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 ABSTRACT
This paper examines the issues pertinent to the implementation and implementation of the international law particularly Article 7 of the Rome Statute dealing with the crimes against humanity in the case of Israeli-Palestinian conflict. It critically analyses the weaknesses immanent in the lengthy character of the conflict in jeopardizing the validity and applicability of Article 7, as well as the accountability of the crimes against humanity that have been perpetrated by both the Israeli authorities and Palestinian armed militias. The study investigates to what degree international legal norms are used in these claims and how accountability mechanisms respond to them prove to be effective. The results will reveal the fact that the implementation of international law in this regard is often compromised by political motivation and discriminatory practice which leaves behind the culture of impunity as well as a sustained depression of civilians. The paper aims to provide critical information on the shortfalls of using human rights traditions to settle down complicated geopolitical wars and to provide in the future an idea to harness. It involves a qualitative research approach with the deployment of thematic content examination and documentation review of lettered as well as unlettered sources, such as legal documents, reporting by the United Nations and scholarly articles. In order to put the study into perspective, the principles of the Realist theory of international relations is applied as it emphasizes the preeminence of advancing power and national interest in international relations, and helps to interpret the favorable application of international law rules only in this conflict.
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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
1.1     Background to the Study
According to John Austin (1832), laws are rules of conduct made by an intelligent being who is sovereign, for an intelligent community that is backed by sanction, reward or punishment based on breach or compliance to such laws.
The broad classification of law is municipal and international law. Although the work of the municipal law falls within the territorial jurisdiction of one particular state, the international law goes beyond the domination of national borders to cover the relationship of one state and other actors in the international community. It is used to govern things like a war, diplomacy, trade, and human rights (Shaw, 2017).
The international law consists of those regulations to govern actions of the nations, as well as the non-state actors during the time of armed disorder. It mainly focuses on securing the well being of people and communities against offensive abuse such as genocides, war crimes and crimes against humanity. The sources of international law can be divided into the treaties and conventions, customary international law, and further into the general principles of law accepted by civilized world. Among these tools is the Geneva-Conventions and the Rome Statute of the international criminal court (ICC) that act as legal platforms within which crimes are prosecuted in cases of armed conflicts (United Nations, 2011).
Crimes against humanity, in particular, are defined in the Rome Statute to be such actions that are carried out as a part of a widespread or systematic attack on the civilian populations. Such acts are murder, extermination, enslavement, torture, among other things (International Criminal Court, 2011). This kind of definition is important when determining the extent to which actions undertaken in Israeli-Palestinian conflict are too far and illegal.
The IsraeliPalestinian conflict is the ongoing and protracted geopolitical and military conflict based on the territorial and historical grievances, differences of religious and cultural agendas, and humanitarian aspects. It remains relevant and has drawn immense interest among scholars, policymakers as well as human rights watchdogs all over the world. The war endangers the regional stability and world security in a serious manner and risks developing into a more extensive war the outcomes of which may have huge repercussions at the international level. The Israeli palestinian conflict is an old and deep-seated conflict in the region based on land ownership and national identity and historic grievances. It finds its roots back in the middle of the 19 th and the beginning of the 20 th century when Jewish migration to Palestine was growing impressively as more and more anti-Semitism appeared in Europe and the idea of Zionism to build a homeland of the jews began to emerge (Laqueur, 2003; Morris, 2001). The state of Palestine was under the rule of the Ottoman Empire then, however, it was taken under the British authority after World War I (Cleveland & Bunton, 2016). International traction was given to the Zionist movement with the issuance of the Balfour Declaration in 1917 where Britain stated that it was in support of the establishment of a national home of the Jewish people in Palestine--what would eventually become known as the birth of Israel in 1948 (Schneer, 2010).
Tensions further heightened in 1936 when the Arabs rebelled against the British rule and the Zionist immigration, as they sought independence and an end to the colonization of Jews. The revolt was put down by the British (Khalidi, 2006), further exacerbating the relationship between the two (Jewish and the Arab). In 1947, therefore, the United Nations came up with a partition plan to divide the land into two: a Jewish state and an Arab state. The Scheme resulted in the formation of the State of Israel in 1948, the First Arab-Israeli War was caused by the Arab states decision which rejected the proposal of the UN. The war resulted in Israel taking even more territory than it was supposed to under the UN plan and the displacement of more than 700,000 Palestinians which is known as the Nakba, or the "catastrophe" (Khalidi, 2006).
This first war led to a number of other military conflicts that came after this one. The Suez Crisis of 1956 or Tripartite Aggression or Sinai War witnessed an armed assault on Egypt by Israel, Britain and France after the Egyptian state nationalized the Suez Canal. But with international pressure, especially by the U.S. and UN, they withdrew in 1957 and they deployed the UN peacekeeping troops; Egypt was touting it had a political victory (Parker, 1993). It was then followed by the Six-Day War in 1967 when Israel defeated Egypt, Syria, and Jordan and managed to take control of main Arab lands which included Gaza Strip, West Bank, the East Jerusalem, Golan Heights and Sinai Peninsula (Oren, 2002).
The war was the Yom Kippur war in which Egypt and Syria attacked Israel in 1973, during its holiest day, at the time of reclaiming the towns it had lost. The conflict, also called the Yom Kippur War led to large scale loss of lives of people on both sides as well as intensification of animosity in the area (Herzog & Gazit, 2005). Because of this, the region has since the time experienced more episodes of violence including the 1982 and the 2006 Lebanon wars, and more Gaza wars between Israel and Hamas, beginning in 2008.
The latest and perhaps the most serious was that of October 7, 2023, when, through a surprise attack, Hamas threw a big frontal blow on Israel. In the Gaza Strip, Israel reacted with a military force, which was overwhelming. The humanitarian situation took a disastrous turn; the bombing was extremely violent, the destruction of cities was enormous, and the blockade produced the extremely high prices. Civilians have been killed and injured in tens of thousands, and many displaced. Homes, hospitals, schools, and utilities have been destroyed systematically. The sheer magnitude and intensity of violence have given rise to mass criticism to the international levels and serious claims of breach of international humanitarian law, with most people holding both sides guilty of potential crimes against humans and the application of collective punishment to the civilians. 
There have been numerous allegations of breaches of international humanitarian law from both Israeli and Palestinian sides, prompting urgent discussions about accountability and how international law is enforced. Observers have noted instances where both parties have taken actions that might be classified as crimes against humanity. For example, the Israeli’s military use of excessive force during operations in Gaza, including airstrikes that have led to civilian deaths, has drawn significant criticism from human rights organizations, which contend that these actions could be considered war crimes (Human Rights Watch, 2021). On the other hand, groups like Hamas have also been accused of committing crimes against humanity, especially concerning their treatment of civilians and their indiscriminate rocket attacks into Israel (United Nations, 2015).
The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is not only a long-lasting geopolitical conflict but it is also a test concerning the realization, relevance, and implementation of international legal norms especially those relating to the protection of civilians when armed conflicts occur. Violence has repeatedly taken place, and the consequences are frequently of disproportionate humanitarian suffering, and become a matter of legal and ethical concern as to issues of accountability, proportionality, and justice of the international law. Both Israeli forces and Palestinian armed groups, especially Hamas, have been subject to serious charges of crimes against humanity, most prominently being accused of the excessive use of force, indiscriminate attacks against the civilian population, and collective punishment. The allegations come into direct contradiction to the very principles of the law enshrined in Article 7 of the statute of the International Criminal Court at Rome that caps crimes against humanity and lays the legal obligation of all parties not to commit such crimes.
Against this backdrop, the research at hand explores how far the international law is applicable in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict with the specific focus on the allegations of crimes against humanity and the probable violations to the Article 7 committed by warring parties.
1.2     Statement of the Problem
Israeli-Palestinian conflict has been characterized by repeated violence, human deaths, mass destruction of properties and displacement of population in several decades. The two events have led to allegations especially by international organizations and human rights activists that both Israeli and Palestinian groups may have committed acts that can be termed as a crime against humanity.
Such violations are meant to be handled by international law which is stipulated in Rome Statute of International criminal court (ICC). According to Article 7 of the Statute, crimes against humanity include widespread or systematic attacks launched against civilian population, which include such acts as murder, torture, extermination, deportation, and other acts inhumane treatment. Nevertheless, it is doubtful that the international law is effective in its handling of the breaches of Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Even though the ICC has initiated preliminary investigations into war behavior in the conflict, the legal responsibility has been time-wasting, tedious, and delicate regarding its political coloring. There exists a continuous controversy on whether the practices of Israeli and Palestinian performers meet the legal standards of crime against humanity and whether Article 7 is being well utilized to induce justice.
This problem is even complicated by lots of reasons, the first being a failure of international legal mechanism to produce uniform, enforceable results. It is quite common that the will of influential states, especially of the United States that continues providing Israel with high political and military backing, obstructs the process of punishing those who violate (Morris, 2001). Also, the lack of a complete and permanent solution of the conflict has created the culture of impunity where violations against international law are tolerated with little to no repercussions. In this environment, both Israeli and Palestinian civilians continue to suffer as Israeli civilians face violence such as rocket attacks, while Palestinians live under military occupation, face movement restrictions, and endure disproportionate use of force. Victims on both sides frequently find themselves without access to justice or redress. For Palestinian victims especially, reports of violations often appear to be sidelined or ignored by international actors driven more by geopolitical interests than legal principles. At the same time, some Israeli citizens express disillusionment with the lack of accountability within their own military institutions.
The broader consequences of these legal failures extend beyond the region. They weaken the credibility of international law, damage the legitimacy of institutions like the International Criminal Court (ICC), and set dangerous precedents for other conflicts worldwide. The ongoing inability to enforce international legal norms in this case threatens to erode global standards for human rights and humanitarian protection.
It is against this background that this study interrogates the following research questions:
1.3  Research Questions 
1. Did international law apply to the allegations of crimes against humanity within the Israeli-Palestinian conflict?
2. How has the Israeli-Palestinian war undermined Article 7 (crime against humanity) of the Rome Statute?

