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CONSIDERING that every person has the right
freely to hold and to express his convictions
and the obligation to extend a like freedom
to others, the objects of Amnesty International
shall be to secure throughout the world the
observance of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights by :

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

- from the Statute of Amnesty International

...the main objective to be pursued in the
field of capital punishment is that of
progressively restricting the number of
offences for which the death penalty may be
imposed with a view to the desirability of
abolishing this punishment.

- United Nations General Assembly.
Resolution 32/61 of 8 December 1977
on capital punishment.
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mnesty International

Conference on the bolition of the Dea nalty

I F S
11 ecember 1977

The Stockholm Conference on the Abolition of the Death Penalty, composed of more
than 200 delegates and participants from Africa, Asia, Europe, the Middle East, North
and South America and the Caribbean region,

RECALLS THAT:

The death penalty is the ultimate cruel, inhuman and degrading punishment and
violates the right to life.

CONSIDERS THAT:
The death penalty is frequently used as an instrument of repression against opposition,
racial, ethnic, religious and underprivileged groups,
Execution is an act of violence, and violence tends to provoke violence,
The imposition and infliction of the death penalty is brutalizing to all who are involv-
ed in the process.
The death penalty has never been shown to have a special deterrent effect,
The death penalty is increasingly taking the form of unexplained disappearances,
extra-judicial executions and political murders,
Execution is irrevocable and can be inflicted on the innocent.

AFFIRMS THAT:

It is the duty of the state to protect the life of all persons within its jurisdiction
without exception,
Executions for the purposes of political coercion, whether by government agencies
or others, are equally unacceptable,
Abolition of the death penalty is imperative for the achievement of declared inter-
national standards.

DECLARES:

Its total and unconditional opposition to the death penalty,
Its condemnation of all executions, in whatever form, committed or condoned by
governments,
Its commitment to work for the universal abolition of the death penalty.

CALLS UPON:

Non-governmental organisations, both national and international, to work collect-
ively and individually to provide public information materials directed towards the
abolition of the death penalty,
All governments to bring about the immediate and total abolition of the death
penalty,
The United Nations unambiguously to declare that the death penalty is contrary to
international law.



INTRODUCTION

This is the report of a conference unique in composition and intention.

Attitudes to death and to the taking of life differ in essential and
far-reaching ways, ways that reflect equally fundamental differences in
religious belief, ethical influence and cultural tradition. Many
people hold the view that these differences form an insurmountable
obstacle to worldwide opposition to the death penalty.

To put this view to the test, Amnesty International convened
an international conference on the abolition of the death penalty.
It was held in Stockholm on 10 and 1] December 1977 and was attended
by more than 200 people from 57 countries. The participants came from
Africa, Asia, Europe, the Middle East, North and South America and
the Caribbean, and included lawyers, judges, politicians, political
scientists, psychologists, psychiatrists, police officials, penologists,
theologians, journalists and trade unionists. The Conference was
chaired by Mr. Garfield Todd from Zimbabwe (Rhodesia)and the rapporteur
was Mr. 011e Dahlgn, the Swedish Ambassador to Non-Governmental
Organisations. The Conference was opened by the Prime Minister of
Sweden, Mr. Thorbjorn Falldin.

Before the conference ifself, Amnesty International arranged
four preparatory seminars in Colombo, Hamburg, New York and Paris;
another meeting, held in Port of Spain (Trinidad), was sponsored
jointly by the Caribbean Human Rights and Legal Aid Company, the
Trinidad and Tobago Committee for the Abolition of the Death Penalty
and Amnesty International; Amnesty International also took part in
a seminar organised by the All-Africa Conference of Churches in Ibadan.

The report which follows summarises all the conclusions reached
by the Stockholm Conference in its full session as well as the
decisions taken by six working parties, each of which addressed itself
to one essential aspect of the death penalty. Discussions were both
wide in range and thorough: they were also realistic in acknowledging
the great problems to be overcome in working tawards total abolition
everywhere in the world, and the fact that these problems are as
often practical as ethical.

The Declaration of Stockholm is on p.1 of the report. In
itself this document is a clear and encouraging proof that it is
indeed possible for people from very different backgrounds to be
totally united in opposition to the death penalty in any form and
in all circumstances. Their unity was founded upon the conviction
that this barbarous penalty violates the principle of respect for
individual human life, without which no society can survive in peace
and freedom. In the words of the Declaration of Stockholm itself:
"The death penalty is the ultimate cruel, inhuman and degrading
punishment and violates the right to life."



