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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRIC T OF FLORIDA AT FORT LAUDERDALE

VLADIMIR ZEEV SHEVRIN, Case No:

Plaintiff |
..\7-
BENNET M. RACKMAN, SOPHIA HERSHMAN -~ .. COMPLAINT
RACKMAN, AMERICAN FRIENDS OF BAR ~
TILAN UNIVERSITY, SHIRLEY SHAI NAVA ) Jury demanded

GADISH, VARDA PLAUT, CARMIT BEN
ELIEZER, ZVI WEIZMAN, GILA GADOT,
AVIAD IGRA, YULIA SHEVRIN, LORI

Plaintiff, pro se, for this ,Cromplaint,, alleges and sets forth as follows:

1. Plaintiffisa victim of a corrupt, nefarious and terroristic.gang of feminist fanatics
in Israel, the Rackman family and the Rackman Center who bribes and extort judges and o
lawmakers in Israel to advocate widespread, systematic and insﬁtutibnhlized discrimina-

tion against men, particularly' Jewish men, and to inflict upon them denial of basic and in-

ternational human rights (jus cogens), rob them of their property, cut them off from their

 children, impoverish them, ridicule them and impoverish them, all without fair trial, due

process equal prothtioil. In addition to violation the anti corruption laws of the United
States (soliciting donations of more than $10,000,000 per year to fund the persecution

and enshrinement of the.malé hate-mongerihg apartheid ideology of the Rackmans), their

-actions also consﬁtute violations of RICO.

- 2. Due to the acts of the Defendants against Jewish men and fathers in the State of

Israel, Plaintiff as a Jewish father became a victim of such inhuman and degrading acts as”

deprivation of child custody and contact with his.children, Parental alienation, blackmail
and extortion, arbitrary dete_ntion, arrest, interrogatic_)n,,defamafién,,and‘ restriction of his

Human Dignity, freedom and his liberty.
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3. The acts described-are purposeful in the furtherance of a hateful nazi-inspir'ed ide-
ology developed by the deceased Emmanuel Rackman, (Bennet’s father), a raboi from
New York who started the activities out of belief that Jewish men are inherently violent -
and dangerous to their wives, that all Jewish men are mentally sick and suffe“r from im-
pulses to murder their Jewish wives and to commit incest with their own children, that the
Jewish religion is ’laoed with elements of the patriarchy andr the oppression of women,

that all Jewish women when they marry a Jewish men become victims of tne Jewish pa-‘ :

i‘triarchy,,are abused physically, mentally and economically, and that'by sending the mil-

lions of dollars a year to the Rackman Center in Israel, American Jews o'an wash their
sins by helping the jmiserable Israeli sisters who are suffering so much and abused so |
much. .Emmanuel'Rackman’s vision was top fund a center that takes control of the law-
making regarding women’s priVileges and take control of the process of appointfnenf of
judges; and ensure that ev eryone follows the Rackman. “kill all the men” 1deology, and he
would be the next Je esus, that saves the lives of those abused Jewish women from their-
murderous and sexually psychotic Jewish husbands ‘

4. - The success of the Rackman ideology costs the lives of 300 500 men, Who com-

© mit suicide annually, because of their extortionist divorces that are handled by officials

bfibedor extorted by Rackman. Many other Jewish men in: divorce die slole of starva-
tion-or homelessness. o ,
5. The Rackman Defendants are actlng 1n concert with Israeli Pubhc state ofﬁmals

State authorities, left-wing poht1ca1 parties, and certain femlnlst and pro-Palestinian non-

- governmental organizations. They promote the position’ that the fate of the Palestinians

and Gazans, as an oppressed minority, is inteftwined with the fate of the Jewish women

who aresiinilarly suffering under the brutal male Zionist patriarchy fegii’ne. The Rack-
mans have reached such powers that judges and collection magistrates cannot be ap- -

pointed or promoted without a Rackman approval, and each year they are indoctrinating

- lawyers.in Rackman 1deology, so that they take positions, like an- octopus in the manage-

ment of Legal Aid, in the appomtments of guardians’ ad litem and m the tralmng of gov-
ernment Social Welfare authorities. Everything is controlled by the Rackmans to ensure

ythat no Jewish man has any chance to escape the fate of annihilation.

|09
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6. By bribing judges wrth money, recommendatrons prestrge and pubhc relations,
the judges are erlmgly comrmttmg inhuman acts and degradlng treatment against the
J ew1sh fathers in Israel. ‘Such acts include, deprivation of fair Justlce, blatant discrimina-
tion, deprivation of parental frights, denial of custody and”conta'ct, economic coercion and ‘

robbery of any and all mjen?s'assets and saVings, effect_iyely_ enslaving the Jewish fathers B

by astronomical awards“to the women, depriving the men’s ability to work and earn a

livelihood arbitrary deprivations of liberty, including unlanul'd'etentions ‘a‘rrest's lm-
prlsonment and prosecutlons in criminal, civil, and adm1mstrat1ve proceedmgs Te-

strictions on freedom of movement, mcludrng the unlawful denial of the right to. leave the

~ Stateof Israel, 1mposed even on non-Israeli men for the. purpose of extort1on demal of

socio- econormc rrghts 1ncludrng the rrght to an adequate standard of hvrng and access to" »
adequate food, ﬁnancral persecutron 1ncludmg the freezmg of bank accounts cancella— =

tion of cred1t cards, unlawful seizure of funds forced bankruptcy, and resultlng devasta-

_tlon admrnlstratlve sanctlons dehumamzatlon and st1gmat17at1on 1nclud1ng arbltrary ac-

cusations’ of crimes not commrtted and the imposition of collectlve pumshment

7. By controllmg the Judlcrary and the lawmakers makmg thém dependent on Rack-

“man clearance and recommendatrons defendants amassed 1mmense powers that enable

them to perpetrate crrmes amountrng to genocrde and apartherd agalnst Ji ew1sh fathers all

_ 'w1th the blessmg of the State of Israel and 1ts authorrtres as it is 1mpossrble to obtain fa1r

* justice, or win- appeals

- 8. The Rackmans and AFBIU created a web of deputres planted all. over Israel ina
way that grves them the audacrty to dictate to the Ministry of Justrce Mrmstry of Welfare

and to Judges in famlly and appeals court, and religious courts, how to: tw1st the laws to

“tob Jewish men, clean them out of the1r assets extort them play w1th their. lrve snatch:

the1r ch1ldren away from them, arrest them for bogus claims; and for the past 25 years

they are the real pollcy makers and contrlvers of the methods whlch deprrve the fathers

»any abrhty to fight i in the corrupted and brlbed courts of Israel Judges in Israel have be—

come puppets dancrng to the tunes of the Rackman musrc o
9. Many J ewrsh men are forbldden to leave Israel and live under dracoman and ex-

tortionist no exit orders WhJCh affect especially 1mm1grants to Israel who cannot return

i to the homelands of cannot earn a lrvrng if their busrness is abroad

w o
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10 The crimes perpetrated agamst J ew1sh fathers w1th1n the State of Israel constltute
offenses not subJ ect’ to any statutory limitation. The State of Israel and its author1t1es have
exhlblted both an unwrllmgness and an 1nab111ty to initiate; conduct and conclude the
necessary investigations . and prosecutrons in relatron to these offenses.

