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SHARON BEN IIAIM, SOL HAVIVI, IN THE UNITED STATES
and GAMLIEL ELMALEM, DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE DISTRICT
Plaintiffs, OF NEW JERSEY
V.

vor 127351 (7).
YAAROYV NEEMAN, MOSHE KACHLOXN, '
EDNA ARBEL, SIMOMNA SHTINMETZ,

BATYA ARTMAN, NIVA MILNER, COMPLAINT
DANIEL EDRI, KOMNRAD ADENAURR JURY TRIAL DEMANDED
STIFTUNG, INTEENATIONAL FELLOWSHIP
OF CHRISTIANS AND JEWS, and
NEW ISRAEL FUND,
Defendants,

Plaintiffs, for their Complaint against Defendanis, do hereby sel lorth and allege, as
follows:

L INTRODUCTION

1. This is an action filed under the Alien Torl Claims Act, 28 U.S.C.§ 1350 ¢t
soq. (“ATCA™. Plaintifis seck relief and damages for gross vielations of human righis and
lorlure arising oul of an instilutionalized discriminatory policy of disengaging and separating
fathers from their minor children. Plaintiffs contend that Defendanis® actions constitute
crimes against humanity, violations of civil and human oghts, lorlure of Plaintiffs, their
children and all other individuals who arve similarly silualed. Defendanis and their agents,
subordipates and functionaries, have acted in concert with the members of the Israeli
Judiciary and emplovees of the Israeli Ministry of Welfare in aiding, abetting, cilitaling,
directing, and orchestrating these practices. Defendants” actions constitute an actionable

claim under ATCA, a violation of the Law of Mations, international law, the laws of the
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Uﬁited States of Amterica and of individual states, including but it limited to New Jersey,
and the palural laws ol man.
IL. PARTIES

2 Plaintiff, Sharon Ben-Haim, is a resident of New Jersey, since 2004 who
resicdes at 6-05 Saddle River Road #2235, Fair Lawn, NJ 07410, Ben-Haim 1s the father of Qfir
Ben-Haim, born Seplember 10, 2009, in the United States, who i3 an Amcrican citizen,
currently abducted by her mother to Israel,

3 Plaintiff, 5ol Havivi, is a United States citizen born and raised in New York
City. He currently resides at 1 HaCanmel street, Tel Mond 40600, Israel (Tel 011-972-54-497-
3652}, Havivi is 47 years old and is the father of three children. The younger two children
live with him after a bitter divorce, and excruciating and tormenting struggles with Court
appointed social workers, but the older daughter is a victim of parental alienation syndrome
and has refused to sce him for 3 years.

4, Plaintiff, Gamliel Elmalem, is an American citizen and a former resident of
Lakewowd, NJ with address al Chabad House, 25 Cottage Street, Jorsey City, NJ 07304, USA'
(Tel 201-T98-0056%. He ].ivcd in Tsrael until recently, escaped to the United States during
2011, and has returned to Isracl, where he now resides at his parents’ home at 3 Duchifat
Street, Box 4408, Yawvne, Tsracl,

3 Dafendant, Yaakoy Neeman, is a resident of [srael with an official address of 4
Weitsman 5t., Tel Aviv 64239 Tsracl. Neecman is the Justice Minister for the Slate of Isracl and
is the official responsible for the implementation of international treaties, including the Trealy
of Friendship, Commerce and Navigation {1950}, and other multilateral conventions, pursuant
to which he is the chief overseer that Israel ensure fundamental human rights inctuding no

discrimination, duc process, right to family life, right to access children, right to travel, right
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to carn a living, the right to dignity and the right to be free from arbitrary intrusions into
private and [anyily lile.

6, Defendant, Moshe Kahlon, is a resident of Isracl with an official address of 11
Vilzo si Haifa 34400, He is the Minister of Welfare and Social Services for the State of Israsl,
He is the official in charge of social workers that are appointed in cvery divorce case in Israel
to investigate the fathers and determine whether, if at all, they will be allowed access to their
own children.

7. Defendant, Edna Arbel, is a resident of Israel and is an Associate Justice wilh
ithe Supreme Court [or the Stale of Isracl with an official address of et Mishpat Elyon, Sharei
Mishpat St, Kirvat Memshala, Jerusalem. As part of her previous official dulics, she was also
responsible for drafting Attorney General “Guidelines 2.5 which are intended to encourage
filing of false domestic violence complainis which improperly prejudiec fathers’ custody and
access claims relating to their minor children, As a Supreme Court of Justice Judge. her
decisions are mativated by a radical agenda seeking to “empower women” at the expense of
men, perpetwate gender based stercotypes, and disengage fathers from children, in total
oblivion to the miscrics of the fathers.

8. Drefendant, Simona Shteinmetz, is 8 resident of Tsrael with and address of 63
Ramat Bet baKerem, Street, Jerusalem, (Tel, 011-972-2-648-01353). She iz the National
Superyvisor of Coutt Appointed Secial Workers in Matrimonial Cases. She is responsible for
developing policies which have artificially increased the use of supervised visilations centers
in “contact centers” (20%-25% in lsrael as opposed to 1% to 2% in ihe Uniled States), as well
as training social workers to appease women, and arm them witﬁ vieto powers over fathers’

ability to see children. Shicinmetz is also responsible for instructing social workers to treat
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wny relferral for investigation from a Court as o “at rsli/hich conflict™ situation, and coetos
“interveniionist™ measures, as well as compel “therapy™ [or men,

2. Defendant Balya Actman 13 a legal advisor al the Minislry of Wellare wills an
official address of 6 Hasatat 5t, Jerusalem, Batya is actively producing opinions designed to
perpetuate discrimination, and disengage childven [rom fathers. She deliberately fiustrales any
ctfort to align Isracl with the rest of the world in the context of joint custedy and equal access
tor children.

1. Detendant Niva Milner is the Regional Director of court appointed social
workers in Tel Aviv with an official address of 53 Haalon Si. Yavne Israel. She is responsible
for thousands of reports each year that deny fathers basic and/or minimal access and contact
witl their children, and collect and disserninate libel and fclion against those [athers. She
encourages the treatment of all men as “violent” or “aggressors”, and she is responsible for
exccution of the “conlact center tor cverybody™ policy in the Tel Aviv arca.

11. Defendant Daniel Edri i a Rabbi who sits in Rabbinical Tribunals and resides
at or may be served at Regional Rabbinical court, 28 Yalag Street, Haifa 31052 Isragl. He has
aided and abetted the kidnapping of Plaint[F Ben Haim's child, by irapping Ben Haim in
{sragl, threatening needless arrest, and refusing to vacate a #¢é exeat order issued against the
child to keep her in Tsrael, Tdri is currently tormenting Ben Haim’s father in retaliation,

12 Detendant, Konrad Adenauver Stiftung (“KAS™, is an entity existing and
organized under the laws of the nation of Germany with an address of 2005 Massachusetts
Avenue, NW, Washington, DnC. 20036, U.S.A. KAS is ostensibly engaging in charitable
activities with branches in Israel and in New York, KAS is responsible for funding tadical
feminist groups that are devoted to the destruction and annihilation of fathers or men in

divoree.
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13. Defendant International Fellowship of Christians and Jews (*IFCJ)7) is a
Uniled Siates charity bascd in Washington, D.C. with a business address of 30 North LaSalle
Street, Suite 2600, Chicago, IL 60602-3356. IFCT was founded by Rabbi Yechicl Lekstcin to
promole understanding between Jews and Christians. IFC) collecis donations from
cvangclical worshippers in the United States, and sends the funds to charitable causes. While
the donors believe in the strength of the familics, IFCT sends money to organizations such as
Na'Amat in Israel, which are devoted to the break-up of Jewish families, annthilation of men
in divoree, and disengagoment of fathers from children.

14. Defendant New Tsrael Fund (“NTF”) i3 a T.S. based nonprofil organizalion
located in New York with an address of 330 Seventh Avenue, 11th Floor, New York, NY
10061-5010, NIF donates money to radicsl feminist groups which espouse, advance and lake
part in the wrongful actions set forth in this complaint,

15, Plaintiffs bring (his complaint on their own behalf, as victims of systematic
persceution, torture and denial of civil rights of men in divorce proceedings, who are subject
to torture, abuse, hann and threats by, or as a direet and proximate result of, Defendants’
actions as described herein.

III. JURISDICTION AND YENUE

16, The Court has subject matter jurisdiction over thig case wnder the Alien Tort
Claims Act (“ATCA™ 28 U.S.C. & 1350 and pursuant 1o the Torture Victim Proleetion Act of

1981 (“TVPA™ 2B US.C. § 1350 Pub. L. 102256, note & 2(a}.

17. The court also has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 T.8.C. § 1331 encompassing
actions which present a tederal question.
18. The Court has jurisdiction over the partics pursuant to 28 US.C. § 1332

(diversity jurisdiction) because Plainilf Ben-Haim is a resident of this district, Defendants

Lh
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reside in the State of Israel, and the impact of Defendants’ actions impact Plaintiffs in this
dislrict.