SONE VIEWS ON THE DEATH PENALTY Canon Bur ess Carr General Secreta of the All Africa Conference of Churches

"During colonial times punishment became individualised, reflectingMr Thorb'orn Falldin - Prime Minister of Sweden the social structure of society in which individualism was paramount.
Death sentences became frequent and were used as an instrument"Personally, I would summarise the grounds for abolishing the of intimidation and repression... In post-colonial Africa thedeath penalty in the ethical and humanitarian principle that death penalty is still used for intimidation and repression inno human being should be intentionally deprived of his life on account a number of countries, particularly for political offences andof his actions, no matter how terrible they may be. In addition, increasingly for social crimes such as robbery".there is the danger of mistakes being made, a risk it is impossible

to avoid even in a very highly developed judicial system."

Exiled Senator Hi olito Solari Yri o en of Argentina
Dr Christian Broda - Austrian Federal Minister of Justice "Any totalitarian regime appeals to disproportionate threats

that in the penal context is reflected in the creation and"We will advocate the old demand with new arguments. It is in imposition of heavier sentences. Warnings and punishments constituteaccordance with our understanding of the spirit of the European the elements of a system in which all the citizens must act underHuman Rights Convention and the other international documents on a reign of terror... But collective fear has a limit and thehuman rights...What else is the execution of the death sentence, threat of the death penalty finally becomes insufficient...if not an inhuman and degrading treatment?... What else is the there are much more expedient ways in a system without controls,pronouncement and the execution of the death sentence, if not a that consist in killing without prior judicial sentencing..."subjection to cruel treatment or punishment? What else is the
waiting for the death sentence and the execution for a human
being, if not the worst torture? He who rejects torture and any Academician Andrei Sakharov - Nobel Peace Prize Laureate 1976inhuman or degrading treatment of persons has as well to reject
the death penalty." "I regard the death penalty as a savage and immoral institution

which undermines the moral and legal foundations of a society.
A state, in the person of its functionaries, who like all peopleThe Honourable Mr Justice Krishna I er of the Supreme Court of India are inclined to making superficial conclusions, who like all
people are subject to influences, connections, prejudices and"My philosophical conviction against the retentionist doctrine egocentric motivations for their behaviour, takes upon itself thesprings from the spiritual-secular reflection that taking a human right to the most terrible and irreversible act - the deprivationlife, even with subtle rites and sanction of the law, is retributive of life. Such a state cannot expect an improvement of the moralbarbarity and violent futility, travesty of dignity and violation atmosphere in its country. I reject the notion that the deathof divinity, bankrupt of deterrent dividends... Do remember that the penalty has any essential deterrent effect on potential offenders.blow of capital sentence often falls on the socially and economically I am convinced that the contrary is true - that savagery begetsbackward, on the brave revolutionaries and patriotic dissenters, only savagery." (Taken from a letter to the Organising Committeeon the derelicts and desperates, on the lowliest and the lost and on of the Conference: Academician Sakharov was unable to attend inthose who have turned delinquent because society, by its continued person.)maltreatment and environmental pollution, has made them so..."

The Honourable Warren Allmand, a former Canadian Solicitor General
and the present Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs

"The conclusion I would draw for you...is that capital punishment
is not a useful weapon in the arsenal society must keep for protection
of its citizens against violent crime - nor is it a just sanction
against the morally despicable crime of murder. The lesson I would
draw for you mixes optimism with realism. Optimism, in that effective
action can be taken to rid society of that useless, unjust sanction.
And realism, in that the emotional history of the debate is likely
to haunt us for some years yet, and will likely make its presence
felt in cries for the return of capital punishment whenever we are
confronted with criminal justice problems in our countries. And,
finally, the message I would leave you with is one of hope and
mission. Capital punishment, simply because it is immoral and
useless, must be fought and defeated if we are to become a world
society in which our descendants can live in peace and justice.



CONCLUSIONS - JUDICIAL DEATH PENALTY essential for differences in social and cultural values and traditions
to be taken into account in developing a program for the abolition of
the death penalty in other parts of the world.

Introduction

The work of the conference was done in plenary session and
in working parties. There were six working parties:

Alternatives to the Death Penalt (Working Party B)

A:

P.







The Death Penalty and Public Opinion

Alternatives to the Death Penalty

Individual Involvement in the Death Penalty

The Death Penalty and Discrimination

The Death Penalty in International Law and Organisation
Murder Committed or Acquiesced in by Government

One of the conclusions of the Conference was:

The discussion began with the matter of whether or not it was the duty
of abolitionists to propose alternatives to the death penalty. In
considering basic alternatives, the working party felt that although
these often cause pain and are ethically dubious, they are, despite
their severity, preferable to the death penalty. This was the basic
premise of the discussion. The alternatives examined were: life
imprisonment, whether mandatory or optional, with or without the pos-
sibility of parole; a term of imprisonment with or without a fixed
minimum and detention in a psychiatric institution or other treatment
facility. Restitution to the victim's family and banishment (deportation,
exile) of the offender were discussed within the context of particular
societies. Minimum standards for alternatives to the death penalty were
suggested and the rationale for the application of penal sanctions in
different societies was taken into account.

