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Investigations with Arab MKs from Tajamoa' (National democratic assembly) due to their visist to Lebanon and Syria.

During September 2006, the Israeli Jewish establishment and media infrastructure focused in a biased magnified way on the visit of the Arab MKs from Tajamoa who visited Syria and Lebanon.  The underlying current of the media representation of this incident framed the visit in terms of the members of the group consulting with an enemy state without gaining the necessary permits and permissions from the Attorney General (AG).  As a result, this visit has been determined as infringement of the law and consequently illegal.
The names of the Arab MKs included the following: Dr. Azmy Bishara, Jamal Zahalqa, and Wasel Taha.  The names of former MKs included: Mohamed Kana'n and Mohamed Mea're.  Their trip included visits to Syria where they had meeting with Biishara Asad, Deputy Leader Farouq Al-Shara' and Minister of Education – Dr. Gayath Barakat.  In addition, Dr Bishara gave a series of lecture in Damascus University, Yarmok Refugee Camp and Halab City.  After these visits in Syria, they went to Lebanon where they met the Prime Minister Fouad Sonyora, President Dr. Saleem Al-Hes, Moronic Patriarch Nazarrallah Safer and the politican Michel A'on.  Furthermore, the delegation visited the Southern region of Lebanon and Sabra and Shatela refugee camp. 
The condemnations started while the delegations were visiting these two states.  It was claimed that these visits are considered as a betrayal by the Arab MKs especially since these visits occurred immediately after the Second Lebanon War.  An illustration of these condemnation are – MKs Atanea'el Shneler ( Kadima Party) which remarked that "Bishara proved that his membership in Hezbollah
 fits him better than his Israeli identity card which he used to betray the state". Shneler continued by saying that "it is better for Bishara to continue his visit to Tehran, his natural place".  The Minister of Interior Roni Bar-On (Kadima) said that he asked the AG to consider banning the Arab MKs from leaving the country based on the Emergency Regulations 1945.  The Minister said that the Arab MKs from the Tajamoa' party are enemies of the state. 
In 2002, the Kneesset enacted a law that banned the MKs from visiting "enemy states" unless they obtain a prior special permission granted by the AG.   Enemy states are determined as those Arab States which do not have peace relation with the State of Israel.  This law was enacted after Dr. Bishara visited Syria and Lebanon and there was no legal way to prevent him from visiting or to bring him to trial.  In this visit, the members that constituted the delegation did not obtain special provision from the AG.  Therefore, the AG ordered the police to open an investigation.  
There is no doubt that the visit under Israeli law is "illegal".  Nevertheless, in the view of HRA it is important to focus on some points concerning the law that makes the content of the law illegitimate.  
First, Israel considers Syria and Lebanon as enemy states but for the Arab citizens of Israel, they do not consider them as enemy states.  In fact, it is the opposite for the Arab citizens in Israel.  Syria and Lebanon are considered as part of the Arab world which they (Arab Palestinians) feel a natural affinity to.  Therefore, in the view of the Arab minorities making relations with these states is not making relation with an enemy state.  Rather, it is having communication with the other parts of the Arabic world.  Furthermore, this point is reinforced if one looks to the international human rights corpus.  It guarantees the rights of members of one 'peoples' to have communication between them even though formal borders may have split them artificially.
Second, a lot of Palestinians peoples who were expelled in the 1948 war are living currently in Syria and Lebanon and other Arab countries.  They have relatives who are living inside Israel which were divided due to the war.  The visits to Syria and Lebanon open up for them, the opportunity to meet their relatives which they had not seen for more than 50 years.  For instance, in his last visit the former MKs Mohamed Mea're contacted approximately 30-40 people that were relatives.  Therefore, these visits have a humanitarian and personal purpose.

Third, these investigations are considered by the Arab citizens as political persecution and miss-use of the legal procedures in the political arena in order to ban the Arab citizens who are representatives for them from doing their rule according their political views.  This kind of political persecution purpose is to ban any opportunity of continued communication with the Arab world on national bases.  The police and the State prosecution office are grossly interfering in the activities of these MKs that are representative of the Arab minority.  Also, they are attempting to sidestep the parliamentarian immunity that are granted to MKs, whereas the purpose behind giving the immunity to the parliament members is to fulfil the function of their job as people representing freely without interference from any other authority.  Furthermore, this law gives the authority to the Minister of Interior, who has a political agenda, to restrict the freedom of movement of the Arab MKs, who has a different political agenda.  It gives the politicians the means to control their political opponents by banning them from doing their parliament job as they see appropriate in which they were elected to parliament to fulfil.  The result is that this law is in gross violation of the democratic principles and values.
Fourth, the decision to open an investigation did not come from a vacuum rather it has a background.  It is known that the political view of the Arab Knesset party is different from the political view of the Jewish – Zionist parties.  The Arabic political parties stood against the Second Lebanon War and saw it as state (Israel) attacking another state (Lebanon). This view differs from the view of the Jewish- Israeli establishment which saw the war as an act of self defence. The Arab political parties are facing political persecution and attempt to quieten the parties.  Therefore, the decision to open an investigation is considered to be part of these attempts.  

