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Definition
Administrative detention refers to a decision to hold a prisoner in jail passed by the Israeli administrative bodies concerned with field struggle with all sects of the Palestinian people. It is based on the concept that the indicted is criminal until proved innocent. This form of detention does not require a confirmed charge or conspicuous proofs nor is it limited to a specific period; rather it is grounded on overt or mostly secret allegations according to which the prisoner is confined in jail without a trial or even the knowledge of why he is detained or how long he will stay in detention. 

Historical background
This despotic policy (administrative detention) applied on occupied Palestine dates back to 1945 when this law was legislated by the British mandatory government to justify the imprisonment of numerous Palestinian activists who could not be sued due to lack of evidences for the activities they engaged in. The Israeli occupational authorities inherited from the British mandate many of the tactics of oppression and torture which they had used against the Palestinians. 
Many colonizers used this law in the past to combat activists who fought for the freedom of their homelands and people; however, it was suspended when direct occupation was terminated and human rights and man’s dignity and freedom on his land were advocated. This policy has not been in use since the extermination of the racist rule in South Africa except by the Israeli authorities. However, the United States started to apply this detention policy following the events of 11th September 2001.
Though the Israeli government has always sought to maintain the validity of this law, it has not applied it so extensively since the 70s except after the outbreak of the Palestinian upheaval in 1987. Before that it had been used on a limited scale to pass short-term prison periods not exceeding six months except in the case of the Palestinian detainee Ali Awad Al Jammal from Jenin who spent six years and nine months in administrative detention on basis of a charge without trial. The Israeli authorities dispensed with this policy when Al Jammal, the last administrative detainee, was freed on 2 March 1982. 

On 4 August 1985, the Israeli authorities reactivated the application of the administrative detention with the aim to tighten the grip on the occupied lands. With the outbreak of the Palestinian upheaval on 8 December 1987, Israeli decision makers escalated this procedure and passed a decision that allowed the extension of the detention period, basically six months, several times. The result was a remarkable increase in the number of administrative detainees which reached twenty thousand prisoners during the period from 1987 and 1994.

To facilitate the administrative detention procedure, the occupational authorities issued a number of military orders, among them was order (1228), issued on 17 March 1988, that granted officers and soldiers of ranks lower than the area commander the power to pass administrative detention decisions. Consequently, Ansar detention facility (3) was built in Naqab desert to accommodate the huge numbers of prisoners especially those confined by virtue of an administrative detention decision.

Upon closure of Naqab detention facility following the first upheaval, the administrative detainees were moved to Majedo prison as the practice of this policy escalated after the Israeli settler had perpetrated the massacre inside the Abraham Mosque in Hebron on 25/2/1994 killing tens of Palestinians while praying. Official records showed that some prisoners stayed in administrative detention for three years with the charge of endangering the state security.

The momentum of administrative detention reduced after 1998 bringing the number of administrative detainees at Majedo prison to seven in 2000. Nevertheless, the outbreak of the Al Aqsa upheaval by the end of September in the same year revived this oppressive policy and has brought the total of administrative prisoners at certain times to 15000 some of whom had spent five consecutive years in prison before they were freed.  
During the Aqsa upheaval, the occupational authorities have issued 18 thousand administrative detention orders against Palestinian prisoners. Latest statistics show that almost 1000 Palestinians are held in administrative detention in the jails of Naqab, Majedo, Ramon and Owfer. For example, the period from August 2007 to February 2008 witnessed a striking increase in the number of the administrative detention orders and pertinent extensions which mounted to 1374 orders.
Administrative Detention .. Why?
Administrative detention campaigns during the first upheaval were noted for:
1- The increase in the number of the administrative detainees which exceeded 5000 in one period.
2- Lengthy prison periods to which hundreds of detainees were convicted such as Walid Khaled, Raed Qadiri and Majdi Al Shorof who spent sixty months in prison while there were tens of detainees who were imprisoned for more than four years and hundreds of them were held in detention for one year or two or three consecutive years. There were also others whose total prison periods counted eight intermittent years. Other detainees were transferred to administrative detention after they had completed their lawsuit-based prison period like Salah Shehada who spent one year in administrative detention following the ten-year prison period, and Saleh Al Arouri who was confined in administrative detention for five years following a ten-year prison period.
Our conclusions support the notion that the Israeli intelligence resorts to administrative detention in certain cases including the following:

1- This form of detention is the alternative for prison penalty in cases when the Israeli security authorities do not possess firm proofs against the victims but still want to punish them.

2- Administrative detention is mostly grounded on reporting from some informants who the Israeli intelligence chooses not to uncover while the charges with which the detainees might be accused would certainly reveal them.

3- It satisfies the desire of the Israeli authorities to torture those Palestinians who are considered of high caliber or as a source of danger to the state security at a critical time while the evidences in possession of the authorities are not enough to convict them.
4- A tool used deliberately to confuse and frustrate the Palestinian detainee due to recurrent detentions and extensions which would eventually affect his activity outside the prison after his release.

5- A tactic used to exacerbate the financial crisis of the Palestinian prisoners and their families. 
6- It is used for political causes such as the extensive arrest campaign which included thousands of Palestinians following the breaking through the self-rule areas in mid of March 2002 when a large number of convicts were held in administrative detention with a view to:

· Satisfy the Israelis and convince them that the military campaign against Palestinians was workable and the defensive fence plan was successful.

·  Use the detainees as a pressure tool during negotiations with the Palestinian side.

