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Their conduct, according to the 
ICC, “led to the disruption of the 
ability of humanitarian organisa-
tions to provide food and other 
essential goods to the population 
in need in Gaza”. In December, 
Amnesty International con-
cluded that Israel is committing 
genocide in Gaza, citing Israel’s 
obstruction of humanitarian aid 
as evidence that it is “deliberate-
ly inflicting on Palestinians in 
Gaza conditions of life calculated 
to bring about their physical de-
struction,” one of three genocidal 
acts Amnesty documented Israel 
committing in its report.
In addition to slandering the in-
ternational justice and human 
rights organizations, Israeli au-
thorities denied the accusations 
that Israel is obstructing hu-
manitarian assistance to Gaza. 
As evidence, they boast impres-
sive-sounding figures from the 
Coordination of Government Ac-
tivities in the Territories (COGAT) 
— the Israeli military (IDF) unit 
overseeing all humanitarian op-
erations in the besieged enclave 
— and flaunt cabinet-sponsored 
media depicting a seeming abun-
dance of aid in Gaza, waiting to 
be delivered.
Ironically, these boasts from 
Israeli officials are in fact ad-
missions of war crimes. Israel’s 
intent with these social media 
posts is to be exonerated in the 
court of public opinion — and 
perhaps international courts as 
well — but it’s effectively acting 
like its own star witness.

Israel’s own data says it’s 
blocking aid
“Israel…does not impose any re-
strictions on the quantity of aid 
entering the [Gaza] Strip,” claimed 
spokesperson of the Israeli Min-
istry of Foreign Affairs Oren Mar-
morstein on December 3. Israel’s 
own data says otherwise.
Facing international backlash af-
ter it killed World Central Kitch-

en workers, the IDF announced 
new humanitarian measures 
in April 2024, pledging that we 
should expect to see “the daily 
average of trucks of food, water, 
medicine, and shelter supplies 
going into Gaza to go up… to 
around 500 per day”. This falls 
well short of the 600 daily aid 
truck quota that USAID assessed 
is needed to avert famine in 
Gaza, but it is still a welcome im-
provement considering that the 
average daily ingress of trucks 
into Gaza to that point (January–
March 2024) had been a measly 
153, according to my analysis of 
data from the IDF’s COGAT unit.
The daily average since then has 
been 152 trucks per day.
My analysis of IDF/COGAT data 
also shows that incoming aid 
reached a low point on October 
and November, as the graph be-
low indicates. Israel let in just 
1,789 trucks into Gaza in Octo-
ber and 2,670 in November — 
the lowest and second-lowest 
monthly amounts in 2024, re-
spectively. That works out to be 
58 trucks per day in October and 
89 in November.
What explains this shortfall in 
aid? It’s not a supply problem — 
on a given day, there are several 

hundred to several thousand aid 
trucks awaiting Israel’s permis-
sion to enter Gaza. Israel’s cabi-
net press office recently posted 
that 900 aid trucks were idling 
outside one crossing alone.
Declining relief can’t be attribut-
ed to demand, either, because 
humanitarian needs in Gaza are 
higher than ever. Rather, there 
was a dramatic shortfall in aid 
because Israel has apparently 
decided there should be one, 
which violates international law. 
Article 8(2)(b)(xxv) of the 1998 
Statute of the International 
Criminal Court says “intentional-
ly using starvation of civilians as 
a method of warfare by depriv-
ing them of objects indispens-
able to their survival, including 
willfully impeding relief supplies 
as provided for under the Gene-
va Conventions” is a war crime.

Self-incrimination 
Israel tacitly admits to willful-
ly impeding humanitarian aid 
on social media. In an apparent 
bid to reject the charges that it’s 
obstructing food and other re-
lief to Gaza, Israeli cabinet-run 
accounts post regular updates 
on its humanitarian activities. A 
typical post includes the quanti-

ty of incoming aid on a given day 
and a photo showing an appar-
ent abundance of aid in Gaza.
The irony is by publishing this 
promotional content, Israel 
admits to obstructing humani-
tarian aid on a near-daily basis. 
First, by highlighting a daily 
incoming truck count several 
times lower than what human-
itarian needs demand. Second, 
by providing visual evidence that 
it’s artificially inflating its aid to-
tals by counting half-full trucks 
as full truckloads — IDF/COGAT 
typically limits humanitarian 
trucks to 50 percent capacity, 
purportedly for security reasons.
(IDF/COGAT also inflates its aid figures by 
including commercial cargo as humanitar-
ian aid, even though the former is prohibi-
tively expensive for most people in Gaza and 
only the latter is geared toward humanitar-
ian needs.)
Israeli authorities’ self-incrim-
ination doesn’t end there. In 
recent posts from IDF inter-
national spokesperson Nadav 

