Yesh Din Volunteers for Human Rights

Data Sheet, November 2016

DISRUPTIONS TO THE OLIVE
HARVEST IN THE WEST BANK
INTRODUCTION
This data sheet addresses a group of offenses repeatedly committed by Israeli civilians – settlers and others, against
Palestinians or their property in the West Bank, during and around the olive harvest season, during the fall between 2013 and
2015. The most common types of offenses are crop theft, vandalism of olive trees and threats and assault against Palestinian
farmers during the harvest. The document also looks at how the Israeli military and police authorities handle these types of
offenses, as the agencies charged with protecting Palestinian civilians and property in the West Bank from harm for as long
as Israel remains in control of the area. During the olive harvests of 2013 to 2015, Yesh Din documented 53 harvest related
offenses, of these, 10 related to crop theft, 25 to vandalism of trees and 18 to harvest disruption.
The practices presented in this data sheet illustrate how the combination of military imposed restrictions on access to farmland,
systemic ideologically motivated crime by Israeli civilians and lack of effective enforcement against such crime leads to serious
impediments to Palestinian farmers’ ability to enjoy the fruit of their land, even when they do have limited access to it. In this
state of affairs, army officials’ professed commitment to allowing the harvest to proceed “until the last olive” is picked,1 is an
empty promise.
The importance of the olive harvest stems from the prominence of olive growing in Palestinian agriculture, as well as its
historical and cultural value in the region. About half of all cultivated Palestinian farmland is used for olive groves. The more
densely planted groves are located in the northern West Bank. Between 80,000 and 100,000 Palestinian families rely on olive
growing and olive oil production as either a primary or secondary source of income.2
Israel holds critical influence over Palestinian farmers’ ability to cultivate their land and reap its fruits, partly because almost all
arable land in the West Bank is located in Area C, which is under full Israeli control.3 As of 2013, about 63% of land in Area C
was included in the area of jurisdiction of the Israeli settlement local and regional councils.4 Palestinians are not permitted to
access land allocated to settlement local councils and land in settlements within the regional councils pursuant to a “closed
military zone” order, which prohibits entry without a permit.5 Also off limits to Palestinians are areas surrounding unauthorized
outposts,6 many of which are not included within the area of jurisdiction of settlement regional councils and their farmland.
Much of the land in and around unauthorized outposts is also closed to Palestinians under specific “closed military zone”
orders.
In addition to the practices employed by the Israeli authorities in the West Bank, criminal offences committed by Israeli
civilians play a crucial role in the systemic violation of Palestinians’ property rights in general, and Palestinian farmers’ rights
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in particular. Acts of violence against Palestinians and vandalism against their property are as old as the Israeli settlements in
the West Bank, and occur mostly in areas where there is a struggle for control over land. For this reason, while the acts are
committed by individuals, the result is systemic violence aimed at intimidating Palestinian farmers from cultivating their land,
which paves the way for their dispossession. This strategy is especially conspicuous during the olive harvest season.
Most of the incidents described in this data sheet took place in certain geographical areas. Fifteen of the cases opened by
Yesh Din with respect to offenses that took place during the 2013-2015 olive harvests relate to incidents that occurred on
plots near the settlement of Yitzhar and the outposts around it. Seven relate to offenses committed in the Shilo Valley area,
and six more relate to offenses on plots belonging to residents of the Palestinian village of Yasuf, near the settlement Tapuach,
south of Huwarah and Yitzhar and north of Shilo Valley. Seven more cases relate to offenses committed near the settlement
of Qedumim and the outpost of Havat Gilad.
The incidents described in this document were recorded by Yesh Din as part of the organization's long-term monitoring of
investigations conducted by the Samaria & Judea (SJ) District Police with respect to criminal offenses committed by Israeli
civilians, both settlers and others, against Palestinians in the West Bank. The purpose of this monitoring is to assess to
what degree Israel upholds its duty to protect residents of the OPT and their property, identify failures and advocate for their
correction. To this end, Yesh Din documents incidents in which Israeli civilians harm Palestinian residents of the West Bank
and, when victims are interested, helps them file a complaint with the Israel Police.
The offences described here are not all the offences that took place during the olive harvests of 2013-2015.
Other incidents are documented or handled by other human rights organizations that advocate the protection of Palestinians’
human rights in the West Bank. Several such Israeli organizations are partners in the Olive Harvest Coalition, as is Yesh Din.7

