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HUMAN RIGHTSRESPONSIBILITIESIN GAZA

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 The Women'’s International League for PeaceFaredom (WLPF) expresses its grave concerns as to
the attack on the 31st May, by Israel on thelffobringing humanitarian aid to Gaza, and the latck
respect for international law, in particular Intational Humanitarian Law (IHL) and Human Rights
(HR) that these attacks appear to evidence. Ttemeand the nature of culpability must be
determined by a full and independent investigatinrn,in light of the circumstances in which the
attack took place, i.e. in international watersiagfaunarmed civilians with significant loss ofljf
there seems to be little doubt as to the lackgdligy in both the location of the attack and the
proportionality of force used.

1.2. In this regard, on 1st June the HRC joinedHIE and SG in condemning the attacks and calbngrf
independent fact finding mission to “investigatelations of international law resulting from the
Israeli attacks on the flotilla...” WILPF’s positias that this call is far too narrow in scope, is
repetitive in nature and ignores the context inalHsrael and others have continued to avoid
accountability for their actions. In addition, WIERrgues that such a limited resolution does not
address the nature of accountability of actorsrathen Israel, nor does it open possibilities for
dialogue toward reducing tensions and seeking f@lagays of ensuring compliance with
international law.

2. APPLICABLE INTERNATIONAL L AW

2.1. Israel is a state party to the following Istman rights Conventions

2.1.1. The International Convention on the Eliniimaof All Forms of Racial Discrimination, ICCPR,
ICESCR, the Convention against Torture and OtheelCinhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment, the Convention on the Rights of thédChind the Convention on the Elimination of All
Forms of Discrimination against Women.

2.2. Israel is also bound by International Humanitatiamw.

2.2.1. _The Occupation of Gaza by Israel

I. The issue of whether Israel is in occupatioaka is crucial to the question of the legalityhaf
blockade. If in occupation, then the blockadelegyil and the justifications put forward thus fgrtbe
Israeli authorities to justify their conduct, fdih addition, there are particular responsibilitiegier
IHL and HR that apply under the laws of Occupation

il. In his report to the Human Rights Council (HRQ/7: Report of the Special Rapporteur on the

situation of human rights in the Palestinian terrés occupied since 1967,) John Dugard applied the
test for occupation and found as follows:
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The test for determining whether a territory is wgied under international law is effective contyol
and not the permanent physical presence of thepyoeg Power’s military forces in the territory in
question. Judged by this test it is clear that ésnr@mains the occupying Power as technological
developments have made it possible for Israel seragontrol over the people of Gaza without a
permanent military presenédsrael’s effective control is demonstrated by filleowing factors:

(@) Substantial control of Gaza’s six land crossing..

(b) Control through military incursions, rockettatks and sonic booms: sections of Gaza have been
declared “no-go” zones in which residents will Heosif they enter;

(c) Complete control of Gaza's airspace and termdl waters;

(d) Control of the Palestinian Population Registitye definition of who is “Palestinian” and who &
resident of Gaza and the West Bank is controllethbysraeli military.

The high level fact finding mission to Beit Hanatlearly set out the position:

Gaza is under the effective control of Israel amthus occupied by it. This control, including e t
period since the disengagement of Israel in Sepee2®05, has been described in a number of reports
to the Council and to the General Assembly (sedR&I#H4/17). The mission was able to witness this
control first-hand, not least in its own protractdificulties in gaining access to the territorytiout
Israeli cooperation. The mission also witnessedcthrestant surveillance of Gaza by Israeli forces,
most strikingly from unmanned aerial drones. It \aés able to see how Israel effectively controls
basic aspects of the daily life of Gazans, notétirlgugh the fuel blockade in force when the mission
visited the territory. The situation was descriltedhe mission by one resident in the followingrtgr
“Israel decides what Gazans eat for dinner, whetiery walk or drive, whether their children go to
school or not.”(A/HRC/9/26 - Human rights situation in Palestimel ather Occupied Arab

Territories: Report of the high-level fact-findingission to Beit Hanoun established under Council
resolution S-3/1%*)

This position has been upheld and re iterated inynogher fora, indicating that the blockade isaid
of itself, illegal and hence the consequences®attack on the flotilla must be considered under a
different legal regime than that of the Law of 8®a, used thus far to legitimize the attack.

iii. Occupation exists, and hence Israel bearduheesponsibilities that arise under internatiblaw
relating to occupation.