1.4  Objectives of the study 
The study has both broad and specific objectives. The broad objective of the study is to examine international law and crimes against humanity, using the Israeli-Palestinian conflict as a case study. The specific objectives include: 
1. Explore how international law applies to the allegations of crimes against humanity within the Israeli-Palestinian conflict 
2. Examine how the Israeli-Palestinian conflict undermined article 7 (crime against humanity) of the Rome Statute
1.5  Significance of the Study
The theoretical significance of the current research is high as it can create a framework of studying the situation where international law is applied to the Israeli-Palestine conflict especially a provision of the Rome Statute and Article 7. It will enhance the appreciation of policymakers, legal scholars, and human rights advocates, in terms of knowledge of the ways the international legal instruments are interpreted and applied in regard to it. Further, it also identifies important gaps in the existing legal legal-structure and enforcement mechanisms with regards to crimes against humanity.
In practice, the studies also help to contribute to the advocacy gun aimed at promoting legal accountability and promoting enforcement of international law in armed conflicts. It supports the value of ensuring observance of the international legal standards without any discrimination or inconsistency especially on the politically tensed conflicts where justice is always tainted by the interests of the state.
Human cost of not acting on the law is also brought out in the study, which places focus on the pain and agony of the both the Israeli and Palestinian civilians. With its focus on the humanitarian repercussions of unsolved force and judicial shortcomings, it tries to help address violations as a result of the underlying violence and strengthen the culture of worldwide-lawful accountability through forestalling unlawful conduct in the future.
Finally, the study would encourage positive dialogue and collaboration among global players, such as governments, institutions and civil society, in the enrichment of the international legal framework, the laws in relation to human rights and sustainable goals of peace and safety not only in the region but also across the world.
1.6 Scope of the Study
This study zeroes in on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, particularly from the mid-20th century to today, looking at key events and legal assessments tied to allegations of crimes against humanity. The focus is specifically on crimes against humanity as defined by international law, rather than other international crimes like war crimes or genocide, although these may be referenced for contextual understanding. The study will analyze allegations related to all parties involved in the conflict where relevant.
1.7 Limitations of the Study
The major limitations to this study are the challenges in accessing primary data from within the conflict zone, and financial constraints and time limitations which prevented extensive on-site research, including visits to the region of Palestine, which have provided valuable primary data. There are also the difficulties of interpreting international legal standards in such a complex environment. Another challenge is the potential bias in the available data, as much of the data comes from secondary reports that may reflect the perspectives of specific organizations or political interests.
Furthermore, the highly sensitive and politically charged nature of the conflict presents obstacles to conducting a completely objective analysis. Lastly, there are methodological limitations, meaning that since this study focuses solely on the conflict in question, its findings cannot be broadly generalized to other regions experiencing similar crimes or human rights violations.
The study does not attempt to address every single allegation of human rights violations; instead, it focuses on high-profile cases that highlight broader trends and legal implications.
1.8 Definition of Terms
Law: law, as it applies in this research, refers to a system of rules established by a recognized authority or sovereign, which regulates conduct within a society and is backed by sanctions in cases of non-compliance or rewards in cases of adherence. Specifically, it is the system of rules which a particular country or community recognizes as regulating the actions of its members and which it may enforce by the imposition of penalties.
International Law: International law, as it applies in this research, is a body of rules and principles that governs the conduct and relationships of states and other international actors. It regulates critical issues such as armed conflict, diplomacy, trade, and human rights.
Crimes Against Humanity: Crimes against humanity, as defined under Article 7 of the Rome Statute, refer to serious offenses such as murder, extermination, enslavement, deportation, torture, and other inhumane acts committed as part of a widespread or systematic attack directed against any civilian population. 
Israeli-Palestinian Conflict: The Israeli-Palestinian conflict, as used in this research, is an ongoing military and political conflict deeply rooted in territorial, political, and humanitarian crisis involving the State of Israel and the Palestinian people. 
 
CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Conceptual Review
2.1.1 International Law: An Overview
International law is a system of rules and principles which regulate the nation behavior of a state, International organizations and to some extent non-state actors in the international community. It gives the legal system on how to keep the international order, how to end disputes and protect the human rights. In contrast to national law, which acts, within a given country and is enforced through specialized agencies, international law has no national boundaries and instead depends upon agreement by countries, diplomacy and the good-will of international agencies to work effectively.
According to the Charter of the United Nations and Statute of the International Court of Justice (ICJ), the sources of international law are enumerated as follows: obligations which the international community as a whole accepts in exchange of international obligations, general and international customs, general principles of law, and international judicial decisions and the teachings of the most highly qualified publicists. These are treaties and conventions, customary law, the principles of general laws which have been adhered to by well-developed nations, case law as ruled by judges, and writings and opinions of scholars.
The sovereignty and equality of states is the main principle of relations in an international setting: every state has the right to manage its internal affairs without the interventions of other states (Shaw, 2017). Notwithstanding, sovereignty is not unrestricted; it is determined by duties founded on conventions and customary international law. Preventing war and setting up peace is the final objective of the international law, as stressed in the UN Charter, that expects the peaceful registration of disagreements and prevents the threat and utilization of force (Articles 2(3) and 2(4)).
In the past few decades, human rights have been enhancing their presence in the international legal discourse. Declarations on fundamental freedoms such as that of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) (UN General Assembly, 1948) and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) have all come to dominate the protection of the fundamental freedoms. More so, international law has evolved several instruments of dispute settlement and accountability, which include, the international Court of Justice (ICJ), arbitration tribunals and criminal courts (like the International Criminal Court (ICC)) (Bassiouni, 2010).
The conduct in armed conflicts is also governed under the international law. The most important of its tools are the Geneva Conventions that offer cover to the civilian population and non-combatants that take place during war (ICRC, 1949). The ICC Rome Statute also enhances the international criminal responsibility by tackling the issue of crimes like the genocide, war crimes and crimes against humanity (ICC, 1998). Besides, the international law on State Responsibility is in place to make states responsible in case of an internationally wrongful act such as breach of a treaty and customary law (Damrosch et al., 2001).
Although it may hold a desirable structure, the international law has substantial criticism, especially on matters relating to its limitations in the enforcement, vulnerability to political driven decisions as well as the everlasting conflict between the state sovereignty and the human rights. The system is based on the voluntary cooperation of states and without the centralized enforcement body the system would be incapacitated at large (Koskenniemi, 2005). Moreover, the issue of dominant states influencing decisions made within the legal sphere by manipulating it is that the state will undermine the principle of integrity and equality of the international legal regulation (Mitchell, 2017). The nature of the conflict is particularly due to the priorities that are attributed to the protection of people in conflict zones and this situation places the lives of civilians secondary to political agendas (Megret, 2012).
The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is an example of the problems that the international law has to encounter especially within the legal framework which is provided by the Rome Statute. The statute is supposed to prevent misconduct by acting as a deterrence and keeping civilians intact but the reality on the ground shows its shortcomings. The discrepancy between norms and practice in the application of law in politically contentious conflicts is indicated in persistent claims of crimes against humanity as stipulated in Article 7 of the Rome Statute. The inability of international legal instruments to provide accountability in this regard and especially against the backdrop of geopolitical meddling begs the question as to the efficacy of international law in armed conflict.
Thus, a more detailed study of the Israeli-Palestinian Anderson on Israeli-Palestinian conflict international law aspect of the conflict can be seen not only to expose the flaws in international law, but as one that also shows that there must be an increased international insistence on justice, accountability and the safeguarding of the rights of the individuals. International law must be consistent and impartial to be left relevant and credible and therefore all civilians need to be placed under equal protection of law irrespective of the political circumstances surrounding the conflict. 
2.1.2    Crimes Against Humanity: Definition and Elements
Crimes against humanity are mentioned as one of the most serious violations of the international law, they are in internationally conceived unjust and inhumane actions that are deliberately committed en bloc against the civil population. The crimes are of international caliber and are gross in nature that pose a threat to peace and are accountable at an international level. Its reality has been first put on record in the context of the Nuremberg Trials after World War II, and then been developed and extended by various international conventions and law interpretations.
Crimes against humanity are found in Article 7 of the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (2002), and can be any of the following acts when committed in the form of an attack on a civilian population that can be sufficiently widespread or systematic and when the perpetrator knows or ought to know that the conduct has formed part of or has contributed to a widespread or systematic attack. Such acts are:
	·	Murder
	·	Extermination
	·	Enslavement
	Deportation or population transfer
	·	Arbitrary confinement or other deprivation of liberty that is of a serious nature, in contravention of international norms
	·	Torture
	Sexual violence which includes rape, sexual slavery, forced prostitution, forced pregnancy and sterilization
	·	Skewering of any kind due to political affiliations, race, nationality, ethnic or cultural, religious or gender affiliation
	Forced disappearances
	·	Apartheid
	Other equally inhuman acts that may result in serious physical or mental pain
The nature and the size of offenses is what defines crimes against humanity. They must be planned deliberate actions in a concerted effort-this can either be in its widespread form, impacting a number of victims, or systematic by displaying some organizational planning. The victims are mostly civic and the crimes are either condoned or perpetrated by the state or organization systems.
In order to be categorized as a crime against humanity, there are some of the main criteria that should be fulfilled. First, the behavior must reflect acts that are characterized by one or more acts that are prescribed in the Rome statute like acts of torture or forced displacement. Second, such acts should be against civilians and not military personalities, unless on special cases; such as enforced disappearance which can involve any human being.
Of critical essence is the context of the act-it has to make part of an organized and, in the long-term run, extensive or repeated campaign. The isolated offenses are not considered at this level unless they are part of a wider attack. Furthermore, it should be shown that the offender was aware that he or she is helping in such a campaign. This knowledge is connected to the theory of mens rea or criminal intent, which demonstrates that the person was very much aware of his participation or abetment to the crimes in a well-organized system.
2.1.3   The Israeli-Palestinian Conflict
Israeli-Palestinian conflict is currently one of the oldest and most complex geopolitical conflicts in the modern world. It is very much connected to history on land right, identity, national sovereignty and human rights issues. This work commences with a look into the historical antecedents, main concerns, and the global generalizations of the conflict in an attempt to grasp the origins and present-day state of the same.
The fight can be traced back to the late nineteenth century when there was the emergence of Zionism among the Jews and the corresponding popularization of Arab nationalism. As the British colonialists and the government of the dying Ottoman Empire looked on, the Jews started a large-scale immigration to Palestine during the last few years of the empire until the end of the 19th and the beginning of the 20th centuries mainly prompted by the Zionist ideal of a national homeland. These immigrants led to tension with the native Arab inhabitants as they considered the region their homeland too. The conflict was further intensified when European powers supported Zionism desires, a situation that saw occurrence of events such as the Arab Rebellion of 1936-1939 that was eventually quenched by the British army (Morris, 2001).
In 1947, the Partition Plan of the United Nations tried to partition Palestine into two, the Jewish state and the Arab state. Jewish leaders accepted the plan as Arab leaders did not accept the plan. Wars broke out and hundreds of thousands of Palestinians fled their homes into refugee camps as the State of Israel was declared in 1948, a tragedy made infamous by the disparaging Palestinian term of the Nakba (catastrophe) that ensured a lasting resentment and escalated the conflict over land and sovereignty (Papp
The key issue at the center of the conflict is the control over the territories and in specific cases, East Jerusalem. Both the Jews and the Arabs have religious and cultural interests in the city. Palestinians desire to have their own country including the west bank and East Jerusalem where the Israeli control over (Maan et al., 2017).
The Oslo Accords 1993 were aimed at providing the way to a two-state solution. But there are still only critical situations that are not solved such as Israeli settlements, delimitation of boundaries, the future of Palestinian refugees and the destiny of Jerusalem. Israel persistently violates the rights of the Palestinians by seizing land in occupied territories, particularly in East Jerusalem and West Bank through expansions of Israeli settlements which has generally been viewed as a significant hindrance to all peace proceedings (Gordon, 2010). Simultaneously, claims of displaced Palestinians and their descendants to be allowed back into their original homes is a controversial element, which cannot be conformed by Israel given demo-political apprehensions. A significant number of these refugees even now lead a hard life in camps located in the Middle East (Klein, 2017).
The existence of the long war has resulted in the repetitive violations of human rights. There are causes both in the military and in the policies that have impacted on the civilian populations, this has included acts of limiting the movements and demolition of houses as well as attacks and military attacks. Human rights organizations, among which are Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch, have reported a wide range of violations committed by both sides, including the disproportionate use of force and the disregard of the principles of humanitarian law (AI, 2020; HRW, 2021). Israeli settlement policies and military conduct habitually are accused of being out of line with the international standards, mostly the Fourth Geneva Convention (B Tselem, 2022).
Palestinian militant groups on the other hand have led attacks against civilian population, which has only increased violent crimes and a humanitarian crisis. Such activities of the Israeli and Palestinian actors have resulted into a long lasting condition of unsettledness and deteriorated hopes of peace. The course of the conflict is still controlled by regional players like Iran, Egypt, Jordan, and Lebanon, on the one hand, and the world powers, including the United States and the European Union on the other. Nonetheless, third-party mediator operations have been unsuccessful to some extent because of political loyalties and interest clashes (Hermann, 2018). Despite mainly playing the role of mediators, the United States is regarded by many to be on the side of Israel and thus, no balanced and lasting resolution has been achieved (Kydd & Walter, 2002). Despite efforts at peace initiatives like the 2020 Abraham Accords to redefine regional dynamics, there are still big issues of contention. Such topics as status of Jerusalem, question of borders, right of refugee to come back remains unresolved and long-term security questions remain unresolved.
The civilians are still on the receiving end of the war as recurrent outbursts of violence result in thousands of deaths, injuries and large-scale displacement. The situation has been monitored and reported by the United Nations Human Rights Council, which has been promoting justice and accountability, although the progress is far too slow due to the complex barriers that have a political nature (UNHRC, 2023).
To find a solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, it will not be enough to establish cease fires or temporary agreements. Root causes of these situations, including sovereignty claims, human rights violation, and the refugee crisis, have to be dealt with through the long-term political negotiation and efficient development of international legal aspects of the problem. The region will therefore continue to disappoint in terms of cycles of violence, suffering and instablity till then. 
2.2 Thematic Review
2.2.1 Historical Context, Key Events and Development in the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict
The Israeli-Palestinian conflict, which is one of the current long-standing dispute in modern history, which has spanned over a century, is rooted in conflicting national identities, colonial legacies, and religious claims. In the late 19th century, Zionism, a response to anti-Semitism in Europe, demanded a Jewish homeland in Palestine, which was then under the Ottoman Empire and is a region with a majority of Arab population. At the same time, Palestinian Arabs expressed a desire for independence and self governance.
Following World War I, Britain assumed control under the League of Nations Mandate, permitting increased Jewish immigration. This countered Arab opposition and resulted in major rebellions (Cleveland and Bunton, 2016). British proposals for partitioning the area were rejected by Arabs and partially accepted by Zionists.
After the Holocaust, the world was more sympathetic to a Jewish state. The 1947 UN Partition Plan was accepted by Jews but not Arabs. Israel declared independence in 1948, which led to war and the forced displacement of about 700,000 Palestinians (Nakba). Later wars, especially in 1967, added to Israeli control over Palestinian territory, energizing the conflict. The current conflict on borders, refugees, settlements, and the status of Jerusalem are rooted in this complex history of colonial occupation, dispossession, and competing national aspirations that remain unresolved.
To better understand the current situation of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, it is necessary to examine the key historical events that have shaped it and continue to influence its development today.
1. The Balfour Declaration (1917): One of the decisive twists in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict was the proclamation of the Balfour Declaration in 1917. It was a statement by the British government in World War I that they supported the creation of a national Jewish home in Palestine that, at the time, was under Ottoman rule and largely inhabited by Arabs with a small Jewish minority (Schneer, 2010). The declaration was the start of increased tension between the Jewish immigrants and the Arab people leading up to the Arab revolt in 1936 and ultimately leading to later plans such as, the UN partition plan and the establishment of the State of Israel in 1948.
2. Arab Revolt and Jewish Immigration (1936-1939): In the period between 1936 and 1939, Jew settlements and British colonialism in Palestine motivated a mass uprising against British rule and Jewish settlements by Arab Palestinians. They wanted the country to be independent and they wanted the continued entrance of Jewish immigrants to be stopped (Morris, 2001). The rebel uprising was put down forcibly by the British regime. Nevertheless, the uprising intensified the enmity between Arabs and Jews and determined a lot in the course of the conflict.
3. The UN partitioning and the 1948 Arab Israeli War: In 1947 United Nations Partition Plan Resolution 181 was promulgated, and this became the basis through which the partition of Palestine emerged through the formation of separate Jewish and Arab states, with Jerusalem becoming under international administration. Although the Jewish leadership agreed to the plan, the Arabs leaders and the Palestinian Arabs opposed it because they considered it unfair and a breach of their rights. After Israel had declared its independence on May 14, 1948, the adjacent Arab states initiated a war-like intervention, which led to the first Arab-Israeli conflict. The war led to displacement of some 700,000 Palestinians in a commemoration that is referred to as Nakba, or the catastrophe (Khalidi, 2006).
4. Six-Day War and Occupation (1967): The conflict took a new course with the 1967 war. Israel attacked Egypt, Jordan and Syria in a pre-emptive attack and occupied major territories such as Sinai Peninsula, Gaza Strip, West Bank, East Jerusalem and the Golan Heights. These jobs did not only stir up Palestinian resistance, but they also made a solution to a two-state very difficult. The war also symbolized the turning of Israel into a powerful regional country in terms of military (Segev, 2000).
5. The Six-Day War (1967): In June 1967, Israel attacked its neighbours on a six-day war during the holiest day in Judaism, the Yom Kippur. The war troubled the international community to intensify its involvement especially by cold war powers and resulted to the resurgence of diplomatic activities that tried to broker peace to end the war. The territorial arrangements were also transformed due to the hostilities and increased the conflicts over the regions including Sinai Peninsula.
6. Oslo Accords and the Peace Process of the 1990s: The three-year period around the middle of the first decade of the twenty-first century was characterized by a new wave of hopefulness, with the signing of the Oslo Accords in 1993, after secret talks between Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). These agreements provided mutual recognition and formed a set of limited Palestinian autonomy, the endpoint in this process being the two-state solution. Issues that remained unresolved however include such contentious issues as the status of Jerusalem, Palestinian refugees, and Israeli settlements. The events that led to the assassination of Israel Prime Minister Yitzhak Rabin in 1995 by a Jewish extremist showed that there was a great sense of difference inside Israel on whether they need to make peace or not (Rabin, 1996).
7. Second Intifada (2000-2005): The Second Intifada was an eruption of violence by Palestinians that followed the failure of the Camp David Summit in 2000, including other political provocations like the visit of Israeli opposition leader Ariel Sharon to the Temple Mount. This was the time when violence was on the extreme with suicide bomb tactics, Israeli military raids as well as volatility throughout the region. The casualties and the destruction that resulted weakened the optimism of peace and furrowed the Israeli security within its surroundings and augmented settlement activities further engendering additional distrust (Hammack, 2010).
8. Gaza Conflicts and Settlement Expansion (2008-Present): Since 2008, some of the greater military clashes between Israel and the Hamas in Gaza are related which are the wars of 20082009, 2012 and 2014. These wars have left a great deal of civilian casualties and destruction of infrastructure in Gaza. Meanwhile, there has been continued expansion of Israeli settlements in the West Bank and East Jerusalem, which has compromised the possibility of two-state solution. Although Isreali organizations and some international entities had acknowledged Jerusalem as their capital over the years, the declaration of ths move by the Trump government in 2017 further shifted the international diplomacy which was widely criticized by global leaders and people (B Para, 2020).
2.2.2 Role of Regional and International Actors in the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict
The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is deeply influenced by multiple regional and international actors whose actions often shape the intensity and direction of the conflict. These actors play vital roles, either exacerbating tensions through military and political support or contributing to peace and humanitarian relief efforts. Their involvement has implications for international law, particularly regarding state sovereignty, external intervention, and potential complicity in violations of human rights and crimes against humanity.
Regional Actors
1. Arab States and Iran
Some Arab countries such as Egypt, Jordan, Syria and Lebanon have been ardent advocates of the Palestinian cause and often raise a voice against Israeli occupation by both reporting them on and waging military attacks. Egypt and Jordan have formalized their relations with Israel with peace agreements, but Egypt and Jordan continue to be fierce proponents of the rights of Palestinians, and are frequently used as intermediaries in any peace negotiations. On the contrary, Syria and Lebanon remain magnets of tension with cases of ill defined territories and arms activities like Hezbollah who constantly wage war with the Israeli army. Although not part of the Arab world, Iran is a significant actor in the region and one of the most important supporters of Palestinian groups such as Hamas and Islamic Jihad. Both its financial and military support can be clarified by its ideological opposition to Israel and plays a major role in terms of the escalation of a conflict. Besides, the Iranian presence is surrounded with complicated conditions of international humanitarian law, especially its sponsorship of non-state armed organizations.


2. Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) States
Countries like Saudi Arabia, Qatar, and Kuwait have long supported Palestinians through political and humanitarian means. However, recent normalization moves, such as the Abraham Accords, have shifted some alliances, potentially undermining collective Arab support for Palestinian statehood. This shift complicates regional consensus and reflects competing interests that influence both peace prospects and the geopolitical framing of justice and accountability.
International Actors
1. United States: America has been the greatest driver of Israel where they have been of great support to Israel in the provision of military aid and also serving in the protection of Israel abroad by way of protection to military powers like the United Nations Security Council by way of veto power. Whereas U.S has contributed in the realization of such peace agreements like the Oslo Accords, its vocal support to Israel has brought some doubts in its capacity to act as a mediating force without having any sides. This bias is seen to have impact on the impartiality of the international law and seeking justice on the casualties of civilians.
2. European Union (EU): The European Union also promotes a peaceful solution on the two-state model and also helps in providing humanitarian assistance to Palestinians. Nonetheless, its ability to take action in line with international legal systems and impact the direction of the peace process to a significant degree has been undermined by domestic divisions and a lack of geopolitical clout.
3. United Nations (UN): UN has played a central role in providing humanitarian aid and setting legal conventions such as the resolutions 242 as well as the current work of the organisation like UNRWA. Although there is a normative power, UN lacks capacity to implement de facto enforcement due to lack of unity between members of Security Council and also lack of strong enforcement mechanisms towards bringing accountability to those found with fault. This has led to a lot of violation of international laws which have not been repaired.
4. Russia and China: These two world powers keep diplomatic ties with both of the sides in the conflict, Israel and the Palestinians and frequently urge them to talk, to seek a multilateral solution. Being not the main protagonists of the conflict, the level of their involvement expresses the influence of the international power games and conditions under which the interpretation of legal obligations and rights of the parties is implemented within the framework of the controversy.
2.2.3 Legal Frameworks and Jurisdiction of International Courts in the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict
International law is an important concept of ensuring that human actions are governed by a set of rules in cases of armed conflicts especially in crimes against humanity. Within the Israeli-Palestinian case, there are multiple documents of importance on an international level; namely the Geneva Conventions, the Rome Statute, and a number of UN resolutions have become essential to characterizing the legal framework and legal means of accountability.
The modern international humanitarian law is based on the Geneva Conventions of 1949. These agreements, which consist of four big treaties, established the standards of the humane treatment in times of war. Geneva Convention IV is of especial interest to the situation as it provides the standards of protection of the people under occupation, which is relevant to the debate on Israeli control of Palestinian regions. Additional Protocols of 1977 are more expansive, particularly Protocol I, which signify the necessity to protect civilians and the imposition of restrictions on: collective punishment, or any attack on civilian population, or civilian objects; and the limitations on attacks directed against combatants (ICCPR, 2020).
A major landmark legal text survived through the form of the Rome Statute that came into force in 1998 and created the International Criminal Court (ICC) and legally defined core international crimes together with genocide, crimes against humanity, war crimes, and aggression. Article 7 of the Statute concerns crimes against humanity, which includes acts such as torture, murder, and forced displacement and aggressive population transfer or attack on civilians in Articles 8. These are particularly crucial when it comes to accusations about Israeli settlement growth, military practices and deposition of Palestinian communities. Although the ICC may have jurisdiction over crimes in Palestinian territories under the condition that it is subject to jurisdiction, it cannot exercise it under some circumstances (ICC, 2021).
Also, the resolutions of the United Nations are legally and diplomatically influential, but non-binding. These last resolutions are used to influence the international opinion as well as to govern the behavior of states. As an example of resolutions, the 242 (1967) resolution wants the state of Israel to scuttle ground taken by them during the six-day war, the 338 (1973) resolution urges the state parties to have peace talks. Most recently, Resolution 2334 (2016) condemned Israeli settlements as actions contrary to international law and as being an obstacle to peace. These resolutions have no binding effects, but they still govern the international world and the meaning of the laws (UNGA, 2016). Regarding judicial entities, two prominent international courts have been involved in the issue of the conflict: International Criminal Court (ICC) and International Court of Justice (ICJ). ICC is given the mandate to prosecute those individuals acting within the jurisdiction of member states or those harboring the individuals through the Rome Statute. With Palestine becoming a signatory to the Rome Statute in 2015, the ICC also began having the jurisdiction to investigate the right to crimes in Palestinian territory as of 2015 (ICC, 2015). Since then, the Court has launched investigations into the possible war crimes, including illegal settlement and excessive military measures. Nonetheless, it is not easy to enforce as is the case of Israel since it denies the ICC jurisdiction and is not willing to comply. The ICC can easily be undermined due to a lack of actual enforcement following the judgments, which in turn weakens its power and authority to enforce its verdicts (Wolman & Ostrovsky, 2019).
Other courts are the International Court of Justice (ICJ), which is a court that resolves disputes between states established in 1945 as well as providing legal opinions to the UN organs. It made one of its highest profile rulings in 2004 when it issued an advisory opinion which held that the construction by Israel of the separation wall in the West Bank was illegal under international law. After pointing to violations of the Fourth Geneva Convention and a number of UN resolutions, the ICJ mentioned land and air corridor escorts, and the removal of settlements erected on land in advance of the route (ICJ, 2004). Nonetheless, just like the ICC, the ICJ is unable to enforce its decisions on its own. By basing its decisions on the voluntary willingness of states or the political will of the UN Security Council, which in many cases is blocked by the geopolitical divisions (Shaw, 2017), it becomes obvious that it does not have much to rely on and bases its decisions on rather unstable grounds. To sum up, in spite of the fact that the ICC and ICJ provide an official legal opportunity to seek redress of Israeli-Palestinian dispute, they have a considerably narrowed influence due to political factors, the state sovereignty issue and a lack of enforcement powers. The fact that Israel did not join the Rome Statute, the fact that the country has influential allies across the world and the fact that the UN resolutions are merely advisory combine to show the limitations of international legal organizations in settling highly political cases like this one.
2.2.4 Overview and application of International Law in Armed Conflicts, and the challenges in the application of international laws to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict 
International law is a body of legal rules governing the conduct of states, international organizations, and individuals, particularly in maintaining peace, security, and justice across borders. It derives from treaties such as the Geneva Conventions (1949). Rome Statute (1998), Customary practices, General legal principles, and decisions of international courts such as the International Court of Justice (ICJ) and the International Criminal Court (ICC) (Cassese, 2005).
In conflict zones, international humanitarian law (IHL),a branch of international law, seeks to protect civilians, prisoners of war, and medical personnel, while limiting means and methods of warfare. Common Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions, for example, prohibits torture and cruel treatment in non-international armed conflicts. Likewise, international criminal law criminalizes grave violations such as genocide, ethnic cleansing, and systematic attacks against civilians, as outlined in Article 7 of the Rome Statute (Rome Statute, 1998).
In the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, international law is invoked to regulate issues of occupation, settlements, and the protection of human rights. UN resolutions such as, Resolution 2334 and the Fourth Geneva Convention, are used to assess legality of settlement expansion and occupation practices (ICJ, 2004). However, despite the availability of legal frameworks, implementation is often obstructed by political resistance and lack of enforcement mechanisms (Lauterpacht & Bethlehem, 2009).
The application of international law to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict faces numerous obstacles that undermine its effectiveness in promoting accountability, justice, and lasting peace. One of the major challenges is political non-cooperation and sovereignty disputes. Israel has consistently rejected the authority of the International Criminal Court (ICC), describing its investigations as politically motivated. Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu labeled the ICC “a political body, not a judicial institution,” while Foreign Minister Gideon Saar dismissed its arrest warrants as “null and void,” thereby resisting accountability for alleged violations. In contrast, the Palestinian Authority has welcomed the Court’s involvement, with Prime Minister Mohammad Shtayyeh describing it as “a victory for justice and humanity.” However, Palestine’s limited sovereign control over its territories restricts its capacity to enforce international legal decisions. Additionally, strong geopolitical alliances, particularly the United States’ political and military support for Israel, often obstruct cooperation with international legal institutions and shield Israel from meaningful legal scrutiny.
Another significant issue is the ambiguity and contested interpretation of international legal norms. For example, the legality of Israeli settlements in the West Bank is highly debated. Most of the international community views them as a violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention, while Israel disputes this, citing historical, religious, and security reasons. This lack of consensus on legal definitions complicates enforcement and diplomatic negotiations.
The limitations of enforcement mechanisms also pose a considerable challenge. International laws rely on states' willingness to cooperate, which is often absent when powerful nations or their allies are involved. Israel's diplomatic influence and its allies' frequent use of veto power in the UN Security Council often block binding resolutions. The ICC, despite its role in international justice, lacks independent enforcement power without state cooperation or a Security Council mandate, often rendering its decisions symbolic. Moreover, there's a fundamental tension between legal idealism and political realities. While international law promotes peace and human rights, strategic interests often override these principles. States frequently prioritize national agendas over international legal obligations, leading to selective adherence. The ongoing violence and political stalemate further diminish the authority of international law as both Israeli and Palestinian actors prioritize security over compliance.
Finally, the perceived bias and politicization of international institutions are significant. Bodies like the United Nations are often accused of partiality, with their resolutions selectively implemented or often ignored. For instance, many UN resolutions condemning Israeli actions go unenforced, while those targeting Palestinian actors face resistance. This imbalance erodes confidence in the impartiality of international legal systems and fosters a sense of injustice, particularly among the affected populations.
In conclusion, while international law provides essential tools for addressing crimes against humanity and regulating armed conflicts, its effectiveness in the Israeli-Palestinian context is often undermined by political resistance, legal ambiguities, and limited enforcement. Despite these challenges, the legal framework remains a critical foundation for accountability, peace-building, and the protection of human rights.
2.3 Theoretical Review 
2.3.1 Realist Theory of International Relations
The theory of International Relations known as Realist Theory suggests that nation-state is the key actor in international relations and is driven by a mixture of their self-interest which serves as the driving force to reinforce their power and guarantee their existence. Such prominent thinkers as Hans Morgenthau, Kenneth Waltz, and John Mearsheimer underline the fact that an international system is presently anarchic it does not have a supreme governing body. In this context, states are more inclined to put the strategic interests rather than moral obligations and in most cases they tend to only follow international law when it is in their national interests.
This perspective throws some light on the non-uniform practice and the non-observance of international legal norms often reflected in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Even though legal measures have been put in place such as the Rome Statute, the geopolitical interests of the powerful states has weakened their application in implementation. To illustrate, the American association affords Israel with political security against international condemnation even in matters related to alleged crimes against humanity since the United States has been vetoing UN resolutions that disparage Israeli policies.
At the same time, the Palestinian groups, e.g., Hamas, also demonstrate the behavior of a realist, since they prioritize a tactical survival, the ability to physically control the territory, and the bargaining power, which may exist regardless of the international humanitarian law. This interaction further supports the claim by the Realists that issues of power and security concerns often supersede legal norms especially in long-standing and long-established conflicts.
In a nutshell, Realist Theory puts a lot of emphasis about the futility of international legal enforcing instruments in a regime that is largely filled with national interest and power games. It explains why there is a selective exercise or indeed rejection of the international law, such as Article 7 of the Rome Statute, particularly when countries with great geopolitical power are guilty of wrong-doing. In this context, there is no element of obligation governing adherence to international law, but that it is a calculated decision which is taken when it suits a state to do so.
2.3.2 Legal Pluralism Theory
The Legal Pluralism Theory assumes that more than one legal system can exist juxtaposed in terms of a geographical or political area. Researchers like Sally Engle Merry and Boaventura de Sousa Santos indicate that law does not have to occupy a single, hierarchical position applied by the state. Rather, it is a set of overlapping and interrelating layers, such as formal state law, traditional custom, religious principle and international legal texts. All these legal systems contribute to shaping the interpretations of justice, pursuit, and enforcement by the societies.
