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Africa

Page 27 (Cameroon), hine 21, should read: late May

Page 29 (Cameroon), hine 34, should read: Abdoulaye Mazou

Page 52 (Guinea), line 29, should read: Amicale des anciens détenus
politiques

Page 84 (Senegal), line 26, should read: *‘threatening the integrity of

the national territory’’, “‘committing acts hikely to endanger public
security’’ and, as students at the Polytechnic Institute

The Americas

Page 154 (Guatemala), line 43, should read: soft drinks firms.
Page 194 (Venezuela), line 9, should read: (formally the

Asta

Page 239 (The Philippines), line 21, should read: Presidential Com-
mutment Order

The Middle East and North Africa

Page 308 (Egypt), hines 34/35, should read: President Muhammad
Hosni Mubarak

Page 324 ([ .cbanon), lines 2, 13, should read: Progressive Socialist
Party

Page 326 (I_cbanon), line 10, should read: Progressive Socialist Partv

Page 336 (Saudi Arabia), line 2, should read: Tabuk

This report covers the period
January to December 1984




AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL is a worldwide movement which 1s AMN ESTY
independent of any government, political grouping, 1deology. economic

interest or religious creed. It plays a specific role within the overall spec-

trum of human rights work. The activities of the organization focus strictly IN l ERN l ION I
On Prisoners:
— [t seeks the release of men and women detained anywhere tor their

beliefs, colour, sex, ethnic origin, language or religion, provided they

have not used or advocated violence, These are termed “prisoners of

consclence’’
—Itadvocates fairand early trials forall political prisoners and works
on behalf of such persons detained without charge or without trial.

— It opposes the death penalty and torture or other cruel, inhuman or
degrading treatment or punishment of all prisoners without reservation,

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL acts on the basis of the United
Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights and other intermational
instruments. Through practical work for prisoners within its mandate,
Amnesty International participates in the wider promotion and protec-

tion of human rights in the civil, political, economic, social and cultural
spheres.

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL has more than 500,000 members,
subscribers and supporters in over 150 countries and territories, with
over 3.400 local groups in more than 55 countries in Atfrica, the
Americas, Asia, Europe and the Middle East. Each group works on be-
half of at least two prisoners of conscience in countries other than its
own. These countries are balanced geographically and politically to
ensure impartiality. Information about prisoners and human rights
violations emanates from Amnesty International’'s Research Department
in London. No section, group or member is ¢xpected to provide infor-
mation on their own country, and no section, group or member has any

responsibility for action taken or statements issued by the international
organization concerning their own country.

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL has tormal relations with the

United Nations (ECOSOC), UNESCO, the Council of Europe, the

Organization of American States and the Organization of African
Unity.

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL is financed by subscriptions and
donations from its worldwide membership. To safeguard the independ-
ence of the organization, all contnbutions are strictly controlled by
guidelines laid down by the International Council and income and
expenditure are made public in an annual financial report.
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This report documents Amnesty International’s work and its concerns
throughout the world during 1984. The absence of an entry on a
particular country in this report does not imply that no human rights
violations of concern to Amnesty Intemational have taken place there
during the year. Nor is the length of a country entry any basis for a
comparison of the extent and depth of Amnesty International’s
COoncerns in a country.

Regional maps have been included in this report to indicate the
location of countries and territories cited in the text and for that

purpose only. It is not possible on the small scale used to show precise

political boundaries, nor should the maps be taken as indicating any

view on the status of disputed territory. Amnesty International takes no

position on territorial questions. Disputed boundaries and cease-fire

lines are shown, where possible, by broken lines. Areas whose disputed

status is a matter of unresolved concern before the relevant bodies of
the United Nations have been indicated by striping.
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Preface
Amnesty International  a worldwide movement

Africa

Angola (the People’s Republic of)
Benin {the People’s Republic of)
Botswana (the Republic of)

Burkina Faso

Burundi (the Republic of)

Cameroon (the United Republic of)
Central African Republic (the)

Chad (the Republic of)

Congo (the People’s Republic of the)
Djibouti (the Republic of)

Ethiopia

(sabon (the Gabonese Republic)
(Gambia (the Republic of the)

Ghana (the Republic of)

Guinea (the Revolutionary People's Republic of)
Guinea-Bissau (the Republic of)
Kenya (the Republic of)

Lesotho (the Kingdom of)

Liberia (the Republic of)

Malawi (the Republic of)

Mali (the Republic of)

Mauritania (the Islamic Republic of)
Mauntius

Mozambique (the People's Republic of)
Namibia

Niger (the Republic of)

Nigeria (the Federal Republic of)
Rwanda (the Rwandese Republic)
Senegal (the Republic of)

Seychelles (the Republic of)
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Sierra Leone (the Republic of)

Somalia (the Somali Democratic Republic)
South Africa (the Republic of)

Sudan (the Democratic Republic of the)
Swaziland (the Kingdom of)

Tanzania (the United Republic of)
Togo (the Togolese Republic)

Uganda (the Republic of)

Zaire (the Republic of)

Zambia (the Republic of)

Zimbabwe (the Republic of)

The Americas

Argentina (the Argentine Republic)
Barbados

Bolivia (the Republic of)

Brazil (the Federative Republic of)
Canada

Chile (the Republic of)

Colombia (the Republic of)

Costa Rica (the Republic of)

Cuba (the Republic of)

Dominican Republic (the)

El Salvador (the Republic of)
Grenada

Guatemala (the Republic of)
(Guyana (the Republic of)

Haiti (the Republic of)

Honduras (the Republic of)
Jamaica

Mexico (the United Mexican States)
Nicaragua (the Republic of)
Paraguay (the Republic of)

Peru (the Republic of)

Suriname (the Republic of)

United States of America (the)
Uruguay (the Eastern Republic of)
Venezuela (the Republic of)

Asia

Afghanistan (the Democratic Republic of)
Bangladesh (the People’s Republic of)

Brunei (the Sultanate of)

Burma (the Socialist Republic of the Union of)
China (the People’s Republic of)

[ndia (the Republic of)

Indonesia (the Republic of) and East Timor
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217
218
221
222
226
229
231
233
237
241
242
246
248
250

Japan

Kampuchea (the People’s Republic of)/(Cambodia)

Korea (the Democratic People's Republic of)
Korea {the Republic of)

Laos (the Lao People’s Democratic Republic)
Malaysia (the Federation of)

Nepal (the Kingdom of)

Pakistan (the Islamic Republic of)

Philippines (the Republic of the)

Singapore (the Republic of)

Sr1 Lanka (the Democratic Socialist Republic of)

Taiwan (the Republic of China)
Thailand (the Kingdom of)
Viet Nam (the Socialist Republic of)

Europe
Albama (the People’s Socialist Republic of)

