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DECISION: The Tribunal affirms the decision not to grant the

applicant a Protection (Class XA) visa.



STATEMENT OF DECISION AND REASONS
APPLICATION FOR REVIEW

This is an application for review of a decision m&y a delegate of the Minister for
Immigration and Citizenship to refuse to grantdipglicant a Protection (Class XA) visa
under s.65 of th#ligration Act 1958 (the Act).

The applicant, who claims to be a citizen of Lebgraorived in Australia and applied to the
Department of Immigration and Citizenship for ateation (Class XA) visa. The delegate
decided to refuse to grant the visa and notifiedapplicant of the decision and his review
rights by letter.

The delegate refused the visa application on teeshbathe applicant is not a person to
whom Australia has protection obligations underRiedugees Convention.

The applicant applied to the Tribunal for reviewtloé delegate’s decision.

The Tribunal finds that the delegate’s decisioanRRT-reviewable decision under
s.411(1)(c) of the Act. The Tribunal finds that tq@plicant has made a valid application for
review under s.412 of the Act.

RELEVANT LAW

Under s.65(1) a visa may be granted only if thasi@e maker is satisfied that the prescribed
criteria for the visa have been satisfied. In gahéhe relevant criteria for the grant of a
protection visa are those in force when the vigdiegtion was lodged although some
statutory qualifications enacted since then mag bésrelevant.

Section 36(2)(a) of the Act provides that a crdarfor a protection visa is that the applicant
for the visa is a non-citizen in Australia to whame Minister is satisfied Australia has
protection obligations under the 1951 Conventiofaf® to the Status of Refugees as
amended by the 1967 Protocol Relating to the StftRefugees (together, the Refugees
Convention, or the Convention).

Further criteria for the grant of a Protection @3l&A) visa are set out in Part 866 of
Schedule 2 to the Migration Regulations 1994.

Definition of ‘refugee’

Australia is a party to the Refugees Conventiongerterally speaking, has protection
obligations to people who are refugees as definetticle 1 of the Convention. Article
1A(2) relevantly defines a refugee as any persoo: wh

owing to well-founded fear of being persecutedréasons of race, religion,
nationality, membership of a particular social grau political opinion, is outside the
country of his nationality and is unable or, owtogsuch fear, is unwilling to avalil
himself of the protection of that country; or wimmt having a nationality and being
outside the country of his former habitual residggng unable or, owing to such fear,
is unwilling to return to it.
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The High Court has considered this definition muanber of cases, notabBhan Yee Kin v
MIEA (1989) 169 CLR 37%pplicant Av MIEA (1997) 190 CLR 225VIIEA v Guo (1997)
191 CLR 559Chen Shi Hai v MIMA (2000) 201 CLR 293ViIMA v Haji Ibrahim (2000) 204
CLR 1,MIMA v Khawar (2002) 210 CLR 1IMIMA v Respondents S152/2003 (2004) 222
CLR 1 andApplicant Sv MIMA (2004) 217 CLR 387.

Sections 91R and 91S of the Act qualify some aspacArticle 1A(2) for the purposes of
the application of the Act and the regulations fmdicular person.

There are four key elements to the Convention d&fim First, an applicant must be outside
his or her country.

Second, an applicant must fear persecution. Un8&Rg1) of the Act persecution must
involve “serious harm” to the applicant (s.91R(})(land systematic and discriminatory
conduct (s.91R(1)(c)). The expression “serious Aamsiudes, for example, a threat to life or
liberty, significant physical harassment or illdéteent, or significant economic hardship or
denial of access to basic services or denial chafpto earn a livelihood, where such
hardship or denial threatens the applicant’s cayp&uisubsist: s.91R(2) of the Act. The High
Court has explained that persecution may be diemf)ainst a person as an individual or as a
member of a group. The persecution must have ariabffuality, in the sense that it is
official, or officially tolerated or uncontrollabley the authorities of the country of
nationality. However, the threat of harm need reothe product of government policy; it
may be enough that the government has failed umakle to protect the applicant from
persecution.

Further, persecution implies an element of motoratn the part of those who persecute for
the infliction of harm. People are persecuted tonsthing perceived about them or attributed
to them by their persecutors. However the motivatieed not be one of enmity, malignity or
other antipathy towards the victim on the parthaf persecutor.

Third, the persecution which the applicant fearsinte for one or more of the reasons
enumerated in the Convention definition - racagreh, nationality, membership of a
particular social group or political opinion. Thierpse “for reasons of” serves to identify the
motivation for the infliction of the persecutionhd persecution feared need nosbiely
attributable to a Convention reason. However, mertsen for multiple motivations will not
satisfy the relevant test unless a Convention reasoeasons constitute at least the essential
and significant motivation for the persecution &shrs.91R(1)(a) of the Act.

Fourth, an applicant’s fear of persecution for aag@mtion reason must be a “well-founded”
fear. This adds an objective requirement to theirequent that an applicant must in fact hold
such a fear. A person has a “well-founded feap@fsecution under the Convention if they
have genuine fear founded upon a “real chance&odgrution for a Convention stipulated
reason. A fear is well-founded where there is &sebstantial basis for it but not if it is
merely assumed or based on mere speculation. Acin@ace” is one that is not remote or
insubstantial or a far-fetched possibility. A pers@an have a well-founded fear of
persecution even though the possibility of the @arion occurring is well below 50 per
cent.

In addition, an applicant must be unable, or unmglbecause of his or her fear, to avalil
himself or herself of the protection of his or lkeeuntry or countries of nationality or, if
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stateless, unable, or unwilling because of hiseorféar, to return to his or her country of
former habitual residence.

Whether an applicant is a person to whom Austfas protection obligations is to be
assessed upon the facts as they exist when th&ales made and requires a consideration
of the matter in relation to the reasonably forabéefuture.

CLAIMS AND EVIDENCE

The Tribunal has before it the Department’s filatiag to the applicant, which includes a
copy of the delegate’s decision record.

The applicant’s passport, a copy of which was mtedito the Tribunal, indicates that the
applicant had visited Australia previously on theng passport.

Protection visa application

According to his protection visa application, thmpkcant is an adult age male from Lebanon.
The applicant states that he had education in Laband prior to his arrival in Australia he
was employed as a tradesman. The applicant stateke resided in Lebanon for ten years
prior to his departure for Australia.

In a statutory declaration attached to his prodectisa application, the applicant states the
following in relation to his claims to be a refugee

5. My ethnicity is Lebanese and | was born a Sivtuslim.

6. | joined the Hariri Future Party in [date], chgithe period known as the Cedar
revolution. This was the period following the assaation of the former Lebanese
Prime Minister Rafic El Hariri. The Cedar revolutioalled for the immediate
withdrawal of Syrian troops from Lebanon The cargpaif peaceful demonstrations
was successful in pressuring the Syrian troop®buébanon in May 2005.

