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1985 Amnesty Interational knew of 283 Jehovah's Witnesss
imprisned for cnscientious objection to military servic.

On 28 February Amnesty Interational wrote to the Minister of
Justic expressing ©ncer about the continued proscution of pople
on charges of "proslytism". In addition to cases of Jehovah's
Witne== (se Amnesty International Report 1985) reference was
made to sntence of three and a half years' imprisnment passd on
22 Decembr 1984 on Costas Macris, President of the Hellenic
Misionary Union, and on two other misionaries, Don Stephens, a
United State citizen, and Allan Willi=_, a United Kingdom citizen.
At the end of 1985 the three were free pnding the hearng of their
appal. Amnesty Inte r-ational cnsidered that Compulsory Law No.
16771939 (amending Compulsry L.w No. 1Z=31938), which
prohibited proslytism, was in ©nflict with Article 9 of the Europan
Convention on Human Rights, to which Greec is a state pary,
which upholds the right "to manifet religon or blief in worship,
teaching, practice and observance'. No reply had ben received to
this letter by the end of 1985.

On 7 August Amnesty Interational wrote to Prime Minister
Andreas Papandreou cnce m—g the alleged ill-treatment of a
cnsript sldier in Avlooa Military Prison in August and Septemlbor
1982. Although the ill-treatment was alleged to have ocurred some
time previously, the detailed accunt, which Amnesty Interational
appnded to its letter, suggested that the ill-treatment of imprisoned
sldiers was frequent. Amnesty Interational called for an inquiry
into the treatment of prissners in Avlona Military Prissn and asked to
b informed of any subsequent complaints of ill-treatment and of
inquirie into them. No reply had been received to this letter by the
end of 1985.

On 14 Octobor and 1 Novemlbr Amnesty Interational appaled
to the Greek authorities not to retur three ethnic Turks to Bulgaria
in respns to an extradition request from the Bulgarian authorities.
Following their arrival in Gree fom Bulgara, Yusuf Bilalov, Said
Mestanov and Husyin Mestanov, who sught asylum in Turkey, had
gven interiews abut arrests and deaths in Bulgaria during an
offcial campaig to force ethnic Turks to adopt Bulgarian names.
Amnesty Interational blieved that thes activities, rather than the
alleged criminal acts cited in the extradition request, might have bben
the basis for the request and that, if they were extradited, they faced
imprisnment and pssibly death sntence. On 31 Octobor the
Athens Appal Court approved the extradition request, but this
decision was overruled by the Supreme Court in Athens on 10
Decmbr and the three men and their —#—es were allowed to
prcoed to Turkey.
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T Hungary

Amnesty International was con-

cerned about the imprisonment of

conscientious objectors to military

service and about administrative

es such as banish im-

posed on people for the non-violent

exercise of their right to freedom

- of expression. The organization

learned of the imposition of one death e and two ions.

Military service is compulsory in Hungary and the law does not
provide 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 1S years in time of war) on
those who refuse military service. Since 1977 members of some small
Christian 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, in 1985 there were approximately 150 conscientious objectors
serving sentences in Baracska prison where conscientious objectors
are generally sent. Most of them were Jehovah’s Witnesses who had
refused to do any form of military service.

Amnesty International could not obtain details of these prisoners
but it worked for the release of nine Roman Catholic conscientious
objectors, all of whom, according to Amnesty International’s
information, belonged to small, pacifist, “basic communities” which
advocate strict adherence to the teachings of the Bible. Five were
adopted during 1985, including Gyorgy Hegyi, aged 19, from
Budapest. In a letter to the authorities he reportedly offered to serve
under military control for longer than the obligatory duration
provided he was not made to carry arms. He was arrested on 28
August and in a subsequent search of his home the police reportedly
impounded a number of religious and other unofficial publications.
On 2 September he was sentenced by the Budapest Military Court to
34 months’ imprisonment under Article 336.

Amnesty International received a report that in 1985 there were up
to 50 people serving prison sentences for political offences in
Budapest Central Prison. The organization was unable to obtain
details, but believed that most had been charged with “incitement”.
Under Article 269 of the criminal code people convicted of acts liable
to incite hatred of Hungary’s constitutional order or allies, or
national, racial or religious hatred, may be imprisoned for up to two
years. If a deliberate intent to incite is proved they face imprisonment
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of between one and five years under Article 148. If the offence is
committed before a “large public” or as members of a group the
punishment may be increased to up to three years' imprisonment
under Atrticle 269 and two to eight years under Article 148.

Amnesty International was concemed about the continuing
practice of imposing administrative penalties on people for the
non-violent exercise of their right to freedom of expression, and
about the introduction of new legislation increasing such administra-
tive penalties. Decree No. 4/1985 allowed chiefs of district police
stations to apply a variety of measures, including banishment,
restrictions on movement, and denial of a telephone, to people whose
behaviour “endangers the internal order of the Hungarian People’s
Republic, public order or public security”. There is no right of appeal
to the courts against these restrictions which can be imposed for up to
two years with a possible extension of one year which can then be
renewed. Previously, under the analogous Decree No. 4/1976, the
duration was for up to one year.

Amnesty International was informed that Gyorgy Krasso, a
52-year-old economist from Budapest, was subjected to such
administrative measures from November 1984 to 4 October 1985
because of his activity in unofficial publishing (see Amnesty Interna-
tional Report 1985). Lajos Nagy, aged 61, was banished in February
1983 to a farm near the village of Komadi close to the border with
Romania after having written letters about the human rights situation
in Hungary to the Conference on Security and Co-operation in
Europe held in Madrid from 1980 to 1983. He reportedly remained
banished until his death in early December 1985.

Amnesty International learned of two executions, both for murder,
one following a death sentence imposed in 1985. Amnesty Interna-
tional had appealed to the authorities to commute the sentences.

Ireland

Amnesty International continued to
investigate allegations of ill-treatment
of prisoners. The organization was
also concerned about the retention
in law of the death penalty. During
1985 Amnesty International leamed
of five death sentences imposed by
] the courts.

Amnesty International received a letter from the Minister for
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Justice on 22 February in reply to the organization’s letters expressing
concern about allegations of ill-tr of prisoners in Portlaoise
Prison (see Amnesty International Report 1985). The Minister for
Justice stated that the Director of Public Prosecutions had decided
that no prosecutions were warranted, and that therefore the Ministry
did not consider that any further form of inquiry would be justified.
However, Amnesty International continued to receive allegations
that prisoners in Portlaocise Prison were being ill-treated. Sean
McGuinness, Gregory Carroll, Fergal Toal, Dessie O’Hare and
Eddie Hogan were reportedly beaten in April.

Thomas Eccles, Brian McShane and Patrick McPhillips were
sentenced to death for murder on 28 March and given a stay of
execution on 15 April; their appeal against the conviction began on
25 November.

Michael McHugh and Noel Callan were sentenced to death on
3 December. Because Michael McHugh refused to appeal, he was due
to be hanged on 27 December. The President commuted his sentence
to 40 years’ penal servitude without remission. Noel Catlan appealed
against his conviction.

A bill entitled Criminal Justice (Abolition of Death Penalty) 1984,
which would abolish the death penalty for all offences, was
introduced in the Irish Parliament by three Senators. Amnesty
International wrote to the authorities welcoming the initiative and
expressing the hope that the Republic of Ireland would abolish the
death penalty totally.

Italy

|

| Amnesty International’s principal

concerns were the excessive length

of preventive detention and judicial

procedures in political cases. The

organization expressed concern

about a case of alleged torture re-

sulting in death and about cases of

reported medical neglect of prison-

ers. It also collected information on prosecutions of officers accused

of ill-treating prisoners from previous years. Amnesty International

continued to work for the release of imprisoned conscientious
objectors to military service.

Law 398, promulgated in July 1984, reduced the length of
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preventive detention — defined as the period between arrest and the
passing of a definitive verdict by the highest court — from 10 years
eight months to six years. In November 1985 this law resulted in the
release of about 160 prisoners charged with serious crimes, because
the permitted limit had been reached. The released prisoners, who
included defendants in political cases, were subject to police
supervision after release.

In the Rome section of the “7 April” trial (see Amnesty
International Report 1980 to 1985), The Motivation for Judgment and
Sentence was published in May. Amnesty International was concerned
that some of the principal defendants had been kept in preventive
detention for over five years and that special legislation was applied
retroactively to extend the permitted limits of preventive detention
(see Amnesty Intemational Report 1980). There was also a delay of 15
months without any judicial justification between the committal for
trial order and the first trial hearing. In addition, Amnesty
International was concerned that there was no opportunity for the
court to examine Carlo Fioroni, the main source of information for
the charges against the defendants. He had left the country by the
time he was called for examination at the hearing. His testimony,
which had been taken in secret during the investigation phase, was
nevertheless admitted by the court.

On 3 December 1984 the Paduan section of the “7 April” trial
opened after several postponements and after a change of President
and jury at the prosecution’s request. It continued throughout 1985.
The 143 defendants in the Paduan trial included six whose cases were
under investigation by Amnesty Intemnational (see Amnesty Interna-
tional Report 1980 to 1985). Four of these left the country after being
acquitted by the investigating judge. They were nonetheless included
in the list of defendants after the prosecution had appealed
successfully against the investigating judge’s decision. The prosecu-
tion also appealed successfully against the acquittal by the investigat-
ing judge in Padua of Professors Luciano Ferrari-Bravo and Emilio
Vesce, who had earlier been convicted of formation of an armed
band in the Rome trial. They were defendants in the Padua trial as
well because they had been charged separately by the Paduan
prosecuting magistrates with possession of arms. Amnesty Interna-
tional’s grounds for concern in the Padua trial were similar to those in
the Rome trial, in particular the excessive length of pretrial detention,
and the inability of the court to examine Carlo Fioroni. Amnesty
International was also concerned that the arms charges against
Professors Ferrari-Bravo and Vesce appeared to be based on
allegations which had already formed the basis of their conviction in
the Rome trial.
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On 29 August Amnesty International asked the Minister of Justice
about an inquiry into the death in police custody of Salvatore Marino
in Palermo. He was a young fisherman who had gone voluntarily to
the police station to answer questions about the murder on 29 July of
a police officer. Amnesty International received reports that he had
been beaten and forced to swallow large quantities of salt water
through a plastic tube. The post-mortem stated that he had died from
“respiratory constriction which had led to heart arrest” and referred
to “injuries to the trachea™. Eleven officers of the Flying Squad were
arrested after his death and charged with “unintentional homicide™.
A further seven were arrested later. Subsequently 14 of the 18 were
granted provisional liberty or put under house arrest.

On 10 July Amnesty International asked the Minister of Justice for
information on the progress of judicial inquiries which had been
established in 1982 in Rome, Verona and Viterbo into allegations of
torture and ill-treatment of political detainees between their arrest
and transfer to prison. The incidents were reported to have taken
place in police stations, barracks and other places (see Amnesty
International Report 1983). Amnesty International had received no
reply to previous inquiries about these cases nor did any arrive by the
end of 1985.

The judicial inquiry into violence against prisoners in San Vittore
prison in Milan in September 1981 ended in November 198S.
Amnesty International had written to the Minister of Justice in
December 1981 (see Amnesty International Report 1982) after
receiving allegations of ill-treatment of prisoners. The inquiry found
that during a prison transfer serious offences had been committed
against 133 prisoners, most of whom had been charged with
politically motivated crimes. It recommended that the former prison
governor, two doctors and 19 officials be committed for trial on
charges including premeditated infliction of injury, use of inappropri-
ate weapons, failure to administer aid and failure to report the
incidents.

On 28 November Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of
Justice about the health of Professor Paolo Signorelli, who had been
held for five years in preventive detention at the prison of Regina
Coeli in Rome and was alleged to belong to the Nuclei Armati
Rivoluzionari (NAR), the Armed Revolutionary Nuclei. He was
reported to be suffering from cardiac and circulatory problems as well
as a serious arthritic condition and to have fallen into a coma lasting
six_hours following a collapse. Amnesty International had received
reports that Professor Signorelli had been denied necessary medical
treatment and might therefore suffer an irreversible decline in health.
No reply had been received by the end of 1985.
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Amnesty International worked for the release of seven conscien-
tious objectors to military service. They included objectors who had
unsuccessfully applied to do alternative civilian service or who had
refused alternative service in protest at its punitive length. In Italy
alternative civilian service is 20 months, compared to 12 months’
military service.

Malta

On 22 July Amnesty International
wrote to the Minister of Justice and
Parliamentary Affairs about allega-
tions that detainees had been ill-
treated at Police Headquarters in
Valletta between 1977 and 1985.
Amnesty International provided in-
formation on five specific cases in
which ill-treatment had been alleged and asked to be informed if any
investigation had taken place into the allegations and, if so, to be in-
formed of the findings. No reply had been received by the end of 1985.

l

Netherlands

Amnesty International wrote to the
Prime Minister on 31 January to
express its concern following an
incident in which 45 Sri Lankan
Tamils in transit from Sri Lanka to
East Berlin were reported to have
been apprehended at Schiphol air-
port and put on a flight returning to
Colombo. Amnesty International opposed the involuntary return to
Sri Lanka of members of the Tamil minority since it considered that
they had reasonable grounds to fear they might be killed by the
security services or arbitrarily detained and ill-treated if it was
believed that they had any knowledge of the activities of Tamil
extremist groups. In order to prevent further such occurrences the
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Dutch Government was asked to review the procedures followed in
this case, to strengthen existing safeguards against involuntary return
and to develop further safeguards, as necessary. The government in
its reply of 14 May stated that at no time did the 45 Sri Lankan Tamils
request asylum or express fears of persecution and that, in the
government’s view, the existing procedures contained sufficient
safeguards for people requesting asylum. Amnesty International
continued to seek information on the incident.

On 12 November Amnesty Interna-
tional wrote to the Minister of
Justice urging the immediate release
of Kjell Hikon Paulsen, a 33-year-
old student who was sentenced to 90
days’ imprisonment for refusing
military service on conscientious
grounds. Between 1974 and 1980
KJeII Hékon Paulsen had been granted a series of postponements of
military service because of his university studies. On 2 January 1980
he applied to be recognized as a conscientious objector. He stated
that he opposed Norway's military system and membership of NATO
and would not serve in the army, but was prepared to carry out
alternative civilian service. His application was rejected by the
Ministry of Justice and he was tried by the County Court of
Trondheim on 7 October 1983. The court’s verdict was upheld on
appeal by the Supreme Court on 15 December 1983.
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Poland

Amnesty International was con-
cerned about the arrest and deten-
tion of hundreds of prisoners of
conscience. It was also concemed
about allegations of ill-treatment of
political prisoners, prisoners’ lack of
access to legal representatives and
the imposition of the death penalty.
The authorities announced clemency procedures on 9 November,
under which 218 political prisoners were released. Amnesty Interna-
tional expressed regret that the clemency measure was restricted: it
excluded recidivists and prisoners whose offences were considered
“socially harmful”. At the end of 1985 there were approximately 200
political prisoners, most of whom Amnesty International believed to
be prisoners of conscience.

Most political arrests were of people involved in underground
activities of the banned trade union Solidarity: possessing, printing or
distributing unofficial literature; broadcasting Radio Solidarity pro-
grams; or participating in illegal meetings or activities.

Tadeusz Jedynak, chairperson of Solidarity in Silesia and a
member of the underground Solidarity leadership, the Provisional
Coordinating Committee (TKK), was detained while in hiding on 17
June and charged with treason under Article 122. This charge carries
a minimum penalty of 10 years' imprisonment and a maximum of
death. He was adopted by Amnesty International as a prisoner of
conscience because it believed that the charges were based on his
non-violent activities as an underground leader of Solidarity. Several
prominent opposition activists who had been released under an
amnesty in July 1984 were rearrested. Solidarity leaders Andrzej
Gwiazda, Seweryn Jaworski, Stanislaw Handzlik and Wladyslaw
Frasyniuk all received short prison sentences for participating in
demonstrations. Leszek Moczulski, a leader of the Confederation for
an Independent Poland (KPN), was arrested and charged with
“illegal association in order to foment public unrest”. Bogdan Lis,
Adam Michnik and Wladyslaw Frasyniuk were sentenced on 14 June
to two and a half, three, and three and a half years’ imprisonment
respectively for leading an illegal organization (Solidarity), and for
attempting to foment public unrest by calling for a 15-minute strike
against price rises. Amnesty International delegated two lawyers to
observe the trial but they were refused visas.

Many people were convicted for printing or distributing unofficial
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literature. Four people were charged with printing the Solidarity
weekly Tygodnik Mazowsze: Tadeusz Wypych and Grzegorz Sedek
were sentenced to two and a half years’ imprisonment; Jaroslaw
Nakielski and Krzysztof Gos to one and a half years’ imprisonment.
Wojciech Lakinski, Grzegorz Ganowicz and Jan Skowronski were
sentenced to 15 months’ imprisonment for distributing the unofficial
journal, Obserwator Wielkopolski. They were all released under the
clemency procedures. Others sentenced for such activities and
adopted by Amnesty Intemnational as prisoners of conscience
included: Marek Kulczyk, sentenced to three years' imprisonment;
Wieslaw Pyzio, to two and a half years; Walerian Klincewicz, Marek
Mickiewicz, Jozef Sreniowski and Jacek Bartosiewicz, to two years.

Among those arrested for peaceful political activities were many
students and young people. Wlodzimierz Chmielowiec, aged 19, was
sentenced to two years' imprisonment for collecting signatures
door-to-door for a petition on behalf of political prisoners; Adam
Bujak, a Krakow student, was sentenced to two years’ imprisonment
for distributing illegal literature; Andrzej Bereda and Piotr Szczud-
lowski, students at the Lublin Catholic University, were sentenced to
one year’s imprisonment for distributing a leaflet calling for a boycott
of the official May Day celebration.

The “Freedom and Peace™ movement, which demands an alterna-
tive to military service, was sparked off by the imprisonment of
Marek Adamkiewicz, a former student Solidarity activist, for two and
a half years in December 1984 for refusing to take the military oath
on political grounds. A petition and hunger-strike were organized to
protest against the sentence, after which the first “Freedom and
Peace” group was established by young people in Krakow in April.
Further groups emerged in Warsaw, Wroclaw, Gdansk and Szczecin.
In another form of protest, 28 people returned their military
documents. At least eight people were fined for this and threatened
with imprisonment for refusing to pay the fine. Wojciech Jankowski,
a member of the movement, was sentenced to three and a half years’
imprisonment on 23 December for refusing to do military service on
conscientious grounds. He was adopted as a prisoner of conscience,
as was Marek Adamkiewicz.

On 25 June Jan Kostecki was sentenced to two years’ imprison-
ment for spreading false information detrimental to the interests of
the Republic, through his membership of the Szczecin Committee in
Defence of the Rule of Law. He was the first person to be sentenced
in connection with the civic human rights committees which were set
up in various cities after the murder of Father Jerzy Popieluszko in
October 1984 (see Amnesty International Report 1985). He remained
at liberty pending appeal.
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Amnesty International was also concerned about numerous reports
that prisoners and suspects were denied access to their families and
legal representatives for long periods. As of the end of 1985, Czeslaw
Bielecki had reportedly been denied access to his lawyer since his
arrest in April. Wladyslaw Frasyniuk was likewise said to have been
refused access to his lawyer six times between October and
December and therefore to have been unable to prepare for his
appeal hearing in January 1986. The organization appealed to the
authorities in September to allow Bogdan Bujak, Robert Mroziewicz,
Jan Kofman and others immediate access to lawyers and relatives.

New legislation was passed by the Sejm (Parliament) on 10 May
and came into effect on 1 July. It consisted of a bill on “Special
Criminal Liability”, valid for three years, and a series of amendments
to the penal code, which established an “accelerated procedure” for
certain offences. Under this “accelerated procedure”, an investiga-
tion is conducted by the police alone (without involving the Public
Prosecutor’s Office) which has to be completed within 48 hours. A
trial is held at the end of the 48 hours at which the policestand in for
the Public Prosecutor and the case is heard by a single judge. An
appeal against sentence can be lodged. Because of the speed of the
procedure, Amnesty International was concerned that there would be
insufficient time to prepare a defence.

In the latter part of 1985, the “accelerated procedure” was applied
in misdemeanour courts to offences under Article 282a of the penal
code, which states that activities aimed at fomenting public unrest are
punishable by imprisonment of up to three years. Most political
activists were charged under this article, which covers activities such
as distributing or possessing unofficial leaflets or publications,
displaying banners and publicly expressing one’s views (for example,
on demonstrations). The “accelerated procedure” was used on 3 July
in the case of Henryk Grzadzielski, who was sentenced to one
year's imprisonment for leading a 68-minute strike on I July in Slupsk
against a meat price rise called by the underground Solidarity
leadership. It was also used in the cases of Anna Pracka-Grzegrzolka
and Andrzej Wisniewski, who were both sentenced under Article
282a to one and a half years’ imprisonment. All three were adopted
by Amnesty International as prisoners of conscience.

Amnesty Intemnational received numerous reports of ill-treatment
of detainees by police during custody. The organization initiated an
action in July because of alleged ill-treatment of 18-year-old Bogdan
Dariusz, a school student, following his arrest in September 1984. It
urged an impartial investigation into allegations that he had been
punched, kicked and beaten with a truncheon on a number of occa-
sions during his weeks of interrogation.
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The organization launched urgent appeals in the second half of
1985 on behalf of prisoners of conscience Miroslawa Grabowska,
Wanda Dragon and Lothar Herbst, who were reportedly not
receiving adequate medical treatment while in investigative detention
and whose health was deteriorating. They were all released on
humanitarian grounds.

Several appeals were issued on behalf of prisoners in Leczyca
prison between August and October expressing Amnesty Interna-
tional’s concern at reports of beatings and harsh prison conditions.
Jozef Sreniowski and other prisoners went on several hunger-strikes
in Leczyca prison to protest against harsh conditions and beatings.
Among those allegedly beaten were Miroslaw Andrzejewski, Jerzy
Kajak, Andrzej Filipczyk, Marek Lucarz and Wladyslaw Frasyniuk.
On 13 August seven political prisoners began a partial hunger-strike
(eating on alternate days) in Braniewo prison, protesting against
harsh conditions and calling for political prisoner status. Several
prisoners were reportedly beaten, including Henryk Grzadzielski and
Father Sylwester Zych. In December Amnesty International express-
ed concern about reports of ill-treatment in Braniewo prison.

The trial of four security police officers charged with the kidnap
and murder of Father Jerzy Popieluszko ended on 7 February.
Colonel Adam Pietruszka and Captain Grzegorz Piotrowski were
sentenced to 25 years’ imprisonment; Lieutenants Leszek Pekala and
Waldemar Chmielewski were sentenced to 15 and 14 years'
imprisonment respectively. Their sentences were upheld by the
Supreme Court.

By the end of 1985 Amnesty International had received reports of
the imposition of nine death sentences and five executions. In
February the organization appealed to the government to commute
the death sentence on Zdzislaw Czeslaw Kubiak. The Supreme Court
had increased his sentence from 25 years' imprisonment to death in
May 1984.
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Romania

Amnesty International worked for
the release of prisoners of conscience
imprisoned for their religious and
political activities, including those
who sought to exercise their right to
leave their own country. The orga-
nization received allegations that
political prisoners had been ill-
treated in detention and their families denied access to them. It was
concerned about two reported deaths of prisoners of conscience.
Amnesty International leammed of the imposition of one death
sentence during 1985.