"Judicial executions (with or without procedural safeguards
for the defence) and extra-legal executions, require different
methods of campaigning."

The Death Penalt and the Individual (Working Party C)
Consequently, the discussions in Working Parties A-E are treated
separately here from the results of the discussion of Working
Party F.

Reports were drafted by the working parties and submitted
to the plenary session for approval. At the end of the conference
the plenary session adopted the Declaration of Stockholm (see p.1).
Set out below are other conclusions of the conference. These
are edited versions of decisions taken by the working parties
which were received by the plenary session. In accordance with
a plenary decision, necessary editorial changes have been made.
The recommendations for action have been compiled by Amnesty
International from documentation (including reports of the regional
seminars) which was before the conference. Working Party discussions
covered the following issues (For Working Party F, see page )*

Discussion centered upon the relationship between the psychology,
role and beliefs of those who are involved in the process of judicial
execution. This included the judge, jurors, members of the legal
profession, politicians with the power to grant clemency, the ex-
ecutioner and the person condemned. Different religions teach differing
attitudes to death; as a consequence, there are many religious attitudes
towards the taking of life and to the death penalty which must be
taken into account when working out action proposals for different
parts of the world. The working party also laid emphasis, from both
conventional and less conventional viewpoints, on the inherent
fallibility of judicial systems.

The Death Penalt and Discrimination (Working Party D)

The Death Penalt and Public 0 inion (Working Party A)

The working party discussed the issue of discrimination and the
death penalty by examining two country studies: South Africa and
the United States of America. South Africa presents an extreme example
of racism institutionalised in the whole legal and social structure.
In the United States racism is found not in law but in social attitudes.
Discriminatory imposition of the death sentence on the grounds of
race, ethnic origin, religion, political opposition, and social group
was discussed.

Rational and emotional arguments in favour of abolition of the
death penalty were discussed and a distinction was drawn between
those executions which are carried out on the order of a court
and those executions which are carried out summarily and without
trial.

The connection between the call for abolition of the death
penalty and the public's demand for security from crime was
considered, as was terrorism and the use of the death penalty.
It was noted that, hitherto, documentation on the death penalty
seems to have reflected the concerns of the developed - and
largely Western - world, but the point was made that it is



RECOMMENDATIONS: JUDICIAL DEATH PENALTY

The Death Penalt in International Law and Or anization (Working Party E)

The provision pertinent to the death penalty of the InternationalCovenant on Civil and Political Rights, the Universal Declarationof Human Rights, the European Convention on Human Rights, the AmericanConvention on Human Rights, and the Geneva Conventions, applicableboth in international and non-international armed conflict were dis-cussed. Treatment of the death penalty by the UN General Assembly andproposals for the Sixth UN Congress on the Prevention of Crime and theTreatment of Offenders in 1980 were also covered by the discussion.

The Death Penalt when im osed b Courts of Law

Conclusions of the Stockholm Conference on the basis of reportsfrom workings parties, A,B,C,D and E:

1 Notwithstanding public demand at certain times for theimposition of the death penalty in cases of terrorism, the deathpenalty is condemned in all its forms and for all offences.

2 There can be no uniform abolitionist strategy: due regardmust be given to different religious and cultural attitudes.

3 It is necessary to inform international public opinioncontinuously of all types of execution throughout the world.

4 It is necessary to campaign for the total abolition ofthe death penalty, even in those countries which do not put touse provisions for its imposition.

5 The death penalty has never satisfactorily been shown tobe a deterrent.

6 In order to meet public demand for security from crime,the emphasis in activities against the death penalty should beon positive and humane measures in the fields of prevention ofcrime and rehabilitation of offenders.

7 Governments tend to justify the use of the death penaltyon the grounds that public opinion is in favour of it for certaincrimes. They do not, in general, offer proof that public opinionis correct in assuming the death penalty to be an effective de-terrent: they simply reiterate the statement that it is so.

8 No alternative to the death penalty should be of such anature as to constitute cruel, inhuman and degrading treatmentor punishment.

9 Under no circumstances should any alternative to the deathpenalty contravene the United Nations Standard Minimum Rulesfor the Treatment of Prisoners.

10 Further research, in particular of a comparative andcross-cultural nature, is needed into the matter of alternativesto the death penalty.

11 Judgment of guilt or innocence, the imposition of sentenceby a court and the carrying out of the death sentence are subjectto chance and error. For example:

(i) Defendants in capital cases often have inadequate legal
representation.
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The personal sensibilities and prejudices of judges and
jurors play a part in the imposition of a sentence.

