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here is a well-known allegory describing a frog who 
did not realize that he was being boiled alive because 

the heat of the water was raised so gradually that the frog 
did not feel the increase in temperature. Like the frog, 
Israel and the world Jewish community have been subject 
over recent years to an increasingly vitriolic campaign 
of delegitimization that has been advanced gradually, 
stage by stage. Not every member of the global Jewish 
community was aware of what was being done; yet Israel’s 
opponents worked with the same careful pacing as 
someone raising the temperature to boil the frog. South 
Africa’s case before the International Court of Justice 
(ICJ) was only the latest attempt to delegitimize Zionism 
and Israel on a global scale. However, the delegitimization 
of Zionism predates the current war by a few decades.

In 1975, the UN General Assembly declared that 
Zionism was a form of racism.1 In 2001, the Jewish 
delegates to the Durban Conference against Racism 
reported on the toxic atmosphere of the Conference, where 
the only international conflict explicitly addressed in the 
final report was that of Israel and the Palestinians. The 
report stated that, “We are concerned about the plight of 
the Palestinian people under foreign occupation.”2 In 
2006, the UN General Assembly expressed “Grave 
concern at the violations of the human rights of the 
Palestinian people.”3 In 2003 [see UN GA Res. 10/14, 
UN Doc. A/RES/ES-10/14 (Dec. 12, 2003)], the League 
of Arab States complained to the International Court of 
Justice that Israel’s separation barrier was an “apartheid 
wall.”4 In 2019, “Palestine” complained to the UN 
Committee for the Elimination of Racial Discrimination 
that Israel was committing “Racial Discrimination.”5 The 
UN Committee decided to deal with the Palestinian 
complaint, notwithstanding the opinion of the Legal 
Advisor to the UN that the Committee had no jurisdiction 
to do so.6 In 2023, the UN General Assembly requested 
an advisory opinion from the ICJ on the question of the 
“Legal Consequences Arising from the Policies and 
Practices of Israel in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, 
Including East Jerusalem.” The documentation submitted 
to the Court by the United Nations included a statement 
by the Human Rights Council expressing “Grave concern 
about the continuing systematic violation of the human 
rights of the Palestinian people by Israel, the occupying 

Power….”7 The common thread across all of these 
incidents is a fundamental denial of the Jewish people’s 
identity as a group indigenous to the land of Israel, as 
well as their right to live peacefully in their own land 
and engage in actions intended to protect that right.

The latest iteration of this denial is a warping of the term 
“genocide,” where Israel’s enforcement of its right to defend 
itself is deemed a genocidal attack on the Palestinians.

The 1948 Genocide Convention defines genocide as:

Any of the following acts committed with 
intent to destroy, in whole or in part, a 
national, ethnical, racial or religious group, 
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1.	 UN GA Res. 3379, 1975 A/RES/46/86, available at 
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/135193?ln=en, revoked 
by UN GA Res. 46/86 of 1991 A/RES/46/86.
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7, 2001, Durban, para. 63, available at https://www.un.org/
en/durbanreview2009/pdf/DDPA_full_text.pdf 
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of Arab States (Jan. 28, 2004), available at https://www.
icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/131/1545.pdf 

5.	 International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms 
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12, 2019), available at https://www.un.org/unispal/wp-
content/uploads/2021/06/CERDC1003_150621.pdf

6.	 Note for the file Treaty Bodies Secretariat (Aug. 23, 
2019), Transmission of the content of OLA Memorandum 
at the request of the Committee on the Elimination of 
Racial Discrimination.

7.	 https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-
related/186/186-20230117-REQ-01-00-EN.pdf; see also 
Legal Consequences arising from the Policies and 
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as such:

(a) Killing members of the group;
(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm 
to members of the group;
(c) Deliberately inflicting on the group 
conditions of life calculated to bring about 
its physical destruction in whole or in part;
(d) Imposing measures intended to prevent 
births within the group;
(e) Forcibly transferring children of the 
group to another group.8

The Genocide Convention further stipulates:

Disputes between the Contracting 
Parties relating to the interpretation, 
application or fulfilment of the present 
Convention, including those relating to the 
responsibility of a State for genocide or for 
any of the other acts enumerated in article 
III, shall be submitted to the International 
Court of Justice at the request of any of the 
parties to the dispute.9

The offense of genocide, as set out in the Convention, 
requires both genocidal intent and genocidal acts. From 
the outset, it must have been obvious to South Africa 
that Israel did not satisfy either the intent or the acts 
requirement. Therefore, South Africa focused its effort 
on persuading the Court to issue an interim order, which 
only requires the Court to find that the danger of genocide 
“is plausible,” that is, likely.

