In the Supreme Zionist Tribunal Case No. 13/05
of the World Zionist

Organization

Before: Dr. Moshe Beisky, President
Aryeh Segalson, Judge Dr. Lipa Mair, Judge

In the matter of : World Revava - U.S.A.
Represented by Counsel Adv. Yitzhak Freiberg
The Applicant

Versus

The U.S. Regional Election Committee and the
Zionist Movement in the U.S.A.
Represented by Counsel Adv. Mel Selberg - Chairman
of the U.S. Regional Election Committee
The Respondents

DECISION

The Applicant filed a petition with us against the Respondents in which the following reliefs
were requested:

1. To revoke the decision of the U.S. Regional Election Committee (hereinafter: "the
Election Committee"), which prevents the Applicant from presenting a list of
candidates for election to the 35" World Zionist Congress (hereinafter: "the 35%
Congress");

2.  the order the disqualification and collection of the ballots for the 35" Congress which
do not include the Applicant;

3.  to order the immediate distribution of new ballots for the 35" Congress which include
the Applicant on an equal status with the other approved lists;

4.  to disqualify any vote for the 35" Congress which is based on ballots which do not
include the Applicant;

5. to impose an appropriate sanction for a case where the Respondents fulfill the orders
requested in the previous sections.

The petition was filed by the Applicant in the Court on November 16, 2005.

The petition is based mainly on the argument that the Applicant is a legitimate Zionist
movement which supports Zionist principles and Jewish values, and encourages Jewish
presence in Greater Israel, the restoration of Jewish sovereignty to the places sacred to
Judaism, and the like.

In its petition, the Applicant declares its support for the "Jerusalem Plan" by the Zionist
movement. The Applicant denies, in its petition, any connection with an organization



known as "Kach" or "Kahana Lives". However, the Applicant presents itself as an "affiliate"
to an organization called Revava (Israel). It should be noted that the CEO of the Revava
(Israel) movement attended the hearing and made a brief presentation of some of the
movement's principles.

The Respondents are seeking the dismissal of the petition for three main reasons:

1. The Applicant did not submit to the Election Committee the signatures required under
the Elections Constitution in order to qualify as a new list;

2. the Applicant was late in filing its application to the Election Committee to an extent
which the Respondents believe to mean that the Applicant waives its rights;

3. the Applicant - according to the Respondents - is a body affiliated with a Kahanist group
(i.e.: Revava (Israel), and therefore is not qualified to be part of the World Zionist
Organization, notwithstanding its declared adoption of the "Jerusalem Plan".

At the start of the hearing, Counsel for the Applicant requested clarification of the
Respondents' position on a settlement proposal it had made. According to the proposal,
representatives of the Applicant would be invited to attend the sessions of the 35" Congress
as observers only, with no voting rights.

Section 26 Paragraph 2 of the Constitution of the World Zionist Organization states that -

"The Executive or the Presidium of the Council may resolve to allow the participation of
representatives of Jewish bodies in the plenary session and committees of the Congress in
an advisory capacity."

In other words, the question of "observers" attending sessions of the Congress and its
committees is within the mandate of the Executive or the Presidium of the Zionist Council.
As long as those competent bodies have not been requested to discuss and have not given
their opinion on this proposal, this Tribunal cannot express its opinion or intervene in the
discretion granted to the bodies authorized by the Constitution.

It should be noted that the Respondents, who are also not competent to agree to having
representatives of the Applicant attend sessions of the Congress as observers, have
expressed their opposition - through their Counsel - to the settlement proposal.

The hearing of the Applicant's application consists of two issues:

First - preliminary questions concerning non-qualification of the Applicant due to its failure to
meet threshold conditions and failure to comply with the timetable of the elections to the 35"
Congress;

Second - material questions relating to the character and objectives of the Applicant which
give rise to allegations of the legitimacy of including the Applicant as a movement among
the Zionist movements.

We will relate first to the preliminary allegations. Two principal and material flaws occurred
in the Applicant's modus operandi.

One - the Applicant did not submit to the Election Committee 500 signatures supporting the
new list and its candidates, contrary to the Zionist Congress Election Regulations
(hereinafter: "the Election Regulations").

Article 10(c) of the Election Regulations states:

"Any list of candidates of a party or organization or group in a certain electoral district, which
was not represented in the previous Zionist Congress by at least one delegate, and any



personal nomination, shall be signed by those who have a voting right for the Zionist
Congress who are registered in the electoral rolls, in the following numbers:"

The sub-sections of this Article state the number of signatures of supporters which must be
attached according to the size of the electoral district. There is no dispute between the
parties that in the U.S.A., the requirement is for 500 signatures (sub-section 4 of the above
Article).

The Applicant contended, before the Election Committee, that it has more than 500
signatures. However, despite this allegation, it refrained from submitting the list of signatures
to the Election Committee. Of course, the Election Committee could have investigated
whether those 500 signatures actually existed and whether the signatories meet the
requirements of the Election Regulations (i.e. - they are signatories have a voting right for
the Zionist Congress who are registered in the electoral rolls).

In our opinion, this (deliberate) omission by the Applicant justifies, in and of itself, its non-
recognition as a list qualified to participate in the elections for the 35" Congress, since it
does not meet the threshold condition prescribed by the Election Regulations.

The second flaw is that the Applicant delayed in its actions beyond what is reasonable, so
that it was exceeded the dates set for holding the elections to the 35" Congress inthe U.S.A.,
despite the Election Committee having warned it that compliance with the date is essential.
The Applicant filed the present petition to the Tribunal on November 16, when the ballots
with the approved lists had already been distributed all over the U.S.A. by the Election
Committee.

In matters of elections, the timetable is one of the main issues of the Election Regulations.
Delay in the action of a party alleging flaws in the voting process can deny the possibility of
the relevant bodies (the Election Committee or the Tribunal) hearing its allegations.
Moreover, the nature of the election process means that delay and failure to comply with the
timetable will lead to non-response to an application for an injunction or mandamus (orders
such as these were applied for its this petition by the Applicant), and also causes material
denial of the rights of whoever is seeking participation in the election proceeding while by its
conduct it is likely to render them ineffective.

For these reasons - failure to meet the qualification conditions for submitting a list of
supporting signatures, and delay - we are deciding to dismiss the application of the Applicant
in this petition.

In view of our above conclusions, we were not required to reach a decision on the material
guestion raised by the Respondents, namely - should the Applicant be disqualified from
participating in the 35" Congress in view of its character and objectives.

In light of the importance of the allegations made by the Respondents against the Applicant
and the harsh legal consequences of disqualifying a list of candidates for elections on the
basis of such allegations, we wish to remark, in an aside, that had we been required to
consider those allegations on their merits, it is doubtful if the material submitted to us in this
context by the Respondents would have sufficed to lead to a conclusion that the Applicant
should be disqualified from participating in the democratic process of elections to the 35"
Congress. Justification for harming basic rights such as the



right to elect and be elected in a democratic process would require evidence on a higher
level and of greater scope than was gathered by the Election Committee in the hasty and
summary proceeding it employed (and which was dictated, to some extent, by the short
deadline derived from the date of the Applicant's first approach).

As stated, in view of out conclusion in the earlier part of our decision concerning dismissal
of the petition, we were not required to answer these questions on their merits.

Given today, December 28, 2005
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Dr. Moshe Beisky Aryeh Segalman Dr. Lipa Meir
President Judge Judge