Political considerations may prevent the granting of
clemency.

the American Convention prohibits it explicitly. The Council
of Europe should amend the European Convention on Human Rightsso that it, too, explicitly prohibits the introduction or re-introduction of the death penalty. This might be done by the
removal of the death penalty exception to Article 2 (right tolife).

The absence or inadequacy of psychiatric services in
many countries may preclude full consideration of the
fitness of the accused to stand trial, of the defendant's
responsibility for his or her actions, and of the
appropriateness of the penalty.

The taking of life cannot be justified when the results oferror are irreversible.

19 Governments participating in the Sixth United NationsCongress on the Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of
Offenders should agree on measures to secure the total and worldwideabolition of the death penalty. In preparation for the Congress,they should respond promptly and fully to the questionnairefrom the Secretary General of the United Nations concerning
their law and practice on the death penalty, since answers tothis will form the basis of the Secretary General's five-yearlyreport, which will be submitted to the Congress.

20 The death penalty justifies the intercession by one
government with the appropriate authorities in another for theexercise of executive clemency in any case where the deathsentence has been imposed.

12 The death penalty frequently serves as an instrument ofrepression against racial, opposition, ethnic, religious andlower income groups. It may even constitute a de facto means
systematically subduing a particular section of society.

13 Further practical research on the discriminatory
imposition of the death penalty in different societies, particularlyon grounds of race, but also on other grounds such as nationalorigin, religion or income, is vital to understanding the useof the death penalty and devising methods to combat this.

14 The representation of different racial and ethnic groupsin the judiciary, the legal profession and - where applicable -
on juries, is a necessary precondition for legal proceedingswhich are racially fair.

15 Defendants in capital cases should have the best possiblelegal defence. Unsatisfactory legal representation, due to thepoverty of a defendant, should be remedied by the improvementor creation of legal aid schemes and an increase in free representation."Aggressive defence tactics" (that is, the use of all available legalstrategies and publicity) should be employed.

16 International law recognises the right to life. It alsoasserts the illegality of cruel, inhuman and degrading treatmentor punishment. The fact that the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights and other human rights conventionsallow for the imposition of the death penalty in certain circumstancesdoes not detract from its inherent cruelty. Because of its nature,the death penalty should be explicitly prohibited in internationallaw.

21 The attention of lawyers is drawn to the fact thatinternational human rights conventions not only prohibit cruel,inhuman and degradingpunishments, but also establish explicitrestrictions on the use of the death penalty in retentioniststates. Their attention is also drawn to the argument that theprotection afforded by Article 3 common to the four Geneva
Conventions (prohibiting violence to life and cruel treatment),applicable to armed conflicts not of international character,has been incorporated by legislation into the national law of
most states. Moreover, by virtue of those provisions of theGeneva Conventions which preserve obligations under the law ofnations (Martens clause), states which have not explicitly adheredto the various international human rights conventions or havenot incorporated the provisions of those conventions into
their national law are nevertheless prohibited from inflictingpunishment which is cruel, inhuman and degrading.

22 Amnesty International should consult with other internationalnon-governmental organisations (NG0s) and explore possibilitiesof approaching, in particular, international organisations -legal, political, trade union, penological and religious - fortheir support both for the existing NGO resolution on the abolitionof the death penalty (see Appendix F) and for work before andduring the Sixth UN Congress for its abolition. National
sections of Amnesty International should contact local branchesof such organisations and encourage them to take an abolitioniststand.

17 All governments should ratify the International Covenanton Civil and Political Rights and its Optional Protocol (whichprovides for consideration of complaints of human rights violationsmade by individuals) and should make declarations under Article 41(which provides for consideration of complaints of human rights
violations made by one state against another).

18 The right to life provision of the European Conventionon Human Rights is inadequate, weaker than that of the InternationalCovenant. The latter, in turn, is less precise than the provisionsof the American Convention on Human Rights (not yet in force).The International Covenant prohibits the introduction or re-
introduction of the death penalty only by implication, whereas

23 The International Peace Bureau was requested to contactvarious peace organisations, requesting them to take an abolitionistposition.

24 Amnesty International and its national sections shouldtry to make contact with members of the legislature, judiciaryand administration, in particular the police and military forcesin abolitionist countries with a view to bringing about a
dialogue between them and their opposite numbers in retentionistcountries.
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25 Efforts should be made to spread information about
the international standards to which governments have already
committed themselves concerning restrictions on the use of the
death penalty, with a view to helping those working against the
death penalty in"retentionist countries.