7. 1 became an active member of the [location] binaof the Future party in [date].

8. My role within the branch was to attend meetjmtistribute pamphlets and
encourage people in [location] region to join theure Party.

9. Although I lived in the [location] region, my wowas in Beirut. | worked in
various sites in the Beirut areas as | was a mataiesman.

10. My work would often take me to the West Bemegion and deep inside the
Hizbollah stronghold of Dahiah.

11. My problems with Hizbollah started in [datehi§ was after | had attended a rally
in commemoration of the first anniversary of thattieof Rafic Hariri.

12. Members of Hizbollah intelligence who also iadked the rally had seen me
attending the commemoration. On [date], whilstratieg work at the Dahiah area, |
was approached by 3 members of Hizbollah. | wasredybeaten. | was fortunate
that whilst | was being beaten a Lebanese armyaomas passing by and my



attackers fled. | was taken to hospital and trefdedevere head wounds and cuts to
my face.

13. After the attack | refrained from working iniB& or other areas which were
dominated by Shiite population.

14. Soon after the attack | received numerous helep calls on my mobile from
persons describing themselves as members of Hathdlhey wanted that they will
kill me if they catch up with me.

15. Members of Hizbollah visited the main headagffdf my employer in [an area of]
Beirut. Fortunately, on that occasion | was nospre. They wanted my employer not
to engage my service any longer because this vilglrouble to the company.
During their visit they stole a customer vehicle.

16. | applied for [an Australian] visa in [date].

17. Between the period [date] until the time of departure from Lebanon in [date], |
maintained an extremely low profile, residing ie thountainous village around my
home town of [location]. This is an extremely igethplantation area which rarely
sees visitors.

18. I refrained from travelling to [home town] amyaother main town or city for fear
of being kidnapped by Hizbollah operatives.

19 | fear that if | return to Lebanon, | will berh@ed by Hizbollah or their Shiite
supporters.

20. The Lebanese authorities are not capable efinff me effective protection
because Hizbollah is an armed military organisatiio controls vast areas of Beirut
and South Lebanon. Hizbollah also have operatipesading in north Lebanon, who
are capable of harming me.

21. The situation in Lebanon is extremely dire, Hrate are increasing violent
confrontation between Hizbollah and the FutureyPsupporters. | fear that Lebanon
is heading towards all out armed confrontation leetwboth groups.

Application for review

Theapplicant appeared before the Tribunal to giveewie and present arguments. The
Tribunal hearing was conducted with the assistahem interpreter in the Arabic (Lebanese)
and English languages. The applicant was represé@mtelation to the review by his
registered migration agent. The applicant’s oradlewce is summarised below.

The applicant confirmed that he arrived in Aust&rain an Australian visa. He was sponsored
by his close relative who is an Australian permamesident. The applicant confirmed that
he has previously visited Australia.

The applicant completed his schooling in Lebanatlowing High School, the applicant
became a tradesman. He initially worked in onetionabut subsequently worked in Beirut
for about numerous years and also worked as a emsaidlesman. The applicant’s house was
in one location but he would live in Beirut duritige week and go to his house at the
weekends. When he was in Beirut, the applicantiadvsay in a location. The place where the
applicant worked is based in this location whickvigere the applicant last worked before
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coming to Australia. The applicant worked for thissiness for several years and ceased
working in 2007.

The applicant stated that the statutory declaratibich he provided to the Department was
prepared with the assistance of the applicant’satimn agent The applicant told the
migration agent “his story” and it was written dawn

The applicant confirmed that he is a Sunni Muskithen asked why he feared returning to
Lebanon, the applicant stated that he was in § patted Tayar Al Mostakbal. The applicant
and others demonstrated after the assassinatidarof and he was seen by Hezbollah
members because he was working in their area. \&@bleed what demonstration he was
referring to, the applicant stated that the denratish was in response to the assassination of
Hariri, the former President of Lebanon. When askbdn the demonstration was held, the
applicant stated that it was in March 2007. Whekeddor the exact date, the applicant stated
it was 14 March 2007. When asked what sort of destnation it was, the applicant stated

that it was a peaceful demonstration and it wad blelse to the area where Hezbollah party
people operated and it was in the middle of Beirdhe Martyr’'s Square. The applicant
stated that it was attended by up to a million pedput he does not know the exact number.

The Tribunal advised the applicant that the denratish in relation to the anniversary of
Hariri’s death was held on 14 February 2007. Thbufral showed the applicant a copy of a
report from the Internet. The applicant stated thate were 2 demonstrations, it happened
twice and it was called Azar’s revolution and watdron 14 March. When asked what the
demonstration held on 14 March was about, the egmlistated that it was because of the
presence of Syria in Lebanon and because of weapitinglezbollah. When asked again
what was the purpose of the demonstration on 1£Maine applicant stated that they wanted
the independence of Lebanon so that it could beeadtate. The Tribunal stated that it found
nothing about a demonstration on 14 March 2007itbubuld conduct further searches in
relation to this issue. The Tribunal also stated the applicant had stated in his statement
that he attended a demonstration in relation tditbieanniversary of the death of Hariri and
he had not said in his statement that he attendiedn@nstration in relation to Azar’s
revolution. The applicant stated that they aretiersame reason. The applicant confirmed
that about 1 million people attended the demornistrat

The Tribunal queried how the applicant would hagerbseen by Hezbollah when there were
hundreds of thousands of people attending the dstration The applicant stated that it was
because he used to go and work in the area. Thenai again queried how the applicant
would have been seen by Hezbollah and how theyduwangjet him specifically when there
were so many people attending the demonstratiom.applicant stated that they did not pick
him up on that day, but he was around in their artsav days later working and they picked
him up. When asked why they picked him up, theiappt stated that it was because they
target Tayar Al Mostakbal Party members and haésad them. The applicant then stated
that it was about 2 months later that he was pickede was sent threats and later they
picked him up. The applicant stated that afterdsmonstration, they started sending threats
that he should leave the Tayar Al Mostakbal Parhe applicant stated that the Tayar Al
Mostakbal Party is the Arabic name for the Hariurtfe Party and the leader of the Party
was Saad El Hariri.

