CONCERNS IN EUROPE
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FOREWORD

This bulletin contains information about Amnesty International’s main concerns in Europe between July
and December 1999. Not every country in Europeisreported on: only those where there were significant
developments in the period covered by the bulletin.

The five Centrd Asian republics of Kazakstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tgjikistan, Turkmenistan and
Uzbekistan are included in the Europe Region because of their membership of the Commonwedlth of
Independent States (CIS) and the Organisation for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE).

Reflecting the priority Amnesty Internationd is giving to investigating and campaigning against
human rights violations against women and children, the bulletin contains specia sectionson Women in
Europe (p.95) and Children in Europe (p.99).

A number of individua country reports have been issued on the concernsfeatured in this bulletin.
References to these are made under the relevant country entry. In addition, more detailed information
about particular incidents or concerns may be found in Urgent Actions and News Service ltems issued
by Amnesty International.

This bulletin is published by Amnesty International every six months. References to previous
bulletins in the text are:

Al Index: EUR 01/02/99 Concerns in Europe: January - June 1999
Al Index: EUR 01/01/99 Concerns in Europe: July - December 1998
Al Index: EUR 01/02/98 Concerns in Europe: January - June 1998
Al Index: EUR 01/01/98 Concerns in Europe: July - December 1997
Al Index: EUR 01/01/97 Concerns in Europe: July - December 1996
Al Index: EUR 01/01/95 Concernsin Europe: May - December 1994
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ARMENIA

Prisoners of conscience (update to Al Index:
EUR 01/01/99 and EUR 01/02/99)

At the end of the period under review at least 10
young men remained imprisoned because their
conscience led them into conflict with the law that
makes military service compulsory for young
males, and offers them no civilian alternative. Four
men were released early - Grigor Daian, serving his
second term for the same offence, was reportedly
given a presidentia pardon; Karen Voskanian,
reportedly severely beaten by conscription officials,
was released on heath grounds; and Ruslan
Ohanganian and Gurgen Sevoian wererel eased early
after serving a third of their terms. However, five
further arrests cameto light during the period under
review. Jehovah's Witnesses Vigen Hakobian,
Khachatur Zakarian, Vardan Virabian, Vitaly Usupov
and Artur Petrosian refused their call-up papers, or
refused to cooperate after being forcibly
conscripted into the army, as their religious beliefs
precluded them from carrying out military service.

Arrests following parliamentary assassinations

On 27 October agroup of armed men burst into the
chamber of the National Assembly (parliament) and
opened fire on senior officias. A tota of eight men
died, including the Prime Minister Vazgen Sarkisian,
the Speaker of Parliament Karen Demirchian, and
the latter’ s two deputies.

Amnesty International extended its
condolences to President Robert Kocharian, and
welcomed both his efforts to ensure that the events
unfolded without further bloodshed and his public
assurances at the time to the armed men that, on
surrender, they would face no violence and would
be granted afair trial. In cases of such heightened
emotions, the organization stressed, it is especidly
important that those detained and subsequently
charged in connection with the deaths receive afair
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tria in accordance with the international standards
Armenia has pledged to uphold.

Five men (Nairi Unanian, hisbrother Karen
Unanian, their uncle Vram Galstian, Derenik
Bezhdanian and Eduard Grigorian) were arrested at
the parliament building following the shootings, and
further arrestsfollowed among alleged accomplices.

Charges brought include terrorism (Article 61 of
the criminal code) and premeditated murder (Article
99), both of which have a maximum sentence of
death.

Alleged torture and death in custody

At the end of September a senior military officer
was reportedly beaten so severely by law
enforcement officials in an attempt to force a
confession that he died in custody. Lieutenant-
Colonel Artush Ghazarian, the military commissar
of Tashir district in the northern Lori region, had
been in detention since 18 September (or 14
September, according to some reports), charged
with bribery. He was said to have been held at
civilian preliminary detention centre No. 3inthecity
of Vanadzor, but to have been taken from there
for interrogation to a military police station where
the beatings took placeon or around the night of 30
September to 1 October (reports vary). His body
was then said to have been transferred to Y erevan,
where an autopsy reportedly revealed injuries
consistent with beatings - according to one report
these included broken ribs, a broken upper jaw and
damage to the kidneys. Amnesty Internationa
understands that a criminal case has been instituted
into the death, and that initially a number of people
weredetained including three prison guards and two
prison doctors. Later reports indicated that all but
one were subsequently released on 6 October, and
that in addition the head of the preliminary detention
centre in Vanadzor had been detained.

Other deaths in custody
During the period under review Amnesty

International sought clarification on three further
deaths in custody which occurred during the year,
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one of which was officially reported as suicide by
defenestration. Eduard Vardanian is said to have
thrown himself from awindow of an upper floor of
a Ministry of Interna Affairs police station in
Abovian, the centre of the Kotaik region, at around
9.30pm on 2 March.

Amnesty International understands that
Eduard Vardanian had been called to the police
station in Abovian to give evidence as a suspect in
a case involving a murder. He told his family that
he went there on 25 February and was told to
return the following day. He did so, and was then
apparently taken into custody. His mother reports
that when she went to the police station on 1
March, to hand over aparcel for her son and to find
out why he was being held, she was told that
Eduard Vardanian had been cleared of involvement
in the murder, but that he had been given five days
administrative detention as of 9am that morning.
The official reason given for the detention was that
he had twice been summoned to give evidence but
had not responded. His mother further reports that
she was telephoned at around 9pm on 3 March by
someone requesting that she go to the Abovian
police station the following morning. When she
arrived in the morning of 4 March she was
reportedly told by the head of the interrogation
department, Levon Ovanisian, that her son had
killed aman, confessed everything, thrown himself
out of the window and been taken to hospital.
When she asked to be taken to the hospital the
officer replied that it was too late as her son had
aready died.

A statement by the General Procuracy is
said to have added that at around 8.30pm on 2
March Eduard Vardanian expressed his willingness
to meet theinvestigator, and had thrown himself out
of the window during the interrogation. He was
taken to hospital, but died there at 5am on 3 March.
The procuracy had opened a criminal case in
connection with the death, which was recorded as
suicide in death certificate No. 2060915/12 issued
on 6 March by the chief medical examiner of Kotaik
region. According to unofficia sources, however,
there were traces of cigarette burns on Eduard
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Vardanian's hands, fuelling allegations by unofficia
sources that he had been tortured in custody.

The other two cases of deaths in custody
concern prisoners Stepan Gevorgian and Oleg
Arishin, who are said to have died on 15 April and
27 April respectively. Both men were said to be
around 20 years old, and to have been jointly
convicted of robbery and assault on an official.
Stepan Gevorgian and Oleg Arishin were said to
have spent a total of 15 months in Sovetashen
investigation-isolation prison in Yerevan, before
being sent to corrective labour colony No. 14 at
Artik on 2 April this year to serve the sentences of
eight and five years imprisonment respectively.
Oleg Arishin  was officidly said to have died as a
result of suicide by a drug overdose.  Stepan
Gevorgian, however, is said to have died after a
severe beating, athough officials have been unable
to identify the perpetrators.

Before the transfer to Artik, Stepan
Gevorgian had been visited by his mother who
reported that he was looking forward to the more
flexible regime of imprisonment at the colony. Two
days after his transfer, however, Stepan had
reportedly collapsed unconscious and was taken to
Artik hospital. Visiting him there, his mother
reported that his body, especially his back, bore
traces of violent injuries. Stepan wastransferred to
the Nor Nork Emergency Hospital in Yerevan, but
died there on 15 April without regaining
consciousness. Injuries noted at the postmortem
are said to have included fractures of the skull
which resulted in cranial haemorrhaging.

A criminal case was reportedly instituted
into the death of Stepan Gevorgian, but then
subsequently closed as it was not possible to
determine exactly when and where the assault
which led to his death took place, and therefore
those responsible. The forensic medical
examination was said to have put his injuries at 12
to 15 days old, which meant that in theory,
according to officials, the assault could have
happened either at the Sovetashen investigation-
isolation prison, during the transfer, or at Artik
colony. Unofficial sources claim, however, that
there were no notations about any health problems
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suffered by Stepan Gevorgian during medical
examinations when he left Sovetashen or arrived at
Artik, which indicated that the injuries were
sustained at the colony.

Amnesty International has fewer details at
present on Oleg Arishin, who is said to have been
transferred from Artik colony to the Republican
Hospital in Y erevan, where hedied on 27 April. No
criminal case was said to have been opened in his
case.

Other allegations of torture and ill-treatment

Amnesty International continued to receive other
alegations of ill-treatment of detainees in pre-trial
detention. Former Deputy Minister of Education
Ashot Bleian, for example, aleged that he was
beaten by the deputy head of Nurabashen prisonin
Yerevan on 18 August. A criminal case against
Ashot Bleian was initiated in March this year
accusing him, among other things, of embezzling
public funds while in officein 1995 to 1996. Ashot
Blean was taken into custody on 14 May after
Yerevan's central district court found that he was
obstructing the investigation. Speaking at a press
conference on 20 August, one of Ashot Blelan's
lawyers, Karo Karapetian, quoted his client as
reporting that he had suffered “moral and physica
pressure” two days earlier at the hands of the
deputy director of the Interior Ministry’s
Nurabashen investigation-isolation prison No. 1.
Ashot Bleian reported that the beating took placeat
around 5pm on 18 August, and that he had been
verbaly abused while being beaten, including by
disparaging references to his 1992 trip to Baku to
promote his vision of away to solve the Karabakh
conflict. He also reported that the beating took
place in the presence of one of the senior
investigators in his case. It is further alleged that
Ashot Bleian was subsequently transferred to a
punishment cell where he was denied paper and pen
to lodge an appeal against his treatment (other
sources report that the punishment wasimposed for
violation of rules during a meeting the same day
with the Deputy Chairman of the Nor Oughi Party
which Bleian heads - it is said that they ignored
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warnings to desist from discussing mattersrelating
to the investigation).

Alleged arbitrary arrest (seeaso Al Index: EUR
54/05/98)

Amnesty International has expressed concern over
a period of time about alegations that military
officers involved in conscription have detained
family membersillegally and arbitrarily, in effect as
hostages, in order to force young men liable to call-
up to report for conscription. An official from the
Military Procurator’'s Office, speaking to an
Amnesty Internationa delegate in Yerevan in
February this year, said that such instances had
greatly declined in recent years. At the beginning of
December, however, it was reported that a father
had recently been held hostage to force his draft age
son to come forward for conscription. Vahan
Arakdian, from the town of Masis, was not at
home when his call-up papers arrived. Officers
reportedly detained his father instead and kept him
illegally at the military enlistment office for nine
hours, before releasing him and giving him three
daysto find hisson. Other relatives are reported to
have been held for days under such circumstances.

The death penalty

At the end of December the head of the General
Prosecutor’ s Office responsible for monitoring the
execution of sentences, Vagarshak Vardanyan, said
that there were currently 31 men on death row.
This figure included three men sentenced to death
during 1999. No executions have been carried out
in Armenia since independence but adraft criminal
code which would abolish the death penalty
completely, and which was passed on its first
reading in parliament in 1997, had still not become
law at the end of the period under review.

Ratifications (update to Al Index: EUR 01/01/99)
On 1 October Armenia became a signatory to the
Statute of the International Criminal Court, which
will lead to the establishment of a permanent
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international criminal court once 60 countries have
ratified it.

AUSTRIA

Intergovernmental organizations

In the period under review Austria was scrutinized
by both the European Committee for the Prevention
of Torture and Inhuman and Degrading Treatment
or Punishment (ECPT) and the UN Committee
against Torture. In September the ECPT carried out
al2-day visit as part of itsthird periodic visit to the
country, the findings of which had not been made
public by the end of 1999.

In November Austria came before the
Committee against Torture in Geneva, which
expressed concern that “allegations of ill-treatment
by the police are till reported”. The Committee
recommended that “clear instructions be given to
the police by the competent authorities to avoid any
incident of ill-treatment by police agents. Such
instructions should emphasize that ill-treatment by
law enforcement officials shall not be tolerated and
shdll be promptly investigated and punished in cases
of violation according to law”.

Alleged police ill-treatment

Amnesty International continued to receive new
reports of the aleged ill-treatment of detainees by
police officers, some of which were very serious.
The organization learned of a case of aleged ill-
treatment of the Nigerian national Raymond Ayodeji
by police officers in St. Pdlten. In the early
afternoon of 3 July 41-year-old Raymond Ayodeji
and his Austrian wife, Daniela Ayodgi, took their
three children around the town centre of St. Polten.
Danidla Ayodeji has stated that she took her three
children for aride on the town’s sight-seeing train
as a treat while her husband waited with the
children’s prams near the family car. After the ride
she returned to find her husband lying on the
ground surrounded by three police officers. She
alleges that the police officers beat her husband in
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her presence as he lay on the ground. Raymond
Ayodgi was reportedly sprayed with pepper after he
had been pushed to the ground and repeatedly
punched and Kkicked by police officers.
Eyewitnesses reportedly stated that they saw
Raymond Ayodeji and a police officer involved in an
intense discussion about his identification. The
situation reportedly escalated after Raymond
Ayodgi asked the police officer for his service
number. The police officer reportedly called for
reinforcements and shortly afterwards three
additiona police officers arrived and immediately
attacked and seized Raymond Ayodeji. More police
officers arrived at the scene of the arrest and
reportedly placed Raymond Ayodei in a police
vehicle and took him to the main police station in St.
Pdlten where he was charged with resisting arrest,
committing physical bodily harm and damaging
property.

Amnesty International received a response
from the Ministry of the Interior in October
rejecting Raymond Ayodeji’s version of eventsand
dleging that Raymond Ayodeji had acted
aggressively towards police officers after being
asked for identification and had insulted and
attacked police officers resulting in his arrest. In
November he was given a conditional eight-month
prison sentence. The Ministry of the Interior
informed Amnesty International that Raymond
Ayodgi had initiated a complaint at an |ndependent
Administrative Tribunal (Unabhéangiger
Verwaltungssenat), the result of which is not yet
known.

The Austrian media reported a case in
Vienna of aleged ill-trestment by police officers of
an Austrian citizen referred to as Johannes G. He
has reportedly stated that two police officers found
him lying at the front door of his house on the
evening of 6 November. He has maintained that he
had been forced to the ground by an unknown
person and had asked the police officers for help.
When the police officers refused to help him an
argument ensued resulting in his arrest. It is
reported that the two police officers maintain that
Johannes G. was intoxicated, verbally abused them
and then attacked them. The two officers
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handcuffed Johannes G. and took him to a police
station on Boltzmanngasse in Vienna. According to
Johannes G. after he was placed in a cdll in the
police station, several police officers repeatedly
punched him in the face. Johannes G. has stated
that as aresult he lost consciousness and had to be
teken to hospital for medica treatment. After
receiving superficial medical treatment at the
hospital he was brought back to the police station
and detained overnight. Johannes G. has complained
that the police officersrefused to allow him to make
a telephone call after they returned to the police
station from the hospital.

Upon his release on the next morning
Johannes G. was referred by a police doctor to the
Krankenanstalt Rudolfstiftung hospita in Vienna
after he recognized the seriousness of the detainee’s
eye injuries. Doctors at the Krankenanstalt
Rudolfstiftung hospital, where he was treated for
12 days, have reportedly lodged a complaint against
the police officers on the basis of the injuries
sustained by their patient. Johannes G. was
diagnosed as suffering from cerebral
haemorrhaging, a detached right optic nerve and
cuts to the eye region of his face. The police
officers stated that the respective injuries to
Johannes G.’s left and right eyes occurred as a
result of him hitting his face against a house
intercom during his arrest and faling from a chair
a the police station. Amnesty International has
cdled on the Austrian authorities to initiate an
immediate, thorough and impartial investigation into
Johannes G.s aleged ill-treatment and has
requested to be informed of its findings. Amnesty
International has al so expressed concern that, since
Johannes G.’ sarrest and subsequent hospitalization,
the arresting police officers have brought charges
of physical assault and violent conduct against him.

Amnesty International learned of the
sentencing in October of aSerbian national, referred
to in the Austrian media as Miodrag P., to three
months' imprisonment for resisting arrest and
threatening behaviour. The organization expressed
concern about eyewitness reports that police
officers may have used excessive amounts of force
to make the arrest, amounting to ill-treatment of the
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detainee. Miodrag P. was arrested on 14 July on
Wien-Landstral3e in Vienna by three or four
plainclothes police officers. The police officers
were reportedly hidden inside a building container
watching a bank, which they expected might be the
target of abank robbery. There are reports that the
police officers approached Miodrag P. after an
argument broke out between him and his girlfriend.
It is reported that an argument then broke out
between Miodrag P. and a number of the police
officers, which escalated and resulted in his arrest.

Amnesty International expressed concern
about eyewitness accounts of the incident, which
have stated that the police officers ill-treated the
detainee. One eyewitness reportedly commented
that one of the arresting police officers repeatedly
kicked Miodrag P. in the head after he had been
restrained and was lying on the ground, stating that:
"He played footbal with his head". Amnesty
International requested to be informed of exactly
how the above incident culminated in the eventual
arrest of Miodrag P. and his girlfriend and of the
findings of any investigation into the allegations that
one of the police officers repeatedly kicked the
detainee in the head.

In April Amnesty International wrote to the
Austrian authorities expressing concern about
dlegations of ill-treatment by police officers of a
non-Caucasian Austrian national widely referred to
in the Austrian media as Dr C. In November 1998
he was allegedly beaten unconscious, physicaly
assaulted and racially abused by two police officers
after being stopped for identification, which resulted
in him spending 11 days in hospital. Dr C was later
charged with resisting arrest and physically injuring
the police officers (Al Index: EUR 01/02/99).

Dr C's complaint of being physicaly
abused by the two police officers and their counter-
complaint that he resisted arrest and physicaly
assaulted them was heard in court
(Straflandesgericht) in August. The judge presiding
over the hearing regjected the counter-claim of the
two police officers that Dr C had physically
assaulted them, but upheld the charge that he had
resisted arrest, sentencing him to aconditional four-
month prison sentence. The judge found the two
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police officers guilty of intentionally injuring Dr C
and sentenced them to conditional six-month prison
sentences. However, these judgments are not final
and are open to appeal. Amnesty International has
also learned that disciplinary procedures have been
initiated against the two police officers. In October
an Independent Administrative Tribunal found the
police officers guilty of using excessive force
against the detainee and reprimanded them for their
use of racist language.

Racist police attitudes

In October Amnesty International expressed
concern about a senior police officer in the Vienna-
Donaustadt Branch of Security (Wien-Donaustadt
Scherheitavache) who adlegedly made racist
comments to approximately 30 subordinate police
officers and incited them to the use of violence
during atraining session at the end of August. He
allegedly told police officers present at the training
session that “Negroes deserve to be hit first, then
asked their name”’. Amnesty Internationa received
a reply from the Ministry of the Interior in
November stating that the allegations against the
official were being investigated.