Amnesty International adopted as prisoners of conscience a
number of people imprisoned for their religious activity, in most cases
members of Protestant evangelical sects. They included Elisiu Rusu,
Cornel Mich, Levi Nicola and llie Dociu, all members of the
Brethren Church in Bucharest, who were sentenced in September to
between 10 months’ and one year’s “corrective labour™ for distribut-
ing and possessing Bibles and other Christian literature. Another
member of the Brethren Church adopted by Amnesty International,
Ilie Neamtu, a 49-year-old construction foreman from Ploiesti, was
reportedly arrested on 1 July after having held small evangelical
meetings for his workmates. After his arrest his wife was reportedly
denied access to him and was informed that no details of any charges
against him would be available until his trial at a later, unspecified date.

Unauthorized crossing of the frontier is punishable under Article
245 of the criminal code by up to three years’ imprisonment and
Amnesty International noted that the number of such cases brought
to its attention increased during 1985. llie Savu, a 34-year-old
mechanic from Bucharest, was reportedly arrested on 26 July on
suspicion of planning to cross the border illegally while on a visit to
friends and relatives close to the border with Yugoslavia. On 1
October he was sentenced under Article 245 by the Municipal Court
of Bucharest Sector 11 to 18 months’ imprisonment with an additional
31 months’ reimposed from a previous sentence, also under Article
245, which had been suspended due to an amnesty in 1984. Ilie Savu’s
lawyer was reportedly permitted to see the indictment only on the day
of the trial. In another case, Nicolae Malan, aged 49 from Oradea,
was sentenced to 15 months’ imprisonment when he was returned in
August by the Yugoslav authorities after crossing the border into
Yugoslavia,

Amnesty International continued to receive reports of people
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being harassed or detained by the authorities in connection with their
applications to emigrate. For example, Eugen Ciobanu was reported-
ly arrested on 6 September after demonstrating outside the United
States Embassy in Bucharest over the continued refusal by the
authorities to permit him and his wife to emigrate. He had not been
brought to tiial by the end of 1985.

Amnesty International also received reports of ethnic Hungarians
harassed or detained for protesting about alleged discrimination
against the ethnic Hungarian minority. Amnesty International
worked for the release of Andras Tokes, Laszlo Tokes and Erzsebet
Gorgely, all from Tirgu Mures, who were arrested in May after
distributing pamphlets calling on ethnic Hungarians who had suffered
harassment or discrimination to complain to the appropriate legal
authorities. In July three more ethnic Hungarians — Miklos Kuhn,
Jozsef Felmeri and Istvan Papp — were arrested on similar charges.
All six were released within a few weeks of their arrest.

Amnesty International received reports of other people imprisoned
for the non-violent exercise of their right to freedom of expression.
For example, Gheorghe-Emil Ursu, a 60-year-old civil engineer from
Bucharest, was arrested on 21 September. He had reportedly been
under continuous investigation since 3 January after having made
critical remarks about government policy and about President
Ceausescu personally. Following a search of his home a large number
of his personal diaries covering a 40-year period were taken by the
authorities, who allegedly attempted to induce him to implicate
people mentioned in these diaries in an anti-government conspiracy.
On 26 October his wife was informed by the authorities that he wasiill
in custody and on 19 November she was told that he haddied of heart
failure. Gheorghe-Emil Ursu was cremated on 23 November. His
wife, who has very poor eyesight, was reportedly allowed only a very
brief view of the body on 22 November; his daughter was refused
permission to see it. Amnesty International received allegations that
Gheorghe-Emil Ursu was severely ill-treated in custody and that his
death was caused by this ill-treatment. On S December Amnesty
International wrote to the authorities expressing its concern at the
death and calling for a full and impartial investigation into the
circumstances surrounding it. The organization had not received a
reply by the end of 1985 and to its knowledge no such investigation
was carried out.

During 1985 Amnesty International asked the authorities for
further details concerning the death on 22 March of Dragos Oloieru.
The 61-year-old former teacher, who had been adopted by the
Organization as a prisoner of conscience, was serving an eight-year
sentence in Aiud prison for “propaganda against the Socialist State”
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after having written to various international organizations protesting
at treatment he had received from state officials. Amnesty Interna-
tional had not received a reply by the end of 198S.

Amnesty International continued to receive allegations of ill-
treatment of political detainees. In May Janos Csilik, a 29-year-old
Roman Catholic priest from Oradea, was allegedly ill-treated during
interrogation in an attempt to make him give information about
members of his congregation. Amnesty International was informed
that as a result he needed hospital treatment for wounds to his hand.

Prison conditions under which prisoners of conscience were held
were reported to be harsh, with poor food, hygiene and medical care.
An account of Jilava prison written by a former prisoner of
conscience stated that political prisoners were frequently insulted and
beaten by officials and ordinary criminals acting at the instigation of
the authorities.

To Amnesty International’s knowledge no death sentences were
reported in the Romanian press. However, it received information
that a marine pilot had been sentenced to death in April or May after
attempting to leave Romania without permission in a cargo ship.

Spain

The torture and ill-treatment of
detainees, principally people held
J incommunicado under the anti-

terrorist law, continued to be
Amnesty International's main con-
cern. There were numerous judicial
inquiries and prosecutions of police
and Civil Guard officers accused of
torturing and ill-treating detainees. Important new legislation on
conscientious objection was introduced and there was a major reform
of the Military Penal Code, which did not, however, result in the total
abolition of the death penalty.

On 3 July Amnesty International’s report, Spain — The Question
of Torture, was published. It included a memorandum on cases of
alleged torture and safeguards against torture and the Spanish
Govermnment’s reply (see Amnesty International Report 1985). The
Director General for Human Rights in the Spanish Foreign Office
commented in a BBC radio interview on 3 July that the government
was aware of the problem of torture and recognized that legislation to
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safeguard detainees was “perhaps . . . not good enough” and that
there were shortcomings in the anti-terrorist law. In its report
Amnesty International recommended: reducing the period for which
people detained under the anti-terrorist law may be held before
appearing in court; increasing the effectiveness of judicial supervi-
sion; improving access to legal assistance; removing procedural
restrictions in the exercise of habeas corpus for detainees under the
anti-terrorist law; and implementing instructions for regular medical
examinations of detainees. There were no legislative or procedural
changes in 1985 relating to these recommendations. The government
cited the continuing political violence, especially in the Basque
country, as justification for the continued existence of the special
anti-terrorist legislation.

On 17 December Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of
the Interior requesting information on the detention, reported escape
from custody and death of Mikel Zabalza Garate. He was a
32-year-old employee of a public transport company in the Basque
country whose handcuffed body was found on 15 December, floating
face-downwards in the Bidasoa river. The Civil Guard reported that
he had been arrested by them on 26 November but had managed to
escape on the same day. Two people detained at the same time as
Mikel Zabalza alleged that he had been ill-treated. A judicial inquiry
was opened into his death. The Minister of the Interior stated in his
reply of 27 December to Amnesty International that the result of the
official autopsies had not yet been made public by the court, but that
it appeared that the cause of death was asphyxiation by immersion
and that there were no signs of ill-treatment. He emphasized that the
information provided should not be considered conclusive since
governmental and judicial inquiries were still in progress.

There were developments in proceedings against Civil Guards in
two cases described in Spain — The Question of Torture and in the
Amnesty International Report 1985. Four Civil Guard officers were
charged with torturing four detainees (three brothers — José Maria,
Lucio and Victor Olarra — and lnaki Olaetxea) in October 1983.
Their trial was scheduled to open in San Sebastian on 22 November
but was postponed after a car belonging to the forensic doctor
attached to the court was blown up on 14 November. Amnesty
International did not know at the end of 1985 when the trial would
Open.

On 12 February the Provincial Court in San Sebastian ordered the
Prosecution of seven Civil Guard officers and others unnamed in the
case of Joaquin Olano Balda, who had alleged that he was ill-treated
In custody in July 1983. A forensic doctor attached to the court
certified that the prisoner had been injured before being admitted to
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hospital. The Civil Guards claimed that he sustained injuries to his
head and body while attempting to escape. The hearing had not been
held by the end of 198S.

Regulations to execute a new law on military service and to provide
for an alternative civilian service were passed on 27 April. The new
system provided for 12 months’ military service or an alternative
civilian service of 18 to 24 months, outside military control and
consisting of activities of public benefit. The law also provided for a
National Council on Conscientious Objection to process applications
for alternative service from individuals objecting to military service
on religious, ethical, moral, humanitarian, philosophical or similar
grounds. In February the Minister of Defence stated that 6,477
people had had their recruitment into the armed forces deferred
because they objected to military service on grounds of conscience.
They would be required to regularize their situation through the
National Council. Amnesty International welcomed the reform
insofar as the grounds for objection were widened and a structure for
alternative service outside the military forces provided. However, it
was concerned that the law provided for a length of alternative service
which could be punitive, political motives were not mentioned as
valid grounds for objection and applications by conscientious
objectors would not be allowed after joining the armed forces. At the
end of 1985 it was not known when the new legislation would be
implemented as the People’s Advocate had brought an action before
the Constitutional Court alleging that it was unconstitutional.

On 14 January Spain ratified Protocol No. 6 to the European
Convention on Human Rights which provides for the abolition of the
death penalty for peace-time offences. The Constitution of 1978 had
abolished the death penalty for all offences except for military crimes
in time of war. Amnesty International saw the projected reform of
the Military Penal Code as an opportunity to achieve total abolition
of the death penalty. Amnesty International urged all members of
both chambers of the Cortes (Parliament) individually to vote for the
total abolition of the death penalty. However, in October a new law
was passed retaining the use of the death penalty for a wide range of
offences under the Military Penal Code.

On 25 January Spain acceded to the Optional Protocol to the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, giving indi-
viduals the right to bring complaints of violations of their rights under
the Covenant.
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] Switzerland

Amnesty International’s principal
concern was the continued imprison-
ment of conscientious objectors to
military service, whom it considered
prisoners of conscience, and the
lack of any alternative civilian ser-
vice. Amnesty International also

- expressed concern to the Swiss
authormes about lhe return of members of the Sri Lankan Tamil
minority to Sri Lanka, reportedly against their will.

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, sentences rarely exceed one
year. Where a tribunal recognizes that an individual has “a severe
conflict of conscience” on religious or ethical grounds a sentence of
up to six months’ imprisonment may be passed. This is served in the
form of arréts répressifs, a system of imprisonment which allows
prescribed work to be performed outside the place of detention
during the daytime.

In May a commission appointed by the Federal Military Depart-
ment to study “decriminalizing™ certain categories of conscientious
objection to military service submitted its final report. On 15 August
the Federal Military Department published its detailed proposals for
amending the Military Penal Code and the Federal Law on Military
Organization and invited comments from relevant bodies, including
Amnesty International. The Federal Military Department stated that
“a complete decriminalization of conscientious objection is not
possible within the present constitutional framework™ as the obliga-
tion to perform military service remained binding under Article 18 of
the Constitution. Refusal to perform military service, on whatever
grounds, would remain a penal offence. The proposed sanction for
those recognized by the military tribunals as having conscientious
objections based on religious or ethical grounds would be a period of
compulsory work. The duration would be from one and a half times
as long as military service, which lasts approximately 12 months, up to
a maximum of two years. Upon completion, the sentence would be
removed from the judicial record, thereby “decriminalizing” it. Those
objecting on other, unrecognized, grounds would continue to receive
prison sentences which would remain on the judicial record. In its
comments Amnesty International welcomed the move to decriminal-
ize certain categories of conscientious objection but pointed out that
its major concern would remain as long as the right to refuse military
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service on conscientious grounds was not recognized and individuals
refusing such service were punished under the Military Penal Code
for exercising their conscientiously held beliefs by sentences of
imprisonment or compulsory work.

During 1985 Amnesty International worked for 30 people sen-
tenced to imprisonment of between three and 12 months for refusal to
perform military service. Amongst these were imprisoned individuals
adopted as prisoners of conscience, people waiting to enter prison,
people appealing against sentence and cases which were still under
investigation.

On 13 May Amnesty International wrote to the Swiss authorities
about 23 Sri Lankan Tamils who were returned to Sri Lanka
apparently against their will in January. The government stated that
none of the Tamils had requested asylum or claimed to be in
jeopardy. The government also stated that under conditions pertain-
ing at the time, Tamils whose request for political asylum had been
refused should not be repatriated. Amnesty International pointed out
that the 23 were reported to have been asylum-seekers and to have
pleaded with officers not to be sent back to Sri Lanka, and asked the
government to review its procedures in such cases. By the end of 1985
Amnesty International had identified 22 of the 23 Tamils involved
and was trying to locate them.

| Turkey

| Amnesty International was con-
cemed about the continued imprison-
ment of several hundred prisoners
of conscience, widespread and
systematic torture and ill-treatment
of prisoners and the imposition of
the death penalty. The organization

i was also concerned about the fair-
ness of trials before military courts, because of inadequate access to
lawyers, prisoners’ inability to consult privately with their lawyers and
the use in evidence of confessions obtained by torture.

In July Amnesty International published a report, Turkey:
Testimony on Torture. It detailed allegations of torture in police
stations, detention centres and prisons between 1980 and 1984 and
called on the Turkish Government to combat the use of torture.
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At the end of 1985 martial law was still in force in nine of Turkey’s
67 provinces and a state of emergency existed in a further 16
provinces, including Ankara, Istanbul and Izmir. The exact number
of prisoners of conscience was not known, but according to official
statistics published in the Cumhuriyet newspaper, on 1 November
1985 there were 15,569 political prisoners, of whom Amnesty
International believed at least some hundreds to be prisoners of
conscience. Many other defendants in political trials were con-
ditionally released while their trials continued, or were not taken into
custody.

Prisoners of conscience adopted by Amnesty International in-
cluded members of political parties and groups, trade unionists,
writers, journalists, publishers, academics, members of the Kurdish
ethnic minority and members of religious groups, both Islamic and
Christian.

People imprisoned under Article 141 of the penal code, which
prohibits *membership of illegal organizations”, included alleged
members of the illegal Turkish Communist Party and of other
left-wing parties which had been legal until they were banned after
the September 1980 military coup. Amnesty International knew of
only one member of the Turkish Workers’ Party (TIP) in prison at
the end of 1985, but others faced imprisonment as a result of
sentences passed in 1984 and trials of TIP members continued in
various parts of the country. At the end of April the retrial of
members of the Turkish Workers’ and Peasants’ Party (TIKP)
concluded; nine defendants were sentenced to eight years’ imprison-
ment and six to between five years and six years six months. Some
defendants were free pending appeal; others remained in prison.
Trials of members of the Turkish Socialist Workers' Party (TSIP)
took place in various parts of Turkey and Amnesty International
adopted as prisoners of conscience 11 TSIP members on trial in
Istanbul. (See Amnesty International Report 1985 for all above cases.)

On 19 December the Plenary of the Military Courts of Appeal in
Ankara ruled that the Turkish Peace Association (TPA) case (see
Amnesty Intemational Report 1983, 1984 and 1985) should be sent
back again to the military court of first instance in Istanbul for retrial
because of “insufficient investigation™. The request for the release of
the 12 defendants still in prison was rejected.

The trial of leaders, officials and advisers of the Confederation of
Progressive Trade Unions (DISK), which started in December 1981,
continued (see Amnesty International Report 1983, 1984 and 1985).
At the end of 1985 all the defendants were free pending completion
of the legal proceedings, except those held on other charges.

Journalists, writers and publishers were prosecuted throughout
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1985 under various articles of the penal code and the Press Law.
Many were charged under Article 142 of the penal code with “making
communist propaganda”. Some remained free pending the comple-
tion of legal proceedings, others were imprisoned for short periods or
permitted to convert their prison sentences to fines. During 1985
Amnesty International learned that Feyzullah Ozer, who was already
serving a total of 18 years and six months’ imprisonment in Canakkale
Special Prison for “making communist propaganda”, faced two
further trials on similar charges. He was one of the editors of Kitle, a
weekly political journal associated with TSIP until it was banned
in 1979, and the charges related to articles published in 1977 and 1978.

The tnial of 59 intellectuals (see Amnesty International Report
1985), charged with violating Martial Law Decree 1402 by signing a
petition for an end to human rights violations was still in progress at
the end of 1985. The defendants remained free.

Many Kurds remained in prison throughout the year. Some were
charged with or convicted of violent offences; others, charged on
account of non-violent activities for the preservation of the Kurdish
language and culture and for recognition of the Kurds as a separate
ethnic group, were adopted by Amnesty International as prisoners of
conscience. Among these were two lawyers — Rugen Arslan (see
Amnesty International Report 1983) and Miimtaz Kotan (see Amnesty
Intemational Report 1983 and 1985) — who were released in
February and May. Amnesty International received no news of the
reported trial of Mehdi Zana, a former Mayor of Diyarbakir already
serving sentences totalling more than 30 years (see Amnesty
International Report 1984 and 1985). Recep Marasli, the director and
editor of Komal Publishing House in Istanbul (see Amnesty
International Report 1984 and 1985), in prison since January 1982 and
already sentenced to a total of 29 years and I month’s imprisonment
in connection with various publications, membership of an illegal
Kurdish organization and statements he had made in court as part of
his defence, received another seven-and-a-half year sentence in 1985,
but Amnesty International was not informed of the charge. He was
held in Diyarbakir Military Prison.

In February leading members of the National Salvation Party were
acquitted at a retrial of intending to adapt “the basic social,
economic, political or judicial orders of the State to religious
principles and beliefs”, as prohibited by Article 163 of the penal code
(see Amnesty International Report 1984 and 1985). In September a
military court of appeal ratified the acquittals for all but one of the
defendants; a further retrial was ordered for Sevket Kazan.

In June a court of appeal quashed the sentences passed in
December 1984 under Article 163 on 23 Jehovah’s Witnesses (see
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Amnesty International Report 1985) and ordered their release. The
case was returned for retrial to the court of first instance which upheld
its previous verdict and imposed sentences of from five to eight years.
The defendants were in provisional liberty at the end of 1985,
pending a further appeal.

Other prosecutions under Article 163 took place during the year,
including that of Emine Senlikoglu, a writer and chief editor of the
periodical Mektup, who was sentenced in May to six years three
months’ imprisonment because of a book she wrote. She was adopted
by Amnesty International as a prisoner of conscience. Members of
Islamic sects convicted during the year under Article 163 included
four members of the Nur sect; Sefa Sargin and Ali Yildiz were each
sentenced to six years and eight months’ imprisonment for organizing
a Nur school and Yasar Cagdas and Kemal Mak received sentences
of four years and two months for attending the school.

In August and December Amnesty International wrote to Prime
Minister Turgut Ozal about three Greek Cypriots — Andreas
Hatjiloizou, Andreas Costas Kassapis and Leontios Leontiou —
taken prisoner by the Turkish Armed Forces during the hostilities in
Cyprus in 1974 and missing since then (see Amnesty International
Report 1974175, 1975176, 1978, 1980, 1981). Amnesty International
told the Prime Minister that there was evidence that the three men
had been held in Turkish prisons and called for an investigation into
their whereabouts. No response had been received to either letter by
the end of 1985.

Political cases continued to be heard by military courts, even in
those provinces no longer under martial law. Some new cases were
heard by State Security Courts (see Amnesty International Report
1985). Amnesty International continued to receive reports that
lawyers defending political prisoners were impeded in many ways; in
Particular by insufficient access to their clients and the lack of private
consultations. Amnesty International was informed by lawyers that in
many cases the only evidence produced by the prosecution was
statements allegedly induced by torture and later retracted in court.

Allegations of torture of both political prisoners and ordinary
criminals continued throughout 1985. These related both to people
held in incommunicado detention in police stations and to prisoners
n military and civilian prisons. The permitted 45-day detention
period was reduced to 30 days in May in those areas still under
martial law. A bill amending the duties and powers of the police,
Passed by the Turkish Grand National Assembly (TBMM) in June,
allowed the 24-hour maximum detention period in areas not under
Martial law to be extended to 15 days in cases involving three or more
People. In areas under a state of emergency the detention period

®.
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could be further extended by order of the prosecutor.

Among the allegations of torture received was that of a lawyer who
was detained in Istanbul in March. He was held for 35 days at
Istanbul Police Headquarters and for six days at Selimiye Military
Prison. He believed that the police were trying to find evidence upon
which to charge him because of his defence of political prisoners, but
in spite of being subjected to various forms of torture, including being
hung by his wrists and given electric shocks, he refused to sign a
statement prepared by the police and waseventually released without
charge. His allegations were corroborated by a fellow detainee.
Another lawyer, Sakir Kegeli, wrote a detailed account of his torture
and that of others in July and August by police officers of the
Arms-Ammunition Branch and Political Branch of Yozgat Director-
ate of Security. He described how he was detained as the result of
false information given under torture and how he in turn gave false
information, which resulted in further detentions, when he could no
longer bear the torture.

In October Amnesty International urged the authorities to
investigate allegations that prisoners in Sagmalcilar Prison in Istanbul
had been severely beaten on 30 September. Reports of ill-treatment
of prisoners in military and civilian prisons were received throughout
1985. In December Amnesty International wrote to the Turkish
Chief of General Staff about conditions in military prisons, many
prisoners were reported to have been held in solitary confinement for
several years and to have had no contact with relatives, lawyers or
fellow prisoners, nor exercise in the open air. Amnesty International
named some prisoners said to have been held in such conditions since
1983. The letter referred to the reported lack of medical treatment for
many seriously ill prisoners; three prisoners were named whose
deaths in 1985 were alleged to have been caused by torture and/or
denial of adequate medical treatment.

In November Amnesty International delegates visited Turkey in
order to investigate reports of the refoulement (forcible return) of
Iranian refugees who Amnesty International feared could become
prisoners of conscience or be subjected to torture or execution on
their return to Iran. They held talks with officials in the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs and the Directorate of Security on procedures applied
to Iranian asylum-seekers, particularly in the border area. At the end
of 1985 Amnesty International was preparing a memorandum with
recommendations on this issue to be sent to the Turkish authorities.

No executions took place during 1985 but 108 new death sentences
were reported in the Turkish press. Amnesty International did not
know the exact number of people under sentence of death at the end
of the year, but believed it to be several hundred. Cumbhuriyet
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reported on 26 December 1985 that 91 death sentences were awaiting
ratification by parliament. Amnesty International appealed through-
out the year for a halt to executions and for the abolition of the death
penalty.

In April, Amnesty Intemnational submitted information about its
concerns in Turkey under the UN procedure for confidentially
reviewing communications about human rights violations (the so-
called “1503 procedure™).

Union of
Soviet
Socialist
Republics

Il-treatment in Sov-
i iet prisons, correc-
tive labour colonies

and psychiatric institutions was a special focus of concern. Amnesty

International was also disturbed that many individuals continued to
be imprisoned, or confined indefinitely in mental hospitals, solely for
the non-violent exercise of their human rights. During 1985 it learned
of 46 death sentences and of 27 executions.

In November Amnesty International wrote to Andrei Gromyko,
who had been elected President of the USSR Supreme Soviet
following the death of Konstantin Chernenko in March. The
organization urged him to exercise his constitutional authority to
grant an amnesty to all prisoners of conscience, and to initiate a
sweeping program of legislative reforms. Amnesty International
urged the repeal of the laws restricting freedom of expression and
freedom of conscience, and the introduction of measures to protect
the rights of individuals in detention. These would include extending
the powers of the procuracy to supervise conditions in psychiatric
hospitals and corrective labour institutions, and laws to ensure that
Prisoners on remand were brought promptly before a judge. In
onclusion Amnesty International called on the government to
feduce the number of capital offences with a view to eventual
abolition of the death penalty, and to publish the number of death
Sentences passed and carried out each year.

