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AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL is a worldwide movement which is
independent of any government, political grouping, ideology,
economic interest or religious creed. It plays a specific role within

the overall spectrum of human rights work. The activities of the
organization focus strictly on prisoners:

— It seeks the release of men and women detained anywhere for
their beliefs, colour, sex, ethnic origin, language or religion,
provided they have neither used nor advocated violence. These
are termed ‘prisoners of conscience’.

— It advocates fair and early trials for all political prisoners and

works on behalf of such persons detained without charge or
without trial.

— It opposes the death penalty and torture or other cruel, inhuman

or degrading treatment or punishment of all prisoners without
reservation.

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

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

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL has over 2,000 adoption groups and
national sections in 35 countries in Africa, Asia, Europe, the
Americas and the Middle East, and individual members in a further
74 countries. Each adoption group works for at least two prisoners
of conscience in countries other than its own. These countries are
balanced geographically and politically to ensure impartiality.
Information about prisoners and human rights violations emanates
from Amnesty International’s Research Department in London.

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL has consultative status with the
United Nations (ECOSOC), UNESCO and the Council of Europe, has
cooperative relations with the Inter-American Commission on Human
Rights of the Organization of American States and has observer

status with the Organization of African Unity (Bureau for the Place-
ment and Education of African Refugees).

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL is financed by subscriptions and
donations of its worldwide membership. To safeguard the independ-
ence of the organization, all contributions are strictly controlled by
guidelines laid down by AI’s International Council and income and
expenditure are made public in an annual financial report.
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Preface

by Thomas Hammarberg, Chairman, International Executive Commiittee

Amnesty International is a dynamic movement. Within less than two decades it
has grown into a worldwide organization with members in more than a hundred
countries. During the last two to three years especially there has been consider-
able growth, both in membership and activities. The movement meets with great
sympathy from the public in many countries: it has been honoured by awards and
prizes of high reputation.

This fame has created problems. There is a tendency to weave a myth around
Amnesty International. The organization is expected to act in almost all countries
on almost all violations. We are sometimes treated with a respect which we do not
deserve and are faced with expectations which we cannot fulfil, It is now more
important than ever for us to explain who we are and what we do: not because
we want to defend ourselves, but to ensure results in our future work.

Amnesty International is not a do-gooder for all possible causes; it has a re-
stricted mandate. It works for the release of prisoners of conscience and against
torture and executions, but is not involved in work against unemployment, starva-
tion or other social diseases. OQur platform is the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, adopted thirty years ago by the nations of the world. Within that frame
Amnesty International concentrates its resources on particular basic civil and
political rights.

We do not cover a broader spectrum. This is not because we ignore the
importance of all the other rights, but because we recognize that we can only
achieve concrete results within set limits.

In fact, we believe that there is a close relation between different rights. When
exploited people cannot make their voices heard, both political and socio-
economic rights are violated. Very often there is an inter-relationship between
the two--the most obvious example being when trade unionists are imprisoned.
Amnesty International neither understands nor accepts the attempts sometimes
made to create a conflict or a contradiction between these two sets of rights,

Nor do we accept a contradiction between the rights of peoples or nations
on the one hand and the human rights of individuals on the other. Human rights
have many times been violated in the name of so-called higher interests, such as
the “nation”, the “‘party” or the “struggle’”. But experience shows that these
causes undermine themselves if they need the support of terror. Basic human
rights must stand above all other political ambitions and should be respected
under all circumstances and in all situations. And again, in the long run, civil and
political rights are the basis of the other rights, and also of those of a collective
nature.

This is how Amnesty International understands its role in the field of human

l'-.—“



2

rights: a limited mandate but an appreciation of the close relationship between
the rights it defends and all other human rights,

Another of our characteristics is impartiality. Amnesty International does not
take a stand for or against any religion, political party, ideology or economic
system. Here again, we restrict ourselves to the narrow scope of political life
which deals with specific basic rights. Of course we realize that there is a link
between general politics and the rights we try to defend; changes of government
often result in arrests or releases. But this fact does not make us change our
approach. We simply take facts into account, without hiding some of them or
emphasizing others, according to régime or ideology.

Our impartiality is not always appreciated or even understood by governments.
This is not surprising: the questions Amnesty International deals with are highly
sensitive ‘“‘political dynamite” in several countries. The very rights we defend are
often one of the main issues in national political battles. Therefore, our reports
are sometimes seen as support for the opposition. We are criticized for *‘inter-
ference”, branded as ‘“‘agents’ for particular nefarious interests. Our purpose, of
course, is not to help any side in political power struggles, but we cannot be
silent about grave violations just because the facts we know could influence the
reputation of certain politicians, for better or worse. Our impartiality could never
mean neutrality on human rights, not even in the most politically tense moments.

Our basic approach to governments is always the same: we seek a dialogue. We
are willing to talk as long as this might help our aims. We are not negotiating—we
have nothing to “‘sell”’-but we want discussions within our mandate and oppor-
tunities to present our facts and recommendations. This means that we do not
fight governments as such. Neither do we propose boycotts or cuts in aid. That
kind of economic pressure is not within our mandate and is not our way of
working,

Even non-governmental organizations and individuals sometimes have difficulty
in understanding our efforts to safeguard impartiality and independence, We are
restricted when it comes to co-operation with other organizations and we
scrutinize each proposed donation according to rigid rules before accepting it.
This, again, is for the sake of maintaining independence and being seen to do so.

To be impartial it is important to be correct. Amnesty International spends
much of its limited resources on checking facts, to make sure that its reports
do not contain distortions, false information or misunderstandings. Mistakes
have been made—fortunately, very seldom—but they have been corrected.
Amnesty International is always willing to put right errors of fact.

In fact, Amnesty International is less often attacked for what it publishes than
for what it does not report. We are sometimes criticized for being unbalanced,
for reporting too little or too much on a certain country or group of countries.

Balance for the sake of balance would be artificial. We work with realities.
If there were gross violations of human rights in one group of countries and
only minor infringements in another, we would not spend fifty per cent of our
resources on each. But as the world is today, a human rights organization with an
impartial and serious approach must work on all continents and in countries with
the most differing political systems. This, too, is a reality and has created a need
for work that is geographically “balanced”.

That balance is not easy to establish. There are still some few countries where
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the authorities refuse to have any communication with Amnesty International:
they will not admit observers or representatives and our letters and cables receive
no reply. These same régimes have a restrictive approach to the international
media and little, if any, detailed information on the human rights situation in
their countries therefore exists, Our movement has made great efforts to break
through such situations; the result for the past year can be seen in this Report.

During the past year human rights have been a major issue in international
politics within United Nations bodies and regional organizations such as the
European Conference for Security and Cooperation and the Organization for
American States as well as in bilateral relations between governments,

This increasing interest in human rights is welcome, even if the declarations
from some quarters have not always sounded genuine., It is important that so
many governments now accept that human rights are an international concern.
Formally, this has been so ever since the Universal Declaration was adopted.
Still, many governments have for years talked about “interference’ when human
rights violations have been observed. The new awareness should give bodies such
as the UN Commission on Human Rights more room for forceful action. In fact,

during its recent sessions, the Commission has already taken steps in that
direction.

This Amnesty International Report 1978 mentions no less than 111 countries.

But they should not be seen as forming a ““black list”’. Some countries are men-
tioned because they have taken important steps for the future protection of
human rights. Still, the Report does give a depressing picture of systematic viola-
tions of basic human rights in most of the countries of the world. People are
imprisoned because of their opinions, prisoners are tortured and even executed.

The Report also shows that there are new trends in repression. Dissidents are
now confined in mental asylums in more countries in Eastern Europe. This is
alarming as such a system of detention gives few opportunities for the prisoners to
appeal, defend themselves or take any legal action. They suffer the strain of not
knowing how long they will be held; they may even be subjected to drugs as “treat-
ment”, It is extremely difficult to establish in individual cases whether someone
is wrongfully brought to a psychiatric institution; but when it is evident that
this method is systematically used against political dissenters, it 1S necessary to
react.

In Western Europe there has been a tendency to meet terrorism with harsh
anti-terrorist laws which in themselves may open the door to violations of human
rights. Prisoners have been isolated in solitary confinement or in special “maxi-
mum security” cells, Amnesty International has expressed concern about this

trend during the year. The movement has also taken strong actions against
kidnappings and executions committed by private groups.

In some Latin American and African countries terrorist acts have been given
authorization by governments. Kidnapping, torture and killing have been develop-
ed into a systematic method of wiping out opposition. Para-military groups or
security forces have acted as death squads in Argentina, Chile and Guatemala.
The governments there decline responsibility. The leaders in Uganda and Ethiopia

act more openly when exterminating opposition. In South Africa there have been
new cases of deaths in police custody.

In several Asian countries the rulers make use of emergency laws to *‘legalize™
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the preventive detention of political opponents: by this technique, governments
detain people without trial for long periods. Other régimes make arrests and take
years to prepare a trial, if they ever do so. Examples are Singapore, Malaysia,
Brunei, Indonesia and the Philippines.

Besides these new tendencies, old-type violations continue in many countries.
We are not publishing any list of the worst violators, any *“ranking list”"—Amnesty
International does not work in that way—but this Report gives a horrifying
account of how the leaders of too many nations continue to condone or instigate
terronist methods against their own citizens. And remember: all governments in
gw United Nations have pledged their respect for the principles dealt with in this

eport,

To keep them to their pledge is one reason why an organization such as
Amnesty International is needed.

Introduction to Amnesty International

by Martin Ennals, Secretary General

Amnesty International is a human rights organization concerned with prisoners.
The limitations of its mandate are essential to an understanding of the way in
which Amnesty International functions, of the selective nature of its activities and
the self-imposed confines of its work. The public reports which it publishes
annually are not meant to present a panorama of the world human rights scene
and i1t would be incorrect for them to be looked at or used in that way. In this
present report we describe the basic work of the organization during a 12-month
pertod from | July 1977 to 30 June 1978, including a country-by-country survey.
The number of pages or lines given to any one country is in no way at all a
qualitative or quantitative assessment of human rights violations in that area. [t
may reflect the amount of time spent or the complexities of a situation posing
particular problems for Amnesty International itself. Where a report on a country
has been published during the period under review, it is hoped that those wishing
to know more will read it (see Appendix VI).

In the period 1977-78 Amnesty International has continued to grow rapidly in
terms of membership and number of groups. The award of the Nobel Peace Prize
for 1977 came at the close of Prisoner of Conscience Year (seen as a broadly
based promotion and educational campaign to increase awareness of Amnesty
International and its work for prisoners). One immediate effect of the award was
the rapid increase of interest in the work of the organization and in demands
upon the movement at all levels. in the form of requests for help, information,
representation and action. This increase in demand came at a time when the
resources of the London-based International Secretariat were stretched beyond
capacity and before agreed increases in staff had taken effect. National sections
have similar growth problems, and the funds from the Peace Prize are being used
for the strengthening and development of the new and small national sections
of Amnesty International.

The membership of the organization spread during 1977-78 into new countries
and communities across the world: the new group in Hong Kong; the new
committees in Turkey, Ivory Coast and Costa Rica; the new group recognized
in Swaziland and the new sections in Venezuela and Spain. Individual member-
ship also grew, not only in national sections but also in areas where no formal
Amnesty International structure exists, such as the southern part of Latin
America or in individual countries in Asia.

More effort is needed to construct a balanced and truly universal movement
with efficient and well-organized national sections, able to make use of the in-
formation produced by the International Secretariat in London. In September
1977 the International Council, the organization’s governing body, directed that a
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number of tasks hitherto carried out by the International Secretariat should be
gradually but steadily decentralized. Decentralization calls for a careful assessment
of the capacities of the national sections of Amnesty International, and an ex-
tensive review of resources within the movement has already taken place.

