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(Guinea-Bissau), line 16: should read **Umaru Djalo”’
(Malawi), line 26: should read *‘1982"
(Malawi), line 6: should read ‘1979’

(Mauritania), line 25: should read ‘‘Mohamed Yehdih Ould
Breidellehl”’

(United States of America), line 26: should read
““17 February 1982"

(Switzerland), lines 4, §: should read “‘a military tribunal at
Lancy"’

line 22: should read ‘‘a military tribunal at Montbénon"’
line 23: should read **La Tour-de-Peilz’’
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AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL is a worldwide movement which

ts independent of any government, political grouping, ideology,

economic interest or religious creed. It plays a specific role within the
overall spectrum of human rights work. The activities of the organization
focus strictly on prisoners:

— It seeks the release of men and women detained anywhere for their
beliefs, colour, sex, ethnic origin, language or religion, provided
they have not used or advocated violence. These are termed
“prisoners of conscience”.

—It advocates fair and early trials for all political prisoners and
works on behalf of such persons detained without charge or without
trial.

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

degrading treatment or punishment of all prisoners without re-
servation.

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

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

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL has more than 500,000 members,
subscribers and supporters in over 150 countries and territories. with
over 3,000 local groups in more than 50 countries in Africa, Asia,
Europe, the Americas and the Middle East. Each group works on
behalf of at least two prisoners of conscience in countries other than
its own. These countries are balanced geographically and politically
lo ensure impartiality. Information about prisoners and human rights
violations emanates from Amnesty International’s Research Depart-
ment in London. No section, group or member is expected to provide
information on their own country, and no section, group or member

has any responsibility for action taken or statements issued by the
International organization concerning their own country.

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL has formal relations with the
United Nations (ECOSOC), UNESCO, the Council of Europe, the
Organization of American States and the Organization of African
Unity.

AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL is financed by subscriptions and
donations of its worldwide membership. To safeguard the independence
of the organization, all contributions are strictly controlled by guidelines

laid down by the International Council and income and expenditure
are made public in an annual financial report.
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Africa

Angola (the People’s Republic of)

Benin (the People’s Republic of)

Cameroon {the United Republic of)

Cape Verde (the Republic of)

Central African Republic {the)

Chad (the Republic of)

Comoros (the Federal and Islamic Republic of the)
Congo (the People’s Republic of the)

Djibouti (the Republic of)

Ethiopia

Gabon (the Gabonese Republic)

Gambia (the Republic of the)

Ghana (the Republic of)

Guinea (the Revolutionary People's Republic of)
Guinea-Bissau (the Republic of)

Kenya (the Republic of)

Lesotho (the Kingdom of)

Liberia (the Republic of)

Madagascar (the Democratic Republic of)

Malawi (the Republic of)

Mali (the Republic of)

Mauritania (the Islamic Republic of)

Mozambique (the People's Republic of)

Namibia

Niger (the Republic of)

Nigeria (the Federal Republic of)

Rwanda {the Rwandese Republic)

Sao Tome and Principe (the Democratic Republic of)
Seychelles (the Republic of)




Somalia _(th:: Somali Democratic Republic) Korea (the Democratic People’s Republic of)
South Africa (the Republic of) Korea (the Republic of)

Sudan (the Democratic Republic of the) L.aos (the Lao People’s Democratic Republic)
Sﬂwaxiland (the Kimgdom of) Malaysia (the Federation of)

Fanzama (the United Republic of) Nepal (the Kingdom of)

F'ogo (the Togolese Republic) Pakistan (the Islamic Republic of)

Uganda (the Republic ul) Philippinés (the Republic of the)

rquplpt:r Volta (the Republic of the) Singapore (the Republic of)

Zaire (the Repubiic of) Sri Lanka (the Democratic Socialist Republic of)

gﬁamhizl {thp Repubhic I."‘ir} | Taiwan (the Republic of China)
LZimbabwe (the Republic of) Thailand (the Kingdom of)

The Americas Viet Nam (the Socialist Republic of)

Argentina (the Argentine Republic) Europe
Barbados

Bolivia (the Republic of)

Brazil (the Federative Republic of)
Chiie (the Republic of)

(vlombia (the Republic of)

Costa Rica (the Republic of)

Albania (the People’s Socialist Republic of)

Bulgaria (the People’s Republic of)

C zechoslovakia (the Czechoslovak Soctalist Republic)
Federal Republic of Germany (the)

France (the French Republic)

- cput German Democratic Republic (the)

Cuba (the Republic of) Greece (the Hellenic Republic)

[?{_nzumuan Republic (the) Hungary (the Hungarian People’s Republic)

El Salvador (the Republic of) Ireland (the Republic of)

G:renadu o Italy (the Italian Republic)

Guatemala (the Republic of) Poland (the Polish People’s Republic)

(Ju_y;lna (the chpbhc of) Portugal (the Portuguese Republic)

Haiti (the Republic of) Romania (the Socialist Republic of)

Honduras (the Republic of) Spain (the Spanish State)

J amaicy | Switzerland (the Swiss Confederation)

Mexico (the United Mexican States) Turkey (the Republic of)

Nicaragua (the Repub}lc {{I‘) Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (the)

Paraguay (the Re‘pubhc of) United Kingdom (of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the)
Peru (the Repubiic of) Yugoslavia (the Socialist Federal Republic of)

Suriname (the Republic of)
United States of America (the) )7 The Middle East and North Alrica

Uruguay (the Eastern Republic of) * * | .
Venezuela (the Republic of) g;ier:;?n((tgfe F;fit;i};e;)[)emocratlc Republic of)