11. The Defendants iri this case acting in concert w1th other public oﬂiclals Public

- -State authorltres and non-governmental organizations, have pursued a policy and practlce
of encouraging women to 1n1t1ate dlvorce proceedmgs thereby destroymg Jewish fami-
, '_lres and of fac111tat1ng and. promotrng the abductlon of chlldren by mothers from their fa- .

thers, wrth the ultlmate purpose of br1ng1ng J ew1sh fathers before the Fam1ly Court

PARTIES ’
' 12 Plamtrff Vlad1m1r Zeev Shevrin i is a crtlzen and res1dent of the county of
tBroward FL, and born i in Belarus He i is the father of 2 chrldren N (age 15) I (age 11),

. who lrve in Israel Plarntrff was married to Defendant Yulia Shevrln and lived w1th her 12 ]
years Pla1nt1ff isa Regrstered Nurse ina Hosprtal However hei is now unemployed
Plamtrff became alrenated from his chrldren in 2022 when Defendant Yuha Shevrm -
started usmg the Rackman tactrcs false complamts obtarnmg restrarmng orders ex parte :

: ev1ct1ng Plarnt1ff from hrs home and a plethora of extortron tools. Plarntlff who was once

a successful person becarne a pauper beggar frequent customer of the pohce and his

: chrldren do not even know him. The overwhelmlng debts, whlch defendants Shai, -

_ -Gadish, Weitman and Plaut created render it 1mpossrble for Plaintiff to rebulld h1s life,
estabhsh a new famrly, or. have addltronal chlldren Plaintiff ’s address 1s 1302 E Las Olas
. Boulevard ‘Fort Lauderdale FL, 33301 USA tel. 954-780-6770. ,
3. Defendants Bennet VI Rackman and Sophla Hershman Rackman are residents
‘-of Broward County, F L and are the heirs of the Emmanuel and: Ruth Rackman founda— :
tion that establlshed the “Rackman Center” in Israel in 2001 The center is presented asa -

i lobbyrst 1nst1tut10n for Empowermg women and women’s r1ghts but 1n realrty it. operates |

- asa headquarters of a control center for drssemmatlng hate-mongermg 1deology of neo- -

' J ewrsh femmlsm Wthh means death and starvatlon to all J ew1sh men-of the patrlarchy

‘Rackman controls legrslators,, J_udges, p__rosecutors and social workers by bribing them.{ o
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' Rackman Defendants fund the head of the center Ruth Halperln-Kaddarl who orches-

: trates genoc1da1 campalgns agamst J ewrsh men. in Israel. Bennet M. Rackman and Sophla :

Hershman Rackman collect donatlons in Florlda to fund the Rackmans speeches against

 Jewish men, drssemlnatlon of Der Stiirmer style communications to the press, media, par-
liament and Judges Halperln Kaddari falsely asserts that Jewish women in Israel are de-
prived of rights, that J ewrsh husbands and mén routinely kill the1r lees and partners and
that the home is the most dangerous place for married or partnered women. Halperin- -
Kaddar1 has further propagated the baseless c1a1m that ¢ femlcrde s occurrlng in the
State of Israel mahclously portraylng Israel asa dangerous country for women. She has

» knowmgly and deceltfully mrscharacterlzed Israeli law and Jud1c1a1 practlce assertlng
‘without bas1s that the legal system endangers women durlng dlvorce proceedlngs str1ps
them of property, denies them custody of their ch11dren and deprlves them of social secu- S
r1ty protectlons Thrs unfounded ‘malicious, and cr1m1na1 propaganda propagated by :

- Halperm Kaddarl is dehberately employed by the Defendants in th1s actlon in concert

with pubhc ofﬁcrals and state authorities; as a pretext and Justrﬁcatlon for systematrc
Crrmes against Humamty perpetrated agalnst Jewish men and fathers in the State of Is-
rael. Defendant Sophra Hershman Rackman is a res1dent of F lorlda and is an heir to Em—
manuel Rackman and she is the main fundralser to the Rachman Center in the South of
the USA.

14. Defendant Amerlcan Frlends of Bar Ilan isa corporatlon reglstered in New

~ York w1th a branch i 1n Florrda headed by Jessica Bren Nun. TheV are the umbrella-that

sohclt the funds to the Rackman Center, Wthh is not 1ncorporated and pretends to be part
of the academic Un1vers1ty of Bar llan. However, it is nothing but academic. It is. a group
of ferocious male hatmg women Wrth a burmng hate for anythmg that reeks of the patrl-
" archy: of the Jew1sh men. ‘ o |
15, Defendant Shlrley Shal is a citizen- and resident of the State of Israel. She is'a
Judge of the Famlly court of Petah Tikva. Defendant Shai owes her Jud1c1a1 appomtment
o to the Rackmans who 1obb1ed for her The Defendant Shay is respon51b1e for dlsengagmg |
| Plarntrff from his. ch11dren and’ usrng the plarntlff ’s chlldren asa tool for financial devas—
: ._tatron of therr dad by i 1mposmg on him unaffordable and unpayable child support in favor
of the ahenatlng mother/Defendant Yulia Shevrrn and through other Court costs and
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pun1t1ve fees for plamtlff s motrons to renew contact wrth h1s chrldren and to prevent his

children’s exposure to- physrcal and emotronal abuse. The Defendant Shay bears direct re-

sponsrbrhty for the Plarntrff ’s ﬁnancral destructlon and for the unlawful severance of his

“contact with his chrldren

“16. Defendant Nava Gadlsh is a 01trzen and resrdent of the State of lsrael She serves

" asa Judge of the Famrly Court in Petah leva She is br1bed by the Rackman-Center and

~her promotron as ajudge depends on the Rackman Center. She patronlzes the centerand

fattends its. conferences and grves it legitimacy. Defendant Gadish has a reputatlon in the -

Central District of Israel she reputed for her harsh treatment of J ewrsh fathers, 1nclud1ng
1o dr1v1ng them to despalr by denymg contact Wrth their chrldren and ‘imposing exhorta-
' ‘tron child support oblrgat1ons that bankrupt them. .On Aprll 18 2022 Defendant Gadlsh

' threw Pla1nt1ff out of his home without wrthout evidence, forcrng h1m out of his apart-

ment-for 60 days v Just the Way she was 1ndoctr1nated at the Rackman Center."

17 Defendant Varda Plaut i isa citizen and re51dent of the State of Israel. She 1s a

Judge of the District court of Lod. Defendant Plaut is a Judge in the Drstrlct court of Lod

» sitting in Famrly Appeals She patronrzes the’ Rackman center: and attends its conferences

and gives it leg1t1macy Asan appellate judge she backs up the famlly court decisions and

-ensure that Pla1nt1ff has no remedy at appeal Defendant Plaut is responsrble for support— -

ing acts of the: Defendant Shay, drsmrssmg the plaintiff’s motlons to prevent parental al-

, .1enatron provrded uncondltronal support to. the unlawful actrons of Shay agamst of fun- '

damental ri ght to a fa1r trial..

18. Defendant Carmit Ben’Eliezer is a citizen-and resldent of the State of Isiael. She

is-a Judge of the District court of Lod. Defendant B.en’El»ieZer prevented Plaintiff from
,accessmg the court. and bars h1m from the appellate court by 1mposmg fees. requlrlng a

~ bond. The Plamtrff presented her who has been ahenated from h1s chrldren and is 1mpov-

erished. ~Presented her Wrth evrdence of his. ﬁnancral srtuatlon that in his case she was re- .

qu1red by law to allow h1m to proceed wrthout payment Ben Elrezer provrded uncondl-

tional support to the unlawful actions.

19 Defendant ZV1 Welzmann isa crtlzen and res1dent of the State of Israel He isa

Judge of the Dlstr1ct court of Lod. He is brlb'ed;by the Rackman Centeriand_ her promoj

tion as a judge ,depends on the Rackman_‘ Ceriter. DeftendantiWeitzman is a VIP 'patron of -
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the Rackman Center, frequently éﬁéﬁdin g its conferences énd owes his promotion to
Rackman. Heis proiid of his feminazi ageénda and doing anything in his power to crush
and devastate the Jewish men who seek some justice in his court. Weizmann bears equal
liability with Plaut and Ben Eliezer in their capacity as Judges, provided unconditional
support to the unlawful actions of Shay, Shevrin, Geizler, Ben Gal thereby depriving the
Plaintiff of his rights to fair trial. Weizmann is deliberately obstructing the adjudication of
the plaintiff’s appeal concerning the imposition of excessive child support payment for
children’ thereby con;ributing to the ongoing extortion of the Plaintiff'and to his financial
ruin. _ |

20. Defendants Gila Gadet and Aviad Igra are citizens and residents of the State of
Israel. They are a Magistrates at the Israel Enforcement and Collections Authority. Gadot
and Igra routinely accept for collection any application by Defgndant Shevrin to increase
the debt with bogus charges. Defendants order the Plaintiff to pay illegal debts-even when
they have already been paid by him. They forbid Plaintiff from having normal life, by
garnishing his bank accounts and leaving him with nothing. They routinely issue no exit
orders, and allow false and fabricated receipts to be added to the debt, so the debt can
never be paid off.

