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This brieting s part of Amnesty tnternational’s worldwide campaign tor the international I UGOSL AV.A

protection of human nghts,

Throughout the world thousands ot people are i prison because of thetr beliets. Many are
held without charge or trial. Torture and executions are widespread. In many countries men,

women and children have “disappeared’™ atter heing taken into official custody. Stll others .m.ty

have been put to death waithout any pretence of legality: selected and killed by governments

Fhese abuses—taking place in countries of widely differing ideologies —demand an inter-

nattonal response. The protection of human rights is a universal responsibility, transcending m
e boundaries of nation, race and beliet. Thisas the fundamental principle upon which the

work of Amnesty Internacional s based.

Amnesty Iaternational v a worldwide movement independent ot any government,
political persuasion or religious creed. Tt plavs a specitic role in the international
protection of human rights:
i1 seeks the refease ot prisoners of conscience. These are necople detained tor
thetr beliets, colour, sex, ethnic ongin, langudge or religion who have not used
or advocated violence:;

— it works tor fair and prompt trials for all political prisoners and on behalt of
political prisoners detained without charge or nal:

— it apposes the death penalty and rorture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment ot @/l prisoners without reservation.

Amnesty International is impartial. It does nNot support or oppose any government or
political svstem, nor does it support or 0ppose the views of the prisoners whose rights it
weeks to protect. It is concerned solely with the protection of the human rights involved
in each case, regardless of the ideology of the government of the beliets of the victims.

Amnesty International, as a matter of principle, condemns the torture and execution of
prisoners by anyone, including opposition groups. Governments haye the responsibility
tor dealing with such abuses, acting in conformity with international standards for the
protection of human rights.

Amnesty International does not grade governments according to their record on human First issued May 1983
rights: instead of attempting cOmparisons it concentrates on trying 1o end the specitic

_ . . , . Amnesty International Publications
violations of human rights in each case. 1 Easton Streel

Amnesty International has an active worldwide membership, open to anyone who l’{;?:l?:d\:ggiﬂﬁ“
supports its goals. Through its network of members and supporters Amnesty interna-

tional takes up individual cases, mobilizes public opinion and secks ynproved interna- | Al Index: EUR 48/17/85
donal standards tfor the protection of prisoners. ISBN: 0 86210 083 6

Printed by Redesign, 9 L.ondon Lane, ES.

Amnesty International’s work 1s hased on the United Nations Universal Declaration ot
Human Rights. The organization has formal relations with the United Nations (ECOSOC),
UNESCO. the Council of Europe, the Organization of African Unity and the Organization
of American States.
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The cover shows 12 people adopted by Amnesty International as prisoners of conscience in of this publication may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval system,
recent years; more than 200 people in Yugoslavia are currently adopted as prisoners of
conscience.
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A 70-year-old doctor is serving five and a half years imprisonment and has been stripped of all his
property - because of casual conversations in which he is alleged to have criticized
Yugoslavia and its leaders . . . A Bosnian migrant worker is serving nine and a half years
imprisonment largely because of his contacts with emigre fellow workers abroad and his
possession of such items as newspaper clippings, badges with crowns on them advertising
beer, and a picture postcard of a Serbian king . . . An ethnic Albanian, 18 at the time of his
arrest, is serving a six-year prison sentence because he took part in nationalistdemonstrations
and wrote and distributed poems and leaflets.

All three have been adopted by Amnesty International as prisoners of conscience. Their
cases illustrate how the the authorities in Yugoslavia have used charges such as ‘“hostile
propaganda”, “‘participation in hostile activity” and “endangering the social order’ to imprison
people whose views or non-violent activities they disapprove of.

The cases appear in Amnesty’s newly published Yugoslavia: Prisoners of Conscience, updating

the previous report of that name which appeared in 1982. This briefing is a summary of the new
report.

Yugoslavia
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in Yugosliavia

Since 1980 more than SOO people a yvear
have been prosecuted tor political ottences
and groups of Yugoslav citizens have regu-
larly expressed concern about violations
of human rights in the country by sending
petitions to the Presidency of the Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia for legisla-
tion to remedy abuses.

In June 1980 the Federal Pubhc
Prosecutor reported an increase i the
number of political offences during the
previous year and attributed this to
international tension and to an increase in
activities by political emigres and “intemnal
cnemies” atter President Tito's protracted
iiness and death in May 1980. In 1981 he
reported that 553 people were charged
with political crimes in 1980 83 percent
up on the previous year. Ninety-three per
cent of the total were described as " verbal
oftences’: 78 per cent were ""minor verbal
offences™™ - usually insulting state leaders
or symbols by using abusive language -
punished by one to two months imprison-
ment. Seventy per cent of all political
oftences had been due to “"nationalist and
chauvinist’™” attitudes.

A mecting of public prosecutors in
April 1981 reportedly deckled to prosecute
political offences more severely.

In July 1982 the Federal Publc
Prosecutor reported that 594 people
(nearly two thirds ot them ethnic Albanians)
had been charged with political crimes in
1981 and that *‘about half”’ of the total had
been charged with “most serious offences™.

In May 1983 he reported that 516 (62
percent of them Albanians tried tor
“irredentist and nationalist  activities’)
had been charged with political crimes in
1982 65 per cent of this total were
described as “verbal pohitical offences™.
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Dr Alija Izetbegovic, 59, was the principal
defendant in the 1983 trial of 13 Muslims accused
of “‘hostile and counter-revolutionary acts
derived from Muslim nationalism’’. He wrote an
“Islamic Declaration’’, which the state alleged
wias a conspiracy to create an ‘‘ethnically pure
Islamic  republic’’ within  Yugoslavia. Dr
Izetbegovic denied the charges against him but
was convicted and sentenced to 14 years
imprisonment, reduced on appeal to 11 years.
Amnesty International has adopted him as a

prisoner of concience (see page 8).

In June 1984 he reported that 535
people had been charged with pohtical
crimes it 1983, 76 per cent of them with
“verbal crime

The high percentage of - Albamans
charged with political crimes  retlects the
continuing national unrest in terrtones
inhabited mainly by c¢thnic Albanians,
particularly the provinee of Kosovo.,

Renewed nationalist unrest in Kosovo
had already begun in late 1979, when
numerous arrests there were reported after
the appearance of anti-povernment pam-
phiets and slogans painted on walls. Some
19 people were later tned. Eleven people
were each sentenced at two trials to
between three and eight vears” imprison-
ment. Amnesty International’s information
does not suggest that the accused had used
or advocated violence.

Further nationalist unrest in Kosovo
was sparked ofton 11 March 1981 by stu-
dents at Pristina university protesting,
about their hving conditions, according to
official Yugoslav sources. Later in March
and in carly April demonstrators n
Pristina and many other parts of Kosovo
demanded that Kosovo should cease to be
a4 constituent part of the Republic of Serbia
and be accorded republican status, Some
demonstrators are also said to have called
for Kosovo's union with neighbouring
Albania,

The demonstrations appear to have
begun peacetully but, according to vanous
official sources, up to 11 people died and
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several hundred were wounded in violent
clashes after secunty torces aintervened.
Amnesty International has recenved @
report that the Central Commuittece of the
League of Communists of Serbia was tol
that over 300 people were killed.

A state of emergeney was dectared
and heavy security force reinforcements,
mcluding army units, were brought imto
the provinee. At least 2,000 people were
arrested.

The othicial igures tor the numbers of
convictions of ethnic Albanians in Kosovo
hetween the large seale nationalistdemon
Jrations of March and Aprid 1981 and the
end of 19R2I were 658 convictions or
cirredentist” activity and TTabout 2 000
punished  tor violations” that 1,
sentenced to up to 60 days imprisonment
or 4 tine (unofficial sources give tar higher
figures). A 10 March report by the othictal
Yugoslin news agency Tanjug sad that
72 illepal organizations” with “about
1 000 members™ were uncovered in the
provinee durnng the same period,

In the first seven months of 1984 the
offictal Yugoslay press reported six group
trials in Kosovo of 78 cthmic Albamans,

One defendant was discharged because of

lack of evidence: the others were tound
sutlty of belonging to "itlegal” OFgantz atlons
with “nationalist’” and “Tirredentist - ams
and  sentenced to up to 15 vears

imprnisonment.  All were  accused of

advocating republican status tor Kosovo,

Most cthnie Albanians convicted on
political charges since March 1981 have
been voung teachers or high-school and
university students and were under 23
Manv of the prison sentences have been ot
Six years and more.

Detendants accused of taking part in
~organized hostile activity™ are usually
charged under Articles 136 (Tassoctation
tor purposes of hostile activity™). 131
(“participation in hostile activity ') and
I 14 (" counter-revolutionary endangerng
of the social order ") ot the tederai criminal
code. In 1984 Amnesty International
aroups worked for the release of over 120
othnic Albanian prisoners of conscience
imprisoned under these articles and investi
pated another 10 cases. This tigure does
not include those ethnic Albanian prisoners
of conscience sentenced for “Thostile
propaganda’ or "incitement” (see below),

Some of those tried since 1981 have

been accused of calling for the union of

K osovo with neighbouring Albania. The
Yugoslav authorities have periodically
attributed the nationalist disturbances in
Kosovo to a plot orchestrated from
Albania to achieve the secession ot the
Albanian inhabited regions of Yugoslavia
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Yugoslavia in outline

Yugoslavia is a federal state com-
prising six constituent republics:
Bosnia-Hercegovina (capital, Sara-
jevo): Croatia (Zagreb); Macedonia
(Skopje);: Montenegro (Titograd);
Slovenia (Ljubljana): and Serbia
(Belgrade) - which incorporates the
two ‘‘autonomous provinces' of the
Vojvodina (Novi Sad) and Kosovo
(Pristina).