Deaths in police custody - update

In May Amnesty | nternational expressed concernto
the Austrian authorities about the death of a 25-
year-old Nigerian citizen, Marcus Omofuma, during
his deportation from Vienna, Austria, to Nigeriaon
1 May. Marcus Omofuma allegedly suffocated on
the aeroplane in the presence of three Austrian
police officers after being gagged and bound (Al
Index: EUR 01/02/99). Theinquiry into the death of
Marcus Omofuma has reveadled a considerable
degree of ambiguity regarding the types of physical
restraints which could permissibly be used during
the expulsion of a deportee. In commenting on the
death of Marcus Omofuma the Committee against
Torturealso expressed concern in November about
"insufficient measures of protection in cases of
individuals under an order of deportation”. It
recommended that "provisions concerning the
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protection of asylum seekers should fully conform
with the relevant international standards”.

The investigation into the death of Marcus
Omofuma is continuing but it is not yet known
when the case will be heard by a court and whether
the three policeofficers will be held responsible for
his death. While there have been two medical
investigations into the degath their results have been
contradictory. The autopsy, which was conducted
in Bulgaria shortly after the deeth, pointed to death
by asphyxia. However, the findings of an autopsy,
whichwas conducted in Austriaand made publicin
November, suggested that an undetected heart
defect meant that it could not be said with the
required certainty that there was a causative link
between the gagging of Marcus Omofuma and his
death.

Police shootings - update

Amnesty International learned of the fatal shooting
of aman suffering from mental health problems by
a special detachment of police officersin the village
of Worterberg in the southern region of Burgenland
on 1 June. Franz Wohlfahrt was shot in the arm and
in the thigh by police officers after they had forced
their way into his house, in which he had barricaded
himself (Al Index: EUR 01/02/99).

In a response received by Amnesty
International in August the Ministry of the Interior
stated that attempts were made by the police
officers to lure Franz Wohlfahrt out of the house
and a specia negotiating team was called after their
attempts had failed. After entering the house police
officers reportedly found Franz Wohlifahrt in the
bathroom armed with a pitchfork. After he refused
to put down the pitchfork police officers sprayed
him with pepper. They alleged that Franz Wohlfahrt
made threatening movements towards them with
the pitchfork at which point both officers
discharged their firearms several times in the
direction of his legs. Franz Wohlfahrt died on the
way to hospital after losing alarge amount of blood.
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AZERBAIJAN

(See aso Women in Europe, page 95)

Possible prisoners of conscience (update to Al
Index: EUR 01/02/99)
Rasim Agayev

Rasm Agayev was released early from his four-
year sentence following a pardon issued by
Azerbaijani President Heydar Aliyev on 10 July.
Amnesty International was concerned that Rasim
Agayev may have been imprisoned solely for his
political views and past role as press secretary to a
former President now in opposition.  The
organization was aso concerned about alegations
of numerous procedura irregularities in the case,
which cast doubt on the fairness of histrial.

Harassment and detention of religious believers

During the period under review there were several
reports that law enforcement officials had harassed
non-traditional Christian groups, for example by
bresking up services, confiscating literature,
detaining pastors and deporting or threatening to
deport non-Azerbaijani citizens engaged in religious
activity (Azerbaijani law forbids foreigners or
stateless persons engaging in religious
“propaganda’, and on 15 September Mustafa
Ibrahimov, Adviser for religious questions in the
Azerbaijani Cabinet of Ministers, told the
newsagency TURAN that foreign missionaries are
deported regularly, including three over the previous
month).

On 5 September, for example, police in
Baku are said to have raided an afternoon Baptist
church service and detained around 60
worshippers, including half-a-dozen women and
children, and taken them to alocal police station for
guestioning. Two Azerbaijani Christians|leading the
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service were reportedly sentenced on 7 September
to 15 days administrative arrest for “resisting the
police”, and a court on 8 September ruled that eight
foreigners among those detained had “ spread illegal
propaganda’ and ordered them deported. The
deportation order was later overruled in late
November by the Supreme Court.

The Jehovah's Witnesses also reported
harassment, for example when six female workers
were alegedly dismissed on 1 September from the
Azerbaijan Gas Refining Factory in Qaradag
because of their religious beliefs. They were
reinstated in November. The Jehovah's Witnesses
were officialy registered as areligious organization
in Azerbaijan on 29 December, a status they had
been seeking for many years. Registration enables
such an organization to maintain a bank account,
legdly rent property, and generaly act as a lega
entity.

Detention of Ibrahim Ikrameddin oglu Yuzbeyov

At least one Jehovah's Witness detained allegedly
for religious reasons during the period under review
was |brahim Ikrameddin oglu Y uzbeyov, from the
village of Alekseyevka. On 9 August he was
summoned to the regional police administration in
Khachmas, reportedly to discuss a complaint
regarding his proselytizing. Four police officers
then accompanied him to his home, and in violation
of the law they are said to have conducted a search
without a warrant and without the presence of
witnesses. They are also said to have drawn up the
record of the search, during which books,
videotapes and audiotapes were confiscated, in a
separate location after the items had been removed.

Following the search Ibrahim Yuzbeyov
was returned to the regional police administration
and detained in a cell there. He was not given
access to a defence lawyer, in spite of a 13 July
1999 ruling by the Azerbaijani Constitutional Court
that the constitutional right to receive qualified legal
ad from the moment of detention should be applied
to those held under the administrative violations
code, as well as to those held in connection with
offences under the criminal code. The following
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day Ibrahim Y uzbeyov was sentenced to 15 days

administrative detention by Khachmas district court
for petty hooliganism. He had previoudly refused to
sign a statement relating to this charge at the police
administration, claiming that he had not engaged in
hooliganism and was instead being prosecuted for
his actions as a Jehovah's Witness.

Ibrahim Yuzbeyov was taken to a
preliminary detention cell at thepoliceadministrative
building to serve his term. While there he aleges
that he was subjected to verbal abuse; that several
police officers beat him around the face and head,
trying to force him to renounce hisreligion; and that
he received food only once a day. Ibrahim
Yuzbeyov reports that on one occasion his father
had not been alowed to hand over afood parcel he
had brought as police officers fasely told him his
son had refused to accept food from home. Instead
his father gave money to the head of police
administration to buy food for Ibrahim Y uzbeyov,
although this was not done and neither was the
money returned.

Ibrahim Y uzbeyov was released at the end
of histerm on 25 August. The confiscated items
were not returned to him and neither, he aleges,
was his watch. This had been removed from him
beforehisdetention in the preliminary detention cell,
but could not be found by the police when he was
released. Ibrahim Yuzbeyov further alleges that
after his release he was summoned to the regional
head of the Ministry of National Security in
Khachmas, who warned that he would be forcibly
expelled from Azerbaijan within three daysif he did
not renounce his faith.

Deaths in custody at Gobustan prison (updateto
Al Index: EUR 01/02/99)

During the period under review the Procurator
General’s Office and the Ministry of Justice
responded to Amnesty International regarding the
deaths of 11 prisoners and two guards in January
1999 during disorders at Gobustan prison, some 60
kilometres outside the capital city of Baku. Reports
at the time, even from official sources, varied about
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certain aspects of events, including what caused
troops to open fire on a bus containing prisoners
and ahostage. Amnesty International regarded it as
especidly important that any inquiry instigated
would be thorough and impartial, and include
among its aims a public clarification of the
circumstances of the custodial deaths, in order to
dlay dlegations from some unofficial sources that
those deaths had been extrgjudicid killings.

The Minister of Justice stated that the
hostages seized by the group of prisoners seeking to
escape had included civilian workers at the prison
as well as guards, and reported that al the hostages
had been beaten. She aso clarified that the bus
requested by the prisoners was given to them in
exchange for hostages and in an attempt to restore
order to the rest of the prison, where over 300
prisoners were said to have remained in locked cells
without food. The Minister said that the prisoners,
together with five hostages, left the prison
premises in the bus but began to open fire and
continued firing after being forced to leave the bus
when it crashed into a car. Law enforcement
officers returned fire, as a result of which 10
prisoners and one hostage died. The Procurator
General’s office added that the ongoing
investigation into the incident included verifying
whether the use of force and firearms was justified
and proportionate.

UN Committee against Torture reviews
Azerbaijan’s first report
In October Amnesty International issued a

substantial document on its concerns about torture
and ill-treatment in Azerbaijan (see Al Index: EUR
55/02/99). This was also submitted to the UN
Committee against Torture, which met on 17, 18
and 19 November to review Azerbaijan’s first
report on steps the country had taken to implement
the provisions of the Convention against Torture
and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment
or Punishment.

Amnesty International expressed serious
concern that Azerbaijan has failed to implement
fully its treaty obligations. Allegations of torture
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and ill-treatment by law enforcement officials have
remained persistent and widespread, from arange
of places of detention, and in both political and
criminal cases. Lawyers, journaists, opposition
politicians and demonstrators have also reportedly
been abused by law enforcement officials since
Azerbaijan signed the Convention. State agents
have aso obstructed access by lawyers, family
members, and independent doctors to those held
pendingtrial. There have been persistent allegations
that physica and mental abuse has not only
flourished in those conditions, but become aroutine
tool for obtaining confessions and coercing
testimony, or for intimidation and extortion.
Amnesty International is deeply concerned that the
authorities failureto meet their obligationsto initiate
impartial and thorough investigationsof ill-treatment
and torture, and the failure to bring aleged
perpetrators to justice in the course of full and fair
proceedings, creates both an impression that torture
and ill-treatment by state agents is acceptable
conduct, and also allows law enforcement officials
to engage in such conduct and violate people’s
human rights with impunity.

In its conclusions and recommendations
the Committee noted several positive aspects, and
the difficulties associated with problems of
transition. However, it expressed concern about a
number of points including the absence of a
definition of torture as provided for by Article 1 of
the Convention; the numerous and continuing
reports of alegations of torture and other cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment
committed by law enforcement personnel; the
apparent failure to provide prompt, impartial and full
investigations into numerous allegations of torture
reported to the Committee, as well as the failure to
prosecute, where appropriate, the alleged
perpetrators, the absence of guarantees for
independenceof the legal profession; and the use of
amnesty laws that might extend to the crime of
torture. The Committee made various
recommendations in line with these concerns, and
also called on Azerbaijan to consider making
relevant declarations under the Convention to allow
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the Committee to examine complaints by individuals
or other states parties.

Refugees from Chechnya

In November Amnesty International expressed
concern to the authorities about remarks attributed
in the press to the Minister of National Security and
to the Border Guard Service of Azerbaijan, in which
they are said to have expressed opposition to
opening the borders of Azerbaijan to people fleeing
the armed conflict in the Chechen Republic -
Ichkeria

The organization acknowledged that the
Azerbaijani Government aready carries a very
heavy burden in terms of the large number of
refugees and internally displaced people on its
territory, asaresult of the conflict over the disputed
region of Nagorno-Karabakh, but underlined that
Azerbaijan has a clear obligation under international
refugee law to ensure that a person seeking asylum
is not forcibly returned without having an adequate
opportunity to have their reasons for seeking
asylum considered.

Like al states, Azerbaijan is bound by the
principle of non-refoulement, a principle of
customary international law. This principle forbids
states from forcibly returning, in any manner
whatsoever, a person to a country where they
might face serious human rights violations. The
principle prohibits rejection at the frontier, and
countries must keep their borders open, and afford
refugees protection. This protection need not be
permanent, or even long term; refugee protection
lasts only as long as the human rights situation in
the refugees' country of origin necessitates. In a
situation where alarge number of refugees enters a
state in a short period of time, that state is clearly
obliged to offer protection at least pending adurable
solution of the refugees plight. Efforts to seek
durable solutions are to be made by the international
community, the three traditional durable solutions
being voluntary repatriation, integration into the host
country, and resettlement in athird country.

Amnesty International urgedthat Azerbaijan
honour fully its obligations under the Refugee
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Convention, including by keeping its borders open
to all refugees requiring protection; by ensuring that
officials at border crossing points are instructed to
refer all those seeking asylum to the appropriate
authorities so that their claims may be considered;
and by ensuring that the international community is
able to monitor fully the asylum situation in the
border area and elsewhere.
Presidential Decree on Human Rights, and
proposal to establish the office of Ombudsman
(update to Al Index: EUR 01/02/98)
In February 1998 President Aliyev issued a decree
“On measures to ensure human rights and the rights
and freedoms of citizens’, which contained arange
of proposals on promoting and protecting human
rights. In June that year the President approved a
“State program for the defence of human rights’,
drawn up by the Cabinet of Ministers on the basis
of the earlier presidential decree.  Amnesty
International noted many positive aspects in the
program, including theintention to ratify in 1998 the
first and second Optional Protocols to the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,
and to establish theinstitution of Ombudsperson for
human rights in the Azerbaijani Republic.
Azerbaijan became a party to the Second
Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on
Civil and Political rightsin January 1999. However,
it entered a reservation under which the death
penaty could be applied for grave crimes
committed in wartime or under threat of war, and
the criminal code was amended to this effect in
October. At the end of the period under review,
however, Azerbaijan had still not ratified the first
Optiona Protocol, nor instituted an Ombudsperson.
For details on the Optiona Protocol to the
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women, see the section
Women in Europe.

BELARUS

Arbitrary detention and alleged police ill-
treatment

Amnesty International March 2000

During the period under review opposition groups
staged a number of peaceful protests against
President Lukashenka's refusal to hold elections
scheduled for July, questioning the legitimacy of his
tenure in office. The opposition staged a series of
large-scale demonstrations in July and October, as
well as numerous smaller protest actions, both in
and outside Minsk, during which Amnesty
International learned of hundreds of arrests. In a
series of public statements Amnesty International
condemned the arrests and considered any
demonstrators detained for peacefully exercising
their freedom of assembly as prisoners of
conscience.

During the ‘Freedom March’
demonstration on 17 October a number of
prominent members of the opposition were arrested
by the Belarusian authorities. Leader of the
Belarusan Socid Democratic Party  Nikolai
Statkevich, human rights activists and deputies of
the dissolved parliament Loudmila Gryaznova and
Vdery Schukin, chairman of the human rights
organization ' Spring-96' (Vesna-96) Ales Byalatsky,
current deputy chairman of the dissolved parliament
Anatoly Lebedko and chairman of the Belarusian
Popular Front Vintsuk Vyachorka were among
around 200 protestors detained by the authorities.
Most of the aforementioned people were given
administrative prison sentences of between 10 and
15 days or fined. Criminal charges were later
brought against a number of them for their part in
organizing and participating in the demonstration.
Their cases are expected to come to tria in
February 2000 and, if they are convicted, Amnesty
International will consider them prisoners of
conscience.

Seventeen-year-old Y evgeny Aphnagel, 17-
year-old Andrel Volobev, 18-year-old Anton Lazarev
and university students Gleb Dogel and German
Sushkevich were among a number of young
Bdausians who were arrested and given
administrative sentences after the Freedom March
demonstration. Yevgeny Aphnagel was reportedly
acquitted of all criminal charges on 29 November
after having spent 15 days in administrative
detention and allegedly being beaten by police
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officers. Criminal charges of ‘malicious
hooliganism’ under Article 201 (2) of the Belarusian
Crimina Code have reportedly been brought against
the other young protestors, whose trials are also
expected to commence in February 2000.
University students Gleb Dogel and German
Sushkevich have alleged they were ill-treated by
police officials after their arrests.

During a peaceful demonstration to mark
Belarus Day of Independence on 27 July, a 20-
year-old member of the Belarusian Popular Party’s
Youth Front, Yevgeny Osinsky, was arrested and
held on the charge of *‘malicious hooliganism’ and
taking part in an unsanctioned demonstration (Al
Index: EUR 49/24/99). He maintains he was ill-
treated by police officers who reportedly hit himin
the stomach, kidneys and back. He was released
from prison on bail on 6 September after spending
around five weeksin detention. On 18 January 2000
acourt ruled that Y evgeny Osinsky, who works as
an electrician, must pay 20 percent of hiswagesfor
a period of two years as a form of ‘corrective
labour’ for allegedly resisting arrest. The charges
originaly brought against him were dropped.

Possible "disappearances”

Amnesty International expressed serious concern
for the safety of prominent opposition leader and
former Amnesty International prisoner of
conscience Viktor Gonchar and his companion
Anatoly Krasovsky, who failed to return home on
16 September. Viktor Gonchar, head of the
unofficial electoral committee and first deputy
chairman of the dissolved parliament, and his
companion Anatoly Krasovsky apparently
“disappeared” three days before Viktor Gonchar
was due to give an extensive report about the
political situation in Belarus under President
Lukashenka to members of the dissolved
parliament. In May another prominent member of
the opposition and former Minister of the Interior,
Y ury Zakharenko, aso apparently "disappeared” on
the first day of the campaigns of the unofficial
presidential elections (Al Index: EUR 01/02/99).

Al Index: EUR 01/01/00

These possible "disappearances’ occurred
a key politicd moments and the Belarusian
authorities have shown great reluctance to
investigate the cases. Instead, they have accused
Belarus' opposition of staging the "disappearances’
for the purposes of seeking international attention or
have stated that the individual s concerned have been
sighted abroad. Since they went missing there has
been no reliable information about the whereabouts
of the three men.

Prisoners of conscience

In March the former Prime Minister, Mikhail Chigir,
was imprisoned for his opposition activities. He had
intended to stand as a presidential candidate in the
unofficial presidential elections scheduled for May
(Al Index: EUR 01/02/99). His arrest caused a great
deal of concern in the international community and
there were numerous calls for his release. He was
charged with financial impropriety relating to a
position he held as head of a bank, a charge which
he denied. After eight months imprisonment he
was conditionally released at the end of November
and his case is currently being heard by a court in
Minsk. Amnesty International fears he may not
receive afair trial.

Other members of the opposition remain
imprisoned for their non-violent politica beliefs,
including members of the dissolved parliament
Andrei Klimov and Vladimir Koudinov (Al Index:
EUR 01/02/99). The case of Andrei Klimov, who
has been in pre-trial detention since February 1998
charged with financial impropriety, eventually came
to court in July and continued throughout the year.
On 13 December Andrei Klimov was reportedly
beaten and kicked by prison officials and dragged
into a Minsk courtroom in torn clothes and without
shoes. The ill-treatment allegedly occurred after
Andrey Klimov refused to leave his prison cell and
go to court, protesting he has not received a fair
trial. It is anticipated that the court will reach a
verdict early in the year 2000.

Amnesty International learned of therelease
of 73-year-old Vasily Starovoitov on 11 November
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after spending two years in prison convicted of
bribery and large-scale embezzlement in May1999
(Al Index: 01/01/99). Amnesty Internationa
believes that the charges were politically motivated
and designed to silence an opponent of President
Lukashenka.