The applicant confirmed that he was sent threatglomg people from Hezbollah. They
began sending threats to him a few days after ¢éingodstration, possibly 5 or 6 days after the
demonstration. One day in 2007, a group of perattasked the applicant and beat him up.
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The applicant was in another area in Beirut. Thd@iegnt knew that the persons were
Hezbollah because it was their area that he wedhén he was attacked When asked how
they would have known that he was involved with Fla¢éure Party, the applicant stated that it
was because he was working in that area he wolkidbaut his involvement with the Party.
The Tribunal expressed its doubts that the apdlis@nild have previously spoken about his
future involvement in the party, but Hezbollah memsowould then suddenly assault him
because of that involvement in the party.

The applicant stated that he was beaten by peapte Hezbollah. The applicant was beaten
up by 3 people from Hezbollah. He knew that thepteavere from Hezbollah because no-
one except Hezbollah can walk around and carry aemap/Nhen they were beating him up,
the applicant was told that he would have to ldheearea otherwise he would be killed. The
applicant was threatened after he left the areaHmathollah stole a car from Beirut The
applicant suffered wounds and bruises all ovebbidy. When asked what sort of wounds he
suffered, the applicant stated that the wounds waused by the persons kicking and hitting
him with their feet and their hands. The applicamight elbow and his face had wounds and
there were many bruises on his whole body andf d&lisobbody was aching and had pains.
When asked whether he was seriously injured, thécant stated that unless the army came
to assist him he would have died. The applicantalss kicked in the head. He does not
know the sort of weapons used but they hit him whthback of a gun At hospital, the
applicant was given treatment immediately and tteacked his body and put bandaids on
his bruises and wounds. The applicant stayed ipitadgor one day and completed his
recovery at home. The Tribunal asked why the apptigvent to hospital in another city if the
assault occurred in Beirut. The applicant statedlitis expensive to go to a hospital in
Beirut and he could not afford it. In this cityst?arty can help with his treatment. This could
not occur in Beirut.

After the assault, the persons went to the placerevhe worked and stole a car and started
threatening him. When asked when he went back té& wiee applicant stated that he did not
do any work after that. The Tribunal stated thah&é previously said they started coming to
the place where they worked and threatened himappécant stated that was before the
incident, but he did not do any work after the deeit. The applicant stated that before the
incident they would telephone him and would comes@eally to his workplace.

The Tribunal advised the applicant that what hetblaksthe Tribunal at the hearing is quite
different than his statement. The Tribunal staked in his statement he had said that after he
was attacked he received telephone calls and thaestarted coming to his workplace, but
he had told the Tribunal during the hearing theg titcurred before he was attacked. The
applicant said that they sent threats before ated and this was why he did not go back to
Beirut.

The Tribunal queried why Hezbollah was so integkgtenim. The applicant stated that it
was because some of them knew he was a membex Blithre Party and they did not like it.
When asked for further details regarding his ineahent in the Party, the applicant stated
that he would attend meetings and ask others toldite pamphlets. The applicant stated
that he became involved with the Party in 2005jd#teed the branch of the Future party in
Beirut but did not go to the Branch in Beirut Whesked why he joined the Future party in
2005, the applicant stated that he had previousgnbnterested in politics. The applicant
joined in 2005 because he liked what they useatbetause they secure shops, try to
educate people and do not carry any weapons or. &vimsn asked what he did when he
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joined in 2005, the applicant stated that theyetdlto him about the guidelines of the party
and what to do, and how he should participate.

The applicant confirmed that he was not involvethwie Future Party in Beirut. The
applicant knew someone at the Beirut headquartbosregistered his name. When asked
why he would register his name only, the applictated that it was a step to joining and
after that time he was working with them. When asiceclarify how and where he
registered, the applicant stated that he registerdgudthe Beirut branch and started practising
and participating in his home location. When askiédt he did in this place, the applicant
stated that he attended meetings and distributexgbiplets and publications. When asked
when he began doing that, the applicant statechéhdid that in 2007. The applicant stated
that when he started with them in 2005, he wasgbgiapared for the job he would be doing.
The Tribunal queried why this would take 2 yeaise Bpplicant stated that gradually they
told him what to do and he was with them from 200% Tribunal advised the applicant that
he said in his statement that he became an acewelber of the party from 2007. The
applicant stated that it was in 2005 that he becamactive member of the local branch. The
Tribunal stated that he had previously said thaig 2007. The applicant stated that the
incident happened in 2007. The Tribunal statedithveas not asking him about the incident
but about when he became an active member. Thefailyueried why there were
inconsistencies in relation to the date he becamactive member. The applicant stated that
he started with them in 2005 and he met with peaptéspoke with others about joining the
Party.

The Tribunal stated that the document he providaeikd that he became a member in a
month in 2005. The applicant stated that was wieay tvrote but he became a member in one
month earlier. The Tribunal showed the applicacdpy of the document he had provided to
the Tribunal. The applicant stated that they pwtrda date, but he began with them in one
month earlier. The representative submitted thatrdnslation could be the later date.

The Tribunal queried whether the applicant waswlag that he had been attacked because
he was a member of the Future party and becausachattended the demonstration. The
applicant confirmed that the Tribunal’'s summarhisf claims was correct. The Tribunal
stated that there are inconsistencies in relabdng statement and his oral evidence and his
evidence was also unsupported by the independetdree in relation to attacks by
Hezbollah. The Tribunal stated that although tlvezee some conflicts in Beirut in May
2008, these incidents occurred after he had lafuB& he applicant stated that other
incidents had happened before that time. The Tabstated that there is no independent
evidence supporting his claims and no informatiat Hezbollah targeted Sunnis simply for
that reason. The Tribunal stated that the indep@reledence indicated that Hezbollah has
adopted an inclusive platform and has sought teapp Sunnis and Shias. The applicant
stated that if nothing had happened to him he waotdchave left Lebanon.

The Tribunal further stated that in 2007 there wenme attacks on prominent anti-Syrian
Lebanese MPs who were members of the Future Rartyio indication as to whom initiated
the attacks. The Tribunal stated that there isifsogimt information from human rights groups
and other sources relating to the situation in bebeaand there is no information that
ordinary people or ordinary members such as thecamp who has had a low level of
involvement in the Future Party are attacked ayetted by Hezbollah. The applicant stated
that there are some incidents and the Tribunalmaayrave that information. The applicant
confirmed that there is a limited Hezbollah preseimchis home area. The applicant stated
that it is predominantly Sunnis but no-one knowsvughHezbollah. The Tribunal queried
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why the applicant could not live safely in his hoatea. The applicant stated that they are all
over Lebanon and he does not know what will hagpdnm. The Tribunal stated that it had
considerable difficulty accepting that Hezbollahulebbe interested in a person such as him.
The applicant stated that it may not be Hezbollahtheere are people who are targeting him.
When asked for clarification, the applicant stateat the persons could be from Hezbollah or
anywhere else but they are always targeting himemédsked whether he was now saying
that he did not know whether they were from Heaiglkthe applicant said that perhaps the
Party was not personally interested but they marg lsent some of their members to target
him.