Bulgaria (the People’s Republic of)
Cyprus (the Republic of)

Czechoslovakia (the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic)

Federal Republic of Germany (the)
Finland (the Republic of)

France (the French Republic)

German Democratic Republic (the)
Greece (the Hellenic Republic)

Hungary (the Hungarian People's Republic)
Ireland (the Republic of)

Italy (the Italian Republic)

Poland (the Polish People’s Republic)
Romania (the Socialist Republic of)
Spain (the Spanish State)

Switzerland (the Swiss Confederation)
Turkey (the Republic of)

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (the)

United Kingdom (of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. the)

Yugoslavia (the Socialist Federal Republic of)

The Middle East and North Africa

Algeria (the People’s Democratic Republic of)
Bahrain (the State of)

Egypt (the Arab Republic of)

[ran (the Islamic Repubtic of)

Iraq (the Republic of)

Israel (the State of) and the Occupied Territories
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Jordan (the Hashemite Kingdom of)

Kuwait (the State of)

L.ebanon (the Lebanese Republic)

Libya (the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriva)
Morocco (the Kingdom of) and Western Sahars

Saudi Arabia (the Kingdom of)

Syria (the Syrian Arab Republiv)

Tunmisia (the Republic of)

United Arab Emirates (the)

Yemen (the People’s Democratic Repubhic ol)

Missions. January - December 1984
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Preface

T'he lives of thousands of ciuizens were deliberately taken by the state in
1984. No precise figure for the victims can be given because secrecy
concealed many deaths and governments denied responsibility for
killings carried out on their orders or with their complicity. Atleast 1,500
otticial executions were publicly recorded but this figure represents only
those known to Amnesty International: the true total was certainly
higher. More were the victims of deliberate political killings in various
countries: unarmed civilians were killed in large numbers by the army
and the police, by other security torces or by “death squads™ sanctioned
by the authorities. In jails throughout the world, prisoners were tortured
to death or allowed to die in prison through deliberate ill-treatment and
neglect,

In 1984, the year under review, nearly half the countries of the world
held prisoners of conscience in theirjails, thousands of political prisoners
were incarcerated without charge or trnal, and torture was used as an
instrument of state pohicy tn many nations. This report records the efforts
made by Amnesty International to investigate these human rights
violations and to take action to halt them, prevent their recurtence and
help the victims.

The taking of human life by the state must be recognized as an urgent
and imperative issue for the international community. The exercise of
state power to end a citizen’'s life strikes at the heart of two of the most
tundamental of all human rights: the right to life and the right not to be
cruelly treated. International public opinion should no longer tolerate the
use by governments of executions and assassinations, whether to address
political dithculties or problems of law and order. Whatever the
circumstances, torture and political killings by governments can never be
justitied.

In drawing attention at the same time to both judicial and extrajudicial
executions and to deaths in custody Amnesty International makes no
moral or political comparisons. The processes through which the victims
died ditter: the sentence of death was imposed on many by courts of law:
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prisoners died i custody from torture, harsh conditions amounting to ik
trecatment and dehberate neglect: civilians lost their lives in raids by
security torces carrying out indiscriminate killings. The logic of treating
these together is not to be tound simply in the fact that each ends with the
death ot a victim, Tt is because responsibility for the death lies with those
entrusted, as states, with preserving the lite, liberty and security of their
people.

In many instances recorded in this report, deaths resulted from
official acts that were arbitrary and often cruel in the extreme. Regardless
of the circumstances, Amnesty International opposes without reservation
the imposition of the death penalty and the killing of prisoners. Any
sociely whaose citizens die at the hands of ~“death squads™, any state that
allows prisoners to be tortured to death, any nation with the death
penalty, must be challenged on its human rights record. In this area of the
struggle tor human nights alone, the scale of vigilance required is
demonstrated in the pages that follow. Taken with the other abuses
recorded, the conscience of the international community cannot fail to be
stirred. That must be transformed into etfective action.

The death penalty is provided by law in over 100 countries. During
1984, 2.068 people were reported sentenced to death by courts in 55
countries. Reported executions rose to 1,513 by the end of the year,
according to reports tfrom 40 countries. These are less than the true
figures. In countries like China, Iran and Irag where many executions
took place throughout the year, official figures were not available.

In some countries with large numbers of prisoners awaiting execution
- such as the United States of America, which had over | .400 inmates on
death row at the end of the year — the death penalty is put forward as an
answer to violent crime, This is also the case in South Africa. where at
least | 14 people were executed — all but three of them from the black or
so-called coloured population groups, In others itis used as a punishment
tor political offences. Ofticials demanded the death penalty in trials of
political prisoners in countries such as Angola and Liberia. In Pakistan. the
government intervened to procure the death sentence on three men after a
military court had imposed prison sentences in a closed hearing,

Prisoners were hanged or shot after trials by military or revolutionary
courts that tell short of internationally recognized standards for a fair trial
in Afghanistan, Angola, Cameroon, Iran and Libya. In some countries,
tor example Nigeria and China, prisoners were executed within days of
being sentenced, leaving little or no time to appeal or petition for
clemency. Some were executed in public. Libyans living abroad were
again pursued by government-backed assassins: two were slain in
Athens in July 1984,

Some prisoners died in prison through lack of adequate care or
deliberate neglect. In the Soviet Union, two human rights activists died
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atter the authorities rejected doctors” recommendations that they be
treed. In Cameroon, eight prisoners convicted of offences against the
security of the state were reported to have died of malnutrition during
1984, According to figures released by Freetown City Council, 241
prisoners died of malnutrition in Sierra Leone’s jails in 1984, In Zaire
too, pnsoners were understood to have died from malnutrition or to have
been deliberately killed.

Deaths under torture were reported from Chile, Turkey and Uruguay.
Outright political killings, often of unarmed civilians during counter-
insurgency operations. took place in Chad, El Salvador, Guatemala,
Indonesia and East Timor and Peru. In some cases, responsibility was
attributed to *death squads™ apparently acting with official connivance:
in others, uniformed members of the security forces and military were
implicated. In southern Chad, government forces carried out hundreds of
summary ¢xecutions, killing prisoners and shooting unarmed civilians at
random. In EIl Salvador, a 1983 Amnesty International mission of
inquiry concluded that most of the estimated 40,000 people killed in
political violence in the previous five years had been murdered by
government torces which dumped mutilated corpses openly in an
apparent eftort to terrorize the population.

