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Mr. President
[Madam High Commissioner on Human Rights]
Excellencies, Ladies and gentleman,

t

It is an honor for me to address the Human Rights Council on the

occasion of the second Universal Periodic Review of the State of Israel.

Our National Report and our presence here today, together with Israel's
| periodic reports to the cdre' human rights treaty bodies and our -interactive
dialogue with’ thém, are not just about dryly reporting on the past, far
~from it: they are an opportunity for in—depth self—éxamination The UPR
exercise is a helpful element in this ongomg process of reﬂectlon
scrutiny and transparency, ‘and Tsrael is ‘determined to seize the
opportunity, as it has done on previous occasions, in order to build upon
its achievements and address.the challenges that lie ahead. Human rights
have always been a major element in Israel's public discourse, and this
process further assists us to increase the awareness, both in the
governmental and public spheres, of human rights issues, and in the

identification of some of'the challenges that remain.

It must be stressed that Israel’s engagement with such mechanisms is
often fraught with challenges of its own. Israel has been regularly subject
to significant, and often politically motlvated scrutiny over the years,
disproportional to the worldwide human r1ghts situation. Nevertheless,
" Israel regularly works with various international and domestic bodies and
| NGOs involved with human rights issues, including a specific with the
Minerva center and civil society on the repbrting process and follow-up -
with the Human Rights treaty bodies. Isracl’s efforts in that regard attest

to its appreciation for transparency and dialogue in a democratic society




and in the international arena.

Before discussing soine of Israel's main achievements in the field of
human rights during the reporting period, it is important to recall the -
unique security issues. that Israel has been facihg since its establishment. -

Israel has been, and continues to be, faced with serious sécurity threats, -
including suicide terrorism, external hostility and indiscriminate arm"ed |
attacks against its cfvilians. Over the years, terrorist organizations have’
never ceased to attempt to kill innocent Israeli citizens, in Israel and
around the world, and even today we hear various calls to destroy the
State of Isracl. The primary duty of the State of Israel — and indeed of
every country — is to protect the lives of its citizens, the same right to life
which underlies the Human -Rights Conventions. The State of Isfael
endeavors. to address these challengés while complying with its -
inte"rnatiohal obligations, the welfare of its entire population, human

rights and humanitarian considerations for all sides.

The State éf Israel is keenly qwére of the complexity of its multicultural
socicty énd' of the vital need to protect human rights, and to strike an
appropriate balance between protection of human rights and the public
_interest. As we hope to demonstrate during this dialogue, Israel's
legislative, judicial 'ana governmental organs, have shown a ge.riuine
concern for achieving this balance and for ensuring the protection of

human rights,

Mr. President,

The many actions undertaken by.the executive, legislative and judicial
‘ | ; 7

branches, since the foundation of the State, and more specifically since

the last reporting period, reflect the importance Israeli society as a whole

attaches to the protection of human rights.




Israel is an open and dynamic society, with an extremely robust media
and with courts that are both empowered and willing to intervene and

impact public debate and policy.

Equality before the law and non-discrimination are basic principles of
Israel's legal system. The law applies not only to private people or legal
entities, but also to every public aL}thority. These principles are a
cornerstone of the Isracli legal system as apparent both in legislation and

adjudication.

The extremely limited scope of my statement does not permit me to cover
all of the improvements pertaining to the implementation of human rights
in Tsrael. Many of these are described in the report éurrently before you.
However, I will endeavor to address some key topics in which significant

improvements have occurred.

1. As part of the continuous efforts to grant children special status |
 and to enable them to eXi)ress their position and opinion,
especially through judicial proceedings, in 2011, the Rules of
Civil Procedure were amended, so that Family Matters Courts,
deliberating cases regarding a child, are now required to provide
an appropriate opportunity for the child to express hié/her
feelings and preferences. The child's preferences will be taken
into consideration according to the child's age and- level of

maturity. The rules will be fully implemented by 2014,

2. In December 2011, the Youth Law was amended to include a

mechanism of restorative justice for juvenile offenders.

