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Atrocities
in Peru

More than 1,000 men, women and
children have ‘‘disappeared’’ after
being seized by troops or police
since a remote area of Peru was
placed under military rule two years
ago.

Hundreds of others are known to
have been Kkilled in custody, often
after torture.

In a new briefing on Peru, published
on 23 January, Al points out that the
true scale of the abuses by government
forces in the mountainous southern area
is not yet known.

The massive atrocities started after the
launch of a military campaign against
the Sendero Luminoso (‘‘Shining
Path’’) guerrilla movement, itself
responsible for scores of execution-style
killings and torture of civilians.

Since then, killings of captives by
government forces have become so
established that relatives of the ‘‘dis-
appeared’’ have learned to search road-
side dumping grounds where bodies
regularly turn up, often mutilated
beyond recognition. The victims found
in these dumps and in mass graves are
usually naked, marked by torture, and
with single gunshot wounds to the head.

Human rights violations on this scale
are unprecedented in modern Peru.
They have been inflicted mainly on
peasants, local leaders and young people
in the Emergency Zone, established at
the end of 1982. The zone comprised 13
of Peru’s more than 140 provinces at the
time the report went to press.

Peru’s Attorney-General, the Public
Ministry he heads, and some judges have
tried to protect the rights of the local
people and have uncovered some of the
abuses, but have been unable to halt
them.

Government prosecutors in the area
have protested publicly against the
armed forces’ obstruction of their
investigations.

Al has told the government that it
condemns killing or torture of prisoners
by the guerrillas, and recognizes the
need to prevent and punish such crimes,
but that government action must be
within internationally accepted human
rights standards.

The briefing on Peru includes basic
information on some 1,000 reported
‘‘disappearances’’ known to A/. It notes
that the movement also knows of more

A family from a peasant community in Peru’s Ayacucho department holds a wake
for a ‘‘disappeared’’ relative whom they presume to be dead. His clothes are all the
relatives have left of him. Such ceremonies for ‘‘disappeared’’ men, women and
children have become frequent in the Emergency Zone since December 1982.

than 400 cases of individuals named as
having been detained and later found
dead. All these are from the Emergency
Zone; they have no parallel elsewhere in
Peru.

Despite the remoteness of the area, A7
— as well as local human rights groups
and Peruvian officials — has amassed
abundant evidence of the abuses and of
the existence of unmarked mass graves
and dumping grounds in areas under
military control.

Sources

Local people provided the evidence,
often by travelling to the main city in the
Emergency Zone, Ayacucho, or the
national capital, Lima. Documents and
testimonies have come directly from
families and community representatives,
from church, professional, trade union
and human rights organizations, and
from lawyers. Hundreds of victims’ rela-
tives have filled out questionnaires based
on a form prepared by the United
Nations Working Group on Enforced or
Involuntary Disappearances.

In February 1984 Dr Zegarra Dongo,
outgoing Avyacucho chief prosecutor,
told the press that his staff had received
1,500 formal complaints of prisoners’

*‘disappearances’’ in the previous 14
months.

The Interior Ministry has said that in
the 18 months up to the middle of 1984,
2,000 alleged guerrillas were killed and
more than 1,600 civilians were alleged to
have been killed by guerrillas. There is
evidence that both categories include
many civilians detained and killed by
government forces.

Security patrols have raided schools as
well as villages and homes to take away
victims. All young people appear to be
suspect — and so liable to ‘‘dis-
appearance’’ — in areas where the
guerrillas are active. A7 has documenta-
tion on 76 children and teenagers under
18 who have “‘disappeared”’.

Relatives of the ‘*disappeared’’ report
being threatened with death by soldiers
when they look for their loved ones at
known dumping grounds, which are
always near main roads regularly
patrolled by troops or police. Many of
the bodies are blindfolded and bound.[]

DEATH PENALTY

AI has learned of 98 people being
sentenced to death in 17 countries
and of 105 executions in 13 countries
during November 1984.

¢ This month’s File on Torture is on Namibia
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Campaign for Prisoners of the Month

Each of the people whose story is told below is a prisoner of conscience. Each has
been arrested because of his or her religious or political beliefs, colour, sex, ethnic
origin or language. None has used or advocated violence. Their continuing deten-
tion is a violation of the United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
International appeals can help to secure the release of these prisoners or to improve
their detention conditions. In the interest of the prisoners, letters to the authorities
should be worded carefully and courteously. You should stress that your concern
for human rights is not in any way politically partisan. In no circumstances should
communications be sent to the prisoner.

Dr Zografski, a Bulgarian national who
has lived in the Yugoslav city of Sarejevo
since 1972, was arrested in October 1983
because of remarks he was alleged to
have made during private conversations
““at his home, in the home of friends and
in cafés and restaurants’’, according to
Tanjug, the official Yugoslav press
agency.