The applicant stated that he will be in dangerebanon and would not have left if he was
not in serious danger. When asked why he waitetlsorhetime in 2007 to make the
application for the visa, the applicant stated thaias difficult for him to get to Beirut to
make the application and his Australian relatismaleeded time to prepare for the
application. The applicant did not know the progedias to how to make an application for a
visa The Tribunal expressed its doubts that he evoat know the procedures given that he
had previously visited Australia. The applicantetizthat he did not previously have any
problems in Lebanon. The Tribunal queried why iswhat if he was involved with the Hariri
Party since 2005 he would suddenly have problen20@Y. The applicant stated that was
when they started causing problems for him. Thdiegam stated that they began causing
problems and the problems were hidden and not rpaagle knew. When asked to explain
what he meant by hidden problems, the applicattdthat no-one is allowed to approach
their areas and they scare people. The governraenbt negotiate with them and they carry
arms. The Tribunal stated that Hezbollah comprl$8s of the seats of the Lebanese
parliament and it was untrue to state that theylevaot negotiate with the Lebanese
government. The applicant stated that they plagertoch pressure on the government.

The representative submitted that the events of B8 should dispel any theory that
Hezbollah is a legitimate political party in Lebandiezbollah attacked and killed 60
civilians in May 2008 and did not take any acti@tause they feared that the Army would
split. Hezbollah is still branded as a terrorigjanisation and it was only after violence that
they forced themselves into the Lebanese parlianiéet fact that the applicant as a Sunni
travelled to West Beirut and entered into theieamuld cause the applicant problems.
Hezbollah has conducted random violence againgtanylcitizens and are a “State within a
State” and are a military force in Lebanon. Theespntative will provide more evidence
about ongoing killings against Sunnis.

The Tribunal advised the applicant that it wouldtevto him to address the issues that it had
raised with him and that would give him an oppoitiuto comment in writing on those
issues.

The applicant provided to the Tribunal a copy dibaument from the Hospital in a city of
Lebanon, stating that he was in need of rest fitayain 2007 because he is “suffering from
various bruises to his body”. The applicant alsovted a copy of a letter from his former
employer who states that the applicant has worgedim as a tradesman for a number of
years and told him some time ago that he intendéebtve work because of “receiving
threats from unknown people with being killed falipcal reasons”. The letter is signed by
the owner of the business and 2 other persons.

The applicant also provided a copy of a statenrem the Future Youth Movement stating
that the applicant joined the movement on a d&0b and was issued with a membership
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card proving his membership on the same date. fHbensent by the Director of the Future
Movement in North Lebanon also states that “Weigalgrly note his distinguished
membership which he had proved through his diligeamticipation with loyalty and
sincerity.

The Tribunal wrote to the applicant pursuant t@4AL The Tribunal invited the applicant to
comment on inconsistencies between his oral eveland the independent evidence in
relation to the date of the demonstration on wihiettlaimed to have attended and other
inconsistencies in relation to his oral evidenceth® Tribunal and his evidence contained in
his statement to the Department.

The applicant provided a response to the Tribursal24A letter. The applicant’s
representative stated that he has been instruztesgpond as follows.

1. Itis noted that on 14 March the Cedar (Arze) ratioh is celebrated and on 14
February the death of the late former Prime Mimiste&ommemorated.

2. Both events usually attract a large rally in Mafuare in Beirut. The figure
that our client quoted is the estimated figure suath rallies usually attract.

3. ltis also noted that both events are organisetthéyiarch 14 Block.

4. We submit that the yearly rally which occurs on that4" is the celebration of
the birth of the Cedar (Arze) revolution as opposethe commemoration of the
death of Rafik Harriri which occurs on February'Hgures quoted in the media
estimate that both events usually attract numbesedo 1 million people.

5. Our client denies that he stated in his oral evigghat he had completely
stopped working as a tradesman after the attackuiggests that this may be
attributed to an interpretational error.

6. Our client gave oral evidence that approximately 6 days after the
demonstrations he began to receive threats. Wewrdithat this is not
inconsistent with what was stated in the statuttaglaration, namely that soon
after the demonstration he began to receive threats

7. Our client maintains that he became an active mewftthe Future party in
2005, and not 2007 as stated in the statutory ggidla. We acknowledge that
there has been a typing error made in the statdieciaration.

8. Our client draws the Tribunal's attention to wolisgnsectarian strife in
Lebanon, where clashes between Sunni and pro HétbAllawi’s continues
unabated. Reports in [date] media confirm thengllof a Sunni Iman in the
[location] region and the growing fears that séataand politically motivated
killings will spiral out of control. Please refer fwebsite]

9. Information on the March 14 and February 14 raliies also be obtained from
the official web site of March 14.

Independent evidence

General information on Hizbollah and relations beeen Sunni and Shi'a in Lebanon
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The 2006 US Department of State report on religfcesdom in Lebanon states that in
Lebanon as a whole, relations between the variongessional groups are “generally
amicable:

The country, founded as a modern state in 1943ahasea of 4,035 square miles and a
population of four million. Because parity amongpfassional groups remains a sensitive
issue, a national census has not been conduciesl 5932. However, according to three
reputable demographic studies conducted over thietwa years, 28-35 percent of the
population was Sunni Muslim, 28-35 percent Shi’asMu, 25-39 percent Christian, and 5-6
percent Druze. Over the past sixty years, therdoban a steady decline in the number of
Christians as compared to Muslims, mostly througigeation of large numbers of the
Christian Maronite community. There were also v@nall numbers of the Jews, Baha'is,
Mormons, Buddhists, and Hindus....

... The generally amicable relationship among religigtoups in society contributed to
religious freedom; however, there were periodiorepof tension between religious groups
during the reporting period, which may be attriloutie political differences and the fact that
citizens still struggled with the legacy of a féteyear civil war that was fought largely along
religious lines (US Department of State 2001er national Religious Freedom Report 2006:
Lebanon, 15 September ).

An Asia Times article, dated 20 July 2006, indicates that He&boi$ a “Lebanese Islamist
Shi’ite group”, which is led by Hassan Nasrallagiwas set up in 1982 to resist Israeli
occupation of Lebanon during the brutal civil waine group declared a political existence in
1985.” According to the article, “The political plerm of Hezbollah calls for the destruction
of Israel, but the group has successfully transéaritself from a radical extremist group into
an effective political force that holds 18% of #eats in the Lebanese parliament.” It is
stated in the article that:

In Lebanon, the group had first hoped to transftirenwhole country into a fundamentalist
Shi'ite state. But it has now abandoned that ohjedbr a more inclusive platform.

