










 

 

Date: 21 Sivan, 5764       Case No.: 3580/03 

June 10, 2004   

 

Verdict 1 
 2 

On the basis of his admission of guilt we convict the defendant of the offenses attributed to him in the indictment. 3 
 4 
 5 
Handed down and published today, June 10, 2004, in open court and in the presence of the parties. 6 
 7 
[signature]   [signature]   [signature] 8 
Judge     Presiding Judge   Judge 9 
 10 
Defense attorney: I wish to postpone the hearing of the pre-sentencing pleas to the beginning of August; we do not 11 
object to the replacement of the present panel. 12 
 13 
Prosecutor: We do not object. 14 
 15 

Decision 16 
 17 

This case is adjourned until the hearing of the pre-sentencing pleas on August 3, 2004. 18 
 19 
Handed down and published today, June 10, 2004, in open court and in the presence of the parties. 20 
 21 
 22 
[signature]   [signature]   [signature] 23 
Judge     Presiding Judge   Judge 24 
 25 
[stamp:] Correct copy  

[stamp:] Military Appeals Court — Judea and Samaria  [signature]  

[stamp:] District officer, Netanya. 9338 [signature]  

[stamp:] 4584482. Major Elinor Barazani, District Officer, Netanya 
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Date: 11 Tishrei, 5765        Case No: 3580/03 

September 26, 2004 

 

Military Court – Judea 1 
 2 

Before: The Hon. Presiding Judge Lt. Col. Netanel Beniso 3 
 Judge: Capt. Ben Zion Sheffer 4 
 Judge: Yitzhak Ozdin 5 
 [stamp:] Military Appeals Court — Judea and Samaria  [signature]  

[stamp:] District officer, Netanya. 9338 [signature]  

[stamp:] 4584482. Major Elinor Barazani, District Officer, Netanya 

[stamp:] Correct copy  

The Military Prosecution 6 
(Represented by First Lt. Sergey Morin)  7 
 8 

Vs. 9 
 10 

Defendant: Samar Abed Alsamiya Ahmed Alatresh ID No. 34864066/ Prison Service – Present  11 
(represented by counsel, Atty. Alleredge – present) 12 