19. Defendanis are subjeci to suit in the courts of the United Statcs pursuant to the
Forzign Soversign Immunities Act, 28 U.S.C, §§ 1602 et seq., because their conduct fui-ls
willin the exceptions 1o frcign sovercign immunity set forth in 28 TLS.C. 5§ 1605(a)5) and
1603 7).

20. The amount in controversy, both individually and collectively, exceeds one
millien LS. Dollars.

IV,  FACTUAL BACKGROUND

21.  Plaintiffs’ claims arise in conjunction with their efforts to obtain custodian
mdior access rights andfor visilation rights of their minor children in Isragl. In the case of
Ben Haim, his child was illegally removed and kidnapped from the United Stales to Israel.

22, Im eﬁch case, Plaintiffs” minor children had been used by their mothers to
alignate the children from their fathers, under the active encouragement of the DPefendants,
who believe that children belong with theiv mothers, and that children should be disengaged
fom their fathers 10 “cmpower the mothers™ or to compensate for historical societal gaps
hetween men and womern.

23.  In Ben Haim’s case, following the abduction, once in Isragl, the child's mother
retused to return the child to the United States,

24, Plaintiff, Ben-Haim, sought formal eelief in Tsragl to order the immediate
relurn of his abducted child from Isracl to New Jersey, pursuant to the Hague Convention on
the Civil Aspects of International Child Abduetion. Pending disposilion of the Hague
Petition, he sought interim access rights to his child.  PlainiifTs efforts to obtain reliel were

thwarted, though, by Defendants’ institutionalized policies elevating the rights of women over
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the rights of men in Israeli child custody cases, and failing to provide due process. These
policies violate Plaintiffs’ civil rights and bastc human rights; they arve discriminatory and
create statutory presumptions and a prevailing atmosphere of hate against men in divorce
witlhin the Judiciary, social workers and the police.

25, Plainlill Ben-Haim’s Hague Petition in Isracl was ullimately denied by
Defendant Arbel who ruled in defiance of law and commen sense that Plaintiff Ben Haim’s
participation in divoree and cusiody negotiations constituted acquiescence 1o abduction.!

26.  Plaintiffs* inability to obtain relief is a result of discriminatory and statutory
presumptions in Tsraeli child custody ¢ases which creale an aimosphers of hate against men in
divorce among the Judiciary, secial workers and the police.

27, In Istael, women are improperly favored in divorce proceedings and receive
preferential treatment. However, because Plaintiffs are American, they are entitled to the
same level of treatment as that enjoved by Isragli women. (In other words, while Israeli men
may remain inferior to women, American men in Istael ate entitled to protection from
bilaleral {rcaties).

28,  Examples of preferential treatment for women in divorce procesdings include
automatic interim child custody, presumptive permancnt custody, cxemption from producing
financial reconds, exemptions from paving child support or from contdbuting to child support.

29, Men in Isracli divorce proccedings are also routinely denied due process and
Fair learings because they are not provided the abilily 1o cross examine their wives, family
courts refuse to issue necessary subpoenas for witnesses and financial records, refuse to hear

witnesses on behalf of husbands, improperly limit trials to 30 minutes or a few questions per

1 Arhel’s Judpmen poses a risk o the International Communily as ihe Mermanent Bureau of the Hague
Convention is now developing in the “balla Process™ o new inlernational Guideline foe inlemaionsl medialion
in abduciion. ¥When the highest Court in Isracl states that an altempt to negatiate constitutes acqu:escence, it will
defer spuuses tom medisting.



side, and refuse 0 mark exhibits or admit proof into cvidence., In most cascs, men are not
permitted by Judges to cross-examine other witnesses, including the social workers who are
appointed by the Tudges.

30, The court also allows women lo file ex parte motions and enters immediale
remedies for any reliel scught by the women. However, the meon’s applications for relief are
deliberately postponed for months or vears, o allow women to acerue tremendous child
aupport delinquencies, which will be recovered from the husband’s half of the marital
property when distributed.

31. Some Judpes, for cxample, Tova Sivan, President of the Family Court in Tel
Aviv District, simply issue Judgments “on the merits™ without proofs or even scheduling trial.

32, In 20035, an American from Indiana, Evan Watkins found his way to Judge
Sivan’s courtroom in a custody case, Judge Sivan uneguivocally told Watking anybody can
raise children, except their biological {athcrs, Watkins’ family cngaged senators from Indiana
and California to write letiers of protest to Defendant Neeman’s predecessor, as they were
outraged by Israel’s sysiematic discngagement of fathers from children, and apparent
discrimination under color of the law,

33, The letters from the American senators fell on deaf ears. To this day, Judge
Sivan continues to abuse and torment Tathers, and to deny them bagic Tamilial righis. AL the
sgame time she imposes thousands of dollars in sanctiens to doter further applications for
contact with children. In Murch 2011, one such father who has not seen his six-year-old child
in three years, {even though the child resides within 3 ity blecks), filed an order 1o show
cause against Defendant Kazblon with the High Court of Justice in Jerusalem, where
Drefendant Arbel is a chief judge.  The Petition sought a declaration recognizing that fathers

have inherenl rights 10 see their children, but colleagues of Defendant Arbel, {Judge lizhak
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Amit) dismissed it, and refused to make such a declaraiion on September 27, 2001, Tn fact,
Judge Amit stated that he docs nol cven understand what the Petitioner and 29 other co-
Petitioncrs want.

34, The letters of Evan Watkins® American family, which detail five cases of abuse
that occurred six years apgo shows a pattern of abuse by against biological fathers in Isracl. Scg
Exhibit “A”: Letter of Shoshana Harper, dated Oclober 7, 2003, |

35, Most egregiously, women are pemnitted to allege false domesiic violence
complaints in support of their divorce and child custody actions. As referenced above, these
false domestic vielence actions are granted presumptive validity by the courts and men are
precluded from substanlively contesting the allegations. There is no ability to talk to potential
witnesses, no ability to access or examine evidence or the scene, and any attempt to challenge
ihe proseculion results in further charges of tampering with e;ufidence or testimony.

3o, Men are discouraged at police stations from filing domestic violence
complaints against their wives or partners. In Elmalem’s case, despite being brutally attacked
and] permanently scared by his wife, he ended up being arrested and charged.

37.  Trealics belween Israel and the United Stated prohibit the preferential
treatment of women in Isragli child custody cascs where the father is a Uniled States citizen.

38, Specifically, American Plaintiffs are entitled to protections under the Treaty of
Friend_ship,. Commeree and Navigation between Israel and the United States, signed in 1951
(the “Fricndship Treaty™).

39 Pursuani to ihe Friendship Treaty, Article 5, the Plaintiffs are entitled to a
“most favored nations™ treatment with respect 1o access o the Courts of Justice... in pursuit
of and in defense of their rights. Pursuant 1o arlicle VT (1) “property of nationals and

companies of either parly shall receive the most constant protection and security.”
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40. In essence, Plaintifis are entitled to treatmient in Israel that is no less favorable
than the sector that receives the most preferential treatment in [srael,

45, In Israel the secior that reocives the most preforeniial (reatment is women in
divorce or scparation.

42.  Contrary to the requirements of the Friendship Treaty, Defendants are
responsible for the denial of the bene[ils and protections of the Treaty,

43, The nature of the unfair wreatment, because it destroys the parental relationship,
1% equivalent 1o lorlure and violales ihe most Nundamental inlernational human righis.

44,  The parental relationship, particularly the relationship between parents and
their minor children, is vastly more important and deserving of protection than the material
concept of property. It is the most basie of human rights.

45, Defendants engage in a systematic practice of torture, violations of human
rights and egregious gender discrimination for the intentional pumpose of separating fathers
from their natural bom children in proceedings related to the dissolution of family refations.

