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Arab Organisation for Human Rights in the UK:

The Arab Organisation for Human Rights 
in the UK (AOHR) is a non-governmental 
organisation seeking to develop respect 
for human rights in the Middle East so 
that Arab citizens can live dignified lives, 
enabling them to contribute effectively to the 
administration of their countries' affairs.

The organisation stands at the side of Arab 
peoples in their struggle against injustice 
and tyranny, and supports their hopes and 
aspirations in their quest to obtain freedom 
and self-determination.

The (AOHR) doesn’t tolerate any breaches 
of human rights which harm citizens' rights; 
it investigates government violations and 
demands accountability for the perpetrators.
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This report highlights the human rights 
violations by security agencies of the 
Palestinian Authority which mirror the 
daily violations by Israeli occupation 
forces against Palestinian citizens.

The conclusions reached in this report 
raise serious concerns about the rights 
of the Palestinian people and their 
national Immunity, which has already 
deteriorated in the face of racist Zionist 
policies in the region.

M. Jamil
Deputy Chairman

Arab Organisation for Human Rights in the UK

This Report
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 Executive Summary
The Arab Organisation for Human Rights in the UK conducted field research 

from January to July 2012 during which it monitored political detentions, 
summonses, torture, degrading treatment and employment dismissals 
affecting men and women. The research was based on information derived 
from the victims who were detained, their families, eye-witnesses and some 
NGOs. It also relied on reports issued by the US Congress and documents 
issued by the European Union Police Mission which show the amount of 
financial aid provided to Palestinian Authority security agencies. A sample 
of 300 detainees was asked questions about their detention by the PA as 
well as by the Israelis; the impact of detention on their lives; and the impact 
on the Palestinian issue. In order to reveal the extent of the catastrophe, it 
was necessary to place research outcomes in the context of violations by 
Palestinian Authority security bodies over the past five years.

The data collected from June 2007 to the end of 2011 indicates that PA 
security forces detained 13,271 Palestinian citizens, 96 per cent of whom 
were subjected to various methods of torture resulting in the killing of six 
detainees and causing chronic illness in others. Ninety-nine per cent of the 
detainees had experienced detention by the Israelis after which they were 
also detained by the PA on the same charges. In the same period the Israeli 
army carried out detention campaigns and raids resulting in thousands of 
Palestinians being detained; 9,765 according to official statistics, most of 
whom had also been detained by the PA in the past. They were generally 
charged based on confessions extracted under torture by PA security officers. 

Since the beginning of 2011 the PA is supposed to have eased political 
detentions and ended systematic torture, but the data collected in 2012 
suggests that that has not been the case. A campaign of searches and 
detentions has taken place. Most of the detainees had already been detained 
by PA and Israeli security agencies for prolonged periods. The detainees 
complain that these moves paralyse their lives, disrupt family life and create 
great psychological suffering. This, they say, amounts to systematic torture.

Between January and July 2012, PA security agencies detained 572 citizens 
and summonsed 770 more, among them women and old people, who 
were often forced to wait from early morning to the evening before being 

Executive Sum
m

ary
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“interviewed”. Some were “summonsed” daily for weeks on end, while 
others were kept under virtual house arrest. The period also witnessed 
raids against universities, hospitals and houses in order to arrest people 
wanted for protesting against the Israeli occupation. The PA officers 
confiscated equipment and personal cash, which often went missing after 
the searches.

There were also cases of severe torture, and instances where victims 
were kicked, punched, sworn at and subjected to other degrading 
treatment. This suggests that systematic torture may have ceased only 
because there is no one left to do it to. 

The exact number of detainees in PA prisons is unknown; it fluctuates 
between 40 and 85 people, depending on the campaign. The various PA 
security agencies have about 43 centres at their disposal, ranging from 
the Central Prison to detention stations.

Security tactics include the dismissal of employees from their jobs as 
a form of harassment. At least 73 people were made unemployed in the 
period under review, and it is estimated that around 3,200 have faced 
the same injustice since 2005. Harassment also includes students with 
“security records” being unable to find employment, acquire a driving 
licence or open a business. 

Naturally, the Israelis are not entirely absent from this scenario, as 
the PA’s activities are routinely carried out following full coordination 
with the occupation authorities. In the same period, the Israelis detained 
about 1,300 Palestinians, 30 per cent of them children. Jerusalem and 
Hebron saw the most detention operations, with 550 citizens detained 
in Hebron and 80 children in Jerusalem. It’s worth noting that detentions 
and summons executed by the PA security agencies surpassed those by 
the Israelis.

The sample study from our research clarifies the extent of violations 
against Palestinian citizens and highlights the scale of suffering caused 
interchangeably by security agencies affiliated to the PA and the Israeli 
occupation forces. In response to the question, “Have you been detained 
before by the occupation?” 98 per cent answered yes; 59.7 per cent of the 
sample clarified that Israeli courts charged them based on information 
provided by PA security agencies, while 99.7 per cent believed that their 
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detention was carried out in coordination with the occupation authorities. 

The data collected also shows that 51 per cent of the detainees or 
those who were summonsed fall within the 25-59 age range. The security 
agencies appear to have no concern for the age or gender of those who are 
being detained or summonsed. A significant number of the detainees are 
elderly people aged 60 and above, representing 11.3 per cent of the total; 
women made up 15.3 per cent. Of the sample, 39.3 per cent are students, 
38 per cent of whom confirmed that their studies were interrupted as a 
result of detention. 

The sample revealed a decrease in the percentage of employed people, 
with 34.7 per cent saying that they still work in private employment, while 
12.7 per cent of those surveyed said they lost their jobs on account of 
decisions taken by the security agencies. 

Some of those surveyed indicated that they were detained during the 
research period for periods of one day to a week; they represent 71 per 
cent. Regarding respect for judicial decisions, 9 per cent of the detainees 
affirmed that the security agencies refused to implement court rulings 
ordering their discharge. Despite the decision of judges not to refer them 
to military courts, the statistics show that 5.3 per cent of those surveyed 
were eventually brought before such courts. 

In the same vein, it was revealed that the PA security agencies practice 
systematic torture of all kinds, with 99.7 per cent of those questioned 
claiming that they were exposed to degrading treatment; 18.7 per 
cent experienced severe torture compared to 99 per cent of the sample 
who stated that they were tortured in previous years by the Palestinian 
Authority. 

With regards to the effect of detention on the lives of the detainees, 60 
per cent of those in the study explained that they now suffer from chronic 
diseases due to torture and the poor conditions in which they were held 
in detention. On another level, 60 per cent confirmed that repeated or 
extensive detention reduced them to a state of acute poverty.

Despite the grave human rights violations by the PA security agencies, 
they continue to enjoyed enormous support from the US and EU. According 
to the documents which were obtained, the US has since 2007 provided 
generous assistance estimated at $658.4 million. For the coming financial 
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year of 2013, the Obama administration has demanded an additional $70 
million. The US also undertook to train 6,000 personnel. Thus far, eight 
battalions have been trained, each one consisting of 500 officers. As for the 
EU, it has allocated through the European Union Police Mission an estimated 
$9 million for training the PA police and development of the criminal justice 
department. Around 7,500 police officers have already been trained.

It is staggering that the PA should, in the shadow of the Arab Spring, 
cultivate its own system of impunity, in total defiance of its people’s demands 
for freedom and dignity. They seem to be oblivious of the factors which led to 
the downfall of the tyrannical regimes across the region. There is absolutely 
no justification for its acceptance of becoming a sub-contracted security 
instrument of the Israeli occupation, crushing at every opportunity the 
legitimate aspirations of their people for freedom and self-determination.