He was tried before the district court
of Sarajevo, where he was accused of
criticizing conditions in Yugoslavia,
insulting past and present Yugoslav
leaders and denying the existence of the
Macedonian nation — Macedonia is one
of the country’s six republics, with a
language very like Bulgarian.

The court convicted him under
Articles 133 and 157 of the Yugoslav
Criminal Code (creating ‘‘hostile propa-
ganda’’ and ‘‘damaging the reputation
of Yugoslavia’’).

Sentence of six and a half years’
imprisonment (later reduced on appeal
by a year), property confiscation and
expulsion from the country was
announced on 17 January 1984.

Dr Zografski, a specialist in trauma-
tology, is reported to be working as a
physician in Sremska Mitrovica prison,
where he is serving his sentence.

Although two of his sons, who live in
Bulgaria, were allowed to visit him
briefly in prison, they were reportedly
not permitted to speak Bulgarian — and
neither speaks or understands Serbo-
Croat.

Dr Zografski is said to be in poor
health, with diabetes and heart and liver
complaints.

Please  send  courteous letters
appealing for his release to the head of
state: His Excellency Veselin Djuranovic
/ Predsednik Predsednistva. SFRJ /
Bulevar Lenjina 2 / Beograd /
Yugoslavia. ‘

The prisoners are Abdul Hamid bin
Munaf, 42, a fitter; Abdul Rahmad bin
Abdul Hamid, 49, a teacher; Sulaiman
bin Ahmad, 46, a fisherman; three
farmers, Lisa bin Lamat, 61, Suhaili bin
Badas, 53, and Tako bin Mangol, 48;
and two supervisors, Sarponin bin
Sarpo, 53, and Tinggal bin Muhammad,
64.

In 1962 they were branch members or
local officials of the Partai Rakyat
Brunei (PRB), People’s Party of Brunei.
Although the party held all the elected
seats in Brunei’s Legislative Council,
having won 80 per cent of the vote, it
had been unable to form a government
because its members were outnumbered
by others appointed by Brunei’s ruler,
the Sultan.

On 8 December 1962 the PRB
launched an armed revolt. It was
crushed within a week, the Sultan having
declared a state of emergency and called
in British troops. About 2,500 PRB
members were arrested. Seven of the
eight detainees named above were
arrested between 1962 and 1966; the
eighth was arrested in 1970.

None of the eight was a prominent
member of the PRB, yet they remain in
captivity while all the known leaders of
the party or its military wing have been
set free.

Al believes that they are no longer
being detained on suspicion of having
participated in the PRB revolt — but as
a deterrent against opposition political
activity.

AT has adopted them as prisoners of
conscience who are detained for their
political beliefs, real or imputed.

The eight are in Jerudong Place of
Detention and are reportedly denied
regular visits or correspondence — in
1981 it was reported that they had been
denied visits for five years. A number of
them are reported to be in poor physical
and mental health.

Please send courteous letters appeal-
ing for their release to: His Highness Sir
Muda Hassanal Bolkiah / Sultan of
Brunei / Istana Darul Hana / Bandar
Seri Begawan / Brunei.

Edgar Garcia has been missing since
18 February 1984, when he was seized in
a Guatemala City street by men said by
witnesses to have been members of the
National Police and its Brigada de

Operaciones Especiales, Special
Operations Brigade.
The authorities have consistently

denied that he is in detention, and
numerous habeas corpus petitions to the
courts on his behalf have met with no
result. A7 believes, however, that he was
taken into government custody and that
the Guatemalan Government is account-
able for his fate.

Edgar Garcia is the minutes secretary
of the Sindicato de Trabajadores de la
Industria Centro Americana de Vidrio,
S.A. (STICAVSA), the trade union at
the CAVISA glass factory where he
worked. As chief negotiator for the
union, he was about to sign a new collec-
tive bargaining agreement with the com-
pany when he “disappeared”.

Al is very concerned about his safety.
Some reports indicate that he and other
people detained at about the same time
are being held in a secret detention
centre in Guatemala City.

Trade unionists like Edgar Garcia are
among hundreds of people who have
‘“‘disappeared”” after detention in
Guatemala since  General Oscar
Humberto Mejia Victores came to
power in a military coup in August 1983.

Married, with an 18-month-old
daughter, Edgar Garcia is a qualified
teacher.

Please send courteous letters appeal-
ing for his release to: General Oscar
Humberto Mejia Victores / Jefe de
Estado / Palacio Nacional / Guatemala
City / Guatemala.

Prisoner releases and cases

AI learned in December 1984 of the
release of 100 prisoners under
adoption or investigation; it took up

102 cases.

If you prefer, you may send your appeals to the embassies of these governments in your own country
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EXECUTIO

NS IN NIGERIA

The top picture shows six prisoners facing an execution squad at Kirikiri firing range, Lagos, just after 9.00am on 21 August 1984.
Moments later the executioners opened fire. In the second picture, an army doctor is seen certifying that the victims are dead. They

had been sentenced to death for armed robbery.