Administrative Detention... How?
Administrative detention is carried out according to an order from the military commander of the area to which the prisoner belongs, and it reads as follows: "In my capacity as the area commander, I hereby issue the administrative detention order on ……, holder of identity no…….., born in (year)….., place of residence ……on basis of his activity ….. which endangers the security of the area. Accordingly, he will be confined in administrative detention at ……prison ….. from ……. to ……."

This standard template that requires filling the blanks with information is powerful enough to propels the agony of administrative prisoners. A paper and meaningless words bring Palestinian activists together with tens of thousands of prisoners under this despotic occupational procedure.
Administrative detention is a fiend haunting Palestinian educated elite and a sword drawn on their necks 
Victims of detention orders whose details have been filled in the template blanks usually belong to the educated active group of the Palestinian people. The administrative detention policy targets the Palestinian elite whose youth withers in the occupational prisons due to the recurrent arrests inflicted on them by force of such order template with the aim to prevent their possible involvement in any political activity.

It is surprising to know that a total of 3101 administrative detention orders have been issued during 2007 ranging from new detention orders to extension orders. This figure points out the danger of this policy and the magnitude of the aggressive measures undertaken by the occupational forces against the Palestinian prisoners.   
3101 orders of administrative detention or extension in a year is a shocking figure that denotes a pathetic heartbreaking situation which can not be fathomed except by those who have gone through the grievous experience of this policy and the psychological and nervous stress it causes to the prisoners and their families.

The trial is conducted in a closed place inside an Israeli military court which the prisoner's family is not allowed to enter to attend the trial proceedings. Only the lawyer, the detainee, the judge, the military prosecutor, and sometimes intelligence representatives, are present in the trial. Thus the prisoner is deprived of his right for an open trial pursuant to Article 14-(1) of the international convention on the civil and political rights which confirms "the right for an open trial". 

Specimen of an administrative trial session
During one of these trials, one of the detainees stood in the court and listened to the deliberations of the appeal court which intended to consider his objection to the administrative detention order. The deliberations took place between the lawyer and the public prosecutor who represented the Israeli security authorities (Shabak) in few minutes while the judge followed the ongoing discussions that were typical of the thousands of military trials carried out against the Palestinian prisoners. The trial episode went as follows:
The session recitals:
The court explains to the prisoner that an order to hold him in administrative detention from 26/6/2007 to 25/2/2008 has been issued 
Detainee: Advocate Faris Abou Hasan represents me

Prosecution: I request the endorsement of the detention order and the period specified therein which are grounded on intelligence information to be delivered in the presence of one party with a view to safeguarding the sources. 

Lawyer: My client has been in detention since 2/8/2007; the early detention days based on an administrative decision, i.e. 24 days, have not been taken into account. My client manages Nafha Society for the protection of prisoners and people in Nablus and was only released from detention in 2002
Prosecution: The detainee mentioned that he works for a society not with Hamas, whereas the confidential material we have indicates his involvement in organizational activities with Hamas. This material is new and dates back to a period prior to his detention.

Lawyer: Are these activities connected with his work.

Prosecution: Some of them are connected not all.

Lawyer: Does he have any partners

Prosecution: yes

Lawyer: Are they in detention?

Prosecution: It is not specified.

Lawyer: When were these activities carried out?

Prosecution: Just recently

Lawyer: There is no need to ask further questions, but it is evident that sometimes some errors occur. My client's activities conform to the law and he works with the Palestinian Authority and represents the prisoners and therefore is in direct contact with their families and with the prisoners in jails.  He works for a human rights society and has always received invitations to give lectures in several countries. My client suffers from stones in the kidneys as well as a skin disease and is not a source of danger on the security of the area. I request revocation of the detention order or substantive reduction of period.
Detainee: I respect law and work according regulations. I understand law very well and know exactly what lawyers do. I have always engaged in human rights work which gives me pride. I have not done anything that justifies my detention.

Judge decision

New substantial intelligence information has been placed before me and they indicate that the release of the detainee would endanger the security of the area. This information confirms the involvement of the detainee in new activities in support of terrorism and Hamas movement which imperils the security of the area and its population.

I believe that a period of four months is enough to dispel danger away from the area, and accordingly I decide to diminish the detention period to end on 25/2/2008. I confirm that this diminution is intended to give a chance to a second examination of the file and should not be considered as a primary diminution. Therefore, I endorse the detention order and the specified period.
In few minutes and under the pretext of the confidential red file whose content is known only to the public prosecutor, which might be the product of merely sick imagination, the prisoner is doomed to stay in administrative detention for months and years away from his wife and children. His parents might die without him having the permission to bid them farewell, and the detainee himself is likely to pass away in prison as in the case of Jamal Saraheen who died at the desert jail of Naqab on 16/1/2007 due to medical negligence.

Detainees are transferred to administrative detention without clear justifications or charges which might be on basis of their citizenship, or previous detention, or an academic achievement and obtainment of a higher degree. The occupational authorities refrain from providing reasons or justifications for detention, which denotes the impartiality of these trials. They serve as routine administrative procedures aiming to reduce the rage of the administrative detainees who would still hope that such procedure might reduce detention period or facilitate their release.  The same applies to the procedures relating to discussing the detainees' appeals that, while maintaining a confidential cover, assert the impartiality of the trials and the judicial proceedings and hence the unlawfulness of the administrative detention orders in general.
The Confidential File or the "Red File" 
The "confidential file" is used by the Israeli public prosecutor and the security system "Shabac" to justify administrative detention or recurrent extensions. It also provides the means to place the catastrophic "administrative detention order" within a legal frame, and is manipulated by the Israeli military courts and the Higher Court of Justice to endow a legal cast on this procedure and provide it with a judicial cover in the face of the detainees who refer to these courts after their administrative detention is renewed several times without having the secret information uncovered to them.