In April the Presidium of the USSR Supreme Soviet declared an
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amnesty to mark the 40th anniversary of the ending of the Second
World War. Like previous amnesties, this excluded prisoners
convicted on political charges and on criminal charges commonly
brought against prisoners of conscience. To Amnesty International’s
knowledge only one prisoner of conscience was amnestied — but he
was reimprisoned on the same charge seven days later. Jonas
Matulionis, a Lithuanian priest, had originally been serving three
years’ imprisonment for “disturbing the public order” after leading an
All Saints’ Day procession without permission.

Amnesty International worked on behalf of more than 580
individuals whom it knew or suspected to be prisoners of conscience,
but believed the true number was much higher.

Reports reaching Amnesty International indicated that Soviet
political prisoners were systematically ill-treated and sometimes even
tortured. In a File on Torture in the USSR published in June,
Amnesty International examined the legal context in which ill-
treatment took place, illustrating its concerns with evidence received
since 1980. Soviet law sanctions hunger as a means of correction and
punishment in the prisons and corrective labour colonies where most
prisoners of conscience are held. The report said that prisoners
suffered chronic hunger and medical neglect and were required to
perform taxing compulsory labour. Sometimes courts imposed these
conditions on prisoners who were too old, or too ill, to survive them.
Several prisoners of conscience known to Amnesty International died
in imprisonment after medical advice to release them was rejected.

In more than 50 cases, prisoners of conscience were systematically
beaten by officials or by convicts acting with official consent,
according to allegations received by Amnesty International since
1980. Most were prisoners in investigation prisons awaiting trial who,
the report said, were an easy target for abuse. They could legally be
held incommunicado for as long as nine months while their case was
being investigated, and during that time were not even required to
appear before a judge, as a safeguard against ill-treatment. Some
political prisoners forcibly held in psychiatric hospitals for unlimited
periods were also allegedly beaten or given powerful drugs, after they
had refused to repudiate their views.

Prisoners were entitled by law to send uncensored complaints
about their treatment to the procuracy, which was responsible for
seeing that their legal rights were observed. But often their
complaints were confiscated by labour colony officials, or sent for
investigation to the very officials of whom they had complained. Cut
off from relatives and without access to lawyers, prisoners had little
possibility of asserting their rights. The report was deeply critical of
the safeguards for inmates of psychiatric hospitals. They had no
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established procedure for sending complaints to the procuracy and
were given pen and paper only at the discretion of doctors. All their
letters were censored. In Amnesty International’s experience, the
authorities routinely punished prisoners who complained, and
suppressed their complaints. Amnesty International knew of no case
in which allegations of ill-treatment had been subjected to thorough,
independent investigation, or in which officials responsible for alleged
ill-treatment had been disciplined.

Information Amnesty International received after publication of
the report amplified its concerns. Sixty-one-year-old Yakov Dirksen,
a Baptist prisoner of conscience of long standing, died in June. In
September Amnesty International learned that prisoner of conscience
Vasyl Stus had died, aged 47. A Ukrainian poet and human rights
advocate, he was sentenced in 1980 to 15 years’ imprisonment and
exile for “anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda™, and put in the
harshest category of labour camp. In 1983 he was held in almost
continuous solitary confinement with reduced rations, as a punish-
ment for writing poetry. Amnesty International appealed to doctors
throughout the world to intercede on his behalf when it learned he
was reportedly suffering from angina, gastric ulcers and renal disease.
He was allowed no visits during his imprisonment.

Vasyl Stus was imprisoned in special regime labour camp Perm
36-1, where three prisoners of conscience died in 1984 (see Amnesty
International Report 1985). In September Amnesty International
wrote to Aleksandr Rekunkov, the Procurator General ofthe USSR,
urging him to investigate fully the deaths of Vasyl Stus and the other
three men, and to make public both the methods of his inquiry and its
findings. It also appealed to him to release the prisoners’ medical
fecords and the results of their post-mortem examinations to their
relatives and to allow them to arrange independent autopsies. To
Amnesty International’s knowledge none of its requests was met.

In 1985 a number of prisoners of conscience had their imprison-
Ment extended for activities which Amnesty International believed
constituted the legitimate exercise of human rights. Four prisoners
who continued to speak and act according to their conscientiously
fleld beliefs faced fresh charges of “circulating anti-Soviet slander” or
“anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda” and were given new terms of
Mprisonment. They included Mykola Horbal, a Ukrainian Helsinki
Monitor, sentenced in April to a further 11 years’ imprisonment and
exile on the second charge. All were convicted on evidence given by
camp officials or criminal prisoners, in hastily arranged trials that
Amnesty International feared did not meet international standards of
faimess. It was not known, for instance, if they were allowed defence
lawyers of their choice, or if their trials were open to relatives.



312 Amnesty Intemational Report 1986

In five known cases labour camp officials brought a charge of
“malicious disobedience” against prisoners of conscience whom they
had repeatedly punished for lodging complaints about their treat-
ment. All five were convicted and given new terms of up to three
years' imprisoment. One was Tatyana Osipova, who had led more
than 200 hunger-strikes in her Mordovian labour camp, after her
written complaints about the ill-treatment of fellow prisoners were
ignored. Amnesty International detailed the events which led to her
prosecution in a report on Conditions for Women Prisoners of
Conscience in the “Small Zone” published in July.

The authorities continued to use psychiatric confinement for
political purposes. At least eight people with a history of harassment
for political activity were put in mental hospitals against their will
during an eight-day international youth festival which began in
Moscow in July, apparently to prevent them meeting foreigners.
They were released shortly afterwards. Another seven individuals
were reportedly confined during 1985 for distributing religious
literature or writing complaints to the government. Since all were
confined to prevent or punish their peaceful exercise of human rights,
Amnesty International regarded them as prisoners of conscience.
Unlike in previous years, in 1985 Amnesty International leamned of
no prisoners of conscience being put in top-security special psychiatric
hospitals.

The state has a monopoly of publishing in the USSR and censors
all printed materials. Individuals who produce uncensored literature
and circulate it from hand to hand risk imprisonment for “circulating
anti-Soviet slander” or “anti-Soviet agitation and propaganda”. At
least 65 people were imprisoned on these charges in 1985, most of
whom received up to three years’ imprisonment on the first charge.
Some had actively dissented from specific government policies —
such as Ukrainians, Estonians and Georgians who had allegedly
criticized official treatment of non-Russians in the USSR. Others had
printed religious texts on home-made presses. Amnesty Internation-
al's attempts to send an observer to the trial of Boris Mityashin, a
lorry-driver from Leningrad, were unsuccessful. He was sentenced to
eight years' imprisonment and exile for “anti-Soviet agitation and
propaganda”, after being convicted of circulating unofficial poetry.

One prisoner of conscience was reportedly acquitted of “circulating
anti-Soviet slander” — only the second acquittal ever on a political
charge known to Amnesty International. He was Viktor Walter,
pastor of a Pentecostalist congregation who went on hunger-strike to
demand the right to emigrate. In April, the Maritime Territorial
Court found him not guilty of telling foreign radio stations about the
strike. He was neverthelessimprisoned for organizing it and Amnesty

y
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International adopted him as a prisoner of conscience.

Religious believers are obliged to register their congregations with
the state, and, in doing so, give up their right to teach religion to
children, evangelize, or appoint their own clergy. Unregistered
churches are illegal and their members are liable to imprisonment of
between three and 10 years for “violating the laws separating church
from state™ or engaging in “anti-social religious activity”. The courts
imprisoned more than 70 people on these charges, most of them
Baptists and Pentecostalists who rejected any restrictions on their
religious freedom and so refused to register. Others belonged to
congregations forced to meet and worship illegally, because the
authorities had rejected their applications to register. They included
devotees of Hare Krishna, and members of the Jehovah's Witness
Church, traditionally banned in the USSR.

It remained very difficult for most Soviet citizens to leave their own
country. Leaving without permission was a crime punishable by up to
three years’ imprisonment for “illegal exit abroad™, or 15 years and
even death for “treason — in the form of flight abroad™.

Amnesty International learned of an Estonian worker, Enn
Veepalu, arrested in March on a charge of “illegal exit abroad” and at
least another 35 would-be emigrants who were imprisoned on other
charges. One was Vladimir Balakhonov. While working as a
translator at the World Meteorological Office in Geneva in 1972, he
had applied for political asylum, but withdrew his application to
rejoin his family in the USSR. In 1973 he was arrested for “treason —
in the form of refusal to return from abroad” and sentenced to 12
years' imprisonment. After his release in 1985 he applied for an exit
visa and wrote to the UN Secretary-General asking for his help in
emigrating. In May Amnesty International learned that he had been
rearrested for “circulating anti-Soviet slander” and appealed for his
release as a prisoner of conscience.

Eleven Jews applying to emigrate were also imprisoned on this
chargefor allegedly sending appeals abroad or circulating material on
Israeli life. Amnesty International investigated the cases of another
five Jews imprisoned on criminal charges which it suspected were
false. Several Pentecostalists and citizens of German origin were
imprisoned for public order offences, after drawing attention to their
wish to emigrate through hunger-strikes and vigils.

Soviet newspapers do not always report death sentences at the time
they are passed. Although Amnesty International learned of 46 death
sentences in 1985 and 27 executions, it believed the real figure was
higher. The USSR is formally committed to the abolition of the death
penalty, but retains 18 capital offences in peacetime. Most of the
Sentences reported in 1985 involved crimes of violence. Amnesty
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International appealed against every death sentence of which it
learned, and in November submitted to the UN Special Rapporteur
on summary or arbitrary executions the cases of two men — reported
only as Yegorov and Komissarov — who had been sentenced to
death without right of appeal by the Belorussian Supreme Court.

United Kingdom

Amnesty International continued to
| be concerned about allegations of
| ill-treatment during interrogation of
‘ political suspects and about judicial

procedures in Northern Ireland.
The organization also continued to
investigate a number of killings by
wwd security forces there. Amnesty In-
ternational sent a delegate to observe the trial of a civil servant
charged with Ieakmg |nlemal government information. The orgamza—
tion also ir g gations of ill-tr of young people in
detention centres in Britain, and of eight servicemen who were
charged with passing on military secrets.

Amnesty International had written to the Secretary of State for
Northern Ireland on 14 December 1984 urging him to investigate
allegations that Paul Caruana had been ill-treated and tortured during
his interrogation in Castlereagh Holding Centre in August 1984 (see
Amnesty International Report 1985). On 31 January 1985 Amnesty
International wrote again calling for full and prompt clarification of
the facts. The government replied on 25 February that it was satisfied
that the process in hand would ensure that all the allegations were
thoroughly investigated. Amnesty International issued a news release
on 27 March making its concerns known about Paul Caruana’s
allegations, and renewed its appeals to the authorities. On 4 April the
government stated that the Director of Public Prosecutions had
decided that the evidence did not warrant the prosecution of any of
those involved. In July the authorities stated in a letter to Amnesty
International that they could not reply to the organization’s letters
because the case was sub-judice as Paul Caruana had instituted civil
proceedings against the Royal Ulster Constabulary (RUC). The civil
proceedings had not come to court by the end of 1985.

Amnesty International was also concerned about other reports of
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ill-treatment. Michael McCrory wasone of over 20 people detained in
Belfast on 1 October under the Prevention of Terrorism Act and
interrogated at Castlereagh Holding Centre. He subsequently alleged
that he had been systematically ill-treated throughout seven days of
interrogation. He stated that he had been kicked, slapped, punched
and shoved, and that the ill-treatment continued despite his lodging
formal complaints.

Amnesty International continued to monitor cases in the special
non-jury Diplock Courts in Northern Ireland in which former
accomplices’ statements formed the main prosecution evidence (see
Amnesty International Report 1984 and 1985). In two such trials in
1985 most of the defendants were freed, while in a third, all the
defendants were convicted.

In one of these trials the judge rejected the evidence of the
prosecution witness, James Crockard, a member of the paramilitary
Ulster Volunteer Force (UVF), and ordered the release of 17 of the
29 defendants on 21 February. The judge stated that the evidence did
not “measure up to the required standard”. Eight of the 29 were
convicted on the basis of admissions they had made to the police. In
another case the judge dismissed on 5 July the evidence of UVF
member William “Budgie” Allen as *“unworthy of belief’, and
ordered the release of 36 out of 47 defendants. Five others were
convicted on the basis of confessions. Twenty-seven defendants were
jailed for terrorist-linked offences on 18 December on the evidence of
Irish National Liberation Army (INLA) member Harry Kirkpatrick,
who was serving a life sentence for five murders and 72 other terrorist
offences.

On 24 October Amnesty International wrote to the Prime Minister
expressing concern at the government’s failure to deal adequately
with issuesraised by a series of killings of unarmed people by security
forces in Northern Ireland since 1982. Since October 1982 there have
reportedly been 31 fatal shootings by security forces in Northern
Ireland. Eighteen of the victims were unarmed. Some of these killings
took place in conditions compatible with allegations that they were
deliberately planned. The organization called for an independent
judicial inquiry to evaluate existing mechanisms for investigating and
publicly explaining such killings, as well as the effectiveness of
legislation governing the use of lethal force in law enforcement.

Amnesty International continued its investigations into whether
people had been deliberately killed on account of their beliefs as a
matter of government policy. The organization was not able to reach
a firm conclusion but believed that the mechanisms used to
investigate these incidents, such as police investigations, inquests and
criminal proceedings, had not produced sufficient evidence to




316 Amnesty Intemational Report 1986

eliminate the possibility of unlawful use of lethal force for such
purposes by the security forces. Amnesty International also believed
that the laws and regulations governing the use of lethal force in law
enforcement offered less protection against its unjustified use than do
international standards. The government replied on 30 December
that it recognized it was in its interest to have such incidents
investigated promptly. However, the government stated that it was
“totally opposed” to an independent judicial inquiry into particular
cases or into investigative procedures and safeguards against deliber-
ate killings by the security forces, because it felt that existing
procedures were adequate.

The report of an official inquiry into the RUC operations
surrounding three incidents in which six suspects were killed in late
1982 was completed in September. The inquiry, which lasted just
over a year, was conducted under the established procedure whereby
a senior police officer from another local force investigates controver-
sial allegations. The report was submitted on completion to the RUC
Chief Constable. However, by the end of 1985 the report hadstill not
been passed on to the Director of Public Prosecutions.

Clive Ponting, a senior civil servant at the Ministry of Defence, was
charged on 19 August 1984 under Section 2 of the Official Secrets Act
with communicating internal information to an unauthorized person
(in this case a member of parliament) in July 1984. The documents
related to the sinking of an Argentine warship, the General Belgrano,
by British forces during the South Atlantic war. Amnesty Internation-
al sent an observer to the trial to help assess whether Clive Ponting
could be considered a prisoner of conscience if convicted and
imprisoned. The trial ended on 11 February with his acquittal.

Amnesty International was investigating reports of ill-treatment in
several youth detention centres in Britain, which operate under a
tough disciplinary program. On 2 May the organization wrote to the
government about reports of ill-treatment by prison officers of boys
held at the Aldington Detention Centre in Kent. Allegedly, boys
were frequently punched in the stomach or slapped in the face as a
form of punishment. The government replied on 16 May that the
allegations had been referred to the police for investigation. By the
end of 1985 the results of the inquiry had not been made public.

Amnesty International wrote to the government on 1 November
about allegations that eight British servicemen had been coerced into
making confessions. The eight servicemen were charged in April 1984
under Section | of the Official Secrets Act with passing military
secrets to Soviet agents. One was dismissed by the judge early in the
trial and a jury acquitted the others in October 1985. The
organization received reports that during the interrogation period of
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many weeks the eight servicemen had been held in solitary
confinement and had been subjected to exhaustive and intensive
interrogation without breaks, to days of constant exposure to
fluorescent lighting, and to other forms of ill-treatment. The
organization welcomed the government’s establishment of an inde-
pendent inquiry into whether the interrogations were carried out in
accordance with lawful and proper procedures. The inquiry had not
completed its hearings by the end of 1985.

Yugoslavia

Amnesty International was con-
cerned about the imprisonment of
prisoners of conscience; during
1985 it worked on the cases of
269 individuals whom it knew or
suspected to be prisoners of cons-
cience, but it believed that the

= total number was considerably
greater. The organization received a number of allegations that poli-
tical prisoners had been ill-treated during investigation and it was
also concerned about treatment and conditions in some prisons
where political prisoners were serving their sentences. Amnesty
International continued to call for the release of two prisoners of
conscience detained in the psychiatric section of Belgrade Central
Prison Hospital. It learned of six death sentences, all for murder, but
to its knowledge no executions were reported.

According to official figures 451 people were charged with political
crimes in 1985 and 389 of these were accused of “verbal crimes”. The
number of people arrested and convicted of political crimes in
Kosovo province continued to be high. Most of the accused were
ethnic Albanians charged with distributing leaflets, writing slogans or
other forms of organized activity in support of the demand that
Kosovo province, which has a predominantly Albanian population,
cease to be part of the Republic of Serbia and be granted republic
status within the Yugoslav federation. There were also cases
involving violence, such as sabotage and attacks on Serbs and
Montenegrins living in the province.

According to the Kosovo Secretary of Justice, between the
outbreak of nationalist disturbances in the province in 1981 and the
end of 1985, 1,200 people had been sentenced for political crimes and

k.
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a further 6,440 people summarily sentenced for minor political
offences. Other official figuresshowed that in 1984, 218 adults and 29
minors had been convicted of political crimes in Kosovo and that the
average sentence imposed was six years’ imprisonment. There was an
overall drop in political crimes reported in the first six months of
1985. However, in November and December there were mass arrests
of ethnic Albanians in Kosovo and other areas, following which,
according to official sources, 117 people were charged.

During the year over 40 political trials, in which nearly 150 people
were convicted, were reported in the Yugoslav press. In most cases
the charges did not include the use or advocacy of violence. Prisoners
of conscience adopted by Amnesty International included a number
of ethnic Albanians, among them eight secondary school pupils aged
between 16 and 19 who were sentenced to between three and eight
years’ imprisonment in Pec in May. They were charged under
Articles 136 and 114 of the criminal code with belonging to a “hostile”
organization formed by the two main defendants, Robert Rasaj and
Hava Shala, and with writing slogans and distributing leaflets calling
forrepublicstatus for Kosovo and forcelebrations on the anniversary
of nationalist demonstrations.

Amnesty International also adopted as a prisoner of conscience
Gani Kadriu, aged 39, a school treasurer. In March he was sentenced
under Article 133 of the criminal code to three years’ imprisonment
on charges of “hostile propaganda” by the district court of Titova
Mitrovica. He was found guilty of having recorded songs broadcast by
radio stations in Albania which glorified Albania’s then leader, Enver
Hoxha, the work of the Albanian communist party and life in
Albania.

In February Miodrag Milic, Milan Nikolic and Dragomir Olujic
were sentenced by the district court of Belgrade to two, one and a
half and one years’imprisonment respectively under Article 133, in a
trial that received considerable national and international publicity.
The trial followed a police raid in April 1984 on a private apartment
in Belgrade where 28 people had assembled to hear a talk at the
so~called “Open University” — an unofficial discussion group. The
three were found guilty of expressing views that “maliciously and
untruthfully portrayed the heritage of our liberation struggle, the
building of socialism and the character and deeds of Tito”. On appeal
Dragomir Olujic was acquitted; Miodrag Milic’s prison sentence was
reduced to 18 and Milan Nikolic’s to eight months. They had not
begun to serve their sentences by the end of 1985. Charges against
three other men originally indicted with them were dropped.

Other prisoners of conscience adopted by Amnesty International
who were convicted under Article 133 included two men sentenced
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for having exercised their right to petition (guaranteed under Article
157 of the Constitution). In letters written to the authorities they had
allegedly portrayed socio-political conditions in the country “ma-
liciously and untruthfully”. Hamza Asllani, a history teacher, was
sentenced to two years’ imprisonment in Prizren in October and
Milenko Ribic, an unemployed political scientist, received a one-year
sentence imposed by the district court of Osijek in November.
Amnesty International also worked for the release of Saif Egrlic, a
Muslim from the republic of Bosnia-Hercegovina. In February he
was sentenced in Banjaluka to four years’ imprisonment for having
publicly expressed the view that Muslims in Yugoslavia did not enjoy
equal status.

Article 133, which carries a penalty of one to 10 years’ imprison-
ment, was the subject of considerable public discussion during 1985.
Proposals were put forward for its amendment, including a proposal
to abolish the section which penalizes those who portray socio-
political conditions in the country “maliciously and untruthfully”.

As in the past, Amnesty International learned of people imprison-
ed for contacts with political emigrés. It adopted Mirko Sunic, a
retired judge, who was sentenced in November under Article 131 of
the criminal code to four years’ imprisonment by the district court of
Zagreb for “participation in hostile activity”. He was accused of
having sent letters “full of lies and hatred for Yugoslavia” to the
editor of a Croatian emigré newspaper published in London and of
having given copies of emigré newspapers to others. The letters
concerned policies which he considered discriminatory towards
Croatian culture, history and national aspirations. At the same trial
his daughter, Mima, was sentenced to 10 months’ imprisonment for
giving copies of an emigré newspaper to someone else. She remained
at liberty pending appeal.

Amnesty International continued to call for the release of Radomir
Veljkovic, forcibly detained in the psychiatric section of Belgrade
Central Prison Hospital since 1973, and Milisav Zivanovic, similarly
detained since 1976, as a result of the non-violent exercise of their
right to freedom of expression (see Amnesty International Report
1984 and 1985). Amnesty International also sought further informa-
tion about Vlado Perisic, aged 32, a worker from Sibenik, who was
said to be forcibly detained in a psychiatric hospital in Popavaca,
Croatia, after having been charged in 1982 with political offences.

Amnesty International was concerned about allegations that
Political prisoners were being ill-treated. In February Amnesty
International wrote to the Secretary of Justice of Bosnia-Hercegovina
about Vojislav Seselj, a prisoner of conscience convicted of “hostile
propaganda” in 1984. He had told members of his family, who had
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visited him in Zenica prison at the beginning of February, that he had
been beaten by prison officials after refusing to answer a question-
naire about his political views and family circumstances. His back,
arms and face were reportedly severely bruised. Amnesty Intema-
tional urged the authorities to investigate this incident. No reply had
been received by the end of 1985.

Amnesty International continued to receive reports of harsh
conditions in certain prisons where political prisoners were held. In
October Viadimir Seks, a lawyer from Osijek and an adopted
prisoner of conscience, wrote to the Croatian Secretary of Justice
about the conditions and treatment of prisoners in Stara Gradiska
prison, where he had served his sentence from March until August.
He complained of the extreme cold from which prisoners suffered in
the winter and spring in unheated cells. Prisoners in solitary
confinement were in addition not allowed to cover themselves with
blankets during the day, nor to lie down or sit on beds; if they did
they were beaten by guards. They were obliged to use a bucket for a
toilet, which was emptied only twice a week. Although under prison
rules they had the right to an hour's daily exercise outside, they were
rarely granted this. He also cited several cases in which guards had
attacked and beaten prisoners for minor infractions of prison rules.
His account tallied with earlier reports of conditions in Stara

Gradiska received by Amnesty International.

Amnesty International learned of six death sentences imposed for
murder. It appealed to the authorities to commute three other death
sentences confirmed on final appeal. In each case the accused had
been found guilty of the murder of more than one person.