RECOMNDATIONS FOR ACTION AGAINST THE JUDICIAL DEATH PENALTY

In the documentation before it, the conference was presented with
the following main proposals for action:26 Without prejudice to the opposition of the conference to

the use of the death penalty in any circumstances, the conference
condemns the practice of some governments, whereby the death
penalty is made mandatory for certain offences.

1 As the basis of all activities against the death penalty,
assert the right to life and the relationship between the abolition
of the death penalty and the establishment of peace, freedom
and human dignity.

2 Undertake systematic research (to be conducted or encouraged
by Amnesty International) throughout the world, into the use of the
death penalty including numbers condemned to death; numbers
executed; methods used; relevant points of law; capital offences;
public attitudes; political, racial, ethnic, income and other
characteristics of people condemned to death. Publish the results
of such research.

3 Set up a clearing house for data about the death penalty,
its use and abolition.

4 Collect information on miscarriages of justice leading to
executions of people wrongly convicted.

5 Amnesty International should prepare a bibliography of books,
articles and films about the death penalty, useful to both a
scholarly and a popular readership.

6 Amnesty International national sections should conduct
carefully planned sample surveys to determine attitudes toward
the death penalty in their countries, with a view to working out
methods of educating the general public.

7 Amnesty International should examine how the death penalty
is regarded in different retentionist societies and cultures
and how the different viewpoints affect its use or abolition.

8 Amnesty International should encourage cooperation between
the nations that have abolished the death penalty and between
organisations within those nations in an effort to influence retentionist
governments towards abolition.

9 Amnesty International should encourage the establishment of
national and regional committees to coordinate work against the
death penalty, with high priority to be given to those areas
where no such committee exists.

10 Make every effort to ensure that demands for abolition
of the death penalty originate from within retentionist countries.
For each society there should be an appropriate strategy, originating
in that society and taking into account its legal and cultural
characteristics.

11 In national campaigns press governments to ratify (or
comply with) the United Nations Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights.
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12 Use a wide range of abolitionist techniques, including
public meetings with well-known and influential speakers.

THE DEATH PENALTY WITHOUT PROCESS OF LAW:

Murder Committed or Acquiesced in* by Government13 Make the ineffectiveness of the death penalty as a deterrent
to violent crimes one theme in abolitionist publicity.

14 Evaluate the appropriate level of emphasis on the physical
cruelty of the death penalty, especially in visual presentation,
for publicity aimed at different groups of people (for example,
schools).

In a number of countries, state authorities (or people for
whom they are responsible) acquiesce in or carry out the murder of
individuals whom they see as a threat to their political power.
This phenomenon is sometimes referred to as "extra-judicial" or
Itextra-legal" execution. All legal systems characterise it
as murder. It is prevalent in Argentina, Democratic Kampuchea,
Ethiopia, Equatorial Guinea, Guatemala and Uganda, but it is not
confined to these states. Working Party F confined its deliberations
to this subject.

15 Since leadership in efforts to achieve abolition of the death
penalty is likely to come from articulate minorities, usually
the best educated members of a society, special efforts should
be made to reach those opinion makers inside and outside government.
In societies which have abolished the death penalty, they should
be encouraged to speak against it to prevent any moves towards
its reintroduction.

16 Religious leaders should emphasise the principle of reverence
for life and impress upon their followers that the death penalty
violates this principle.

Conclusions and Recommendations

7

1 Murder committed or acquiesced in by government results
in a greater number of deaths than judicial execution and, as
deprivation of life by the state without legal process, constitutes
the most extreme violation of human rights.

17 Members of the legal profession should be encouraged to
advise and assist abolitionist organisations in their understanding
of the technical aspects of proceedings for a capital offence.

18 Governments should act upon the principle that when clemency
or pardon is refused the reasons for the decision shouldbe published.

19 An executive decision to refuse clemency or pardon must
not be based upon vengeful and emotional public opinion. They
should be made at least six months after the exhaustion of all
possible legal processes.

2 Executions after summary trial and conviction, arbitrary
execution by order of government and murder committed or
acquiesced in by government are in violation of the provisions
of various human rights conventions and of the Geneva Conventions
of 12 August 1949, applicable to both international and internal
armed conflict.

3 Any possible link between murder committed or acquiesced
in by government and the systematic use of excessivt or lethal
force by law enforcement agencies should be the subject of
further research.

20 The public should be properly informed of the relationship
in some societies between the death penalty and dictatorship
and/or racism and of its imposition upon offenders who are
oppressed in socio-economic or political ways. 4 A data center or clearing house is needed to collect

information, analyse, store, publish and distribute facts and
well-founded reports about murder committed or acquiesced in by
government.

21 Non-governmental organisations, religious bodies and other
organisations should coordinate activities aimed at achieving
the total abolition of capital punishment.