Shoshani, he shares videos of 
aid awaiting pickup at Israeli 
border checkpoints to argue that 
humanitarian groups, not Israel, 
are responsible for a lack of aid 
reaching Palestinians in need. 
“Israel has done its part, it’s 
time the international organiza-
tion [sic] do theirs [sic],” Shoshani 
wrote in a November post.
In each of his attacks on UN offi-
cials and aid agencies, Shoshani 
unwittingly admits that Israel is in 
violation of its legal obligations un-
der international law. The Fourth 
Geneva Convention requires that 
the occupying power ensure that 
food and medical supplies reach 
the population in need. Article 55 
of the Convention says:
“To the fullest extent of the 
means available to it, the Oc-
cupying Power has the duty of 
ensuring the food and medical 
supplies of the population; it 
should, in particular, bring in the 
necessary foodstuffs, medical 
stores, and other articles if the 

resources of the occupied terri-
tory are inadequate.”
Crucially, international law de-
mands more of the occupying 
power than merely acquiescing 
to humanitarian aid entering the 
territory it occupies — it must 
ensure that the aid actually gets 
delivered. Article 59 of the Con-
vention states:
“If the whole or part of the pop-
ulation of an occupied territory 
is inadequately supplied, the 
Occupying Power shall agree to 
relief schemes on behalf of the 
said population, and shall facili-
tate them by all the means at its 
disposal.”
The International Committee 
of the Red Cross’ authoritative 
commentary on the laws of war 
clarifies that the Fourth Geneva 
Convention “not only lays down 
that the occupying power must 
‘agree’ to relief schemes on be-
half of the population but… must 
cooperate wholeheartedly in the 
rapid and scrupulous execution” 
of relief operations. Israel is a 
signatory to this Convention.
Israel is doing the opposite of 
ensuring aid can be delivered 
to Palestinians in need. For ex-
ample, a UN memo recently 
obtained by the Washington 
Post concluded that the armed 
gangs looting aid convoys could 
be “benefiting from a passive 
if not active benevolence” and 
“protection” from Israel’s mili-
tary, and that a gang leader had 
a military-like compound in an 
area “restricted, controlled, and 
patrolled” by the Israeli military.
The gangs operate in areas un-
der Israeli control, often within 
eyeshots of Israeli forces. When 
convoys are looted, Israeli forc-
es watch and do nothing, even 
when aid workers request assis-
tance. Israeli forces refer to one 
area about a kilometer from its 
Kerem Shalom border check-
point as “the looting zone”. The 
IDF-designated looting zone 

After tempo-
rarily vanishing 
from the news cycle, 
humanitarian assistance 
to Gaza is back in the spot-
light.
The Biden administration drew atten-
tion to the subject in mid-October when it 

issued demands for Israel to improve humanitarian access, and again in 
mid-November when it chose not to hold Israel accountable after it failed to 
meet any of those demands. Late November, the International Criminal Court (ICC) 
issued arrest warrants for Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu and former 
military chief Yoav Gallant for the war crime of starvation as a method of warfare, among 
other charges.
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The graph shows the number of aid trucks that Israel has allowed into Gaza 
since January 2024. IDF/COGAT inflates its aid data by counting commercial 
cargo as humanitarian aid and counting half-full aid trucks as full trucks.
  IDF/COGAT

This post on X (formerly, Twitter) by the Israeli COGAT arm shows that the regime 
sends half-full aid trucks into Gaza and counts them as full trucks to inflate data.
  X

Trucks carrying aid queue on the Egyptian 
side of the Rafah border crossing with the 
Gaza Strip on September 9, 2024.
  AFP
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In January, the International 
Court of Justice ordered Israel 
to “take immediate and effec-
tive measures to enable the 
provision of urgently needed 
basic services and humanitar-
ian assistance to address the 
adverse conditions of life faced 
by Palestinians in the Gaza 
Strip”.
So far, Israel has refused to 
heed these calls and main-
tained strict restrictions on the 
flow of aid into the besieged 
Strip.
Unable to compel Israel to de-
clare a cease-fire or open bor-
ders for aid and facing growing 
domestic pressure to ease the 
suffering of the Palestinian 
population, several govern-
ments in the region and across 
the West have embarked on 
often symbolic aid delivery op-
erations that regrettably have 
failed to make much difference 
to the situation on the ground.
Aid packages airdropped by 
Jordan and France, for exam-
ple, provided temporary relief 
to a limited number of people, 
who were lucky enough to get 
their hands on them but did 
nothing to ease the suffering 
of the masses in the long term.
In many cases, these initiatives 
served only to provide political 
capital for responsible govern-
ments, allowing them to ap-
pear engaged while avoiding 
the difficult decisions and ac-
tions necessary to make a real 
difference.
The most high-profile, costly, 
and overall harmful example 
of such symbolic aid initiatives 
was the United States-led ef-
fort to establish a temporary 
maritime corridor between 
Cyprus and Gaza to deliver aid. 
Initially hailed as a vital hu-
manitarian lifeline that would 
allow aid deliveries to bypass 
heavily contested land routes 
and swiftly reach target popu-