The Middle East
and North Africa

Algerla

Amnesty International

was concerned about

the imprisonment of

22 prisoners of con-

science, all of whom
had been arrested in connecuon with the establishment of two
unauthorized associations. It was also concerned about the imprison-
ment of other possible prisoners of conscience; trial procedures which
did not conform to international standards for fair trial; torture and
other ill-treatment of prisoners; and the death penalty.

During 1985 Amnesty International adopted as prisoners of
conscience 22 individuals tried between 15 and 19 December by the
State Security Court in Medea and sentenced to between six months
and three years’ imprisonment on charges including distributing
leaflets harmful to the interests of the nation and forming two
associations: the Ligue algérienne des droits de 'homme, Algerian
League of Human Rights, founded in June 1985; and the Association
des fils des martyrs, Sons of the Martyrs, reportedly formed in 1984 to
help the families of victims of the war of independence. Both
organizations had reportedly applied for official authorization but had
received no response from the authorities. Among those arrested
between July and September 1985 was Maitre Ali Yahia Abdennour,
President of the newly created Algerian League of Human Rights, a
prominent lawyer and former minister, who had previously been
arrested in October 1983 and held in detention without trial until May
1984 (see Amnesty International Report 1984 and 1985). Amnesty
International appealed repeatedly on behalf of Maitre Ali Yahia and
the other individuals detained with him, seeking information
regarding their arrest and detention and expressing concern about
reports of ill-treatment and poor health of a number of the detainees.
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Between 20 and 27 September an Amnesty International delegate
visited Algeria to investigate the arrest and detention of these
detainees. The delegate met relevant officials, including the Minister
of Justice. Following the mission, Amnesty International urged their
immediate and unconditional release as prisoners of conscience.
Amnesty International also urged the authorities to investigate all
allegations of torture or ill-treatment and to provide immediate
medical treatment when necessary. In December the authorities
replied, asserting that the individuals involved had been arrested and
imprisoned for having broken the laws of the country, and that those
detainees who had medical complaints were receiving adequate
medical attention and supervision. An Amnesty International dele-
gate observed their trial in December.

On 19 December, another Amnesty International delegate
observed the trial before the State Security Court in Medea of 40
alleged followers of ex-president Ahmed Ben Bella. They were
charged with conspiracy against the security of the state, forming an
armed gang and possession of arms. Nineteen defendants, of whom
three were not present, were sentenced to between one and 20 years’
imprisonment; there were 21 acquittals. Among those acquitted was
Muhammad Seghir Nekkache, a former minister. Most of those on
trial had been arrested in early October 1983 but had not benefited
from a presidential pardon in May 1984 (see Amnesty International
Report 1985). Some had remained in preventive detention since
October 1983, while others had been released provisionally. Amnesty
International had received allegations of torture and ill-treatment of a
number of the detainees. Amnesty International was concerned
about several procedural irregularities in the detention and trial of
these 40 prisoners, including prolonged incommunicado detention
and allegations that confessions presented as evidence in court had
been extracted under torture. At the end of 1985 Amnesty
International was still assessing reports of the trial.

Amnesty International learned of two executions in March after all
efforts to obtain clemency had been exh d. The death e
had been passed in 1981 and 1983 for murder. Amnesty International
appealed in both cases, explaining its unconditional opposition to the
death penalty.
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¢ Bahrain

the continuing deten-
tion of political prison-
~1 ers who were possible
prisoners of conscience, some of whom had been detained for long
periods without charge or trial. Reports were received of students
being arrested on their return from study abroad. The organization
sought further information on their situation as well as that of 18
political prisoners reportedly sentenced in December 1984 to prison
terms ranging from five to seven years. Allegations of the torture and
ill-treatment of prisoners were received.

During 1985 Amnesty I[nternational continued to investigate the
cases of 15 political prisoners, 11 of whom were serving sentences of
up to seven years for belonging to unlawful organizations. Another
three — Salman Abdul Azz Ali, Ali Al-Khayyat and Sayed Hashim
Al-Musawi — had been held without charge or trial for between four
and nine years under the Decree Law on State Security Measures of
1974 (see Amnesty International Report 1983). In April Amnesty
International was informed that Nader Abu Drees, detained without
charge since 1981, had been released, but the organization was
unable to confirm this by the end of the year. In 1985 the organization
did not receive any new information from the authorities on the
reasons for the detention of these 15 detainees. According to reports,
these prisoners had not been charged or tried, and were being held
incommunicado, arousing concern that they might be tortured or
ill-treated.

On 18 October Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of the
Interior expressing concern about the reported detention of students
on their return from study abroad, among them Abdullah Al Manai
and Issa Al Ghayib. Amnesty Intemational was informed that these
two men, both held in Al Qala‘ Prison, were held without charge.
Amnesty International asked for information regarding the reasons
for their arrest and the anticipated date of their trial or release. The
organization also sought assurances that they were being humanely
treated. No reply had been received by the end of 1985.

During 1985 Amnesty International leaned that 18 political
prisoners reportedly sentenced on 24 December 1984 to prison terms
of between five and seven years may not have received a fair trial,
and that they may have been tortured and ill-treated. The 18 were
reportedly sentenced for their connection with the Jam'iyar At-
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Taw'iya Al-Islamiya, Islamic Enlightenment Society (see Amnesty
International Report 1985) which the authorities claimed had close
links with a proscribed organization, the Bahrain Islamic Liberation
Front. Amnesty International was concerned that some or all of the
18 might be prisoners of conscience. It sought further information on
these cases, and publicly expressed its concern about reports that the
detainees were not allowed access to their lawyers or their families,
and that they had been tortured and ill-treated.

Amnesty International
was concerned about
the arrest and detention
of possible prisoners of
conscience, including
people calling for the implementation of the Shari‘a (Islamic law) and
participants in demonstrations against Egypt’s foreign policy. Insuffi-
cient safeguards against torture or ill-treatment of detainees and
moves to extend the death penalty by making it mandatory for
drug-trafficking offences were also of concern to the organization.
Reports were received of 24 death sentences (13 of which were
passed in absentia) and one execution during the year.

In May Amnesty International sent an observer to the trial of 47
people charged in connection with the banned Egyptian Communist
Party (Supreme State Security Case No. 207 of 1981 — see Amnesty
International Report 1983). None of the defendants was in custody at
the time of Amnesty International’s mission, and the trial was still in
progress before the (Emergency) Supreme State Security Court in
Cairo at the end of 198S.

In early January Amnesty International learned of the release of
Pope Shenouda I1ll, who had been physically restricted to a
monastery in Wadi Natroun since September 1981. Amnesty
International wrote to the government welcoming the news that the
Coptic Pope, whom it had adopted as a prisoner of conscience, had
been released, and sought assurances that all physical restrictions
previously imposed on him had been lifted.

During 1985 the organization received reports of hundreds of
arrests on political and religious grounds. Among those arrested were
alleged members of banned political organizations and people who
had taken part in protests against Israel’s participation in the Cairo
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bookfair. Also arrested were people alleged to have planned or
participated in other anti-Israeli or anti-US demonstrations, members
of the Baha'i faith and individuals who distributed pamphlets in
mosques and elsewhere calling for the full implementation of the
Islamic Shari‘a in Egypt. Among those arrested were two prominent
religious leaders, Sheikh Hafez Salama and Dr Omar Abdul
Rahman. Dr Abdul Rahman, a blind teacher of theology, had
previously been acquitted of offences relating to the banned Jihad
organization. Arrested in July and released on 5 November, Dr
Abdul Rahman hadspent more than three of the previous four years
in prison, without having been convicted of any offence.

The majority of those arrested during 1985 were held under
legislation related to the state of emergency for periods ranging from
several days to four months. Amnesty International wrote to the
authorities several times during 1985, expressing concern about the
continuing arrests and urging the release of any prisoners of
conscience. Amnesty International called on the authorities to make
public the names and whereabouts of all those detained and asked to
be informed of the charges against them. The organization sought
assurances that all detainees were allowed regular access to a lawyer
of their choice, to a doctor when necessary, and to relatives. Amnesty
International was concerned that state of emergency provisions and
related legislation were being applied to detain without charge
political or religious opponents of government policies, in contraven-
tion of Article 9(2) of the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights. In addition, these provisions were being applied to
imprison individuals, sometimes repeatedly, for peaceful opposition
to government policies, in contravention of Article 19 guaranteeing
the right to freedom of expression. Egypt ratified the Intemational
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights in 1982.

On 1 March Amnesty International published Egypt: Evidence of
Torture 1981-1983. The document had been sent to the Egyptian
Government for comment in December 1984 and on 12 June 1985 the
organization received a memorandum from the Minister of State for
Foreign Affairs in response. The government’s memorandum refer-
red to constitutional and other legislative guarantees of personal and
social liberty, as well as provisions safeguarding detainees from
torture, and reaffirmed Egypt's commitment to international human
rights instruments. It added that the state of emergency legislation
included “several guarantees for suspects and those arrested”. In
response to an earlier request from Amnesty International for
information about several reported deaths in custody it noted that in
one case the victim was killed in “an armed clash between the police
and a group of extremists”. Other cases were still under investigation.
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Amnesty International subsequently published the two documents
together, on 1 August, under the title Torture in Egypt 1981-1983:
Amnesty International’s Evidence and the Government’s Response.

Amnesty International wrote to Egypt’s Ambassador in London
welcoming the government’s response, but also expressing the hope
that the Egyptian Government would give serious consideration to
implementing Amnesty International’s specific recommendations for
safeguards against torture and ill-treatment of detainees. These
included more frequent visits to inspect prisons where untried
detainees are held by niyaba (State Prosecutor’s Department)
personnel, who should be instructed to investigate immediately
prisoners’ complaints of torture or ill-treatment. Amnesty Interna-
tional recommended that a thorough report of each visit be submitted
to a central authority and made available to lawyers and other
relevant parties. At the same time Amnesty International reiterated
its request to be informed of the results and procedures of an
investigation which was reportedly opened in 1984 into torture
allegations dating back to October 1981, and of any measures taken
to compensate the victims and bring to justice those responsible.

Amnesty International continued to receive occasional reports of
torture or ill-treatment of detainees during 1985, and was concerned
about the reported deaths in custody of five people arrested in
separate cases of a non-political nature. All were held in police
stations where they were allegedly tortured or ill-treated.

On 10 January the (Emergency) Supreme State Security Court in
Cairo acquitted 10 people accused of belonging to a banned
communist group (Al-Haraka Ash-Sha‘'abiya) and sentenced six
others to terms of three and five years’ imprisonment. In reaching its
verdict, the court held that the defendants’ confessions were null and
void since they were made in “an atmosphere of torture and
coercion” and that the defendants’ oral testimony about their
treatment was supported by forensic medical examinations.

During 1985 Amnesty International learned of 24 death sentences
and one execution. Four of the death sentences, and the execution,
were for murder and other offences. Five men were sentenced to
death by a Cairo court in April, convicted of kidnapping and rape,
and Egyptian press reports stated that 12 people had been sentenced
to death in absentia for cc icating with Libya and for attacks on
Egyptian soldiers on the Egypt/Libya border in 1977. In November a
Lebanese national was reportedly sentenced to death in absentia on
charges related to drug smuggling, and in December a Somali and a
Sri Lankan national received death sentences on similar charges.
Amnesty International urged President Muhammad Hosni Mubarak
to cc the death es in all cases.
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On 21 November Amnesty International wrote to the government
following reports that there were plans to introduce legislation
providing mandatory death sentences for drug traffickers. Amnesty
International explained its unconditional opposition to the use of the
death penalty, and said that while it appreciated “the need to find
effective measures to eradicate the destructive practice of illicit drug
traffic, . . . there is no scientific evidence that the death penalty
deters any type of crime more effectively than other punishments”.

"";{F% Iran

=

st b Amnesty International

¥ was concerned about
the continuing large-
scale executions of

k prisoners for both poli-

tical and non- political offences, following summary trials with no
defence counsel and no right of appeal. The organization learned of
470 executions during 1985, but believed the actual figure to be
considerably higher. Reports of political arrests continued to be
received, but it was impossible to estimate the number of prisoners of
conscience involved. Numerous and consistent allegations of torture
and ill-treatment of detainees were received, and flogging and
amputation continued to be imposed as judicial punishments for
certain offences.

Since death sentences and executions on political grounds were
rarely made public in Iran, Amnesty International believed that the
actual number of executions was considerably higher than the 470 of
which it was informed. Amnesty International did not usually learn of
death sentences until after the execution hadtaken place. However, it
was able to intervene on behalf of more than 30 individuals believed
to be under sentence of death at various times during 1985. They
included members of the following opposition organizations: various
factions of the People’s Fedayan Organization, the People’s Mojahe-
dine Organization, Peykar, Razmandegan, the Tudeh (Communist)
Party, and the Union of Communists.

In a letter to the President, Hojjatoleslam Seyed Ali Khamenei,
dated 27 June, Amnesty International repeated its concern about the
continuing large number of executions. The Prosecutor of the
Revolutionary Anti-Narcotics Court stated in April that 140 people
had been executed during the Iranian year 1363 ending in March for
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drug-related offences, and that 197 people had been executed for
drug-related offences during the four-week period since 21 March.
Amnesty International explained its opposition in all cases to the
death penalty as the most extreme form of cruel, inhuman and
degrading punishment and a denial of the right to life. It asked what
the charges had been against each of those executed during the first
half of 1985. No response was received. According to reports of a
statement made in April 1985 by a member of the Supreme Judicial
Council, two people had been sentenced to death by stoning for
adultery in the nine-month period ending in January, but Amnesty
International did not know whether these sentences were carried out.

Political arrests continued throughout 1985. Some of these were in
connection with bomb attacks or other politically motivated acts of
violence. Others arrested were accused of being members or
supporters of various opposition movements. Amnesty International
was unable to estimate how many prisoners of conscience were being
held. On 14 June Amnesty International wrote to the then Minister
of the Interior about reported arrests of people taking part in anti-war
and other political demonstrations in Tehran and elsewhere. Accord-
ing to official reports, 300 were arrested in Tehran on 10 April, and
opposition sources claimed that the number of arrests ran into
thousands. Amnesty International asked how many people had been
arrested for taking part in demonstrations since the beginning of 1985
and how many were still in detention, what were the charges against
them and the scheduled date or outcome of their trials. Amnesty
International sought assurances that all necessary measures would be
taken to safeguard detainees from torture and ill-treatment. It urged
the immediate and unconditional release of any individuals detained
solely for the non-violent expression of their beliefs and urged that all
others be granted a fair and prompt trial in accordance with Article 14
of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, to which
Iran is a party.

In April Amnesty International published a File on Torture on
Iran. The document described physical and psychological torture and
said that “. .. the number of reports of torture and ill-treatment
received . . . , their persistence and consistency make it clear that
these violations of human rights are continuing, widespread and, in
some places, systematic”. Amnesty International said that the most
common methods of physical torture and ill-treatment were beating
and flogging, but also described cases of sexual abuse and buming
with cigarettes and electricity reported between 1981 and 1984.
Acoording to many testimonies obtained by the organization, physical
and psychological torture were frequently alternated and detainees
subjected to mock execution, threats to arrest or execute relatives, or
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being forced to watch the execution of other prisoners. Amnesty
International reproduced extracts from the testimonies of several
torture victims whom it had interviewed outside Iran. Some had been
members of political opposition movements, one was a member of
the Baha'i faith, and two, a female volunteer social worker and a
male teacher, had not been politically active in Iran at the time of
their arrest. None was identified by name in Amnesty International’s
publication for fear of reprisals against relatives r ing in Iran.

Amnesty International believed that torture was often inflicted to
extract confessions about political activities, names and addresses of
political activists and safe houses, despite the fact that Article 38 of
Iran’s Constitution specifically proscribes the use of torture for such
ends. Amnesty International was also concerned about the con-
tinuing use of amputation and flogging as judicial punishments.

Amnesty International’s File on Torture concluded that vital
safeguards against torture were lacking in Iran and recommended
limits on incommunicado detention, prompt presentation of de-
tainees before a judicial authority and prompt and regular access to
lawyers, doctors and relatives. Amnesty International further pro-
posed that detainees be held only in publicly recognized places of
detention, that procedures for detention and interrogation be
reviewed as a matter of urgency, and called on the authorities to
initiate a thorough and impartial investigation into allegations of
torture and ill-treatment and to make public both its findings and its
procedures.

Amnesty International drew attention to Iran’s obligations under
international human rights agreements to prevent the use of torture.
In June 1975 Iran ratified the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights and in February 1978 reaffirmed its support for the
UN Declaration Against Torture.

Amnesty International submitted a written statement on 15
February to the 4lst session of the UN Commission on Human
Rights summarizing the organization’s concerns in Iran and appealing
to the Commission *“to take all measures which it deems appropriate
to redress the extensive violations of human rights in Iran”. Amnesty
International also submitted information to the UN Special Repre-
sentative on Iran, who was mandated to establish contacts with the
government and to make a thorough study of the human rights
situation in Iran, following which the Commission voted to extend his
mandate for one year. In November the Special Representative
submitted a further report and on 13 December the UN General
Assembly adopted a resolution expressing deep concern about
alleged violations of human rights in Iran and regretting that the
Special Representative had not been allowed to visit the country.
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On 28 November Amnesty International submitted a written
statement to the Political Affairs Committee of the European
Parliament during a public hearing on “Respect for Human Rights in
Iran”. Amnesty International described its concerns, and called on
the Government of Iran “to put an end to human rights abuses .
and to honour those human rights which it has committed itself to
uphold”. At the same time Amnesty International called on the
institutions of the European Community and the governments of its
member states “to impress upon the Iranian authorities their
obligation to adhere to international legal human rights standards”.

Iraq

During 1985 Amnesty
International’s  con-
cerns were the arbitrary
arrest and detention of
hundreds of suspected
govemment opponents, mcludmg possible prisoners of conscience;
prolonged detention without trial, or after summary trial, of political
prisoners; the routine torture and ill-treatment of detainees in the
custody of the security forces; and the large number of judicial and
extrajudicial executions.

In February Amnesty International received the government’s
comments on the entry on Iraq in the Amnesty International Report
1984. The government acknowledged the execution of six members
of the Hakim family and of some army deserters, stating that
“desertion from military service during wartime is a crime dangerous
to the security and well-being of the country and is punishable by
death in accordance with current legislation. Some of those who had
committed this crime repeatedly and did not avail themselves of
several amnesties were indeed executed.” The letter denied all other
allegations mentioned in the report, including those concerning
torture, arrests, extrajudicial executions and “disappearances”.

Despite these assurances Amnesty International continued to
receive reports of widespread arbitrary arrests of suspected govern-
ment opponents, and their detention for long periods without trial or
imprisonment after summary trials by the Revolutionary Court
following procedures which fell short of international standards. In a
letter received on 8 July, the government stated that “. . . as soon as
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the authorities learn of the commission of a crime by a person, the
judicial authorities start collecting evidence. The accused is then
interrogated and referred to the competent court if there is sufficient
evidence . . . The accused is entitled to retain a lawyer and can be
visited by a doctor and his family.” However, Amnesty International
believed that such procedures were often not followed, and prisoners’
relatives have consistently testified over a number of years that they
remained unaware of the fate and whereabouts of detained family
members until they had either been released or executed. In many
cases, families refrained from inquiring after detained relatives for
fear of reprisals by the authorities.

Among those who continued to be detained during 1985 were
suspected members or supporters of banned political parties, army
deserters, draft resisters and student demonstrators. Many of them
may have been prisoners of conscience detained for their non-violent
political views or activities.

Relatives of people being sought by the government were also
reportedly arrested as hostages. In one case, about 300 children aged
between 10 and 14 were arrested in the town of Sulaimaniya in
northern Iraq between late September and mid-October. They were
apparently arrested in retaliation for the political activities of their
relatives, said to be either army deserters or members of the Pesh
Merga forces (armed Kurdish units). Some were reportedly being
held as hostages to force their relatives to give themselves up to the
authorities, and others to act as informers. They were said to have
been held initially in a detention centre in Sulaimaniya, where some
were allegedly beaten to extract information from them on the
activities of the Pesh Merga forces and their supporters in the city.
Three children reportedly died in custody as a result. Amnesty
International was seeking further information at the end of 1985.

In April Amnesty International published a report, Torture in Iraq
1982-1984, a copy of which was sent to the government. The report
listed 30 different methods of torture said to be used in Iraq, and
contained extracts from five selected testimonies alleging torture
between 1982 and 1984. One was from Neji Bennour, a Tunisian
national (see Amnesty International Report 1985) and another from
Robert Spurling, an American national. Both alleged that they had
been tortured at the hands of the security forces in Baghdad. In both
cases the findings of medical inations were consi with the
torture alleged. The report also contained recommendations to the
government for the prevention of torture. On 25 November the
government replied, stating that Neji Bennour and Robert Spurling
“had been arrested in accordance with regulations [and] were not
subjected to any form of torture during their detention”. Other
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allegations contained in the report were also denied. “We take this
opportunity to confirm what we have demonstrated before, that there
is no torture in Iraq” Amnesty International’s recommendations
were said to be “applied in Iraq on both legislative and practical
levels. There is administrative and judicial supervision responsible for
ensuring that these are properly implemented.”

During 1985, Amnesty International continued to receive allega-
tions of the routine torture and ill-treatment of detainees at all stages
of their detention. Relatives of political prisoners were also allegedly
tortured in their presence in order to force them into signing
“confessions” or renouncing their political affiliations. A political
prisoner released in April stated in his testimony to Amnesty
International: “Members of my family, mother (73 years old), three
sisters and three brothers with five children aged between five and 13
were arrested and brought in front of me. They were subjected to
falaga beatings and electric shocks. Also my sister and mother were
undressed and insulted in front of me.”

After learning of the death in June of Sayyid Muhammad al-Sayyid
Muhammad ‘Ali al-Hakim, Amnesty International expressed its
concern at allegations that he may have died under torture. His
family had allegedly been told by official sources that he had fallen ill
in prison and been transferred to hospital for treatment where he
died. However, the body was reportedly not returned to his family
although the victim's father was allowed to see it before it was
removed for burial. Neither death certificates nor records of the
alleged iliness and medical treatment were reportedly made available
to the family. Amnesty International submitted a report on the case
to the UN Special Rapporteur on summary or arbitrary executions in
July. On 25 November the government replied to Amnesty
International, stating that there was no truth in the allegations.

Amnesty International was concerned about reports that hundreds
of people were executed in 1985. However, it had insufficient
information to ascertain the exact number since many of the
executions were said to have been carried out secretly in prisons and
the victims’ bodies subsequently buried by the authorities. When the
victims’ families were notified of executions, the bodies were usually
returned to them with strict instructions not to mourn publicly and to
bury them immediately. Some families were reportedly threatened
with arrest or execution if they failed to obey these instructions.

Amnesty International received several reports of the mass
execution of prisoners without prior legal proceedings or following
summary trials with no right of defence or appeal. Among the
reported victims were army deserters and government opponents,
including members of the Iraqi Communist Party (ICP), Kurdistan
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Democratic Party (KDP), Kurdistan Popular Democratic Party
(KPDP), Kurdistan Socialist Party-Iraq (KSP-I), Assyrian Democra-
tic Movement (ADM) and al-Da‘wa al-Islamiyya (Islamic Call). It
also learned of political prisoners who were reportedly executed after
having been sentenced to terms of imprisonment. On 31 March, 13
KPDP members were reportedly executed after having been sentenced
by a revolutionary court in 1984 to 1S years’ imprisonment each.