It 1s not only governments and groups acting with official connivance
who carry out political killings. Amnesty International condemns, as a
matter of principle, the torture and execution of prisoners by anyone,
including opposition groups. It recognizes that govemments have the
responsibility of dealing with such abuses, but in doing so they must act in
conformity with international standards for the protection of human
nghts. However, some groups in opposition to governments have
acquired characteristics of political authority that in practice puts them in
a position where they may be expected to respect international human
nghts standards. In such cases, Amnesty International appeals to them
to do so. When considering whether a group has such characteristics,
several factors have to be taken into account. For example, does the
group control people in its territory in a way similar to the exercise of
government jurisdiction? Is it able to implement procedures for the
protection of human rights and humanitarian law in its territory? Is it
recognized by governments and international organizations”? An appeal
from Amnesty International to such a group would not imply any legal or
international status or recognition; it is aimed strictly at securing the
protection of the human rights that Amnesty International seeks to
detend everywhere.

Government secrecy and censorship mean that Amnesty Inter-
national is limited by lack of information on certain countries, Because
there 18 no entry on a particular country in this report, it cannot be
assumed that no violations of human rights have taken place there.
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Among the countries where the information available to Amnesty Inter-
national was insufficient to allow an entry in this report were: Equatorial
Guinea, Madagascar, Ecuador, Oman, Qatar and the Yemen Arab
Republic. For similar reasons — and because Amnesty International
attaches consistent importance to opposing all abuses of human rights
within its mandate - no comparisons are made between one country and
another, Amnesty International never ranks governments according to
their human rights records: it simply reports what it has learned about
prisoners of conscience, political trials, torture and executions, and what
it has been able to do on behalf of the victims.

Nor is the length of a country entry any basis for a comparison of the
extent and depth of Amnesty International’'s concerns in a country. In
one entry several hundred executions may be recorded in one paragraph:
In another a description of complex legal changes affecting human rights
guarantees may occupy several pages. To use word counts to judge the
importance Amnesty Intemnational attaches to its work on a given
country or the seriousness of human rights violations there is to
misunderstand the problems Amnesty International faces and its
approach to them,

Amnesty International covers a limited spectrum of rights, but not
because 1t ignores the importance of other rights, It believes there is a
close relationship between all human rights but recognizes that it can
achieve more by working within set limits,

At the heart of the rights Amnesty International seeks to defend is the
principle that all people have the right to express their convictions and the
obligation to extend that freedom to others. The release of prisoners of
conscience — people imprisoned because of their political, religious or
other conscientiously held beliefs, their ethnic origin, sex, colour or
language, provided that they have not used or advocated violence — is
central to Amnesty International’s work. The organization also strives to
ensure a fair tnial within a reasonable time for all political prisoners and
opposes torture and the death penalty in all cases.

Amnesty International is strictly impartial. It does not work against
governments, but against human rights violations, It neither supports nor
opposes any political, social or economic system. It applies a single
universal standard to all countries regardless of the ideology of the
government or the views of the victims.

Accurate information, evaluated without bias, is central to main-
taining this inpartiality. Amnesty International submits major reports to
governments betore publishing and is always prepared to correct any
factual errors it has made. The organization does not work in secret; it
puts its information on the public record. The publication of this annual
report s intended both as an opportunity to scrutinize Amnesty
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International’s work and as a contribution to the growing intemmational
awareness of human rights.

Amnesty International now has an active worldwide membership,
with more than 500,000 members, subscribers and supporters in over } 50
countries and territories. This report reflects the efforts of these people (and
those of many other organizations and individuals) who understand that
their tnvolvement can make a difference to the protection of fundamental

and inalienable human rights. The report shows also how necessary it is
for those efforts to be maintained and intensified.




Amnesty International —
a worldwide movement

A worldwide campaign to expose and end the use of torture as a tool of
state policy was launched by Amnesty International in April 1984,

To launch the Campaign for the Abolition of Torture Amnesty Inter-
national published a report, Torture in the Eghties, which analysed the
conditions under which torture takes place and cited allegations of torture
or ill-treatment of prisoners in 98 countries.

The report included case studies of situations in which public
pressure, supported by international opinion, helped to limit or halt
torture. It outlined a 12-point program of practical measures which
governments should take to prevent torture,

The report pointed out that torture trequently occurs during a
prisoner's first days in custody when visits by tamily or lawyers are
banned - often under laws giving the authorities wide-ranging powers to
deal with emergencies. To prevent torture, governments should ensure
that all prisoners are brought before a judicial authority shortly after
being taken into custody and that relatives, lawyers and doctors have
prompt and regular accesstothem, Thereshould be nosecret detention -
prisoners should be held in publicly recognized places and accurate
information about their whereabouts should be made available. State-
ments extracted under torture should never be used in legal proceedings.
Governments should ensure that all complaints and reports of torture are
impartially and effectively investigated and those responsible should be
brought to justice. Victims of torture and their dependants should be
entitled to financial compensation and victims should be given proper
medical care and rehabilitation,

Campaigns to publicize more general concerns have become a
regular feature of Amnesty International’s work, in addition toetlorts on
behalf of individual prisoners, which remain the organization’s focus.

Originally the inspiration for Amnesty International came after two
Portuguese students were sentenced to seven years' imprisonment for
making a toast to freedom. This news so disturbed a Briush lawyer, Peter
Benenson. that he conceived and organized a year-long campaign to
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publicize the plight of people detained all over the world for peacetully
expressing their beliefs: people later called prisoners of conscience.
Within months of the campaign’s launch, thousands of people had
oftered help. and out of it a permanent movement was bormn: Amnesty
International,

There are now over 3 400 local Amnesty International groups in 38
countries. and individual members. supporters and subscribers number
over half a million. Once research carried out at the International
Secretariat (the organization’s headquarters) determines that a prisoner
18 a prisoner of conscience, she orhe1s " adopted ™ by one ormore groups
of members, They then send the authorities of the country concerned
letters and tefegrams asking tor the prisoner’s immediate release. They
also organize as much public support as possible. I there s insutticient
cvidence to show whether a prisoneris a posoner ot conscience, the case
may be given to a group to mvestipate, and the group will ask the
authorities for more informatton

Political imprisonment, detention without trial, torture and execu
tons are not contronted solely by highlighting individual prisoner cases.
During 1984 almost one third of Amnesty International groups partict-
pated in special networks of groups which, in addition to their work for

prisoners of conscience, concentrate on human rights violations of

concem to Amnesty International in various regions of the world,

When information received at the International Secretariat shows
that urgent action is needed - for example when torture 1s teared or a
prisoneris about to be executed - there are special networks ready to act
promptly by sending telexes and telegrams. In 1984 this type of urgent
response was launched 319 times.