Possible prisoners of conscience

Amnesty International expressed concern about the
arrest of the Rector of Gomel Medica Institute,
Professor Yury Bandazhevsky, in July, fearing he
may have been deliberately targeted by the
authorities for exercising his right to freedom of
expression, and considered him a possible prisoner
of conscience (Al Index: EUR 49/27/99). He has
openly criticized the way in which the Ministry of
Hedlth has conducted research into the adverse
hedlth effects of the Chernobyl nuclear reactor
catastrophe of 1986 and the money it has spent on
such research.

Y ury Bandazhevsky was arrested in Gomel
in the middle of the night of 13 July by a police
detachment. In violation of international human
rights standards, the authorities did not formally
charge him until 5 August. The circumstances
surrounding Yury Bandazhevsky's arrest have
caused further concern, since he was not given
access to alawyer or allowed to see hisfamily until
three weeks after his arrest. After the lawyer
obtained permission to visit his client in Gomel,
Yury Bandazhevsky was transferred to a prison
some 100 miles away in Mogilev without the
lawyer’s knowledge. On 27 December he was
released on the condition he does not leave Minsk
and is awaiting trial on charges of allegedly taking
bribes from students seeking admission to his
research institute. If he is convicted, he faces
between five and 15 years' imprisonment and
confiscation of his property. Amnesty
International fears that like Mikhail Chigir and
Andrei Klimov he may not receive a fair trial.

Persecution of human rights defenders

Amnesty International March 2000

Several prominent human rights defenders and
human rights organizations came under increased
pressurein 1999 to cease their human rights work.
The Minsk offices of the human rights organization
‘Spring-96' wereraided on 4 October by the police.
Policeofficers confiscated computers, aprinter and
photocopier and copies of their human rightsjournal
Right to Freedom on the pretext that the
organization did not possess the necessary
documentation to print on the premises. The
Belarusian Helsinki Committee was also subjected to
continued harassment by the authorities. In
December they were threatened with eviction from
their offices, which are owned by the Presidential
Business Administration.

In July Oleg Volchek, the head of the legal
advice centre Lega Aid to the Population and head
of a non-governmental committee which has
demanded an independent investigation into the
possible “ disappearance’ of Yury Zakharenko, was
charged under Article 201 (2) of the Belarusian
Crimina Code with “madicious hooliganism” (Al
Index: EUR 49/24/99). The charges related to his
participation in a peaceful protest organized by the
opposition on 21 July, during which he was
arrested and ill-treated by police officers. Amnesty
International expressed concern that he had been
ddiberately targeted by the Belarusian authorities to
punish him for his opposition activities and to
silence a vocal member of the opposition. The
organization learned that the charges against him
were dropped in late November. However, on 8
November the Ministry of Justice reportedly
revoked the license of the Legal Aid to the
Population advice centre, which permitted it to give
legal advice to the genera public.

Amnesty International learned that charges
against the human rights lawyer Vera
Stremkovskaya, under Article 128 (2) of the
Bdarusian Criminal Code for alegedly dandering a
public official, were also dropped at the end of
December (Al Index: EUR 01/02/99). The charges
carried up tofiveyears’ imprisonment and Amnesty
International informed the Belarusian authorities that
if she were imprisoned it would consider Vera
Stremkovskaya a prisoner of conscience.

Al Index: EUR 01/01/00
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Harassment of journalists and the independent
press

Severa prominent independent newspapers critical
of the government had their registered status
revoked. In other instances, independent
newspapers were closed down for aleged tax
violations or after losing expensive libel cases for
criticizing senior government figures. The
independent newspapers, Narodnaya Volya,
Naviny, Imya and Belorusskaya Delovaya Gazeta
came under particular pressure. The harassment of
the independent press aroused significant criticism
abroad.

In July Irina Haip, editor of the
independent newspaper Imya, was arrested at the
Belarusian headquarters of the Russian television
station, ORT, where she had been scheduled to give
an interview (Al Index: EUR 49/24/99). She was
arrested on the charge that Imya had slandered the
Belarusian Prosecutor General, Oleg Bozhelko, in a
previous article. Irina Haip also had her travel
documents confiscated by the authorities after her
arrest. She was due to fly to the United States to
attend meetings with fellow journalists two days
later. In a press release on 23 July Amnesty
International expressed the concern that the
confiscation of her travel documents was part of
the government’ s crack-down on peaceful dissent
and to prevent her from talking about the political
situation in the country (Al Index: EUR 49/18/99).
Amnesty International learned several dayslater that
the Belarusian authorities had eventually allowed her
to visit the United States as she had originaly
planned. Although she was interviewed by the
authorities on several occasions after her rel ease she
had not been formally charged by the end of the
year.

Death penalty

The death penaty continued to be imposed
frequently. In August the Chairman of the Supreme
Court of Belarus, Vayantsin Sukala, told a news
conferencethat 29 people had been executed in the
first seven months of 1999. There was continued
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concern about the veil of secrecy surrounding the
death penalty, about which information is classed as
a state secret. Even after a prisoner has been
executed the relatives are not informed of the date
or place of execution.

In July the mother of Anton Bondarenko,
who was under sentence of death and whose appeal
had failed, stated that the prison authorities refused
to inform her of the exact date when her son would
be executed. She had visited the prison where her
son was being held every day for several weeks to
see if he was till dive. On 14 July she and afriend
staged a picket near the Presidential Administration
building to plead for Anton Bondarenko's sentence
to be commuted. She was arrested by police
officers and detained for three hours. Her son was
executed 10 days later on 24 July.

BELGIUM

Death during forcible deportation - the case of
Semira Adamu (update to Al Index: EUR
01/01/99)

A judicia investigation was still under way into the
circumstances surrounding the death by
asphyxiation of Nigerian national Semira Adamu
within hours of an attempt to deport her forcibly
from Brussels-National airport in September 1998.
A dangerous method of restraint known as the
“cushion technique” was used by escorting
gendarmes during the deportation operation. This
restraint method -- since suspended -- alowed
gendarmes to press a cushion against the mouth,
but not the nose, of a recalcitrant deportee to
prevent biting and shouting. Three gendarmes
remained under investigation in connection with
possible mandaughter charges. In September 1999
the Belgian Human Rights League, which had
lodged a crimina complaint against persons
unknown and congtituted itself a civil party to the
judicial proceedings opened immediately after
SemiraAdamu’ s death, requested the relevant judge
of instruction also to investigate two former Interior
Ministers in connection with possible mandaughter
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charges. It held them responsible for the
introduction and implementation of the “cushion
technique” as an authorized method of restraint
during forcible deportations and argued that they
thereby also boreresponsibility for SemiraAdamu’s
death.

Alleged ill-treatment of detained asylum-seekers
(update to Al Index: EUR 01/01/99)

In September Amnesty International wrote to the
Minigter of Interior in the new coalition government
which took office in July, drawing his attention to
correspondenceconcerning the alleged ill-treatment
of detained asylum-seekers which had been
exchanged between the organization and the
Ministry of the Interior during the period September
1998 to February 1999 (see Begium:
Correspondencewith thegovernment concerningthe
alleged ill-treatment of detained asylum-seekers, Al
Index: EUR 14/01/99).The organization expressed
disappointment that it had received no response to
a letter addressed to the former Minister of Interior
in February 1999 and underlined its continued
interest in receiving the information requested in its
previous correspondence, together with news of
relevant developments.

In October the Minister expressed hiswish
to cooperate with Amnesty International and
supplied a copy of an officia note issued by the
government that month, which outlined its policies
on asylum and immigration, to beimplemented over
the period of ayear.

Amnesty International wrote again to the
Minister of Interior in December and, in the context
of its concerns about the alleged ill-treatment of
asylum-seekers, welcomed a number of the policy
intentions outlined in the government’s October
note, including the maintenance of strict official
limitations on any recourse to the use of force by
lav enforcement officers during deportation
operations. The organization expressed the hope
that the provisions of relevant international human
rights standards, such asthe UN Basic Principleson
the Use of Force and Firearms by Law
Enforcement Officialsand the UN Code of Conduct

Amnesty International March 2000

for Law Enforcement Officials, would be fully
incorporated into the instructions given to officers
participating in deportation operations. In view of
reports that temporary interna guidelines on the
execution of repatriations which were issued to
gendarmes in October 1998 (substituting those in
force at the time of Semira Adamu’s death), had
been replaced by new guidelines in July, Amnesty
International sought a copy of the relevant text.

Amnesty International aso noted as a
positive development the indication that an
independent body was envisaged, mandated,
amongst other things, to receive and examine
complaints about the treatment of detained asylum-
seekers.

Among other measures announced in the
October note and welcomed by Amnesty
International was the indication that steps would be
taken to improve the situation of detained child
asylum-seekers -- both those arriving
unaccompanied and those arriving with adult
relatives -- and to bring their treatment into line with
Belgium’s obligations under the UN Convention on
the Rights of the Child. In view of the particularly
vulnerable nature of this category of asylum-seeker,
Amnesty International urged that the reforms
outlined by the government beimplemented with the
utmost speed and urgency and that due account be
taken of the provisions of the relevant international
standards on the treatment of children in detention,
including Guideline 6 (relating to the Detention of
Persons under the Age of 18 years) of the
Guidelines on applicable Criteria and Standards
relating to the Detention of Asylum-seekers, which
the UN High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR)
issued in February 1999, the UNHCR Guidelines on
Refugee Children and the 1990 UN Rules for the
Protection of Juveniles Deprived of their Liberty, as
well as the UN Convention on the Rights of the
Child.

Amnesty International  expressed
disappointment that the Minister's October |etter
provided no information in response to its previous
requests for information on several specific issues
and cases relating to aleged ill-treatment and
renewed its request for cooperation in these areas.
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Alleged ill-treatment in detention centres for
aliens

The organization asked to be informed, amongst
other things, of the outcome of an internal
investigation, opened at the request of the Interior
Ministry, into violent incidents which occurred at
Steenokkerzeel Detention Centre 127-bisin October
1998, and in which anumber of detainees, including
Blandine Kaniki, alleged they were subjected to
physical assault by gendarmes. Amnesty
International reiterated its request for a copy of any
report drawn up following the investigation and to
be informed of any administrative or disciplinary
proceedings arising from it. Similarly, the
organization again invited the Ministry’ s comments
on the reported irregularities in the conduct of the
internal investigation and the clams that by
February 1999 several detainees who were said to
be victims of or withesses to the violent incidents of
October 1998 had been deported or ordered to leave
the country, even though relevant internal and
judicial investigations were till under way. The
organization recalled that in February it had sought
assurances from the Ministries of Justice and the
Interior that Blandine Kaniki would not be deported
before the conclusion of the judicial investigation
opened into the criminal complaint she lodged in
November 1998 in connection with the October
incidents. Therefore, the organization welcomed
news indicating that Blandine Kaniki had since
received such assurances. Thejudicia investigation
was till under way at the end of December.

Amnesty International also  sought
clarification as to whether any administrative
investigation was undertaken into the allegations
made by Fatimata M ohamed that she was subjected
to ill-treatment while detained at the Centre for
Illegal Aliens in Bruges in November-December
1998 and that she and other inmates were unable to
communicate freely with their lawyers. The
organization asked to be informed of the body
which undertook any such investigation and of its
findings.
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Amnesty International pointed out that
further alegations of ill-treatment had emanated
from detention centres for aiens during 1999. An
Armenian national, Hovhannes Karapetyan, alleged
in acriminal complaint that, following his return to
centre 127-bis for aliens, after an attempt to deport
him in June, and pending transfer to another wing
of the building, warders subjected him to an
unprovoked assault, throwing him to the ground
and beating him until he lost consciousness. Hewas
then transferred to an isolation cell where he said he
was held overnight without medical assistance. A
doctor who examined him next day ordered his
hospitalization and medical reports accompanying
his complaint apparently recorded facia injuriesand
a fractured elbow. The Aliens Office attached to
the interior ministry and responsible for the running
of the detention centres, stated that warders
intervened because Hovhannes Karapetyan had
physicaly resisted his transfer to another section of
the centre, had refused to see adoctor who went to
vidgt him in the isolation cell during the night and
threw himself against one of the cell walls. It was
also reported that he had received a previous
fracture to hisinjured arm, prior to his detention in
Belgium. Amnesty International invited the
Minister's comments on these reports and asked
whether any administrative investigation had been
opened into his allegations.

In view of such alegations Amnesty
International asosought clarification of the system
for monitoring the detention conditionsin the closed
centres for aiens. It pointed out that relevant
international standards such as the UN Body of
Principles for the Protection of All Persons under
Any Form of Detention or Imprisonment (UN Body
of Principles) stress the importance of independent
supervision of detention conditions. It underlined
that these principles are not merely exhortatory or
advisory, they call upon governments to implement
and enforce their provisions. Principle 29 provides
that: “Places of detention shall be visited regularly
by qualified and experienced persons appointed by,
and responsible to, a competent authority distinct
from the authority directly in charge of the
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administration of the place of detention or
imprisonment.”

Amnesty International noted that a Royal
Decree of May 1999 concerning the regime in the
detention centres for aliens operated by the Aliens
Office, authorized the Interior Minister to ingtitute
apermanent committee to monitor the conditions of
detention in the centres. It was stipulated that a
magistrate should preside over the committee and
that it should be composed of at least two
representatives from the Aliens Office and two
representatives  from the Centre for Equa
Opportunities and Opposition to Racism attached to
Prime Minister's office. Reportedly, the
representatives of the Aliens Office include at least
one director of a detention centre for aliens. Under
the decree, the committee may request the
authorization of the Interior Minister to appoint
specialists to aid it in its work, on either a
permanent or temporary basis.

Amnesty Internationa was concerned that
such a committee was not in line with Principle 29
of the UN Body of Principles and asked to be
informed of the precise composition of the
committee, whether it had the right to make public
its reports, whether it was mandated to make
unannounced visits of inspection and, if so, to be
informed when and where they were carried out in
1999.

Alleged ill-treatment during deportation

Amnesty International sought replies to questions
raised in its previous correspondence concerning
the investigation process employed by the
administrative authorities with regard to alleged ill-
treatment by gendarmes during deportation
operations. The organization also asked to be
informed whether the gendarmerie continued to
video-tape forcible deportation operations, as was
the practice at the time of Semira Adamu’s death
during forcible deportation in September 1998 and,
if not, to be informed why the practice was
abandoned. The organization indicated that its
interest in clarifying these questions aso arose in
the context of further allegations of ill-treatment
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during forcible deportations reported during 1999.
Matthew Selu, a Sierra Leone national who was
deported from Brussels-National airport to Dakar
(Senegdl) in November claimed that gendarmes
used gloves to “choke’” him; hit him, while
handcuffed, on the chest, ribs and head; and placed
him on “akind of stretcher” on board the aircraft,
with restraints placed around his shoulders,
forearms, knees and ankles. He alleged that he
briefly lost consciousness as a result of the blows
inflicted. A medical certificate issued by a doctor
who examined him within a day of his arrival in
Dakar recorded, amongst other things, a head
wound some six centimetres long, a sprain to his
left thumb, multiple contusions to his chest, neck
and right shoulder, and bruising to his wrists and
ankles. Matthew Selu said he was unable to recall
precisely how he had incurred the head wound.

In a parliamentary committee session in
December the Minister of Interior stated that,
according to gendarmerie reports, Matthew Selu
had violently and vociferously resisted, tried to bite
and head-butt the escorting gendarmes and had
accidentally incurred a minor head-wound when
dighting from a gendarmerie vehicle transporting
him to his flight. He indicated that Matthew Selu
received first aid on board the aircraft, that he
offered no further physical resistance once
airborne, and that his handcuffs were removed for
the rest of the flight which was without incident. A
judicial investigation was opened into a crimina
complaint lodged by Matthew Selu.

In its December letter Amnesty
International also drew the Minister’s attention to
persistent genera clams made publicly in the
course of 1999 of gendarmes making use of heavily
padded gloves to cover the mouths of deportees,
thus blocking the airway, and of deportees being
placed face down on the floor in restraints, with
their hands and ankles tied together behind their
bodies, sometimes being left in this position for
prolonged periods, and then carried in such a
manner that the weight of the body puts extremely
painful pressure on the areas where the restraints
are placed. Amnesty International noted that the
allegations reported described a method of restraint
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reminiscent of one sometimesknown as* hog-tying’
which has been recognized as a highly dangerous
procedure for at least the past decade as it can
restrict breathing and can lead to death from
positional asphyxia, especially when applied to an
individua who is agitated. The organization
therefore said that it would welcome the Minister’s
comments on these claims and information as to
any steps taken to ascertain their veracity.

Amnesty International also sought the
cooperation of the Minister of Justice in informing
the organization of the eventual outcome of the
criminal complaints of ill-treatment lodged by
Blandine Kaniki, Hovhannes Karapetyan and
Matthew Selu. It reiterated its September 1998
reguest that the organization be kept informed of the
progress of the judicial investigation into the death
of Semira Adamu and of any further criminal
proceedings arising from it.

BOSNIA-HERZEGOVINA

Continued obstruction to minority returns

The increased freedom of movement throughout
Bosnia-Herzegovina was reflected in more return
assessment visits, in particular in areas where this
had previoudy been difficult like the eastern
Republika Srpska. In spite of this, relatively few
people in fact returned to their pre-war communities
where they would now be a national minority.
Returnees continued to face problems in regaining
access to their property and exercising other basic
civil and social rights.

The newly-appointed High Representative
for Bosnia-Herzegovina, Wolfgang Petritsch, used
his authority to take a number of measures aimed at
removing legal and political obstacles to minority
returns. At the end of October he imposed a
number of amendments and instructions relating to
property and housing laws in both the Republika
Srpska and the Federation aiming to harmonize
legidation between the entities and to facilitate its
implementation. In November he dismissed 22 local
officias throughout the country who had reportedly
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been obstructing returns and the reintegration of
minorities and thus hampered the implementation of
the Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia-
Herzegovina (Dayton Agreement).

A number of violent attacks on members of
minorities continued to be reported, apparently in an
attempt to intimidate possible returnees. In July
International Police Task Force monitors reported
that unknown perpetrators had burnt 15 houses
belonging to Serbs intending to return to Zgjaruga
village in Glamo0 municipality in the Federation.

In July and August violent incidents were
reported in Drvar (Federation) between Serb
returnees and Croat displaced persons now settled
there. International observers expressed concern
that local police had allowed some of the suspected
instigators of the violence to leave the scene. Drvar
had been the scene of many unsolved ethnically-
motivated arson attacks and physical violence
during 1997 and 1998 (see also Concernsin Europe
January-June 1998).

In September mortars were launched at
houses of recently returned Bosniacs to FazlagiEa
Kula hamlet in Gacko municipality in the Republika
Srpska, athough no one was injured. In another
incident in the same municipality in November, two
local employees of arelief organization were injured
when a bomb exploded in a Bosniac returnee's
house they were reconstructing.