A detainee would resort to this court in anticipation of having the intricacies of his "confidential file" unraveled. However, it is still expected that the occupation authorities and the Higher Court of Justice would stick to the decision not to disclose the confidential file so as to safeguard the information sources, in reference to the agents of the occupation, as doing so would uncover the means through which the secret material was obtained. The Israeli Higher Court of Justice has sanctioned in several cases that disclosure of this information is impermissible, which poses as a violation of the right of the administrative detainee to be informed of the reasons for the extension. It is the right of every individual to know why he is held in prison.

In previous cases, the military court would summon the public prosecution or the Israeli intelligence representative to examine each file and present the confidential data in detail to the judge. This procedure was renounced following the outbreak of Al Aqsa upheaval in 2000 leaving the decision of summoning the intelligence representative to the discretion of the judge. This means that, almost in all cases, the judge reviews the brief data gathered against the detainee, not all the confidential data, without having the chance to discuss with the intelligence agent how the information has been obtained, examined and verified.

The 'Damned File", a term generally used by Palestinians in reference to this case, is recognized by its colour as the "Shabac" tends to wrap it with a red cover as a sign of a dangerous convict. The file includes the intelligence information the "Shabac" gathers mostly from reports given by agents recruited by the Israeli intelligence authorities. These "secret" reports inform that the detainee is engaged in antagonistic activities that threaten the Israeli security, thus allowing many absurdities to occur during relevant trials. This is illustrated in the case when ordinary persons (for example those active in charity work) are accused of such grave charges that make them imagine they will surely reside in prison for the rest of their lives. They become terrified and frustrated by the gravity of the charges raised against them, such as affiliation to the military section of a certain faction or another, which are usually supported by the allegation that the information the Israeli authorities have got proves that their activities threaten the security of the area. Later, their release upon completion of the six-month prison period comes as an unbelievable surprise.

“Legal Basis”?
The Israeli occupation took over the administrative detention policy from the British mandatory authorities which imposed a state of emergency on Palestine in 1045. However, according to many resources, the actual implementation of this policy dates back to 1936 which coincided with the outbreak of the Palestinian revolution under the leadership of Sheikh Ezzideen Al Qassam and the overwhelming strike that spread through Palestinian at that time. The application of the administrative detention policy by the occupational authorities draws upon articles (108) and (111) of defense regulations connected to the state of emergency.

The Israeli authorities have issued several military orders for the detention of Palestinians for variant extensible periods. They permitted the expansion of the scope for the application of the administrative detention to include activists from syndicate, student, political and societal groups, or those who express free viewpoints or touch on forbidden topics.
According to the military prosecution, it is obligatory to bring the detainee to the court, i.e. the judicial review, within eight days from the date of notifying the prisoner of the administrative detention, otherwise he should be immediately released before the judge in case the prisoner appears in the court on the ninth day for example. 

When the detainee is brought to the court within the legal period, as alleged by the authorities, he is examined by the judge who explains to him that an administrative detention order has been issued against him for a specific period, six or four months or whatever. Then the prosecution imputes to the prisoner dangerous confidential material, such as support of terrorism or military activity within some organization, on basis of which the prisoner has been arrested and transferred to administrative detention with a view to eliminate any possible danger on security.

The Judge and the Public Prosecutor are no separate entities
The military judge and the public prosecutor are two sides of the same coin. They are there only to give the impression that the occupation represents an authority of law and system. So, by virtue of the "law", the detainee should appear before a military judge at a military court within eight days following detention. It is possible that the judge would play a double role as he might have played, just a few days earlier in a different case, the role of the prosecutor swinging the confidential file to another detainee.

Both the judge and the prosecutor themselves might have belonged a short time ago to the Israeli occupational army and joined in the torture operations undertaken by the occupation forces against the Palestinian people over the past sixteen years. They even do not have to take off their army suits to assume their new roles as judge and prosecutor who, in such capacities, are supposed to have mercy on any person convicted as criminal without a genuine charge or crime.

Rule of Moodiness
The application of the administrative detention policy differs from one prisoner to another and from one area to another depending on the mood of the commander of the area to which the prisoner belongs. In some instances, the administrative order is passed immediately upon arrest when the prisoner is placed in jail without being interrogated. This method invites the prisoners' joke that they are being moved "from bed to administrative prison". This applies to the cases of prisoners Faze' Sawaftta, Fathi Al Hayek, Tayseer Omran, Walid Kahlid and Saleh Al Arouri. 
In other instances, the order is passed after a long time of interrogation that might exceed three months as in the case of Saed Amer, Mazen Al Natsha and Bajes Nakhla. Sometimes, case-based convicts jailed for long years are transferred to administrative detention when the prison period is over. Shokri Al Khawaja serves as a good example. He was confined in administrative detention for three years after he had completed the seven-year prison period. The same applies to Jamal Al Taweel, mayor of Al Beera, who was held for 42 consecutive months in administrative detention after he had completed three years in prison. The story of prisoner Saed Yassin is not different from the others.

Portraits of the agony of administrative prisoners
· Forcing out confessions
A Palestinian prisoner is sometimes placed inside interrogation dungeons and accused of a number of charges. In case he does not confess, administrative detention notice is one of the possibilities that he is likely to confront. He is informed that he will stay in prison for long years without a trial and that the period might be doubled if he insists on denying the charges. The public prosecutor assumes the rest of the interrogator's role at each extension when the detainee is bargained to either confess and confirm some of the charges raised against him by the Israeli intelligence or have the administrative detention extended for endless periods. The decade of the 90s is replete with examples of such inhuman extortion.