The movement has an immediate need for training. In some sections training
of groups and staff is far advanced. In others—-and in the International Secretariat
itself —training programs have still to be put into effect. The increasing range of
Amnesty International techniques and methods means that a high level of
professional skill is needed not only in research and administration but also in
information handling, closer coordination on action relating to individual countries

which members can become involved in problems of prison reform in their own
country. Many or most of the prisoners involved are criminal or violent prisoners
who would not fall into Amnesty International’s categories of prisoner of con-
science or even of political prisoners. Amnesty International cannot and should
not become a generalized civil liberties movement. This is a separate area of work
for which other organizations already exist in some countries. However, in the
absence of a worldwide civil liberties movement, there is a tendency to think that
Amnesty International can provide the substitute and the information. For
Amnesty International to become a prison reform movement would change its

and the editing the producing of publications. The move toward genuine multi-

lingulaism is slow and costly but the improved quality and quantity of the trans-

lations of Amnesty International publications through volunteer teams within the
national sections is striking. This involvement of volunteers with professional skills
in work for Amnesty International is important to the movement. There is scope
in it for a very broad range of skills and interests. Doctors. teachers, translators,
interpreters, trade union organizers, students, secretaries, members of older and
younger generations have all found specific roles in groups, sections, specialized
committees and at the International Secretariat. The growing need for profes-
sionalism does not exclude the volunteer: on the contrary, as we found in the

past year. All workers, however, need training if maximum use is to be made of

Amnesty International resources.
A careful analysis of the problems of the movement was undertaken by a

special committee in the summer of 1977. This has led to recognition that, for
long-term planning, what is needed is not only that the growth at the center of

the organization be stabilized, but also an acceptance that Amnesty International
cannot hope to deal equally or on a worldwide scale with all the problems in all
geographical areas which fall within its mandate. No voluntary movement could
support the size of expert staff needed to research adequately throughout the
world the problems of prisoners of conscience, of torture, disappearances,
detention without trial, refugees, executions, relief needs and fair trial without
delay. There have to be priorities. Amnesty International is not an organization
to solve or vven research adequately the human rights of prisoners in a time of
civil war or the aftermath of a revolution. It would be a waste of resources and
irresponsible to make statements *‘for the record’ about conditions which are not
documented or understood. Apparent inactivity in certain well-publicized areas
inevitably causes disappointment and criticism. However, Amnesty International
must prepare, recognize and respect its organizational priorities, limitations and
standards.

Increased international recognition of this organization has not necessarily been
accompanied by a clearer public understanding of its nature and limitations.
Wherever prison conditions are bad or pre-trial detention is prolonged, Amnesty
International is expected by the public and the press to make a pronouncement.
[n fact, Amnesty International’s mandate is restricted and its interpretation is a
subject of debate within the movement itself. An extension of Amnesty Inter-
national’s work to cover all the prison conditions of all prisoners everywhere
would spread the resources of the organization so thinly that its efforts would be
ineffective. Within national sections there are discussions about the extent to

nature considerably. The UN Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of
Prisoners are recognized by governments; they are important; they are an instru-
ment in protecting prisoners against torture and maltreatment. Amnesty Inter-
national works for the implementation of these internationally recognized
standards. But there are and must be limits to the research and campaign work
of the organization.

Amnesty International is a participatory organization: members throughout the
world unite in agreement on the aims and objectives of the movement’s inter-
national Statute. The work of the International Secretariat and the national
sections is coordinated and international meetings are held periodically on
specific topics or on particular geographical regions, to plan new activities. The
involvement of members in decision- and policy-making is not always easy and
there is a tendency for the larger and nearer sections to be in closer contact with
the London headquarters and therefore to be more involved in the planning and
criticism of programs. A satisfactory system has not yet been evolved which
takes fully into account effectively views of the membership and, indeed, it may
be difficult ever to combine the wishes of all members with the administrative
needs of the movement as a whole in an entirely workable and satisfactory way.

Some governments may intend, and try, to be friendly to the organization
and its activities. The need, however, to remain strictly independent of all
governments, even those who support publicly the aims and work of Amnesty
International, is imperative. Such issues as relations with the United Nations,
the Organization of American States, the Council of Europe and the European
Economic Community have therefore occupied a certain amount of time during
the year and will continue to be discussed in the future,

The effectiveness of Amnesty International depends upon the accuracy and
availability of its information. The human rights material gathered by the
Research Department—the largest within the International Secretariat—has to
be translated into case histories about individuals, reports about countries or
dossiers about prisoners. In Amnesty International, research is linked in an
essential way to action; and accordingly, there has been a systematic attempt,
during 1977-78, to form a Program Department within the International
Secretariat which links campaigning with publications and helps to ensure inter-
national coordination of the work in the national sections and groups.

There has been development, too, in making the storage and retrieval of inform-
ation more systematic, so that it can be more readily used within the International
Secretariat and more effectively passed to the membership and to those who need

it outside this organization. Information is the core of the work of the movemept,
and so there is need fora flexible and international system for information handling
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through which information can be given to the groups, the sections and to

external bodies whenever appropriate. There is a constant need to maintain
security of confidential material and sources and to distinguish within a common
system between external and other documents.

The character of the movement as an international network has to be reflected
In the structure of such an information system. Within the movement and the
International Secretariat there needs to be standardization of existing techniques
for the responsible handling of information, so that this can be put to full use
as quickly as possible by those who are able to take action on behalf of prisoners
of conscience.

The need to extend Amnesty International work for prisoners continues to be
a major organizational consideration. The successful functioning of the Amnesty
International South Asia Publications Service, working from Sri Lanka, and the
development of a similar service for Latin America from Costa Rica, both indicate
the direction which Amnesty International is taking, The existence of the three
Regional Liaison Officers for Asia, Africa and Latin America indicates the
pressure within the movement for development of work among all countries and
regions,

The international conference on the death penalty held in Stockholm in
December 1977 (see p.22) laid the groundwork for a continuing national and
international program against capital punishment. Opposition to capital punish-
ment is one of the statutory objectives of Amnesty International and national
sections and groups are planning their own activities to express if. This—like
prison reform—is an area in which national sections in retentionist countries will
be involved in work to change their own national laws. Other sections may feel
bound to work only on the international program but all members share the
commitment of the organization to the total abolition of the death penalty.

New programs in human rights education and awareness are being prepared,
based particularly on the recommendation of the UN General Assembly in
regard to the 30th Anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
Amnesty International’s cooperation with other specialist bodies interested in
human rights enables its information about prisoners to be made available to
those organizations, some of whose members may themselves be victims of
violations of human rights. The educational process is bi-lateral and Amnesty
International benefits from the new contacts and information which result
from such collaboration.

Amnesty International is not an isolated body, working on its own. It is part
of a worldwide human rights movement which exists in different shapes and
sizes in all countries of the world. The universality of human rights is now widely
recognized. Human rights—economic, social and cultural or civil and political—
are all covered by the UN intermational human rights covenants in western
Europe and the Americas. There is no doubt about the theory of human rights
applying to all human beings. [t is the role of Amnesty International, as part of
4 mass movement, to make its own specialized contribution, within the limitations
of its resources and its mandate, to turn theory into practice. This report reflects

some of the major activities undertaken during the year in the effort to fulfil
that role.

International Law and Relations
with International Organizations

United Nations (UN)

During the period 1977-78, its consultative status (category II) with the
Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) of the United Nations has enabled
Amnesty International, as in other years, to submit information concerning
violations of human rights within its mandate to the UN: to express its views on
matters within its range of concern to the appropriate UN organs: and to be
officially represented at meetings which deal with human rights issues. Represent-

atives of Amnesty International have attended sessions of the following UN
bodies:

- the 30th session of the Sub-Commission on the Prevention of Discrimination
and the Protection of Minorities (Sub-Commission), August 1977

- the 32nd regular session of the General Assembly, September—December 1977

— the ECOSOC Committee on Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs), January
1978

- the 34th session of the Commission on Human Rights, February—March 1978

the Human Rights Committee, 2nd and 3rd sessions, August 1977 and January
1978

the Sth session of the Committee on Crime Prevention and Control, June 1978

The activities of all these bodies were of particular interest when they touched
upon matters closely related to Amnesty International’s mandate—above all,
torture, capital punishment and the human rights of detainees and prisoners.

Torture: the 32nd session of the General Assembly took significant steps towards
securing greater international protection against the use of torture and towards
encouraging the putting into effect of existing standards. The Commission on
Human Rights was asked to draw up a draft convention on torture and other cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, in the light of the Declaration on
the Protection of All Persons Against Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment of December 1975. The Commission began
work on the draft at its 34th session (February—March 1978). A special working
group has been authorized to meet for one week before the 35th session of the

Commission in February 1979, in order to prepare draft proposals for the
Commission’s consideration.

[n a separate resolution, the Assembly asked the Secretary General of the UN
to send a questionnaire to member states on the measures they have taken to put
into practice the principles of the Declaration. Among the areas emphasized were:
publicity given to the Declaration; training of law enforcement personnel and
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other public officials responsible for detainees and prisoners: effective legal
remedies for victims of torture. The reports of torture which Amnesty Inter-
national continues to receive show that there is urgent need for the Declaration’s
principles to be incorporated into national law and practice. During 1977-78,
Amnesty International has repeatedly called upon governments to put the
Declaration into effect.

At its 30th and 3 1st sessions, the General Assembly had called for the develop-
ment of other important international standards relevant to torture. These were: a
code of conduct for law enforcement personnel: a code of medical ethics; and a
body of principles for the protection of all people subjected to any form of de-
tention or imprisonment. At its 32nd session, the General Assembly voted to post-
pone constderation of the draft code of conduct for law enforcement officials
which was before it, pending comments from member states. It will be considered
at the 33rd session.

Little headway has been made in the past year on the development of the other
two standards, but decisions were taken which should lead to considerable progress
in the coming year. The Executive Committee of the World Health Organization
(WHO) decided that it was feasible to develop a code of medical ethics and has
asked the Council for International Organizations of Medical Science (CIOMS),
in conjunction with the World Medical Association (WMA) to present it with a
draft; and the Sub-Commission on the Prevention of Discrimination and the
Protection of Minorities has been authorized to establish a special working group
before its 31st session in August 1978 to continue work on the draft body of
principles in order to enable the Sub-Commission to present the 35th session of
the Commission on Human Rights with the draft it requested (see p.9). Amnesty

International has continued to urge the need for the rapid development and
adoption of the standards mentioned above.

Capital punishment: it is especially welcome that the 32nd session of the General
Assembly reaffirmed the desirability of abolishing the death penalty, noting,
among other things, that it is still widely used. It called upon the 6th UN Congress
on the Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders—to be held in
Australia in 1980—to discuss various aspects of the use of capital punishment and
its possible restriction. Amnesty International representatives who attended the
European and Asian preparatory meetings for the 6th Congress, held in October
1977 and May 1978 in Bonn and in Manila respectively, expressed the views of
the organization on capital punishment and on other matters which will be on the
Congress’s agenda. At the regional preparatory meetings and in a written state-
ment to the Sth session of the Committee on Crime Prevention and Control, held
in June 1978, Amnesty Intermational drew attention to that part of the Declaration
of Stockholm (see p.306) calling upon the UN “unambiguously to declare that the
death penalty is contrary to international law”, constituting as it does the
ultimate form of cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment. The Committee gave
the matter of capital punishment a prominent place on the agenda of the 6th
Congress and made provision for the preparation of appropriate documents.

On 7th December 1977, Amnesty International presented a petition to Kurt
Waldheim, the Secretary General of the UN, and to Lazar Mojsov, President of
the 32nd General Assembly, signed by 1,121,609 individuals, on behalf of 84
million people in 133 countries. The petition urged the General Assembly to take
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“swift and concrete steps” to ensure strict observance in all countries of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and expressed “outrage that in many parts
of the world men and women who have neither used nor advocated violence
suffer imprisonment solely because of their political or religious beliefs, their
race, colour or language”. The petition was subsequently circulated as an official
document of the General Assembly at the request of the Permanent Representatives
of Fiji, Singapore and New Zealand.

The General Assembly invited member states, non-governmental organizations,
the UN specialized agencies and regional inter-governmental organizations to
observe the 30th Anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights
appropriately during 1978. Various recommendations and suggestions were made
to member states: special consideration by states that they become party to the
international human rights instruments; the establishment of national or local
institutions for the promotion and protection of human rights: the encouragement
of teaching programs at various levels of education. In Amnesty International’s
view, the 30th Anniversary was not a matter for celebration: from January 1978
the organization began to issue a series of special public appeals for the release of
prisoners of conscience, all of whom are detained in violation of the Declaration
and are adopted by Amnesty International.