More than 110 prisoners are reported to
have been executed in Nigeria last year
— at least 66 of them after trial by spe-
cial tribunals that do not permit right of
appeal to higher courts.

Al continues to be concerned about
other prisoners sentenced to death in
Nigeria last year and also about over 800
who have been under sentence of death
since before the present military govern-
ment came to power, in a coup on 31
December 1983. Some of these prisoners
have been in special cells for those con-
demned to death for more than 14 years,
having exhausted all appeals.

Al is concerned also about two other

1984 measures connected with the death
penalty in Nigeria:

@ the extension of the range of offences
for which the death penalty is applic-
able; and

@ the provision for the death penalty to
be imposed retroactively for offences for
which the penalty was not previously
applicable.

The Nigerian Government has sought
to justify the increased use of the death
penalty on the grounds of the reported
increase in crime, particularly armed
robbery, since the early 1970s.

When the current government — the
Supreme Military Council — came to

© National Concord

power it immediately committed itself to
a program of crime eradication.

In March 1984 it approved SMC
Decree No.S, the Robbery and Firearms
(Special Provisions) Decree, 1984. This
decree empowers state governments to
establish special tribunals to hear cases
against people accused of armed
robbery, an offence which is already
punishable by death. Each tribunal is
composed of officers of the armed
forces, except for the chairperson, who
is a legally-trained civilian judge.

Unlike the civil High Courts, which
previously heard all cases against people

Continued on page 4
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EXECUTIONS IN NIGERIA

Continued from page 3

accused of armed robbery, the special
tribunals permit no right of appeal to
any higher court.

Since March 1984, all or most states of
the Federal Republic of Nigeria have
established special tribunals to hear
cases against people accused of armed
robbery.

Armed Robbery and Firearms
Tribunals, as they are usually known in
Nigeria, have imposed death sentences
for armed robbery in at least 15 states,
the only apparent exceptions being
Bauchi, Benue, Gongola, and Rivers.

Although no appeal is permissible
against death penalties imposed by such
tribunals, all death sentences must be
confirmed by state military governors
before they can be carried out. In prac-
tice, some state governors appear to
have been more willing than others to
confirm death sentences imposed by the
tribunals.

In some cases confirmation of death
sentences has been so swift as to raise
doubts about the thoroughness of the
review process. For example, in Kwara
State, Dafaru Oluwole and seven other
people were convicted by the State
Armed Robbery and Firearms Tribunal
on 17 July 1984, having been found
guilty of stealing six cars. All the
prisoners were reported to have claimed
that they were innocent of the offences.
Their death sentences were confirmed by
the Military Governor of Kwara State on
the following day, 18 July 1984. The
eight were publicly executed by firing
squad on 19 July 1984.

In July 1984 the Military Governor of
Lagos State, Group Captain Gbolahan
Mudarisu, was reported to have ordered
that 257 people charged with armed
robbery, whose trials before the state
High Court were pending, be tried
instead by the State Armed Robbery and
Firearms Tribunal.

According to press reports, the gover-
nor declared that this decision was inten-
ded to ensure that pending cases be tried
more quickly. However, it would also
have the effect of depriving the
defendants of the right of appeal to the
Supreme Court.

In September 1984 the Federal
Minister of Internal Affairs, Brigadier
Mohammed Magoro, was reported to
have urged the Military Governor of
Anambra State, Navy Captain Allison
Madueke, to expedite confirmation of
death penalties imposed by the courts on
people convicted of armed robbery. The
minister was reported to have made this
recommendation with a view to easing
congestion in state prisons.

In July 1984 the Supreme Military
Council promulgated two new decrees,
the Special Tribunal (Miscellaneous
Offences) Decree and the Counterfeit

At least 120 people were reported to
have been sentenced to death in
Nigeria during 1984; one is reported
to have been pardoned. A7 received
reports that at least 111 people were
publicly executed in the same period.
In May 1984 over 820 people were
reported to be under sentence of
death after conviction of capital
offences in previous years.

* * *

Between 1970 and 1978 over 500
people are reported to have been
publicly executed — most of them
after conviction by special military
tribunals created in 1970.

These tribunals were abolished in
1979 by the civilian government of
President Shehu Shagari and from
1979 to 1983 no public executions
took place in Nigeria.

Between 1979 and March 1984 the
death penalty could be imposed only
by a normal court of law.

Statistics on executions between
1979 and 1983 do not appear to have

Firing squads kill over 111

been published.

Although several hundred people
facing pessible execution were
reportedly being held in condemned
cells — having exhausted all their
appeals — state governors were
apparently reluctant to sign the final
warrants required for their execution.

For instance, the Governor of
Lagos State reportedly had some 170
execution warrants submitted for his
approval between 1973 and 1979, but
signed only five of them.