PRINCIPLES FOR THE ISRAELI ARMY'S PREPARATIONS FOR THE OLIVE
HARVEST IN THE WEST BANK
The policy of the Israeli army in the West Bank is that it must protect Israeli civilians present in the area under its control,
and that one legitimate way of doing this is to create “buffer zones” around settlements and outposts, by closing them off to
Palestinians. The result is the closure of vast areas around settlements and outposts, and in the "Seam Zone" (the part of the
West Bank trapped between the Green Line and the separation barrier), to Palestinian farmers. During the olive harvest, the
Israeli army issues orders for the closure of additional areas around settlements and outposts.
Israel’s High Court of Justice affirmed the legitimacy of using area closure orders, including special orders for the olive harvest,
in its ruling in a petition filed by the Association for Civil Rights and Rabbis for Human Rights (the olive harvest case), inasmuch
as these orders are intended for the protection of Israeli civilians. However, at the same time, the Court did criticize use of
closure orders as a means of protecting Palestinian farmers from assault by Israeli civilians, determining other measures
should be used to guarantee the safety of the farmers.
When the purpose sought is to protect the safety of Palestinian farmers from acts of violence against them, the
measure used should be directed against the threatening party, that is, those who perpetrate the attacks on
Palestinian farmers. However, in seeking to protect Palestinian farmers, the military commander again chose to
act against them, even when they are the victims of the attacks.8
Every year, the Israeli army and the Israel Police prepare for the olive harvest. According to the website of the Military Advocate
General’s Corps, “These extensive preparations are carried out, inter alia, in view of principles outlined by the Supreme Court
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in Yanun Village Council v. IDF Commander in the West Bank [olive harvest case]."9 Preparations include issuing closure orders
applicable to Palestinians in areas close to settlements, closure orders applicable to Israelis in areas considered by the military
as at risk for harm to Palestinians,10 and deploying forces tasked with protecting olive harvesters on days prearranged with
the army in "friction areas".
A document entitled “Commander Information Sheet – Right to Access Land in the Judea and Samaria Area”, which was
circulated by the Legal Advisor for the West Bank Area in 2009, is meant to provide soldiers and commanders on the
ground with guidelines for action, inspired by the rules set out by the Supreme Court in the olive harvest case. Section 14
of the information sheet addresses soldiers’ duty to ensure law enforcement vis-à-vis Israelis who commit offenses against
Palestinians. It instructs soldiers not to stand idly by when they witness an offense taking place, but to intervene to prevent the
offense and ensure action against the offender, for instance, by holding offenders and handing them over to the Israel Police.11
Section 5 of the information sheet stipulates how soldiers in the field must address incidents referred to as “friction incidents”,
during which Israeli civilians disrupt the harvest. In such cases:
The authorities must take action against the aggressor […] and protect the Palestinian farmers. Soldiers must
not choose the “easy way out” and defuse conflict by closing off the area to Palestinians and limiting their right
to access their land. Closing off the area to Palestinians is permissible only in the rarest of cases.12

