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Minh City throughout 1986. Among the Catholic clergy still in 
detention were Fathers Thadeus Nguyen Van Ly and Paul Trinh 
Cong Trong. as well as the Jesuit Superior Joseph Nguyen Cong 
Doan. and Joseph Le Thanh Que. The Protestant pastor. 110 Hieu 
Ha. of the Tran Cao Van Church in Ho Chi Minh City also remained 
in detention. He was arrested in December 1983 when the authorities 
confiscated the church compound and informed him that it had been 
requisitioned for the exclusive use of the j(ovemmenl. 

Amnesty International was also concerned about reports that twO 
prominent Buddhist monks. Thich Quang Do and Thieh Huyen 
Quang. were still living under surveillance. in virtual isolation and 
confined to their home villages. Monseigneur Nguyen Kim Dien. 
Roman Catholic Archbishop of Hue. was similarly restricted. He was 
placed under house arrest. and contact with his diocese made virtually 
impossible. after the arrest in late 1985 of two nuns. Truong Thi Ly 
and Truong Thi Nong. who had been delivering his correspondence 
from Iluil to Ho Chi'Minh City. The nuns were subsequently accused 
by the authorities of espionage under Article 74 of the new penal 
code. but were not tried. Amnesty International considered them to 
be prisoners of conscience. 

Amnesty International received reports in October that some of 
Viet Nam's foremost writers and novelists. among whom were Doan 
Quoc Sy. Hoang Hai Thuy and Duong Hung Cuong. were about to 
be tried III Ho Chi Minh City for writing. reciting and circulating 
uncensored literature allegedly used "to spread counter-revolutionary 
propaganda inciting rebellion and antagonism against the govern­
ment". The writer Nguyen Hoat reportedly died in custody in July. 
They were all arrested in May 1984. 

During 1986 Amnesty International continued to receive reports 
from former detainees of deliberate ill-treatment and torture in 
several "re-education" camps in previous years. For example. 
detainees who infringed camp regulations. often in minor ways, were. 
aocording to these reports. held in prolonged solitary confinement, 
shackled and deprived of food for long periods. 

Amnesty International was also concerned about reports that 
Vietnamese personnel had been involved in the torture of Kam­
puchean political prisoners in the People's Republic of Kampuchea. 
Amnesty International communicated its concern to Pham Van 
Dong. Chairperson of the Council of Ministers. in September but no 
reply was received in 1986. 

Amnesty International repeatedly appealed to the government to 
commute the death sentences passed on Chu Van Tan. Ngo Van 
Truong and Phan Anh Tuan between June and August by the 
People's Tribunal in Ho Chi Minh City. Phan Anh Tuan was 
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Convicted of armed robbery; Chu Van Tan and Ngo Van Truong 
were convicted of attempting to overthrow the government. These 
and about 20 other offences, ranging from especially serious 
e
h
conomic crimes to murder, were made punishable by death under t e new Code of Criminal L..1W which came into force in January. No �xe�utions, however. came to the attention of Amnesty International 
unng 1986. 

The Pacific 

�mn�ty International delegates met government officials in several 
A 

untnes and territories in the Pacific region during 1 986 to introduce 
hu

mnesty International and to discuss safeguards for the protection of 
man nghts. Of:'o. February two Amnesty Internatiom.1 delegates met government 

Pa 
lClais and representatives of non-governmental organizations in 

refua New Guinea to discuss the organization's concerns about 
I t

ugees from the Indonesian province of Irian Jaya. Amnesty 
f� ernaltonal had been concerned that some refugees might be 
to
�C1bly repatriated to Indonesia, where they would be at risk of 

del 
Ure. The Papua New Guinea Government, however, assured the 

far �gates that no refugees would be returned against their will and, as 
On 

as Amnesty International was aware, none were. Aben Pagawak, 
illt e of 12  refugees returned 10 l rian Jaya in October 1985 and then 

PnSOned and reportedly tortured there, had escaped and returned 
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to Papua New Guinea. In June Amnesty International heard that he 
might be deported again following a conviction for illegal entry. 
Amnesty International appealed to the government not to deport 
Aben Pagawak as it believed he might be tortured after being 
returned. The Justice Minister. in a leUer dated 27 June. assured 
Amnesty International that neither Aben Pagawak nor anyone else 
with refugee status would be forcibly returned to a country where 
they risked human rights abuse. In July Amnesty International wrote 
to the Justice Minister welcoming both these assurances and the 
announcement that Papua New Guinea had ratified the Convention 
and Protocol relating to the Status of Refugees. 

In August and September. an Amnesty International delegate 
visited Vanuatu. New Caledonia. the Solomon Islands. Tonga, Fiji, 
Western Samoa and French Polynesia to introduce Amnesty 
International and to diseuss safeguards for the protection of human 
rights with

' 
government officials and representatives of non­

governmental organizations. 
Although Amnesty International had no major concerns in the 

Pacific countries. its representative raised the issue of the retention of 
capital and corporal punishment in Fiji and Tonga. In November and 
December Amnesty International wrote to the director of the Fiji 
Law Reform Commission and the Prime Minister of Fiji urging the 
total abolition of the death penalty, which was retained only for 
extraordinary crimes such as treason and genocide. No executions 
had ever taken place under these laws. It also urged the Fiji 
Commission to review the provisions in the Penal Code relating to 
flogging which could be imposed for 33 offences, and to recommend 
an end to all such corporal punishments as Amnesty International 
believed that they constituted cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment. 
In December Amnesty International wrote to the Prime Minister of 
Tonga urging the government to abolish the death penalty. The last 
executions in Tonga were carned out In September 1982 when three 
men were hanged for murder. 

Amnesty International also wrote to the governments of Vanuatu. 
the Solomon Islands, Fiji. Tonga and Western Samoa in December 
urging them to ratify international in�truments for the protection of 
human rights such as the InternatIonal Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights, the Conventoon against Torture and Other Cruel. 
Inhuman or Degrading Treatment o� PUnishment and the Interna­
tional Covenant on EconomIC. Social and Cultural Rights. The 
Solomon Islands has ratified the International Covenant on Econo­
mic. Social and Cultural Rights. 

Amnesty I nternationa!'s concerns in New Caledonia are deseribed 
under the entry on France. 



Europe 

Albania 

Amnesty International was con­
cerned about the existence and 
application of legislation severely 
restricting certain human rights. It 
could not assess accurately the num­
ber of prisoners of conscience, be­
cause of official censorship and 
restrictions on freedom of move­

ment. The organization was also concerned about inadequate legal 
safeguards for political detainees, harsh prison conditions and 
allegations of ill-treatment of detainees. It did not learn of any death 
sentences or executions (such information was not made public), but 
remained concerned about the number of offences for which the 
death penalty could be imposed. 

On 13 January a "general pardon" effected the release of the 
fOllowing categories of political prisoners: those serving sentences of 
up to six years' imprisonment for "anti-state agitation and propagan­
da" or "night from the state" (recidivists excluded); female political 
prisoners serving sentences of up to 20 years' imprisonment; all 
political prisoners under 18 years old; and political prisoners with a 
year Or less of their sentences left to serve. Other political prisoners 
had the remainder of their sentences reduced by a quarter. No official 
figures were published about the number of prisoners benefiting from 
the pardon. From unofficial sources Amnesty International learned 
of two political prisoners who had been released. Amnesty Interna­
lIonal's information indicated that a large proportion of political 
prisoners were serving prison sentences of 10 years or more and that 
most were adult men; it therefore seemed likely that the chief effect 
of the pardon on politic;lI prisoners was to shorten their sentences 
rather than to bring about their release. 
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Amnesty I nternational noted that the pardon decree confirmed 
that since the previous pardon in November 1982 people had 
continued to be imprisoned on charges of engaging in " anti-state 
agitation and propaganda" under Article 55 of the criminal code. The 
great majority of prisoners about whom Amnesty International 
received information in recent years were convicted under this article 
for criticizing economic or political conditions in the country or under 
Article 47, paragraph I I  ("flight from the state"). Amnesty 
International iearned of further such cases in 1986. They included a 
group of men from Vlore who were said to have been sentenced in 
1985 to prison terms of between 16 and 25 years for "anti-state 
agitation and propaganda" and a worker from Kavaje serving a 
25-year prison sentence for attempting to leave the country illegally. 

Since 1967. when Albania was officially declared .. the first atheist 
state in the world", all organized or public forms of religious worship 
have been iHegal. In that year religious buildings were closed and all 
religious communities, Muslim and Christian. were deprived of legal 
status and their functionaries prohibited from exercising their offices. 
In the following years Amnesty International received various reports 
of clergy being imprisoned or interned (usually on collective farms). 
In 1986 refugees stated that Father Pjeter Meshkalla, an 8O-year-<lld 
Jesuit, had been arrested in Guri i Zi, near Shkoder, after he had 
celebrated mass in a private house. Former political prisoners who 
had known Father Meshkalla in prison had in previous years 
informed Amnesty International that the priest was first imprisoned 
for 10 years in the 1950s. In the 1960s he was imprisoned for a further 
15 years and was said to have been released in the early 1980s. 
Amnesty International was not able to find out what happened to 
Father Meshkalla after his most recent arrest. 

Official hostility to religious belief and to former clergy was 
reflected in an article published in March in the monthly Rruga e 
Partise (The Party's Road). Referring to "former clergy" and 
"declassed elements dissatisfied with the people's government", it 
said that "Experience has shown that religious propaganda or 
religious rites practised by these elements are simply a mask for their 
hostile political aims and intentions." The writer said that such people 
were punished according to their degree of guilt, "from unmasking 
them in social courts, down to, and including. penal prosecution". At 
the same time he denied that people were persecuted for their 
religious convictions. 

Amnesty International also learned of people who had been 
interned. This punishment can be imposed under the criminal code 
for up to five years as a supplementary penalty, or administratively 
for unspecified periods, on people officially thought to represent a 
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danger to the country's social system and on "members of the family 
of fugitives living inside or outside the state". This punishment was 
reportedly imposed on six members of the Popa family from Durres 
In 1968. apparently in retaliation for political offences allegedly 
committed by their relatives. In December 19&5 they left the 
COllective farm without official permission and took refuge in the 
Italian Embassy in Tiranc. The authorities refused to let them leave 
the country and they were still in the embassy at the end of 1 986. 

Amnesty International continued to be concerned about inade­
q�ate legal safeguards for political prisoners during investigation and 
tnal proceedings, in particular the absence of provisions entitling 
them to visits from relatives and legal aid during investigation. 
Political prisoners were almost always denied legal aid at their trials. 

Former politic.11 prisoners have told Amnesty International that 
dunng investigation they were held in small, dark, basement cells, 
and often obliged to sleep on the cement floor or on boards with 
blankets but no mattress. They complained that they were given little 
to eat and were interrogated at night and deprived of sleep. Most 
alleged that they were beaten during investigation. 

Prison conditions for political prisoners were regularly described as 
ve� harsh, with poor food. hygiene and medical care. Political 
pnsoners reportedly continued to be held in Burrel prison. but others 
formerly held in Spac labour camp were said to have been moved to 
another site near Tuc in Puke district where. as at Spac. they mined 
pyrites. Vet other political prisoners formerly held in Ballsh were said 
to have been transferred for a period to Zejmen in Lezhe district. 

Austria 

During 1986 Amnesty International 
received allegations that people 
held in police custody during 19&5 
had been ill-treated. Amnesty Inter­
national urged the authorities to 
investigate the allegations in two 
cases, those of Kurt Schwarl and 

�-_-",--_-"",,._ ...... ---, Herbert Matejka. who both alleged 
that they had been beaten and given electric shocks. The authorities 
replied that an inquiry had established that Kurt Schwarz' claims were 
unfounded. but they gave no details of the investigation. Amnesty 
International wrote back requesting this information but received no 
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reply by the end of the year. The other prisoner. Herbert Matejka, 
escaped shortly after his arrest in August 1985 and fled to the 
Netherlands where he was rearrested. While in detention there he 
was examined by a psychiatrist who stated that Herbert Matejka's 
account of his treatment was coherent, that his emotions were 
consistent with such an experience and that there were no indications 
that his story was the result of delusions. The Austrian authorities 
replied to Amnesty International saying that the times at which 
Herbert Matejka said he had been ill-treated were not consistent with 
their records. but they did not comment in detail on the substance of 
the allegations. Herbert Matejka was extradited to Austria but 
escaped again from custody on 24 September 1986. 

Bulgaria 

Amnesty International was con­
cerned about large numbers of 
ethnic Turks who remained de­
tained following a campaign of en­
forced assimilation of the ethnic 
Turkish minority and believed that 
many of them might be prisoners of 
conscience. It was also concerned 

about reports of torture of ethnic Turks. The organi,wtion worked for 
the release of a number of other prisoners of conscience. It learned of 
onc death sentence and 17  executions. 

In April Amnesty International published Bulgaria: Imprisollmmt 
of Et/lIIic Turks. a report detailing its concerns about human rights 
abuses during the enforced assimilation of the ethnic Turkish 
minority. Despite strict censorship Amnesty International had 
obtained the names of over 250 ethnic Turks reportedly arrested 
between December 1984 and March 1985 when. according to the 
authorities. the entire minority - estimated to number 900.000 or 10 
per cent of the population - "spontaneously" and "voluntarily" 
renounced their Islamic names for Bulgarian ones. Amnesty Interna­
tional also received reports that ethnic Turks had been killed by the 
security forces. 

In press reports following Amnesty International's publication the 
Bulgarian authorities consistently denied both the existence of the 
minority and all allegations of human rights abuses or violence during 
the campaign. On 24 September Amnesty International wrote to the 
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authorities pointing out major inconsistencies between its findings 
and those reported in the official Bulgarian media. On 10 October a 
Bulgarian Embassy official in the Federal Republic of Germany 
admitted to an Amnesty I nternational delegation that during a 
demonstration against the campaign in Ivaylovgrad three people had 
been killed. 

DUring 1986 Amnesty I nternational worked for the release of a 
number of ethnic Turkish prisoners of conscience arrested during the 
assImilation campaign. For example, Halim Pasadzhov, from Sofia, 
was a journalist for the bilingual publication New Lig/I/. After the 
campaign began, the use of Turkish was banned and the publication 
was available only in Bulgarian. He was arrested in January 1985 
after refusing to change his name "voluntarily", released after two 
months but rearrested in May 1985 for his continued opposition to the 
assimilation policy. He was charged with espionage after notes taken 
of foreign radio broadcasts were found in his home. He was allegedly 
subjected to torture, including falange - beating on the soles of the 
feet - during detention. 

Amnesty International continued to receive reports of the impris­
onment of ethnic Turks for following the Islamic custom of having 
th�lr sons circumcised. For example, Kalbiye Saadettinova from 
KUnltsa village near Kardzhali was reportedly arrested for having her 
two SOns circumcised. To Amnesty International's knowledge she was 
Shll being held in detention in Sliven prison at the end of 1986. 

Amnesty International investigated a large number of cases of 
ethnic Turks whom it believed might be prisoners of conscience. I n  
VIew o f  reports o f  violent conflict between security forces and ethnic 
Turks during the assimilation campaign, the organization requested 
further details on the cases from the authorities. For example, in 
April Amnesty International took up for investigation the case of 
Omer Mustafov Kochandzhiev, a school teacher from Dolni Voden. 
He was arrested in 1985 with his wife. who was later released. 
Amnesty International received reports that Omer Mustafov 
Kochandzhiev was detained in Belene - a prison camp on an island 10 the Danube where large numbers of ethnic Turks arrested during 
the campaign were reportedly detained - and that his wife and two 
SOns were banished for three years to a village in Blagoevgrad district. 
Amnesty International believed that they were banished under the 
People's Militia Law. which allows internal banishment for up to 
three years and other restrictions on freedom of movement to be 
Imposed administratively, that is without trial, on certain categories 
of people. These restrictions, which can be indefinitely renewed, have 
reportedly been imposed on many ethnic Turkish families who 
protested at the assimilation campaign. 
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These restrictions have also been imposed on released prisoners of 
conscience and in Amnesty International's view can themselves 
constitute a form of detention. For example. Hristo Kulichev. pastor 
of the First Congregational Church in Sofia. was sentenced in May 
1985 to eight months' imprisonment. He had refused to stand down 
as pastor when a government-approved pastor was appointed despite 
the wishes of the congregation (see Amllesty III/emational Report 
1986). After his release in September 1985 he was banished under the 
People's Militia Law to Nozharevo, a village in nonheast Bulgaria, 
for continuing his religious activities. He had to repon twice daily to 
the authorities and his wife was allowed to visit him only once a 
month. These restrictions were such that Amnesty International 
considered them a form of detention and adopted him again as a 
prisoner of conscience. 

Amnesty.'nternational continued to work for the release of other 
prisoners of conscience imprisoned for reasons unconnected with the 
assimilation campaign. One such prisoner of conscience was Kostadin 
Angelov Kalmakov who protested against the imprisonment of 
conscientious objectors (see Amnesty IlIIerna/;ollal Repar/ I986). He 
was sentenced to four years' imprisonment in 1982 for "anti-state 
propaganda" under Anicle IOS of the criminal code to which was 
added a funher year from a previous suspended sentence imposed for 
complaining in the course of conversation about the food situation. 

However, due to official censorship, Amnesty International 
believed that the cases which came to its notice during 1986 
represented only a ponion of the total. Former prisoners of 
conscience have estimated that immediately before the assimilation 
campaign, at the cnd of 1984, there were about 250 political prisoners 
in Stara Zagora prison. where at that time most political prisoners 
were held. The majority had been convicted of attempting to leave 
the country without permission. The constitution does not guarantee 
freedom of movement and only rarely arc citizens who seek to 
emigrate permitted to do so. Those who attempt to leave the country 
without permission may be punished by up to five years' imprison­
ment under Anicle 279 of the criminal code, or up to six years if the 
offence is repeated. Amnesty International believed that the numbers 
at such people convicted did not substantially change in 1986. 

Amnesty International learned of one death sentence and 1 7  
executions, in each case for offences involving loss o f  life. 

The organization submitted information about its concerns under 
the UN procedure for confidentially reviewing communications about 
human rights violations (the so-called " 1 503 procedure"). During 
1986 Butgaria ratified the UN Convention Against Tonure. 
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Czechoslovakia 
Amnesty International's main con­
cerns were the continuing imprison­
ment of prisoners of conscience, the 
ill-treatment of some prisoners of 
conscience and the use of the death 
penalty. At the end of 1986. there 
were 33 prisoners who had been 

:::�;-_L-_--=�"-""';;"--:- adopted as prisoners of conscience 
Or whose cases were being investigated by Amnesty International, 
although the total number of prisoners of conscience was believed to be 
h!gher. Amnesty International also learned of many people who were 
gIVen Suspended sentences, Charged without being remanded in 
CUStody or harassed for peacefully attempting to exercise human rights. 

Amnesty International remained concerned at the imprisonment of 
pnsoners of conscience under laws explicitly restricting the non­
VIolent exercise of human rights. In June, it called upon the 
authorities to bring these laws and their application into line with 
their

. 
Obligations as a party to the International Covenant on Civil and 

Pohloeal Rights and to release prisoners of conscience held under such 
leglslaloon. In September Amnesty International appealed for the 
release of 17 prisoners of conscience detained for the peaceful 
exercose of the righl to freedom of expression. These included 
Herman Chromy, a clerk from Melnik and a signalory of the 
unoffiCial Czechoslovak human rights documenl, Charter 77. He was 
senlenced to two years' imprisonment for "subversion" under Article 
98 of Ihe penal code. Herman Chromy was detained on 9 April 
��lIowlng a house-search and charged with the lesser crime of 

Incltemenl" (Article 100). He was accused of making "anI i-socialist" 
�Ialements al work, dislribuling unauthorized lileralure and writing 
an open letter 10 Ihe Presidenl criticizing Czechoslovak and Soviet 
OffiCIals. At his lrial on 25 July before the Regional Court in Prague 
he Was additionally accused of lislening 10 Voice of America 
broadcaslS. Amnesly Inlernalional was concerned aboul irregularilies 
In Ihe inlerrogalion and lrial procedures. Some wilnesses maintained 
Ihal Ihe� were threalened by their interrogalors and subjected 10 
queSllOnlng for up to eighl hours wilhoul meal breaks. Olher 
Wllnesses were unable to substanliale Iheir assertions thal he had 
made "anli-socialisl" slatemenlS. Herman Chromy denied thal he 
was Ihe author of Ihe incriminaling lelter and allhough the charge was � proved by Ihe court of first instance, the Supreme Court of the 
. R ruled al his appeal hearing on 9 October Ihal this lelter be Included in Ihe charges against him. 
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Also convicted of "subversion" (Article 98) was Jaroslav Svestka, a 
woodcutter. He was accused of sending a letter to a friend in the 
Federal Republic of Germany which contained comments on George 
Orwell's novel 1984 and made comparisons with the contemporary 
situation in Czechoslovakia. He was initially charged with the lesser 
crime of "damaging the interests of the Republic abroad" (Article 
1 12). On 28 April the Regional Court in Ceske Budejovice sentenced 
him to two years' imprisonment to be followed by three years of 
protective surveillance. In August the sentence was reduced to one 
year's imprisonment and the sentence of protective surveillance was 
quashed. 

The possession of works by George Orwell was included in 
evidence against Eduard Vacek, an electrician from Teplice. He was 
sentenced to one year's imprisonment by the District Court in Teplice 
on 3 June for "hooliganism" (Article 202). A copy of George 
Orwell's Animal Farm found during a search of his home was 
considered to be "faulty" by the court, as it compared human society 
to that of animals. Eduard Vacek was also accused of writing and 
distributing texts between October 1983 and January 1986 which were 
considered to be "ironic parodies of society and contrary to socialist 
morality". 

Amnesty International investigated the cases of Karel Srp, Josef 
Skalnik, Tomas Krivanek, Vladimir Kouril, Cestmir lIunat, Milos 
Drda and Vlastimil Drda who were remanded in custody by the 
Prague City procurator at the beginning of September. They were 
charged under Article 1 18 with "unauthorized business enterprise" . 
The trial was due to take place in late December and Amnesty 
International sent an observer to Prague. However, fonmll defects in 
the indictment caused it to be postponed and the trial had not been 
rescheduled by the end of 1986. Milos Drda and Josef Skalnik were 
released from detention on grounds of ill-heallh,  all hough the charge 
against them remained, but the procurator objected to the recom­
mended release of three others who were also in poor health. All 
seven men were committee members of the Jazz Section of the 
Musicians' Union, which the authorities had tried to dissolve because 
of its unofficial cullural activities. 

Active Christians continued to be arrested for unofficial religious 
activities and many received suspended sentences. Michal Mrtvy, an 
electrician from Olomouc, was sentenced on 29 October to 13 
months' imprisonment, suspended for three years. He was convicted 
of "incitement" and "obstructing the State supervision of churches 
and religious bodies". However, the procurator appealed against the 
verdict and he was kept in detention pending appeal. At the end of 
1986 he was still in prison. The trial court considered the distribution 



.... 

Amnesty Intemationat Report 1987 Europe 287 

of copies of a religious text and the possession of duplicating 
equipment and of other religious literature to be in breach of Article 
178 of the penal code: "obstructing the State supervision of churches 
and religious bodies". The court defined the text. "Revival of the 
Interest in Religion" by Erika Kadlecova. as "ideologically faulty but 
not of anti-state nature". and considered the duplication of 250 copies 
as "preparation to incitement" (Article 100). 

Reports reaching Amnesty International indicated that many 
pnsoncrs of conscience were held in conditions of inadequate 
hygiene. medical care and nourishment. There were also complaints 
that. prisoners of conscience were singled out for particularly harsh 
p�nlshments for failing to meet excessively high work norms and for 
minor infringements of prison rules. Punishments included reduced 
fOOd rations and confinement in special punishment cells. In 
particular. Amnesty International was concerned about the mental 
and physical health of Jiri Wolf. a prisoner of conscience serving a 
Six-year prison sentence in Valdice prison (see Amnesty International 
Report 1984). He had reportedly been given frequent administrative 
punishments and subjected to threats by the prison staff and fellow 
pnSOners. He was suffering from severe depression as well as from 
chest pains and deteriorating vision. Amnesty International was also 
COncerned about the health of Waiter Kania. another prisoner of 
COn�ence in the same prison. Since 1980 he had suffered from 
angina and a liver complaint as well as from two heart attacks. He 
was reported to be receiving inadequate medical treatment and to be 
under physical and psychological stress. 

h 
Amnesty International learned of one execution for murder and t e Imposition of three death sentences in 1986 and appealed to the 

authorities against the retention and use of the death penalty . 
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Finland 

Amnesty International was con­
cerned about the imprisonment of 
conscientious objector.; to military 
service. It was also concerned about 
procedures for asylum-seeker.; 
which could result in their being 
returned to countries where they 
would risk becoming prisoner.; of 

conscience, being tortured or executed. 
In 1986 Amnesty [nternational adopted three conscientious 

objector.; to military service as prisoner.; of conscience. Their 
applic.1tions for alternative civilian service were rejected and they 
were given.nine-month prison sentences by the courts. Under the 
legislation then in force a person could object to military service only 
on "profound conscientious grounds based on religious or ethical 
convictions". From January 1987 new legislation allows those who 
request it to perform alternative service. Lassi T"pio Kurittu applied 
on three separate occasions for permission to carry out alternative 
civilian service, but was ordered instead to present himself for 
unarmed military service. When he refused, he was sentenced to nine 
months' imprisonment. He began his prison sentence on 4 February, 
was pardoned by the President on 2 I February, and released. Raul 
Otso Mannola also refused to do unarmed military service after his 
applic.1tion for alternative civilian service was turned down. He began 
his nine-month prison sentence on I I November 1985. In June 
Amnesty International took up the case of Niilo Markus Louhivouri, 
who was sentenced in December 1984 to nine months' imprisonment. 
The sentence was upheld by the Court of Appeal. The Minister of 
Justice replied in August that Niilo Louhivouri had the right to make 
a new application if he wished. However, he began his sentence on 10 
November. 

Amnesty International has been concerned for many year.; that the 
procedures for individuals seeking asylum in Finland did not 
guarantee that they would not be sent back to countries where they 
would face becoming prisoner.; of conscience, or being tortured or 
executed. In particular, Amnesty International was concerned about 
people who were forcibly returned to the USSR where they were 
subsequently held as prisoner.; of conscience. The organization sent 
two delegates to Finland in June to meet government offici"ls and 
representatives of non-governmental organizations in order to obtain 
further information about the legal position and official practice. At 
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the end of 1986 Amnesty International was finalizing a submissIon to 
the government on its findings. 

France 

Amnesty International's principal 
concerns were the forcible return of 
refugees who might face torture or 
ill-treatment in their country of 
origin; the imprisonment of conscien­
tious obiectors to military service 
and the progress of judicial inquiries 
into the violent deaths of political 

figures in the overseas territory of New Caledonia. 
. The new government elected in March 1986 announced its 
Intention to reform the laws relating to the fight against crime, 
dehnquency and terrorism. A new law was passed in September loghtening the conditions of residence and access by foreigners to France. This aspect of the projected legal reforms was of concern to Amnesty International when taken together with ministerial state­
ments forecasting a change in French policy towards political refUgees. 

France has traditionally been unwilling to expel Spanish citizens of Basque origin when they claimed to be political refugees. On 19 July 
Jose Varona L6pez, a Basque refugee, was expelled by administra­love order under the procedure of "absolute urgency" ("urgence 
absolu�") On the grounds that the French authorities considered his 
eXpulSIon "an urgent necessity for the security of the State or the 
safe!y of the public". He was not accused of any offence at that time In eIther France or Spain. On 20 July the French Foreign Minister �ted that there might be further expUlsions and that Jose Varona 

Pcz was not a political refugee. On 23 July another Basque refugee �as expelled under the same procedure. Both were handed over to t e
. Spanish police. arrested and held incommunicado under the �nlo-terrorist law. On 25 July Amnesty International wrote to the 

nme MInister about thesc two expellees who were, in its opinion, in danger of torture or ill-treatment. Subsequently, Amnesty Interna­loonal reccived reports from Madrid that follOwing interrogation both men had alleged in court that they had been tortured. (See Spain �htry.)  On I August Amnesty International raised these reports with e government and urged it to review its policy. The letter referred 
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to Article 3 of the UN Convention Against Torture, which was ratified 
by France on 1 8  February 1 986, which states that a person must not 
be expelled to another state where there are substantial grounds for 
believing that he or she would be in danger of being subjected to 
torture. However, expulsions of Basques to Spain continued, with 
many of them making substantive allegations of torture and 
ill-treatment. The French Prime Minister replied to Amnesty 
International on 21 August citing the legal requirements that had to 
be fulfilled before a person could be expelled and pointing out that 
this procedure could only be used when the foreigner was not the 
subject of legal proceedings in another country; otherwise extradition 
was required. He emphasized that Spain was a democratic country 
which had accepted its human rights obligations under international 
law but did not comment on the allegations of ill-treatment. 

Amnesty International was equally concerned about the possible 
extradition of Basque political refugees to Spain, because of the 
danger of torture and ill-treatment. In July Jose Maria Bereciartua 
was detained pending a decision as to whether France would agree to 
his extradition on charges of murder and related crimes. He had lived 
in France since 1973 as an officially recognized political refugee under 
the tenns of the 1951 Geneva Convention. This status was withdrawn 
in 1979 because the French authorities oonsidered that the altered 
political situation in Spain meant that he no longer required 
protection. However, he suocessfully appealed against this decision 
and his status as an officially reoognized political refugee was restored 
in July 1984. On 2 December Amnesty International wrote to the 
Government asking it to obtain procedural guarantees from the 
Spanish Government before coming to any decision on extradition, 
ensuring that Jose Maria Bereciartua would not be tortured. 

On 9 September the Minister Delegate for Security in the Ministry 
of the Interior declared that, in his view, the regulations protecting 
political refugee status in France no longer applied to nationals of any 
state within the European Community. 

A new law on oonditions of entry and residency in France was 
promulgated in September 1986. This retained the powers of 
expulsion by administrative order but widened its application to 
include all those whose presence, in the view of the authorities. 
"oonstitutes a particularly serious threat to public order". 

By the end of 1986. 26 Basques had been expelled from France to 
Spain and a further six were the subject of extradition requests by the 
Government of Spain. Decisions on these extraditions were still 
pending at the end of 1986 and all six remained in detention. 

Amnesty International adopted five oonscientious objectors to 
military service as prisoners of oonscience and oontinued to work for 
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the release from prison of two others. Bruno Poirier had infonned the 
Ministry of Defence that he was opposed to any kind of armed service 
because of his non-violent beliefs but that he was not opposed to 
dOing alternative civilian service. His application was rejected 
because it was incorrectly worded. His new application was not 
accepted because it was sent after the statutory time limit. In March 
he was given a one-month suspended sentence by the tribunal of 
Bordeaux for refusal to obey, and was also sentenced to 160 hours of 
community work. Immediately after completing this sentence he was 
rearrested by the military authorities and spent a total of 40 days in 
ISOlatIon for refusing to wear military uniform. In June the Court of 
Appeal sentenced him to 15 months' imprisonment for refusing to 
respond to call-up orders and he was in prison at the end of 1986. 