The federal capital is Belgrade, a
city of about 1,570,000 people.

Yugoslavia has a population of
22.352.000 (March 1981 census),
and comprises six officially recog-
nized ‘‘'nations”: Serbs, Croats,
Slovenians, Macedonians, Monte-
negrins and Muslims (an ethnic
category recognized as a nation since
the census of 1971 and making up
about 40 per cent of the population in
Bosnia-Hercegovina). There are also

National tensions

The issues involved in many political
trials in Yugosiavia and the wording
of the charges cannot be understood
without reference to the national
tensions which have existed since the
inception in 1918 of this multi-
national state, whose peoples have
varied political, religious and

cultural traditions and levels of

economic development. In particular,
they can often only be understood in
the light of events dating back to the
Second World War, when Axis
forces occupied and dismembered
the country, or even earlier.
Despite the establishment of a
federal system in the post-war period

and considerable devolution of

power to the country’s constituent
republics and provinces, national
tensions have persisted.

To this day political opposition

and their incorporation into a “Greater
Albania”. Thus the goal of repubhcan
status ftor the province, which all ethnic
Albanians tried for political oftences since
1981 have been accused of advocating, 1s
equated by the authorities with the attempt
to split up the Yugoslav tederation,
Some of the defendants have been
accused of violence, including shooting at
members of the security forces; or, in the
case of one group, of hyacking a police

some |8 ethnic minorities of which
the largest are the Albanians and
Hungarians, concentrated in Kosovo
and the Vojvodina respectively.

Religion

The main Christian denominations
are the Serbian and Macedonian
Orthodox Churches, with an estimated
eight million adherents, and the
Roman Catholic Church, with some
six million, mainly Croatians and
Slovenians. There is also a large
Muslim community, believed to
number about four million, including
ethnic Slavs in Bosnia-Hercegovina,
most Albanians and the Turkish
minority. There are over 30 other,
often very small, religious communi-
ties, mostly Protestant,

tends to be officially identified with
adherence to movements and causes
of up to 40 years ago.

Thus the expression of nationalist
views by Croats is often officially
condemned as being pro-Ustashe - a
wartime regime which persecuted
and killed Jews, Serbs, Romanies
and also its Croatian opponents.

In the case of Serbs, nationalist
views are condemned as pro-Chetnik
- a Serbian wartime resistance move-
ment that ended up fighting the
communist-led Partisans,

Similarly, dissenting communists
have sometimes been condemned as
*Cominformists’ - supporters of the
pro-Soviet line during the post-war
crisis in Yugoslav-Soviet relations
(at least 14,000 alleged Comin-
formists were imprisoned).

vehicle containing arms. In May 1984 six
cthnic Albanians were accused ot having,
smuggled arms, ammunition and explosives
into Yugoslavia, Another group was
arrested in March 1984 and accused of
causing nine explosions 1n Pristina
between October 1982 and March 1984,
Other groups have been accused of 1ssuing
statements threatening armed uprisings 1f
Kosovo were not accorded republican
status by peaceful means.
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In many other instances, however, the
charges have been unrelated to the use or
advocacy of violence; for example, Organiz-
ing or juining in demonstrations, either with
in the country or clsewhere in Western
Furope, has inatself been considered a
crime. So has the writing of certain slogans
or possession of certain leaflets, books,
magazines or poems. In some  cases
Amnesty Intemational has repeatedly asked
the Yugoslav authorities (without getting
any response ) for particulars about charges
in order to ascertain if the accused had used
or advocated violence.

In 1 Y84 Amnesty International groups
worked for the release of some 150 cethnic
Albanians adopted as prisoners  of
conscience and nvestigated about 20
other cases.

In Croatia, three prominent dissenters,
former prisoners of conscience previously
sentenced in 1972, were tried in 1981,

® The historian and veteran Partisan Dr
Franjo Tudjman. a tormer army general,

Dr Franjo Tudjman, historian and veleran
Partisan. who was imprisoned in January 1982
because of interviews he gave to foreign
journalists. Appeals for his sentence (0 be
postponed because of his serious heart trouble
were refused. He had five heart attacks in prison
before his conditional release on health grounds

in November 1984 (see also page 12). He was

adopted by Amnesty International as a prisoner
of conscience.

and the writer Viado Gotovac were
charged with '“hostile propaganda™ and
sentenced to three and two years
imprisonment respectively for interviews
they had given to foreign journalists
between 1977 and 1980.

® InSeptember 1981 former Communist
Party official and economics don Dr

Marko Veselica was sentenced to 11
years' imprisonment (reduced on appeal
to seven years) and a four-year ban on
public expression of any kind. He, too,
was charged with “hostile propaganda’

Mark Veselica. former Communist Party official
and economics don who is serving a seven-year
prison sentence because of an inlerview he gave 2
foreign journalist; he is also alleged to have venl
documents ahbroad about human rights abuses in
Yugosiavin., Amnesiy International has adopted
him as 8 prisoner of conscience.

for an interview he had given to a toreign
journalist in which he had argued that
Croatia was at a political and cconomic
disadvantage within the Yugoslav tedera-
tion. He was charged also  with
“participation in hostile activity He was
accused of sending documents alleging
human rights violations in Yugoslavia to
several people abroad, including three
Croatian emigres, for publication in the
emigre press and for presentation at the
Conterence on Security and Cooperation
in Furope held in Madnd in 1980. He
denied the second charge, and also that he
had had any contact with emigres. He
declared that he was on principle against
all extremist organizations, and violence
and hatred. He acknowledged giving the
interview but pleaded not guilty toboth the
charge of **hostile propaganda’ and that of
“participation in hostile activity™.

Other political trials have involved
Yugoslav migrant workers who were in
contact with emigres while working
abroad and were arrested and convicted
on returning to Yugoslavia. Frequently the

charges have related to the possession of

emigre journals and literature.
Other cases reported to Amnesty
International in the past four years have

neluded those of members and officials of

the Roman Catholic and Serbian
Orthodox Churches and the Muslim faith
in Bosnia-Hercegovina.

Prisoners adopted by Amnesty
International have included a Roman
C atholic Franciscan novice, a student ata
Franciscan seminary, a Franciscan pansh
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priest.  two  Franciscan triars,  three
Mushim  rehigious  officials, a Serbian

Orthodox theology student and a Serbian
Orthodox priest. All were charged with

“hostile propaganda™ or imcitement o
national or redigions hatred™ . To Amnesty
International’s knowledge none of them
had used or advocated violence,

Their arrest and convictuion comngided
with mncreasingly trequent attacks in the
otficial press on the “abuse of religion for
poliical ends™, and i August ORI 4
eroup of 12 Muslims were tried m
Sarajevo, the  capital ot Bosnia
Hercegovina, on charges of “association
for purposes of hostile activity” and of
having performed “hostile and counter
revolutionary  acts from a position ot
Muslim  nationalism™.  They  recetved
sentences ranging from five 1o ten years
imprisonment. Ten of them have been
adopted by Amnesty International  as
prisoners of consaence.

The organization has also noted an
increase in the number of cases of people
in Bosnia Hercegovina who have been
imprisoned on charges based solely on the
alleged contacts of their private conver-
sations. which have been regarded as
“hostile propaganda”. Often they have
not been accused of advocating violence
but of having criticized the authorties, or
of having made uncomplimentary remarks
about national or local politicians or the
late President Tito.

Political trials which have taken place
since 1980 have included those 1n
Belgrade of writers Momecilo Selic and
Gojko Djogo, on charges of “hostile
propaganda’.

il pp— — - L ——
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Momcilo Selic, a Belgrade writer who was
imprisoned in 1980 for writing and distributing a
document the authorities disapproved of; he was
pardoned and freed in May 1982. Amnesty
International adopted him as a prisoner of
conscience.




In Apnil TURO the tormer was sentenced
Loy ey envears amprisonment, reduced on
appeal to three vears tor wnting and distr
huting a 10 page document entical of the
Yugoshiv Communist Party’s histony and
policies. He was Later pardoned and released
m Mav 1UR2.

In September FYRT Gioko Djogo was
sentenced to two vears imprisonment,
later reduced to a vear, tor pubhishing
noems 1n which, the indictment stated, he
msulted the memony of President Tito and
depicted the socio political situation
Y ugoshivia "maliciousiy and untruthiully
e bepan to serve his sentence on 2K
March TR but was released on 17 May
hecause ob il health, He wassullat ftherty
in Janvary JYRS

in June 1980, 36 Belerade intellectuals
wned a0 petution  to the Yuposha
Presidency cathing tor an amnesty tor
those who had commutted the oftence ot

cxprossing torbidden politcal views™ I
October TYRO over 100 citizens siened o
petiton callimg tor the deiction trom
Article 133 of the tederal cnminal code ol
an ttem makmg it a crimmal oftence to
depict socio-political conditions in Yugo
slavia “mabiciously and untruthiully™ In
Nos ember FYR) a petition for an amnesty
tor all political prisoners was sent to the
Presidency: ot was signed by 43 Zagreb
intellectuals, A 19-vear-old  student,
Dobrostay Paraga, who had helped o
collect thewr signatures was later arrested
and sentenced by Zagred district count in
My TURTE to three vears imprisonment
for “hostile propaganda’ and 7 participa
ton m hoste activity™. This sentence woas
tirst increased to five years on appeal to
the Supreme Court of Croatia, then
reduced to tour vears by the Federal
Court Hle was released on 21 November
| UK.3

Political offences

With few exceptions, prisoners of
conscience adopted by Amnesty
International have been charged and
convicted under articles in Chapter
15 of the 1977 federal criminal code,
which deals with political otfences -
known as ‘‘crimes against the bases
of the socialist self-management
social svstem and the security ' of
Yugoslavia.

