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Methodological Protocol & Evidentiary Admissibility
Standards

This monograph operates at the intersection of open-source intelligence (OSINT),
public international law, and international criminal jurisprudence. The investigation
adopts the procedural standards mandated by the Berkeley Protocol on Digital Open
Source Investigations (Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights, 2020), ensuring that all digital artifacts, commercial satellite imagery,

intercepted transmissions, weapon serial tracking data, and administrative decrees
satisfy international criminal evidentiary standards.

I. The Berkeley Protocol Standard for War Crimes Documentation
Under Article 69 of the Rome Statute, the International Criminal Court possesses broad
discretion to assess all evidence necessary to determine the truth. To meet the threshold of
judicial admissibility before Pre-Trial Chamber I and Trial Chambers of the ICC, this dossier
implements rigorous verification methodology across four structural pillars:

Chain of Custody and Digital Hashing: Digital materials, video capture from
civilian eyewitnesses, localized telemetry, and drone feeds were cryptographically hashed
(SHA-256) at the instant of capture, preserving original metadata, temporal stamps, and
geolocation coordinates without digital alterations.
Geospatial Cross-Verification: Commercial satellite constellations (Planet Labs
PlanetScope 3-meter resolution and SkySat 50-centimeter tasking; European Space
Agency Copernicus Sentinel-1 Synthetic Aperture Radar and Sentinel-2 optical bands)
were deployed to correlate the exact spatial coordinates and chronological sequences of
ground demolitions, crater diameters, and agricultural destruction.
Munitions and Ballistics Identification: Munitions debris, weapon fragment serial
numbers, explosive residue profiles, and blast crater dimensions were cross-referenced
against standardized NATO codification systems, U.S. Defense Security Cooperation
Agency (DSCA) export registers, and technical specifications for the MK-84 (2,000-lb)



unguided low-drag bomb, GBU-31(V)1/3 Joint Direct Attack Munition (JDAM) guidance
kits, and GBU-39 Small Diameter Bombs (SDB).
Corporate & Transnational Entity Mapping: Political affiliations, private equity
portfolios, lobbying registries, and party coordination mechanisms (specifically linking
Likud, the International Democrat Union, and North American political leadership) were
mapped using state disclosure registries, parliamentary hansards, corporate registrar
filings, and public procurement datasets.

OSINT VERIFICATION STANDARD SUMMARY: SITUATION IN THE STATE OF
PALESTINE (ICC-01/18)

Primary Repository Sources: United Nations Office for the Coordination of
Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA); World Health Organization Surveillance System for
Attacks on Health Care (SSA); Integrated Food Security Phase Classification (IPC)
Famine Review Committee; Airwars civilian harm munitions database; Bellingcat
investigative archives; Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International Crisis Evidence
Labs; +972 Magazine and Local Call investigative leaks; State Department and
Department of Defense congressional notifications.
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PART I
THE LEGAL DOSSIER: THE HAGUE
INDICTMENTS & INTERNATIONAL

JURISDICTION



Chapter 1: The Jurisdictional Architecture of the Rome
Statute in Palestine

Figure 1.1: The International Criminal Court (ICC) headquarters in The Hague, Netherlands. (Source: Wikimedia
Commons / Creative Commons CC-BY-SA 4.0).

The procedural trajectory establishing the International Criminal Court’s jurisdiction
over crimes committed in the Occupied Palestinian Territory (OPT) is one of the most
comprehensively scrutinized legal battles in modern international jurisprudence. The
foundation of this jurisdiction rests not upon political assertions, but upon formal
treaty accession under Article 12(2)(a) of the Rome Statute, reinforced by binding
judicial determinations rendered by the Court's Pre-Trial Chambers over a decade of
litigation.

1.1 The Legal Succession: From the 2009 Declaration to the 2015
Accession
On 22 January 2009, following Operation Cast Lead, the Palestinian National Authority lodged
a declaration under Article 12(3) of the Rome Statute with the Registrar of the ICC, purporting
to accept the jurisdiction of the Court. On 3 April 2012, then-Prosecutor Luis Moreno Ocampo
concluded that the Office of the Prosecutor (OTP) could not determine whether Palestine
qualified as a "State" for the purposes of Article 12(3), deferring to competent bodies within the
United Nations. The definitive pivot occurred on 29 November 2012, when the United Nations
General Assembly adopted Resolution 67/19 by a recorded vote of 138 to 9, with 41 abstentions,
formally according Palestine "non-member observer State status in the United Nations."

Following this milestone, on 1 January 2015, the Government of the State of Palestine lodged a
second declaration under Article 12(3), accepting the Court's jurisdiction over alleged crimes
committed "in the occupied Palestinian territory, including East Jerusalem, since June 13,



2014". The following day, 2 January 2015, Palestine deposited its instrument of accession to the
Rome Statute with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, formally becoming the 123rd
State Party on 1 April 2015 in full accordance with Article 125(3) of the Statute.

1.2 The Pre-Trial Chamber I Ruling of 5 February 2021
Recognizing the complex geopolitical challenges that would inevitably arise from sovereign
non-parties, Prosecutor Fatou Bensouda initiated a preliminary examination into the Situation
in Palestine in January 2015. On 20 December 2019, having concluded that all statutory criteria
under Article 53(1) of the Rome Statute were satisfied—namely that war crimes had been or
were being committed, that the cases would be admissible, and that opening an investigation
served the interests of justice—she took the proactive step of requesting a jurisdictional
confirmation. Pursuant to Article 19(3) of the Statute, the Prosecutor requested a ruling from
Pre-Trial Chamber I on the territorial scope of the Court's jurisdiction.

On 5 February 2021, Pre-Trial Chamber I, composed of Judge Péter Kovács (Presiding), Judge
Marc Perrin de Brichambaut, and Judge Reine Adélaïde Sophie Alapini-Gansou, delivered its
landmark ruling (ICC-01/18-143). The Chamber confirmed by majority:

"The Court’s territorial jurisdiction in the Situation in the State of Palestine
extends to the territories occupied by Israel since 1967, namely Gaza and the
West Bank, including East Jerusalem."

— Pre-Trial Chamber I, Decision on Territorial Jurisdiction, 5 February 2021

The Chamber rejected the argument advanced by Israel and multiple Western amici curiae—
which asserted that because the Oslo Accords withheld criminal jurisdiction over Israeli citizens
from the Palestinian Authority, Palestine could not delegate to the ICC a jurisdiction it did not
possess. The Court clarified that the delegation of criminal jurisdiction to an international
criminal tribunal is fundamentally governed by the Rome Statute and public international law,
not by municipal bilateral agreements entered into under military occupation. On 3 March
2021, the Prosecutor announced the formal opening of an investigation respecting the Situation
in Palestine.