46, In order to perpelrale ihe assault and lorlure of men in divorce and child
custody proceedings, Defendants utilize a myriad of tools to suppress men and torture them,
as follows:

a. Defendants protect, condone and encourage abductions of ¢hildren
froon foreign countries to Israel by wonten, where women enjoy the
presumption that the best interests of the child is equal to the best
interest of the abducting mothers,

b, Defendants antematically disengage [athers [rom children either
completely or by sending men lo visitalion centers, as a routine

practice,

10
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c. : Defendants encourage women to file false domestic violence
complaints against men and remove them [romn their homes, therehy
preventing the fathers from physically being in contact with their
children.

d. Defendants” pelicies operate to validate false domestic violence
complaints, thereby giving women unfair advantages financially and in
matlers of cuslody,

e. Defendants” policies operate to place greater evidentiary weight on the
woman’s testimony and evidence in fumily courts and criminal Courls,
{i.c. a woman's tcstimony is always considered more credible than that
of a men),

f, Defendanis anicmatically and without Duc Proccss grant motions
againsl men, most times ex parte, or they aid and facilitate such
practices,

. Defendants impose unconscionable child supperts awards on men
regardless of ihe women’s income or the mea's actual income
(sometimes at %0% to 250% of the men’s actual salary} for the
iiwproper purpose of prejudicing them, making them unable to meel
court nnposed obligations and coercing them into giving up their
parental rights, and their share of (he marital property,

h. Defendants atrribute to men Actitious “impuled salaries™ without
testimony or evidentiary support,

i. Defendants deplete men’s property and transfer it to their wives without

testimony, evidentiary support or Due Process,

1
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1. Defendants’ pelicics cause men 10 be arrested without due process for
inability to pay child support, be arresied on charges of “amicipatory
refusal” to divorce, be arested on false domestic violence cliarges,
result in the revocation of men's passports and driver’s licenscs, and
deny men the ability to work by issuing a constant strcam of excoutions
and levies.

k. Defendant Edri and his colleagues roulinely support women’s claims
in divorce, routinely award automatic custody to wommen, routinely
issue ex parle orders of arrest of men, even non-residenis, based on
spuricus charges of “potential to refuse to divoree,” routinely issuc ex
parte orders restraining men’s abilities to leave the State of [srael, and
routinely translar mariml property 1o women or curtail the men's right
to equitable distribution by allowing women exclusive possession until
the children matare. In cases of abduction by women of minor
children, because of the ancient religious policy of preference for
custody with women, Defendants and Edn support and facilitate
kidnapping by helping the women kidnappers trap the fathers in Isracl
with excessive bonds, threats of arrest and ex parte orders,

L In the area of child abductions, Defendants consistenily violate the
objeciives of the Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects of Child
Abduction by systematically denying left behind fathers their right to a
speedy return of children abducted by mothers to Israel.  The
Defendants” ideological adherence 1o the Tender Years Presumption,

the statyrory diserimination in favor of women and the overall

12
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preferences in favor of women and molbers inspircd by radical
Ferminism, {or in the case of Edri, the [ear of violating the anti-male
feminist trends for fear of losing his job), enables Defendanis to
prolong litigation, interpret the Convention in contrast to the rest of the
world, and, in the rarc case a father wins a Hapue Convenlion casc,
impose drastic and draconian Anancial conditions that are unaffordable
to ordinary men. Exhibit *B* Edvi and his cohorts set up legal
and jurisdictional traps [or the men who come (0 Isracl solely 1o lestily
ont the issue of abduction by issuing ex parte orders of arrest, cx parte
restraining orders on properties and bank accounts, and #e exeat orders
secured by exorbitant bonds {in one case $500,000). Defendants cocrce
the men inte divorce and 10 submit lo a Rabbipical jurisdiciion that they
would otherwise not be subjected to. Edri s now issuing orders against
Ben Haim’s father in retaliation.

47, Divorced fathers, or any male in other matrimonial proceedings, are
aulomatically treated as “second class citizens” by family courls, rabbinical courts and the
social workers that answer to anti-male policies mainiained by Shteimmets, Artman and
Milner. Defendants intentionally discriminate against such men who lose the basic
protections of human rightﬂ.

48, Indeed, a man in divorce proceedings in Isracl i3 subject to institutionalized
toriure and constant dendal or deprivation of civil righis. The defendanis Neeman, Kahlon and
colleagues of Arbel at the Supreme Courl of Justice refuse to recognize any righls to

fatherhood, family life and contact with children. They routinely divest and destroy men’s

13
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rights i this area by failing to conform to the laws, practices and policies of intemational
standards of equality and right to family life,

44, Defendants officially interpret the right to family lite as dependant on the
concept of “mother’s consent,” which the intemational community, Evropean Court of Human
Rights and other international tribunals dizcarded long ago.

50, Similarly, Defendants officially interpret the “best interest of the child™ as
equal Lo the “best interests of the mothers.”

51. The “mather’s consent” doctrine, advocated by Neeman, Kahlon, Shieinmets,
Ar.tman and Milner is factally invalid and diseriminatory because its very nature is to favor
ofle party’s position over another without any cvidentiary scrutiny, assessment of accuracy of
actyal of proof, 1t is completely subjective and without basis in fact. Perpetuating these
policies allows for judicial, emotional and cconomic tocls of cxtortion.

52, Defendants’ policies  instifutiopalize the practice of egregious and
unconscionable discrimination and the aceeptance of uncqual statutory presumptions as
follows:

a. The Tender Years Presumption gives automatic cusiody of children o
mothers, pursuant to Article 25 of the Guardian and Capacity Law,

b. Under Kahlon’s supervision, all men are sent to court appointed social
workers who act as personal criminal probation olficers and cancel
visitations withoul rcason or notice.

c. Due 1o policies promulgaled by Defendants Shteimmetz, Artman and
Milner. and endorsed by Defendant Kahlon, the rate of supervised
visitations({20-33%) in Isracl iz the highcst anywhere in the world, The

fate in the L8, is 1-3%,. See Exhibits “C* & “D*™.

14
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d. The rate of children’s removal and outplacenents is also the highest in
the world.?

g The rate of false arrests and false convictions is also cxtromely higly;
the falsc arrests are an institutionalized too] used to disengage fathers
[rom children.

f, Fursuant to policies endorsed by Necman, women are exempt fomn
paying child support in all cases, Child support awards do not take into
account the women’s income in setting the child support amount, Child
support awards should be formulas bascd on disposable income as in
other developed countries. Instead, Israeli child support awards are
hased on multiplying the number of children by a cettaim minimum
{(about 5450 per child}, and adding additional amounts (e.g., 30%, 40%
and 30% of the woman's monthly rent, medical, dental, extracurticular,
babysilling, and oilier expenses a judge feels like including). As a
result, most men are burdened with child support awards substantially
exceeding their income. This rate of non-disposable income vs. award
of child support is unconscionable and is the highest rate m the world.

See Exhibit “E*,

53, Defendants also imposed and colorce discrmminatory domestic violence
guidelings. Women are exempt from proscoution for false reports, pursuant to policies written
by Defendant Arbel. This practiee encourages free and careless false reports, which result in

automatic removal of husbands from homes, and a high rate of falsc conviclions.

2 Bee: hitprrwww.mchp.povil'defwl/Pages'Residentiat®20Educalion Carc%i20in%20sracl aspx
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34, Children arc routinely scparated from iheir [athers for long and intolerablc
periods. All fathers are subjected to compelled interventionist methods of social workers,
{under supervision of Kahlon, Shteinmetz, Artman and Milner), and costly parcntal fimess
evaluators, which increase ihe impoverishment of faihers. See Exhibit “F", Parliamentary
Report of Dan Shenit on the futility of parental fitness exam, published September 26, 2011,
These praciices alTect about 10,000 [ilers every vear, and result in aboul 50% of the national
nurmber of suicides, 200 divorced men cut of 300 total. See Exhibit “G*. Suicide Date from
the Ministry of Health of the State of Tsrael.

55, The Isracli family and rabbinical courts do not engage in objective
determinations of justice. Rather, they systematically grant the women’s petitions for interim
custody and refer the men to social workers who become the true decision-makers. The social
workers are trained to assist women in denying visitations to the men,

56. Delendants are responsible for the mechanisma deterring men [rom applying
for child support reductions or visitation enlargements because those applications are
routincly denicd without hearing and ofton result in cxorbitant monctary sanctions that further
impoverish the men,

37 Isracli family courts also fail to provide fair and equal justice by imposing
endless numbers of conferences. The conferences are not on record, are dominated by the
judge, and routinely deny the husbands’ attorneys any participation.  Similarly, decisions on
applications benefiting husbands, such as equitable distribution of madtal assets or child
access, are deliberately delayed for months or years, By contrast, applications benefitting
women are decided immediately or within days based on affidavits containing rdiculous

unsupported allegalions not lested by cross examination.

16
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58. IF the Court must conduct a irial, judges limit the tral to 30 minutes per side to
avold elicilalion of Facts adverss 1o the women's posilions.

50, Despite the lack of due process or [Ull and complete evidentiary hearings,
judges capriciously issuc Judgments without trials, proper testimony or any cvidentiary record
(See Rivka Mekayes and Tova Sivan’s track record, hut male Judges also improperly
prejudice fathers, e.g. Yaakov Cohen).

60, Delendants’ policics also deny men due process by refusing applications to
sunmon witnesses or financial records, denying applications to cross examine social workers’
hcarsay reports, and issuing judmments without trials. Family Court proceedings lack dus
process, fair justice and equal protection.

6l. In additien, appeals from family court are intentionally cxpensive and
unaffordable. A minimum $3,000 bond is necessary to secure an appeal, as well as cowt fees.

62, The policics result in ongoing damage to the father-child relationship through
the imposition of supervised visitation requiremenis, regardless of risk factors, The per-capila
ralc of supervised visitation in “Contact Centers™ in Israel i3 the highest in the world (2,200
tamilies per year, out of 6,000 divorces-with-children (but the number is higher as there are

1,000-1,500 in waiting list). See Exhibit “C”, Official data from the Minisiry of welfare is

attached as Exhibit “H™, Periods of State-enforced disengagement and ﬂlienaticﬁ can last
two to five vears and in an extreme case, 12 years.