· Successive extensions

The first detention decision is not all that counts as detention period might be extended for more than ten times. There are many who have spent more than five years in prison by way of extension, for example, Ahmad Katamesh, Abdul Aleem Da'ana, Raed Kadiri, Walid Khaled, Abdul Aziz Al Rantisi, Majdi Sharouf and Saleh Arouri, while the list contains tens of names of those who stayed in detention for two or three years.
· Into the Circle Maze
Administrative detention is prolonged by consecutive extensions. When all the possible false excuses against a prisoner are consumed, the prisoner is discharged only to be recaptured in few weeks or sometimes on the very day of his discharge or even upon his arrival at the nearest army checkpoint on his way back home as in the case of Abdul Hadi Taha.

Sometimes an intelligence officer would visit the discharged prisoner few days later and say to him "the vacation is over". This is how things went on with Saleh Al Arouri and Walid Khaled who spent five years in administrative detention and were recaptured few months after discharge. This policy provokes the prisoners' ridicule as they tend to see that a detainee in this case had been allowed a six month administrative discharge before he went back to prison. Thus, the administrative decision and discharge play reverse roles whereby prison becomes the inevitable reality for many.
· Psychological pressure

Administrative detention policy is intended to exert a psychological pressure on the prisoners and their families who are stressed by prolonged anticipation as they are kept ignorant of the release date. Sometimes they are told misleading dates so that when the day comes, and just few minutes before the hoped for release, they are informed of the extension for further four or five months. At this moment, the prisoner's despair comes to a climax and his wife's expectations and children's yearning are ruined while the hearts of his mother and sisters are broken with anguish.
· The falsity of the Administrative Courts
A trial is held in a deceptive attempt to impart a legal justification to the administrative detention policy. This trial is actually a drama or rather a lie that debilitates human feelings and obliterates hopes for fairness. It is the kind of trial which, in the first place, the prisoner's family can not attend and specific charges are not declared. The case is settled by the prosecution's magic word "confidential file" that renders the lawyer totally speechless and powerless. It is a drama being performed on stage where the indicted is ignorant of the reasons for which he is being tried and the lawyer has no grounds to base his defense on. 

The first of these courts is called the endorsement court whose function is revealed by the name. Once the prisoner is informed of the administrative detention decision, he is brought before this court which is entitled to either discharge him or endorse the verdict. However, the latter requires some polish which goes with the court's title.  Therefore, the judge reduces the detention period to one or two months to attribute some legality to the verdict. Nevertheless, what value does such reduction have when in most cases the next extension is ready?

In line with this drama plot goes what is called the court of appeal which follows the endorsement. The confidential file allegation remains a powerful and fatal weapon. The best judges are those who request to keep the file for few days in order to consider the case thoroughly. This process takes one or two months and at the end the prisoner's request for appeal is rejected.

The most impressive scene in this drama is performed at the Supreme Court of Justice, or rather the supreme court of injustice whose judgment based on rejecting the prisoner's demands is used as a justification for repeated extension of the administrative detention. The prisoner is made conscious of the possibility of rejection and is, therefore, pushed to withdraw the case from the court except in rare cases when some prisoners are discharged according to verdicts passed by this court.

· Primary dereliction and new information  

A prisoner might be offered what is called "primary dereliction and new information" particularly before the Court of Appeal or the Supreme Court. Amidst an air of hopeful expectations of freedom and the family's ecstasy over the imminent reunion, the shocking news that the intelligence has got further incriminating information that justifies the extension is announced. Certainly the file retains the confidential merit according to the allegations of the authorities.
· Switch Game
Shukri Al Khawaja completed eight and a half years in prison, and just when his family had made all the preparation to celebrate his return home, he was transferred to administrative detention for an additional prison period of 18 months whereas the charge remains unknown specially that he has been inactive for full 8 years.

Immediately after Saleh Al Arouri's five-year imprisonment was over, he had to sustain additional ten years in prison based on the switch from the administrative detention decision to the case-based verdict. Saleh was released on 11/3/2007 only to be recaptured three months later, i.e. on 26/2/2007, under six month administrative detention which was extended to further six months on 22/12/2007.

In other words, none of the administrative prisoners knows for sure the date of his discharge. The same applies to prisoners convicted for a specific period under a clear case as they are vulnerable to administrative detention which does not require any justification or explanation simply because it carries the label "confidential file".

· The worst comes from the worst
The long years of administrative detention and the consecutive extensions come to the climax point when the prisoner is given the choice either to stay in prison for obscure period of time or go out of his homeland. The majority of the prisoners who have been bargained for their freedom prefer the dehumanizing experience of prison than the anguish of exile. 

· Administrative detention as an act of debilitating the individual soul and society's growth
The policy of the administrative detention operates at two levels: the individual and the social. It aims at undermining the individual's spirit and morale through torture while focusing on the higher goal of demolishing the growth of the Palestinian society. As such, the authorities target the Palestinian elite including politicians, legislative council members, social activists, academics and scholars, members of municipal councils, clubs and local corporations in addition to university students, school teachers, doctors and engineers. Accordingly, it becomes evident that the administrative detention is used as a tool toward obstructing the development and growth of the Palestinian society by way of excluding the role of the qualified elite who form the basis for the advancement of societies. That's why this segment of the Palestinian people is being continually targeted. 
Drastic Detention Conditions
Administrative prisoners are subjected to harsh living conditions inside the detention facilities. While most of them are imprisoned in Naqab desert prison, a large number of them is detained at Owfer prison, others at Majedo and Netsan and very few at Ramleh prison. The majority of the prisoners live in overcrowded tents that do not provide protection from summer heat or winter coldness. The meals offered to them are poor in quantity and quality. They do not have enough clothing and are deprived of the many rights guaranteed by the international conventions which regulated the conditions under which prisoners should be kept.