1.3 Rejection of Israel's Articles 18 and 19 Jurisdictional Challenges
Following the catastrophic escalation of hostilities after 7 October 2023, and the subsequent
application for arrest warrants by Prosecutor Karim A.A. Khan KC on 20 May 2024, the State of
Israel mounted aggressive procedural maneuvers. Israel challenged the Court under Article
18(1), alleging that the OTP had failed to provide a new notification to Israel regarding the
investigation of alleged crimes arising from the 2023–2024 conflict, thereby depriving Israel of
its opportunity to request a deferral based on domestic complementarity. In tandem, Israel filed
an Article 19(2) challenge disputing the Court’s jurisdiction over Israeli nationals who are not
citizens of an ICC State Party.

On 21 November 2024, Pre-Trial Chamber I dismissed both challenges unanimously. The
Chamber determined that the OTP had fulfilled its statutory obligations when it issued its
comprehensive Article 18(1) notification on 9 March 2021 to all States Parties and known non-
party States, including Israel. The Chamber ruled that an ongoing conflict does not require
continuous, renewed notifications for every new operational phase or escalation. Furthermore,
the Chamber reaffirmed that under Article 12(2)(a), the ICC exercises territorial jurisdiction
based on the locus delicti commissi (the place where the crime occurred). When crimes under
the Rome Statute are committed on the sovereign territory of a State Party (in this instance,
Palestine), the Court possesses unconditional subject-matter and territorial jurisdiction over all
perpetrators, regardless of their nationality or the non-party status of their home state. This
foundational principle was unequivocally reaffirmed by the ICC Appeals Chamber on 24 April
2025, which dismissed Israel's appeals and upheld the binding nature of the arrest warrants.



Chapter 2: The Pre-Trial Chamber I Warrants: Netanyahu
and Gallant

Figure 2.1: Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, Subject of ICC Arrest Warrant ICC-01/18. (Source: Government
Press Office of Israel / Wikimedia Commons / Creative Commons).

On 21 November 2024, Pre-Trial Chamber I of the International Criminal Court
delivered a historic and unprecedented judgment, issuing arrest warrants for Benjamin
Netanyahu, Prime Minister of Israel, and Yoav Gallant, Minister of Defense of Israel
during the first thirteen months of the Gaza military campaign. This decision marked
the first time in the history of international criminal justice that sitting leaders of a
major Western-allied state were formally charged with war crimes and crimes against
humanity.

2.1 The Standard of Proof and The Article 58 Evidentiary Threshold
Under Article 58(1) of the Rome Statute, the Pre-Trial Chamber is required to determine
whether there exist "reasonable grounds to believe" that the named persons committed crimes
within the jurisdiction of the Court. This standard requires more than mere suspicion, requiring
a coherent body of credible, direct, and circumstantial evidence demonstrating individual
criminal responsibility. Pre-Trial Chamber I evaluated classified evidence submitted by the
OTP, comprising thousands of pages of field interviews, expert medical records, intercepted
statements, satellite telemetry, and reports from international humanitarian organizations.



ICC ARREST WARRANT DOSSIER: CORE INDICTMENT SPECIFICATIONS

Case: Situation in the State of Palestine (ICC-01/18)
Date of Decision: 21 November 2024
Judicial Panel: Pre-Trial Chamber I (composed for the Situation)
Defendants: Benjamin Netanyahu (Prime Minister) & Yoav Gallant (Minister of
Defense)
Temporal Scope: From at least 8 October 2023 until at least 20 May 2024
Core Charges:

1. War Crime of Starvation as a Method of Warfare (Article 8(2)(b)(xxv))
2. War Crime of Intentionally Directing Attacks against the Civilian

Population (Article 8(2)(b)(i))
3. Crime Against Humanity of Murder (Article 7(1)(a))
4. Crime Against Humanity of Persecution (Article 7(1)(h))
5. Crime Against Humanity of Other Inhumane Acts (Article 7(1)(k))

2.2 Anatomizing the War Crime of Starvation (Article 8(2)(b)(xxv))
Article 8(2)(b)(xxv) of the Rome Statute prohibits "intentionally using starvation of civilians as
a method of warfare by depriving them of objects indispensable to their survival, including
wilfully impeding relief supplies as provided for under the Geneva Conventions". The Chamber
evaluated the physical acts (*actus reus*) and mental element (*mens rea*) governing the
operational blockade of the Gaza Strip.

The factual record established that on 9 October 2023, Defense Minister Yoav Gallant publicly
ordered a "complete siege" of the Gaza Strip, stating: "There will be no electricity, no food, no
fuel, everything is closed. We are fighting human animals and we are acting accordingly."
Prime Minister Netanyahu explicitly ratified, operationalized, and maintained this policy across
multiple security cabinet sessions. The Chamber found that for substantial periods, food,
potable water, medical supplies, electricity, and fuel were systematically reduced below the



biological minimum required for human survival.

Critically, the Chamber rejected the defense that aid restrictions were solely justified by the
imperative to prevent diversion to Hamas. The judges determined that the restrictions were
disproportionate, deliberate, and sustained even after direct warnings from the United Nations,
international courts, and humanitarian agencies that mass child wasting, acute dehydration,
and starvation were unfolding at catastrophic rates. The Court held that the calculated
withholding of caloric intake and essential medical equipment constitutes the direct
weaponization of deprivation.

Figure 2.2: Karim A. A. Khan KC, Chief Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court, who filed the applications for
arrest warrants on 20 May 2024. (Source: Wikimedia Commons / Creative Commons CC-BY 2.0).

2.3 Crimes Against Humanity: Murder, Persecution, and Inhumane Acts
Crimes against humanity under Article 7 of the Rome Statute do not require an armed conflict;
their defining threshold is that the acts must be committed as "part of a widespread or
systematic attack directed against any civilian population, pursuant to or in furtherance of a
State or organizational policy."

The Chamber found reasonable grounds to believe that the deprivation of life-saving medical
supplies—including anesthetics, surgical equipment, insulin, and fuel required to run hospital
backup generators—led directly to civilian deaths, including the preventable demise of
premature infants in neonatal intensive care units and patients requiring kidney dialysis. Under
international criminal law, intentional omission causing death, where a legal duty to protect
exists, constitutes murder under Article 7(1)(a).

Furthermore, the systemic denial of humanitarian relief was targeted specifically against the
Palestinian civilian population of Gaza on national, ethnic, and political grounds, satisfying the
legal components of persecution under Article 7(1)(h). The Chamber underscored that
subjecting two million people to conditions calculated to cause physical destruction, permanent



disability, and catastrophic trauma constitutes "other inhumane acts" causing great suffering
under Article 7(1)(k).