! See United States of America v. Wilhelm List et(ihe Hostages case) United Nations War Crimesr@isgion, Law Reports of Trials of War
Criminals, vol. 111, 1949, p. 56; Democratic Repigldf Congo v. Uganda, International Court of &est2005, paras. 173 and 174

?See further on this subject, Sari Bashi and Kenhkthn, “Disengaged Occupiers: the Lég#tus of Gaza”, Gisha: Legal Center for Freedom of
Movement, January 2004 http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm/crragttmwms/archive/090421.htm#hddr_8
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Numerous bodies within the United Nations hageout the nature of the obligations arising. fetot-
finding mission to Beit Hanoon summarised the ddilimns thus:

As the occupying force, Israel has obligations talgahe population in Gaza under both international
human rights law and international humanitarian lawstruments. The long-standing position of
United Nations human rights treaty bodies is tlagta State party to international human rights
instruments, Israel continues to bear responsipftir implementing its human rightenventional
obligations in the occupied Palestinian territotyg,the extent that it is in effective control. This
position is supported by the jurisprudence of tternational Court of Justice which, in its advigor
opinions on the South West Africa case and thd mgesequences of the Construction of a Wall in the
Occupied Palestinian Territory case, held that @eupying power remains responsible for fulfilling i
obligations under the relevant human rights conioers in occupied territory(A/HRC/9/26 - human
rights situation in Palestine and other occupied & territories : Report of the high-level fact-
finding mission to Beit Hanoun established under Qacil resolution S-3/1%)

This position regarding responsibility has beeterated by;
* The numerous treaty bodies including the Human Riglommittee, the Committee on
Economic Social and Cultural Rights, the Commitieehe Convention for the Elimination of
all Forms of Discrimination Against Women.

* The numerous Reports of the Special Rapporteun@situation of human rights in the
Palestinian territories occupied since 1967;

* The Report of the high-level fact-finding missi@nBeit Hanoun established under Council
resolution S-3/1s Report of the Commission of Ingon Lebanon pursuant to HRC Resolution
S-2/1*

* Human Rights in Palestine and other Occupied Aeaiitdories A/HRC/12/48 (The Goldstone
report)

All, inter alia addressed the issue of human rigidtations and, found Israel culpable for failitmgmeet its
obligations and its refusal to recognise its respulities.

2.2.2.

There can also be little dispute that Isiebbund by the Geneva Conventions and its Préd@eal
again, numerous references have been made to beeiacthe reports cited above; inter alia:

Israel has, in addition, violated the most fundatakrules of international humanitarian law, which
constitute war crimes in terms of article 147 of #ourth Geneva Convention and article 85 of the
Protocol Additional to the Geneva Conventions oAL@ust 1949, and relating to the Protection of
Victims of International Armed Conflict (ProtocQ! These include direct attacks against civiliamsl a
civilian objects and attacks which fail to distingiu between military targets and civilians and lcan
objects (arts. 48, 51 (4) and 52 (1) of Protocolhe excessive use of force arising from
disproportionate attacks on civilians and civiliabjects (arts. 51 (4) and 51 (5) of Protocol I)eth
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spreading of terror among the civilian populatiart{ 33 of the Fourth Geneva Convention and art. 51
(2) of Protocol 1) and the destruction of propentyt justified by military necessity (art. 53 of the
Fourth Geneva Convention). Above all, the Goverriraersrael has violated the prohibition on
collective punishment of an occupied people coethin article 33 of the Fourth Geneva Convention.
The indiscriminate and excessive use of force agaimilians and civilian objects, the destructioh
electricity and water supplies, the bombardmemiuddlic buildings, the restrictions on freedom of
movement and the consequences that these actisashd upon public health, food, family life and
the psychological well-being of the Palestinianglecconstitute a gross form of collective punishinen
The capture of Corporal Shalit and the continuimon§ of Qassam rockets into Israel cannot be
condonedOn the other hand, they cannot justify the dragtinishment of a whole people in the way
that Israel has done.