GER Defendants’ policies also impose a strict, cruel and ueonscionable regime of
supervised father-child relationships.

64. Despite the obvious harm in constraining and limiting the father child

relationship, these decisions are imposed without any evidentiary determinations, Rather,
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Family Court judges simply delegate the authority to determineg the fathers’ level of contact
with his children to state employed social workers who serve as court aides.

65, In making their determinations, social workers utilize a presumption that the
mother is the parent best sujiable for custody under Capacity and Cuardianship Law, Section
25, As a result, women are routinely granted primary plivsical custody tights on application
alonc. Conversely, men arc sent to social workers for investigation, character assessment and
reporls.  This practice is discriminatory on its facc, and it is supported and advocated by
Defendants Neeman, Kahlon and Arbel. According to Shteinmetz, social workers must apply
interventionist methods cven if the Court only orders an investigation.

G The social workers routinely threaten the fathers, and collect umors and false
statements againgl them, entice woemen to filc false domestic violence complaints to expel
men from their own homes, and delay proceedings pending referrals to private and costly
Dangerous Propensity Tests or Parental Fitness Tests. These tests teed a booming industry of
paychologist and mental evaluators at $3,000 per test, while ihe professionals who administx:r
them admit that the tests have no scientific validity”,

67, More specifically, those lathers who take Parental Fitness Tests, are degraded,
punished, and subjected to non-scientific experimentation that is nen-scientlfic, highly
subjective, and non-clinical.

68, Mareover, it is stimply degrading and dehumanizing for a father who devotedly
raized his chilarcn during the marriage and behaved as a fit and responsible parent to be
questioned simply because he appears in Isragl. Those policies subject men to an unfair and

discriminatory system that doubts their ability to parent and torments them,

3 This is stated in 3 recent report presented to Defendant Meeman by Prof. Dan Selnit, available in Hebrow
only. The Schnit Commidee Report calls for the abolishment of (he parental {itness testing, and abolishment of
the Tender Years statutory presumption, bul Defendant Keeman relused 1o endorse the recommendations an
Seplember 27, 2011,
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G9. As a peneral rule, appointed social workers routinely send the men to see their
children in supervised visitations centers. Even if a report initially makes certain reasonable
findings and recommendations, the moment a woman is displeased with the arrangement, the
visitations or even co-parenting is immediately suspended, and the father goes to a Contact
Center.

70.  The requirement of supervised visitation is imposed simply upon the mothet’s
request. Simona Shicinmetz admits this in the press by the official in charge, Defendant
Simona Shteinmetz. As a result, fathers are treated like criminals, branded as dangerous, and
only get an hngr or twa per waek wilh the children, for several vears,

71.  The supervised visitation system is also designed and operated to prejudice
[athers’ rights. The Supgrvised visilalions take place at the social workers® convenienee, and
only ane or two hours per week of visitation during the fathers® work hours. The State’s
policics requiring supervised visitation causcs men to miss work, losc income and jeopardize
their cargers in order to see the children.

72, Belore a father may scg lds child in supervised visitation, a social worker must
issue a report. These reports take six to nine months to issue and often are supplemented by
additional reports before allowing the fathers to see their children.

73.  The process used to prepare social worker reports is faulty and inberently
disciminatory. The social worker merely collects any piece of libel and defamation from the
woman and encourages the woman to manufacture Hes. Manipulated character assassination
of men is the usual practice of such Social workers.

74, The social worker is cloaked with absolute immeunity, just like a judge. In fact,

once appomted, the social worker becomes the real judge ofthe case.
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75, These practices violate the puarantees under article [0 ol the International
Cm’cpant ot Econemic, Social and Cultural Rights (BCESCR), and its equivalent in other
iﬁmrnmir:ma] conventions, since ihe right 1o Fanily life becomes conditioned on satisfying the
whims of a hostile and biased social worker in cvery case and as 1o cach child.

ThH. These practices, endorsed by Defendants Kahlon, Shisinmetz, Artman and
Milner, feed an industry of prejudiced social workers at huge costs to society. The policies are
driven by a philesephy of woman cmpowerment that destroys men’s self respect, privacy and
e hutnﬁn te be parts of their childrens’ lives, Defendunts Kahlon and Shteinmetz are
responsible for the social workers training school, at | fabotinski Street. Ramat Gan, where
the curriculum comprised only of women cmpowerment leclures, radical [eministic
indectrination and interventionist theories,

77, This system was created snd enjoys continued support through Defendants”
polices and actions, and their financiers, KAS, NIF and IFC).

T8, The staie ol Israel and ithe Umiled Siates are signatorvies 10 international
covenants such as the Intemational Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), ICESCR
and the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC). Despite those a.gre:ezments: Tsrael’s
courts systematically refuse to recognize a father’s vight to see his children without state
intervention or infterference. Imstead, Neeman, Kahlon, and their subordinates require the
father to demonstrate why the child’s best interest warrants such conlact. Because of this
failure, fathers must submit to the authorily of social workers and supervised visilations, while
women get automatic intexim custody without a fair, evidentiary and adversarial hearing.

7. These pelicies result in most men only sesing their children in a prison-like
sctting for onc or two hours per week beeause the Ministry of Wellare automalically refers

mien 1o supervised visitations whenever a woman voices disagreement with regular visitations.
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80.  Supervised visitution occurs for at leas one to two years, and can be longer.
There is no remedy available to the father if @ woman does not bring the child 1o the center for
the visit, In fact, family cowrt judges in Isracl (cxcept one in Tiberias) express no concern
about the fact that s muny [sraeli children are growing up without fathers.

Fl. Auomey General Guideline 2.5 immunizes women, but not men, lrom
prosecution for faise domestic violence arrest. See Exhibit “I®. Women are encouraged by
the authorities and thc social workers to file as muny domestic violence complaints as
possible, in order to perpetuate the child alienation and discngagemcnt periods. The
fliscrixninatory guideling 18 a tool used to cut off children from fathers.

82.  Defendant Arbel, onc of the current High Court of Justice judges, drafted
Attormey General Guideling 2,5 when she was Attorpey General of the State. It is unlikely to
e changed by her peers. In fact, in Plainti{f Ben-Haim’s efforis to return his abducted child to
the Uniled Sates, Arbel herself abetted the abduction, motivated by her belief that women in
all situations should enjoy custody of children, even at the expense of the father’s rights. Tn
order to achieve her poal, Arbel manipulated facts, imtentionally misapplied principics of law,
and sabotaged the goals of the Hague Convention on the Civil aspects of Cluld Abduction,
Fer ruling makes Israel a sale haven for female child kidnappers.

23. Defendants routinely cotvict men mercly on the umsupported and encontested
allegations of a purported victim. No evidence is required other than the rehearsed words of
the woman. This is the pattern and practice in Isracl even when there were no domestic
viclence complaints, or complainis thal the man posed a danger to the well being of the child
or woman, before the divorce. Despite this questionable basis, domestic violence complaints
result in the immediate removal of the husband from his home. He i3 cut off from his

clothing, records, persopal belongings, and his children.
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84, Onge judgments are rendeved, and often they are issued ex parte without trial,
an unconscionable mechanism of usurious post judgment collections is utilized 1o {urther
destroy the man's livelihood, abilily 1o work, his morale, spirit and sanity. Courts impose a
constant strea.m of cxcoutions and levies carrying up to 50% interest and cxorbitant automatic
attormey fees to leverage men into giving up.

85, Defendants’ practices result in thousands of children being disengaged from
their fathers every year, thousands of fathers heing needlessly arrested, and thousands of
fathers being forced (o live in Fear, launied by endless and persisient persecution. The abuse
results in about 150-200 suicides of divoreed men every vear,

86.  The institulicnalized and slatulory diserimination agamst fathers in Tsrael is a
violation of infemational treaties. A complaint based on these discriminatory policies filed on
behalf of the fathers’ rights organizations in Isracl is pending before ihe United Nalions
Committee on Economie, Social and Cultural Rights, and is scheduled to be heard on
MNovember 15-16, 2011 in Geneva. A true and correct copy of the United Nations Rights
Complaint is attached as Exhibit #J”. Five more individual complaints were sent to the UN's
Human Righis Council in Aogust 2011, also delailing torment and abuse by the same
defendants.

87. Amencan citizens in Israel victimized by outrageous conduct designed to
disengagc them from their children and impoverish them have organized as a group called
fathers 4 Justice larael,

823,  Many of them were victima of Judge Rivka Mekayes, a fonmer attorney with

the Israel Women'’s Network, who published guides for wonien detailing how to file false and

fictitious domestic violence charges against men Exhibits “K*, and “L.7,
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89, After her judicial appeintment, she began terrorizing men and disengaged
thousands of children Emm_ their fathers, while awarding excessive child support awards.

90.  Mekayes and the other Defendanis have acled only 10 entable the American
citizens’ former partners’ physical and emotional abuse of the joint children and to increase
the children’s alienation from the fathers.