Amnesty International sent several urgent appeals to the govern-
ment following the reported execution of 28 political prisoners in
February and March. They were 1S KDP members, three ADM
members and 10 members of the Hakim family. The organization
submitted a report on these executions to the UN Special Rapporteur
on summary or arbitrary executions in April. The government
acknowledged in a letter to Amnesty International received on 25
July that 19 of these prisoners had been executed for committing,
among other things, acts of sabotage and for carrying weapons and
explosives. On 31 December Amnesty International once again
appealed to the government after receiving reports that many
political prisoners and army deserters had been executed between
August and November, including 60 prisoners reportedly executed in
Abu Ghraib Prison in the first week of November. Among them were
said to be members of the KSP-I, KDP, ICP and al-Da‘'wa
al-Islamiyya.

On 20 December Amnesty International urgently appealed to the
government following reports that some 300 people had been killed in
northern lraq in the second half of October. According to the
organization’s information, 10 people were executed in Sulaimaniya
on 14 October after two airforce officers were killed by Kurdish
fighters in the area the same day. They were reportedly arrested,
lined up outside a public bath and shot. The next day a curfew was
imposed in the city and govenment troops, estimated at about
20,000, reportedly carried out house-to-house searches seeking army
deserters, draft resisters, members of the Pesh Merga and other
suspected opponents. Thirteen of those arrested on that day were
also reportedly lined up and shot in a residential area of the city.
Eightothers were allegedly buried alive by security forces in the city’s
cemetery. Student demonstrations in Sulaimaniya and other cities
protesting against these events were allegedly violently suppressed,
withtroops firing directly into the crowds. Unconfirmed estimates put
the number of people killed in demonstrations and executed by
firing-squad in Sulaimaniya at about 200. In Arbil, about 80 people
were said to have died when the Citadel, where some of those being
sought by troops were said to be hiding, was destroyed by aerial
bombardment. Hundreds of others were reported to have been
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arrested in the same period, including whole families and a large
number of army deserters. Their fate and whereabouts were not
known.

Israel

and the
Occupied
Territories

Amnesty Intemational’s
concerns were the imprisonment of prisoners of conscience; the
increased use of administrative measures, with no judicial involve-
ment, to restrict individuals without charge or trial; and the denial of
internationally accepted rights to prisoners captured by the Israeli
Defence Forces (IDF) in south Lebanon. Amnesty International was
also concerned about allegations of ill-treatment and torture of
detainees in Israel, the Occupied Territories and south Lebanon.

During 1985 Amnesty International adopted five prisoners of
conscience, two of whom were released during the year, and
investigated the cases of 39 possible prisoners of conscience, 13 of
whom were released. Eleven of the 44 prisoners were convicted of
security offences, two were conscientious objectors to military
service, 15 were under restriction orders and 16 in administrative
detention.

Amnesty International worked for the unconditional release of two
selective conscientious objectors to military service: Rafael Kastan
was sentenced in January to 21 days’ imprisonment; Anatol Yablonca
was sentenced in December to three months for refusing to serve
beyond the pre-1967 borders of Israel.

Amnesty International investigated the cases of 11 people con-
victed of membership of the Palestine Liberation Organization
(PLO). They included Kadhim Mahmud Muhammad Mar'i, one of
nine arrested members of the Jerusalem Construction Workers’
Union whose cases Amnesty International investigated. He was
charged in mid-1984 with membership of the Democratic Front for
the Liberation of Palestine (DFLP ~ a faction of the PLO) and with
recruiting three members to the organization, and was sentenced to
18 months’ imprisonment plus an 18-month suspended sentence. The
authorities maintain that membership of the PLO is tantamount to
advocating “terrorism”, but Amnesty International considers that
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membership alone does not prove that an individual member has
advocated violence. None of the charges against the trade unionists,
which included holding meetings and reading DFLP literature,
appeared to involve the use or advocacy of violence. Only one
remained in prison at the end of the year.

At the beginning of 1985 approximately 1,130 Palestinians and
Lebanese suspected of armed opposition to the IDF in south
Lebanon were still detained, about 1,000 in Al Ansar camp in
Lebanon, 121 in Atlit prison in Israel, and three women in Neve
Tirza prison in Israel. (See Amnesty International Report 1985.) On
20 February Amnesty International replied to the Israeli Govern-
ment's letter of December 1984, reiterating its concern that the
authorities had not respected the human rights of these detainees in
accordance with internationally accepted standards.

Amnesty International continued to be concerned that most had
not had access to a lawyer, that none had had access to their families,
and that detainees who had appeared at appeal hearings, which were
held in camera, were not confronted with all the evidence against
them and were, therefore, unable effectively to refute the charges
against them.

On 3 April 1985, in preparation for the Israeli withdrawal from
south Lebanon, the IDF closed down Al Ansar camp which then held
over 1,800 detainees: 752 of these were handed over to the
International Commiittee of the Red Cross (ICRC) for release. Those
remaining were transferred to Atlit prison in Israel. Between 11 April
and 10 September all those from south Lebanon held in Atlit prison
(1,171 in all) were released, in batches, into the care of the ICRC who
assisted their return home. However, two Lebanese arrested by the
IDF in August 1984 in front of witnesses (although the Israeli
authorities consistently denied any knowledge of them), were not
among those released. One, Tony Ghanem, reappeared in south
Lebanon in December and reported that he had been held in solitary
confinement and incommunicado for 16 months in different prisons in
Israel. Amnesty International was concerned about the other who
remained missing.

Amnesty International was concerned about detainees held in
Lebanon by the South Lebanon Army (SLA), a mainly Christian
militia, reportedly armed, trained and financed by the Israeli
authorities, whose prison in the town of Khiam was reported to be
run with the assistance of Shin Beth (the Israeli Intelligence Service).
Following the official IDF withdrawal from south Lebanon in June
1985, an unofficial Israeli presence of up to a thousand members of
the IDF and Shin Beth, assisted by the SLA, continued to control the
“security zone”, a strip of land running along the LebanowIsrael
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border. About 120 detainees, mostly Lebanese Shi‘a Muslims, but
also Palestinians, suspected of carrying out military operations against
the SLA and the IDF, were reported at the end of 1985 to be held in
Khiam prison. Amnesty International was concerned that these
detainees were afforded no judicial process of any kind, were not
allowed to see a lawyer, were not charged, and that many were held
incommunicado for long periods. Some family visits were permitted,
but the ICRC had not been allowed access to the prison by the end of
1985 despite requests to both the SLA and the IDF. Amnesty
International expressed concern to the Israeli authorities and to the
leader of the SLA in November 1985 that these detainees were being
denied their mtemauonally accepted rights and called for an
international h itarian org ion such as the ICRC to have
regular and frequent access to all detainees.

In August 1985, following a number of violent attacks on Jews in
Israel and the Occupied Territories, the Israeli authorities decided to
reimpose administrative d ion, a e which had been largely
discontinued since 1982. The relevant legislation provides for
individuals to be detained for up to six months without charge or trial
by order of the Minister of Defence in Israel proper, or by the
regional commander of the IDF in the Occupied Territories.
Detention orders, which can be renewed after six months, must be
ratified by a military judge within 48 hours in Israel and 96 hours in
the Occupied Territories, and are subject to automatic judicial review
within three months, but the reviewing judge may accept evidence
without disclosing it to the detainee. The Attorney General's
Directives on Administrative Detention, issued in 1980, stated that it
was an “exceptional measure . . . meant not as a punitive but only as a
preventative measure . . . (and) justified only to avert a danger to
state security or public security”. Amnesty International was
concerned because this legislation might lead to people being
detained for the non-violent exercise of their right to freedom of
opinion and expression, and because it allows detention without trial.

By the end of 1985 Amnesty International had received the names
of over 126 people who had been administratively detained since July
1985, including students, journalists and trade unionists. Two
field-workers for a West Bank h rights organization who had
been interviewing ex-detainees about prison conditions were also
administratively detained. Amnesty International believed that Zahi
Jaradat and Ghazi Shashtari had been detained on account of their
human rights work and called on the authorities to release them. Zahi
Jaradat’s order was reduced to three months on appeal.

The use of restriction orders was largely replaced after July 1985 by
the use of administrative detention. Amnesty International heard of
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38 people who during 1985 were confined to their home town or
village by day and to their home by night. Eight of these were later
held under administrative detention orders. In August Amnesty
International wrote to the authorities because several people had
clearly not benefited from the Attorney General's directive of
September 1984 (see Amnesty International Report 1985) which
aimed to minimize the inconvenience to restricted persons’ lives and
livelihoods. Amnesty International asked how the directive was
applied in the Occupied Territories, and what remedy existed for
those contending that their personal lives and livelihoods were
affected by restriction orders. Amnesty International was also
concerned about Dr ‘Azmi al-Shu‘aibi, a dentist from the West Bank,
whohadbeen under a restriction order from 16 January 1983 and was
detained in October 1985 pending deportation to Jordan. Amnesty
International asked the authorities to try Dr ‘Azmi al-Shu‘aibi or to
release him and to give him adequate medical treatment for a lung
complaint.

Amnesty International continued to receive reports that security
suspects were ill-treated during interrogation by the military and the
police in the West Bank and Gaza, including the routine use of
hooding, enforced standing, beatings, sleep deprivation, threats and
insults. A letter from the government of 31 January denied the use of
such techniques to torture or ill-treat detainees, but failed to allay
Amnesty International’s concerns. The military police reportedly
inv d allegations of ill-tr made by young detainees held
in the mllltaly detention and interrogation centre of Al Fara‘a in the
West Bank. To Amnesty International’s knowledge its findings were
not made public by the end of 1985.

In August a military disciplinary court in Israel ruled in the case of
General Mordechai, who, in April 1984 in Gaza, pistol-whipped two
wounded Palestinians in his custody, both of whom later died. The
court concluded that he had used “reasonable force” in an urgent
attempt to find out if they had booby-trapped a bus they had earlier
hijacked. Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of Defence
saying: “pistol-whipping a prisoner in order to obtain information
from him amounts to cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment,
unconditionally prohibited under international law, and consider-
ations of reasonableness can never be used to justify such treatment
by law enforcement officials™.

In Israel proper, there was much public debate about police
brutality during arrest and interrogation of criminal and security
suspects in Israel, and about the need to reform the police disciplinary
system and to improve the training of law enforcement officials.
According to press reports, over 50 regular and border police were
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convicted in 1985 of using unnecessary force in incidents occurring
between 1981 and 1984.

Amnesty Intemnational received a number of reports of ill-
treatment and torture from former detainees held in Khiam prison by
the SLA. These reports revealed a systematic pattern of beatings and
electric shock torture (see entry on the Lebanon). All detainees
reported that Israeli Intelligence officers directed the interrogation
while members of the SLA carried out the physical ill-treatment. In
November Amnesty International wrote to the Israeli authorities and
the leader of the SLA urging a public and impartial inquiry into these
allegations.

During 1985 there were discussions in the Knesset (parliament) on
whether to impose the death penalty for terrorist murders. The death
penalty is retained under Israeli law but is not mandatory. The last
execution in Israel was in 1961.

Jordan

Amnesty International
was concermned about
the  detention of
prisoners of conscience
e and possible prisoners
of conscience, some of whom were held without charge or trial for
prolonged periods, and about trials of political prisoners by the
martial court which fell below international standards for fair trial.
The organization was also concemned about reports of torture and
ill-treatment of prisoners and about six executions. These concerns
were investigated by delegates of the organization who visited the
country in March and October/November.

Under martial law provisions in force in Jordan since 1967,
prisoners can be held indefinitely without trial. Arrests for political
reasons are normally carried out by the intelligence services, the
largest of which is the Da‘irat al-Mukhabarat al-‘Amma, Department
of General Intelligence. Amnesty International learned of 70 such
arrests during 1985. Six of those arrested were tried, 14 were
released, and the others were reportedly detained without trial, many
in the General Intelligence Building in Amman. The organization
also received reports that 42 people arrested during the previous
three years were still in detention without trial at the end of 1985.

During 1985 Amnesty International worked for the release ofthree
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prisoners of conscience and investigated the cases of 20 possible
prisoners of conscience. The organization adopted as prisoners of
conscience Samih Khalil and Dr Suleiman Suwais, arrested on 10
April and 9 November respectively. Samih Khalil, a translator, was
sentenced in December to one and a half years’ imprisonment for
membership of an illegal organization. Suleiman Suwais, a sociol-
ogist and journalist, was detained in the General Intelligence Building
in Amman, apparently, on similar charges. Another prisoner of
conscience, Hashim Gharaibeh, was released on 17 June following a
special y. He was ed in 1978 to 10 years’ imprisonment
for membership of the proscribed Jordanian Communist Party. Prime
Minister Zaid al-Rifai replied to a member of Amnesty International
who appealed for the release of Hashim Gharaibeh, stating: “. . . it is
against the law in Jordan — as in many countries in the world — to be
a member of an outlawed party — especially one which seeks to
overthrow the government and destabilize the political order.”
Amnesty International believed that Hashim Gharaibeh hadnot used
or advocated violence.

Amnesty International continued to investigate the cases of 15
prisoners sentenced by the martial court to 10 years’ imprisonment
for membership of the illegal Palestinian Communist Workers’ Party
and learned of the release of four of them. The organization was also
investigating the cases of five other prisoners, including ‘Abd
al-Razzaq Isa and Muhammad Qasim, two trade unionists sentenced
in April by the martial court to five years’ imprisonment for
membership of an illegal organization. Amnesty International was
also concerned that Rakkan al-Majali, former President of the
Jordanian Press Association, was in June placed under town arrest in
Karak. The organization learned that the restriction was lifted in
September.

Trials by the martial court, before which political prisoners are
normally brought, gave cause for concern to Amnesty International.
According to Article 15 of the martial law provisions, the martial
court *. . . is not bound in any of its procedures by the Code of
Criminal Procedures or law of evidence™. The court is composed of
three officers appointed by the Prime Minister in his capacity as
General Military Governor and lacks basic legal safeguards such as
the right of appeal. The organization leammed of seven people
sentenced to prison on political charges by the martial court in 198S.

Amnesty International continued to be concerned about persistent
reports that detainees in the custody of the intelligence services, who
were often held incommunicado, were subjected to torture and
ill-treatment. The organization learned of a special corridor in the
General Intelligence Building in Amman where prisoners were
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subjected to farruj (the prisoner is hung upside down from a perch
inserted between the knees with wrists and ankles bound and is
beaten intermittently). Other reported methods included falaga
(beatings on the soles of the feet) and sensory deprivation. Prisoners
were subjected to threats against their relatives, their livelihoods and
their freedom of movement. Amnesty International also received
allegations of torture and ill-treatment of ordinary criminal prisoners
by the Department of Public Security, but was unable to confirm
specific instances.

Jordan retained the death penalty for a number of offences,
including the sale of land in territory now occupied by Israel. In
March the Jordanian Cabinet ratified the death sentences passed in
absentia on four people convicted of selling land in the Israeli
occupied West Bank to Israelis. Six people, all convicted of murder,
were executed by hanging during 1985. Amnesty Intemational
expressed regret at the executions.

Kuwait
Amnesty Intematonal’s

major concern during
the year was the in-
crease in the number
o of allegations of torture,
in some cases Ieadmg to death, and the apparent government
endorsement of a torture method known as falaga (beatings on the
soles of the feet). The organization was also concerned about the
fairess of trials before the State Security Court of political prisoners,
some of whom might have been prisoners of conscience; the increase
in the number of offences punishable by death; and the continued
deportation of foreign nationals who might be in danger of becoming
prisoners of conscience or of facing torture or execution if returned to
their own countries.

Amnesty International was concerned about an increasing number
of reports of torture and ill-treatment, indicating that the use of such
practices against prisoners by security forces was common. Reported
methods of torture included beatings on all parts of the body, falzga,
extraction of nails, use of electricity and sexual assaults. It was
reported in one instance that 11 individuals arrested in March in
connection with the murder of an Iraqi diplomat and his son were
tortured while detained. At the end of 1985 Amnesty International
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received information suggesting that two of them, Rikan al-Fadhli
and Sa‘ud Matar, had in fact died in March following severe beating,
although it was also alleged that they had been poisoned. Of the
remaining nine, Juda Ba‘nun Qatqut was said to have suffered anal
injuries and collapse of the kidneys after having been forced to sit on
a stick. Amnesty International also leamed in December that six
other prisoners, five Iranians and one Iraqi, had died, reportedly
under torture. Little information was available about these cases and
the organization was seeking further details.

Amnesty International was disturbed by a statement made on 2
July to the National Assembly by the Deputy Prime Minister and
Minister of Foreign Affairs denying the use of electric shock torture
in Kuwait but admitting and defending the use of falaga. He was
reported in the Kuwaiti press as stating that “it is our right as a
government” to adopt such a practice and that it would continue as
long as the security and stability of Kuwait required it. Amnesty
International, which considers falaga to be torture and as such
prohibited by international human rights standards, asked for
clarification of the government’s position but received no response.

Amnesty International learned of three trials before the State
Security Court during 1985, all held in camera. They resulted in
prison sentences for five individuals, some of whom might be
prisoners of conscience. One, Kamil Husayn ‘Ali Dashti, was
sentenced in November to five years' imprisonment for having
written a leaflet calling for the overthrow of the government. He was
allegedly held incommunicado and tortured following his arrest in
June. Amnesty International was concerned about the secrecy of the
proceedings and the lack of appeal against the court’s verdicts.

Amnesty International regretted the extension in July of the death
penalty to crimes previously punishable by imprisc The new
legislation covered offences such as bomb attacks on individuals and
public places and was adopted following an assassination attempt on
the Amir of Kuwait on 25 May and bomb attacks on two cafés on 11
July in which a number of people were killed. Amnesty International
appealed to the authorities and to members of the National Assembly
not to pass such legislation as it was incompatible with UN Resolution
3261 of 8 December 1977 which calls for a progressive restriction of
the number of offences punishable by death. The organization also
regretted the passing of two death sentences and the execution of four
prisoners, all convicted of murder, and continued to appeal for the
o ion of any ¢ ding death e

The deportation of foreign nationals continued in 1985, as in
previous years. Several thousand individuals, the majority of them
Iranians and Iraqis, were deported. Amnesty International continued
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to seek assurances that such individuals would not be forcibly
retuned to countries where they might become prisoners of
conscience, or face torture or execution.

Lebanon

Amnesty International’s
concerns in 1985 were
the widespread arbitrary
amest and detention
&1l without mal of political
detainees and hostages; prolonged incommunicado detention of
political detainees; “disappearances”; ill-treatment and torture of
prisoners; and judicial and extrajudicial executions of prisoners.

In December Amnesty International issued a document, Amnesty
International’s Concerns in Lebanon, covering the period 1982 to
1985. The document described human rights violations reportedly
committed by the Government of Lebanon, which was no longer in
effective control of any part of the country, and the Governments of
Israel and Syria. The document also outlined human rights abuses
attributed to the four main militias, namely: the Lebanese Forces
(LF), a coalition of Christian militias which controlled East Beirut
and the region to the northeast of Beirut; Amal, a predominantly
Shi‘a Muslim movement which controlled West Beirut, much of the
southern suburbs of Beirut and parts of south Lebanon; the
Progressive Socialist party (PSP), a predominantly Druze party,
which assisted Amal in controlling West Beirut and also administered
the Shuf mountains; and the South Lebanon Army (SLA), a mainly
Christian militia, reportedly armed, trained and financed by the
Israeli Defence Forces (IDF), which since June 1985 has assisted the
IDF in controlling the “security zone™ along the south Lebanon
border. Amnesty International considers that governments, as the
originators and guarantors of international human rights standards,
bear responsibility for their implementation. The organization
believed, however, that these four militias had effective control of
territory and, therefore, had the means and the responsibility to
protect human rights.

Amnesty International had no information about the total number
of political prisoners and hostages held in Lebanon during 1985S. In
the areas under their control, Amal, the LF and the PSP were all
reported to have arrested and detained politicalopponents, members
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of rival factions held as hostages, members of their own militia who
committed disciplinary offences, and criminals. The Lebanese
Government security forces estimated in October that the LF were
holding 500 hostages, some of whom were Syrians. At the end of 1985
the SLA was reported to be holding around 120 Palestinians and
Lebanese, mostly suspected of carrying out military operations
against the SLA and the IDF. Detainees from all these categories
were held without any normal legal process and with no right to
challenge the accusations made against them.

The Lebanese authorities were reportedly no longer holding any
political prisoners. Until April the Israeli authorities continued to
detain in Al Ansar camp up to 1,800 Palestinians and Lebanese
suspected of armed opposition to the IDF in south Lebanon. (See
entry on Israel and the Occupied Territories.) The Syrian authorities,
who controlled the eastern and northern regions of the country, were
reported to be holding in Damascus a number of Palestinians
formerly held by Amal in Beirut (see below). They were also holding
members of the LF, a number of whom were released between
October and December (see entry on Syria).

Between 19 May and 22 June hostilities broke out between Amal
and the Palestinians in the refugee camps in south Beirut. During this
“war of the camps” Amal militiamen arrested hundreds of Palestinian
combatants, suspected combatants and people living in the camps, as
well as many Palestinian students living in central Beirut. Estimates
of the number of arrests varied between 500 and 2,000. Members of
the mainly Shi‘a Sixth Brigade of the Lebanese Army, which
normally has a minor policing role in West Beirut but which was
fighting alongside Amal, also made arrests and held detainees in their
barracks. On 29 May Amnesty International wrote to the Lebanese
President and to the leader of Amal, Nabih Berri, as Minister of
Justice, urging the government to obtain and publish the names and
details of all prisoners captured during the hostilities. Amnesty
International added that “allegations that members of the Lebanese
Army are involved in these acts make it the more imperative that the
Lebanese Government take firm action to protect the human rights
of people within its territory”.

While many of these detainees were later released, a number
remained unaccounted for, and the names of 99 “missing” prisoners
were published in the Lebanese press in September. Amnesty
International received reports from several sources that those who
were considered to be leading pro-Arafat members of the Palestine
Liberation Organization (PLO), had been handed over to the Syrian
authorities and detained without charge in Damascus. These were
said to include Yahya Ali Ma‘rouf, Mahmud Al Hariri and Khalid Al
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‘Arif, who were reported to have been seen in a detention centre
known as “Branch Number 235" in Damascus.

Amal was also reported to have arrested in south Lebanon a
number of Palestinians and Lebanese suspected of collaborating with
the Israelis during their occupation of south Lebanon.

After August there were an increasing number of reported
abductions in Beirut by the LF on the one hand and Amal and the
PSP on the other. Many were retaliatory acts carried out by militia
members to win the release of hostages, often relatives, held by the
other side. Many Christian residents of West Beirut were abducted,
reportedly to intimidate Christians into leaving West Beirut.

Amnesty International wrote to the Lebanese Government in
December 1985 expressing its continued concern about the 2,000
people who had “disappeared” in Lebanon since mid-1982, many of
whom had been arrested by the Lebanese Army or LF during 1982
and 1983.

Amnesty International received reports that detainees held by all
the militias were subjected to ill-treatment. Although Amnesty
International has only received detailed allegations regarding de-
tainees held by Amal and the SLA, the widespread practice of
incommunicado detention by all militias was of particular concern
since it is Amnesty International’'s experience that it facilitates
ill-treatment. Amnesty International received reports that some
detainees had been allowed visits by members of their families, but
many had not. The International Committee of the Red Cross
(ICRC) was permitted access to only a few detainees: some of those
held by the LF in Qarantina, one of their prisons in Beirut; some
Amal-held prisoners in Beirut and south Lebanon, (but none of those
arrested by Amal during the “war of the camps™ about whom there
were many allegations of ill-tr ). The ICRC was not allowed
access to detainees held by the SLA, nor to any detainees believed to
be held by the PSP in the towns of Aley and Mukhtara in the Shuf
mountains.

