of the northern Gaza
and are now living in makeshift shelters, light a fire to
boil a kettle after rainstorms in Khan Younis on
November 15, 2023. [Mahmud Hams/AFP]
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Nearly 71,000 children under
the age of 5 are suffering
from acute malnutrition
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How is famine measured?

Famine is the worst level of hunger, where people face severe food shortages,
widespread malnutrition and high levels of death due to starvation

According to the UN's criteria, famine is declared when:
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The entire population of Gaza - about
2.1 million people - is experiencing high
levels of acute food insecurity

93% of the analysed
population is in IPC
Phase 3 or above
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