Increased—and welcome—concern on the part of the UN member states at the
32nd General Assembly about seeking a more effective system within the UN for
the promotion and protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms was
reflected in the General Assembly’s debate under the item “‘alternative approaches
and ways and means within the UN system for imposing the effective enjoyment
of human rights and fundamental freedoms’. A number of ideas were discussed,
Including the proposal to establish a post of High Commissioner for Human Rights.
Without reaching conclusions on any specific proposal, the debate went on in the
34th session of the Commission on Human Rights, where it was decided to set up,
before its 35th session in February 1979, a working group to continue an over-all
analysis. This will be made in the light of the concepts laid down in General
Assembly Resolution 32/130, the only one adopted by the Assembly under this
item. Amnesty International attaches considerable importance to the first concept,
which states that “All human rights and fundamental freedoms are indivisible and
interdependent; equal attention and urgent consideration should be given to the
implementation, promotion and protection of both civil and political and
economic, social and cultural rights,”

In May and June 1978, Amnesty International again submitted a number of
communications on countries where, in its view, there was a “consistent pattern
of gross violations of human rights”. Consideration of such material takes place in
accordance with ECOSOC Resolution 1503 (XLVIII) under the agenda item:
“Study of Situations which Reveal a Consistent Pattern of Gross Violations of
Human Rights”, in closed meetings of first the Sub-Commission and then the
Commission on Human Rights. For the first time since this procedure was estab-
lished in 1971, the Chairman of the 34th session of the Commission on Human
Rights named the countries under consideration in a public statement., This con-
tained the information that the Commission had taken decisions concerning
Bolivia, Equatorial Guinea, Malawi, the Republic of Korea (South Korea), Uganda,
Ethiopia, Indonesia, Paraguay and Uruguay, but the nature and extent of those
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decisions were not described. Amnesty International had submitted information
on a number of countries named in the statement but has no official knowledge
that this was relevant to the Commission’s studies. (For details of the com-
munications on specific countries, see the sections on Argentina, Ethiopia,
[Indonesia, Paraguay, Uganda and Uruguay later in this Report.)

In February 1978, at the beginning of the Commission’s 34th Session, the
Secretary General of Amnesty International delivered the Amnesty International
Report 1977 to each of the 32 governments represented on the Commission.
Amnesty International felt that it was essential for Commission members to be

alware of the violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms taking place in
the world.

The human rights of prisoners and detainees: the Sub-Commission on the Preven-
tion of Discrimination and the Protection of Minorities at its 30th Session made
its annual review of developments in the field of the human rights of all people
subjected to any form of detention or imprisonment, a process which it began in
1974. It expressed grave concern over reports brought to its attention by non-
governmental organizations, from which it appeared that in some countries
arbitrary arrest, indefinite detention without trial, disappearances and summary
executions were systematically taking place. The Sub-Commission expressed its
conviction that a link exists between the application of States of Siege and
violations of human rights and it instructed two of its members to prepare a study
specifically of this question for its next session. In order to assist the Sub-
Commission in this important task, Amnesty International has continued to
submit information relevant to the annual review.

Amnesty International representatives were sent to observe the 2nd and 3rd
sessions of the Human Rights Committee, established under the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. Having drawn up its rules of procedure,
the Committee embarked on an examination of the reports submitted by states
parties on the measures they had taken to give effect to the rights set forth in the
Covenant, Preliminary consideration was given to reports from the Syrian Arab
Republic, Cyrpus, Tunisia, Finland, Ecuador, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Denmark,
the German Democratic Republic, Libya and Sweden. The Committee has
expressed its determination to develop a dialogue with each state party, to help
it to give effect to the rights recognized in the Covenant, The Committee also
considered, in closed meetings, complaints concerning victims whose rights, it is
claimed, have been violated and who have been unable to find domestic redress in
their own countries. The Committee’s rules of procedure permit a representative
of the victim, or someone on his or her behalf, in addition to the actual victim, to
communicate with the Committee. However, the Committee can only consider
complaints concerning victims from countries that have ratified the Optional
Protocol to the Covenant, and there are, at present, only 19 of them. Although
the Committee has declared a number of cases admissible and has asked for the
views of the states parties concerned, its deliberations are still in an early stage
and it has yet to publish comments on any one case.

At the time of writing, 49 countries have ratified the Covenant and six have
accepted its Article 41, which provides for state to state complaints, but will not
come into force until it has been accepted by a further four countries. Accord-
ingly, Amnesty International has continued to give the highest priority to
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promoting further ratification of the Covenant and the Optional Protocol, as well
as declarations under Article 41.

The preamble to both the Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights recognizes that “the ideal of a
free human being enjoying freedom from fear and from want” can only be
achieved it conditions are created in which everyone may enjoy the rights set
forth in both the Covenants. Amnesty International fully supports this view, and
has consequently urged ratification of the Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights (to date ratified by 50 states) as another matter of the highest
priority.

In October 1977, in accordance with the ECOSOC resolution which governs
the consultative relations of NGOs with ECOSOC, Amnesty International sub-
mitted a report on its activities over the previous four-year period, specifically as
they related to the UN. In January 1978, the ECOSOC Committee on NGOs
reviewed the reports of all organizations in consultative status categories [ and II.
The decision recommended by the Committee was adopted by ECOSOC in May
1977 among other things, this expressed appreciation of the valuable work being
done by so many organizations in the promotion of the UN’s objectives.

United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO)

At the 16th Conterence of International Non-Governmental Organizations having
consultative status with UNESCO, in Paris in November 1977, Amnesty Inter-
national was re-elected to the NGO Standing Committee. The Conference adopted
the organization’s suggestion that the Standing Committee consider the possibility
of holding a seminar of non-governmental organizations on the subject of education
In human rights, in preparation for the International Congress on the Teaching of
Human Rights (at the time of writing planned for Vienna in September 1978).

This NGO seminar, convened by Amnesty International, was, in fact, held in
Paris in April 1978. The subject for discussion was “Content and Methods of
Education for Human Rights’. The seminar adopted a number of conclusions
and recommendations on the subjects of the role of non-governmental organ-
1zations, education for the exercise of and respect for human rights, the role and
structure of the Vienna Congress and suggestions for activities to mark the 30th
Anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

Another development that is potentially of great significance for the work of
Amnesty International is the adoption by the UNESCO Executive Board of a new
procedure for dealing with complaints of human rights violations submitted to the
organization. These new rules empower UNESCO to examine both individual cases
and questions of “‘massive, systematic or flagrant” violations of human rights
which come within its competence. Under the earlier rules, Amnesty International
had, in September 1977, submitted information to UNESCO on the situation in
Argentina regarding human rights within UNESCO’s field of competence (see
section on Argentina later in this Report).

In March 1978 Amnesty International attended a UNESCO-sponsored meeting
of government representatives to prepare a draft Declaration on Race and Racial
Prejudice. In June, it was present at a Paris meeting of experts, also sponsored by
UNESCO, on *Human Rights and the Establishment of a New International
Economic Order”.
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Council of'Eumpe

The NGO seminar on “Torture and Human Rights”, financed by the Council of
Europe, was organized by Amnesty International on behalf of those NGOQOs, in
consultative status with the Council, interested in human rights questions. It is

dealt with in the section of this Report on the Campaign for the Abolition of
Torture.

During 1977 and 1978 Amnesty International continued its legal representation
of the former United Kingdom prisoner of conscience Pat Arrowsmith: see the
section on the United Kingdom later in this Report.

In June 1978, the Legal Affairs Committee of the Council of Europe’s
Parliamentary Assembly considered a draft European Declaration on the police,
Amnesty International was represented at the meeting which was developing the
Declaration on the basis of a number of draft codes of conduct for the police,
including Amnesty International’s Declaration of the Hague. (The draft Declara-
tion also covers matters outside Amnesty International’s competence.) Amnesty

International exgressed the hope that a Declaration containing principles com-
parable to those in the Declaration of the Hague would soon be adopted.

Organization of the American States (OAS)

Amnesty International has continued to follow with interest the work of the OAS

and to make to the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights (IACHR) sub-
missions related to prisoners of conscience, cases of torture, the lack of legal
sateguards and the failure to bring political prisoners to trial.

To cope with hundreds of individual complaints, more staff and financial
facilities have been made available to the IACHR, whose activities in the past year
also included visits to El Salvador and Panama. (Reports on those two countries,
as well as on Paraguay and Uruguay, are available from the [ACHR))

Ratifications by American states of international instruments for the protection
of human rights during the past year have been very encouraging. Until mid 1977
only Costa Rica and Colombia had ratified the American Convention on Human
Rights, but this Convention has now come into force, thanks to the ratifications
(or adherences) of Venezuela, Honduras, Haiti, Ecuador, Dominican Republic,
Guatemala, Panama, El Salvador and Grenada.

The decision to hold the 8th General Assembly of the OAS in Washington
rather than Montevideo was significant, in view of the criticism of Uruguay in
the IACHR report. An Amnesty International delegation attended the General
Assembly at the invitation of the Permanent Council of the OAS, and submitted

a statement on the occasion of the Assembly which, in its conclusion, urged the
OAS and its member states:

— "to take the necessary steps to ensure that the American Convention on
Human Rights becomes an effective and binding instrument to promote

resgect fqr and to protect life, liberty and welfare and to safeguard against
arbitrary imprisonment, torture, disappearances and Killing;
— to take steps towards the total abolition of the death penalty;

— to ensure that all persons are informed of and educated in their rights

under the American Convention and Universal Declaration of Human
Rights;

— to establish consultative machinery within the OAS and the Inter-American
Commission on Human Rights whereby full benefit can be taken of know-
ledge, experience and commitment of non-governmental organizations’’.

Organization of African {/nity (OAU)

During 1977-78 Amnesty International continued to be a member of the Co-

ordinating Committee of the OAU’s Bureau of Placement and Education of
African Refugees.

Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs)

Amnesty International maintained close cooperation with other non-governmental
organizations on matters of mutual concern. It went on with its work as a
member of the Bureau of the Conference of Non-Governmental Organizations in
Consultative Status with the UN, the Secretary General of Amnesty International
being a Vice-President of the Bureau, It also continued to be a member of the
special Non-Governmental Organization Committee on Human Rights in Geneva
and New York, and of the Alliance of Non-Governmental Organizations on Crime
Prevention and Criminal Justice in New York, of which the Amnesty International
representative is Secretary.

In the past year Amnesty International has strengthened its contacts with the
International Association of Penal Law (IAPL). Its Legal Adviser took part in his
personal capacity in a conference held in December 1977 in Syracusa (Italy)
which produced a draft convention against torture. There was also an IAPL con-
terence in Vienna in March 1978 on human rights in criminal proceedings, which
Amnesty International attended.

The procedure established by the Inter-Parliamentary Union for a period of
one year for dealing with violations of the human rights of members of parliament
had its mandate extended indefinitely. Amnesty International maintained a keen
interest in the operation of this procedure and submitted a number of cases.

For some years now, Amnesty International has enjoyed a working relationship
in areas of mutual concern with a number of international trade union organ-
izations. Since the beginning of 1978, the International Secretariat has been
directing certain types of information more systematically towards a wider range
of such organizations, including many of the international trade secretariats and
regional union confederations, as well as the ‘“‘umbrella” international bodies,
the International Confederation of Free Trade Unions, the World Confederation
of Labour and World Federation of Trade Unions. This is part of a program to
expand existing working relations, on an international level and also—through
Amnesty International’s national sections—with national unions, with the aim
of increasing the effectiveness of the organization’s work for thousands of un-
known worker or peasant prisoners and victims of torture or execution committed
or acquiesced in by governments.




Campaign for the Abolition of Torture

Amnesty International’s work to expose the use of torture and to press for its
abolition continues to be one of the central objectives of the organization. When
the Campaign for the Abolition of Torture was launched SIX years ago, few
individuals or organizations seemed to be aware that torture was widespread and
that in some regions of the world its use was actually on the increase. The
Campaign was founded on the belief that individuals acting together internation-
ally can be a powerful force against torture. This belief has been reinforced by

certain achievements in these six years of work: public awareness has been in-
creased, individual victims have been helped, and numerous governmental and non-

governmental organizations have adopted or proposed standards and machinery
to combat torture,

However, there is little room for satisfaction. Torture in its cruellest forms con-
tinues to be a systematic practice in many countries. Furthermore, in some parts
of the world, new, more sophisticated methods of torture are being developed for
the interrogation of political suspects or for deterring opposition to the régime.
And torture is also being used by anti-government and opposition groups.

So long as the inhuman practice of torture continues, so will this Campaign.

Urgent Action Network

One of the main tasks undertaken by the Amnesty International Campaign for the
Abolition of Torture (CAT) is rapid international intervention in all cases of
individuals, known by name, who are under threat of torture. Between 1 June
1977 and 31 May 1978 thousands of Amnesty International members and sup-
porters in about 30 countries participated in Urgent Action appeals on behalf
of 362 individual victims and 22 large groups. Although it is difficult to obtain
detailed information about the effectiveness of this technique in all cases, a study
of new information available on cases taken up during 1976 indicated that in at
least half of them, the situation had improved. A similar evaluation was made of
cases taken up during 1977. New information was available on 73 per cent of
them, showing positive developments in more than half: torture had stopped, the
prisoner had been released or officially recognized as being in detention, visits
by family or lawyers had been allowed, or medical treatment had been provided.

Country-related Campaigns

In addition to interventions in individual cases, Amnesty International carries out,
from time to time, worldwide campaigns to eXpose systematic abuses of human
rights in countries in different regions of the world and with differing ideologies.
In many of these campaigns, torture has been a central concern.
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During 1977-78, Paraguay, South Africa and Argentina were among the
countriecs where Amnesty International carried out intensive campaigning
activities on the use of torture and other violations of human rights. Attention
continued to be paid in this past year to the abuse of psychiatry and misuse of
drugs in the USSR.