5 Material on murders committed or acquiesced in by government
must be brought to the attention of, among others, the appropriate
organs of the United Nations, television, radio and the press,
and non-governmental organisations concerned with human rights.

* The phrase "acquiesced in" implies unstated agreement, allawing
something to happen simply by doing nothing to prevent it.
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6 In special individual cases of murder committed or
acquiesced, in by government, an independent post-mortem inquiry
should be undertaken and its results published.

APPENDIX A

THE PREPARATORY SEMINARS

7 Since the bodies of victims are often not found,
disappearances are to be condemned in appropriate cases, despite
the absence of definite proof. The four seminars convened by Amnesty International in Columbo,

Hamburg, New York and Paris were allotted twm or three agenda
items out of the ten which the series of seminars was designed
to consider. The Ibadan and Port-of-Spain seminars, both of them
the first occasion of their kind in their respective parts of
the world, discussed agendas of a somewhat wider nature.

8 Non-governmental organisations, religious bodies and
other organisations should coordinate activities aimed at ending
summary execution, "disappearances" or any murder committed
or acquiesced in by government.

9 There should be moves to create international commissions
of inquiry to investigate instances of murder committed or acquiesced
in by government.

Paris - 18 June 1977

10 The part which international law and adjudication
might play should be studied, in order to establish ways in
which the prohibition of murder committed or acquiesced in by
government might be embodied in a legal document that was
internationally binding.

1 The Psychology of Individuals Involved in and Affected by
Death Sentences (Juror, Judge, Executioner and Condemned
Person)

2 Alternatives to the Death Penalty

Hambur - 9-10 Jul 1977

3 Conventional Arguments on the Death Penalty

4 Theological Attitudes to the Death Penalty

5 The Death Penalty and Discrimination

New York - 22 Jul 1977

6 The Death Penalty in International Law and Organisation :
Norms and Standards of International Conduct

7 Murder Committed or Acquiesced in by Government : the
Death Penalty Without Processof Law

Colombo - 2-4- September 1977

8 Public Opinion and the Death Penalty

9 The Mass Media and the Death Penalty

10 The Influence of Cultural Factors on Attitudes towards
the Death Penalty
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APPENDIX E.

CONFERENCE DOCUMENTS

1 Capital Punishment, Public Opinion and the Mass Media
by Marcel Berlins - AI Index: CDP 20/01/77

2 The Death Penalty in International Law and Organisation
by Nigel Rodley, Legal Adviser, Amnesty International
AI Index CDP 20/02/77

Ibadan 3-8 October 1977

Trends and Issues in Capital Punishment

The Death Penalty and Public Opinion in Africa

International Norms affecting the Death Penalty

Some Moral and Ethical Implications of Capital Punishment

The Death Sentence in Times of National Emergency

Human Rights vis-a-vis the Death Penalty

The Dilemma of the Death Penalty in Africa

The Death Penalty in States with Minority Re-gimes

The Death Penalty and its Alternatives

Deterrent and non-Deterrent Value of Capital Punishment

3 The Death Penalty and its Alternatives
by Tibamanya mwene Mushanga of the University of Nairobi
AI Index: CDP 20/03/77

Port-of-Spain (Trinidad) - 7-8 November 1977

4 Report of the Amnesty International Preparatory Seminar
held in Hamburg on 9-10 July 1977 - AI Index CDP 20/04/77

5 Trends and Issues in Capital Punishment - Lessons for Africa
by Joab Wasikhongo of the University of Nairobi - AI Index
CDP 20/05/77

To provide for the presentation and exchange of basic
information relating to the question of the death penalty

To provide for an exchange of views on the problems likely
to confront the abolitionist movements in the region and
the elaboration of strategies to deal with them

6 Inadequacy of the Criminal Justice Systems in Africa to
Pronounce on Capital Punishment
by Professor T. Asuni of the University of Ibadan, President
of the All-Africa Association of Psychiatrists - AI Index
CDP 20/06/77To establish appropriate regional instruments for the

implementation of such strategies

To consider any further issues which might emerge from
(a), (b) and (c) above. The seminar discussed the nature
of those factors which operated in legal system% in the region
and which promoted possible miscarriages of justice and
judicial error. The seminar also considered whether there was
any need for an abolitionist movement to propose alternatives
to the death penalty.)