21. Defendant Yulia Shevrin is a citizen and resident of the State of Israel. Defendant
Shevrin is the plaintiff’s ex-spouse. She is the main beneficiary of the Rackman ideology
that enables her to make false police complaints without sanctions, cause plaintiffs arrest
without evidence, refuse contact with the children without sanctions and initiated pro-
ceeding to alienate the p'laintiff children from him, collect exorbitant child support for
children, collect fake receipts as child support and make bogus claims on Plaintiff’s prop-
erty in an effort to leave him homeless. Defendant Shevrin unlawfully obtain financial
resources from the Plaintiff, restrict liberty of Plaintiff by false complaint with the police.

22. Defendants Lori Geizler and Galit Ben Gal are citizens and residents of the State
of Israel. Defendants; Geizler and Ben Gal are family law lawyer. They teach her females
clients (in the presenf,case the Defendant Shevrin) how to m'cike false complaints and how
to avoid letting the fathers see their children,‘ acting for unlawful enrichment and other

forms of misconduct. They are masters of feminazi extortion of Jewish fathers.
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23. Defendant Inbal Kibensdn, is a social worker Who falsely presents herself as an
expert in Richard Gardner’s Parental Alienation Therapy technique and as a specialist
who purportedly reunites alienated fathers with children who have been incited against |
them. Inireality, she charges substantial fees, consistently sides with women alienating
their children from their fathers, and promotes the doctrine that women in Israel are vic-
tims of Jewish patriarchy. The defendant Kibenson’s intentional actions only exacerbate

and perpetuate parental alienation. The same occurred to the Plaintiff in the present case
and to his children.

JURISDICTION

24. Jur.isdi;ction is based on This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action
under the U.S. Foreign Corrupt Practices Act (FCPA), Sections 13(b)(2)(A) and
13(b)(2)(B) of the Securities Act (15 U.S.C. § 77q(a)) and Section 10(b) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. § 78j(b)) and Rule 10b-5 thereunder (17 C.E.R. §
240.10b-5) which authorizes action in any appropriate District Court in combination with
RICO, the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Actaé éodiﬁed at 18 U.S.C.
§§ 1961-68). Subject matter jurisdiction is also conferred by 28 USC‘§ 1331 and 1332.

25. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 28 USC § 1391 and 18 USC § 2334. See
Section 27 of the Exchange Act.

26. Defendants Bennet and Sophia Rackman are subject to the jurisdiction of this
Court under 18 USC § 2334 because they are Florida residents, and own homes in Flor-
ida. They are the masterminds of éoliciting donations in America the finance the térroris—
tic Rackman Center in Israel which bribes lawmakers, judges, social workers and prose-
cution agents to adopt and carry out the Rackman principles of inflicting terror on any
Jewish men who needs to divorce in Israel. The donations they arrange are made via
American Friends of Bar-Ilan University, (AFBIU), a New York non-profit with a branch
in Florida managed by Jessica Ben Nun, Southeast Region manager, Tel: 305-335-3998,
email: Jessica.Bennun@afbiu.org.

27. AFBIU has assets of about $300,000,000 in the USA which yields profits that are
sent to fsrae], and Jews in America are asked to donate to fight for women empowerment

at the Bar Ilan University, where the Rackman Center hides under its umbrella. Upon
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- »;_.-mformatlon and bellef in 2023 the sum vof $11 080, 000 1s sent to the Rackman Center
and from there, Ruth Halperm Kaddar1 is spending’ it on br1b1ng Judges.

28 ‘The Rackman Center msrde the Bar Ilan Un1vers1ty pos1t10ned 1tself asan octopus

mega RICO organlzatlon w1th its deputres planted everywhere in the Jud1crary as assis-

tant to Judges and Judges as tra1ners of judges in the academy of _]U.dlClal trammg and

CLE continuing Legal A1d 1ts deputles hold the top pos1t1ons in the Legal Aid thus ensur-

} 1ng the quahﬁed men do. not receive legal a1d and its deputres are planted in the varlous

commrttees of parlrament and receive from them da11y updates what to do, what 1ssues to

_ drscuss and what laws to legislate. -

29, The Rackman Center S choke hold on the promotron of ]udges is S0 strong that

‘ Judges know that wrthout a recommendat10n from Rackman they cannot be promoted and :

w1thout attendance at the conferences of the Rackman conferences they will never be

: promoted Judges who rarely have the bravery to rule in favor of a Jewish man are im-
3 medlately subj ected to-a barrage of 1nsult1ng and shaming art1cles in the press and media

'orrgmatmg from press releases of the Rackman Center.

30. Thus the ent1re Jud1c1ary in Israel is belng brlbed by the: Rackman Center fo rule ‘

r;pursuant to the radlcal genocrdal, ideology of Rackman by way of recommendatlons for

" promotions, pressrelease seryices‘to promote judges, tickets to. hotels»and conferences, -

and in 1mportant cases even actual bribes i in the form of cash

- 3L As too all other Defendants aggregate Jurrsd1ct10n is appllcable under 18 USC §

. 2334, as Florrda is where all dec1srons and. polrc1es for- the actlons of the Rackman Center

at Bar Ian, and methods ‘are made

32 T he Israeli defendants are not entltled to enjoy Forelgn Soverelgn Immumtles Act,

28US.C. 8§ 1602 et seq because they are no dlfferent from Hamas terrorists who kld-

.-nap citizens, and rape and krll innocent. persons and therefore 1mmun1ty is not avallable

for them Thelr conduct falls w1th1n the except1ons to forergn soverergn 1mmun1ty set

‘ - forthi in 28 U. S C. §§ 1605(a)(5) and 1605(a) and in pamcular there : are trained and re-

) celve orders for operatron from the Rackmans or the1r agents in Flor1da or Israel

. 33 In addition, Pla1nt1ff also 1nvoke the supplemental Junsdlctron of thls Court 28

u.s. C §§ 1367, over clalms based upon laws of the State of Florida.
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34. Minimum contacts is satisfied since the Israeli defendants receive bribes that are
funded from solicitations of funds oﬁcﬁrﬁng in this State and all over the USA. -

35. All Defendants are aggregated as co-wrongdoers and as such, it is necessary for
Defendants’ disposition of justice in association with local co-Defendants.

36. Another basis is jurisdiction by conspiracy. “One conspirator’s minimum contacts
allow for personal jurisdiction over a co-conspirator,” even when the co-conspirator lacks
such contacts itself;” Iﬂ re Platinum and Palladium Antitrust Litig., 61 F.4th at 270 (quot-
ing Charles Schwab Corp. v. Bank of Am. Corp., 883 F.3d 68, 86 (2d Cir. 2018). The
theory grounds itself in the premise that one co-conspirator’s contacts with a forum may
be “imputed” to another co-conspirator who has no direct contacts with a forum because
both participate in the same conspiracy underpinning plaintiff’s lawsuit.

37. Courts including the Second, Fourth, Tenth, Eleventh, and D.C. Circuits have élso
embraced the theory of conspiracy jurisdictién. These courts reason that, similar to sub-
stantive conspiracy law, where the acts of one conspirator are attributable to all, forum
contacts may be imputed across co-conspirators where a bona fide conspiracy is alleged.