Activities on Paraguay were aimed at calling attention to deaths under torture
and disappearances, which, due to the isolation of Paraguay’s largely rural pop-
ulation, had often passed unnoticed by the international public. In late 1977,
Amnesty International published a pamphlet, documenting 13 cases of death
under torture and 20 cases of people who had ‘“‘gone missing” after arrest. The
cases were publicized in the international news media, and thousands of individ-
uals throughout the world signed a petition to President Alfredo Stroessner,
asking for a full public inquiry into them to be carried out. (For details see the
section on Paraguay, p.133.)

In South Africa there has been a pattern of tacit government approval for con-
tinued use of torture by the security police, which has been responsible for the
death of dozens of detainees in custody. This situation worsened after the out-
break of disturbances in Soweto in 1976 and, in January 1978, Amnesty Inter-
national launched an international campaign, backed by extensive documentation
about political imprisonment, torture and other violations of human rights
inflicted under the apartheid system of ‘‘separate development” enforced by
South African law to maintain white political supremacy, economic and social
privilege. (See the section on South Africa, p.76.)

In Argentina, where the human rights situation has gradually deteriorated over
the past decade, the military coup on 24 March 1976 marked the beginning of a
fresh wave of repression against all forms of opposition. By the end of 1977,
there were an estimated 15,000 disappearances, 8,000 prisoners in official
custody and mounting evidence of the routine practice of torture. In early 1978,
apparently in preparation for the 1978 World Football Championship in
Argentina, the Government intensified its publicity campaign to counter inter-
national criticism about the abuse of fundamental human rights. In April 1978
Amnesty International launched its own international campaign to urge an
immediate investigation into the whereabouts of the disappeared, to appeal for
the release of political prisoners and to press for effective measures to stop the
use of torture. (See the section on Argentina, p.97.)

The continuance during the past year of the abuse of psychiatry and the mis-
use of drugs in the USSR prompted two Amnesty International information
campaigns. One took place in August 1977, after the release of Punitive Med-
icine, a samizdat book on abuses of psychiatry for political purposes in the USSR,
and the other in March 1978. This second campaign centered upon important
documents about these practices in the USSR, compiled by a group of workers,

some of whom were themselves subjected to confinement in psychiatric hospitals.
(See section on the USSR, p.237.)

International Standards against Torture

Amnesty International seeks the prevention of torture through the improvement
of international law and the machinery for its effective implementation. In this
field Amnesty International has worked in close collaboration with other specialized
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organizations and in cooperation with inter-governmental bodies such as the
United Nations, the Council of Europe and the Organization of American States.
Amnesty International organized an international seminar on Torture and

Human Rights in Strasbourg (France) from 3 to 5 October 1977, on behalf of
those non-governmental organizations in consultative status with the Council of

Europe that are interested in questions of human rights. The seminar was
attended by 92 people, representing 20 governments, three inter-governmental
organizations and certain specialized fields. They recommended that *‘the

the notion of “non-intervention in the internal affairs of a state” in cases of
torture and recommended that it should be considered an international crime of
the same gravity as war crimes, genocide and apartheid. The participants also
discussed mechanisms for ensuring more rapid investigation and action when
allegations of torture are reliably attested and recommended “that torture should
be specifically prohibited in all national consitutions, should be included as 3

grave penal offence in all civil and penal codes, and that civil remedies for
compensation should be made available for victims of torture”.

One of the seminar’s working parties considered the application of professional
codes of conduct for the protection of individuals against torture. A wide range
of recommendations was drawn up regarding codes of conduct for medical,
police, military and legal personnel.

Amnesty International believes that professional codes of ethics can help to
prevent the perversion of professional skills in the service of torture, as well as to
protect individuals who refuse to become silent accomplices, Amnesty Inter-
national works with the United Nations, the Council of Europe and other bodies
to help draft and implement such codes.

A draft Code of Conduct for Law Enforcement Officials was before the 32nd
session of the UN General Assembly (September-December 1977) and has been
sent to all governments for comment. A similar code is under consideration by the
Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe. (For details see sections on the
United Nations, p.9, and the Council of Europe, p.14.)

In the field of medical ethics, an important step was taken by the World
Psychiatric Association at its 6th Congress (Honolulu, Hawaii, September 1977),
when it adopted the Declaration of Hawaii, a code of conduct for psychiatrists
which prohibits internment in psychiatric hospitals for political reasons. The
USSR was specifically mentioned in another resolution about the abuse of psy-
chiatry. In addition, the Association decided to establish a committee to examine
complaints of politically motivated abuses of psychiatry. In a separate develop-
ment, the Executive Board of the World Health Organization (WHO) decided in
January 1978 to draft a code of ethics for all medical personnel, relevant to the
protection of detainees against torture. The WHO invited the Council for Inter-
national Organizations of Medical Scienses (CIOMS) and the World Medical
Association to prepare the draft code, which will be submitted to the UN General
Assembly,

Amnesty International is working also for the adoption of an international
code of ethics for lawyers, a professional group which bears special responsibility

19

L
for the protection of prisoners from torture and for ensuri{lg that victims have
access to legal means of redress. A draft code will be submitted to the 6th UN
Congress on the Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders, due to take

in Sydney (Australia) in 1980. |
pla\%eitlh reiardytcg governmental action against torture, the.United Natmps Gen.eral
Assembly at its 32nd session resolved to draft an international convention a_galpst
torture. The convention, if adopted and brought'into fo_rce, would be binding
upon all member states, (See the section on the United Nations, p.9.)

Another aspect of Amnesty International concern is the implementation of
international standards which are already in force. In January 1978, Amnesty
International voiced its disappointment at the restrictive standard_s set by _the
European Court of Human Rights in its ruling on tht_a method§ of interrogation
used by the United Kingdom in Northern Ireland in 1971 in breacl} of the
European Convention on Human Rights. The Court Judgef that the jwe tecE-
niques used constitute “inhuman and degrading treatment” but not ‘“torture”.
Amnesty International had condemned the technique§ as tortul:e as'early as 1971,
and said in a public statement after the Court’s ruling that it W1]l_ contmue. to
condemn as torture the use by any government anywhere of these interrogation

practices,

Amnesty International Medical Seminar in Athens

In March 1978 about a hundred Amnesty International doctors and other m?dical
personne! met in Athens for a two-day seminar on ‘‘Violations of Human Rights:
Torture and the Medical Profession’. The seminar reviewed Amne§ty_ Ipter—
national’s medical program in the fields of research, ethics and wcn.rk for 1nd1v1(_:lua1
cases. More than a dozen research projects were discussed, including research into
the specific effects of electrical torture on victims, where the researchers hope to
improve the techniques for detecting one type of t(?rture that often leaves no
visible marks. Reports were given by Amnesty International doctors from Denmark
on their research in Greece into the effects of falanga (beating‘cn the soles of the
feet) on victims tortured during the years of the Junta. Dentu:,t:s, from Denmark
have examined the effects of torture and insanitary prison conditions on the teeth
and gums of 33 former prisoners from five countries. | |

Dutch doctors spoke at the seminar on systematic work begun %-Ilﬂ‘} r_efugees in
Holland who have been victims of torture. By March 1978, 25 individuals had
been examined with a view to improving techniques for detecting torture and to
offering treatment where possible. In Sweden similar work has begun among
refugees. A Canadian doctor described his medical ‘:vorlf on behalf ot_‘ 11 Chilean
refugees applying to live in Canada: extensive examu}atlons were CEII‘I:IEd out, a.nd
reports made to support their entry into the country in acc'ordance with Canadian
immigration statutes. This work in Canada benefited partwl:llarly from the work
done earlier by the Amnesty International Danish Medical Group and the
examination procedures which they had developed.
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larati he P i f liberty in its territory, with a view to preve_nting any cases of torture or other
All ngsziga;:gnm?oitl?rer;;ficgﬁ?e? Cruel cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.

Inhuman or Degrading Treatment Article 7

or Punishment Each State shall ensure that all acts of torture as defined in article 1 are offences

under its criminal law. The same shall apply in regard to acts whif:h constitute
participation in, complicity in, incitement to or an attempt to commit torture.

Article 8

Any person who alleges that he has been subjected to tortqre or qther i?mel,bll?(;
human or degrading treatment or punishment by or at the mst.lgatlon 0 a' pg .
official shall have the right to complain to, and to have his case impartially
examined by, the competent authorities of the State concerned.

adopted unanimously by United Nations General Assembly resolution 3452
(XXX) of 9 December 1975

Article ]

I. For the purpose of this Declaration. torture means any act by which severe
pain or suffering, whether physical or mental, is tntentionally inflicted by or at
the instigation of a public official on a person for such purposes as obtaining from
him or a third person information or confession, punishing him for an act he has Article 9
committed or is suspected of having committed, or intimidating him or other

: : ' : act of torture as defined
persons. It does not include pain or suffering arising only from, inherent in or Where}rer there is reasonable _Bfﬁli‘mt'hto be;i:et;eﬂltqgsglcﬁitties of the State con-
incidental to, lawful sanctions to the extent conststent with the Standard . In article 1 has been committed, the comp

: R Loa t ' has been
Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners. . cerned shall promptly proceed to an impartial investigation even if there

2. Torture constitutes an aggravated and deliberate form of cruel, inhuman or no formal complaint.

degrading treatment or punishment, Article 10

Article 2 If an investigation under article 8 or article 9 establishes that z:n act ofdt.ortur:: alsl.
- | . . - . i iminal proceedings sha
Any act of torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment detgneq in artlcl? | appears to; h?;e é’:f‘;rcg}?;’lgéff;nc;:ng:ﬂdaﬁce with ngational
1S an offence to human dignity and shall be condemned as a denial of the purposes be instituted agal.nst tl}e atl}legetgoznsell)f cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
of the Charter of the United Nations and as a violation of the human rights and ; 13“’-_ IIE an i:ll‘egatlzgidoereod 13 be well foundéd the alleged offender or offenders
al §ie o : : . : : unishment 1S €O ’ . :

fundamental freedoms proclaimed in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Ehall be subject to criminal, disciplinary or other appropriate proceedings.

Article 3

Article 11
No State may permit or tolerate torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading

. : . j Tt 4C ire or other cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment. Exceptional circumstances such as a state of war or a ;. Where it is prove_dl thattaln d"’bte:g ggg%itted by or at the instigation of a public
threat of war, internal political instability or any other public emergency may not treat{nent Or punis ulnelll‘nb 1anf ded redress and compensation in accordance with
be invoked as a justification of torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading treat- i official, the victim shall be affor

ment or punishment, national law.

Article 4 Article 12

ST : - as a result of torture or
Each State shall, in accordance with the provisions of this Declaration, take Any statemm}t which is eztal;’.lalfil;:d ttlzal:?]::n?e;na;liii ?)Sedit:froked as evidence
effective measures to prevent torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading Oth?" cruel, inhuman or ;g ?nst any other person in any proceedings.
treatment or punishment from being practised within its jurisdiction. {  against the person concerned or aga 4

Article §

The training of law enforcement personnel and of other public officials who may
be responsible for persons deprived of their liberty shall ensure that full account
is taken of the prohibition against torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment. This prohibition shall also, where appropriate, be
included in such general rules or instructions as are issued in regard to the duties

and functions of anyone who may be involved in the custody or treatment of
such persons.

Article 6

Each State shall keep under systematic review interrogation methods and practices
as well as arrangements for the custody and treatment of persons deprived of their




Death Penalty Program

issued in 1978 and this will be
itself, to be published early in 1979,

The Stockholm Conference

The Stockholm Conference challenged the proposition that differences in cultural
values and traditions were an obstacle to worldwide opposition to the death
penalty. Participants came from Africa, Asia, Europe, the Middle East, North and
South America and the Caribbean region, and included lawyers, judges, politicians,
political scientists, psychologists, police officials, penologists, theologians,
journalists and trade unionists. In all, there were representatives from some 50
countries.,

The Conference, chaired by Garfield Todd of Rhodesia/Zimbabwe, was opened
by the Prime Minister of Sweden, Thorbjorn Filldin: the rapporteur was Olle
Dahlen, Swedish Ambassador to non-governmental organizations. Preparatory
seminars were held in Colombo, Hamburg, New York and Paris; another meeting,
in Port-of-Spain (Trinidad) was sponsored jointly by Amnesty International, the
Caribbean Human Rights and Legal Aid Company and the Trinidad and Tobago
Committee for the abolition of the death penalty; and Amnesty International

took part in a seminar held in Ibadan, Nigeria, organized by the All-Africa
Conference of Churches,

In accordance with the intention that the Conference should be International in
scope, the main speakers on the first day came from four countries: they were the
Austrian Federal Minister of Justice, Dr Christian Broda, the Honourable Mr Justice
Krishna Iyer of the Supreme Court of India, the Honourable Warren Allmand, a
former Canadian Solicitor General and the present Minister of Consumer and
Corporate Affairs, Canon Burgess Carr, General Secretary of the All-Africa

Conference of Churches, and the exiled Senator Hipolito Solari Yrigoyen of
Argentina.