...The fact that Gaza remains occupied territoryangethat Israel’s actions towards Gaza must be
measured against the standards of international dmitarian law.A/HRC/9/26 - Human Rights
situation in Palestine and other Occupied Arabifceres : Report of the high-level fact-finding
mission to Beit Hanoun established under Counsilgion S-3/1%)

i) The International Court of Justice has alsned on the applicability of IHL to occupied teariy in
its advisory opinion: Legal Consequences of thasfioction of a Wall in the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, Advisory Opinion, I. C. J. Reports 20@4,13610

...the Court considers that the Fourth Geneva Comwers applicable in any occupied territory in
the event of an armed conflict arising betweenawmore High Contracting Parties. Israel and
Jordan were parties to that Convention when the7l&éned conflict broke out. The Court
accordingly finds that that Convention is applicaibt the Palestinian territories which before the
conflict lay to the east of the Green Line and Wwhoturing that conflict, were occupied by Israel,
there being no need for any enquiry into the pe@sor status of those territories.

i) The various fact finding missions cited abalso examined potential breaches of international
humanitarian law. Reference is made to a subswfitiding in the report of the Inquiry to Lebanon:

The Commission considers that the excessive, mdisate and disproportionate use of force by the
IDF goes beyond reasonable arguments of militaigessity and of proportionality, and clearly failed
to distinguish between civilian and military targgethus constituting a flagrant violation of
international humanitarian law. The Commission fasned a clear view that, cumulatively, the
deliberate and lethal attacks by the IDF on civilsaand civilian objects amounted to collective
punishmentA/HRC/3/2: Report of the Commission of Inquiry oedanon pursuant to HRC
Resolution S-2/1*

2.3. In summary:
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It is evident from a wide variety of sources, exdfired through the limited references cited above,
that the two areas of law, IHL and Human Rights laa@ applicable in Gaza as a result of the
occupation, and that the primary responsibilitg hgth the Israeli authorities to ensure that taesy
respected. It is also clear that violations havauaed. The attack on the flotilla can be seeamact
within the context of a continuing conflict.

RESPONSIBILITY OF OTHER STATES

The ability of Israel to continue its occupatjdhe blockade and its military interventions wbhbe
severely curtailed without the acts, or omissiafigither states. The question arises as to theenafu
other states responsibilities.

Citations from reports above show that theaila be no argument that all States have been ocenoti
that Israel has been in violation of various inégional legal obligations. United Nations appointed
experts have drawn the attention in the strongesid.

» Gazais no ordinary State upon which other Statag freely impose economic sanctions in
order to create a humanitarian crisis or take digportionate military action that endangers the
civilian population in the name of self-defenktes an occupied territory in whose well-being
all States have an interest and whose welfare @#t8s are required to promote. According to
the Advisory Opinion of the International Court qfustice, all States parties to the Fourth
Geneva Convention have the obligation “to ensuramaiance by Israel with international
humanitarian law as embodied in that Conventionisrael has violated obligations of an erga
omnes character that are the concern of all Statesthat all States are required to bring to an
end. In the first instance, Israel, the occupyirmyer, is obliged to cease its violations of
international humanitarian lawBut other States that are a party to the siege @iz@ are
likewise in violation of international humanitarianaw and obliged to cease their unlawful
actions.