The PA’s human rights violations against the Palestinian people have 
amplified their suffering under the Israelis and undermined their national 
resistance and struggle for self-determination. It is patently obvious that the 
PA hasn’t learnt from its experiences with the Israelis or from the uprisings in 
the Arab lands. On the contrary, it remains firmly committed to its campaign 
of detention and destroying national solidarity while serving foreign agendas 
which strike the Palestinian national freedom project at its core. 
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Preface

Preface

The events of July 2007 resulted in the establishment of two separate 
governments in the Palestinian Territories; one in the West Bank and the 
other in Gaza Strip .On July 14, PA president Mahmoud Abbas declared a 
state of emergency thereby disabling the Palestinian Legislative Council. This 
was followed by an arbitrary campaign of detention, brutal torture in prisons 
and the closure and control of charities which included board members being 
changed and employees being fired depending on their political affiliation.

It was under these circumstances that the US intervened, fearing a repeat 
in the West Bank of the Gaza scenario. It allocated financial assistance to the 
PA’s security agencies, and in 2005 expanded its security cooperation bureau 
under the leadership of General Keith Dayton. Dayton began to supervise the 
training of the Presidential Guards in the international police training centre 
in Jordan and by the end of 2009, five thousand cadres had been trained 
according to specific standards and conditions. The US State Department 
stipulated that the names of potential recruits be checked against various 
employment databases as well as in Washington to ensure that they had 
no terrorist affiliations, criminal records or connections to human rights 
violations [so-called “Leahy Amendment vetting”]. If any such connections 
were discovered, the candidate was excluded from service. The names of 
recruits were also checked by the Israeli intelligence agency (Shabak), the 
Jordanian government and the Palestinian Authority. Consequently 4.4 per 
cent of the candidates were excluded and the age selected for recruitment 
was between 20 and 22 years old .(1)

The criteria of human rights in selecting soldiers was duplicitous as 
these same soldiers indulged in brutal practices of torture and attacks 
against the homes and work places of civilians with the full knowledge of 
the United States. The facts show that torture carried out in PA detention 
centres was executed by political directives from the highest levels within 
the Palestinian Authority. This led to the complete paralysis of judicial 

(1) U.S. Security Assistance to the Palestinian Authority,Congressional Research Service 
Jim Zanotti,Analyst in Middle Eastern Affairs,January 8, 2010.
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bodies and the disappearance of their control over the actions 
of security agencies and the daily violations perpetrated against 
Palestinian citizens. These agencies mobilized judicial bodies to 
act according to their special agenda; they interrupted trials and 
challenged judicial verdicts issued by the high court. The security 
agencies fashioned a special system corresponding to their own 
violations; civilians were referred to military courts which issued 
severe sentences exceeding five years imprisonment, some were 
discharged against heavy bail levels and a large number still 
await appearance before these courts.

The PA’s practices were praised highly by the high ranking 
leadership of the Israeli security services, thus strengthening 
security cooperation between the two. Security coordination 
meetings are still being held in Jericho attended by security 
representatives from the CIA, Arab states and European countries. 
Israeli lecturers were also monitored  lecturing in the Palestinian 
Academy for Security Sciences in Jericho.

In the context of security cooperation, Israel undertook to look 
after the protection of Jewish settlers who stepped up the pace of 
settlement on an unprecedented scale, particularly in Jerusalem. 
The occupation army set up hundreds of check points which tore 
the West Bank apart and continued detaining civilians, affecting 
thousands of Palestinians.

Due to this crisis, and with vigorous attempts to divert the 
Palestinian Authority away from these dangerous practices, the 
AOHR and others issued several reports and statements about 
human rights violations in the PA territories. Particular attention 
was paid to the wide scale and systematic practice of torture 
inside PA prisons and detention centres across the territories 
they control. The reports detail the several methods of torture 
used by these agencies during detention and interrogation such 
as Shabeh, where the victim is kept in an agonising, constrained 
pose for long periods of time; beatings with cables; nails being 



17
Detention PolicyStriking Palestinian National Immunity at its Core

Arab Organisation for Human Rights in UK

pulled out; the beating of the bottom of the feet; kicking; cursing 
and verbal abuse; electric shocks; sexual harassment and threats 
of rape. This report rang alarm bells in Europe and the Arab 
world as the reports exposed the participation of European and 
American agents in torture activities, as well their training of 
Palestinian security forces in different techniques of interrogation 
and detention.

After many long years of systematic torture being carried out 
in PA prisons across the West Bank, the government and security 
agencies admitted the practice in October 2009 by announcing 
their decision to bring an end to it and prosecute those responsible. 
However, in the months which followed this announcement, 
rather than improving, the behaviour of the security agencies 
increased in ferocity. The announcement was seen as a deception 
by a world which was shocked by the reports exposing such 
serious violations of human rights for so many years.

In mid-2011 a drop in severe torture cases was recorded. This 
wasn’t because of a deliberate political decision; it was due to 
the lack of “suitable” targets. When a case “requires” torture to 
extract a confession, especially an activist resisting the Israeli 
occupation, the PA security agencies are vicious and often subject 
the detainee to brutal torture to obtain information.
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American and European Aid:

After signing the Oslo agreement in 1993 and the establishment of the 
Palestinian Authority in the West Bank and Gaza Strip, the US pledged $4 billion 
to the PA. In order for this aid to continue, successive American administrations 
have demanded the fulfilment of three crucial requirements:

1. That terrorist operations against Israel which may be launched by Islamic 
organisations like Hamas or other groups are prevented;

2. That an environment of stability is achieved in the West Bank and an 
atmosphere convenient for Israelis is created; and

3. That the delivery of humanitarian aid and that of any collapse in stability, 
especially in the Gaza Strip, is prevented.(1)

It is quite obvious that the aid offered by the US is conditional on achieving 
security for Israel at any cost. If the Palestinian Authority slackens in this in any 
way, members of the US Congress threaten to halt the aid. The US offers direct 
aid to the security agencies through a permanent office in the occupied territories 
under the leadership of General Michael Moeller, and according to Congress 
documents, it is intended to help with rebuilding, forming and training National 
Security Forces loyal to President Mahmoud Abbas. A small part of this financial 
support is allocated to strengthen the Criminal Justice Foundation. Based on 
estimates, since 2007 about $658.7 million has been allocated to the West Bank, 
and for 2013, Obama demanded additional $70 million. (2)

Having the major share in supporting the PA, the US effectively supervises 
Palestinian-Israeli security cooperation under Moeller’s leadership with 
participation by British, Canadian and officers from another seven countries. This 
delegation works on training 1,000 Palestinian National Guard personnel near 
Amman in Jordan according to a plan laid out by the Security Cooperation Bureau 
established to train 6,000 soldiers. Thus far, 8 battalions have been trained, each 
one consisting of 500 officers. (3)

After having signed various reconciliation agreements with Hamas since 
February 2011, and despite restrictions being enforced after the Authority went to 
the UN on 23 September 2011 to demand full UN membership, security assistance 
to the PA has not been affected. $200 million, which represents an accredited 
direct fund to security agencies for 2011, was transferred to the Authority. In 
September 2011, a New York newspaper reported that Israeli Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu demanded from US Congress members visiting Israel that 

(1) (2) (3) U.S. Security Assistance to the Palestinian Authority,Congressional Research 
Service Jim Zanotti,Analyst in Middle EasternAffairs,April 4,2012
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financial aid to the PA should not be stopped. In July 2012, Netanyahu lobbied the 
International Monetary Fund to obtain $1 billion in financial aid for the Palestinian 
Authority to prevent its collapse, but the IMF rejected the request. (1)

At a hearing of the Foreign Affairs Committee in the US Congress on 12 July 2011, 
General Moeller talked about the strategy of the security mission and stated, “This 
year we are moving to the next phase of our programme represented by the building 
of institutional headquarters. This will be less costly as the stage of supplying security 
agencies with equipment and providing them with assistance and consultation has 
already been overcome. At this phase we are going to help National Security Agencies 
to maintain high readiness, provide them with training programmes to improve their 
performance and build abilities and support law enforcement establishments.”