The work of the Conference was done in plenary session and in
parties;:

Working Party A:

Working Party B:

Working Party C:

Working Party D:

six working

The Death Penalty and Public Opinion
Alternatives to the Death Penalty

Individual Involvement in the Death Penalty
The Death Penalty and Discrimination
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Working Party E: The Death Penalty in International Law and Organization
Working Party F: Murder Committed or Acquiesced in by Government

Reports drafted by these working parties were submitted to the: plenary session
for approval. At the end of the Conference the plenary session adopted t'he
Declaration of Stockholm, which was endorsed by the Internai_:lonal Executive
Committee of Amnesty International in March 1978 (see Appendix 1I, page 306).

Amnesty International Report on the Death Penalty

This Report draws attention to the main point's at issue iq the deb?te over whet!'\er
the death penalty should be abolished or retained, and gives detailed information
about the extent to which it was used in the period 1973-77. The_ Report also
makes detailed reference to national and international law on the subject.

[t considers both the judicial death penalty, decigled upon and enforced afzcord-
ing to law, and murder committed or acquiesced in by government—that is, the
death penalty imposed without the decision of a court of law. 'A_lthough the.re are
differences between the two, both, of course, involve the decision to deprive an
individual of life.
mdl?éi?rcl? for the Report, needing work on both ofﬁcia_l _ancl_unofficigl sources
of information, met with inescapable difficulties. The official {nformat_lon ‘vf/thh
governments give to international organizations such as the Umte'd Nations is not
always accurate or comprehensive. The International Secrqtarlgt of Amnesty
International therefore wrote to embassies in London, asking if goverpmenifs
would provide information on the law and practice of the deatl} penalty in their
own jurisdiction. Not all of them replied. Among those who did, some stl:esseci‘
legal provisions, others actual applications of th.e deajch penalty or the granting o
clemency, and still others outlined the context in which the death penalty should

: in the country in question. |
e Iqrf esrllls)l:'t, infomagon acirailable to Amnesty International was pelther complete
nor consistent in emphasis, However, despite its shortcomings, it is hpped Fhat the
Report, covering the situation in more than 135 states and territories, will fonp
an original and substantial contribution to the debate on the death penalty. It is
to be published early in 1979.

Documentation on the Death Penalty

[t is only in a minority of countries that there is any d§bate on {he rigl?ts and
wrongs of the death penalty. Moreover, most of the published studies on it seem
to have taken their data and viewpoint from the developed world..The result.has
been to create the misleading impression that certain values, theories or p'ractlces
are universal when they are, in fact, held mainly in the West. C:onmde_:rable
documentation has been prepared by and for Amnesty Interpatlonal in an
attempt to put the death penalty controversy into a wider perspective.

Amnesty International’s future program against the death penalty

The 1977 seminars and the Stockholm Conference marked the beginning of
Amnesty International’s systematic work against the death penalty. A first
discussion on how to shape the program, taking into account the results of the
seminars and the Conference and held immediately after the Conference, on
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12 Deceniber, was attended by members of all the Amnesty International national
sections who were represented in Stockholm. As with the Campaign for the
Abolition of Torture five years ago, it has taken time to transform the first stage
of theorectical analysis, debate, statements of principle, recommendations and
initial publicity into a comprehensive and viable action program. This is
particularly so because the death penalty raises a number of complex issues and
problems for a broadly-based movement such as Amnesty International seeking
its total abolition. Also, new and challenging questions have been posed by the
link established at Stockholm between judicial death penalty and extra-judicial

executions, Amnesty International policy will have to be evolved further, and
the death penalty program shaped accordingly.

Apart from action in individual cases, and general campaigning and educational

activities, an important part of this program will be to promote further steps
toward abolition on the inter-governmental level. The United Nations General
Assembly in December 1977 called upon the Sixth UN Congress on the Prevention
of Crime and the Treatment of Oftenders, to be held in Sydney in 1980, to
“discuss the various aspects of the use of capital punishment and the possible
restrictions thereof . . .” (see Appendix III, page 307). The UN Committee on

Crime Prevention and Control has consequently placed the matter on the agenda
for the 1980 congress.

Another remarkable development was the
Conference of European Ministers of Justice

resolution requesting the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe to
“refer questions concerning the death penalty to the appropriate Council of
Europe bodies for study as part of the Council’s work programme . . ."” (sce
Appendix IV, page 309). The resolution was the result of an initiative by the

Austrian Minister of Justice, Dr Christian Broda, one of the main speakers at
Amnesty International’s Stockholm Conference.

unanimous adoption by the 1l1th
in June 1978 in Copenhagen of a
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Reliet Program

During the period 1977-78 the relief program administered by t!w lntematlonlal
Secretariat has expanded steadily: the amount ‘of money_ﬂowmg through the
relief fund was £190,000, compared to £125,000 in the 'prevl(.)us 12 months.‘

This growth has made possible an expansion of _fmanc‘lz_il and legal al_d tg
adopted and former prisoners of conscience and their fam_llles. Well-esta'bllsl;e'
relief projects in Southern Africa, which the I_ntematlonal Secretariat l'ldfs
administered for a number of years, are still a major part fJf the‘ flow of: relief,
There has been an increase in support for long-term Qrmects m'Latm- America qnd
Asia, and new channels for relief have been opened'm Tanzat}la, Chile, Argentlpa
and Morocco. Although travel and currency regulations restrict the scale of I:B]IE{
programs for prisoners in the USSR and Easter-n Eurppe,_Amnesty Intex:natnonall
does provide matenal relief to prisoners and their families in tl‘fese countries, both
directly, from the International Secretariat, and through adoption groups.

It has also been possible to develop new areas and new forms of relief, With thef
help of the Spanish Section, a special fund was se_t up for: the Iravel'expepses 0
people in imminent danger of imprisonment in Latin Am_em‘:a. Financial qsmstal}ce
has been given also to South African, Ugandan apd Ethiopian refugees,t mcludm%
former prisoners of conscience, people who‘ might ha\fe become prisoners o
conscience had they stayed in those countries and emigrant prisoners of con-
science from the USSR and some countries in Ezfstem Euro*p_e. MOI.IB.}/ was sent ’Eo
help families of disappeared prisoners and victlms'of political killings in Lz}tln
America: in an attempt to help some of them in Chile to become self-supportlng,
Amnesty International assisted them to set up a S'ma]l bakery, buy fishing boats
and start a nursery school. It has also increased its long—-tenn's_upport to organ-
izations in several countries in Asia that attempt to rehal_)l'litate‘ aqd retrain
destitute ex-detainees, and provide capital loans for the families of prisoners of
conscience and former prisoners of conscience themselves to_set up cotta.ge
industries and other self-help projects. In the past year the International Secretariat
has been able to send financial aid to Peru and Hm}dura.s, and although the
Middle East is a difficult area in which to distribute‘relle_f, aid l'}as be_en given to
the family of a man abducted from the Lebanon and nppnsone'd in Syria. | |

Much of the growth has been made possible by the increase in 1977/?8 in relief
funds—not earmarked—made available by national SECthHS- for allocation by' t‘he
International Secretariat Relief Committee, The allocation from the Br1t1§h
Prisoners of Conscience Fund was £11,650, £10,000 was offered b_y the Sw:vms
Section, £10,000 by the Norwegian Section, £464 by the 'Australlan Section,
£650 by the Canadian Section, £35,000 by the German Section and .£]?,600 by
the Dutch Section. The Relief Committee has been able to allocate all this money

P
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to relief projects suggested by the Research Department in the International
Secretariat. Apart from such donations, the extent of the whole Amnesty Inter-
national relief program, administered by the national sections, is impossible to
estimate. The one exception is the Swedish Section which reports regularly to the
International Secretariat on the allocations made from its own relief fund.

The expansion in the relief program has caused the International Secretariat
to try to monitor internal relief procedures more closely than ever before, so as
to ensure that relief money is transmitted rapidly with the correct authorization,
and to supervise the collection and storage of receipts for relief transactions. In
December 1977 an Administrative Assistant attached to the Research Department

was appointed to carry out these duties and others. The Assistant also acts as
Secretary to the International Secretariat Relief Committee.,

Prisoners and Human Rights
Country by Country
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Introduction

by John Humphreys, Head of Research, International Secretariat

For the Research Department, as for other departments and units in the Inter-
national Secretariat of Ammnesty International, 1977—-78 has been a time of
consolidation and of continuing efforts to cope with the problems of growth and
of increased international attention to the organization’s reporting of human
rights violations.

During the year, a large part of the Department’s resources was devoted to real-
1zing projects which had been in preparation during the previous year. The
Department completed its contribution to Amnesty International’s Report on the
Death Penalty—a worldwide survey which was brought up to date early in 1978
for publication early in 1979. During 1977 Amnesty International published a
comprehensive report on political imprisonment in Indonesia, and years of
Amnesty International work on imprisoned victims of apartheid in South Africa
was reflected in a major report and in the launching in January 1978, of a world-
wide campaign. Almost a quarter of the Asia region’s researcher capacity was
devoted throughout the year to the research program begun in 1976 on China. In
other areas the Department continued to produce Briefing Papers: papers on the
German Democratic Republic, Morocco, Singapore and the Republic of Guinea
were produced in the period 1977—78. It also provided material for campaign and
adoption work by the membership of Amnesty International.

In this connection, the techniques of prison adoption, Country Action dossiers
and group adoption were put to increased use. On the whole, the year has seen a
diversification of techniques that has permitted the Research Department to
involve groups in combatting human rights violations where the traditional
adoption technique is not useful or possible—violations such as short-term arrests
and detentions, chronically bad prison conditions and treatment of prisoners, and
massive imprisonments with few details on individual cases. In addition, the
Department continued to produce prisoner dossiers for investigation and adoption
(2,248 between 1 June 1977 and 1 June 1978) and Urgent Actions in cases of
torture, disappearance or precarious health (230 during the same period). At the
end of May 1978, 4,611 prisoners were being handled as adoption or investigation
cases by Amnesty International groups, an increase of 600 over the previous
year. The International Secretariat Relief Program—which is largely administered
by the Research Department—increased from £125,000 to £190,000 during the
year.,

Another challenge has been that of working with other departments within
the International Secretariat, and with national sections, to arrive at an integrated
system of planning and using the whole range of Amnesty International techniques.
As in the period 1976-77, an attempt was made within the Department to set
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priorities for country work w
Executive Committee. In each case, this
for work on previously neglected areas of
maintaining a normal level of activity on co
a developed program of work

In Africa, the adoption program went o
now has the highest case-load (approximate]

Rhodesian detainees were released after agreement was reached on an internal
settlement in March 1978. There Was an increase in the number of adoption and
Investigation cases from other African states, particulary Cameroun, Zaire, Ghana,
South Africa, Sudan, Somalia and Tanzania. In addition, a new technique, using
Country Action dossiers, was put into use for work on Uganda and Ethiopia—40
such dossiers had been allocated to Amnesty International

Similarly, Prison Adoption
the Guinea Briefin

by the mem bership.

nea, Tanzania, South

prehensive work on the Portuguese-
speaking areas of Africa has had to be deferred until a suitably-qualified

researcher is recruited during—it is hoped—the latter half of 1978. In the

In the Americas, the areas presenting the most acute human rights problems
during 1977-78 were Central America (particularly Nicaragua, El Salvador and
Guatemala) and the Southern Cone of South America (particularly Argentina
and Uruguay). Individual prisoners in the Southem Cone countries were adopted
or investigated, as were prisoners in Peru, Brazil and Columbia, where adoption
of groups of prisoners was a technique used too. New techniques were intro-
duced to try to meet the problems posed by disappearances in Latin America,

ivia and Brazil, and submissions to various
merican Commission on Human

were an important part of the
year's work. A major campaign on Paraguay too

k place at the end of 1977 and
in early 1978, and a second focused on Argentina,

in the period up to June 1978.
northern half of the hemisphere, a research mission to the Caribbean

ational’s program for the abol-
ternational began to re-examine
USA, with a view to identifying

ition of the death penalty, In 1978 Amnesty In
its approach to human rights problems in the

more clearly its concerns and priorities there,

A major Amnesty International réeport on political imprisonment in Indonesia
was published in November 1977, and was made the focus of the continuing

campaign for the release of upwards of 50,000 prisoners held in that country.