e Similarly in the: A/IHRC/3/2: Report of the Commissiof Inquiry on Lebanon pursuant to
HRC Resolution S-2/1
...It not only violated the fundamental rights ofslag@ersons (right to life, right to
personal security, fair trial, non- discriminatioblt also constitutes a very negative
State practice, extremely disturbing for contempptagal culture.The particular
attention of the international community is drawmtthis;

* A/HRC/9/26 - Human Rights situation in Palestind ather occupied Arab territories: Report

of the high-level fact-finding mission to Beit Hamoestablished under Council resolution S-
3/1*
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ii)

The Committee emphasizib@ essential role of international cooperation uedthe ICESCR
in particular States parties’ joint and individusgsponsibility in providing disaster relief and
humanitarian assistance in times of emergency.miissions observed the appalling
humanitarian consequences of the blockade, exatetha the case of Beit Hanoun:

This humanitarian crisis is the result of delibergtolicy choices of States that are incompatible
with States’ obligations under the Covenant. Adit&s parties to the Covenant are reminded of
their obligations under it.

» During a press conference at the conclusion ofisis to Gaza, the mission indicated that the
international community is failing to fulfill its role in respect of the suffering of the people of
Gaza, in particular in its silence which begets cphaity.

* The High Commissioner for Human rights re iteratezlview of the United Nations specialized
agencies and Special Rapporteurs regarding th&ddec

The blockade of Gaza by Israel was recently conéenby the international community and
humanitarian agencies as constituting collectivaipiment. On 19 February 2008, the Secretary-
General stated that it was vital that Israel ceastions of collective punishment and allow all
legitimate and necessary humanitarian and commestipplies to reach the populatigdHRC.7.76
Report of the High Commissioner for Human Rightgleimplementation of resolution S-6/1*

Thus far, the response, at least in termsaifaeable action, by States has been twofold: tmlemn
the blockade and to a limited extent to provide hnitarian assistance. This is an extremely narrow
response and one which does not fulfill obligations

Attention is drawn to the 2005 World Summitt@ame at which the concept of the Responsibility to
Protect was endorsed, an emerging legal doctrihermiwhich has resonance in relation to the
situation under consideratiofiResolution of the General Assembly 60/1 2005)

The former High Commissioner Louise Arbor, get her view of what this doctrine means:

At the World Summit leaders acknowledged that Statereignty carries responsibilities as well as
prerogatives and that the exercise of sovergigwer entails a permanent duty to protect individsia
against state-sponsored or state-tolerated atresifi hus, not only all States have an obligation to
protect their own peopldut more crucially, the international community has duty to step in on
behalf of civilians at risk of genocide, crimes agat humanity, war crimes and ethnic cleansing
whenever a government mther directly responsible for these crimes arapable of stopping them.
To this effect, the protection duty encompasse®atmuum of prevention, reaction, commitment to
rebuild and to punish, spanning from early warningp diplomatic pressure, to coercive measures,
to conflict resolution and post conflict reconstrtion assistance as well as accountability for
perpetrators(Rene Cassin, Nobel L ecture, Trinity College Dublin November 23 2007)
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Vi)

vii)

viii)

Xi)

xii)

xiii)

The former High Commissioner then went on laberate what the responsibility should entailhén
view, the doctrine is rooted in human rights arténmational humanitarian law andrhbraces the
victims point of view and interestslt does so by configuring a permanent duty to proiedividuals
against abusive behaviour...Absent that states glaititvillingness to discharge its obligations, the
onus of protection falls on the broader internagbnommunity...Protection encompasses as
continuum of prevention, reaction, commitment tbug#d, spanning from early warning to
accountability for perpetrators and internationatld

The issue is what this means in practicearialysing the nature of the responsibility, refeezwas
made to the case of Bosnia v Serbia in the ICasa ;wvolving genocide, but one, it is submitteat th
provides guidance as to how to interpret the refegs to violations of IHL in the outcome in the GA
resolution. Here it was posited that the standaad @ne of, “ due diligence” with the capacity oeon
State to influence another, resting predominanttygeographical distance, the strength of political
links as well as “links of other kinds” such asitaity and financial. Logically this would include
trading links. The duty to act arises when theeSkats actual or constructive knowledge.