The EU provides aid under several umbrellas but doesn’t publicise the assistance 
it provides to the PA security agencies. It grants about €250 million annually to assist 
different sectors within the PA territories excluded from the budget of the European 
Union Police Mission [EUPM] which assumed its tasks in January 2006; €9 million 
has been allocated annually for this mission to train police and develop the criminal 
justice department. The bureau of the EUPM consists of 71 foreign officers and 41 
local employees led by the EU Co-ordinating Office for Palestinian Police Support 
(EUPOL COPPS) headed by Kenneth Deane. (2)

The most prominent activities of this office include holding joint meetings between 
officers from the PA and the Israelis, training police personnel and the rule of law. 
The mission claims that it has trained about 7,500 personnel to respect law and 
human rights and has no link with internal security issues.(3) However, on the evidence 
of a number of document and pictures, it is obvious that the mission trains police 
personnel in arrest tactics and the disengagement of demonstrators. It ensures that 
police forces engage effectively in assaults against demonstrators as happened at 
the beginning of July, 2012 when police were condemned by a governmental report 
for their excessive use of force against demonstrators protesting against Shaul 
Mofaz’s visit. According to witnesses, these forces also participate in raids to arrest 
the opposition with all the serious violations that accompany such action.

Furthermore, claims by the Police Mission that it is training police to have respect 
for human rights don’t match the reality. Throughout the operations of the mission in 
the occupied territories, thousands of complaints have been submitted against police 
officers and the General Investigation Agency which focus on the use of torture as a 
primary method of interrogation; according to reports, some civilians have died as a 
result of this torture. 

(1) Ibid 
(2) http://www.eupolcopps.eu/view/news
 (3) Ibid 
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A European officer while training the Authority security personnel

US 2011 Expenditure Plan:
Amount Purpose

Direct assistance to the Palestinian Authority

Assistance to West Bank and Gaza Strip through USAID
•   $20m assistance to the Govt., law 

enforcement and civil society.
•   $79.7m for health, education, social service.
•   $53.2m for economic development.
•   $47.5m humanitarian aid

Training, combat equipment, assistance to PA 
security forces in the West Bank, support for 
American security mission efforts. 

Support for the Ministry of Interior and Justice 
Department (general attorneys and criminal 
investigators) to improve performance, efficiency 
and cooperation in applying the law including in 
courts, police stations and prisons. 

Economic Assistance (Total $400m)

$200m

$200.4m

Anti-drugs authority and law enforcement ($113m)

$77m

$36m
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D
etention - an Israeli Policy

Detention - an Israeli Policy:

The Israeli occupation authorities realise the harmful and pervasive effect 
of the policy of detention on all aspects Palestinian. This forms the basis for 
their primary dependence on it. 

On the social front, taking a person away from their family and detaining 
them for extended periods has a severe psychological effect on all involved. 
It is well known that in Palestinian society, family members cooperate in such 
a way that elder members work to provide a livelihood, clothing, treatment 
and education for the younger ones. In the event of this individual’s arrest, 
it means that the family’s only or main source of income is cut off. Arresting 
people from working-class families causes poverty and unemployment 
across society. 

From a political perspective, detaining leaders of liberation movements 
creates chaos by blocking the implementation of anti-occupation activities. 
Moshe Dayan’s statement that “prisons will bring out handicapped and 
paralysed people who will create a burden on Palestinian society” embodies 
the ultimate aim of the detention policy. 

The occupation authorities’ detention campaign against Palestinians has 
been and remains systematic. The number of Palestinians detained in Israeli 
prisons from 1967 until the present day is approximately half a million, 
including ten thousand women and tens of thousands of children. This figure 
represents 27 per cent of all Palestinian citizens in the occupied territories. 

At the outset of the Aqsa Uprising in 2000, the pace at which Palestinians 
were being detained by Israel increased dramatically as thousands were 
detained at military roadblocks and house raids. Around 800 women and 
3,000 children were detained at this time; even after the prisoner exchange 
deal in 2011 approximately 4,600 prisoners remain behind Israeli bars, 
including 6 women and 207children.This number increases on a daily basis 
as the Israelis continue to adhere to the detention policy. (1)

In the period from January to July 2012, Israeli occupation forces arrested 
1,300 Palestinian civilians, 30 per cent of whom were children. The cities of 
Jerusalem and Hebron have had the highest number of detentions with 550 
people from Hebron and 80 children from Jerusalem being detained. (2)

(1) The relevant information was obtained from two sources::
http://www.btselem.org/arabic/statistics/detainees_and_prisoners
http://www.ppsmo.ps/portal
(2) Ibid
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Table of Number of Prisoners in Israeli Prisons after 18 October 2011(1)

(1) Ibid 
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Those detained before the Oslo 
Agreement.
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Prisoners from the Gaza Strip 

Prisoners from the West Bank 

Children(24 of them below 
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Women prisoners

Total
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Palestinian security agencies adopt the Israeli doctrine:

Despite the leadership of the Palestinian Authority expressing concerns 
regarding the issue of prisoners being held by Israel, it has practiced a 
detention policy against its own people for many years. The PA continued 
with this even during the hunger strikes by Palestinian prisoners in Israeli 
prisons; it launched an arrest campaign against Palestinians demonstrating 
in solidarity with the hunger strikers.

So how does the stated position of the PA tally with the activities of 
its own security services? These agencies are fully aware of the impact 
of detention on Palestinian citizens, as are the Israelis. Detention affects 
those Palestinians who carry the burden of the national project and does 
not discriminate between young and old, men and women; even children 
are detained. Moreover, detentions drain Palestinian society politically and 
economically and lead to families becoming destitute, threatening to place 
family life on the verge of collapse. Children are leaving school and entering 
the labour market at an early age to provide for their families. Statistics 
indicate that over the past five years the number of civilians being detained 
by the PA’s security services has surpassed the number being detained by 
Israel. 

It is estimated that from 2007 to 2011, the Palestinian Authority arrested 
13,271; Israel arrested 9,765. Sadly, 96 per cent of those who were detained 
by the PA have been tortured in varying degrees. Six detainees have died as 
a result of their treatment in custody, while many others have injuries and 
chronic diseases. Ninety-nine per cent of the detainees had already been 
detained by Israel and were arrested by the PA on similar charges.

Cases of political detention over the past five years:

Palestinian security agencies ad
op

t the Israeli d
octrine:

2007                2008                2009                2010                2011
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Despite the emergence of the Arab Spring at the end of 2010 and the 
inspirational toppling of several tyrannical regimes, the PA’s security agencies 
appear to be heedless of the changes in neighbouring countries. Indeed, they 
have continued their relentless detention campaigns in various Palestinian cities. 

The figures show that 572 civilians with records of previous arrests by Israel 
or the PA were rearrested by the Palestinian security services between January 
and July 2012. They were detained for one, two or more days during which 
time it is alleged that they were subjected to degrading treatment in a process 
of systematic torture. The cases that have been looked into prove that severe 
torture still exists and is a method adopted by the PA’s security agencies. The 
proof is that torture is resumed whenever the agencies feel the need to extract 
a confession from a suspect.