lations, the project has proven 
fraught with inefficiencies and 
complications.
Known as the Joint Logistics 
Over-the-Shore modular sys-
tem, the initiative aimed to 
transport aid from Cyprus to 
Gaza via a series of vessels, a 
floating platform, and a tempo-
rary pier affixed to the beach.
Reportedly, the idea of a mar-
itime aid corridor was first 
proposed to US President Joe 
Biden and Cypriot President 
Nikos Christodoulides by Is-
raeli Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu within the first 
few weeks of Israel’s all-out 
assault on Gaza. According to 
the Reuters news agency, Is-
rael believed this would be an 
“important step” towards dis-
engaging economically from 
the enclave. After months of 
political wrangling, the corri-
dor became operational in May, 
nearly seven months after the 
beginning of the conflict.
The launch of the aid operation 
received much fanfare across 
the world and was applauded 
by the US and its European 
allies alike as an important 
step to prevent famine in the 
besieged Strip. The cost of the 
project was also considerable. 
The US government allocated 
about $230m to the operation, 
deploying 1,000 US soldiers 
and sailors along with 16 ships. 
The United Kingdom govern-
ment is also known to have 
contributed to the mission.
Despite its high-profile launch 
and considerable price tag, 
the humanitarian impact of 
the maritime corridor has 
been extremely limited. Due 
to various issues, the corridor 
operated effectively for only 
20 days before it was officially 
abandoned.
According to a report by the US 
Agency for International Devel-
opment’s Office of the Inspec-

tor General, the US expected 
to deliver enough aid to feed 
500,000 people for 90 days. 
However, in the end, only about 
8,100 metric tonnes of aid — 
equivalent to just one day’s 
worth of pre-war aid deliver-
ies by truck — was delivered 
through the corridor during its 
brief operational window.
Additionally, most of the aid 
that managed to reach Gaza 
through this route did not 
make its way to its intended 
recipients.
One key objective of the ini-
tiative was to provide aid to 
northern Gaza, where hun-
dreds of thousands of civilians 
were trying to survive under 
a near-complete siege and re-
lentless bombardment with 
little access to food.
To this end, humanitarian 
organisations active on the 
ground had suggested that the 
temporary pier for the aid de-
liveries be built in the north. 
However, the Israeli military 
demanded that it instead be 
located on a beach in central 
Gaza. The US agreed, demon-
strating clearly that in this 
operation, its priority was not 
delivering humanitarian aid 
efficiently but rather respond-
ing to Israel’s military concerns 
and strategic demands.
Arriving in central Gaza, aid 
had to travel a long way to 
reach the masses in need up 
north. This caused major lo-
gistical and operational issues 
with hungry crowds diverting 
trucks carrying supplies and 
looting the goods whenever 
they were able.
Meanwhile, bad weather re-
peatedly damaged the pier, 
eventually leaving it perma-
nently unusable.
All these issues suggest that 
the real purpose of this ini-
tiative was not to feed hungry 
Palestinians but to ease the in-

creasing diplomatic pressure 
on Israel to follow internation-
al law and open land routes 
for aid deliveries. The entire 
project was more of a public-
ity stunt than a serious effort 
to ensure the survival of a be-
sieged population.
In the end, the cost of the mar-
itime corridor was not only 
financial. This stunt, which, 
at every step, put Israel’s in-
terests above the needs of 
Palestinians, also had a heavy 
humanitarian cost because it 
politicised aid and helped Is-
rael undermine with impuni-
ty international humanitarian 
law (IHL), which clearly forbids 
the blocking of aid to a civilian 
population.
Not only was the Israeli mili-
tary, which is the very reason 
why Palestinians are in need 
in the first place, given a say 
in how and where this aid was 
delivered, but it was also al-
lowed to inspect aid packages 
in Cyprus before they began 
their journey to Gaza. All this 
raised serious questions about 
the impartiality of the mission. 
Furthermore, it created the im-
pression that certain actors can 

disregard IHL, or worse, try to 
use it to reach their political 
and military objectives.
The humanitarian crisis in 
Gaza continues to escalate with 
95 percent of the population 
displaced and nearly 80 per-
cent of civilian infrastructure 
destroyed. As the death toll 
rises and suffering deepens, 
the international community 
must focus on more effective 
and politically neutral aid de-
livery that complies with IHL.
To prevent the complete ero-
sion of trust in humanitarian 
aid, it is crucial that the inter-
national community — and the 
humanitarian organisations 
themselves — reaffirm that 
they abide by the principles 
of neutrality, impartiality, and 
independence when delivering 
much-needed aid to Gaza.
Humanitarian agencies must 
take a firm stand against any 
form of aid manipulation and 
make it clear that they will not 
be co-opted into political or 
military strategies.
The global community, which 
has a responsibility to uphold 
international humanitarian law 
to ensure all civilians in need 