Campaigning is another way of drawing attention to patterns of
human rights violations and putuing pressure on governments to stop
these abuses. A campaign focuses attention on one country or a theme
for a number of months and many local groups participate in each
campaign. As well as the Campaign for the Abolition of Torture,
campaigns were organized in 1984 on Syria, Paraguay and the People’s
Republic of China,

An established annual event is Prisoners of Conscience Week which
had Women in Prison as itstheme in 1 984. Many ot the world’s political
prisoners are women and they sufter from all the injustices to which
governments subject their citizens. Amnesty International alsotakes part
in other annual events, the most notable being International Labour Day
( 1 May) and Human Rights Day (10 December): it was a fitting end to
the year that on Human Rights Day in 1984 the United Nations ( UN)
General Assembly adopted the Convention against Torture and Other
Cruel. Inhuman and Degrading Treatment or Punishment {see Appendix
V). As Amnesty International’s campaign to abolish torture continues in
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1985, special etforts will be made to have the Convention ratified by as
many countries as possible,

Amnesty International’s members come from widely varying back-
grounds, but they are all united in thewr support of the movement's aims;
to seck the release of all prisoners of conscience. toensure fair and prompt
trials for all political prisoners and to abolish the use of torture and the
death penalty. Groups only handle cases of prisoners held in countries
other than theirown. This is one of several sateguards to ensure Amnesty
International’s independence and impartiahty.

Independence trom political and financial influence helps guarantec
that impartiality, so another sateguard that has heen established 1s that
funds for Amnesty International’s budget are raised entirely by members
and from public donations, and nomoney 1s accepted fromgovernments,
Money from governments torthe relief program, thatisto ASSISt Prisoners
or their families. is only accepted it Amnesty International has sole
charge of its use (see Relief pl0O).

Central also to Amnesty International’s policy is its democratic
structure which enables individuals and groups to be involved in
decision-making. Sections, which now exist in 45 countries, coordinate
group activities, organize publicity and mobilize the public to fight
human rights violations. Section delegates form the [nternational
Council - the governing body of the movement. andthe Council inturn
elects a nine-member International Executive Commuittee to carry oul
its decisions and supervise the International Secretanat.

Based in London, the International Secretariat collects and acts on
information about Amnesty International’s concerns, keeping members,
groups and sections, and the international news media informed about
cases and campaigns. News releases, publicity material and reports are
produced and the Amnesty International Newsletter provides regular
news. including the details of three prisoners of conscience, in each
monthly issue. Missions are alsoorganized to send Amnesty International
representatives to various countries where they may have talks with
government officials, collect information about human rights violations
or legal procedures, or observe political tnals. Reports on their findings
are later made to the Intemational Executive Commuttee,

Amnesty International is unconditionally opposed to the death

snalty and works for its total abolition throughout the world. Amnesty
International regularly monitors death sentences and executions around
the world. It appeals for clemency whenever it learns of a case in which
imminent execution is feared.

By the end of the year 27 countries had abolished the death penalty
for all offences and 19 tor all but exceptional oftences, such as war crimes.
A number of other countries have not abolished the death penaity but do
not ¢carry out executions in practice.
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On 5 September 1984 assent was given to the Acts Amendment
( Abolition of C apital Punishment) Bill, 1984, which abolished the death
penalty in Western Australia, the last Australian state toretain the death
penalty for ordinary oftences.

During 1984, 1.51 3 prisoners are knowntohave been executed in4()
countries. and 2.068 sentenced to death in 55 countries. These figures

include only cases known to Amnesty International: the true figures are
certainly higher.

Refugees

Although Amnesty International’s statute relates to prisoners, the
organization does oppose the forcible return of any person to a country
where he or she might reasonably expect to be imprisoned as a prisoner of
conscience. tortured or killed. Information on the risks faced by refugees
is submitted by Amnesty International to refugee organizations and to
governments considering applications for political asylum. It also
nforms the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees about
refugees who face human rights violations. In addition, Amnesty
International sometimes calls on governments to admit prisoners of
conscience whose only alternative to continued imprisonment 1s exile,

Relief

During 1984 the International Secretariat of Amnesty International
distributed £397.424 in relief payments to help prisoners of conscience
and their families and to assist the rehabilitation of torture victims.
Sections and Amnesty International groups aiso sent help to many
thousands of prisoners and their families. The relief program 15 not a
substitute for the primary objective of securing freedom for prisoners of
conscience and an end to the use of torture, but aims to alleviate suftering.
When relief payments are distributed by bodies outside Amnesty Interna-
tional or through intermediaries, the organization takes care to stipulate
the precise prisoner-related purpose for which the payments are
intended. and wherever possible obtain receipts from the beneficiaries.
The relief program of the International Secretariatis supery ised by a sub-
committee of the International E xecutive C ommittee which also advises
sections on relief activities. Amnesty International's relief accounts, like

its general accounts, are audited annually and are available from the
International Secretariat,

International Organizations

One of the most notable achievements of the United Nations (UN) was
the adoption by the General Assembly of the Convention against
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Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punish-

ment. The Convention against Torture was adopted on Human Rights
Day. 10 December 1984, The text was inspired by the 1975 Declaration
against Torture. The Commission on Human Rights had been discussing
it since 1978 and in March 1984 the C ommission agreed that the drall
<hould be forwarded to the General Assembly. Amnesty International
had been represented as an observer at the seven annual sessions of the
Commission, Before the General Assembly session, Amnesty Interna-
tional sections urged their governments t0 move for speedy adoption of
the convention,

The Convention against Torture contains several positive elements
that go beyond the earher Declaration against Torture (see Appendix
V). These include:

@ acceptance of the principle of compulsory jurisdiction over alleged
torturers. which means that unless they are extradited for trial in another
country, alleged torturers must be prosecuted in whatever state party
they are found.

@® the obligation not to send back (refouler) or extradite retugees of
others to countries where they risk being tortured.

@ the exclusion of "obedience to superior orders’' as adefence againsta
charge of torture, which means effectively that an ordertotorture must be
disobeyed.

® the obligation on states to investigate reliable information about
torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment,
even in the absence of a specific complaint from an alleged victim.

® the creation of a 10-member Committee against Torture that will be
able:

_ to consider periodic reports from states parties;

_ to inquire into allegations of systematic torture;

_ to receive complaints from individuals against a particular state, if the
state expressly agrees to this; and

_ to receive complaints by one state against another where both have
agreed to this.

Amnesty International urges governments (O ratify international
instruments protecting the human rights A mnesty International works to
promote. By the end of 1984. 80 states were party to the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 34 to the Optional Protocol of
that covenant. and 83 to the International Covenant oOn E conomic,

Social and Cultural Rights, During 1984 Cameroon, Togo and Zambia
ratified the international covenants; Cameroon, France and Zambia
ratified the Optional Protocol.