38.Infact,ina Very recent case from New York, BASF Metals Limited v. KPFF In-
vestment, Inc., NY affirmed jﬁrisdiction by conspiracy over British firm engaged in an
antitrust conspiracy, and it was clear there were no minimal contacts for the British, they
appealed to the Supreme Court, cited disagreements among various circuit, but the Su-
preme Court denied the certiorari. That mean the Supreme’ Court accepted the New York
approach to extend the long arm to jurisdiction by conspiracy. By coincidence those de-
fendants were British and after losing the certiorari, they announced a settlement, so no
further proceedings are expected there, and it is final. BASF Metals Limited v. KPFF In-
vestment, Inc., cert den. 1/16/2024. “[A] complaint may, alternatiVely, present circum-
stantial facts supporfing the inference that a conspiracy existed.” Id. “[E]ven in the ab-
sence of direct ‘smoking gun’ evidence, a horizontal price-ﬁxing agreement may be in-
ferred on the basis of conscious parallelism, when such interdependent conduct is accom-
panied by circumstantial evidence and plus factors.” Todd v. Exxon Corp., 275 F.3d 191,
198 (2d Cir. 2001). Su;:h plus factors include “a commion motive to conspire, evidence
that shows that the parallel acts were against the apparent individual economic self-inter-

est of the alleged conspirators, and evidence of a high level of interfirm

10
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communications.” Mayor & Councﬂ of Balt 709 F 3d at 136 (quotmg Twombly v. Bell -
Atl Corp 425 F. 3d 99,114 (2d C1r ”005) rev d on other grounds 550 U.S. 544, 127
s Ct. 1955167 L. Ed. 24929 (2007))

YENUE

39. Venue is proper grven Bennert and Soph1a Rackman s res1dence in the district,

their- sol1c1tat1on of donatrons here and usmg Flor1da as.a platform to ﬁnance the Rack-

man Center in Israel
S _ FACTS ,
| 40. On Aprll 18, 2022 the Pla1nt1ff was ej ected from his home and separated from his
children through a restrammg order issued agamst him at the request of the Plaintiff's

spouse/Defendant Yuha Shevrln (The order was issued by the Fam1ly Court By the De—f :

ﬁfendant Nava Gadlsh) ex parte Wlthout ev1dence In the State of Israel, there are two -

"~ _most stra1ghtforward ways to remove a J ewish father from h1s home and separate him

from his children: through the crlmlnal process (cla1m1ng to the pol1ce for 15 days) and
through the c1v11 process (obtarnrng a restrammg order from the court for 30- 90 days)
Neither of these methods requ1res . proof of eV1dence but only the woman s desire. Thus

Defendant Nava Gadrsh without any 1nd1cat10n of V1olence or any grounds Just1fy1ng a- -

‘ 'restra1n1ng order agamst the Plaintiff, issued’ an. order removmg him from his’ home for 60
‘ days Furthermore the actrons of Defendant Sh1rley Shay, in collaborat1on w1th Defend-
~ants Shevrin; Gerzler and the pla1nt1ff s attomeys prevented the pla1nt1ff from returmng

to his home for almost three years.

- 41, As early as January 2022, the Defendant Yulia Shevrin, coached by Defendant

'Ge1zler began 1n01t1ng the ch1ldren agamst the Plaintiff and dehberately allenatmg them
. from him. Defendant Shevrrn 1nstructed the children to cry that the Pla1nt1ff was Vlolent
toward them and toward her. However Defendant Shevrm physmally assaulted the “
- -daughter, the daughter blamed the mother for usmg violencé and still Defendants Sha1

' Gadrsh Plaut and Ben Eliezer couldn t care less and continued to deprct Plaintiff as  the

culpr1t Defendant Shevrm was taught by Gelzler to always provoke Plaintiff into com-

mrttmg vrolence agamst her and she was always unsuccessful
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42. From the children’s birth uritil the divorce in 2022', the Plaintiff was the primary
caregiver. Plaintiff raised them, fed them, educated them, took them to doctors while De-
fendant Yulia Shevrin'was “enjoying her freedoms”.

43. On June 7, 2022 a Family court hearing was held during which the parties reached
an agreement regarding the parenting schedule. The agreement provided both parents
with stable custody arrangements and joint responsibility for the children. However, with
the advice and assistance of her attorney Defendant Geizler, Defendant Shevrin chose not
to comply with the court’s decision, resulting in a two-month separation between the

Plaintiff and his children. At this stage, the Plaintiff filed numerous motions, including
motions to the District [appellate] court. However, Defendants Plaut and Ben Eliezer
acted in favor of Defendants Shevrin, Geizler and Ben Gal, dismissed the pléintiff ’s mo-
tions, and actively participated in separating the Plaintiff from his children and creating
Parental alienation. _ ' | _ ‘

44. On August 14, 2022, Defendant Shai, as a judge of the Family Court, assumed
managemeﬁt of the case. The Plaintiff furnished the Defendant with all evidence demon-
strating'parental alienation. Defendant Shai knew, or should have known, that it was her
legal duty and responsibility under Israeli law, International law, andlUnited States law,
inter alia, to prevent parental alienation. However, Defendant Shai preferred to escalate
the parental alienation so that Defendant Yulia Shevrin is better positioned to extort Plain-
tiff. | '

45. 3 months after the separation from his children caused by the Defendants, the
Plaintiff met them again in June 2022. He did not recognize his own children: the Plain-
tiff’s son wore a woolen hat regardless of the weather, and bofh children appeared alien-
ated and displayed aggression toward fhe Plaintiff, including the Plaintiff’s parents. They
exhibited poor impulse control and made baseless accusations against the Plaintiff and
the extended family, showing a complete lack of remorse or guilt. |

46. On December 15, 2022, a social worker report was filed with Defendant Shai in-
dicating that Defendant Shevrin is resorting to alienating conduct. As always, Shai could
not care less, and instead trashed and ridiculed Plaintiff. Defendant’s Shai’ approach was
S0 “succ‘essful” that qﬁickly the daughter started rejecting contact with her father, Plaintiff

submitted dozens of applications and motions to Defendant Shai, and numerous -

12
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complamts with the Police, about sabotagmg the contact but Defendant Sha1 only

' laughed in Plalnt1ff ’s face and dlSl’l’llSSCd the motions same day-and i in one sentence

: Compla1nts to the Office of the State Attorney and Ombudsman of the Israeh Jud101ary

were also unsuccessful because the1r personnel are also. graduates of the- Rackman Cen-

ter.

47, When Pla1nt1ff ’s mot1ons for contempt of court were p111ng up, Defendant Sha1

started mﬂlctmg astronomrcal awards of attorney fees for every motion, Whlch is another -

ctechmque advocated at the Rackman conferences and trammg of Judges Defendant Sha1 ‘

1mposed more than NIS 17,000 ($5 080) Just in connectlon with mot1ons to compel Chlld

- access. Accordmg to Defendant Sha1 making a motron to compel time with the ch1ldren

isa burden on her calendar and mal1c1ous

'48.1In May 2023, Defendant Shai decrded 0 force Plalntlff to undergo a psychologl- :

cal parental ﬁtness evaluatlon that cost him $5 200. On August 8 2023 the results of the
" "evaluat1on were sent to Defendant Sha1 and clearly stated that Pla1nt1ff 1s a fit parent

~ that the daughter is not afra1d of hrm and that the daughter s emotional drfficultres stem

from her mother s behav1or It clearly said. that Defendant Yul1a Shevrm isan al1enat1ng

- parent. Defendant Shai decrded to dlsregard the recommendat1ons that she herself com- .

'mlss1oned Instead Defendant Shai appomted -another ¢ expert” the Defendant Inbal

K1benson a devout fem1n1st 50 that the emotronal extortron can. contmue and 1n effect

~ facilitate and encouraged Defendant Shevrin to alienate the chrldren from the Plamtlff

49, In fact, Defendant Shai, W1th knowledge that her conduct Vrolated Israeh domest1c

'law Internatlonal law and Umted States law wrllfully acted with 1ntent wipe out.the fa-

',ther from the ch1ldren s lives, accordmg to Rackman textbook’s Judrcral conduct.

50. At the sartie tlme Defendant Shai 1mposed unconsc1onable ch1ld support obhga— :
tions‘on Pla1nt1ff thereby aggravatmg hls ﬁnanc1al 51tuatron to complete ru1n In October :

2022 Defendant Sha1 ordered Plaintiff to pay Chlld support in the amount of 1 400 NIS

V ($4l 8) per month, together with retroactrve child support As of today, the Defendants are ‘-

| coercmg the Plamt1ff to pay a monthly amount of 3,000 ($1,047), plus 50% of nursery,

- - prlvate tutors 50%. dental etc ie. approx. $1 500 when he is unemployed ThlS notw1th— /
standmg the fact that Defendant Yulia Shevrm stole a sum of 225 ,000 NIS ($68 491) )
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from the parties’ joint bank account and notw1thstand1ng the fact that Defendant Yulia
Shev1 in earns 2.5 times more than Plarntrff '

51. To supplement Defendant Shai’s or ders came the Magrstrates at the Israel En-
forcement and Collectlons Authority, Defendants Gila Gadot and Aviad Igra who accept

bogus recelpts'and inflate the debts with bogus and double charges,» just so they have an

excuse to garnish Plaintiff’s salary and leave him with nothing.