On 6 October Munib Hasanovik, a Bosniac
deputy secretary of the multi-ethnic municipal
council in Srebrenica in the Republika Srpska, was
beaten and stabbed by two unknown assailants in
the municipdity building. He had apparently
received threats from hard-line Serb politicians
previously. A Serb local opposition politician,
Milojko AndriE, who had publicly supported the
return of Bosniacs to the municipality had his car
set on fire one month previoudy and had similarly
been threatened. To Amnesty Internationa’s
knowledge, no one has been arrested in connection
with these incidents in Srebrenica so far.

The lack of officia response by the
competent authorities to return-related violent
incidents appears to be a chronic problem which
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was the focus of a special report issued by the
Ombudsperson for Human Rightsin September. On
14 July the Ombudsperson had provided the
relevant authorities in both entities with a list of
return-related violent incidents which had occurred
so far in 1999. On that occasion she asked the
authorities to inform her whether they had
investigated these incidents and which steps had
been taken by them to ensure the protection of
returnees’ human rights. None of the authorities
addressed had replied to the Ombudsperson by the
deadline she had given them (15 August). In her
specia report, the Ombudsperson concluded that
the violence directed against returnees and the
failure of the authorities to effectively investigate
thoseresponsible for orchestrating violent incidents
congtituted inhuman treatment and therefore a
violation of the European Convention for the
Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms. The Ombudsperson also recommended
that the authorities by 1 December identify officials
responsible for the failure to protect the human
rights of returnees and ensure that prompt, effective
and vigorous investigations be carried out in al
cases of return-related incidents. However by the
said deadline no information had been obtained from
the authorities indicating that these
recommendations had been implemented.

Attacks on independent journalists jeopardize
the right to freedom of expression

A number of independent journalists were subjected
to violent attacks and other forms of harassment,
including legal action filed by government officials
for libel. On 22 October, ddjko Kopanja, editor-in-
chief of the Bosnian Serb independent newspaper
Nezavisne novine and of NES radio lost both legs
when a bomb exploded in his car. The attack
appeared to be directly linked to a series of reports
which had been published in his newspaper in
previous months. These reports described human
rights abuses against Bosniacs and Croats
committed by members of Serb paramilitary forces
in Prijedor, TesliE and Doboj during the war.
Allegations were also made that Republika Srpska
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authorities at the time had obstructed investigations
into these crimes in an attempt to shield those
responsible from prosecution. Prior to the car-bomb
attack, ddjko Kopanja had received anonymous
death threats which had been reported to the police.

On 3 November, another Bosnian Serb
journalist, Mirko SrdiE, of the Belgrade-based Beta
independent news agency was beaten up by a
prominent local municipa official in Doboj. The
attack was allegedly connected to arecent television
documentary which had exposed corruption among
local authorities.

Update on investigations and prosecutions for
war crimes

Amnesty International welcomed thefact that atotal
of six men, who had been indicted by the
International  Criminal  Tribunal for former
Yugoslavia (Tribunal), came into the Tribunal’s
custody. Three of them, Bosnian Serb army
generals Momir TaliE and Stanislav GaliE and former
deputy Prime Minister Radoslav Brdjanin, had been
secretly indicted for war crimes and crimes against
humanity (in December Radodav Brdjanin and
Momir TdiE were additionally charged with
genocide).

In October Bosnian Serb Goran JeliSE was
found guilty of war crimes and crimes against
humanity, but acquitted of genocide. He had been
indicted in connection with systematic torture and
murder of Croat and Bosniac detainees in the Luka
camp near BrOko in northern Bosnia-Herzegovina,
and was one of the few defendants before the
Tribunal who had confessed to committing most of
the crimes he was charged with. He was sentenced
in December to 40 years' imprisonment.

Criminal proceedings also continued in
national courts for war crimes or other human
rights violations committed during the war. In
October and December the Sarajevo Cantonal Court
convicted two Bosniac men for participating in the
killings of Serb civilians and sentenced them to
imprisonment terms of respectively four years and
three months and three years. Both men had been
members of aparamilitary brigade which during the
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war had allegedly tortured and executed Serb
inhabitants of Sargjevo. The bodies of scores of
victims, which were subsequently thrown in the
Kazani crevice on Mount TrebeviE, have been
recovered asaresult of cross-entity exhumationsin
the Sargjevo area which started at the end of 1998.

In December the Montenegrin State
Prosecutor ordered an investigation into war crimes
against the civilian population alegedly committedin
Bosnia-Herzegovinaby Vesdin Vlahovik, aY ugosav
citizen currently imprisoned in Montenegro. Veselin
VlahoviE is thought to have been responsible for the
killing of some 200 Croat and Bosniac civilians in
the Grbavica quarter of Sargjevo during thewar. In
November the Bosnia-HerzegovinaForeign Minister
had used UN diplomatic channels to request the
Federal Yugoslav government to extradite Vesdlin
VlahoviE so that he could be tried before a Bosnian
court. Several months before, the Tribunal
Prosecutor’ s office, upon examining the case file,
had indicated to the Bosnian authorities that there
were sufficient grounds for starting criminial
proceedings against the suspect.

Outstanding cases of "disappearances”

Exhumations continued of massgravesites
which were thought to contain the bodies of the
tens of thousands persons still missing sincetheend
of the war. As in 1998, many cross-entity
exhumations were carried out. For example the
Bosnian Government commission recovered the
bodies of 117 mainly Bosniac victims near the town
of Folain eastern Republika Srpska.

Amnesty International believesthat many of
the missing peoplewerevictimsof "disappearances’
during the war. In one of the worst of such cases,
at least 8 ,000 Bosniac men "disappeared” after the
Bosnian Serb army captured the UN-protected
enclave of Srebrenica in July 1995. In September
the International Committee of the Red Cross
(ICRC) estimated that around 7,400 people were
dill missing from Srebrenica. Although several
thousands of bodies were exhumed from mass
graves or secondary graves or recovered in the
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woods around Srebrenica, apparently only some 60
of these had been identified by September.
According to autopsy reports many of the victims
had their hands tied behind their back, were
blindfolded or were shot in the back or in the back
of the head, confirming the allegations of mass
executions that took place after the fall of the
enclave.

In November the United Nations (UN)
Secretary-General issued a detailed report on the
events surrounding the establishment and thefall of
the "safe haven" of Srebrenica, as he had been
instructed to do by a General Assembly Resolution
in November 1998. The report marked the first
attempt by the UN to publicly scrutinize its
peacekeeping efforts in Bosnia-Herzegovina and to
accept its share of the moral responsibility for the
massive loss of lifethrough errors of judgment and
lack of decisive action. The report also highlighted
the failure of the UNPROFOR battalion deployed in
Srebrenica to aert their superiors in the UN
immediately to the massive killings of Bosniac men
of which they were clearly aware. Furthermore the
Secretary-General stressed the need to bring to
justice Radovan Karadiif and Ratko MladiE who
have been indicted by the Tribuna for genocide
committed after the fall of Srebrenica. Amnesty
International has many times appealed to states
contributing forces to the Stabilization Forces
(SFOR) now deployed in Bosnia-Herzegovina to
seek out and arrest those indicted by the Tribunal,
in particular those accused of war crimes
committed in Srebrenica

Alleged ill-treatment by police

Despite the overwhelming presence of
international  police monitors throughout the
country, incidents of police brutality continue to be
reported. Amnesty International has observed a
decline in the number of cases where the ill-
treatment appears to be motivated by the victim's
nationality. However, the organization remains
concerned that ill-treatment in custody is afrequent
occurrence and that the available information
suggests that action is rarely taken against police
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officers who are involved in such human rights
violations.

In one such case, Andrija Beljo, a Croat
businessman from Prozor, was reportedly punched
in the face, beaten and kicked by three Croat police
officers while in detention in Mostar police station
on 26 and 27 August. The ill-treatment appeared to
be connected to his refusal, several months earlier,
to pay some of these police officers alarge sum of
protection money. After he had been released from
custody, he aleged that he was immediately
apprehended again by two of the police officersand
athird man who was unknown to him. They drove
him to a deserted mine outside town where he was
again beaten and subjected to a mock execution. He
was finally forced to cross the border where he
was detained by Croatian police who subsequently
took him to Split where he is currently in pre-trial
detention.

BULGARIA

New cases of alleged torture and ill-treatment by
police

In the morning of 21 September private security
guards of the “Egida’ company, which guards
Sofia’s municipal schools, detained 49-year-old
Kostadin Sherbetov and took him to apolice station.
At around 1pm an ambulance was called to the
police station. On their arrival the ambulance crew
found Kostadin Sherbetov to be dead. According to
aforensic medical certificate his death was caused
by a violent assault upon him. It recorded that he
had several broken ribs, many bruises al over his
body, and footprints on his clothes. The Military
Prosecutor’'s Office opened a preliminary
investigation into the actions of four police officers.

Yurii Lenev was arrested by three police
officers at his home in Sofia at 8pm on 1 June on
suspicion of involvement in the assassination of
former President Andrei Lukanov. Allegedly, the
police officers took him first to an unidentified
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location, where they beat him severely over the
course of several days. Only after this did they
regularize his arrest by bringing him to the detention
facility of the Specia Investigation Service, by
which time he reportedly had numerous bruises on
his head and entire body. Hisrelatives were alowed
to visit him on 12 June, and they reported that the
bruises were still apparent at that point.

There were reports of aleged ill-treatment
in late July and early August by members of the
Bureau for Operational Investigation (BOI),
comprising a special police unit based at
Shtarkelovo Gnezdo, on the shore of the Iskar
reservoir, and of subsequent intimidation of victims
who filed a complaint. On 29 July two armed
members of the unit allegedly beat former soldier
Mitko Pelov on a road north of the reservoir for
faling to let their vehicles overtake his car. On 8
August a man in a motorboat who fitted the
description of one of Mitko Pelov's alleged
assailantswarned a party of day-trippersrelaxing on
one of the Iskar Reservoir's beaches against
continuing to come close on their jet-ski to aprivate
resort on the opposite shore, where it later emerged
that the then Minister of the Interior, Bogomil
Bonev, was staying. Subsequently, two vehicles
reportedly departed the BOI base, and drove to the
beach where the day-trippers were. On the road
police officers in the two vehicles alegedly pointed
their automatic weapons at a man with his family
who could not get his jeep out of their way quickly
enough. On arriving at the beach 15 armed men
dressed in camouflage uniforms over which were
padded jackets with POLICE printed on them
rushed out of the two vehicles, dispersing other
people from the beach, and demanding from the
day-trippers to be told where the jet-ski was. The
police officers then alegedly made 46-year-old
businessman Svetlyu Shishkov and his son’s friend
Ivan Ivanov lie face down on the ground, pressed
the barrel ends of guns against their bodies, and
beat them with truncheons in a sustained assault.
Police officers also allegedly struck a young
woman, Madlena Marinova, two or three times.
Throughout the sustained beating Svetlyu Shishkov
reportedly pleaded with the police officers to say
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why they were beating them. A police mgjor, who
appeared to be the leader of the police detachment,
reportedly told him in response: “We have ordersto
shoot you, and you are asking why we are beating
you.” A few minutes later Svetlyu Shishkov’s 20-
year-old son Slaveiko and hisfriend Georgi Randev
returned on the jet-ski. When they came ashore they
were alegedly forced to lie on the ground by police
officers who pointed their guns at them and beat
them. The police officersthen fired aburst of shots
from an automatic weapon at the jet-ski, which was
hit with 19 bullets. The beatings lasted roughly for
15 minutes, by which time Svetlyu Shishkov, Ivan
Ivanov, Slaveiko Shishkov and Georgi Randev were
reportedly bleeding from the wounds inflicted upon
them, which in Svetlyu Shishkov’s case included
four broken ribs. The police officers then departed
in their vehicles. Before they did so the police major
reportedly threatened the victims of the alleged
assault that if they dared to look up or move within
the next 10 minutes they would be shot.

Theauthorities' statementson the progress
of the investigation into the incident have been
laconic and detached. The Minister of the Interior
suggested that the assailants were not police
officers, and that the incident itself was a settling of
accounts between rival criminal gangs. As if in
support of this version the Ministry of Interior
released detailed information about past crimind
offences committed by some of the victims, their
relatives and friends, together with their home
addresses. After filing acomplaint Svetlyu Shishkov
and his family were reportedly threatened with
further violence unless he agreed to stop talking to
the media and to withdraw his complaint. Svetlyu
Shishkov is also reported to have been approached
by a member of parliament, who warned him that
his business interests would be ruined if he did not
desist from his complaint.

Shootings by police officers
There were new reports of police officers
wounding and killing people by using firearms in

circumstances forbidden by international standards.
Article 42 point (1) 4 of the Bulgarian Law on
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National Police alows police officers to use
firearms as a last resort: “While arresting a person
who is in the process of committing or who has
committed a crime of a general nature and who is
attempting to escape, after giving awarning”. This
contravenes the UN Basic Principles on the Use of
Forceand Firearms by Law Enforcement Officials,
which only allow firearms to be used against
persons presenting an immediate danger to life.

Thirty-year-old Oleg Petrov Georgiev from
Vidin was travelling in the back of a lorry, full of
wood, which was driven by his father Petar
Lapatadov Georgiev, near the Kiryagvo border post
at about 3am on 14 July. A patrol of border police
challenged the lorry driver to stop, as they
reportedly suspected that the lorry was being used
to smuggle cigarettes between Bulgaria and Serbia.
They fired severa shots into the body of the lorry.
Oleg Georgiev was killed. His father Petar Georgiev
was hit in the knee by abullet, and Oleg Georgiev's
33-year-old brother Lyuben, who was travelling in
the driver's cabin with his father, was lightly
wounded in the leg.

On 6 June, in Sofia, Gancho Ganetsa and
Angd Mitov were shot at by police officers who
were pursuing them in connection with car thefts.
Angel Mitov was wounded in the knee, and was
arrested and hospitalized. Gancho Ganetsa was
killed by a gunshot wound to his head. The
investigation of the Sofia Military Prosecutor’s
Office reportedly concluded that none of the
gunshot wounds was inflicted by police officers:
Angd Mitov’s gunshot wound was inflicted by his
companion Gancho Ganetsa and Gancho Ganetsa
then shot himself in the head. The family of Gancho
Ganetsa has announced that it is appealing against
this conclusion. Inconsistencies were reportedly
found in the investigation file. It did not include
interviews with four police officers who pursued
Gancho Ganetsa and Angel Mitov. Fingerprint tests
reportedly did not show Gancho Ganetsa's
fingerprints on the PSM pistol with which he
dlegedly shot at police officers, Angel Mitov and
himself. Reportedly, traces of 30 or 40 fired bullets
were found at the scene, and apparently none of
them came from the PSM pistol which Gancho
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Ganetsa is aleged to have used. Police officers
reportedly put handcuffson Gancho Ganetsa. There
were alegations that police officers shot himin the
head after they arrested and handcuffed him.

Alleged ill-treatment of Roma

There were many new reports of ill-treatment of
Romaby police officers, of which thefollowing are
selected examples.

Around 5am on 20 July Mirosav
Kabakchiev and another Romani man from the
village of Slavyanovo in northern Bulgaria were
travelling in a horse-cart when two police officers
ordered them to stop. Reportedly, Mirosav
Kabakchiev's friend jumped from the cart and one
of the police officers fired a shot into the air. The
horse apparently took fright and Miroslav
Kabakchiev was therefore unable to bring the cart
immediately to ahalt. The police officersreportedly
fired more shots. When Mirodav Kabakchiev finaly
managed to stop the horse the police officers
ordered him to get out of the cart and to lie down
on the ground. They handcuffed him, after which
one of the officers alegedly hit Mirosav
Kabakchiev in the neck with the butt of his pistal,
then kicked him in the head and al over his body.
The police officers took him to the Slavyanovo
Regional Police Department, where they allegedly
beat him again before rel easing him from custody at
about 3.30pm.

On 22 July, at around 11pm, four Romani
men and aRomani woman travelling in a horse-cart
near the town of Pavlikeni, northern Bulgaria,
stopped by a melon field and allegedly stole some
melons from it. A civilian field guard spotted them
and shot at them, wounding Anton Ivanov in the
back of the head. The guard then reportedly ran
away. The Romani group turned the horse-cart to
go to the hospital in Pavlikeni. Then the field guard
reappeared, together with three other civilians, and
ordered them at gunpoint to wait for the police.
Poaliceofficersarrived and summoned an ambulance
for Anton Ivanov. However, when the ambulance
came the medical team reportedly declined to give
Anton Ivanov medical assistance, on the grounds
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that he was drunk and did not need help. The police
then took the group of Romato Pavlikeni Regiond

Police Department, arriving there around midnight.

They reportedly left the wounded Anton lvanov

outside the police station in the horse-cart until 4am,

while they took Assen Assenov and Atanas lvanov

into the police station and allegedly beat them there.

The police officers summoned an ambulance again

at 4am, four hours after their arrival, Anton Ivanov

was at last given first aid and was transferred to a
hospitd in Veliko Trnovo.

At 1lam on 8 September a crowd of
mainly Roma people was gathered outside a labour
bureau in Pazardjik. A police officer was jostled
when the crowd surged forward. He placed the
blame on Tanya Borissova, a Roma woman, went
up to her, and allegedly grabbed her by her hair and
began to beat her. She reportedly tried to convince
the officer that she had not been responsible for
pushing him, but he reportedly continued to beat
her, and was joined by two other police officers
who also allegedly beat her. Pazardjik District Court
subsequently sentenced Tanya Borissova to five
days of police custody for minor hooliganism,
reportedly convicting her on the evidence of two of
the police officers who allegedly beat her and a
labour bureau employee. Reportedly, none of the
many Roma from the crowd was caled as a
witness.

At about 3pm on 18 November a 24-year-
old Roma man, Marin Gheorghiev, was arrested at
his home in Silistra by two plainclothes police
officers. Sixteen-year-old Marin Ivanov from
Kamenar in Varna oblast was also in the house at
thetime and was al so arrested. The two Romawere
taken to Silistra Regional Police Department, and
were put into separate, neighbouring rooms. Each
of them was allegedly beaten by police officers,
who reportedly took turns to perform the beating.
Each of the two Roma could hear the other being
beaten in the neighbouring room. In addition to
uniformed officers two or three men in plainclothes
dlegedly participated in the beatings, using their
fists and atruncheon. After the alleged beatings the
police officers reportedly brought the two Roma
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into the same room and insulted them about their
Roma ethnic origin.