Amnesty International received many allegations of ill-treatment
and torture, including first-hand reports from detainees held by Amal
during the “war of the camps”. One detainee said he was interrogated
about being a member of the PLO and was beaten, threatened with
execution, subjected to mock executions, made to believe that fellow
prisoners had been executed and forced to watch his father being
tortured. He said he was transferred to one cell full of prisoners who
were bleeding and covered in bruises; some had broken bones and
one died while he was there.

Another former detainee examined by an Amnesty Interational
medical team on 19 July said that he was detained by Amal in Burj al
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Murr between 20 May and 17 June 1985 and was interrogated about
the location of PLO weapon depots. He said he was beaten on his
body and on the soles of his feet; suspended from the “parrot perch™
three times, once losing consciousness; subjected to mock drowning;
pushed inside a tractor tyre and rolleddown several ramps and, at the
same time, given several blows to the head which made him lose
consciousness. He said nylon wire was tied round his penis and a
weight was suspended from it. The Amnesty International doctors
who examined him stated in their report that they had found scars on
the skull, at the back of the upper left arm, and on the penis
consistent with the described methods of torture.

Reports of torture from former detainees held by the SLA in
Khiam prison revealed a sy ic pattern. Detai were hooded
and handcuffed, taken from their cells to a place of interrogation and
questioned about their participation in military operations or
pressured into giving information about the resistance forces or into
collaborating with the IDF. They were beaten all over the body with
electric cables, wooden batons and gun butts or kicked. They were
subjected to electric shock torture on sensitive parts of the body. All
detainees reported that Israeli Intelligence officers questioned them
while members of the SLA carried out the physical ill-treatment.
They said that elementary medical treatment was sometimes
available, but that three detainees were reported to have died as a
result of torture. In November Amnesty International wrote to the
Israeli Minister of Defence and the leader of the SLA expressing
concern about the reports of ill-treatment and calling for a public and
|mpamal inquiry into the allegations, and for an intenational

itarian organization, such as the ICRC, to have regular and
frequent access to all detainees.

Both Amal and the PSP executed members of their own militia
accused of murder, after going through a form of judicial process.
Two were executed by the PSP and two by Amal. Amnesty
International called on the leaders of both groups to intervene to
prevent any further executions.

Amnesty International also received reports of the execution of
captives by other opposition groups in Lebanon. Amnesty Intema-
tional, as a matter of principle, condemns the execution and torture
of prisoners by anyone, including opposition groups.

Amnesty International also called on the Lebanese Government to
commute all pending death sentences. A number of people reported
to have been sentenced to death during 1982 and 1983 were believed
still to be detained; in a letter to Amnesty International dated 29
November the Lebanese President, Amin Gemayel, confirmed that
the executions of Nazih Sami Shaya and Joseph George Kazazian had
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not been carried out (see Amnesty International Report 1985).

During the “war of the camps” there were many eye-witness
reports of executions of Palestinians in the custody of members of the
Amal militia. They included dozens of armed combatants captured in
the refugee camps; civilians, including some women, children and
medical personnel; and wounded combatants and non-combatants in
the camp hospitals and in the American University Hospital. Most of
these were seen being shot at point-blank range, although in a few
cases people were seen being beaten to death in the street. There
were also reports that some prisoners held in Burj al Murr were
executed. In a telex to the Lebanese President and to the leader of
Amal and Minister of Justlce Nablh Bern, sent on 29 May, Amnesty
International called for an in gation into allegations of torture and
summary executions.

In December Amnesty International wrote to the leaders of Amal,
the PSP and the LF to express concern aboutabuses of human rights
committed by these three militias. Amnesty International drew
attention to international standards for the treatment of prisoners set
forth in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and in the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which Lebanon
ratified in 1972. The organization noted that torture and the arbitrary
killing of prisoners is completely forbidden by international standards
even in times of war or emergency. It said that in a civil war, with
many different groups carrying out arrests and families often facing
difficulties finding out what has happened to their relatives, measures
should be taken to reassure families of the safety of detainees; the
names of all detainees should be published; an independent
humanitarian organization, such as the ICRC, should have regular
access to all detainees; wounded or sick captives should have regular
medical treatment; and detainees should be allowed to write to their
families.

Libya

Amnesty International
continued to be con-
cerned about renewed
official calls for the
“physical liquidation”
of political opponents and the subsequent killing or wounding of
Libyan citizens abroad and possibly within Libya. It was also
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concerned about the continued imprisonment of 75 prisoners of
conscience; the detention of political prisoners without trial or after
acquittals or expiry of sentences; reports of torture and ill-treatment;
and the death penalty.

Official calls for the physical liquidation of political opponents were
renewed throughout 1985. On 2 March the General People’s
Congress reiterated the “stand of the Basic People’s Congresses
concerning the pursuit and physical liquidation of the stray dogs” and
called for a response to states which protected the fugitives, including
“backing hostile and opposition movements” within such states.
Tripoli Radio reported on 3 September Colonel Mu‘ammar Gadda-
fi’s statement that all Libyans abroad, including those sentenced to
death, “have the right to return to the Jamahiriya with total freedom
and without being subjected to any punishment for acts committed
against their homeland” provided that “they declare their repent-
ance”. He added, however, that “those who prefer to stay abroad and
work against the interests of their homeland will be pursued and
punished”. Among Libyan political opponents, Colonel Gaddafi
singled out members of the Muslim Brotherhood and of the Islamic
Liberation Party in an address to secondary school students and
teachers on 14 April, stating “you should have discovered them
earlier and slaughtered them”. On 2t November Tripoli’s Voice of
the Greater Arab Homeland broadcast a statement by the Libyan
Revolutionary Officers in which they declared themselves “members
of the revolutionary committees” and pledged to turn themselves into
“suicide squads which will destroy everything”. Among their stated
aims was “the continuation of the pursuit of the stray dogs, the dogs
of the CIA and their physical liquidation™.

In apparent implementation of the policy of physical liquidation,
there were attempts on the lives of a number of Libyan citizens living
abroad. They included Ezzedin Ghadamsi, a former ambassador,
who was seriously wounded in Vienna on 28 February. Ahmad
Barrani, a businessman resident in Cyprus, was killed on 2 April;
Yusuf ‘Agila, another businessman who left Libya in 1980, was shot
and wounded in Athens on 6 October; and Gibril Denali, a student
who was granted political asylum in the Federal Republic of
Germany (FRG), was assassinated in Bonn on 6 April, having
escaped a previous kidnapping attempt. He had received death
threats from people reportedly connected with the Libyan People’s
Bureau in Bonn. On 11 November a court in the FRG sentenced a
Libyan national, Fathi al-Tarhuni, to life imprisonment after
convicting him of the murder of Gibril Denali. On 13 November, two
days after the Egyptian authorities announced that they had foiled a
new assassination attempt against former Prime Minister ‘Abd
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al-Hamid al-Bakkush (see Amnesty International Report 1985),
Tripoli radio reported that a Libyan “suicide squad™ had clashed with
Egyptiansoldiers during a mission to “liquidate” opponents in Egypt.

Amnesty International wrote to Colonel Gaddafi asking about
allegations that Hassan Ishkal, a prominent Libyan official, had been
summarily executed by Revolutionary Officers in Tripoli on 24
November, and that his cousin al-Burran Ishkal had also been
summarily executed two days later.

During 1985 Amnesty International continued to work for the
release of 77 prisoners of conscience and learned of the release of one
of them and the death of another. The released prisoner, Redwan Bu
Shwesha, a short story writer, was one of a group of writers and
journalists arrested in 1978 and tried in 1980 on charges of forming a
political organization. Amnesty International, which observed part of
the trial in 1980, remained concerned about the fate of 16 other
members of this group, all prisoners of conscience believed to be still
in detention. The Libyan authorities replied in April to appeals on
behalf of the group stating that the events referred to in the appeals
had never occurred and that the names mentioned were “unknown to
the authority concerned”. Amnesty International learned of the
death in prison in 1984 of ‘Abd al-‘Aziz Muhammad al-Gharabli, a
prisoner of conscience serving a life sentence since 1973 for belonging
to a Marxist group. The organization was seeking information on the
cause of his death.

A number of political prisoners were reportedly held without trial
or remained in detention after having been acquitted or after having
served their sentences. Amnesty International wrote to the author-
ities about 18 such cases, calling for those detained without trial to be
released or tried without further delay, and for those detained despite
having been acquitted or beyond the expiry of their sentences to be
released immediately unless new charges for recognizable criminal
offences had been brought against them. No reply was received. In
June Amnesty International received reports that four of the 150
detainees arrested in 1984 in Tripoli (see Amnesty International
Report 1985) had been put on trial. The organization sought details of
the trial but received no reply.

Further allegations of torture and ill-treatment were received by
Amnesty International during 1985. In June two students — ‘Abd
al-Wahid al-Zangi and Rafiqal-Bishti — allegedly died under torture
while in the custody of members of the revolutionary committees.
The two students were apparently arrested with a number of others
from Tripoli University. There were also allegations that many
foreign workers, who were deported by the thousand in August and
September, had been ill-treated in custody.
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In July it was reported that Libya had agreed to pay US$500,000
compensation in connection with the detention in May 1984 of a
Norwegian ship and the ill-treatment of crew members, and to
investigate the death of one of the sailors, Bjorn Pedersen (see
Amnesty Intemational Report 1985). Following Norwegian police
investigations and interviews with fellow crew members, it was
established that Bjorn Pedersen died under torture in the custody of a
revolutionary committee between 13 and 16 May 1984. Amnesty
International had appealed in February for an impartial and public
investigation into the death of Bjorn Pedersen and had called for
those responsible to be brought to justice.

Libya retained the death penalty for numerous offences, including
many of a political nature. In March Amnesty International received
reports that a number of detainees, including two prisoners of
conscience originally sentenced to life imprisonment and four political
prisoners allegedly detained without trial, were to be executed in
April. Amnesty International sought urgent clarification of these
reports and in April received a letter from the Secretary of the
General People’s Committee of the Peoples’ Bureau for Foreign
Liaison. The letter expressed “deep regret” at the fact that Amnesty
International had “fallen victim to a misleading campaign and to
deceptive and tendentious rumours”. It added that the reports were
“untrue” and that the Jamahiriya respected human rights and its laws
abided by international safeguards for their protection. Amnesty
International replied stressing its impartial character and its care in
investigating allegations of human rights violations, and requested
once more details of the situation of the people reported to be facing
execution in April. No further reply was received.

=] Morocco

|
During 1985 Amnesty

International was con-
cerned about the con-
tinued imprisonment of
190 prisoners of con-
science and possible prisoners of conscience. It was also concerned
about pretrial and trial procedures for political prisoners, which did
not conform to international standards; incommunicado detention;
the torture and ill-treatment of detainees and deaths in custody;
“disappearances”; and the death penalty. Amnesty International was
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also concerned about the fate of a number of individuals said to be
detained by the Polisario Front, some of whom had reportedly been
held since 1975.

On 24 November 1985 King Hassan Il denied at a press conference
Amnesty International reports of human rights violations in Morocco
and invited the organization to visit the country to investigate these
reports. Amnesty International wrote to the King accepting the
invitation.

In 1985 Amnesty International continued working for the release of
66 prisoners of conscience and investigated the cases of 124 possible
prisoners of conscience. Most of the adopted prisoners of conscience
had been sentenced to long prison terms in 1977 on charges including
plotting against the internal security of the state and membership of
various Marxist-Leninist groups. In the course of 1985 three prisoners
of conscience were released upon expiry of their sentences.

In 1985 Amnesty International continued to investigate the cases of
four imprisoned members of the Union socialiste des forces populaires
(USFP), Socialist Union of Popular Forces, and of more than 80
Saharans who allegedly “disappeared” in 1976 after being taken into
custody by Moroccan security forces in the context of the dispute
between Morocco and the Polisario Front for control of the Western
Sahara (see Amnesty International Report 1985). Amnesty Interna-
tional also continued to investigate the cases of 31 individuals, mainly
students, arrested in January 1984 after riots in many cities, who were
tried by the Criminal Chamber of the Court of Appeal in Marrakech
on 26 May 1984. The prosecution based its case on the defendants’
confessions, allegedly obtained under torture, and on leaflets of
Marxist-Leninist inspiration. The defendants admitted possessing
some of the literature but said that it contained no ideas which were
against the law. They also denied that some of the leaflets had been in
their possession, claiming that they were written while they were in
police custody. They were sentenced to prison terms of up to 15 years
on charges including conspiracy to overthrow the monarchy. Amnes-
ty International believed that the trial fell short of internationally
recognized standards in a number of respects, including denying the
defence its right to call witnesses and accepting as evidence
confessions allegedly extracted under torture.

Twenty-three miners arrested following industrial action which
started on 24 August 1985 were tried by the court of first instance of
Oujda on 10 September. They were accused of holding unauthorized
gatherings and disturbing public order and received prison terms
ranging from six months to one year, plus fines. On 17 October the
court of appeal of Oujda reviewed the cases, acquitted three and
reduced the es of the ining 20 to between one and three
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months. On 17 October Amnesty Intemmational asked the authorities
for the precise charges faced, as it feared that the defendants might be
prisoners of conscience. No reply had been received by the end of
1985.

In September Amnesty International submitted the case of
Abdelrazzak Al Nouhaili, a student who had remained in incom-
municado detention without charge or trial since February 1983, to
the UN Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances.
Amnesty International was concerned that the authorities have
refused to disclose the reasons for his detention or his whereabouts.

Amnesty International continued to be concerned at a number of
pretrial and trial procedures involving political prisoners which fell
short of international standards. Defendants were arrested without
warrant and held incommunicado for up to several months, contrary
to the provisions of Moroccan law; information and confessions
presented as evidence in court were reportedly extracted under
torture; the courts rejected defence requests to call witnesses and
refused to investigate allegations of torture and of falsification of both
police records and defendants’ confessions.

During October and November 1985 more than 40 individuals
including students, lawyers and doctors were arrested in several cities,
allegedly in connection with the distribution of a leaflet by an illegal
leftist group, /la Al Amam. Most were held in incommunicado
detention exceeding the legal limits. Amnesty International feared
that these individuals might have been detained for their non-violent,
conscientiously held beliefs, and was also concerned for their physical
safety as there were frequent allegations of ill-treatment and torture
of incommunicado detainees. Amnesty International appealed for
further information on the circumstances surrounding their arrest and
detention, and called for them to be allowed immediate access to
their families and lawyers of their choice. No reply had been received
by the end of 1985. Amnesty International learmed that a number of
those arrested were later released without charge, and that those
remaining in custody were presented before the juge d’instruction,
examining magistrate, and reportedly charged with various offences
against public order, including possession and distribution of leaflets
and belonging to an illegal organization. Amnesty International was
still investigating their cases at the end of 1985.

Amnesty International continued to express its concem to the
authorities about reports that political detainees were routinely
subjected to torture and ill-treatment. According to reports, de-
tainees were subjected to different methods of torture, including
electric shocks, burning with cigarettes and suspension in different
positions for long periods. Reports indicated that torture was
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widespread, systematic and used principally during garde a vue,
incommunicado detention, which was often illegally prolonged to
several months, to extract inforiation and to force detainees to sign
falsified confessions which were later invoked in legal proceedings.
On 6 November Tahani Amine, an engineer, died in police custody,
allegedly as a result of torture, 11 days after his arrest. Amnesty
International urged the authorities to set up an independent inquiry
into the circumstances of his death and to make public its findings.

Amnesty International also continued to receive reports that
political detainees were denied adequate medical treatment and
subjected to conditions which the organization considered amounted
to cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment. A number of hunger-
strikes were staged during 1985 in protest at ill-treatment. In January
and June 1985 Amnesty International appealed on behalf of two
prisoners of conscience, Mohammed Laghrissi and Mohammed
Kamouni, both imprisoned since 1977 and said to be suffering from
serious health problems for which they had been denied medical
treatment. Mohammed Laghrissi was allegedly beaten by guards and
kept naked in a cold and dark cell in solitary confinement for several
days. Amnesty International asked the authorities to investigate these
reports and to give the two prisoners medical treatment. In
September Amnesty International also appealed on behalf of Karim
Abdel Aziz, who was reportedly not receiving the necessary
treatment for a heart complaint. The authorities replied that the
prisoner was receiving appropriate specialist treatment in hospital.
On 25 April nine prisoners in Marrakech prison whose cases were
under investigation by Amnesty International went on indefinite
hunger-strike, listing a number of demands including adequate
medical care. Amnesty International urged the authorities to provide
this. Later the nine were transferred to Averroes hospital and were
said to be in a coma. Throughout their hunger-strike the prisoners
were not allowed any visits from relatives or independent doctors.

Amnesty International continued to be seriously concered about
the fate of approximately 100 military personnel arrested and
imprisoned after being convicted of participation in attempted coups
in 1971 and 1972. Since 1973 they had been denied any outside
contact. Reports indicated that they were being held in a secret
detention centre in filthy, windowless cells, with inadequate food and
no medical care. They were, in addition, reported to be subjected to
beatings and other harsh punishments. Some were held long after
their sentences had expired, and Amnesty Intemnational received
reports that around 20 had died because of the conditions. The
authorities continued to refuse to clarify their situation or to
acknowledge where they were held.
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Amnesty International also continued to be concerned about the
fate of a number of Polisario Front members reportedly held by the
Polisario Front since 1975 for criticizing the movement's internal
policies, and about a small number of Moroccan civilians living in the
Western Sahara area also reportedly detained since 1979. Amnesty
International met representatives of the Polisario Front during 1985
and reiterated its concern about allegations of human rights violations
by the Front, requesting information relating to these detentions. No
reply had been received by the end of 1985.

Amnesty International did not learn of any executions during 1985,
but was concerned about the passing in Casablanca on 2 September
of 14 death sentences, nine in absentia, for plotting to overthrow the
monarchy. On I1 December 1985, Jacques Gouraud was sentenced
to death after being found guilty of murder. In all cases Amnesty
International appealed urgently for the sentences to be commuted,
but without receiving any reply.

¥ ] Saudi Arabia
Amnesty International
was concerned about
the detention without

trial, often incommuni-
! cado, of political prison-
ers including possible prisoners of conscience; allegations of torture
and ill-treatment; the imposition of floggings and the increased use of
amputations and the death penalty as judicial punishments.
During 1985, as in previous years, alleged political opponents of
the government were reportedly arrested. Most of the arrests were
reported to have taken place in the eastern provinces of Saihat,
al-Hasa, al-Qatif and Safwa, and those arrested were said to be
mainly followers of the Shi‘a sect of Islam. Among them were
students, teachers, religious scholars, merchants, engineers, doctors
and employees at oil installations. Many of the arrests were reported
to have taken place on or after Yom al-‘Ashura (10 Muharram/2S
September) when participants in processions commemorating the
death of the Imam Husayn, grandson of the prophet Muhammad,
demonstrated for the release of untried political prisoners. The
demonstrations were broken up by riot police and the National
Guard and many arrests followed.
Those detained were reportedly held incommunicado, without
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charge or trial, and in most cases their whereabouts were not known.
By the end of 1985 Amnesty International had received the names of
over 100 such detainees and was seeking the reasons for their arrest
and their exact whereabouts. They included ‘Abd Allah Sa‘id ‘Abd
al-Karim, a 25-year-old ARAMCO employee from Safwa arrested
on 13 September; Muhammad Yusuf al-Zaki, a 21-year-old religious
studies student from Saihat, arrested at Dhahran airport on 17
October; and ‘Alawi Muhammad Makki, a 32-year-old Saudi
international swimmer who was detained while taking part in the Haj
(Holy Pilgrimage). In recent years Amnesty International’s requests
to the authorities for information on arrests have remained un-
answered. (See Amnesty International Report 1983 to 1985).

On 9 January the French newspaper Le Monde published an article
by the Committee for the Defence of Political Prisoners in Saudi
Arabia, located outside the country, listing the names of 69 political
prisoners which the committee maintained were then held without
charge. On 23 January Le Monde published a response from the
Saudi Ambassador to France in which he criticized the newspaper for
publishing without checking its facts and stated: “it is easy, as regards
disinformation, to invent names, to prop them up with fictitious
addresses and support them with imaginary dates”. Le Monde replied
by inquiring why an organization “such as Amnesty International”
had not been invited to “investigate on the spot in order to verify
whether the list of prisoners is fictitious or real?” In December 1984
Amnesty International had written to the authorities about many of
the prisoners on the published list but had received no response.

Amnesty International received a number of reports of torture or
ill-treatment of detainees, some dating back to 1983 and 1984. They
included first-hand accounts by former detainees as well as reports
from relatives and friends. The majority alleged that torture or
ill-treatment occurred most often during the period immediately after
arrest. Among the practices described were beating on the soles of
the feet or all over the body with sticks, rubber hoses or electric
cables; suspension by the wrists or ankles from a hook in the ceiling,
the cell window or a rotating fan; submersion in cold water for
lengthy periods; prolonged forced standing; and sleep deprivation.
Amnesty International was unable fully to investigate these allega-
tions but was disquieted by the increasing number of consistent
reports from a variety of sources which appeared to indicate a pattern
of torture and ill-treatment.

Amnesty International was also concerned that cruel, inhuman and
degrading punishment, in the form of the flogging of prisoners,
continued to be judicially imposed. During 1985 Amnesty Interna-
tional did not receive reports of public floggings but was aware that




Amnesty Intemational Report 1986 355

several prisoners, mainly foreigners serving sentences of imprison-
ment in addition to flogging, were expected to receive a number of
lashes at intervals during their term of imprisonment. Sentences
which have come to Amnesty International’s attention in the past few
years have ranged from 30 to 300 lashes, usually to be carried out
over a period of several months or years. One such case was that of
John Kelly, a 43-year-old British engineer, sentenced in May to 250
lashes in addition to a two-and-a-half-year prison term on charges
connected with manufacturing alcohol. Reports received by Amnesty
International suggested that John Kelly would be receiving his
punishment 50 lashes at a time at six-monthly intervals while serving
his prison term.

During 1985 Amnesty International learned of 10 amputations
imposed on four Saudi citizens, three Pakistanis, a Filipino, a
Palestinian and a Syrian. Islamic law (Shari“a) as practised in Saudi
Arabia prescribes amputations as the punishment for repeated theft
when there are no mitigating circumstances. In the above cases the
offences included theft, robbery and burglary. During 1985 Amnesty
International issued several urgent appeals asking the government to
stop this form of punishment. Amnesty International holds amputa-
tion to be a cruel, inhuman and degrading punishment and, as such,
prohibited by international human rights standards. In addition, the
use of medical skills by doctors to assist in the infliction of any form of
cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment is clearly contrary to
international codes of medical ethics. Amnesty International had no
precise information on the training received by those who performed
amputations, although the organization believed that some prior
medical instruction may have been given.

During 1985 Amnesty International learned of 45 public execu-
tions, a disturbing increase over previous years (see Amnesty
International Report 1983 and 1984). The 45 included 28 Saudi
citizens, 10 Yemenis, four Filipinos, one Ethiopian, an Iragi and a
Somali national. Most of the executions followed convictions for
murder by Shari‘a courts. and were carried out only after the relative
of the victim had demanded Qisas (retribution). Under Islamic law
the relatives may demand Qisas in the form of the death of the
murderer, or by financial settlement, or they may waive such a claim.