52. The D_efendants Gadot and Igra, acting under color of law and in gross abuse of
their judicial authority, have willfullv and systematically coerced the destitute Plaintiff -
into paying unlawful and non-existent debts, even after such debts have been fully set-

tled. Defendants Gadot and Igra have deliberately di_sregarded the Plaintiff’s clear and

‘documented evidence of payment and unlawfully refused to revoke the sanctions im-

posed upon him‘ thereby subjecting the Plaintiff to ongoing.and severe financial_persecu'- '
tion and psycholog1ca1 torment. ‘ ' '

53. Conversely, the same Defendants Gadot and Igra have without any Ob_] ective re-

~ view or due consideration of the Plarntrff ’s position, accepted and approved every request,

submitted by Defendants Shevrln and Ben-Gal, thereby granting them unlawful proce-
dural and ﬁnanc1a1 advantages Through such dlscrlmlnatory and. preJud1c1a1 conduct, De-

fendants Gadot and: Igra have effectively enabled Defendants Shevrln and Ben- Gal to ex-

: plo1t the Plaintiff and to perpetuate a pattern of _]U.dlClal corruption and b1as that systemat-

_ '1ca11y targets Jewish fathers in the State of Israel

* 54. Because of the control of the Rackman. center, Plarnt1ff has no remedies in appeal

Plaintiff’s appeals to the District Court of Lod were dismissed by Weizman and Plaut af-

ter dragging the procedure for 11 months Just so that the debts escalate at 30% 1nterest

and teach Plaintiff a lesson that itis useless to appeal.

55. Defendant Yulia Shevrtn, acting upon the recommendation of Defendant Ben Gal

and Geizler, filed false and malicious complaints with the Israel Police against the Plain-

tiff, entirely unsupported by evidence. These fabricated. allegatlons resulted in  the Plain-

tiff’s Wrongful arrest on SUSplClOIl of violence against his ex-spouse- and subjected him-to

1nterrogat10n. Desplte the Plaintiff having prov1ded the police with.clear evrdence of his

- innocence, the Israel Police and the Office of the State Attorney nevertheless intend to

pursue an indictment against him, in blatant disregard of the facts and due process of law.

14
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The actions of the Israel Police cIe;\fly demonstrated to Pléintiff that they operate as part
of a widespread and systematic campaign directed against the J ewish fathers in Israel.

56. Since 2022, the Plaintiff has incurred legal expenses totaling NIS 299,687
($90,104) in connection with court proceedings. Obviously, all legal remedies proved in-
effective, demonstrating a persistent unwillingness to enforce compliance with the law or -

to investigate the violations of the Plaintiff’s fundamental human rights

General Background
57. Defendants unlawful and inhumane acts agamst the Plaintiff, including the sepa-

ration of the Plaintiff from his children, the use of the children as instruments of extor-
tion, the employment of parental alienation as a form of psychological abuse, the re-
striction and deprivation of the Plaintiff’s hberty, are rooted in an 1deology of hatred to-
ward Jewish men in the State of Israel an 1deology propagated by the founder of the
Rackman Center, work activists, and NGOs funded by same supporters of Palestinian
causes, as they see an opportunity to weaken the Israeli society from within by causmg
wars between men and women, and internal feuds.

58. Emmanuel Rackman was very successful. He has positioned his center right at
the chokehold of power,~ so that anything that is associated with women’s rights must be
approved by the Rackmans. Everybody in Israel must dance to the tunes of the Rackman
Satanic “music”. This is why Israel is the only country in the world that still .adrheres to
the tender years presumption, only country in the world where wemen are exempt from
child suppert payments, only country in the world where women can make false police
complaints and be immune from prosecution for false reports, only country in the world
where a man can be thrown out of his house with underwear only, without trial and with-
out evidence and indefinitely, and only country in the world where the child support rates
are 3 tifnes higher than the average of US, Western Europe and Australia. It is probably
also the only country in the world that lawyers who work at a radical feminist clinic’ sueh
as Rackman Center, and who actively encourage women to fabricate false rape and pedo-
philia in their husbands, are promoted to judges, magistrates in collections and _héads of
the legal aid. '

59. Therefore, Jewish fathers in Israel, following divorce, are unlawfully deprived of

their fundamental rights, including the right to family life, as their financial devastation
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after divorce effectively preventsl thém from having chil&ren within a second marriage.
This results from the Radical Feminist ideology prevailing in the State of Israel - an ide-
ology actively endorsed and perpetuated by the Defendants in the bresént case, under
which the children of Jewish fathers from a subsequent marriage are foreseeably con-

demned to a state of poverty.

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION (Anti-bribery) -

60. Plaintiff repeats and realleges all facts and circumstances described above.

61. The Rackman center has been bribing Judges and judiciai candidates since Em-
manuel Rackman built the center inside the Bar Ilan University, and masking it as an aca-
demic center. In fact, it is a political center that gets involved in drafting laws, in brain-
washing members of the Knesset in antisenli{ic feminazi ideology, and in making all
those wishing to get appointed to judgeship totally dependent on a recommendaﬁon from
Rackman. This envirohmeht where everybody in Israel worships and obeys the Rackman
feminazi ideology, and all are state employees, inclﬁding the Defendants, depend on
Rackman’s approval for their jobs, is highly toxic and is the cause of the harm Plaintiff
suffers. This includes, f)arental alienation, infliction of severe mental suffering, extortion,
coercion, and other inﬁﬁmane practices directed against the Jewish child’s father:

62. The Defendants Shai, Plaut, Ben Eliezer, Ben Gal, Shevrin’ Ben Gal and Geizler
are fully liable for the intentional and malicious acts of parental alienation, which have
unlawfully deprived the minor children of the care, companionship, and relationship of
their loving biological father.

63. Defendants willfully and maliciously abused their powers for personal and institu-
tional interests, employing.them to promote prohibited ideologies of hatred and discrimi-
nation against Jewish fa"tﬁers and men, which are funded by the Rackmans and AFBIU.

64. Note that in Israel, the prime minster is accused of bribery for receiving positive
press coverage, champagnes and cigars, so the conduct of the Rackmans and AFBIIU in
giving recorm»nendatio'n‘for judicial appointments and promotions, and positive press

coverage paid by a network of reporters affiliated with Rackman is indeed bribery.
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65. As adirect and foreseeablﬂe'ffesult of these acts; the Plaintiff has suffered not only
profound psychological trauma, including post-traumatic stress disorder requiring medi-
cal treatment, but also grave and lasting consequences to his physical health.

66. The Defendants knew, or should have known, that applying discriminatory treat-
ment and forced separation of a normative, caring, and loving father from his children
causes irreversible harm to the psychological and physical well-being of both the father
and the children. Furthermore, the Defendants kﬁew or should have known that their con-
duct was in direct violation of Israeli domestic law, internatidnal law, United States law,
peremptory norms of jus cogens, and other binding legal standards. The Plaintiff alleges
that the Defendants’ conduct falls within the legal definitions of Crimes Against Human-
ity, which are imprescriptible and not subject to any statute of limitations.

67. The imposition of exorbitant court fees constitutes a systematic method-of depriv-
ing Jewish fathers in Family Court proceedings of meahingful éccess to appellate review.
This discriminatory practice has been disproportionately applied to fathers and, in the

present case, to the Plaintiff by the Defendant Carmit Ben Eliezer. Notwithstanding clear

~ and documented evidence of the Plaintiff’s severe financial hardship, the Defendant com-

pels him to pay both a court fee and a deposit as a precondition to appeal. By doing so,
the Defendant Ben Eliezer, acting in her capacity as an appellate judge, effectively denied .
the Plaintiff his fundamental right of access to justice, in violation of principles of due
process and equality before the law. .
68. This deliberate obstruction not only stripped the Plaintiff of the ability to chal-
lenge unlawful rulings of Defendant Shirley Shai but also.perpetuated the ongoing paren-
 tal alienation inflicted upon his minor children. The Defendant’s actions therefore'atknOunt
| to a willful abuse of judicial authority, resulting in irreparable harm to the Plaintiff and

his children. Therefore, Plaintiff is entitled to recover $2,000,000.