In addition to this, and in order to disrupt and paralyse the daily routine of 
ordinary Palestinians, the security services have instigated a summoning system 
whereby people are called to attend a security centre several times over the 
course of the month, or daily for the duration of a month. They must wait for 
lengthy periods before being allowed to meet the officer concerned; for example 
this is the situation for freed prisoners Khader Al Sorakji from Nablus and Zaid 
Sarhan from the Far’ah Camp - both are being summoned daily from morning 
to evening. Estimates suggest that about 770 civilians, including women, were 
summoned in this way between January and July 2012.

A dangerous development has emerged represented by the imposition of 
house arrest on several citizens who have been ordered not to leave their houses 
except when they go out to meet with the security agencies; this is the situation 
for two freed prisoners: Isa Saleh from Yata and Bashar Al Qwasmi from Hebron.

The following table illustrates the cases of detention and summonses:

Month/2012       1          2            3             4           5       6         7            Total

Detention Cases         82         67         87           71          72         102        91             572

Summonses     110        85          145        140         83         105      102             770
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Today: Thursday
attendance request 
Under the law of the Palestinian Authority ... On the basis of the 
application of the provisions of the law
Directorate of Jenin - the province

Name: .................... Nickname: .........
Address: ............. Kufr Rai
Today: Sunday Date: 22/7/201 time: ....
 Office No.: 24
You must bring the following documents:
ID card
Four portraits
Passport
Attendance is mandatory, non-attendance will expose you to legal 
accountability
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Torture

Torture:

Collected data indicates that during the period from June 2007 to the end 
of 2011, the Palestinian Authority arrested 13,271 Palestinians, 96 per cent 
of whom were exposed to several types of torture, resulting in six deaths. In 
mid-2011 a drop in severe torture cases was recorded. This wasn’t because 
of a deliberate political decision; it was due to the lack of “suitable” targets. 
When a case “requires” torture to extract a confession, especially an activist 
resisting the Israeli occupation, the PA security agencies are vicious and 
often subject the detainee to brutal torture to obtain information. During 
the period from January to July 2012 several cases were recorded of the 
use of severe torture, including kicking, punching, cursing and degrading 
treatment. 

Prominent cases where severe torture has been used :

Nimer Al Hindi

On 19 December 2011, the Preventive Security Force arrested Nimer Al 
Hindi, a student at Al Najah University, Nablus. He was subjected to severe 
torture including beating with a sharp instrument on his head which required 
him to be hospitalised. They wouldn’t take him to court in January 2012 due 
to continuous torture and his inability to move.

Waleed Ramadan

On the same day, the Preventive Security Force also arrested Waleed 
Ramadan who was taken to the agency’s HQ in Nablus. There, he was 
tortured severely. They wouldn’t take him to court in January 2012 due to 
continuous torture and his inability to move.

Fadi Al Amoori

On 26 March 2012, the Preventive Security Force arrested Fadi Al Amoori 
from Tulkarem. He was tortured severely from the moment of his arrival at 
the agency’s HQ.

Alaa’ Swaftah

On 17 July 2012, the Preventive Security Force arrested Alaa’ Sawaftah 
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and during interrogation he was exposed to severe torture. While he was 
being interrogated, his brothers Arafat and Adnan were also arrested for ten 
days to put pressure on him. As a result of the torture he had to be taken to 
hospital.

Hazim Al Fakhoori

On 17 July 2012, the General Intelligence Agency arrested Engineer Hazim 
Al Fakhoori and tortured him severely.

Ibrahim Abu Samrah

On 26 July 2012, the Preventive Security Force arrested Ibrahim Abu 
Samrah from Nablus. The torture was so bad that he was hospitalised.

Khader Al Sorakji

On 30 July 2012, the Preventive Security Force detained Khader Al Sorakji. 
While in detention, he was insulted and tortured. He is the brother of Yousef 
Al Sorkji who was assassinated by Israeli occupation forces during Al- Aqsa 
Uprising; he is also a freed prisoner from Israeli jails rea. 
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Revolving Door:
As part of their security cooperation with Israel, which goes back to 

the early nineties, PA security agencies provide the occupation forces with 
detainees’ profiles so that they can be detained after being discharged 
from PA prisons. In addition, Israeli security forces inform the PA agencies 
of the names of detainees being discharge from their prisons who are then 
usually summoned to appear at PA centres despite the long years spent in 
occupation prisons.

 Table showing some of the violations against prisoners and
freed prisoners.

Revolving D
oor:

Name Governorate Discharged/
still Prisoner

Date of Detention/ 
summons Remarks

Iyad Abu Zahra Nablus  Discharged on
19/01/2012

 Detained for short period after
his discharge

Spent 8 years in prison

Shadi Zayed Qalqiliah  Released in exchange
 deal

 30/01/2012 then discharged;
summonsed on 21/02/2012

Several times

Haitham Batat Hebron  Still in prison, life
sentence

 His house was raided
 by Preventive Security,
 searched and computers
confiscated

Ayman Al Hor Hebron March 2012  Detained for five days after his
discharge

Ali Shawawrah Bethlehem 15/03/2012  Arrested for hours after his
 discharge, and then detained
after several days

 Nidal Abdul
Haq

Nablus  Discharged in the
 exchange deal

 Summonsed on 13/03/2012;

Khader Sorakaji Nablus  Discharged on
08/04/2012

 Daily summons from morning
to evening

 Brother of Yusef Sorakji
 Who was assassinated by
the Israelis.

 Zeed
 Mohammd
Sarhan

Tobas  Discharged after 5
years in Israeli prisons

 Summonsed daily since
 16/04/2012 from morning to
evening

 Suffering from multiple
diseases

 Haj Hamdan
Abu Snainah

Hebron  Discharged at the
 beginning of April,
2012

Summonsed and detained He is 70 years old

 Husam Al
Bustami

Nablus  Discharged on
03/05/2012

 His father was called and was
 handed a summons for his son
immediately after his discharge

Spent 12 years in jail

 Wael Al
Amoodi

Nablus  Discharged on
24/05/2012

Periodic summonses Spent 9 years in jail

Helmi Ezzat Ramallah  Discharged on
05/06/2012

 Preventive Security detained
him on 02/07/2012

Spent 11 years in jail

 Mu'een Ahmad
Elawee

Nablus  Detained several
times by Israel

 Detained by Intelligence
Agency on 23/07/2012

 Before his detention,
 his house was raided by
 Israeli occupation forces
who tried to arrest him
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Likewise, the Israeli occupation forces have detained many of those who 
were discharged from Palestinian Authority prisons just hours or days after 
their release. The specific charges depended on information supplied by PA 
security agencies.

Name Governorate Date of 
Discharge Date of Detention Remarks

 Jihad Abu
Qubaita

Hebron 19/03/2012  One day after his
discharge

 Spent 18 months in
detention.

Bajis Amro Hebron 26/03/2012  One day after his
discharge

 Spent 18 months in
detention.

 Mohammad
 Abdulkarim
Amro

Hebron 28/03/2012  Two days after his
discharge

 Spent 20 months in
detention.

 Taha
 Mohammad
Shalaldah

Hebron 11/07/2012  Two days after his
discharge

 Detained several
 times by the
Palestinian Authority.

 Othman
Qawasmah

Hebron 19/07/2012  Two days after his
discharge

 Spent two years in
detention.

 Mohammad
Al Atrash

Hebron 19/07/2102  Two days after his
discharge

 Spent 19 months in
detention.