81.  For (e past three years, many American citizens rosiding in Isracl have beon
able to meet their children only at a contact center.

92, Infact, American citizons joined a support group called "Fathers injured by
Judge Rivka Mekayes.” The judge, herself, is a viclim of parenial alienation syndrome,
reportedly having had no contact with her divorced father.

93,  Rivka Megkayes is the lead author of a 1992 guide teaching women how to

Fabricate domesiic violence charges. See Exhibit “M”, The judge now lecturas on false

accusations in her spare time,  In her courtroom she is the last to recognize child abuse,
parental alienation and [alse accusations.

94,  American citizens in Israel are also victims of the Defendants’ policies
roquiring fathers o undergo Parcntal Custody Evaluation at mental healih clinics that
eviluates fathers without even seeing them, and depend financially on manufacturing reporcts

that suit the dizseriminatory policies aof Kahlon, Shteinmctz, Artman and Milner.

¥. PARTICULAR FACTS FOR EACH INDIVIDUAL PLAINTIFE
A, SHARON BEN-HAIM

85.  Plaintiff Ben-Haim, is a United States resident living in Fair Lawn, the State of
New Jersey, whase child wag abdueted to Israel last year by the clild’s mother.
96, Defendant Arbel disregarded the protections of the Hague Convention for the

Civil Aspecia of International Child Abduction {(which direct the immediate return of such
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clidldren to the United States), and a New Jersey Stute Court order directing the relur of the
minor to the United States. Arbel condoned the kidnapping in deciding an appeal filed at the
Supreme Court atter two [ower courts held the mother wrongfully abducted the child to [srael
and the child should be retumed to the U5, {(albeit with severs financial impositions on Mr.
Ben-Haim). On May 17, 2011, Arbel ordercd the minor shall nol relurn to her home Sate,
New Jersey, on the spuriq:sus.them}f that Plaintiff Ben Haim, by participating in negotiations
[or a divorce and cuslody setllement, while irapped in Isracl by Rabbinical Court Orders for
his arrest enjoining him from leaving Tsragl, somehow acquiesced to the abduction. See
Exhibit “N", Juige Arbel’s decision and Exhibit “0”, Tudpe Mizdol™s decision refusing to
granl comily 10 Judge Arbcl’s decision.

97, The climate of discrimination against men is Israel so brutal, that the
Defendants have crected various procedural obstacles to deter Ben Hahm from secking to
reunite with his daoglter. The courts compelled him 1o appeat in the deslination couniry of
abduction instcad of allowing videoconference, forced him to pay exorbitant fees and bonds,
forced him to pay the kidnapper’s airfare, six months of rent and six months of child support
in New Jersey, (contrary to New Jersey law and i1 encroachment on the soversigniy ol the
United States), and issued #e exeat injunctions and orders of arrest against him.

98.  Defendant Arbel’s manufactured Judgmicnil denying the return of the minor
daughter to the United States is a heinous crime tainted with gender-based hate and
diserimination. The lsracli Ceniral Authority, responsible for implementing the Hague
Convention in Israel, filed an opinion severely criticizing Delfendant Arbel’s bulchering of the
law. Exhijbit “pP*

93, As a result, Plaintiff' is cut off from Ofir, an American citizen, for more than

two years, has ncedlessly spent 5100000 in attorney foes and related cxpenses, has been
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arrested by an ex parte order of a Rabbinical Court, has been served with a ne exeaf injunction
preventing his departure from Isragl when he arrived to participate in the International Child
Abduction proceedings, and was trapped in Isracl for months during which his cntire business
in the United Staics collapscd duc to inability to fulfill orders. Plaintiff Ben-1Taim has suffered
and continues to suffer mental anguish, loss of work and loss of self-esteem. Everyday, his
daughter grows more dislant despite his every effort to reunite.

B. SOL HAVIVI]

00, Plaintiff Havivi was born and raised in New York City. He is 47 years old. In
1984 he moved to Isracl and later masried an Israeli woman, He is now the custodian of two
children, ages 17 and 12, after a long and cxcruciating custody battle. He has another
daughter who he has not seen in five years,

101, When his wife filed [or divoree, Judee Yaakov Cohen told him that in his
Court fathers do not scc children.  Havivi suffered humiliating treatment by hostile social
workers, who despised him solely on account of his gender. For § monihs, he was forced 1o
see his children for 8 months in a supervised contact center, for no valid reason whatsoever.
His oldest child was a victim of parental alieation and Havivi has not seen her in 5 years,
The social workers and Judge Cohen ridiculed Havivi, made his life unbearable and
tormented him for more than 4 yeurs,

102,  In Hawvivi's case, social worlers deliberately procrastinated any order to
arrange for visitations, and had incited all three children against their father. in Private, low
level social workers admitted that they were forced by their supervisors to lie and to take a
woman's side in every dispute. Moreover, the low level social workers were forced to ignore
any request by the children lo live with their father, and to offer foster care rather than

paternal custody, should the children insist on moving away from their mothers. When the
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children themselves told the social workers they were abused by {heir mother, the social
workers rationalized and ignored every act of the mother, and offered outplacement stead of
custody with e father.

103, The social workers convinged the Police in Petach Tikva to close an assault
charge against the mother, who smashed Havivi’s head inle a table, because prosecution
would disrupt her lil,

104, Judge Cohen imposed an outrageous child support award that exceeded the
entire salary of a person who is 100% handicapped, thereby living Plaintiff llavivi no
resources for daily life, and subjecting him to arrests without any proof of Gnancial ability 1o
pay,

C. GAMIITEL ELMALEM

105, Plaintiff Elmalem is an American citizen who resided in Lakewood, in the
State of New Jersey and now refurned to Isracl, Hc is a former Isracli police officer, and after
becoming religious, he became a kosher food inspector. He escaped Tsrael and left four minor
children in Israel (ages 11, 10, 7 and 3. Prior te his departure, Elmalem’s wife attacked him
with sharp glass and ripped his arm apart. He called the palice, but the police arrested him
and removed him from his home. He had nowherc to go, 50 he went to a domestic violence
shelier, but the shelters only accepted women. His salary was 2,500 shekels (about £714) per
month, but he was ordered to pay 3,000 Shekels ($857) per month. Because of the order of
removal/protection he did not see his children for many months, until a social worker
determined that he must see his children in a contact center, "s0 as not to trawmatize the
children.”

106.  In Elmalem’s case, the police did not vegister him as a vietim and arested him

instead of his wife. He was also ordaered to pay child support exceeding his income and was
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only permitted to see his children in o supervised contact systemn. These injustices resulied
because Defendants Kahlon, Shteinmetz, Artman and Milner believe thal children will be
traumatized if they see their own fathers unsupervised.

107, Because child support was 5o unconsc.innably cxcessive, unalfordable and un-
payable, orders for Elmalem’s arrest were issued. He fled to the United States in June 2010
and has no ability 10 exercise his parental rights. Elmalem retumed to Tstuel in November
2011 because he could not bear the separation from his childven. The complete climination of
Elmalem’s rights through diseriminalion and eriminalization demeonstrates the pervasive and
systematic injustice cxperienced by fathers in Isracli child custody cases.

COUNT ONE
AIDING AND ABETTING, INTENTIONALLY FACILITATING,

AND/OR RECKLESSLY IMSREGARDING CRIMES
AGAINST HUMANITY IN VIDLATION OF INTERNATIONAL LAW

108, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all .[:rrcvious allcgations with e same force and
cllcel, as il [ully set forlh herein.

109.  The rights to nen-discrimination, equal protection, due process and family life
(in the sense of right to parental access to children) are universally agreed upon as the law of
nations and international law, cxcept Isracl, the only dissenter in the international community,

110.  For example. the rights are enshrined in ICESCR Asticle 101} - The tight to
family life: "The widest possible prolection and assistance should be accorded to. the family,
which 15 the natural and fundamental group unit of socicty, particularly for its establishment
and while it is responsible for the care and cducation of dependent children."

L1, When the Defendanis violate all such universal vights, utilize threats of arrest,

injunetions on right {o travel, unconscionable child support, gender based anti-male social

workers™ interventionist methods, lack of due process and cquality in both family courts and
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rabbinical courls, it i8 an act of systematic torlure and tereor applicd against innocent citizens,
and especially Americans who are entitled 10 a “most [avored nations treatment,”

112, Dctendants intentionally, knowingly and wilifully facilitated, encouraged
and/or condoned, or at mintmum failed w0 ake sleps o protect the Plainils using the
following toals: See Exkibit “0Q7, “Discrimination Against Divorced Fathers in Justice and
Welfare,”

i The “Tender Years Presumption” discriminates against men in favor of
women and results in separation and alienation of fathers from children.
While [athers await the social workers' reports, mothers get instant
custody, and the power to block the fathers” access to their own
childran.

b. Israeli Attomey General Guideline 2.5 immunizes women from
prosecution or lability due to false police reports of domestic violence.

c. Israeli Police patrol guidelines mandate orders of removal from the
home based on mere allegations of violence withoul evidence.

d. Policies disengaging children from fathers.