DEPENDENCY ON THE PERMIT SYSTEM HARMS CROPS
In areas where the Israeli army restricts, but does not completely deny, Palestinian farmers’ access to their land, landowners
ostensibly retain their property rights through a system of permits for farmers to cultivate their land, with the army's permission
and with a military escort. Landowners are required to contact the Palestinian DCO, which forwards the request to the Israeli
DCO, the agency empowered to either accept or reject it. Most permits are issued for a limited number of days, usually twice
a year, according to the farming cycle (plowing and harvesting). Obtaining the permit is usually a lengthy process, and in most
cases, the permits that are ultimately given are insufficient.
Denial of routine access to farmland, whether due to a military order or due to criminal activity by Israelis which intimidates
Palestinian farmers and keeps them away from their land, impedes Palestinian farmers from tending to the crops and the land,
and undermines crop quality. The limited duration of the permits issued can exacerbate the effect, as it makes it difficult for
farmers to harvest the fruit in the limited time they are given.
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Palestinian farmers from the village of Ni’ilin wait to be allowed access their land located on the other side of the separation barrier,
October 2012
Photo: Oren Ziv / Activestills

The testimony of A.M., a farmer from Bil’in who owns a plot of land with 150 olive trees sheds light on the impact lack of routine
access to land has and demonstrates that the permit system does not guarantee farmers’ right to enjoy the fruit of their land.
The testimony was given to Yesh Din researchers in November 2015:
"Ever since the separation barrier was built in 2005-2006, we have not had free access to the land that is beyond
it. We are allowed access through the Kiryat Sefer gate, only during the harvest […] In practice, we receive
access for only two or three days. We asked for permits for nine people, but got permits only for three […] Before
the barrier was built, we could farm the land, plow, prune the trees, and we would get nice two-ton yields. Now,
because of the lack of tending, plowing, pruning, etc., we harvest only 300 kg in the same area, and leave a lot
of the crop, about 30%, on the trees, because of the limited time."
On October 20, 2015, A.M. discovered that all the trees in his plot had been burnt. His request to access the
land that day was denied, despite the fact that he had a valid permit.13
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TREE VANDALISM AND CROP THEFT BY ISRAELI CIVILIANS
Documentation of incidents of tree vandalism and crop theft during the olive harvests of 2013-2015 indicates recurring
incidents in which the property of Palestinian olive growers is willfully harmed by Israeli civilians, who, in many cases, exploit
the fact that landowners cannot have access to their land.

CROP THEFT
Over the course of the 2013-2015 olive harvests, Yesh Din documented ten incidents of crop theft, in which Israeli civilians
stole crops from hundreds of olive trees that do not belong to them. Crop theft is often accompanied by vandalism of the
trees. Seven of the documented cases occurred in areas farmers report they cannot access without a permit and prior
coordination with the Israeli army. In those cases, the offenders took advantage of the fact that the army prevents landowners
from accessing their land at a time when the crops are ready for harvesting and that the area is not otherwise protected
or guarded, and harvested the olives before the landowners could access the groves. An incident that took place in 2014
illustrates the method.
Z.M., a farmer from al-Janiyah whose plot borders on the unauthorized outpost of Zayit Ra'anan arrived at his
plot for the harvest on October 22, 2014, having coordinated with the army. Upon arrival, he discovered that fifty
trees in the plot had been harvested and vandalized. In a conversation with Yesh Din researchers, Z.M. drew a
connection between the dependency on the permit system and the crop theft:
"We need at least two weeks to harvest, but they give us only four days. Coordination is made late, allowing the
settlers to harvest the olives before we get there. Every year, we come to harvest and find that the settlers had
already harvested and damaged the trees."
Z.M. did not file a complaint with the police following the theft, as he had lost faith in the Israeli law enforcement
system after a complaint he filed in the past did not lead to any result. 14
In September of this year – weeks before the official start of the olive harvest season – Yesh Din researchers
already documented crop theft incidents in groves belonging to Palestinian farmers from the villages of Yatma and
a-Sawiyah, near the settlement of Rehelim. One such case of theft was caught on video on September 21. In an incident that
took place on September 29, 2016, the police detained the perpetrators and returned about 20 kg of stolen olives to their
rightful owners, after being called by Yesh Din and Rabbis for Human Rights activists.