One such case involved a Yemeni national, Muhammad bin Mahdi
bin ‘Abd Allah Mahyub, who was convicted of murdering a fellow
national 12 years previously. The conviction was upheld by the Court
of Cassation but the sentence was held in abeyance until the murder
victim's minor heirs had reached the age of consent. Once their
approval had been obtained the permanent committee of the
Supreme Judicial Council approved the sentence and it was ratified
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by Royal Decree on 4 October and carried out on 16 November.
During 1985 Amnesty International appealed to the Minister of the
Interior on many occasions urging that death sentences be com-
muted. On 7 August Amnesty International wrote to King Fahd bin
‘Abd al-‘Aziz al-Saud stating that the organization continued to
monitor with over the use of the death penalty in Saudi Arabia and
reiterating the organization’s opposition to the death penalty in all
cases as a violation of the right to life. In the letter Amnesty
International drew the attention of the King to the UN General
Assembly Resolution 32/61 of 8 December 1977 which reaffirms that
“The main objective to be pursued in the field of capital punishment
is that of progressively restricting the number of offences for which
the death penalty may be imposed with a view to the desirability of

hal:

abolishing this p

= Syria

The main concerns of
Amnesty International
were the continued de-
tention without charge
or trial of thousands of
political prisoners under Syria’s state of emergency legislation; the
imprisonment of over 290 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; and the death penalty. During
1985, no responses were received from the authorities to any of
Amnesty International's appeals.

Two amnesties were declared during 1985 but only one benefited
political prisoners. It was announced by President Hafez al-Assad on
25 January, and covered members of the Tanzim al-Tali'a al-
Mugatila, Fighting Vanguard Organization, a faction of the banned
al-lkhwan al-Muslimun, Muslim Brotherhood, based outside Syria.
Between 200 and 500 members were reported to have been released
from prison as a result of the amnesty although Amnesty Internation-
al was unable to verify this. Other members of the Muslim
Brotherhood convicted of crimes against the security of the state
reportedly remained in prison, and a number of people held on
suspicion of belonging to the Muslim Brotherhood were believed to
be still in detention.
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During 1985 Amnesty International worked for the release of 296
adopted prisoners of conscience and was investigating the cases of 182
possible prisoners of conscience. Most of these prisoners had never
been tried, and they included officials of previous governments held
for up to 15 years; people arrested on suspicion of sympathizing with
the Iraqi wing of the Ba‘th party and held for over 10 years;
members of the legal, medical and engineering professions; and
members of banned political parties held for over five years. Amnesty
International learned of the release of 16 prisoners on whose behalf it
was working, of whom 15 were adopted prisoners of conscience.

Between January and October, 13 members of the banned
Communist Party Political Bureau (CPPB) were released. However,
Amnesty International remained concerned about the continued
detention of 144 other party members, 54 of whom were adopted as
prisoners of conscience in February, and none of whom had been
tried. At the end of 1985 Amnesty International was seeking
confirmation of reports that a further 22 party members had been
released.

In January Amnesty International adopted as prisoners of con-
science 3() members of the banned Party for Communist Action
(PCA) who were arrested between June and August 1984 (see
Amnesty International Report 1985). In March, confirmation was
received of the release at the end of 1984 of two PCA members. The
organization also sought the release of 70 other party members, none
of whom has been charged or tried. They included Hind Qahwaji, a
29-year-old agricultural engineer adopted as a prisoner of conscience
in June. She was detained for five months between October 1982 and
March 1983 and then rearrested in March 1984. According to reports,
she was tortured soon after her rearrest and had to have an operation
on her uterus as a result. In July Amnesty International appealed on
behalf of seven PCA members, including Hind Qahwaji, whose
health was reported to be poor and deteriorating and who were said
to be being denied adequate medical care.

Amnesty International learned of the release in April of Yusuf
Nasir al-‘Awdat, a 60-year-old lawyer whose case it was investigating.
He was one of a group of about 350 detainees, both civilians and
military personnel, who had been brought before the Supreme Court
of State Security in a mass trial in August 1971. They had been
charged with plotting to overthrow the previous government and to
reinstate those removed from power in 1966. Yusuf Nasir al-‘Awdat
was sentenced to life imprisonment, later commuted to 15 years, and
was released after serving 15 years. However, four others in this
group whose 15-year sentences expired in May were reported to be
still in detention at the end of October. The four - Mahmud Fayyad,
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Husain Zaidan, Jalal al-Din Mirhij and Mustafa Fallah — were
reported to have been transferred in May to a detention centre in
Damascus, then retumed to al-Mezze Prison in October. All were
said to be in poor health. Amnesty International sought further
details on their cases.

In 1985 Amnesty Intemnational investigated the cases of three
people arrested in 1980, reportedly for founding an organization
known as Ittihad al-Nidal al-Shuyu'i (UCS), Union for Communist
Struggle. They were said to be among seven people, aged between 14
and 19 at the time, who had issued a statement in early May 1980
announcing the formation of the UCS, and calling for opposition to
government policies. By the end of May 1980 they had all been
arrested and all copies of their statement were believed to have been
seized. Three of them — Haitham Kamel Mustafa, his brother Wajdi
and Ibrahim Sa‘ad — were known to be still in detention in 1985, and
were being held without charge or trial in Kafr Sousseh Prison in
Damascus. In early October Amnesty Intemational appealed on
behalf of Haitham Kamel Mustafa, who was reportedly in poor
health and not receiving adequate medical care.

In early June about 700 people were reported to have been
arrested in Damascus by the security forces during a demonstration
protesting against the killing of Palestinians in the refugee camps of
Sabra, Shatila and Burj al-Barajneh in Lebanon in May (see entry on
the Lebanon). According to reports, those arrested were mostly
Palestinians from the refugee camp of al- Yarmuk in Damascus, but a
number of Syrians were also arrested. On 6 June Amnesty
Intemnational expressed concern to President Assad about the arrests
and about reports that some of the demonstrators had been wounded
and killed. The organization urged the government to investigate
these reports and to ensure that no prisoners were held solely for
having expressed their conscientiously held beliefs without having
used or advocated violence. Later reports indicated that a number of
Palestinians from refugee camps in other cities, including Aleppo and
Homs, had also been arrested. At the end of 1985 many of the
detainees had reportedly been released but at least 200, said to be
supporters of the Chairman of the Palestine Liberation Organization,
Yasser ‘Arafat, were believed to be still in detention. Among them
were reported to be over X) Palestinians arrested in Lebanon and
transferred to prisons in Syria.

Amnesty International learned of the release in October of 31
Lebanese prisoners who had been detained in Damascus, some
reportedly since 1978. All were members of the Lebanese Forces’
militia. In exchange, 15 Syrian prisoners held by the Lebanese Forces
were released in December (see entry on the Lebanon).
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During 1985 Amnesty International continued to receive allega-
tions of the torture and ill-treatment of prisoners in the custody of
Syria’s security forces. Reports indicated that prisoners continued to
be subjected to both physical and psychological torture at all stages of
their detention. A number of political prisoners released during 1985
were reportedly tortured to make them sign declarations renouncing
their political affiliations as a precondition for their release. In one
case, the parents of a political prisoner were threatened with torture
in his presence in order to force him into signing such a declaration.

In January Amnesty International renewed its appeals on behalf of
Riad al-Turk, the CPPB's First Secretary, after receiving reports that
he had once more been tortured while undergoing interrogation in
December 1984. His condition was reported to be very serious: he
was said to be suffering from kidney failure, deafness and a broken
arm and leg.

A number of urgent appeals were issued during the year on behalf
of detainees who were reportedly seriously ill and denied adequate
medical care. Among them was ‘Abd al-Majid Manjouneh, a
48-year-old lawyer who was reported to be suffering from several
ailments, including a slipped disc, diabetes and inflammation of the
kidneys. He was arrested together with a group of lawyers following a
one-day general strike on 31 March 1980 (see Amnesty International
Report 1984), 13 of whom continued to be detained without trial.
They were adopted by Amnesty International as prisoners of
conscience in 1980.

Amnesty International learned of 15 officially confirmed execu-
tions in 1985. Twelve people were executed between May and
September, of whom three were military personnel. Of the 12, six
had been convicted of spying for Israel and of jeopardizing state
security, while the others had been convicted of various crimes
including murder, theft and rape. In September Amnesty Interna-
tional reiterated its concern to the authoritiesabout these executions,
stating its unconditional opposition to the death penalty. In Decem-
ber three civilians were executed after being convicted of crimes
including murder, attempted murder and robbery.
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@ Tunisia

Amnesty International
was concerned about
the imprisonment of
prisoners of con-

. science and possible
prisoners of conscience; a pattern of arrests of members of political
groups and of trade unionists, and their short-term detention, often
incommunicado, without charge or trial; the torture and ill-treatment
of detainees; and the death penalty, which was extended to cover
more offences in 1985.

In September 1985 Amnesty International adopted as a prisoner of
conscience Bechir Essid, a lawyer and founder of the Rassemblement
nationaliste arabe (RNA), Arab National Assembly Movement, who
had been sentenced to two years’ imprisonment in Tunis on 22 March
1984, on charges including defamation of the President and
incitement to killing, arson and stealing. The charges were based on
two communiqués published in January 1984. He remained at liberty
pending his appeal on 22 June 1985 before the Court of Appeal in
Tunis, which upheld the conviction but reduced the sentence to one
year’s imprisonment. Amnesty International obtained copies of these
communiqués but did not find any indication of the use or advocacy
of violence in them.

On 14 February Mohamed Khemili, Secretary General of the
Gafsa branch of the Tunisian League of Human Rights and a
member of the Secondary School Teachers’ Union, was sentenced by
the Court of First Instance in Gafsa to four months’ imprisonment,
reduced on appeal to three months. He was charged with participa-
tion in an unauthorized demonstration and membership of an “illegal
secret organization”. Amnesty International believed Mohamed
Khemili to be a prisoner of conscience and appealed for his
immediate release.

Amnesty International continued to investigate the cases of 29
members of the Islamic Liberation Party (ILP) sentenced in August
1983 to between two and eight years’ imprisonment (see Amnesty
International Report 1984). During 1985 Amnesty International
learned of the release of 11 of these prisoners upon completion of
their two-year sentences. In 1985 Amnesty International received
reports of two further trials, in March and May, of individuals
arrested between December 1984 and March 1985 charged with
membership of the ILP and with distributing printed material related
to it. They were sentenced to between six months and two years’
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imprisonment. In September Amnesty International appealed on
their behalf, expressing concern that they might have been impris-
oned solely for the non-violent expression of their conscientiously
held beliefs. Amnesty International requested details of the circum-
stances of their arrest and detention, and raised other concemns,
including reports that some of them had been denied access to
lawyers and relatives. The organization raised allegations of torture
and ill-treatment during their pretrial detention and called for all such
allegations to be independently investigated and the findings made
public. By the end of 1985 Amnesty International had received no
response from the authorities.

During 1985 Amnesty International was concerned about a pattern
of arrest and short-term detention without charge or trial of members
of various political groups and of trade unionists. The detainees were
often held incommunicado for up to two months and there were
allegations that they were tortured. Amnesty International repeatedly
asked the authorities for information about these arrests, urging
respect for all safeguards relating to arrest and detention. No reply
was received.

During October and November several hundred people were
reportedly arrested in connection with the breakdown of annual wage
talks between the government and the Union générale des travailleurs
tunisiens (UGTT), General Union of Tunisian Workers, which
resulted in strikes, splits within the UGTT and clashes between police
and trade unionists. Among those arrested were Habib Achour,
Secretary General of the UGTT, placed under house arrest on 8
November, and three members of the executive committee of the
UGTT. Amnesty International appealed for them to be allowed
access to both family and lawyers and to be promptly charged or
released. The majority of those arrested in late October and early
Novqn}ber were later released, but over 100 were reportedly brought
to trial.

On 31 December Habib Achour and 12 other trade unionists were
tried in Sfax on charges of breaking into and taking control of a
fishing cooperative in Sfax in an incident which took place in 1982.
The trial was held in camera by decision of the Prosecutor-General.
Habib Achour and Mohamed Chaaban, Secretary of the Sfax
UGTT, were sentenced to one year’s imprisonment. Six other
defendants received sentences of six months’ imprisonment and the
others were acquitted. Amnesty International was seeking further
information about this trial.

On 5 March the Tunisian parliament approved a draft law revising
Articles 126, 227 and 227bis of the penal code, which increased the
number of offences punishable by the death penalty. Amnesty
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International appealed to President Bourguiba to ask parliament to
reconsider its decision and to work towards the eventual abolition of
the death penalty.

During 1985 Amnesty International learned of five executions, all
for murder. Amnesty International appealed to the authorities in
every case, reiterating its unconditional opposition to the death
penalty.

United Arab
Emirates

Amnesty International
continued to be con-
i cerned about the use
of the death penalty for offences lncludmg murder and adultery, and
was concerned about the possible introduction of new capital
offences. Amnesty International had insufficient information to
assess other possible concerns in the United Arab Emirates.

During 1985 Amnesty International received reports of five
executions and four death sentences. On 4 March two Pakistani
nationals were reported to have been publicly executed by firing-
squad in ‘Ajman for murder, rape and armed robbery. Muhammad
Saber Nur and Jawid Igbal Muhammad Shafi* were both sentenced
by the Federal Supreme Court and had reportedly been refused
clemency by Shaikh Zayed bin Sultan Al-Nahayyan, ruler of the
United Arab Emirates. On 22 May an Indian national, Muhammad
Jalal al-Din, was reportedly sentenced to be decapitated by sword by
a Shari“a court in Ra's al-Khaimah following his conviction for
murder. Amnesty International did not know whether the execution
had been carried out.

On 29 July Amnesty International appealed to Shaikh Zayed bin
Sultan al-Nahayyan, following reports that three people had been
executed on 19 July. ‘Awad Muhammad Khalfan al-‘Azizi, an
‘Omani national, Wahed Barshah Mir, a Pakistani national and
Tarumay Muhammad Ibrahim, a Bangladeshi national, were re-
portedly executed publicly by firing-squad in the Emirate of Abu
Dhabifor murder. Amnesty International reiterated its unconditional
opposition to the death penalty and requested details of the trial and
appeals procedures followed in the three cases. No response was
received. In December three Indian nationals were reported to have




Amnesty Intemational Report 1986 363

been sentenced to death. Sulaiman ‘Abdallah Kutti and another man
were reportedly sentenced to death on 12 December for murder and
adultery respectively. On 15 December, Karkidel Kader Sulaiman
was reportedly sentenced to death by stoning for adultery. Amnesty
International appealed to the authorities to commute the death
sentences on 17 December.

A draft federal penal code to replace the separate penal codes in
each emirate came before the country’s Federal National Council for
approval during its 1984-1985 session. According to Amnesty
International’s information, the draft code provided the death
penalty for 15 offences, including rape and crimes against the security
of the state. However, at the end of the session in June, the Federal
National Council decided to postpone a decision on the draft code
until its next session in 1986.

Amnesty International received no response in 1985 to its letter of
23 November 1984 to the Ruler of ‘Ajman, in which it had requested
information about sentences of amputation passed in 1984 (see
Amnesty International Report 1985). The organization believes that
the judicial punishments of amputation and flogging, provided for in
the country’s legislation, constitute cruel, inhuman and degrading
punishment. However, Amnesty International did not learn of any
sentences of amputation or flogging in 1985.

Yemen
People’s
emocratic
Republic of)

Amnesty International
was concerned about the fate of 20 prisoners of conscience and nine
possible prisoners of conscience, all arrested between 1967 and 1977.
The whereabouts of several of the prisoners remained unknown and
they were possibly no longer alive. As in previous years, no response
was received from the authorities to Amnesty International’s
inquiries about them. The organization learned of the release in 1985
of 12 prisoners of conscience, 10 of whom were farmers arrested in
1976 and sentenced in 1977 to 10 years’ imprisonment for demonstrat-
ing against government agricultural policies.

Amnesty International was also concerned about the trial by the
Supreme Court of 12 possible prisoners of conscience, members of

s
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the pro-Iraqi Ba'th Party; the passing of death sentences on three of
them; and allegations that one of the defendants died under torture.
The trial began on 23 July when 12 individuals arrested in early 1985
were accused of espionage and charged with treason. A 13th, a
woman, was released for lack of evidence. In October Amnesty
International received reports that one of the defendants, ‘Amir
‘Abdullah bin Humam, had died under torture while in custody. On
10 November the Supreme Court, whose decisions are final,
sentenced 11 of the defendants. Three of them, ‘Ali bin ‘Ali Salih,
‘Abdullah ‘Ali Bashbil and Khalid ‘Abdullah al-Ribati, were
sentenced to death, and the remaining eight received sentences of five
to 15 years' imprisonment. No mention of ‘Amir ‘Abdullah bin
Humam was made in the verdict. Amnesty International sought
details of the trial and the reported death in custody of ‘Amir
‘Abdullah bin H . The organization also appealed for the
commutation of the three death sentences.

In May Amnesty International submitted information about its
concerns in the People’s Democratic Republic of Yemen to the UN
under its procedure for confidentially reviewing communications
about human rights violations (the socalled “1503 procedure”). A
copy of the communication, with a letter inviting comments, was
presented to the government before submission to the UN, but no

reply was received.




MISSIONS: JANUARY-DECEMBER 1985

Date

January

January
January
January
Japuary/February
January/February

Country
Yugoslavia
USA

USA

USA

United Kingdom
Mexico

Guatemala

Delegate(s)

Frits Riiter (Netherlands)

Marius Broekmeijer (Netherlands)
David Matas (Canada)

Walter Katin (Switzedand)

Renate Krause (Canada)

Staff member of International Secretariat
Antonio Carretero Perez (Spain)
Deputy Secretary General of Amnesty
International

Two staff members of International
Secretariat

Stephen Owen (Canada)

Two staff members of Intemational
Secretariat

Staff member of International Secretariat
Amand d'Hondt (Belgium)

Deputy Searetary General of Amnesty
International

Staff member of International Secretariat
Rear Admiral Dam Backer (Ret.)
(Netherlands)

Two staff members of Intemnational
Secretariat

Purpose

Observe trial {continuation)

Observe cowt hearing
Observe cowt hearing
Observe trial
Observe trial

Drscuss Amnesty International’s concems
with goverrunent authorities/Research

Observe trial (continuation)
Research

Research

Drscuss Amnesty International’s concems
with govemment authorities

Discuss Amnesty International'’s concemns
with government authorities’/Research




AprivMay
Apri/May
AprvMay
May
May
May
May
May
May/June

May/June

Country

South Africa
Togo

Argentina

Uruguay
Argentina
Philiops

Egypt
Turkey
South Africa
Namibia
South Africa
Paraguay

Sudan

Tanzania

Dc_zlegate(s)

Geoffrey Roberson (Austratia)

Baaz Waly Ndiaye (Sencgal)
Jorgen Thomsen (Denmark)
Staff member of International Secretariat

Edgardo Carvatho (Uruguay)
Staff member of International Secretariat

Marta Fotsch (Switzerland)

Mart Fotsch (Switzerland)

Two staff members of Intemational
Secretariat

Michacl Freeman (United Kingdom)
Staff member of International Secretariat

Staff member of I jonal S

Purpose

Observe legal proceedings
Disass Amnesty International’s conceras
with government authorities

Observe trial

Research
Research

Staff member of International Secretariat
Kevin Boyle (United Kingdom)

Roger Plant (United Kingdom)
Staff member of International Secretariat

Staff member of International Secretariat
Peter Nyot Kok (Sudan)

Johan van Lamoen (Netherands)

Staff member of International Secretariat

RescarcVObserve trials
Research

Research
Observe trial
Rescarch
Research




Date
June/July

July
July/August
July/October
August

September/

October/
November

Country

USA

Morocco

Scocgal

Isracl & Ouaupied Territodies
Grenada

Algenia

Federal Republic of Germany
Zismbabwe

India
USA
Turkey
Togo

United Kingdom

Jordan

Delegate(s) Purpose

John Alderson (United Kmgdowm) Drscuss Amnesty International’s concerns

Ezzat Fattah (Canada) with government authorities

Two staff members of Intecaatioaal

Secretariat

Staff member of I Secretariat  Research

Robert Dursi (France) Research

Nina Dodge (USA) Research

(awrence Kershen (United Kingdom) Observe trial

Baaz Waly Ndiaye (Member of Observe tria)

B ional E: ve G e

Staff member of I | Secretariat R h

Two staff membess of Intemational Research

Secretariat

Staff member of International Secretariat  Research

Staff member of Intemational Secretariat ~ Observe appeal hearing

Johan van Lamoen (Netherlands) Research

Baae Waly Ndiaye (Member of Discuss Amnesty International’sconcerns
. ey 3 3 Foee) with g -

Staff member of International

Secretariat

Two staff members of Intemational Research

Sexretanat

Two staff members of International Research

Secretariat



Date Ciunrry
November Uruguay
November Sencgal
Noveober/ Bangladesh
December

November/ Sudan
December

November/ USA
December

Navember/ Repubtic of Korea
December

December Nepal
December Argentina
Docember Algena
December Chile
December Algena
December Togo
Deccmber Colombia

Staff member of International Secretariat

‘Two staff members of Intemational
Secretariat

Two staff members of Intemnational
Secaretaniat

Staff member of International Secretariat
Edgardo Carvalho (Uruguay)

Peter Duffy (Member of Intemnational
Executive Comumittee)

Two staff bersof | ional

Delegate(s) Purpose

Staff member of I | Secretariat h

Sadok Maraouk (Tunisia) Otxserve trial

Two staff bers of R h

Searetariat

Seaetary General of Amnesty Disarss Amnesty Intemational’s concerns
Intemati with govemment authorities

Otserve tnal/Research

ResearcvObserve tnal/Disans Amnesty
¢ jonal’s with g
authorities

Research

Obsserve trial

Otserve trial

Secretanat

Daniel Dumartheray (Switzertand)
Amand d‘Hondl (Belgium)

Catherine (France)

Staff member of Intemational Secyetariat
Two staff members of Intemational
Secretariat

Otserve trial
Osauss Amnesty Intemational’s concems
with government authorites

Dusarss Amnesty Intemnational’ s concerms
with of g of
inquiry
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APPENDIX |

Statute of Amnesty International
Articles 1 and 2

As amended by the 17th International Council, meeting in Espoo — Helsinki,

OBJEC
18

Finland, 27 August — 1 September 1985.

T
CONSIDERING that every person has the right freely to 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 Human Rights, by:

a) irrespective of political considerations working towards the release
of and providing assistance to persons who in violation of the
aforesaid provisions are imprisoned, detained or otherwise physi-
cally restricted by reason of their political, religious or other
conscientiously held beliefs or by reason of their ethnic origin, sex,
colour or language, provided that they have not used or advocated
violence (hereinafter referred to as “prisoners of conscience”);

b) opposing by all appropriate means the detention of any prisoners of
conscience or any political prisoners without trial within a reason-
able time or any trial procedures relating to such prisoners that do
not conform to intemationally recognized norms;

c) opposing by all appropriate means the imposition and infliction of
death penalties and torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment of prisoners or other detained or restricted
persons whether or not they have used or advocated violence.

METHODS
2.