There were several outbreaks of violence in the French overseas 
territory of New Caledonia between groups led by the Kanak 
Socialist Nationalist Liberation Front (FLNKS), advocating full 
Independence, and anti-independence groups. In September an investi­
gating magistrate of the court in Noumea ruled that there were no �ounds for the prosecution of eight men charged with killing 10 

anak men, among them two brothers of the FLNKS leader, �ean-Marie Tjibaou, in Hienghene in December 1984. The eight men �d not deny their involvement in the killings but the judge ruled that 
t ey had acted in self-defence. On 23 October Amnesty International 
wrote to the Minister of Justice expressing concern that the judge 
mIght not have examined all the available evidence and that failure to carry Out a thorough and impartial investigation into these killings mIght gIve the impression that the government condoned them. The �ttorney General and the plaintiffs (partie civile) appealed against e rUling. On 20 November the Appeal Court quashed it and �dered seven people to stand trial. The Minister of Justice infonned 
I 

mncsty International of this decision on 5 December. Amnesty nternational was concerned about the length of time taken by the courts to investigate the violent deaths of political activists. A judicial InveStigation was opened in January 1 985 into the killings earlier that month by marksmen of the Groupe d'illtervelltioll de la gelldannerie 'A:.lOnale (GIGN), Intervention Group of the National Police, of two 

1 
NKS aCtiVIsts, Eloi Machoro and Marcel Nonnaro (see Amnesty 

lIIernutiollul Report 1986 and Erruta). The court had still not reached a COnclusion by the end of 1986. Furthennore, there was no apparent �ogress in the judicial investigation into the killing in 1981 of Pierre 
ea

e
l
clerc9, leader of the pro-independence party, Ullion caledonienne. 
edonl3n Union. 
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German Democratic 
Republic 

As in previous years Amnesty Inter­
national's main concern was the 
imprisonment of prisoners of con­
scIence. The majority were would­
be emigrants imprisoned either for 
trying to leave the country without 
permission or for their attempts to 

seek permission. The organization was also concerned that, along 
with other political prisoners, they were denied the right to a public 
trial. Many of them were convicted under laws directly restricting the 
exercise of. basic human rights. 

The right to leave one's country is severely restricted for GDR 
citizens below the age of retirement. To leave the country for any 
purpose. except for visits to other Warsaw Pact countries, requires 
special permission which is very difficult to obtain. Those caught 
leaving without permission faced up to eight years' imprisonment for 
"illegal crossing of the border" (Anicie 213 of the penal code), while 
those who persisted in their effons to obtain permission risked arrest 
and imprisonment under a number of anicles of the penal code which 
explicitly circumscribe the right to freedom of expression. 

Some of those who persisted in their effons to persuade 
government authorities to grant them exit visas were prosecuted for 
"impeding the activity of public bodies" under Anicie 214 of the 
penal code. Among them was Klaus-Dieter Ernst. " scaffolding­
constructor, who was arrested on 28 July 1986 after applying 
repeatedly but without success for permission to emigrate. 111is was 
his third imprisonment for political reasons. In 1965 he was sentenced 
to one year's imprisonment for allempting to leave the country 
without permission and in 1971 he was sentenced to 18 months' 
imprisonment for "slandering the state". 

A number of would-be emigrants, whose applications to emigrate 
had been repeatedly rejected, turned to foreign organizations and 
individuals in the hope that suppon or publicity abroad would 
improve their chances of emigration. Some of these were prosecuted 
and imprisoned for "treasonable passing on of information" (Anicie 
99 of the penal code), "treasonable activity ". an agent" (Anicle 100), 
or "taking up illegal contacts" (Anicle 219). These laws proscribe 
sending information out of the country and making contacts with 
foreign organizations and individuals if the activity is considered to be 
contrary to the interests of the GDR. None of them concern passing 
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on secret information. which is covered by Article 97 of the penal 
COde (espionage). Among those arrested were Mike Wolf and Dirk 
Braumann from Berlin (GDR). After repeated attempts to obtain 
permis.,ion to emigrate the two informed a friend in West Berlin of 
their wish to emigrate. They were arrested on 25 February 1986 and 
tned on 13 June. Each was sentenced to two and a half years' 
.mprisonment for "treasonable passing on of information". Mike 
Wolf was released on 15 October. 

Amnesty International sent a delegate to observe the trial but he 
was refused admission to the court on the grounds that the procurator 
had applied for the trial to be held behind closed doors. Amnesty 
International's delegate then asked if he might attend the trial until 
the court had taken a decision on this, and if he could be admitted to 
the pronouncement of the judgment following the trial. He was 
.nformed that this was only permitted for GDR citizens. According to 
GDR law, the pronouncement of the judgment must be public, even 
when the trial is held in camera. International law also stipulates that 
�
.
nals and especially judgments should be public. In neither case is the 
pubhc" specified to mean only citizens of the country concerned. 

Amnesty International'S delegate noted that no notice of trials taking 
place that day was displayed at the entrance of the court building, 
call.ng into question whether ordinary GDR citizens are able to 
attend those parts of the trial which must by law be public. 

DUring 1986 all political cases which Amnesty International was 
able to research were tried behind closed doors. Released prisoners ;eported to thc organization that their families were not present even 
Or the pronouncement of the judgment. They also reported that they 

W�rc not allowed to mention their cases to relatives during visits. 
P
h
nsoners' families therefore received only minimal information about 

t e reasons for the imprisonment. If the families attempted to pass on 
the htUe information they had to organizations or individuals abroad they themselves risked prosecution under the laws restricting sending .nformation out of the country. Amnesty International considers that the lack of possibilities for an.y public scrutiny of political trials seriously jeopardized the 
pnSOner's right to a fair trial. Lack of information about political trials 
made it impossible in many instances to assess whether the people 
COncerned were prisoners of conscience. The organization also 
bche�es that because of the secrecy surrounding them. many cases of �htocal imprisonment did not come to its attention. During 1986 

mnesty International worked on behalf of about 160 prisoners of 
CO
h gh

nsc•ence in the GDR but believed the tOUlI number to be much 
I Cr. 

Among other prisoners of conscience adopted by the organization 
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were two men from Jena who were charged with "public vilifi­
cation" (Article 220 of the penal code), apparently for criticizing 
elections to the People's Chamber held in June. Andreas Richter was 
aceused of writing the following slogan on the wall of a house: "Those 
who have the vote suffer, those who do not vote still suffer". Lars 
Matzke displayed on the door of his nat a collage he had made about 
the elections. Andreas Richter was sentenced to two years' imprison­
ment on 4 September. Lars Matzke was sentenced later in the year to 
eight months' imprisonment. 

As in previous years many political prisoners were released before 
completing their sentences and permitted to emigrate to the Federal 
Republic of Germany (FRG) in exchange for payment by the FRG 
Government. According to FRG Government sources the number 
released in this way in 1986 was expected to be somewhat less than 
the 2.500 who were released in 1985. 

Germany, Federal 
Republic of 
As in previous years, Amnesty In­
ternational's main concerns were 
the imprisonment of conscientious 
objectors to military service, issues 
relating to the exercise of the right 
to freedom of expression, and alle­
gations of ill-treatment of prisoners. 

Although the right to conscientious objection to military service is 
guaranteed in the constitution, some people who apply for conscien­
tious objector status are turned down. If they are subsequently 
imprisoned Amnesty International adopts them as prisoners of 
conscience if it believes their applications were based on grounds of 
conscience. The only such prisoner known to Amnesty International 
during 1986 was Siegfried Sehierle, whose application for conscien­
tious objector status had been rejected because it was considered to 
be politically motivated. He was tried on 4 April 1986 and sentenced 
to six months' imprisonment for "desertion" and "refusal to obey 
orders". He started serving his sentence on 28 October and was 
released on probation on 27 December. 

Although Amnesty International did not adopt total objectors, that 
is those who refused to do both military and alternative service, as 
prisoners of conscience, the organization was concerned that some 
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total objectors were apparently punished, not only for refusing to do 
any fonn of national service, but also for the non-violent expression 
of their beliefs. Among them was Christoph Bausenwein who had 
initially applied for and received recognition as a conseientious 
objector to military service. However, while doing alternative service 
he came to the conclusion that it was not genuinely outside the 
country's military and defence system. He consequently refused to do 
the remaining four months of alternative service. He wrote a book 
explaining his views which was published in 1984. Christoph 
Bausenwein was subsequently sentenced to a total of 16 months' 
Imp":,sonment for deserting his duties. On appeal the Higher 
RegIonal Court upheld the sentence, stating in its judgment of 19 
June 1985 that he had not changed his views and that "on the 
contrary, in publishing his book on total objectors he made himself a 
spokesman and example for total Objectors. Because of the 
exceptoonal stubbornness of the accused, which is liable to undermine 
the diSCipline necessary in civilian service, a severe sentence must be 
Imposed in order to have some effect and to deter potential 
ImItators." The judgment did not claim that the book itself 
COntravened the law. Christoph Bausenwein started to serve his 
sentence on 15 January 1986. During the year Amnesty International 
sent a series of letters to the Minister of Justice of Bavaria expressing �ncern that he had been given a longer prison sentence than nonnal 
Or refusong to do alternative service, apparently because he had 

pubhclZCd his views on total objection. 
Amnesty International received reports of beatings in Rheinbach 

pnso� in Nordrhein-Westfalen, including an allegation that on one 
OCcasIon a doctor had to be called in to stitch up a prisoner's head 
fOllOWIng ill-treatment by prison staff. This had been the subject of 
Investl�ation by the local procuracy, which had dismissed the 
allegatIons as unfounded. In a letter to the prisoner's lawyer justifying 
the decision the procuracy stated that the reliability of the prisoner's 
eVIdence was questionable since he had been convicted of crimes �VOlving viOlence and deception. In a letter to the procuracy dated 5 
'
lI
ecember Amnesty International pointed out that in cases of alleged 

I -treatment of prisoners there were frequently no eye-WItnesses 
other than the prisoner and the prison staff involved, and that in view 
of the vulnerability of prisoners it was a matter for concern that their 
eVIdence was discounted on the grounds of crimes previously 
commItted. 

DUring 1986 the organization also intervened with the authorities �n the issue of the isolation of politically motivated prisoners. 
la
�nesty International was concerned about �wo aspects in I'articu­
. the fact that pnsoners suspected of terronst cnmes were 100toally 
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detained under special provisions expressly forbidding contact with 
other prisoners, and the lack of medical monitoring of politically 
motivated prisoners in isolation. The laller was caused by the 
prisoners' refusal to be examined by prison doctors and the 
authorities' refusal to give prisoners access to doctors of their own 
choice. Amnesty International believes that prisoners should have the 
right to consult doctors outside the prison system. In February the 
organization wrote to the authorities detailing its concerns. 

Greece 

Amnesty International continued to 
be concerned about the imprison­
ment of large numbers of Jehovah's 
Witnesses for refusing to perform 
military service (sce Am"esty IlIIer­
"atiol1al Report 1986) and about 
allegations of torture and ill­
treatment of prisoners. Amnesty 

International wrote to the Prime Minister, Andreas Papandreou, on 
22 August expressing concern about the imprisonment of conscien­
tious objectors. The leller pointed out that the option of four years' 
unarmed military service was not a S<1tisfactory alternative. It was 
twice as long as armed military service and Amnesty International 
believed that alternative service should be sep,,,ate from the military 
system and of comparable length. The only reply received was a 
standard leller which did not address the substance of Amnesty 
International's concerns. At the end of 1986 Amnesty International 
knew of 234 Jehovah's Witnesses imprisoned for conscientious 
objection to military service. All were adopted as prisoners of 
conscience . 

On 27 May 1986 an appeal court in Athens ruled that three 
Protestant Christian evangelical missionaries, Costas Macris, Don 
Stephens and Alan Williams, were not guilty of "proselytism" (see 
Aml1esty IlIIematiol1ol Report 1986). This charge had been brought 
against them after they gave a l 6-year-old Greek youth a Bible and 
talked to him about religion. The court was reported as saying that 
there was nothing illegal in their evangelizing methods and that their 
message did not differ from that of the Greek Orthodox Church. 

Throughout 1986 Amnesty International received allegations of 
torture and ill-treatment of prisoners and detainees by prison guards 
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and police officers. The organization wrote to the Minister of Justice 
on 23 December about the alleged torture and ill-treatment of 
pnsoners in Alicarnassos Prison on Crete, Kerkyra High Security 
Pnson on Corfu and Eptapyrgion Prison. It also referred to cases of 
people ill-treated in police custody, including four young Englishmen 
Interviewed by Amnesty International following their release from 
pnSOn. They alleged that they had been ill-treated on 30 July and I 
August at Theologos Police Station and Kavalla Police Station on the 
ISland of Thassos. They said they were beaten, punched, kicked and 
slapped repeatedly by police officers and kept without food or water 
for 21 hours. 

Hungary 

Amnesty International was con­
cerned about prisoners of conscien­
ce. Some were conscientious objec­
tors to military service, others had 
helped people attempting to exer­
cise their right to freedom of move­
ment. The organization was also 

. . ' concerned that people were de-tained for short periods, harassed and, in one case. allegedly confined 
to a psychiatric hospital for exercising their right to freedom of 
expression. Amnesty International learned of the imposition of one 
death sentence. 

Military service is compulsory in Hungary and the law does not prOylde for alternative civilian service outside the military system. 
ArtIcle 336 of the criminal code allows the courts to impose sentences of up to five years' imprisonment (five to 15 years in time of war) on 
those Who refuse military service. Since 1977 members of some small 
Chnstian sects, including the Nazarenes and the Jehovah's Witnesses, 
have been allowed to do unarmed military service, but the authorities 
have refused to extend this to Roman Catholics. According to reports 
received by Amnesty International, in 1986 there were approximately 
I SO conscientious objectors serving sentences in Baracska prison 7here conscientious objectors are generally held. Most were 
ehovah's Witnesses who had refused to do any form of military 

servIce, including unarmed military service. 
Amnesty International could not obtain details on most of these 

Pnsoners but it worked for the release of nine Roman Catholic 
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conscientious objectors, who, according to Amnesty Intemational's 
information, belonged to small, pacifist, "basic communities" which 
advocate strict adherence to the teachings of the Bible. Three were 
adopted during 1986, including Joszef Peller, from Sopron. He was 
arrested in August and sentenced in October by the Budapest 
Military Court to three years' imprisonment under Article 336. He 
was allegedly ill-treated in pre-trial detention. 

Ferenc Fulemule, a resident of Switzerland, was sentenced to six 
months' imprisonment by the GyorlSopron county court during 1986 
for attempting to smuggle his cousin, a citizen of Czechoslovakia, out 
of Hungary to Austria. Similarly, Jan-Peter Biisching, previously a 
citizen of the German Democralic Republic (GDR) who had 
emigraled to the Federal Republic of Germany in December 1985, 
was arresled on 9 Augusl while attempting to smuggle a friend, a 
GDR citizen, oul of Hungary to Austria. Jan-Peter Biisching was 
subsequentry senlenced 10 10 months' imprisonment. Amnesty 
Internalional believes Ihal the people Ihey had been Irying 10 help 
were returned 10 Czechoslovakia and the GDR respectively, where 
they faced imprisonment of up to five or eighl years for attempting to 
leave Iheir counlries illegally. On 23 October Amnesty Inlernational 
wrote to the Hungarian authorilies pointing out thal by returning 
such people Ihey were party to the imprison men I of individuals for 
exercising their righl to leave Iheir country, albeit via a second 
country. Amnesty Internalional regards as prisoners of conscience 
people imprisoned for Irying to leave their own country for reasons of 
conscience, and likewise those imprisoned for Irying to help them to 
do Ihis. Ferenc Fulemule and Jan-Peter Biisching were adopted as 
prisoners of conscience. 

Under Article 269 of Ihe criminal code people convicted of acts 
liable to incite hatred of Hungary's constitulional order or allies, or 
national, racial or religious hatred, may be imprisoned for up to two 
years. If convicted of deliberate intent to incite, they face imprison­
menl of between one and five years under Article 148. If the offence 
is committed before a "large public" or by members of a group the 
punishment may be increased to up to three years' imprisonment 
under Article 269 and two to eight years under Article 148. Amnesty 
International believes that most people imprisoned for political 
offences were charged with "inCItement" under these two articles. 

On 15 March police broke up an unofficial peaceful procession of 
four to five hundred people commemorating the anniversary of the 
Hungarian revolution of 1848. Eleven people were arrested and 
others allegedly beaten by police. Tibor Pakh. a former prisoner of 
conscience (see Amllesty flllematiollal Report f983), was reportedly 
detained for the entire day to prevent him taking part in the 
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procession. Olga Dioszegi was arrested and briefly detained earlier 
that day for collecting money during another demonstration. She was 
ralSlOg money to help pay a fine imposed on Jeno Nagy for unofficial 
publishing. Several people were sentenced, some repeatedly, during 
1986 to fines of up to 10,00) forints ( USS228) or 40 days' 
Impnsonment for such activities. 

Laszlo Rusai, a teacher from Hatvan, was arrested on 20 October 
after hanging a poster from his window commemorating the 30th 
annIversary of the Hungarian revolution of 1956. He was reportedly 
taken to the neurological department of the Bugat Pal hospital in 
Gyongos. On 23 October he was transferred to a restricted ward in 
the Visonta mental hospital where he was forcibly confined until his 
release On I I  November. Laszlo Rusai had been active in opposition 
CIrcles and with unofficial publications. In 1985 he had been 
reportedly detained for 39 days, beaten by the police, and given a 
POloee. warning for "violating the community" on account of his 
actlvltoes. As a result of this he had required psychiatric treatment. To 
Amnesty International'S knowledge he had never been violent and 
th,s was the only psychiatric treatment he had previously undergone. 
Before his arrest he was reportedly in good health, physically and 
mentally. 
La Amnesty International learned of one death sentence, imposed on 

d,slav Ambruz, a Czech citizen, for murder and rape. In July the 
HUngarian authorities stated in a report submitted to the Human R,ghts Committee, set up under the International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights, that in the preceding IQ years there had been 25 
executions. 

Ireland 

Amnesty International continued to 
be concerned about the death 
penalty. The last execution took 
place in 1954. In 1986 the death 
sentence was commuted in the cases 
of four prisoners convicted of the 
murder of police officers (gardm). 

an . • .;.. '" Thomas Eccles, Pat rick McPhillips 
se d Bnan MeShane were due to be hanged on 26 February, but their 
re�en� were commuted to 40 years' imprisonment without 

Isslon On 21 February. They had been convicted of the murder of 
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a detective. The sentence on Noel Callan. convicted of murdering a 
police officer during a robbery. was commuted on 29 May also to 40 
years' imprisonment. 

In March Amnesty International wrote to the Minister for Justice 
urging the government to abolish the death penalty for all offences. 
The organization pointed out that on 17 January the European 
Parliament had adopted a resolution requesting the Republic of 
Ireland to sign the sixth Protocol of the European Convention on 
Iluman Rights on the abolition of the death penalty in peacetime. 
Apart from the United Kingdom, Ireland was the only member of the 
European Community which had not signed the Protocol. 

Italy 

Amnesty International continued to 
be concerned about the excessive 
duration of judicial procedures in 
political cases. a long-standing con­
cern of the organization. It investi­
gated reports of torture and iII­
treatment in police stations and 
carabinieri barracks and followed 

several judicial inquiries set up during 1986 to investigate allegations 
of torture or ill-treatment in previous years. Amnesty International 
increased its work for the release of conscientious objectors to 
military service. 

In August Amnesty International published a paper entitled " '7 
April' Trial - Italy: Amnesty Intemational's Concerns Regarding a 
Fair Trial Within a Reasonable Time". This was a summary of the 
main developments in the trial of 71 alleged members of the 
revolutionary left wing groups Potere Operaia, Workers' Power. and 
AUlonomia Operaia. Workers' Autonomy. The first arrests were in 
April 1979. and the court hearing in Rome ended in 1984 (see 
successIve Amnesty International Reports from 1980). The paper 
concluded that the Italian authorities had breached European and 
international standards relating to fair triHI within a reasonable time. 
and made four main criticisms of the conduct of the proceedings. 

Three of these criticisms related to the duration of the preventive 
detention of the defendants. 12 of whom had spent over five years in 
prison before judgment was given. Special public order legislation 
was introduced after the defendants' arrests. Amnesty International 
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concluded that this legislation had been applied retroactively to 
prolong the already excessive period of preventive detention. 
Secondly, it found that the legal limits of preventive detention had 
been evaded. New arrest warrants had been issued shortly before the 
legal limits were reached, so that defendants could still be kept in 
prison if the court wished. Thirdly, the authorities did not, in 
Amnesty International's view, observe the ruling laid down by the 
European Court of Human Rights in relation to Article 5(3) of the 
European Convention prOClaiming the right to fair trial or release. 
ThIS states that there should be " special diligence in the conduct of 
the prosecution" in cases in which defendants are detained. In the "7 
April" trial there was a delay of over 15 months during which no 
Judicial activities relevant to the trial took place. During this whole penod the main defendants were kept in prison. 

The fourth of Amnesty International's main concerns was that a 
key witness for the prosecution had ned the country with the aid of 
the authorities, and therefore the court was not able to subject him to 
examination. Carlo Fioroni had been released from prison in 1982 
after serving seven years of a 27-year prison sentence for kidnapping 
and murder. He gave highly incriminating evidence against the 
defendants in the secrecy of the trial's initial, investigative stage. after 
whIch he was helped by the authorities to leave the country before he 
could be questioned at the court hearing. Although the court expressed indignation that he was not available for examination it agreed to the prosecution's request for the information he had prOVIded in the investigative stage to be accepted as evidence. 

After publication of the paper, Amnesty International called on the authOrities to take these criticisms into account in their approach to the forthcoming appeal. Defendants were sentenced to prison 
terms of up to life imprisonment, totalling over 500 years. on charges 
�hlch Included founding or belonging to an "armed band" and 

h
subversive association". They were released provisionally, either on 

f 
ealth grounds or because they had been held in preventive detention Or as long as the law permits. The appeal hearing was expected to take place in Rome early in 1987. I� January verdicts were reached by the court in the Paduan 

sectIon of the "7 April" trial, in which there were 141  defendants (see �m"esty Imemational Report 1986). In contrast to the judgment in 
ome, the COurt in Padua concluded that A LIIonomia Operaia was not an armed band, and it acquitted those who had been charged SOlely In reiation to their alleged membership of the group. 

e 9-f the 47 people who were fully acquitted in Padua, three had 
,.ar ler been convicted in Rome of founding an "armed band" and Subversive association". In Padua they were charged separately by 
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the prosecuting judge with possession of arms. The investigating 
judge refused to accept the new charge because in his view it should 
have been heard in the earlier trial in Rome, and there was no fresh 
evidence to substantiate it. His decision was overturned by the 
Appeal Court of Venice and the three defendants were committed 
for trial. They were acquitted. 

On 9 March 1985 onc of the defendants in the Padua trial, Pietro 
Greco, a mathematics teacher who had earlier ned to France to 
escape imprisonment, was shot dead by a secret service agent in 
Trieste. l ie was not armed. Amnesty International monitored the 
subsequent judicial inquiry because of allegations that his killing had 
been deliberate, and that he had not, as police claimed, resisted 
arrest. On 24 October 1986 the Court of Assizes of Trieste sentenced 
Nunzio Maurizio Romano, an agent of the secret service (SISDE), 
and Maurizio Bensa, a member of the special anti-terrorist unit 
DlGOS, to eight months' imprisonment each for taking excessive but 
unpremeditated action in legitimate defence. Two other police 
officers were acquitted. 

On 5 December Amnesty International wrote to Aldo Vezzia, 
Procurator General of Naples, about allegations of torture and 
ill-treatment of detainees in police stations and carobillieri barracks. 
About 30 such cases had been submitted to the procurator's office by 
various Neapolitan lawyers who stated that they were concerned by 
an increase in the use or torture and ill-treatment in order to extract 
confessions. In its letter Amnesty International described three cases. 
One detainee alleged that he had been beaten and had had a broom 
handle inserted into his anus; another that he had suffered extensive 
burns from cigarette ends and the third that the police had trampled 
on his h:onds with their boots. 

The judicial inquiry into the death in police custody in Palerrno of 
Salvatorc M.orino in August 1985 (see.Amllesty IlIIematiolla/ Report 
1986) ended on October with the commital for trial in Caltanissctta of 
12 police officials and four carabillie,i. They were charged with taking 

part in involuntary homicide. The inquiry established that Salvatore 
Marino had died as a result of beating and ill-treatment. 

During 1986 Amnesty International adopted as prisoners of 
conseience 17 conscientious objectors to military service. Among 
them were 13 Jehovah's Witnesses who had gone together to a 
military barracks in Viterbo in September to declare their refusal, on 
religious grounds, to carry out military service, although they said 
they were "not against the state and its institutions". The Jehovah's 
Witnesses were all sentenced to one year's imprisonment by a 
military tribunal in Rome and sent to the military prison of Forte 
Boccca. 

... 
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Malta 

Amnesty International continued to 
receive allegations that people held 
in police custody had been ill­
treated. On 3 January and 17 
February the organization wrote to 
the Minister of Justice and Par­
liamentary Affairs providing details 
on two cases in which ill-treatment 

was alleged and asking if any investigation had taken place. The 
Organization had written in July 1 985 about five other cases (see 
Amnesty Intemational Report 1986). All seven prisoners alleged being 
Ill-treated at various times between 1980 and 1985. In May Amnesty International received a detailed reply from the Minister, which 
addressed the seven specific cases. In the case of Wilfred Cardona the 
polIce denied using violence, but claimed that during interrogation 
Cardona banged his head against a table in a fit of desperation which 
was attributed to family problems. In four cases the Minister said that 
Investigation would not be appropriate as legal proceedings were still 
COntinuing. In one case - that of Leonard Debono, found dead in 
1980 - the Minister said that no progress had been made in the 
InqUiries. Referring to the acquittal in 1985 of Anthony Mifsud by a 
JUry, the Minister said that "they felt they could not rely on the 
statement he had made to the police" but that "I do not regard the eVIdence . . .  as justifying any further investigation". 

Norway 

Amnesty International continued to 
be concerned about the imprison­
ment of conscientious objectors to 
military service. In Norway an ob­
jector's application for alternative 
service is assessed by the Minister of 
Justice on the basis of whether the 

b ' person's conviction is profound and 
I ased On purely pacifist principles. On 31 January Amnesty 
b;,ternational wrote to the Minister of Justice about Ulf Alstad, who 

gan a 45-day prison sentence on 8 January for refusal of military 
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service. his second period of imprisonment. On 22 July the 
organization urged the release of prisoner of conscience Stein Roar 
Kringeland. who began his 9O-day sentence on 10 June. The coun of 
Trondheim acknowledged that his refusal to carry out military service 
was based on firm and sincere conviction. However. it upheld the 
view of the Ministry of Justice that his applic<llion did not express 
principles that were purely pacifist . Amnesty I nternational also urged 
the authorities to revipw their current practice. The organization 
wrote again on 14 October to the Minister of Justice asking for the 
release of Yidar Aas. who was imprisoned in September for 90 days 
for refusing to do military service. 

Poland 

Amnesty International was con­
cerned about the arrest and deten­
tion of hundreds of prisoners of 
conscience and welcomed the re­
lease of almost all of them under a 
wide-ranging amnesty. The orga­
nization received allegations that 
some political prisoners were iII­

treated and that others were denied the right to choose their own 
legal representatives. It was also concerned about legislation which 
endangered the right to a fair trial and about shon-term detentions of 
people for the non-violent exercise of their right to freedom of 
expression. Amnesty International was also concerned about the 
death penalty. 

According to official figures there were 159 political prisoners in 
March. By July Amnesty International believed that there were over 
2.50 political prisoners. most of whom had been arrested since the 
limited act of clemency announced in November 1985 (see Amllesty 
III/emutiollal Report 1986). The majority were detained because of 
their involvement in underground activities of the banned trade union 
Solidarity or in the production and distribution of unauthorized 
literature and were considered by Amnesty International to be 
prisoners of conscience. 

Zbigniew Bujak was the chairperson of Solidarity in Warsaw and a 
founder member of the Provisional Coordinating Committee (TKK) 
- the underground Solidarity leadership formed after the declaration 
of mHnial law in December 198 1 .  He was arrested on 31 May after 
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being in hiding since martial law was imposed. He was charged with 
preparing to overthrow the state under Article 128 of the penal code. 
Arrested on the same day were Ewa Kulik. reportedly an organizer 
of the underground press in Warsaw, who had also been in hiding 
Since martial law was imposed, and Konrad Bielinski, who had 
escaped from a martial law internment camp in 1982 and joined the 
TKK in Wars.1 w. Julita and Tomasz Mirkowicz, at whose apartment 
Zbigniew Bujak was arrested, were arrested on 18 August, the day 
after their return from the USA. Also arrested in connection with 
Zbigniew Bujak's arrest were: Alicja Komorowska and Zbigniew 
Lewicki who reportedly possessed keys to the apartment; and Julita 
Mlrkowicz's father, a senior Foreign Ministry official. All were 
released in September under the amnesty. 

Amnesty International took up the cases of Zbigniew Bogacz and 
fOur others from Katowice. They were sentenced on 9 April by the 
Mlkolow regional court to between one and a half and three and a 
half years' imprisonment for producing and distributing leanets 
calling for a 15-minute strike. They were also released under the 
terms of the amnesty. 

On 17 July the Sejm (Parliament) approved an amnesty law which 
came into effect on 23 July. The law enabled courts and procurators 
to order releases before 15 September. Political prisoners excluded 
from the amnesty were those convicted of: high treason; participation 
In a conspiracy against the Polish People's Republic; espionage; 
sabotage and activity detrimental to the socialized economy; prepara­
loons for high treason or conspiracy; membership of an association detrimental to the Polish People's Republic or of an underground or 
Criminal organization; so-called "small economic S<1 botage"; and recidivists. The Public Prosecutor could ask the Supreme Court to 
release those prisoners whose offences fell outside the scope of 
amnesty law. Additionally, those people who had not been charged by 17 July with committing a crime against the state or public order 
could benefit from the law if by 31 December they voluntarily reported and confessed to the authorities, or to a Polish diplomatic or 
COnsular mission abroad . 

.on 12 September the authorities announced that all political proSOners except those charged with terrorism, espionage, sabotage or 
gIVing away state secrets would be released under the terms of the 
a".'nesty. On 15 September it was announced that 225 political 
ProSOners had been released. 

Not included in the amnesty were some people imprisoned for 
refusing to do military service on conscientious grounds, for example 
Wojciech Jankowski and Jaroslaw Nakielski both members of the 
"Freedom and Peace" movement (RWP) which demands an 
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alternative to military service. Wojciech Jankowski was sentenced on 
23 December 1985 to three and a half years' imprisonment for 
refusing to do military service (see Amnesty Inlemational Report 
(986). Jaroslaw Nakielski was arrested on 15  April for "persistently 
refusing to serve in the army". He was reportedly transferred to a 
psychiatric hospital from which he escaped. He was rearrested on 15 
September while on his way to report to the authorities so as to 
benefit from the amnesty. Amnesty International adopted both as 
prisoners of conscience. They were both released by early November. 
Another RWP member, Ryszard Bonowski, was arrested on 26 July 
for refUSing to do military service. He remained in detention until his 
trial on I October when he was sentenced to two years' imprisonment 
suspended for three years. 