There can be no denial of actual or condimgcknowledge in the present case. Applying theeot
elements of the test to the international commuiititshould be clear that States which have palitic
influence, military and financial links to Israekahen to be considered obligated to use all avkal
methods to prevent, react and hold accountabldstheli government for violations of IHL.

Under this doctrine, States which export aamd weapons technologies are, without actions to
prevent their use in the commission of violatioh#t. or human rights law, or without appropriate
response, could, therefore be considered as catmpkgper the expert opinion in Beit Hanoun (cited
above).

Those states which have strong financial oneatic ties with Israel are obligated to utilisettha
influence to the same extent or could also be densd complicit.

States that have veto power in the Securityri@d, should be bound not to use their veto prativg
when matters of grave humanitarian concern argsaei (ICISS Report of the International
commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty)

Under this doctrine, it is suggested thatt&avith membership of the Human Rights Councilehan
obligation, in their discussions under item 7 & #genda, to address the current attack on thisflot
in the light of ongoing conflict and of the roledaresponsibilities of all States to which the above
criteria applies.

WILPF expresses its concern that Israel passistently failed to participate in the regulgtor
framework for control of nuclear and convention@apons as set out in the Annex to this current
document. WILPF also provides information regardimg major arms manufacturers and states
providing weapons and technology to the Staterakls

APPLICATION OF SECURITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION 1325
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4.1.

On 31 October 2000 the Security Council aglbiResolution 1325. This resolution sought to bard
previous documents, notably the Beijing Declaratiod Platform for Action, to address the issue of
women, peace and security. Relevant parts of s@uton state:

Reaffirming the important role of women in the gretion and resolution of conflicts and in peace-
building, and stressing the importance of their @quarticipation and full involvement in all effart
for the maintenance and promotion of peace andrggcand the need to increase their role in
decision- making with regard to conflict preventamd resolution,

Reaffirming also the need to implement fully insional humanitarian and human rights law that
protects the rights of women and girls during affigraconflicts,

Recognizing that an understanding of the impaetrofed conflict on women and girls, effective
institutional arrangements to guarantee their patien and full participation in the peace process
can significantly contribute to the maintenance @namotion of international peace and security,

(8) Calls on all actors involved, when negotiating amghlementing peace agreements, to adopt a
gender perspective, including, inter alia:

(a) The special needs of women and girls duringégtion and resettlement and for rehabilitation,
reintegration and post-conflict reconstruction;

(b) Measures that support local women's peaceaitivies and indigenous processes for conflict
resolution, and that involve women in all of thepiementation mechanisms of the peace agreements;

(c) Measures that ensure the protection of argpheet for human rights of women and girls,
particularly as they relate to the constitutionetelectoral system, the police and the judiciary;

(9) Calls upon all parties to armed conflict to pest fully international law applicable to the righ
and protection of women and girls as civiliansparticular the obligations applicable to them under
the Geneva Conventions of 1949 and the Additionatidéols thereto of 1977, the Refugee
Convention of 1951 and the Protocol thereto of 196& Convention Security Council - 5 - Press
Release SC/6942 4213th Meeting (PM) 31 October 28G0e Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women of 1979 and the Ogtid?rotocol thereto of 1999 and the United
Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child &@9.8nd the two Optional Protocols thereto of 25
May 2000, and to bear in mind the relevant prowisiof the Rome Statute of the International
Criminal Court;

(11) Emphasizes the responsibility of all Statgsuiban end to impunity and to prosecute those
responsible for genocide, crimes against humamigy, crimes including those relating to sexual
violence against women and girls, and in this reatresses the need to exclude these crimes, where
feasible from amnesty provisions;
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ii)

(12) Calls upon all parties to armed conflict tspect the civilian and humanitarian character of
refugee camps and settlements, and to take intmuatthe particular needs of women and girls,
including in their design, and recalls its resotuti1208 (1998) of 19 November 1998;

(18) Decides to remain actively seized of the mdtte

There can be no doubt that the issue of womertegpaiad security in its innumerable manifestatiens i
of direct importance to the situation in Gaza.