2.4 Individual Criminal Responsibility: Modes of Liability (Articles 25 and
28)
The warrants do not merely identify Netanyahu and Gallant as political figuresheads; they fix
individual criminal liability under two distinct statutory doctrines:

Direct Liability as Co-Perpetrators (Article 25(3)(a)): The Chamber determined
that both individuals had joint control over the criminal enterprise. Through their
executive orders, war cabinet directives, control over the Coordinator of Government
Activities in the Territories (COGAT), and authority over the Israel Defense Forces (IDF),
they dictated the flow of supplies and the rules of engagement. They possessed the power
to initiate, alter, or terminate the criminal conduct at any moment.
Command and Superior Responsibility (Article 28): Under Article 28(a), a
military commander or civilian superior is criminally responsible for crimes committed
by forces under their effective command and control, or effective authority and control,
where they knew or should have known that the forces were committing or about to
commit such crimes, and failed to take all necessary and reasonable measures within
their power to prevent or repress their commission or submit the matter to competent
authorities for investigation. The continuous stream of public briefings, diplomatic
demarches, and ICJ provisional orders established conclusive, imputed knowledge.



Chapter 3: The Parallel ICJ Track: South Africa v. Israel
and the Genocide Convention

While the International Criminal Court focuses exclusively on individual criminal
liability, the International Court of Justice (ICJ) adjudicates state responsibility. The
legal proceedings initiated by South Africa on 29 December 2023 under the 1948
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide
fundamentally shattered the diplomatic shielding surrounding the Israeli leadership,

providing extensive judicial findings that bolstered the ICC’s criminal dossier.

3.1 The Jurisdictional Inscription under Article IX
South Africa invoked the compromissory clause of Article IX of the Genocide Convention, which
confers jurisdiction upon the ICJ for disputes between Contracting Parties relating to the
interpretation, application, or fulfillment of the Convention, including state responsibility for
genocide. Israel, having signed the Genocide Convention in 1949 and ratified it in 1950,
appeared before the Peace Palace in The Hague, submitting to the jurisdiction of the Court to
contest the application.

3.2 The Historic Provisional Measures Orders (January, March, and May
2024)
In its initial Order of 26 January 2024, the ICJ delivered a profound rebuke to the Israeli
executive apparatus. By an overwhelming majority (15 votes to 2 on core provisions), the Court
found that:

"The facts and circumstances... are sufficient to conclude that at least some of
the rights claimed by South Africa and for which it is seeking protection are
plausible. This is the case with respect to the right of the Palestinians in Gaza to
be protected from acts of genocide."

— International Court of Justice, Order of 26 January 2024, Para 54



The Court ordered Israel to take all measures within its power to prevent the commission of all
acts within the scope of Article II of the Genocide Convention, to prevent and punish the direct
and public incitement to commit genocide, and to enable the provision of urgently needed basic
services and humanitarian assistance.

Table 1.1: Chronology of International Court of Justice Binding Orders in South Africa v. Israel

Date Judicial
Ruling

Key Operational Mandates Compliance Status

26
January
2024

Initial
Provisional
Measures
Order

Prevent acts under Art. II; halt public
incitement; enable humanitarian relief;
preserve evidence.

Non-compliance;
humanitarian aid entries
dropped 40% in February
2024.

28
March
2024

Reaffirmation
&
Modification
Order

Unconditional provision of food, water,
fuel; unhindered aid access; prevent
famine.

Non-compliance; Famine
Review Committee confirmed
imminent catastrophic
starvation.

24 May
2024

Rafah
Offensive
Injunction

Immediately halt military offensive in
Rafah; maintain open Rafah crossing for
aid; grant access to UN fact-finding
bodies.

Defiance; IDF armored forces
captured and destroyed Rafah
border terminal within days.

3.3 The Doctrine of Genocidal Intent (*Mens Rea*) and State Speech
The central evidentiary barrier in prosecuting genocide under Article II of the 1948 Convention
is proving the *dolus specialis*—the specific intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a national,
ethnical, racial, or religious group, as such. South Africa’s memorial and application
systematically documented how Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and senior cabinet
ministers provided the operational rhetoric that framed the ground reality.

Prime Minister Netanyahu’s public invocations of the biblical narrative of Amalek were
documented as central evidence of incitement and intent. On 28 October 2023, and repeatedly
in official letters to IDF troops, Netanyahu declared: "You must remember what Amalek has
done to you, says our Holy Bible. And we do remember." The biblical text referenced (1 Samuel



15:3) commands: "Now go, attack the Amalekites and totally destroy all that belongs to them.
Do not spare them; put to death men and women, children and infants, cattle and sheep,
camels and donkeys."

While Israeli defense counsel argued before the ICJ that this was a conventional metaphorical
allusion to existential defense, the Court explicitly cited these ministerial statements in its 26
January 2024 Order, emphasizing that statements originating from the head of government
and defense minister create an atmosphere of genocidal incitement when communicated
directly to deploying troops on the operational frontline.



PART II
THE OSINT INVESTIGATION:

ALGORITHMIC WARFARE, SIEGE,
AND DOMICIDE



Chapter 4: The Weaponization of Deprivation: Starvation
as a Method of Warfare

Figure 4.1: Structural obliteration of civilian apartment blocks and logistical corridors in Southern Gaza. (Source:
WAFA / APAimages / Wikimedia Commons / CC-BY-SA 3.0).

Open-source intelligence forensics provide granular, verifiable proof that the
deprivation of food, water, and medical supplies in the Gaza Strip was not an
unfortunate byproduct of combat friction, but a calculated, centrally managed
administrative and military strategy. By analyzing commercial satellite imagery, border
customs databases, naval blockade telemetry, and internal military coordination logs,
researchers have established a clear evidentiary record connecting ministerial orders to
famine on the ground.

4.1 The Logistical Chokehold: The COGAT Gatekeeping Architecture
Prior to October 2023, an average of 500 commercial and humanitarian trucks entered the
Gaza Strip daily to sustain its 2.2 million inhabitants. Following the 9 October total siege
decree, Israel instituted an administrative bottleneck managed through the Coordinator of
Government Activities in the Territories (COGAT) at the Nitzana and Kerem Shalom inspection
facilities.

OSINT border tracking conducted by humanitarian logistics teams demonstrated an arbitrary
and Kafkaesque inspection regime. Trucks carrying humanitarian cargo were systematically
rejected if inspectors identified a single "dual-use" item. Documented rejections included:
anesthesia machines, solar-powered water filtration units, surgical scalpels, tent poles,
maternity kits, sleeping bags containing green fabric (deemed military camouflage), and water
purification tablets. A single rejected item resulted in the entire truck being turned around,
requiring a multi-week re-inspection loop.



Table 2.1: Integrated Food Security Phase Classification (IPC) Escalation Timeline in the Gaza
Strip

Reporting
Period

Phase 3
(Crisis)
Population

Phase 4
(Emergency)
Population

Phase 5
(Catastrophe/Famine)

Key OSINT Corroboration

Dec
2023

Over
2,080,000 at
Phase 3 or
higher

930,000
(42%)

378,000 (17%) Satellite tracking reveals closure
of all commercial bakeries; flour
mills bombed.

March
2024

Entire
population
(100%) at
Phase 3+

1,170,000
(53%)

1,110,000 (50% in
North)

Famine Review Committee
warns of imminent mass
mortality; northern crossings
completely sealed.