Amnesty International continued to follow closely the work of the
Human Rights Committee, the body created by the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights to monitor compliance with the
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covenant's provisions, The tasks ot this committee of 18 experts serving
in their personal capacities include: examining reports by states parties
about compliance, considering complaints from individuals under the
Optional Protocol, and issuing interpretive “general comments’ on
provisions of the covenant. During 1984 the Committee adopted general
comments on Article 14, which covers the nght to a fair trial

During 1 984 Amnesty International continued to submit information
to the UN and other international organizations, Using the procedure
ander Fconomie and Social Council (ECOSOC) Resolution 728, it
cubmitted information on the human rights situation in the following
countries: Benin, Brunei, Czechoslovakia, Gabon, Hartt, Indonesia and
East Timor, Libva, Mauritama, Paraguay. Philippines, Syria. Turkey.
Uruguay and Zaire. Resolution 728F authorizes the UN to receive
communications concerning human rights and to bringt hem tothe atten-
tion of the government concemned. Under ECOSOC resolution 1503 the
UN determines in confidential proceedings whether such communications
coveal @ eonsistent pattern of gross violations of human rights™™ mn a
country, and. if so, whether to authorize a study or investigation of the
situation,

A mnesty International submitted information to the Working (s roup
on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances set up by the UN Comms-
sion on Human Rights to investigate ~disappearances” anywhere in the
world. During 1984 Amnesty International submitted mformation on
~disappearances” in 19 countries: Argentina, Chad, Chile, Colomba,
E ast Timor. El Salvador, Ethiopia, Guatemala, Haitw, Honduras, Kenya.
Mexico, Paraguay, Peru. SriLanka, Togo, Uganda. Uruguay and Zaire.
In September 1984 Amnesty International wrote to the working group to
draw attention to the three countries in which ~disappearances’ appeared
tooceur most frequently: ElSalvador, Guatemala and Peru. It suggested
that visits by the working group to these countries would be particularly
usetul,

Amnesty International submitted intformation 0 the UN Special
Rapporteur on Summary or Arbitrary Executions appointed by the
Commission on Human Rights concerning extrajudicial executions and
death sentences or executions imposed contrary to accepted mnter-
national safeguards for a fair trial. During 1984 Amnesty International
brought to the attention of the Special Rapporteur information on
reported e xtrajudicial executions and deaths indetention in | 6 countries;
Benin. Bolivia. Chad, Chile, Colombia, Guatemala, India, Indonesia
(East Timor), Kenva, Libya, Maurttania, Pcru, Philippines, Sierra

Leone. Sri Lanka and Zaire; it also informed him of one case of areported

threatened extrajudicial execution in GGhana. Amnesty International
also sent him information on reported death sentences or executions
lacking the minimum internationally recognized sateguards in I8
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countries: Afghanistan, Angola, Bangladesh, Cameroon, China, Iran,
[rag. Kuwait, Liberia, Libya, Malawi, Mozambigue, Nigena, Pakistan,
Somalia, Turkey, Viet Nam and the USSR, In some cases, Amnesty
International called on the Special Rapporteur to intercede urgently to
prevent threatened executions.

Amnesty International continued to bring its concerns to the
attention of the main UN bodies dealing with human nights questions,

At the 40th sesston of the UN Commission on Human Rights
Amnesty International made statements on the dratt convention against
torture: states of emergeney: “disappearances . summary or arbitrary
executions: and on the dissemination of human nghts instruments. It
submitted written statements on A Universal Amnesty For All
Prisoners of Conscience’”. and on the human rights situation in kEast
Timor, Guatemala and Iran.

At the 37th session of the UN Sub-Commission on Prevention of
Discrimination and Protection of Minoritics, Amnesty International
made statements on amputations in Sudan and on the death penalty. It
submitted a written statementon its 1 2-point program for the prevention
ot torture.

At the 39th regular session of the UN General Assembly Amnesty
International made a statement betore the assembly’s Fourth Commit-
tee about its concerns in Namibia. On the Day ot Solidarity with Political
Prisoners in South Africa and on the International Day tor the
Flimination of Racial Discrimination, Amnesty International outlined
its concerns in South Atrica.

Amnesty International continued to submit information to UNESCO's
Committee on Conventions and Recommendations on cases of human
rights violations concerning writers, teachers and others in Atghanistan,
El Salvador, Haiti, Laos, Nigeria, Paraguay, Viet Nam and Y ugoslavia,
Amnesty International was represented at a working seminar on this
UNESCO procedure convened by the International Human Rights L aw
Group. In response to the UNESCO Director-General's draft program
Amnesty International reatfirmed its concern for the implementation of
UNESCO's sevenryear program for human rights teaching, It also
stressed that more needed to be done to make UNESCO's recommen-
dations in the field of human rights education more widely known. The
importance of UNESCO's role inthe promotion of human rights was the
main topic at a meeting between UNESCO's Director-General and the
Secretary General of Amnesty International which took place at
UNESCO headquarters in Paris on 11 September 1984, Amnesty
I nternational continued as coordinator of the non-governmental organiZa-
tion (NGO side in the UNESCO Secretanaty NGO Joint Working
Group on Education tor the Promotion, Application and Defence of
Human Rights. [t also attended the 19th biennial conterence of
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ternational NGOs in consultative relationship with UNESCO. which
recommended the continuation of the joint working group.

In November | 984 Amnesty International appited to be admitted to
the Special List of Non-Governmental International Organizations ot
the International Labour Organisation (1LO). The Special List 18 the
[LO's equivalent of consuitative status for NGQOs which are not
workers’ or employers’ bodies. During the year Amnesty International
continued to make available information on such issues as forced labour
and violations of the right to freedom of association to organizations
working within the 1LO.

Amnesty International pursued a number of individual cases taken
up by the Inter-Amencan C ommission on Human Rights (JACHR), the
human rights body of the Organization of American States (OAS), and
submitted information on the human rights situation in a number of
countries: Chile. Colombia, El Salvador, Paraguay, Peru, Suriname and
Uruguay. Representatives of Amnesty International attended the 14th
regular session of the OAS General Assembly (Brasilia, 12-17
November 1984) after the OAS Permanent C ouncil had invited it to
attend as a “special guest”. Betore the assembly Amnesty International
wrote to ambassadors of OAS member states, enclosing its 1 984 annual
report and urging delegations to encourage the assembly to find ways of
exerting influence on those countries most involved in perpetrating gross
violations of human rights.

On 5 September 1984 Argentina ratified the OAS American Con-
vention on Human Rights. It also made declarations under Article 45
(recognizing the competence of the IACHR to receive inter-state
complaints) and Article 62 (recognizing the jurisdiction of the Inter-
American Court of Human Rights), as did Ecuador on 24 July 1984,
This brings to 22 the total number of ratifications of the Convention,
which entered into force on 18 July 1978,

The African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rights was adopted
unanimously by the Organization of African Unity (OAU) in 1981.
Amnesty International continued to monitor ratification of the charter,
Five states deposited instruments of ratification during 1984: Burkina
Faso, Egypt. Sierra Leone, Tanzania and Zambia - bringing to 15 the
rotal number of ratifications. A majority of the 51 OAU member states
must become parties for the charter to come into force.