Reference to SC 1325 appears in the reportenhHBnoun, vis:

...The mission reiterates that the process towardsgenust operate within a framework of
international law and be guided by respect for @tearter of the United Nations, international human
rights law and international humanitarian lawhe mission draws the attention of all parties toet
conflict to Security Council resolution 1325 (20083quiring attention to the special needs of
women in the aftermath of conflict and urging wom#nparticipation in conflict resolution and
sustainable peace.

Reference to SC 1325 appears in the GoldstonerRers:

To the international community, Israel and Palestmauthorities, The Mission recommends that
Israel and representatives of the Palestinian pepahd international actors involved in the peace
process, involve Israeli and Palestinian civil ssgiin devising sustainable peace agreements based
on respect for International lawhe participation of women should be ensured in acdance with
Security Council resolution 1325. The Mission recamends that attention be given to the position

of women and steps be taken to ensure their actes®mpensation, legal assistance and economic
security.

The conditions for the participation of wominthe prevention of further conflict and in reaapi
resolution of the current conflict have not beert amel WILPF asserts the absolute need for the
bodies of the United Nations, in particular the 8&g Council, to be made aware of the reality of
women’s lives in Gaza so that coherent, practiegdsare taken to fulfill international human right
obligations. In particular reference is made tortgbts under CESCR and the principles of non-
discrimination. Without the creation of a climafesecurity, including in relation to health, eduoat
food and employment, the participation of the migyasf women is compromised and the aims of
1325 will not be realised.

Reference is also made to Operational panatgge® and 11 regarding respect for internationvaldad
accountability. Failure to ensure the implementatbthis brings the international system into
disrepute.

IN CONCLUSION
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Vi)

vii)

WILPF argues that the existing internationgdeframework applies to all parties to the current
“conflict” but that there has been a systematitufaiby the State of Israel to comply with its
obligations in relation to this framework and thas been identified in two high level fact finding
mission, a Commission of Inquiry and in numeroymres by the Special Rapporteur, including in the
most recent report to the human rights council.

Hamas has also been identified as being itatimn of IHL and this must also be recognized and
addressed through legal mechanisms, not force.

The failure of Israel to comply, and to do with impunity brings the international legal goalitical
system into disrepute and weakens its authorityadmldy to fulfill its function.

All states are implicated in the responsililib protect but there is an additional and specifi
responsibility on states with political, militafgmancial and economic ties to use that influertce t
prevent, react and hold accountable. Failure teadmakes such States liable to charges of complicit
with legal consequences.

The role of women in the prevention and resotubf the conflict must be taken into account and
particular measures must be taken to ensure teatgarticipation is facilitated through the praois
of social and economic rights producing a climdtsezurity which facilitates participation in publi
life. Primary responsibility lies with the occupyibtate of Israel and in their failure, with other
members of the International Community.

In his report to the HRC the SR made a telling olzteon:

For 40 years the political organs of the United Mat, States and individuals have accused Israel of
consistent, systematic and gross violations of hurights and humanitarian law in the OPT. In 2004
the judicial organ of the United Nations, in its\gbry Opinion, affirmed that Israel’s actions imet
OPT do indeed violate fundamental norms of humgintsiand humanitarian law and cannot be
justified on grounds of self-defence or necesHithe United Nations is serious about human rights
cannot afford to ignore this Opinion in the delibgons of the Quartet, as it is an authoritative
affirmation that Israel is in serious breach of itdernational commitments. Failure to attempt to
implement, or even to acknowledge, an advisoryiopidealing with international humanitarian law
and human rights law, brings the very commitmenhefUnited Nations to human rights into
question (HRC/7/17: Report of the Special Rapporteur angituation of human rights in the
Palestinian territories occupied since 1967, Johgddd)