Furthermore, the atmosphere that was before the decision to open investigations was anger which moved towards outburst against the Arab Mks.  Therefore, it is hard not to recognize that the AG decision was made after political pressure was put on him by Jewish MKs and Ministers. 
There is no doubt that the decision to open investigation is a pure political decision not a legal decision.  The reason that triggered the investigation were factors of a political nature rather than a rationale based on legal factors or security reasons.  To prove this fact, it is shown by the fact that Ron Ben Yashay, who is a Jewish journalist and a General in the IDF Reserves Army was in the South Lebanon after the war had ended and reported from there to Jewish papers.  However, he was not investigated nor was he put to trial.  The question arises by itself: why was he not investigated while the Arab MKs are being investigated? 

In the view of the HRA, these investigations are part of the political policy by the State towards the Arab minority and their representatives.  If the Prosecution Office decides to put the Arab MKs to trial due to their visits, this trial will be a trail not alone aginst the MKs but it will encompasses all those Arab citizens that these MKs represent and subsequently holding their views that are of political nature to account.

Police Investigate with tens of Druzes religious figures due to their visit to Syria.
Last week, the special unit of the police began to investigate tens of Druzes religious figures due to their visit to Syria in September 2006.  These trips were made in order to visit religious sites in Syria which belong to the Druze community and to communicate with the Druze community in Syria
.  The Druze community did not receive the special permission from the authority.  An investigation was opened due to the fact that Syria is perceived as an enemy state.
 
During the last two years, the Druze religious figures asked the Israeli authorities to grant them permission to visit Syria but the authorities refused.  In 2005, they petitioned the Supreme High Court (SHC) to order the Minister of Interior to give them these permissions but the SHC refused these petitions.  In 2006, they petitioned the SHC but the court refused again. Their petition was denied on the basic that they constituted a security threat according to secret information that was given to the court by the Shabak (internal security service).  In short, this information maintained that the Syria and Iranian secret agencies will try to make them to collaborate with them against Israel.
  As a result, the Druze religious figures decided to visit Syria without this permission which led the police to investigate the activities of the Druze community.

In the view of the HRA, the banning of Druze religious figure to visit Syria violated their rights by the following ways.  First, it violated their rights to freedom to worship since the part of the Druze religious sites is located in Syria.  Second, it violated their rights to have communication with their community and relatives in Syria.  Third, it based on secret information that was not given to them and was not shared with them so they were not given the opportunity to respond to the allegation and defend themselves from the accusation from being spies to Syria and Lebanon.  This violated the legal principle of 'due process of law' which is guaranteed and enshrined in the instruments of international law.

The Police man who killed Nadim Melhem are put to trial
The Office of the Prosecution decided on September 21st to put to trial the police man who killed Nadim Melhem from A'ra'ra in January 2006.

This story began in 19th January 2006 when the police men came to Nadim house in order to search for illegal weapons. According to the police claims, Nadim did not follow the orders and tried to escape.  Later, he pointed a gun towards the police men and put their lives to danger.  Therefore, one of the policemen shot him and killed him as an act of self defence.

On the other hand, Nadim family claimed that Nadim was killed in cold blood since he was sleeping when the police came and did not put the lives of the policemen to danger.
  However, the investigations of the Police Investigation Department (PID) of the Ministry of Justice proved that the family claims are correct. Since it was discovered that he was shot from his back and therefore he could not have pointed the gun towards the policemen. As such, their claim of self defence is unreasonable. 
In this context, it should be noted that this is the first instance that PID decides to put to trial a police man who committed murder against an Arab citizens.  In October 2000, the police shot dead 13 Palestina Arab (12 citizens of Israel and one from the OPT) in a so-called October 2000 events.  The Or Commission who investigate the events recommended to put trial the policemen that killed the thirteen Arabs. But the PID decided in July 2005 to close all investigations against the policemen who are involved in the events. Since 2000, another eighteen Arab citizens were killed by the police whereas no Jews were killed.  None of these cases, no policemen was put on trial for these killings.
All these factor have led to doubts in terms of trust in the relation between the Arab citizens and the police.  The Arab citizens feel that the police treat them as an enemy rather than as equal citizens.  Therefore, the decision to put the policemen who killed Nadin is welcomed and can mend in some way the relation of the police and the Arab citizens.