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION (Extortion and RICO)
69. Plaintiff repeats and realleges all facts and circumstances described above.
70. The scenario described above also constitutes organized crime, where all partici-
pants benefit from the confiscation and seizure of the Plaintiff’s assets. To the end De-

fendants perpetrated acts of underlying crimes, such as solicitations of funds in the US
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under false pretense send'ing- fundstor alnefarious'-andypoliti‘cal purposes to an overseas
-country (Israel) brlblng and corruptrng Judges and maglstrates and bralnwashlng the en-
rtrre socrety Wlth 1deology of hate.and terror. o

1, Another component of the mhuman and degradmg treatment dlrected agarnst
Jewish fathers i in the State of Israel is the 1mpos1tlon of unaffordable and exorbltant chrld S
support obhgatrons The Chlld support system in Israel functlons asa means of relegatmg V' '

- Jewish fathers to the lowest strata of the somal hrerarchy, maklng them 1nto slaves de-

‘,  priving them of the opportumty to lead a normal life and to serve as pos1t1ve role models '

_for their chlldren Pamrly Court Judges 1nclud1ng Defendant Sha1 wrth the support of N
Defendants Plaut and Ben Ehezer in addrtlon to systematlcally allenatlng J ewrsh fathers

' from therr chrldren routrnely impose chrld support obhgatlons upon. fathers in‘amounts .
that often exceed thelr total monthly income: At the same time, these judges dehberately
_destroy the fathers employment and sources of hvehhood Subsequently, actrng in.con-

ﬂ cert with ‘\/Iaglstrates of the Israel Enforcement and Collectlons Authorlty, 1nclud1ng De—
fendants Gadot and Igra they enforce these unpayable obhgatlons through the 1mp0s1t10n
'of dracoman measures; such as the freezmg of bank accounts cancellatlon of credlt cards
unlawful seizure of funds forced bankruptcy, and consequent ﬁnancral and personal dev- .

_ astation, based on’ false declaratlon bogus receipts and:* gurdehnes that are outrlght rob-
r'bery. : o ,
| 72. In the State of lsrael child support is 1mposed upon Jew1sh fathers 1rrespect1ve of
i the mother S 1ncome or ﬁnancral capa01ty For example, the Plalntlff ’s ex- spouse De-
" fendant Yulia Shevrin; i in ,f_addltlon to hav1ng a monthlyylncome exceedrng that ofthe .
Plaintiff, received a sum‘of 225,000 NIS pursuant to a'court decision According‘ly, she
had, and continues to have sufficient ﬁnanc1a1 resources to support her chrldren and ‘was
~ notin need of Chlld support -
| 73. These practlces are systematlcally 1mplemented by Family Court Judges with the
full endorsement and afﬁrmatlon of D1strlct Court and Supreme Court Judges Who oper- -
. ate under the 1nﬂuence and direction of left- -wing,. pro Palest1n1an and commumst-afﬁh— :
ated act1v1sts pohtrcal part1es T\IGOS and associated entities. The purpose of thls COOI‘dl— |
o nated conduct to prevent the establishment- of any legal precedent or _)udICIal determma— :

’ tlon that could exempt a Jew1sh father from the obligation to pay chrld support
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74. Accordingly;as a direct cetlsequence of the extet’tionate practices prevailing in
the State of Israel, coupled with the unlawful actions of the Defendants Shai, Weizman,
Gadet, Igra, Shevrin, Geizler and Ben Gal, the Plaintiff was compelled, under the guise of
child support obligations, to pay the sum of 200,400 NIS ($60,083). In effect, the De-
fendants wrongfully imposed upon the Plaintiff the full financial burden of supporting the
children, while at the saine time unlawfully depriving him of his legal and natural right to
maintain a relationship with them. | '

75. These unlawful practices are further designed to signal to women that divorce and
the destru_ction of Jewish families in the State of Israél constitute a “win-win” outcome
for them, thereby incentivizing and encouraging additional divorce proceedings in the
Family Courts. In this context, the Defendants Shai, Weizman, Gadot, Igra, Shevrin, Ben
Gal, Geizler and Kibenson have compelled the Plaintiff to pay child support for children
who have been alienated and rebellious With:.?tvhom he has lost contact as a direct result of
the unlawful and criminal actions of Defendants. Note that Defendant Yulia Shevrin, en-
joys a monthly income of 26,000 NIS ($7,212).

76. Since 2022, the Plaintiff has incurred legal expenses totaling NIS 299,687 .
($90,104) in connection with court proceedings. This amount includes attorneys’ fees,

court costs, filing fees, as well as punitive costs arbitrarily imposéd upon the Plaintiff by

_ Defendant Shirley Shai in retaliation for his applications seeking to prevent his separation

from his children and to oppose acts of Parental alienation.

77. Furthermore, in order to accommodate the wishes of the Plaintiff’s ex-spouse, the
Defendant Shevrin, the Defendants Nava Gadish, Shirley Shai and Lori Geizler unlaw-
fully ekpelled the Plaintiff from his own residence, thereby forcing him to remain without
permanent housing for a period of nearly three years. As a result, the Plaintiff, who was
already ﬁnanmally 1mpalred and suffering from severe emotional distress, was subJ ected
to further unnecessary expenses and was deprived of the ab111ty to malntam even a mini-
mally adequate standard of 11\/1ng

78. Thus, the dehberate and unlawful actions of Defendants Shai, Gadlsh Weizman,
Gadot, Igra, Shevrin, Ben-Gal, and Geizler have resulted in the Plaintiff being left with-

out means of subsistence or rehabilitation following the severe emotional distress
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inflicted upon him by the Defend:anis, and burdened w1th overwhelming debts that make .
it impossible for him to rebuild his life, form a new family, or have additional children.

79. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff requests judgment in his favor and against Defendants in
the amount of $2,000 000.

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION (Parental Alienation)

80. Plaintiff repeats and realleges all facts and circumstances described above as if
fully set forth herein. | |

81. As previously stated, Parental alienation in Israel constitutes both a deliberate
mechanism for inflicting severe mental suffering and an instrument for extortion, coer-
cion, and other inhumane practicés directed against the child’s father. The Defendants
Shay, Plaut, Ben Eliezer, Ben Gal, Yulia Shevrin and Geizler are fully liable for the inten-
tional and malicious acts of parental alienation, which have unlawfully deprived the mi-
nor children of the care, companionship, and relationship of their loving biological father.
Whereas the Defendants, Shay, Plaut, and Ben Eliezer, possess all requisite légél‘mld in-
stitutional authority to administer justice and to safeguard the fundamental, essential, and
derivative rights of citizens, parents, and children; moreover, it is their direct and official
duty to exercise such authority for those lawful purposes.

82. Pursuant to Israeli domest1c law, Intematlonal law, United States law and per-
emptory norms of j juscogens, the Defendants are legally bound to ensure the protection
of these rights and the proper administration of justice. Instead, the Defendants have will-
fully and maliciously abused their powers for personal and institutional interests, employ-
ing them to promote prohibited ideologies of hatred and discrimination against Jewish fa-
thers and men. | ' ,

83. Such conduct has resulted in the forcible deprivation of contact between fathers
and their children, acts of extortion, enslavement, unlawful imprisonment, deprivation of
liberty, the commission of crimes amounting to apartheid, and other inhumane acts of
similar character - -iﬁtenfionally inflicting great suffering and causing severe physical and

psychological harm to Jewish fathers and men within the State of Israel.
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84. The acts committed by Defendants Shirley Shayjﬁarda Plaut, Carmit Ben Eliezer,

Yulia Shevrin, Lori Geizler and Galit Ben Gal have intentionally -deprived the Plaintiff’s

minor children of their fundamental right to grow up in a family ‘environment and to

maintain meaningful contact with their extended family on the Plaintiff’s side. The De-
fendante’ conduct has further deprived the children of the right to be raised in an atmos-
phere of happiness, love, and understanding, thereby inflicting severe psychological harm
and causing Jong-term and irreparable damage to their emotional well-being, including
foreseeable adverse effects persisting into adulthood. ‘

85. The Defendants Shay, Plaut, and Ben Eliezer, acting in thelr capacity as public

authorities and ofﬁaa_ls of the State of Israel, have, both actively and by omission, com-

pelled children _Withini the Jewish sector in Israel including the plaintiff's children to grow

up in an atmosphere of hatred and hostility toward their biological fathers. Such conduct
constitutes a grave abuse of authority, causin;g foreseeable and substantial harm to the
children’s future prospects for social integration and resulting in irreversible damage to
their physical and psychologieal health.