Since the December 1983 coup,
however, military governors of some
states appear to have taken individual
initiatives over the execution of
people convicted of armed robbery.

For instance, according to
Nigerian press reports, at least six
people under sentence of death were
publicly executed in six towns in
Bendel State on 17 March 1984. All
were apparently prisoners who had
been convicted in ordinary courts and
were awaiting signature of their
execution warrants by the governor.

Currency (Special Provisions) Decree,
SMC Decrees Nos. 20 and 22.

These decrees prescribed the death
penalty for 17 offences previously
punishable by terms of imprisonment,
and were declared to be retroactive to 31
December 1983.

The offences for which the death
penalty was made applicable for the first
time included arson, dealing in counter-
feit currency, sabotaging oil pipelines or
power cables, illegal dealing in
petroleum products and trafficking in
cocaine. By the end of the year six
people had been sentenced to death by
the Miscellaneous Offences Tribunal.
One of them, a Spanish ship’s captain,
has been pardoned. Al does not know
the fate of the other five; it has issued
urgent appeals for their sentences to be
commuted.

Although AI opposes the death
penalty in all instances and believes that
the death penalty should never be im-
posed, it considers that in those
countries where the death penalty is
retained there should be strict observ-
ance of internationally recognized stan-
dards of fair trial.

In this context A notes particularly
United Nations Economic and Social
Council Resolution 1985/50, of 25 May
1984, concerning safeguards for the
protection of those facing the death
penalty. The resolution states (a) that
capital punishment may be imposed only
for a crime for which the death penalty
is prescribed by law at the time of its
commission, and (b) that anyone sen-

tenced to death shall have the right of
appeal to a court of higher jurisdiction.
Al is urging the state military authori-
ties to commute death penalties in all
cases which come before them for
review. It is also appealing to the Federal
Military Government to ‘institute such
changes in the special tribunals as might
bring them into accord with inter-
nationally recognized standards of fair-
ness, and in particular to establish a
right of appeal to a higher court for
people convicted by the tribunals.

Releases in Central
African Republic

Theodore BAGUA-YAMBO, whose
case was featured as a prisoner of the
month in the January 1985 Newsletter, is
reported to have been released from
prison on 31 December 1984.

His release was part of a general
clemency measure ordered by President
André Kolingba to mark the New Year,
which also resulted in the release of 52
other prisoners and people held under

house arrest, including a number
adopted by Al as prisoners of
conscience.
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Namibia

Amnesty International has
received persistent reports of
widespread and systematic
torture of uncharged politi-
cal detainees in Namibia
throughout the past 10 years.
The victims have included
church ministers, local com-
munity and political leaders,
shopkeepers, teachers,
peasant farmers and others.
Common methods of torture
include the application of
electric shocks, beatings and
prolonged isolation through
solitary confinement.

Several uncharged politi-
cal detainees are known to
have died in custody. In two
recent cases the courts held
that such deaths had been
due to unlawful assaults
inflicted while the detainees
were in custody — but in
neither case were the alleged
perpetrators of the assaults
prosecuted. Indeed, those
concerned are believed still
to be on active service in the
South African security forces
in Namibia.

Even if criminal charges or
civil claims had been laid
against them, it appears likely
that they would have escaped
prosecution in view of a legal
immunity conferred on all mem-
bers of the South African
security forces for acts com-
mitted ““in good faith”.

Most torture allegations relate to
events in northern Namibia, particu-
larly the Ovamboland, Kavango and
Kaokoland areas, in which well over
half of the population lives. Since
the late 1960s, these areas, espe-
cially Ovamboland, have been the
scene of protracted guerrilla war-
fare between nationalist guerrillas
belonging to the South West Africa
People’s Organisation (SWAPO) and
South African security forces.

The United Nations has declared
SWAPO the sole, legitimate repres-
entative of the Namibian people and
has called repeatedly for South
African withdrawal from Namibia
since revoking South Africa’s
mandate over the territory in 1966.
However, South Africa continues to
administer Namibia and to maintain
substantial military forces there.

SWAPO is a legal organization
within Namibia, though its leader-
ship is based in exile and its military
wing, the People’s Liberation Army
of Namibia (PLAN), is engaged in
armed opposition to the South
African administration.

The armed conflict in northern
Namibia has provided the back-
ground for extensive human rights
violations. Politically motivated kill-
ings of civilians have been carried
out by both sides.

Authorities
repeatedly
told of torture

The use of torture and other forms of
cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment
in Namibia has been well-documented
over several years and has repeatedly
been brought to the attention of the
South African Government by Amnesty
International and others, particularly
local church leaders. In its April 1977
Briefing on Namibia, Amnesty Inter-
national reported that the use of torture
by security police when interrogating
political detainees was almost routine.

In a joint statement issued in May
1977, leaders of the Lutheran, Roman
Catholic and Anglican churches in
Namibia claimed that torture was being
used by the South African authorities to
terrorize the population of northern
Namibia. They described torture as
‘‘standard practice’’ in the interrogation
of detainees.