Amnesty International also received reports stating that there were 
up to 300 Jehovah's Witnesses serving prison sentences in 1986 for 
refusing to d<l military service. The organization was able to obtain 
details on only four of these prisoners who were all adopted as 
prisoners of conscience: Zenon Katulski, Jan Plitt and Bronislaw 
Kreft, were sentenced to three and a half years, two and a half and 
two and a half years' imprisonment respectively in December 1985; 
Tadeusz Gorczynski was sentenced to two and a half years in early 
1986. To Amnesty International's knowledge all four were still in 
detention at the end of 1986. 

The organization appealed on behalf of Leszek Moczulski, leader 
of the Confederation for an Independent Poland (KPN) (see 
Amnesty Interna/ional Report (986), who was sentenced to four years' 
imprisonment on 22 April. He was reportedly denied adequate 
medical treatment after suffering heart attacks in detention on the 
night of 112 July and again on 27 August. He was released, along with 
other KPN members, in September under the amnesty. Among the 
other prisoners of conscience released under the amnesty were senior 
Solidarity activists Wladyslaw Frasyniuk and Bogdan Lis; Jan 
Kostecki of the Szczecin Committee in the Defence of the Rule of 
Law, imprisoned on 23 May after his appeal was turned down (see 
Amnesty International Report (986); and Marek Adamkiewicz whose 
imprisonment in 1984 had led to the formation of the RWP (see 
Anmesty Imemational Report (986). 

Amnesty International received numerous reports that detainees 
and convicted prisoners of conscience were ill-treated. It appealed on 
behalf of Wladyslaw Frasyniuk (see Amllesty Intematiol/al Report 
(986) who was allegedly severely beaten by warders in Lubsko prison 
on 26 March after refusing to cooperate with the prison authorities 
when they tried to move him by force into solitary confinement. 
Before the beating, the prisoner with whom Wladyslaw Frasyniuk 
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shared his cell was taken out and the cells nearby were emptied. 
According to reports. a group of 30 warders then entered and 
systematically beat Wladyslaw Frasyniuk with their fists and kicked 
him in the stomach and back. He was then put into solitary 
confinement for a month. 

Amnesty International received reports that some political de­
tainees due to be tried in military courts were denied the right to 
choose their own legal representatives. Solidarity activists Tadeusz 
Jedynak and Bogdan Borusewicz, arrested in June 1985 and I I  
January 1986 respectively. were reportedly refused lawyers of their 
choice. Both were charged with "preparation to overthrow the state 
by force" under Article 128 in connection with Article 123 of the 
penal code, but were released in September under the terms of the 
amnesty. 

On 24 Oetober the Sejm passed legislation introducing new 
offences into the Code of Petty Offences. These included participa­
hon in "actions dcsigned to foster public disquiet", unauthorized 
publishing activities and banned organizations "if the range of the 
deed or its effect are nOl extensive". Previously, such offences had 
Usually been prosecuted under Article 282a of the penal code which 
carried prison sentences of up to three years' imprisonment. The new 
legislation transferred such cases to misdemeanour courts which 
could impose a maximum sentence of three months' imprisonment or 
a fine of 50.000 zlotys (US$250) and where an "aocelerated 
procedure" was applied. Under this "aocelerated procedure" an 
Investigation is conducted by the police alone (without involving the 
Public Prosecutor's Office) and has to be completed within 48 hours. 
A trial is held at the end of the 48 hours at which the police stand in 
for the Public Prosecutor and the case is heard by a single judge. An 
appeal against sentence ean be lodged. Because of the speed of the 
procedure, Amnesty International was concerned that there would be 
insufficient time for defendants to prepare a defence. For example, 
On I I  November Daniel Korona, a student, was detained after 
leanets calling for the commemoration of Poland's independence in 
1918 had been thrown out of a window in Warsaw. On 12 November 
he Was sentenced to a fine of 50,000 zl under Article 52a of the 
misdemeanour code for distributing an illegal publication, a charge he 
denied. Reportedly, the only prosecution witness at the hearing told 
the tribunal that he had intuitively sensed that Daniel Korona had 
thrOwn the lea nets because he acted suspiciously when leaving the 
building. The defence lawyer was reportedly refused aocess to the 
case file and was also initially refused entry into the tribunal. 

Another example of the use of the "accelerated procedure" 
followed the arrest in Warsaw on 15 June of Joanna Wierzbicka-
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Rusiecka and five othe� in connection with the production of an 
unauthorized publication. At their fi�t hearing the following day they 
reportedly had no defence counsel other than a lawyer who happened 
to be in court on another matter, who refused to act for them owing 
to unfamiliarity with the case and the number of defendants involved. 
On 23 June. by which time they did have defence counsel. they were 
sentenced to between 12 and 18 months' imprisonment. Amnesty 
International was also concerned about allegations that some of the 
defendants were ill-treated by the police following arrest. They were 
all released under the amnesty. 

After the amnesty Amnesty International continued to reoeive 
reports of people being arrested and detained for short periods for 
attempting to exercise their right to non-violent freedom of express­
ion. At least 22 people in Wa�w and Krakow alone were detained 
and fined by misdemeanour courts for participating in peaceful 
demonstratioQS on I I  November marking the annive�ry of Poland's 
independence after the Fi�t World War. In December Francisek 
Kocik and Stanislaw Szyba were among those detained and fined. 
Some people also had their ca� confiscated by misdemeanour courts 
for transporting unofficial publications. 

Amnesty International learned of the imposition of seven death 
sentences and of two executions. in each case for murder. 

Romania 

Amnesty International worked for 
the release of prisone� of con­
science imprisoned for the non­
violent exercise of their right to 
freedom of expression and for 
attempting to leave the country. 
The organization received allega­
tions that political prisone� had 

been ill-treated in detention and denied access to family and legal 
representatives for long periods. 

During 1986 Amnesty International learned of a number of 
prisone� convicted in previous yea� under Article 166 of the 
criminal code. This cove� " propaganda against the Socialist State" 
and carries a sentence of five to 15 yea�' imprisonment. Ion Bugan 
was arrested in March 1 983 after driving his car through the centre of 
Bucharest displaying a picture of Nicolae Ceausescu. the President 
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and leader of the ruling Romanian Communist Party, under which he 
had written the caption "We don't want you, hangman", He was 
sentenced to 10 years' imprisonment under Article 166 and adopted 
as a prisoner of conscience. Another prisoner of conscience was 
Gheorghe Nastaseseu, a building worker from lasi, who was 
sentenced in 1982 to nine years' imprisonment under Article 166 
because he made a speech and handed out lea nets in Bucharest 
c.ll1ing on the populace to demonstrate their dissatisfaction with 
President Ceauseseu, 

On 2 June an amnesty was granted by presidential decree. People 
sentenced to up to five years' imprisonment or corrective labour were 
pardoned and rcieased, sentences of between five and eight years 
were reduced by one third; those between eight and 10 years by a 
fifth. Excluded from the amnesty were people sentenced for murder 
or other violent crimes which resulted in death, robbery, illegal 
abortion, rape, "crimes against social property with serious or 
particularly serious consequences", bribery, intimidation, the use of 
force and escaping from prison. Amnesty International welcomed the 
release of 13 adopted prisoners of conseience under this amnesty. It 
also welcomed the release on 18 April of Radu Filipeseu, sentenced 
to 10 years' imprisonment in 1983, and Dorel Catarama, whose 
ID-year prison sentence imposed in 1982 had been raised to 14 years 
on appeal. Amnesty International had adopted both as prisoners of 
COnseience (see Amnesty Ill/emotional Report 1985). 

However. some prisoners of conscience were not released despite 
the amnesty. For example, Laszlo Buzas and Erno Borbely, both 
members of the ethnic Hungarian minority, were arrested in 1982 and 
each sentenced to six years' imprisonment for "propaganda against 
the Socialist State" under Article 166 of the criminal code, They were 
reportedly accused of having sent abroad the text of an anti­
Hungarian leanet which they alleged had been produced and 
dIstributed with the aid of the Romanian authorities (see Amnesty 
Imemational Report 1984). Adalbert (Bela) Pal, also a member of the 
Hungarian minority, was sentenced in August 1983 to six years' 
Imprisonment under Article 166 after complaining of corruption 
Within the ruling Romanian Communist Party and protesting at the 
lack of opportunities for ethnic Hungarians to be educated in 
Hungarian (see Amnesty llItemational Report 1985). All three 
remained imprisoned despite the amnesty and a previous similar 
amnesty in 1984. Amnesty International was particularly concerned 
about the continued imprisonment of Adalbert Pal as it learned that 
he suffered from Huntington's Chorea, which was diagnosed before 
h�s arrest, and that his health had seriously deteriorated during 
hIS detention, Between May and October his wife was refused 
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pennission to visit him. He was released on 2 1  December, before the 
expiry of his sentence, but the other two were still imprisoned at the 
end of 1986. 

The right to emigrate is severely restricted. Although a certain 
number of Romanians leave the country legally each year, Amnesty 
International knows of many people who have repeatedly been 
refused permission to emigrate. A Romanian citizen who applies to 
emigrate runs the risk of harassment, loss of work or demotion, and, 
in some cases, imprisonment. Those who attempt, or make 
preparations for, unauthorized border crossings face prosecution 
under Article 245 of the criminal code which allows for prison 
sentences of six months to three years. Dan Chitila was arrested in 
June by the Yugoslav authorities after having crossed illegally into 
Yugoslavia from Romania. On 26 July he was returned to Romania 
and subsequently convicted under Article 245. Eugen Brecheci was 
reportedly arrested on 2 August after discussing with two friends the 
possibility of fleeing the country. Amnesty International sought 
details of the charges against him from the Romanian authorities. It 
believed he may have been charged under Article 245. Both men 
were subsequently released. 

Individuals are also imprisoned under decree 1 53/1970 for the 
non-violent exercise of their human rights on charges of "parasitical" 
or "anarchic" conduct. This provides for summary trial without the 
right to legal defence and prescribes sentences of up to six months' 
imprisonment or "corrective labour without deprivation of liberty". 
For example, Florin Rusu, a teacher, was reportedly arrested in June 
and sentenced to four months' imprisonment for "parasitism". He 
had previously served a similar sentence for "parasitism" in 1984. On 
both occasions he had reportedly been refused employment by the 
state, the sole employer, because of his political activities for the 
National Peasant Party - one of Romania's leading political parties 
before it was banned by the authorities in 1 948. 

Amnesty International believes that some detainees have been 
tried on false criminal charges for exercising their right to freedom of 
expression. For example, loan Ruta was demoted from his job as 
head of a Bucharest factory when his wife defected to the USA and 
was granted political asylum there. He complained in writing to the 
authorities about this demotion and was arrested on 27 February. He 
suffered a heart attack and contracted hepatitis in pre-trial detention 
and was denied access to his family and legal representation until 
early June, shortly before his trial began. On 6 November he was 
sentenced to seven years' imprisonment for accepting bribes in 
exchange for granting employment. He denied the charges and stated 
that the real reason for his arrest was his refusal, despite repeated 
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requests from the authorities, to divorce his wife after her defection. 
One of the prosecution witnesses reportedly retracted his evidence in 
court, saying that his original statements were made under duress. 
Amnesty International sought further details of the charges and 
evidence produced. 

Amnesty International continued to receive allegations of ill­
treatment of political detainees. Gigi Mocanu was arrested in early 
May on charges of possessing foreign currency. The real reason for 
h,s arrest may have been because he had made a cassette recording of 
events concerning the detention of his brother Emil Mocanu, a 
prisoner of conscience arrested in September 1984 for helping 
another brother nee from Romania. Following his arrest Emil 
Mocanu was allegedly beaten by officials, as was Gigi Mocanu, who 
was reportedly beaten on the soles of his feet with iron bars. Emil 
Mocanu and Gigi Mocanu were released in March and July 
respectively. 

. Amnesty International did not learn of any death sentences 
Imposed or carried out during 1986. 

Spain 

Torture and ill-treatment of de­
tainees held incommunicado under 
the anti-terrorist law continued to 
be Amnesty International's main 
concern. Many of the allegations of 
torture and ill-treatment were made 
by Basques arrested in Spain after 

. � being expelled from France. Judi­
CIal proceedings were in progress in connection with allegations of 
tOrture inVOlving many members of the security forces; in a 
prominent trial, three Civil Guard officers were convicted of torturing 
detainees. I n another case Ihe security foroes refused to comply with 
the order of the court conducting a judicial investigation into 
aliegations of torture. Amnesty International adopted an imprisoned 
conscientious objector to military service as a prisoner of conscience 
fOr the first time since the introduction of new legislation on 
conscientious objection in December 1984. 
. Amnesty International considered that the widespread use of 
InCOmmunic.1do detention under the anti-terrorist law facilitated the 
tOrture and ill-treatment of detainees. The Minister of the Interior 
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declared in an official statement on 17  September that 1 ,026 people 
had been held incommunicado under this law since its introduction on 
26 December 1984. In the first seven months of 1 986, 295 people 
were held incommunicado; only 30 per cent of these detainees were 
brought before a court. According to this statement, 90 per cent of 
the arrests related to Euskadi Ta Askalasulla (ETA), the armed 
Basque group, which was allegedly responsible for 34 killings in this 
period. 

In December the government announced that it intended to allow 
certain articles of the anti-terrorist law to expire in January 1987 but 
the exceptional powers given to the police to hold detainees 
incommunicado for up to 10 days were to remain. Amnesty 
International noted no improvements in safeguards, such as improv­
ing access to legal assistance; removing procedural restrictions in the 
exercise of habea.f corpus under the anti-terrorist law; or increasing 
the effectiveness of judicial supervision or medical examination of 
detainees. 

Amnesty I nternational continued to receive allegations of torture 
and ill-treatment. In July, for the first time, such allegations were 
made by Basques expelled from France under a new policy of the 
French Government. The first two Basques arrived on 19 and 22 July 
and were immediately arrested under the anti-terrorist law. They 
were held incommunicado in the Direccioll Gelleral de Seguridad 
(DGS), General Security Headquarters, in Madrid. After interroga­
tion both men were charged with belonging to an armed band and 
transferred to Carabanchel prison. According to reports received by 
Amnesty International, both men made complaints to the court 
about their treatment. In particular, Jose Varona L6pez alleged that 
he had been hit on the head with a telephone directory, hooded and 
beaten while tied down. The forensic surgeon attached to the court 
described in writing injuries to his wrists, feet and legs which 
appeared consistent with his allegations. On 30 July Amnesty 
International asked the Minister of the Intenor to investigate these 
allegations. No reply was received. A further 24 Basques were 
expelled from France to Spain in 1986 and numerous allegations of 
torture and ill-treatment were made. In all these cases, the expellees 
were handed over directly to the police at the frontier, transferred to 
Madrid and held incommunicado under the anti-terrorist law. 

Juan Ram6n Ruiz de Gauna was handed over to the Spanish police 
on 30 July. He alleged that he was beaten during his transfer from the 
border to Madrid and his interrogation in the DGS, where he spent a 
night chained by the neck to a radiator. He received two medical 
examinations and was transferred to Carabanchel prison on 2 August 
where a prison doctor issued a certificate recording injuries consistent 
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with his allegations. In the case of August,n Azkarate Intxaurrondo, 
expelled to Spain from France on 15 October, the judge of the 
Central CoUI1 in Madrid asked for him to be admitted to hospital 
after he had spent six days incommunicado in the DGS. The prisoner 
alleged that he had been severely beaten and given electric shocks in 
the police headqual1ers in San Sebastian before being transferred to 
Madrid where he was again beaten and had his head forcibly held 
under water. 

On 29 December Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of 
the Interior giving details of fUl1her allegations of tol1ure and 
Ill-treatment made by Basque refugees. 

11,e President of the Asociaci6n Pro DerecilOs Humanos, Associa­
tion for Human Rights, stated when presenting the Association's 
annual report at the end of the year that 25 members of the police and 
CIVIl Guard had been convicted for acts of tol1ure, ill-treatment or 
injUries to prisoners in 1986. An estimated ISO fUl1her trials on such 
charges were pending. 

The Provincial Coul1 of San Sebastian, in an impol1ant decision of 
23 November, convicted three members of the Civil Guard of 
tOl1uring three brothers - Jose Maria, Lucio and Victor Olarra - in 
1983 (sec Amnesty IllIemational Report 1984, 1985 and 1986). One 
Was sentenced to six months' imprisonment and three years' 
SUSpension from service, and the other two to four months' 
Imprisonment and two years' suspension each. A foul1h Civil Guard 
was acquitted. The coul1 also recognized that a foul1h detainee had 
been injured but concluded that it could not establish how this had 
OOcurred. The judges found that Jose Maria Olarra had been tied to a 
plank allowing his head to be forced into a bucket of water. All three 
brothers were kicked, punched and beaten. 

On 17 September the Minister of the Interior publicly announced 
that he had ordered Civil Guards to disregard the order of a coul1 in 
BIlbao which was investigating allegations of tol1ure. Ninety officers 
had been requested by the investigating judge to attend an identity 
parade. The Minister stated that the Minister of Justice had been 
COnsulted and the decision was made with the full supPOI1 of the President of the Government. However, the officers did pal1icipate in 
the identity parades after an appeal against the order had been 
dIsmissed by the coul1. 

Amnesty International appealed for the release of Francesc 
Alexandr, Muchal1, a conscientious objector to military service 
whOSe application for conscientious objector status was rejected 
because it was presented after the date stipulated for his induction IOto the army. Such applications are inadmissible under the 
provisions of the 1984 law on conscientious objection. Amnesty 
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International has criticized this and other major features of the law 
(see Amnesty Ill/emotional Report 1986). Francesc Alexandri was 
imprisoned in a military barracks in May pending trial on charges of 
desertion and refusal to perform military service. On 10 December, 
following a 26-day hunger-strike, he was transferred to his home 
where he remained under house arrest at the end of 1986. 

Switzerland 

Amnesty International was con­
cerned about the imprisonment of 
conscientious objectors to military 
service and the return to Sri Lanka 
of members of the Tamil minority, 
reportedly against their will. 

Regular periods of military ser­
vice arc compulsory for men aged 

between W and 50 and there is no alternative civilian servicc. There is 
limited access to unarmed military service for conscripts who can 
prove that the use of arms would result in "a severe conflict of 
consciencc" on religious or ethical grounds. Article 81 of the Military 
Penal Code allows military tribunals to sentence people refusing 
military service to up to three years' imprisonment although, in 
practice. �ntcnces rarely exceed onc year. If a tribunal recognizes an 
individual'S "severe conflict of conscience" on religious or ethical 
grounds. a sentence of up to six months' imprisonment may be 
passed. This is normally served in the form of arrl!ts repressifs, a 
system of imprisonment allowing prescribed work during the daytime 
outside the place of detention or, more exccptionally, in the form of 
"semi-<letention", allowing the objector to continue normal or 
approved employment during the day. In 1985 the Federal Military 
Department conducted a public consultation on the possibility of 
"dccriminalizing" certain categories of conscientious objection to 
military service (see Amnesty Intemational Report 1986). On 2 July 
1986 the Federal Council instructed the Federal Military Department 
to draw up a draft law for parliament's consideration. taking into 
aocount the findings of the consultation. 

Amnesty International worked on the cases of 45 people sentenced 
to imprisonment of three to 12 months for refusing armed military 
service. A number of these cases were still under investigation by 
Amnesty International at the end of 1986 to determine whether they 
were prisoners of conscience. Among those adopted as prisoners of 
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conscience were conscientious objectors who had applied unsuccess­
fully for unarmed military service and objectors who had refused all 
forms of military service but had expressed their willingness to 
perfonn an alternative civilian service. 

On 10 October Amnesty Internalional telexed the head of the 
Federal Department of Justice and Police urging that members of the 
Sri Lankan Tamil minorilY should not be returned against their will to 
Sri Lanka, in view of continued widespread arbitrary arrests, torture, 
extrajudicial killings and "disappearances" there. During 1986 
Amnesty International received reports that 18 Tamils had been 
returned by Switzerland. However, on 16 October the Delegate for 
Refugees of the Federal Department of Justice and Police announced 
that the authorities were not at that time considering repatriating all 
Tamils whosc requests for asylum had been rejected since lhe 
Situation in the north and east of Sri Lanka was "precarious" . Tamil 
cases would be examined individually before a decision to return 
anyone was made. In the view of the Delegate, some 40 asylum 
seekers could be returned in view of the experience of previous 
returned Tamils and because "they had relations in the quieter 
regions of the island". The repatriation of Tamils convicted of 
offences relating to drugs would continue. 

During 1986 Switzerland ratified the UN Convention against 
TOrture. 

Turkey 

Amnesty Internalional was con­
cerned about the continued impris­
onment of prisoners of conscience, 
torture and ill-treatment of prison­
ers and the imposition of the dealh 
penalty. After a study of trials of 
political prisoners by military courts 
the organization concluded that 

these courts did not give political prisoners fair trials. 
At the end of 1986 martial law was slill in force in five of Turkey's 

67 provinces and a state of emergency existed in a further eight 
provinces. The exact number of prisoners of conscience was not 
known, but at the beginning of the year there were approximately 
15,500 political prisoners, of whom several hundred were recognized 
as prisoners of conscience by Amnesty International. During 1986 
rnany of these were released as a result of an amendment to the Law 



316 Amnesty In/ema/ional Report 1987 Europe 

on the Execution of Sentences which came into force on 19 March. 
The amendment increased the remission of sentences for some 
criminal and political prisoners. A number of defendants in political 
trials were also released conditionally while their trials continued. 

Prisoners of conscience adopted by Amnesty International in­
cluded members of political parties and groups. writers. journalists, 
publishers, academics, members of the Kurdish ethnic minority and 
people imprisoned for their religious activities. 

Members of political parties and groups were usually imprisoned 
under Article 141  of the penal code, which prohibits membership of 
"illegal organizations". They included members of the illegal Turkish 
Communist Party (TKP) and of other left-wing parties which had 
been legal until they were banned after the 1980 military coup. Trials 
of members of the Turkish Workers' Party (TIP) continued in 
Istanbul military courts. In April the retrial of 47 TIP members was 
reported to have been postponed until June, but no further reports 
appeared. The trial of another 168 members which started in May 
1984 was stili in progress at the end of 1986. Amnesty International 
did not know whether any of the defendants were in prison. Five 
members of the Turkish Workers' and Peasants' Party (TIKP) 
remained in prison at the end of 1986. Legal proceedings continued in 
various parts of Turkey against members of the Turkish Socialist 
Workers' Party (TSJP). Amnesty International knew of six defen­
dants who were still in prison at the end of 1986 serving sentences 
relating to previous convictions. Another TSIP member was rear­
rested in· November. (See Amllesty IlItemational Report 1985 and 
1986 for all the above cases.) 

Four members of the Turkish Communist Party-Union (TKP-B) 
were arrested and charged under Article 141 with planning to 
distribute political leaflets disguised as sweets at a trade union rally on 
22 February in Izmir. Their trial ended in November when they were 
sentenced to between four and six years' imprisonment. The trials of 
other TKP-B members continued. but the total number of TKP-B 
members in prison at the end of the year was not known. 

In February and March the 12 remaining imprisoned defendants in 
the Turkish Peace Association (TPA) case were released. The two 
trials of TPA members were combined and in November the Military 
Prosecutor asked for sentences of between five and 15 years for 37 
defendants and acquittal for 28. Four defendants had their cases set 
aside. Two defendants, Orhan Apaydin and Ismail I Iakki Oztorun. 
died during the year. The trial was still continuing at the end of 1986 
(see Amnesty In/emational Report 1983 to 1986). 

The trial of the 1 ,477 leaders, officials and advisers of the 
Confederation of Progressive Trade Unions (DISK) which had been 
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running for five years, ended in Istanbul on 23 December. Two 
hundred and sixty four defendants received prison sentences of 
between five and a half and IQ years; 1 , 1 69 were acquitted and the 
remainder either had their cases set aside for separate trial or 
dropped, All those convicted were also sentenced to periods of 
mternal exile and banned from public service for life. Defence and 
prosecution have appealed against the verdict. DISK and 28 of its 30 
affiliated trade unions were dissolved. 

Journalists, writers and publishers continued to be prosecuted 
under Article 142 of the penal code which prohibits making 
"communist propaganda". Hiiseyin Kivan�, a publisher, was de­
tamed on 13 May. His trial had opened IQ years earlier. On 23 
October he was acquitted in one case. The three other cases against 
hIm were combined. The trial continued at the cnd of the year. 

On 12 November Halil Berktay, a political scientist, Ccnan 
Bi�ak�i, a trade unionist, and Ali Kalan, a lawyer, were also arrested 
under Article 142. They had participated in a meeting organized by 
the jOurnal Sa�ak in Ankara on 26 July. The Public Prosecutor issued 
arrest warrants on the grounds that the diseussion had violated 
ArtIcle 142. The three men remained in prison awaiting trial at the 
end of 1986. 

Many Kurds remained in prison. Some were charged with or 
convicted of violent offences; others imprisoned on aoeount of their 
non-violent political or cultural activities were adopted by Amnesty 
International as prisoners of conscience. Among these were Mehdi 
Zana, former Mayor of Diyarbakir, and Recep Mara§li, a publisher, 
Who remained in Diyarbakir Military Prison (see Amnesty III/ema­
tlona/ Report 1984, 1985 and 1986). The hearing of Mehdi Zana's 
appeal against his 24-year sentence passed in October 1983 was 
SCheduled for 25 November but was adjourned until 1987. 

Amnesty International adopted as prisoners of conscience several 
Muslim activists who were convicted under Article 163 of the penal 
COde. which prohibits attempts to adapt "the basic social, economic, 
pohllcal or judicial orders of the State to religious principles or 
behefs". Among them was Osman �kun, an imam who was 
sentenced to seven years and three months' imprisonment in 
November for his non-violent religious activities in Muslim communi­
lies in the Federal Republic of Germany, where he lived from 1980 
untIl his return to Turkey in March 1986. Other people imprisoned 
Under Article 1 63 included writers and journalists. Emine �nlikoglu, 
Writer and chief editor of the periodical Mekwp remained in prison 
servmg a sentence of six years three months for a book she wrote (see 
Amnesty IlIIemaliona/ Report 1986). 

In June the Plenary of the Courts of Appeal quashed the sentences 
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reimposed on 23 Jehovah's Witnesses by the Ankara State Security 
Court in 1985 (sec Amnesty Imemational Report 1985 and 1986). The 
Plenary stated that "every Turkish citizen has the right to freedom of 
faith and conscience, the choice of faith and religious practice" and 
ruled that Jehovah's Witnesses should not, therefore, be prosecuted 
under Article 163. 

On 15 December Amnesty International wrote again to Prime 
Minister Turgut Ozal about three Greek Cypriots - Andreas 
Hatjiloizou, Andreas Costas Kassapis and LeOntlOS Leontious -
taken prisoner by the Turkish armed forces during the hostilities in 
Cyprus in 1974 and missing since then (see Amllesty Imemational 
Report 1974 to 1981, and 1986). No response had been received to 
earlier letters calling for an investigation into the whereabouts of the 
three men, who were among many Greek Cypriots taken prisoner 
and missing since 1974. 

Political cases continued to be heard by military courts even in 
those provinces no longer under martial law. In October Amnesty 
International published a report, Utlfair Trial of Political Prisollers in 
Turkey. Since the introduction of martial law in December 1978 more 
than 48,000 political prisoners had been sentenced to imprisonment 
or death after unfair trials. The report concluded that the military 
courts were not independent from the executive authorities either in 
law or in practice; that lawyers defending political prisoners had been 
prevented from adequately representing their clients; that detainees 
charged with political offences had been subjected to excessively long 
trials and periods of pre-trial detention; and that military courts had 
repeatedly failed to investigate defendants' allegations that state­
ments had been extracted under torture. On 13 April the newspaper 
Cumhuriyet reported that Military Court No. I of Diyarbakir 
province had ruled that an admission of guilt by a defendant could be 
considered as evidence even if it had been obtained by illegal means. 

Allegations of torture of both political and criminal prisoners 
continued. Thesc related to both those held in incommunicado 
detention in police stations and prisoners in military and civilian 
prisons. Among the allegations of torture received was that of Servet 
Ziya <;:Orakli, a member of TKP-B. He was detained in Izmir on 21 
February and charged with planning the distribution of political 
leaOets at a trade union rally on 22 February. In April Amnesty 
International heard that he had been repeatedly tortured during 
detention and was severely injured. He had been admitted to a 
military hospital scveral times. 

In November Amnesty International issued a document Turkey: 
Torlllre and 11/-Treatment of Detaillees and Prisoners which stated 
that Amnesty International had not observed any fundamental 
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changes in the attitude or the practice of the police or prison officials 
relating to the torture of detainees and prisoners during the previous 
12 months. The document provided detailed infonnation about 
alleged torture during 1 985 and 1986, including statements from 
fonner prisoners who had been interviewed by Amnesty Internation­
al. The organization knew of eight deaths which occurred either in 
custody or shortly after release between January and July 1986, 
alleged to be the result of ill-treatment during interrogation. 

In December, following student protests and hunger-strikes, 
Amnesty International received details of students who had been 
detained and tortured. Among them were Sedat Karaduman and 
Sahh Turan, students at Ankara University. They were detained on 
2.6 November and held for I I  and 1 5  days respectively, during which 
tIme Salih Turan had to receive hospital treatment. Yilmaz Onay, a 
theatre director and writer who was also detained in Ankara from 22 
to 25 December, told a press conference that he had been stripped 
�aked, given electric shocks and hosed with ice<old water during his 
Interrogation by police. He gave journalists a copy of a medical report 
wh,ch he stated con finned that his body bore the signs of torture. 

In April 1986 an Istanbul military court sentenced three policemen 
to prison tenns of 10 years eight months for causing the death under 
tOrture of Mustafa Hayrullahoglu in November 1982, two days after 
he had been detained. Amnesty International had urged the authorities to investigate the cause of death (see Amnesty Imemation­
al Report 1984) . 

. A memorandum submitted to the authorities in February dealt 
WIth Amnesty International's concerns about Iranian refugees who 
could race torture, execution or imprisonment as prisoners of 
COnscIence ir returned to Iran. The memorandum included a series of 
recommendations and requests for clarification. The organization 
welcomed the willingness expressed by officials to investigate its 
reports of refoulemellt (forcible return) and the stated policy of the authorities that any Iranian who feared persecution in Iran would not 
be returned there. However, the organization continued to receive rel?'lrts of refoulemem and of Iranians seeking asylum in Turkey 
being turned back at the border before their cases could be evaluated 
by competent officials. In one border incident on 2 January, four Iranians were shot dead by Turkish border guards. In response to 
Amnesty International's appeal for infonnation the authorities said that the four were among a group entering Turkey illegally. They had 
been fired On by guards after disobeying an order to stop. A fifth �rson was wounded and later resettled in a third country. In October 
Tb mnesty International learned of several Iranians being expelled. 

e organization asked for urgent consideration to be given to 
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reviewing the procedures for dealing with Iranian refugees to protect 
them against the possibility of re/olllemelll. The authorities replied 
that the cases referred to were under investigation and assured 
Amnesty International that genuine refugees were not returned to 
Iran. 