have unimpeded access to aid, 
also has a responsibility to pro-
tect humanitarian workers.
There were 161 humanitarian 
aid workers killed by Israel in 
Gaza in the last three months 
of 2023 alone, and many more 
have since fallen victim to this 
conflict. The global community 
must hold all parties — wheth-
er Israeli or Palestinian — that 
harm aid workers accountable.
The failure of the Cyprus-Gaza 
maritime corridor and other 
similarly symbolic initiatives 
in Gaza do not harm only the 
Palestinians left without aid. 
They also harm everyone, ev-
erywhere affected by conflict 
because they undermine the 
very foundations of humani-
tarianism and humanitarian 
law.
The people of Gaza, like every-
one affected by conflict every-
where in the world, deserve 
more than symbolic gestures. 
They deserve a truly impartial, 
efficient, and unhindered flow 
of assistance to alleviate their 
suffering.

The article first appeared on  
Al Jazeera.
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Since Hamas’s October 7, 2023, attacks on southern Israel and the beginning of the latest Israeli military offensive on Gaza, the calls for unhindered 
delivery of humanitarian aid to the Palestinians in the besieged strip have remained tragically unanswered.
Over the past 15 months, more than 45,000 Palestinians — two-thirds of whom were women and children — have been killed, many more have been 
gravely injured and most of Gaza’s civilian infrastructure has been reduced to rubble. The situation on the ground today is nothing short of apocalyptic.
As the violence continues with no end in sight, the need for humanitarian aid in Gaza has drastically increased. Not only bombs and bullets but also a 
chronic lack of food, clean water, and basic healthcare are threatening the lives of the population.
“People in Gaza are facing catastrophic levels of hunger. Famine looms. This is intolerable. Crossing points must open immediately, and bureaucratic 
impediments must be removed,” United Nations Secretary-General Antonio Guterres stated on October 17.
This was neither the first nor the only request made of Israel to meet its obligations under international law and ensure Palestinians in Gaza have access 
to adequate aid amid relentless military aggression.

Soldiers and sailors assemble a sprawling at-sea discharge platform in the Mediterranean Sea off the Gaza Strip in April 2024.
  AP

A satellite image on May 29, 2024, shows a view of the remaining section of the dysfunctional pier that was damaged by high 
winds and heavy seas the week before on the Gaza shoreline.
  MAXAR TECHNOLOGIES/REUTERS

Palestinians storm trucks loaded with humanitarian aid brought in through the US-built pier, in the central Gaza Strip on May 
18, 2024.
  ABDEL KAREEM HANA/AP

might be the only place in Gaza 
where Israeli forces won’t shoot 
an armed Palestinian.
Additionally, Israeli forces fre-
quently take it upon themselves 
to attack aid workers. In a pre-
vious article for Responsible 
Statecraft, I list 14 instances in 
which humanitarian organiza-
tions were attacked by Israeli 

forces after sharing their coor-
dinates with the IDF. Israel de-
ploys more passive strategies 
to obstruct humanitarian assis-
tance as well. Here is one exam-
ple I discussed in a recent report 
for Security in Context:
“Because Israeli forces have 
cut off northern Gaza from 
the south, any humanitarian 

movements that must travel 
between those two areas must 
pass through an IDF checkpoint. 
The IDF has two checkpoints 
between the north and south, 
but it refuses to operate more 
than one at a time. This means 
that all humanitarian missions 
— responding to massive hu-
manitarian demands in Gaza — 

must use the same checkpoint, 
resulting in bottlenecks that 
prevent delivery of urgently 
needed assistance. When an IDF 
checkpoint gate broke in late 
September, Israeli forces did 
not open the other checkpoint. 
As a result, various humanitar-
ian teams were stranded in the 
north for 13 nights before they 

were able to cross back to the 
south. These delays disrupt es-
sential missions, eat up scarce 
resources, and make personnel 
and transport unavailable for 
other aid missions.”
Not unlike the Biden adminis-
tration, the Israeli cabinet be-
lieves it is entitled to violate in-
ternational law, but desperately 

wants to avoid being seen as the 
type of country that violates in-
ternational law. Embracing this 
sort of hypocrisy is a recipe for 
self-incrimination, as Israel’s 
cabinet-run social media ac-
counts frequently demonstrate.

The full article first appeared on 
Responsible Statecraft.
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