Council of Europe

The Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of
Europe (PACE) decided on 26 January to close the
monitoring procedure on Honouring of Obligations
and Commitments by Member States of the Council
of Europe in respect of Bulgaria. The PACE
rapporteurs paid tribute to the Bulgarian authorities
abolition of the death penalty, organization of
municipal eections, and enactment of legidation in
compliance with Council of Europe standards on
the media, legal system and national minorities.
Nevertheless, concern was expressed about
continuing police brutality, particularly as regards
Roma; and about corruption, and greater efforts to
combat these phenomena were recommended. The
PACE report also noted the need for sanctions
against journaliststo be removed from the sphere of
crimina law; better implementation of the rights of
minorities; and guarantees of the independence of
the judiciary and of the media in relation to the
executive. The Chairman of the Monitoring
Committee of the PACE will report on the extent of
Bulgaria's compliance with the recommendations
made for the areas of concern in one year's time.
The monitoring procedure could then be reopened
if progress has not proved satisfactory.

CROATIA

On 24 November the speaker of the Croatian
Parliament, Zlatko Pavletif, took over presidential
functions, after Parliament had adopted
congtitutional amendments enabling him to replace
President Franjo Tudjman who was declared
temporarily incapable due to his illness. President
Tudjman died on 10 December. Genera €elections
which had been scheduled for the end of
December, were postponed until 3 January.

Refugees and displaced persons
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Amnesty International remained concerned that,
despite continuing international pressure, the return
and reintegration of Croatian Serb refugees and
displaced persons was slowed down and
discouraged by politicd and administrative
obstacles. Croatian government statistics indicated
that less than 5,000 Croatian Serbs returned from
the Federal Republic of Yugodavia, the Bosnian
Serb entity and other countries to Croatia over the
second half of 1999. Around 3,000 Croatian Serbs
who had been displaced in the Eastern Slavonia
region were also reported to have returned to their
prewar homes elsewhere in Croatia, which
contributed to the return of over 6,000 pre-war
domicile Croats to that region.

However, there were also reports of scores
of Croatian Serbs leaving Eastern Slavonia, mostly
to seek asylum in western European countries, in
particular in the wake of ethnically-motivated
violence (see below).

The non-return of so many Croatian Serbs
has had serious implications for the situation of
refugees and displaced persons elsewhere in the
region, as is illustrated by the town of Kozarac in
the Republika Srpska. After the 1995 Croatian
government offensives, hundreds of Croatian Serb
refugees were resettled in houses originally
belonging to Bosniacs who had been expelled from
Kozarac. Problems arose earlier in 1999 when the
Bosniac pre-war inhabitants of Kozarac started
returning to the area, claiming their property back,
and culminated in August when two people - one of
them a Croatian Serb - were shot dead, allegedly by
a Bosniac returnee.

Many Croatian Serb refugees are unable to
obtain Croatian citizenship because the Croatian
authorities continue to refuse this right to Serbs
who have lived most of their lifein Croatia but were
not born there. By contrast, Croatian citizenship
was granted immediately to tens of thousands of
Bosnian Croats who resettled in Croatia during the
war in Bosnia-Herzegovina, many of whom now
continue to occupy houses belonging to Croatian
Serbs. Serbs who were born in Croatia obtained
Croatian citizenship and identification papers only
after long delays, and, upon returning to the

Amnesty International March 2000



Concerns in Europe: July - December 1999

25

country, faced great difficulties in regaining their
property.

Another impediment to return continued to
be the violent attacks on the lives and property of
Serbs returning to or remaining in Croatia. On 9
August Croatian Serb Djuro MutiE was killed in
Berak village near Vukovar in Eastern Slavonia. This
village had been extremely tense after the return of
pre-war Croat inhabitants got under way earlier in
the year. Many of them were still searching for
relatives who had gone missing during the war and
werepresumably killed by Serb paramilitaries. Croat
returnees, including the loca mayor, reportedly
intimidated and threatened the remaining Serbs in
the village, ostensibly to force them to revea
information on possible mass graves containing the
bodies of the missing. Although police immediately
arrested a suspect after the murder of Djuro Mutik,
concern was expressed by international monitors
that the investigation into the killing was not
sufficiently vigorous. By the end of the year the
suspect remained in investigational detention and
had till not been charged. Furthermore the police
did not try to search for and apprehend accomplices
of the suspect they had arrested, even though
witnesses asserted that severa people had been
heardin Djuro MutiE’ s houseimmediately before his
death.

Concerns about the lack of security were
also expressed in other parts of Croatia, notably in
the area around Knin in the former Krajina. In
August the Croatian Helsinki Committee wrote an
open letter to the Croatian Government, alerting it to
theincreased number of intimidatory attacks against
returning Croatian Serbs in that area. In a later
report the Helsinki Committee mentioned some 12
instances in which Serb returnees in villages near
Knin had been threatened, physically attacked or
had their property damaged or destroyed. In the
majority of these cases there had been no adequate
reaction from the police, although sometimes the
perpetrators were known to have been involved in
earlier incidents.

Alleged ill-treatment by police; update on
prosecutions for ill-treatment
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Amnesty International received new reports of ill-
treatment by police which led the organization to
believethat this may occur frequently. For example,
on 29 October Nikola MiletiE was detained by two
officers of the specia police in Dubrovnik,
apparently for failing to close his bar on time. He
aleges that immediately after his apprehension he
was beaten and kicked in the stomach by the two
officers. When he arrived in the police station, he
was reportedly further ill-treated by several other
officers, one of whom touched his handcuffs with
his electric shock baton. He was then held overnight
in the police station and denied the right to call a
laywer or his family. Several hours after he was
released the following day he lost consciousness
and had to seek medical treatment. According to a
medical report, issued by Dubrovnik General
Hospital, he sustained bruising to his head, neck and
shoulder, as well asinjury to his eye. He hasfiled a
criminal complaint against the five police officers
involved. Amnesty International is not aware that
any of the police officers involved in the alleged ill-
treatment had been internaly disciplined or
investigated by the end of the year.

On 23 September the retrial opened before
the Slavonski Brod Municipal Court of two officers
of the Croatian secret police (Sufiba za zadtitu
ustavnog poretka, SZUP ) who were charged with
causing grievous bodily harm and extracting a
confession by use of force. On 15 September 1995
they had severely ill-treated Sefik MujkiE, a Croatian
citizen of Bosnian descent, who had died as aresult
of hisinjuries. The two officers had already been
tried and found guilty of the same crimes in 1996
but were released from prison after the Supreme
Court quashed their convictions and sent the case
back for retrial to reconcile two differing medical
opinions on the cause of death, neither of which
disputed that Sefik MujkiE’s death was a result of
hisinjuries (see Al Index: EUR 01/02/99).

On 3 December the court convicted the
two officers of the crimes they were charged with
and sentenced them both to imprisonment terms of
one year and 10 months. Amnesty Internationa
welcomed the fact that, four years after the death
of the victim, the perpetrators of the human rights
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violations he suffered were finaly brought to
justice. However, an Amnesty International delegate
who observed the trial proceedings, noted with
concern that the public prosecutor involved in the
casedid not pursue the prosecution vigorously and
accepted without further questioning the defence of
thetwo accused. Only when thelegal representative
of the MujkiE family cross-examined the accused
did it become clear that their defence testimony
contained major contradictions and inaccuracies.
Thus they were not able to reconstruct their actions
for most of the four-hour period in which they
interrogated Sefik MujkiE, or convince the court
that they had to use force to restrain Sefik MujkiE
after he attacked them, as it was clear from the
medical evidence that the victim had been seated
and was handcuffed throughout the interrogation.
The lawyer for the MujkiE family has requested the
State Public Prosecutor to initiate a review of the
actions of the Slavonski Brod public prosecutor in
thistrial.

On 3 December another trial against seven
police officers from Sibenik came to aclose. They
had been accused of causing grievous bodily harm
and committing ill-treatment while acting in apublic
or official capacity, in connection with the death in
custody of Itaian citizen Ricardo Cettina in
September 1998. The Sibenik Municipal Court
convicted six of the defendants and sentenced them
to imprisonment terms ranging from four monthsto
one and a half year. One defendant was acquitted.
In November 1998 Amnesty International had noted
in a briefing for the United Nations (UN)
Commission against Torture that the police officers
had not been charged with torture although this had
been included as a criminal act in the new Croatian
Penal Code which came into effect in January 1998
(see Al Index: EUR 01/01/99).

Update on Amnesty International’s concerns on

investigations and prosecutions for war crimes

The Croatian authorities persistently refused to
cooperate with the Tribunal Prosecutor in her
ongoing investigationsinto viol ations of international
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humanitarian law committed during and after the
1995 Croatian Government offensives, Operations
"Flash" and "Storm". According to the Croatian
authorities these offensives were internal law
enforcement operations, over which the Tribunal
lacked jurisdiction.

In July the Tribunal Prosecutor requested
the President of the Tribunal to report Croatia's
non-cooperation with the Tribunal to the UN
Security Council, stating that she still had not
received answers to many outstanding queries,
some dating back to 1996. In August the Tribunal
President urged the President of the Security
Council to intervene in order to ensure that Croatia
provide the Tribunal with evidence and information
relating to ongoing investigations into the 1995
offensives and that a publicly indicted suspect,
M laden NaletiliE (also known as Tuta, see below) be
surrendered to the Tribunal’s custody. In
September the Justice Minister and the Council for
Cooperation with the International Court of Justice
and International Criminal Court published a"White
Paper”, in an apparent attempt to convince the
international community of their willingness to
support and cooperate with the Tribunal.
Nevertheless, the White Paper did not resolve many
of the unresolved requests for information nor did
it revoke the Croatian Government’s unilateral
decision to declare the 1995 offensives not within
the Tribunal’s jurisdiction. In November the
Tribunal President repeated her report to the
Security Council regarding Croatias non-
compliancein aletter raising the lack of cooperation
with the Tribuna by several former Yugosav
states.

The Croatian Supreme Court rejected in
October an appedl filed by Mladen NaetiliE, against
the decision of the Zagreb County Court to extradite
him to the Tribunal’s custody, which meant he
could now be surrendered. However, the Tribunal
decided in November to delay his transfer after
international medical experts engaged by the
Tribunal who examined Mladen Naletilif in October
had concluded that his bad state of health made him
unfit to stand trial. Another suspect, co-indicted
with Mladen NaletiliE, Vinko MartinoviE, was
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transferred to the custody of the Tribunal on 8
August, similarly after extradition proceedings in
Croatian courts (see Al Index: EUR 01/02/99).

The White Paper a so attempted once again
to demonstrate that Croatia had itself investigated
and prosecuted those thought to be responsible for
crimes committed against remaining Serbs after
Operations Flash and Storm. However, Amnesty
International found the sparse new information
relayed in the White Paper to be incomplete and
mideading. For example, according to the statistics
included in the report, seven personswere currently
serving prison sentences for the criminal act of
murder, yet only intwo caseswasit clear that these
persons had been convicted for murders committed
in relation to the offensives. No further information
was given on persons serving sentences for other
human rights violations related to the offensives,
although the report did note that there had been two
convictions for rape.

Meanwhile trialscontinued against Croatian
Serbs for war crimes. In September, the retria of
Mirko Graorac before the Split County Court was
postponed as his lawyer sought to have the case
transferred to another court. His motivation for this
was that the Split court had not shown itself to be
an impartial tribuna during crimina proceedings
against Mirko Graorac in 1995 and 1996. Amnesty
International had expressed concern that Mirko
Graorac’s right to a fair tria had been violated
during this trial (see Al Index: EUR 64/10/98). The
Supreme Court rejected the lawyer's request in
November.

In December the Dubrovnik County Court
convicted Dejan Subotif, a Montenegrin citizen, of
war crimes against the civilian population and
sentenced him to 10 years imprisonment.
International observers who monitored the trial
were concerned that the evidence presented did not
seem to support the charges against Dejan SubotiE.
Furthermore, it appeared that the presiding judge,
who claimed that he himself had been a victim of
looting by the Yugoslav Army unit that Dejan
SubotiE had allegedly belonged to, could not be
considered to be impartia in the case.
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There was a positive development,
however, in another case of concern to Amnesty
International, the trial of five Croatian Serbs from
Sodolovci in Eastern Slavonia who had been
convicted of war crimesin May (see Al Index: EUR
64/06/99). In November, the Supreme Court
quashed the verdict of the Osijek County Court as
it had found that serious violations of criminal
procedure had taken place, and sent the case for
retrid.

CZECH REPUBLIC

Attacks on Roma

Roma continued to be vulnerable to racist attacks,
against which they did not receive adequate
protection from the authorities. There were reports
of violent assaults against Roma, particularly by
gangs of “skinheads’, and harassment of Roma by
other extremist groups. Police officers reportedly
often failed to intervene to protect Roma or to
investigate alegations of such violence seriously.
The courts continued to display a tendency to
convict the perpetrators of attacks resulting in
serious injury or death only for less serious,
peripheral offences. The“ skinhead” threat, coupled
with the authorities perceived indulgence of it,
created a climate of fear for Roma. The European
Commission’'s annual report on the Czech
Republic’'s progress towards European Union
accession, which wasissued in October, stated that
the situation of the Czech Republic’'s 250,000 to
300,000 Roma had not markedly improved in 1999,
and “remains characterized by widespread
discrimination, as anti-Roma prejudice remains high
and protection from the police and the courts often
inadequate, and by social exclusion.” The Czech
government’s report on racist and extremist crime
for 1998, issued in July, revea ed that the number of
followers of extremist movements had doubled in
one year alone, from 1997 to 1998, to amost
10,000, and that the number of “skinheads’ rose by
40% in the same period. Commenting on police
behaviour at a raly of “skinheads’ in the western

Al Index: EUR 01/01/00



28

Concerns in Europe: July - December 1999

Bohemian town of Rakovnik in September, the
Government Commissioner for Human Rights Peter
Uhl criticized the Ministry of Interior and the senior
leadership of the police for their apparent inability
“to surmount a lukewarm attitude of the police
toward neo-Nazism, to say the least”. A Romani
community leader in the northern Moravian town of
Jesenik alleged that: “the police here cooperate with
the skinheads’.

The issue of discrimination against Roma
and their segregation within Czech society, which
has made them vulnerable to racist attacks,
attracted international attention when in October the
town council of Usti nad Labem constructed awall
to fence off Romani tenants in MatiOni Street from
other residents who objected to them. The alleged
lack of impartidity of the police when dealing with
Roma was illustrated by the town council’s use of
80 policeofficers on 13 October to confine Romani
tenants to their apartments from 4am and to keep
away Romani demonstrators to allow construction
of the wall to be completed by that evening.
Following international condemnation and belated
activity on the part of the central authorities, who
had failed to respond to the call in March by the UN
Committee on the Elimination of Racial
Discrimination for preventive action, the wall was
demolished on 24 November, after the centra
authorities paid a grant to the town council. Large
numbers of Czech Roma continued to seek asylum
in western Europe and Canada.

Amnesty International wrote to the Czech
authorities in February to express concern about an
apparent failure by police to protect the victims of
a reported attack by a group of “skinheads’ upon
Roma in southern Moravia in August, and to urge
that investigation of the incident be thorough and
impartial. According to information received from
the European Roma Rights Centre, based on reports
of the Association of Roma in Moravia, on 27
August the landlord of some farmhouses in the
villageof Dvorek u Ohrafiovic, inthe Tiebi0 district,
which were inhabited by Roma tenants whom he
had been attempting to evict, reportedly arrived at
the farmhouses in the late evening accompanied by
a gang of about 30 “skinheads’ wielding guns,
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bricks, stones and tear gas canisters. The landlord
reportedly shouted: “You black pigs, you niggers,
comeoutside!”, and the“ skinheads’ then reportedly
attacked the homes of the Roma, throwing bricks
and stones, firing guns and tear gas, and shouting
“Gypsies to the gas!” and “Come out so we can kill
you!” Some of the Roma were reportedly injured in
the attack, which lasted about an hour. Two of the
Roma managed to get away in their car to summon
the police, while others fled to hide in nearby
woods. A local police officer arrived after the attack
had finished, yet reportedly restricted his action to
satisfying himself that there had been no fatalities
and departed. Reportedly, he responded to the
voiced concern of the Roma that the attackers
would return by telling them: “Y ou watch too much
TV. Thisis not afilm.” Three dayslater this officer
dlegedly threatened members of the Dvorek Romani
community for having complained to the media
about his behaviour on the night of the attack. The
subsequent investigation conducted by the Tiebi0
district police department reportedly focused on
recording damage to property, and athough the
Dvorek Roma were questioned, reportedly no
record was kept of their statements. On 3
September a representative of the Tiebi0 district
police department described the incident to local
media as. “an attack on property, not an attack on
people’ and stated that: “the injuries sustained by
the people were not a direct result of the attack”.
Twelve loca men were charged with rioting,
damage to property, and violent behaviour, and
were released on bail. However, none of them was
reportedly charged with the provisions of the Czech
Pena Code which outlaw racially motivated crimes,
and the landlord was reportedly considered by the
police not to have been a party to the attack.
Allegedly, he returned to Dvorek after the attack
and threatened the Roma community with further
violence. Several of the Roma families have
reportedly ceased to sleep in their homes at night
since the attack, fearing further attacks, against
which the authorities have not demonstrated that
they would protect them.

In November the authorities appeared to
demonstrate greater resolution in addressing the
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issue. The Interior Minister considered outlawing
some extremist organizations, and an investigation
was initiated into 24 peopleinvolved in an attack by
a large gang of “skinheads’ wielding metal bars,
stones and handguns on a Romani gathering in a
restaurant in Neské Budgjovice.

FINLAND

Prisoners of conscience

On 2 November Amnesty International adopted as
prisoners of conscience six conscientious objectors
to military service who are currently serving a
prison sentence of 197 daysfor refusing to perform
aternative service, the length of which the
organization considers to be discriminatory and a
form of punishment. Under the current system over
50 per cent of recruits serve 180 days of military
service while all conscientious objectors have to
perform 395 days of aternative service. Initsletter
of 2 November Amnesty International informed the
Minister of Labour that it would adopt as a prisoner
of conscience any other conscientious objector
imprisoned for refusing to carry out an alternative
servicewhile the length is considered to be punitive
and discriminatory.

Since 1997 Amnesty International has been
expressing its concern to the Finnish authorities
about the repercussions a reduction in military
service time would have on the length of adternative
service for conscientious objectors.  Sinikka
Monkére, the Minister of Labour informed Amnesty
International on 12 October 1999 that the
government had ordered a review of the current
civilian service system which would take into
account the issue of human rights and also include
a comparative study of systems in other countries.

The six conscientious objectors adopted as
prisoners of conscience by Amnesty International
wereTom André K ettunen,Otso Kivekas, Nakke
L eppanen, Otto Salin, Jukka Mikael Johansson
and Kim Ake. They wereserving prison sentences
of 197 days after being convicted for a "non-
military service crime”. All of them have given the
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punitive length of alternative service as one of their
reasons for refusing to perform aternative service.

Conditions of detention of asylum-seekers

A report by the European Committee for the
Prevention of Torture, published in May 1999 and
based on itsvisit to Finland in June 1998, expressed
concern about the detention in local prisons and
police stations of asylum-seekers; that long-term
prisoners spent most of the day in their cells; and
that prisoners at Riihiméke Central Prison were
often left naked in the observation cell. The United
Nations Committee against Torture recommended
in November that adequate penal provisionsto make
torturea punishable offence and achangein the law
governing isolation in pre-trial detention places be
introduced. It expressed satisfaction that asylum-
seekers are no longer accommodated in places other
than prisons.