7 Racism and the Death Penalty: Two Country Studies
by Gregory Wallance of the Bar of the State of New York
- AI Index CDP 20/07/77

8 All-Africa Conference of Churches Death Penalty Seminar
held in Ibadan, Nigeria on 3-8 October 1977 - AI Index CDP 20/08/77

9 Report of the Amnesty International Preparatory Seminar
held in Colombo on 2-4 September 1977 - AI Index CDP 20/09/77

10 Report of the Amnesty International Preparatory Seminar
held in Paris on 18 June 1977 - AI Index CDP 20/10/77

11 The Influence of Cultural Factors on Attitudes Towards
the Death Penalty
by Donovan Moldrich of the Times of Ceylon - AI Index
CDP 20/10/77

12 Report of the Amnesty International Prepartory Seminar
held in New York on 22 July 1977 CDP 20112/77

13 Report of the Joint Amnesty International/Caribbean Human
Rights and Legal Aid Company Seminar held in Port-of-Spain
on 7-8 November 1977 - AI Index CDP 20/13/77
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14 Notes for remarks by M.Pierre Trudeau, Prime Minister of
Canada, during second reading of Bill to Abolish Capital
Punishment, 15 June 1976 - AI Index CDP 20/04/77

15 A Summary of the Main Arguments for and Against the Death
Penalty - AI Index CDP 20/15/77

16 Letter to the Organising Committee of the Conference on
the Abolition of the Death Penalty: A message sent to
Amnesty International by Academician Andrei Sakharov -
AI Index CDP 20/16/77
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APPENDIX F

FIFTH UNITED NATIONS CONGRESS ON THE PREVENTION OF CRIME AND THE
TREATMENT OF OFFENDERS

This Report will draw attention to the main points at issue in the
debate over whether this penalty should be abolished or retained,
and give detailed information about the extent to which the death
penalty has been used in the period 1973-1977, covering more than 135
states and territories. The Report also makes detailed reference to
national and international law on the subject.

This Re ort considers both the judicial death penalty, decided upon
and enforced according to law, and murder committed or acquiesced in
by government - that is, the death penalty imposed without the decision
of a court of law. Although there are differences between the two,
both involve the decision to deprive an individual of life.

Toronto 1-15 September 1975

Abolition of the Death Penalt : a Joint Statement by International
Non-Governmental Organisations Concerned with Human Rights in Consultative
Status with the Economic and Social Council.

The resolution which follows has been accepted by the international
non-governmental organisations listed below, all of whom are members
of the Special NGO Committee on Human Rights. It is submitted by
them to this Congress in the hope that the Congress, composed of experts
rather than politicians, will itself adopt the proposals it advocates.
This would provide a sorely needed momentum to a humanitarian movement
whose objectives have seen little realisation in recent years. It
is suggested that the Congress may wish to deal with the matter under
item 2 of its agenda: The role of criminal le islation, 'udicial
rocedures and social controls in the revention of crime.

THE UNDERSIGNED INTERNATIONAL NON-GOVE NTAL ORGANISATIONS
CONCERNED WITH H RIGHTS.

Affirmin their unswerving commitment to the protection of the right
to life of every human being.

Re-iteratin their total opposition to any form of cruel, inhuman
or degrading treatment or punishment.

Considerin that the death penalty is in violation of both the
above principles.

Call on all governments that retain capital punishment to
cease employing it;

2 Call on the General Assembly of the United Nations to
promulgate a declaration that would urge its total worldwide
abolition;

3  Call on all non-governmental organisations concerned with
human rights to make every effort at the national and inter-
national level to secure the abolition of capital punishment.

Amnesty International

Arab Lawyers Union

Commission of the Churches on International
Affairs of the World Council of Churches

Friends World Committee for
Consultation (Quakers)

International Association
of Democratic Lawyers
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UN GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 32/61 OF 8 DECEMBER 1977 ON CAPITAL
PUNISHMENT

The General Assembl

Havin re ard to article 3 of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, 9) which affirms everyone's right to life, and article
6 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,(10)
which also affirms the right to life as inherent to every human
being,

Recallin its resolution 1396 (XIV) of 20 November 1959, 2393
(XXIII) of 26 November 1968, 2857 ( ) of 20 December 1971 and
3011 ( I) of 18 December 1972 as well as Economic and Social
Council reso:utions 934 ( ) of 9 April 1963, 1574 (L) of 20 May
1971, 1656 (LII) of 1 June 1972, 1745 (LIV) of 16 May 1973 and 1930
(LVIII) of 6 May 1975, which confirm the continuing interest of the
United Nations in the study of the question of capital punishment with
a view to promoting full respect for everyone's right to life.

Concerned at the fact that only 32 Governments responded to the
questionnaire on capital punishment addressed to them for the preparation
of the first five-year report of 1975 on capital punishment, (11)
submitted in accordance with General Assembly resolution 1745 (LIV),

Notin with concern that, notwithstanding the limited progress
mentioned in the first five-year report of the Secretary-General of
1975 on capital punishment, it remains extremely doubtful whether
there is any progression towards the restriction of the use of the
death penalty, thus justifying the conclusions drawn by the Secretary-
General in the aforementioned report.

