
Belgium Applies to Intervene in ICJ 
Genocide Case Against Israel 
 
 

Introduction 
Belgium has formally applied to intervene in the genocide case concerning Israel that is 
currently before the International Court of Justice (ICJ). This move places Belgium among a 
growing number of states seeking involvement in one of the most closely watched international 
legal proceedings of recent years. The case centers on allegations of violations of the Genocide 
Convention in relation to Israel’s military actions in Gaza, raising complex legal, political, and 
humanitarian questions. 

Belgium’s decision reflects broader international concern over the interpretation and application 
of international humanitarian law, particularly the obligations of states under the Convention on 
the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. While intervention does not mean 
Belgium is directly accusing Israel, it signals a desire to contribute to the Court’s legal analysis 
and interpretation of the Convention. 

This article explains what Belgium’s intervention means, why it matters, how the ICJ process 
works, and what potential implications this case may have for international law and global 
diplomacy. 

 

Understanding the ICJ Genocide Case 
The International Court of Justice, based in The Hague, is the principal judicial organ of the 
United Nations. It hears disputes between states and issues advisory opinions on questions of 
international law. The genocide case involving Israel was initiated by South Africa, which alleges 
that Israel’s actions in Gaza violate the Genocide Convention. 

The case does not determine criminal guilt of individuals. Instead, it focuses on state 
responsibility and whether a state has breached its international legal obligations. The ICJ may 
issue provisional measures, interpret treaty obligations, and eventually rule on the merits of the 
case, a process that can take several years. 



Belgium’s application to intervene is made under Article 63 of the ICJ Statute, which allows 
states that are parties to a treaty under interpretation—in this case, the Genocide 
Convention—to participate in proceedings when that treaty’s interpretation is at issue. 

 

Why Belgium Is Seeking to Intervene 
Belgium has stated that its intervention is aimed at safeguarding the integrity and proper 
interpretation of the Genocide Convention. As a signatory to the Convention, Belgium argues 
that it has a legal interest in how the treaty is interpreted and applied by the Court. 

Intervention does not mean Belgium becomes a party to the dispute itself. Instead, it allows 
Belgium to submit legal observations, particularly on how the Genocide Convention should be 
understood. This includes clarifying definitions such as “genocidal intent,” state obligations to 
prevent genocide, and the scope of permissible military conduct under international law. 

Belgium’s position aligns with its longstanding support for multilateralism, international justice, 
and the rule of law. By intervening, Belgium seeks to reinforce the role of international courts in 
resolving disputes through legal mechanisms rather than political or military means. 

 

What Intervention at the ICJ Actually Means 
It is important to understand what intervention does and does not involve: 

●​ No direct accusation: Belgium is not formally accusing Israel of genocide by 
intervening.​
 

●​ Legal interpretation only: The intervention focuses on treaty interpretation, not factual 
determinations.​
 

●​ No voting rights: Belgium will not have the same standing as the original parties to the 
case.​
 

●​ Written and oral submissions: Belgium may submit legal arguments and potentially 
participate in hearings.​
 

The ICJ will decide whether Belgium’s application meets the legal requirements for intervention. 
If accepted, Belgium’s submissions become part of the official case record. 

 



International Reactions and Broader Context 
Belgium’s move comes amid heightened international scrutiny of the humanitarian situation in 
Gaza. Several countries and international organizations have called for accountability, 
ceasefires, and greater protection for civilians. 

Other states have also expressed interest in intervening or supporting the legal process in 
various ways. This trend suggests a growing emphasis on international law as a framework for 
addressing armed conflict and humanitarian crises. 

At the same time, the case has generated political controversy. Supporters argue that legal 
accountability is essential to prevent atrocities, while critics claim that such cases risk politicizing 
international courts or oversimplifying complex conflicts. 

 

Implications for International Law 
Belgium’s intervention could have lasting effects on international law, regardless of the final 
outcome of the case. Key implications include: 

1. Strengthening the Genocide Convention 

The case may clarify how the Genocide Convention applies in modern conflicts, particularly in 
densely populated areas and asymmetric warfare. 

2. Expanding State Responsibility 

The proceedings highlight that states may face legal scrutiny not only for direct actions but also 
for failures to prevent harm. 

3. Encouraging Legal Engagement 

More states may choose legal avenues over political statements, reinforcing the authority of 
international courts. 

4. Setting Legal Precedents 

ICJ interpretations often influence future cases, international policy, and academic 
understanding of international law. 

 



Political and Diplomatic Considerations 
Belgium’s application also has diplomatic dimensions. Intervening in a sensitive case involving 
Israel, a key international actor, requires balancing legal principles with diplomatic relationships. 

Belgium has emphasized that its actions are grounded in law rather than politics. However, the 
case inevitably intersects with broader geopolitical dynamics, including Middle East peace 
efforts, international alliances, and domestic public opinion within intervening states. 

 

Timeline and What Happens Next 
After Belgium submits its application, the ICJ will: 

1.​ Notify the original parties to the case​
 

2.​ Allow them to comment on the application​
 

3.​ Decide whether to grant intervention​
 

If approved, Belgium will be given deadlines to submit written observations. The Court may later 
schedule hearings where intervening states can present oral arguments. 

A final judgment on the merits of the genocide case is unlikely in the near term, as ICJ cases 
often take several years to conclude. 
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