FRANCE

European Court of Human Rights finds France
guilty of torture

Article 3, European Convention for the Protection of
Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms
(European Convention):” No one shall be subjected
to torture or inhuman or degrading treatment”.

On 28 July the European Court of Human Rights
found France guilty of violating international norms
on torture as well as onfair trial within areasonable
time.

M oroccan and Netherlands national Ahmed
Selmouni was arrested by judicial police for a drug
trafficking offence in November 1991 and held in
police custody for three days at Bobigny (Seine-
Saint-Denis). A conviction against a total of five
officers for committing violent acts against Ahmed
Selmouni and another detainee, Abdelmgjid Madi,
was upheld by the Versailles appeal court in July,
but their sentences were reduced and they remained
in their posts pending appeal to the Court of
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Cassation. (Al Index: EUR 01/02/99). In its
judgment the European Court found that Ahmed
Selmouni had “endured repeated and sustained
assaults over anumber of days of questioning” and
described the treatment inflicted on him as of “such
a serious and cruel nature that it could only be
described as torture’. The treatment included
repeated punchings, kickings, beatings with a
baseball bat and truncheon and hair-pulling. The
court also noted that he was forced to run along a
corridor with police officers positioned on either
side to trip him up, and made to kneel in front of a
young woman to whom someone said: “Look,
you're going to hear somebody sing”. He was also
urinated on and threatened with a syringe and a
blow lamp.

France argued that the European Court
could not examinethetorture complaint becausethe
applicant had not exhausted domestic remedies and
the police officers had ultimately been committed
for trial at the criminal court of Versailles. However,
the European Court rejected this argument on the
grounds that “the existence of such remedies must
be sufficiently certain not only in theory but dsoin
practice, failing which they lack the requisite
accessibility and effectiveness’. In this case the
proceedings, sill pending before the Court of
Cassation on points of law, had already |asted more
than six years and seven months; the number of
delays had been already excessive and Ahmed
Selmouni had not been granted effective redress.
Finding that France had breached both Articles 3
and 6.1 (length of proceedings) of the European
Convention, the court ruled that Ahmed Selmouni
should be paid 500.000 French francs in damages
and 113.364 French francsfor costs and expenses.

By the end of the year the Court of
Cassation had not yet heard the police officers
appeal against conviction, and the officers were still
at their posts.

Length of preventive detention

Al Index: EUR 01/01/00

Article 5.3, European Convention: “Everyone
arrested or detained ... shall be brought promptly
beforeajudge... and shall be entitled to trial
within a reasonable time or to release pending
trial”.

On 9 November the European Court again found
France to be in violation of the Convention, this
time with regard to length of preventive detention.
Ismaél Debboub, also known as Ali Husseini, was
one of the 138 defendants brought to trial in the so-
caled “Chalabi” case (see below). Arrested in Paris
in November 1994, during a sweeping police
operation aimed at alleged supporters or members
of anetwork supplying logistical support to Algerian
armed opposition groups, Ismaél Debboub remained
in preventive detention for atotal of four years, two
months and 10 days before being sentenced to six
years imprisonment by the 11" Correctional Court
of Paris in January 1999. He was released in May.
The court noted that the investigating judge
extended the time limits of his preventive detention
nine times. Isma8l Debboub unsuccessfully
appeded against the orders extending his detention
five times and a sixth request was rejected by a
Paris court on 5 May 1998. However, during the
entire period the defendant was questioned by the
investigating judge only seven times - on average
just twice a year.

The European Court observed that the
French courts had shown little evidence of
“celerity”. It stressed that the grounds for
prolonging the length of preventive detention must
be “pertinent” and “sufficient”. The judicia
authorities were also bound to show “particular
diligence” in the pursuit of their inquiries. However,
the court argued that the preservation of law and
order and the need to prevent a recurrence of the
aleged offence were not sufficient reasons for
justifying suchalong period of preventive detention
and any further risk of collusion between co-
defendants had ceased to exist after the witnesses
had been examined a number of times.

Themass*" Chalabi” trial had been criticized
by Amnesty International in 1998 for being unfair
on anumber of different grounds, and for violating
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a number of international norms. One of the
organization's concerns was the length of time
many of the defendants had remained in preventive
detention (Al Index: EUR 01/01/99).

Farad Boukhalfa: Police shooting

On the night of 1 September Farad Boukhalfa was
approached outside his home in Cormeilles-en-
Parisis (Va d'Oise) by officers of the Anti-Crime
Brigade (BAC) who wanted to question him about
atraffic offence. In the course of the police check
therewas reportedly a struggle and a shot was fired
from a regulation weapon belonging to an officer.
Farad Boukhafa was admitted to the Pitié
Salpétriere hospital in Paris for treatment to a
serious head wound. According to reports, the
police officers indicated that Farad Boukhalfa had
tried to take possession of a service weapon and
that in the ensuing struggle he had fallen and hit his
head on the curb. However, doctors later informed
the Pointoise prosecuting authorities that they had
recovered a “metalic fragment” from the head
wound, later identified as part of abullet fired from
a weapon belonging to one of the three officers.

On 4 September a BAC officer, who was
being held in custody, was placed under formal
investigation by the investigating judge on a charge
of deliberate assault with a weapon. An internal
administrative inquiry was opened by the General
Inspectorate of the National Police (IGPN) and the
officer was suspended from the force on full pay.
He was released from custody under judicial
control.

Updates on cases of police shootings

Abdelkader Bouziane: In August the judge
investigating the death of 16-year-old Abdelkader
Bouziane at Fontainebleau in 1997 decided that,
subject to confirmation by the public prosecutor,
the charge against a BAC officer suspected of
having fired the fatal shot, should be reclassified as
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homicide. The officer had previously faced acharge
of manslaughter. The decision to reclassify the
charge was reportedly based on the findings of a
ballistics report, which appeared to question the
defence argument of “legitimate defence”’, and on
those of a reconstitution of the circumstances of
the death, held in November 1998. The ballistics
report ordered by the investigating judge reportedly
suggested that two of the four bullets fired at close
range at the car driven by the 16-year-old were
aimed at head and shoulder level while the car was
passing or had already passed the two officers
involved and not, as they had maintained, while the
car was bearing down on them (Children in
Europe, Al Index: EUR 01/01/98).

Fabrice Fernandez. In December a former BAC
officer was sentenced to 12 years' imprisonment
for mandaughter by the Rhéne Assize Court. On 18
December 1997 he had shot in the face and killed
Fabrice Fernandez, who was sitting on a chair,
handcuffed behind the back, and surrounded by a
number of police officers at the moment of his
death. Ballistics experts reportedly denied that the
pump-action shotgun involved could have beenfired
accidentally, as the defence argued, stating that
pressure had to be applied to the trigger. The
former police officer, found guilty of mandaughter,
as requested by the public prosecutor, had been
sent for tria by the chambre d’ accusation of Lyons
on the graver charge of homicide (Al Index: EUR
01/01/98).

Alleged police ill-treatment

In August computer programmer Frangoise
Grimaldi lodged a judicial complaint against police
in Toulouse for assault and falure to assist.
According to reports, on the night of 11-12 August
she was dining in the avenue Honoré-de-Serres with
friends - among them Eric Dabert, who had been
taking a mixture of alcohol and anti-depressants.
After accompanying her from the restaurant he
collapsed on the pavement and the two were
noticed by a passing police patrol. They were
handcuffed and taken to a police station where Eric

Al Index: EUR 01/01/00



32

Concerns in Europe: July - December 1999

Dabert was reportedly kicked as he lay on the
ground. When Francoise Grimal di shouted in protest
one officer allegedly punched her twice in the face,
bresking and damaging her teeth. She and Eric
Dabert later received treatment at Rangueil Hospital.
The case was being investigated by Amnesty
International .

Prisons

General developments In July the Justice Minister
announced the creation of a working group on the
external control of the prison system (Commission
Canivet). The announcement came at about the
same time as a report by several prison
organizations, calling for the establishment of an
independent body to control prisons. Amnesty
International, in a report published in 1998,
(France: Excessiveforce, Al Index: EUR 21/05/98)
had also pointed to the fact that prisons had been
excluded from the competence of the planned new
Conseil supérieur dela déontologie et dela sécurité
(CSDS) - an agency to oversee police conduct, still
not in place, however, by the end of the year.
Amnesty International was concerned about claims
that a trend towards longer sentences, with
conseguent overcrowding, was coupled with the
frequent inability of custodial staff to monitor and
protect the safety of inmates - for example, at the
juvenile detention centres of Fleury-Mérogis
(Essonne) or Saint-Paul (Lyons).

In July the Justice Minister also presented
adraft decree aimed at establishing a deontological
code for al those working within the penitentiary
system, including prison guards. According to the
draft code the latter may not commit “any act of
violence or inhuman or degrading treatment”.

Alleged ill-treatment and isolation: In September
the public prosecutor of Crétell (Va-de-Marne)
opened an inquiry into a complaint by a former
police officer, Gaél Le Pinic, who aleged that on 9
September he was beaten by a prison guard at the
maison d’'arrét of Fresnes. The former officer, in
preventive detention on a drugs-related charge,
stated that after returning from the prison hospital,
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where he had been treated for injuriesincurred in an
apparent suicide attempt, hewasrefused permission
to take a shower. He protested, tearing up his
identity card, and was reportedly punched, beaten
in the face with keys and insulted for being a “dirty
cop” (“saleflic™). Aninterna administrative inquiry
into the incident reportedly concluded that the
guards had used only necessary force.

On 13 October Joélle Aubron and Nathalie
Ménigon, former members of the armed group
Action directe, were transferred to a prison at
Bapaume (Pas-de-Calais) after spending 12 years
under an exceptional regime at the maisond’ arrét of
Fleury Mérogis (Al Index;: EUR 01/01/99). As
prisoners subject to special surveillance measures
(détenues particulierement surveillées) they had
been held in an establishment designed mainly for
those being held in provisional detention rather than
for convicted prisoners and had not therefore been
allowed to integrate into normal prison life. In
November 1998 Amnesty International had
expressed concern to the Minister of Justice about
the continuing special restrictions placed on thetwo
women.

During the period under review there were
also persistent reports that another former member
of the group, Georges Cipriani, now at Ensisheim
prison (Haut-Rhin), had become mentaly ill after
spending a number of years in isolation. Although
no longer in isolation, guards a the prison
reportedly warned in November about his
deteriorating condition.

GEORGIA

(See ad'so Women in Europe, page 95)

Allegations of torture and ill-treatment
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During the period under review Amnesty

International continued to receive persistent reports
of torture and ill-trestment in detention. In at least

one case the victim is alleged to have died as a
result of a sustained assault (see the case of Davit

Vashagmadze below).

In November, for example, Dato
Natelashvili made a written complaint about ill-
treatment to the Thilis procurator and the General
Procurator. He stated that he had been beaten at the
temporary detention facility of Thilis Main City
Police Department over a period of two days, after
being transferred there from the Interior Ministry’s
investigation-isolation prison No 1. (Ortachala
prison) on 19 November. He also alleged that he
had been subjected to electric shock treatment in
order to force him to confess to a murder.

Dato Natelashvili was detained on 26 June,
charged with theft and transferred from preliminary
detention to Ortachala prison. On 19 November,
however, he was transferred back to the temporary
detention facility. His family was reportedly not
informed of the transfer at the time, and only
discovered the move when Dato Natelashvili’'s
brother attempted to deliver a food parcel to him at
Ortachala prison on 21 November. The next day
Dato Natelashvili’s brother and his two lawyers
tried to visit him at the Thilis Main City Police
Department, but were denied access. Thelawyers
reported that procuracy officials told them they
were no longer able to represent their client as they
had been designated as witnesses in the case (a
move they interpreted as a deliberate attempt to
block their further participation in the defence of the
case).

Dato Natel ashvili’ swritten complaint (dated
30 November) reportedly stated that on the day of
his transfer, 19 November, he was beaten by four
law enforcement officials who had accompanied
him from Ortachala to the Thilis Main City Police
Department. They beat him the next day aso, and
used electric shock treatment to try to force him to
confess to the murder of a man named
Sheikhadinov. At the time of writing hiscomplaint
Dato Natelashvili said that he still suffered from pain
in the right hand side of his body, and he requested
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a forensic medical examination. A third lawyer,
allowed access to him on 25 November, reported
that her client, who described to her how he was
severely beaten, was unable to sit upright without
severe pain. It is believed that Dato Natelashvili
was transferred back to Ortachala prison after this
visit, but Amnesty International has no further
information on whether a medical examination or
other invegtigation into his allegations has been
instigated.

Deaths in custody
Davit Vashagmadze

In November a man named Davit Vashagmadze
died after an aleged severe beating by police
officers in Thilisi. According to reports, Davit

Vashagmadze had called on his friend Zaza Buadze
on the evening of 13 November. There was a
power cut, and they decided to leave in

Vashagmadze's car to find out if electricity was

being supplied in other parts of the city.

Vashagmadze stopped his car in Tavisupleba
Square to receive a call on his mobile phone, and

was approached a few minutes later by two police
officers who asked for his documents.

Vashagmadze did not have his documents on him,

and the police officers are said to have then pulled

the two men out of the car and started to beat them.

Severa other police officers also reportedly joined

in the beating. Vashagmadze and Buadze were then

told that they would be taken to Mtatsminda police
station, but were instead taken to alocation outside
the city centre where the beating continued. Davit

Vashagmadze is said to have suffered multiple

fractures and other seriousinjuries, including some
inflicted with a blunt instrument, and to have died in

hospital two days later. Zaza Buadze was also said

to have sustained serious injuries. A criminal case
is said to have been opened by the Thilisi City

Procurator’s office, and two officers of the traffic

policehave been arrested on a charge of “ exceeding

their authority” (Article 187 of the Georgian

Crimina Code).
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Zaza Tsotsolashvili

A young man named Zaza Tsotsolashvili fell to his
death on 4 December from the sixth floor window
of the Ministry of Internal Affairsbuildingin Thilis.
His two brothers, named as Aleksandr and Kakha
Tsotsolashvili were being questioned in the next
room at around the same time. Zaza Tsotsolashvili
was taken to hospital, but died shortly afterwards
the same day. According to reports the Interior
Ministry has begun an investigation, and the
Krtsanisi District Procurator’ s Office hasinstituted
criminal proceedings. Four officials from the
Interior Ministry’s Organized Crime Department,
said to have accompanied Zaza Tsotsolashvili to the
investigator's office for questioning, have been
suspended pending the investigation.

Elene Tevdoradze, Chairperson of the
parliamentary Human Rights Committeewho visited
the room from which Zaza Tsotsolashvili fell, was
guoted by press sources on 14 December assaying
that she doubted that he threw himself from the
window. Sheis said to have based these remarks
on her observations that the window was relatively
high in the room and closed for the winter, and that
Zaza Tsotsolashvili was not alone in the room at the
time but accompanied by four police officers, who
would have been expected to prevent his efforts to
climb up onto the high window ledge and open the
window. Amnesty International is also
concerned about alegations that a brother of Zaza
Tsotsolashvili was pressurized by police into
refusing an independent forensic medical
examination of the body (the brother is said to have
vigited the police and been held by them until 3am
the following morning until he agreed not to seek
such an examination).

In a similar case early in 1999, a man
named Ivane Kolbaya fell to his death on 22 March
from the fifth floor window of the Thilisi Central
Police Department while being questioned by police
officers about alleged thefts. His death was said to
have been regarded officialy by police as suicide,
although the head of the Georgian forensic medical
centre, speaking four days after the events to the
non-governmental organization Human Rights
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Watch, reportedly said that forensic medical
examiners did not have the capacity to determine
conclusively whether the trauma marks they found
on Ivane Kolbaya's body were the result of the fall
or were sustained prior to his death.

Attacks on evangelical Christians

On 29 May police from the Gldani district of Thilis
forcibly broke up an open-air meeting of an
evangdical Christian group. Church members
dlege that police beat up several peaceful
worshippers, including the pastor, Zaal
Tkeshelashvili and his wife Nino. To Amnesty
International’ s knowledge no criminal chargeswere
opened in connection with the alleged assaults, and
the church failed in a civil action against the police
in connection with the incident.

Zaal Tkeshelashvili is pastor of the Madli
(Grace) church, which belongs to the Christians of
the Evangelica Faith Church in Georgia, a
Pentecostal denomination registered with the
authorities. He reports that on the evening of 29
May policeinterrupted a service he was holding in
acourtyard between apartment blocks in the Gldani
district of the Georgian capital, verbally abusing
members of the congregation and striking his wife
and another female worshipper. He asked the
congregation to disperse, but afuther confrontation
ocurred when around 12 police officers later tried
to detain him and his wife but were prevented from
doing so by other church members present (who
also freed two of their number who had been put in
apolicecar). The police officers are then said to
have beaten and kicked several members of the
congregation for about 10 minutes, before leaving
as they were unable to detain those present.
Among the injured was Gocha Lalebashvili, who
was reportedly thrown to the ground and kicked in
the head and face.

Pastor Tkeshelashvili brought a civil case
against severa of the Gldani officers in connection
with the forcible break-up of that and other
meetings, claiming violations of his rights to
freedom of religion and association. On 17 August,
after atwo-day hearing before Gldani-Nadzaladevi
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district court Judge Tamaz Sabiashvili found in
favour of the police officers, ruling that they had
acted appropriately. Lawyersfor the Madli church,
however, claimed that police failed to produce in
court long lists of people they claimed had
petitioned them to disperse the meetings, with
several of their witnesses saying that they had
signed a document to that effect only on the day of
the hearing. An appeal against the ruling wasturned
down on 10 October.

Also in October, Thilis police faced
criticism when they allegedly failed to respond as
followers of defrocked Orthodox priest, Father
Basil Mkaavishvili, assaulted members of a
Jehovah's Witness congregation. The Jehovah's
Witness church is legally registered in Georgia, but
has been the focus of hostility from radical
supporters of the Georgian Orthodox Church. The
Jehovah's Witnesses report that a group of around
200 people attacked some 120 adherents, including
women and children, who had gathered in arented
theatrefor at a Sunday service on 17 October. The
attackers are said to have beaten the worshippers
with iron crosses and wooden clubs. A few
adherents escaped during the attack and reported it
to two local police stations, but police alegedly
refused to come to their aid or provide protection.
Fifteen worshippers reportedly needed hospital
treatment, including Fati Tabagari who suffered a
temporary loss of vision after she was struck on the
head.