In January 1978, sworn statements
signed by 10 people who alleged that
they had been tortured while detained at
Oshakati were published by Heinz
Hunke, a Roman Catholic priest, and

Ndara Kapitango, aged 63, who has
charged that he was hung up and
““roasted’’ over a fire by two members
of the South African security forces in
Namibia. He was burned so seriously
that his right arm had to be amputated
and he required lengthy hospital treat-
ment. In February 1984 it was disclosed
by the military authorities that two
soldiers responsible for torturing him
had each been fined 50 Rand (about
US $20) as a “‘disciplinary measure’’.

Justin Ellis, a church worker. The state-
ments had all been used previously in a
court case but the Hunke and Ellis
report was nevertheless banned by the
South African authorities and both men
were later expelled from the country.
Amnesty International appealed in
January 1978 for an independent inquiry
into these torture allegations but they
are not known to have been investigated.

In May 1982 the Southern African
Catholic Bishops’ Conference
(SACBC), representing the Roman
Catholic church throughout southern
Africa, reported that a delegation it had
sent to Namibia eight months before had
found evidence of the use of electric
shock torture, beatings, blindfolding
and partial suffocation of detainees.
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The SACBC alleged that South
African military forces would ‘‘stop at
nothing’’ to extract information about
SWAPO guerrillas from the inhabitants
of northern Namibia, and accused them
of beatings, rape and killings of
civilians.

The South African authorities reject
most allegations of torture and have
prosecuted few members of the security
forces. In March 1982, after complaints
by the local ethnic administration, the
South African authorities established a
special liaison committee in Ovambo-
land to investigate cases of alleged abuse
— but local church leaders refused to
participate on the grounds that a com-
mittee including senior South African
military and police officers would not be
impartial. Other liaison offices, to which
complaints against the security forces
may be made, were established in Wind-
hoek, the capital, and at Rundu, in the
Kavango district. Individual complaints
have also been investigated from time to
time by a specially-established board of
inquiry headed by a senior South
African military officer.

Torture condoned

In spite of these measures, closer
examination of the legal situation, of the
continuing lack of crucial safeguards
against torture and, not least, of a num-
ber of individual cases, indicates that the
South African Government, has over a
number of years effectively condoned
the use of torture against its real or sus-
pected political opponents in Namibia.

Proclamation gives wide
powers to security forces

Proclamation AG.9 (see box), intro-
duced in November 1977, gives wide
powers of arrest without warrant and
detention to all members of the security
forces. In May 1979 the proclamation
was amended to extend the permitted
period of incommunicado detention
without charge from four to 30 days;
after this further detention without
charge for an unlimited period may be
authorized by the Administrator-
General.

Many hundreds of people suspected
of opposition to continued South
African rule and of supporting or
sympathizing with SWAPO are believed
to have been detained without trial
under Proclamation AG.9. Amnesty
International knows of more than 200
individual cases but these would appear
to be only a relatively small proportion
of the total.

No official figures relating to deten-
tions under AG.9 are issued by the
South African authorities. In a 1983
court case security police witnesses said
that members of the security forces res-
ponsible for carrying out detentions un-
der this proclamation were not required
to keep any records of those whom they
detain. The security police witnesses
testified also that no standing orders or
other regulations had been issued by the
Administrator-General or other senior
authorities relating to the conditions and

The South African authorities say all
soldiers and police personnel
deployed in the ‘‘operational areas’’
of Namibia are required to sign
declarations confirming that they are
aware that any form of assault or
mistreatment of civilians is illegal and
punishable by law.

Despite this requirement, however,
all members of the South African
security forces and those assisting
them in their operations in northern
Namibia have been granted legal
immunity under two laws currently in
force.

The South African Defence Act of
1957 prohibits the civil or criminal
prosecution of all military personnel
for any acts committed ‘‘in good
faith’’ in connection with ‘“‘the pre-
vention or suppression of terrorism
in any operational area’’. The act
empowers the Minister of Defence to
forestall court proceedings simply by
issuing a certificate stating that an
alleged offence was committed ‘‘in
good faith”’.

It appears that this indemnity pro-

Immunity for security forces
acting ‘in good faith’. ..

vision may have been used to prevent
a number of prosecutions of
members of the security forces
alleged to have committed human
rights violations.

A similar indemnity provision is
contained in Proclamation AG.9 of
1977, an administrative decree issued
by the South African Administrator-
General, which is in force throughout
most of northern Namibia. It pro-
vides all members of the security
forces — including the police and the
security police — with immunity
against civil or criminal prosecution
for any operational actions com-
mitted ‘‘in good faith’’. In any
dispute, it is the person attempting to
initiate legal proceedings against a
member of the security forces who is
required to prove that the alleged
offence was not committed ‘‘in good
faith’’.