About 60% of the 3.8 million population of LebanisrMuslim, most of them Shi'ite. This is
where Hezbollah draws its support. The rest opibigulation is almost all Christian. A 15-
year civil war between Muslim and Christian groepsled in 1991.

The article also notes that “Hezbollah became tbhstipowerful military force in Lebanon

after Syria withdrew its troops lagtar. Itnow has a seat in the Lebanese cabinet.” Hezbollah
had been “invited to join the government last Jalthe hope that the move would bring
national unity to Lebanon as the country strugdtedstability and peace” (Jamail, Dahr

2006, ‘Hezbollah’s transformatiomsia Times, 20 July).

An International Crisis Group report dated 5 Decen#t05 notes the comments of a UN
observer, who said that Hezbollah's leader “Nashatbpeatedly asserts that they have no
conflict with the Sunnis”. According to the report:

By and large, Hizbollah has sought to dampen sactéensions. According to a UN
observer, “they will not allow their people to b&ed in an inter-Lebanese fight. They
are very keen to be seen as an inter-Lebanese,gmdNasrallah repeatedly asserts
that they have no conflict with the Sunnis” (Intaional Crisis Group 2005,

Lebanon: Managing the gathering storm, Middle East Report No 48, 5 December,
pp. 17-18).

An article dated 5 March 2004 indicates that onkl@fbollah’s nine members of parliament
in Lebanon at that time was a Sunni Muslim (Sykksgh 2004, ‘New era for Hezbollah’,
BBC News World Edition, 5 March).
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Rallies/Demonstrations — February/March 2007

A report from the Lebanese papéng Daily Sar, indicates that a rally was held o

March 2005 after the assassination of former Premier RafikirHan 14 February 2005 and
was attended by approximately 1million people Btibg against the Syrian presence in
Lebanon.

No reports were found of a rally held on 14 Ma2€i97, the day on which the applicant
claimed he attended a rally/demonstration in wiaigproximately 1 million people attended.
According to this article from the Lebanese papbe Daily Sar, “the day passed quietly on
the political and street levels”. The article stateat a March 14 Forces meeting was
cancelled, and the only events which took plactherday were “a concert held in memory
of Kassir, a prominent figure and voice of the Matel camp, and a dinner held in
Downtown Beirut by the Future Movement Youth” (GeRR. 2007, ‘March 14 passes
quietly amid stalemateaily Sar, 15 March).

The Tribunal located several reports of a rallydhielLebanon on 14 February 2007. The
excerpt fromrhe New York Times, states the following in relation to the rally.

The military on Wednesday rolled out acres of razioe and fashioned a no man’s
land to separate the hundreds of thousands of gt supporters who poured into
the center of this city from the hundreds of opfiosisupporters who have camped
downtown since December. The occasion was the dezmumversary of the
assassination of the former prime minister Rafikitdg The New York Times, 15
February 2007).

Attacks against supporters or members of the Hafrarty (Future Movement) in 2007

In June 2007, the most prominent attack on a mewfttée Hariri Party (Future Movement)
occurred:

Beirut — Prominent anti-Syrian Lebanese MP WalidtAione of his sons and two
bodyguards were killed on Wednesday in a blastrked the waterfront areas of
Lebanon’s capital Beirut, Arabic satellite TV cheahal-Arabiya and other networks
said. Ten people are reported to have been kilteldahleast ten injured in the attack.
Eido was a close ally of Lebanon’s assassinateddoprime minister Rafik Hariri
and was a member of his son Saad Hariri’'s antig®yfiuture Movement Eido’s
death in the blast was confirmed by two Future Moset MPS Marwan Ahmedi and
Akrah Shahib, according to al-Arabiya (‘Anti-SyridP killed in Beirut seafront
blast’ 2007, AKI, 13 June).

The Tribunal also found the following reports ohflects between Future Movement
supporters and perceived pro-Syrian forces in 2007:

A fight in a university cafeteria was the sparkttigaited Beirut's streets for the second day
last week.

According to security sources, supporters of Sleader Saad Al-Hariri's Future Movement
surrounded the Beirut Arab University after thénfigurned into a brawl, refusing to allow
Shia opposition supporters to leave. As the armag tio negotiate a lift of the blockade -- the
university is in the Sunni area and Future Movensémainghold of Tarik Al-Jadida --
vanloads of Shia Amal supporters arrived.

Pitched street battles ensued between scoresloanmtbottle-hurling youths. In the most
worrying echo of the civil war, snipers appearedanfs and picked off several opposition



figures in the melee below. (Fielder, L. ‘Ghostglad past’ 2007AI Ahram Weekly , 1
Februaryhttp://weekly.ahram.org.eg/2007/830/re6.hticcessed 30 July 2007 .

Mahmoud was killed in clashes Sunday in the Suaighborhood of Qasqgas between
Hizbullah and pro-Hariri Future Movement supporterkich also left two other Shiite youth,
identified only by their family names as Shouked &ammi, in critical condition at hospital.
Earlier in the evening, as Mahmoud's body was brbirgo Riad al-Solh Square, close to the
Grand Serail, a voice blared over loudspeakersr ¥&sponse to Mahmoud's killing is
numbers!" (‘New clashes hit Sunni neighborhood @év&nese capital’ 200Bailystar , 5
Decemberhttp://www.dailystar.com.lb/article.asp?edition_idxateg id=2&
article_id=77405- Accessed 5 December 2006. CISNET Lebanon CX166324
http://immibelweh03/NXT/gateway.dll/cisnet_bacisfoet _bacis_lbn/bacis_cx166324

)-

56. Following unrest, Internal Security Forces (ISFydnanoved into areas to restore order:
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Despite repeated attempts to quell violence, ckasbatinued erupting in Tripoli and Chekka
in the North. Violence between Hizbullah and FutMi@ement supporters killed at least two
people in Tripoli Supporters of the Lebanese Foarekthe Free Patriotic Movement clashed
in Chekka, leaving many wounded.

"ISF units are monitoring the roads," said the ¢ff€ial. "About 21,000 forces - army and
police - are present throughout Lebanon."

Security in Downtown Beirut was beefed up to 1,88@y personnel, according to a sergeant
stationed there who wished to remain anonymousi-idaibib, M. ‘Security forces struggle to
hold the line’ 2007The Daily Sar, 24 January,
http://electronicintifada.net/v2/article6436.shticcessed 30 July 2007).

On 19 September 2007, a car bomb exploded in Blatlirty at least 5 people, including
Anti-Syrian Christian lawmaker Antoine Ghanem.
http://melsrvl/melref/INTERNET/Ibn32100.we3.doc

Events of May 2008

In May 2008, conflict between supporters of theegaing coalition and Hezbollah-led
opposition resulted in street battles. The follayvarticle fromThe New York Times reports
on that conflict The New York Times, 13 May, 2008) (CX199863).