Although all 21 member states of the C ouncil of Europe are parties

to the European Convention on Human Rights, four states (Cyprus,
Greece. Malta and Turkey) have not yet accepted the right ot individual

petition under Article 25. Austria and Sweden ratified Protocol 6 to the
E uropean C onvention on Human Rights abolishing the death penalty for
peacetime offences, bringing the total number of ratifications to three.
The protocol requires five ratifications toenter into force. Amnesty Inter-
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national sections urged the governments of their countries to ratity the
protocol.

During the year Amnesty International testified twice to bodies of
the European Parliament, On 2 April 1984 it made a statement before
the Political Affairs Committee on violations of human rights in Turkey
pointing out that the restoration of civilian government had not so far
resulted in any apparent change in the arcas of interest to Amnesty
International. In December 1984 Amnesty International spoke at a
Furopean Parliament meeting in Strasbourg. The presentation - called
“Torture: a challenge for Europe™ - stressed that there was no room for
complacency about torture in Europe. It listed 10 recommendations for
action including the non-return of refugees to countries where they may
be subjected to torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment;
and adoption of a European convention against torture which would
provide for an cffective system of unannounced prison visits by an
independent transnational body.

The Inter-Parliamentary Union, a non-governmental organization
composed of members of parliament trom 103 nations, maintamns a
special committee which investigates reported violations of the human
rights of parliamentarians and seeks redress. During 1 984 Amnesty Inter-
national sent the special committee information on detained members of
parliament from 15 countries: Bangladesh, Gabon, Ghana, Indonesia,
Iran, Kenya, the Republic of Korea, Mauritania, Somalia, Sudan,
Turkey, Uganda, Uruguay, Viet Nam and Zimbabwe.




Angola

Amnesty International’s main concerns
were the prolonged detention without trial
of suspected opponents of the government,
including alleged supporters ot armed
opposition groups. and the use of the
death penalty. Atleast 31 death sentences
were imposed during the year, mostly by

. e military courts, atter trials which did not
appear to contorm to internationally recognized standards, In a number
of cases. defendants reportedly said that they had been ill-treated under
interrogation during their pre-trial detention.

The internal conflict between government security forces and
guerrillas supporting the Unido Nacional para a Independeéncia Total
de Angola (UNITA), National Union for the Total Independence ot
Angola, continued throughout 1984, Both sides accused the other of
killing civilians. Amnesty International remained concerned about the
apparently arbitrary detention by UNITA forces of civilians not
involved in the armed conflict. These included foreigners working in
Angola and Zairian refugees, as well as Angolan civilians, A number of
toreign workers were released after being taken to the UNITA base n
southeast Angola, but no information was available about other
captives,

Amnesty International continued to receive information about large
numbers of suspected government opponents held without trial tor
periods varying from six months to nine years. They included alleged
supporters of the UNITA and other armed opposition organizations,
Although no official figures were available about the total number of
political detainees, unofficial sources esumated that more than 1,000
were held in detention centres in Luanda and provincial capitals, and in
rural detention camps. Several hundred suspected members or supporters
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0 th_L U'I\I [A were reported to have been arrested or captured during
the I__ighlmp, in 1984 and some were presented at public rallies or press
conterences and reportedly  compelled o make sell incriminating
statements. |

he law on cnmanal procedure requires prisoners suspected of

committing offences against the securnity of the state to be charged or
fcicaxcd within seven months. However, this appears to have been
;g_nnrf;n_! N Many cases and political detamnces have been held without
lrml_ indefinitely under admimstrative detention procedures, Such
dutumcs appeared to have no opportunity to have the legahity of their
detentions reviewed. |

Amnesty International asked the government about the legal
prounds forthe imprisonment of a number of long-term detainees some
accused of violent offences, others apparently arrested ftor political
reasons not connected with the internal contlict. Among these were
Marie Simon Zumu and seven other Zaiman retugees who were
arrested in March 1983 and subsequently held without Charge ortrial in
L.uena, the capital of Moxico province. They were still being held atthe
end of 1984,

The only long-term detainee whom Amnesty International had
adopted as a prisoner of conscience, Fermnando Costa Andrade
(-"Ndunduma’’}, was released uncharged at the end ot January. He had
been arrested in December 1982 atter produciiga play which satirized
members of the government, and accused of insultingihe head of state
and of " fractionalism' ( promoting a particular faction within the ruling
party). .

| Amnesty Intermational took up for investigation the case ot one
prisoner convicted during 1984: Bartolomeu [ias Fernandes was
t-;*entenced to six years' imprisonment in April by the People’s Revolu-
tionary Tribunal in Luandaon charges ofinsult in'g,thc headofstate. The
precise nature ot his alleged ottence was not known.

Several prisoners charged with oftences against the secunty of the
state went on trial before the People's Revolutionary Tribunal in*May In
a widely publicized trial known as the “Kamanga”™ or diamond
smuggling trial. There were 124 defendants, two of whom — Francisco
Carlos Fragata and Paulo Capita - werc accused ot spying torthe USA
as well as diamond smuggling offences. Amnesty International received
reports before the trial that Francisco Carlos Fragata had been ill-
treated in pre-trial custody. At the trial several detendants alleged that
they had been beaten or otherwise ill-treated during interrogation, Two
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and deferred sentence on the three others pending an inquiry into a
charge that they had tried to damage the reputationof the country andits
institutions by alleging that they had heen ill-treated in custody and by
conspiring to alter the course of justice. By the end ot | 984 noresults of
the inquiry had been made public. Amnesty International was concerned
that an independent and impartia investigation of the allegations ot 1li-
treatment should be carried out. It believed that Francisco Carlos
Fragata had been convicted on tenuous evidence and appealed tor his
death sentence to be commuted. One week later a Special Appeals
Tribunal reduced his sentence toone of six years” imprisonment, having
apparently concluded that he was not guilty of spying. ( This tribunal
was setupin 1980 torevicw sentences of death and more than 20 years
yimprisonment imposed by the People’s Revolutionary Trbunal.)

More than 80 alleged members or supporters of the UNITA were

tried during 1984 betore Regional Military Trbunals. While the
People’s Revolutionary Tribunal was established in 1976 with jurisdiction
over all political cases. in July | & 3 miitary courts were empowered to
try civilians in political cases ‘0 areas affected by the internal conthict
and to impose the death penalty. Most political cases were tricd by
military courts during the year. The law governing the procedures of

military courts gives defendants the right to detence counsel of their

choice. to examine the prosecution's case against them 10 days betore

their trial opens and to call witnesses in their defence. However it was
unclear whether these nghts were respected. The law also guarantees
those convicted the right of appeal to the Armed Forces’ Military
Tribunal. the highest mihitary court.