The articles in Chapter 15 contain

‘Hostile
propaganda’

A high  proportion ot

“hostile propaganda’” under Article 133
of the federal ecniminal code (or under the
analogous Article 118 of the previous
crnminal coder. Article 133 states:
1} Whoever, by means of an article,
leatlet. drawing, speech or o some
other way, advocates or ncites the
overthrow of the rule of the workinyg
class and the working people. the un
constitutional alteration of the sociahist
soctal svstem ot selt management. the
disruption of the brotherhood, umty and
cquality of the nations and nationalities,
the overthrow ot the bodies ol social
sell management and gosernment or
ther execulive agencies, resistance to

prisoners o
conscience  have been conmvicted  of

provisions making it possibie to
penalize the non-violent exercise of
fundamental human rights,

Political offences defined by
federal law arc first tried at district
court level and then, on appeal, at re-
public supreme court level, There is
also provision, under certain con-
ditions, for further appeal to the
F-ederal Court.

the decisions ol competent government
and selt management bodies swhich are
significant  for the  protecthen and
defence of the country: or whoever
nuhiciously and untruthtully  portrayvs
socio-pohitical — conditions in the
country shall be pumished by imprison
ment tor from one to 10 vears,

Article 133 makes crimunal the exercise
of treedom of expression when this treedom
s used o oppose or oeven merely  to
criticize the established pohtical order. It

s so loosely formulated that it fends itselt

to subjective interpretation and appheation
In practice courts have convicted people
on charees under the article (and s
predecessor, Article 118) without having
obtained proot of cither the "untruthiulness”
of the statements categonized by the

prosecution as “hostile propaganda™ or ot

malice on the part of the accused, although
these were essential ingredients to the
olfence.

YUGOSLAVIA BRIEFING

In a Y81 article in the law journal
Nasa Zakonitost. the Preswdent ot the
FFederal Court acknowledged that the
formulation ot Article 133 was  not
suthiciently  precise although  he
dismissed an October Y80 petition tor
the article to be amended, and other
petitions ke 1t as essentially polineal
pamphlets

Prisoners of conscience have been con
victed on charges of “hostile propaganda’™
tor private conversations: for writing a book
or pamphlet or producimg a film: tor letters
thev had wntten: tor wnting articles or
eiving nterviews  that were pubhshed
abroad They had not advocated violencee
but had merely expressed views disappros ed
of by the authorities and comsidered by the
courts to constitute an attack on Yupo
Savias soctd and pohtical order or be o
“maahicious and antrathtul ” representation
of conditions m the country,

Other prisoners of conscience have
been consicted for possessing or bringing
into Yugosiavia banned poliical works
(often emigre journalsy or tor airculating
such works, In convicting people for this
oftence. the courts do not appear to have
Caken into consideration whether or nod
the  muaterial in question
violence

advoeated

® On 13 December 1982 fvan
Pletukosa, 38, a Croat who taught Engiish
at Zagreb Unnversity, was arrested at his
Nat i Bamaluka, When police scarched
the tlat they reportedly tound copies ot
Croatian emigre journaly and a fetter he
had just written to intorm the local police
that he had recerved the journals without
asking tor them, He was tried in Banjaluka
district court on charges under Articles
133 and 157 of engaging in Thostile
propaganda’ and damaging the reputa
non’” ot Yugoslavia, The charges were
hased on remarks he was alleged to have
made in private  conversations  with
acquaintances, i which he supposedly
criticized  Yugosiavia's  political  and
ceonomic  svstem and  certiin ot ats
political feaders. He had abso allegedhy
sald he was dissatistied about the situation
of Croats in Bosnia-Hercegovina (which
has a population of Muslims. Serbs and
Croats). He was charged also with
receiving and possessing copies of emigre
journals.

He denied the charges and denied
having made the statements of which he
was  accused.  maintamning  that  the
witnesses.  acquaintances  of  his,  had
misunderstood him and that during the
conversations i question  they  had
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Ivan Pletikosa, 88, who taught English at Zagreb
[ niversity, was imprisoned in 1983 for *'verbai
offences’™; he was charged twith engaging in
“hostile propaganda’ and ‘‘damaging the
reputation’” of Yugoslavia) on the basis of
remarks he was alleged to have made in private
conversations. He was sentenced (0 six vears
imprisonment, reduced on appeal to three and a

half vears. Amnesty International has adopted
him as a8 prisoner of conscience,

discussed certain articles i the (othetal)
press  which  had  covered  particular
current events. He dented that he was a
Croatian nattonalist and pointed out that
his wite was of partial Serbian descent.

The court refused to hear six witnesses
tor the defence or to allow a copy of Tvan
Pletikosa's tetterto the late President Thito,
written 1in 1979, to be obtamned and read.
He was convicted on all charges on 22
April 983 and sentenced to six years
imprisonment. After two appeal hearings
and a retrial his sentence was reduced to
three and a hall years” impnisonment,

The Pleukosa case dlustrates what 1s
perhaps the most contentious use of
Article 133 i cases of what are
conunonly reterred to in Yugoslavia as
“verbal offences™. Besides Article 133,
there are a number ol other legal
provisions  which  penalize “verbal
offences’”, among them Article 157 which
deals with “"damaging the reputation’™ of
Yugoslavia,

Lesser similar oftences, tor example
ypreading false rumours™ or "damaging
the reputation of a soc¢ialist republic or
socialist  autonomous  provinee  are
penahized under sections of the criminal
codes of the republics and autonomous
provinces dealing with ~ollences against
public order” and “ollences apainst
honour and reputation.

® In January 198RS Dr bvan Zogratski,
70. a Bulgarian cttizen and retired medical
spectahist who had hived in Saragevo singe
1972 was tned by Sarajevo district coun
on charges of “hostile propaganda ™ and
“damaging the reputation” of Yugosiavia,
e was accused of having "mahiciousty
and falsely deseribed socio political and
cconomic condittons i Yugoskavia ', and
of “denying the existence ot the brother
hood and unity of Yugosiavia's peoples
and i particular ot having demed the
¢xistence of the Macedoman navon™ . He
wis accused also of having disparaged
Yupostavia's top pohitical leaders and of
having referred i an insulting manner
to the Late President Tio

Accordimg to a report an the ofticial
nress, he had committed these oftences it
his own home, i the homes ot his tnends
and m catés and restaurants” between
1979 and 983 The court found him
vty and sentenced him to sixoand a hall
vears: imprisonment, reduced on appeal
to five and a hall vears, conhiscation of his
property, and permmanent expulsion trom
Yugoslavia at the end ot his prison
sentence,

Anmnesty fnternational has adopted
1S prisoners ot conscience convicted of
“hostile propaganda’’ on charges based
almost exclusively on the content of therr
private conversations, All but ong of these
convictions took place in the republic of
Bosnmia-Hercegovina where people have
received heavy prison sentences lor exer
cising their right to freedom ol expression
in - casual, private  conversaton, This

judicial practice s, as far as Amnesty

PDr Ivan Zografski, s retired medical specialist
aged 70, who is serving a five-and-a-half-year privon
term, has had all his property confiscated and is
to be expelled from Yugoslavia after his
imprisonment —  all  because of casual
conversations in which he is alleged to have
criticized the country and its leaders.

5

Internattonal knows, less common n
other parts of Yugostavia, where charges
ot hostile  propaganda™  are usually
hrought in connection with  pubhshed
matertal  or other torms  of - public
CXPression,

Bosnia Hercegoving has a population
of Mushims (the largest cthmoe group),
Scerhs and Croats, During the Second
World War the region saw bitter inter
communiy fighting, and the authonties
have trequently referred to the bioodshed
of  that penod  as  a justitication tor
FCPIessIve Measures,

® Mchka Salihbegovic, 39 wnter and
maother of a4 teenage daughter, was one of
1 3 Mushims sentenced to terms ot
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Melika Salihbegovic, Muslim writer and mother,
who was imprisoned after being accused of
writing a letter 1o the Ayutollah Kohmeini of lran
and of helping to draft a foreword to an *'Islamic
Declaration’’. she denied both accusations but is
wrving a three-and-a-half-veur prison term. Amnesty
International has adopted her as a prisoner of
conscience.

imprisonment on 20 August 19813 atter
they had been accused of “hostile and
counter-revolutionary  acts derived from
Mushm nationalism’ (see page 9).

She was charged under Article 133
with spreading ““hostile propaganda™ in a
letter she was said to “have written to
Avatollah Khomemi of Iran: and by
helping to draft a toreword to an "Islamic
Declaration”™ in March 1982,

She denied writing to the Avatollah or
helping o draft the foreword to the
Declaration, which she had not seen, she
sand.