However, an article in the Iranian newspaper Keyhan. published in 
Tehran on 29 November, reported that six people it described as 
members of the Kurdish political parties, Komaleh and the Kurdish 
Democratic Party, had been arrested in Turkey and handed over to 
the Iranian police. On 22 December Amnesty International asked the 
Turkish authorities about the six men, who could face torture or 
execution in Iran because of their suspected political activities. 

Although no executions took place during 1986, 134 death 
sentences were reported in the Turkish press. The number of people 
under sentence of death at the end of 1 986 was estimated to be 
several hundred. One hundred and twenty-four death sentences were 
awaiting ratification by the Turkish Grand National Assembly 
(TBMM). Amnesty International continued to appeal against execu­
tions and for the total abolition of the death penalty. 

Union of 
Soviet 
Socialist 
Republics 
Amnesty Inter­
national observed 
no improvement in 

the harsh and arbitrary treatment of prisoners of conscience in 1986. 
Although it learned of fewer political arrests, Amnesty International 
was disturbed that the Soviet authorities continued to imprison many 
citizens whose conscience had led them to dissent peacefully from 
official policies, and to apply compulsory psychiatric measures to 
others. There was no reduction in the number of capital offences: at 
least eight people were executed and Amnesty International learned 
of a further 17 sentenced to death. 

During 1986 Amnesty International worked On behalf of more 
than 530 individuals whom it knew or suspected to be prisoners of 
conscience, but official censorship and restrictions on freedom of 
movement, which limited the flow of information, made it probable 
that the real total was much higher. 
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In statements to audiences abroad Soviet representatives dwelt at 
length on human rights. In July the Soviet Committee for European 
Security and Cooperation marked the 1 1th anniversary of the signing 
of the Helsinki accords by announcing a plan to set up a commission 
which would "inform Soviet citizens of their rights". Amnesty 
International wrote to the committee's chairman asking which rights 
the new body would seek to promote; who would compose it, and 
how they would be appointed. It also asked if the commission would 
try to redress abuses of human rights and to raise petitions on behalf 
of individual complainants with the appropriate authorities. No reply 
had been received by the end of 1986. 

In an interview with the French newspaper L'Humanite in April, 
Mikhail Gorbachov, the General Secretary of the Communist Party 
?f the Soviet Union, maintained that there were no political prisoners 
In the USSR, but acknowledged that over 200 prisoners were serving 
�nt�nces for "'anti-state crimes". Amnesty International wrote to 
hIm In November asking for clarification of his remarks. It pointed 
Out that of the 28 laws that prohibit "anti-state crimes", Soviet courts 
had habitually applied three to punish individuals solely for express­
In� their conscientiously held beliefs, or for trying to leave the country 
without permission. The organization enclosed a sample of over 140 
cases and asked for a list of the 200 for comparison. 

At least 12 pnsoners of conscIence were unconditionally released in 
1986, either before their sentences had expired or from indefinite 
confinement. They included Academician Andrey Sakharov, who 
h�d been exiled to Gorky without charge or trial since 1980, and his 
WIfe Yelena Bonner, the Moscow Helsinki monitor. Most of thto 12 
Were apparently pardoned. In its letter to Mikhail Gorbachov, 
Amnesty I nternmional welcomed the releases but repeated its call for 
an amnesty for all Soviet prisoners of conscience. It also renewed its 
request to meet representatives of the Soviet Government to discuss 
Its concerns. 

The Soviet news media gave unusually frank coverage to social and 
pohhcal issues during 1986 in what was described as a campaign for 
glasnost - "openness". Several legal problems were debated and 
Amnesty International welcomed the proposal of certain innovations 
by high-ranking officials of the USSR Supreme Court and the 
MinIstry of Justice of the USSR. One such was that crime statistics 
should be published regularly for the first time since 1934 - a step 
Amnesty Internalional had urged so thai, for example, informed and �Ublic reassessment of the use of the death penalty could take place. �Other Propos.11 was that prisoners be permitted to see a lawyer 
w en the investIgation of their ease began, rather than only when it 
was completed. If this proposal were to be implemented Amnesty 
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International believed it might make for fairer trials and could help 
protect prisoners from ill-treatment before trial. 

Amnesty International had repeatedly expressed concern that 
current procedure made prisoners in investigation prisons particularly 
easy targets for abuse (see Amnesty Intematiol/al Report /986). They 
could be held inoommunicado for as long as nine months while their 
cases were being investigated and during that time they did not have 
to be produced before a judge or a procurator as a safeguard against 
ill-treatment. In March Amnesty International appealed for an urgent 
inquiry into the treatment of Dr Vladimir Lifshits, a Jewish 
mathematician who required 10 days' hospital treatment for concUS­
sion and a broken nose following a beating by criminals in Leningrad 
investigation prison. News of his injuries emerged only after he saw a 
lawyer. Officials had not allowed his wife to see him, nor even 
notified her of his transfer to hospital. To Amnesty International's 
knowledge no steps were taken to investigate the beating or punish 
those responsible. Dr Lifshits was later sentenced to three years' 
imprisonment in connection with his efforts to emigrate. Other 
allegations of beatings by officials, or by prisoners acting with 
apparent official consent, reached Amnesty International from 
psychiatric hospitals, prisons and corrective labour colonies. Amnesty 
International knew of no investigations into these allegations. 

Conditions in the prisons and colonies of the oorrective labour 
system where most prisoners of oonscience were held remained 
consistehUy poor. Prisoners were kept on monotonous, meagre 
rations with only rudimentary medical care, and had to meet 
excessively high work targets, often involving heavy physical labour. 
Failure to meet these targets and other infractions of the rules 
incurred administrative penalties ranging from cancellation of visits 
and letters to transfer to harsher conditions. In Amnesty Internation­
al's experience prisoners of conscience incurred the most severe of 
these penalties very quickly, and although they were legally entitled 
to appeal against their treatment in uncensored letters to the 
Procurator - who was responsible for seeing that their legal rights 
were observed - their appeals were invariably rejected. 

The experience of Anatoly Marchenko was a case in point. He was 
sentenced in 1981 to 10 years' imprisonment and five years' internal 
exile for "anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda" after he had sent 
abroad memoirs of a previous imprisonment. From 1983 he 
repeatedly complained to the procuracy that officials had handcuffed 
him and beaten him unoonscious in strict regime corrective labour 
colony Perm 35 (see Amnesty Intematiol/al Report 1985). His 
complaints were ignored. Instead labour colony officials punished 
him by cancelling his visits, placing him for long spells in solitary 
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co�finement with reduced rations, and initiating his transfer to 
Cillstopol prison, the country's han;hest corrective labour institution. 
In December Anatoly Marchenko died after an unsuccessful 
hunger-strike in which he had appealed for the prosecution of the 
officials he said had beaten him, and for a visit from his wife, whom 
he had not seen since 1984. Amnesty International had repeatedly 
appealed on his behalf. In August Mark Morozov, another long­
standlOg prisoner of conscience, died in Chistopol prison after a long 
Illness. 

Against this background Amnesty International remained dis­
turbed by the terms of the law against "malicious disobedience" 
whose introduction was described in the Amnesl)i International 
Report 1984. It carries up to five yean;' imprisonment and empowen; 
dlrecton; of prisons and corrective labour colonies to prosecute 
pnSOnen; who have incurred repeated administrative penalties. In  
1986 Soviet commentaton; sharply criticized the way courts had 
cOnvIcted criminal prisonen; of "malicious disobedience" even though 10 many instances the administrative penalties had been illegally 
Imposed in the fin;t place. Amnesty International feared that in cases 
involVing prisonen; of conscience the risk of wrongful prosecution was 
even higher. At least another eight prisonen; of conscience were 
CO
h

nvlcted of "malicious disobedience" in 1986, some only days before 
t ey completed previous sentences. From their trial documents 
Amnesty International found officials had punished them for 
aChvlhes which it considered were the legitimate exercise of human �ghts, such as wearing a cross, or requesting a Bible. Amnesty 

p
nternahonal welcomed the acquittal by judicial review of Vladimir 
oresh, Tatyana Osipova and Samuil Epshtein, previously convicted On thIS charge. 

So�let citizens were still at risk if they exercised their freedom of 
COnsclenoe in ways that did not conform to official policy and in 1986 
at least 150 people were prosecuted for doing so. No one was �cqullted of a political or religious offence to Amnesty International's 

nowledge, but the courts passed more probationary and deferred 
sentences than usual. 

Despite official moves towards gl(lSnost, individuals who communi­
cated uncensored information on controven;ial topics faced imprison­�ent under laws restricting freedom of expression. Sentences of up to 

t 
years' imprisonment and five yean;' internal exile were passed on 

a least I I  people for "anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda". One 70s a Georgian dentist, Immanuil Tvaladze, who was convicted in 

I�� of compiling an unofficial record of a major trial in Tbilisi in 

a 10 whIch four alleged hijacken; were sentenced to death. (An 
CCount of the public protests that greeted their sentences appeared in 
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Amnesty IntenUllional ReporI 1985.) Another 30 individuals received 
sentences of up to three years' imprisonment on the less serious 
charge of "circulating anti-Soviet slander". They were mostly 
religious believers convicted of distributing or printing Bibles and 
prayer books produced on home-made presses. 

Religious believers remained the largest single category of 
prisoners of conscience in 1986. Around 40 Baptists who had refused 
on principle to submit to the state's restrictions on religious freedom 
were imprisoned for up to 10 years under the laws against "anti-social 
religious activity" and "violating the laws separating church and 
state", and several Jehovah's Witnesses, Pentecostalists and Hare 
Krishna devotees were also imprisoned on these charges. Some who 
stood trial in 1986 had served previous sentences spanning 20 years 
for activities such as teaching religion to children, or writing 
theological texts. In November Amnesty International published 
information on Rudolf Klassen, a Baptist preacher from Kazakhstan 
with a history of 17 years' imprisonment, who was released in August. 

Soviet law offers no alternative to military service, and eight young 
men whose religious beliefs prevented them from bearing arms or 
swearing the military oath were imprisoned for up to three years for 
"evading regular call to active military service". Several would-be 
emigrants were also imprisoned on this charge after refusing call-up 
because they feared it would give them a security classification and 
further delay their emigration. In December Amnesty International 
produceq a paper on Imprisoned Conscientious Objectors in Ihe 
USSR drawing on the cases of 42 Jews, ethnic Germans, Baptists, 
Jehovah's Witnesses, Pentecostalists and others imprisoned on such 
charges since 1980. 

By the end of 1986 Amnesty International believed that at least 44 
prisoners of conscience were still being held against their will for 
indefinite periods in psychiatric institutions. Some had already been 
confined for over 15 years, under close supervision in special 
psychiatric hospitals, where isolation from relatives and friends made 
them especially vulnerable to ill-treatment with drugs or beatings. In 
December Amnesty International distributed a letter that had 
emerged from Alma-Ata special psychiatric hospital which illustrated 
these risks. It had been written in 1984 by Nizametdin Akhmetov, a 
worker from Bashkiria. Although Amnesty International believed he 
was still confined as a prisoner of conscience, it did not know what 
had happened to him since. During the year the authorities continued 
to use compulsory psychiatric measures to deter or puniSh acts of 
non-violent dissent. Nineteen individuals were confined on these 
grounds - most of them supporters of an unofficial peace group in 
Moscow, who were arrested going to or from the group's publiC 
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events. Several of the 19 were said to have received forcible treatment 
with powerful drugs that gave them acute physical discomfort, and a 
number were still confined at the end of 1986. 

The USSR retained 18 capital offences in peacetime and in May 
a!"ended the law against bribe-taking by officials to increase the 
CIrcumstances in which it was punishable by death. In 1986 the 
maximum sentence for prisoners whose death sentences had been 
commuted was raised from 15 to 20 years. Although Amnesty 
International interpreted this as encouragement to officials to reduce 
death sentences, it learned of no commutations in 1986. Eight 
executions and 17 death sentences were announced in the official 
press, but because of official secrecy the real total was probably 
hIgher than reported. Amnesty International appealed for clemency 10 each casc. 

In view of allegations that Soviet military personnel in Afghanistan 
were sometimes present during the torture of detainees, Amnesty 
International wrote to the Soviet President in September urging in­
vestigation of the allegations (see Afghanistan entry). 

United Kingdom 

Amnesty International was con­
cerned about the inadequacy of 
investigations into fatal shootings by 
the security forces in Northern Ire­
land. It continued to be concerned 
about judicial procedures and about 
allegations of ill-treatment of pris­

i:::--,.-'�-"";;' ..:;..,.:'d:.L_..J oners in Northern Ireland. Amnesty 
International was also concerned about the detention pending 
deportation of Amanullah Khan a Kashmiri leader in Britain, whom 
It believed might be a prisoner of conscience, and about allegations of 
Ill-treatment of prisoners in Britain. 
. Over the years Amnesty International has been concerned about 
inCIdents in Northern I reland in which members of the security forces :�ot peo!,le dead in circumstances that gave rise to allegations that 

ese kIllings were planned. Amnesty International wrole 10 the fovernment On 5 August expressing concern at Ihe government's 
allure to deal adequately with issues raised by a series of incidents :,ncc 1982 in which unarmed individuals were shot dead by security 
Orccs (see Amnesty Intemational Report 1986). The organization 
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reiterated its call for the government to set up an independent judicial 
inquiry into these issues and said that a series of trials arising from the 
killings, in which police officers had been charged with murder, had 
established that senior police officers had made efforts to conceal 
important evidence. Similar allegations were made in connection with 
an inquiry into police conduct related to the killings headed by a 
senior British police officer, John Stalker, who was removed from 
duty before his report had been completed. Amnesty International 
said that the allegations in connection with the Stalker inquiry made 
the need for an independent judicial inquiry even more pressing. The 
government replied on I September restating its opposition to setting 
up such an inquiry because it believed the existing investigative 
procetlures and laws were adequate (see Amnesty /nlernalionll/ 
Reporl /986). On 30 September Amnesty International made public 
its concerns. On 16 December it accepted an invitation from the 
Minister of State for Northern Ireland to meet government officials in 
the following year to discuss its concerns. By the end of 1986, the first 
of three parts of a report about the above-mentioned killings had 
been submitted to the Chief Constable of Northern Ireland by 
another senior British police officer, who took over the external 
inquiry from John Stalker in June 1986. 

Amnesty International was concerned about judicial procedures in 
the special "Diplock Courts" in Northern Ireland in which cases of 
alleged terrorism are heard without a jury. In particular, the 
organizati&n monitored those cases in which uncorroborated evi­
dence from alleged former accomplices, commonly known as 
"supergrasses", formed the sole basis of the prosecution's evidence. 
Four appeal hearings took place in 1986, in each of which most of the 
convictions under appeal were quashed. In July 1986. 18 people who 
had been sentenced in August 1983 on the basis of evidence given by 
Christopher Black. a former Irish Republican Army (IRA) member. 
had their convictions quashed. In exchange for giving evidence, 
Christopher Black had been granted immunity from prosecution. The 
Appeal Court judges decided that he had not been a completely 
honest or reliable witness. In the same month, the Appeal Court 
quashed a further two convictions based on the evidence of another 
IRA informer, Kevin McGrady. In November the convictions of 
eight people, some of whom had been in custody for over four years, 
were quashed, after the judges ruled that the IRA informer, Robert 
Ouigley. was an "evasive, devious, inventive and lying witness". He 
too had been given immunity from prosecution. Amnesty Interna­
tional delegates observed the appeal hearing of 27 people convicted 
on the basis of evidence given by former Irish National Liberation 
Army (INLA) member Harry Kirkpatrick. In December, 24 of the 27 



Amnesty Intemational Report 1987 Europe 327 

peOple had their convictions quashed. The jUdgment described Harry 
Kirkpatrick as a "dangerously flawed witness" whose evidence could 
not be relied on to sustain the convictions where there was no 
COrroboration. In October the Director of Public Prosecutions 
dropped the charges against some 20 people who had been accused 
on the basis of testimony by a former I RA member, Angela 
Whoriskey . 
. Amnesty International continued to investigate allegations of 
Ill-treatment of suspects detained under the anti-terrorist legislation in 
Castlereagh and Gough Barracks interrogation centres. Former 
detainees alleged that during interrogation they had been hit, kicked 
and threatened with violence against themselves and their families. 
The organization also received reports of ill-treatment of prisoners in 
erumlin Road and Magilligan prisons. 

Amnesty International investigated allegations that strip-searches 
of women prisoners in Armagh Prison, Northern Ireland, in recent 
years had not been carried out solely for security purposes, but with 
the deliberate intention of degrading or humiliating the women. As 
part of its investigation, the organization wrote to the government on 
23 February seeking clarification of the circumstances in which a 
number of strip-searches had taken place in Armagh Prison. 
Amnesty International believes that strip-searching constitutes ill­
treatment when it is carried out with the deliberate intention of 
humiliating or degrading prisoners. Furthermore, the organization 
COnsiders that thc practice of strip-searching, given its nature, is open 
to abuse and should be used only where strictly necessary. The 
government replied on 24 March stating that strip-searching was a 
rOUtine, necessary security measure, and that there was no question 
of the searches being used to degrade or humiliate prisoners. In 
November the organization wrote again to the government to say that 
Its concern had not been alleviated and to urge the government to 
reconsider its policy on strip-searching. 

Amnesty International was concerned about the detention pending 
deportation of Amanullah Khan, a Kashmiri leader who had lived in 
Britain since 1977. The organization had monitored his case since his 
arrest in September 1985, when he was charged with possessing 
chemicals in order to make explosives. In September 1986 he was 
acqUitted, but was immediately detained once again pending his 
deportation to Pakistan on unspecified grounds of national security. 
On 22 October 1986 Amnesty International wrote to the government 
stating that it believed that Amanullah Khan might be a prisoner of 
conseience, detained for his non-violent political activities in the 
United Kingdom in support of the independence of Kashmir. The 
organization asked the government to make public its reasons for 
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deciding to detain and deport him. On 13 November Amanullah 
Khan made representations to a government-appointed advisory 
panel, which has no binding powers. During the hearing he was not 
entitled to legal representation. On 17 and 19 November Amnesty 
International again appealed to the government for more detailed 
information. It pointed out in particular that the government's 
statement of the reasons for deportation contained information which 
it claimed linked him with violent activities but which Amanullah 
Khan said confused his own organization with another. On 16 
December Amnesty International telexed the government to express 
disappointment at not receiVing any replies to its letters. However, 
Amanullah Khan had been deported to Pakistan the previous day. 

In recent years, a considerable volume of new evidence and 
information has come to light in connection with the convictions and 
life sentences of 10 people for bombings of pubs in Birmingham, 
Guildford and Woolwich in 1975. The 10 persistently claimed that 
their signed confessions had been extracted by physical ill-treatment 
and threats of violence, while they were being held incommunicado. 
In December the organization requested the government to review 
the cases urgently with a view to establishing whether the prisoners 
had been fairly convicted. 

Amnesty International received allegations that Ella O'Dwyer and 
Martina Anderson, two remand prisoners in Brixton prison. London 
were being strip-searched not primarily for security reasons but in 
order to'degrade and humiliate them. On 29 May the organization 
wrote to the Home Secretary expressing concern at reports that they 
had been strip-searched more often than necessary given the strict 
security conditions under which they were being held. On 25 June the 
government replied that strip-searches were only undertaken where 
the interests of security required that they should be, and refuted any 
suggestion that they had been carried out in a manner calculated to 
harass, humiliate or degrade the women concerned. 

The report of a government-established inquiry into the interroga­
tion of eight servicemen by the UK military police in Cyprus in 1984 
was published in May 1986 (see Amnesty International Report 1986). 
It concluded that none of the servicemen had been subjected to cruel, 
inhumim or degrading treatment. However, the rCJX>r1 also con­
cluded that they had been, for part of the time, unlawfully held in 
custody during their interrogation and had been subjected to 
pressures, including isolation and repeated lengthy interviews, that 
were likely to render their statements unreliable. The government 
decided to compensate them financially for their periods of unlawful 
detention. By the end of 1986 no disciplinary proceedings had been 
brought against the military police. 
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Yugoslavia 
Amnesty InternatiDnal was con­
cerned about the imprisonment .of 
prisoners .of conscience; during 1 986 
it wDrked .on the cases .of 249 
individuals whom it knew or sus­
pected tD be prisoners .of conscience. 
but it believed that the actual 

:::::::--�L.;..,...,,.......:.....:::.'---,,J . tDtal was considerably greater. It 
prisoners were denied a fair trial 

and that. in KDSOVD in • courts had apparently relied heavily 
On evidence obtained under pressure. The organization received a 
nUmber .of allegatiDns that political prisoners had been ill-treated 
dunng investigatiDn proceedings and it continued tD be concerned 
about conditiDns in some prisons where politie.,1 prisoners were 
serving their sentences. During 1986 Amnesty InternatiDnal con­
tinued tD call fDr the release .of tWD prisoners .of conscience. RadDmir 
VelJkDVic and Milisav ZivanDvic. fDrcibly detained in the psychiatric 
sectiDn .of Belgrade Prison Ilospital since 1973 and 1976 respectively; 
In June Milisav ZivanDvic was released. Amnesty IntematiDnal 
learned .of fDur death sentences. TD its knDwledge. nD executiDns 
Were reported. 

ACCDrding tD .official statistics. in 1986. 466 people were charged 
with political crimes . .of whDm 258 were ethnic Albanians. Seventy­
three peDple were indicted fDr so-called "verbal crimes" under 
ArtIcle 133 .of the criminal code dealing with "hDstile propaganda". 
DUring 1986 Amnesty InternatiDnal learned .of some 50 trials 
InVDlving .over 180 peDple in which the accused were convicted 
O
(
'� POlitical crimes. most frequently under Article 133 and Article 136 
associatiDn fDr hostile activity") .of the criminal code. n'e situatiDn in KOSOVD prDvince cDntinued tD be grave. with 

tensiDn between the majDrity. ethnic Albanians. and the Serbian and 
Montenegrin minDrities. WhD publicly prDtested that the failure .of the 
aUthDrities tD safeguard them from attacks and pressures frDm 
Albanians was responsible fDr their continued emigratiDn from the 
prOVince. AccDrding tD .official statistics 1 .400 peDple. almost all �hnlc Albanians. were charged with political crimes in KOSOVD 

tween 1981 and mid-l986 and a further 6.500 were summarily 
sentenced fDr minor political .offences. Between April and July 1986 
mQre than 120 ethnic Albanians were sentenced in a series .of grDup 
tnals in Kosovo. They were generally cDnvicted of membership .of 
1
(
lIegal natiDnalist groups. such as the Marxist-Leninists of KOSOVD 
MLK) .or the MDvement for a Socialist Albanian Republic in 
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Yugoslavia (LRSSHJ). They were mostly accused of having demand­
ed that Kosovo should cease to be part of the Republic of Serbia and 
be itself given republic status, or of having called for the creation of 
an Albanian republic within Yugoslavia, composed of Kosovo and 
other regions with large ethnic Albanian communities, with a view to 
the eventual unification of this republic with Albania. They were 
generally found guilty of reading and distributing illegal nationalist 
literature, writing "hostile slogans", or, in some cases, of having 
contacts with political emigres. There were also cases in which the 
accused were charged with having amassed arms and planned acts of 
violence, although press reports generally gave few details of the 
supporting evidence and it was noticeable that defence counsel 
frequently asked for the charge to be changed to one of "hostile 
propaganda". Among prisoners of conscience adopted by Amnesty 
International were Sahit Berisha and five co-defendants sentenced in 
Pec in June to prison terms of between seven months and five years. 
Sahit Berisha and two other unemployed men in their twenties were 
convicted of being members of LRSSHJ. At their trial they denied 
this; in its written decision the only evidence cited by the court in 
support of its finding was statements made by the defendants during 
investigation proceedings, which they had subscquently retracted, 
saying they had been induced to make them under threats and 
pressure from state sccurity officers. Four other defendants were 
found guilty of "hostile propag,mda" for having possessed, read or 
given tll another person to read, illegal nationalist literature. 
Amnesty International sought further information in connection with 
one of these. 

Despite public pressure to reformulate Article 133 ("hostile 
propaganda") in such a way as to prevent its use to penalize the 
non-violent exercise of the right to freedom of expression , it was not 
amended. The abuses to which its formulation led were, in Amnesty 
International's view, illustrated by the conviction in Tuzla of Jovan 
Nikolic, a retired art teacher, Obren Jovic, a dentist, and Bogdan 
Antic, a doctor. The charges against them arose out of conversations 
they were alleged to have had with friends and colleagues, in which 
they criticized Yugoslavia's political and economic system, claimed 
that Serbs were discriminated against in Bosnia-Hercegovina, and 
denigrated other Yugoslav peoples, in particular Muslims. The 
defendants denied the charges and witnesses retracted their previouS 
testimony or altered it, several alleging that they had given their 
original statements after being threatened by police. There was also 
no proof of counter-revolutionary intent on the part of the 
defendants, a necessary element of the offence. However, they were 
found guilty under Article 133, as well as under Article 157 
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(:'damaging the reputation of the state" - for having allegedly 
nd,culed the late President Tito). Obren Jovic and Jovan Nikolic 
were sentenced to five and a half and five years' imprisonment 
respectively in March. Bogdan Antic, who because of ill-health was tned separately in November, was sentenced to four years' imprison­
ment. Unlike the other two, he remained at liberty pending appeal. 

Amnesty International also adopted Halil Mehtic, a Muslim imam 
sentenced to three years' imprisonment in Zcnica in April under 
A.rtlcle 134 for "inciting national, racial and religious hatred" . The 
Charges were based on statements he allegedly made in sermons and 
during religious classes in which he supposedly preached the moral 
superiority of Muslims over Serbs and Croats and urged Muslims not 
to associate with or marry people of other faiths. Halil Mehtic 
produced witnesses who said that he had not made the statements of 
Which he was accused, as well as other evidence testifying to his lack of religious or national prejudice. The same day, a court in Banja 
LUka (also in Bosnia-Hercegovina) sentenced a Roman Catholic 
priest, Father Filip Lukenda. also under Article 134, to four years' Imprisonment, on similar charges. In November his sentence was reduced to two and a half years on appeal. Amnesty International 
SOught further information about his trial. 

The issue of conseientious objection to military service became the Subject of public diseussion after the Socialist Youth Alliance of 
Slovenia in October proposed alternative civilian service for conseien­
hous Objectors. Outside Sloveni. this proposal generally met with Official censure. Amnesty International adopted Ivan Cecko, a Jehovah's Witness from Slovenia who was sentenced in October to five years' imprisonment by Belgrade Military Court for refusing 
mlhtary service on religious grounds. It was his third sentence for this Offence and he had already spent seven years in prison. lie was released in December when the Supreme Military Court, following an appeal, ordered his retrial. 

Detailed information that Amnesty International obtained on a ��mber of political trials reinforced its earlier concerns about the 
l
alrness of trials for political detainees. Amnesty International was, 
Or ,"stance, concerned at the tendency of courts to rely heavily on testimony obtained during investigation proceedings, even when this 

Was retracted in court on the grounds that it had been obtained under pressure and threat. Amnesty International also noted the frequent reluctance of courts to examine witnesses or other proposed evidence fOr the defence, thus heavily weighting the case in favour of the 
prosecution. There were also complaints that defence counsel were Impeded in their work in various ways, such as by being denied 
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private consultations with their clients and adequate access to records 
of investigation proceedings. 

Amnesty International learned of allegations made by a number of 
ethnic Albanian political prisoners that they had been ill-treated 
during pre-trial proceedings. In September the organization urged the 
authorities to investigate allegations that Peter Ivezaj . an ethnic 
Albanian living in the USA with dual US and Yugoslav citizenship. 
had been ill-treated after his arrest on 19 August while visiting 
relatives in Montenegro. On 8 October he was sentenced to seven 
years' imprisonment in Titograd on charges of belonging to an emigre 
organiz,'tion. the American-Albanian Student Association. in Detroit 
and of having taken part in anti-Yugoslav demonstrations in several 
US cities. Ilis arrest and trial aroused protest in the USA and twO 
days after his conviction he was released and allowed to return home. 
He subsequently stated that after arrest he was for three days denied 
food and was on three occasions beaten. kicked and punched by 
prison guards. At another trial (in Pristina in June). involving 23 
ethnic Albanians said to be members of MLK. one of the aceused. 
Kadri Raka. a minor. said that he had been forced to confess falsely 
to planning to place explosives in buildings by state security officers. 
Amnesty International'S concerns about the treatment of political 
detainees in Kosovo were further aggravated by allegations that Male 
Morina. an ethnic Albanian student. had committed suicide in Pec on 
I I  Dec<:mber. a month after his arrest. It was alleged that he killed 
himself in a state of severe depression induced by the ill-treatment he 
suffered. 

Amnesty Intcrn(ltional did-not receive any information which 
would suggest that the harsh conditions in certain prisons where 
politic,,1 prisoners were held had improved (see Amnesty flllemation­
a/ Ref)Ort f986). In March Dobroslav Paraga. a former prisoner of 
conscience (see Amnesty fntenwtionaf Report f98/). sued the 
Croatilln Secretariat for Justice for permanent damage to his health 
resulting from prison conditions and ill-treatment in detention from 
1980 to 1984. 

Amnesty International learned of three death sentences imposed 
for murder. It appealed to the State Presidency to commute the death 
sentence on Andrija Artukovic for war crimes after it had been 
confirmed by the Federal Court; the organization explained its 
unconditional opposition to the death penalty. Amnesty International 
did not learn of any executions. 



The Middle East 
and North Africa 

Algeria 

Amnesty International 
was concerned about 
the continued impris­
onment of prisoners of 
conscience; the arrest 

Of . rights activists; trial proceedings which did not conform to 'nternationally recognized standards for fair trial; allegations of torture and ill-treatment during detention; allegations of deaths in 
CUstody as a result of torture ; and the death penalty. 

