
 

 

 

International Palestine Solidarity Day marked with an urgent call for the 

international community to stop aiding and abetting Israeli oppression of the 

Palestinian people 

26th November 2009-11-26 

By Dr Hanan Chehata, 

Press Officer, Middle East Monitor, London 

To mark this year’s UN’s International Day of Solidarity with the Palestinian people, the Palestine 

Solidarity Campaign (PSC) on Tuesday 24th hosted a meeting in the House of Commons on the subject of 

the implementation of the Goldstone Report, bringing Israeli War Criminals to justice and ending the 

siege on Gaza. 

One common theme which underpinned the presentation of the speakers was that there was an urgent 

need to find some way of mobilising and maximising global support for the Palestinian cause.  Among 

the ideas discussed were legal, political and grassroots level strategies including the vital step of 

politically promoting international support for the Goldstone Report, preparing the path for the 

implementation of Universal Jurisdiction against Israeli War Criminals, being realistic and upfront about 

the vocabulary used in the debate on Palestine, mobilising support of members of the public and many 

others.  

1. Mobilising parliamentary support for the Goldstone Report. 

Ensuring that the recommendations made in the Goldstone Report are followed through is 

something that Bob Marshal Andrews, MP and QC, particularly focussed on in his very 

impassioned speech.  He said that despite his best efforts to raise the subject of the Goldstone 

Report and the issue of Universal Jurisdiction in Parliament he and likeminded colleagues 

continue to come across an impenetrable wall of almost blind denial from other MPs.  He 

pointed out, for instance, the fact that Malcolm Moss, Conservative MP and member of the 

Foreign Affairs Select Committee, in his “eulogy” to the Israeli occupation during the  
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parliamentary debate on the Queen’s speech spoke about the “significant economic and 

security improvements in the West Bank” and welcomed the “very positive steps taken by 

Israel.”  He claimed that “The security and economic improvements in the West Bank are 

testament to the commitment by Israel … to creating a viable and prosperous Palestinian state.”  

Moss even went as far as to laud the Israelis for the “boom in the Palestinian tourism industry”! 

However, as Bob Marshal Andrews pointed out, Moss in his 12 minute speech neglected any 

mention of the 400km Separation Wall (soon projected to be 723km), the hundreds of 

thousands of illegal settlers, the illegal demolition of Palestinian homes or any of the other 

Israeli infringements of international law or human rights abuses. Furthermore, in the summing 

up of the debate by Bob Ainsworth (Secretary of State for Defence) no word was said of the 

Goldstone Report and in fact no word was said on Palestine at all. These are the types of 

obstacles that pro-Palestine parliamentarians are up against and the diversionary tactics that 

are used to deliberately misrepresent the situation in Palestine.  

Furthermore, as a side note, today in an article in Al-Quds Al-Arabi, Munib Al-Masri, a 

Palestinian investor, who is regarded as one of the World’s thirty richest Arabs and who himself 

lives in Nablus in the West Bank, voiced his belief that the claims of economic recovery in the 

West Bank are seriously “deluded.” Although he concedes that money is coming in to the West 

Bank and that people are spending, he points out that no actual investment in infrastructure or 

industry is being made and there is no real effort being made to help increase production. This 

leads him to predict that the situation will not be able to withstand any major shock to the 

economy and that in the event that such a shock were to occur any money in the region will 

simply evaporate. 
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2. The application of Universal Jurisdiction.  

Back at the international solidarity event, Robert Marshal told the audience that he had 

specifically raised the question of Universal Jurisdiction in the Foreign and Commonwealth 

Affairs and Defence Speech (Tuesday 24th December 2009) and he reminded Foreign Secretary 

David Milliband that the Geneva Convention has laid a duty at the feet of our country to pursue 

war criminals in the courts if they are believed to be responsible for breaches of international 

law and that if breaches should be uncovered, as they have in the case of Israel, then it is our 

solemn duty to issue arrest warrants against such suspects.  He said, “The Foreign Secretary will 

be aware that, under the Geneva Conventions Act 1957 and the Geneva Conventions 

(Amendment) Act 1995, our country has not only a right, but a duty, to pursue in criminal courts 

those who are responsible for grave breaches of those conventions. As a matter of urgency, will 

he therefore speak to the Director of Public Prosecutions with a view to issuing warrants against 

those who have been found by the Goldstone report to be clearly and flagrantly in breach of 

those conventions?”  