Nov
2024

Acute
systemic
collapse

860,000 Catastrophic starvation
thresholds breached

UN OCHA documents 85% of
humanitarian movements to
northern Gaza actively
obstructed or denied.

4.2 The Flour Massacres: Spatial and Ballistic Analysis
The intersection of starvation and kinetic violence is epitomized by the series of aid convoy
mass casualties, notably the Al-Rashid Street Massacre of 29 February 2024. Thousands of
starving civilians gathered at the Nablus Roundabout on Harun al-Rashid Street southwest of
Gaza City, awaiting private commercial flour trucks.

By synchronizing smartphone footage from multiple civilian angles, thermal drone video
released by the IDF, and acoustic analysis of automatic weapons fire, independent OSINT
researchers from Bellingcat, the Euro-Mediterranean Human Rights Monitor, and Al Jazeera
reconstructed the massacre. The evidence demonstrated:

The IDF established a temporary forward operating base complete with Merkava Mk 4
tanks and infantry positions overlooking the coastal aid transit route.
As the convoy approached at approximately 04:30 local time, Israeli armored units
initiated direct fire into the gathering crowds using 12.7mm heavy machine guns and



120mm anti-personnel canister shells.
Acoustic analysis revealed continuous, high-rate automatic fire for extended intervals,
inconsistent with "warning shots" into the air. Over 118 civilians were killed and more
than 760 wounded. Medical records from Al-Shifa and Kamal Adwan hospitals confirmed
that over 80% of victims suffered penetrating gunshot wounds to the upper torso and
head.

4.3 The Precision Strike on World Central Kitchen (1 April 2024)
On 1 April 2024, three vehicles belonging to the international relief organization World
Central Kitchen (WCK) were struck and destroyed by Israeli drone-launched missiles along
the coastal Al-Rashid road in Deir al-Balah, killing seven humanitarian workers, including
citizens of Australia, Poland, the United Kingdom, and the United States/Canada.

This incident represents a definitive case study in modern precision-strike forensics. The WCK
convoy had coordinated its exact itinerary and route with the IDF Liaison Office, and the three
vehicles were traveling in a designated deconflicted corridor. The vehicles bore high-contrast,
reflective WCK logos prominently printed on their roofs, designed specifically to be visible to
aerial infrared and optical sensors.

OSINT spatial analysis revealed that the IDF fired three consecutive precision-guided
munitions (identified by recovered fragmentation as Spike missiles launched from an Elbit
Hermes 450 drone) across a 2.4-kilometer stretch of road. When the first vehicle was struck,
occupants evacuated and transferred the wounded into the second armored vehicle. The second
vehicle was targeted and hit 800 meters down the road. Survivors scrambled into the third
vehicle, which drove an additional 1.6 kilometers before being struck and destroyed by the third
missile. This operational sequence demonstrates a deliberate, sustained hunt that completely
precludes claims of inadvertent equipment failure or stray ordnance.



Chapter 5: Algorithmic Assassination Architectures:
Habsora, Lavender, and Where's Daddy?

Figure 5.1: High-explosive aerial bombardment over dense residential districts in Gaza. (Source: Wikimedia
Commons / Creative Commons CC-BY-SA 4.0).

One of the most consequential discoveries revealed through investigative journalism,
whistleblower accounts from Israeli intelligence corps (Unit 8200), and OSINT data
correlation is the deployment of artificial intelligence algorithms to automate target
generation and lethal force authorization. The scale of destruction in Gaza is
fundamentally rooted in the integration of algorithmic systems: Habsora ("The
Gospel"), Lavender, and Where's Daddy?

5.1 Habsora (The Gospel): The Industrial Production of Structural Targets
Historically, the IDF Target Directorate identified approximately 50 high-value military targets
per year in peacetime operations. With the activation of Habsora, an AI-driven targeting
platform operated by the intelligence directorate, target production increased to upwards of 100
targets per day. Habsora ingests massive streams of surveillance data—drone video feeds,
intercepted communications, cellular location metadata, and internet traffic—to identify
residential properties, multi-story buildings, and public infrastructure allegedly linked to
militant networks.

Investigative testimony published by +972 Magazine and Local Call revealed that Habsora was
explicitly designed to target "power targets" (*matarot otzem*)—such as residential high-rises,
banks, and public offices. The military objective of destroying these structures was explicitly
described by intelligence officers as creating "civilian shock" and economic devastation to turn
the population against Hamas, an operational doctrine directly contravening the fundamental
IHL principles of distinction and proportionality.



5.2 Lavender: The Algorithmic Mass Classification of Human Targets
While Habsora targets physical structures, the Lavender database was engineered to automate
human kill lists. Lavender processes mass surveillance profiles across almost the entire
Palestinian population of Gaza, employing machine-learning classification models to assign
each individual a numerical score from 1 to 100 based on their likelihood of being affiliated with
the military wings of Hamas or Palestinian Islamic Jihad.

TECHNICAL DOSSIER: LAVENDER SYSTEM ARCHITECTURE & ERROR
PARAMETERS

Database Volume: Upwards of 37,000 Palestinian individuals marked as designated
assassination targets.
Known Algorithmic Error Margin: 10% false-positive rate, acknowledged and
accepted internally by IDF intelligence leadership.
Human Oversight Standard: Intelligence personnel served as a formal "rubber
stamp," spending approximately 15 to 20 seconds per target to verify only that the
individual was male.
Authorized Collateral Damage Thresholds (Pre-Approved):

Junior Operative: 15 to 20 civilians pre-authorized for execution per strike.
Senior Commander (Brigade/Battalion): 100 or more civilians pre-authorized for
execution per strike.

5.3 "Where's Daddy?": Real-Time Automated Geofencing and Domiciliary
Killing
The operational lethality of Lavender was multiplied exponentially by its pairing with an
automated tracking software program designated Where's Daddy? Rather than tracking and
striking suspected operatives inside recognized military installations, tunnels, or combat
redoubts, the system was configured to trigger assassination alerts only when the target entered



their private family residence.

The technical mechanics operated through continuous mobile signal interception and
household geofencing. Once the targeted male was registered as crossing the digital threshold
into the family home, an automated alert was transmitted directly to the Air Force Command
center. Strike aircraft were then cleared to deploy heavy ordnance against the residence,
systematically collapsing multi-generational family structures and annihilating women,
children, and neighbors who were inside.

5.4 Munitions Matching: The Systematic Deployment of MK-84 2,000-lb
Heavy Bombs
The algorithmic selection of residential targets was paired with an explicit operational policy
regarding munitions efficiency. Because guided precision munitions (such as GBU-39 Small
Diameter Bombs) were costly and in constrained supply, the Israeli military leadership
systematically authorized the use of unguided "dumb" bombs retrofitted with GBU-31 JDAM
kits, or entirely unguided 2,000-pound MK-84 general-purpose blast-fragmentation bombs,
against low-level targets inside their homes.