During 1 986 Amnesty International appealed for the immediate and unconditional release of 22 prisoners of conscience, sentenced to terms of between six months' and three years' imprisonment by the State Security Court in Medea in December 1985. The charges aga'nst them included membership of two unauthorized associa­hons, the Algerian League of Human Rights and the Association 
des [ils des martyrs, Sons of the Martyrs. In March Amnesty International replied to the Algerian Minister of Justice's letter of December 1985 (see Amnesty International Report 1986) repeating Its �easons for considering them to be prisoners of conscience, stahng that the prisoners had been convicted for exercising non-violently their fundamental rights to freedom of expression �nd assOciation. Amnesty International learned of the release of 
d

l of these prisoners. A twelfth, Fettouma Ouzegane, remained in 
etenllon after completing her sentence. She was convicted of �n

_tempt of court in another trial. Among those released was 
h 

a'tre Ali Vahia Abdennour. President and founding member of t e Algerian League of Human Rights. 
I In November Amnesty International received reports that a 
t�

rge number of people had been arrested following demonstra­
'ons 'n Constantine and Setif during November and that four 
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people had died during the events in Constantine. Amnesty 
International wrote to the authorities about trials in which 186 of 
those arrested were sentenced to between two ,md eight years' 
imprisonment. reportedly for public order offences. Amnesty 
International requested details of the charges against them. the 
legal position of those still untried, and details of the trial 
proceedings, following reports that a large number of those tried 
had been denied the right to defence lawyers. Amnesty Interna­
tional also asked whether the reported deaths had occurred, and if 
so, for details of the circumstances surrounding them. 

In  December Amnesty International telexed the authorities 
about the reported re-arrest on 15 December of Mailre Ali Yahia 
Abdennour. Amnesty International asked for the reasons for his 
arrest, his place of detention and what his legal position was. 
Amnesty International urged his immediate release if he were not 
to be charged with a criminal offence. 

In December Amnesty International submitted to the author­
ities its report on the trial before the State Security Court in 
Medea in December 1 985 of 40 people on charges including 
conspiracy against the security of the state, forming an armed gang 
and possession of arms. Amnesty International was concerned that 
the defendants had been kept in garde tl vue (incommunicado) 
detention in policc or military security custody longer than the 
legal maximum period. Most of the defendants alleged that they 
were subtected to torture and other forms of ill-treatment during 
interrogation, and that confessions invoked as evidence in court 
had been extracted under torture or the threat of torture. It 
appeared that the pre-trial investigation before the juge d'inslruc­
lioll (investigating judge) was mostly carried out in the absence of 
defence lawyers, and that not all of the defendants were informed 
of their rights, including the right to be assisted by defence 
lawyers, nor immediately informed of the charges against them. 
The majority of the defence lawyers were appointed by the court 
at the opening of the trial and therefore had little knowledge of the 
case. The court refused the defence request to postpone the trial 
for a few days in order to prepare a defence. The prosecution 
appeared to be based principally on statements by the defendants 
made during interrogation by the police or military security. No 
witnesses were called by the prosecution. Amnesty International 
asked to be informed of any inquiries into the allegations of 
torture and, if none had been undertaken, urged impartial and 
public investigations. It also stated that if the allegations were 
confirmed, a public retrial or an independent judicial review of the 
verdict and the sentences should be ordered; the victims should be 
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compensated and those found responsible should be brought to 
Justice. 

In  November Amnesty International asked the authorities for 
details of the circumstances of two reported deaths in detention 
and one reported death after release from police custody. 
According to Amnesty International's information, Abdelwahab 
Abderrahman was called for questioning by police in mid-J uly, 
kept in secret detention at the Central Commissariat in Oran, and 
his body later returned to his family. The police reportedly stated 
that he had died in a car accident. Mustapha Arris was arrested by 
security police in late September and returned to his home 
suffering from serious injuries. He died in Oran Hospital soon 
afterwards. Salem Lamali, reportedly detained without charge 
sInce October 1983 in 8errouaghia Prison, is believed to have died 
between 15 and 20 September following an operation. 

Amnesty International learned of five executions carried out 
during 1986 and of five death sentences passed on individuals 
convicted of murder. Amnesty International appealed to the 
authorities in all cases, expressing the organization's unconditional 
opposition to the death penalty and urging that all death sentences 
be commuted. 

Bahrain 

Repons of two deaths 
in custody, allegedly as 
a result of torture, 
reached Amnesty In­
ternational during 1986. 

The organization was also concerned by reports of torture and 
III:treatment of convicted political prisoners and of detainees held 
WIthout charge for interrogation. Information allegedly obtained through torture was admitted and used as evidence in a political trial. 
The organization was concerned about the continuing imprisonment of political prisoners who were possibly prisoners of conscience, and about reports of detention without charge or trial of political 
oPPOnents of the government. 

Throughout 1986 Amnesty International called on the government to set up impartial inquiries into all allegations of torture and to ensure that torture did nol occur. Specifically, Amnesty International 
urged that a limit be placed on incommunicado detention, and that 
detamees be permitted access to lawyers and to relatives shortly after 
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arrest and at regular intervals afterwards. The organization also urged 
the authorities to ratify human rights instruments outlawing torture. 

On 9 September Amnesty International expressed concern about 
the reported death in custody of Radhi Mahdi Ibrahim, one of a 
group of 73 people involved in an alleged coup attempt in 1981, who 
had been sentenced to 15 years' imprisonment. He reportedly died in 
AI Jaw prison as a result of torture or ill-treatment and insufficient 
medical care. On 22 September concern was again expressed 
following the death in AI Qala' prison, Manama, of Or Hashim 
Ismail AI Alawi, reportedly as a result of torture. Or AI Alawi was 
detained in late August, reportedly for being in possession of leaOets 
criticizing the government. 

Amnesty International repeatedly raised the case of five men 
reportedly tortured in AI Qala' prison while held in incommunicado 
detention between June and October 1985. The five - Fahd Jabbar 
AI Mudahaki, Abderrahim Abderrahim As-Sa'iy, Qasim Ahmad AI 
Hillal, Abdullah Husscin Al'lysa and Radi Mahdi As-Samak - were 
apparently charged under Article 159 of the criminal code with 
membership of an illegal organization. Amnesty International 
received reports that the case against them was based solely on 
confessions obtained through torture. Amnesty International sought 
information about the procedures followed in this case, and details of 
the court, but no reply was received. On I September the 
organiz'1jion made public its concern. 

At the end of 1986 Amnesty International was continuing to 
investigate the cases of 1 3  possible prisoners of conscience. They were 
detained for between five and 1 0  years, some without charge or trial 
(see Amllesty IlIIemational Report 1985). The organization learned of 
the release of Radi Makki AI Jabal, and was still trying to confirm 
reports that Nader Abu Orees and Mirza Muhammad Ali Fardan had 
also been released. 

On 20 August Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of the 
Interior seeking information about some 15 people who had been 
detained since July becausc of their political views. On 24 November 
it wrote again about reports that some 30 political prisoners were held 
in AI Qala' prison without charge or trial. The organization called for 
detainees held solely for their non-violent political views to be 
released, and any others to be given a fair and prompt trial. It also 
sought assurances that the detainees were not being ill-treated. 
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Egypt 
Amnesty International's 
concerns included the 
short-tenn detention of 
hundreds of political 
prisoners, some of 

whom were prisoners of conscience, under state of emergency 
legislation; the detention of other individuals because of their 
religious or political beliefs; torture; and the use of the death penalty. 

Amnesty International was concerned that state of emergency 
legislation appeared to be used to silence criticism of the government 
Or to limit freedom of religious expression, and that prisoners of 
COnscience were held without charge or trial under its provisions. The 
organization's concern was increased by evidence that certain 
mdividuals were arrested repeatedly. Amnesty International has 
frequently expressed its concern that this legislation contains insuffi­
cient safeguards to ensure that violations of the I nternational 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, to which Egypt is a party, do 
not occur; particularly with regard to freedom of expression and the 
nght to be charged and tried within a reasonable period of time. In 
May, the Egyptian parliament voted to extend the state of emergency 
for a further two years. 

Hundreds of members and supporters of various Islamic groups 
Were detained without charge or trial under state of emergency 
legislation, some of whom might have been prisoners of conscience. 
In March Amnesty International wrote to the authorities expressing 
liS Concern about the detention of 15 students from Minya University, 
fOr allegedly producing and distributing unauthorized leaflets and 
magazines. In May Amnesty (llternational sought further information 
about the arrest and detention of 55 men, including the prominent 
religious leader Dr Omar Abdul Rahman, following clashes with 
security forces at a religious meeting in Aswan on 30 April. Amnesty 
International received further reports of the arrests of large numbers 
of Islamic activists throughout 1986 from all parts of the country, as 
:-"ell as allegations that some of these detainees had been tortured or 
Ill-treated. Some defendants in cases referred for trial involving 
Islamic groups were tried in (Emergency) Supreme State Security 
CoUrts before a military tribunal, instead of the usual tribunal of 
CIvilian jUdges. Other detainees held under state of emergency 
legislation included members of various non-orthodox religious 
groups. Amnesty International believed that these detainees might 
have been prisoners of conscience. 

DUring 1986 Amnesty International learned of many arrests in 
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connection with trade union activity. On 7, 8 and 9 February over 300 
arrests were reported in the industrial town of Mahalla AI Kubra in 
connection with a strike by textile workers. Amnesty International 
asked the authorities for the reason for these arrests, and called for 
those detained solely for taking part in non-violent trade union 
activity to be released. After two weeks, 33 were still in detention, 
but they were all released without charge in April. 

A rail strike on 9 July led to the arrest of hundreds of railworkers in 
Cairo. Forty-five of them were still in detention in October and 37 of 
the 45 were charged and referred for trial before an (Emergency) 
Supreme State Security Court under Article 374 of the penal code 
which forbids strikes by workers in the public sector. The court 
released all the railworkers in late October, but their trial was still 
continuing at the end of 1986. 

In December Amnesty International sought further information 
about the detention of 44 alleged members of a secret communist 
organization, AI-Tiyar Alh-Thawri, The Revolutionary Tendency, 
detained in Cairo for reportedly producing and distributing publica­
tions critical of government policy. 

A number of individuals were detained apparently because of their 
conversion from Islam to Christianity. Six members of the Coptic 
Evangelical Church were arrested between January and May, 
apparently because of their decision to convert to the Christian faith. 
The six were released from detention in July, but charges under 
Article 98 of the penal code, concerning attempting to divide 
national unity, were not dropped. Two Moroccan and two Tunisian 
Christians were detained in Alexandria in similar circumstances on 24 
April. The four were deported to France in October after six months' 
imprisonment without formal charge. 

On 24 May the verdict in two cases relating to the banned Egyptian 
Communist Party was announced. In the first, 12 people were 
convicted of producing and possessing publications undermining the 
basic principles of the constitution, the political system, and society. 
They were sentenced to between one and three years' imprisonment. 
In the second, related, case 22 people were convicted, but their 
sentences of one to three years had to be ratified by President 
Mubarak before coming into force. Of the 12 convicted in the first 
case, nine were imprisoned, the remaining three having escaped 
arrest. Amnesty International believed them to be prisoners of 
conscience, held for their non-violent opposition to government 
policies. Two people received prison sentences in both cases, which 
were to run consecutively. 

In June Egypt acceded to the UN Convention against Torture and 

Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. 
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Amnesty International wrote to the authorities welcoming this step, 
and seeking information about procedures and results of investiga­
tions into allegations of torture since October 198 1 .  No reply was 
received. 

In September Amnesty International wrote to the government 
expressing its concern about reports that defendants in cases 
involving certain Islamic groups had been tortured. The letter named 
43 members and supporters of Islamic groups detained for allegedly 
taking part in attacks on cinemas, video tape shops, and shops selling 
alcohol, and for alleged anti-government activities, who had re­
portedly been tortured in Tora Prison. The torture methods 
described to Amnesty International included: electric shocks, 
cigarettes being extinguished on the skin, beating with sticks and 
whips, and forcible insertion of objects into the anus. Official forensic 
medical reports stated that in some cases the physical scarring was 
consistent with the alleged method and timing of torture. Amnesty 
International called for all allegations of torture to be impartially 
Investigated, and asked what measures had been taken to ensure that 
tOrture did not occur in Egypt's prisons. No reply was received. 

Amnesty International noted reports that approximately 40 
members of the security police had been charged in connection with 
allegations of torture made by defendants in the mass trials of alleged 
members of the AI lihad organization, who were arrested in 198 1 .  
Th e  first hearing i n  this trial before South Cairo Criminal Court took 
place On 23 December 1986, and further hearings were scheduled for 
February 1987. Other members of the security forces were reportedly 
under investigation in connection with allegations of torture. 

The organization was concerned by the death in a prison hospital of 
Suleiman Khater on 7 January. He had been sentenced to life 
Imprisonment in December 1985 for the murder of seven Israeli 
civilians at the Egypt/Israel border in the Sinai Desert. Official 
reports that he had committed suicide were widely questioned, and 
Amnesty International called for a public inquiry into the circum­
stances surrounding his death. 

Amnesty International recorded 14 death sentences in 1'IH6; 12 for 
drug-related offences and two for murder. In each case Amnesty 
International sought commutation of the death sentences. Three 
executions were recorded by the organization in the course of the 
year; all the victims had been convicted of murder. 
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Iran 
In 1986 Amnesty Inter­
national recorded 1 1 5 
executions for political 
and criminal offences, 
but believed the actual 

was much higher; political prisoners were sentenced in unfair 
held in camera with no access to a lawyer or right of appeal; and 

an unknown number of people believed to be prisoners of conscience 
continued to be incarcerated. Reports of torture and ill-treatment of 
political detainees continued to be received, and the organization 
recorded a number of cases of stoning to death, amputation of 
fingers, mutilation and flogging, carried out as forms of judicial 
punishment. 

In a memorandum to the government dated 8 August, Amnesty 
International examined provisions of Iran's Islamic Penal Code in the 
light of international human rights standards, including the Interna­
tional Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR), to which Iran 
is a party, and submitted a series of 10 related recommendations. 
Amnesty International pointed out that many punishments provided 
for in the penal code, such as stoning to death, crucifixion, 
mutilation, amputation and flogging, constituted cruel, inhuman or 
degrading"reatment. Amnesty International recommended that they 
be replaced by other more humane punishments, consistent with 
international standards for the treatment and punishment of offen­
ders. Other recommendations included a review of the use of 
confessions as a primary method of proof, which Amnesty Interna­
tional feared encouraged the use of torture or ill-treatment during 
interrogation, and of legislation which could be used to incarcerate 
prisoners of conscience. Amnesty International was particularly 
concerned that there appeared to be no legal limit to incommunicado 
detention, and urged a review of the penal procedural code to ensure 
the protection of detainees from torture, and the right to a fair and 
prompt trial. Amnesty International stated that it wished to 
contribute to the discussion in Iran before the final approval of the 
Islamic Penal Code of Iran, which had initially been approved for a 
five-year trial period and was to undergo a process of assessment 
before it was finally approved. 

A second memorandum, dated 20 November, was sent to the 
authorities explaining Amnesty International's concerns in Iran: the 
incarceration of prisoners of conscience; the practice of arbitrary 
arrest and detention on political grounds; unfair trials of political 
prisoners; the use of torture and ill-treatment; and the application of 
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the death penalty and other judicial punishments constituting torture 
or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment. Amnesty International 
again made a series of recommendations to the Iranian authorities to 
improve respect for human rights. 

Amnesty International sought comments on the two memoranda 
and proposed that they should be the basis for discussions between 
the organization and the government. It was ready to send a 
delegation to Tehran specifically for this purpose. Amnesty Interna­
tional requested a response by 31 December but none was received. 

During 1986 Amnesty International recorded 1 15 executions, some 
of which were carried out in public. The organization did not believe 
that this figure represented the actual number of executions, which 
was probably considerably higher. Nevertheless, the figure was 
substantially lower than those recorded in previous years. Amnesty 
International continued throughout 1 986 to appeal for an end to 
executions and for the death penalty to be replaced by alternative 
punishments. In most cases, as in previous years, Amnesty Interna­
lIonal did not learn about death sentences until after execution had 
taken place. However, in some political and criminal cases in which 
news of death sentences reached the organization before execution 
took place, Amnesty International appealed for their commutation. 
Among those executed during 1986 were members of various political 
groups and organizations, as well as three members of the Baha'i 
faith. Since the early 1980s most executions of suspected opposition 
activists have not been officially announced, and the majority of the 
executions recorded have been reportedly for criminal offences such 
as murder and drug trafficking. However, Amnesty International has 
received reports that some of those executed in recent years 
OStensibly for such criminal offences were in fact punished for their 
political activities. Most executions in Iran were by hanging or 
firing-squad but Amnesty International learned of six men and two 
women who were executed by stoning to death. They had been 
convicted on charges which included adultery, organizing prostitution 
and murder. Several other sentences of stoning were recorded but it 
was not known if they were carried out. 

Amnesty International learned of hundreds of political arrests 
dUring 1986. Reports of releases of political prisoners or reductions in 
their sentences also reached the organization. Thousands of political 
pnsoners were believed to be held but, as in previous years, Amnesty 
International was not able to estimate their number, nor how many 
Were prisoners of conscience. Amnesty International's memorandum 
of 20 November called for the immediate and unconditional release 
of all prisoners of conscience, and for an end to arbitrary arrest and 
detention on politIcal grounds. Amnesty International was concerned 
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that some prisoners who had completed their prison sentences 
nevertheless remained incarcerated. 

In July a number of leading members of the medical profession and 
doctors throughout the country were arrested after a strike in protest 
against government measures to close llown the elected governing 
body of their professional association, and to introduce a parliamen­
tary bill which would significantly reduce the association's autonomy. 
Some of those arrested were elderly and in poor health. Amnesty 
International called for the immediate release of the arrested doctors 
who, it believed, had been detained as a result of their non-violent 
opposition to changes within their professional association. Most 
were released shortly afterwards, but several former board members, 
including the Secretary General, were sentenced to terms of internal 
exile of between 12 and 18 months. Other political arrests included 
those of suspected members of opposition organizations. 

Amnesty International remained concerned about the conduct of 
political trials, which appeared to be summary and provided no right 
of appeal. Virtually all political c..ses were heard by Islamic 
Revolutionary Courts. Amnesty International believed that the 
regulations governing these courts did not guarantee a fair trial and 
that, in practice, even the safeguards provided by the regulations 
were not adhered to. The organization was particularly concerned 
that political detainees had no access at any stage of the judicial 
process te a defence lawyer and that trial proceedings were held in 
camera. Many political defendants were not told in advance what the 
charges against them were, and were not allowed to present evidence 
in their defence, such as calling witnesses. Amnesty International 
considered that such procedures fell far short of internationally 
accepted standards for fair trial, including those set down in Article 
14 of the ICCPR. Amnesty International's memorandum and 
recommendations to the government set out the minimum standards 
for a fair trial, to include, among other things, the right to a defence 
lawyer of the detainee's own choosing and the right to appeal against 
conviction and sentence. 

Amnesty International continued to receive reports of physical and 
psychological torture of political detainees in prisons and detention 
centres throughout the country despite the constitutional provision 
forbidding such practices. The organization had received hundreds of 
reports of torture and ill-treatment over recent years. The detail in 
these reports, their number and their consistency made it clear that 
torture had been widespread, and that in some prisons and detention 
centres it had been routinely practised. Torture took place, according 
to Amnesty International's information, immediately after arrest and 
during incommunicado detention. Torture was usually inflicted on 
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prisoners in order to extract confessions about political activities, and 
names of political activists. Another motive for torture was to induce 
prisoners to renounce their political or religious beliefs and some­
times to appear on television denouncing their former views. The 
methods most commonly reported to Amnesty International were 
beating, whipping and being suspended for long periods by the arms 
Or wrists. 

Amnesty International was concerned about the continued use of 
punishments such as flogging for a wide range of offences. and 
amputation of fingers for repeated acts of theft. Some floggings were 
carried out immediately after sentencing, with no possibility of appeal 
against verdict or sentence. Amnesty International recorded I I  cases 
of judicially imposed amputation in 1985 and the first half of 1986. In 
May a convicted thief had four fingers of his right hand severed by a 
special machine, in front of reporters, legal officials and prisoners, in 
Mashad. Amnesty International also recorded a number of cases in 
which prisoners were flogged before being executed. Amnesty 
International's memorandum urged a prompt and thorough review of 
the training of law enforcement officials, proposed detailed measures 
to safeguard detainecs from torture or ill-treatment. in particular 
hmlts to incommunicado detention, and called for an independent 
Investigation into all allegations of such treatment with a view to 
compensating the victims and bringing those responsible to justice. 

In February Amnesty International submitted a written statement 
to the 42nd session of the UN Commission on Human Rights. The 
statement summarized the organization's concerns and called on the 
Iranian authorities to comply with international hum,m rights stand­
ards to which they were committed. In March the commission voted 
t? extend for a further year the mandate of the Special Representa­
live to monitor the human rights situation in Iran. 

On 4 December the UN Geneml Assembly adopted Resolution 
41/ 159, noting the interim report submitted by the newly appointed 
SpeCial Representative of the Commission on I l uman Rights on the 
human rights siguation in Iran. The report expressed concern over 
the specific and detailed allegations of violations of human rights and 
Urged the Government of Iran to uphOld the rights in the ICCPR. 
The resolution urged the government to allow the Special Represen­
tative to visit the country, and concluded with a decision to continue 
to examine the human rights situation in Iran at the 42nd session of 
the Gcneral Assembly. 
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Iraq 
Amnesty International's 
concerns continued to 
be the widespread 
arbitrary arrest and 
detention of hundreds 

of political prisoners, including possible prisoners of conscience; the 
long-term detention of political prisoners without trial, or after 
summary trials; the routine use of torture by the security forces; 
"disappearances"; the increase in the number of capital offences and 
the large number of judicial and extrajudicial executions, including 
executions for political offences. 

An amnesty was declared in April for certain prisoners sentenced 
by civil and military courts. Enacted by Revolutionary Command 
Council ( RCC) Resolution No. 387, it did not extend to prisoners 
convicted of murder, adultery, espionage, drug offences and those 
sentenced to death. Amnesty International was unable to verify how 
many prisoners were released. In September an amnesty was 
declared for army deserters who had given themselves up to the 
authorities between 28 July and 6 August ( RCC Resolution No. 675). 

Among the hundreds who continued to be detained in 1986 were 
members of prohibited political parties; other suspected government 
opponents or critics; army deserters and draft resisters refusing to 
fight in the war against Iran; student demonstrators; and relatives of 
such people arrested as hostages in lieu of suspects sought by the 
government. 

As in previous years Amnesty International received reports of 
widespread arbitrary arrests of suspected government opponents and 
innocent civilians. as well as allegations of torture and deliberate 
killings by government forces. The organization raised these concerns 
in a speech to the United Nations Commission on Human Rights on 
I I  March. It referred to the "disappearance" of about 300 Kurdish 
children arrested in Sulaimaniya between late September and 
mid-October 1985 (see Amflesty ifllemDtiofla/ Report /986). On 20 
January the organization had appealed urgently for official clarifica­
tion of the reasons for their detention, c.alling for the release of all 
children held because of the political activities of their parents or 
relatives. It also called for an investigation into reports that some of 
the children had been tortured, and that three of them had died in 
custody as a result. Their bodies were allegedly found in the streets on 
the outskirts of Sulaimaniya, their clothes bloodstained and their 
bodies bearing signs of torture. Amnesty International reiterated its 
concerns in a letter dated 19 February to President Saddam Hussain. 
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On 25 April, the government responded by stating that it had "found 
such allegations totally false". Amnesty International also referred to 
reports of the killing of some 300 people in Sulaimaniya and Arbil in 
October 1985, and the arrest of hundreds of others whose fate and 
whereabouts were unknown (see Amnesty Imemational Report 1986). 
The organization had sent urgent appeals in December of that year, 
and reiterated its concerns in its letter of 19 February 1986. In August 
Amnesty International received a response from Iraq's Ambassador 
to the United Kingdom in which he stated that " . . .  the allegations 
were pure fabrication clothed with a figure and a venue to make them 
appear credible." 

In late March and early April a large number of civilians, including 
students, were reported to have been arrested in Arbil, in northern 
Iraq, following an assassination attempt in March on the Governor of 
Arbil by Kurdish opposition forces. Fifteen students were subse­
quently executed (see belOW), and the others "disappeared". In July 
Amnesty International urged the authorities to release all those 
detained during these events unless they were to be charged. No 
response was received. 

Amnesty International continued to be concerned about the 
routine torture and ill-treatment of detainees in the custody of the 
security forces. The victims included political prisoners tortured to 
force them to sign "confessions" or to renounce their political 
affiliations. Over the years the government had denied allegations of 
torture even when supported by detailed medical evidence. It had also 
failed to show that such allegations were ever investigated or that any 
perpetrators were brought to justice. 

Some detainees were reported to have died as a result of torture, 
such as Tayar Salim Muhammad, an l 8-year-old student and member 
of the banned Kurdistan Democratic Party (KDP). He was detained 
in October 1985 and was reported to have died under torture in July. 
Amnesty International called for an investigation into his death and 
IOto reports of the torture of two other KDP members before their 
execution in November. The bodies of Mahdi Ibrahim Muhammad 
and 'Abed Taha Ibrahim were returned to their families on 8 
November; their fingernails had reportedly been extracted and their 
eyes gouged out. 

Amnesty International appealed to the authorities on numerous 
OCcasions following reports of the execution of large numbers of 
people. The organization received reports that hundreds were 
executed during 1986 but it had insufficient information to ascertain 
the precise number. Among those executed were said to be army 
deserters, members of banned political parties, suspected govern­
ment opponents and students. Many of them were said to have been 
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executed without trial or after summary trials by the Revolutionary 
Court with procedures which fell short of international standards. A 
number of people convicted of criminal offences were also executed 
during 1986. 

On 3 January Amnesty International appealed to the government 
following reports of the execution of nine members of the banned 
Kurdistan Socialist Party-Iraq (KSP-I) in August and November 
1985, as well as the execution in November 1985 of a KDP member. 
The government stated that in all three cases they were " . . .  ex­
ecuted for their crimes including carrying out sabotage activities using 
explosives and weapons against the peaoe and security of innocent 
citizens. [They] were granted a fair trial where all judicial and legal 
measures were fully respected according to the Iraqi constitution and 
the laws in foroe, including the right to have court-appointed lawyers 
defending them.'· The government did not respond to the organiza­
tion's additional appeals for an investigation into reports of the 
execution of large numbers of political prisoners and army deserters 
in Abu Ghraib and Mosul prisons in November 1985 (see Amnesty 
International Report 1986). On 13 February appeals were sent 
following reports of the execution of four KDP members and two 
students from the Technical Secondary School in Sulaimaniya in 
Deoember 1985 and January 1986. No response was reoeived. In 
Deoember further appeals were sent following reports of the 
execution·of five KSP-I members in August in Abu Ghraib prison 
and seven KDP members between August and November. Earlier in 
the year, nine other KDP members were reportedly executed in 
Mosul, Kirkuk and Baghdad. In its appeals, Amnesty International 
expressed fears for the lives of 16 other KSP-I members detained in 
Abu Ghraib prison who were said to be facing the death penalty. 

Amnesty International also appealed on behalf of a number of 
people sentenoed to death for criminal offenoes. On 27 May it 
appealed on behalf of a number of Egyptian workers sentenoed to 
death for forging travel documents. On 3 June the organization 
learned that the death sentences passed on 10 Egyptians had been 
commuted. On 22 August Amnesty International reoeived a letter 
from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, stating that the 10 Egyptians 
were among a larger group arrested on charges of forging passports, 
residence cards and official stamps. The defendants had also been 
charged with smuggling currency abroad and economic sabotage. 
They were tried by a Revolutionary Court. 

In October Amnesty International appealed to the authorities 
following the execution of seven Iraqis on Charges of economic 
corruption. The seven, among them 'Abd al-Mun'im Hassan 'Alwan, 
under-secretary at the Ministry of Oil in Baghdad, were allegedly 
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involved in facilitating contracts for foreign companies in return for 
bribes. Neither the trial nor the executions were public. The death 
sentences were passed on 19 August and ratified by presidential 
decree on 31 August. In a letter to Amnesty International dated I I 
November, Iraq's Ambassador to the USA stated that the executions 
" . . .  took place in accordance with the penal code of Iraq [and) were 
carried out with full respect for the due process of law." 

Amnesty International remained concerned about the continued 
enactment of legislation increasing the number of capital offences. 
On 4 November Article 225 of the penal code was amended by RCC 
Resolution No. 840. The amendment prescribes the death penalty for 
publicly inSUlting the President of the Republic or deputy, the 
Revolutionary Command Council, the Arab Socialist Ba'th Party, the 
National Assembly or the government with the intent of mobilizing 
public opinion against the authorities. 

In July Amnesty International appealed following reports that 21 
people had been killed in northern Iraq, whom the organization 
believed might have been extrajudicially executed. Fifteen of them 
were students from secondary schools and the University of Salah 
ai-Din who were reportedly arrested and summarily executed in 
�ublic in Arbil between 27 March and 3 April. In another incident, 
s'" detainees were reportedly summarily executed in public outside 
Sulaimaniya Central prison on 9 April. The victims, sympathizers with 
the banned Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK), were all said to be 
under 18.  No response was received to the organization's appeals. 

In late February Amnesty International appealed to the authorities 
fOllowing reports that two Iraqi students expelled from France on 19 
February had been detained upon arrival in Iraq. Fawzi Hamza 
al-Ruba'i and Muhammad Hassan Khair ai-Din had reportedly said 
they were afraid of returning to Iraq. Amnesty International 
requested details of their legal status and whereabouts and sought 
assurances that their safety would be guaranteed and that they would 
be permitted aocess to a lawyer and relatives. The organization also 
asked whether reports that one of them had been executed were true. 
On 4 March Amnesty International welcomed assurances from the 
Iraqi authorities that neither men had been executed. However, it 
remained concerned that they were detained and risked facing the 
death penalty. They allegedly belonged to al-Da'wa al-Islamiyya, 
Islamic Call, membership of which is a capital offence in Iraq. The 
Organization urged the government to make known their whereab­
outs and the reasons for their arrest and continued detention. On 27 
February Amnesty International also called upon the French 
Government to clarify the procedures followed which led to the 
Involuntary expulsions, and urged it to obtain assurances from the 
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Iraqi Government that the physical safety of the two men would be 
guaranteed. The French Government informed Amnesty Interna­
tional on I I  March that France's Ambassador to Iraq had visited the 
two men on 9 March and was able to confirm that they were both in 
good health. Fawzi Hamza al-Ruba'i and Muhammad Hassan Khair 
ai-Din were pardoned by President Saddam Hussain on 13 March 
and released on 22 March. This was confirmed in a letter to Amnesty 
International on I August. Following their release, the two men 
announced on Iraqi television that they had "repented" of their past 
activities. They returned to France on 26 September. 

Israel 
and the 
Occupied 
Territories 

Amnesty InternationaI's 
concerns were the imprisonment of prisoners of conscience and 
people wh'o might be prisoners of conscience, and the continued use 
of administrative detention and restriction. Amnesty International 
received allegations of ill-treatment and torture of detainees in Israel 
and the Occupied Territories and in the border zone of South 
Lebanon where Israeli military forces maintained a presence. It was 
concerned about the inadequacy of safeguards to prevent ill­
treatment and torture and about deficiencies in the complaints 
maChinery for investigating alleg"tions. 

During 1986 Amnesty International adopted three prisoners of 
conscience, who were later released, and investigated the cases of 36 
possible prisoners of conscience, 20 of whom were released. Six ofthe 
39 were convicted of membership of an illegal organiz.1tion or of 
incitement, onc was a conscientious objector, 14 were under 
restriction orders and 18 were in administrative detention. 