LEBANON: Lebanese army says it will use force telyfighting, By Robert F.
Worth

The Lebanese Army announced on Monday eveningtthatuld start using force to
stop fighting between supporters of the governipgjiton and the Hezbollah-led
opposition, a step the army had not taken duringsat a week of sectarian violence
that recalled the country’s 15-year civil war.

The announcement was made as violence eased helmson, despite some
renewed street battles in the north. Tensions stddigh in the Chouf mountains
overlooking Beirut, where armed fighters remainadhee roads after a day and night
of fierce clashes that appeared to have left doakpsople dead.

The army continued to deploy forces in the moustaizst of Beirut and in northern
Lebanon, as part of a plan to take over militiaigimss and quell the fighting. But
there were signs that some government-allied figurere increasingly mistrustful of



the army — widely viewed as Lebanon’s one nonpamtigstitution — because it did
not interfere when Hezbollah supporters seizedrobat much of western Beirut on
Friday.

In northern Lebanon, a plan for local groups tochtdoeir weapons to the army has
encountered some resistance because pro-govergnoeips, which are a majority in
the north, fear being left at the mercy of Hezlulksaid Misbah Ahdab, a member of
Parliament from Tripoli. Sporadic gun battles tgd#ce on Monday between pro-
government Sunni fighters in the Bab al Tabbaneh af Tripoli, in the north, and
pro-Hezbollah Alawites in neighboring Jebel Mohddn, Ahdab said.

Although both of Lebanon’s major political campdl &tok to the army as an arbiter,
government supporters have become increasinglgalraf its passive role in the
recent clashes.

“The army is no longer the army,” said a politiedliser to the government, who
spoke on the condition of anonymity because hengaauthorized to speak publicly.
“It has lost its legitimacy in the eyes of the ztins.”

In the Chouf mountains east of Beirut, one pro-gorent Druse fighter, asked if he
and his fellow Druse would give up their weaponth®marmy starting Tuesday, said,
“We will if Hezbollah will.”

Hezbollah has long refused to discuss relinquishi;iggeapons; the current crisis
began last week after the government challenget/ate telephone network and
airport camera system that Hezbollah views asqgfatt defenses.

Tensions remained high on Monday in the Chouf, ela¢ieast 20 government-
allied Druse fighters were killed in battles thimeched through Sunday night, said
Walid Jumbilatt, the Druse leader. Mr. Jumblatti¥ofwers were fighting Shiite
Hezbollah supporters and their Druse allies. Thabr killed on that side was not
clear, but Reuters reported that 36 people had kiled in all during the mountain
battles.

Mr. Jumblatt seemed uneasy about the prospecttbiefuunrest in the mountains,
especially in light of the raids by heavily armedzbollah fighters into the Druse
mountain heartland over the weekend.

“We will not accept to be humiliated,” Mr. Jumbla#id during an interview at his
Beirut residence.

On Monday, army units and militiamen loyal to thezHollah-led opposition were
visible on the roads. In the town of Shuweifatseloto Beirut, there were burned-out
cars and shops, and houses riddled with freshtthdles. Human remains lay on the
floor of one bullet-scarred garage, along with kiitoodstains where bodies had
apparently been dragged along the floor.

In Beirut, an uneasy calm prevailed as governmigaotds awaited the arrival of an
Arab delegation that aims to help resolve the riBhe cabinet has still not met to
discuss the two government decisions that led Hetbto seize western Beirut, and
it is not yet clear whether rescinding those deaisiwill be enough for Hezbollah to
stop its so-called civil disobedience campaign,ciwhincludes blocking the road to
the Beirut airport.
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An article fromThe Associated Press (accessed on 13 May, 2008) (CX199860) provides
further information on the conflicts in May 2008:

LEBANON: Fighting in Tripoli, but Lebanon's capitial calm, by Scheherezade
Faramarzi

Fighting between pro- and anti-government factjiongoed to Lebanon's north
Monday, but a grim calm hung over the nearly engitgets of Beirut — a capital
crippled by roadblocks, suspicion and fear.

As black-clad Shiite militants of Hezbollah carrigneir latest dead to burial, so did
the families and friends of civilians caught in thaldle of combat that has routed
Sunni factions supporting the Western-allied gowent from Muslim west Beirut.

More than 50 people were confirmed dead sinceifighgrupted Wednesday — first
in Beirut, then in the mountains overlooking thiy @nd on Monday in the northern
city of Tripoli. It is the worst sectarian violent@wrack Lebanon since a 15-year
civil war ended in 1990.

That war killed 150,000 people and laid waste toynaarts of Beirut, leaving the
city divided into ethnic and religious districtsegdy suspicious of one another, and
the new fighting has torn open old wounds.

FINDINGS AND REASONS

The applicant provided a copy of his passport éoTthbunal indicating that he is a national
of Lebanon. Accordingly, the Tribunal has asseskedpplicant against Lebanon as his
country of nationality.

The applicant claims that he is a Sunni and a meute supporter of the Hariri Future Party
(Tayar Al Mostakbal) The applicant claims that tiersded a demonstration to commemorate
the death of El Rafic El Hariri and/or to demont&ragainst the Syrian presence in Lebanon
and to celebrate the birth of the Cedar (the AzardRution) on 14 March 2007 and was seen
by Hezbollah supporters. Following his attendaridbe@demonstration, the applicant was
attacked one day in 2007 by Hezbollah supportdrs.applicant claims that he received
threatening telephone calls and visits at his wiadgpfrom Hezbollah. The applicant claims
that he maintained an “extremely low profile” beemethis event and his departure from
Lebanon for Australia. The applicant claims thatdes returning to Lebanon because he
will suffer harm from Hezbollah or their Shiite sagoters.

The Tribunal accepts that the applicant is a Sandithat he supports the ruling coalition
party, the Hariri Future Party. The Tribunal coesglthat the applicant’s evidence in relation
to his claimed involvement in relation to the HaFuture party is problematic and
inconsistent between his written and oral evideAt¢ehe Tribunal hearing, the applicant
initially claimed that he joined the Beirut branahthe Future Party in 2005, but it was not
until 2007 that he began distributing pamphlets auolications for the local Branch of the
Future party. The applicant subsequently altersagehidence on this issue at the Tribunal
hearing and stated that he became an active meshties local Branch of the Future Party in
2005. By contrast, the applicant stated in hisestant to the Department, that he joined the
Future Party in 2005 and became an active memlbedbcal Branch in 2007. In response
to the Tribunal’s s.424A letter, the applicant besmed that there was a mistake in his
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statement and he became an active member in 20@ist\the evidence on this issue leads
the Tribunal to doubt the applicant’s involvemerittwthe Party, the Tribunal is prepared to
accept that the applicant was involved with theit&uture Party since 2005. Nevertheless,
the applicant’s own evidence to the Tribunal, whicks that he distributed petitions and
pamphlets, attended meetings and spoke to peoplg pining, does not indicate
involvement in the Party in anything other thaw level and does not establish that the
applicant had any kind of political profile as ami®er of the Hariri Future Party.