Israeli courts, led by the Supreme Court, have continued to play a crucial

role in anchoring and promoting human rights in Israeli society.r




~The Supreme Court, sitting as the High Court of Justiée, oversees the
actions of all governmental bordies.' Isracli courts are empowéred to
conduct judicial review of any act of legislation, in light of the Basic
Laws. Access to the Court is extremely broad, with very few procedural,
substantive or financial hurdles. Any interested party (in.cl_uding. ﬁoh—
governmenfal organizations) or any person (including non-citizens and
non-residents, like the Pélestinié,ns résiding in the West Bank), affected or
pOtentiélly affected by a government action, can petition the High Conirt
of Justice on a claim that the action is ulira vires, unlawful, substantially

unreasonable etc.

Let me mention three recent examples of the prominent role played by the

 judiciary in safeguarding these rights:

I. In September 2013, the High Court of Justice 'r_ehder.ed judgment."in
a petition filed by several NGOs, regarding the constitutiénality of
Amendment No. 3 to the Prevention of Inﬁltmtibn Law (Offenses
and Jurisdiction) 5772—20121. The extended panel of nine .judges
ruled that holding persons who entéred-illegally, in detention r_for a
long period of time {(up to a maximum period of three ‘yéars) ‘
constitutes a material violation of their rights, including liberty and
dignity, as enshrined in the Basic Law: I}uman Dignity and

. Liberty. The court determined that this violation does not meet the
proportionality criteria contained within the limitation clause of the -
Basic Law, and was therefore unconstitutional. The court annulled
the operative section of this law and ordered thaf 1,700 persons

arrested according to this law will be released in 90 days, at the




most, unless there was a different ground for the arrest. (H.C.J.
' 7146/12 Naget Serg Adam et. al. v. The Knesset et. al.(16.9.13).

2. In February 2011, the High Court of Justice ruled that the Ministry
of Education was required to take concrete measures premoting the
right to educat1on for children in the eastern ne1ghb0rh00ds of
Jerusalem, in hght of the lack of classrooms there. The Court held
that the rlght to education is a key component of the constitutional
right to hnman dignity, requiring that every child in Israel
(including eastern Jerusalem) be “afforded  the same basic
educational opportlmities.. The Court ordered the Ministry of
Education to -establish adequate infrastructure, in order to enable
the local education system to absorb all eligible chlldren residing in

' the eastern neighborhoods of Jerusalem. The Mlmstry of Educatlon
- was given five years to achieve this goal, and in the meantime, it

was instructed to pay for altemative_ educational arrangements.

In June 2013, a contractor who refused to" sell an apaftment te an Arab
Israeli citizen was obliged, in a court proceeding, to pay a high fine for
his .action's. In addition to measures taken by the legislative and the
judieial | branches, Israel's executive branch has also been actinely
working towards the enhancement and protection of human rlghts I will

“highlight a few examples

During 2012, several steps Wefe taken in order to improve and
accommodate the working conditions for persons of various populations,
including thfough media eampaign — all with the aim of making the Civil
Service more accessible to the Arab population. Data indicates a steady
increase in the rates. of Arab, Druze and Circassian employees in the

Civil Service. In December 2012, 8.4% of all the Civil Service
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employees were Arabs, including Bedouins, Druze and Circassians

(in comparison to 6.17% in 2007,).

The seriousness with which the State of Israel addresses human 'r'ights
matters can be further demonstrated by the establishment in 2011, of a
joint inter-ministerial téam, headed by one of the Ministry of Justice's
Deputy Attorney General (Advisory Department), for reviewing and
implementing the Concluding Observations of human rights committees.
This inter-ministerial team meets periddically and has promoted several

significant changes in regard to various human rights issues.

An important testament to Israel commitment to self-examination and the
adherence to international law, is the cstablishment of a Public
Commission of Inquiry, mandated, among other responsibilities, to assess
whether the mechanisms for examining and investigating complaints and
claims raised in relation to violations of the laws of armed conflict,

conforms with Israel's obligations under international law.

