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UNHRC Gaza Report Latest News

Recently, a United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC) commission of inquiry released a report
concluding that Israel deliberately targeted Palestinian children in Gaza, and that this pattern of acts
established genocidal intent to destroy the Palestinian group. 
Released by the UN Independent International Commission of Inquiry, the report has significant implications
for ongoing international legal cases against Israel.

About the Commission

The report comes from the UN Independent International Commission of Inquiry on the Occupied Palestinian
Territory (including East Jerusalem) and Israel.
It was set up in May 2021 through a UNHRC resolution as an independent body to monitor conditions in the
occupied Palestinian territory, and is mandated to submit annual reports.
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It is currently chaired by Justice S. Muralidhar of India, who retired in 2023 as Chief Justice of the Odisha
High Court. 

The other members are Florence Mumba (Zambia) and Chris Sidoti (Australia).
This is not the first such finding: in September 2025, the commission — then chaired by Navi Pillay (South
Africa), with Miloon Kothari (India) and Chris Sidoti — had reached similar conclusions on genocidal intent.

What the Report Found

The central argument is that children were not incidental victims but were directly targeted. 
The commission described children as central to the survival and continuity of the Palestinian group, making
their targeting a key element in establishing intent.
Key findings include:

Targeted killings: Medical practitioners interviewed reported a consistent pattern of children with
single gunshot wounds from quadcopters or snipers. 
Ceasefire did not end violence: The October 2025 ceasefire between Israel and Hamas did not
stop the killings. Deaths increased near the “yellow line” — an Israel-declared security buffer cutting
north-to-south through Gaza, established under the US-mediated October 2025 peace plan, marking
the boundary to which Israeli forces withdrew while retaining control over a large part of the Strip.
Torture and abuse in detention: The report documented torture of children during arrests and
detention, including sexual violence.
Attacks on protective infrastructure: It alleged Israeli forces targeted schools and orphanages,
forced the closure of paediatric hospitals, and destroyed infrastructure essential for children’s survival.

Genocide Under International Law

The UN Genocide Convention (Article II) defines genocide as acts committed with intent to destroy, in
whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group. 
The five listed acts are:

Killing members of the group
Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group
Deliberately inflicting conditions of life calculated to bring about physical destruction
Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group
Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group

The same definition appears in Article 6 of the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court (ICC) and
in other international jurisdictions.
The crucial point: proving genocide requires establishing intent (the mental element), which is held to a
very high evidentiary standard. 
As legal experts noted, ethnic cleansing, indiscriminate killing or war crimes alone are not enough to prove
genocide.

Why a UN Report Matters Legally

Page 2 of 3



A UN commission cannot impose penalties, but its findings can serve as documentary evidence before
international courts. 
Experts cited by the report explained how:

As corroborating evidence: UN fact-finding missions and similar reports have historically formed part of
the evidentiary record in major genocide proceedings — examples cited include the Bosnia v. Serbia
case at the ICJ and the ICC’s prosecution of Sudan’s Omar al-Bashir over Darfur.

Two parallel cases against Israel

ICJ: In South Africa’s case against Israel, the court has held that Palestinians in Gaza have plausible rights
under the Genocide Convention requiring protection.
ICC: The case against PM Benjamin Netanyahu is seen by some experts as having more potential, as
evidence emerges on the chain of command behind alleged acts.
However, experts cautioned that proving genocidal intent is hard because, unlike the Rohingya in Myanmar
(where a clear ethnicity was targeted), Palestinians do not fit as squarely into such identity definitions. 
There is also concern about “judicial bullying” by powerful states obstructing evidence collection.

Conclusion

The report marks a significant step in documenting allegations of genocide in Gaza, but it sits at the gap
between documentation and enforcement. 
While its findings strengthen the evidentiary foundation for cases at the ICJ and ICC, the high legal threshold
for proving genocidal intent — and the absence of enforcement obligations on powerful non-ICC states like
India and the US — means its practical legal impact remains uncertain. 
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