This built-in legal immunity is the
more  disturbing, and indeed
dangerous, as it is Proclamation
AG.9 that provides the legal basis for
most detentions in Namibia.

treatment of detainees held under AG.9.

This absence of any official regula-
tions governing the treatment of AG.9
detainees is a most disturbing feature of
detentions in Namibia.

In fact, AG.9 detainees have no rights
at all under the terms of the proclama-
tion. It specifically denies them any
access to lawyers or relatives, and there
is no provision for complaints or
grievances to be aired. Detainees are
denied access to the courts and no body
exists to which they may apply to have
their detention reviewed or terminated.
They do not have to be notified of the
reasons for their arrest; in most cases
relatives are not informed.

Some detainees have ‘‘disappeared’’
in detention: other people whose deten-
tions have not been acknowledged by the
authorities but who are believed to have
been detained have also not been seen
again. There are grave fears as to their
fate.

Considerable information about the
torture and ill-treatment of political
AG.9 detainees has been laid before the
courts in recent years as evidence in legal
actions. Many sworn statements have
been produced to show that such
detainees have commonly been subjec-
ted to blindfolding, prolonged solitary
confinement, severe beatings and, in
many cases, electric shock torture.

The existence of at least one secret
interrogation centre where detainees
have been systematically tortured has
been revealed.

It has also been made clear that
detainees have been held in conditions
which, irrespective of their torture,
amount to cruel, inhuman and degrad-
ing treatment. They have been held in
insanitary, small corrugated iron cells
which some have likened to kennels, and
have been denied medical facilities,
adequate exercise or reading material.

Former detainees have alleged that
while held in such conditions they could
hear  other captives  screaming,
apparently while being tortured during
interrogation.

The Kakuva case

The reported details of the case are as
follows: Johannes Kakuva, 60, a farmer,
was one of 25 people from the Kaoko-
land region detained under AG.9 in
August 1980. All were taken for interro-
gation to the security police base at
Opuwo. Some were released after a few
days but others were held for several
months.

Johannes Kakuva’s family never saw
him again after his arrest. They could
obtain no information from the security
police. In early 1982 the family applied
to the Windhoek Supreme Court to cer-
tify his death, submitting sworn state-
ments from several former detainees in
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the case who alleged that they had been
viciously tortured and that Johannes
Kakuva had died under torture. The
security police denied the allegations and
claimed that he had been released after
agreeing to become an informer, and
had then apparently been abducted and
killed by SWAPO guerrillas.

The case was heard in the Windhoek

Supreme Court in early 1983. Seven
former detainees testified to their own
ill-treatment; some showed marks on
their bodies which they said had been
caused by torture by the security police
more than two years earlier.
@ The following account was given by
Napeheri Nderura: He was arrested at
the same time as Johannes Kakuva,
blindfolded and interrogated the morn-
ing after his arrest. He was handcuffed
and his ankles were chained together. He
was made to lie down and was beaten
severely on his back with a stick. Elec-
trodes were attached to his head and
behind his ears and he was given electric
shocks until he passed out. On regaining
consciousness he was beaten again.
When this stopped, he heard Johannes
Kakuva screaming under torture. At
some point Johannes Kakuva appeared
to have stopped breathing. His body was
taken away and Napeheri Nderura never
saw him again.

Napeheri Nderura’s detention lasted
some four months. He was kept blind-
folded and confined in a toilet for a
week. Thereafter, he spent more than
two months in a tent with the remaining
detainees, all tied together in pairs.

When examined by a doctor in
February 1983, two years after his
release, Napeheri Nderura still bore
scars on his back which were consistent
with his having been tortured.

Six other former detainees gave
similar accounts of beatings and electric
shock torture. One, Petrus Mbaumba,
described how he had been kept for
some time in a very confined space, later
identified as a cupboard containing a gas
cylinder whose only ventilation was pro-
vided by small holes in the door (see
photograph).

In June 1983 the presiding judge in the
case dismissed as fabrication the security
police version of Johannes Kakuva’s
““disappearance’’ and ruled that he had
died in August 1980 as a result of torture
inflicted while he was detained at
Opuwo. The judge also accepted the evi-
dence of torture given by Napeheri
Nderura and other detainees.

An appeal by the South African
authorities against the judgment is yet to
be heard. The security police officer in
charge at Opuwo at the time of
Johannes Kakuva’s ‘‘disappearance’’
and the torture of detainees is not
known to have been disciplined or
prosecuted and is believed still to be
active in the security police.

The “Osire” cases
In 1982 Amnesty International received
reports that a number of AG.9 detainees

Former detainee Petrus Mbaumba says
he was held in this gas cylinder cupboard
for several days while in the custody of
the security forces. The only ventilation
is provided by air holes (arrowed) in the
bottom of the door.

in late 1981 in Windhoek and other areas
had after their arrest been blindfolded
and driven to a secret interrogation
centre, where they were held incom-
municado and in solitary confinement
for several months, beaten and tortured.
In late 1983 sworn statements from
several of these detainees were used in an
urgent legal action brought by relatives
seeking court protection for three AG.9
detainees considered at risk of torture.
The three detainees concerned were
released before judgment could be given
in the application — unusually, in such a
case, judgment was not actually de-
livered until some months had elapsed.