Legal pluralism is also apparent in the case of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. A patchwork of legal regimes has been in place in the region such as Israeli military and civilian law, Palestinian Authority law, customary law and, more generically, the international legal regime of the Geneva Conventions and the Rome Statute. Nevertheless, these systems often do not work in harmony as they are in conflict. Take an example: where Palestine is a signatory to the Rome Statute and as such, it resorts to the International Criminal Court (ICC), Israel has openly opposed the jurisdiction of the court and does not grant it any powers.
This issue of legal fragmentation provides a visual representation of the extent to which the application of the international standards of law (where the definitions of crimes against humanity may be found in Article 7 of the Rome Statute) is extremely hard. Acts that per both the international humanitarian and domestic Israeli law would be violations are justified under the Israeli authorities or concealed through legal inconsistencies like forced demolitions, forcible evictions, or expansions of settlements. To this effect, Legal Pluralism Theory is thus a useful prism through which to peer at the extent to which competing legal authority and frameworks can undermine the uniformity and efficacy of international law in marriages and alliances that are so highly politicized and contested like Israel and Palestine.
2.4 Empirical Review
In their work Illegal Occupation Framing the Occupied Palestinian Territory by Ben-Naftali, Gross and Michaeli (2005) a legal investigation was conducted on military acts of the Israeli forces contravening Israeli and international law during the Second Intifada. With the help of field reports, military records and court decisions, they identified numerous instances of international humanitarian law violations, namely, a lack of distinction between combatants and noncombatants as well as the violation of the principle of proportionality.
In the article Palestinian Refugees and the Right of Return under International Law, Akram and Rempel (2004) examined the rights of the Palestine refugees in terms of the international law. By reference to UNRWA records and international conventions, they were able to conclude that structural violence within the context of international law, is manifested in the continuous denial of the right to return and in the status of statelessness.
In The Law of Belligerent Occupation in the Supreme Court of Israel, Kretzmer (2010) analyzed the legal justification of Israel in its action when it employed the use of force through the operation Cast Lead. His survey of judicial opinions/state published reports showed there were major differences of international standards of necessity/protective proportion, exposing the dubiousness of the self-defense story.
In his The Statehood of Palestine: International Law in the Middle East Conflict, Quigley (2013) evaluated the statehood of Palestine and its quest to be considered a state within the international legal structure. He underlined the role of the external political push, and that of the United States best of all, in undermining accountability systems of institutions such as the UN and the ICC.
In the report Israeli Practices Toward the Palestinian People and the Question of Apartheid, commissioned by the UN, Falk and Tilley (2017) resorted to the international legal framework to consider the practices administered by Israel in all the occupied territories. Based on legal and empirical evidence, they identified evidence likening the nature of these policies to apartheid, specifically in the manner that these are done in segregation, land grabbing and the denial of mobility.
In a more general critique of the politicization of international justice, Bassiouni (2011), in Introduction to International Criminal Law, has made the following observation: Citing the IsraeliPalestinian case among others, he maintained that legal imposition is often hindered by strategic considerations, where even the case of the strong or an ally of the West goes unpursued.
The case in point is a study conducted by Ronen (2021), in The ICC and the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict: The Limits of Lawfare, which focuses on the ICC ruling to investigate alleged war crimes in Palestinian occupied territories. After examining official records and secondary legal literature, her research found that the politicization charges and renewed geopolitical opposition limit the endeavors of the ICC even where there is precedent as to the jurisdiction.
Megret (2022) has since June last year published Crimes Against Humanity and the Occupation of Palestine in which they discussed the application of Article 7 at the Rome Statute to situations of long-term occupation. Using a case study of Israeli practices in the west bank, he contended that in situations where there is a systematic violation of human rights e.g. forced displacement and deprivation of civil rights, then such an act may be in violation of international law and therefore amounts to crimes against humanity.
In its report Patterns of Systematic Attacks Against Civilians in Gaza, the Al-Haq Legal Research Unit (2023) explored the October 2023 escalation using the methods of forensics and law. The report relied on satellite images, eyewitness testimony, and ground evidence to determine that purposeful attacks were committed on civilian infrastructure and that based on this fact it had determined that the incidents could be considered collective punishment and a crime against humanity under the Rome Statute.
Tilley (2023), in Apartheid in Israel and the ICCs Legal Framework, got back into the apartheid framework by revisiting the current legal proceedings. Her deductions, which were based on demographic statistics and policy review, reinstated the finding that Israel is treating Palestinians in a way that qualifies as an apartheid and amounting to crimes against humanity.
In his article, The Gaza 2023 Crisis and the Collapse of International Legal Norms (Pappé, 2023), the author explored the destruction of credibility of humanitarian law during the latest conflict. Informed by conflict-monitoring information bases and international law jurisprudence, he argued that the longstanding impunity with which grave violations have gone unpunished has developed an impunity culture in international law.  
2.5   Gaps in Literature
While there is a lot of scholarly and institutional research on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, especially regarding violations of international humanitarian law, some significant gaps remain in the existing literature. Many experts, like Ben-Naftali et al. (2005) or Falk and Tilley (2017), have done an excellent job analyzing actions that could be considered as crimes against humanity under the Rome Statute. However, very few have actually looked at whether international legal bodies like the International Criminal Court (ICC) or the International Court of Justice (ICJ) have truly been effective in holding belligerent suspects accountable or stopping further violations in this conflict. There are numerous research that points to a pattern of systematic abuses, but there's a real lack of studies that explore how international legal frameworks influence the behavior of states. Specifically, the limited focus on whether international law affects the strategies, compliance, or military actions of either Israeli or Palestinian actors. The Realist theory in international relations suggests that states often comply with international law only when it aligns with national interests, yet few empirical studies have rigorously tested this hypothesis within the context of this conflict.
Another area that has not been fully explored is the actual impact of international intervention, whether it is legal action, diplomatic efforts, or humanitarian aid, does it really curb crimes against humanity or hold states accountable? While organizations like Human Rights Watch and scholars such as Ronen (2021) highlight violations and institutional responses, they often don't delve into the conditions under which these efforts succeed or fail to deliver justice or change state conduct.
This lack of in-depth evaluation means we don't fully understand how much power international law truly has when it comes to enforcement. It also hinders our ability to develop stronger ways to protect civilians and resolve conflicts. To truly bridge this gap, we need more than just legal analysis. We need interdisciplinary research that brings together political, legal, and institutional viewpoints to assess the real reach and limitations of international law in long-standing conflicts like the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Therefore, this research aims to contribute to filling this gap by critically examining the application and enforcement of Article 7 of the Rome Statute within the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, evaluating the effectiveness of international legal mechanisms and how they shape the conduct of both state and non-state actors in the conflict.
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CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
3.1 Theoretical Framework
3.1.1 Realism Theory 
This study is analyzed through the lens of the Realist Theory of International Relations, which provides a theoretical framework for understanding the behavior of states within the international system, particularly in conflict situations such as the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.  
The theory was propounded by thinkers such as Thomas Hobbes, Niccolò Machiavelli, Hans Morgenthau, and Raymond Aron. This school of thought emphasizes the central role of the state, the pursuit of power, and the inevitability of conflict in an anarchic international system. It presents a world where moral ideals are often secondary to national interest, and where peace is fragile, shaped not by shared values but by balances of power and strategic advantage.”
Realism has its philosophical roots in the works of Thomas Hobbes and Niccolò Machiavelli, and its modern theoretical foundation was later developed by scholars like Hans J. Morgenthau and Raymond Aron. Hobbes, in his seminal work Leviathan (1651), conceptualized the “state of nature” as a condition where life is “solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short,” emphasizing that humans are inherently selfish, power-hungry, and in perpetual competition. Hobbes believed that the lust for power and dominance is a fundamental aspect of human nature, and this perception is directly extended to the behavior of states, which are viewed as actors driven by the same brutish instincts. According to this view, the nature of man is the nature of the state, and just as man seeks self-preservation and dominance, so too does the state.
Machiavelli’s The Prince (1532) also laid the groundwork for political realism by asserting that rulers must prioritize power and security over morality in order to maintain state stability. His pragmatic approach to governance and diplomacy stresses the necessity of manipulation, coercion, and power-balancing as essential tools of governance. In the 20th century, Hans Morgenthau expanded on these classical foundations in his work Politics Among Nations (1948), arguing that international politics, like all politics, is a struggle for power. Morgenthau emphasized that states act in accordance with their national interests defined in terms of power, and that moral principles cannot be applied universally in international affairs. Similarly, Raymond Aron, a French political theorist, reinforced realist principles by highlighting the historical continuity of power politics and the limitations of idealism in securing peace in a world of sovereign, self-interested states.
3.1.2 Core Assumptions of Realist Theory
1. Human Nature as the Foundation of International Politics:
Realists believe that individuals are inherently selfish, acquisitive, and prone to conflict. This assumption translates to the state level, where nations are likewise motivated by power, security, and survival. Realists hold that just as man is brutish, so too is the state, and this brutish nature shapes the conduct of states on the international stage, that is to say, this inherent brutality is reflected in how states interact globally. The realist worldview assumes that peace is temporary and war is a recurring phenomenon driven by the inherent nature of political actors.
2. The State as the Primary Actor:
Another key tenet of realism is the centrality of the state in international relations. According to realists, states are the principal and most legitimate actors in the international system. Other actors such as multinational corporations, international organizations, or non-state actors are considered secondary and dependent on state consent for influence. Realists argue that only the state possesses the sovereignty and legal authority to make decisions that impact international affairs, including the use of force, treaty-making, and foreign policy (Morgenthau, 1948).
3.  Power Politics and the Paradox of Security
Realists contend that power politics is a natural and inevitable aspect of international life. In an anarchic system where no central authority exists to enforce rules or mediate disputes, states must rely on their own capabilities, military strength, economic resources, and strategic alliances for security. This often leads to a security dilemma, where the pursuit of power by one state prompts others to increase their own military capacity, leading to an arms race or conflict. The accumulation of power, through armies, navies, and defensive pacts, is thus not only a choice but a necessity for survival in an anarchic world (Aron, 1966).
4. Absence of a Truly Integrated International Society
Realists deny the existence of a fully integrated international society governed by universal norms or institutions. From a realist standpoint, bodies such as the United Nations or the European Union are seen as instruments of state power rather than autonomous actors capable of enforcing justice or global morality. They argue that there exists no overarching international authority capable of compelling compliance, and thus, international law and ethical principles are often subordinated to national interests. This skepticism extends to the concept of justice in international relations, which realists argue is relative and subjective, interpreted by states to suit their own strategic objectives.
5. Inequality and the Power Theory
Realism also emphasizes the inequality of power and capacity among states and individuals. According to the realist perspective, “The equality of men is the ideology of the underprivileged seeking to rise themselves to the level of the privileged. Men are not equal in terms of capacity and disposition.” This notion translates to the belief that some states will naturally dominate others due to superior military, economic, or strategic advantages. Therefore, international politics is characterized by hierarchy and competition, not equality or harmony.
3.1.3 Application of Realist Theory to the Study
The Israeli-Palestinian conflict exemplifies the core assumptions of realism. Both Israel and Palestine operate within a global system characterized by anarchy, competition, and self-interest. Israel’s military dominance, its strategic alliances (notably with the United States), and its prioritization of national security over international norms demonstrate classic realist behavior. Its refusal to recognize the jurisdiction of the International Criminal Court, and its emphasis on military deterrence and territorial control, are actions rooted in state-centric rationality and power preservation, key tenets of realism.
Palestine, on the other hand, seeks international recognition and legal protection, but its lack of statehood and military capability renders it vulnerable in a system that prioritizes state power and sovereignty. International bodies such as the UN and the ICC, while offering moral and legal guidance, lack the enforcement power to alter the balance of power in the region, further affirming the realist claim that international institutions are subordinate to the will and interest of powerful states.
By applying realist theory, this study explores how power dynamics, national interest, and the absence of a binding global authority shape the actions of Israel and Palestine, and limit the effectiveness of international law in preventing or prosecuting crimes against humanity. The framework helps explain why legal instruments alone are insufficient in resolving the conflict, and why realpolitik continues to define the structure of peace, justice, and accountability in the region.
 