TREE VANDALISM
Palestinian olive growers fall victim to tree vandalism year-round, with Israeli civilians cutting down, burning or poisoning
trees. This threat intensifies during the olive harvest. For farmers with limited access to land, the threat is worse still, as lack
of access makes it difficult to detect the harm and address it promptly. Where fires are concerned, whether naturally caused
or the result of arson, lack of access severely impedes the farmers’ ability to take timely, effective action to extinguish the fire.
In 2013-2015, Yesh Din opened 25 cases relating to 23 incidents of tree vandalism – burning, cutting down or poisoning that were discovered, or took place, during and around the olive harvest. More than 600 olive trees were cut down in these
incidents and hundreds more were burnt.15
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the village of al-Janiyah and its vicinity, near the outpost of Zayit Ra'anan. See Rabbis for Human Rights website: http://rhr.org.il/eng/2015/10/police-fail-to-stop-thievesin-palestinian-olive-groves/.
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In two arson cases documented during the 2015 olive harvest, Palestinian farmers gave testimony that Israeli civilians had
been present at the site, and that Israeli soldiers who arrived after the fire broke out did nothing to stop the civilians or put
out the fires, ostensibly against their official duty. R.A., one of the victims of arson in land belonging to the village of Urif, who
arrives to her plot only with coordination, described to Yesh Din researchers what she observed that day from a distance.
"On October 4, at 10:00 AM, I was sitting at home with my husband, and heard an announcement on the
mosque loudspeaker that settlers had set fire to olive trees. We both left our house immediately toward our
land […] Many other people from the village were walking with us […] The area was on fire. From where I was
standing, I could see my land too, with the olive trees. I saw trees that had been cut down and burning trees.
I also saw youths from the village trying to put the fire out. At the same time, I saw an Israeli fire truck coming
from the north, from the direction of the settlement of Yitzhar, but the settlers did not let it approach. When it
arrived, they went up to it and it turned back […] I could also see Israeli soldiers who were standing around the
group of settlers who were near the village, but I didn’t see them go up to the settlers who were near the burnt
plots and arresting them."
R.A. did not file a police complaint for fear it would lead to harm to her or her family.16
Palestinian farmers who do have access to their land without need for prior coordination also suffer from ideologically motivated
violence which makes it difficult for them to cultivate their land and intimidates them from accessing it. A.M., a farmer from
Qaryut, whose land is located close to the settlement of Eli told Yesh Din researchers during the 2013 olive harvest, that Israeli
civilians had cut down about 130 trees belonging to him and his brother in recent years.
On October 19, 2013 when he went down to his land with other farmers, he saw dozens of trees that had been
cut down in his plot and in the neighbors’ plots:
"The day before […] we were in the plot and everything was okay […] I was shocked at the sight. I counted 17
cut-down trees in my plots, and a total of 66 cut-down trees in mine and my neighbor’s plot. Most of them were
hundreds of years old."
The police investigation that was launched following this incident was closed due to “insufficient evidence”,
which indicates that the offense had been committed, but the police investigation failed to produce enough
evidence to prosecute the suspected offenders.17
Since the beginning of the olive harvest this year, Yesh Din has already documented several incidents of tree
vandalism. In one incident, 12 trees, approximately 30 years old, were cut down in land located near the settlement of
Rehelim that belongs to a farmer from a-Sawiyah. The landowner filed a complaint with the police.