She was sentenced to five yeary
impnsonment, reduced on appeal to three
and a halt years. Amnesty Intemational has
adopted her as a prisoner of conscience,

Amnesty International has adopted as
prisoners ot conscience many  ethnic
Albanians who have been imprisoned on
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charges of “hostile propaganda’ relating
to  the possession ol books,  emigre
newspapers and tape-recordings, or to the
writing of slogans considered ““hostile™
The slogan “Kosovo  Republic™ 15 often
cited as constituting "“hostile propaganda’

@ Shenf Asllani, 28, from Urosevac and
temporarily employed in Switzerland, was
tried by Tuzla district court on 22
November 1983 He was accused of
having been in possession of a book
entitled The Titoists by Enver Hoxha
(Albanma’s leader) and of two cigarette
holders bearing the inscription ™ Kosovo
Republic™, while visiting his brother 1n
Tuzla. The court found him guilty ot
“hostile propaganda’ and sentenced him
to four years’ imprisonment. Amnesty
Intermational has adopted him as a
prisoner of conscience.

‘Incitement’

Defendants in a number of political trials
have been charged with “incitement to
national, racial or religious hatred, discord
or intolerance”” under Article 134 of the
federal criminal code - an oflence
punishable by up to 10 years
imprisonment.

Amnesty International believes that
the provisions of this law are imprecise
and that it is sometimes applied in such a
way as to undermine fundamental
freedoms.
® Ebibi Lazim, 45, an ethnic Albanian,
was tried by Skopje distuict court on 24
May 1982. He was accused of having
several times during 1981 told teachers at
the primary school where he was secretary
that the nationalist demonstrations by
ethnic Albanians in Kosovo in March and
A pril that year had been justified. He was
further accused of having said that the
demonstrators’ demand that Kosovo
province be granted republican status
within the Yugoslav federation was also
justified and that the territory would “"one
day again be Albanian”. On the basis of
these statements he was convicted of
“inciting national hatred and discord
among Yugoslavia's people™ and sentenced
to six years’ imprisonment. He has been
adopted by Amnesty International as 4
prisoner of conscience.

The organization believes that n
applying the provisions of Article 34 1n
this and certain other cases the Yugoslav
authorities have in effect penalized people
for the non-violent expression of their
nationalist views,

‘ P rt 8 . a
articipation
. .
in hostile
"R = 3
activity
In recent years there has been anangrease
in the number of tnals of Yugoslavs accused
of having been in contact, while hving or
travelling abroad, with emigres opposed to
the Yugoslav Government, Such contact
is strongly discouraged by the authonties by
means of propaganda, surveillance and
legislation. The defendants have usually
heen migrant workers in Western Furope,
who were arrested on their return home.,
They have usually been convicted under
Article 131 of the federal criminal code,
dealing with “participation in hostile
activity, which states:
A Yugoslav citizen who, with the
intent to engage in hostile  activity
against the country, makes contact with
a foreign state or refugee orgamzatuon
or group of persons, or aids them in the
performance of hostile activity, shall be
punished by imprisonment tor at least
one year,

In a few cases the available mformation
has indicated that the accused were
convicted of contacting emigres inorderto
engage in acts of political violence. In
other cases, however, people have been
convicted of contact with political
emigres, even though they were not
charged with the use, planmng or
advocacy of violence.

@® Jovo llic, 38. a Bosnian migrant
worker with a job in the Federal Republic
of Germany (FRG), was arrested in July
1979. while on holiday in his home
village. In December Tuzla district court
sentenced him to nine and a halt years’
imprisonment on charges under Articles
131.133 and 157. The charge ot *particr-
pation in hostile activity™ arose trom his
alleged contact with several leading
members of an emigre organization in the
FRG.

He was accused of having received
propaganda materials from them and ot
using these in hostile activities against the
state by giving them to Yugoslavs working
in the FRG and smuggling them 1nto
Yugoslavia.

However, court documents suggested
that his only proved contacts with emigres
were casual and with fellow-workers, a
few of whom had fought with the Chetniks
more than 30 years betore, One ot them
had shown him some emigre papers and

YUGOSLAVIA BRIEFING

given him  postcards  and  newspaper
cuttings  pictures of Serbian religious and
historical  figures. The “propaganda
material’ in this case consisted of these
and some badges with crowns on them
advertising beer and cigarettes.

He was not proved to have shown
these objects to anyone, although one
witness stated he had seen a picture-
posteard of a Serbian king which Jovo Hic
had dropped by mistake,

Some cthnic Albanians accused of
taking partin "anti- Yugoslav' demonstra-
tions abroad have been charged with
“participation in hostile activity .

® Xheladin Rrustemi, 40, who was tried
on 9 April 1983 by Skopje district court
was accused of having made contact with
“hostile”" Albanian emigres between Apnl
1981 and June 1982 while temporarily in
the FRG. He was accused also of having

joined in anti- Yugoslav' demonstrations

in Dusseldorf, Munich, Geneva, Brussels,
Bonn and West Berlin, in protest against
the Yugoslav Government's handling of
ethnic Albanians’ nationalist unrest In
Kosovo, He was found gutlty of “"partict-
pating in hostile activity” and sentencedto
six years’ imprisonment.  Amnesty
International has adopted him as a
prisoner of conscience.

‘Endangering
the social
order’

A number of prisoners of conscience
adopted by Amnesty International have
been convicted under the provisions of
Article 114 of “counter-revolutionary
endangering ot the social order
“Whoever performs an act intended to
curtail or overthrow the authority of the
working class and working people: to
undermine the socio-economic system,
the socio-political system of self-
management  established by the
constitution; to overthrow unconstitu-
tionally self-management and govern-
ment bodies, their executive agencies
or representatives of the highest
gsovernment bodies; to undermine the
country’s economig basis, breaking up
the brotherhood and unity or
destroying the equality of the nations
and nationalities of Yugoslavia, or to
change the federal organization of the
state  unconstitutionally  shall  be
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punished by imprisonment for at least
one year.

Once again, the provisions of Article
| 14 are vaguely formulated and in practice
may be used to penalize many kinds of
activity . including non-violent ones,

Since the events of 1981 many ethnic
Albanians have been charged under
Article 114 after taking part n
demonstrations calling tor Kosovo to be
granted republican status. Although some
demonstrations have led to clashes with
the security forces, and occasionally.
damage to property, the Yugoslav
authorities do not appear to distinguish
between violent and peaceful assembly
and consider any participation  in
Albanian nationalist demonstrations a
Crime.

® On 8 September 1981 Fadil Blakay,
23, an agricultural student; Shetki Shatn,
23, aveterinary technician and tour others
were tried by Pec district count on charges
of having taken part in “hostle”
nationalist demonstrations in Istok on 30
Apnl 1981.

Fadil Blakaj) was alleged to have gone
to Istok on 29 April 1981 and learned of a
demonstration there. On 30 Apnl he
allcgedly told his brother Bashkim and a
group of schoolgirls not to go to school
because of the forthcoming demonstration,
He was accused of playing an active part
in the demonstration and of " applauding
the hostile and counter-revolutionary
slogan '‘Kosovo - Republic’ ™.

He denied shouting any slogans and
said he had not agreed with the
demonstration despite his participation in
18

Shefki Shatri was alleged to have
heard about the demonstration from Fadil
Blakaj, and then to have taken part in it
with a group of people from a coftee house
and “velled and applauded hostle
slogans™. He was also said to have played
an “active' part in the demonstration,

The court convicted both detendants
of *counter-revolutionary endangering of
the social order” and sentenced cach to
five years' imprisonment,

@ Six university or high schooi students
were tried on 7 August 1981 by Pristina
district court after being accused of
organizing and taking part in demonstra-
tions demanding that Kosovo be given
republican status,

The case followed nationalist demon-
strations by ethnic Albanian students and
high-school pupils in Lipljan, Pristina and
many other parts of Kosovo on 2 April
1981,

According to Yugoslav press reports
ofthe trial: on 19 May five of the students,
Remyzi Lushi, Halil Ismahi, Sabri Lushs,
Bislim Ahmett and Milaim Dervisholli
met at the family home of the sixth, Sabn
[.ushi. in the village of Muhaxher Babush,
and planned a turther demonstration 1n
Liplian for 21 May. Next day they met
again to finalize plans,

The 21 May demonstration was led
through the town of Lipljan by the accused
who reportedly shouted: “We want a

republic'”, “Long live the Republic of

Kosovo!™. “Down with traitors!” and
“Release our comrades trom prison!™ (the
last slogan referring to the widespread
arrests after demonstrations in March and
April 1981).

On 7 August 1981 Pristina distnct
court convicted the accused of “counter-
revolutionary endangering of the social
order’ and sentenced each to between
four and cight years™ imprisonment.

® Daut Rashan, an 18-year-old high
school pupil, was tried by Pristina district
court and convicted of the same charge on

Daut Rashani, 18 at the time of his arrest, was
sentenced in 1981 to six years imprisonment for
taking part in nationalist demonstrations and
writing and distributing poems and leaflets.
Amnesty International has adopted him as a
prisoner of conscience.

29 July 1981. According to Tanjug he
was accused of having written and given to

several friends some poems and leatlets of

4 “"hostile content” betore the March and
April 1981 demonstrations in Kosovo,

He was also reportedly accused of
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having taken part in nationalist demonstra-
tions i Prstina and of having  later
described the demonstrations as " success-
ful’” in another pamphlet.

He was sentenced to six years
imprisonment,

‘A | 8
ssociation
for purposes
8

of hostile

n | ’
activity
Most people convicted in recent years of
association for purposes of hostile activity ™
under Article 136 of the tederal criminal
code were ethnic Albanians. Most ethnice
Albanians regarded by Amnesty Interna-
tional as prisoners of conscience have been
accused of forming or belonging to illegal
groups’ and have been charged under
Article 136, often in conjunction with
Article 1 14,

The varicty and composition of these
groups i1s complex. Most advocated the
creation of an Albanian republic within
Yugoslavia, although some called tor all
the country's Albanian-inhabited territones
to be united with Albama,

The complexity ot the situation 18
ilustrated by a 10 March 1984 Tanjug
report that 72 “illegal organizations™ with
“about  1.,0007 members had been
uncovered between 1981 and 1983

The loose central control ot all these
organizations over individual members
and local sections, and the relatively easy
acquisition of fircarms in Yugoslavia have
made it difficult to establish whether a
particular organization has violent aims
and methods.