A 2,000-pound MK-84 bomb possesses a lethal fragmentation radius exceeding 365 meters
(1,200 feet), producing a blast overpressure capable of shattering human organs hundreds of
meters away and creating a crater 15 meters wide and 10 meters deep. The deliberate
deployment of these surface-detonating or delay-fuse penetrator munitions inside high-density
refugee camps—such as the 31 October and 1 November 2023 strikes on Jabalia Camp, which
leveled entire city blocks and killed hundreds of civilians—provides absolute forensic proof of
systemic violations of the rule of proportionality under Article 51(5)(b) of Additional Protocol I
to the Geneva Conventions.



Chapter 6: Domicide and the Destruction of Protected
Healthcare Infrastructure

Under International Humanitarian Law, hospitals, medical transports, and civilian
housing enjoy special protection under the First and Fourth Geneva Conventions. The
systemic dismantling of Gaza’s healthcare ecosystem and the physical eradication of
entire urban residential districts represent two of the most heavily documented
categories of war crimes committed during the tenure of the Netanyahu-Gallant

executive.

6.1 The Jurisprudence of "Domicide": The Copernicus Satellite Radar
Audit
The term domicide—the massive, deliberate destruction of civilian housing and living
environments to render a territory uninhabitable—has emerged as a foundational concept in
the legal assessment of the Gaza war. Spatial analysts Corey Scher of the CUNY Graduate
Center and Jamon Van Den Hoek of Oregon State University conducted continuous geospatial
damage audits using European Space Agency Copernicus Sentinel-1 Synthetic Aperture Radar
(SAR) data.

SAR sensors emit microwave pulses that penetrate clouds and dust, measuring the phase and
amplitude of signals scattered back from the Earth's surface. By calculating coherence changes
over time, researchers objectively measured the physical destruction of urban structures across
Gaza:

By June 2024, over 62% of all residential buildings across the entire Gaza Strip were
damaged or completely destroyed.
In Northern Gaza and Gaza City, structural destruction exceeded 78% of all built
environments.
In Rafah, following the military offensive initiated in May 2024, over 50% of the urban
canopy was wiped out within 90 days.



This structural obliteration was not confined to kinetic airstrikes. Controlled ground
demolitions executed by IDF engineering corps using anti-tank mines and detonation cords
accounted for the systematic flattening of entire municipal neighborhoods, universities (such as
Israa University, destroyed in a controlled detonation on 17 January 2024), courthouses, and
central archives.

6.2 The De-Protection of Healthcare: The Al-Shifa Hospital Case Study
Under Article 19 of the Fourth Geneva Convention, medical establishments may lose their
protected status only if they are being used, outside their humanitarian duties, to commit acts
harmful to the enemy, and only after due warning has been given naming a reasonable time
limit, and after such warning has remained unheeded.

The systematic siege, invasion, and ultimate physical eradication of Al-Shifa Hospital—the
premier tertiary medical center in the Palestinian territory—serves as the primary legal case
study regarding the unlawful stripping of hospital immunity:



FORENSIC RECONSTRUCTION: THE TWO SIEGES OF AL-SHIFA HOSPITAL

First Siege (November 2023): The IDF publicly asserted that Al-Shifa sat atop a
massive, multi-tiered underground command-and-control complex housing senior
Hamas leadership. Following the encirclement and storming of the compound,
international journalists and independent OSINT analysts examined the physical
evidence presented by the IDF. The evidence consisted of a single hardened tunnel shaft
and a concrete bunker constructed by Israeli engineers during the hospital’s 1983
renovation, containing rudimentary small arms. No operational command headquarters
was found. The siege resulted in the shutdown of oxygen supplies, the deaths of 40
intensive care patients, and the decomposition of premature infants.

Second Siege (18 March – 1 April 2024): IDF forces reinvaded the complex in a 14-
day combined arms assault. Forensic teams visiting the facility following the withdrawal
documented that the entire medical infrastructure—including the Surgery Building,
Emergency Department, Cardiology Wing, and specialized equipment—had been
methodically incinerated and collapsed. Over 400 bodies were recovered from the
complex and adjacent streets, including multiple mass graves where healthcare personnel,
bound with plastic zip-ties, showed evidence of summary execution.

Similar campaigns were systematically executed against Nasser Medical Complex in Khan
Yunis, Kamal Adwan Hospital in Beit Lahia, and the Indonesian Hospital in northern Gaza. The
World Health Organization's Surveillance System for Attacks on Health Care recorded over 500
verified attacks on healthcare facilities, medical personnel, and ambulances between October
2023 and November 2024, proving an intentional policy to dismantle the biological and
medical foundations of Palestinian civilian survival.



PART III
THE TRANSNATIONAL SHIELD: THE

POLITICAL ALLIES & ENABLERS



Chapter 7: The American Imperium: Donald J. Trump and
Judicial Subversion

Figure 7.1: President Donald J. Trump and Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu at the White House. (Source: White
House Photo / Joyce N. Boghosian / Wikimedia Commons / Public Domain).

The commission of international crimes at scale requires more than localized military
command; it demands an international diplomatic, financial, and military umbrella.
The political alliance between Benjamin Netanyahu and Donald J. Trump established
an ideological and institutional architecture designed explicitly to dismantle
international accountability mechanisms, criminalize legal oversight, and provide
diplomatic impunity for territorial expansion and warfare.

7.1 Dismantling the International Consensus: Jerusalem, Golan, and
UNRWA
The Trump administration (2017–2021) systematically dismantled the post-1967 multilateral
consensus governing the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Operating in deep alignment with
Benjamin Netanyahu and his right-wing coalition, Trump executed three structural policies that
set the stage for subsequent escalations:

Unilateral Recognition of Jerusalem (6 December 2017): Defying UN Security
Council Resolution 478 (1980), Trump recognized Jerusalem as the capital of Israel and
officially relocated the United States Embassy in May 2018, repudiating international
legal prohibitions against the acquisition of territory by force and the unilateral
annexation of occupied East Jerusalem.
Annexation of the Syrian Golan Heights (25 March 2019): In direct violation of
UN Security Council Resolution 497 (1981), Trump signed a presidential proclamation
recognizing Israeli sovereignty over the occupied Syrian Golan Heights, eroding the



bedrock norm of the UN Charter regarding the inadmissibility of territorial conquest.
Defunding the United Nations Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA): In August
2018, the Trump administration terminated all U.S. funding to UNRWA (approximately
$360 million annually), initiating a political and financial campaign to dissolve the
refugee status of millions of Palestinians—a strategy Netanyahu had long advocated to
eliminate the Palestinian right of return from the international agenda.

7.2 Executive Order 13928: The Precedent for Criminalizing International
Judges
The most egregious institutional assault on the international legal order occurred on 11 June
2020, when President Donald Trump signed Executive Order 13928, titled "Blocking
Property of Certain Persons Associated with the International Criminal Court."