3.2   Hypotheses
1. International law applies to the allegations of crimes against humanity within the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict 
2. The Israeli-Palestinian war undermined Article 7 (crime against humanity) of the Rome statute.
3.3   Research Design
The study would use exploratory research design under a qualitative paradigm that is especially suitable in examining sophisticated, controversial, and rather unexplored topics. In Israeli-Palestinian conflict where often the according of laws and the responsibility practices are challenged, such an approach allows it to fully investigate the applicability of international laws like the Rome Statute and the Geneva Conventions. The research seeks to present a critical evaluation of cases which certain Israeli and Palestinian actors might depict to have reached the legal bar of crimes against humanity as well as the systemic challenges to prosecution. The flexibility of this design rids it of the need to conduct extensive review of pertinent legal processes, case studies and academic arguments on the matter which provide an insight into the shortcomings, as well as the capabilities of international law in dealing with the aspects of unabated conflict.
3.4   Method of Data Collection  
The research employs a documentary research approach in data collection where the use of primary and secondary sources enables this researcher to analyse how international law has been applied in the application of allegations to crimes against humanity in Israeli-Palestinian context. This technique means the systematic study of the already existing sources which are directly related to research topic, that is, the treaties, the decisions of courts, reports of policies, academic literature, and the findings of authoritative bodies. Primary sources are unmediated data of any sort that convey first hand evidence on the subject. Among them, one may name such basic international legal documents as the Geneva Conventions, the Rome Statute, United Nations resolutions, and official reports of such international organizations as the International Criminal Court (ICC). Also, investigating reports of human rights large organizations (Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch) are used as a primary data as they directly record the facts and legal proceedings of cases referred to as crimes against humanity. 
Secondary sources include scholarly works that interpret, critique, or analyze the primary materials. These consist of academic journal articles, books, and legal commentaries authored by experts in international law, political science, and Middle Eastern affairs. Such sources provide critical insights into the theoretical and practical implications of international legal norms as applied to the conflict.
The choice of documents is based on how well they support the goals of the research, their credibility, and their significance to the topic, helping to provide a well-rounded and thorough basis for analysis.
3.5    Method of Data Analysis  
This research uses thematic content analysis, a qualitative method that helps in examining and interpreting the data gathered. The study will carefully review legal documents, human rights reports, and academic literature to identify common themes and patterns related to how international law addresses crimes against humanity. Key issues such as legal violations, enforcement gaps, and political challenges will be grouped and analyzed based on their relevance to the research questions. This approach will help the study make sense of how international legal tools are applied, or sometimes ignored, in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, and what this means for justice and accountability at the global level. 