Concerning health conditions, prisoners suffer from medical negligence which has caused the death of many prisoners, the last to pass away was Jamal Saraheen who died in January 2007. The occupational authorities bar family visits to prisoners though the Israeli law vouches for two visits each month. Prisoners are deprived of seeing their children, wives and parents under the pretext of security.

Administrative detention goes through three courts; the first is Owfer military court which is situated near Ramallah close to the passageway; the second is Naqab military court close to Naqab desert prison; the third is the Supreme Court of Justice which is located in Jerusalem. It is worth mentioning that the administration of the three prisons tends intentionally to aggravate the prisoner's anguish by moving his file to a court far from his detention place.
As an example, when the trial of a prisoner at Naqab desert prison approaches, the prison administration moves his file to Owfer court (from the furthest south to the furthest north). Such practice causes much agony to the prisoner who is obliged to travel, with chained hands and feet, a long way from Naqab to Owfer on bad quality buses furnished with iron-made seats, called "Posta" (autobus).
Ongoing Anguish
The anguish of administrative detention and recurrent extensions is so overwhelming that even the most talented researcher would fail to depict it, not to mention the agony endured by the prisoner's family for not knowing the destiny of the son who falls as a victim to confidential file and agents' report on one hand and the general political situation and the mood of the area commander on the other hand.
Is it possible to imagine the tragedy and the vagueness of the situation?  A prisoner like Walid Khaled was arrested and transferred to administrative detention following a vehement military interrogation, where he stayed for five years added to a previous seven-year prison period. He was released at the end of 2006 to be recaptured in mid of 2007, i.e. eight monthes after his release, and placed in administrative detention which was extended for the fifteenth time. Moreover, unlike all administrative prisoners, he was placed in Ayalon confinement in a solitary dungeon. 
Administrative prisoners are high caliber individuals with the highest academic degrees and positions. For example, Dr. Isam Al Ashqar, a professor of physics at Al Najah University, is an intellectual who pays the price of possessing unusual qualification. The list includes also Eng. Wasfi Kabha, ex-minister of Prisoners Affairs, who is another victim; Sheikh Hamid Al Bitawi, sixty-year old notable scholar and elected member of the legislative council, was convicted with his two sons to administrative detention; Ahmad Al Hajj, member of the legislative council, has reached the age of seventy while withering in administrative detention without any charge or justifications.

The administrative detention policy is aggravating with the number of detainees continuously increasing. They represent the educated and academic elite; most of them are doctors, teachers, lawyers, journalist, college students and scholars. A large number of them are sick and aged while tens of them are below the age of eighteen.

 This procedure is not confined to males but includes women as well. Dr. Mariam Saleh, who is a member of the legislative council and Minister of Women Affairs in the tenth Palestinian government, is also a victim of this procedure; so is Etaf Elayan whose detention was extended several times and later her husband Walid Al Hodali was arrested leaving their children without a provider or protector.

Testimony of an administrative prisoner (1) – Owfer prison, 
Dr. Ghassan Hermas – Bethlehem (author and lecturer)
The experience of Dr. Ghassan Hermas (University lecturer) in administrative detention at Owfer prison near Ramallah in 2002 is presented in this report along with testimonies given by other prisoners as a proof of the agony experienced by the Palestinian administrative detainees. Mr. Hermas says:
"At Owfer prison people are divided into three groups: those left in suspense not knowing whether they will be placed in administrative detention for three or six months or somewhere in between; or those thrilled by the news of release and can go back home after their families have been cut off from any news about them and have almost lost hope; or those transferred to lawsuit which means that they have confessed and are awaiting the issuance of a bill of indictment against them according to which they will be tried.
He adds "However, the prisoners are placed in administrative detention in huge numbers, which is a precautious measure intended to rebuff objection or reproach. As long as the prisoner remains in administrative detention, he will never go out and no lawyer will be able, however hard he tries, to get him out because the prisoner is labeled as dangerous with a confidential file whose content is known only to the judge and the public prosecutor. Once the judge consents to the prosecutor's viewpoint and both agree on the administrative detention, there will be no need to hesitate in confirming the administrative detention under the banner of "Israel's security".  In the meantime, courts tend more towards endorsing the verdict than investigating, examining and objecting or formulating an independent opinion based on proofs and strong belief. As long as you are in the grip of administrative detention, the Israeli intelligence authorities have the right to interrogate you at any time convenient to them and to transfer you for further interrogation at one of the well-known interrogation facilities in the country. Let these authorities rest in contentment while handing over the administrative detention notice to each detainee who soon joins the waiting queue amidst a wave of arrests that have befallen the young and the aged, men and women and have baffled the Israeli army which is reflected in their arrangements and measure.
Hermas asserts: "Administrative decision is not the frightening thing, but for the detainees, it is worse than a lawsuit verdict which expires once the prison period is completed and the prisoner is set free. Very few of these prisoners have been sentenced to administrative detention following the completion of the prison period. The tragic part of the administrative detention lies in its extensibility. A detainee might be informed of the extension while seeing his companions off, or stepping out of the jail gate or sitting inside the vehicle that takes him to the nearest army checkpoint. Many are the cases when the joy and thrill over the long anticipated freedom has turned into despair and sadness which overwhelms not only the to-be-freed prisoner but also his companions who despair not only for their friend's misfortune but also for themselves as they surely know that they will go through the same frustration and endure the same agony. The calamity is graver for the prisoner's family who has anticipated eagerly the day and hour of his return. Then all their expectations fade away leaving behind the bitter sense of self-reproach for allowing joy to creep into their hearts and hope to overtake and for telling the kids that their father will be soon coming back. At such moment of intensive feelings chests rattle, lips stammer and tears are held back in the eyes as the bereaved try to weep for the severe calamity that befell them but the tears are too stubborn to fall. 