Victims of this policy:
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Research Sample:

Research was conducted on a sample of Palestinians who were detained 
and summonsed during the period January to July 2012. The 300 respondents 
were selected randomly from all parts of the occupied West Bank. They 
included women, children and men; rich and poor; healthy and sick; young 
and old; graduates and post-graduates. Our survey was unique in the sense 
that it was conducted secretly, unknown to the prison authorities and 
security agencies. While the outcome was not representative of the entire 
society, it revealed an important fact: any individual who chooses the path of 
resistance to the occupation is liable to be detained and subjected to torture. 

Four sets of questionnaires were prepared and divided according to 
subject. The first set focused on social status, age, occupation and study. 
The second focused on detention with the occupation and PA, discharge 
decisions and periods of detention. The third set focused on treatment while 
in detention; and the fourth on the impact of detention and cooperation with 
the occupation.

The responses to the first set of questions indicate that those who were 
detained or summonsed among elders and women represented 11.3 per 
cent and 15.3 per cent of the total respectively. Fifty-one per cent of those 
summonsed and detained were from the 21-59 age group, which are the 
most productive years. It also showed that 12.7 per cent of the subjects lost 

Research Sam
p

le:
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their jobs in the public sector thanks to the security agencies. 

 In response to the second group of questions, 98 per cent of the subjects 
confirmed that they were freed prisoners and that they were held in detention 
by Israel for several years.  Almost 100 per cent (99.7) said that they were 
detained several times in the past or had been summoned by the PA after 
their discharge from Israeli prison. Just under 60 per cent believed that the 
PA security agencies offered information to the Israelis which led to their 
conviction.

During the research period, 9 per cent of the respondents indicated that 
their discharge orders, which were issued by Palestinian courts, were not 
implemented. Despite an undertaking given by the PA not to try civilians in 
military courts, 5.3 per cent confirmed that they were brought before such 
courts. The subjects also spoke about a new method of torture which was 
in some respects even more painful than physical torture. Victims of this 
practice would be held in detention for three days or a week then discharged, 
then detained and released and rearrested indefinitely; 71 per cent of the 
subjects were victims of this policy.
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With regard to the third set of questions, which focused on their treatment 
while in detention, it was revealed that 99.7 per cent of the subjects suffered 
degrading treatment such as swearing and verbal insults. Almost 63 per cent 
reported that their homes were searched. Ninety-nine per cent said that 
they were subjected to extreme torture in PA prisons during the research 
period; 18.7 per cent said that they suffered cruel torture. Thirteen per cent 
experienced the summoning of one of their relatives as a means of putting 
pressure on them. Fifty-five per cent stated that the security forces tried to 
blackmail them by various means so that they would cooperate with them. 
In some instances they offered jobs and in other cases they promised to help 
secure their jobs and prevent their dismissal.  
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The fourth and last group of questions focused on the impact of detention 
by the PA and its cooperation with the Israeli occupation. Again, almost 100 
per cent said that detention operations have been conducted as part of the 
policy of cooperation between the Israeli occupation and the Palestinian 
Authority. The results showed the damaging effects of torture with regards 
to their education, economic situation and health. As a result of past torture 
by the Palestinian Authority, 60 per cent of those taking part in the research 
stated that they are suffering from chronic diseases while 74 per cent 
said that detention hindered their education; 67.3 per cent said that their 
detention caused them extreme poverty.
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Number of political detainees still in prison:

The total number of detainees in Palestinian Authority prisons has 
decreased significantly, but it’s difficut to give a specific number or the exact 
list of detainees’ names due to the continuous fluctuation of detentions 
and discharges. This is especially the case because most detainees are 
arrested for days or weeks; although there are a few exceptional cases 
where individuals spend long months and eventually join the list of “senior” 
detainees. According to estimates, the number of recent detainees in prisons 
ranges between 40 and 85, depending on the security agencies’ campaigns.

It is worth noting that among the detainees there is a large number who 
have spent several years in prison. All efforts to expedite their discharge have 
failed, except for a few who were discharged by the PA and then detained 
by the Israeli occupation forces. Among them are Mohammad Amro, Bajes 
Amro and Jihad Abu Qubaitah, who were discharged at the end of March 
2012 from Dahriah prison and then detained after one or two days by the 
Israelis.

 Names of prominent senior detainees:

Name City Date of Detention Remarks

Mohammad Al Ktout Nablus September, 2007 Detained

Ameen Al Qoqa Nablus November, 2007 Detained

Abdul Fattah Shraim Qalqiliah June, 2009 Sentenced to 12 
years

Alaa Diab Qalqiliah June, 2009 Sentenced to 20 
years

Wajdi Al Arori Ramallah August, 2009 Sentenced to 5 years

Atef Assalhi Selwad/
Ramallah September, 2010 Sentenced to 3 years

Islam Hamid Selwad/
Ramallah September, 2010 Sentenced to 3 years

Islam Al Arori Arora/
Ramallah

October, 2011 Sentenced to 3 years

Ayoob Al Qawasmi Hebron December, 2010 Sentenced to 8 
months. 
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Living conditions in PA prisons:

Central prisons and detention centres are spread all over the West Bank; 
43 in total. Most were taken over by the PA from the Israelis. Detainees have 
a two hours’ break in the afternoon and relatives can visit for an hour once 
a week. They can take vegetables, fruit and a cooked meal for each room. 
The administration provides a half pack of laundry detergent for each room, 
one block of soap for each six persons, half a kilo of sugar every month per 
person and half a kilo of tea leaves for each cell per month; this is generally 
insufficient for prisoners’ needs. 

Meals supplied in prison are poor in terms of quality and quantity. Three 
meals are provided daily and each meal is accompanied by one small loaf 
of bread per person. While health care is available at all times, there is a 
persistent problem with the availability of medicine. Relatives are often 
obliged to provide medicine at their own expense. Should a detainee require 
the services of a private physician, they are allowed a few hours to go for an 
appointment before returning to prison; they are accompanied by guards on 
such visits.

Detainees are subjected frequently to sanctions imposed by the prison 
administration. A common form of punishment is total lockdown. The units 
used for this are sealed completely without any windows or openings for 
fresh air, and are always very dark. Sanctioned inmates spend days in these 
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cells before they are taken to a room in the interrogation section where they 
spend one month or more for any minor violation. Additionally, they are 
threatened with a transfer, not to mention the various forms of collective 
sanctions. While all of the PA prisons and detention centres are bad, the 
worst of them are those located in the Jericho governorate.

Security services responsible for detention and interrogation:

The foremost Palestinian Authority security services responsible for 
detention are the Preventive Security Agency, General Intelligence and 
Military Intelligence. They compete with each other in summoning, detaining 
and torturing Palestinian civilians. Numerous cases have been recorded 
where people have been summoned by all three agencies at the same time. 
There have been instances where someone has been discharged by one 
agency and immediately rearrested by another.

Each of the aforementioned agencies operates their own detention and 
interrogation centres in every governorate of the West Bank. The Preventive 
Security Agency has 17 detention centres. In every governorate, there is a 
main centre for interrogation. These centres are supervised by the general 
administration of the agency in Ramallah. General Intelligence has 17 
detention centres and a central interrogation centre in all of the governorates 
except Jericho. All these centres are supervised by the General Intelligence 
HQ in Ramallah. Military Intelligence has 11 centres spread across all the 
governorates.

All security centres have one thing in common   they all operate outside the 
rule of law. Legally, detainees should only be held in reform and rehabilitation 
centres. Furthermore, a persistent concern over the centres operated by the 
PA is that they are not subject to any judicial control.