The Foreign Secretary responded that his personal reading on the issue was that it was a 

domestic matter for Israel. Robert Marshal then also reiterated the question to Mr William 

Hague who similarly offered a wholly unsatisfactory response. 

Nevertheless, as Robert continues to robustly maintain, Britain and all other signatories have the 

jurisdiction and the responsibility to see war criminals tried in a court of law for the crimes that they 

have committed. As he succinctly declared in his speech, 

“As a Member of Parliament and a lawyer, I simply say this: the offences committed, particularly in Gaza, 

are international offences against the fourth Geneva Convention and its protocol. In this country we are 

signatories to the convention and under the Geneva Conventions Act 1957 and the Geneva Conventions 

(Amendment) Act 1995 we have not only a right but a duty to track down, investigate and prosecute 

those in breach of the convention. We have a duty to do that here. I say now, in so far as one has any 

voice at all, that those responsible for those acts in Israel and Palestine can no longer travel safely,  

 



 

 

 

because internationally, in all the countries that have signed the convention, they are liable to the 

prosecution that they deserve.” 

Lawyer Daniel Machover was another speaker to champion this call for the implementation of 

Universal Jurisdiction in the UK. He pointed out that this duty is a major part of the UN Charter 

(see Chapter Seven – “Action with respect to threats to the peace, breaches of the peace and 

acts of aggression.”) Judge Goldstone stated in his report that he wanted the Secretary General 

to invoke his powers under Article 99 (which states that “the Secretary-General may bring to 

the attention of the Security Council any matter which in his opinion may threaten the 

maintenance of international peace and security”) to put his report before the Security Council. 

However, as Mr Machover pointed out there has been a complete lack of movement on the 

issue. Indeed the website for the UN Security Council or even for the UN itself has been virtually 

silent on the issue recently in terms of the way forward and the next step. There is nothing 

even on the timetable with regards to the report. What is going on with the Goldstone Report? 

Nothing, and that is, as he pointed out, a shameful state of affairs.  

He emphasised the importance of invoking Universal Jurisdiction in the UK. He also pointed out 

that many countries have a terrible track record of implementing Universal Jurisdiction and he 

pointed to France, Greece, Italy and Austria in this context pointing out that they have never 

complied with the Geneva Convention as far as the Universal prosecution of war criminals goes. 

He said that it is about time that we see Universal Jurisdiction implemented and, as such, we 

must prepare our Attorney General and our police force for the necessity of prosecuting war 

criminals when the occasion arises, as it inevitably will, and that Britain and the rest of Europe 

must be ready to fulfil their legal and international obligations by seeing the prosecution of 

Israeli war criminals carried out on our shores which must also cease to be a safe haven for 

such offenders. 
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3. Challenge the semantics 

Another important element in the fight for Palestinian justice is in the language employed in 

the debate. This was another issue taken up by QC Robert Marshall Andrews. Using words like 

“conflict”, he argued, underplays the reality of the situation. It’s like saying that there was a 

conflict between the Nazis and the Jews. Similarly it is not a “war” with Palestine but it is an out 

and out “repression” of Palestine.  It is a “persecution” not a just a “blockade.” He argued that 

we must state the facts as they are. There is a deliberate creation of ghettos reminiscent of 

Warsaw and Krakow and we should not be afraid to say so.  