£ Policies allowing fathers aceess to children only at supervised visitation
contact centers, or no visitation if the woman does 1ot cooperate,

f. Policies compelling fathers to prove their fitness to see children and beg
to be granted visitations. Fathers are entitled to the same presumption
as mothers that they are good and loving parent,

g Polictes postponing properly distribution and awarding most of, if not
all, the maritat property and the husbands’ personal property to the

WOIMCTH,
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h. Policics of issuing ex parte decigions in Family Court and in post
Judgment Enlorcement Olficcs.

i. Family Court policies inflicling cxcessive attorney’s focs on husbands
in almost cvery case.

j- Policics undermining and ignoring the Hague Convention on Child
Abduction by discriminating in favor of women abduclors and [alscly
interpreting the Convention to the detriment of disabused fathers.

113. Defendants” wrongful conduct jointly and severally, as hereinabove alleped,
and the crimes and torts conunitted by them, as hereinabove alleged, have causcd Plaintiffs
and olher similarly situatcd men, cimotional and psychological hann including siress,
detachment from family, pecuniary and economic damages, loss of support, loss of nurture
care and puidance, gref, anguish and other mental and physical infurics.

114. The actions and, or, omissions committed by defendants constilute crimes
against humanity in violation of the law of nations.

115, Crimes against humanity are likewise defined with a specificily sufficiently
comparable to international law vielstions that were familiar when the ATS, 28 US.C. §
E350, was enaclad.

116, The core elements of 4 crime against humanity in violation of intermational
Taw, as codified in the above sources and recognized in intcrnational law generally, include
various forms of heinous acts against human lide, physical wellare, and dignity that are
undertaken ag part of a widespread or systematic attack against male population in Israel.

117, Crimes against humanity are punishable whether committed in time of peace or

War,
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118, Aiding and abetiing and/or reckiess disregard of crimes against humanity are
actionable claims under the law of nalions and this court has jurisdiction over claims related
to such actions pursuant to the ATCA and ATS.

119. Defendants' conducl was the sole proximate causce of the scvere and continuing
emolional distress sultered by Plaintiffs and other similarly situated individuals, who have
experienced similar human rights vielations, torture, mayhem, and false arrests.

120, As a dirgct and proximate result of Defendants’ intentional, reckless,
outrageous and intolerable conduct, Plaintifls, as well as similarly siluated men, have
sutfcred, and continug to sutfer, substantial damages and discrimination,

121,  Plaintiffs are therefore entitled 1o judgment in {heir [avor against Defondants
and demand damages in an amount to be determined by a jury, not less than the statutory
minimunm amount of 575,000, for damages arising out of severe emotionai distress, mental
anguish, intense fear and anxisty, and manifestations of physical and emotional distress, such
as loss of sleep, loss of appetite, back pains, migraine headaches, heart ailments, depression
loss of sclf cstcom, norvousness and anxiety. loss of consortium, loss of solatium, and/or loss
of services, plus interest, costs, and such other monetary and equitable reliel as this Court
deems appropriate to compensate the Plaintiffs, and prevent Defendants from ever again
supporling crimes against humanity it violation of the law of nations.

122, Defendants® actions towards Plaintiffs and other similarly situated individuals
were undertaken with the specilic intend to harm and discriminate.

WHERETFORE, Plaintiffs eaclh request judement in their favor and against Delendants
in an amount in excess of 875,000 plus interest, costs, punitive damages, attorney’s fees and
such oiber reliel as the Court may determine.

COUNT TWO
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BRECKIESS DISREGARD
FOR HUMAN AND PARFNTAL RIGHTS

123, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all previous allegations with the same force and
ctfcet, as if {ully sel forth herem,

124, Defendants recklessly disregurded the Plaintiffs® rvight to *“most favored
nations™ treatment in Isracli Courls and other tribunals as no less Fivorable than the treatment
enjoyed by women in divorce,

125, Defendants knew, or should have known, their encouragement of, disregard of
and/or negligence regarding the atrocitics men suffer in Isracl during divorce procoocdings
would result in the hamm, pain and suffering, as described above.

126. Defendants knew, or should have known, they were and arc disregarding e
rights of the American Defendants to treatment in Israel at g “most favored nations” basis
¢qual to the treatment women in Israel are entilled to.

127.  Defendants knew, or should have known, their disregard of the rights of
Plaintifts, and others similarly situated men causes 200 suicides each vear.

128, Defendants knew, or should have known, their disregard of the rights of
Plaintiffs, and others similarly situated causes 3,500 children to be sent to Contact Centers
due to the almost aulomatic supervised visitation policies promulgated by Defendant
Shteinmetz.

129, Defendants knew, or should have known, their disregard of the rights of
Plaintiffs, and others similarly situated, causes at least the same am::rﬁnt of disengagements of

children from fathers cvery year.
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130, Defendants knew, or should have known, their disrepard of the rightzs of
PlaintifTs, and others similarly siluated, causcs the impoverishmenl and fzlsc arrcsts ol
thousands of men each year

131, Defendanis knew, or should have known, their disregard of the righis of
Plaintiflfs, and others similatly siluatcd, causcs the massive transfer of millions of dollars in
propertics lawfully belonging to men to be taken without due process and given to women.

132, In spite of this knowledge, or in spite ol he fact they did not take reasonable
steps to know what a reasenable person should know, Defendants Neeman, Arbef and Kahlon
have intentionally turned a blind eye and failed to investigate or evaluate Plaintiffs’ assettions
ol improper conduct, Plaintiffs’ specific suffering and the impacts on  others similarly
situated.

133, Defendants appeinled various conmmissions o invesiigate the porpetration of
such heinous ;rimﬁs against men, including the Slonim-Nevo Commission on social workers,

Exhibit “R", Schnit commission on joint parenting Exhibit “8*, and Shifman Commission

on fair child suppert amounts. Detendants have taken no action on the findings of the
Slonim-Nevo Commission (which finalized its report two vears ago).

134,  Bevond appointing the Shnit and Shifman Commissions, Defendants have Ict
those bodies languish for more than six yvears without taking any action suggested by the
reports.  Defendants have paid only lip service to the well-known calls for reform
demonstrating Defendants’ intent to continue their systematic discrimination against men.

135.  As aresult, Neeman, Arbel and Kahlon were aware or should have been aware
of a nsk so great that it was highly probable, and thus [oreseeable, (hat serious harm and‘or

death conld result to Plaintiffs from their aots or omissions,
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136, Neeman, Arbel and Kahlon recklessly disregarded this known ard substantial
risk thereby facilitating, assisting, aiding, abetling and incentivizing the torture and abuse that
were foresseable to Neeman, Arbe] and Kahlon, and which were the dircet and proximate
causc of the injuries Plaintills and their children.

i37.  As a direct and proximate cause of the acts and omissions of Defendanis
Neeman, Atbel and Kahlon foreseeable physical and emotional injuries were inflicted vpon
the Plaintiffs.

138, Aszaresult of the foregoing Plaintiffs have been damaged in an amouni not less
than 526,000,000

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs each request judgment in their favor and against Delendanis
Neeman, Arbel and Kahlon in an amount in excess of $75,000 plus interest, costs, punitive
damages, attorney’s fees and such other relief as the Court tmay determine.

COUNT THREFE
NEGLIGENT ANIVOR INTENTIONAL
INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

139, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all previous allegations with the same force and
gffect, as if fully set torth hercin.

140.  Plaintiffs bring this claim for negligent andior intentional infliction of
einotionnl distress againat Defendants Neoman, Arbel, Kachlon, Shteinmetz, Artman, Milner,
and Edri, because Defondants Neeman, Arbel, Kachlon Shteinmetz, Artman, Miler, and Edri
facilitated, assisted, aided, abetted, materially supported, and incentivized acts of torture and
perscoution of men in Israel during divoree.

141. Defendants Neeman, Arbel, Kahlon, Shteinmetz, Artinan, Milner, and Edri

knowingly and purposefully, directly and indirectly, aided and abetted, inientionally

facilitated, and/or recklessly disreparded the intentional commission of acis designed to
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violale the rights of men, deny them duc process and cqual protection under law, impoverish
them, arrest them, and discngage them from their children.

142, Defendants Neeman, Arbel, Kablon, Shtcinmelz, Artman, Milner, and Edri
intended or knew or upon reasonable reflection or investization should have known, their
conduct would lead to the death of, or injury to, innocent persons and resulting severe
emotional distress,

143,  Delendants Necman, Arbel, Kahlon, Shicinmetz, Artman, Milner, and Edri
intended, knew, or should have known the commission of acts designed to viofate the rights of
men, deny therm due process and equal protection under law, impoverish them, arrest them,
and disengagee them from their children would create grief, devastation and emeotional injuries.