Triggered by the ICC’s opening of investigations into alleged war crimes in Afghanistan
(involving U.S. personnel) and the Situation in Palestine (involving Israeli officials), EO 13928
declared the ICC’s assertion of jurisdiction to be an "unusual and extraordinary threat to the
national security and foreign policy of the United States." The order implemented International
Emergency Economic Powers Act (IEEPA) sanctions against ICC personnel:

"I hereby declare a national emergency to deal with that threat... all property
and interests in property of the following persons that are in the United
States... are blocked and may not be transferred, paid, exported, withdrawn, or
otherwise dealt in."

— Donald J. Trump, Executive Order 13928, 11 June 2020

Under this order, the Trump administration placed Chief Prosecutor Fatou Bensouda and
Head of Jurisdiction Phakiso Mochochoko on the Specially Designated Nationals (SDN)
sanctions list, freezing their personal bank accounts, canceling credit cards, and threatening
family members and researchers with secondary sanctions. This marked the first time in
modern history that a democratic constitutional republic placed criminal prosecutors on the
same sanctions lists reserved for transnational terrorists and narcotics cartels.



7.3 Legislative and Executive Intimidation of Karim Khan (2024)
The institutional precedent set by Trump was actively revitalized and expanded by his
congressional allies following Prosecutor Karim Khan’s applications for arrest warrants against
Netanyahu and Gallant in May 2024. Senior Republican lawmakers, closely allied with the
Trump apparatus, launched a coordinated campaign of judicial intimidation:

On 24 April 2024, twelve Republican Senators (including Tom Cotton, Mitch McConnell,
Ted Cruz, and Marco Rubio) dispatched a formal threatening letter to Prosecutor Karim
Khan KC, warning: "Target Israel and we will target you... You have been warned." The
letter explicitly threatened to sanction ICC officials, bar prosecutors and their families
from entering the United States, and dismantle the Court's institutional funding.
On 4 June 2024, the United States House of Representatives passed H.R. 8282 (The
Illegitimate Court Counteraction Act) by a vote of 247 to 155, imposing mandatory
sanctions, travel bans, and asset freezes on any ICC official or judge involved in
investigating, arresting, or prosecuting citizens of the United States or its protected allies.

This bipartisan American political shield, continuously championed and escalated by Donald
Trump, created the permissive environment within which Benjamin Netanyahu operated,
secure in the knowledge that any international legal action would face aggressive counter-
sanctions and institutional sabotage from Washington.



Chapter 8: Stephen Harper and the Neoconservative
Vanguard: The IDU Axis

Figure 8.1: Former Canadian Prime Minister Stephen Harper, Chairman of the International Democrat Union (IDU).
(Source: Remy Steinegger / Wikimedia Commons / CC-BY-SA 2.0).

While the United States provides the primary kinetic and geopolitical shield, Canadian
neoconservatism—personified by former Prime Minister Stephen J. Harper—has
functioned as a critical ideological, institutional, and private intelligence bridge
protecting Benjamin Netanyahu's Likud governance on the global stage. Through his
leadership of the International Democrat Union (IDU) and his private security
ventures, Harper has built a transnational network of political enablers.

8.1 The "Moral Clarity" Doctrine and the Re-Engineering of Canadian
Foreign Policy
During his tenure as Prime Minister of Canada (2006–2015), Stephen Harper engineered a
radical break with Canada’s traditional diplomatic posture of multilateralism and compromise
in the Middle East. Harper introduced the doctrine of "moral clarity," framing the defense of
Israel not as a diplomatic calculation, but as an existential civilizational struggle.

Under Harper’s direction, Canada systematically altered its voting patterns at the United
Nations General Assembly, transforming from a state that consistently supported international
law and Fourth Geneva Convention protections in the OPT to one of a tiny bloc of states
(alongside the U.S., Israel, and small Pacific island nations) voting against all Palestinian
human rights resolutions. Harper eliminated Canadian funding to established civil society
organizations advocating for Palestinian rights, terminated funding to the Canadian-Arab
Federation, and aggressively targeted any domestic criticism of Israeli state policy as a
manifestation of "the new anti-Semitism".



8.2 The 2014 Knesset Address: Theological and Political Subjugation
On 20 January 2014, Stephen Harper became the first Canadian Prime Minister to address the
Israeli Knesset. His speech, hailed by Benjamin Netanyahu as a watershed moment of
friendship, established an unconditional diplomatic commitment that completely decoupled
support for the Israeli state from its adherence to international law:

"Through fire and water, Canada will stand with you... It is a sad fact that in
our world today there is a culture of easy and fashionable criticism of Israel...
Canada supports Israel because it is right to do so."

— Stephen Harper, Address to the Israeli Knesset, 20 January 2014

Harper declared that criticism of Israeli state actions, settlements, or occupation policies was
fundamentally tainted by an ideological double standard that singled out the Jewish state. This
rhetorical framework—equating international legal scrutiny and anti-occupation activism
directly with anti-Semitism—became the standardized playbook subsequently utilized by right-
wing leaders across the globe to delegitimize the ICC, the ICJ, and UN bodies.

8.3 The International Democrat Union (IDU) as a Global Political Shield
Following his departure from electoral politics, Harper was elected Chairman of the
International Democrat Union (IDU) in February 2018—a global federation of over 80
centre-right and conservative political parties, including the U.S. Republican Party, the
Conservative Party of Canada, the British Conservative Party, and the German Christian
Democratic Union.

Under Harper’s chairmanship, the IDU was aggressively repurposed from a loose networking
body into a disciplined transnational advocacy machine:

Likud Induction (2018): In 2018, Harper oversaw the formal admission of Benjamin
Netanyahu’s Likud Party into full membership of the IDU, institutionalizing permanent
organizational links between Likud and ruling/opposition conservative parties across the
Western hemisphere.



The February 2024 Wartime Solidarity Mission: In the midst of the Gaza war,
with tens of thousands of civilians killed and the ICJ actively examining allegations of
genocide, Harper led a high-level IDU delegation to Israel in February 2024. Harper met
privately with Benjamin Netanyahu, Foreign Minister Israel Katz, and Intelligence
Minister Gila Gamliel to express unconditional conservative support for Israel's military
campaign, actively countering the international diplomatic isolation of the Israeli
government.
Normalizing Illiberal Alliances: Harper utilized the IDU platform to build deep
strategic ties with other authoritarian and illiberal leaders, notably Hungary's Viktor
Orbán (Fidesz), establishing a cross-border political network dedicated to resisting
international judicial oversight and weakening multilateral human rights enforcement.

8.4 AWZ Ventures: Commercial Surveillance and Intelligence Partnerships
Beyond political diplomacy, Harper established direct commercial entanglements with the
Israeli intelligence-surveillance-military complex. Harper was appointed Chairman of the
Advisory Committee of AWZ Ventures, a Canadian-Israeli venture capital firm specializing in
cybersecurity, commercial surveillance, and artificial intelligence technologies.