@® The sworn statement by Simon
Ndapuka, a married man with four
children, included the following
allegations:

After his arrest in August 1981 he was
held, in a small corrugated iron cell, for
more than six months; for one week he
was kept chained by the left leg to an
iron hoop in the concrete floor. Several
times he was blindfolded and taken to
offices in a nearby building, where he
was thrashed on the buttocks with what
he thought was a rubber hose. One par-
ticular beating caused open wounds and
he still bore marks of the injuries some
months later. On one occasion four
interrogators came to his cell and poured
a spirit-like fluid on his buttocks,
causing severe pain.

While in detention he did not see or
have contact with other detainees but
““on numerous occasions’’ he heard
other people ‘‘screaming in the offices
where I had been beaten. Sometimes the
voices were those of women. I could
hear their cries and their pleading from
my cell.”’

He was released uncharged in
Windhoek in March 1982.

® Thomas Ujushona, an oil company
employee, stated that he, too, was held
for some five months in a corrugated
iron cell after his arrest in Tsumeb on 11
September 1981. He estimated there
were about 25 separate cells. His
account included the following:

He was blindfolded and taken to
nearby offices to be tortured. He was
stripped and beaten on his buttocks and
genitals with what seemed to be a rubber
hose. After one such assault, when he
was handcuffed and hoisted off the
ground to be beaten, he sustained open
wounds and months later still bore signs
of injury. He was tortured also with
electric shocks to his toes, and was
threatened with death.

““On one occasion I was hoisted after
a chain was put around my neck,’’ he
stated. ‘‘As I started to choke, the chain
was then released and I fell to the
ground.”’

He was interrogated over a period of
about two weeks but continued to be
held in isolation until his release in mid-
February 1982.

® Milka Nauyoma, a 40-year-old
mother of eight, stated that she was held
in a 3m-by-2m corrugated iron cell after
her arrest in Tsumeb on 11 September
1981. Her statement included the
following:

She was hooded with a blanket and
taken to a nearby building for
questioning through an interpreter by
two Afrikaans-speaking white men.
When she denied helping SWAPO
guerrillas she was thrashed on her
buttocks and upper legs with a flexible
instrument for about five minutes. Then
she was beaten on her toes. When she
began to scream her hood was removed
and replaced by a ‘‘close-fitting elastic
cloth’’ which made breathing difficult.

A chain was placed around her neck
and she was suddenly hoisted off the
ground then dropped . . . “‘I thought
they were out to kill me. I was very
frightened. The hoisting and dropping
procedure was then repeated three or
four more times. I am a heavily-built
woman and I thought they would break
my neck [with the chain]. I called out to
them . . . . ‘leave me, leave me, I will
talk as you want me to talk’.”

The torture was interrupted then and
after she had answered some questions
she was returned to her cell. She had
injuries to her buttocks and legs and
pains in her head and neck. She was
eventually taken back to Tsumeb on 19
November 1981 and released without
charge.

Commenting on her detention, Milka
Nauyoma stated:

“] was at no stage attended by any
woman guard. I did ask to see a
doctor . . . . [but] I in fact never
received medical treatment. I was
never allowed out for exercise. My
isolation became extremely depress-
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ing. I was unable to concentrate . . . .
My heart would palpitate violently for
no reason that I could understand.
Sometimes I would awake from sleep
in a mood of a terror. I started to fear
that I would be mistreated again or
attacked or killed. I could not get
these fears out of my mind.”’
® The lawyer who submitted the ex-
detainees’ sworn statements to the
Windhoek Supreme Court in November
1983 said that the secret detention centre
was near Osire, southeast of Otjiwarongo.

Torture in Kavango

The Activities of Koevoet

Many cases of torture reported from the
Kavango region since late 1982 have
been associated particularly with the
activities of a special police counter-
insurgency unit code-named Koevoet
(““‘crowbar’’), headed by Brigadier Hans
Dreyer, formerly a senior security police
officer in South Africa. It has its head-
quarters at Oshakati in Ovamboland but
operates in bases throughout the north.
Its Kavango headquarters are at Rundu.

In a number of court cases relating to
their alleged activities, it has been dis-
closed that Koevoet personnel are paid
kopgeld (bounty money) for every
alleged SWAPO combatant they kill.

In a rare case in which two Koevoet
members were prosecuted — after they
had committed a wave of robberies and
killings in Ovamboland — a psychiatrist
who examined them testified that their
training had in effect turned them into
““programmed Kkillers’’.