 13 
 14 

Sentence 15 
 16 
 17 

On May 18, 2003, a suicide bomber boarded the Egged bus no. 6, which had stopped at the French Hill Junction in 18 
Jerusalem, and he activated the explosive belt which he had worn on his body. The resulting explosion led to the 19 
death of 6 persons and the wounding of 20 others. 20 
 21 
The defendant who is being tried today played a leading role in the occurrence of the aforementioned attack. In 22 
order to understand the defendant’s personality it is appropriate to note that already in July 1999 he had become a 23 
member of a Hamas cell, and in this capacity he took part in disturbing the peace and in religious studies. In April 24 
2003, the defendant was enlisted into the military wing of Hamas with the aim of taking on a role in the execution of 25 
the attacks against Israeli targets. For this purpose he was requested to go to Hebron and to meet with another 26 
military activist. Indeed, on April 26, 2003 the defendant met with a senior Hamas activist, and the latter explained 27 
to him that for some time he had been searching for a man such as him who had held an Israeli Identity Document 28 
and who was well acquainted with Jerusalem. The senior military activist asked the defendant to identify buses 29 
which were especially full, places which were bustling with people and sites where one could kidnap IDF soldiers. 30 
Likewise the activist asked the defendant to gather information about Members of Knesset and other senior officials 31 
in the Israeli Government. The defendant obeyed his dispatcher’s command and he identified the French Hill 32 
Junction as a place which was suitable for executing an attack. The defendant also gathered information regarding 33 
other bus stops and regarding banquet halls. The defendant relayed the information to the military activist while 34 
noting to him that the French Hill Junction was a place which was suited for executing suicide attacks. At this 35 
meeting the defendant was given NIS 1,500 and he was requested to buy clothes typifying [ultraorthodox] Haredi 36 
Jews in order to disguise the suicide bomber. The defendant bought a four-cornered undergarment with fringes 37 
attached to it, skullcaps and a chain with a Star of David on it, and continued to gather information regarding the bus 38 
lines which pass through the French Hill Junction.  39 
 40 
A few days later the  defendant met again with the military activist and handed him the equipment which he had 41 
bought and the information which he had gathered. The two concluded that a week later, on May 17, 2003 the 42 
suicide bomber would be handed over to the defendant. Also at this meeting the defendant received NIS 1,000 to 43 
finance his expenses. 44 
 45 
On Saturday May 17, 2003  around 5 p.m. the defendant and the suicide bomber met in Abu Dis. The two travelled 46 
by taxi to the defendant’s home in Shuafat. The suicide bomber showed the defendant the explosive belt which he 47 
had kept in his bag. After that the two of them went to sleep. At 4 a.m. the two of them woke up, and according to 48 
the explanations given by the suicide bomber, 49 
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the defendant fastened the explosive belt around his body and placed the activation switch next to it. The defendant 1 
even expressed an interest about the technical details connected with activating the bomb. The bomber then 2 
disguised himself by wearing the items of clothing which the defendant had purchased and the two of them went on 3 
their way, with the defendant marching ahead and the bomber walking at a distance of 25 meters behind him.  4 
Around 5:25 a.m. the defendant and the bomber arrived at the French Hill Junction where the defendant pointed out 5 
the bus stop and gave the bomber a multiple-entry bus ticket. The defendant instructed the bomber to wait at the bus 6 
stop and to board the first bus which arrived. After that the defendant left the place.  7 
 8 
 Around 5:45 a.m. the bomber boarded bus no. 6 as stated above. The defendant heard the sound of the explosion 9 
when he was already at home and understood from this that  his plan had succeeded. 10 
 11 
On Saturday May 24, 2003 the defendant once again met with his operator in Hamas, and the latter praised him and 12 
handed him 1,000 Dinars as a token of appreciation for his good service. 13 
 14 
It should be noted that the defendant has been convicted of a series of other offenses which included a number of 15 
conspiracies to execute various attacks at Kibbutz Zora, at a food manufacturing  factory in Beit Shemesh, at a 16 
banquet hall in Mevaseret Zion and at a bus stop near the Shoresh village. Likewise the defendant tried to pressure 17 
others to execute other attacks. The defendant also tried to  recruit another person into the Hamas movement. 18 
 19 
The prosecutor requested that we impose seven life sentences on the defendant, six for each and every person whom 20 
he murdered and a cumulative life sentence for the offenses of which he was convicted. 21 
 22 
The defense attorney claimed for his part that a decision to impose a severe prison sentence upon the defendant will 23 
not bring about the end of the phenomenon of these attacks since it is the “occupation” that is the reason for the 24 
occurrence of these attacks, and so long as this reason does not disappear, murderous activities will continue. 25 
 26 
The defendant in his last statement mentioned that he had worked under an Israeli employer for  five years and could 27 
have attacked him, but refrained from doing so. The defendant noted that if there was peace he would not have been 28 
compelled to do what he did. 29 
 30 
Unfortunately we are faced once again with someone whose actions directly brought about the murder of innocent 31 
civilians, and then tries to excuse his actions by referring to political needs. 32 
 33 
Therefore we should reemphasize that the murder of innocents as a means to achieve political goals is completely 34 
and utterly baseless and international law and public opinion does not tolerate such means. 35 
 36 
The sanctity of life is the highest value and it is this which should guide us when we come to assess the extent of the 37 
sentence which is appropriate for the defendant. 38 
 39 
It is true that no sentence that we shall impose upon the defendant will turn back the clock, and return the dead back 40 
to life, nor will it restore vitality to the impaired or give peace of mind to relatives and close friends which was taken 41 
away from them all of a sudden. The defendant’s actions are shocking especially when viewed as part of the 42 
multidimensional phenomenon of terror, which time again has cut short the lives of so many.  43 
 44 
Nonetheless even if we are left with a feeling of despair in view of the abominable acts of the defendant we must do 45 
our jobs and order that such a man be removed from human society. Such a punishment and only such a punishment 46 
will express the deep repugnance which we feel towards the actions of the defendant,  47 
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since embodied within it, albeit on a small scale, is a sense of victory and payback for the suffering and cruel fate 1 
that he bestowed upon his victims. 2 
 3 
We have also deemed it necessary to dedicate a few words to the fact that the defendant did all that he did while 4 
being an Israeli resident who used such residency which gave him the “expertise” and tools, without which it 5 
remains in doubt whether the attack would have been perpetrated at all. How could it not have plagued the 6 
conscience of the defendant, who was privileged to have received the education, health and welfare due to every 7 
resident of the State of Israel, to attack his fellow residents of the State? Although every murder, no matter who 8 
carried it out arouses horror, the circumstances described here add a unique element of cruelty to the defendant’s 9 
actions. 10 
 11 
In view of the aforesaid and pursuant to judicial precedent, in terms of which it is appropriate to emphasize the loss 12 
embodied in the taking away of the life of each and every victim by assigning a life sentence for each one of the 13 
murdered souls, we impose upon the defendant the following sentences: 14 
 15 
For causing the death of Nelly Perov of blessed memory, one life sentence.  16 
For causing the death of Ghalib Tawil of blessed memory, one life sentence. 17 
For causing the death of Olga Brenner of blessed memory, one life sentence.  18 
For causing the death of Shimon Ustinsky of blessed memory, one life sentence.  19 
For causing the death of Yitzhak Moyal of blessed memory, one life sentence.  20 
For causing the death of Roni Yisraeli of blessed memory, one life sentence. 21 
For causing the death of Marina Tsahivershvili Tzitzashvili of blessed memory, one life sentence. 22 
For all the remaining offenses of which the defendant has been convicted, another life sentence. 23 
 24 
All the sentences shall be served consecutively. 25 
 26 
The total life sentences which the defendant must serve are eight life sentences.  27 
 28 
Right to appeal within 30 days from today. 29 
 30 
Handed down and published today, September 26, 2004 in open court and in the presence of the parties. 31 
 32 
 33 
 34 
[signature]   [signature]   [signature] 35 
Judge     Presiding Judge   Judge 36 
 37 
[stamp:] Correct copy  

[stamp:] Military Appeals Court — Judea and Samaria  [signature]  

[stamp:] District officer, Netanya. 9338 [signature]  

[stamp:] 4584482. Major Elinor Barazani, District Officer, Netanya 
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