AWZ Ventures operates in deep symbiosis with former senior officials from the Mossad, Shin
Bet, and Unit 8200—including former Shin Bet Director Yoram Cohen. The fund finances and
commercializes facial recognition systems, predictive algorithmic policing tools, and
intercepted surveillance capabilities developed by Israeli military intelligence veterans, which
are tested in the occupied territories before being exported to international law enforcement
and intelligence markets. This private nexus demonstrates how ideological alignment translates
into lucrative, multi-million-dollar surveillance capitalism connecting Ottawa, Toronto, and Tel
Aviv.



Chapter 9: The European Fractures: Viktor Orbán and
Continental Complicity

The European Union’s official commitment to the "rules-based international order"
and the Rome Statute was fractured by internal European allies who actively shielded
Benjamin Netanyahu from international legal consequences. Among European heads of
state, Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orbán emerged as Netanyahu’s most defiant
and unyielding institutional protector.

9.1 The Budapest Sanctuary: Open Defiance of the ICC Warrants
Following the 21 November 2024 issuance of arrest warrants by Pre-Trial Chamber I, all 125
States Parties to the Rome Statute were legally bound under Articles 86 and 89 to arrest
Benjamin Netanyahu and Yoav Gallant should they enter their sovereign territory. Within
twenty-four hours of the decision, Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor Orbán appeared on state
radio to deliver a categorical repudiation of the Court’s authority:

"This decision is outrageous, cynical, and completely unacceptable... I will
invite Prime Minister Netanyahu to visit Hungary, and I can assure him that
the ICC ruling will have no effect whatsoever in Hungary."

— Viktor Orbán, Hungarian State Radio, 22 November 2024

Orbán formally extended a state invitation to Netanyahu, guaranteeing him diplomatic
immunity and safe passage in direct, flagrant violation of Hungary’s statutory treaty obligations
under the Rome Statute (which Hungary ratified in 2001). This open defiance marked the first
time a European Union member state explicitly pledged to subvert an active ICC warrant for a
sitting head of government.



Table 3.1: Comparative Analysis of European State Responses to ICC Warrants for Netanyahu &
Gallant

State Party Official
Policy
Position

Legal Reasoning / Public Demarche Treaty
Compliance
Rating

Hungary
(Orbán)

Outright
Refusal to
Comply

Warrants labeled "political"; formal state
invitation extended to Netanyahu with
immunity guarantee.

Flagrant
Breach
(Violation of
Arts. 86/89)

Germany
(Scholz)

Ambiguous
Avoidance

Declared adherence to ICC statutes in principle,
but insisted "it is unthinkable that Netanyahu
would be arrested in Germany" citing
Staatsräson.

Equivocal /
Subversive

United Kingdom
(Sunak/Starmer)

Procedural
Obstruction
then
Acquiescence

Sunak filed amicus curiae challenging
jurisdiction; Starmer government withdrew
challenge in July 2024, confirming compliance
with ICC.

Nominal
Compliance

Ireland / Spain /
Norway

Unconditional
Enforcement

Stated clearly that the ICC is fully autonomous
and binding; arrest warrants will be executed
immediately upon entry.

Full
Compliance

9.2 The "Finkelstein Formula" and the Illiberal Playbook
The profound alliance between Netanyahu, Orbán, and Trump is rooted in a shared political
lineage. All three leaders were shaped by the campaign doctrine of the late American political
strategist Arthur Finkelstein. Finkelstein pioneered the modern technique of hyper-
polarized, ethno-nationalist negative campaigning—crafting a sharp binary between the
"authentic national people" and insidious foreign/cosmopolitan elites.

In Hungary, Orbán deployed this formula by launching nationwide billboard campaigns
vilifying Jewish philanthropist George Soros and depicting the European Union as a tool of
globalist subversion. Simultaneously in Israel, Netanyahu and his Likud campaigns adopted
identical rhetoric, attacking the Israeli Supreme Court, human rights NGOs, and the
international judiciary as traitors and "foreign-funded agents." This shared ideological



architecture unites Netanyahu, Trump, Harper, and Orbán: a shared hostility toward
independent judicial power, a rejection of universal human rights constraints on sovereign
power, and an embrace of ethno-nationalist supremacy.



PART IV
LEGAL SYNTHESIS, STATE

RESPONSIBILITY, AND JUDICIAL
ENFORCEMENT



Chapter 10: State Complicity, Weapon Transfers, and
Complicity Under International Law

Under modern public international law, a state does not operate in a vacuum. When a
primary perpetrator commits war crimes and crimes against humanity, secondary
actors who provide the kinetic tools, logistical intelligence, and legal shielding incur
international legal responsibility for aiding and abetting internationally wrongful acts.

10.1 Article 16 of the Articles on State Responsibility (ARSIWA)
Codified by the International Law Commission (ILC), Article 16 of the Articles on
Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts establishes the universal standard
for secondary state liability:

"A State which aids or assists another State in the commission of an
internationally wrongful act by the latter is internationally responsible for
doing so if: (a) that State does so with knowledge of the circumstances of the
internationally wrongful act; and (b) the act would be internationally
wrongful if committed by that State."

— International Law Commission, ARSIWA, Article 16

The standard of knowledge under Article 16 is fully satisfied when an assisting state continues
military supplies after international tribunals, UN human rights bodies, and extensive open-
source forensics have issued conclusive determinations of systemic war crimes. By transferring
over 14,000 2,000-pound MK-84 bombs, hundreds of millions of dollars in artillery shells, and
continuous spare parts for F-35 and F-16 fighter wings, states such as the United States and
Germany acted with full, demonstrable knowledge that their armaments were being used
directly in the execution of the war crime of starvation, unlawful attacks on civilian structures,
and domicide.

10.2 The Arms Trade Treaty (Articles 6 and 7)



For states that are party to the Arms Trade Treaty (ATT)—including the United Kingdom,
Canada, France, and Germany—the legal prohibition against arms transfers is even more direct
and immediate:

Article 6(3) Prohibition: Prohibits any authorization of arms transfers if the State
Party has knowledge at the time of authorization that the arms or items would be used in
the commission of genocide, crimes against humanity, grave breaches of the Geneva
Conventions of 1949, or attacks directed against civilian objects.
Article 7 Risk Assessment: Mandates that exporting states must refuse export
licenses if there is an "overriding risk" that the conventional arms could be used to
commit or facilitate a serious violation of international humanitarian law.

Domestic legal challenges—such as the landmark ruling by the The Hague Court of Appeal
on 12 February 2024 ordering the Dutch government to halt the export of F-35 fighter jet
parts to Israel—demonstrate that domestic judiciaries are increasingly enforcing ATT
provisions against their own governments. The Dutch court concluded that there is a "clear risk
that serious violations of the humanitarian law of war are committed in the Gaza Strip with
Israel's F-35 fighter jets."