To attempt to prove plausible genocidal intent, the Court, 
whose members are appointed by the UN General 
Assembly with the approval of the UN Security Council, 
relied on a number of bellicose statements by Israeli 
politicians. The Court ignored the fact that none of the 
statements came from Israeli leaders who are members 
of the interim war government, and therefore in charge 
of directing the war effort. The Court also failed to 
acknowledge the fact that the Israeli Government is 
actively working to prevent or minimize civilian casualties.

Additionally, the ostensibly impartial UN submitted 
no statement by Israel; only documents that supported 
the South African claims. The South African attempt to 
stigmatize Israel with the stain of attempted genocide 
was revealed to be a shallow attempt to outlaw Israel as 
a pariah State. However, South Africa strategically omitted 
facts that completely neuter the veracity of their intent 

claims: the immense civilian casualties in Gaza result 
from Hamas’s well-established tactic of using civilians 
and civilian infrastructure as human shields. This includes 
well documented instances of Hamas placing command 
centers under hospitals, and ammunition supplies in 
schools and mosques. Moreover, the Court practically 
ignored the attack by Hamas on October 7, 2023, and in 
its nearly 30-page decision, made no mention of the fact 
that Hamas was continuing to indiscriminately fire rockets 
at Israeli civilian towns and villages. The Court ignored 
the fact that Hamas is not a “liberation movement,” but 
an Iranian-backed, wealthy, despotic de facto government. 
Ignoring Hamas’s conduct is described by Frances Raday 
as “A new category of asymmetrical law-fare.”10

As to “genocidal acts,” the Court again relied on the 
large number of civilian casualties, numbers provided 
by UN bodies, relying in turn on numbers provided by 
the Gaza Health Ministry, a Hamas government entity. 
The Court itself wrote that it had no independently verified 
information. Among the sources the Court relied on were 
UN human rights bodies. These included the Human 
Rights Council which, despite its name, is a political 
body dominated by anti-Israel States. Its membership 
includes, among others, South Africa and Qatar, which 
has a long-established relationship with Hamas. Another 
so-called reliable neutral source, according to the Court, 
was the United Nations Relief and Works Agency 
(UNRWA), several of whose employees took part in the 
murderous October 7 attack. When referring to the number 
of casualties, the Court quotes Hamas sources and states 
that they were “Palestinians,” without so much as hinting 
that the source comes from Hamas. Additionally, the 
Court, like Hamas, makes no distinction between civilian 
and terrorist casualties.11 A reading of the Court’s decision 
leaves the impression that no terrorists were killed, only 

8.	 Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the 
Crime of Genocide, Art. II, Dec. 9, 1948, 78 U.N.T.S. 
276, available at https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/
UNTS/Volume%2078/volume-78-I-1021-English.pdf 

9.	 Ibid., p. 282, Art. IX.
10.	Frances Raday, “South Africa vs Israel,” Oxford Human 

Rights Hub, Oxford University, Feb. 5, 2024, available 
at https://ohrh.law.ox.ac.uk/south-africa-vs-israel/

11.	Application of the Convention on the Prevention and 
Punishment of the Crime of Genocide in the Gaza Strip 
(South Africa v. Israel), Provisional Measures (Jan. 26, 
2024), ¶ 46, available at https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/
files/case-related/192/192-20240126-ord-01-00-en.pdf 

https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%2078/volume-78-I-1021-English.pdf
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%2078/volume-78-I-1021-English.pdf
https://ohrh.law.ox.ac.uk/south-africa-vs-israel/
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/192/192-20240126-ord-01-00-en.pdf
https://www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/192/192-20240126-ord-01-00-en.pdf


24 No. 71

JUSTICE

innocent Palestinian civilians.
During the hearings, South Africa could not provide 

any evidence of actual or attempted genocide. Nevertheless, 
the Court was clearly reluctant to dismiss the case at this 
preliminary stage. The Court relied upon the standard of 
proof in a hearing for interim provisional measures, which 
is lower than in the substantive case. Therefore, the Court 
decided that there was sufficient evidence of a plausible 
danger to Palestinians’ right “to be protected from acts of 
genocide.”12 The Court concluded that “The facts and 
circumstances mentioned above are sufficient to conclude 
that at least some of the rights claimed by South Africa, 
and for which it is seeking protection are plausible.”13 
The Court continued that “The right of Palestinians in the 
Gaza Strip to be protected from acts of genocide . . . are 
of such a nature that prejudice to them is capable of causing 
irreparable harm.”14 By such qualified and amorphous 
statements, the Court managed to establish its tenuous 
jurisdiction to order provisional measures.