144.  Becauss Defendants® actions involved intentional interference with the parental
rights of a parent designed to lexminale and/or severcly limit that relationship, Defendanis
knew or reasonably should have known their actions were likely to inflict severe and
conlinuing emotional distress and damage.

145. The actions of Defendants Neeman, Arbel, Kahlon, Shteinmetz, Artman,
Milner, and Edn were unconscionable and done with an intentional, malicious, willful, and/or
rockless disrcpard for the righis and lives of those torfured and abused, and the extended
family members, especially children,

146.  As a direet and proximale cause of intentional misconduct andior reckless
disregard for human life of Defendants Neeman, Arbel, Kahlon, Sliteinmets, Arvtman, Milner,
and Edri, Plaintiffs have suffered and will continue to suffer severe, debilitating, permanent
emolional, physical and psychiatric disorders, ongoing cmotional distress and anxiety,

physical and mental distress, and significant mental mjury and impainnent causing ongoing
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and long-term cxpenses for medical treatment, services, and counseling and long-lerm care,
particularly for all minor Plaintiits.

147.  Defendants Neeman, Arbel, Kahlen, Shteinmelz, Ariman, Milner, and Edri by
engaging in this intentional, unlawlul conduct, imentionally, grossly negligently, or
negligently inflicted emotional distress upen ihe Plaintiffs.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs each request judgment in their Favor and againsi Defendanis
Neeman, Atbel, Kahlon, Shieinmetz, Artman, Milner, and Edri in an amount in excess of
£26,000,000 plus interest, costs, punitive damages, attormey s fees and such other reliel as the
Court may determine and an Order to prevenl Dcelendants Neeman, Arbel, Kahlon,
Shteinmetz, Ariman, Milner, and Edri from ever again violating rights and international
undertakings in violation of the law of nations,

COUNT FOUR
FINANCING, AIDING AND ABETTING ACTS
OF PERSECUTION, UNTVERSALLY CONDEMNED
AS VIOL. i L LA FNATIONS

148,  Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all previous allegations with the same [orce and
effzct, as if fully set forth herein,

149, Defendant Konrad Adenauer Stiftung {“KAS™} finances radical and [anatical
eroups i Israel such as e Isracl Women's Network (“I'WN'), which support, promote, and
lobby for oppressive ireatment of men.

150, TWN fights to curtail Bathers’ rights, spread propaganda that all men arc vielent

offenders or potential aggressors, to increase the minimum statutory child support award, and

to impaose uncenscionable and usurious child support awards that are unaffordable, b initin.
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151, KAS and IWN intcasify the persceution of men. They lobby [or the adoplion
and preservation of institutienalized polices of discrimination and systematic opposition to
joint custody and equality in duties of child support.

152, The financing of such inherently digseriminatory activities and other attacks
committed by KAS and I'WN iz a violation of the law of nations.

153, KAS funds IWN, which iz indoctrinativg women with extreme anti-male
policies and preparing those women, such as Rivka Mekayes and Tamar Snunit Forer, to
become family court judges. These funds arc vscd to systematically configure and cenlrol the
family court process in order to perpetuate anti-male case law from the bench according to
their ideclogical hatetul agenda. See Exhibit “L*, “The Mailer of the Vengelu] Judge,” and
Exhibit “K”, “The Vengetul Judge A Monologue of & Despondent Father.”

154,  The prohibition against financing activities that are in contravention of
intcrnational human rights resls on a clear and definile norm of customary international Taw
universally accepted by the civilized world,

155. Consistent with its condemnation of gender hate financing, the world
cominunity has also joined in defining who can be held liable.

156,  ATCA provides liability {or financing viclations of crimes against hurmanity
teach those that directly or indirectly provide or collect funds with the knowledac and purposc
that the funds will be used to cammy out defined human rights offenses, regardless of whether
the funds were actually used. Specifically, the financing liability reaches accomplices and
every parson whao organizes or directs others in the schaime,

157. Defendant KAS knowingly, intentionally, and purposefully, directly and
indirectly, aided and abetted, intentionally facilitated, and/or recklessly disregarded crimes

against humanity in violation of the law of nations.
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158, Defendant KAS aided and abetted crimes against humanily by knowingly
giving money to IWHh and other radicel feminist orcanizations, [or purposcs of cstablishing
and perpetuating a diseriminatory system of justice resulling in unfuir delerminations, deni.a]
of due process and equal justice under law, false arrest, impoverishment, cmoticnal distress
and suicide. It is estimated that upwards of 200 divorced men comimit suicide in lsracl every
VEAT.

159,  Defendant KAS knowingly provided millions of dollars to the IWN and other
radical feminist organizations through private and charitable contributions with the purpose of
supporting TWIN and other radical fominist organizations, including the support of widcspread
intentionally discriminatory practices, gender discrimination, direct and indirect child abuse,
gconomic discrinvnation, institutiomalization of gender discrimination and other heinous acts
against human and parental rights.

lad. AL all tmes, EAS knew ibat the receipt, lransfer, and disbursement of
charitable funds were being paid to members of [WN and other radical feminist organizations
who canied out ferocious libelous attacks against Plaintiffs and other male Tsraelis.

161. Deflendant KAS aided and abelled, intentionally [acilitaled andfor recklessly
disregarded the planning, preparation or execution of these crimes against humanity by
providing eorganized and asystematic financial support and other practical  assistance,
encouragement or moral support which had 2 substantial effect on the porpetration of erimes
against humanity, with the knowledge and purposc that such actions would assist TWN and
other radical ferminist orgamzations in the commission of erimes against humanity.

162, Defendant 1{_35 aided and abetted, intentionally facilitaled, andior recklessly
disrerarded a violation of customary international law, to wit, lerrorist Hnancing, by

knowingly providing funds 1o TWN and other radical leminisi orgumizations for the purpose
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of aggisting the TWN and other radical [ominist organizations in carrying out offenses as
detined by the Financing Convention and customary international law:

163, Delendant KAS regularly provided substantial funding, totaling millions of
dollats in privale contributions and charitable donations, with actual knowledge und
awarcn&ﬁ that these same funds were raised and deposited for the purpose of supporting IWN
and other radical fennnist organizalions’ torture activitics against Plaintifts and other innocent
males in lsrael.

164, KAS's actions directly and matcrially contributed to the institutionalized
discrimination PlaintilTs and other similarly situated individuals suffer in divorce and child
custody procesdings in [srasl,

WHEREFORE, Plainiilfs cach request judgment in their favor and against
Defendant, Konrad Adenauer Stiffung, in an amount in excess of $26.000,000 plus interest,
costs, punitive damages, attr..}mey’ﬁ fees and such other relief as the Court may delermine and
lurther request an Onder prevenling Defendant Konrad Adenaver Stiftung from ever again
engaging in the financing of terrorisim in violation of the law of nations.

COUNT FIVE
FINANCING, AIDING AND ABETTING ACTS

OF PERSECUTION, UNIVERSALLY CONDEMNED
AS VTOLATTONS OF THE LAY OF NATIONS

165, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all previous allegations with the same force and
elTeed, as i lully set forth herein.

166, Defendant International Fellowship of Christians and Jews (“IFC)™) financcs
radical and fanatical groups in lsrael, éuch as Na'Amal, which support, promote, and lobby

[or biased and torlurous ireatment of men such as the Plaintiffs.
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167. TFCJ is based in Chicago, with a donation center in Washington DC and it
collects donations from evangelical Christians, who themselves betieve in the sanctity of
marriage, family life and the importance of fathers in the lives of their children.

168, TFCJ does not tell its donors that part of their monies go o organizations in
Lsrael that encourage divorce, believe thal women are oppressed when they ercate family
units, and are prevented [rom sclf fulfillment, and that their donations are channeled to radical
feminist groups that are determined to disengage fathers from their children, assist women in
divorce proceedings file frivolous domestic violetice claims against fathers, conlest father’s
rightz 1o 5cE8 children, preserve Defendants’ supervised visitation policies and contributs to the
growing number of 1oss of Jewish tives by suictde.

169, Na’Amat i3 dedicaled to curtailing fathcré’ rights, spreading propaganda that
all men are vielent offenders or potential aggressors, preventing joint custody, encouraging
women 1o fle for diverce 1o oblain Single Family sovernmental benefits, and coligeting
unconscionable and usurious child support avwards that were never affordable, ab fnitio.

170, IFCT and.Na’ﬁmat are devoled to intensifying the persccution of men, fighting
1o preserve discrimination, and oppesing jeint custody and equality in duties of child support,

171, The financing of such anti-male activities and other allacks commiited by IFCJ
ard Na®Amat constitutes a violaton of the law ol nations,

172, The pwohibition against finaneing activities that are in contravention of
international human rights rests on a clear and definite norm of customary international law
universally accepled by the civilized world.

173, Consistent with its condemnation of gender hate financing, the world

cominunity has also joincd in defining who can be held liable.
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174, AVCA establishes that liability for financing or fiacilitating torture applies 1o
those who directly or indirectly provide or colleet funds with the knowledpe and purpose e
funds will be used to carry out a detined terrorist offense, regardless of whether the funds
were actually used. Specifically, the ATCA reaches every accomplice and every person who
organizes or divects athers in the financing effort.