The Commission submitted a compréhensive report in February 2013,
ultimately and after a thorough examination of cdmparati've‘ and
international law coﬁcluding that Israel's mechanisms for examining and
investigating complaints and claims of Vioiations of the rules of the law
of armed conflict, generally comply with its obligations under
international law. The Commission nevertheless makes several
recommqndati.ons for improving the Israeli 'system. This commission,
headed by a Supreme Court Justice, with two distinguished foreign
observers, is a clear evidence for Israel's will to comply With international
standards in this important field. The Prime Minister has decided to

recommend to the Government to establish a professional team that will




study the recommendations of the report, examine the need for

modifications and improvements, and suggest specific modes of action.

" Mr. President,

Isracl has given careful consideration to the recommendations made in
the eeurse of the former UPR, also regarding the legal regime in the West
Bank, especially regarding- minors.- Accord'ingly, several dramatic
.changes were made, fully supported by the Attomey General. Let me give

you just three examples

e In 2009, in a major step, a Juvenile Military Court was
established in the West Bank, to handle cases involving minors, = .
and to guarantee adequate and professional care for juveniles.

The Court is required to give due consideration to the welfare

and best interests of the chﬂd in the course of the proceedmgs

defined at first as a temporary order and. was extended

perlodtcally On September 30, 2013, the amendment became a

e In 2011, the age of majority in the'West'Bank was raised from
16 to 18 years of age, thus ahgmng it w1th the age of majonty

entered into force on September 27,201 1) It should be noted,

_ however, that even prior to the aforémentioned orders, the

Military Courts in the West Bank were applying special rules




regarding minors, and in practice were already treating juvenile

- offenders between the ages of 16 and 18 as minors.

e In addition, an extensive review process led to a substantial
shortening of detention periods in the West Bank, for all

' detainees, but especially for minors.

Finally, I would like to mention a few examples for steps that were taken
lately, in order to facilitate everyday life and the observance of religion

for the Palestinian population in the West Bank.

One example can be found in the eXtensiver efforts to accommodate
Palestinians observing the Muslim month of Ramadan. Last year in light
of the relative security stability in the West Bank, wide-ranging measures
were adopted durlng Ramadan. This year, despite continued terrorist
attempts, the security assessment has-allowed for the approval of even
more extenrsivle measures. During Ramadan, over a million Palestinians
entered Isracl, especially in order to pray on the Temple Mount. The
hours during Whlich crossings are open were extended, numerous permits
were given for fémily visits in Israel and internal crossings were opened
to facilitate the rﬁovement of thousands of vehicles.

The second example deals with alleviating restrictions that were
previously irﬁposed on freedom of movement in the West Bank in order
to make it difficult for terrorists to move in the area. Despite the
underlying security concerns, in accordance with Israel’s policy, the IDF
is continuously examining restrictions on movefnent -imposed in the West
Bank, with the aim of reducing the restrictions to fhe minimum required
according to security concerns. Currently, there are only a few
checkpoints in place which are normally open, thus creating almost no

restrictions on movement between Palestinian villages and towns.
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Another example is related to the possibirlity of Palestinians from the
‘West Bank to enter Israel in order to work. The recent year has seen
- futher increases in the number of work permits for Palestinian workers by
5,000 permits. These are additional to the 70,000 permits, given to

Palestinian workers already employed in Israel and Isracli settlements. .

L Concluding remarke
Mr. President,

- The p’roinotion of human rights is a just, yet complex task, in every
society; especiaily in a democratic, multicultural society that constantly
confronts terrorism, and is one which we, are committed to. A key
challenge in this context is to ensure that the daily difficulties created by
this situation, do not inhibit ereative thinking anct the preactive taking of
appropriate legislative and - administrative measures to address human
rights issues. Clearly, despite the many 1mprovements that I ment1oned
earlier, and the ones that were mentioned in the report, there is st111 much
to be done. We are aware of our shortcomings and of the challenges that -
still lie ahead. We are of course open to constructive criticism; and we
look forward to working within the framework of the UPR mechanism,
conducted on the basis of universality, impartiality and professionalism, -
so that our shared goal of promoting and enhancing human rights can be

fully achieved.

Thank you, Mr. President.