In order to achieve the aforesaid object, AMNESTY INTERNA-
TIONAL shall:

a) at all times maintain an overall balance between its activities in
relation to countries adhering to the different world political
ideologies and groupings;

b) promote as appears appropriate the adoption of constitutions,
conventions, treaties and other measures 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 organizations and agencies which work for the implementa-
tion of the aforesaid provisions;

d) take all necessary steps to establish an effective organization of
sections, affiliated groups and individual members;

e) secure the adoption by groups of members or supporters of
individual prisoners of conscience or entrust to such groups other
tasks in support of the object set out in Article 1;

f) provide financial and other relief to prisoners of 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
direct result thereof;

g) work for the improvement of conditions for prisoners of conscience
and political 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 conscience or to become prisoners of conscience if
convicted or if they were to retumn to their own countries, and,
where desirable, send observers to attend the trials of such persons;

publicize the cases of prisoners of conscience or persons who have
otherwise been subjected to disabilities in violation of the aforesaid
provisions; :

i) oppose the sending 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) send investigators, where appropriate, to investigate allegations that
the rights of individuals under the aforesaid provisions have been
violated or threatened,

1) make representations to international organizations and to govern-
ments whenever it appears that an individual is a prisoner of
conscience or has otherwise been subjected to disabilities in
violation of the aforesaid provisions;

m)promote and support the granting of general amnesties of which the
beneficiaries will include prisoners of conscience;

n) adopt any other appropriate methods for the securing of its object.

The full text of the State of Amnesty International & available free upon
request, from: Amnesty International, International Secretariat, 1 Easton
Street, London WCIX 8DJ, United Kingdom.
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APPENDIX Il
Amnesty International News

23 January
13 March

27 March
3 April

29 May

4 June
18 June
25 June
2 July
23 July
13 August

4 September
20 September
9 October
13 November
20 November

17 January

31 July
23 August
7 November

3 December

Releases 1985

Al reports large-scale “disappearance” and killing of de-
tainees in Peruvian emergency zone.

Haitian opinion leaders targeted for torture and death, Al
says.

Al calls for facts on report of torture in Northern Ireland.
Al presses Israeli Government about prisoners arrested in
Lebanon.

Al calls on Yugoslav Government to stop jailing people for
free expression.

Executions reported in at least 4@ countries in 1984, says Al.
Ugandan Arrny tortures civilian prisoners, Al reports.

Al desciibes systematic torture and killing in East Timor.
Al urges safeguards against torture of detainees in Spain.
Al calls on Turkish authorities to stop torture.

South African emergency detai risk cruel t
wamns Al

Al appeals against execution of minors in USA.

Al calls for full report on Sovier prisoners’ deaths.
Al annual report urges halt to all killing of prisoners.
Al reports on torture in Zimbabwe.

Al calls for new trials in political cases in Pakistan.

Regional News Items 1985

Al appeals against threatened executions of prisoners of
conscience in Sudan.

Al concerned about reports of torture in Burkina Faso.
Al urges Indonesian Government to stop executions.
Three men risk prison or death if extradited to Bulgaria, says
Al

Al appeals for release of prisoners of conscience in
Swaziland.
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APPENDIX il
Amnesty International around the world

‘There are now over 3.600 local Amnesty International groups in 60 countries
around the world. In 44 countries these groups are coordinated by sections,
whose addresses are given below. In addition, there are individual members,
supporters and recipients of Amnesty International information (such as the
monthly Amnesty Internaional Newsletter) in more than 100 other countries
and territories.

Section addresses

Australia: Amnesty International, Australian Section, PO Box No. A159,
Sydney South, New South Wales 2000

Austria: Amnesty International, Austrian Section, Esslinggasse 15/4, A-1010
Wien

Bangladesh: Jo Amnesty International, CMD, International Secretariat, 1
Easton Street, London WC1X 8DJ

Bartades: Amnesty International, Barbados Section. Breezy Hollow, Crane,
St Philip, Barbados, West Indies

Belgium: Amnesty International, Belgian Section (Flenish branch), Kerk-
straat 156, 2008 Antwerpen
Amnesty International, Belgian Section (francophone-branch), 9 rue
Berckmans, 1060 Bruxelles

Brazil: Amnistia Internacional, Rua Harmonia 899, 05435 — Sao Paulo — SP

Canada: Amnesty International, Canadian Section (English-speaking
branch), 130 Slater Street, Suite 800, Ottowa, Ontario, K1P 6E2.
Amnistie Internationale, Section canadienne (francophone), 3516 ave
du Parc, Montreal, Quebec, H2X 2H7

Chile: Senores, Casilla 4062, Santiago

Denmark: Amnesty Intemational, Danish Section. Frederiksborggade I,
1360 Copenhagen K

Ecuador: Senores, Casilla 240, Sucursal 15, Quito

Faroe Islands: Amnesty International, Faroe Islands, PO Box 1075, 3800
Torshavn

Finland: Amnesty International, Finnish Section, Munkkisaarenkatu 12 A 51,
00150 Helsinki 15

France: Amnesty International, French Section, 18 rue Théodore Deck,
75015 Paris

Federal Republic of Germany: Amnesty International, Section of the FRG,
Heerstrasse 178, 5300 Bonn 1

B o



Amnesty Intemational Repor! 1986 373

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

Greece: Amnesty Intenational, Greek Section, 20 Mavromihali Street,
Athens 106-80

Hong Kong: Amnesty International, Hong Kong Section, Room 435,
Beverley Commercial Centre, 87-105 Chatham Road, Kowloon

Iceland: Amnesty International, Icelandic Section, PO Box 618, 121
Reykjavik

India: Amnesty International, Indian Section, c/o Dateline Delhi, 21 North
End Complex, Panchkuin Road, New Delhi 10001

Ireland: Amnesty Intemational, Irish Section, 8 Shaw Street, Dublin 2

Israel: Amnesty International, Israel Section, PO Box 23003, Tel Aviv, 61230
Israel

Itaty: Amnesty International, Italian Section, viale Mazzini 146, 00195 Rome

Ivory Coast: Amnesty International, Section Ivoirienne, 1 rue de Commerce,
Immeuble Nassar et Gaddar, 04 BP 895, Abidjan 04

Japan: Amnesty Intemational, Jap Section, Daisan-Sanbu Building 3F,
2-3-22 Nishi-Waseda, Shinjuku-ku, Tokyo 160

Luxembourg: Amnesty Intemational, Luxembourg, Boite Postale 1914, 1019
Luxembourg

Mexico: Seccién Mexicana de Amnistia Internacional, Ap. Postal No. 20-217,
San Angel, CP 01000 Mexico DF

Nepal: c/o Amnesty Intemational, CMD, Interational Secretariat, 1 Easton
Street, London WCIX 8DJ

Netherlands: Amnesty International, Dutch Section, Keizersgracht 620, 1017
ER Amsterdam

New Zealand: Amnesty International, New Zealand Section, PO Box 6647,
Te Aro, Wellington 1

Nigeria: Amnesty International, Nigerian Section, 15 Onayade Street,
Fadey:-Yaba, Lagos

Norway: Amnesty International, Norwegian Section, NielsJuelsgt. 39, Oslo 2
Peru: Sefiores, Casilla 581, Lima 18
Portugal: Seccio Portuguesa Al, Apartado 1642, 1016 Lisboa Codex

Puerto Rico: Calle Cabo Alverio 562, Ext. Roosevelt, Hato Rey, Puerto
Rico 00918

: Amnesty Intemnational, Section Senegalaise, 126 rue de Bayeux,
B.P. 3813, Dakar

Spain: Amnesty Intemational, Paseo de Recoletos 18, Piso 6, 28001 Madrid

Sri Lanka: Amnesty International, Sri Lanka Section, 79/15 Dr C.W.W.
Kannangara Mawatha, Colombo 7
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Sweden: Amnesty International, Swedish Section, Gyllenstiemsgatan 18,
S-115 26 Stockholm

Switzerland: Amnesty International, Swiss Section, PO Box 1051, CH-3001
Bem

Trinidad and Tobage: Amnesty International, Trinidad and Tobago Section,
PO Bag 248, San Fermmando, Trinidad, West Indies

Twkey: /o Amnesty Intemnational, CMD, Intemational Secretariat, 1
Easton Street, London WCI1X 8DJ

United Kingdom: Amnesty Intemational, 5 Roberts Place, off Bowling Green
Lane, London ECI OEJ

United States of America: Amnesty International of the USA (AIUSA), 322
8th Ave, New York, NY 10001

Venezuela: Serores, Apartado 5110, Caracas 1010

Countries with local Amnesty Intemational groups,

but no section:
Netherlands Antilles Korea, Republic of Thailand
Argentina Mauritius Tunisia
Bermuda Papua New Guinea Uruguay
Colombia Philippines USSR
Costa Rica Sierra Leone
Guyana Tanzania

APPENDIX IV
International Executive Committee

Stephen R. Abrams United States of America
Peter Duffy United Kingdom

Whitney Ellsworth United States of America
Wolfgang Heinz Colombia

Peter Klein Federal Republic of Germany
Santiago Larrain Chile

Lesley Merryfinch International Secretariat
Bacre Waly Ndiaye Senegal

Franca Sciuto Italy
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APPENDIX V

Inter-American Convention
to Prevent and Punish Torture

(adopted by the Organization of American States in December 1985)

Preamble

The American States signatory to the present Convention;

Aware of the provision of the American Convention on Human Rights that
no one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman, or degrading
punishment or treatment;

Reaffirming that all acts of torture or any other cruel, inhuman, or degrading
treatment or punishment constitute an offense against human dignity and a
denial of the principles set forth in the Charter of the Organization of
American States and in the Charter of the United Nations, and are violations
of the fundamental human rights and freedoms proclaimed in the American
Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Man and the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights;

Noting that, in order for the pertinent rules contained in the global and
regional instruments to take effect, it is necessary to draft an Inter-American
Convention that prevents and punishes torture;

Reaffirming their purpose of consolidating in this hemisphere the conditions
that make for recognition of and respect for the inherent dignity of man, and
enable him fully and completely to exercise his fundamental rights and
freedoms,

Have agreed upon the following:

Article 1
The States Parties shall prevent and punish torture in accordance with the
terms of this Convention.

Article 2

I. For the pu s of this Convention, torture shall be understood to be an
act intentionally performed by which physical or mental pain or suffering is
inflicted on a person for purposes of criminal investigation, as a means of
intimidation, as personal punishment, as a preventive measure, as a penalty,
or for any other purpose. Torture shall also be understood to be the use of
methods upon a person intended to obliterate the personality of the victim, or
to diminish his physical or mental capacities, even if they do not cause
physical pain or mental anguish.

II. The concept of torture shall not include physical or mental pain or
suffering that is inherent in or solely the consequence of lawful measures,
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provided that they do not include the performance of the acts or use of the
methods referred to in this article.

Article 3

The following shall be held guilty of the crime of torture:

(a) A public servant or employee who, acting in that capacity, orders,
instigates or induces the use of torture, or who directly commits it or who,
being able to prevent it, fails to do so.

(b) Any employee who, at the instigation of a public servant or employee as
mentioned in subparagraph (a) orders, instigates or induces the use of
torture, directly commits it or is an accomplice thereto.

Article 4

The fact of having acted under orders of a superiorshall not absolve one of
the corresponding criminal liability.

Article 5

The existence of circumstances such as a state of war, threat of war, state of
siege or of emergency, domestic disturbance or strife, suspension of
constitutional guarantees, domestic political instability, or other public
emergencies or disasters shall not be invoked or admitted as justification for
torture.

Neither the dangerous character of the detainee or prisoner, nor the lack of

hlich

security of the prison estat or penitentiary shall justify torture.

Article 6

In accordance with the terms of Article 1, the States Parties hereto shall adopt
effective measures to prevent and punish torture within their jurisdiction.

The States Parties shall ensure that all acts of torture and attempts to
commit torture are offenses under their criminal law, and shall make such acts
punishable by severe penalties that take into account their grave nature.

The States Parties likewise shall adopt effective measures to prevent and
punish other cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment within
their jurisdiction.

Article 7

I. The States Parties shall take measures so that, in the training of police
officers and other public officials responsible for the custody of persons
temporarily or definitively deprived of their freedom, special emphasis shall
be put on the prohibition of the use of torture in interrogation, detention, or
arrest.

II. The States Parties, likewise, shall take similar measures to prevent other
cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment.

Article 8

The States Parties shall guarantee that any person making an accusation of
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having been subjected to torture within their jurisdiction shall have the right
to an impartial examination of his case.

Likewise, if there is an accusation, or well-grounded reason to believe that
an act of torture has been committed within its jurisdiction, each State Party
shall guarantee that its respective authoriies will proceed properly and
immediately to conduct an investigation into the case and lo initiate,
whenever appropriate, the corresponding criminal process.

After all the domestic legal procedures of the respective State and the
corresponding appeals have been exhausted, the case may be submitted to the
intemational fora whose competence has been recognized by that State.

Article 9
The States Parties undertake to moorporale into their national laws statutory
regulations guar ion for victims of torture.

None of the provnsxons of this amcle shall affect the right to receive
compensation that the victim or other persons may have by virtue of existing
national legislation.

Article 10

No statement that is verified as having been obtained through torture shall be
admissible as evidence in a legal proceeding, except in a legal action taken
against a person or persons accused of having elicited it through acts of
torture, and as evidence of perpetration of the crime of torture.

Article 11

The States Parties shall take the necessary steps to extradite anyone accused
of committing torture, or sentenced for commitéing such a crime, in
accordance with their respective national laws on extradition and their
international commitments on this matter.

Article 12

I. Each State Party shall take the necessary measures to establish its
jurisdiction over the crime described in this Convention in the following cases:
(a) When torture has been committed within its jurisdiction;

(b) When the alleged criminal is a national of that State; or

(c) When the victim is a national of that State, and it considers this
appropriate.

1. Also, each State Party shall take the necessary measures to establish its
jurisdiction over the crime described in this Convention when the alleged
criminal is within the area under its jurisdiction and it is not appropriate to
extradite him in accordance with Article 11.

11, This Convention does not exclude criminal jurisdiction exercised in
accordance with domestic law.

Article 13
1. The offense referred to in Article 2 shall be deemed to be included as an
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extraditable offense in any extradition treaty existing between States Parties.
States Parties undertake to include torture as an extraditable offense in every
extradition treaty to be concluded between them.

2. If a State Party which makes extradition conditional on the existence of a
treatyreceives a request for extradition from another State Party with which it
has no extradition treaty, it may as its option consider this Convention as the
legal basis for extradition in respect of torture. Extradition shall be subject to
the other conditions provided by the law of the requested State.

3. States Parties which do not make extradition conditional on the existence
of a treaty shall recognize torture as an extraditable offense between
themselves subject to the conditions provided by law of the requested State.

4. Extradition shall not be granted nor shall the person sought be returned
when there are grounds to believe that his life is in danger, or that he will be
subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, or that he
will be tried by special or ad hoc courts in the requesting state.

Article 14

When a State Party does not concede the extradition, the case shall be
submitted to its competent authorities as if the crime had been committed
within its jurisdiction, for the purposes of an investigation, and when
appropriate, for criminal action, in accordance with its national law. Any
decisionadopted by these authorities shall be communicated to the State that
requested the extradition.

Article 15

No provision of this Convention may be interpreted as limiting the right of
asylum, when its exercise is appropriate, nor as altering the obligations of the
States Parties in the matter of extradition.

Article 16

This Convention shall not limit the provisionso fthe American Convention on
Human Rights, other conventions on the subject, or the Statutes of the
Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, with respect to torture.

Article 17

The States Parties shall report to the Inter-American Commission on Human
Rights about any legislative, judicial, administrative, or other kinds of
measures they adopt in application of this Convention.

In keeping with its duties and responsibilities, in its annual report, the
Inter-American Commission on Human Rights will endeavor to analyze the
existing situation in the member states of the Organization of American
States in regard to the prevention and elimination of torture.

Article 18
This Convention is open to signature by the member states of the
Organization of American States.
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Article 19

This Convention is subject to ratification. The instruments of ratification shall
be deposited with the General Secretariat of the Organization of American
States.

Article 20
‘This Convention is open to accession by any other American state. The

instruments of accession shall be deposited with the General Secretariat of the
Organization of American States.

Article 21

The States Parties may, at the time of approval, signature, ratification, or
accession, make reservations to this Convention, provided that each
reservation is not incompatible with the object and purpose of the
Convention, and concerns one or more specific provisions.

Article 22

This Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day following the date
on which the second instrument of ratification is deposited. For each State
ratifying or acceding to the Convention after the second instrument of
ratification has been deposited, the Convention shall enter into force on the
thirtieth day following the date on which that State deposits its instrument of
ratification or accession.

Article 23

This Convention shall remain in force indefinitely, but may be denounced by
any State Party. The instrument of denunciation shall be deposited with the
General Secretariat of the Organization of American States. After one year
from the date of deposit of the instrument of denunciation, this Convention
shall cease to be in effect for the denouncing State, but shall remain in force
for the remaining States Parties.

Article 24

The original instrument of this Convention, the English, French, Portuguese,
and Spanish texts of which are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the
General Secretariat of the Organization of American States, which shall send
a certified copy to the Secretariat of the United Nations for registration and
publication, in accordance with the provisions of Article 102 of the United
Nations Charter. The General Secretariat of the Organization of American
States shall notify the member states of the Organization and the states that
have acceded to the Convention of signatures, and of deposits of instruments
of ratification, accession, and denunciation, as well as of reservations, if any.
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APPENDIX VI

Selected International Human Rights
Treaties
(Parties as of 31 December 1985)

International International Optional Convention
Covenanton Covenant on Piotocol to  against
Economic, Civil and ICCPR Torture and
Socialand  Political Other Cruel,
Cultural Rights Inhuman and
Rights (ICCPR) Degrading
Treatment or
Punishment

Afghanistan X X 5

Albania

Algeria L] § §

Angola

Antigua and Barbuda

Argentina . S S

Australia X X S

Austria X X & S

Bahamas

Bahrain

Bangladesh

Barbados X X X

Belgium X X ¥

Belize

Benin

Bhutan

Bolivia X X X ]

Botswana

Brazil !

Brunei

Bulgaria X X

Burkina Faso

Burma

Burundi

Byelorussian SSR X X

Cameroon X X X

Canada X X X

Cape Verde
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Intern.ational International Optional Convention
Covenanton Covenant on Protocol to  against

Economic, Civiland ICCPR Tortureand
Soaaland  Political Other Cruel,
Cultusal Rights Inhuman and
Rights (ICCPR) Degrading
Tieatment or
Punishment
Central African Republic X X X
Chad
Chile X X
China
Colombia X X X L]
Comoros
Congo X X X
Costa Rica X X X 4
Cuba
Cyprus X X ] ]
Cazechoslovakia X X
Denmark X X X &
Djibouti
Dominica
Dominican Republic X X X i
Ecuador X X X [
Egypt X X
E! Satvador X X i
Equatorial Guinea
Ethiopia
Federal Republic of
Germany X
Fiji
Finland X X X |
France X X X [
Gabon X X
Gambia X X §
German Democratic
Repubtic X X
Ghana
Greece X L]
Grenada
Guatemala
Guinea X X §
Guinea-Bissau
Guyana X X

L




Haiti
HolySee
Honduras
Hungary

Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran

Iraq
Ireland
Israel

Italy

Ivory Coast

Jamaica
Japan
Jordan

Kampuchea
(Democratic Kampuchea)
Kenya
Kiribati
Korea(DPR)
Korea (Republic)
Kuwait

Lao People's
Democratic Republic

Lebanon

Lesotho

Liberia

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Liechtenstein

Luxembourg

Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives

International Intemational Optional
Covenant on Covenant on Protocol to

Economic,
Social and
Cultural
Rights

XXX XX XX

XX X
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Civil and
Political
Rights
(ICCPR)

X w»n

XnwmXXx XX

XX X

ICCPR

Convention
against
Torture and
Other Cruel,
Inhuman and
Degrading
Treatment or
Punishment
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Mali

Malta
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mexico
Monaco
Mongolia
Morocco
Mozambique

Nauru

Nepal
Netherlands
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger

Nigeria
Norway

Oman

Pakistan

Panama
PapuaNew Guinea
Paraguay

Peru

Philippines

Poland

Portugal

Qatar

Romania
Rwanda

St Lucia
St Christopher and Nevis
St Vincent and

the Grenadines
Samoa

International International Optional
Covenanton Covenanton Protocol to

Economic,
Social and
Cultural
Rights

XX x

XX X X

> X

Cwil and
Political
Rights
(ICCPR)

XX X

X X v X

X

ICCPR

v X

383

Convention
against
Torture and
Other Cruel,
Inhuman and
Degrading
Treatment or
Punishment



San Marino

Sao Tome and Principe
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
Solomon Islands
Somalia

South Africa
Spain

Sri Lanka
Sudan

Suriname
Swaziland
Sweden
Swiwerland
Syria

Tanzania

Thailand

Togo

Tonga

Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia

Turkey

Tuvalu

Uganda

Ukrainian SSR

USSR

United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom
USA

Uruguay

Vanuatu
Venezuela
VietNam

Econoavc,
Sodial and
Cutural
Rights

X

X

x %

72
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International International Optiona)
Covenant on Covenanton Protocol to

Oviland
Politica)

Rights
(ICCPR)

x

XX x X

X wn X

> %

ICCPR

Convention
against
Torture and
Other Cruel,
Inhuman and
Degrading
Treamment or
i nt
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International International Optional Convention
Covenanton Covenanton Protocolto  aganst
Economic,  Civil and ICCPR Tortwe and
Socialand  Political Other Cruel,
Cultural Rights Inhuman and
Rights (ICCPR) Dcgrading
Treatment or
Punishment

Yemen (North)
Yemen (PDR)
Yugoslavia

Zaire
Zambia
Zimbabwe

S— denotes that country has signed
X — denotes that country is a party, either through ratification or acccsion

The countries listed in this chart are those included in the official United
Nations publication entitled Human Rights International Instruments: Sig-
natures, Rafifications, Accessions, etc.
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APPENDIX Vil
Selected Statistics

By the start of 1986 there were Amnesty International sections in 44
countries and over 3,600 groups worldwide. There are more than
500,000 members and subscribers in over 150 countries. Ten years
ago there were fewer than 100,000 members.

In 1985 a total of 4,562 prisoners were adopted as prisoners of
conscience or being investigated as possible prisoners of conscience.
During 1985, 2,507 new cases were taken up and 1,848 cases closed.
Since 1961 more than 30,000 individual cases have been taken up. Of
these, 25,559 are now closed.

Prisoners have been tortured or cruelly treated in one out of every
three countries in the 1980s. This amounts to more than 60 countries.
Since 1980 Amnesty International has acted on over 3,000 cases in
some 50 countries, through its Urgent Action network.

During 1985 Amnesty International initiated 368 Urgent Actions
on behalf of more than 1,700 people in 68 countries. Of these, 134
were prompted by reports of torture, and 61 were made on behalf of
prisoners in a critical state of health and in need of medical treatment.
Sixty-two were issued in cases where a prisoner had been arbitrarily
arrested; was being held incommunicado without access to family and
lawyers; was being held without charge or trial or had been denied a
fair trial. Seventy-four related to extrajudicial killings or “disappear-
ances” and 68 were on behalf of prisoners sentenced to death. Others
were issued in cases where prisoners had died in detention or where
prisoners were on hunger-strike in support of demands falling within
Amnesty International’s mandate.

Since 1961 Amnesty International has sent over 500 missions to
countries to carry out on-the-spot investigations, observe trials or
meet government officials. In 1985 a total of 54 missions were sent to
32 countries, more than in any previous year.
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