ISS] ISi hailand, India and Pakistan during the year: after missions to
Pakistan and Bangladesh reports were issued. A Briefing Paper on Singapore (a
second edition of the paper first published in February 1976) was published in
January 1978, and Prisoner dossiers were produced to intensify work on Vietnam,

, Indonesia, Thailand and the Philippines. Work on Vietnam, Democratic
Kampuchea (Cambodia) and North Korea s seen as a high priority for 1978—79

The Research Department produced a Briefing Paper on the German Demo-
cratic Republic (GDR) in October 19 '

ithin each region, for approval by the International
priority planning was intended to allow
serious human rights concern, while
untries where Amnesty International
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the USSR, In Amnesty International’s work on Eastern Eu'rope, as on Wcsterr}
Europe, it was found useful during the past year to keep strictly to a syster]? ?

priorities, concentrating on one country at a time as a focus f‘01“ research wmi . In
Eastern Europe, the countries so dealt with have been Romanla and Yugo;zgg),
while Northern Ireland, Turkey and the Fegleral Republic of Germany ( -

were the subjects of research missions. Missions were also sent to Fra;c.e, e
CSSR and Spain (to observe trials) and to the Repybllc of Ireland. Most rlsi}r!er
dossiers produced in the past year concerned cases in the USSR and the countries

. N |

o "llg}alztﬁdr?dgllérgﬁst region of the Research Departm_ent managed, during the cc?ursel
of the year, a high rate of Prisoner dossier production, and Amnest_y Inte;natlona
sent missions to Egypt, Syria and Jordan. In November 1977 a Briefing a;at?r or;
Morocco was published and became the fOCL.IS of an -Amnesty Interna 1ona-
campaign. In February 1978, Amnesty International testimony on Iran was p}'e

sented to a human rights committee of the US Cor]gress, base_d on_altrlali
observation mission during 1977. In May 1978 a campaign for detalne?s in srahe
was launched to coincide with the 30th Anniversa'ry of the founding of the
State of Israel. During the year, the Middle East region of th_e Research Detpgrt-
ment assumed responsibility for work on the Maghreb countries of North Africa,
taking over this area from the Africa region of the Department.
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Africa

International conflicts and internal disputes continued to dominate events in
Atrica during 1977-78; to a certain extent they obscured the sometimes significant
improvements as regards human rights made in several countries. In Tanzania,
the release of Abdulrahman Babu, a former Cabinet Minister, detained since 1972,
and Andreas Shipanga, a prominent Namibian nationalist, signified a general
improvement of the human rights situation in the country. In West Africa, it was
reported in May 1978 that Guinea’s most prominent political prisoner, the Roman
Catholic Archbishop Raymond Marie Tchidimbo, would probably be released
in the near future, together with more than a hundred other political prisoners. In
Rhodesia, the white minority régime released some 700 political detainees as part
of the internal settlement agreed with the nationalist political organizations led
by Bishop Abel Muzorewa and the Reverend Ndabaningi Sithole. Another 250
detainees, regarded as firm opponents of the internal settlement and supporters of
the Patriotic Front, had still not been freed at the end of May 1978, nor had any
moves been made by then to secure the release of the country’s convicted political
prisoners, now estimated to number more than a thousand. In Mali and Sudan
also, political prisoners were freed under amnesties granted by governments keen
to promote national reconciliation, Those released in Mali at the end of 1977 in-
cluded several former Ministers detained without trial since the overthrow of
President Modito Keita’s Government in 1968. In early May 1978, following the
dismissal and arrest of several of his Ministers, President Moussa Traouré ordered
the release of 11 other political prisoners held since 1974. In July 1977, President
Nimeiri’s Government in Sudan freed more than a thousand prisoners, detained or
sentenced in connection with various attempts to overthrow the Government. The
tollowing month, it was announced that 110 prisoners, mainly southerners, had
been freed. The only group of prisoners not released by that time — some 130

trade unionists and supporters of the clandestine Communist Party — were freed
in May 1978.

Botswana, Lesotho and Zambia continued to accept and assist refugees fleeing
repression in Rhodesia and South Africa, while Kenya gave similar help to
Ugandan and Ethiopian refugees. In West Africa, many refugees fled to Cameroun
and Gabon from the régime of President Macias Nguema in Equatorial Guinea.
Progress from military to civilian rule continued to be made in both Burundi and
Nigeria, although in Ghana the military Government led by President Acheampong
detained many of its political opponents after a referendum in March 1978 to
decide on the form of the proposed new government. Most of the detainees were
freed immediately after President Acheampong resigned on 5 July 1978.

There was also a series of crises in Africa during 1977-78, which had a profound

th
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cffect on human rights. In Ethiopia, the conflict with Somalia and with secessionist
fqrccs in the Ogaden and Eritrea resulted in large-scale killings, and those who
dited were not only combatants but also civilians in the war zor;cs At the same
Flme,_ the struggle for power between the Derg (the Provisional Mi'lil'ary Admin-
lstranye Council) and its political and ideological opponents resulted' In political
assa_ssmations, mass arrests and cxecutions, particularly in Addis Ababa tl‘:e
capital. lnl southern Africa, the conflict in Rhodesia and Namibiahcont{nuéd to
mount, }wth cross-border raids being made by Rhodesian security forces into
Mozamt‘nqu'e and Zambia, and by South African forces into Angola. Within
Rhodesia, increased guerilla activity led the white minority régime t.0 adopt
cven more repressive methods to combat the guerillas and attempt to isolate
them from the loca] population. The system of so-called “protected villages”™
whereby rural inhabitants are forcibly removed into fenced and fortified encam :
ments, was extended in Rhodesia and more African civilians became subject tpo
severely restrictive curfews. Such were conditions in the country areas that most

?f the L!etainees re'leased in early 1978 did not return home but preferred to stay
Instead in the relative security of the main towns.

Zaire fac_:ed i.ntemal difficulties throughout the year after the invasion of
Shaba province in May 1977 by exiles opposed to President Mobutu. In February
1978, the Government announced that it had uncovered g conspiracy, and in
M:arch, the pet_)ple suspected of complicity were put on trial in Kinshasa ’i‘hirteen
of those convicted were executed almost immediately after they had -been sen-
tenped to d:aath. President Mobutu indicated that he would no longer be influenced
by international appeals for clemency. In January 1978, even before this trial took

place, it was reported that large numbers of the supporters of the former rebe]

leat.ler, Pierre Mulele, had been killed by the President’s troops in Bandundu
region. Subsequently, j ay 1978, Shaba province was once again invaded by
relziell:forces and, alth?ugh they were driven back, several hundred Zairois citizens
;{itéhtinl;opean eXpatriate workers were killed, either by the rebels or during the
Other. count'ries where human rights violations occurred on a large scale were
Equatorial Guinea and Uganda, in both of which Amnesty International was
unable to work for individual prisoners for the simple but horrifying reason that
real or suspected opponents of the Government are killed or forced into exile. |
Sputh Africa, the death in detention of the Black Consciousness leader St;::vg
B?lk@ in September 1977, and the banning of the Black Consciousness movement
five Wfaeks later, focused international attention on the repressive policies of the
Pretoria (:“;overnment. Biko’s death again drew attention to the general problem
Eé‘ucll]eti?;t{onAw,fvi_thOIilt :rial, which affects not only South Africa but many other
S INn Alrica. In fact, this w: ) AiN | '
om0 durine 1079 IS wWas one of the main issues of concern to Amnesty
.ln Kenya, the Government again resorted to the use of jts powers of detention
without cl}arge or trial to silence vocal critics, including the internationally-
known writer Ngugi wa Thiongo (who was arrested in December 1977): fogr
Members of Parliament also are still detained. In Namibia. the Administ‘rator-
Gener'fll appointed by the South African Government in Nov::mber 1977 revoked
one piece of legislation providing for indefinite detention without trial, but the
Terrorism Act continued to be used for this purpose. and in April 1678, new
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legistation was brought in to provide for the use of indefinite preventive detention,
Similarly, in the Secychelles, the Government of President René also rushed
through a law providing for indefinite preventive detention when the High Court
seemed about to grant writs of liabeas corpus to 20 people detained on suspicion
of being involved in a plot to overthrow the Government. The labeas corpus
application made in November 1977 on behalf of more than 170 detainees in
Ghana was also unsuccessful. In a number of other countries — for example
Swaziland — even existing detention laws were abused by the authorities. There,
Dr Ambrose Zwane, leader of the main opposition party until the Constitution
was suspended and Parliament dissolved in April 1973, was one of several people
detained continuously for more than six months under a succession of 60-day
detention orders.

Many detainees have been held for very much longer periods. Several of those
freed in Rhodesia in early 1978 had been continuously detained without charge
for more than 14 years by the time of their release. In Guinea, several hundred
detainees have now been held for more than seven years, while in Mozambique,
individuals such as Paulo Gumane, formerly prominent in the nationalist move-
ment but opposed to FRELIMO (Front for the Liberation of Mozambique) have
been held continuously since early 1975. For them, and for many detainees in
other African countries, 1977-78 brought few changes.

In South Africa, the Government not only made use of detention without
trial to suppress and intimidate opponents of apartheid, but also staged a series
of political trials involving alleged supporters of banned African nationalist
political organizations and Blacks arrested during the civil disturbances in Soweto
and elsewhere. As a result, the number of convicted political prisoners serving
sentences on Robben Island and in other maximum security prisons increased
substantially. The Rhodesian régime also continued to put on trial not only
captured nationalist guerillas but also African civilians alleged to have given them
assistance in the form of food or shelter. Other major political trials were held in
Congo and Zaire.

During the year, Amnesty International received reports of torture from a
number of countries. These included South Africa and Namibia, where reports
of detainees being tortured by security policy were extremely common, and where
even a number of state witnesses in political trials alleged in court that they
had agreed to testify only after being subjected to electric shocks and physical
assault by members of the security police. In Rhodesia also, torture was used by
the security forces as a means of obtaining alleged confession statements which
could be used in political trials, and in order generally to intimidate the African
civilian population living in the war zone. Torture allegations were received, too,
from Zaire, Uganda, Ethiopia, Tanzania and the Comoros. The Tanzanian Govern-
ment, however, prosecuted four members of the security police who were alleged
to have tortured a detainee.

The use of the death penalty in Africa also gave serious cause for concern.
South Africa maintained a very high rate of judicial executions: according to
the Justice Minister, James Kruger, 151 executions were carried out in the two-
year period ending on 31 May 1978. In March 1978, the first death sentence to
be passed for a political offence since the mid 1960s was imposed on twenty-one-
year-old Solomon Mahlangu, who was involved in the shooting of two Whites
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in June 1977, Executions were carried out
and March 1978 after political trials.
Ethiopia, Uganda, Equatorial Guine
of government were summarily executed.
Throughout the period 1977-78 Amnest
and expand its activities on behalf of pris
and those threatened with the death

the organization had to confron
the techniques it uses in such

prisoners concerned. Thus,
extensive network of groups to
the end of June 1978, the org
prisoners of conscience in A
Uganda and Equatorial Guinea, where prisoners
arrest, and Ethiopia, where prisoners might suffer if

Amnesty International developed a new technique — the use of Country Action
dossiers — as a means of campaigning generally against violations of human rights.
These dossiers were compiled in such a way that Amnesty International groups
were able to campaign continuously for all prisoners of conscience in the countries
concerned, rather than on behalf of individual prisoners.

Amnesty International published several reports on Africa during the year,

including a report on Political Imprisonment in South A Jrica, published in January
1978, and an Amnesty International Briefing Paper on Guinea, which was released

the following June. The organization also issued reports on Uganda in June 1978

and Ethiopia in December 1977. Several submi
Nations Commission on Human Rights concerni
in southern Africa, in Uganda and Ethiopia.

ssions were made to the United
ng gross human rights violations

Angola (the People’s Republic of)

In the period 1977-78 President Agostinho Neto’s Government was confronted
with problems on a number of fronts as it persisted in its efforts to assert effective
control over the country as a whole. In the south, the Government had to cope
with a continuing high level of guerilla activity on the part of Jonas Savimbi’s
UNITA (National Union for the Total Independence of Angola), one of the
nationalist organizations defeated by President Neto’s MPL A (People’s Move-
ment for the Liberation of Angola) in the civil war which followed independence
in November 1975. The situation was aggravated by the cross-border conflict
between the Namibian nationalist movement, SWAPO (South West Africa
People’s Organization), which is allowed to operate from southern Angola, and
the South African Defence Force occupying northern Namibia. This conflict
went on simultaneously with that between UNITA and MPLA, with the result
that throughout the year there was a two-way flow of refugees across the Namibia/
Angola border.

