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Abstract 

The July 2024 Sde Teiman detention incident, involving 

allegations that Israeli reservists severely abused and sexually 

assaulted a Palestinian detainee from Gaza, became a major test 

of military accountability during the Israel-Gaza war. The 

subsequent March 2026 decision by Israel’s military legal 

authorities to drop charges against five soldiers intensified 

international criticism and renewed debate over impunity, 

detainee protection, and the rule of law in armed conflict. This 

analytical review examines the incident within the broader 

context of Palestinian detainee treatment, Israeli military justice 

mechanisms, and international humanitarian law. 
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Introduction 

The Sde Teiman detention facility in southern Israel became internationally controversial after 

reports emerged that Palestinian detainees from Gaza were held under harsh conditions following 

the escalation of the Israel-Gaza war after October 2023. In July 2024, Israeli military police 

investigated soldiers suspected of abusing a Palestinian detainee at the facility. The allegations 

included severe physical abuse and sexual assault. The case attracted global attention because it 

involved medical evidence, leaked video material, arrests of soldiers, political protests, and later 

the withdrawal of charges. 

In March 2026, Israel’s military legal authorities dropped charges against five soldiers. Reuters 

reported that the military cited “exceptional circumstances” affecting the ability to prosecute 

while protecting the defendants’ right to a fair trial, including the absence of the released 

Palestinian complainant and controversy surrounding leaked video evidence. Associated Press 

reported that the detainee had suffered serious injuries, including fractured ribs and a perforated 

rectum, and that rights groups condemned the dismissal as part of a broader pattern of impunity.  

This review analyzes the Sde Teiman incident as a case study of accountability deficits in 

military justice during armed conflict. It evaluates whether the dropped charges represent a 

narrow evidentiary failure or a wider institutional problem involving detention policy, political 

pressure, prosecutorial limitations, and weak enforcement of international humanitarian law. 

Methodology 

This article follows a qualitative analytical review design. Sources were selected from 

international human rights organizations, Israeli civil society documentation, news agencies, and 

legal-policy analyses published between 2005 and 2026. Priority was given to reports by 

Amnesty International, B’Tselem, Yesh Din, Human Rights Watch, Reuters, Associated Press, 

and legal analyses from the Israel Democracy Institute. 

The review included sources addressing Sde Teiman, Palestinian detainee treatment, Israeli 

military investigations, soldier accountability, military prosecution outcomes, and international 

humanitarian law. Opinion-based material without documentary support was excluded. Because 

several facts remain contested or procedurally unresolved, the article uses cautious language 

such as “alleged,” “reported,” and “according to rights groups” where appropriate. 

Background: Sde Teiman and Post-October 2023 Detention Practices 

Sde Teiman was used as a military-run detention site for Palestinians from Gaza after October 

2023. Multiple human rights organizations described the facility as part of a wider emergency 

detention system involving incommunicado detention, limited legal access, and severe physical 

conditions. 

B’Tselem’s 2024 report, Welcome to Hell, described the Israeli prison system for Palestinians as 

a network of abuse, documenting testimonies involving physical and psychological violence, 

humiliation, deprivation, and medical neglect. B’Tselem’s later Living Hell report continued 
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documenting allegations of torture and severe abuse, including sexualized violence and serious 

physical injury.  

Amnesty International described the March 2026 decision to drop charges against the soldiers as 

“disgraceful” and connected the case to broader concerns about mass arbitrary detention and 

torture of Palestinians from Gaza. Human Rights Watch had earlier criticized efforts by Israeli 

lawmakers and political actors that appeared to obstruct or delegitimize torture prosecutions 

related to Sde Teiman. 

Case Analysis: The July 2024 Incident 

The alleged assault occurred in July 2024 at Sde Teiman. Reports described the detainee as 

having suffered severe injuries requiring hospitalization. The case became public after military 

police arrested soldiers and leaked footage circulated in Israeli media. The footage reportedly 

showed soldiers using shields to obscure part of the incident, which became central to disputes 

over evidentiary reliability. 

The initial investigation led to charges against five reservists for aggravated abuse and causing 

serious bodily harm. However, in March 2026, the charges were dropped. Reuters reported that 

the military cited compromised trial fairness and the absence of the released complainant from 

Gaza as key reasons. Associated Press reported that rights groups rejected the decision as a 

whitewash and warned that it could encourage further abuse in detention facilities.  

Figure 1. Conceptual Timeline of the Sde Teiman Case 

Date Event 

July 2024 Alleged abuse of Palestinian detainee at Sde Teiman 

July 2024 Military police arrests triggered protests by far-right supporters 

2024–2025 Investigation, video controversy, and public debate 

February 2025 Charges filed against five reservists 

March 2026 Charges dropped by military legal authorities 

Military Justice and Accountability Patterns 

The Sde Teiman case must be evaluated against broader data on Israeli military accountability. 