Amnesty International called for the unconditional release of 
Naftali Orncr, a reservist in the Israeli Defence Forces < IDF), who 
was sentenced in September to 19 days' imprisonment for refusing to 
serve in the West Bank for reasons of conscience. Amnesty 
International was also concerned about three women who served 
between 12 and 40 days in prison in August, September and October 
after leaving their units and seeking exemption from military service 
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On grounds of conscience developed after they had been conscripted. 
Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of Defence on 4 
November and called for them to be granted exemption on grounds 
of conscience. It later learned that all three had been exempted on 
grounds of "unsuitability". All the conscientious objectors taken up 
by Amnesty International objected to doing military service only in 
particular areas. Amnesty International understood that a number of 
other conscientious objectors to military service and to serving in the 
Occupied Territories did receive exemption and were not im­
Prisoned. 

Amnesty International expressed concern to the authorities about 
two people it believed might be prisoners of conscience. Said 
Muhammad Al Ayla, from Gaza, was sentenced in February to nine 
months' imprisonment and two and a half years' suspended on 
charges of incitement, under Article 7(a) of Military Order (MO) 62. 
DUring a strike in support of security detainees in Ashkelon prison he 
had instructed someone to distribute leaflets denouncing the state of 
Israel. 'Alammudin Abu Ziad, from Majdal Shams in the Golan 
Heights, was sentenced in September to six months' imprisonment 
under the Law of Sedition (Section 133 of the Israeli penal code). He 
Was charged with singing anti-Israeli, · pro-Syrian songs during a 
demonstration in February 1985, which marked the anniversary of a 
protest strike against the annexation of the Golan Heights. 

Amnesty International continued to investigate a number of cases 
of people imprisoned after being accused of membership of (or 
association with) various factions of the Palestine Liberation Orga­
nIZation (PLO). Some were convicted by the courts, others held in 
administrative detention. Amnesty International sought to determine 
the nature of the prisoners' involvement in these organizations and 
their activities, and the precise accusations and evidence against 
them. In each of the cases taken up by Amnesty International for 
Investigation the organization had no evidence that the individual had 
personally used or advocated violence. In correspondence with 
Amnesty International the authorities maintained that membership 
of Or active support for such organizations in itself amounted to 
advocating or contributing to the violence perpetrated by them. 
However, Amnesty International took into account the facts that 
there were in effect no legal political parties in the Occupied 
Territories and that the specific activities of these individuals had, as 
far as was known to Amnesty International, been peaceful. Amnesty 
International believed that each case had to be examined on its merits 
to determine whether an individual'S association with a banned 
Organization involved advocacy of violence. 

Administrative measures were used to detain people for up to six 
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months without giving full reasons (see Amnesty In/emotional Report 
1986). Amnesty International received the names of 144 people 
administratively detained during 1986. They were mainly students 
and trade unionists and 107 of them had been released by the end of 
the year. Amnesty International considers that administrative deten­
tion is open to abuse and that many administrative detainees might 
have been prisoners of conscience. The Attorney General wrote to 
Amnesty International on 26 January that administrative detention 
was a preventive measure "generally invoked only in special 
circumstances and where there is corroborating evidence from two or 
more sources that the individual is engaged in illegal acts that involve 
direct danger to state security and to the lives of innocent people." 
However, details of detainees' activities and past convictions 
provided by the authorities did not always convince Amnesty 
International that these detainees had used or advocated violence. 
Amnesty International was also concerned that detainees were not 
given the full and precise reasons for their detention orders. The 
Attorney General's letter said that administrative detention was used 
only when "normal judicial procedures cannot be followed because of 
the danger to the lives of witnesses or because secret sources of 
information cannot be revealed in open court." Amnesty Internation­
al replied on 30 July, saying that while it was in no position to assess 
the validil¥ of this claim, it was concerned that this argument was 
used in almost all cases. It  said that as a result, people were 
imprisoned on the basis of anonymous testimony. Furthermore, 
although administrative detention was subject to judicial review after 
48 hours and at three months, and there was a right to appeal to the 
Israeli High Court, such safeguards were insufficient if detainees were 
never given the evidence against them and could not therefore 
challenge the grounds for their detention. 

On 6 November Amnesty International telexed the Minister of 
Defence about Akram Haniyah, editor of the Jerusalem newspaper 
AI Sha'ab who had been detained pending deportation to Jordan on 
suspicion of being a PLO activist and a conduit for PLO funds and 
instructions. Amnesty International believed he might have been a 
prisoner of conscience and called for him to be formally charged and 
tried or released immediately, and not deponed to Jordan or any 
other country where he might face imprisonment on account of his 
non-violent political beliefs. Akram Haniyah was deponed to Algeria 
via Switzerland on 28 December. 

The use of restriction orders (formally termed special supervision 
orders), which had been largely replaced in 1985 by administrative 
detention, was renewed. Amnesty International received the names 
of 66 people, mostly students and trade unionists, who during 1986 

... 
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were restricted to their home towns or villages. Majid al Labadi, a 
trade unionist from AI Bireh, spent one year under a restriction order 
imposed in October 1984 confining him to his home town, then six 
months in administrative detention. In July 1986 he was served with 
another six-month restriction order. Aecording to the authorities he 
was a leading activist in the Democratic Front for the Liberation of 
Palestine (DFLP - a faction of the PLO which had been involved in 
acts of violence) and had previous convictions for recruiting others to 
the organization. Amnesty International expressed concern that he 
had been restricted and detained for over two years without full 
reasons being given when it had not been shown that he had used or 
advocated violence. 

During September Amnesty International publicized the case of 
Adnan Mansour Ghanem, who alleged he was tortured during 
interrogation in Gaza prison between 22 December 1 985 and 2 1  
January 1986. In May 1985 h e  was released after spending 1 7  and a 
half years in prison for armed infiltration into the Occupied 
Territories, and was rearrested in December on suspicion of renewed 
activity in the PLO. He alleged that he was hooded and handcuffed 
during prolonged periods of enforced standing and kneeling, 
subjected to near-suffocation, sleep deprivation, prolonged ice-cold 
showers, humiliation and threats and beatings all over the body which 
caused wounds and bruises to the face and head. Amnesty 
International was concerned about the apparent failure of safeguards 
to protect him from ill-treatment: he was denied access to his lawyer 
for 35 days, and to his family for six weeks. Despite his complaints at 
three court hearings, the judge ordered a medical examination only at 
the third hearing; and, although the judge sought assurances from the 
police that the interrogation was over, Adnan Mansour Ghanem 
alleged that his interrogation continued on his return to prison. 
Neither Amnesty International nor the defence lawyer were able to 
discover how often he saw a doctor during his detention in Gaza 
prison. A representative of the International Committee of the Red 
Cross (ICRC) visited him on 6 and 20 January. The ICRC has access 
to security detainees in the Occupied Territories from the fourteenth 
day of detention. Amnesty International considered that, while 
ICRC access to prisoners was an important safeguard, it was not 
Sufficient to give full protection to detainees from ill-treatment. 
Amnesty International wrote to the authorities in January and in 
June urging an independent inquiry into this case and later learned 
that an investigation was being carried out. 
. During 1986 Amnesty International appealed to the authorities to 
Investigate complaints of ill-treatment made by seven other security 
suspects who were detained

' 
in Jenin and Nablus prisons on the West 
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Bank, in Moscobiya detention centre in Jerusalem and in Acre police 
station in Israel. They alleged that the ill-treatment included beatings, 
prolonged hooding and enforced standing, solitary confinement and 
lengthy subjection to cold air and showers. 

Amnesty International continued to receive reports that detainees 
held in Khiam prison in the border zone of South Lebanon by the 
South Lebanon Army (SLA) were ill-treated and tortured, some­
times, it was alleged, under the supervision of members of the IOF or 
the Israeli General Security Service. In September Amnesty Interna­
tional appealed to the Israeli authorities and to the leader of the SLA 
for an inquiry into these allegations (see Lebanon entry). 

On 26 February Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of 
Defence about reports that dozens of villagers from Shakra in the 
security zone, who had been detained and interrogated by members 
of the IOF on 20 February, had been ill-treated and tortured by 
members of the SLA who were assisting the IOF. The IOF was 
seeking information about two Israeli soldiers who had been 
abducted in South Lebanon. Aocording to journalists who subse­
quently spoke to some of those released, the detainees were beaten 
with wooden batons, burnt with cigarette ends and lighters and 
subjected to electric shocks. Five were hospitalized after their release. 
Amnesty International said that it appreciated the Israeli authorities' 
concern fqr the two soldiers but that this could not justify the use of 
ill-treatment and torture. Amnesty International also said that the 
fact that it was the SLA and not the IDF who physically ill-treated the 
detainees did not exonerate the Israeli authorities from responsibility. 
Amnesty International called for an inquiry to be carried out, the 
findings made public and any members of the IOF found to have 
ordered or tolerated such treatment duly prosecuted. 

In May three former members of the General Security Service 
(GSS) alleged that two Palestinians who had hijacked a bus in April 
1984 had been deliberately killed in the custody of the GSS, and that 
the Prime Minister had ordered the killings and a subsequent 
cover-up. At the time, officials had said that the two died during the 
storming of the bus, but press photographs showed them alive after 
capture by the army. A 1985 commission of inquiry found that the 
two Palestinians had been beaten to death during interrogation, but 
was unable to determine who was responsible. It recommended that 
an army commander should be tried, but an internal disciplinary 
court found that he had used "reasonable force" and cleared him of 
direct responsibility for the deaths (see Amnesty International Reporl 
1986). In  June Amnesty International urged an investigation into the 
new allegations. Following a police investigation, the Attorney 
General's office published its findings on 30 December. It found nO 
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evidence linking the Prime Minister to the incident, but criticized the 
political leadership for trying to avoid an investigation on grounds of 
national security. The members of the GSS implicated had earlier 
received pre-indictment presidential pardons. 

Jordan 

Amnesty I nternational 
continued to be con­
cerned about the deten­
tion of prisoners of 
conscience and possible 

prisoners of conscience and about trials of political prisoners by the 
Martial Law Court which fell below international standards for fair 
trial. The organization was also concerned about reports of torture or 
ill-treatment of prisoners and about the death penalty. 

During 1 986 Amnesty International worked for the release of four 
prisoners of conscience and investigated the cases of 25 possible 
prisoners of conscience. One of the prisoners of conscience adopted 
by the organization was Jamil al-Nimri, a pharmacist arrested in May 
1 985 and sentenced in April 1986 to three years' imprisonment for 
membership of an illegal organization. Another was Yusuf Hamid, a 
student arrested in November 1980 and sentenced to 10 years' 
imprisonment for membership of an illegal communist organization. 
The two other prisoners of conscience, Samih Khalil and Suleiman 
Suwais (see Amnesty In/emalional Reporl l986), were released on 25 
May and 17 February respectively. Suleiman Suwais had been 
detained without charge for almost four months in the General 
Intelligence Building in Amman. 

Amnesty International learned during 1986 of the release of 10 of 
the 25 prisoners whose «"lSeS it had been investigating. Among those 
still held at the end of 1986 was Mahmud 'Uwaydah, alleged to be a 
prominent member of the Islamic Liberation Party, who had been 
detained without trial in al-Mahalta Central Prison since September 
1982. Also held were alleged members of the Jordanian Communist 
Pany and other banned organizations. A large number of political 
prisoners were transferred on 3 September to al-Jafr Prison. in the 
SOuthern desen, fOllowing protests at restrictive regulations intro­
duced in August in al-Mahalta Central Prison. 

Amnesty International learned of nine trials before the Martial 
Law Coun of people charged with membership of illegal political 
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organizations. In each case the defendants were convicted and 
sentenced to prison tenns. The organization continued to be 
concerned about the fairness of the proceedings before the court and 
about the lack of any right of appeal against its sentences. It 
investigated the cases of prisoners convicted by the Martial Law 
Court, and adopted some as prisoners of conscience. 

Martial law has been in force since 1967. In 1986 a pattern 01 arrest 
and short-tenn detention without charge of political prisoners under 
emergency legislation continued. The arrests were mostly carried out 
by the Da';rat al-Mukhabarat al-'Amma, General Intelligence De­
partment, and detained political suspects were usually held in the 
General Intelligence Department headquarters in Amman for a few 
weeks to a few months and interrogated. Some were held incom­
municado. Those who were to be detained for longer periods or 
brought to trial were usually transferred to ordinary prisons. During 
1986 Amnesty International learned of 53 people arrested on political 
grounds by the General Intelligence Department, 42 of whom were 
released before the end of the year without having been charged. 
They included 22 alleged members of the Jordanian Communist 
Party, outlawed since 1953, who were held between 17 May and 4 
September in Jweidah Prison near Amman. Amnesty International 
expressed concern that they may have been prisoners of conscience, 
and also inquired about the physical condition of a number of them. 
It received' assurances from the authorities that they had access to 
medical attention. 

Further r�ports of torture or ill-treatment reached Amnesty 
International during 1986. Durgham Jiryis Halasa, a trade unionist 
from Karak, was reportedly tortured while held incommunicado for a 
number of weeks in the General Intelligence Department headquar­
ters in Amman following his arrest on 16 May. Amnesty Internation­
al appealed on his behalf, and he was released on 4 September. When 
security forces dispersed students demonstrating within the campus of 
Yannuk University at Irbid on 15 May a number of students were 
killed and others were reportedly beaten while being taken to 
detention centres. Amnesty International expressed concern about 
the deaths and Prime Minister Zaid al-Rifai replied stating that three 
students had died because "of the pressure of the crowd. The students 
fell and they were trampled upon by their fellow students. They did 
not die at the hands of the police. "  In another action by security 
forces on 6 August within al-Mahatta Central Prison, apparently 
aimed at confiscating prisoners' belongings, a number of prisoners 
were reportedly beaten. 

During 1986 Amnesty International recorded four executions, all 
for murder, and the passing of death sentences in absentia on three 
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people convicted of selling land in the Israeli oceupied West Bank to 
Israelis. The organization conveyed its concern about the apparent 
increase in the rate of executions in 1985; in their reply the Jordanian 
authorities e�pressed their belief in the use of the death penalty as a 
deterrent and as a fit punishment for certain crimes. Amnesty 
International continued to reiterate its position on the death penalty 
and expressed regret at the executions. 

Kuwait 
Amnesty International 
was concerned during 
1986 about trials be­
fore the State Security 
Court of political pris­

oners, some of whom might be prisoners of conseience. The 
organization received allegations of torture or ill-treatment of 
detainees and was concerned about the use of the death penalty. 

Amnesty International learned of six trials before the State 
Security Court during 1986, all held in camera. Kamil Husayn 'AIi 
Dashti and 'Abd al-Rahman Muhammad 'Ali Fakhru were convicted 
of having written lea nets which the authorities said called for the 
Overthrow of the government. Their cases were investigated by the 
organization as possible prisoners of conseience. Kamil Husayn 'Ali 
Dashti was sentenced in November 1985 to five years' imprisonment 
(sce Amllesty IlIIematiollal Report 1986). Army Major 'Abd al­
Rahman Muhammad 'Ali Fakhru was sentenced in April 1986 to 10 
years' imprisonment. Also among those sentenced to imprisonment 
by the State Security Court were 'Abd al-'Aziz 'Ali Karim, found 
guilty in April of planning to blow up a water plant in Doha and 
sentenced to IS years' imprisonment, and 'Ala' Muhammad Reda 
al-Atrash, an Iraqi national sentenced to death in November on 
charges of involvement in an attempt on the life of the Amir in May 
1985. In all these ca,",s Amnesty International was concerned about 
the secrecy of the proceedings ,md about the lack of any right to 
appeal against the court's verdicts. 

Allegations of torture or ill-treatment by the State Security 
Intelligence Agency were received by Amnesty International during 
1986. Most reports concerned foreign nationals who were detained 
for short periods and subsequently deported. Alleged methods 
Included beatings and having hot water thrown on the head. 
Dctainees wcre also reportedly threatened with being sent to 
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countries where they risked human rights abuse. In December 1 985 
and February 1986 Amnesty International expressed concern about 
reports that nine people were tortured following their arrest in March 
1985 and that eight others had died under torture between March and 
November 1985 (see Amnesty Inrernational Report 1986). The 
organization urged the authorities to investigate the reports, and, if 
they were verified, to bring to justice those found responsible. No 
reply was received. 

Two prisoners, both convicted of murder and sentenced to death, 
were known to have been executed in 1986. Nadi Abu ai-Ham ad 
'Uthman, an Egyptian national sentenced in 1983, was executed in 
January, and Ranja Suwami Tobal, an Indian national sentenced in 
1 984, was executed in March. The organiz,.tion had appealed for 
their sentences to be commuted. In November Amnesty Internation­
al sought clarification of reports that Turki Muhammad Nasir, a 
Saudi national sentenced to death in April for murder, may have 
been insane at the time of the crime. He was reported to have 
committed suicide in the prison hospital where he had been 
undergoing psychiatric treatment shortly after having been sentenced 
to death. In December Amnesty International appealed to the Amir 
to commute the death sentence passed on 'Ala' Muhammad Reda 
al-Atrash and all other outstanding death sentences. 

A bill i'ltroducing the death penalty for crimes against aviation 
safety was submitted in March by the government to the National 
Assembly for approval. Amnesty International appealed to the 
government and members of the National Assembly not to adopt it. 

Lebanon 

Amnesty International's 
concerns in 1986 were 
the widespread arbitrary 
arrest and detention 
without trial of political 

detainees; abductions and "disappearances"; ill-treatment and torture 
of prisoners and extrajudicial executions of prisoners. 

Amnesty International was concerned about human rights viola­
tions committed in Lebanon by the forces of the Government of 
Lebanon, which appeared to be no longer in effective control of any 
part of the country, by the Government of Syria. whose forces 
controlled the eastern and northern regions of the country, and were 
deployed in West Beirut and by the Government of Israel. Amnesty 
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International was also concerned about human rights abuses commit­
ted by the four main militias controlling territory, namely: the 
Lebanese Forces (LF), a coalition of Christian militias which 
COntrolled East Beirut and the region to the north as far as Barbara; 
Amal, a mainly Shi'a Muslim-based militia which controlled West 
Beirut, the area surrounding the Palestinian refugee camps in South 
Beirut, and parts of south Lebanon; the Progressive Socialist Party 
(PSP), a mainly Druze party which administered the Shouf moun­
tains and assisted Amal in controlling West Beirut; and the South 
Lebanon Army (SLA), a mainly Christian militia, which since June 
1985 had assisted the Israeli Defence Forces (IDF) in controlling the 
"security wne" along the south Lebanon border. Amnesty Interna­
tional also received numerous reports of abductions of Lebanese and 
foreign nationals and ill-treatment and killings of captives by many 
other militias, including Hizbollah and the Islamic Jihad. Amnesty 
International ;'s a matter of principle condemns the execution and 
tOrture of prisoners by anyone including opposition groups. Howev­
er, Amnesty International considers that governments, as the 
Originators and guarantors of international human rights standards, 
bear responsibility for their implementation. The organization 
believed that the four main militias had governmental attributes, such 
as effective control of territory, and therefore had the means and the 
responsibility to protect human rights. 

Amnesty International continued to receive reports that all four 
militias arrested and detained political opponents, members of rival 
factions held as hostages and members of their own militia held for 
disciplinary reasons. Amnesty International was concerned that 
detainees were denied their rights to a normal legal process, and to 
regular access to their families, and were not allowed the protection 
of the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). Amnesty 
International was concerned that many had "disappeared" and that 
families often faced difficulties in establishing the whereabouts of 
their relatives. 

The Lebanese Forces were reported to be holding at least 1 00  
people a t  the end o f  1986 i n  various detention centres in Qarantina in 
East Beirut, in Byblos, Amshit, Adonis and Qaltara. On 15 January 
Samir Geagea overthrew Elie Hobeika as leader of the LF. Following 
this and other clashes between rival Christian factions, hundreds of 
Suspected opponents of Samir Geagea were arrested. Most were held 
fOr short periods. The Fifth Brigade. of the Lebanese Army stationed 
III East Beirut, which fought alongsIde the LF against Elie Hobeika, 
was also reported to have carried out arrests during 1986 and to have 
handed over detainees to the LF. On 24 Apnl, 33 Muslim detainees 
who had reportedly been held by the LF as hostages were released. 
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They included Lebanese Shi'ites, Sunnis and Druze, as well as two 
Syrians and two Egyptians. Two of them had been "missing" for 1 1  
years. Although the LF declared that they were no longer holding 
any prisoners, other sources, including the released prisoners, 
claimed that there were other detainees. Amnesty International took 
up for investigation the cases of three Lebanese Muslims from Sidon 
who were reported to have been arrested by the LF but who were not 
among those released in April. Fadi El Habbel was reported to have 
been arrested between Beirut and Tripoli in February 1983; Fadi and 
Khalid Shehadeh, two brothers, were reported to have been arrested 
near Sidon in March 1984. Former detainees had reported seeing two 
of them in Qarantina prison within the past year. Amnesty 
International appealed to the leader of the LF asking for the reasons 
for their continued detention, urging that they be allowed to confront 
any charges against them, and arguing that they should not be held 
solely on the grounds of their political opinions, allegiances or ethnic 
origins. In December Amnesty International received a letter from 
Karim Pakradouni, Vice-President of the Executive Committee of 
the LF, who said that they had released all detainees in their prisons 
on 15 January, when Samir Geagea took over as leader of the LF, 
and that the two brothers were not in prison on that date. Amnesty 
International was continuing its investigations. 

Amnes� International continued to be concerned about the 
detention by Amal militiamen of hundreds of Palestinians, members 
of the Sunni-based Murabitun militia (which in 1 985 was defeated by 
Amal for control of West Beirut), members of the Lebanese 
Communist Party, members of the SLA and Amal deserters. At any 
one time there were reportedly several hundred prisoners in captivity, 
most of whom were held for short periods. Amnesty International 
received numerous reports from a variety of sources of young 
Palestinian men being arbitrarily arrested at Amal checkpoints near 
the Palestinian refugee camps in Beirut and south Lebanon, at Amal 
roadblocks on the Sidon to Beirut coastal road and on the road to 
Beirut International Airport. Large numbers were arrested during 
periods of armed hostilities, which broke out frequently during 1986, 
between Amal and the Palestinians in the camps in Beirut and south 
Lebanon. Those arrested at such times were usually taken to Burj al 
Murr prison in Beirut. Some Palestinian detainees, allegedly leading 
members of the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), were 
reported to have been handed over to the Syrian forces and held in 
Anjar in the Bcka'a valley or in Damascus.in Syria. The mainly Shi'a 
Sixth Brigade of the Lebanese Army, whIch was stationed in West 
Beirut and fought alongside Amal, also made arrests and held 
detainees. 
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The PSP were believed to be holding up to 100 detainees, including 

Christians held as hostages, and members of the PSP held for 
disciplinary reasons, but Amnesty International could not verify 
individual cases. 

Amnesty International continued to be concerned about detainees 
held by the SLA in Khiam prison in south Lebanon. In July Amnesty 
International received the names of over 220 people who were 
reported by former detainees to be held by the SLA in Khiam at that 
time. Among them were teenagers, women and old men. Amnesty 
International believed that there were between 100 and 200 held at 
any one time in Khiam, mostly Lebanese suspected of carrying out 
military operations against the SLA or the Israeli Defence Forces. 

In August Amnesty International appealed to the Syrian Govern­
ment on behalf of over 30 Lebanese arrested by Syrian forces in 
Tripoli between February and June and transferred to Damascus for 
interrogation. Some were reportedly tortured. (See Syria entry.) 

Amnesty International received many allegations of ill-treatment 
and torture from former detainees held by Amal, the LF and the 
SLA. The widespread practice of incommunicado detention and the 
absence of any safeguards meant that all detainees held by the militias 
were at risk. Families often faced difficulties in discovering a 
detainee's whereabouts and obtaining permission to visit. The ICRC 
Was allowed access to only a few of the detainees held by the militias: 
to SOme of those held by the LF and by Amal. In July it resumed 
visits, after more than two years, to PSP-held prisoners but was not 
permitted access to SLA-held prisoners in Khiam. 

Reports of torture and ill-treatment of detainees held by Amal 
continued. Many of these reports concerned Palestinians arrested at 
Amal checkpoints, who were beaten before being released. Palesti­
nian combatants and suspected combatants arrested during hostilities 
were reportedly taken to Burj al Murr for interrogation. One former 
detainee interviewed by Amnesty International, who had been 
arrested in June and taken to Burj al Murr, said that during 
Interrogation he was hung from the ceiling by his feet and beaten with 
a thick stick, and forced into a metal chair and given electric shocks. 
Amnesty International received similar allegations from other 
SOurces. In December, following reports of the arrest of hundreds of 
Palestinians in Beirut and south Lebanon and of the ill-treatment of 
detainees, including teenagers. Amnesty International sent appeals to 
Nabih Berri, the leader of Amal (who was also Minister of Justice in 
the Lebanese Government). The organization urged him to ensure 
that detainees were held in accordance with internationally accepted 
standards. that no one was held in prolonged incommunicado 
detention and that all detainees had immediate access to an 
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independent humanitarian organization such as the leRe, and that 
no one was ill-treated or tortured or executed. In November 
Amnesty International made a similar appeal on behalf of an Israeli 
airman who was shot down in south Lebanon on 16 October and 
whom Amal claimed to be holding. Amnesty International received 
no reply to either appeal. 

During the first half of 1 986 Amnesty International received 
allegations that detainees held by the SLA were tortured in Khiam 
prison, and that this sometimes took place in the presence of, or 
under the supervision of, members of the IDF or the Israeli Security 
Service. Amnesty International interviewed one former detainee 
arrested in early 1986 who said that for most of a week he was hooded 
with a thick black canvas bag and had his hands tied behind his back. 
Aocording to his account he was kicked all over his body, punched 
and beaten with electric cable, stripped, soaked with water and 
subjected to electric shocks to all parts of his body, including the 
testicles. He said that on three separate occasions he was suspended 
for several hours by his wrists, which were handcuffed together from 
a crossbar, with his toes barely tOUChing the ground. In September 
Amnesty International appealed to General Lahad, head of the SLA, 
and to the Israeli Minister of Defence, urging a public and impartial 
inquiry into these allegations, and access to the prison by the leRe. 
General �had told journalists in June that no visits would be allowed 
until the whereabouts of three SLA soldiers, who had been 
kidnapped by the pro-Iranian armed group Hizbollah. were dis­
closed. The Israeli Attorney General in a letter of 21 December said 
that "while Israel does have good relations with the South Lebanon 
Army, it is in no position to dictate to them how to cope with the 
grave threat they face". 

Amnesty International also received reports of detainees held by 
the LF being ill-treated and tortured, but was unable to obtain 
detailed information. 

In late December Amnesty International received reports that over 
200 people had been killed by Syrian troops and Syrian-backed militia 
in Tripoli (see Syria entry). 

Three people sentenced to death by a Lebanese criminal court for 
murder had their sentences commuted to imprisonment. Several 
others sentenced to death in 1982 and 1983 were believed to be still in 
prison (see Amnesty International Report 1986). 

Amal summarily and publicly executed three people by firing­
squad during 1986: one on 8 July accused of committing four 
murders, and two others, on 30 July and 30 November, accused of 
planting bombs in cars. Amnesty International called on the leader of 
Amal to take steps to prevent any further executions. Amnesty 
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International received numerous reports that Palestinians, and 
others, arbitrarily arrested by Amal militiamen at roadblocks or out­
side the refugee camps had been killed on the spot. 

The LF was also reported to have carried out summary executions 
of political opponents. Following an attempt by the former leader of 
the LF, Elie Hobeika, to overthrow Samir Geagea on 27 September, 
about 250 supporters of Elie Hobeika were reported to have been 
arrested and to have "disappeared". On 10 October, 67 bodies were 
discovered in a common grave near Jounieh. Later 30 bodies were 
recovered from the sea. Although their identities were never 
publicized, they were believed to have been among those arrested 
earlier by the LF. Amnesty International learned the names of 50 of 
the people reportedly arrested in September whose fate remained 
unknown and sought further information about them. 

Libya 
Amnesty International 
was concerned about 
renewed official calls 
for the "physical liqui­
dation" of political 

opponents of the government, some of whom were in detention. It 
was also concerned about the continued detention of 75 prisoners of 
conscience. Some political prisoners were reportedly detained 
without tridl, after being acquitted by the courts or after the expiry of 
their sentences. Reports of torture were received and the organiza­
tion learned of one execution. 

The General People's Congress, which held its annual ordinary 
session between 25 February and 3 March 1986, did not call for the 
"physical liquidation" of government opponents in its final resolu­
tions, as it had in previous years. There were also statements in 
January and March by Major 'Abd al-Salam Jallud suggesting that 
the policy was no longer in use. However, other official calls for the 
"physical liquidation" of political opponents were renewed during 
1 986. In a speech broadcast by Tripoli television on 14 January, 
Colonel Mu'ammar Gaddafi reportedly referred to "Libyan Muslim 
Brothers . . . Libyan Ba'thists, Libyan monarchists, runaway 
entrepreneurs and middlemen, and drop-out students". He reported­
ly stated: "They collaborate with American intelligence against their 
Own country! . . .  hence we call them stray dogs. If we find them 
abroad we kill them, if they come here we throw them in the streets, 
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we treat them as dogs." In an apparent reference to attempts on the 
life of Libyan opponents in Egypt (see Amnesty Imernational Report 
1985 and 1986) Colonel Gaddafi reportedly stated in June that: 
"Those Libyans who went to Egypt - went to liquidate Libyans . . .  
We continue with this and this is the resolution of the Libyan 
people." (Radio Tripoli, I I  June 1986). Further calls for the pursuit 
and elimination of "enemies of the Libyan people" and of "traitors" 
were issued in March and May by the Basic People's Congresses of 
New Benghazi and Bayda Central. An official radio station 
announced on 18 May that "Egyptian revolutionary forces and Arab 
masses in the Great Jamahiriya" had called for the "physical 
liquidation" of detained members of an Egyptian "spy ring". At the 
end of October several Basic People's Congresses from all over the 
country sent messages to Colonel Gaddafi urging the "physical 
liquidation" of a group of prisoners referred to in the Libyan news 
media as the "group of the enemies of God". One of these prisoners, 
Ahmad Muhammad al-Fallah, reportedly made a confession on 
Libyan television on 15 October. He apparently said that the group 
had received orders from United States intelligence agencies to 
assassinate Libyan "revolutionary elements" and "friends of the 
Libyan people who help them to be strong militarily". Amnesty 
International appealed to the Libyan authorities not to execute the 
prisoners. Information received by Amnesty International from the 
Libyan a�thorities in December indicated that eight of these 
prisoners had not been executed and were going to be brought to 
trial. 

Muhammad 'Ashur, a former Libyan diplomat resident abroad, 
was assassinated in 1986, possibly in implementation of the policy of 
"physical liquidation". He was reportedly found shot dead in East 
Berlin on 3 March. 