Considerin that the Sixth United Nations Congress on the Pre-



vention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders is to be held in 1980,

Takin note of the request of the Economic and Social Council,
in its resolution 3230 (LVIII), to the Secretary-General, in accordance
with General Assembly resolution 2857 ( ), to proceed with the report
on practices and statutory rules which may govern the right of a
person sentenced to capital punishment to petition for pardon,
commutation or reprieve, and to report on these questions to the Council
at the latest at its sixty-eighth session, together with the basic report
of 1980 on capital punishment,

Ex ressin the desirability of continuing and expanding the
consideration of the question of capital punishment by the United Nations,

9 General Assembly resolution 217 A (III)
10/ General Assembly resolution 2200 A (X1I)
11/ E/5616 and Corr. 1 and 2 and Add. 1.
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International Peace Bureau

International Social Service

International Youth and Student Movement for the United Nations
Pax Romana

Womens International League for Peace and Freedom

Womens International Zionist Organisations

World Assembly of Youth

World Confederation of Labour

World Federation of United Nations Associations

World Jewish Congress

World Muslim Congress

World Student Christian Federation

The General Assembl

Havin re ard to article 3 of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, 9) which affirms everyone's right to life, and article
6 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,(10)
which also affirms the right to life as inherent to every human
being,

Recallinits resolution 1396 (XIV)




of 20 November 1959, 2393
(XXIII) of 26 November 1968, 2857 ( ) of 20 December 1971 and
3011 (I) of 18 December 1972 as well as Economic and Social
Council resolutions 934 ( ) of 9 April 1963, 1574 (L) of 20 May
1971, 1656 (LII) of 1 June 1972, 1745 (LIV) of 16 May 1973 and 1930
(LVIII) of 6 May 1975, which confirm the continuing interest of the
United Nations in the study of the question of capital punishment with
a view to promoting full respect for everyone's right to life.

Concerned at the fact that only 32 Governments responded to the
questionnaire on capital punishment addressed to them for the preparation
of the first five-year report of 1975 on capital punishment, (11)
submitted in accordance with General Assembly resolution 1745 (LIV),

Notin with concern that, notwithstanding the limited progress
mentioned in the first five-year report of the Secretary-General of
1975 on capital punishment, it remains extremely doubtful whether
there is any progression towards the restriction of the use of the
death penalty, thus justifying the conclusions drawn by the Secretary-
General in the aforementioned report.

Considerin that the Sixth United Nations Congress on the Pre-



vention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders is to be held in 1980,

Takin note of the request of the Economic and Social Council,
in its resolution 1930 (LVIII), to the Secretary-General, in accordance
with General Assembly resolution 2857 ( ), to proceed with the report
on practices and statutory rules which may govern the right of a
person sentenced to capital punishment to petition for pardon,
commutation or reprieve, and to report on these questions to the Council
at the latest at its sixty-eighth session, together with the basic report
of 1980 on capital punishment,

Ex ressin the desirability of continuing and expanding the
consideration of the question of capital punishment by the United Nations,

9 General Assembly resolution 217 A (III)
10/ General Assembly resolution 2200 A (XYI)
11/ E/5616 and Corr. 1 and 2 and Add. 1.
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1 Reaffirms that, as established by the General Assembly
in resolution 2857 (MI) and by the Economic and Social Council
in resolutions 1574 (L), 1745 (LIV) and 1930 (LVIII), the main
objective to be pursued in the field of capital punishment is that
of progressively restricting the number of offences for which the
death penalty may be imposed with a view to the desirability of
abolishing this punishment;

2 Ur es Member States to provide the Secretary-General
with relevant information for his preparation of the second five-year
report of 1980 on capital punishment and of the report on practices
and statutory rules which may govern the right of a person sentenced
to capital punishment to petition for pardon, commutation or reprieve;

3 Invites the Economic and Social Council to report to the
General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session on its deliberation and
recommendations on the basis of the aforementioned reports of the
Secretary-General and of the study to be submitted by the Committee
on Crime Prevention and Control in accordance with Council resolution
1930 (LVIII);

4 Calls u on the Sixth United Nations Congress on the Prevention
of crime and the Treatment of Offenders to discuss the various aspects
of the use of capital punishment and the possible restriction thereof,
including a more generous application of rules relating to pardon,
commutation or reprieve, and to report thereon, with recommendations,
to the General Assembly at its thirty-fifth session;

5 Re uests the Committee on Crime Prevention and Control to
give consideration to the appropriate place on the agenda of the Sixth
Congress of the issue mentioned in paragraph 4 above, and to prepare
documentation on the question;

6 Decides to consider, with high priority, at its thirty-fifth
session the question of capital punishment.