The university lecturer concludes: "it is time that tears petrify in eyes and feelings constrain for minutes for the sight of a child deprived of his father and made to cry on the day when he was anticipating the reunion. It is such a heartbreaking scene that evens the most callous man would not bear to see the weeping child screaming: dad…dad…I want dad….bring dad back to me…. and he goes on screaming.

Who has the strength to endure the sight of the mourning sad mothers and wives whose faces turn gloomy, smiling fails them and words stumble while trying to calm down the kids who have been awaiting the absentee's return. He is an idiot who puts up with this entire miserable scene, for he would certainly become the object of God's wrath. He should know that we are apt to triumph through sympathy with the agonized weak, the aged and women. Does not he believe that the imprecation of the distressed mother, the tormented wife and the distraught children would break through the heavens to reach All Mighty Who has forbidden  injustice to Himself and has made it forbidden amongst His creatures? Truly, He pledges victory to the wretched sooner or later.  
While the pain of administrative detention means death, each extension heightens the sense of death, and after each death you need the injection of life to be able to go on. Perhaps some of us prefer to get ready for death so that the pain is diminished when the moment comes. The occupation still applies administrative detention on the Palestinian people at a time when it was revoked everywhere else. Hail to democracy in our country".
Testimony of an administrative prisoner (2) – Naqb desert prison, Mustafa Shawar – Hebron (author and university instructor)
Mustafa Shawar (author and instructor) wrote in his testimony:
"At the night of 9 December 2004, the prison authorities informed the sergeant of the section of the names of the prisoners who had to attend the court of appeal the next day, Thursday, so that they get ready to leave early morning. When it was dawn time, the prisoners performed the dawn prayer, recited the praises and went back to sleep when they were awakened by the irritating morning counting activity.  
When the clock struck nine, they started calling the names for court and I was one of the four prisoners of my section who were summoned to the court. We went out where we had been searched and chained before we went into the bus where prisoners from the other ten sections were seated. They were twenty. Soon, we arrived at the court halls complex at Naqab prison where we were taken to special dungeons prepared for the detainees. We asked the soldiers who accompanied us to split us into two groups: smokers and non-smokers. Non-smokers, including myself, were placed in the bigger dungeon which contained two one-meter narrow seats and one iron bed. It was sad to see filth all over the place that was redolent of smoke. The first thing we did was to clean the place and throw out the garbage and cigarette ends. Then I encouraged the prisoners to join in Al Dhaha prayer aspiring to join those who God vowed mercy in the Divine Saying: "My servant, pray to me four in the morning so that I save you the worry of the end of the day"
We waited inside this oven-like dungeon under the hot sun rays of Naqb desert. Almost one hour later, five of us were called out, which shows the professionalism of these courts. We all moved to a caravan stationed 20 meters away from the dungeon where we met advocate Anwar Abu Omar who came to defend us all. Few minutes later as a 50 year old man, who looked like a foreigner, was coming in the attendance was ordered to stand up until the military judge, whose suit is ornamented with several army rank badges, seated himself and said uttered words in his language which meant "sit down". The interpreter started calling names, one after another as each prisoner had to respond by mentioning his full name and his city. I was the last among the five prisoners to be called. I stood up and could not say my name; however, I responded to their inquiry about my city by saying: I am from the city of the host of the two guests, Abraham (peace be upon him), but the interpreter did not understand what I meant or just did not like my expression of wit. 
The judge started speaking in his language while the interpreter was doing the interpretation quickly in an attempt to catch up with him. The judge said: "A six-month administrative detention order has been issued against so-and-so". He mentioned the name of the military commander who passed the verdict and went on to clarify that the mentioned prisoner appeared before the judicial review panel on the 20th of the same month at a military court in Owfer. He also mentioned the name of the judge who confirmed the order passed by the military commander and so gave the verdict a legal cast. 
As the judge finished his speech, the lawyer tried hard to present an impressive defense in a manner that matched the proverb "a deaf playing a drum". The public prosecutor responded in a ridiculous way as all his answers to the lawyer's questions were: "the file does not provide information on this". When the lawyer asked "What are the reasons for the prisoner’s detention?" he replied: "I have not idea". Usually when the scene is over, the judge gives the convict permission to speak. So, when it was my turn, I praised and thanked God and supplicated Him for support, then requested a clarification on the difference between the judicial review which looked into the administrative detention verdict at Owfer detention facility and this court we are standing in at the moment. The lawyer explained that it resembled the court of instance and the court of appeal which was at that moment engaged in the hearing.
 Then I addressed the judge: "I request some clarification regarding the violations which you claim I have committed so that I do not fall in them again after my release." I added: "Concealment of these violations contradicts with logic and the principles of justice. In your country, when a car driver breaks the traffic rules and the policeman wishes to write him a ticket, he explains to him the reasons for the penalty so that he does not go back to it". However, I did not get an answer from the court panel, neither from the judge nor from the public prosecutor.
I continued: "Administrative detainees, who count now more than a thousand, are certainly aware that the judge can not challenge the will of the Israeli intelligence. I call the state of Israel to nullify these comic trials which are quite far away from being professional and to save the huge amounts of money spent on such farces to be used in improving the quality of the food offered to the detainees". I also advised him to read Surat Al Nisa' (a chapter in the Quran), translated from English to Hebrew, with focus on verses 100-113 which will give him an idea about the judicial system and the principles of justice in Islam. I further explained: "administrative detention policy is a disgrace to the colonial powers and it is not applied anywhere in the world except in your country and previously in the state of South Africa, while the United States is now trying to catch up with you in this regard." The judge claimed that this policy exists in thirty five countries including England and France. I replied: "These countries applied this policy unjustly and tyrannically on the other countries they colonized. I reminded him of Menahem Begin, author of "The Revolt", who revoked administrative detention policy when he became the Prime Minister. He freed Ali Al Jammal who was accused of killing an Israeli soldier on basis on one testimony. At that time, the Israeli courts did not accept incrimination grounded on one testimony. Al Jammal had been confined in administrative detention for seven years until Begin revoked this form of detention in 1978. He was guided by the discretion of the lawyer who was confined by Nazis in administrative detention. 
When the session was over, we left with the firm conviction in the falsity of the trial. The guards were waiting to take us back to prison, and we were ready to walk up to the main gate which led to the ten sections of the administrative detention facility. The door opened and the prison swallowed us in for an indefinite time that had been predestined by God fifty thousand years before the creation of earth and the heavens. We resigned to God's will in strong faith in His justice and decided to wait for His relief while recalling the Prophet's saying: "Patience in waiting for relief is a form of worship".