In the north of the country, the Neto Government had also to contend with
sporadic attacks by guerillas of the FN LA (National Front for the Liberation

of Angola), based in Zaire, and in the Cabinda enclave with FLEC (Front for the
Liberation of the Enclave of Cabinda) guerillas. Relations with Zaire were also

{ -

also in Congo and Zaire in January
In several other countries, including
a and perhaps Angola, suspected opponents

y International continued to maintain
oners of conscience, victims of torture
penalty in African countries. In doing so,
t a variety of complex situations and to adapt
a way that they would be of most benefit to the
In some countries Amnesty International used ijts
assist prisoners on an individual basis so that, at
anization was working on behalf of 1,103 individual
frica. However, for dealing with countries such as

are often killed shortly after
they were identified by name,
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severely strained because of attacks into Shaba provin_cc in .May !977 un'(l.Ma};
1978 by General Mbumba’s FLNCf (Fronttilor tl;e L:th)g;)tllfn of the Nationa
' ich is allowed to operate from north-eastern a. |
CO;.ltg?v)z;swclllilFficu]t to tell hoxs far these developments aff?cted the human rights
situation in Angola. No details were forthcoming about prisoners captured by lt1hc
opposing sides in the conflict — neither how many were held nor unfie_r W a;
conditions. However, the pressure exerted by continuing gtlenlla activity an
militant opposition clearly affected the Neto Government’s re’§pons$ 2t_;)h;he
internal crises which occurred as a result of the attempted coup d’état o ay
Ig?AZihough the coup attempt, led by a former lntelzior Minister, Nito Alves, and
a former political prisoner under the Portuguese, José van Dunem, Was unsuccess-
ful, it was a major crisis for the ruling MPLA. {&?cordlng to an official r:e;_Jort
issued in July 1977, Alves’ supporters included indl_wduals who held k?y p051t10(1115
throughout the party structure, in the military wing, FAPLA, and in tl:le tr:;)le
union organization, UNITA. The attempted coup had alsoi revealed considera e
popular discontent, particularly in the Luanda area, with th? Government?
econontic performance and with the gresenie tf?t rrf[zmyt rl?‘iemcos (people o
£ 1xed parentage) in the MP L A administrative structure. |
mcé:)“ti; nNito fI\)Ives angd José van Dunem had been arrested by mid ._lu]y _1_977,
at which time the political bureau of the MPL A announced that a special military
tribunal would be set up to try the conspirators. However, _by the end of: May
1978 there had been no public trials and Amnesty International had no infor-
mation about the situation of the two coup leaders and of th_e sever_al hundred
other Angolans believed to have been arrested in _the weeks 1mrped1ately‘ after
the coup attempt. A number of Portuguese expatriates allegedly involved in the
conspiracy are known to have been deported tquortuga’l, but these did not
include Sita Valles, also a Portuguese citizen, the w1te' of José van Dunem and one
of the alleged ringleaders of the conspiracy. According to pers_lstent but uncon-
firmed rumours, she, her husband, Nito Alves and_ other leading supporters of
the conspiracy were summarily executed some time in late 1977_. | | |
Amnesty International continued to collect data on polltllcal prisoners in
Angola throughout 1977-78, being particularly con_cerned with thf: situation
of Gentil Viana and other supporters of the Active Revolt faction of the
MPLA who were detained without trial in April 1976. They are reportedly

held at Sao Paulo Prison in Luanda and at the S3o Nicolau detention camp near
Mocamedes.

Benin (the People's Republic of)

977, Benin adopted a new Constitution and plan for ,Ehe future de-
igléﬁ{;ﬁzitt :})f political life in the country. This "fl?undamental Law” was adogteld
by the political party created by the present military Goyemment — le Parti dae
la Révolution Populaire du Bénin — which is led by the President, Colonel Ma_tt_lueu
Kérékou. The Fundamental Law is intended tq _replace the present mlllt;zilry
Government by civilian rule based on the single political party, wlu_ch has a Marxist-
Leninist ideology. Although the new Constitution was adopted in August 1977,
there have been some delays in actually putting it into effect, by, for example,
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replacing the ruling military Government b
elected representatives. The
choose candidates, who will

elected representatives will ¢

to be nominated by the central committee of the Party,
| In tl}e period 1977-78 Amnesty International ¢
f{ve prisoners whose cases were adopted in Febr
victed of engaging in subversjve activities against
1977, nine new cases were taken up
had been arrested in September 1976 and de

sion of anti-Government leaflets. At least one of the detainees was believed to

E)Z }a member c_-f the banne;d Communist Party, the Union des Communistes du
womey (Benin was previously known as Dahomey). The nine students are all

believed to have been released early i
0 h: y In 1978, although these
been confirmed by the Benin authorities. ; releases have not

In November 1977, Amnesty International

natlonal,: married to a Benin citizen, Yvette Adjovi, who had been detained b
éhe Benin fmthoﬁties. Her only crime appears to have been to accompany tf}
otonqu Alrp_o.rt a student who, when he later arrived in France, denounced the
rt;presswe policies of _the Benin Government. She was released later in November
?ntter appeajs from friends and relatives in France. In February 1978, Amnesty
Ad.ernatlonal took up also the case of a Benin army officer, Lieutenant Marcellin
janohoun, who was arrested in 1975, accused of complicity in a plot to over-

throw the Government and then
ver , after a summary court martial i
sentenced to life imprisonment with hard labour. i @ i March 1975,

also took up the case of a French

Cameroun (the United Republic of)

[n February 1978, President Ahm
as Cameroun’s leader: he became
and then President at the time of

In power, President Ahidjo has faced - |

<. . continued opposition from the
political party, Union des Populations du Cameroun (UPC), but Only]t;n l;ﬁ]ngleerfls

of the cou‘ntry’s ruling political party, Union Nationale Camerounaise (UNC)
ulrere' perlpltted to stand for election to Cameroun’s National Assembly at thé
;1 zctu]ngl% 2111 I;/Iay 1978. Deputies were first elected to the National Assembly in
fedzration u} 1le:n Cameroun_ became a upitary state (which replaced the former
Jaeior ;Jgnren'ch-speakmg :and English-speaking Cameroun). The Parliament
¢ oo was dls:.solved In 1977 at the end of its five-year term. The 120
andidates for election in May 1978 were selected by a special commission of

the UNC’s central committee, but on th :
’ C
returned unopposed. actual polling day, 28 May, they were

In 1977 Amnesty International groups took up for

: investigati
120 Camerounians who had been arrested in Bation the cases of

July 1976. These detainees were
merounian Constitution guarantees
\Ith no official reason for the arrests in

public, it is believed that the detainees were sus-
banned I:IPC and of helping to produce and distri-
dent Ahidjo’s Government. Most of those arrested

pected of association with the
bute pamphlets criticizing Presi

y a National Assembly consisting of
Fundamental Law proposes that the Party should

then be elected by the population as a whole. The
hemselves elect the President, who is nevertheless

ontinued to work on behalf of
uary 1976 after they were con-

_ | _the Government. In November
for investigation. These were of students who

tained in connection with the posses-
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were young people, many of them students at university or school, and some
were professionals, such as doctors or engineers, who had studied in France and

been associated with the Camerounian Students’ Union in France (Union Nationale
des Ftudiants du Kamerun - UNEK), which was also critical of President Ahidjo
and was banned in France in 1977,

In addition to the large nuimmber of detainees arrested in July 1976, Amnesty
International has taken up the cases of several others who have been detained
without trial for long periods. Samuel Essoungou, for example, was arrested in
January 1977, shortly before he was due to return to FFrance, where he had lived
for some years, and was accused of having contacts with subversive elements and
of giving money to the families of prisoners in Cameroun, However, at the time
of writing, he has not been formally charged or brought to trial.

Most political detainees appear to be held at two so-called ‘“‘re-education
centers’’ at Tcholliré in northern Cameroun and at Yoko, near Yaoundé. Most
women detainees are believed to be held at Yoko. Tcholliré, where male detainees
are held, 1s reported to be the harshest of Cameroun’s prison camps. Detainees
held therc are completely isolated from the outside world. They are not permitted
to write or receive lettere nor are they allowed any visits, even from close relatives.
They are said to be poorly fed and many are alleged to have been ill-treated by
prison guards.

Little response has been forthcoming from the Camerounian authorities to
representations from Amnesty International, both about long-term detention
without trial and about the generally unsatisfactory conditions of imprisonment.
On various occasions, the Camerounian authorities have denied that individual
detainees are held for political reasons, and even that they are imprisoned at all.
Nevertheless, some relcases were reported during the past year. In May 1977, the
Camerountian authorities are reported to have released 42 detainees, although
many of these are believed to have been subsequently re-arrested and only 10
releases were subsequently confirmed. Those who were set free are believed to
have remained under police surveillance to discourage them from publicizing their
experiences in detention or from reporting details of their prison conditions. In
February 1978, Amnesty International appealed to President Ahidjo to grant an
amnesty on the twentieth anniversary of his accession to power. Several detainees
were released. However, a further Amnesty International appeal in May 1978, on
the sixth anniversary of Cameroun’s change from a federal to a unitary state,
evoked no response.

During 1977--78, Amnesty International became increasingly concerned by the
apparcntly frequent imposition of the death penalty in Cameroun. Common-law
prisoners may be sentenced to death for a wide range of offences, including any
theft in which a weapon or tool (even one for picking a lock) is used, as well as
for aiding and abetting a thief. A large number of prisoners are believed to be
awaiting execution at Yaoundé Prison, but Amnesty International has no inform-
ation on the actual rate of judicial executions.

Central African Empire (the)

In December 1977, a year after changing the status of his country from Republic
to Empire, Marshal Jean Bedel Bokassa crowned himself Emperor of Central
Africa. During the intervening year, a new Constitution was introduced, and the
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Emperor declared that it was an offence to refer to the Constitution of the former
Republic, or even to refer to the Empire by its former name, the “Central African
Republic”. In theory the Central African Empire is ruled by the Emperor together
with his ministers through the only existing political party, Mouvement d'Evolution
Sociale de I'Afrigue Noire (MESAN), and Marshal Bokassa hinted that once he
was crowned Emperor he would spend most of his time at his palace in his home

village, and leave affairs of state to his ministers to deal with. However, in practice,
this does not appear to have been the case, and all important decisions continue
to be taken by Emperor Bokassa himself: even a foreigner suspected of spying
was brought before him personally.

| The new Constitution, adopted when Central Africa was declared an Empire,
in December 1976, in theory gives assurance that the basic human rights of
Individual citizens will be safeguarded. Article 48, for example, states that no
one shall be arbitrarily detained, and that anyone who is detained should be
given a fair trial and adequate opportunity to defend him or herself. However,
In practice, these basic rights have been ignored. In December 1976, the Emperor
announced a gencral amnesty for all prisoners, and said that another would be
granted at the time of his coronation. When ordering the release of some common-
lawi .prisoners iIn December 1977 he nevertheless decided not to release any
political prisoners or anyone who had been imprisoned for ‘‘embezzling public
funds’ — several political prisoners in Central Africa have been charged with
¢embezzlement,

In August 1977, Amnesty International learnt of the cases of four students
and one lvcée (school) teacher who had been arrested for using the country’s
for*mer name: Central African “Republic”. The four students had only just
arrived from France, and the /ycée teacher’s only apparent offence was to give
accommodation to them the night after they arrived. Three of the students and
th‘e teacher were all sentenced to 10 years’ imprisonment, after being charged
with crimes against the internal security of the state and with offending Emperor
Bokagsa. The trial proceedings are believed to have been the same as those usually
used in Central Africa in political cases: the trial was in camera, the defendants
had no access to lawyers and no opportunity to appeal against their sentences.
In ensuing weeks, reports circulating in Europe suggested that the four prisoners
!1qd _been beaten in prison and that they might, perhaps, have died from the
injuries which they had sustained. In order to discredit these reports, in October
1977, sl_lortly before his coronation, Emperor Bokassa ordered the release of the
.four.prlsoners. (The fourth student, a pregnant woman, could not be actually
imprisoned under Central African law, but was kept under house arrest until
October).

Qne month before the four students and [ycée teacher were arrested. a
British journalist, Michael Goldsmith, was arrested in Bangui and personajlly
assa._ulted by the Emperor. He was suspected by the authorities of being a South
African spy, after he had sent a telex message about Emperor Bokassa’s future
coronation. Soon after he was arrested he was taken to see Emperor Bokassa
u_xho beat and kicked him. Michael Goldsmith was subsequently kept in deten:
tion for almost a month in Bangui Prison, where conditions are reported to be
cxtremely harsh. He was lucky to be treated better than most other prisoners,
for he was given food from a nearby hotel and was eventually attended by the

4]

Emperor’s own doctor, who treated his wounds. Most of the other prisoners
in Bangui Prison spend their days doing forced labour, and many, it is said, die
from discase or lack of food and medical attention. The families of political
prisoners are unable to obtain any information about them and often do not
know whether they are dead or alive. Michael Goldsmith was released in August
1977 after international pressure and appeals from his family for his release.