The Yugoslav authorities do not
appear to distinguish between any of the
various torms of nationalist activity by
ethnic Albanians, and equate those who
call for an Albanian republic within
federal Yugoslavia with those calling tor
unification of such a republic with
Albania. They also equate those who use
peaceful means to try to achieve their ends
with those using or advocating violence.

@ In July 1984 the Yugoslav press and
radio reported the tnal of 11 young
Albanians in the province of Kosovo who
appeared in Prizren district court, accused
of forming and belonging to a “hostule”
proup called ~“The Marxist-Lennist
Youth of Kosovo™, They were six people
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attending hneh school: Astlan Ramadan,
Araim Stopr, Zek Madg, Feim Baliag and
Ramadan-Hot all 19 and Isham Jashan
) two students Al Hot, 19, and Aan
Gaalopent, 25 Al Kokolar, 24 aworker,
and two unnamed munors wath the mitials
S kK oand b O

Astlan Ramadant and Arsum Stopi wetw
acctisad of having tormed the Marmad
| erimist Youth of Kososo i Novembet
ORI and trom then until Muarch 1984
(when they were probably all arrestedy of
havinge eneaged i Thostle’ activitios i
Suva Reka and the vithiage of Shiroka 1t
was alleped that they had produced hostde ™
pamphlets, wntten slogans wath “hostle™
contents i the sutroundime villiages: and
oreamzed Thostiie” demonstrations i Sus .
Reha onu March 1984 catling tor repubhican
~tatus for Kosovo, II'I]L“} Wete deoused s
ot orvanizinge assistance for the poor reli
hons of people imprisoned because of ther
nattonalist activites

Al were comvicted of Tassocition tor
purposes of hostle actaty and T countes
revolutionan ciidanvernng ol the sochal
order’” and sentenced to between one and
a halt and tive and o halt s ears imprson
ment cach

Most prisoners of conscience convicted

on charpges of association tor purposes ot

hostile activity ™ sare ethmie Albanians,
Amnesty International has adopted  as
prisoners of conscience 97 ol them who
were tried m eroups and sentenced toup to
13 vearsy imprsonment  after being
charved manly with forming or belongimg
to tlezal groups. However, Amnesty
International  has  also adopted  as
prisoners of conscience members ot other
Yugostay  nationahty  groups  convicted
under Article 136 They include the Croat
Dr Anto Kovacevie, the Macedontin
Dragan Bopdanovskt and 10 Mushm
detendants in the 1983 trial i Sarajevo,

® i Anto Kovacevie, 32, who s trom
Bosnia Hereegovina, had been a teacher
n a centre in Vienna tor mentally handi-
capped children before his arrest in October
1981 while he was visiting hus tamuly n
Yugoslavia,

In carly April 982 he was charged
with “assoctation for purposes of counter-
revolutionary  endangenng of the social

order and the terrtornal integrity™ ot

Yugoslavia, “hostile propaganda and
~damaging the reputation” of Yugoslavia,
The indictment accused him of having
belonged to an emigre organization while
n Vienna and of  having  spoken
“maliciously and untruthtully™ ot the
Yuposhay  political  system. He o was
accused also of having made derogatory

remacks (pohtical jokesy about the fate
President Tito

Accordme to Amnesty International s
mformation, the charges agmnst him were
bhased mamly  on statements by twa
Yugoslay students 4t Vienna university
w ho were detamed for questioming by the
police while home visitig thew tanmihes al
the  end  of December 19810 Thae
apparently chiumed that Dr Kovacevw
knew several Croatian emigres i vienna
and  had  several umes  enticwzed
Yuposhavia's poittical system and leaders,
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Pr Anto Kovacevic, 32, a teacher who is serving
viv vears imprisonment because he is alleged to
have heen guilty of “*association for the purpose
of counter-revolutionary endangering of  the
vocial order and territorial  integrity  jof
Yugoslavial''. The charges against him were
hused on the evidence of two students who Jater
withdrew their testimony and said that they had
heen threatened by the police. Amnesty

International has adopted him as a prisoner of
consciendce.

His tnial in Doboy district court began
on 27 Aprl 1982 but was adjourned
IWiCe,

In June 1982 the two students, who
had returned to Vienna, sent turther
statements to the President of the Dobuy
district court, various Yugoslay othicials,
Dr Kovacevic's lawvers and  several
human rnights  organizations, including
Amnesty  Internatonal, tormally  with-
drawing their previous evidence against
Dr Kovacevie,

They said they bhad ginven it under
police pressure after threats that unless
they cooperated they would lose thetr pass:
ports and thus be unable toreturn to Vienna
to continuge thetr studies.
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They declared that the pohee had
released them and allowed them to retum
to Viennag atter they had miade statements
apamnst Dr Kovacevie and that they had
agreed to help the police by infornnny
them about the activities of other Yugoshin
students ot Vienng unnversity

They stated that on returnmg 1o
Vienna they had not carnied out the
mstructions to spy on their compatriots,
morcover they retused to respond to o
telegram  summonming  them back 1o
Yuposkayia to appear as witnesses at the
trial of Dr Kovacevic

Despite their absence Drlovacevie s
trial recommenced on 24 June 19X He
wis  found ewilty on o all charges and
senteneed to ceht and a hall veary
imprisonment  and  contiscation ot his
property . on appeal this was reduced to sy
Vedars mprisonment

@® On 20 Auvust [9R3I after a
[asting for over o month, the Sarngevo
district court sentenced o croup of |3
NVushims accused of “hostile and counter
revoluttonary aets dernved trom Mushim
nationalism™

I 'he prinaipal detendant was P Adna
l7ethegovic, 59, a lawver and retired
director of i building company, who was
charged under Articles 1360 and 114 The
charges were mostly based onan Islamic
Declaraton™ wntten by lim and alleged
Lo be i conspiracy o create an - ethmeally
pure  Islamic republic”™ out of Bosnia
Heorcesoving, Kosovo and other Mushim
arcas. The declaration was alleped also to
be  the modernized plattorm and program
ot the tormer terrornist orgamzaton, the
Young Mushms™

D) Izethegovie was accused of having
piven the text ot the declaration to another
defendant,  Omer Behmen, 3>, @
construction engineer, and to enmigres in
Vienna in 1977, The text was translated
into  Arabic.  English,  German  and
Turkish between 1974 and 1983 and
siven to several people m order to torm g
eroup  whose  goal  would  be  the
“revolutionary endangening of the social
order’”. the prosceeution said.

In the indictment, Dr lzetbegovie was
accused ot claimimg that Mushms had

sutfered considerably  at the hands of

communists when the Partisans entered
their villages at the end of the Second
World War and that organizations ke the
Young Mushims were set up (o counter
this,

In his defence he mamtamned that he
did not know five ot the accused and that
he had never uttered the phrase “Islamic
republic, cthnicaily pure Bosmia-Herce-
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vovina and that 1t had not featured i the
Lol Declaration. Both he and Omer
Behmen, also charped under Articles 136
and 114 stressed that the  Istamae
Declaration  was  concerned  wath the
venctal emancipation of Mushims, not
with Yogostavia and Bosnia in particular,
and that 1t was meant to apply to countries
where the overwhelmimg magonty ol the
population was Mushm.

Dr frethepovie demied that there was
any hink between the declaration and the
program of the Young Mushms,

e

&

Omer Behmen, S5, a construction  engineer
accused of preparing Islamic documents deemed
to have been “Thostile’' to Yugostavia, He was
seatenced 1o 18 vears imprisoament, reduced on
appeal to 12 vears. Amnesty International has
adopted him as a4 prisoner of conscience,

He and Omer Behimen were also
qccused of prepanniy other Istamie
Jocuments Jdeemed o be haostile to the
state.