3.6    Logical Data Framework (LDF)  
	S/No.
	Research Questions
	Hypotheses
	Major Variables (X and Y)
	Empirical Indicators of Variables (X and Y)
	Sources of Data Collection
	Method of Data Collection
	Method of Data Analysis

	1
	Did international law apply to the allegations of crimes against humanity within the Israeli-Palestinian conflict?
	International law applies to the allegations of crimes against humanity within the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.
	X: Application of international law
Y: Allegations of crimes against humanity
	X:- Accession to the Rome Statute by Palestine
- Rejection of ICC jurisdiction by Israel
- UN and ICC legal documents
Y:- ICC preliminary examinations
- UNHRC reports
- Human rights investigations (e.g., HRW, Amnesty)
	- ICC documents
- UN resolutions
- Public statements from Israeli and Palestinian leaders
- Human Rights Watch & Amnesty International reports
- Academic journals
	Documentary method (Primary and Secondary Sources)
	Thematic Content Analysis

	2
	How has the Israeli-Palestinian war undermined Article 7 (crime against humanity) of the Rome Statute?
	The Israeli-Palestinian war undermined Article 7 (crime against humanity) of the Rome Statute.
	X: Nature and persistence of the conflict
Y: Enforcement of Article 7
	X:- Scale and nature of alleged violations (e.g., forced displacement, murder, persecution)
- Frequency and context of civilian casualties
Y:- Lack of prosecutions under Article 7
- Political resistance to ICC investigations
- Statements denying jurisdiction or cooperation
	- ICC communications
- UNHRC and OHCHR reports
- Statements by PM Netanyahu, FM Gideon Saar, PM Shtayyeh
- Independent legal analyses and NGO documentation
	Documentary method (Primary and Secondary Sources)
	Thematic Content Analysis





CHAPTER FOUR
PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS OF RESULTS
4.1 International Law Applies to the Allegations of Crimes Against Humanity within the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict
In this hypothesis, we examine how international law (and especially what it has to say about crimes against humanity) is applicable to those actions that were underway in the case of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.
The transnational juridical regulation of the theme of crimes against humanity is, in the first place, developed in Article 7 of the Rome Statute (1998) of the International Criminal Court (ICC). According to this article, such crimes comprise of acts such as murder, persecution, sexual violence, torture, deportation, and other inhumane acts as long as they are involved in an attack launched against the civilian populations in a widespread or systematic manner. The requirements are the intentional attack of civilians, the size or methodical character of the acts and the awareness of the perpetrator of the larger situation within which the crimes are created.
Besides the Rome Statute, other applicable legal principles can be based on the Geneva Conventions, customary international law and the institutions founded by the United Nations in the regulation of the actions of all parties to an armed conflict. In the Israeli-Palestinian context, there have been a number of events of concern regarding Article 7, especially in the context of the major escalations in 2008-2009, 2014 and 2021 or 2023-2025.
Among the accusation against the Israeli forces are massive assassinations and inhumane treatment of those under military operation. In another instance, the 2023-2025 war saw the deaths of more than 61,000 Palestinians such as humanitarian organizations and children as a result of extensive aerial bombing of settlements with a great number of inhabitants (Al Jazeera, 2025). Such measures can be supposedly punished by means of Article 7(1) (a) and 7(1) (k) of the Rome Statute. Also, there are legal concerns of mass deportation, and forcible transfer of more than 90 percent of the population of Gaza with subsequent targeting of evacuation areas by the military means (UNHRC, 2024). The governments of Israel courts, especially in the West Bank and East Jerusalem, have also been accused of systematic persecution and apartheid, with discriminatory laws, land expropriations, and dual legal systems between Palestinians and Israeli settlers being reported by such groups as B Tselem (2021). The continuing blockade and preventative action of much-needed humanitarian aid in Gaza, particularly on occasions of escalated militarization, could also be a case of collective punishment and inhuman treatment as covered under Article 7(1)(k).
On the other hand, Palestinian militants like Hamas are also accused of perpetrating crimes that also have the potential of being classified under the international crime of humanity. This incorporates the creatures that happened in Israel on October 7, 2023, when a large number of more than 1,200 people were executed and over 250 people held ransom. These offenses are under Article 7(1) (a) and 7 (1) (e) which are murder and life imprisonment or other serious deprivation of liberty. Firing of rockets with the absence of making efforts to identify military or civilian targets into the Israeli urban areas is a contravention of the principles of distinction and proportionality under the international humanitarian law.
There have been increments of countries and international agencies in raising legal complaints and statements which propose that Israeli authorities and military activities might be war crimes, crimes against humanity. Strikingly, on December 29, 2023, South Africa launched a legal case against Israel in the International Court of Justice (ICJ) concerning genocidal intent on the basis of the Genocide Convention. The charges of war crimes and crimes against humanity are also filed in the complaint. Individual countries that have spoken out in support of this action are Belgium, Ireland, Spain, Malaysia, Namibia and Pakistan and the Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC) and the Arab League. Israeli attacks against the humanitarian aid convoys, especially caused by Turkish bombs, were in particular branded by Turkey to be a direct strike against civilians and were according to Turkey another crime against humanity. The use of legal and political instruments A range of legal and political measures has been used, might be called diplomatic responses, they include a number of ICJ applications, resolutions of the UN Security Council, arms embargo, and even formal statements by governments condemning Israeli actions in Gaza as representing crimes against humanity or genocide. As an example, on November 14, 2024, the Human Rights Watch (HRW) published a detailed report, consisting of 154 pages, named the crimes against humanity in Gaza by the Israeli State, Mass Forced Displacement and Widespread Destruction. According to the report, almost 1.9 million Palestinians or over 90 percent of the population of Gaza have been expelled by force. It records the deliberate destruction of civilian dwellings and other important infrastructure by Israeli forces in regions that have already been pre-designated as security corridors and buffer zones, which is expected to lead to displacement of individuals in the longer term.
But against Israeli arguments that they are done to save civilian lives, HRW claims that either bombing of the evacuation routes or supposedly safe zones infringes major violations of humanitarian law. According to researcher Nadia Hardman of HRW, there is no evidence that disclosure of sexual orientation will or will not harm the children.
The Israeli government can never say that it is protecting Palestinians yet it kills them as they escape the country and bombs the so called safe zones and starves them of food, water and sanitation.
It was based on the interviews of 39 displaced Palestinians, the study of 184 Israeli evacuation orders, satellite photographs, and confirmed audiovisual records that supposed showcase an intense destruction and probable breaches of the international law regulations.
In an earlier press release dated October 10, 2024, Human Rights Watch cited a UN Independent International Commission of Inquiry report, which found that Israel committed war crimes and crimes against humanity, including extermination, through systematic attacks on healthcare facilities and personnel, and mistreatment of detainees and hostages. According to the Commission:
“Israel has perpetrated a concerted policy to destroy Gaza’s healthcare system as part of a broader assault on Gaza, committing war crimes and crimes against humanity of extermination through deliberate attacks on medical personnel and infrastructure.”
Table 1: H1 
	S/N
	Actor
	Alleged Crime
	Rome Statute Article
	Description / Context
	Source

	1.

	Israeli Forces
	Murder
	Art. 7(1)(a)
	Over 61,000 Palestinian deaths from airstrikes in populated areas
	Al Jazeera (2025); HRW (2024)

	2.
	Israeli Forces
	Extermination
	Art. 7(1)(b)
	Systematic targeting of health systems and “safe zones”
	UNHRC (2024); HRW (2024)

	3.
	Israeli Forces
	Forcible Transfer / Deportation
	Art. 7(1)(d)
	1.9 million Gazans forcibly displaced during war
	Amnesty International (2024)

	4.
	Israeli Authorities
	Persecution / Apartheid
	Art. 7(1)(h)
	Discriminatory laws and dual legal systems in West Bank and East Jerusalem
	B’Tselem (2021); Amnesty (2022)

	5.
	Israeli Forces
	Inhumane Acts / Starvation / Siege
	Art. 7(1)(k)
	Blockade, denial of aid, use of starvation in Gaza
	HRW (2024); ICC Charges (2024)

	7.
	Palestinian Groups
	Murder of Civilians
	Art. 7(1)(a)
	1,200 Israeli civilians killed in Oct 7, 2023 attack
	HRW (2024); ICC (2024)

	9.
	Palestinian Groups
	Imprisonment / Hostage-taking
	Art. 7(1)(e)
	Over 250 Israeli hostages taken by Hamas
	ICC (2024); UN Reports

	10.
	Palestinian Groups
	Indiscriminate Attacks on Civilians
	Art. 7(1)(k)
	Unguided rocket fire into Israeli civilian areas
	B’Tselem (2021); HRW (2024)