The Court consequently issued an order for provisional 
measures that Israel must take to prevent genocide: to 
punish incitement to genocide; to provide humanitarian 
assistance to Palestinians in the Gaza Strip; to preserve 
evidence related to allegations of genocide; and to submit 
a report to the Court within one month.15

In a dissenting opinion, Judge Julia Sebutinde, from 
Uganda,16 wrote, unequivocally, that she was not 
convinced that

The…criteria for the indication of 
provisional measures have been met in 
the present case. In particular, South 
Africa has not demonstrated, even on a 
prima facie basis, that the acts allegedly 
committed by Israel, and of which the 
Applicant complains, were committed with 
the necessary genocidal intent and that, as 
a result, they are capable of falling within 
the scope of the Genocide Convention.17

As to bellicose statements made by Israeli politicians, 
Judge Sebutinde wrote, “A careful examination of Israel’s 
war policy and of the full statements of the responsible 
government officials further demonstrates the absence of 
a genocidal intent.” It has not been shown, even on a prima 
facie basis, that Israel’s conduct in Gaza is accompanied 
by the necessary genocidal intent.” Justice Barak, in his 
separate opinion, agreed with the issuance of provisional 
orders concerning relief issues, which Israel was clearly 
already carrying out. However, Justice Barak emphatically 

denied that genocide or intent to genocide existed, writing; 
“I strongly disagree with the Court’s approach regarding 
plausibility and, in particular, I disagree on the question 
of intent.” “The Court’s approach opens the door for States 
to misuse the Genocide Convention in order to curtail the 
right of self-defence, in particular in the context of attacks 
committed by terrorist groups.” Judge Nolte, from 
Germany, who also concurred in the issuing of the 
provisional orders, nevertheless declared that “I am not 
persuaded that South Africa has plausibly shown that the 
military operation undertaken by Israel, as such, is being 
pursued with genocidal intent.”

Most importantly, the Court did not issue an order for 
Israel to cease its military campaign, although South 
Africa had requested the Court to do so. This might well 
be a result of the efforts of Israel’s vigorous legal defense 
team and the presence on the Court of Israel’s renowned 
jurist, Justice Aharon Barak. Moreover, even this Court 
denied South Africa’s subsequent request for a further 
interim order, ruling, “This perilous situation demands 
immediate and effective implementation of the provisional 
measures indicated by the Court in its Order of January 
26, 2024, which are applicable throughout the Gaza Strip, 
including in Rafah, and does not demand the indication 
of additional provisional measures.” Nevertheless, South 
Africa succeeded in tainting Israel with the odious stain 
of the plausibility of its committing genocide. Israel will 
have to submit a report to the Court, and at the time of 
writing (February 2024), there is a possibility that some 
Arab States may bring the issue to the UN Security 
Council. The substantive hearing of the case can take 
years, and there is little doubt that the charge will 
eventually be dismissed. In the meantime, another step 
has been taken to delegitimize Israel and the national 
movement of the Jewish People. n

Robbie Sabel, professor of international law, Hebrew University of 
Jerusalem and a member of the Academic Advisory Board of JUSTICE.

12.	Id., ¶ 66. 
13.	Id., ¶ 54.
14.	Id., ¶ 66.
15.	Id., ¶ 86.
16.	Judge Sebutinde has since been appointed by her fellow 

judges as Vice President of the Court.
17.	Application of the Convention on the Prevention and 

Punishment of the Crime of Genocide in the Gaza Strip 
(South Africa v. Israel), Dissenting Opinion of Judge 
Sebutinde (Jan. 26, 2024), ¶ 17, available at https://
www.icj-cij.org/sites/default/files/case-related/192/192-
20240126-ord-01-02-en.pdf
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Appendix: Hamas and Genocide*
Robbie Sabel

t is not disputed that Hamas has been committing grave 
war crimes. A question, however, is whether their 