Giving evidence at the inquest into the
death of Jona Hamukwaya (see below),
a Koevoet officer stated that the unit
existed to perform two functions —
interrogation and elimination by killing.

® Jona Hamukwaya, a teacher, was
one of at least 25 people detained in the
Kavango region by Koevoet personnel in
November 1982. He was arrested on 18
November and died in custody a few
hours later. A post-mortem examination
revealed that he had died of a brain
haemorrhage and that his body had
numerous lesions.

At the inquest into his death in
October 1983, his widow and his mother
testified that after his arrest they had
heard him screaming as he was beaten.
Koevoet personnel denied ill-treating
him. They stated he had fallen while
being escorted down some steps and that
this must have caused his fatal injuries.

This account, contradicted by the
medical evidence, was rejected by the
presiding magistrate. However, while
deciding that Jona Hamukwaya had
died as a result of an ‘“‘unlawful act or
omission’’ on the part of Koevoet per-
sonnel, he ruled that there was insuffi-
cient evidence to identify those
responsible.

No further action is known to have
been taken by the authorities to attribute
responsibility and no members of

Amnesty International has
called repeatedly for an end to
torture in Namibia. It has urged
the South African authorities to
withdraw Proclamation AG.9 of
1977 and end security force
powers to hold detainees incom-
municado and for lengthy
periods.

The organization considers
that all political detainees should
be tried or released within a
reasonable time and should be
fully protected whilst in custody
from torture or other forms of ill-
treatment.

Safeguards against torture
should include right of access to
legal counsel, family visits and
independent medical examina-
tions. Detainees’ identities
should be recorded, and their
families should be notified offi-
cially of their arrests and places
of detention without delay.

Amnesty International con-
siders also that all places of
detention should be open to regu-
lar, independent inspection by
an appropriate international
humanitarian organization.

Amnesty International has
called repeatedly for an indepen-
dent judicial inquiry into allega-
tions of torture, including those

How to halt torture in Namibia

stated above; for the withdrawal
of immunity provisions protect-
ing security force personnel who
may commit torture and other
human rights violations; and for
the prosecution of all those
allegedly responsible for torture
or other abuses.

What you can do

Please send courteous letters
urging the authorities to take
effective measures for the
prevention of torture in Namibia
as outlined above. The following
points are especially important:

® impartial investigation of
torture allegations;

@ prosecution of those allegedly
responsible;

® access to detainees by rela-
tives, lawyers and doctors.

Send your letters to:
Honourable P.W. Botha / State
President of South Africa / Union
Buildings / Pretoria / South
Africa; and to: His Excellency
Dr Willem van Niekerk /
Administrator-General / Private
Bag 1327-8 / Windhoek / Namibia
(South West Africa).

Koevoet are known to have been
prosecuted in connection with Jona
Hamukwaya’s death.

® Kudimu Katanga, a young man who
is reported to have been a deaf-mute,
also died in custody after detention by
Koevoet personnel on 18 November
1982. Four members of Koevoet were
brought to trial in November 1983 in
connection with his death, charged not
with murder but with the lesser offence
of culpable homicide. Two were even-
tually convicted of the still less serious
offence of assault and two others were
acquitted.

It was stated in evidence at their trial
that they had forced Kudimu Katanga to
run for several kilometres in intense heat
in front of a military vehicle, beating
him as he ran. He eventually collapsed
and died, it was reported.

A pathologist who examined his body
testified that it bore multiple lacerations
with injuries on the face and forehead.
Death was probably due to a brain
haemorrhage, he said.

During the proceedings, the four
accused members of Koevoet claimed
that they had acted ‘‘in good faith’’ and
thus should benefit from the immunity
contained in the Defence Act. The
presiding magistrate expressed sympathy
for the pressures on Koevoet personnel
and commented that Kudimu Katanga’s

death had been due to their ‘“‘over-
enthusiasm”’.

Further allegations of torture in
Kavango were made after the release in
October 1983 of four detainees who had
been held since the previous July.
® Adam Kabono, a 39-year-old
teacher, alleged in a sworn statement
that, after his arrest, he had been taken
to Nkurenkuru police station, punched
in the face, beaten on his buttocks and
the soles of his feet, and tortured with
electric shocks.

Shortly before his release, he had
been visited by a member of the
Administrator-General’s staff — but
beforehand, he said, his interrogators
had warned him not to say that he had
been assaulted otherwise they would
detain him until his hair ‘““turned grey”’.

Similar allegations of beatings and
electric shock torture were made by
Magnus Hausiku Mpasi, Sebaldus
Sinonge and Johannes Kandjimi -
Hainguru. They also alleged that they
had been warned not to disclose what
had been done to them.

These torture allegations were first
made at a press conference organized in
early November 1983 by Hans Rohr,
leader of the Namibian Christian Demo-
cratic Party, who also drew attention to
the case of Ndara Kapitango (see
caption on page 1)[]