The charges agamst Omer Bebmen
related o these docuiments, the Islamic
Declaration  and a4 visit te bran he
orpanized tor tive Mushims e Januan
LR

Ten of the other Jdetendants awere
harged on the basis of verbal statements
they had made about the dechination and
sbhout  the  position of - Mushms n
Yugoshav e (the charges agamst the TAth
detendant, Melika Sabhibegovich, are
reterred 1o on page O under THosule
propaganda’)

Dr trethegovic wiis sentenced to 1
Vears imprisonmient {reduced on appeal
to 11 vears)y and Omer Behmen o 13
vears” treduced o appeal to T2 vears)

(OJOne of the other  detendants was
released it the end of the trial and the il
of another was postponed beciuse of i
health, The rest recened prison sentences
ranging betw cen fve and 1O vears (reduced
on appeil o three and seven vears respeg
tvelvy Amnesty International adopted the
following as prisoners ol conscience: Dr
[7ctbegovic, Omer Behmen, bsmet Kasu

magic, b dhem Bicakae, Haso Zival Sahn
Behmen, Mustata Spatue, Mobika Sahh
beposie, Dzemal Tate and Dyerves Dhard

evie None was charped swath using o

advociating violence

Arrest,
investigation
and trial

Srandards ot arrestomvestrieation and tnal
procedures i Yugoshivia appear to van
considetably accordmg to regien and
particular corcanmstances Although Amnesi
Internation:al hnoss o pohitical cases
where procedures have been fodiowed
secordance wath leval provisions it kness
of others e which these POV IS AWUTY
senousiy breached Fn notny mstances of
e abiise ol arrestoainyestieation and SEHY
provedutes, it does not cinme that they
oceur perse-tently buhitdoes beties e that
they e sutlicientls provalent i pohitcal

Coanes Lo W 1 antl seriieds colicet

Arrest and pre-trial
detention

Pobitical prisoners e otten arrested undes
the provisions of the Code of Cromuanad
Procedute which alow the police ioseep
Lonal ciretmstances, to arrest suspedts and
hold them swithout s arrantiotup to thieg
d;i}.ﬂ,

A number of prsopers ol consaiengy
have  reported  that winde bemyg held
without cotirt protecticen durnng this three
Jav period (which has been known to be
tleeally extended) they were subjected to
severe psyahological, and i sonme
mstances,  physical, pressures by the
police fusually the SIS the state seeunity
police). Certam detamees hinve Later com
plamned that they were threatened with vio
lenee and even death and with reprsais
apainst thewr tamihies or friends, There have
also been reports of interrovations lastiny
tor hours on end. sometimes conducted
nieht, and, i certam mtances, of detamees
bemg deprived of food ot skeep, Where such
pressure wnd intmidation have oceurred,
the atm appears to have been to foree selt
mermimating statements from the suspects
of o moake them sign talse contessions
Jictated by the police

Amnesty International has Tearmed ot
several cases m which the pohee appear to
have dehiberately abused theu powers i
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order to obtiun statements from swainessos,
b or example, atter the arrest of o prisonet
o conscrenee, Momgilo Selhie, on | 3
oebruan 1980 several ot ns acquamtances
were reportedly hickd as saspects T by
police and induced to meke statements
against him atter bemng led to understand
that they themselves might tace cnmnng
procecdinges

;\_'-;EEHH,_ atter Jovo Hhio's arrest on |
Julv 19749, the police contiscated the
trav el documents of ionumber of witnesses
who, he lamowere muerant sorkers i the
ROy home on hohday FTher tris el
documents. on which ther means o
Invelihood  depended. were returned o
them ondy atter they had testibied aueaimst
the ocused

Ill-treatment and
torture

Amnesty Internationar has recenved
number of allevations of physiwcabdi e
ment and  torture dunng anvesbeation,
~onne ~utticientls Jetaaled to canse SRS EN
Jdisquiet

NMost ableved f treatment b detainees
w hich it has been imtormed about relite to
thie  autonomuotis HUISANIHNY ol OSSOV D
follow e the natwonahst demonstrations
there by ethnie Adbanans i Marceh and
Apud [UNT

[n Aprid 1982 an caticle e the
Y ucoshay press noted that allegations of
A1 treatment e pre triad detention nad
heen maide 11 a numbes of pohiticad trials o
cthme Alhaniins. Amnesty Internationad
abso recened  allesavons that  many
detendanis had been dlb treated atter arrest
o order o extract mformation of
cJontessicons trom them,

One report, from someone chamung o
be an eve witness, was ob aninadent
Aprit TOS T mwhich aprisoner was ticd by
his hands to the cerfine of las cell ~tnpped
halt naked, and beaten untd he began to
voinit blood.

In December 982 Amnesty Interna
tomal wrote to the Federal Secretany o
Tustive mentomny that 1t had recened
atormation that ethime Aldbanwans chareed
with political otfences had beend) ireated,
The orvanization referred to three specitic
cases and ureed ham to conduct audhonl
mguiny into e abieped il treatment of
Hiyvdaget Huosenno Hahl Aldema and
Lkshin Hou

Fiydiet Hysenrwas sid o have been
severely il treated atter s drrest
December 1R He did notappear at the
trad of TR cosdetendants i Pristunaan July
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19X hecause. the court was told, he was
depressed. In August he was sald to be 1n
the psychiatric section of Belgrade prison
hospital.  On 28 November he was
sentenced to 15 years imprisonment.

Halil Alidema and Ukshin Hoti, who
were also alleged to have been physically
Hl-treated during pre-trial detention, were
sentenced to 11 and nine years' imprison:
ment respectively in July 1982,

Amnesty International received no
reply to its letter and as far the organiza
tion knows no inquiry was ever conducted.

Amnesty International has received
several allegations from other parts of
Yugoslavia as well that individuals arrested
hecause of the non-violent exercise of ther
human rights had been threatened by police
with force or with reprisals agamnst their
Camilies. Other torms of psychological or
physical pressures were also cited: tor
example, one prisones of conscience claimed
that after arrest he was deprived of tood tor
tive days.

S SR
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Ukshin Hoti, an ethnic Albanian charged with
political offences and alleged to have been ill-

treated in custody. He is serving nine years
imprisonment.

In June 1984 Amnesty International
wrote to the Federal Secretary of the
Interior about allegations it had received
after an SDS raid on a private apartment
in Belgrade in which 28 people were taken
into custody. The organization had
received reports that four ot them were
beaten while being detained.

Jovica Mihailovic stated that the
interrogating officer hit him so hard that he
fell off his chair twice and that the ofhcer
had continued to hit him while he lay on
the floor. He also claimed that he was then
struck in the kidneys. He was released on
24 April and a medical certificate issued

that day (a copy of which Amnesty
International has) records imuries to his
head and body. Tomislav Jeremic said
that he was hit on the sole of his bare toot
with a police truncheon by an SDS ofticer
He claimed that after being moved to the
Belgrade district prison he was insulted
and hit about 20 times on the back of his
head by another officer. Dragisa Paunic
tated that he was kicked in the abdomen
and twice hit on the back of the neck by an
officer.  Amnesty  International  also
received reports that Zoran Matic was
heaten with rubber truncheons by four
ofheers.

Inthe same letter Amnesty Intemational
expressed concern about the circumstances
of the death of Radomir Radovic, one of
the 28 detained, who had been released
from custody on 22 April 1984 but then
vanished on the evening of 23 April. His
hody was found a week later in a country
house  in mysterious  circumstances.
Initially, the police said he had committed
suicide by taking an overdose of sedatives.
However, the subsequent autopsy report
revealed that the cause of death was poison-
ing by a large amount of insecticide. The
official verdict remained suicide.

Radomir Radovic was 33 and due to
he married. He had played an active partn
calling for an independent labour
movement. The suicide verdict 18
questioned by his lawyer and conte sted by
his family and friends. Againthe Yugoslav
authorities did not answer Amnesty
International’s letter.

The forcible extraction of contessions
is illegal in Yugoslavia and a punishable
offence. Amnesty International does not
know of any instances of police having
been prosecuted for this, However,
several trials have been reported in the
press in which police have been convicted
of beating to death people they have
arrested. In one such case, in September
1982. a Skopje court sentenced three militia
members to between 12 and 14 years’
imprisonment.

Trial

Public statements by political leaders
attacking the accused before trai or
conviction have led to allegations that
verdicts in political trials are decided on in
advance by party officials.

The Yugoslav daily paper Borba
reported on 13 February 1981 that the
President of the Croatian Assembly, Jure
Bilic, had *"mentioned the illegal activity
of the well-known nationalists Gotovac,
Veselica and Tudjman, and in this
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Viado Gotovac, 54, a Croatian writer, was tried
in 1981 on charges of ‘‘hostile propaganda’’
after he had given interviews to foreign
journalists. He way sentenced 10 two  years
imprisonment; he began serving his sentence in
January 1982 and was released in January 1984,

Amnesty International adopted him as a prisoner
of conscience.

connection had announced the forthcoming
trials of the latter two™ (investigation pro-
ceedings had not as then started inthe case
of Dr Marko Veselica). On 12 February
1981 the Zagreb paper Vjesnik repored
that Jure Bilic had declared:
« because of the situation in our
country we must expose this group
around Veselica, Gotovac and others,
regardless of what they used to be,
because by their actions objectively
they are heading for fascism.”

On 20 February Dr Tudjman received a
three-year prison sentence, and on 5 June
Viado Gotovac was sentenced to two
years' imprisonment. Investigation pro-
ceedings were started in Dr Veselica's case
on 19 March. and on 9 September he was
sentenced to 11 years’ imprisonment.

Practice with regard to political trials
varies. Some have been held in camera,
others in open court. Several have been
declared “open’ — but with public access
strictly limited because of **lack of space’.

Access appears to have been particu
larly restricted in political trials in Kosovo
between July and September 1981. A
Yugoslav press report on 9 August stated
that a group trial in Pristina had been held
in a courtroom seating only 20. Guards
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outside had directed passers-by to the
other side of the road. Access for
journalists had been restricted to Tanjug
correspondents,

In other ways too political trnals have
failed to meet international standards. For
example, there have been several com-
plaints that courts  have repeatedly
interrupted defendants, defence counsel
and witnesses, thus preventing the detence
cases from being fully presented. At times a
court has disallowed evidence and torbidden
the calling of witnesses tor the defence on
the grounds that this was “not necessary .
However, the prosecution has sometimes
heen alowed to contravene legal procedure
by presenting evidence not included inthe
dossier. In Amnesty Intermnational s opinion
all this has meant that such trials have been
heavily weighted in favour ot the prosecu-
tion. which 1s against national law and con.
trary to internationally accepted standards
tor fair tnal, In only one of the political tnals
that have come to Amnesty International’s
attention has the accused been acquitted.