In December 1976, Amnesty International was informed that two trade
unionists, both of them adopted prisoners, Jean Richard Sandos and ].B.
Malikanga, had been released under the amnesty granted by Emperor Bokassa.
However, in early 1978, Amnesty International heard that both these prisoners
were still in prison. It has been investigating thesc reports before taking up the
cases for re-adoption, It is investigating also the cases of other Central Africans
who are reported to have disappeared in recent years, and who, if alive, may still
be in detention.

Chad (the Republic of)

The political situation in Chad was dominated throughout 1977 and the first
half of 1978 by the continuing war between the central Government, led by
President Félix Malloum, and the Front de Libération Nationale du Tchad
(FROLINAT). The conflict, which began in 1966, intensified considerably
during the past year, especially after the reintegration of FROLINAT’s various
factions into a more unified force under the leadership of Goukouni Queddei,
who had formerly been the leader only of FROLINAT’s Second Army in
northern Chad. One of FROLINAT’s factions, led by Hisséne Habré, came to
an independent agreement with President Malloum in early February 1978.

By early 1978, Government troops were losing control of many important
towns in northern and eastern Chad. In early February FROLINAT forces
captured Fada, and on the 17 February 1978 they occupied Faya Largeau, the
capital of Chad’s northern region (Borkou-Ennedi-Tibesti). More than 1,500
Government soldiers are reported to have been captured when Faya Largeau fell.
In February 1978 President Malloum’s Government made several attempts to come
to terms with the rebels. The first move was to make peace with Hisséne Habré.
After this, the military Government agreed to an amnesty, announced on 7
February, under which 147 political detainees were released. At the end of
February, shortly after the fall of Faya Largeau, the heads of state of Chad, Libya
and Niger, together with the Vice-President of Sudan, met at the southern
Libyan oasis of Sebha to discuss a possible settlement in Chad and to try to
bring about a cease-fire. Following this meeting, a cease-fire was announced in
March. However, under the terms of the Sebha agreement, both sides in the
conflict were to expel any foreign military personnel working for them, and the
cease-fire soon broke down when the Chad Government refused to order the
French troops which were supporting it to leave the country. In April,
FROLINAT troops resumed their advance into southern Chad and towards the
capital, N’Djamena, and by the end of April a considerable French military
presence had built up in Chad in support of the central Government.

Preventive detention has been widely used by the central Government to
suppress political opposition, and although 147 detainees were released in
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February 1978, at le
Some of the detainees released in Fe
Government of President Tombalbaye was overthrown in 1975.

to determine how many of these are prisoners of war ¢

of FROLINAT.

In October 1977, Amnesty International took up the case of Robert Kadjangaba,
a known critic of the military Government, who, until 1975, had agitated for the

albaye’s administration

_ Robert Kadjangaba was arrested
In June 1977 and charged with using false documents. He was released in March

release of political prisoners held by President Tomb
(among whom was General Malloum himself).

1978,

Comoros (the Republic of)

In the Republic of Comoros under the régime of President Ali Soilih, Amnesty
International found a number of causes for concern: the continuing detention
without trial under harsh conditions of 18 people accused of attempting to murder
the President and overthrow the regime in April 1976; the extensive ill-treatment
or torture of opponents of Government policies; further arrests of numerous
political opponents of the régime: the shooting and killing of civilians who opposed

the régime’s policies by the security forces.
On 12 May 1978 President Ali Soilih was overthrown and put under house

arrest, as a result of a coup d'état led by foreign mercenaries in which five soldiers
died. The new Government repealed various laws and abandoned policies of the
Comorian “‘Revolution”, freed all political prisoners and promised to restore
fundamental liberties.

As part of its policy of implementing revolutionary changes in Comoros, the
pre-coup Government had, since January 1976, reorganized the administration,
given the “revolutionary youth” (Jeunesse révolutionaire) and the army con-
siderable power, and taken several radical measures to destroy “‘feudalism’’.
Opposition had been strongest on Anjouan Island (the home of the ousted
President Ahmed Abdallah, who returned to Comoros after the coup), and a large
number of Comorians suffered arbitrary arrest and ill-treatment for a short time,
or long-term detention without trial, at the instigation of the youth forces, the
army or the President.

In early 1978, many others attempted to flee to Mayotte (the Comorian island
which remains under French administration). There were also incidents in which
villagers or would-be refugees were shot and killed by soldiers, notably the
massacre of 15 people in a mosque in Iconi in March 1978. Many arrests were
made after anti-Government demonstrations or after what the Government
described as plots to overthrow it and murder the President. Whether such plots
were a reality is difficult to determine, since the Government did not formally
charge or try any of the accused, even though the statements of those arrested

In April 1976 were published by the Government for use by a proposed special
tribunal.

Amnesty International made its first approach to the Comorian Government

ast 1,000 other prisoners are reported to be still in detention.
bruary had been in prison since the former

Among those
still detained are believed to be many FROLINAT supporters, but it is difficult

aptured by Government
forces, and how many were detained because they were thought to be supporters
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in May 1977 about allegations of ill-treatment by the security forces. No reply
was received, and so a further letter was sent in August. It referred to th'e UN
Declaration against Torture and urged the President to investigate the per51§tent
reports of ill-treatment and torture which were reaching Amnesty International
from sources believed to be reliable and not politically biased. Amnesty Inter_-
national also asked that political detainees (especially those arrested in A.prll
1976) should be treated in accordance with the standards set out by the United
Nations. |

In October 1977, Amnesty International wrote to the Minister of the Interlgr,
cxpressing concern about the proposed trial of some 30 Comorians by a “‘special
tribunal” on charges of attempting to murder the President and overthrow the
Government. Amnesty International asked for information about the nature of
this tribunal and the proposed judicial process, and reiterated its concern abm}t
reports that those detained had been tortured or ill-treated so as to ol?tam
“confessions” for use in court. The organization requested that an mte_rnatlonal
humanitarian body be permitted to investigate their conditions of detention. |

On 13 December Amnesty International received a reply from the Comorian
Presidency, denying allegations of torture and ill-treatm§nt, affirming that the
April 1976 detainees were not political prisoners and statm_g th_at they would be
tried in open court on criminal charges of attempted assassmat_lon.. On 9 January
1978 Amnesty International cabled President Soilih, conveying its concern at
reports that one detainee, Mohamed Taki, had died in custody. It asked for con-
firmation of this information, an examination of the conditions of detention,
and the provisional release of all detainees pending trial. In their reply, the
Comorian authorities denied that Mohamed Taki had died and this was Ilater con-
firmed. Amnesty International subsequently learned that the detainee whf)
had died in November was, in fact, Youssouf Mlamali. It again cabled the _PreSI-
dent, requesting information about the health and safety of all other detainees,
but received no reply. Amnesty International then proceeded to tak@ up for
Investigation the cases of 18 prisoners who had been in d'etention since the
alleged April 1976 plot, believing that they could be considered prisoners of
conscience. They included the former Government Ministers, Ali Mroudja.e,
Mohamed Taki and Omar Tamu, the former Deputies, Moh_amed $ald
Mkandzile and Abderamane Mohamed, a former presidential political adviser,
Abdou Mdahoma, businessmen, police and army officers. Amnesty lntemationz_ﬂ
made preliminary arrangements for an international observer to attend their
trial, if it took place.

Amnesty International also took up for investigation the cases of four other_‘
prisoners: those of Sheikh Ahmed, a lecturer in Arabic and Religious Studies, Ali
Mohamedali Nabwa, a journalist, Abasse Youssouf, an engineer and former
Deputy, and Akbar Ali Saleh, the Chief Documentalist. They ]}z}d berffn arrestefl
in January 1978 after another alleged plot, and publicly hl.m'ullated m‘ Moroni,
the capital. They were paraded through the town, wearing women’s wraps,
covered in filth, and constantly insulted and abused. However, before Amnesty
[nternational groups could begin working for these prisoners (all of whom
could, the organization believed, be considered prisoners of conscience), all
detainees, including these, were freed by the new Government, formed af:ter
the coup. Amnesty International immediately cabled it, asking for confirmation
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of the releases. This was reccived, and Amnesty International wrote to con-
gratulate the Government on this humanitarian measure,

In June, a member of Amnesty International’s International Executive Com-
mittee met the new Joint-President, Ahmed Abdallah, to inform him of
Amnesty International’s concerns and of the actions it had taken over human
rights violations under the Government which had been overthrown. and to
discuss the new Government’s attitude to human rights. Amnesty International
asked for information about the death of the former President, Al Soilih, and
about the detention of some 150 people, some of whom had reportedly been ill-
treated. President Abdallah upheld the Government’s earlier statement that the
former President had been shot dead while attempting to escape from house arrest
and denied that any detainees were being ill-treated. He stated that all those held
would receive a fair trial in open court, and that international observers would be
permitied to attend. Amnesty International is Investigating this matter further.

Neither of the Comoros Governments has ratified the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights.

Congo (the People’s Republic of)

The aftermath of the assassination of President Marien Ngouabi on 18 March
1977 has continued to influence events in the Congo, and in early 1978 a further
group ot people were tried and convicted for complicity in his assassination. Soon
after the death of President Ngouabi, the governing central committee of the
country’s only legal political party, the Congolese Workers’ Party (Parti Congolais

du Travail — PCT) handed over power to a special Military Committee of the
Party, which since then has been the main decision-making body in the Govern-
ment. In April 1977 the Military Committee appointed Colonel (now General)
Joachim Yhombi Opango as the new Head of State. He announced that he would
continue to pursue the objectives of the Congolese revolution and the policies of
the late President Ngouabi, but in practice President Yhombi Opango has used
institutions such as the Party, the militia and the army to impose his own brand
of firm military rule on the country. As well as establishing close ties with Cuba
he has maintained Congo’s traditional links with France.

In late 1977 Amnesty International groups took up for investigation the cases
of a number of prisoners who had been accused of complicity in the assassination
of President Ngouabi. In the aftermath of the assassination, more than 20 people
are known to have appeared before 3 court martial, and at least 30 others were
detained without trial. Among those brought before the court martial was a former
head of state, Alphonse Massamba-Debat, who was found guilty and immediately
executed. Several members of the security forces also were immediately executed:
others were sentenced to terms of im prisonment.

Detainces brought before the military tribunal were not given any chance to
defend themselves, nor were they allowed to appeal against their sentences. On
28 March 1977, four civilians received life sentences from the tribunal for their
alleged complicity in President Ngouabi’s assassination. They included Professor
Pascal Lissouba, former Prime Minister of the Congo (from 1963 until 1966), and
Claude-Ernest Ndalla, former First Secretary of the PCT. In the ensuing months,
Professor Lissouba, who is a well-known geneticist, is reported to have been
subjected to particularly harsh treatment, and although he suffers from a kKidney
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ailment he has been refused all medical treatment. In May 1977, Amnesty Inter-
national appealed to the authorities to treat Professor Lissouba more humanely.

In December 1977 Amnesty International took up for investigation th'e cases of
three people sentenced to life imprisonment in March 1977, as well as nine others
believed to have been detained continuously without trial since March 1977.
Pascal Lissouba and Claude-Ernest Ndalla were later adopted as prisoners of
conscience. |

In January 1978, six of the detainees whose cases were being investigated,
together with almost 40 others, were put on trial in Brazzaville, accused of
complicity in the assassination of President Ngouabi the previous Marph. _At
lcast five people had alrcady been executed immediately after the assassination
and others had been imprisoned. However, there were persistent rumours suggcfst-
ing that it was not these who were executed but members of the gov.ermn,g
Military Committee who had really been responsible for the former President’s
assdssination. |

In January and February 1978, 45 defendants appeared before a special
Revolutionary Court at which the President of the Supreme Court presided. The
prosecution case was put by a Government commissar, Jacques Okoko, and
although the defendants were nominally given eight defence lawyers, the latter
were not permitted to intervene freely on behalf of their clients, and were
apparently only informed of the official charges against the defendan'ts on the
third day of the trial. A representative of the International Association of
Democratic Jurists who attended the trial stated later that he regrefted the
restrictions which had been placed on the defendants’ right to a legal defence.
The prosecution, on the other hand, was able to state its case fully. The pro-
ceedings of the month-ong trial were broadcast live on Congolese Fe]wmon
and radio, and shortly before the end of the trial, President Yhombi<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>