actions amount to an attempt at Genocide. Prior to October 
7, 2023, they were firing thousands of rockets aimed 
deliberately at Israeli civilian towns and villages. On 
that day, Hamas blatantly ignored every norm of morality 
and international law, deliberately killing civilians, raping, 
maiming, and taking hostages. The Hamas attack included 
the slaughter in cold blood of over 1,200 Israelis and 
foreign citizens at a music festival and in kibbutz 
settlements and the wounding of over 5,500 persons. There 
were widespread acts of torture and maiming, burning 
alive, beheading, rape and sexual assault, and mutilation 
of corpses. One of their beheadings was done using an 
agricultural hoe which they found in the victim’s house. 
The sexual attacks were confirmed by the report of Ms. 
Pramila Patten, Special Representative of the UN Secretary-
General on Sexual Violence in Conflict. Hamas abducted 
at least 247 hostages from 25 different countries. They 
included infants, the elderly, entire families, persons with 
disabilities, and Holocaust survivors. The murderers 
proudly filmed their own horrific acts. The films provide 
us with forensic evidence of their crimes. The crimes have 
also brought tragedy to innocent Palestinians, caught and 
killed in the crossfire deliberately started by Hamas as 
Israel conducted military operation against these terrorists.

The question remains whether Hamas actions were 
“only” horrific war crimes or an attempt to commit 
Genocide? 

Israel has been involved in military conflict since its 
independence in 1948. At various times, we have had 
violent clashes with the armies of Jordan, Syria, Iraq, 
and Egypt. In these conflicts, we suffered heavy casualties 
to which our military cemeteries bear sad witness. 
Nevertheless, we did not characterize these conflicts as 
Genocide.

The crime of Genocide requires both evil acts and evil 
intent. Article II of the 1948 Genocide Convention reads:

Genocide means any of the following acts 
committed with intent to destroy, in whole 
or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or 
religious group, as such: 

(a) Killing members of the group; 
(b) Causing serious bodily or mental harm 
to members of the group;
 

And Article III of the Convention continues:
The following acts shall be punishable: 
(a) Genocide; 
(b) Conspiracy to commit genocide; 
(c) Direct and public incitement to commit 
genocide; 
An attempt at Genocide requires both 
genocidal acts and genocidal intent.
 

The Jewish people are well aware of what constitutes 
Genocide. We suffered perhaps the most horrific Genocide 
in human history when Nazi Germany killed six million 
Jews in a stated and deliberate attempt to obliterate the 
Jewish people. They nearly succeeded. This Holocaust 
provided the impetus for the 1948 Convention on the 
Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide.

What happened on October 7, 2023, was a calculated 
and heinous attempt to kill Jews just because they were 
Jews. It was carried out by the Hamas terrorist group as 
a manifestation of their ideology and stated goal of 
eradicating Israel. Hamas’s charter, even the softened 
version of 2017, is directed at eliminating Israel and is 
openly and blatantly antisemitic. It is difficult to 
comprehend that decades after the Holocaust, such a 
document could be adopted. 

The Charter of Hamas was adopted in 1988. It was 
later supplemented by a 2017 sanitized version; however, 
the 2017 version did not replace the 1988 version, but 
as Hamas reassured its members, it only added or 
supplemented it. The 1988 Charter reads:

The Islamic Resistance Movement strives 
to raise the banner of Allah over every inch 
of Palestine. (Article 6)

I

*	 Side Event of the Jerusalem Institute of Justice, at the 
UN Human Rights Council, Geneva, March 21, 2024.
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On the destruction of Israel:

Israel will exist and will continue to exist 
until Islam will obliterate it, just as it 
obliterated others before it. (Preamble)

The exclusive Moslem nature of the area:

The land of Palestine is an Islamic Waqf 
[Holy Possession] consecrated for future 
Moslem generations until Judgment Day. 
No one can renounce it or any part, or 
abandon it or any part of it. (Article 11)

Palestine is an Islamic land... Since this 
is the case, the Liberation of Palestine 
is an individual duty for every Moslem 
wherever he may be. (Article 13)

 The call to Jihad:

The day the enemies usurp part of Moslem 
land, Jihad becomes the individual duty 
of every Moslem. In the face of the Jews' 
usurpation, it is compulsory that the banner 
of Jihad be raised. (Article 15)

Ranks will close, fighters joining other 
fighters, and masses everywhere in 
the Islamic world will come forward 
in response to the call of duty, loudly 
proclaiming: “Hail to Jihad!”