175. Detendant TFCF knowingly, intentionally, aud purposcfully, directly and
indirectly, aided and abetted, intentionally facilitated, andior recklessly disregarded crimes
against humanity in violation of the law of nations.

176, Defendant IFCJ aided and abetted crimes against humanity by knowingly
giving money o IWN and other radical {eminist prcanizations, for purposes of annibilating
the ability of men in diverce in Isragl to stay alive.

177.  Defendant IFCT knowingly provided millions of dellars to a” Amat and other
radical feminist organizations through private and charitable contributions with the purpose of
supporiing Na’Amat and other radical feminist organizations, including the support of
widcspread intentionally discriminatory practices, gender discrimination. direct and indirect
child gbuse, economic discrimination, instifutionalized pender diserimination and olher
heinous acts against human and parental rights,

178, At all times, TFCT knew the receipt, ransfer, and dishursement of charitable
funds were being paid to members of Na®Amat and other radical fcminist arganizations who
carmied out ferocious libelous atlacks apgainsi Plaimifls and other male Isracli civilians,
contrary ta the beliefs of the donors themselves,

179.  Defendant IFCJ aided and abcited, intentionally facilitated and/or recklessly
disregarded the planning, preparation or execution of these crimes against humanity by

providing organized and systematic financial support and other praclical assistance,
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encouragement or moral support which had a subsiantial clteet on the perpetration of crimes
against humanity, with the knowledge and purpese that such actions would assist Na®Amat
and other radical [eminist organizations in the commission of crimes against humanity,

180, Defondant 1FCT aided and sbetted, intentionally facilitated, and/or recklessly
disregarded a violation of customary iivternalional law, to wit, terrorist financing, by directly
ot indirecily knowingly providing funds to Na’Amat and other radical feminist organizations
for the purpose of assisting INa’ Amat and other radical feminisi organizations in carrying out
offenses against humanity and customary internalional law.

181, Delendant IFCT regularly provided substantial funding, totaling millions of
dollars in private contributions and charitable donations, with aclual knowledge and
wwareness that (hese same funds were raised and deposited for the purpese of supporting
Na'Amat and other radical feminist organizations' terrorist activities against Plaintifis and
other innocent male Tsraeli cilizens,

182. IFCKs actions directly and materially contributed to the institutionalized
discrimination which Plaintiffs and other similarly situated individuals suffered in divorce and
child custedy preceedings in Israsl.

WHEREFORE, Plaintills each request judgment in their faver and against
Delendant, TECI, in an amounl in excess of 326,000,000 plus interest, costs, punitive
damages, attorney’s fees and such other relief as the Court may determine and further request
ant Order prevenling Delendant IFCJ from cver again engaging in the financing of violations
againat humarttity and torture in viclation of the law of nations.

COUNT SIX
FINANCING, AIDING AND ABETTING ACTS

OF PERSECUTION, UNIVERSALLY CONDEMNED
AS VIOLATTONS OF THE LAW OF NATIONMS
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183, Plaintiffs repeat and reallege all previous allegations with the same force and
effect, as if fully set forth herein.

184, The New lIsrael Fund (*NIF”) iz a U.S. based nou-profit organization
established in 1979 located at 330 Seventh Avenue, 11th Floor, New York, NY 10001-5010.
Cpon inlormation and belick, in 2008 it contributed about $30 million {(USD) to hwunan rights
and civil socicty groups in lsrael. NIF describes its objective as social justice and equality for
all Tsraelis. However, the opposile is irue.

185. Defendant NIF finances radical and fanatical groups in Israel, such as “Center
for Woman Justice,” “Al Anwar,” “Adva Center,” “Awarcness For You,” “Mavei Satum,”
“Sisters [or Women,” “Arous Elbahr,” “Women Against Violence,” “Women & Horizon,”
“Woman Lawyers For social Justice,” and “Woman's Fund For Human Rights,” which
support, promote, and lobby lor oppressive treatment of men such as Plaintiffs,

186. While Defendant NIF advertises equality for all, in realily it supporis radical
feminigts in their fight to perpctuate old stereotypes and invent more legislation designed to
specitically target men, hurt them, and strip men of any fundamental human right that is ledt.

187,  Indeed, a test case request 1o tund activitics benefitting men, especially to fumd
shelters for men thrown out of their house by orders of removal or orders of protection, was
declined.

188. NIF does not fell its donors that part of their monies go to organizations in
Israel that encourage divorce and belicve women arc oppressed when they create family units,
NIF does not the donors the domations are channeled 1o radical feminist groups determined to
disenpage fathers from their children, assist women in divorce file frivolous domestic

violence claims against athers, contest father’s rights to see children, preserve Defendants’
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suparvised contact visitations policies and ceniribule to the growing number of loss of Jewish
lives by suicide.

189. NIF through its funding, curtails tathers’ rights, spreads propaganda that all
mcn arc vielent offenders or potential aggressors, prevents joint custody, encourages women
o file for divorce to obtain Single Family governmental benefits, and promoles
uncotscionable and vsurious child support awards that were never affordable, ab initio.

| 190, NIF and its beneficiuries are devoled o inlensify the persecution of men,
increase discrimination, and oppose joint custody and equality in duties of child support.

191.  The financing of such anti-male activities and other attacks conunitled by NIF
and its heneficiaries against Plaintiffs, constilutes a violation of the law of natrons.

192,  The prohibilion against financing activities which are in c_ontraventinn of
international huwman rights rest on a clear and debnile norm of cusmmarif international law
universally accopted by the civilized world.

193, Consistent with its condemmaiion of gender hate financing, the world
cormmunily has also joined in defining who can be held liable.

194, NIF provides that ligbility for financing to facilitate torture includes those that
dircetly or indircetly provide or collect funds with the knowledge and purpose that the funds
will be used to carry out a defined terrorist offense, regardless of whether the funds were
actually used. Specifically, the ATCA reaches every accomplice and every person who
organizes or directs others in the financing effort.

195,  Delendant NIF knowingly, intentionally, and purpesefully, direcily and
indirectly, aided and abetted, intentionally facilitated, and/or recklessly disregarded crimes

against humanity in violation of the law of nations,
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196,  Defendant NIF aided and abetted crimes against humanity by knowingly
giving money 10 a multitude of women only organizations and other radical feminist
organizations, for purposes of amuhilaling e ability of'men in divorce in Isracl to stay alive.

197. Detendant NIF knowingly provided millions of dollars to a multitude of
radically feminist groups and organizations through private and charitable contribulions wilh
the purpose of supporting them, including the support of widcspread intentionally
discriminatory practices, gender discrimination, direct and indirect clild abuse, economic
discriniination, institutionalized gender discrimination and olher hemeous acls against human
and parental rights.

198, Arall imes, NIF knew that the receipt, transfer, and disbursement of charilable
lunds were being paid 1o members of radical feminist organizations who carried out ferocious
libelous attacks against Plaintiffs and other male Israeli civilians, contrary (o the belicls of the
donors themselves.

199. Defendant NIF aided and abetted, intentionally facilitated and/or recklessly
disregarded the planning, preparation or execution of iliese crimes against humanity by
providing organized financial support, practical assistance, encouragement, and, or moral
support that substantially eflected the perpetration of crimes against humanity, with the
knowledge and purpose thal such actions would assist radical feminist organizations in the
commission of crimes against humanity.

200. Defeﬂdant NIF aided and abetted, intentionally facilitated, andior recklessly
disregarded a violalion of customary international law, to wit, terrorist financing, by directly
or indirectly knowingly providing funds to radieal feminist organizations for the purpose of
assisting radical feminist organizations in carrying out offenses agamst humanily and

customary international law.
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2. Defendant NIF regularly provided substantial funding, totaling millions of
dollars in private comlributions and charitable donations, with acteal knowledge and
awareness that these same Dmds were raised and deposited Tor the purpose ol suppurling
radical feminist organizations® terrorist activities against Plainiiffs and other innocent male
Israeli citizens.

202, WIF's actions directly and meterially contribated to the institationalized
discrimination which Plaindills and other similarly sitvated individuabs seffered in divorce and
child custody proceedings in lsmel.

WHEREFORE, Pilaintiffs cach tequest judgmend in their Govor and against
Defendant, NIF, in an amoun! in excess of $26,000,000 plus interest, costs, punitive damages,
attorney’s fees and such other relief as the Court may determine and further request an Order
preventing Defendant NI from ever again engaging in the financing of violationg against

humanity and forture it vickation of the law of nations.
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JURY DEMAND

Plaimtiffs hereby demands a 1dal by jury of any and all issues herein triable of
tight by ajury.
Bespectfully Submitted,

%

Sharon Ben Haim

Sol Havivi

A ,L !
cwd ol qf t ’I"."l’;;iu"_,.z‘_-'m

Gamlief Elmalem
Dhale;  January 13, 2012
Mewarls, NJ