4. We must talk to Hamas 

Baroness Jenny Tonge, a staunch and dedicated supporter of the Palestinian cause for many years, did 

not shy away from one of the most controversial topics of the evening and that is the question of talking 

with Hamas. Baroness Tonge has bravely put herself in the firing line for her work for the Palestinian 

people. One of her most daring acts on behalf of the cause has been to engage directly in talks with top 

ranking Hamas officials, including Isamil Haniya and Khalid Meshal.  She pointed out that Hamas is, after 

all, the democratically elected leadership of the Palestinian people; recalling the absurd hypocrisy of the 

US and UK who have gone to war with countries in order to “liberate” them and bring democracy to 

their shores, Iraq and Afghanistan being cases in point, and yet when Palestinians try to exercise their 

democratic rights we refuse to let that happen. It is, she said “sheer hypocrisy.” 

Having given her justification for speaking to Hamas as the democratically elected leadership she then 

went on to explain a little about the subject matter of some of her conversations with Khalid Meshal.  As 

she said, his answers to her questions were fairly reasonable and more than met the Quartet’s famous 

conditions.  As far as Baroness Tonge can see, each has been met to a reasonable enough degree to 

facilitate the beginning of talks.   

They include, for example, the condition that Palestine must recognise the state of Israel. Khaled Meshal 

himself said in response to this question being raised in an interview with Ken Livingstone for the New 

Statesman in September 2009, “This issue is only used as a pretext. Israel does not recognise the rights of 

the Palestinian people, yet this is not raised as an obstacle to Israel being internationally recognised nor  
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to it being allowed to take part in talks. The reality is that Israel is the one that occupies the land and 

possesses superior power. Rather than ask the Palestinians, who are the victims, it is Israel, who is the 

oppressor, who should be asked to recognise the rights of the Palestinians.”   

As unpopular as this position may inevitably be among some, the call to engage in talks with Hamas is a 

growing one. Baroness Lindsay Northover also made the point in this week’s meeting that the UK 

government’s position not to include Hamas in talks is, to say the least, “misplaced.” On Tuesday in an 

article in the Gulf News (Akhbar Al-Khaleej) Helena Cobban, a Western contributor to the Christian 

Science Monitor and a writer on Palestinian issues for more than two decades now, addressed this issue. 

In her article “Hamas is not the problem, instead it is part of the solution” she spoke about her interview 

with Khalid Meshal in June 2009 where she considered him to have displayed genuine pragmatism. As 

with Baroness Tonge, Helena Cobban also pointed out that while Israel and much of the rest of the 

world continues to place demands on Hamas as far as preconditions for talks go, no such preconditions 

are placed upon Israel despite the fact that Israel certainly has its share of extremists. Take, for instance, 

Israeli Foreign Minister Avigdor Lieberman who refuses to recognise the most basic and fundamental 

rights of the Palestinian people, such as the right of return, and who himself lives in a settlement just 

outside Bethlehem. Why are preconditions not put on talking to people like him?  

5. Pressure our government 

Jeremy Corbyn MP raised the issue that the British government, having abstained from the 

vote on the Goldstone Report in Geneva, which was unforgivable enough, are now possibly on 

the verge of vetoing the whole thing at the Security Council. He urged everyone to write to 

Foreign Secretary David Milliband and express their disgust that Britain did not support the 

Goldstone Report in the first place and insist that Britain now supports the Report. He also 

drew attention to the fact that there is a media campaign underway trying to rehabilitate 

Israel’s tarnished world image. He pointed out that, as the memories of the images that flashed 

across our television screens of Israel’s offensive on Gaza almost one year ago slowly recede 

into the background, Israel is doing everything it can to make that image fade faster. We must 

not allow that to happen however. While Israel is busy with diversionary tactics around Iran and  

 



 

 

 

other issues Corbyn pointed out that pressure must be put on Israel and that the focus must 

remain on them so their offences are not allowed to fade into a distant memory. 