Rejection of a negotiated peace settlement:

[Peace] initiatives, and so-called peaceful 
solutions and international conferences 
are in contradiction to the principles of 
the Islamic Resistance Movement... There 
is no solution for the Palestinian problem 
except by Jihad. Initiatives, proposals and 
international conferences are but a waste 
of time, an exercise in futility. (Article 13)

The Day of Judgment will not come about 
until Moslems fight Jews and kill them. 
Then, the Jews will hide behind rocks and 
trees, and the rocks and trees will cry out: 
“O Moslem, there is a Jew hiding behind 
me, come and kill him.” (Article 7)

The antisemitism is not concealed. The Hamas Charter 
explains:

The enemies have been scheming for a 
long time... and have accumulated huge 
and influential material wealth. With their 
money, they took control of the world 
media... With their money they stirred 
revolutions in various parts of the globe...
They stood behind the French Revolution, 
the Communist Revolution and most of 
the revolutions we hear about...With their 
money they formed secret organizations – 
such as the Freemasons, Rotary Clubs and 
the Lions – which are spreading around 
the world, in order to destroy societies 
and carry out Zionist interests... They 
stood behind World War I... and formed 
the League of Nations through which they 
could rule the world. They were behind 
World War II, through which they made 
huge financial gains...There is no war 
going on anywhere without them having 
their finger in it. (Article 22)

Zionism scheming has no end, and after 
Palestine, they will covet expansion from 
the Nile to the Euphrates River. When they 
have finished digesting the area on which 
they have laid their hand, they will look 
forward to more expansion. Their scheme 
has been laid out in the “Protocols of the 
Elders of Zion.” (Article 32)

While the revised version of the Hamas Charter does 
not expressly call for the destruction of Jews, it still 
frames any use of violence as “a legitimate right 
guaranteed by divine laws and by international norms 
and laws.”1

The preamble to the revised, supplemental Charter 
reads:

“Palestine is the land of the Arab Palestinian people.”
Article 1 states: 
“’Hamas’ is a Palestinian Islamic national liberation 

1.	 A Document of General Principles & Policies, art. 25, 
May 2017, available at https://irp.fas.org/world/para/
docs/hamas-2017.pdf 

https://irp.fas.org/world/para/docs/hamas-2017.pdf
https://irp.fas.org/world/para/docs/hamas-2017.pdf
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and resistance movement. Its goal is to liberate Palestine 
and confront the Zionist project. Its frame of reference 
is Islam, which determines its principles, objectives and 
means.”

Article 3 
“Palestine is an Arab Islamic land.” 
Article 18
“The establishment of ‘Israel’ is entirely illegal and 

contravenes the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people 
and goes against their will and the will of the Ummah.” 

Article 20 
“Hamas rejects any alternative to the full and complete 

liberation of Palestine, from the river to the sea.”
Article 23 
“Resistance and jihad for the liberation of Palestine 

will remain a legitimate right, a duty and an honour for 
all the sons and daughters of our people and our Ummah.”

Article 32 
“Hamas affirms the responsibility of the Arabs and the 

Muslims and their duty and role in the liberation of 
Palestine from Zionist occupation.”

This, as I mentioned, does not replace the original 
Charter but is the sanitized public relations supplement 
to the Charter.

The genocidal intent of Hamas is manifest not only in 
its Charter but also in statements by Hamas 
representatives:

Ahmed Yassin (The founder of Hamas): 
“I say that Israel will be gone in the first quarter of the 

next [21st] century, inshallah. To be precise, I say that 
by 2027, there will be no Israel.” Al-Jazeera Network 
(Qatar), June 5, 1999.

Sami Abu Zuhri, head of the political department of 
Hamas abroad:

“We are convinced that we will not only purify Gaza, 
but also return to Jerusalem.” 

Hamas Leader abroad Khaled Mashal:

We have nothing to do with the two-state 
solution. We reject this notion, because 
it means you would get a promise for a 
[Palestinian] state, yet you are required 
to recognize the legitimacy of the other 
state, which is the Zionist entity. This is 
unacceptable. I believe that October 7 has 
enhanced this conviction, has narrowed 
the disagreements, and has turned the idea 
of liberating Palestine from the River to 
the Sea into a realistic idea that has already 

begun. It is not something [merely] to be 
expected or hoped for. It is part of the plan, 
part of the agenda, and we are standing on 
its threshold, Allah willing. Amar Taqi's 
Podcast, January 18, 2024.

Hamas children’s TV programs feature cute, cuddly 
dolls that teach children the importance of killing all the 
Jews. Hamas has publicly declared for years that 
sacrificing innocent Palestinian civilians is a central 
element of its strategic doctrine. In a speech delivered 
on February 29, 2008, Hamas official Fathi Hammad 
said: “for the Palestinian people, death has become an 
industry, at which women excel, and so do all the people 
living on this land.”2

A handwritten note was found in the pocket of a 
commander of the Izz al-Din Qassam Brigades, Hamas’s 
military wing, who was one of the perpetrators of the 
terrorist attack and massacre on October 7, 2023. He 
wrote it for his subordinates, and it was apparently written 
to encourage them before the attack. The note reads:

 
Oh, descendants of Khaled and al-Zabir, 
Allah has designated you and given you 
the honor to participate in jihad; know 
that your enemy is a disease which has no 
cure except beheading and removing their 
hearts and livers.