HARVEST DISRUPTION
Another type of ideologically motivated crime against Palestinian farmers during the olive harvest is direct disruption of the
harvest itself with threats, harassment, obstruction of access and actual physical assault – all of which are criminal offenses.
These types of incidents put Israeli army forces – which are either present at the scene or alerted to it following the altercation
– to the test. The soldiers are obligated to prevent the harm to the Palestinians. Standing idly by as such harm occurs is a
breach of this duty, and any soldier doing so is committing an offense as the agent charged with law enforcement on the
ground.
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Whenever possible, soldiers must protect Palestinian farmers from violence and harassment by Israeli civilians without halting
the harvest and without closing off the area to the harvesters. Halting the harvest is tantamount to rewarding offenders, as
it is, essentially, their goal. This is what led to the principles articulated in the Supreme Court ruling in the olive harvest case,
and it is also the reason the court harshly criticized the use of area closure orders as a way of dealing with the threats faced
by Palestinian farmers during the harvest:
A policy that prevents Palestinian residents from accessing land they own for the purpose of protecting them
from deliberate attacks against them is akin to a policy that orders a man not to enter his home in order to
protect him from a robber who is lurking there, planning to attack him.18
Yesh Din’s documentation of olive harvest disruptions during the 2013-2015 harvest seasons shows there is profound gap
between the guidelines articulated by the Supreme Court and the official directives issued in their wake, and what happens
on the ground. During these olive harvests, Yesh Din opened eight cases documenting incidents of assault against Palestinian
farmers, and seven cases of incidents in which Palestinian farmers were threatened, or obstructed either during the harvest or
on their way to it. Yesh Din also documented one attempt to disrupt the olive harvest using arson and two incidents of damage
to property during the harvest – one in which a car was damaged by rocks thrown at it and another in which a donkey was
stolen. In at least three of the assaults documented in 2013 and 2014, soldiers were present at the scene and did not prevent
the rock throwing aimed at the harvesters. In one of the three incidents, soldiers instructed Palestinian farmers to leave the
area after an Israeli civilian threw rocks. Similar conduct was recorded in an attempted arson by masked individuals during
the 2014 olive harvest.
Y.J., a farmer from Yasuf gave testimony that he saw masked individuals arriving from the area of the settlement
of Tapuach, and even recognized one of them, as he set fire to a tire and rolled it toward one of the plots. Later,
masked settlers and farmers threw rocks at each other. Soldiers who arrived in the area ordered the Palestinian
farmers to leave their land and did nothing to apprehend the offenders. According to Y.J.’s testimony, when the
soldiers arrived:
"Instead of handling the attackers, they came to drive us out of the area and let the violent settlers escape. One
of the farmers came up to an officer who was in a jeep and asked why they were not stopping the settlers. The
officer grabbed him by the neck forcefully and said: ‘Get out of here’. The civilian security coordinator [of the
settlement of Tapuach] also shouted at us to leave."19
Six incidents recorded in the village Burin in October-November of 2015 illustrate how even in areas where prior coordination
is ostensibly not required according to military orders, the combination of ideologically motivated crime and the conduct of
the Israeli army results in restrictions on Palestinians’ access to land, or complete denial of access, and substantive harm to
the harvest. On October 14, 2015, Yesh Din documented an incident during which masked individuals attacked Palestinian
farmers and international volunteers who were helping them during the harvest. The following incident took place about a
month and a half after that:
On November 24, M.A., a Palestinian farmer from the village of Burin went to harvest a plot he leases near the
village, to which he has access without need for coordination. When he arrived, he noticed a group of Israeli
civilians standing nearby. When they began to approach the harvesters, M.A., and other farmers who were there
with him left the area. A colleague notified the DCO of what was happening. About two weeks later, he told Yesh
Din researchers:
"That day we worked for less than two hours, and managed to get through a very small part of the harvest […] a
military jeep came up the hill and they would not let us go back and finish the harvest. The officer said: ‘It’s not
18
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allowed today. You have to make arrangements with Shanan or Shiran [Civil Administration staff] – no harvest
without coordination’. We tried to convince him to let us finish harvesting, but we couldn’t, and after an hour,
we went home."
M.A. and his neighbor tried reaching their plots again on November 28, but once there, Israeli civilians approached
them again. When they tried to communicate with the DCO, they were told, contrary to what they had been told
before, that there was no coordination. “They sent a military jeep, and a DCO jeep, out toward us, and they told
us to stop working and go home.” M.A. filed a police complaint regarding tree vandalism during the November
24 incident. The police investigation file was closed on the grounds of “offender unknown”, indicating police
failure to identify suspects, despite a finding that a criminal offense had been committed.20
The course of action chosen by the soldiers, preventing Palestinians from harvesting on their land, following violence or threats
by Israeli civilians or because of fear of such violence or threats, is contrary to the guidelines of the Supreme Court and the
directives issued by the Legal Advisor for the West Bank Area. These guidelines and directives require soldiers to refrain from
closing off areas to harvesters when the purpose of such closure is the protection of the harvesters. The incidents described
here indicate that despite these instructions, the presence of hostile Israeli civilians continues to result in the cessation of the
harvest by Palestinian farmers.
As the olive harvest began this year, Yesh Din documented an incident in which an Israeli civilian interrupted members of
a Palestinian family who were harvesting olives on the family’s land near the village of Qaryut, in an area where no advance
coordination is required. The civilian ordered the father of the family to leave the area, and proceeded to break the family car’s
windows and puncture its tires. A police complaint was filed.