Sentences

People convicted of non-violent oltences
in Yugosfavia risk severe sentences: the
average sentence imposed in firstinstance
on prisoners at present under adoption or
investigation by Amnesty International 15
six and a half years. Sentences passed in
political cases are usually upheld on
appeal. although a number have been
cither reduced or increased.

Imprisonment

Prisons in which prisoners of conscience
have been detained include: Zenica and
Foca, in Bosnia-Hercegovina:  Stara
Gradiska, Lepoglava, Slavonska Pozega
(tor women) and Goli Otok (in recent
years used mainly for young male adults)
in Croatia; Spuz in Montenegro; 1drizovo
in Macedonia: Nis and Zabela in Serbia;
Dob in Slovenia and Sremska Mitrovica
in the Vojvodina. In 1979 the majority of
these institutions had a prison population
of between 950 and 1,500 cach, including
political prisoners,

Prison conditions

Many of the above prisons were built
before the Second World War and
conditions in them vary considerably.
Amnesty International’'s  information
suggests that conditions 1 Sremska

Prisoners of conscience

It is impossible to give a precise
figure for the number of prisoners
of conscience in Yugoslavia. Most
political trials involve political
offences defined in republican or
provincial law (punishable by up to
five years imprisonment); or in the
Code for Petty Offences (punish-
able by up to 60 days imprison-

ment): they are very rarely reported
in the press. Political trials involv-

ing the more serious political
offences defined under federal law
are often reported, but by no means
always,

Official statistics are regularly
issued on the number of people
charged with or convicted of
political offences. Although not all
would be prisoners of conscience as
defined in Amnesty International’s
statute - people imprisoned for their
conscientiously held beliefs who
have not used or advocated violence
- the figures available indicate that
there are many more prisoners of

Mitrovica and Lepoglava prisons  1In
particular in the former  are supenor o
those in many others; an Amnesty
International delegation visited the two
prisons in 1976,

conscience in Yugoslavia than those
known to Amnesty International.
Unofficial sources tend to put the
number of political prisoners much
higher than those given in official
statistics, and have alleged that, in
addition to those convicted on
political charges, there are also
political prisoners who have bee¢en
convicted on false, for example
sseconomic’’, counts,

Statistics issued by the Federal
Public Prosecutor’s Office and
published in the Yugoslay press
indicate that the numbers of people
charged with political offences from
1980 to 1983 inclusive were as follows:

1980 .........c00nvee... 8583
1981 .. Ak
1982 .. ... iveenaan.u 0l
1983 .......ciieuenen .45

At the time of going to press,
Amnesty International groups were
working for the release of 202
adopted prisoners of conscience and
investigating a Turther 29 cases.

declaring that the “magjority of prison
buildings in Croatia are more than 50
vears old, some more than 100 years.
They can in no way meet the santary
requirements of today . . . Some sections of
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Lepoglava prison . . . Former prisoners of conscience there have complained that damp and cold in

winter caused much bronchial, tubercular and rheumatic disease among inmates. One former inmate
noted: **At roll-call at 5.30am, all you can hear is coughing™’.

Conditions at Stara Gradiska pnson
appear to be among the worst.

In 1978 the Croatian Assembly was
reported to have issued a statement

Stara Gradiska must be demolished
because they simply cannotbe renovated. ™
A former prisoner of conscience who was
held in Stara Gradiska untl 1976 has
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spoken of ““the filth, the desolation, the
hunger™ there

Poor prison conditions have also been
reported elsewhere in Yugoslavia. Such
accounts freguently refer to severe over
crowding and inadequate sanitary install.
ations, It would seem that in these two
respects in particular standards are often
well below those set out in the United
Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the
Treatment of Prisoners.

Political  prisoners  are normally
assigned to the most severe ob three
prisoner  categories:  this  entadls,  for
instance, shorter visiting times and smaller
food parcels. They share cells and work
with ordinary criminal pnsoners,

Accommodation

Cells vary greatly in size and usually
contain two- or three-tiered bunks. In
L.epoglava prison most cells are about 4m
by 2m and house three inmates. The cells
have no running water and a slop-bucket s
used as a toilet, Sanitation is also reported
to be primitive in Stara Gradiska, where
hetween 30 and 40 pnsoners sleep in
rooms of about 10m by S5Sm. The
conditions are aggravated by the marshy
surroundings and damp climate. In Zabela
as many as 73 inmates are reported to
have been accommodated in a dormitory
measuring 6.60m by 10.20m. Because of
this excessive crowding, the windows
have had to be kept open at night, even
during the winter.

In Zenica up to 180 pnisoners are
reported to have been accommodated n
one dormitory,

Former prisoners of conscience have
complained of damp and cold in winter,
which has caused much bronchial, tuber-
cular and rheumatic disease among In-
mates in several pnsons, including
Lepoglava, Stara Gradiska, Zenica,
Zabela and Nis. At roll-call at §5,.30am,
all you can hear is coughing,™ noted one
former inmate of Lepoglava prison,

Food

Prisoners from Sremska Mitrovica and
Lepoglava have complained that food 1s
inadequate, particularly its quality and
variety, and low in vitamins and protein.
To supplement their diet prisoners rely on
food parcels sent by their families and on
limited purchases ot food from the prison
shop.

Work

All prisoners capable of work are required
to do so and those who retuse are liable to

be punished. There is generally an eight
hour shitt, with one rest day a week.
Safety measures in some workshops
appear to bhe inadequate and prisoners
have reterred to industnal  accidents
resulting from poorly mamtained machinery
used by tired or depressed inmates,

Religious restrictions

Contrary to the provisions of the Umited
N ations Standard Minimum Rules tor the
Treatment of Prisoners, religious services
are not permitted in Yugoslav prisons and
prisoners do not have access to a religious
representative,

Medical Treatment

Reports received by Amnesty Intermational
suggest that a number of prisoners of cons-
cience have left prison in poor health and
nceding medical treatment and convales-
CengCe.

Medical facilities in prisons appear to
be inadequate; moreover, prisoners who
report sick tend to be suspected ot teigning,
illness and to receive only a cursory exan-
ination. This has sometimes led to sernous
allments  requiring  specialist  treatment
being ignored. Amnesty Intermnational con-
siders this a breach of Article 22(2) ot the
United Nations Standard Mimimum Rules
for the Treatment of Prisoners which states:

“Sick prisoners who require speciahst
treatment  shall be transterred to
specialized institutions or to civilian
hospitals. Where hospital tacihties are
provided in an institution, their equip-
ment, furnishings and pharmaceutical
supplies shall be suitable for the
medical care and treatment of sick

prisoners, and there shall be a staft of

suitably trained ofticers.”

Some prisoners of conscience appear
to suffer from the sort of chronic ilinesses
that constitute a grave threat to therr
physical health given that they are serving
long sentences and medical standards are
low.

® Dr Franjo Tudiman, a prisoner of

conscience sentenced to three years
imprisonment in February 1981, has a
history of hypertensive heart disease and
suffers from high blood pressure, angina
and other complaints. Because of his
condition he appealed for postponement
of sentence. This was rcfused by the
Yugoslav authorities despite his doctor's
recommendation that he continue to
receive treatment and remain under close
medical supervision. He begantoserve his
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sentence in January 1982 In Fcbruary
1 R 3 he had @ major heart attack and was
later granted an interruption ot sentence.
The interruption was extended on medical
srounds three times, but he was returned
to Lepoglava prison on 26 May 1984 to
complete his sentence,

In Lepoglava, where ftacihties tor
treating  acute  heart  complaints were
reported to be inadequate, he suftered tour
more heart attacks, one of which left him
partially paralysed. Despite appeals by his
family and Amnesty Intcrnational it was
not until | 1 September 1984 that his his sen
tence was once again interrupted on health
grounds. In November 1984 he was con
ditionally released on grounds of til health.

® Dr Nikola Novakovie, a 71-vear old
nrisoner of conscience sentenced to |2
years' imprisonment in 1977, twice
appealed for his sentence to be cut on
medical grounds, On 13 December 1977
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Dr Nikola Novakovic, 71, who was sentenced to
12 vears imprisonment in 1977, reduced on
appeal to 11 years., Amnesty International is
calling for his release because he is a prisoner of
conscience and because of his age and ill-health —
he has a cardio-pulmonary disorder and
compliains of considerabie pain when urinating or
walking.

it was reduced to 11 years and on 24
March 1982 to 10 years. He has a cardio-
pulmonary disorder and was admitted to
hospital with chronic bronchitis tor tour
weeks in 198 1. He apparently had cardiac
discase symptoms after this time 1n
hospital and has ischaemic lumbago and
varicose veins. In late 1979 he had a

hydrocelectomy, and after the reduction of

his sentence in March 1982 a turther
hydrocelectomy was performed. He com-
plains of considerable pain when urinating
and walking

YUGOSLAVIA BRIEFING

In early 1984 he again appealed for
reduction of sentence. On 24 Junc 1984
the Supreme Court of Bosnia- Hercegovina
rejected his appeal,

Amnesty International 1s calling tor
his unconditional release because he 18 a
prisoner of conscience and because of his
ape and ill-health,

The orgamzation considers that in
these and certain other cases the Yugoslav
authonties have unjustifiably delayed
appropriate care and medical treatment
for prisoners in civilian hospitals forspecial
diseases  or simply have prevented them
from seeking it. Moreover, Amnesty Inter-
national believes that inthe cases of prison-
ers of conscience with severe heart prob-
lems who have lodged petitions tor suspen
sion or reduction of sentence, or pardon, the
Yugoslav authorities have refused the
petitions without giving due consideration
to the clear humanttanian grounds for
granting them.