Testimony of an administrative prisoner (3) - Walid Khaled Harb, Skaka village/Salfit (Director of a daily newspaper) who broke the records of administrative detention
On 6 March last year administrative detention was extended for Walid Harb for the sixteenth time breaking the records of administrative detention which brought the entire prison period to seventy two and a half months, i.e. 14 years.

Chain of consecutive arrests:
Walid was arrested on 21/4/1993 and was imprisoned for 15 months to be released on 20/10/1994. He was recaptured on 15/1/1995 and transferred to five month administrative detention. The third time was on 21/9/1995 when was sentenced to ten year imprisonment but was released on 25/10/2000 after the lawyer had managed to use some elements in the Zionist law to support his client's case. Later, he was arrested for the fourth time and confined in administrative detention on 31/7/2001. This was followed by release on 18/8/2006 and another detention on 18/5/2007 until this day as he was transferred to six-month administrative detention on 7/6/2007. On 6 March 2008 detention was extended to 26 June next year. He was once sentenced to banishment to Gaza, but the decision was suspended.
Harb says: "I want to point out that despite the attempts of the occupational authorities to impede the chances of education and advancement of the Palestinian people, they are rendered helpless by the Palestinians' strong will and their faith and trust in God. It is true that I have registered at the faculty of engineering at Najah national university since 1991, and now with the advent of 2007 I am still an undergraduate, but this is because I have not stayed more than 21 months outside the prison since 1993. However, I managed to pursue my studies inside the prison through an American university in Washington and obtained a B.A in business administration in 2000".   
He adds: "Three months after one of the many detention periods, my beloved daughter Wala'a was born and I could not see her then. She even could say "dad" without having known me. At the beginning she rejected me because she did not recognize me, but she started gradually to get used to me. Consecutive visits helped to break the barrier between us. During the recent visit she said to me: "You don't love me. Each time you promise to come home and you do not and you pretend that the prison door is locked. Next time I am going to bring a key with me to open the door and let you out".

Harb confirms that "For a state to do injustice and deviate from law is possible, but to adopt laws that draw on injustice is unusual and this is exactly what happens with administrative detention which is the severest injustice that might befall individuals. The occupation captures hundreds of people to ease its fears and suspicions; however, the more injustice it does to people, the more terrified and doubtful it becomes just like the murderer who keeps dreaming about his victim despite having done with the killing and burying.

Testimony of Administrative prisoner (4) – Walid Al Hodali (author)
The jailed author Walid Al Hodali says:
"The new fiend named administrative detention assumes a realistic form away from the fantasy and exaggeration manipulated by fiction writers. It falls on its victims suddenly, sucks the nectar of the flowering years of our youth, plucks them out and spells ruthlessly the blood of the best years in life. This fiend promises torture not only to the detainee but also to his children, wife, mother and father. It is no longer restricted to men but targets women as well. One of the stories tells about a Palestinian lady who spent ten years in prison. After her release she was brought back to administrative detention. She went on hunger strike for 40 days, and when she pined away and was close to death, they unwillingly let her out. Yet, when she became a mother later, the fiend fell upon the mother and child and dragged both into administrative detention which was extended three times. There was no way out for her except to go on hunger strike again, this time carrying her child with her. When the child completed two years in prison, she was taken away from the mother outside the prison. The mother is still confined in administrative detention expecting the worse from the pitiless fiend. She is there in Telmond prison. This is no fictitious character, but a real one of flesh and blood and has a name: Etaf Elayan from Bethlehem.
Another story tells about a female gynecologist who was caught up by the fiend due to her role in delivering of Palestinian mothers. She is viewed as a conspirator in giving birth to rebels who challenge the occupation. Again, this lady is a realistic figure of flesh and blood; she has a name: Dr. Rifqa Al Ja’bari from Hebron. The examples are many; the next tells about the blatant calamity that befell Aslan Abu Esdir from Hebron and demonstrates the ruthless practices of this fiend against him. Having spent twenty months in detention, which was extended several times, each extension came as a hatchet stroke on his head and a dagger’s stab in the heart of the wife who had been allowed only ten days of their honeymoon before her groom was taken to detention. After such gloomy desperate months in detention, the intelligence officer, acting like the circus player who orchestrates the deadly dance on the heart of the detainee and his wife, has sent for him. What could it be that made the officer send for him?? He had had enough of the atrocities of this horrible fiend. His predicament could be summarized as follows: at the beginning he sustained three years in prison from 1993 to 1996. Other off-records detentions occurred during 1996 and 1999. Then forty five-day arrest and interrogation culminated in four-month administrative detention. Upon discharge he was transferred to three-month interrogation followed by a three-year prison period.  Then he was offered fourteen-day release that was followed by three-month detention; another six-month detention came after an erroneous discharge.  He was lucky enough to have a long vacation for fifty days during which he married and spent extremely long ten days of his honeymoon with his bride. He was again held in administrative detention for two years. By the end of 2005, he was granted three-month release followed by another twenty-month administrative detention which goes on till this moment. So, what is it that the innovator of torture and oppression want from him?
3101 administrative detention orders and extensions