Extracts from a video of the attack were
shown on Georgian television, prompting
widespread condemnation, including from
President Eduard Shevardnadze who called for the
attackers to be charged. The police opened a
criminal case after the Jehovah’s Witnesses |odged
acomplaint on 18 October, and laid charges against
Father Basil Mkalavishvili. By the end of the period
under review, however, no court case had been
heard against him. Neither, to Amnesty
International’ s knowledge, had he been charged or
prosecuted in connection with attacks on
Pentecostal believers earlier that year. Speaking to
the British-based Keston News Service, Paata
Zakareishvili, then chief of staff of the Committee
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for Human Rights and National Minorities of the
Georgian parliament, said: “For the two months
before the raid [on the Jehovah's Witnesses] they
[supporters of Father Basil Mkaavishvili] had
organized raids on the Pentecostalsin Thilisi. | had
appeded via my parliamentary committee to the
Ministry of Internal Affairsfor them to take action,
but they merely replied that they had discovered no
evidence of violence despite the fact that | have
photographs with such evidence.”

Fair trial concerns - Guram Absandze (updateto
Al Index: EUR 01/02/99 and EUR 01/02/98)

In August the trial began of Guram Absandze, a
minister in the government of the former President
of Georgia, who had been forcibly returned to
Georgia from Russia in March 1998. Amnesty
International had previousy sought further
information about allegationsthat he and his defence
lavyer had been prevented from familiarizing
themselves fully with the case materials before the
start of the trial, and about the mechanisms for
appedl, given that the case was being heard by the
Supreme Court of Georgia as court of first
instance.

Responding in July, the Deputy Prosecutor
General of Georgia reported that a time limit for
familiarization with case material had been imposed
owing to what were described as delaying factors
by the defendant. The official also reported that
any sentence passed by the Board of Criminal Cases
of the Supreme Court may be appealed via the
Chamber for Criminal Cases of the Supreme Court.
However, the UN Human Rights Committee has
been among those expressing concern that such an
appea within the same body did not meet
internationd fair trial standards, in line with which
adefendant has the right to conviction and sentence
being reviewed by a higher tribunal.

Resignation of the Public Defender
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David Salaridze, the Public Defender
(Ombudsperson) of Georgia, resigned on 9
September to become a candidate in the
parliamentary electionsthe following month. At the
end of the period under review President Eduard
Shevardnadze had dtill not submitted a new
nomination for the post to parliament. David
Salaridze was appointed Georgia's first Public
Defender in 1997, after a new law establishing the
post was passed in 1996.

Ratifications (see alsoWomenin Europe, page 95)

In August Georgia acceded to the 1951 Convention
relating to the Status of Refugees and the 1967
Protocol relating to the Status of Refugees - the
main instrumentsof international refugeeprotection.

Reported threat to deny entry to some Chechen
refugees

While welcoming Georgia s August ratification of
the Convention, Amnesty International sought
further information onitsapplication with regard to
those seeking to flee the armed conflict in the
Chechen Republic - Ichkeriaby crossing Georgia' s
international border with Russia. The organization
welcomed Georgia's stated willingness to provide
protection for refugees fleeing this conflict, but at
the same time was concerned in particular about
reports that Georgian officials may have been
denying access to Chechen men in a certain age
range, or to those regarded as “militants’ or as
having a “dubious reputation”. President Eduard
Shevardnadze, for example, was quoted on 25
October as saying that Georgia's borders would be
open for women, children and the elderly, but not to
“armed people, so-called combatants’. While
acknowledging that the Georgian Government may
have concerns about the stability of the country,
and that it is reasonable to require that arms be
forfeited at the border, Georgia has a clear
obligation under international refugee law to ensure
that a person seeking asylum is not forcibly
returned without having an adequate opportunity to
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have their reasons for seeking asylum considered.

Like all states, Georgia is bound by the
principle of non-refoulement, a principle of
customary international law. This principle forbids
states from forcibly returning, in any manner
whatsoever, a person to a country where they
might face serious human rights violations. The
principle also prohibits rejection at the frontier, and
countries must keep their borders open, and afford
refugees protection. This protection need not be
permanent, or even long term; refugee protection
lasts only as long as the human rights situation in
the refugees’ country of origin necessitates.

Amnesty International urged Georgia to
honour fully its obligations under the Refugee
Convention, including by keeping its borders open
to al refugees requiring protection, of whatever age
or sex; by ensuring that officials at border crossing
points are instructed to refer all those seeking
asylum to the appropriate authorities so that their
claims may be considered; and by ensuring that the
international community is able to monitor fully the
asylum situation in the border area and elsewhere.
The organization al so sought further information on
what procedures were being used to screen people
seeking to leave the Chechen Republic, and what
procedures were in place to consider applications
for refugee status, including the right to appeal.

Concerns in the disputed region of Abkhazia

Amnesty International is aware that reports on
events in Abkhazia can be extremely polarized, and
regrets that the continued lack of response to its
concerns from the de facto Abkhazian authorities
means it is unable to reflect their assessment of the
claims against forces said to be under their control.

Detention of the crew of the Alioni (update to Al
Index: EUR 01/02/99)

In April the crew of a Georgian fishing boat named
Alioni were detained by Abkhazian border guards
for alegedly violating the region’ s seaborders. The
only female crew member was released around 10
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days later, but the rest were taken to the Abkhazian
capital of Sukhumi. There it was reported that the
captain and chief mechanic were to be charged
with illegally entering Abkhazian waters, and the
remaining crew with fishing illegaly in a
conservation area. It wasunclear initially, however,
what if any formal charges were to be laid.
Moreover, Abkhazian officials were quoted as
saying that crew members could be released
without any further legal proceedingsif exchanged
for four Abkhazian civilians said to have been
captured by Georgian irregular armed forces.
Amnesty International expressed concern that if the
crew members were held without formal charge,
with their release conditional on an exchange for
others, then in effect they were being held as
hostages. In August the Abkhazian Supreme Court
began hearing the case, but the nine men were
released the following month in exchange for three
Abkhazians and one Cossack said to have been held
in western Georgian by Georgian irregular forces.

Activities of Georgian irregular forces (updateto Al
Index: EUR 01/02/99 and EUR 56/02/98)

During the period under review Amnesty
International received responses from the Ministers
of State Security and the Interior regarding the
organization’s concerns about the activity of illega
Georgian armed formationsin and around Abkhazia.
Such formations are said to have been responsible
for the abduction of Abkhazian service personnel
and civilians as hostages, and are aleged to have
had links with, or support from, certain Georgian
officials. Both ministers again denied any such
connections. However, the reported exchange of
four men said to have been held by such irregular
forces, in return for the nine Georgian sailors held
by the Abkhazians (see above), would appear to
indicate some level of coordination, if not
cooperation.

Reported death in custody

An ethnic Georgian named Apollon Markelia was
said to have died following abeating by Abkhaz law
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enforcement officials. He and another man named
Ushangi Todua (aged 75) were said to have been
detained in the Gali district, then taken to a
preventive detention unit in the town of
Ochamchira. On 5 August the Georgian Iprinda
news agency reported that Apollon Markelia died
after being beaten in this unit.

The death penalty (update to Al Index: EUR
56/02/98)

At least one death sentence was passed during the

period under review. Otak Kulaia was reportedly

sentenced to death on 31 August for heading a
terrorist group which caused explosionsin thetown

of Tkvarcheli in 1998. Two other defendants named

as Astamur Jinjolia and Bedan Pachulia received

prison sentences of 12 and 15 years respectively.

The head of the Commission for Human Rights in

Abkhazia reported in November that 14 people had

been sentenced to death since the region had

declared itself independent. No executions were
reported, presumably as a de facto moratorium

continued to hold.

GERMANY

Police shootings

During the period under review Amnesty
International learned of the fatal shooting of a
tourist by four police officers in Heldrungen,
Thuringia on 27 June. The 62-year-old man from
Cologne, who has been referred to in the German
press as Friedhelm B., was reportedly on awalking
holiday in Saxony and Thuringia and chose to stay
overnight in ahotel in the town of Heldrungen. The
four plainclothes police officers from the town of
Nordhausen came to the hotel late in the evening of
27 June in response to a telephone call from an
employee of the hotel after seeing a crime program
on television about a wanted murderer, stating that
a person of the same description was in the hotel.
At around 11pm the owner of the hotel
reportedly knocked on Friedhelm B.’s hotel room

Al Index: EUR 01/01/00



38

Concerns in Europe: July - December 1999

door while the four police officers hid from the
man’s direct line of sight. There have been reports
that a struggle ensued between the police officers
and the guest, who, after closing his hotel room
door, was shot at through the door by two of the
police officers. The two police officers have since
been suspended from duty. A specia police
detachment arrived approximately 70 minutes later
and broke down the hotel room door to find the
man lying dead on the floor. Only then did the
police officers call for an ambulance, which
reportedly arrived at around 2am. Amnesty
International learned that an investigation into the
fatal shooting of Friedhelm B. had been initiated
and requested to be informed of its findings.

Danger of refoulement

It was with great concern that Amnesty
International learned that the Bavarian authorities
once again were attempting to forcibly deport the
27-year-old Sudanese nationa Fathelrahman
Abdalah on 12 November. Amnesty International
wrote to both the Minister of the Interior and the
authorities in Bavaria in the middle of June citing
evidence that Fathelrahman Abdallah had been an
active member of the Democratic Union Party of
Sudan and there was a serious danger of
refoulement if he were deported (Al Index: EUR
01/02/99). Following severa stays of deportation
ordered by the courts in June to allow further
evidence in his asylum case to be considered, the
German authorities permitted him to remain until 22
November. The urgency of the case and the lack of
response from the German authorities to any of
Amnesty Internationa’s letters once again led the
organi zation to initiate urgent membership action on
Fathelrahman Abdallah’s behalf in November. On
23 November Amnesty International learned that he
had been granted leave to remain in Germany for a
further three months until February 2000.
Amnesty International originally wrote to
the German authorities about Fathelrahman
Abdallah, who alleged he was ill-treated by officers
of the Federal Border Police (Bundesgrenzschut2)
during forced deportation at Frankfurt airport on 27
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October 1998 and 12 November 1998. At the end
of the period under review no response had been
received from the German authorities.

The alleged ill-treatment of detainees during
forced deportation

In July Amnesty International expressed concern to
the German authorities that asylum-seekers were
alegedly ill-treated by police officers of the Federa
Border Police in March at Dusseldorf airport and
during their subsequent deportation on a specid
flight to and from Guinea. On 17 March, 15
asylum-seekers were placed on a specia flight at
Dusseldorf airport destined for Conakry in Guinea.
They were reportedly accompanied by 41 police
officers from the Federal Border Police. At the
airport they were strip-searched, and after
redressing, their hands were bound behind their
backs and their legs tied together. It is aleged that
upon boarding the aeroplane the detainees were hit
with police truncheons on their legs, backs and
heads and punched in the face and in the chest. On
the aeroplane the detainees were put in seats with
their feet tied together, their hands bound behind
their backs and their safety belts fastened. The
detainees were allegedly forced to sit in this position
and were only alowed to get up to go to the toilet.
However, due to their restraints the police officers
had to unfasten and then fasten their trousers. While
executing this task the officers reportedly laughed
and made degrading and humiliating comments
about the detainees’ genitals. In addition to the
reports of physical abuse of detainees by police
officers, alegedly the detainees were aso verbaly
abused with racist language.

Upon the arrival of the aeroplane in
Conakry the Guinean authorities refused to allow
the aeroplane to disembark due to the incomplete
travel documents of the detainees. The chartered
aeroplane was forced to return to Germany with all
15 detainees on board. It is reported that the
aeroplane left Dusseldorf at around 10am on 17
March and returned to Disseldorf airport at around
6am on 18 March. After returning to Diisseldorf the
detainees were transferred to various detention
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centres where a number of them made formal
complaints about their treatment.

Amnesty International requested to be
informed of the findings of the investigation into
thesead legationsof ill-treatment. In August Amnesty
International received a response from the Ministry
of the Interior rejecting the allegations, stating that
the accompanying police officers had acted
correctly in every respect.

Alleged ill-treatment of prisoners

Amnesty International expressed concern to the
German authorities in July about the alleged ill-
treatment by officials of the Ghanian nationa,
Arhine Kwesi, in Moers detention centre
(Justizvollzugsanstalt Moers). Arhine Kwes had
been hospitalized overnight after askinhead attacked
him with a knife during the late evening of 14 May
in adistrict of Oberhausen. Arhine Kwesi has stated
that after severa initial interviews with police
officers about the incident he was told to return to
the police station on 16 May for the purposes of the
investigation into the incident. However, when
Arhine Kwesi returned to the police station on 16
May he was arrested for not having avisato stay in
the country and taken to the pre-deportation
detention centre in Moers

While in the Moers detention centre Arhine
Kwes aleges he wasiill-treated by detention centre
officials. On 18 May Arhine Kwes requested that
he be allowed to make atel ephone call. He maintains
that an official refused this request and verbally
abused him, calling him an "arsehole". Arhine Kwes
replied with the same insult and as a result the
official alegedly rushed into ArhineKwes’ scell and
started hitting him with his fist and a stick. Other
officials also allegedly entered the cell and dragged
Arhine Kwesi out of the cell hitting and kicking him.
He maintains he was knocked to the ground and
handcuffed, but the officials allegedly continued to
kick him. After being physically assaulted by the
officids Arhine Kwes says he was transferred to
another cell, furnished with only a mattress and a
blanket, where he remained until 21 May when he
was transferred back to a normal cell where he
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remained until his deportation. Amnesty
International urged the German authorities to
investigate the incident of aleged ill-treatment and
requested to be informed of the findings. At the end
of the period under review no response had been
received.

Amnesty International received a report of
the dleged ill-trestment of the Austrian national,
Gebhard Fidler, by prison officers at a prison in
Traunstein in November 1998. He aleged he
suffered a nervous attack and fell to the ground
during the daily exercise period in the detention
centre yard on the morning of 13 November 1998
but instead of being provided with medical
assistance, Gebhard Fidler has stated that he was
carried to a room by four or five prison officers
where they alegedly hit him. He has alleged the
prison officers injected him with drugs against his
will in his right arm and right thigh causing some
injury in the process (Al Index: EUR 01/02/99).
Amnesty International urged the German authorities
to investigate thisincident of alleged ill-treatment of
a detainee by prison officers and asked to be
informed of the findings. The organization aso
requested to be informed of prison guidelines
regulating the forcible use of medication and to
what extent prison officers are trained to dispense
such medication.

Amnesty International received a response
from the Ministry of Justice in December, which
stated that, according to an investigation carried out
by the Bavarian Ministry of Justice, there did not
appear to be any indication of ill-treatment of the
detainee or other incorrect conduct on the part of
the prison officers. Prison officers had restrained
Gebhard Fidler after he suffered a fit in order to
prevent self-harm and a prison doctor had
administered medication to calm the detainee. The
response stated that according to section 101 of the
Prison Act (Strafvollzugsgeset the forced
dispensation of medical treatment is permissible
where there is a danger to life, a serious danger to
the prisoner’ s health or where there is danger to the
health of another person.

Al Index: EUR 01/01/00



40

Concerns in Europe: July - December 1999

Alleged police ill-treatment

Amnesty International learned of the alleged ill-
treatment of a 58-year-old retired German citizen,
Wolfgang Six, by two police officers during a
traffic incident in Passau, Bavaria. At 4 pm on 1
October 1998 he was stopped by two police
officers while driving along Stel zhammer Stral3e in
Passau, ostensibly for not wearing a seatbelt.
Wolfgang Six maintains that he is exempted from
wearing a seat belt on medical grounds and upon
request he showed the police officers his driving
license and vehicle documents and informed them
of his exemption from wearing a seatbelt. He has
stated that he was ill-treated by the police officers
when he attempted to wind up the window of his
car because he was afraid that his dog might bite
the police officers. At this point one of the police
officers alegedly pulled open the car door and
dragged Wolfgang Six out of the vehicle pushing
him violently against the car door. He alleges a
police officer hit him in the face and then twisted
his left arm behind his back and knocked his glasses
from his facecausing them to break on the ground.
Wolfgang Six says he then ran away from
the police officers in panic in order not to be hurt
further. However, a police officer alegedly kicked
him in the back of the knee and twisted his arm
behind hisback and attempted to handcuff him. The
other police officer is said to have come to assist
his colleague. Wolfgang Six alleges his legs were
pulled away and he fell forward hitting his head on
the ground. One police officer is alleged to have
kneeled on Wolfgang Six’s shoulders causing him
considerable pain. After they handcuffed him he
was put into the police vehicle and taken to the
police station. A medical report made the day after
the incident indicated that Wolfgang Six had a
fractured rib and contusions on his chest and on the
back of his right knee where one of the police
officers dlegedly kicked him. Wolfgang Six was
subsequently charged with resisting an officer inthe
course of his duties. Amnesty International learned
that an investigation into the alegation of ill-
treatment had been opened and asked to be
informed of itsfindings. In August the organization
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received a response from the Bavarian Ministry of
the Interior stating that it would comment on the
incident in detail after the legal proceedings against
Wolfgang Six had been compl eted.

GREECE

Conscientious objection to military service

Law 2510/97 on conscription which entered into
force in 1998 and sets out a punitive length of
aternative civilian service for conscientious
objectors has been discriminatorily applied. In some
cases where applications for conscientious objector
status were rejected the applicants alleged they were
unable to submit their documents in time because
therelevant authorities refused to provide them with
the certificate requested, or because of the
unreasonably short time allowed for the submission
of applications. All reected applicants were
subsequently charged with insubordination (which
carries a sentence of up to four vyears
imprisonment). Yannis Farkonas was released in
November after serving about six months of afour-
year imprisonment sentence. He had been charged
with draft evasion for failing to respond to military
orders. He was absent at the time his call-up papers
were sent to his parents’ address and had not had
time to prepare al the documents required for his
application for alternative civilian service when he
returned only four days before the deadline he had
been given expired. Conscientious objectors who
performed civilian alternative service in hedth
ingtitutions throughout Greece continued to be
subjected to punitive measures which included
working hours of up to 68 hours a week, no right
of leave and threats of revocation of their right to
aternative service if they refused to comply with
such hours. (See: Greece, No satisfaction: the
failures of alternative civilian service. Al Index:
EUR 25/03/99)

Freedom of expression and religion

On 25 October the Appeal Court of Larissa
postponed its hearing in the case of Mehmet Emin
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Aga, a member of the Turkish minority, who had
been sentenced to seven months'imprisonment for
peacefully exercising his right to freedom of
expression and religion. Amnesty International takes
no position on the procedures to be followed for
choosing religious leaders and has no view on who
is, or who should be, the legitimate Mufti of Xanthi.
The organization’s concern in this case is based
solely on its belief that by sending leaflets with
religious messages to the Mudim inhabitants of
Xanthi, which he signed as the Mufti of Xanthi,
Mehmet Emin Aga was exercising his right to
freedom of expression and religion. On 1 December
he received a further six-month imprisonment
sentence for the same offence. Each conviction
and appeal relate to his “sending out to the Musdlims
of Xanthi written messages of a religious content”
to mark religiousfestivals, “present[ing] himself as
Mufti” by writing “Mufti’s office of Xanthi” at the
beginning of the messages and by signing them as
“Mufti of Xanthi, Mehmet Emin Aga’ and thus
“ddliberately carr[ying] out duties which by their
nature apply exclusively to the legitimate Mufti".
Mehmet Emin Aga was eected mufti, reportedly
among four candidates by way of a show of hands
taken in 52 mosques of the district of Xanthi in
1990. He served as official mufti until a presidentia
decree was issued on 24 December of that year
which granted the state the right to appoint the
muftis. Although Mehmet Emin Aga was then
dismissed from his office and replaced by a
government-appointed mufti, he carried on as
unofficial mufti. Amnesty International would
consider him a prisoner of conscience, if
imprisoned.