The International Criminal Court (ICC) has confirmed that it has jurisdiction over the situation in Palestine, which includes Gaza, the West Bank, and East Jerusalem, despite Israel not being a party to the Rome Statute. The ICC is currently investigating alleged crimes committed since the 2021 Gaza conflict, with a specific focus on the escalation of hostilities following the October 7, 2023, Hamas attack.
On May 20, 2024, the ICC issued arrest warrants for Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and former Defense Minister Yoav Gallant, as well as three Hamas Leaders, including Yahya Sinwar. These warrants are for alleged war crimes and crimes against humanity committed from 8th October 2023 to the 20th of May 2024, the day the prosecution filed the arrest, including the use of starvation as a method of warfare and murder. 
From the evidence presented, based on the overwhelming documentation, legal definitions, institutional responses, and global outcry, this hypothesis is strongly supported. International law does apply to the allegations of crimes against humanity in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict.
4.2   The Israeli-Palestinian War Undermined Article 7 of the Rome Statute
The hypothesis itself within this context looks into whether the continuity of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, particularly the current escalation that is happening in 2023-2025 caused a decrease in authority through practical implementation and executability of Article 7 of the Rome Statute that defines what crimes against humanity entail.That although international law has presented clear scopes of humanity protection even in times of war, the systematic and repetitive violation of such principles along with the absence of effective enforcement creates a schism that potentially undermines the credibility and effectiveness of international criminal justice systems.
Many of the actions that were undertaken during this time are very clear in the definition of Article 7 of the Rome Statute, including:
	Article 7(1) (a) Murder
	Article 7(1) (b) Extermination
	Article 7(1) (d) deportation or forced transfer of population
	Article 7 (1) (f) Torture
	Article 7(1) (g) -Sex crimes-Sexual violence
	Article 7(1) (k) - Other inhumane acts that bring about severe suffering
In November 2024 a report issued by the Human Rights Watch deemed that the attack carried on Israeli civilians by the Hamas party on October 7th, 2023, fit within the definition of crimes against humanity. Nonetheless, a retaliatory mission by Israel consisting of vast aerial bombardments, mass displacement of people, and the prohibition to access basic provisions were also reported as being illegal by the standards of the international law. Human Rights Watch termed these acts as collective punishment- a type of violence that is technically forbidden [during war].
As findings by Amnesty international in October 2024 indicate, approximately 1.9 million people contained in 2.2 million residents of Gaza had been harshly displaced. According to Amnesty, these displacements were not just large in scale, systematic and not only that but were also done deliberately with reference to the state policies. Accordingly, they constituted the legal terms of crimes against humanity as stated in Article 7(1)(d). These allegations were further supported by the UN Independent International Commission of Inquiry June 2024 report which stated that there were Israeli military war crimes and crimes against humanity conducted including murder, torture, starvation, sexual violence and forcible transfer among others. The report asserted that these violations were not only accidental or isolated, but instead were part of an organised and deliberate campaign on civilians and hence the report met the legal standards as stipulated in Article 7.
The commission also produced other findings involving the extensive use of sexual and gender based violence by the Israeli personnel in the occupied territories of Palestine. Along with the reported aforementioned abuses were rapes, sexual humiliation in public, electric torture, deprivation of basic amenities in custody and assaults on reproductive health clinics. This is done under Article 7(1)(g) (sexual violence), Article 7(1)(f) (torture) and Article 7(1)(k) (inhumane treatment).
An independent UN-sponsored report, commissioned and headed by Navi Pillay, also drew the conclusion that Israeli actions constituted systematic extermination and intentional killings in a report published June 12, 2024 that reaffirmed the assertion that no one in Gaza was safe because Israeli forces deliberately denied civilian infrastructure.
Additionally, the report of the UN Special Rapporteur, with the support of Amnesty International, stated that there is also a significant evidence of the relevance of the involvement of the wide systematic rationality behind these violations by having a broader political and military strategy that could be considered as a crime against humanity as well as genocide under the international law.








Table 3: H2
	S/N
	Actor
	Alleged Crime
	Rome Statute Article
	How It Undermines Article 7
	Source

	1.
	Israeli Forces
	Murder
	Art. 7(1)(a)
	Systematic, repeated killing of civilians with impunity
	UNHRC (2024); ICC (2024)

	2.
	Israeli Forces
	Starvation as a Method of Warfare
	Art. 7(1)(k)
	Blockade, bombing aid routes, and denial of water and medicine
	HRW (2024); WHO; ICC Arrest Warrant

	3.
	Israeli Forces
	Extermination through attacks on health sector
	Art. 7(1)(b)
	Destroying Gaza’s health system as part of war strategy
	HRW (2024); UN Inquiry (2024)

	4.
	Israeli Forces
	Sexual Violence / Torture
	Art. 7(1)(g), 7(1)(f)
	Sexualized torture, stripping, genital shocks in detention
	UN OPT Commission (2024)

	5.
	Palestinian Groups
	Hostage-Taking
	Art. 7(1)(e)
	Still holding captives; raises ICC jurisdiction concerns
	ICC Arrest Warrant (2024)

	6.
	Palestinian Groups
	Murder of Civilians
	Art. 7(1)(a)
	Attack on Israeli communities initiated Oct 7, 2023
	HRW (2024); UN Reports

	7.
	Systemic Failure
	Non-enforcement of ICC Warrants
	N/A
	ICC arrest warrants for Israeli and Hamas leaders not enforced
	ICC (2024); Global Legal Commentary

	8.
	Political Obstruction
	U.S. Security Council Vetoes
	N/A
	Repeated U.S. vetoes prevent UN enforcement and accountability mechanisms
	UNGA (2023); Al Jazeera (2024)



Despite such extensive violations, enforcement mechanisms under Article 7 have proven largely ineffective. This failure manifests in several ways such as:
· Delayed and politicized response from international institutions.
· Obstruction of ICC jurisdiction and cooperation by powerful states.
· Disregard for humanitarian law by parties with military superiority
· Systematic attacks on protected persons and facilities. 

In a significant legal development, the International Criminal Court (ICC) in 2024 issued arrest warrants for Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and Defense Minister Yoav Gallant, citing charges of, Murder, Extermination, Use of starvation as a weapon and other inhumane acts. These charges by the ICC, represent a formal acknowledgment by the world’s top criminal court that Article 7 is being violated in the conflict, but also underline the fact that enforcement is contingent on political cooperation which remains absent.
The persistent disregard for legal protections outlined in the Rome Statute despite warnings, investigations, and documentation, demonstrates how repeated and unpunished violations erode the deterrent power of international law.
The Goldstone Report (2009) after the 2008–2009 Gaza War similarly found evidence of crimes against humanity and unlawful killings, but was never enforced. The current conflict replicates this pattern, indicating a system of failure to uphold the Rome Statute’s principles.
The conduct of the Israeli-Palestinian war, especially from October 2023 to the present, has involved clear and repeated violations of Article 7 of the Rome Statute but despite this clarity of legal standards, enforcement mechanisms remain weak, politicized, and delayed.  
Based on this wealth of evidence gathered, this hypothesis is strongly supported. The Israeli-Palestinian war has undermined the credibility and enforceability of Article 7, revealing a deep gap between legal norms and international accountability. 

CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY, RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSION
5.1 Summary 
The chapter one of this research work introduced the study by identifying the ongoing conflict’s implications for international humanitarian norms, presenting clear research questions and objectives. Chapter two conducted an extensive review of literature on international law, the definition and scope of crimes against humanity, and the historical development of the conflict. In chapter three, the Realist Theory was adopted as the theoretical framework, supporting an exploratory and qualitative research design that employed documentary analysis and thematic content evaluation of legal texts, reports, and international commentary.
Chapter Four explored two major hypotheses in detail. The first showed that international law, especially Article 7 of the Rome Statute, clearly applies to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, as backed by UN reports and ICC actions. However, efforts to enforce the law are often blocked by political influence and unwillingness from key states to cooperate. The second hypothesis revealed that events between 2023 and 2025 marked by widespread civilian deaths, displacement, and deprivation have deeply undermined the credibility of Article 7. Even with ICC arrest warrants issued, real accountability has remained out of reach, largely because of global political power struggles
5.2 Conclusion
In conclusion, this study shows that although international law provides a clear framework for addressing crimes against humanity, its effectiveness and impact is often limited by selective enforcement and geopolitical resistance. The Israeli-Palestinian conflict highlights how legal frameworks can be recognized in theory but ignored in practice when powerful interests get in the way. For international law to truly work, there needs to be stronger enforcement systems, genuine political commitment, and fair application of justice regardless of who is involved. Without these improvements, holding parties accountable will remain difficult, and the trust in international justice will continue to weaken.
5.3 Recommendations
Based on the findings of this study, the following recommendations are proposed to improve the effectiveness of international law, promote accountability, and support lasting peace in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict:
1. Strengthen International Legal Enforcement and Accountability Mechanisms:
The International Criminal Court (ICC) should receive stronger political backing and adequate financial support to fulfill its mandate effectively. Countries must uphold and enforce consequences, such as targeted sanctions, when states fail to meet their international legal obligations. In addition, a permanent, independent body should be established to monitor and report violations of international law in conflict zones. National courts should be encouraged to exercise universal jurisdiction to prosecute grave crimes like genocide and crimes against humanity regardless of where they occur. At the same time, local justice systems must be adequately resourced and supported to investigate and prosecute international crimes fairly and effectively. Reforms are also needed to limit the misuse of veto power in the United Nations Security Council, ensuring that political interests do not obstruct justice processes. All international investigations and legal proceedings should remain free from political interference and be conducted independently and impartially.


2. Promote Sustainable Peace, Reconciliation, and Victim Support:
The international community must intensify efforts to achieve a fair and lasting resolution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict by addressing the underlying causes of violence and ensuring that any solution aligns with international law and human rights principles. Greater investment is needed in community-based peace-building initiatives, including dialogue and reconciliation programs that foster trust and cooperation between divided communities. Additionally, victims must be supported through fair compensation, access to psychological care, and comprehensive rehabilitation services to help them heal and rebuild their lives with dignity.
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