Although the Tribunal has accepted the applicdotislevel involvement in the Hariri Future
Party, the Tribunal does not accept that the agplibas ever been targeted by Hezbollah or
suffered harm as a result of his involvement inHilagiri Future Party or his involvement in
claimed demonstrations in Lebanon. The Tribunabissatisfied that the applicant has given
truthful evidence to the Department and the Trilbimeelation to several aspects of his
claims. The Tribunal’'s consideration of the appittsievidence to the Department and the
Tribunal follows.

The Tribunal has first considered the applicangésnes in relation to his attendance at a
demonstration in 2007. In his statutory declaratmthe Department, the applicant claimed
that he attended a rally/demonstration in commetmoraf the death of Rafic EI Hariri and
opposing the Syrian presence in Lebanon. The applstated in his statutory declaration
that his “problems” with Hezbollah started in 2Cff#er he attended the rally. When asked at
the Tribunal hearing about this issue, the apptistated that the rally that he attended was
held on 14 March 2007 and that this rally was aléehby approximately 1 million people
and that it was in relation to the Azar’s revolatioDuring the hearing, the Tribunal advised
the applicant that the rally commemorating Rafi¢i&riri’'s death was held on 14 February
2007, to which the applicant responded that theme\& rallies and the one that he attended
was held on 14 March 2007 and also stated thatathes were for the same purpose,
opposing the presence of Syria in Lebanon. Thegaddent evidence, as discussed above,
indicates that no rally was held on 14 March 200d that day “passed quietly on the
political and the street levelsDéily Star, 15 March 2007). The independent evidence also
indicates that the rally commemorating Rafic EliHardeath, at which approximately 1
million people attended, was instead held on 14usely 2007, although a large rally was
held on 14 March 2005 following Rafic El Hariri’®ath a month earlier.

The Tribunal considers that the independent eviel@mticates that the applicant could not
have attended a rally/demonstration at which apprately 1 million people attended on 14
March 2007 because there is no evidence indicéttisigany such demonstration was held.
The Tribunal considers that such a significaniyraibuld have been discussed in the reports
accessed by the Tribunal. Whilst the Tribunal atc#pat rallies/demonstrations were held
on 14 March 2005 and 14 February 2007 in Lebanaalation to the death of Rafic El
Hariri, the applicant did not claim to have attethdleose demonstrations The applicant
instead claimed that there were 2 rallies, onedbhdbruary 2007, and one on 14 March
2007 and the one that he attended was held on 1¢h\2807 and was attended by
approximately 1 million people. The Tribunal does accept that there was a rally held on
14 March 2007 and is not satisfied that the apptiedtended any rallies commemorating the
death of Rafic El-Hariri or in relation to the Azarevolution in 2007. The Tribunal is not
satisfied that the applicant’s response to theatioin to comment on this issue explains the
inconsistency in relation to this issue. The agpitchas submitted in his response to the
Tribunal’s post hearing s.424A letter that the 1drbh demonstration was in relation to the
celebration of the birth of the Cedar (Arze) revion and the other which occurs on 14
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February is in relation to the commemoration ofdkath of Rafic El-Hariri. As indicated
above, the applicant claimed to the Tribunal thatdemonstration he attended occurred on
14 March 2007 and was in relation the celebratioihe® Cedar (Arze) revolution. The
Tribunal does not accept that a large commemoratasheld in Lebanon on 14 March 2007
and does not accept the submission in responge foribunal’s post hearing s.424A letter.

The Tribunal also considers it highly implausibiatithe applicant would be seen by
Hezbollah supporters at a demonstration which was@ed by approximately 1 million
people and that this would be the impetus for tachktagainst the applicant. The Tribunal
does not accept that the fact that he used totgdheir area as a mobile tradesman and there
were intelligence agents whom attended the demadisirexplains how the applicant would
be seen at a demonstration which involved almosillaon people and that this would

prompt Hezbollah to seek out the applicant, threaim and then initiate a violent attack.
The Tribunal also considers the applicant’s clawat he was suddenly attacked in 2007
following his attendance at a demonstration, ebhengh he had previously spoken about his
involvement in the Future Party controlled areas, @s claimed in his response to the
Tribunal’s post hearing letter, that he had beeaaive member of the Future Party since
2005 and therefore was known to be a Party menaoesoime 2 years prior to the attack, to
be highly implausible.

The Tribunal further considers that the applicaa® fiven inconsistent evidence between his
statutory declaration to the Department and hiseari@ence to the Tribunal in relation to his
claims as to when he was first sought by HezboMkdhhe Tribunal hearing, the applicant
stated that he began receiving threats a few dégistae demonstration, stating that it was
possibly 5 or 6 days after the demonstration whigltlaimed occurred on 14 March 2007 By
contrast, the applicant claimed in his statutorglaiation that he began receiving numerous
threatening telephone calls soon after the attdukiwhe claimed occurred on a date in 2007.
The applicant did not state in his statutory dextlan that he received any telephone calls
prior to the attack. When asked to comment onigisise at the Tribunal hearing, the
applicant claimed that he received threats botbrieahe attack and after the attack. The
Tribunal does not accept that the applicant wopktsically refer in his statutory

declaration, prepared according to the applicattt thie assistance of his registered
migration agent, to threats that occurred afterctaened attack if he had also received
threats prior to the claimed attack. In respongéédnvitation to comment on this issue in
writing, the applicant stated that his oral evidetitat the threats began 5 or 6 days after the
demonstration is not inconsistent with the staterrehis statutory declaration that he began
to receive threats soon after the demonstratioa. Tiffbunal does not accept that this
evidence is consistent. As indicated above, théiGg’s claim at the Tribunal hearing was
that he began receiving threats 5 or 6 days dfeedemonstration on 14 March 2007. By
contrast, his statutory declaration states thdddgzan receiving telephone calls soon after the
attack. Hence, his initial version of events atThi&unal hearing was that he received threats
before the attack and that these first occurredGar 21 March 2007 and his version of
events in his statement was that he began receiviegts after the attack. The Tribunal
considers that the evidence in relation to thigads highly inconsistent and does not accept
that the applicant has given truthful evidenceeiation to this issue.