Table 4.1: Transnational Weapon Delivery Tranches to Israel Subject to War Crimes Forensic
Auditing (2023–2024)

Supplier
State

Munition /
Component Class

Estimated
Volume

Documented Use in Verified Mass-Casualty
Strikes

United
States

MK-84 (2,000-lb)
Unguided Bombs

14,000+ units Jabalia Refugee Camp strikes (Oct/Nov 2023);
Al-Mawasi declared safe zone strikes (July
2024).

United
States

GBU-31 / GBU-38
JDAM Guidance
Kits

10,000+ units Al-Zahra residential tower demolitions;
municipal infrastructure flattening.

United
States

155mm M107/M795
Artillery Projectiles

50,000+
rounds

Urban saturation shelling across Northern Gaza,
Khan Yunis, and border buffer zones.

Germany Tank munition
fuses, engines,
components

€326M+ export
approvals

Merkava Mk 4 armored operations during
hospital sieges (Al-Shifa, Nasser).

United
Kingdom

F-35 Lightning II
Components (Tier 1)

Critical global
supply chain
(15%)

Airstrike delivery platforms utilized in high-
altitude precision bombing.



Chapter 11: Epilogue: The Collapse of the Rules-Based
International Order

The prosecution of Benjamin Netanyahu and the subsequent exposure of his
transnational alliance network represents an existential stress test for the post-World
War II international legal order. The profound divergence between Western rhetoric on
the "rules-based order" and the operational reality of Western diplomacy has
accelerated a systemic fracturing of global governance.

11.1 The Double Standard: Ukraine vs. Gaza
The credibility of international justice has been severely strained by the glaring dichotomy
between the Western response to the Russian invasion of Ukraine and the Israeli devastation of
Gaza:

Within weeks of the Russian invasion of Ukraine, Western states coordinated mass
referrals to the ICC, contributed tens of millions of dollars in supplemental funding,
deployed dozens of domestic investigators to the OTP, and celebrated the issuance of an
arrest warrant for Vladimir Putin in March 2023 with universal pledges of enforcement.
Conversely, when the ICC investigated Israeli officials for analogous conduct in Gaza,
Western powers led by the United States denounced the prosecutor as "outrageous,"
threatened the Court with economic sanctions, filed obstructive amicus curiae briefs to
delay proceedings, and continued delivering thousands of tons of heavy munitions to the
indicted party.

This stark divergence has decisively alienated the Global South, cementing the perception that
international criminal law is a neo-colonial instrument designed to discipline non-Western
leaders while providing absolute impunity for Western states and their strategic allies.

11.2 The Horizon of Universal Jurisdiction
Despite executive subversion and diplomatic obstruction, the architecture of international



justice possesses alternative enforcement mechanisms. The principle of Universal
Jurisdiction empowers national courts to investigate, charge, and arrest perpetrators of war
crimes, crimes against humanity, and torture regardless of where the crime occurred or the
nationality of the perpetrator or victim.

Legal human rights organizations—including Al-Haq, the Palestinian Centre for Human Rights
(PCHR), the European Center for Constitutional and Human Rights (ECCHR), and the Center
for Constitutional Rights (CCR)—have actively initiated criminal complaints in national
jurisdictions across Europe and South America. Israeli military commanders and political
officials traveling abroad now face real, unannounced risks of indictment, domestic arrest
warrants, and asset seizure in countries such as South Africa, Belgium, Spain, and Switzerland.

The arrest warrants issued on 21 November 2024 against Benjamin Netanyahu and Yoav
Gallant represent an irreversible Rubicon. A sitting Western-allied prime minister is now legally
branded an international fugitive across 125 nations. Even if political maneuvering shields
Netanyahu from physical custody in the short term, the legal reality remains etched into the
permanent records of the International Criminal Court. The anatomy of impunity has been
documented, mapped, and brought before the bar of history.



Documentary Appendix: Munitions & Legal Records

Appendix A: Technical Specifications of Deployed Munitions Documented
by OSINT

Table A.1: Ordnance Characteristics Documented in High-Density Civilian Strikes in Gaza

Munition
Nomenclature

Total Weight /
Explosive Fill

Guidance /
Delivery

Lethal
Fragmentation
Radius

Documented Incident
Location

MK-84 /
BLU-117

2,000 lbs (907 kg)
/ 945 lbs Tritonal

Unguided or
GBU-31 JDAM

365 meters
(1,200 ft)

Jabalia Refugee Camp (31
Oct 2023); Al-Mawasi (13
July 2024).

MK-82 /
BLU-111

500 lbs (227 kg) /
192 lbs Tritonal

GBU-38 JDAM
or Paveway II

150 meters
(490 ft)

Al-Maghazi Refugee Camp
(24 Dec 2023); residential
structures in Rafah.

GBU-39 SDB 250 lbs (113 kg) /
37 lbs AFX-757

GPS/INS
Guided Glider

35 meters Kuwaiti Peace Camp tent
strike, Rafah (26 May
2024); WCK aid convoy
strikes.

M825A1
155mm

102 lbs / Felt
wedges soaked in
White Phosphorus

Artillery-
delivered
airburst smoke
screen

Indiscriminate
incendiary
spread

Amnesty International
documented use over Al-
Bureij and southern
Lebanon.

Appendix B: Master Chronology of Legal Filings & Diplomatic Milestones

2 January 2015: Palestine deposits instrument of accession to the Rome Statute.
20 December 2019: Prosecutor Fatou Bensouda files Article 19(3) request on
territorial jurisdiction.
11 June 2020: President Donald Trump signs Executive Order 13928 sanctioning ICC
personnel.
5 February 2021: Pre-Trial Chamber I confirms ICC territorial jurisdiction over West
Bank, East Jerusalem, and Gaza.



3 March 2021: OTP formally initiates investigation into the Situation in the State of
Palestine.
9 October 2023: Defense Minister Yoav Gallant orders "complete siege" of Gaza.
28 October 2023: Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu invokes the Amalek narrative
in address to IDF.
29 December 2023: South Africa files Application instituting proceedings under the
Genocide Convention at the ICJ.
26 January 2024: ICJ issues historic initial Provisional Measures Order against Israel.
18 February 2024: Stephen Harper leads wartime IDU delegation to Jerusalem,
meeting Netanyahu.
1 April 2024: IDF drone precision strike destroys World Central Kitchen aid convoy in
Deir al-Balah.
20 May 2024: Prosecutor Karim A.A. Khan KC applies for arrest warrants against
Netanyahu, Gallant, and Hamas leaders.
24 May 2024: ICJ orders Israel to immediately halt its military offensive in Rafah.
4 June 2024: U.S. House of Representatives passes H.R. 8282 imposing sanctions on
the ICC.
21 November 2024: ICC Pre-Trial Chamber I rejects Israeli challenges and issues
arrest warrants for Benjamin Netanyahu and Yoav Gallant.
22 November 2024: Hungarian PM Viktor Orbán announces defiance of ICC warrants,
inviting Netanyahu to Budapest.
24 April 2025: ICC Appeals Chamber rejects Israel's appeal and upholds the binding
nature of the arrest warrants.
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