Punishment
and
ill-treatment

In general, pumishments in Yugoslav
orisons include: shaving oft hair: denying
mail and parcels for up to three months;
denying or restricting the right to buy
articles in the prison shop tor up to three
months; sohtary confinement, with or
without work for up to 30 days and
1solation for up to a third of sentence (but
not for more than a year without interrup-
tion).

Prisoners have complained that
punishments are often arbitrarily imposed
by guards and that their appeals to higher
authorities are ignored. There have been
reports of the maximum periods of solitary
confinement and isolation sometimes
being exceeded through the immediate re-
imposition of the punishment.

According to an account received trom
a former prisoner in 1979, several of the
solitary confinement cells in block No, 2
of Zenica prison had concrete floors and
prisoners were alleged to have been
punished by having their hands chained to
rings in the floor in such a way that they
could not stand upright. During the day
they were not allowed to he down and
were liable to be beaten by guards it found
doing so,

Cases have been reported of prisoners
being kept in isolatuon tor more than a

year. This happened to two Albanian
prisoners of conscience, Isa Kastraty and
X hater Shatri, who reportedly went on
hunger-strike in Spuz prison, Montenegro,
in 1977, They barricaded themselves in
their cells demanding to be moved to
Sremska  Mitrovica prison. Guards
forcibly entered the celis and a prison not
tollowed th which some inmates were
wounded by guards. Isa Kastrati and Xhater
Shatn later each had their sentences in-
creased by three and a half and three years
and were allegedly kept in 1solation tor |7
months.

Amnesty International has received
allegations that Albanian pnsoners, includ-
ing prisoners of conscience, are treated
especially harshly (Nis prison in particular
has been mentioned). On 17 June 1979
Rilindja reported on a tnal in which the
G overnor of ldrizovo prison ( Macedonma)
and six guards were sentenced to between
cight months and cight years’ impnson
ment after two prisoners had been beaten to
death for refusing to be taken into solitary
continement,

In 1983 emigre sources published a
complaint by a group of Albanian political
prisoners  from  Kosovo sent to  the
Secretariat of Justice of Croatia in which
they described the dl-treatment  they
claimed to have received while being
transported from Pristina district pnison to
Gospic prison in Croatia and while
detained in Gospic. They stated, among
other things, that on arrival at Gospic
prison on |5 November 1981 they were
foced to undress and were then assaulted
by guards, who hit them on the tace and
body. Two prisoners claimed to have been
hit on the genitals by guards who taunted
them, saying they would never produce
children, The complaints mentioned
injuries sustained by named prisoners and
stated that the corridor where the incident
occurred was stained with blood. A group
of some 2() more prisoners trom Kosovo
who arrived at Gospic on 26 December
1981 were said to have received similar
-treatment.

Two prisoners who complained to the
Prison Governor about ill-treatment were
allegedly beaten unconscious in reprisal
on 12 December 1981,

Accounts given by former prisoners
suggested that the beating of inmates was
normal practice in certain  Yugosiav
prisons. In September 1982 a Belgrade
criminologist sent an open letter to the
Serbian Secretary of Justice about the
treatment of inmates in Belgrade district
prison. The letter was based on his personal
observations while serving a month’'s sen-
tence there tor a non-violent political oftence.
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He said that prisoners were often beaten
and were daily threatened with beating,
He noted that the guards were apparently
led to believe that beating was a lawtul form
ol punishment,

Death penalty

Forty five of the 140 cnminal oftences
defined in the federal crrminal code carry a
non-mandatory death sentence. These
include 16 tvpes of “especially grave”
pohitical oftence such as those resulting in
death or accompanied by ““senous
violence or great destruction’

Also included are a number of non
violent military offences committed 1n
time of war or immediate danger of war.

The criminal codes of the six republics
and two autonomous provinces provide
for non-mandatory death sentences tor
aggravated murder and in certain cases,
tor inducement to suicide,

The latest death sentences for political
offences that Amnesty International
knows about were passed in 1976; all six
cases were commuted by the court to
terms of imprisonment. The iatest judicial
e xecutions for political ottences took place
in 1973, the victims being two Croatian
emigres convicted of making an armed
incursion into Yugoslavia.

Since the beginning of 1979 Amnesty
International has learned of 29 death
sentences being passed and ot 10 execu-
tions,

In recent years the death penalty has
been the subject of much public discussion
in Yugoslavia. Leading abolitionists have
come from the legal protession, including
the late Filota Fila, who, in February
1979, argued the abolitionist case 1n a
televised debate with the present President
of the Federal Court, Dr Mirko Perovic.

In 1 Y84 a petition was submitted to the
Yugoslav Assembly for the abolition of
the death penalty on the grounds of the
inviolability of human lifte, a humanitanan
vision of socialist society and the rejection
of the principle of retribution. The petition,
officially reported to have been signed by
866 people, prompted a debate in the
Assembly, which decided there were as
yet  no constututional or other prerequisites
tor abolition .




A worldwide campaign ...

Human rights are a human responsibility. Whenever they are violated people are the victims. They and their
families need practical help.

The protection of human rights 1s an international responsibility. This principle 1s accepted by major
world bodies such as the United Nations; governments are¢ now publicly accountable to the world
community for protecting the rights of their own citizens. That accountability includes accepting the right
of international organizations to ask questions and express concern when people’s rights are curtailed.

Amnesty International works on the basis of the universal human rights standards which the international

community has proclaimed. If a state is violating those standards, Amnesty International comes to the
defence of the victims.

Amnesty International began in 196l with a newspaper article, ‘‘The Forgotten
Prisoners’’, by British lawyer Peter Benenson. He urged people everywhere to begin
working impartially and peacefully for the victims of political persecution. **Open your
newspaper any day of the week and you will find a report from somewhere in the world

of someone being imprisoned, tortured or executed because his opinions or religion are
unacceptable to his government,’’ he wrote. Within a month more than a thousand
people from various countries had sent in offers of practical help. They were ready to
help collect information on cases, publicize them and approach governments. What
started as a brief publicity effort became a growing international movement.

Amnesty International now has more than 500,000 members, supporters and subscribers in over 160

countries and territories. They come from all walks of life, reflecting a wide variety of points of view. Most
are organized into small local groups. There are now more than 3,000 groups in Africa, Asia, the Americas,
Europe and the Middle East. Each group works on behalf of prisoners held in countries other than its own
—emphasizing the need for international human rights work. No group or member is expected to provide

information on their own country, nor do they have any responsibility for action taken or statements issued
by the international organization concerning their country.

Financial independence

Amnesty International relies for its funding on donations from members and supporters. Its financial
independence is vital to ensure its political independence. By far the greatest part of the movement’s funds

come from small, individual donations, membership fees and local fund-raising efforts. It does not seek or
accept government money for its budget.

@® You can add your name to Amnesty International’s growing campaign. You can become a subscriber,
join a local group, send in a donation and support our worldwide appeals. Use the coupon below.

Please detach this form and return to the Amnesty International section in your country or (o: Amnesty International Publications,
1 Easton Street, London WC1X 8DJ, United Kingdom.,

' . 1 am ready to support Amnesty International’s impartial campaign against violations of human rights wherever they
occur. Please send me details of Amnesty International's work.

[ I enclose a donation of ___ ____to help sustain Amnesty International’s continuing research and action In
defence of human rights. (Please make cheques or money orders payable to Amnesty International.)
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Information from Amnesty International

This briefing is part of Amnesty International’s publications program. As part of its etfort to mobilize
world public opinion in defence of the victims of human rights violations, Amnesty International produces
a monthly Newsletter, an annual report, and reports, briefings and other documents on countries in all
quarters of the globe.

Amnesty International attaches great importance 1o impartial and accurate reporting of facts. lts
activities depend on meticulous research 1nto allegations of human rights violations. The International
Secretariat in London (with a staff of 150, comprising some 30 nationalities) has a Research Department
which collects and analyses information from a wide variety of sources. These include hundreds of
newspapers and journals, government bulletins, transcriptions of radio broadcasts, reports from lawyers
and humanitarian organizations, as well as letters from prisoners and their families. Amnesty International
also sends fact-finding missions for on-the-spot investigations and to observe trials, meet prisoners and
interview government officials. Amnesty International takes full responsibility for its published reports and
if proved wrong on any point is prepared to issue a correction.

How to subscribe to Amnesty International

A subscription to Amnesty International will give you access to information about human rights abuses
produced on a global, independent and impartial basis. You will also receive details on how you can help the
people who are the victims.

Amnesty International Newsletter

This monthly bulletin is a regular update on Amnesty International’s work: reports of
fact-finding missions, details of political prisoners, reliable reports of torture and
executions. It is written—without political bias—tor human rights activists throughout

‘he world and is widely used by journalists, students, political leaders, doctors, lawyers
and other professionals.

Amnesty International Report

This annual report is a country-by-country survey of Amnesty International’s work to
combat political imprisonment, torture and the death penalty throughout the world. In
describing the organization’s work, the report provides details of human rights abuses
in over 100 countries. It is probably the most widely read—and most influential—of the
many reports published by Amnesty International each year.

Please detach this form and return to the Amnesty International section in your country or to: Amnesty International Publications,
1 Easton Street, London WC1X 8DJ, United Kingdom.

" 1 wish to subscribe to the Amnesty International Newsletter and enclose one year's subscription (£5.00, USHI2.50).

1 1 wish to subscribe to the monthly Amnesty International Newsletter and vearly Amnesty International Report and
enclose one vear’s subscription (£10.00, U5%$25.00}.
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