Hamas spokesperson Ghazi Hamed confirmed the 
organization’s genocidal intent in an interview with the 
LBC television network in Beirut on October 24, 2023.3 
Hamed warned that the October 7 attack was only the 
beginning, and that Hamas would continue to strike Israel 
until it killed every Jew and destroyed the country. In an 
intercepted message, a Hamas terrorist was recorded 
proudly informing his family that he had “killed Jews 
with his own hands.”

2.	 Howard Adelman, “Research on the Ethics of War in 
the Context of Violence in Gaza,” 7 J. ACADEMIC ETHICS 
93, 110 (2009).

3.	 Gianluca Pacchiani, “Hamas Official Says Group Will 
Repeat Oct. 7 Attack ‘Twice and Three Times’ To Destroy 
Israel,” TIMES OF ISRAEL, Nov. 1, 2023, available at 
https://www.timesofisrael.com/liveblog_entry/hamas-
official-says-group-will-repeat-oct-7-attack-twice-and-
three-times-to-destroy-israel/

https://www.timesofisrael.com/liveblog_entry/hamas-official-says-group-will-repeat-oct-7-attack-twice-and-three-times-to-destroy-israel/
https://www.timesofisrael.com/liveblog_entry/hamas-official-says-group-will-repeat-oct-7-attack-twice-and-three-times-to-destroy-israel/
https://www.timesofisrael.com/liveblog_entry/hamas-official-says-group-will-repeat-oct-7-attack-twice-and-three-times-to-destroy-israel/
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The antisemitism of Hamas reflects the antisemitism 
of the Iranian government, the principal supplier of arms 
and support for Hamas. Former Supreme Leader of Iran 
Ruhollah Khomeini, wrote “may God curse them [the 
Jews],” for they “are opposed to the very foundations of 
Islam and wish to establish Jewish domination.” Former 
Iranian President Mahmud Ahmadinejad stated: “It has 
now been some 400 years that a horrendous Zionist clan 
has been ruling the major world affairs, and behind the 
scenes of the major power circles, in political, media, 
monetary and banking organizations in the world, they 
have been the decision makers” Velayat-e Faqih: 
Hukumat-e Eslami (The governance of the jurist: Islamic 
government). 

Throughout the world, Iranian academics have appeared 
on TV to offer detailed explanations about how Jewish 
rabbis in Europe used to kill Christian children and take 
their blood for use during the Passover holidays. Iran’s 
vice-president Mohammad-Reza Rahimi accused the 
Zionists of controlling the global drug trade based on 
the teachings of the Talmud. He further told stories of 
gynecologists killing black babies on the orders of the 
Zionists and claimed that the Bolshevik Revolution in 
1917 was started by Jews, adding that mysteriously no 
Jews died in that uprising. Mohammad-Ali Ramin, official 
advisor to President Ahmadinejad wrote that “the 
resolution” of the Holocaust issue would end in the 
“destruction of Israel.” 

Lireza Panahian, cofounder of the Ammar think tank 

for Iran's universities stated on November 20, 2023, “A 
time will come when the Zionist regime will be wiped 
off the face of the earth.” 

Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) Deputy 
Commander Ali Fadavi declared “the shock that the 
resistance forces' strike caused to the Zionists will remain 
until this cancerous growth disappears from the map of 
the world.” It is noteworthy that Iran was the only country 
to vote against UN Resolution 61/255 concerning 
Holocaust denial. This Hamas ideology explains the 
motive behind the attack of October 7. 

David Grossman, a leading Israeli writer and a 
vehement opponent of the present Israeli government 
wrote in the New York Times:

Israel is the one country in the world whose 
elimination is most openly called for. Only 
when it comes to Israel is it acceptable to 
publicly demand the elimination of a state. 
It is sickening to think that this murderous 
hatred is directed solely at a people who 
less than a century ago were, in fact, 
almost eradicated.

The individual members of Hamas can be tried by any 
State, in accordance with the principle of “Universal 
Jurisdiction.” Hamas acted to commit Genocide and 
intended to commit Genocide; the world should not ignore 
it. n
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