LACK OF ENFORCEMENT
Yesh Din publications over the last decade indicate that the Israeli law enforcement system rarely enforces the law on Israeli
civilians who harm Palestinians in the West Bank.21 Repeated attacks against Palestinian farmers and their property during
the olive harvest are influenced by this reality of ongoing lack of law enforcement. Law enforcement means bringing offenders
to justice and creating prevention and deterrence meant to preserve public order and protect civilians. Without penalty or
deterrence, offenders know they will go unpunished and deduce that the state allows them, perhaps even encourages them
to carry on unencumbered. Victims, in this case Palestinian residents of the West Bank, cease to expect protection from
authorities responsible for law enforcement.
The failure to enforce the law on Israeli civilians in the West Bank, documented in Yesh Din publications over the last decade,
is seen also in the cases described in the previous sections of this data sheet. Of the 53 Yesh Din documented offenses that
took place during or around the 2013-2015 olive harvests, complaints were filed with the Israel Police in 26 cases.
Of the cases in which a police complaint was filed and processing has been completed by the investigating and prosecuting
authorities, only one ended in an indictment. This case involves the assault of a Palestinian couple who were harvesting olives
in their plot by a group of masked individuals who threw stones at the couple and their car, and beat the woman on the leg.
20
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Two defendants were brought to trial and convicted, after the charges involving the assault on the couple were dropped
from the amended indictment, leaving only breach of a legal provision, illegal entry into a military zone, public disturbance,
obstruction of a public officer in the execution of his duties and assault of a public officer.
In eighteen cases, the investigation file was closed without an indictment. Five cases are still in processing by the investigation
or prosecution authorities, and two cases involved incidents documented by a different organization and Yesh Din has no
information on processing status.
Of the eighteen files closed at the end of the investigation, fifteen were closed on grounds of “offender unknown”, and one was
closed due to “absence of criminal culpability”, which means the police concluded no offense had been committed or that the
suspect that was identified had no connection to the offense. This means that in sixteen of the closed cases, the reason for
closure indicates investigative failure, whether in locating suspects or collecting enough evidence to prosecute them. These
figures are added to Yesh Din’s overall figures which point to lack of law enforcement on Israeli civilians in offenses committed
against Palestinians in the West Bank. According to Yesh Din figures on file closures from 2005 to 2015, the most common
grounds cited for closure is “offender unknown” (66.38% of all Yesh Din documented files that were closed at the end of the
investigation). The prevalence of these grounds is even higher in tree vandalism cases (87.6% of the files that were closed
after the investigation).22 This figure reflects the implications of limited access to land, because of which, farmers might only
discover tree vandalism some time after it was committed. Late discovery means late complaints to the police and late and
investigations, which undermines their efficacy.
In 27 of the offenses documented, no complaint was filed with the Israel Police. Palestinian victims of crimes by Israeli civilians
often refrain from filing police complaints. In 30% of the incidents of ideologically motivated crime documented by Yesh Din
in 2013-2015, victims expressly said they were not interested in filing a complaint with the Israel Police. Some of the main
reasons cited for this were mistrust in the Israeli authorities, sometimes based on personal experience, and fear of harm to
the victims or their families because of the complaint.23 It is important to note that the police must investigate any offense it
is made aware of, regardless of whether the victims complain.24 In some of the cases, the Israeli authorities are aware of the