The current situation cannot pertain: WILRFFEeommends the following as ways forward.
Any commission of Inquiry appointed by the HRC m@ve a broad mandate to investigate all

actors, including those who could be deemed compivith the aim of identifying responsibilities in
relation to each and accountability mechanismisaytshould fail to fulfill them.
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viii) Without prejudice to the outcome of such amestigation, immediate steps must be taken to hold
Israel to account for its continuous contempt fetrnational law and to ensure non-repetition. Such
steps could include those referred to by the Sitgtatest report to the council at para 38:

Boycotts, divestments and sanctions

... These feelings were intensified by the awa®tigat neither the neighbouring States nor thdedhi
Nations, nor its most powerful Member States, welleng or able to protect the Palestinian people
and uphold their rights. The spectacle of a peajider siege, as has been the case now for over 30
months in the Gaza Strip, has deepened this shaséere exists some responsibility for people
everywhere to take appropriate, non-violent actiGivil society's global Boycott, Divestment and
Sanctions (BDS) Campaign, aimed at bringing notewibeconomic and social pressure to bear to
end the Israeli occupation, is the outgrowth ofstheentiments, and it has been expanding at a rapid
rate.

iX) This paper has sought to identify what has lssed as a matter of law in relation to variouseasp of
the current situation between Israel and Gaza. &asts to regulate the conduct of States and
individuals, but it is imperfect. Whilst assertioren be made as to how international law should be
applied, when it demands action most prefer to Wags of avoidance.

The attack on the flotilla mobilised public opiniaord wide to the plight of those, both on the ship
attacked, and in need of assistance in Gaza. Iplsitarms, it aroused the sense of common decancy i
ordinary people towards the suffering of otherg,frmm any political perspective, but because of a
common and shared humanity. It is this which shauwdgire the States to take actions to achievegeac
For those who see what is happening, or experignabatever the law calls it, it is just wrong and
must stop.

Above all WILPF is calling for all those who can,do everything in their power to end the occupatio
and thereby thendividual suffering, to end fear, to create restdity, to obtain the renunciation of
violence and find a way to a just peace.

Armsand | sra€

Main arms control treaties:
Non-proliferation Treaty (NPT) — not party
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Comprehensive Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) — signed butatified (signed in 1996)
Biological Weapons Convention (BWC) — not party

Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) — signed butatdied (signed in 1993)
Cluster Munitions Convention (CMC) — not party

Mine Ban Treaty (MBT) — not party

Missile Technology Control Regime (MTCR) — Not anrieer

Hague Code of Conduct (HCoC) — Not signed

Nuclear Weapons

Israel has not confirmed that it has nuclear weagom officially maintains that it will not be tfiest country
to introduce nuclear weapons into the Middle Edst.the existence of Israeli nuclear weapons isulic
secret”, due to whistleblowers and foreign inteltige reports. No country has officially providechéd with
nuclear weapons but it got significant assistanae fFrance in order to set up a nuclear progranméta
Dimona nuclear site in the 1950s.

The actual size and composition of Israel's nudéackpile is uncertain and the subject of manftero
conflicting - estimates and reports. However, igsially thought that Israel is an advanced nuciespon
state, in both quality and quantity of its arse&sltimates as to the size of Israel's nuclear atsemy and
range from 100 to over 200 warheads.

Israel does not have an overt nuclear doctrine tetyts insistence that it will not introduce nucl@aeapons
into the region. Instead, it follows a policy ofutiear opacity” - visibly possessing nuclear weapohile
denying their existence. This has allowed Isra@rtpy the benefits of being a nuclear weapong staierms
of deterrence without having to suffer the inteioral repercussions of acknowledging their arsdsedel also
has a strong commitment to preventing its poteatizlersaries in the region from becoming declaredear
weapon states, as evidenced by Israel's 1981 mdiichqQ's Osirak nuclear installation and Syrianleaic
facilities in 2007.