Ill-treatment

There were further allegations of ill-treatment by
police, including of members of ethnic minority
groups.? embers of the Roma community
continued to be subjected to ill-treatment by police
forces on the ground of their ethnic identity. "These
things happen sometimes’, was the answer of a
policeofficer to questions raised by Greek Helsinki
Monitor, anon-governmental organization about the
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ill-trestment of 23-year-old Rom Nikos Katsaris, his
father, 16-year-old brother and 17-year-old cousin,
by police in Nafplio on 12 September. According
to Nikos Katsaris, three police officers stopped the
car his father was driving in order to check his
papers. The driver and all passengerswere ordered
to get out of the car with their hands up. They
obeyed, offering no resistance while they were
searched. When Nikos' cousin asked if he could
lower hisarms one of the police officer approached
and, requesting to know who had spoken, kicked
Nikos Katsaris. His cousin confessed he had spoken
and was kicked twice. He was grabbed by the
elbow, pulled away from the car, insulted, punched
twice on his side and then pushed back against the
car. Nikos father asked the police officers why
they were hitting them with no reason. One of the
policeofficers grabbed him by hishair and punched
him on his side repeatedly while telling him: "Don’'t
speak wanker or I'll break you teeth and make you
eat them". Nikos' brother who was standing near
his father was aso kicked. Amnesty International,
in association with Network DROM for the Social
Rights of Roma and Greek Helsinki Monitor, called
on the Greek authorities to investigate promptly and
impartidly the ill-treatment allegations, bring to
justice any police officer suspected of being
responsible and ensure that adequate reparation be
paid to the victims. (See Greece: "It should never
happen” Citizenship: Greek, Identity: Romani - the
ill-treatment of Nikos Katsaris by police, Al Index:
EUR 25/08/99)

Police reportedly aso ill-treated British
citizens Michael Tonge and his friend® in August.
The two had been attacked, beaten and stabbed by
agroup of five or six youthsin Malia, Crete, where
they were on holiday. Having succeeded in escaping
from their attackers (one of whom was injured
during the fight) they returned to the apartment
they were renting with two other people, only to be
arrested by the police shortly afterwards. At the
police station, they werekicked, punched, slapped,
insulted and told in English, "you sign and go to jail

2 His name is known to Amnesty International
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or you die", after they had refused to sign
statements written in Greek, a language they could

neither read nor understand. Reportedly, no lawyer

was present during their interrogation and athough
they had sustained wounds in the fight with the
youths which required stitches, they were not given
access to a doctor until several hours later. They
were held together with eight other prisoners in a
cell which contained only two mattresses infested
with insects. Due to lack of space, they were
obliged to deep on the floor. They alege that little
food was provided and that there was no water or
toilet facilities. Michagl’ sfriend was rel eased on bail

four days after his arrest. However, Michael Tonge
was transferred to Neapoli prison. During the
journey he was handcuffed to a metal seat at the
back of the police van. Upon arrival, he was
stripped naked and searched, given abottlefor urine
and a blanket to sleep on in the corridor. He was
also subjected to further psychological torture ashe
was told by a prison guard that he would have his
throat cut while adeep. The following day, he was
taken to a six square metres cell where he was held

together with 16 other detainees. As there were not
enough beds or mattresses, he had to sleep on the
floor. Michael Tonge wastransferred to Korydallos
prison, near Athens, on 18 August. He claims that
he remained handcuffed in "crucifix position” to his
seat during the 13-hour journey from Irakleio to the
Piraeus and alleges he was given food only after he
paid for amea. While on the boat a police officer

started to whip the legs of the prisonerswith arope
covered in rubber. As Michael Tonge was dozing
off he was again beaten on hisleg with a bunch of

keys by the police officer. He was charged in

connection with the fight, but was released from

prison in November and allowed to return to the
United Kingdom. Amnesty I nternational wrotetothe
Greek authorities urging that an investigation be
opened into these alegations of ill-treatment, that
any police officer suspected of being responsible
for ill-treatment be brought to justice and adequate
reparation be awarded to the victim. (See Greece:

theallegedill-treatment of Michael Tonge by police
officers, Al Index: EUR 25/11/99).

Al Index: EUR 01/01/00

Impunity

Judicia proceedings against police officers accused

of killing a suspect were subject to lengthy delays.

Twenty months after the incident, no progress was

made by the Greek authorities to bring to justice the
police officers suspected of being responsible for

the shooting and killing of Angelos Celd in Partheni

on 1 April 1998. (See Greece: Angelos Celal shot by
police. A call for justice, Al Index: EUR 25/46/98)

Rom Angelos Celal was fatally shot by police near

Partheni, Thessaloniki. According to histwo friends
who survived the shooting, the three men had

stopped their car to smoke hashish near a barn

where policemen were hidden, deployed on an

unrelated affair of astolen car. Asthe three menran

back to their car, a police officer began shooting at

them. Angelos Cela started to drive the car away,

but was killed on the spot. The autopsy report

concluded that: "The body of Angelos Celal (...)

presents injuries resulting from shooting with a
service gun”, adding that "... death resulted from
these injuries." The two survivors of the shooting

claim none of the three men carried a weapon. In

August 1998 the Ministry of Public Order stated

that: "An administrative examination has been

ordered to establish the circumstances of the death

of Angelos Cela and for the attribution of possible

responsihilities to the police officers who were
involved in the case...". The Prosecutor’s office
sad that charges, including for manslaughter and

attempted murder, had been brought against three
policeofficers. At the end of 1999 a date had still to

be set for the examination of the police officers on

these charges. Amnesty International is concerned

that the length of the proceedings might lead to

impunity for those responsible for human rights

violations. Amnesty International and Greek Helsinki

Monitor have repeatedly called on the Greek

authorities to ensure that a thorough and impartial

investigation is carried out; that its results be made
public; that any police officer suspected of being

responsible for the killing isbrought to trial; and that

the family of the victim receives fair and adequate
reparation

Amnesty International March 2000
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Prison conditions amounting to cruel, inhuman
and degrading treatment of prisoners

Conditions in some prisons and detention centres
continued to be so poor as to amount to cruel,
inhuman and degrading. In lannena, a Greek
prisoner complained of being detained in an
overcrowded room and claimed that other detainees
were kept in corridors. He also aleged that there
were only two toilets in the prison, no running
water; that food was insufficient; that , prisoners
had only restricted access to the exercise yard and
that people with reported cases of Tuberculosisand
AIDS were left without adequate medical care.
Conditions in Drapetsona detention centre, Piragus,
have not improved (see Al Index: EUR 01/01/99).
Reportedly used only for non-EU foreigners,
prisoners are so densely packed into cells that they
have difficulty even in finding a place to lie down.
Conditions at this centre also include lack of natural
daylight; insufficient toilet and bath facilities; lack of
adequate exercise; restriction on visits; inadequate
and insufficient food; no ventilation; severely limited
access to a doctor or medical treatment; and no
access to social services.

HUNGARY

Alleged ill-treatment of Roma

There were reports of policeill-treatment of Roma,
including children, in Budapest.

In the late morning of Sunday 5 September
about 30 police officers arrived at an apartment
block at Rébert Karoly krt. in north Budapest, and
reportedly shouted “Come out you dirty gypsies!”
(“ Gyertek ki, blidos ciganyok!” ). The police had
reportedly received a telephone call earlier that
morning, claiming that six named young Roma had
attacked a pregnant woman, causing her to fall into
a coma and have amiscarriage. The police had not
checked the call, which proved to be groundless.
On arrival, the police officers identified the mother
of F.V., a 17-year-old Roma boy to whom they
demanded she should lead them. She showed the
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police a first floor apartment where he and some
others were dtill sleeping after a party the night
before. The policethen allegedly smashed awindow
as they entered the flat, and beat F.V. in the face as
he lay in bed. His mother protested, at which a
policeman allegedly sworeat her, struck her in the
face, threw her on a bed, put his hand round her
throat, and said: “You will die if you say another
word”. A young Roma woman, 19-year-old Elvira
Varga, and a 13-year-old Roma girl, Z.M., were
dlegedly slapped around the face by the police, who
caled them, “Dirty bitches’ (“ Budds kurvak”) and
threatened to kill them if they did not “speak the
truth”. A police officer then alegedly dapped B.I.
on her left ear, puncturing her eardrum. The police
took the three young people down into the
courtyard, and out to the street, not allowing them
to get dressed, with F.V. handcuffed. At the same
timeroughly 10 other policemen reportedly knocked
loudly on the door of another flat on the first floor
where a young Roma man, 21-year-old Norbert
Batyi, a Roma youth, 16-year-old K.S., and a 17-
year-old Roma girl, G.Z., and were sleeping after
the party. Before K.S. could open the door the
police alegedly broke it down. Without any
explanation, the police alegedly pushed K.S. and
Norbert Batyi to the floor and beat them around the
shoulders, back and head, including on and around
their eyes, with a three-part retractable weapon
cadled a vipera. Having handcuffed K.S., a
policeman allegedly stood on his handcuffed wrists
in order to inflict further injury. The police alegedly
called G.Z. “adirty whore” and said “You will die,
dirty gypsies’ (* Szemét kurva. Meghaltok, blidds
ciganyok”). The police took the two young men
down into the courtyard, and then reportedly a
policeman seized K.S.’s head in an arm-lock and
ran at the metal entrance door of the courtyard,
smashing the top of K.S.’s head against the door.
Outside on the street the police officers continued
beating Norbert Batyi, K.S. and F.V., and a
policeman was seen treading on the neck of F.V.,
who was lying on the ground. All six young Roma
were taken to the 13" district police station in two
policetransit vans. Police officersallegedly resumed
beating the three young Roma males at the police
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station, for a period of 30-45 minutes. One police
officer then reportedly intervened to prevent his
colleagues from further ill-treating their detainees.
This officer wasthen said to have been criticized by
other police officers for being “ soft on gypsies’.

The three young women were reportedly
interviewed in an intimidating and offensive way. A
policeofficer referred to them as “the bitches of the
three killers’, and Elvira Varga and 13-year-old
Z.M. were shouted at. Elvira Varga asked police
officers to contact Z.M.’s guardians, but they
reportedly did not do so. Upon learning that Elvira
Varga herself was 19 years old a police officer
reportedly said to her: “You are not ajuvenile. You
can be beaten”. K.S. reportedly fell ill after his
aleged beating, experiencing a sharp pain in his
chest and difficulty in breathing. An ambulance was
called, but police officers reportedly persuaded the
medical team that there was no need to take him to
hospital, and they departed without treating him. All
sx young Roma were released at 9pm without
charge, after representatives of the Budapest-based
Roma Civil Rights Foundation (Roma Polgarjogi
Alapitvany) arrived at the police station with some
of the parents of the six young Roma, and filed a
complaint about the police action. Subseguent
forensic medical examination confirmed that the
three young Roma males in particular had been
beaten.

On 9 June at about 4pm Laszl6 S&rkozi, a
Roma student, was walking out of Budapest's
People’'s Park (Népliget) when awhite car stopped
next to him and three plainclothes police officers
got out and asked to see hisidentity card. They then
demanded to see the contents of his pockets, which
he showed them, with the exception of a piece of
paper upon which he had reportedly written a
poem. On hisrefusal to allow the policemen to read
it, they alegedly knocked him to the ground, and
struck and pressed his head and face against the
ground severa times. They then handcuffed him.
The youngest of the three police officers then
dlegedly knelt on LészI6 S&rkdzi's neck and head
and beat his head and ears, while the other two
kicked him repeatedly in the back and in the
stomach, and once in the face. During the aleged
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assault, the police officers are reported to have
verbally abused Lészl6 Sarkdzi as a “stinking
gypsy” and “dirty queer”.

Laszl6 Sarkozi was taken to Budapest 10"
District police station to be detained for allegedly
refusing to submit to a police identity check. The
police officers summoned an ambulance to the
police station as Laszl6 Sarkdzi was reportedly
bleeding from his right ear and wrists. At the police
station he was made to wait, standing and facing a
corridor wall, still in handcuffswhile police officers
intermittently verbally abused and mocked him.
When the ambulance arrived, a doctor reportedly
proposed that the police take Laszl6 Sarkozi to
hospital to have a forensic medical certificate
issued. Laszl6 Sarkdzi declined, reportedly fearing
that he would be beaten again on return to the police
station if he revealed to doctors how he had
received hisinjuries. The ambulance crew departed,
reportedly without treating him.

Lészl6 Sarkdzi was taken upstairs to the
cells. He declared that he intended to complain
about his ill-treatment, to which a police officer
alegedly reacted by kicking Laszl6 S&rkozi in the
abdomen. The police officer in charge of the cells
reportedly told him: “Poetsdie young.” The officers
allegedly threatened to detain him for 12 hours, and
to place him in a cell with a large man arrested for
“lewd offences’. One officer reportedly offered to
release Laszl6 Sarkozi if he withdrew his intention
of filing a complaint. Two hours later a police
officer alegedly kicked Lé&szl6 Sarkézi in the
stomach when he reiterated his intention of filing a
complaint. He was released at 7.30pm.

The Roma Civil Rights Foundation assisted
Laszl6 Sarkozi in filing a complaint to the Budapest
Public Prosecutor’ s Office on 11 June, and the case
received some television coverage. On 23 June
Laszl6 Sarkozi was visited at 7am in his Budapest
student hostel and intimidated by one of his aleged
assailants, together with two other plainclothes
police officers. The officer who had reportedly
beaten him is said to have mocked L&szl6 S&rkozi's
televison appearance and verbally abused him.
Another officer demanded to check Lé&szl6
Sarkozi’ s identity document.
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Refugees

Asylum-seekers held in administrative detention
staged hunger-strikes through the autumn, in
protest against long periods of incarceration in poor
conditions and slow or allegedly unfair
implementation of the asylum procedure. Amnesty
International wrote to the authorities in December,
presenting the organization’s concerns about
Hungary’ streatment of asylum-seekersin anumber
of areas.

Non-admissiontotheasylum procedure:
Oral asylum claims were often ignored by Border
Guards. At the eastern border many asylum-seekers
were reported to be routinely deported to Ukraine.
Amendments to the asylum law introduced in
September were intended to improve the special
accelerated procedure used at the international
airport, by suspending deportations of asylum-
seekers whose claims were rejected, if they
appealed the decison. However, lack of
transparency and of access for independent
observers at the international airport allowed
officias to circumvent the new rules, by reportedly
not admitting asylum-seekers to the procedure at all
and arbitarily deporting them. In September the
Border Guards at the international airport reportedly
tried to prevent MEJOK, a Hungarian human rights
organization, from gaining access to K.H., an
asylum-seeker from the Democratic Republic of
Congo, who arrived from Lebanon. Although
MEJOK obliged the authoritiesto initiate the asylum
procedurein his case, K.H. was arbitrarily deported
to Lebanon two days later.

Detention of asylum-seekers: Asylum-
seekers, including children and other vulnerable
people, were detained for long periods in
contravention of international standards. This was
despite the Hungarian government’'s untrue
assertion to the UN Committee against Torture in
1998 that it did not detain asylum-seekers. The
reasons for detention did not appear to accord with
the reasons for which international standards
recognize that asylum-seekers may, exceptionally,
be detained. The September amendments to the
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asylum law limited detention of asylum-seekers to
18 months. However, detention continued to
amount, in effect, to a punishment for the seeking
of asylum. ‘Molik’, an Afghan asylum-seeker, was
reportedly told by guards in Szombathely detention
centre: “You are young, without a family. You
should be here for 18 months.”

Ill-treatment of detained asylum-
seekers: In Szombathely detention centre cases of
guards spraying CS gas into detainees’ faces or
their rooms were reported, and they reportedly
broke the wrist of B.I., a Kurdish Turkish asylum-
seeker, with a baton when he refused their demand
that he wash up for everybody. In Nyirbator
detention centre O.P., a Kurdish Turkish asylum-
seeker, was reportedly taken into aroom by seven
guards, tied to a wall, beaten with rubber batons,
and injected against his will with an unknown
substance to quell his screaming.

Inadequacies in practice of the asylum
procedure: In its implementation the asylum
procedurewasoften serioudly deficient. Insufficient
time given to interviews, inadequate trandation and
superficial questioning often resulted in failure to
dicit the substance of an asylum-seeker’s claimed
fear of persecution. Uniformly standardized negative
decisions were made on whole groups of asylum-
seekers. Negative decisions and the reasons for
them were not always given in alanguage asylum-
seekers could understand, and thus were often not
understood as negative decisions. Some asylum-
seekers’ ability to lodge an effective appeal was
consequently severely limited. Detained asylum-
seekers' applications were not always passed on to
the appropriate authorities by the guards. Access to
detained asylum-seekers by lawyers and human
rights groups was increasingly restricted. A
growing preoccupation with national security at the
expense of human rights appeared to influence the
actions of the authorities. The suspension of the
asylum procedure in November on the instruction
of the Hungarian security service in the case of
V.0., who fled to Hungary in March to avoid being
drafted into the army of the Federa Republic of
Y ugoslavia, appeared to be linked to that service's
requests for information from him. This brought an
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improper pressure upon him and called into question
the independence and impartiaity of the asylum
procedure.

ITALY

(See ad'so Women in Europe, page 95)

Alleged law enforcement

officers

ill-treatment by

There were alegations of gratuitous and deliberate
violence inflicted on detainees by law enforcement
officers. Numerous such allegations have been
reported in recent years. they concern both Italian
and foreign nationals but a high proportion of the
alegations received by Amnesty International
concern foreign nationals. (For further information
seeltaly: A briefing for the UN Committee against
Torture, Al Index: EUR: 30/02/99).

During the period under review, the
organization sought confirmation from the
authorities that thorough investigations were being
conducted into the crimina complaints of ill-
treatment lodged against Bologna police officers by
Marco Maggi, an Itdian citizen, in April and by
Maati El Adnaoui, a Moroccan citizen, in May.
Amnesty International asked for cooperation in
informing the organization of the progress of the
investigations and their eventual outcome.

Marco Maggi dleged that an officer
subjected him to punches, kicks