ideologically motivated crimes even without an official complaint and can theoretically open an investigation.
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Of the total number of files relating to ideologically motivated crime under Yesh Din monitoring which concluded between 2005 and August 2015, 89.4% were closed on
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the cases monitored by Yesh Din in that time. See Yesh Din, Data sheet, Law Enforcement on Israeli Civilians in the West Bank, October 2015.
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CONCLUSION
The duty to protect the lives and dignity of residents of the occupied territory is enshrined in international humanitarian law
and in the jurisprudence of Israel’s Supreme Court.25 These laws also specifically address the military’s responsibility, as acting
sovereign in the area, to protect the property of residents of the occupied territory from harm and to take action to ensure
they can benefit from their property. The duty incumbent on the occupying power is not just a negative one, that is to refrain
from harming the property of residents of the occupied territory. It is also a positive duty, to take action to protect this property
from harm by others.26 When the military commander of the West Bank (the OC Central Command) impedes civilians’ ability
to protect their own property by issuing orders that deny them routine access to their land, his duty to make sure no one else
is damaging this property becomes even stronger.
The repeated practices described above reveal that Israel fails to fulfil this duty and that its policies, in fact, prevent Palestinians’
right to enjoy the fruit of their land, even when this right is not denied through a complete ban on access to the land. The
injustice begins with the building of Israeli communities – settlements and outposts – inside the occupied West Bank, in
contravention of international humanitarian law and against the interests of the indigenous population, the Palestinians. It
continues with a policy that restricts Palestinian farmers’ access to their own land, located in or near Israeli settlements and
outposts. The police and the military fail to prepare and to act in a manner that would allow to protect these farmers’ property
throughout the year, and particularly during and around the olive harvest, even though the restrictions on access leave the
plots particularly vulnerable to vandalism.
Lack of enforcement regarding offenses committed by Israeli civilians against Palestinian farmers and their property during
the harvest, as well as year-round, leaves Palestinians defenseless against harm by Israelis, who, for their part, know based
on experience, that they effectively have full immunity when it comes to offenses they commit against Palestinians. And so,
Palestinian farmers remain vulnerable to harm while the offenders work to advance their goal – pushing the Palestinians off
their land.
Finally, the conduct of the Israeli army during the harvest, as presented in the examples provided throughout this data sheet
fails to meet the principles stipulated in the Supreme Court’s judgment. While senior army officials describe their commitment
to allowing the harvest to proceed “until the last olive” is picked, soldiers on the ground fail to protect olive harvesters and, in
some cases, suspend the harvest and remove Palestinian farmers from their land following disruptions, violence or threats
by Israeli civilians.

25

Hague Regulations, Art. 43; Fourth Geneva Convention, Art. 27. The Supreme Court has also acknowledged the military commander’s positive duty to take action to
protect the lives and dignity of local residents, see, HCJ 4764/04 Physicians for Human Rights Israel et al. v. IDF Commander in Gaza, IsrSC 58(5) 385, pp. 393394 (Hebrew).

26

This obligation is enshrined in international humanitarian law (Hague Regulations, Art. 46; Fourth Geneva Convention, Art. 53), and has also been expressed in the
jurisprudence of Israel’s Supreme Court, see, HCJ 7862/04 Abu Dhaher v. IDF Commander in Judea and Samaria, IsrSC 59(5) 2005, 368, pp. 376-377 (Hebrew).
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