Yesh Din’s data sheet on 2018–2022 soldier offenses against Palestinians in the West Bank 

reported 862 complaints, 258 criminal investigations, and only 13 investigations ending in 

indictments against 29 soldiers. This suggests a low indictment rate and long-standing 

institutional barriers to accountability. 

Human Rights Watch has previously argued that Israel’s military justice system has repeatedly 

failed to investigate alleged wrongdoing against Palestinians effectively. The contrast is often 

noted between low indictment rates for soldiers accused of harming Palestinians and the very 

high conviction rate of Palestinians prosecuted in Israeli military courts, frequently through plea 

bargains. 
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Table 1. Selected Accountability Indicators 

Area Reported Pattern Human Rights Concern 

Soldier complaints 

involving Palestinians 

Low indictment rate in documented 

Yesh Din data 

Weak deterrence and perceived 

impunity 

Palestinian military court 

cases 

Very high conviction rates reported 

by rights groups 

Due process and coercive plea 

concerns 

Sde Teiman abuse case 
Charges dropped despite serious 

allegations 

Loss of public and 

international confidence 

Post-October 2023 

detention system 

Reports of torture, sexualized 

violence, and medical neglect 

Possible violations of IHL and 

human rights law 

Legal and Humanitarian Framework 

International humanitarian law prohibits torture, cruel treatment, humiliating treatment, and 

sexual violence against detainees. Common Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions establishes 

minimum protections for persons not actively participating in hostilities, including detainees. 

The Convention Against Torture imposes an absolute prohibition on torture, without exceptions 

for war, emergency, or national security. 

The Fourth Geneva Convention also protects detainees from violence, intimidation, insults, and 

public curiosity. Sexual violence in detention may constitute torture, cruel treatment, or a war 

crime depending on facts and legal findings. Therefore, credible allegations require prompt, 

independent, impartial, and effective investigation. 

The Sde Teiman case raises three core legal questions: whether the investigation was sufficiently 

independent, whether evidentiary difficulties were handled transparently, and whether political 

pressure affected prosecutorial discretion. Even when a criminal conviction is not possible, 

international standards still require institutional accountability, victim protection, medical 

documentation, and public reporting. 

Broader Political and Institutional Dimensions 

The Sde Teiman case became politically charged inside Israel. Arrests of soldiers were followed 

by protests, including far-right mobilization in defense of the accused soldiers. Reuters reported 

that Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu supported the dismissal of charges and emphasized 

loyalty to soldiers.  

Such political pressure can weaken prosecutorial independence, especially in wartime when 

military personnel are publicly framed as national defenders. However, international 

humanitarian law is designed precisely for such contexts: it requires accountability even during 

war, even when allegations are politically inconvenient, and even when victims belong to an 

enemy population. 

Recommendations 
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1. Establish independent civilian oversight for all military detention abuse investigations.  

2. Ensure automatic medical documentation and forensic examination in all serious detainee 

injury cases.  

3. Preserve and disclose detention-facility video evidence under secure judicial supervision.  

4. Guarantee detainee access to lawyers, doctors, family notification, and judicial review.  

5. Prohibit political interference in military prosecution decisions.  

6. Publish regular public data on complaints, investigations, indictments, convictions, and 

sentences.  

7. Allow independent international monitoring of detention sites.  

8. Provide reparations and rehabilitation where abuse is confirmed.  

9. Train all military and detention personnel in IHL, CAT obligations, and sexual-violence 

prevention.  

10. Refer credible torture or war-crimes allegations to independent mechanisms when 

domestic systems fail.  

Conclusion 

The Sde Teiman detention incident is a critical case study in military accountability during 

armed conflict. The decision to drop charges against five soldiers in March 2026 does not erase 

the seriousness of the allegations or the broader concerns raised by human rights organizations. 

Instead, it highlights the fragility of accountability when detention systems operate under 

secrecy, political pressure, and emergency powers. 

The protection of detainees is not optional in war. It is a legal and moral obligation. Without 

independent investigations, transparent prosecution standards, and meaningful remedies for 

victims, military justice risks becoming a mechanism of institutional protection rather than 

accountability. The Sde Teiman case therefore demands not only legal review but structural 

reform. 

Future Prospects 

Future research should examine post-2026 prosecution trends, medical evidence standards in 

detention-abuse cases, comparative military justice models, the role of political pressure in 

wartime prosecutions, and the impact of independent detention monitoring on abuse prevention. 
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Review Typology and Reporting  

Review designs were classified into standard categories (scoping, umbrella, rapid, qualitative, 

and mixed-methods), with reporting aligned to established guidelines (PRISMA-ScR, PRIOR, 

PRISMA-RR, ENTREQ, and PRISMA/MMAT) to ensure methodological rigor and 

transparency. 
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