86. Pro‘fessionels in the State of Israel who work with children, including, inter aliaa
school teachers, kindergarten teachers, medical doctors, psychologists, Social Welfare of-
ficials, GALS, lawyers including the Defendants Geizler and Ben vGavl, are, de jure, obli-
gated to identify, report and prevent instances of parental alienation and the dehuimaniza-
tion of fathers. De fucto, however, many such professionals acquiesce in or permit these
acts to persist, motivated by fear of losing their professional licenses or employment. By
failing to act, they enable the continuation of this dangerous phenenlellon, which consti-
tutes a grave form of psychological abuse against children and their fathers:

87. The Plaintiff asserts that the Defendants acted willfully, deliberately, and with ma-
licious intent against hinﬁ, as against other Jewish fathers in the State of Israel, by exploit- -
ing his children and emi)loying Parental alienation as an instrument to inflict severe men-
tal suffering upon him and to extort and blackmail him. As a direct and foreseeable result
of these acts, the Plaintiff has suffered not only profound psychological trauma, including
post-traumatic étress disorder requiring medical treatment, but also grave and lasting con-

sequences to his physical health. -
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88. The Defendants knew, or should have known, that the forced separation of a nor-
mative, caring, and.loving father from his children causes irreversible harm to the psy-
chological and physical well-being of both the father and the children. Furthermore, the
Defendants knew or should have known that their conduct was in direct violation of Is-
raeli domestic law, international law, United States law, peremptory norms of jus cogens,
and other binding legal standards. The Plaintiff alleges that the Defendants’ conduct falls
within the legal definitions of Crimes Against Humanity, which are imprescriptible and
not subject to any statute of limitations.

89. In an effort to safegﬁard his own rights-and those of his children, and to prevent
further Parental alienation, the Plaintiff submitted dozens of formal complaints to the Is-
raeli judicial authbrities, the Israel Police, the Office of the State Attorney, the Ombuds-
man of the Israeli Judiciary, and even to government ministers. The ongoing failure of
state authorities to safeguard fundamental human rights, including those of the Plaintiff,
constitutes clear evidence of the absence of adequate and effective legal remedies within
the State of Israel.

90. WHEREF ORE, the Plaintiff respectfully requests that judgment be entéred in the
amount of $2,000,000, and that the Court issue an order enjoining the Defendants from
intentionally creating or perpetuating parental alienation and from using the Plaintiff’s

children as a means to extdrt or subject the Plaintiff to psychological harm.

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION

(Common law torts, Unlawful Confinement of the Plaintiff and Violation of His

Human Dignity, Freedom, and Liberty)

91. Plaintiff repeats and realleges all facts and circumstances described above.

92. As a result of Defendants actions, Plaintiff suffered unlawful deprivation and vio-
lation of the Plaintiff’s inviolable right to private property and to reside in his -own apart-
ment. As part of the acts directed against Jewish men and fathers, the authorities employ
unlawful confinement (throwing a man out of his house without trial or evidence and is-
suance of a no exit ordet), impose restrictions on their human dignity, freedom, and 1ib-

erty within the State of Israel, and subject him to repeated arrests on bogus complaints.
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93 Accordrngly, Defendants Gadrsh Shai, Uerzler and Shevrln bear respons1b111ty
for the, unlawful deprrvatlon of the Plamtlff ’s access to hrs apartment wh1ch pursuant to
a agreement belonged to the Plamtrff By dorng SO, the Defendants Gadrsh Shai, Gelzler
'and Shevrm compelled. the Plamtlff already. deprrved of his bas1c and essentlal rights, to

“remain without a permanent resrdence and to wander fornearly three years As prevrously

Mset forth in thlS lawsuit, Defendant Gadrsh actlng w1thout legal bas1s and in the absence , .

' of any supportlng ev1dence 1ssued a restralnmg order agamst the Plalntlff which, at the. =
' request of Defendants Gerzler and Shevrm unlawfully depr1ved the Plalntrff of his rrght
«):‘to reside in his own. apartment ' _ o . |
- 94. Defendant Gadrsh act1ng without evrdentrary basrs or due process and at the re- :
~ quest of Defendants Gerzler and Shevrrn issued a restrammg order agamst the Plalntrff _
fora pertod of 60 days Defendant Gadish knew, or in the Very least ought to have
~known, that the. evrctron of the Plaintiff from his home constltuted an unlawful and- arb1-
ﬁg;trary act and that the i 1ssuance of a restrarnmg order agamst the Plalntlff amounted to0.an

abuse of Jud1c1al authorlty and an 0ff1c1al mrsconduct thereby Vlolatrng the Pla1nt1ff ’

- - ﬁmdamental 11ght to housrng as well ashis- right to prlvate property

95, Defendants Gerzler and Shevrin. knew or should have known that fihng a petltron ‘

‘to: deprrve the Plamtrff of hrs housing was unlawful and that the request for a restrarnrng
order against the Plalntrff constrtuted an illegitimate and unlawﬁll act 1n d1rect Vlolatlon
. of his fundamental rlght to housmg and his. constltutlonally protected rrght to pr1vate :
:property Defendant Gerzler further knew that such a request could only be endorsed by
the Defendants as part of an 1deolog1cally driven campa1gn of annnus and drscrlmmatlon
drrected against Jewish men and fathers conduct wholly 1ncompat1ble w1th the prrnc1—
ples of j Justrce equallty, and the rule of law 1n any- democratrc state | ,

_ 96 Defendants Sha1 Shevrm and Geizler, as the p1111c1pa1 actors responsrble for the
'parental alienation of thc Plamtrff s children from their brologrcal father [the Plamtrff]
W and for explortmg the childr en as 1nstruments of psychologlcal coercron and ﬁnanc1a1 ex-
_tortron together with’ Defendant Gadish, bear direct respons1b111ty for the unlawful depri-
":vatlon of the Plamtlff ’s nght to resrde in his apartment and for the vrolatlon of h1s consti-

: _tutronally protected ti ght to prlvate property..
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97. Following the éxpiration Ofthr sixty-day restrair;i;lg order issued by Defendant
Gadish, Defendant Shai, acting in favor of Defendants Geizler and Shevrin, unlawfully
continued for nearly three years to dépri{/e the Plaintiff of his right to reside in his apart-
ment, thereby further violating his right to private property.

98. Defendants Geizler and Shevrin repeatedly asserted in court, before Defendant
Shai, that they had, without notifying the Plaintiff, influenced the Plaintiff’s legal repre-
sentatives to abandon their client’s interests and instead adopt the position of the oppos-
ing side, namely Defendants Geizler and Shevrin, against the Plaintiff, | |

99, Defendant Shai knew or should have known, that by adeting and endorsing the
position advanced by Defendants Geizler and Shevrin, she was uniawfully aﬁd arbitrarily
infringing upon the Plaintiff’s fundamental right to private pro pefty, thereby willfully and
deliberateiy inﬂicting material, physical, and moral harm upon the Plaintiff.