The first trial of suspected supporters of the UNITA by a Regional
Military Tribunal took place in February when eight people were tried
- Huambo for offences against the security of the state. One of them -
Isaias Jeremias Nangolo — who had worked n Huambo's telephone
exchange, was sentenced to death for passing sensitive information to
the UNITA. Unofficial sources reported that he was executed shortly
after the sentence was announced, without any opportunity to appeal.

Twenty-nine other defendants are known to have been sentencedto
death during 1984 on account of their UNITA activities. The charges
against them included treason, espionage, sabotage and armed rebellion.
Another 43 convicted on similar charges received prison sentences.
Several of those sentenced to death had been presented to journalists
towards the end of 1983 when they had made self-incriminating
statements. Although the verdicts of the military courts were communt

cated to the press, no information was available about appeals heanngs
or executions. The law provides for prisoners sentenced to death by
military courts to be executed by firing-squad within 24 hours of being
notified that the appeal court has upheld their death sentence.

months after the trial started the People’s Prosecutor called for death
sentences to be passed on the two defendants charged with spying and
on three others accused of diamond smugghng, On 30 Octoberthe court
sentenced Francisco Carlos Fragata to death, acquitted Paulo Capita,
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Amnesty International was concerned that trials of government
opponents did not appear to conform o internationally recognized
standards ot tar trial in a number of respects. In particular, defendants

were reportedly not given an adequate opportunity to present their
detence and in many cases defendants appeared to have no opportunity
to appeal. At a conference in Luanda in April a senior official in the

ruling party condemned various abuses of authority and violations of

cttizens' nghts. He noted in particular that few of those verdicts which
are automatically subject to appeal according to Angolan law were in
tact submitted 10 higher couns,

Following ecach trial at which death sentences were announced

Amnesty International called on the authortties to uphold the right ot

appedl and. it death sentences were contirmed upon appeal. tocommute
them. However, no death sentences imposed by military courts were
known to have been commuted during the year

T

Benin

Q:‘\i. T
Amnesty Intemational was concerned
about the impnisonment of prisoners of
conscience and about other political pris-
oners detained without trial or imprisoned
afteruntair trials. All the prisoners whose
cases had been taken up by Amnesty
International were released on | August
-- mfesiiaid 1inoa presidential amnesty but further
political arrests were reported later in 1984, Amnesty International was
also concerned about reports of ili-treatment of prisoners. some of
whom died apparently because they were denied appropriate medical
treatment,

Dunng the first part of the year Amnesty International was working
on behalt of 35 prisoners of conscience, most of whom had been
detamned without trial for more than four years tor alleged involvement
In non-violent protests against government policies. Most had been
arrested tollowing school and university protests which began in 1979
(see Amnesty International Report 1984).

in mid- 1984 Amnesty Intemational also adopted as prisoners of
conscience 38 other untried political detainees, most of whom had been
arrested between June and August 1983 for suspected membership of
an unofticial trade union, the Centrale svndicale des travailleurs du
Benin (CSTB), the Benin Workers' Trade Union Federation.

Amnesty international Report 19384 21

In mid-February cight ot the student prisoners ot conscienge
detamned since 1979 and held in Coonou's Central Prison were
transterred to Abomey and Ouidah pnsons tollowing protests about
thewr conunued detention and demands tor their release. On 3 March,
10 of the 11 students held in Porto Novo prison escaped and went into
hiding. Three ot them - Leon Adjakpa, Malehossou Bouraima and
Leon Yelome were recaptured several days later and a tourth person,
Cynaque Faton, was arrested on suspicion of assisting their escape,
They were reportedly punished by being detained tor three weeks in a
disused transport container exposed to the sun. They were then moved
to Cotonou’s main military camp, Camp Ghezo, anddetained in its high
secunty detention wing, known as the Poste de commandement
operationnel (PCQ). However, in June the four detainees and one
other. Emmanuel Alamou, escapedtromthe PCO and wentinto hiding,

Untl August Amnesty International continued to appeal tor the
release of five pnsoners of conscience, two of whom were under
sentence of death, and for a review of the cases ot eight other politcal
prisoners, all of whom were arrested in 1975 when the government
claimed to have toilded two attempts to overthrow i, The tnals they
received tell short of intemational standards of tairness (see Amnesty
International Repourt 1984). Amnesty International was also invesu
gating the cases of Claude Midahuen, Leonard Maboudou and Andre
Oke Assogba. The three, all tormer senior government othicials, had
been arrested in 1975 and 1976 apparenty in connection with the same
alicged coup attempts but were never brought to trial. Similarly, the
organization continued to mvestigate the cases of Colonel Alphonse
Alley. a tormer head ot state, and Major Jean-Baptiste Hacheme, who
were arrested in early 1973 tollowing the alleged discovery of a plot to
overthrow the government. They were both sentenced to 20 years
impnsonment in early 1973 atter a tnal which fell short ot internauonal
standards.

On | August 1984 President Mathieu Kerckou declared an
amnesty toowing his re-election tor a second term as head ot state, All
prnsoners of conscience and other poiitical prisoners of concern to
Amnesty Intemational were released and the police stopped searching
for the detainees who had escaped trom Porto Novo prison and the
PCO. The releases were welcomed by Amnesty Internauonal, However,
at least tour ofthose released were reported to have been again detained
without charge by theend ot 1984, Inlate September Hebert Ottiki, one
of the students who had escaped trom Porto Novo prisonin March, was
arrested and detained at Natitingou. A month later, Emmanuel
Alamou, a student who had escaped from the PCO in June 1984, was
arrested in Cotonou. In early November, two other tormer politicai
detamnees, Dr Atolabi Biaou and Didier D" Almeida, were also detamned
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in Cotonou. Both had apparently been active in an unofficial association
of tormer political detainees formed after the amnesty in August. It had
protested about the rearrest of Hébert Offiki and Emmanuel! Alamou
and called on the authonties to reinstate former political detainces in
their previous jobs. Amnesty International expressed its concern to the
authorities over these new arrests and called for the trial or release of
the four detainees. However, they were still held at the end of 1984
Amnesty International remained concerned about the conditions in
which political detainees were held in view of reports of severe
overcrowding, poor lighting and ventilation, inadequate sanitation and
ashing facilities, and grossly deficient medical care in all the main
political detention centres. Conditions at the Commissariat central.
central police staton, and in a number of smaller police stations in
Cotonou were reported to be particularly harsh with prisoners being
subjected to extreme overcrowding in punishment cells. known as
“violons”. As many as 12 detainees were reportedly held atatime in the
cells although they apparently measured no more than Im by 2 5m.
making it impossible tor detainees even to lic down. The authorities
continued to retuse tood to most political detainees, forcing them torely
on the generosity of their families or fellow prisoners. .,
In April Amnesty International received reports that certain
prsoners who had become seriously ill in Cotonou's Central Prison had
been retused hospital treatment by pnison authorities or permitted it
after unnecessary delays. As a result. at least seven non-political
pnsoners had apparently died since mid-1983. two of them reportedly
in _I 984. On | January Joe Akplogan was reported to have died after
being retused hospital treatment; he was apparently threatened with
removal to a punishment cell after becoming ill. In February a woman
prisoner was also reportedly refused hospital treatment until an INjury to
her toot became gangrenous. She was then treated but allegedly died
after her foot was amputated. Amnesty Intemational appealed to the
govemment in April and July to institute an independent inquiry into
these deaths, and to ensure that all prisoners received adequate medical
carc. However, there was no response.
| In Apnil 1984 Amnesty International submitted information about
its concerns in Benin under the UN procedure for confidentially
reviewing communications about human rights violations. The sub-

mission urged the UN to take all appropriate steps to redress the cited
human rights violations.
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Botswana