Reportedly, Israel uses its long-range missileslaas-capable aircraft and submarines with nucéeared
cruise missiles to deter both conventional and nwentional attacks with their nuclear capabilitissael has
one of the most advanced ballistic missile progranim the Middle East. It possesses a medium-ranggle
capability and a space launch vehicle that essdngi@es it an intercontinental ballistic missitapability if it
chooses to pursue that option. Their first missitese commissioned from the French through the firm
Dassault Aviation. After receiving around 14 missifrom France, the Israeli took over the producimothe
early 70s.

There are recent reports stating that Israel affésesell nuclear weapons to the apartheid regm&outh
Africa in the 1970s. Documents have shown that sthavSouth Africa’s minister of defence, PW Botha,
asked for the warheads and Shimon Peres, ther'dsranister of defence, responded by offering thiem
three sizes" (believed to refer to conventionagnaltal and nuclear weapons warheads). The two sen a
signed a broad-ranging agreement governing miltias/between the two countries that included asda
declaring that "the very existence of this agredfneas to remain secret. These documents undertinene
view that Israel, if it declared its nuclear capibiis a “responsible” nuclear weapon state.
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Armsexportersto lsrael.

The United States

The United States is the primary source of Isragdapons arsenal. For more than 30 years, Isrddbéen the
largest recipient of U.S. foreign assistance. di®accounts for more than 20% of Israel's tot&mee budget.
The US export to Israel is large and consist ofpeaa and military equipment such as conventionalpeas,
fighter planes, attack helicopters, missiles anskit@ launchers. Companies such as Boeing, Lockivkeetin,
Raytheon and Bell Textron are producing fightenpkand helicopters used in the Gaza war in Jar2089.

Germany

After the United States, Germany is the principaiatr of both economic and military aid to Israelhi¥&
restrictive German export regulations bar the ealgeapons to crisis areas, the German governnant h
justified its actions by describing the move astsal responsibility” towards Tel Aviv. Germany ex{s
submarines of the Dolphin class to Israel, as agliorpedoes for such submarines. As mentionedeaboth
the US F-16 planes and the German Dolphin subrmsadreereportedly being used as delivery systems for
Israel’s nuclear weapons. While Israel's Dolphisisslsubmarines originally were equipped with only
conventional weapon systems, various sources egeeted that upon their arrival in Israel, the sakines
were modified, and fitted with cruise missiles adwéth nuclear warheads

France

France provided assistance for Israel to buildhgir inuclear programme in the 1950s and 1960saksad
delivered the first Jericho missiles in the 1960may, it continues to be one of the top exporbé@ms to
Israel in the EU, and the export mainly focuse®lactronics modified for military use, such as gation and
guidance equipment and satellite jamming systems.

Canada

There are more than 140 Canadian military industie@w reporting that they have exported their pctgiu
directly to Israel. Many of these companies produgectronic equipment for military use, such as
communications and navigation systems as well agooents for advanced weapons systems. More than 50
Canadian military exporters have supplied a wishgyeaof essential components and services for theger

US weapons systems that are used by the Israekidkage: the F-15, F-16 and AH-64.

United Kingdom

The UK has repeatedly sold arms to Israel and ampert licenses approved during 2009 includes aistong
many things components for combat aircraft and ummed air vehicles, electronic warfare equipmenglbm
arms ammunitions and components for sniper riftesreaval radars. In addition to direct export obpens

and military equipment to Israel, the UK also progla wide range of essential components and serfoce
three major US weapons systems that are used bgrtedi Air Force, F-15. F-16 and AH-64. Theseafts

and helicopters were the main weapons systems getploy Israel during Operation Cast Lead in theteviof
2008-2009. Former British Foreign Minister, Davidlivand acknowledged that UK components were priesen
in the attacks on Gaza in 2009. There are many tdi€ @ompanies that are involved in arms deals lsitel,

for example BAE Systems, MPE, Smiths Group, Agustalfédnd, Brimar and Page Aerospace.
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