Amnesty International continued to work for the release of 75 
prisoners of conscience and received reports that two of them had 
been executed in 1983. 'Abdullah Bilqasim al-Misalati and Salih 'Ali 
al-Zaruq Nawwal, who were arrested in 1973, were serving life 
sentences until April 1983 when they were retried and sentenced to 
death for membership of the Islamic Liberation Party (see Amnesty 
International Report 1984). Amnesty International was seeking 
clarification of the fate of the two prisoners. Among the other 
prisoners of conseience known to Amnesty International were people 
arrested in 1973 for membership of a Marxist political organization, 
students arrested in 1976 for opposing government interference in 
student affairs, and 16 writers and journalists arrested in 1978 and 
convicted of forming a political organization. During 1986 no reply 
was received from the Libyan authorities to any of Amnesty 
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International's communications about these 75 prisoners of con­
science, some of whom were under sentence of death or serving life 
sentences. 

Amnesty International received reports that political prisoners in 
Libya were often held without trial or after having been acquitted or 
having served their sentences. Among those reportedly held without 
trial were eight people arrested follOwing an attack by members of 
the National Front for the Salvation of Libya on Colonel Gaddafi's 
headquarters in Bab al-'Aziziyah in May 1984. The organization also 
learned of dozens of political prisoners arrested since 1983 whose 
legal status and whereabouts had not been disclosed and was seeking 
further information on them. 

In  October Libya paid US$500,OOO compensation to the Norwe­
gian Government for the torture and ill-treatment of Norwegian 
sailors and the death under torture of one of them in May 1984 (see 
Amnesty International Report 1985 and 1986). However, the inves­
tigation into the death of the sailor, Bjorn Pederscn, promised by 
Libya in July 1985 was reported not to have taken place. During 
1986, as in previous years, Amnesty International received little 
information on the treatment of prisoners. However, reports did 
confirm that torture methods such as falaqa (beating on the soles of 
the feet) and farruj (the prisoner is hung upside down from a perch 
inserted between the knees with wrists and ankles bound and is 
beaten intermittently) have been used in recent years. 

Amnesty International received reports that Isma'il Has.1 n  al­
Sanussi Isma'iI was executed on I August in the town of Waddan. He 
was believed to have been sentenced to seven years' imprisonment 
after his arrest in 1984. The organization did not know the charges on 
which he had been convicted and sentenced to imprisonment, nor 
was it aware of any further judicial proceedings before his execution. 
Amnesty International reiterated its unconditional opposition to the 
death penalty and recalled UN Resolution 35/ 172 of 15 December 
1980 which set minimum standards for s.1feguarding defendants in 
capital cases, including guaranteeing the most careful legal procedures 
and the right of appeal. 
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Morocco and 
Western 
Sahara 

During 1986 Amnesty 
International was con­

cerned about the eontinued imprisonment of 228 prisoners of 
eonscience and possible prisoners of eonscience; the detention 
of politieal prisoners; pre-trial and trial proceedings which did 
not appear to eonform to internationally recognized standards; 
allegations of torture and ill-treatment of prisoners; and secret 
detention and eontinued detention after expiry of sentence. 

Amnesty International eontinued to appeal for the immediate 
and uneonditional release of 63 prisoners of eonscience, and investi­
gated the eases of 165 possible prisoners of conscience. Groups of 
these prisoners went on hunger-strike for limited periods on 
several oeeasions during the year to draw attention to their 
situation. Most of the prisoners of eonscience had been sentenced 
to long prison terms in 1977 on charges including membership 
of various Marxist-Leninist groups. Among them was Hassan El 
Sou, whose mental health was believed to be deteriorating. Amnesty 
International was eoncerned about reports that he was not receiving 
adequate medical treatment. 

During 1986 Amnesty International learned of the release of 
23 adopted prisoners of eonscience. Fifteen were released at the end 
of their sentences, and eight as a result of a royal pardon. Among 
those who benefited from the royal pardon were Azzouz Laarich 
and Abdelaziz Tribak, both sentenced to 30 years' imprisonment; 
and Mohamed Mechbal and Mohamed Loubnani, sentenced to 
20 years' imprisonment. Four members of the Union socia/iste des 
forces popu/aires (USFP), Socialist Union of Popular Forces, 
whose cases the organization was investigating (see Amnesty /llIer­
national Report /986) were released upon eompletion of their 
prison sentences. 

Amnesty International eontinued to investigate the cases of 3 1  
individuals, mainly students, who were accused of being members of 
Qa'idiyin, a eontinuation of the underground movements lIa-a/ 
Amam, Forward, and 23 Mars. 23 March. They were tried in 1984 
and sentenced to prison terms of up to 15 years on charges including 
eonspiracy to overthrow the government (see Amnesty /llIemationa/ 
Report /986). Amnesty International was concerned that many. if not 
all, might have been imprisoned for their eonscientiously held beliefs, 
and sought information on the nature of the Qa'idiyin ideology and 
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its position on violence. Amnesty International was also concerned 
about several aspects of their pre-trial and trial proceedings which 
appeared to fall short of internationally recognized standards for a 
fair trial: they were held in ga,de tl vue (incommunicado) detention in 
police custody for several months; they alleged that their confessions 
were extracted under duress and later invoked as evidence in court 
proceedings; the pre-trial investigation in most of their cases was 
carried out without the presence of their defence lawyers; and 
defence lawyers did not have enough time to prepare the defence, 
and had difficulties in gaining access to the case dossiers. During the 
trial the court reportedly refused to investigate procedural irregular­
ities and complaints by the defendants that their confessions were 
extracted under torture. 

Amnesty International continued to investigate the cases of over 80 
Saharans allegedly taken into custody by Moroccan security forces as 
long ago as 1976. In response to Amnesty International's appeals, the 
Moroccan authorities replied on a number of these cases, denying 
that they were in detention. 

Amnesty International also investigated the eases of 41 individuals 
accused of belonging to the underground movement I/a-al Amam. 
Most were engineers, doctors, students or teachers belonging either 
to the Union nationale des etudiants rna,ocains (UNEM), Moroccan 
National Students Union, or the Syndicat national des enseignants 
(SNE), National Union of Teachers. Forty-two were arrested in 
October �nd November 1985 (see Amnesty Imemational Report 
1986). Fifteen of them were tried and sentenced by the court of first 
instance in Casablanca on 3 1  January to prison terms of between 
three and four years, on charges reportedly related to public order 
offences during the riots of January 1984, membership of an illegal 
organization, and distribution of leaflets hostile to the government. 
Twenty-seven were tried by the Criminal Chamber of the Court of 
Appeal in Cas.,blanca on 12 February on charges of conspiracy 
against the government. One was acquitted and 26 were sentenced to 
between three and 20 years' imprisonment. Amnesty International 
feared that some if not all of these prisoners may have been sentenced 
for their non-violent political beliefs. Amnesty International was also 
COncerned about reports of irregularities in their pre-trial and trial 
proceedings. These included prolonged incommunicado detention in 
police custody; alleged torture during ga,de tl vue detention; and 
COnvictions allegedly obtained on the basis of confessions extracted 
under torture or the threat of torture. Amnesty International 
expressed its concern to the authorities about these aspects of the 
ease, asked whether the court had taken steps to investigate the 
torture allegations, and requested details of the charges and evidence 
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produced against them. In reply, the authorities gave details of the 
charges against and date and place of trial of one of the group, Dr 
Mohamed Jaidi. However, the government did not answer in full 
Amnesty International's concerns on his case, nor did it give any 
information about the rest of the group. 

On 31 October Amnesty I nternational wrote to the authorities 
about the trial and imprisonment of five students sentenced 10 
between two and six months' imprisonment by the court of first 
instance in Fez on 16 October for public order offences. They had 
reportedly been arrested on 6 and 8 October. Amnesty International 
expressed its concern at allegations of torture and ill-treatment during 
pre-trial detention, as well as about allegations that confessions 
extracted under torture had been used as evidence in court. Amnesty 
International requested details of the charges and evidence against 
them and urged an impartial and public inquiry into these allegations. 

Amnesty International received reports of the arrest and prolonged 
incommunicado detention of a number of individuals, including 
students, trade unionists, and members of various political groups. 
On 7 February Amnesty International appealed on behalf of 10 
phosphate miners, among them El Haj Mastour, Secretary General 
of the Union ghll§ra/e des travail/eurs du phosphate, General Union of 
Phosphate Workers, who were arrested between 25 and 31 January in 
connection with a strike against dismissals and for better working 
conditions'and wages. Amnesty International was concerned that 
they might have been detained to prevent them from exercising their 
rights of association and expression, and requested information about 
their legal position. Nine of the miners were released shortly 
afterwards and El Haj Mastour was released in May after more than 
three months in detention without trial. Amnesty International wrote 
again to the authorities on 31 October, asking for information about 
the arrest of Youssef AI Idrissi, a member of the Organisation pour 
I'action democratique et popu/aire (OADP), Organization for Popular 
and Democratic Action, and Hassan AI Dradbi, a member of 
UNEM. Amnesty International was concerned that the two indi­
viduals had reportedly been kept in prolonged garde tl vue detention 
since their arrest at the beginning of the month and urged them to be 
allowed access to lawyers and relatives. Amnesty International later 
learned that Youssef AI Idrissi had been released and that Hassan AI 
Dradbi had been presented before the court of first instance in 
Casablanca, reportedly accused of public order offences. 

Amnesty International continued to receive reports of ill-treatment 
of political prisoners in various prisons. They were reportedly beaten 
and kept in isolation in dark, windowless, cold cells, and denied, or 
made to endure delays before receiving, medical treatment, in most 
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cases needed for injuries resulting from torture during pre-trial 
detention. Amnesty International also received reports that their 
families were subjected to repeated interrogation and harassment. A 
number of prisoners in different prisons staged hunger-strikes in 
protest at their prison conditions. Amnesty International appealed on 
behalf of the group of 41 prisoners accused of belonging to 
[Ia-al Amam whose cases the organization was investigating, following 
reports that they had staged a series of short hunger-strikes in protest 
at, among other things, their dispersal to a number of prisons. During 
these hunger-strikes they were reportedly subjected to various forms 
of ill-treatment, including beatings, and denied medical treatment. 
Amnesty International also continued to appeal on behalf of six 
prisoners who had gone on hunger-strike in April 1985, listing a 
number of demands including medical care (see Amnesty Internation­
al Report 1986). Their families were reportedly not able to visit them 
Or to obtain information about their health or where they were held, 
once they started their hunger-strike. No reply was received from the 
authorities. 

Amnesty International continued to be concerned about the fate of 
approximately 100 military prisoners arrested following attempts on 
the life of King Hassan 11  in 1971 and 1972. According to Amnesty 
International's information, these individuals had been held in secret 
detention, incommunicado, since 1973. Reports indicated that they 
were kept in isolation in windowless, filthy and unventilated cells in 
extreme temperatures, with inadequate food, and given arbitrary 
punishment, and no medical care. Amnesty International feared that 
a number of these prisoners might already have died as a result of 
these conditions. Several had already completed their prison sent­
ences, but were not released. 

Saudi Arabia 

Amnesty International 
was concerned about 
the long-term detention 
without trial, often in­
communicado, of poli­

tical prisoners, some of whom might have been prisoners of 
COnscience; allegations of torture and ill-treatment, including the 
amputation of limbs as a judicial punishment; and the death penalty. 

In 1986 Amnesty International documented the names of over 140 
alleged political opponents or critics of the government reportedly 
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detained in the eastern provinces of Saudi Arabia (see Amllesty 
Internatiollal Report 1986). Those arrested were said to be Shi'a 
Muslims and included students, teachers, religious scholars and 
employees at oil installations. Among them was Makkiya 'Abdallah 
Hamdan who was reportedly arrested after midnight at her home on 
24 July after trying to discover the whereabouts of her husband who 
had been arrested in May. Amnesty International was seeking further 
information on the arrests and the detainees' whereabouts. 

At the end of 1986 Amnesty International was also seeking further 
information on the continued detention of 1 1  Egyptian nationals 
reportedly held without trial since 1979. Among them were Usama 
Awadh Sa'd, a medical student at Cairo University, and Abdul 
Moneim Abdul Hamid Bayoumi Sultan, a student at the Institute of 
Health in Cairo, Egypt. According to reports received from the 
detainees' families, the I I  were among a large group of pilgrims 
arrested following the seizure of the Grand Mosque in Mecca in 
November 1 979 by an armed group. Following the arrests, 63 were 
tried and executed and 107 received prison sentences of varying 
lengths. Many were released after investigation but the 1 1 ,  the 
majority of whom were students, remained in detention without trial. 

In September Amnesty International appealed to the authorities to 
investigate the reported death in custody of Ahmad Mahdi Khamis, a 
Saudi national working at the British Bank of al-Dammam. Ahmad 
Mahdi Kh!.mis was reportedly arrested on 1 1  August with several 
others from his village, Hillah Mahish, in the Eastern Province. The 
reasons for his arrest were not known but appeared to be connected 
with the appearance of opposition slogans on walls and the 
distribution of opposition leaflets in the village. The detainees were 
held incommunicado in al-Dammam Central Prison. On the night of 
23 August his body was returned to his family with instructions that it 
should be buried without the customary funeral. Reports received by 
Amnesty International stated that his body bore the marks of torture. 

In 1986 Amnesty International received several reports of torture 
and ill-treatment of detainees. As in previous years, torture or 
ill-treatment apparently occurred during the period immediately after 
arrest when detainees were held incommunicado. Among the 
practices described were beatings on the soles of the feet or all over 
the body; submersion in water; and sleep deprivation. Prisoners in 
cells were sometimes shackled by their ankles and some had been 
held in solitary confinement for Over two years. Amnesty Internation­
al was unable to investigate these reports fully but was concerned by 
their consistency, from a variety of sources, which appeared to 
indicate a pattern of torture and ill-treatment. 

Amnesty International also expressed its concern about cruel, 
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inhuman and degrading punishment being judicially imposed in the 
form of amputation of limbs. On 24 October four men had their right 
hands and left feet amputated ("cross-limb" amputation) in the town 
of Abha, 'Asir province. The four amputations, following convictions 
for burglary and armed robbery, brought to I I  the number of 
amputations documented by Amnesty International in 1986. These 
were also the first instances of "cross-limb" amputation to be brought 
to the organization's attention for several years. 

In September 1986 Amnesty International informed the Minister 
of the Interior of its concern about reports that Mohamed Lazrak, a 
Tunisian national sentenced to death in abselllia on 10 July by the 
Military Court of Tunis, had been returned against his will from Saudi 
Arabia to Tunisia. According to reports, Mohamed Lazrak was 
arrested by the Saudi authorities and handed over to the Tunisian 
authorities on 20 August. He appeared before the Military Court in 
Tunis on 23 August when the death sentence was upheld, and was 
executed on 2 September. Amnesty International reiterated its 
opposition to the involuntary return of individuals to any country 
Where there arc reasonable grounds to fear that they may be 
imprisoned for their non-violent conscientiously held beliefs or be 
Subjected to torture or execution. Amnesty International sought 
clarification of the circumstances surrounding the return of Mohamed 
Lazrak to Tunisia and sought assurances that the necessary measures 
Would be taken to ensure that such incidents did not recur. In 
response the Minister of the Interior stated that, contrary to Amnesty 
International's information, Mohamed Lazrak had not been forcibly 
returned but had returned to Tunisia of his own accord. 

In 1986 Amnesty International learned of 24 executions. In all but 
One case they followed convictions for murder and were carried out 
after the relatives of the murder victims had demanded Qisas 
(retribution). Under the law relatives may demand Qisas in the form 
of the death of the murderer or by financial settlement, or they may 
Waive such a claim. As well as Saudi citizens those executed included 
six Pakistanis, one Yemeni and one Egyptian. In August Ahmet 
Giine§, a Turkish worker in Jeddah, who had been convicted of the 
murder of his wife E§c Giine§, was reported in the Turkish Daily 
News to have been reprieved after a Turkish Deputy intervened on 
his behalf with the victim's parents and obtained from them a 
document s.1ying that Ahmet GiinC§ should not be executed. In 
several communiC:ltions during the year to the Saudi authorities 
Amnesty International repeated its unconditional opposition to the 
death penalty and urged commutation of such sentences. 
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Syria 
The main concerns of 
Amnesty International 
continued to be the 
detention without 
charge or trial of thou­

sands of political pnsoners under Syria's state of emergency 
legislation; the imprisonment of 275 prisoners of conscience; the 
long-term detention without trial of most political detainees and the 
detention of political prisoners after the expiry of their sentences; the 
routine use of torture by the security forces; "disappearances"; 
extrajudicial executions; and the death penalty. The authorities did 
not respond to any of Amnesty International's appeals in 1986. 

During 1986 Amnesty International worked for the release of 275 
adopted prisoners of conscience and was investigating the cases of 181 
possible prisoners of conscience. The majority continued to be held 
without trial, some for over 16 years. It learned of the release of 67 
prisoners on whose behalf it was working, of whom 66 were adopted 
prisoners of conscience. 

Amnesty International learned of the release in May of Haitham 
Kamel Mustafa, a 20-year-<>ld student detained without trial for six 
years. He was arrested for his involvement in establishing a 
prohibited organization, IlIihad ai-Nidal al-Slruyu'i, Union for 
Communist Struggle (see Amllesty IlItematiollal Report 1986). lie 
was reported to be in poor health upon release. In November JO 
adopted prisoners of conscience were released. They were among a 
number of lawyers arrested in April and May 1980 after a one-day 
strike by the Syrian Bar Association on 3 1  March 1980 (see Amnesty 
IlIlematiollal Report 1984). However, Amnesty International re­
mained concerned about three lawyers from this group, 'Abd 
al-Majid Manjouneh, Salim 'Aqil and Thuraya 'Abd al-Karim, who 
continued to be held without trial. Amnesty International also 
continued to investigate the cases of over 150 doctors and engineers 
detained since 1980 because of their support for the strike. 

Amnesty International learned that 56 members of the banned 
Communist Party Political Bureau (epPB), had been released, three 
of them during 1986. Among them was the novelist Wadi' Ismandar 
who was freed in October. The organization continued to call for the 
release of 88 other party members held without trial since their arrest, 
some for over seven years. 

Amnesty International continued to seek the release of 100 
members of the banned Party for Communist Action (PeA), arrested 
at various times since 1980, none of whom had been charged or tried. 
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In 1986 several people suspeeled of involvemenl wilh Ihe PCA were 
arreSled, some of whom were arresled as hoslages. Shafiqa al-'Ali 
was arresled on 2ll April Inslead of her husband Faraj Birqadar. who 
had been wanled ,inee 1984 because of his PCA membership. 

Belwpen February and June, over 180 P"leslinians and Syrians 
were arresled hy Ihe seeurily forces in Damascus and olher cilies, of 
whom &2 remained in delenlion wilhoul lrial al the cnd of 1986. 
Among Ihem were members of the PCA and se.eral Paleslinian 
group', including Fa/al! al-IIIII/adal! (Abu Mu",,'s group) 'lnd Ihe 
Palesline Liberalion Fronl - Provisional Command. Several of Ihe 
delainees were "" id 10 have been lortured, and onc reporledly died in 
euslody as a resul!. Among Ihe delainees were whole families 
arrested as hostages: for example. the mother. three sisters. wife Hnd 
sister-in-law of Sarnir al-l Iassan, a Palestinian journalist. were 
arresled on 3() March. I l is mOlher was released when he was "rresled 
On I April, and his olher relalives were released in June. 

In Augusl Amnesly I nlernalional appealed 10 Ihe aUlhorilies on 
behalf of Ihree members of a Jewish family held inoommunie"do 
Wilhoul lrial for over eighl monlhs. Shehade Besso and his sons S"lim 
and Jaeques were arresled in December 1985, reportedly because onc 
of Iheir relalives failed 10 relurn 10 Syria in aeoordance wilh 
guaranlees given 10 Ihe aUlhorilies. According 10 reports Ihe Ihree 
men were ill-Irealed during delenlion and Ihe heallh of 70-year-old 
Shehade Bes,<;() had delerioraled seriously as a resul!. In Oclober 
Amnesly I nlernalional learned Ihal Ihey had been rcle"sed. 

Amnesly Inlernalional sought further delails aboul over 150 
people delained wilhoul Iri,,1 in Ihe euslody of al-Amll al Siyassi, Ihe 
POlilie,,1 seeurily force. Mosl were arresled in Seplember on suspicion 
of involvemenl wilh Ihe prohibiled al-Tallzim al-Slw'bi al-Nasiri, 
P?pular Nasserisl OrganizlIIion. Among Ihem were doclors, en­
gineers and lawyers, several of whom were reporledly lortured. 

In AuguSI Amnesly Inlernalional appealed on behalf of 33 
Lebanese nalionals arresled by Syrian forces in Tripoli, Lebanon, 
belween February and June. They were among a group of 38 people, 
five of whom were released in mid- I986, said 10 have been arresled in 
Iheir homes al nighl "nd transferred 10 Damaseus for inlerrogalion. 
Some were reportedly lortured during delenlion, among Ihem Tareq 
Marhaba, a leacher who reportedly had a heart allaek as a resull. He 
was rele"sed in December. Al lhe end of 1986 Amnesly Inlernalional 
learned Ihal 12 delainees from Ihis group had been released, bUl lhal 
14 olher Lebanese nalionals had been arresled in Tripoli and Beirul 
and laken 10 Damascus. 

Amnesly Inlernmional eonlinued 10 receive "lIegalions of lorture 
and ill-treatment of detainees in the custody of the security forces, 
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among them adopted prisoners of conscience. In  April the organiza­
tion appealed on behalf of two adopted prisoners of conscience -
Faisal Tahhan and Mufid Mi'mari - who were reponedly tortured to 
force them to sign declarations renouncing their political affiliations. 

In August Amnesty International called on the government to 
investigate reports of the death under torture of Sulaiman Mustafa 
Ghaibur, a Syrian soldier from Hama, while in the custody of 
al-MLlkhabaral al-'Askariyya, Military Intelligence. He died on I May 
and a coffin bearing his body was returned on the same day to his 
family, who were told that he had committed suicide and were 
instructed to bury the coffin immediately without opening it. 
According to Amnesty International's information, the coffin was 
opened and his body had bruises on the wrists and bullet wounds in 
the neck. It was alleged that he had been shot after his death under 
torture in order to simulate suicide. 

In August and December Amnesty International also called for 
investigations into reports of the torture of four other detainees in the 
custody of al-MLlkhabaral al-'Askariyya: Amina 'Omar, Mazin Rabi' 
and 'Ali al-Rifa'i, all Palestinians, and Karim 'Akkari, a Syrian. Two 
of them allegedly attempted to commit suicide after being tortured. 

A number of appeals were issued during 1986 on behalf of 
detainees who were reportedly seriously ill and being denied 
adequat� medical care, Among them was Mahmud Jalbut, a 
Palestinian clerk who was said to be in a critical condition as a result 
of a stomach haemorrhage. Appeals were also sent on behalf of four 
prisoners reported to be suffering from various ailments, including 
diabetes, innammation of the oesophagus and kidney stones. The 
four- Husain Zaidan, Mustafa Fallah, Mahmud al-Fayyad and Jalal 
aI-Din Mirhij - had been detained without trial since May 1985 
when their I S-year sentences expired (sce Amllesly IIIlemaliollal 
Report } 986). Amnesty International sought official clarification of 
the legal basis of their continued detention and urged their immediate 
release unless they were charged with a criminal offence. 

In November Amnesty International learned that Tawfiq Draq 
al-Siba'i. a neurologist who "disappeared" following his arrest in May 
1980. was alive and was being held in al-Mezze Military Prison. 
reportedly for involvement in matters affecting state security. In 1984 
Amnesty International had received unconfirmed reports that he had 
been killed in a massacre at Tadmur Prison on 27 June 1980 (see 
Amllesly }II/ematiollal Report 1985). Another prisoner, Khalil 
Brayez, "disappeared" two months after the expiry of his IS-year 
sentence in October 1985. He had not .been released from prison. A 
former captain and intelligence officer on the Syrian army whose case 
the organization has been investigating since 1978. Khalil Brayez was 
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last known to have been detained in al-Hassakeh Prison. 
At the end of 1986 Amnesty International was seeking further 

information about reports of the killing of over 200 people by Syrian 
troops and Syrian-backed militia in Tripoli, Lebanon, in the third 
week of December. Some of those who died were said to have been 
killed during armed clashes between Syrian troops and militiamen of 
Harakat al-Tawltid al-Islami, Islamic Unification Movement. How­
ever, Amnesty International's information indicated that many of the 
victims were unarmed civilians summarily executed shortly after 
arrest. I lundreds of other people were reported to have been arrested 
in the Tripoli area by Syrian troops or to have "disappeared". 

Amnesty International learned of eight officially confirmed execu­
tions in 1986. The victims had been convicted of crimes such as 
espionage and premeditated murder. During 1986 Amnesty Interna­
tional sent numerous appeals reiterating its unconditional opposition 
to the death penalty. 

Tunisia 
During 1986 Amnesty 
International was con­
cerned about the im­
prisonment or restric­
tion of prisoners of 

COnseience and possible prisoners of conseience; prolonged incom­
municado detention; and the death penalty. 

Amnesty International adopted as a prisoner of conseience Moncef 
Ben Slimanc, assistant university lecturer in sociology and Secretary 
General of the Syndicat de i'ellSeigllemelll superieur et de la reclterche 
scientifique (SESRS), Union of Higher Education and Scientific 
Research. He was tried on 4 June by the court of first instance in 
Tunis and sentenced to one year's imprisonment for "defamation of 
the public order and public institutions". Amnesty International 
delegates observed his trial. The charge related to a leller sent by the 
SESRS to the Minister of Education criticizing government policies, 
and in particular its handling of disturbances at Tunis University. In 
October the Court of Appeal in Tunis reduced his sentence to six 
months, and he was released from prison on 14 November. 

Amnesty International also adopted as prisoners of conseience 
Ahmed Mestiri, Secretary General of the Mouvement des democrates 
socialistes (MDS), Movement of Socialist Democrats; Hassan Ben 
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Rabiha, an MDS member; and Omar Mestiri and Abdellatif 
Hermassi, both members of the political bureau of the Rassemble­
ment sacialisle progressiste (RSP), Progressive Socialist Assembly. 
They had all been arrested at the start of a non-violent demonstration 
in Tunis on 16 April in protest against the US raid on Libya. They 
were convicted by a cantonal court on 22 April of "assembling on a 
public highway" and each sentenced to four months' imprisonment, 
upheld on appeal on 14 June. The appeal hearing was attended by 
Amnesty International delegates. Three of the defendants were 
imprisoned and Ahmed Mestiri was placed under house arrest. 

Amnesty International learned of the release upon expiry of his 
sentence on 14 June of adopted prisoner of conscience Beshir Essid, 
lawyer and Secretary General of the Rassemblement nationalisle 
arabe (RNA), Arab Nationalist Assembly Movement. 

During 1986 Amnesty International continued to investigate the 
cases of 18 members of the Tunisian armed forces sentenced in 1983 
to between five and eight years' imprisonment on charges including 
membership of the Islamic Liberation Party, a banned political 
group. These prisoners were among 29 individuals tried in August 
1983 (sce Amnesty IlIIemational Report 1986). 

Amnesty International appealed on behalf of a number of trade 
unionists arrested in various towns in November 1985, during a series 
of countrx-wide strikes and demonstrations which followed the 
breakdown of annual wage negotiations between the government and 
the Union generale des travail/eurs tunisiellS (UGTT), Tunisian 
General Workers' Union. They were tried in November and 
December 1985 and received sentences of between six and eight 
months' imprisonment on charges including the dissemination of 
information designed to disturb public order, and incitement to and 
participation in illegal strikes. Amnesty International was concerned 
that these prisoners may have been imprisoned solely for their 
non-violent trade union activities. 

Amnesty International also continued to investigate the case of 
Habib Achour, Secretary General of the UGTT. He was sentenced 
to one year's imprisonment in December 1985 on charges of breaking 
into and taking control of a fishing cooperative in Sfax in 1982 (sce 
Amnesty International Report 1986), the sentence being reduced to 
eight months on appeal. He was brought to trial for a second time in 
1986 on charges of mismanagement of union funds, and sentenced in 
April to two years' imprisonment by the court of first instance in 
Tunis. The sentence was upheld on appeal. Amnesty International 
was concerned that Habib Achour may have been imprisoned to 
prevent him carrying out his trade union activities. 11 was also 
concerned because his first trial was held in camera, and may in other 
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respects have fallen shon of internationally recognized standards for a 
fair trial. Amnesty International repeatedly expressed concern about 
repons of a deterioration in his heallh as a result of inadequate 
medical attention in prison. He was reponed to be suffering from 
diabetes, a hean condition and anhritis. He was reponed to be in the 
military hospital in Tunis at the end of 1986. Amnesty International 
learned that I labib Achour was tried again in December and 
sentenced to a further four years' imprisonment by the Criminal 
Chamber of the Coun of Appeal in Tunis on charges of complicity in 
the mismanagement of funds. At the cnd of 1986 Amnesty 
International was seeking more information about his latest trial. 

In October Amnesty International raised with the authorities the 
cases of a number of individuals reponedly arrested between July and 
September and held in prolonged garde tl vile (incommunicado) 
detention since their arrest . They included members of the MOllve­
melll d'lInilli poplIlaire (MUP), The Movement for Popular Unity, an 
unauthorized political organization, and members of the unautho­
rized MOllvemelll de la lendance islamique (MTI), Islamic Tendency 
Movement. Amnesty International requested details of their arrest 
and detention and of any charges against them, and urged that they 
be allowed immediate access to lawyers and relatives. 

Amnesty International learned of 18 executions during 1986 and of 
two death sentences, all for the crimes of rape, murder, theft, assaull 
and attempted murder, and appealed to the authorities in every case. 
Among those executed was Mohamed Lazrak, a Tunisian national 
sentenced to death ill absentia on 10 July by the Military Coun in 
Tunis for assault, theft and attempted murder. He was executed on 2 
September following his return from Saudi Arabia. Amnesty 
International wa concerned about repons that he had been forcibly 
returned from Saudi Arabia to Tunisia, and wrote to the Saudi 
Arabian Minister of the Interior (see Salldi Arabia entry). Amnesty 
International reiterated its opposition to the inVOluntary return of 
individuals to any country where they may face persecution for their 
conscientiously held beliefs, tonure or the death penally, and sought 
clarification of the circumstances surrounding the return of Mohamed 
l..azrak to Tunisia. The Saudi Arabian Minister of the Interior replied 
that, contrary to Amnesty International's information, Mohamed 
l..azrak had returned to Tunisia of his own accord. 
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United Arab 
Emirates 

Amnesly International's 
concerns during 1 986 
were the imposition by 

death sentences and the introduction of new 
capital offences. The organization was also concerned about the 
possible deportation of Iranians who might become prisoners of 
conscience or face torture or execution if returned to their own 
country. 