From an administrative and organisational point of view, General 
Intelligence, Preventive Security and Presidential Security fall under the 
control of the President of the Palestinian Authority, currently Mahmoud 
Abbas. As for Military Intelligence, National Security Forces and the Police, 
they are administered by the Ministry of the Interior, which coordinates with 
the Preventive Security Agency on internal security matters. Organisationally, 
the Interior Ministry is subject to the authority of the Palestinian Prime 
Minister.



42

Arab Organisation for Human Rights in UK

Detention Policy Striking Palestinian National Immunity at its Core

Prisons and political detention centres in the West Bank:

City  General
Intelligence

 Preventive
Security

 Military
Intelligence

 National
Security Police

Nablus Aljunaid 
+Jabal Tour

Aljunaid 
+Jabal Tour

Aljunaid

Jenin Intelligence 
Centre

Preventive 
Centre

Military 
Intelligence 

Centre
Tobas = = =
Qalqiliah = = = National 

Security
Salfeet = = =
Toulkarim = = =
Ramallah Balou' a 

Centre
Betonia 
Centre

Umm 
Asharayet 

Centre
Bethlehem Intelligence 

Centre
Preventive 

Centre
Military 

Intelligence 
Centre

Hebron 2 centres 2 centers
Al Dahriah Intelligence 

Centre
Preventive 

Centre
Tafouh = =
Bait Kahil = =
Bait Ula = =
Halhool = =
Sa'eer = = Temporary 

Detention 
centre

Jericho = = =



43
Detention PolicyStriking Palestinian National Immunity at its Core

Arab Organisation for Human Rights in UK

Before the courts:

Before the courts:

Since 2007 detainees have been sent to military courts, usually after an 
initial and prolonged period of torture and suffering. They are often given 
summary sentences for which there is no appeal by civilians. These military 
rulings exclude any recourse to a higher court, which has on previous 
occasions ordered the release of detainees.

The only authorities capable of intervening with the military courts are the 
security agencies which have the right to release detainees, extend detention 
or pass judgement. During heated debates with lawyers, many judges have 
explained, “We are merely following orders”. They cannot rule against the 
predetermined orders of the security agencies. In some cases where the 
verdicts were in favour of the detainees, the security agencies have refused 
to implement the judgements. On the other hand, the military courts issue 
quick judgements after one or four sessions at the most. On occasion, rulings 
are issued without holding a single session. The system is further called into 
question because lawyers are unable to defend their clients freely or even 
speak to them. As for the detainees, they are rarely afforded the right to 
speak. Verdicts are decided in advance. Hundreds of detainees have received 
prison sentences of more than 13 months; others were sentenced for more 
than ten years. As for the charges brought against the detainees during 
interrogation and in the military courts, they are markedly similar to those of 
the Israelis, such as membership of “terrorist militia”, creating social discord, 
and membership of an organisation hostile to the PA; this last charge was 
added to the profile of almost every detainee.

In mid-January 2011, the PA announced that it would stop sending 
Palestinian civilians before military courts. A day after this announcement, 
several detainees were sent for trial before military courts and the practice 
continued until the end of 2011. While some security agencies followed the 
decision not to send civilians to military courts, quite surprisingly they did 
not carry out the court order to release the detainees. It is clear that these 
agencies have a total disregard for the law which criminalises the non-
implementation of judicial rulings.
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From January to July 2012 there were many examples of cases which 
were sent to military courts, especially by the Preventive Security Agency. 
It holds the view that sending detainees to civil courts is “dangerous” and 
an impediment to its peace-keeping efforts. As for those agencies which 
adhered to the decision to send civilians to civil courts, their commitment 
proved superficial because 20 per cent of the decisions issued by these courts 
in favour of the detainees were not implemented, despite their provision 
of the required financial and judicial guarantees. The rest of the detainees 
during this period were discharged after spending periods ranging from two 
days to one week without judicial supervision. Some of them were detained 
in this manner on several occasions.

The following table shows some examples of such cases:

Name  Nature of judgment
or extension

 Date of
decision Remarks

Tahseen Abu 
Markheiah

Discharge 03/01/2012 General Intelligence to 
implement the decision

Alaa' Al Far 3 months’ imprisonment 14/02/2012 Freed prisoner
Malik Kuzmar 3 months’ imprisonment 02/2012 High Secondary Student
Nasir Jarara'h Discharge with bail of 6000 

Jordanian Dinars
20/02/2012 Freed prisoner

Ahmad Sawalha Discharge with bail of 6000 
JDs

20/02/2012 Freed prisoner

Nayef 
Hamadneh

Discharge with bail of 6000 
JDs

20/02/2012 Freed prisoner

Ala Aldeen 
Hamdan

Release on bail 05/03/2012 Preventive Security refused 
to implement the decision

Yazeed Khader Trial was postponed. He is 
already discharged but is 
waiting to go to court 

09/04/2012 Journalist

Zaid Subhi 
Qafeeshah

Discharge with 2000 JDs 
bail

02/04/2012 General Intelligence refused 
to implement the decision

Ismat Abdul 
Khaliq

Discharge with 2000 JDs 
bail

04/04/2012 Female journalist detained 
on 29/03/2012

Mohammad 
Lahlooh

Discharge with 1000 JDs 
bail

10/05/2012 General Intelligence refused 
to implement the decision

Louai Issa Erfaiah Discharge with 1000 JDs 
bail

13/05/2012 General Intelligence refused 
to implement the decision

Mohammad 
Subaih

Discharge 20/06/2012 General Intelligence refused 
to implement the decision

Ahmad Idrees Al 
Jamal

Discharge 04/07/2012 Preventive Security refused 
to implement the decision
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Protests:

Relatives of detainees have held many protest demonstrations against 
political detention; some of these are still on-going in front of the International 
Red Cross Headquarters, in public squares in various cities, and in universities, 
despite their repeated suppression. Indeed, the protests were intensified 
after scores of detainees announced that they were staging a hunger strike 
until their discharge. Their efforts ended successfully with the release of a 
number of detainees in July 2012.

 The following detainees were discharged during July, after
 the hunger strike and protest vigils organised by their
families:

Name of discharged person City

Othman Abdul Kadir Al Qawasmeh Hebron

Mohammad Barakat Al Atrash Hebron

Dirar Amro Hebron

Mohammad Shalaldah Hebron

Abdullah Al Akir Nablus

Abdul Hakim Al Qadah Nablus

Jaafar Dababseh Nablus

Abdulrahman Abadi Jenin

Nidal Al Natsheh Hebron

Anas Abu Markheiah Hebron

Mutasem Tayseer Yaseen Al Natsheh Hebron

Mohammad Hasaneen Abu Hadeed Hebron

Muaid Bani Oudeh Tamoun
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Selective investigation of violations:

On 24 July 2012, the committee formed by President Abbas to investigate 
an assault by security agencies on Palestinian demonstrators on 30th 
June and 1st July this year submitted its report. The protests had erupted 
in Ramallah against a reported planned meeting between the former 
Israeli defence minister, Shaul Mofaz, and Abbas. The committee’s report 
recommended the referral of all police personnel implicated in the assault to 
a criminal investigation. They included the officers who wore civilian clothes 
and participated in the unlawful beating of the demonstrators. 

The committee also recommended that the Ramallah City Police Chief 
and the Director of Criminal Investigation both be held accountable for 
their failure to deal adequately with the two demonstrations and contain 
the protestors. The report blamed these officials for allowing the police   
uniformed and plainclothes   to beat peaceful demonstrators and assault 
reporters who were covering the event. 