6. Cut off financial Aid to Israel 

American Aid to Israel 

Martin Linton MP made the excellent point that positive rhetoric is a start but follow-through 

action is vital. So when the British Foreign Office issues statements saying that they are against 

the building of new settlements in Israel and that they are illegal, that is great start and we 

must commend them for that, but those words must not be allowed to just hang limply in the 

air. They must be followed with decisive action. So when Israel announced the building of 900 

new housing units in Gilo last week it is not enough to merely reprimand them verbally but 

there must also be a tangible reaction to their defiance of international law and global opinion 

as well. This must be in the form of financial penalties and incentives. Obama has control over a 

$2.775 billion budget which he gives to Israel every year! Why does he not use that leverage to 

make his point, as his words alone are clearly not having the desired effect. If that aid was 

withheld and the average Israeli in the street felt the pinch in their pockets, that would 

undoubtedly have a much more profound effect than any number of speeches he or anyone 

else could ever make. 

European Union Trade Agreements with Israel  

Similarly, Europe has a similar financial tool that it can wield over Israel in order to make Israel 

step into line with international law and that is the preferential treatment Israel currently 

receives under the EU trade agreement. Once Israel breaches its international obligations the 

Foreign Office should simply suspend the whole thing. This is perfectly in line with and in fact 

demanded by Article 2 of the Israel-EU Association Agreement (2000) which states that, 

Relations between the Parties, as well as all the provisions of the Agreement itself, shall be 

based on respect for human rights and democratic principles, which guides their internal and 

international policy and constitutes an essential element of this Agreement.  

http://www.mfa.gov.il/MFA/MFAArchive/2000_2009/2000/6/The%20Israel-EU%20Association%20Agreement%20-%20June%202000%20-%20Text


 

 

 

Another point raised by Daniel Machover was that Britain finances an Israeli Colonel to come over to the 

UK every year and attend a military training course here. Surely there is no way that the British 

Government can justify continuing to train a Colonel who belongs to an army that is currently the 

subject of serious investigations for War Crimes and Crimes Against Humanity and this is surely another 

logical avenue of aid or support to Israel that must stop. 

His proposed a financial approach therefore and he expanded this point to include a reminder of the 

importance of other economic sanction tactics such as Boycott, Divestment and Sanctions (BDS). 

7. Grass roots activism ς A few words from the Palestine Solidarity Campaign (PSC) 

Betty Hunter of the PSC took up the call for public activism. Whether through BDS or any other means 

she emphasised the importance of making the world pay attention to the crisis in Palestine. She called 

for candlelit vigils on the one year anniversary of the Gaza invasion, as well as church and mosque 

services to commemorate the event not to mention marches, meetings, protests and rallies. 

8. A Palestinian Perspective and conclusion 

Standing in for Prof Manual Hassassian was his representative Hussam Zomlat from Gaza . 

Among the points he raised was the fact that Israel uses the illusion of peace talks to further their 

ambitions in Palestine with no actual peace being delivered. He pointed out that from a Palestinian 

perspective the Oslo Accords simply served to erode the rights of Palestinians. The Road Map only 

served to pave the way for the building of illegal Israeli settlements and the Annapolis Conference saw 

the end of any real prospect of a two-state solution. In the last 18 years the peace process has been 

allowed to run its course and yet the outcome has been more than a tripling of settlements and 

colonies, the severing of East Jerusalem, and the carving up of Palestinian land into the West Bank and 

Gaza Strip.  

As such, the peace process has clearly failed to bring about peace, but now the Goldstone Report has 

become a beacon of hope offering some degree of a prospect of justice to the Palestinian people. He 

considers it to have been the most important development in the last few decades. He praised it 

because, among other things, it seeks to restore international law and exposes the hypocrisy of Israel 

and its allies and finally deals with the issue of Israel’s impunity after 60 long years. 



 

 

 

He expressed the appreciation that the Palestinian people feel towards the countries of Chile, Argentina, 

Brazil and China who all supported the Goldstone Report and their dismay at countries in the West who 

abstained from a vote on the report. He expressed the ironic state of affairs whereby it was Europe who 

championed and originally created the Geneva Convention and yet it is European countries who now fail 

to adhere to the standards they themselves set for international justice and instead it is countries like 

China who are standing up for the truth. 