100. ) Another inhumaﬁe, illegal under Israeli domestic. law, under International
law and a Law of United States, and degrading practice against Jewish fathers in the State
of Israel is the impositidn of a No Exit order. The “No Exit Order” impoée‘d on thé father- |
is issued ex parte, automatically, at the request of the m'otvher, ‘fovr the sole purpose of pre-
venting him from escapih vpersécution inhuman acts, and other forms of degrading treat-
ment and punishment. Tnls mechanism, used systematically in Israel for many years,
serves as a tool to subject Jewish fathers to opprebswn hum111at10n unpoverlshment
debt slavely, and other inhuman and degrading practices, while at the same time depriv-
ing them of the ablhty to exercise their parental rights over their chlldren

101. Courts i 1n Israel offen issue No Exit ordets against men and fathers auto-
matically and umlaterally, even before divorce proceedmgs begin, and frequently apply
thls sanction to non- Israeh fathers as well. '

102, . Defendants Gadot Igra, Geizler, Ben-Gal, and Yulia Shevrin are directly
responsible for unlawtuily restricting the Plaintiff ’s freedom of movement through the is-
suance of a No Exit Ordér thereby prohibiting him from travelihg abroad. Defendants

Gila Gadot and Aviad Igl a bear 1esponsxb111ty as judges who abused their Jud101a1 author-
ity, while Defendants Lori Geizler, Galit Ben-Gal, and Yulia Shevrm bear respon51b111ty

for abuse of legal process.
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103. Plaintiff was also subj ected to malicious ﬁl'osecution; a barrage of com-
plaints and motion nonstop designed to torment and weaken the Plaitiff’s ability to resist.
Since 2022 Plaintiff hasrﬁled over 100 well-founded complaints with the Police for non-
compliance with the Court decisions by his ex-spouse and violence, but these cases were
closed on the same day without any action or sanctions. |

104. On the other hand, Defendant Shevrin, acting upon the recommendation
of Defendant Ben Gal, filed false and malicious complaints with the Israel Police against
the Plaintiff, entirely unsupported by evidence. These fabricated allegations resulted in
the Plaintiff’s Wrongfﬁl arrest on suspicion of violence against his ex-spouse and sub-
jected him to prolonged' and unjustified interrogation. Despite the Plaintiff having pro-
vided thé police with clear evidence of his innocence, the Israel Police and the Office of
the State Attorney nevertheless intend to pursue an indictment against him, in blatant dis-
regard of the facts and due process of law. _

105, WHEREFORE, Plaintiff requests judgment in his favor and against De-

fendants in the amount of $2,000,000. ‘

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION (infliction of emotional distress)

106. Plaintiff repeats and realleges all facts and circumstances described above.
107. Plaintiff suffered emotional distress by the Defendants. The Plaintiff’s
deprivation of housing, separati(')n< from his children, impoverishment,.humiliation, mali-

cious prosecution, denial of a fair trial, abuse of legal process, and other inhumane and
degrading acts described in this Statement of Claim, perpetrated by the Defendants
against the Plaintiff, have caused him severe mental suffering and a deterioration of his
health. |

108. Since the commencement of the legal proceedings in 2022, and as a direct
result of the Defendants’ 'actioné, the Plaintiff’s mental and physical condition has deteri-
orated to a pathological state within a short period of time. The Plaintiff was compelled to

increase the dosage of Cipralex due to severe anxiety and stress, and is currently required

to take three medications for hypertension and tachycardia, as well as preventive blood-

thinning medications. The Plaintiff’s overall health condition has worsenéd, including de-

terioration of the endocrine system.
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109. The Plaintiff is fuftiﬂér compelled to take the following medications:
Valsartan, Lercanidipiﬁe, Bisoprolol, Fucidin, Diazepam, Lansoprazole, Escitalopram,
Aspirin, Bondormin, and Vitamin D. ‘

110. The Defendants knowingly and purposefully, both directly and indirectly,
intentionally facilitated and disregarded the commission of acts designed to violate the
Plaintiff’s rights, impdverish him, undermine his self-esteem, and disengage the Plaintiff
from his children and his property. As a direct result of the Defendants® intentional mis-
conduct‘ and their disfegard for the Plaintiff ’s‘_fundarhental rights, life, and well-being, the
Plaintiff has suffefed, énd will continue to suffer, severe and permanent emotional and
physical disorders; including emotional distress, anxiety, and both physical and mental
suffering. The Plaintiff has sustained significant psychological injury and impairment, re-
sulting in ongoing and long-term expenses for medical treatment, therapeutic services,
and continuing care. | | '

111. The Plaintiff has been severely harmed by the deliberate and discrimina-
tory antisemitic actions of the Defendants, including false arrests, arbitrary detentions,
and other unlawful restrictions on his liberty, systeﬁlatic dehumanization, violations of
his inherent human dignity and freedom, and the dissémination_ of massive defamatory
statements directed against» him. The Defendants further subjected the Plaintiff to pro-
longed and deliberate 'di'sengagement from his children, Parental alienation, and the
weaponization of the plaintiff's children as tools of punishment against him.

112, These actions were neither isolated nor accidental, but a part of a deliber-
ate and orchestrated campaign of persecution, driven 'by gender-based bias and antise-
mitic animus within thé State of Israel. The Defendants, together with other pubﬁc offi-
cials and state authorities, specifically targeted the Plaintiff because he is both a man and
a Jew, thereby engaging in unlawful discrimination in direct violatioﬁ of fundamental hu-
man rights and protections gﬁérénteed under Israeli Domestic law, international law and
United States law.

113. Plaintiff has suffered severe and irreparable injury‘ as a direct result of the
Defendants’ uﬁlaw’ﬁﬂ ia:c:’tions, including but not limited to falsc; arrests, arbitrary deten-
tions, and other unlawful restrictions on his liberty. The Defendants’ conduct caused

Plaintiff to develop Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder, endure sleep deprivation, heightened
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emotional distress, dependency nn;nledication, and su‘tﬁs&intia_l loss of wages and earning
capacity, culminating in the loss of employment and itreparable damage to his profes-
sional repntation. The Défendants further engaged in financial persecution through the
unlawful freezing of bank accounts, cancellation of credit cards, illegal seizure of funds,
and forced bankruptcy, thereby driving the Plaintiff into actual impoverishment and fi-
nancial ruin. : _ | |
114. WHEREFORE,‘ the Plaintiff respectfully reqnests that judgment in the

amount of $2,000,0(‘)O,:and order enjoining the Defendants from any future violations of

 his righ‘ps and subjecting him to discrimination, gender apartheid and feministic terror.

) SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION -
115. (Bennet M. Rackman and Sophia Hershman Rackman, Rackman center

and Propaganda of hatred against Jewish men and fathers)

Plaintiff repeats and realleges all facts and circumstances described above as if fully set
forth herein. - _ |

116. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that judgment be entered in
his favor and against Defendants in the amount exceeding $2,000,000, and injunction
against funding the Raékman Center via the AFBIU, together with such other and further

relief as the Court may deem just and proper, and costs and disbursements

Dated: Fort Lauderdale, FL NN
November 29, 2025 \S \1\, R
v P ~

Che

Viadimir Zeev Shevrin

1302 E Las Olas Boulevard,

Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33301 USA
Tel. 954-750-6770
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Address List

Plaintiff

Vladimir Zeev Shevrin

1302 E Las Olas Boulevard,

Fort Lauderdale, FL, 33301 USA
Tel. 954-780-6770

Defendants

1. Bennet M. Rackman

1011 Upminster J, Deerfield Beh, FL 33442 (718) 634-3872
2. Sophia Hershmanr Rackman

7076 Mandarin Dr, Boca Raton, FL 33433

Tel. 917-701-7709

3. American Friends of Bar Ilan AFBIU

c/o Jessica Levy Rozental Ben Nun

Director of Development Southern Regional

3330 NE 190th St, Unit 919, Aventura FL 33180

Tel. 305-335-3998, email: jessicai@shebamed.org

4. Shirley Shai

53 Gissin Street 53, Bldg. D, Petah Tikva, Israel
Tel. +972-77—2703333

5. Carmit Ben Eliezer

Sderot Hatsiyonut 3, Lod, Israel

Tel. +972-77-2703333

6. Varda Plaut

14 Nir Street, Petah Tikva, Israel

Tel. +972-3-924-7031

7. Nava Gadish

10 Hatanaa Street,‘Zihron Yakov, Israel
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Tel. +972-4-629-0077
8. Zvi Weizman ‘
9 Haziyonut, Givat Shmuel, Israéli
Tel. +972-50-625-5565 " |
9, Gila Gadot '
18 Shderot Ben Zvi Avenue, Hotzlap Bldng., Netania, Israel
Tel. +972-73-205-5000
10. Avii;d Igra A '
18 Shderot Ben Zvi Avenye, Hotzlap Bldng,‘:Netania
Tel. +972-73-205-5000
11. Lori Geizler | |
5 Hayarkon Street, Building B, Floor 12, BI{ei Brak, Israel
Tel. +972-73-705-1480
12. Galit Ben Gal
8 Hashekfnim Street, Rarﬁat Ishay, Israel,
Tel. _+972-4—900-1022
13. Yulia Shevrin -
95/14 Ben Zvi Street, Netania, Israel
- Tel. +972-52-986-040
14, Inbal Kibenson
10 Haca_rmel Street, Tivon, Israel

Tel. +972-54-246-7746
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