The police calls the Arab citizens "Arboshem"

In September 15th, the Islamic movement made their yearly festival to Al-Aqsa Mosque which was attended by thousands of Arab citizens and by the police.  The media has reported that one of the policemen who attended the festival send a message on his beeper to his colleagues telling them "till now 15,000 Arboshem attended the festival".  Arboshem is a racist word that derives from the Jewish word Akhbaroshem which means rats.   It is similar to the word that the Nazi called the Jews living in Europe – vermin.

The police responded by saying that this was a mistake and that the police involved would be disciplined.
  However, it is hard to believe that this was a mistake since the HRA has documented the history of the treatment by the police towards the Arab citizens
 that shows that these acts are not isolated and rather is reflection of recurrent institutional racism. 
House Demolitions

Demolishing of Carpenter Workshop in Kofor Bara Village
Bulldozers belonging to the Centre Building and Planning District Committee accompanied by police forces demolished a carpenter in Kofor Bara Village belonging to Mr. Mothna Khateb which constitutes his sole source of income.  The reason for this demolishment was the fact that he built on agricultural land and without permission.
Khateb stated that the day before the demolition of his carpentry business, they called him and told him that the next day they will come to document the buildings built on this land. However, he was more than surprised when they came with the bulldozers and demolished his business without any prior warning. 

The lands involved are approximately 700 dumans.  They are the private lands which belong to the village residences.  These lands constitute the sole reserves for developing the village but the Building and Planning Committee, whose staff are Jewish, are refusing to develop it.  Therefore, the residence are forced to built their businesses on these lands 'illegally', especially when there is no industrial area for the village.  All these buildings were built on the land are threatened to be demolished at any time. 

Demolishing two Houses in Fouura' Village in the Naqab (Negev)

In September 14th, the Bulldozers belonging to the South District Planning and Building Committee accompanied by police forces demolished two houses in Fouura' Village in the Naqab.  The police forces came in the morning, ordered the village resident not to leave their houses and demolished the two houses later on by being built without permission.  As a result, twenty people were left without adequate housing.
  

What makes it strange is that the village was in the past an unrecognized village but recently she obtained the recognition. Still, this has not prevented the authorities demolishing the two houses.  This by itself proves that the status of these villages – whether they were recognized or unrecognized – does not change the authorities' treatment and proves that the claim of the state that the house demolition is a result of the status of the village as unrecognized to be not true.
Issuing Warnings for Demolishment of ten's of houses in Al-Sera Village in the Naqab

In September 14th, the South District Building and Planning Committee issued tens of warnings – approximinately 45 – for demolishing houses in the unrecognized village of Al-Sera in the Naqab.  The village is located next to military base Navatem. The resident of the village believes that the authorities are trying to expel them from the village in order to enlarge the military base.
Only last month, the authorities demolished a house in the village. As a result the house owners, who is mentally retarded and cannot speak, lives currently in a make-shift house.
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� 	Fasl al-Maqal, September 22, 2006; Panorama, September 22, 2006; Al-Sunara, September 22, 2006; Hadith al-Nas, September 22, 2006; � HYPERLINK "http://www.arabs48.com" ��http://www.arabs48.com�, September 15, 18, 21, 22 2006; � HYPERLINK "http://www.pls48.net" ��http://www.pls48.net�, September 22, 2006; � HYPERLINK "http://www.mahsom.com" ��http://www.mahsom.com�, September 19, 21 2006; Ha'aretz (Hebrew edition), September 15, 18, 19, 21 2006; � HYPERLINK "http://www.nrg.co.il" ��http://www.nrg.co.il�, September 17, 20, 21 2006; � HYPERLINK "http://www.ynet.co.il" ��http://www.ynet.co.il�, September 20, 21 2006.


� 	It should be noted that the Druze are living in the Golan which was occupied and annexed to Israel in 1967. However the resident of Golan, who was forced to have Israeli identity cards, and the international community, did not recognize this new annexation of territory. Therefore, the Druze in the Golan consider themselves as Syrian rather as Israeli.
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