2007 is the worst in the history of administrative detention
During last year 2007, the occupational authorities passed many new administrative detention orders or extensions against prisoners bringing the total up to the end of December of the same year to (3101) administrative orders. This is no meager figure considering the fact that it is the highest rate since 1990 in comparison with the previous year (2006) when the number of orders reached 2900 orders. This indicates that all captures are transferred to administrative detention as the interrogators threaten the prisoners with administrative detention in case they refuse to confess. This is the only way out when the interrogator fails to conduct a successful interrogation with a prisoner.

In the light of these figures which we have obtained from the Israeli military court at Owfer prison, last year (2007) is considered the worst in the history of administrative detention in terms of the number of administrative prisoners, orders and extensions. Detainees are confined mostly at Owfer, Majedo, Ramon and Naqab prisons.
During last year particularly, the occupational authorities arrested a large number of members of the legislative council, ministers, and heads of local and municipal councils who were transferred to administrative detention. It is evident that these authorities aim to undermine the achievements of these councils and bring them to sheer failure, and the administrative detention policy is the means that enable the occupation to obstruct the advancement and growth of the Palestinian society.
The occupational authorities use administrative detention to serve its purposes. This trend is evident in the scenario in which the judge of the military court decides release of the detainee or in case the interrogation process fails to establish any charge against him. At this moment the military prosecution requests 72 hour respite during which an administrative detention order is issued.  The case of the two parliament members, Hamid Al Bitawi and Dawood Abu Sir, sets a good example of this practice. When the judge decided release on bail and the prosecution requested 72 hour respite. Finally, they were transferred to administrative detention. 
1374 administrative detentions orders and extensions during 
the period: from August 2007 to February 2008
The following part seeks to confirm the extensive application of administrative detention on Palestinians by the Israeli occupational authorities by presenting statistics pertaining to the period from August 2007 to February 2008 which record a substantial increase in the application of this policy. The number of new orders and relevant extensions during the specified time reached 1374 detention orders detailed as follows:
1- Throughout August 2007, (201) administrative detentions orders were passed according to the following data:
Nablus: (28) orders – Qalqilya: (10) orders – Toulkarim (8) orders – Ramallah (48) orders – Hebron (47) orders – Jenin (17) Orders – Bethlehem (39) orders – Jerusalem (3) orders  - Jericho (1 ) order.

2- Throughout September 2008, there were (99) administrative detention orders:

Nablus: (12) orders – Qalqilya: (2) orders – Toulkarim (4) orders – Ramallah (23) orders – Hebron (25) orders – Jenin (12) Orders – Bethlehem (18) orders – Jerusalem (2) orders  - Jericho (1 ) order

3- Throughout October 2007, there were (252) administrative detentions orders:

Nablus: (50) orders – Qalqilya: (11) orders – Toulkarim (14) orders – Ramallah (41) orders – Hebron (72) orders – Jenin (27) Orders – Bethlehem (30) orders – Jerusalem (6) orders  - Jericho (1 ) order

4- Throughout November 2007, there were (216) administrative detention:
Nablus: (49) orders – Qalqilya: (16) orders – Toulkarim (19) orders – Ramallah (35) orders – Hebron (38) orders – Jenin (30) Orders – Bethlehem (23) orders – Jerusalem (4) orders  - Jericho (2 ) orders
5- Throughout December 2007, there were (201) administrative detention:

Nablus: (37) orders – Qalqilya: (5) orders – Toulkarim (16) orders – Ramallah (32) orders – Hebron (36) orders – Jenin (27) Orders – Bethlehem (19) orders – Jerusalem (2) orders  

6- Throughout January 2008, there were (153) administrative detention:

Nablus: (34) orders – Qalqilya: (4) orders – Toulkarim (12) orders – Ramallah (31) orders – Hebron (34) orders – Jenin (21) Orders – Bethlehem (14) orders – Jerusalem (1) order – Jericho (2) orders

7- Throughout February 2008, there were (252) administrative detention:

Nablus: (41) orders – Qalqilya: (8) orders – Toulkarim (15) orders – Ramallah (39) orders – Hebron (81) orders – Jenin (29) Orders – Bethlehem (30) orders – Jerusalem (8) order – Jericho (1) order

The above figures bring the total of administrative detentions orders passed throughout the seven past months to (1374) orders or extensions covering all the cities of the West Bank.

The above figures indicate the following:

· Hebron recorded the highest scores of administrative detention orders which reached during the past seven months (360) combining new detention orders and extensions

· In the second place comes Nablus where a total of (251) new orders or extensions were passed throughout the past seven months.
· We notice also that the highest records for administrative detention orders go for October (252 orders) and February (252 orders).

The End