Remarkably, this is the first report of its kind and while it came to bold 
conclusions the authors were unable to refer explicitly to security agencies. 
Instead, they directed their anger at police officers. Why, despite the reports 
and witness confirmation that Preventative Security Agency and General 
Intelligence personnel assaulted demonstrators, did the report avoid 
mentioning the agencies by name? The answer is obvious: these agencies 
constitute a “red line” that cannot be crossed. Experience shows that anyone 
who tries to condemn these agencies is targeted. This also suggests that 
this particular report would have been filed away, unread, but was released 
to relieve escalating pressure on the PA due to increasing violations by its 
security staff.

What reinforces this suggestion is that the focus is on particular events, 
while many others in which more serious violations were committed are 
completely ignored. The assault on civilians which took place on the night 
of Mofaz’s visit is not unique; since the beginning of the year, numerous 
violations have taken place, and continue to occur. These include systematic 
detentions and summonses, torture, disregard for judicial verdicts, dismissal 
from employment and the detention of journalists. 

Selective investigation of violations:
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 Job losses and discrimination based on political
affiliation

The Palestinian Authority deprives individuals of their 
livelihood s part of its armoury deployed against the political 
opposition. Many people have lost their jobs with little regard for 
the fact that they are the sole breadwinners for large extended 
families, or the difficult living conditions under Israeli occupation. 
Estimates indicate that between 2007 and 2011 approximately 
3,200 individuals were dismissed from their jobs on political 
grounds; in the six months to July 2012, 73 people were either 
fired or deprived of employment, including teachers, doctors, 
engineers and manual workers.

Many have challenged the legality of their dismissal before the 
courts, but have been denied justice. The high court in Ramallah 
was scheduled to convene in June to discuss the issues, but when 
the complainants arrived at the court they discovered that the 
hearing had been adjourned due to the lack or quorum. 

Dismissals on political backgrounds still continue and an 
increasing number of cases are being recorded of people 
refused employment due to their political affiliation. Indeed, 
many employees and job seekers experience blackmail by the 
Palestinian security agencies. In addition, there is what is known 
as a “security survey” which targets students on the verge of 
graduation. Those with “negative” security reports obtained 
through this survey need security approval before being allowed 
to do things like open a shop, get a job in a private establishment, 
or obtain a driving licence.

Job
 losses and

 d
iscrim

ination b
ased

 on p
olitical affiliation



50

Arab Organisation for Human Rights in UK

Detention Policy Striking Palestinian National Immunity at its Core

 Examples of cases this year where jobs have been lost due to
political affiliation:

Date Job loss/rejection of employment/stopping of salary

06/01/2012 The Ministry of Education fires Mahmoud Atallah Elaian 
from his job as a teacher in Al Jeeb Secondary School.

30/01/2012 The Ministry of Education fires Omar Abu Lail from his 
teaching post at the Balata Refugee Camp. An Islamic 
Education teacher, Abu Lail achieved first class results in 
exams held by the Ministry.

06/02/2012 Yazeed Al Tanbour, a teacher from Nablus was fired on the 
grounds of his political affiliations. 

08/02/2012 The Ministry of Education rejects the appointment of 
Maysoon Mehsen despite her achieving first class exam 
results.

09/02/2012 The Staff Bureau halts the salary of Sheikh Mohammad 
Sameh Afanah from Qalqiliah based on political charges 
against him. He has been arrested for his political affiliations 
several times by security agencies.

28/02/2012 Ra'afat Shahroor, a teacher from Balaa was fired from his job 
days after he had been summoned by General Intelligence 
in Tulkarem and been blackmailed.

14/03/2012 The Ministry of Education fires Ghassan Adailee, a teacher 
from Nablus, from his teaching post.

28/03/2012 Bilal Mohammad Buhais, a freed prisoner, was fired from 
his job as head of Radiology in the Salfeet Government 
Hospital. 

05/04/2012 The Ministry of Education fires Khalil Rebai from his job as 
a teacher in Yata.

19/04/2012 The Ministry of Education fires Ikram Al Jawhari from her 
job as a teacher in Nablus.
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 Legal framework:

Palestinian Basic Law, approved in 2003, is considered to be the 
Palestinian Constitution and stipulates the rights, duties and authority of 
executive, judicial and legislative bodies, much like the constitution of any 
other country (1)  However, many executive authorities in various countries 
misuse their constitutions and turn them into an instrument to suppress 
people, violate their rights and centralise authority in the hands of the 
ruling junta whose main concern becomes the preservation of its narrow 
interests. Despite the harsh Israeli occupation, the Palestinian Authority has 
implemented the Basic Law in a way similar to a dictatorship; it ignores all 
of the text that repudiates assaults on civilian rights and which insists that 
citizens must have a life with dignity. 

The Basic Law stipulates the following:

• Articles 6 - 10 outline the principles of equality; rule of law; and the 
necessity of respect for basic human rights.

• Article 11, paragraph 2 states: “It is unlawful to arrest, search, imprison, 
restrict the freedom or prevent the movement of any person, except by 
judicial order in accordance with the provisions of the law. The law shall 
specify the period of pre-arrest detention. Imprisonment or detention 
shall only be permitted in places that are subject to laws related to the 
Organisation of prisons.”

• Article 12 states: “Every arrested or detained person shall be informed 
of the reason for their arrest or detention. They shall be promptly 
informed, in a language they understand, of the nature of the charges 
brought against them. They shall have the right to contact a lawyer and 
to be tried before a court without delay.”

• Article 13 states: “No person shall be subject to any duress or torture. 
Indicted persons and all persons deprived of their freedom shall receive 
proper treatment. All statements or confessions obtained through 
violation of the provisions contained in paragraph 1 of this article shall 
be considered null and void.”

Legal fram
ew

ork: 
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• Article 17 states: “Homes shall be inviolable; they may not be subject 
to surveillance, broken into or searched, except in accordance with a 
valid judicial order and in accordance with the provisions of the law. Any 
consequences resulting from violations of this article shall be considered 
invalid. Individuals who suffer from such violation shall be entitled to a 
fair remedy, guaranteed by the Palestinian National Authority.”

• Article 19 states: “Freedom of opinion may not be prejudiced. Every 
person shall have the right to express his opinion and to circulate it orally, 
in writing or in any form of expression or art, with due consideration to 
the provisions of the law.”

• Article 25 states: “Every citizen shall have the right to work, which is 
a duty and honour. The Palestinian National Authority shall strive to 
provide work for any individual capable of performing it.”

• Article 26 states: “Palestinians shall have the right to participate in 
political life, both individually and in groups. They shall have the following 
rights in particular:

•  To form, establish and join political parties in accordance with the 
law;

•  To form and establish unions, associations, societies, clubs and 
popular institutions in accordance with the law;

•  To vote, to nominate candidates and to run as candidates for 
election, in order to have representatives elected through universal 
suffrage in accordance with the law;

•  To hold public office and positions, in accordance with the principle 
of equal opportunities;

•  To conduct private meetings without the presence of police members, 
and to conduct public meetings, gatherings and processions, within 
the limits of the law.”

These rights cannot be nullified even in the case of emergency. Article 
111 of the Basic Law states: “It is impermissible to impose restrictions on 
fundamental rights and freedoms when declaring a state of emergency 
except to the extent necessary to fulfil the purpose stated in the decree 
declaring the state of emergency.” Also, article 112 states: “Any detention 
carried out pursuant to a state of emergency decree shall be subjected to 
minimum requirements such as reviewed by the Attorney General, and the 
selection and appointment of a lawyer.”
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We firmly believe that if the agencies of the Palestinian Authority had 
preserved the rights of citizens before and after signing the Oslo Agreement 
and applied the laws as they stand, the Palestinian people would have got 
their freedom and established their state long ago. However, after 20 years 
of the Authority’s existence, none of these laws have as yet been enforced; 
rather, they have been neglected and violated. Furthermore, these laws and 
the judiciary have become puppets in the hands of the security agencies 
which have put citizens’ rights and the Palestinian right to self-determination 
in jeopardy.