The Tribunal further considers that the applicaat/glence that he was attacked and sought
by Hezbollah because he was a low level membédreoFuture Party and attended a
demonstration is not consistent with the indepehdeidence. As stated above, the
applicant’s own evidence indicates that he waslradat an extremely low level in the
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Hariri Future party. The Tribunal accepts thatdbpelicant was working in Hezbollah
controlled areas as a mobile tradesman and wasrentéezbollah controlled areas

However, the Tribunal does not accept that thisldigive the applicant a profile that was
any different than any other low level member & Huture Party or that the applicant
participated in any activities which drew the adeesattention of Hezbollah. As stated above,
the applicant’s own evidence was that he had beeamber of the Future Party since 2005
and that he was known to be such. The Tribunalidersthat the independent evidence does
not support the conclusion that Sunnis or Sunnils political connections at a low level to
the ruling party have been targeted by Hezbollde independent evidence indicates that
whilst prominent persons have been targeted, ikare information that ordinary people or
ordinary members are targeted by Hezbollah. Thieuhal does not accept the applicant’s
claim that the Tribunal may not have such informmatbefore it. The Tribunal considers that
such information would have been reported in th#ewange of sources reporting on the
human rights and political situation in Lebanon efhhave been accessed by the Tribunal.

The Tribunal accepts that there were conflicts syNM008 between Hezbollah supporters
and supporters of the governing coalition. The i@ppt’s evidence, confirmed by a copy of
his passport which was provided at the Tribunalihgaindicates that he had departed
Lebanon prior to the May 2008 incident. Thus, thkdnal does not accept that the applicant
was affected by this incident. The Tribunal accéipésrepresentative’s submission at the
hearing that the events of May 2008 are indicatividezbollah’s preparedness to use
violence. The Tribunal also accepts that Hezbdiiat been responsible for violent incidents
in the past. The Tribunal has also considered dis¢ lpearing submission that there was a
media report of a killing of a Sunni Iman in hisn® location and concerns that sectarian and
political violence will increase. Nevertheless, firébunal does not accept that there is any
evidence that Hezbollah has targeted individuath amti-Syrian political beliefs or people
who were simply participating in rallies or persaviso are low level members of the Hariri
Future Party. Nor does the Tribunal accept thatrtbielents of violence between ordinary
citizens and Hezbollah are carried out in a tayetanner or that they are systematic and
discriminatory attacks in the sense describeddhr(1)(c) of the Act.

The Tribunal has found above that the applicantidence in relation to his attendance at a
rally/demonstration in March 2007 which he clainpedmpted an attack by Hezbollah is not
supported by the independent evidence. The Tribuaafurther found that the applicant’s
evidence is not supported by the independent egalanrelation to Hezbollah targeting of
low level supporters of the ruling party. The Tmialidoes not, therefore, accept that the
applicant was ever attacked in Lebanon becauseak@wnember of the Future Party or
because he attended a demonstration in March 28fi™oes the Tribunal accept that the
applicant subsequently went into hiding, or neeetaintain a low profile in Lebanon, as a
result of these factors. The Tribunal does not ptcd¢berefore, that the applicant has ever
been sought by Hezbollah, or its Shiite supporters.

The Tribunal accepts that Hezbollah or its suppsmeay have stolen a car from where the
applicant was employed. However, the Tribunal issadisfied that the theft was anything
other than criminal in nature In light of the abdiwelings, the Tribunal is not satisfied that it
was in any way connected with the applicant andicians that it was simply a random theft
of a motor vehicle. The Tribunal also makes noeask findings as to the date that the
applicant ceased employment as a tradesman ThenBlis prepared to accept that there
may have been a misunderstanding in relation sisisue.
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In reaching the above conclusions, the Tribunaldoasidered the documents provided to the
Tribunal at the hearing. As indicated above, despiime doubts, the Tribunal has been
prepared to accept that the applicant was a meaflibe Hariri Future Party in a low level
capacity. The Tribunal is, therefore, preparedcteat that the document in relation to his
membership is genuine. The Tribunal is also prepareccept that the hospital document is
genuine and that the applicant incurred bruisea date in 2007 and was advised to rest for
that day. However, in the context of the aboveifigd, the Tribunal does not accept that the
bruises were the result of an attack by Hezbollatssupporters. Nor does the Tribunal
accept that the document written by the applicaployer supports his claims and
considers that it was written at the request ofajiyalicant and does not contain truthful
information relating to the applicant’s need to aep.ebanon.

The Tribunal accepts that there may continue tmbieents of unrest in Lebanon between
supporters of Hezbollah and supporters of the gutmalition. However, as indicated above,
the independent evidence indicates that the céshie not targeted attacks on low level
persons, simply because they are Sunnis and seppoftthe ruling coalition. The applicant
does not claim, nor do his past actions indicaia, he would seek future involvement in the
Party at a more extensive level than he has dotleipast and is not satisfied that he would
participate in any actions in the future which wbattract adverse attention from Hezbollah.
The Tribunal is not satisfied that there is a ance that the applicant will be targeted or
harmed in the future by Hezbollah or its Shiitemers in Lebanon simply because he is a
Sunni and supports the ruling coalition and isve level member of the ruling coalition.
Whilst the Tribunal also considers that there iy @aremote chance that the applicant would
be caught up in violent incidents between Shiiteziybllah supporters or activists and
Sunnis/government supporters in the future, theural considers that such incidents would
not be in the nature of systematic and discrimiryatonducted directed at the applicant for a
Convention reason, as required by s.91R(1)(c).Trimunal is not, therefore satisfied that
the applicant will not suffer serious harm from Heltah or its supporters upon his return to
Lebanon.

Having considered the totality of the evidence, Thbunal does not accept that the applicant
has suffered harm in the past in Lebanon for reasbhis political opinion, imputed political
opinion or any other Convention reason. The Trilbisralso not satisfied that the applicant
will suffer harm in Lebanon now or in the reasondbleseeable future for any reasons
associated with the Convention. The Tribunal fitigg the applicant does not have a well
founded fear of persecution in Lebanon.

CONCLUSIONS

The Tribunal is nosatisfied that the applicant is a person to whoretalia has protection
obligations under the Refugees Convention. Theeefwe applicant does not satisfy the
criterion set out irs.36(2)(a) for a protection visa.

DECISION

The Tribunal affirms the decision not to grant #pplicant a Protection (Class XA) visa.

| certify that this decision contains no information which might identify the applicant or any relative or




dependant of the applicant or that is the subject of a direction pursuant to section 440 of the Migration
Act 1958.
Sealing Officer’'s I.D. PRRT42