Amnesty Intemational was concerned

about the use of the death penalty. Three

prisoners convicted of murder were exe-

cuted dunng 1984. A tourth person was

sentencedto death but wasnot believed to

have been executedby the end ofthe year.

Clement Gothamodimo was convicted

i T s iined O MUrder by the High Court in January.

His appeal was heard in May but rejected in late June, His case - like all

those of prisoners under sentence of death  was reviewed by the

Advisory Committee on the Prerogative of Mercy, comprising the

President, Vice-President, Attorney-General and a doctor, However,

the committee did notrecommend clemency and Clement Gothamodimo

was hanged on 27 October. Amnesty Intermational appealed for

clemency afler his death sentence was imposed and again after his
appeal tor clemency was rejected.

Amnesty International made a similar appeal in July on behalf of
Lovemore Sibanda when it learned that the Appeal Court had upheld
his conviction for murder, and the death sentence. However, he and
Lesenyo Kgeresi, also convicted of murder, were reportedly executed
in September.

Amnesty International received reports of one other prisoner under
sentence of death, but by the end of 1984 had not learned the outcome of
his appeal.

Burkina Faso

Amnesty Intermnational’s main concerns
were the imprisonment of three prisoners
of conscience for trade union activities,
the reported detention without trial of
suspected opponents of the government

and the death penalty,
In August 1984 the name of Upper
Volta was changed to Burkina Faso on
coup which brought Captain Thomas

Sankara to power,

Three leading oflicials of the Syvndicat national des enseignants
africains de Haute-Volta (SNEAHYV), National Union of African
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Teachers of Upper Volta, were arrested on 9 March in the capital,
Ouagadougou. They were then taken to the military barracks in
Koudougou, where they reportedly remained in detention without trial
tor the rest of the year. The three  Jean Pagnimba Bila., Qusmane
Ismacl Kindo and Joachim Sib - were respectively Secretary General,
Deputy Secretary General and Foreign Relations Secretary of the
SNEAHV. Shortly afterwards the Defence Minister. Major Jean-
Baptiste Lingani, said they had been detained because of their
Usubversive political acuvities”™, and accused them of seeking to
undemmine the government with financial assistance from unnamed
toreign powers, However, noformal charges were brought against them
andtheir union’s reported opposition to certain government policies was
believed to have been the real reason for their arrest, In protest, other
SNEAHYV leaders called a strike on 20 and 21 March which was
apparently supported by nearly half the union’s 6 000 members. The
govemment took the view that the strike was politically motivated and
dismissed all the teachers who supported it. President Thomas Sankara
later stated publicly that some 1,300 teachers had been dismissed
However, in October the authorities announced that teachers who
demonstrated their support for the govemment would be permitted to
return to therr tormer jobs,

In late March Amnesty Intemational expressed its concern about
the detention of the three trade union officials and called for them to be
brought to trial promptly or released. However, the govermment did not
respond. Amnesty International subsequently adopted Jean Pagnimba
Bila, Ousmane Ismaél Kindo and Joachim Sib as prisoners of conscience
and called for their immediate release but they were still detained
without trial at the end of 1984

Al least four other people were known to be detained without trial
tor political reasons at the end of 1984. Joseph Ouedraogo, former
President of the National Assembly, had been arrestedin October 1983
and was reported to be held either under house arrest or in Po military
camp with other tormer senior officials. Three members of the Ligue
patriotique pour le developpement (LIPAD), Patriotic League for
Development, were also still in detention without trial. Two of them —
Adama Toure and Arba Diallo - were former ministers in President
Sankara's govemment. Eleven LIPAD members had been arrested in
October in Ouagadougou, but the cight others were held only brietly.

In late May the authorities announced that an attempt to overthrow
the government had just been discovered and thwarted. The alleged
ringleader, Colonel Didier Tiendrebeogo, and 25 others were charged
with plotting to overthrow the government and tried before a military
court. Colonel Tiendrebeogo, four other soldiers and two civilians were
tried, convicted and sentencedtodeath on 1 | June. They were executed
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the following day. Five other detendants were sentenced to impnson-
ment with hard labour tor 15 years to life, and 14 were reported tohave
been acquitted. Following the cxecutions on 12 June, A:_'z1+nesty
International informed the authonties of its unconditional opposition to
the death penalty and called for any future death sentences to be
commuted.

Many senior officials in former administrations - the Third Republic

(1966-1980), the Comite militaire de redressement pour le progres
national (CMPRN), the Military Committee of Recovery tor National
Progress, (1980-1982) and the Conseil de salut du peyp!e (C SF:),
People’s Salvation Council, (1982-1983) - were tned during 1984 tor
alleged corruption or financial impropriety. Those concerned, at least

126 in all, included two former Presidents, Sangoule Lamizana and

Colonel Saye Zerbo, a former Prime Minister, Issoutou Joseph
Conombo, and at least 35 former government ministers. They were all
tried in Quagadougou and Bobo-Dioulasso by Revolutionary People's
Tribunals which were reportedly made up of 18 judges, three of whom
were magistrates and the remainder soldiers and civihans apparently
without legal training Defendants appear to have been allowed tostate
their defence although neither defence lawyers nor state prosecutors
were present. Over 50 prison sentences were imposed but some were
fully or partly suspended, and some of those serving sentences were

released by presidential clemency in early August.

Burundi

Amnesty International was concerned
about the arrest and detention without
charge or trial of suspected opponents of
the government and about the imprison-
ment of people suspected of infringing
new regulations restricting religious free-
dom and acuvities.
In July, President Jean-Baptiste Bagaza
cted prisoners, which was extended to
some political detainees whose long-term detention without charge or
trial had been of concern to Amnesty International. They incﬁlufded
prisoner of conscience Gaspard Karenzo, a former government minister
detained since November 1982, who<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>