Practices of the Palestinian Authority, especially those related to crimes 
like torture which escalate in degree to the level of crimes against humanity, 
are an explicit violation of the fundamentals stipulated in the Palestinian 
Basic Law, International Humanitarian Law, International Human Rights Law 
and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights [1948]. The latter states: 
“Everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedoms set forth in this Declaration, 
without distinction of any kind”, while the ninth article specifically states: 
“No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or exile.”

The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights [1966] stresses a 
group of fundamental rights and its ninth article states: “Everyone has the 
right to liberty and security of person. No one shall be subjected to arbitrary 
arrest or detention. No one shall be deprived of his liberty except on such 
grounds and in accordance with such procedure as are established by law. 
Anyone who is arrested shall be informed, at the time of arrest, of the reasons 
for his arrest and shall be promptly informed of any charges against him. 
Anyone arrested or detained on a criminal charge shall be brought promptly 
before a judge or other officer authorised by law to exercise judicial power 
and shall be entitled to trial within a reasonable time or to release. It shall not 
be the general rule that persons awaiting trial shall be detained in custody, 
but release may be subject to guarantees to appear for trial at any other 
stage of the judicial proceedings, and should occasion arise, for execution of 
the judgment. Anyone who is deprived of his liberty by arrest or detention 
shall be entitled to take proceedings before a court to regain his rights.”

The fundamentals of the Fourth Geneva Convention [1949] relative 
to protection of civilian persons in times of war are considered the most 
prominent as the stipulate the importance of upholding the rights of civilians 
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and preventing disrespect by the occupation or its agents. In the third article 
of the Convention, all parties shall be prohibited with respect of the following 
actions:

a) Violence to life and person, in particular murder of all kinds, 
mutilation, cruel treatment and torture;

b) The taking of hostages;
c) Outrages upon personal dignity, in particular humiliating and 

degrading treatment;
d) The passing of sentences and the carrying out of executions without 

previous judgment pronounced by a regularly constituted court, 
affording all the judicial guarantees recognised as indispensable by 
civilised peoples.

The eighth article of the Convention considers that protected persons 
may in no circumstances renounce their rights in part or in their entirety. 
The thirty-first article stresses that no physical or moral coercion shall be 
exercised against protected persons, in particular to obtain information from 
them or from third parties.

The crimes committed in the territories of the Palestinian Authority can be 
prosecuted under two mechanisms. The first mechanism is comprehensive 
international jurisdiction; some countries have adopted laws which allow 
any individual accused of committing major crimes such as torture, to be 
brought to account at any time and in any place in the world. The second 
mechanism is through the utilisation of the Rome Statute of the International 
Criminal Court [1998] which includes articles related to prosecuting major 
violations of human rights regardless of the status of the criminal or their 
immunity. The Statute’s seventh article states: “Crimes against humanity 
including murder, torture, imprisonment or other severe deprivation of 
physical liberty in violation of fundamental rules of international law are 
within the specialty of this court.” The seventh article ensures that major 
violations of the Geneva Convention [1949] are crimes and come under the 
specialisation of the International Criminal Court.
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Sum
m

ary and
 Recom

m
end

ations:

To uphold the rights of Palestinians in the occupied 
territories is a national requirement as these rights are 
not a favour from anybody. Every individual is born with 
these rights and is entitled to them for the duration of 
their lives. As such, this requires that the detainees be 
discharged and a committee be formed to look into all 
violations committed by the national security agencies. 
An Honour Convention should also be instituted which 
prohibits political detention, torture and politically-
motivated job losses.

Palestinians in the West Bank are regarded in law 
as being under occupation and are protected by the 
Geneva Convention and related international law. An 
assault on any of their rights, especially those related 
to the right to life, liberty, physical and mental safety is 
considered a violation of international law.

Violations perpetrated by the Palestinian Authority 
against Palestinian civilians have led to the erosion 
of the national resistance, and have also hindered 
the Palestinian people from exercising their right to 
self-protection. This includes resistance of a peaceful 
nature directed against Israeli ethnic cleansing which 
threatens the right to self-determination. 

Israeli occupation forces conduct dozens of violations 
against Palestinian civilian on a daily basis including 
murder, detention, torture, land confiscation and the 
destruction of houses. At the same time, Palestinian 
Authority security agencies conduct similar procedures 
including detention, torture and assaults against civil 
establishments and public liberties. This is a clear 
exchange of roles aimed at damaging the morale of 
the Palestinian people and their legitimate resistance 
in the way of liberty and self-determination.

1

3

2

4

Summary and Recommendations:
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Palestinian security cooperation with the Israeli 
authorities has reached intolerable and unimagined 
levels with regard to violation of the dignity, life and 
liberty of Palestinian citizens. Palestinian security 
agencies under the former leadership of US security 
chiefs, Dayton and Moeller, are now supported by 
agents from the EU and CIA and tasked with executing 
purely Israeli agendas which has turned the lives of 
Palestinian citizens into a living hell.

The Authority’s political and security leaders are 
directly responsible for detaining Palestinians and 
torturing them in detention centres in contravention of 
the Basic Law, and international laws and conventions. 
Every officer or soldier, regardless of rank, who carries 
out orders to torture or detain others illegally, should 
be held fully accountable for their actions and shall be 
considered a perpetrator of a crime against humanity. 
The excuse of “I was carrying out my orders” should 
not exempt them from accountability.

Mr. Mahmoud Abbas, as President of the Palestinian 
Authority with direct responsibility for its work and 
employees, is responsible for any grave violations 
committed by the security agencies against Palestinian 
civilians. Moreover, on 14 June 2007, Abbas himself 
declared the state of emergency which gave absolute 
freedom to security agencies and military courts at the 
expense of civilians who are now subject to military 
rule under Israeli occupation.

The Jordanian government must also share 
responsibility for the grave violations carried out by 
Palestinian Authority security agencies as it trains 
their cadres in security tactics and provides them with 
equipment. The Jordanian government should stop 
training Palestinian security agency personnel.
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The Arab Organisation for Human Rights in the 
UK calls on Nabil Al Arabi, the General Secretary 
of the Arab League, and Mr. Ekmeleddin Ihsanoglu 
, the  Secretary General of the Organisation of 
Islamic Cooperation, to break down the wall of 
silence surrounding the violations perpetrated by 
the Palestinian Authority against its civilians which 
has prevailed for far too long. It also calls on them to 
move immediately to bring an end to the suffering of 
detainees and their families, to form a committee to 
investigate the violations against them, and ensure 
that they are afforded their rights.

The Arab Organisation for Human Rights in the 
UK calls on the EU to stop the assistance granted 
to Palestinian Authority security agencies until they 
have dismantled and unified into one police agency 
to serve the Palestinian people, and not to promote 
the agendas of foreign states. We also call on the 
leadership of the EU to form a legal committee of 
experts in the field of human rights to investigate 
violations perpetrated in the Palestinian Authority 
territories and to work hard to bring an end to torture 
and detention. We also call on the EU to withdraw 
the European Police Mission from the territories of 
the Palestinian Authority.

The Arab Organisation for Human Rights in the 
UK calls on President Obama to work towards 
withdrawing his country’s security delegate, Michael 
Moeller, and the CIA mission from the territories of 
the Palestinian Authority and to bring human rights 
violators to justice.
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