On 8 July Amnesty International appealed to Shaikh Zayed Ibn 
Sultan al-Nahayyan, President of the United Arab Emirates, 
following reports that four people had been flogged in Abu Dhabi on 
20 June for intoxication and breaking the fast during Ramadan. 
Hussain 'Ali Ahmad, a Somali, 'Abd al-Karim Muhammad Jasim, an 
Indian, and Gharib Muhammad, a Qatari, were each sentenced to 80 
lashes, and Mahmud Muhammad Da'ala, a Somali, was sentenced to 
40 lashes. The organization reiterated its opposition to the judicial 
penalty of flogging as a punishment which constitutes cruel, inhuman 
and degrading treatment. No response was received. 

Amnesty International received reports of two death sentences. 
On 28 November it learned that Khalid Maho 'Ali, an Indian, had 
been sentenced to death by a criminal court in Dubai for murder. 
Amnesty International appealed to Shaikh Rashid Ibn Sa'id al­
Maktoum, Ruler of Dubai, to commute the death sentence, stating 
its unconditional opposition to the death penalty. On 15 December it 
appealed for the commutation of the death sentence passed on Paul 
George Nadar, an Indian national convicted of the premeditated 
murder of nine members of two Pakistani families. No responses 
were received to any of Amnesty International's appeals, and the 
organization did not know whether either sentence was carried out. 

Amnesty International was concerned about the introduction of 
new capital offences. On 17 March Federal Law No. 6 of 1986 was 
passed, providing the death penalty for five drug-related offences. 
However, Amnesty International did not learn of any death 
sentences passed under this law in 1986. 

During 1986 Amnesty International appealed on behalf of 14 
Iranian nationals at risk of being forcibly returned to Iran, where they 
could have become prisoners of conscience. or been tortured or 
executed. On 20 January Amnesty International sought official 
confirmation of reports of the arrest and detention in Sadri Prison of 
10 Iranians in the previous week. Amnesty International believed 
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that they would be at risk of torture or execution because of their 
political activities if returned to Iran and sought assurances that they 
would not be returned. No response was received. On 31 January 
Amnesty International appealed on behalf of two other Iranians -
'Ali Akbar Khalvati and Abdul Reza Salimi - who risked being 
forcibly returned to Iran. They were reportedly arrested on 24 
January and held in Abu Dhabi Prison. On 5 March and 17 April 
Amnesty International renewed its appeals on their behalf after 
receiving reports that the Iranian authorities had requested their 
return. No response was received. On 26 February Amnesty 
International appealed on behalf of Hamid Hosham, who had 
reportedly ned to Dubai from Iran, where he had been tortured. He 
was said to have been detained at Dubai airport and to be in danger 
of forcible return to Iran. The authorities responded to Amnesty 
International's appeals on 15 April, stating that no such person was 
detained in the United Arab Emirates. The organization subsequent­
ly learned that Hamid Hosham had been released and that his claim 
for political asylum was being examined by the United Nations High 
Commissioner for Refugees. On 21 October Amnesty International 
sent appeals on behalf of Gholamabbas Riathi, an Iranian refugee 
who was reportedly detained on or around 13 October and was being 
held ncar Abu Dhabi. The organization sought assurances that he 
would not be forcibly returned to Iran. No response was received. 

Yemen 
(People's 
Democratic 
Republic of) 
Amnesty International 

was concerned about the fate of eight prisoners of conscience and 20 
possible prisoners of conscience it knew of before lighting broke out 
in January, and about the reported detention of possible prisoners of 
conscience following the lighting. Some were held without charge, 
others were brought to trial and faced the death penalty. The 
organization was also concerned, following the changes in govern­
ment, about the systematic usc of torture and about reports of 
extrajudicial executions and of possible "disappearances". 

On \3 January heavy fighting broke out in Aden between rival 
factions of the ruling Yemeni Soclahst Party. Street clashes erupted 
followmg the assassination that day of a number of leading party and 
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government officials. reportedly on the orders of the Head of State, 
'Ali Nasir Muhammad. The civil strife lasted until the end of January 
and resulted in casualties officially estimated at over 4.()(X) dead. 'Ali 
Nasir Muhammad was ousted from power and Prime Minister 
Haydar Abu Bakr al-'Attas was elected Chairman of the Presidium of 
the Supreme People's Council on 8 February. 

During 1986 Amnesty International remained concerned about the 
fate of eight prisoners of conscience and eight possible prisoners of 
conscience arrested between 1967 and 1975, and received confirma­
tion of the release of one of them. Assafa Ainalen, an Eritrean 
civilian pilot arrested in 1975 and held in al-Mansura Prison in Aden, 
was released in July 1980. Amnesty Internatiom,l had been investigat­
ing his case since 1977 but had never received a response to its 
inquiries from the authorities. and only in 1986 was it able to confirm 
his release. Amnesty International also continued to seek information 
on 12 possible prisoners of conscience. members of the pro-Iraqi 
Ba'th Pany, three of whom were sentenced to death in November 
1985 (sec Amnesty Imemational Report 1986). The organiz:'tion 
learned in November from the exiled former authorities that the 
death sentences had been commuted in December 1985, but the 
subsequent fate and whereabouts of the 12 prisoners remained 
unknown. O",pite repeated appeals by Amnesty International. no 
information W�IS made available by the new authorities on any of 
these cases, and the organization feared that several of the prisoners 
may have died in previous years or during the fighting in January. 

Following the fighting in January, thousands of people were 
arrested by the new authorities and detained in prisons, military 
camps, schools and other public buildings. Many detainees appear to 
have been arrested solely because of their place of origin, panicularly 
those from the provinces of Aden, Abyan and Shabwa, whose 
inhabitants were assumed to be sympathetic to 'Ali Nasir Muham­
mad. Detainees were released during the year, most of them under a 
general amnesty declared on 29 March. In September the authorities 
announced that 3.700 people had been released since the fighting. 
According to offic;,,1 figures, 700 people were in detention at the end 
of 1986, although opposition sources maintained that the number was 
still in the thousands. Amnesty International was concerned about 
several individuals arrested in January or February who were 
reponed to be still held without charge or trial at the cnd of 1986. 
They included journalists. trade unionists. former government 
officials and military personnel. The organization believed that some 
of them may have been prisoners of conscience, detained because of 
their politi""1 beliefs or their personal relat,onships with former 
prominent government personalities. Appeals sent by Amnesty 
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International in April and July remained unanswered. 
Ninety-four detainees arrested following the fighting in January 

were brought to trial on 2 December before the Supreme Court of the 
Republic in Aden. together with the former head of state and 47 
others tried ill abselllia as they were abroad. All 142 defendants were 
charged with treason and faced the death penalty. Amnesty 
International was concerned that the defendants. some of whom 
might be prisoners of conscience. were reportedly held incommunica­
do for prolonged periods and might be sentenced to death with no 
right of appeal. On 28 December an Amnesty International delegate 
arrived in Aden to observe part of the trial. 

Testimonies gathered by Amnesty International from victims and 
eye-witnesses revealed that. at least during the first months of the 
year, torture was used systematically in numerous detention centres. 
Reported methods included beating with rine butts and wooden 
sticks; nogging with plastic-coated electric wires or Cl.bles; burning 
with cigarettes or with hot iron rods; and electric shocks. A few 
detainees were reportedly blinded by having their eyes gouged out. A 
method of torture reported to have been widely used - particularly 
in the Yemen i-Soviet Projects' compound and in the military camps 
of al-Fath and al-Sawlaban - involved placing parts of the victim's 
body in /lot tar. Eye-witnesses reported that 12 men died in the 
Yemen i-Soviet Projects' compound in Aden between February and 
August after being forced into barrels containing hot tar. Former 
detainees also reported threats of execution and mock executions. 

Five journalists were reported to have been tortured to death 
between February and August. Among them were Zaki Barakat. 
President of the Democratic Yemeni Journalists' Organization and 
Editor-in-Chief of the weekly al-Tlrawri. who was believed to have 
died in March after being tortured in al-Sawlaban Military CHmp. 

Eight extrajudicial executions. including three in which the victims 
were SHid to have been killed with electrical surgical SHWS. were 
reported to Amnesty International. The victims included journalists. 
judges. and a member of the Supreme People's Council. According 
to eye-witness accounts. mass executions took place during the first 
weeks after the fighting in January. 

In April and July Amnesty International urged the authorities to 
investigate cases of torture. death under torture and extrajudicial 
execution in order to bring to justice those found responsible. No 
reply was received and further appeals were sent in December. 

Amnesty International was informed of several people arrested 
following the fighting in January whose fate and whereabouts were 
still not known at the end of the year. The organization feared that 
some may have died in custody and was seeking further information. 



MISSIONS: JANUARY-DECEMBER 1986 
Date Country Delegate( s) Purpose 

January/Fcbruary Paraguay Jullo Raffo (Argentina) TriaJ obscrvallOWRescarch 

FebruarylMarch Turkey Nioobs Ulmcr (Umted Slatcs' Trial obicrvation 
S\\1l2eriand) 

FebruarylMarch Liberia Ralston Dcffcnbaugh (United States) ResearcWTrialobservation 
Staff member of International Secretariat 

FcbruarylMarch Papua New Gumea Dick Oo5ting (The Nc.hcrlands) Introduce Amnesty Inlcmatiomtl 
Staff member of International Secretariat to government 

March Malaysia Dcsmond Fcmando (Sri Lanka) Research 
Staff member of International Secretariat 

March Uruguay Joot Zalaqucu (CMe) � Amnesty IntcmatK>narS 
Staff member of International Secretariat concerns with government authonltcs 

March YUgoslaVIa Aiex Mllne (Uniu:d Kmgdom) TrialobiervatK>n 
Staff member of InternationaJ Secretariat 

ApnI Uganda An.onK) Marches! (haly) � Amnesty International's 
Staff member of International Secretariat concerns ""th government authorities 

Apnl Mcltico Staff member of IntcmatJOOal Secretariat Research 
Apnl Uruled Kmgdom Staff member of International Secretarial Observe appeal hearing (N. lrek, nd) 
ApnllMay Haiti Staff memrer of Internatiooal Secretariat Research 

ApnllMay Donunican Republic Staff member of International Secretariat Research 

May Rwanda Alpha Abdoulayc Diallo (Guinea) Discuss Amnesty Intemattonars 
Staff member of International Secretariat concerns with government authoribcs 



Date Country Delegate( s) Purpose 

May United Stales Staff member of International Secretariat Rescan:h 

May India Secretary General. Amnesty Oi<;cuss Amnesty IntcmatlOCl3l'sronccms 
International W1th government authorihes 
Staff member of International Secretariat 

May Philippines Secretary General. Amnesty Discuss Amnesty International's concerns 
International with government authorihcs 
Two starf members of International 
Secretarial 

May Grenada Ak!x Milnc (United Kingdom) Trial observation 

May Yugoslavia MK:hacl Freeman (United Kingdom) Trial OOscrvation 
Staff member of InlcITh.1tional Secretariat 

May LIberia Ralston Ocrfcnbaugh (United States) Trial obscrvalton 

May Chile Jaimc Miralk:s (Spain) Rescan:h 

May/June Yugoslavia Starf member of International Secretarial Trial observation 

June Turkey Joh30 van Lamocn (1bc Nether1ands) Research 

June Guinea Btssau Amand d'Hond. (Belgium) Discuss Amnesty IntcmatJOOal's 
Staff member of International Secretariat ooncems with government authontlCS 

June Nigeria Staff member of Inlernahonal Secretariat Research 

June Finland Two staff members of Inlemattonal Discuss Amnesty Intemattonal's 
Secretarial oonccms w;th government authorities 

June Tunisia Damel DumanhenlY (Swil7l:rIand) RcsearcWTriaJ observation 
Staff member of International Secretariat 

June German Democratic Rcpubtic Douwe KorfI(The Ne.her1ands) Trial observatlOfl 

June Uru.ed IGngdom Two staff members of International Research 
(N. Ireland) Secretariat 



Date Country Delegate(s) Purpose 

June ThaIland Jorgcn Worm (Denmark) Research 
'Ja05 Drnmulsl.y Pclcrsen (Denmark) 
StafTmcmberof International Secretariat 

June YugaJavia John Vervaclc tBclgJum) Trial observ,UIOIl 

JunclJuly Peru Staff member of InlcmatlOflal Secretariat Research 

July Haiti Oaoo WCiSM)flxh (Umted States) Trial ob'icrvalKlO 

July/August BrnnI Juho RafTo (Argentina) Rl-'SCarch 
Staff member of Inlcm.'"I tional Secretarial 

July/October Fiji SlafT member of InlcmaltOnal Secretarial Introduce Anlll\...."'\t)' IntcmalKln,,1 
French Polynesia to go\'cmmcn� 
New Caledonia SoIomoo Island<; 
Tooga 
Vanualu 
Wcstcm Samoa 

August Congo Davtd WelSSbrodt (United States) Tnal OOscrval1Ofl 

AugUSl COI1lOffi!i Member of International Exewtivc DtSC'USS Amf'lC!l,lY Intcmahnrwl\ 
Committee ronccm\. with gt)\.cmmcnt aUlho"tk" 
Staff member of Intcmaltooal Secretariat 

August United States 51cpilcn Owen (Canada) R�arch 

AugUSl Peru Y"on Le Bot (Frcmcc) DISCUSS AmflC!i,t� Inlcmatkmal\ 
Secretary General 0( Amnesty ronce1"l'l.'!l .... ith gCJ\:emmcnt authontll..., 
International 
Starr member of Inlernaltooal Secretariat 

AugustlSeplcmbcr Sudan Andrew Mawson (Umted Kingdom) Research 
Staff member of IntcmatlOflal Sccrctanat 



Date Country Delegate(s) Purpose 

AugusllSeplember Haiti Staff member or Inlemahonal Secretariat Panicipate In meetmg on human 
rigllls protect"'" 

October 1986' Br=I Staff member of InternatIOnal Secretariat R.,.,.rdl January 1987 

October Tur1<ey Johan van Lamocn (The Netherlands) Rescardl 
OctobedNovember Sierra Leone Staff member of International Secrelarial Rescan:h 

OctoberlNovembcr Egypt Two staff members of International Rescardl 
Secretariat 

OctoberlNovembcr Pakistan Staff member of International Secretariat Research 

Novemberl Umted Kingdom Wcstcy Gryk (United States) Observe appeal hearing 
December (N. Ireland) Staff member of International Secretarial 

NO\Icmberf Central African Republic Bimm Sy (Senegal) Trial observation 
Dea:mbcr 

[)ca:mbcr Ptulippinc:s Member of InlcmattOnal Executive DISCUSS Amnc:slY International's 
Committee ooncerns with government aUlhoriliesl 

Staff member of International Secretarial Research 

December Kenya David WeiSSbfoch (United States) Discuss Amnesty Intemattonafs 
oona:ms Wlth government authorities 

Dea:mber Argcntma Staff member of IntcmatK>Oal Secretariat Rcscardl 

December PcopIe's Democrat'" RepublJc Adet Anun (Egypt) Tnalobservation 
ofYemcn 

Dooember CoIomboa Staff member of International Secretariat Rescard1 

December Peru Staff member of International Secretariat Rescard1 

Dooember Czecho!;Ioyakia RJikka PyyItko (Finland) Trial observation 



APPENDIX I 

Statute of Amnesty International 
Articles 1 and 2 

As amended by the 17th International Council. meeting in Espoo - l Ielsinki. 
Finland. 27 August - I September 19&5. 

OBJECf 
I .  CONSIDERING that every pe""n ha> the right freely t o  hold and to 

express his or her convictions and the obligation to extend a like 
freedom to others. the object of AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL 
shall be to secure throughout the world the observance of the 
provisions of the Universal Declaration of I luman Rights. by: 

a) IrrcsJXCClve of political considerations working towards the release 
of and providing assistance to persons who In violation of the 
aforesaid provisions are imprisoned. detamed or otherwise physi­
cally. restricted by feason of their politic., ! . religious or other 
conscientiously held beliefs or by reao;c>n of their ethnic origin. sex. 
colour or language, provided that they have not used or advoctlted 
violence (hereinafter referred to m. " prisoners of conscience'");  

b) opposing by al l  appropriate means the detention of any prisoners of 
conscience or :.my political prisoners without trial within a reason· 
able time or any trial procedures relating to !<ouch prisoners that do 
not conform to intemationf.llly recognized norms; 

c) op�ing by all appropriate means the im�ition and infliction of 
deHth penalties and torture or other cruel. inhuman or degrading 
tre�Hment or punishment of prisoners or other detained or restricted 
pcr..ons whether or not they have used or advocated violence. 

METlIODS 
2. In order to achieve the aforesaid object. AMNESTY INTERNA· 

TIONAL shall: 

a) at all tlm� maintain an overall balance between It.!. actlvitlcs in 
rdll10n to countries adhering to thl:' different world political 
ideologlcs and groupings; 

b) promote as appcms appropriate the adoption of conMitutions. 
conventions. treaties and other measurcs which guarantee the rights 
contained in the provisions referred to in Article 1 hereof; 
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c) support and publicize the activities of and cooperate with interna­

tional organiz..1.lions and agencies which work for the implementa­
tion of the aforesaid provisions; 

d) take all necessary steps to establish an effective org:.tnization of 
sections. affiliated groups and individual members; 

c) secure the adoption by groups of members or supporters of 
Individual prisoners of conscience or entrust to such groups other 
tasks in �upport of the object set out in Article I ;  

f) provide financial and other relief t o  prisoners o f  conscience and 
their dependants and to persons who have lately been prisoners of 
conscience or who might reasonably be expected to be prisoners of 
conscience or to become prisoners of conscience if convicted or if 
they were to return to their own countries. to the dependants of 
such persons and to victims of torture in need of medical care as a 
dircct result thereof; 

g) work for the improvement of oonditions for prisoners of oonscience 
and politicll prisoners; 

h) provide legal aid. where necessary and possible , .  to prisoners of 
conscience and to persons who might reasonably be expected to be 
prisoners of oonscience or to become prisoners of conscience if 
oonvicted or if they were to rerum to their own oountries. and ... 
where desirable. :,cnd observers to attend the trials of such persons; 

i) publicize the ca.-·,es of prisoners of conscience or persons who have 
otherwise been subjected to disabilities in violation of the aforesaid 
provisions; 

j) oppose the :,cnding of persons from one country to another where 
they can reasonably be expected to become prisoners of conscience 
or to face torture or the death penalty; 

k) :,cnd investigators. where appropriate. to investigate allegations that 
the right, of individuals under the aforeS::l id provisions have been 
violated or threatened; 

I) make representations to international organiz..1.tions and to govern­
ments whenever it appears that an Individual j\ a pnsoner of 
conscience or has otherwise been subjected to disahilitles III 
violation of the aforesaid provhions; 

m) promot.
e and \Upport the granting of general amnesties of which the 

beneficmries will include prisoners of conscience: 

n) "IOOpt any other olppropriate methods for the securing of It" object. 

TIle full lext of Ihe Stalllte of Amnesty JlJlenlllftonuJ IS aWlI1able free ul)On 
request, from: Amnesty IllIemlll;ollal. I",emol;ollol Secrelarillf, I EaiUon 
Street, Lolldoll WC! X 801, Ullited Killgdom. 



APPENDIX 11 

Amnesty International News 
Releases 1986 

28 January Hundreds of thousands imprisoned on basis of race in SoUlh 
Africa, says AI report 

4 February AI urges new Guatemalan Government to end torture and 
killing 

12 February AI reports on human rights abuses in Nicaragua 

5 March 

19 March 

2 April 

16 April 

14 May 

28 May 

J I June 

25 June 

14 July 

18 July 

AI launches campaign against human rights violations in 
South Africa 

AI repOrts torture, killing and mass arrests in Zaire 

Ethnic Turks imprisoned during Bulgarian assimilation cam­
paign, AI reports 

AI issues known figures for dealh penalty in 1985, says true 
total much higher 

... AI urges Mexican Government to act against torture and 
killin� in rural areas 

AI, 2S years old. cites human rights progress and calls for 
further action against abuses 

Government critics face imprisonment and torture in SOUlh 
Korea, says AI 

AI seeks fair trial for Muslim prisoners in Indonesia 

AI announces appointment of next Secretary General 

AI reports killings, torture in Colombia 

3 September Chilean security forces use clandestine groups, says A I  

I Q  September AI says Sri Lankan Government must explain "disappear­
ances" 

16 September AI urges investigation of reports of torture in Israeli·occupied 
territory 

30 September UK procedures fail to answer key question on killings by 
security forces, AI says 

8 October AI cites killing and torture of tribal villagers in Bangladesh 

15 October AI's annUIJI report says pressure grows for human rights 
19 November AI reports torture in Afghanistan 
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Regional News Releases 1986 
28 February EXl.'Cution or 1 7-year-old in Bangladesh violate.. human rights 

... tandards. says Al  

8 July AI mission confirms Kampuchean refugee ... were tortured 
after <trre...t In Thailand 

APPENDIX III 
Amnesty International around the world 

There ;.lre now over 3.740 local Amnesty International groups in over ro 
countries around the world. In 44 countries these groups are coordinated by 
scction�. whose addresst.-s are given below. In <Iddition. there are individual 
membef1ol. �upJX>rtcrs and recipients of Amnesty International information 
(such as the monthly AmIJl'sty Imemalional Newsleuer) in more than 150 
countri� and territories. 

Section addresses 
Australia: Amnesty International. Australi.tn Section. PO Box A159. Sydney 

South. New South Wales 2000 
Austria: Amn"'ty International. Austrian Section. Esslinggassc 1 514. A-IOIO 

Wien 

Bangladesh: do Amnesty International. CMD. International Secretariat. I 
E:lSton Street. London WCIX BDJ 

Barbados: Amnesty International. Barbados Section. Breezy I lollow. Crane. 
St Philip. Barbados. West Indies 

�ium: Amnesty International. Belgian Section (f7emish branch).  Kerk­
straat 1 56. 2(X)8 Antwerpen 
Amnesty International. Belgian Section (/raflcophoIJe branch).  9 rue 
Bcrckmans. 1060 Bruxelles 

Brazil: AmniMia Intcrnacional. Rua I larmonia 899. 05435 - Sao Paulo - SP 

Canada: Amnc�ty International. Canadian Section (EIJglish-speaking 
branch). 130 Slater Street. Suite RCX1. Ottowa. Ontario. K I P  6E2 
Amnistie Internationale. Section canadienne ifrallcophone). 3516 aye 
du Parco Montreal. Quebec. 1 12X 21 1 7  

Chile: Senores. C..l'tilla 4062. Santiago 

Denmark: Amnesty Inlernational. Danish Section. Frederiksborggade I .  
13(J(1 Copenhagen K 

E<uador: Senores. Ca,ill" 240. Sucursal 1 5 .  Qui to 

Fame Islands: Amne"lty International. Faroe Islands. PO Box Un5. 3ROO 
Torshavn 
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Finland: Amnesty International. Finnish Sectjon, Munkkisaarenkatu 12 A 5 1 .  
00150 Helsinki 1 5  

France: Amnesty International, French Section. 4 rue de l a  Pierre Levee. 
75553 Paris Cedex 11 

FedentI Republic cl Germany: Amnesty International. Section of the FRG. 
Heer.;trasse 178. 5300 Bonn I 

Ghana: Amnesty International. Ghanaian Section. PO Box 9852. Kotoka 
Airport. AceTa 

Greece: Amnesty International. Greek Section, 20 Mavromihali Street. 
Athens 1()6.80 

Hong Kong: Amnesty International. Hong Kong Section. 216 Beverley 
Commercial Centre. 87-105 Chathom Road. Kowloon 

Icdand: Amnesty International. Icelandic Section. PO Box 618. 121 
ReykjaVIK 

India: Amnesty International, Indian Section. cio Dateline Delhi. 21 North 
End Complex. Panchkuin Road. New Delhi 10011 

Ireland: Amnesty International. Irish Section. 8 Shaw Street. Dublin 2 

Israel: Amnesty I nternational. Israel Section. PO Box 23003. Tel Aviv. 61230 
Israel 

Italy: Amnesty International. Italian Section. viale Mazzini 146. 00195 Rome 

Ivory COtit: Amnesty International, Section Ivoirienne. t rue de Commerce. 
Immeuble Nassar et Gaddar. 04 BP 895. Abidjan 04 

Japan: Amnesty International. Japanese Section. Daisan·Sanbu Building 3F. 
2-3-22 Nishi-Waseda. Shinjuku-ku. Tokyo 160 

Luxembourg: Amnesty International. Luxembourg. Boite Postale 1914. 1019 
Luxembourg 

Mexico: Secci6n Mexicana de Amnistfa Intemacional. Ap. Postal No. 20-2 17. 
San Angel. ep 0100l Mexico DF 

Nepal: do Amnesty International. CMD. International Secretariat. I Easton 
Street. London WCIX 8Dl 

Nethcr1ands: Amnesty International. Duteh Section. Keizersgracht 620. 1017 
ER Amsterdam 

New Zealand: Amnesty International. New Zealand Section. PO Box 6647. 

Te Am. Wellington I 
Nigeria: Amnesty International, Nigerian Section. 15 Onayade Street. 

Fadeyi-Yaba. Lagos 

Norway: Amnesty International. Norwegian Section. Niels Juelsgt. 39, Oslo 2 

Peru: Senores. Casilla 581, Lima 1 8  

Portugal: Secctio Portuguesa AI. Apartado 1642. 1 0 1 6  Lisboa Codex 
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Puert. Rico: Calle Cabo Alveri. 562. Ex!. Rooscvell I lalo Rey. Puerto Rieo 

00918 

Senegal: Amnesty International. Section Senegalaise. 126 rue Joseph Gomis 
(ex rue de Bayeux). B.P. 3813. Dakar 

Spain: Amnesty Inlernalional. Paseo de Reeolelos 18, Piso 6. 28001 Madrid 

Sri Lanka: Amnesly Inlernalional. Sri Lanka SeClion. 79/15 Or C.W.W. 
Kannangara Mawatha. Colombo 7 

Sweden: Amnesty International. Swedish Section. Gyllensliernsgatan 18. 
S-1I5 26 Slockholm 

Swilzertand: Amnesly Inlernational. Swiss SeClion. PO Box 1051. CI I-JOOI 
Bern 

Trinidad and Tobago: Amnesly Inlernational, Trinidad and Tobago SeClion. 
PO Bag 231, Woodbrook PO, Port of Spain. Trinidad. Wesl Indies 

Turkey: do Amnesty International. CMD. International Secretarial. I 
E.1510n Slreel. London WCIX 8D} 

United Kingdom: Amnesty International, 5 Robens Place. off Bowling Green 
Lane. London ECI OEJ 

United Slates of America: Amnesty Inlernational of the USA (AIUSA). 322 
81h Ave. New York. NY 10001 

VeneweIa: Senores. Apartado 51 10. Caracas 1010 

Countries with local Amnesty International groups, 
but no section: 

Aruba 
Argentina 
Bangladesh 
Bermuda 
Colombia 
Cosla Rica 
Egypl 

Guyana 
Republic of Korea 
Mauritius 
Nepal 
Netherlands Antilles 
Papua New Guinea 
Philippines 

Sierra Leone 
Tanzania 
Thailand 
Tunisia 
Uruguay 
USSR 
Z1 mbia 

APPENDIX IV 
International Executive Committee 

Slephen R. Abrams 
Peter Duffy 
Whilncy ElIsworth 
Wolfgang I leinz 
Peter Klcin 
Santiago L.1. rrain 
Lesley Merryfinch 
Baere Waly Ndiaye 
Franca Sciuto 

United States of America 
United Kmgdom 
United States of America 
Colombia ��ral Republic of Germany 

International Secretanat 
Senegal 
Italy 



APPENDIX V 

The African Charter on 
Human and Peoples ' Rights 

The African Charter came into force on 21 October 1986. The text of the 
Ol3rter was adopted unanimously by the Organization of African Unity 
(OAU) in 1981. It provides for the protection of basic human rights. including 
those which (oml the basis of Amnesty International's work - the right to 
life. the right to be free from arbitrary arrest or detention. the right to a fair 
trial and the right to freedom of conscience. 

1be African Charter provides for an Afncan Commission on Human and 
Peoples' Rights. consisting of 1 1  members nominated by slates which arc 
parties to the African Charter and elected by the entire OAU Assembly of 
Heads of State and Government. The commission's responsibilities include 
promotion of human rights in the region and examination of allegations that a 
State Party has violated the 013rter. 

Amnesty International considers the O1arter to be a major regional 
initiative in the protection of human rights. It is encouraging all OAU 
member states to become parties to the Qlarter as well as to the International 
Covenant 01'\. Civil and Political Rights and its Optional Protocol. 

11le complete text of the African Charter is aVailable from the OAU. 

Ratifications and signatures as of 31 December 1986 

States which have ratified a convention are party to the treaty and are bound 
to observe its provisions. States which have signed but not yet ratified have 
expressed their intention to become a party at some future date; meanwhile 
they are obliged to refrain from acts which would defeat the object and purpose of the treaty. 

OA U Member Slale SiglJawrel OA U Member Slale SiglJalUrel 
Rafijicalioll RalijicDlion 

Algeria S Central Afric.1 n  Rep. R 
Angola Chad R 
Beni" R Comoros R 
Botswana R Congo R 
Burkina Faso R Djibouti 
Burundi Egypt R 
Cameroon Equatorial Guinea R 
Cape Verde S Ethiopia 
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OA U Memhl'r Sw,e Sigllll/urel OA U Member Slate Signaturel 
Ratificalion RallficaltOll 

Gabon R Saharawi Arab 
Gambia R Democratic Rep. 
Ghana (Western S.'hara) R 
Guinea R Sao Tome and 
GUlnea-Bissau R Prioope R 
Ivory Co..'L�l Senegal R 
Kenya Seychelles 
Lesotho S Sierra Leone R 
Liberia R Somalia R 
Libya S Sudan R 
Madagascar Swaziland 
Malawi Tanzania R 
Mali R Togo R 
Mauritania R Tunisia R 
Mauritius Uganda R 
Mozambique Zaire 
Niger R Z'l mbia R 
Nigeria R Zimbabwe R 
Rwanda R 

APPENDIX VI 

Selected Statistics 

By the slart of 1987 there were Amnesty International sections in 44 countries 
and 3,744 groups worldwide. 'Tllcre were morc than SOOJXX> members and 
subscribers in over ISO countries. 

In 1986 a total of 4.247 prisoners were adopted as prisoners of conscience 
Or being investigated as possible prisoners of conscience. During 19R6. I .m 
new prisoner cases were taken up and 1 .952 prisoners were released. 

During 1986 Amn�ty International initiated 391 Urgent Action apfK!als on 
behalf of almost 2.<XXl people ," 73 countries. Of these. 142 were prompted by 
rCJX>r1S of torture. and eight were made on lx!half of pnsonCr\ In a critical 
state of health and In need of medic.'t1 treatment. Eighty were i�ued in ca� 
of arbitrary :urcst. prolonged incommunicado detention. detention without 
charge or trial, or unf.ur trial. Sixty-two relate� to extrajudicial kilhng..'l or .. (t.�1. ppearanccs" and 75 were on behalf of pnsoncrs sentenced to dcath. 
Othcrs were issued in ca...cs where prisoners had died in detention. or were on 
hungcr-�.trike In support of demands falling within Amnesty Intcrnational's 
mandatc. 
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