Asia Egypt (the Arab Republic of)

Iran (the Isilamic Republic of)

Iraq (the Republic of)

Israel (the State of) and the Occupied Territories
Lebanon (the Lebanese Republic)

Libya (the Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamabhiriya)
Morocco (the Kingdom of) and Western Sahara
Saudi Arabia (the Kingdom of)

Syria (the Syrian Arab Republic)

Tunisia (the Republic of)

Yemen (the People’s Democratic Republic of)

Afghanistan (the Democratic Republic of)
Bangladesh (the People's Republic of)

Brunei (the Sultanate of)

Burma (the Socialist Republic of the Union of)
China (the People's Republic of)

India (the Republic of)

Indonesia (the Republic of) and East Timor
Japan

Kampuchea (the People’s Republic of)
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Preface

This report is a public account of Amnesty International’s work 1n
1982. Publishing facts about human rights violations is often denounced
as provocative and political. It 1t 1s provocatve, 1t 1s not because it
seeks to oftend, but because it exposes abuses and contradicts official
versions of events. If it s political, it 1s not because it 18 partisan, but
hecause it addresses and makes demands of those in power.

Indescribing the activities of Amnesty International - a worldwide
voluntary movement working for the release of all prisoners of
conscience, fair and prompt trials for political prisoners and anend to
torture and executions - the report identifies abuses in more than 115
countries. Many are being committed by governments while their own
officials pay lip-service to human rights in international arenas such
as the United Nations.

The concealment of tacts. the dissemination of half-truths or lies
and other forms of manipulation of public opinion by governments
must be challenged. The protection ot human rights depends in good
measure on the collection, analysis and publication of information
from the widest possible range of sources.

Some governments have made it a criminal offence to publish
information about human rights violations in their countries or to send
such accounts abroad. Human rights activists have become prisoners
of conscience as a result in the German Democratic Republic and
China as well as in other countries. In the USSR members of unofficial
groups monitoring the state’s adherence to the Final Act of the
Helsinki Conterence on Security and Cooperation in Europe. which
the USSR signed in 1975, have been imprisoned and sent into internal
exile in remote and harsh parts of the country. In El Salvador people
attempting to publicize human rights violations have themselves become
victims of **disappearances’’. Relief workers working with refugees in
Honduras have been arrested, tortured, and in some cases killed.

Some governments refuse to cooperate with internattonal organiz-
ations. They continue to fail to ratity treaties such as the United
Nations human rights covenants: they will not admit international
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observers to their political trials or to their prisons: they do not
respond to complaints raised within the United Nations. This is not

acceptable. Human rights are an international responsibility and a

matter of legitimate international concern. Governments are account.

able not only to their own people but also, in more than one sense, to

the international community. Intergovernmental organizations and
non-governmental organizations have the right to ask questions, to
send representatives and to observe trials. Citizens have the right to
correspond freely with such bodies.

There have been attacks on the international organizations that
work for human rights. The USSR this vear published a denunciation
of Amnesty International in a book alleging that the movement
conducts espionage and has rarely taken up human rights violations in
any other country. The Guatemalan Government accused Amnesty
International of a campaign of defamation. The Yugoslav public
prosecutor called statements by Amnesty International “ malicious
anduntrue™. The Moroccan Government accused it of abandoning its
humanitarian vocation and becoming a simple detender of lawbreakers.
The suthng of information has extended to the banning of this report:
last vear’s edition was proscribed by the military rulers of Argentina.
An Amnesty International news release was banned by the South
African Government. Poland and Zaire are among the countries that
retused to allow Amnesty International missions to their countries in
1982, despite repeated requests.

Governments in several regions have resorted to deception,
distortion and disinformation on human rights questions. In early
1982 the Turkish authorities. trying to counteract reports that a
number of political prisoners had died as a result of torture. presented
five prisoners to Turkish journalists. Not only were these five not on
the list compiled by Amnesty International of alleged deaths in
custody. but. when questioned by the journalists. two said they had
been tortured and one collapsed during the interview. Later in the year
President Marcos of the Philippines pledged to the foreign news
media that his government would protect human rights: during the rest
of 1982 Amnesty International continued to learn of iIncommunicado
detention, torture, “*disappearances’ and arbitrary killings.

Statements about human rights have been misused to make
political propaganda. Governments, news media and other Institutions
have used human rights issues in polemical attacks on other nations
while deliberately giving inaccurate public assessments of progress on
human rights by their allies. Selectivity in human rights work has
poisoned many discussions in the United Nations. The misuse of
human rights themes for partisan or opportunist purposes was
manifested in many forms in 1982: for example. in materials issued by
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various of the paruies to conthicts in the Middle Ea.ﬂ;t:}n inlcrm—'gmmm
by representatives ol many governments in the L_Jnllt:gl Nations: in
reporting by Soviet news media on, forinstance, Pu!anq: In pronounce-
ments by United States othicials on patterns of human rights
violations in Central America; and in the ttming and unpr{:ccdcntlcd
prominence of statements on torture and "diﬁﬂppﬂiﬂ&ni:?ﬁ“ tn Argcntmu
by polhitical leaders and commentators 1in the United Kingdom during
hostilities in the South Atlantic. .

Accurate information based on honest. painstaking rcacarﬂch 1S
vital to the human nights movement. Unbiased cvaluation ot that
intormation can be achieved only by an approach that s scrupulously
non-partisan. and that applies a single, uni\:-‘ers;;_ll_ standﬂrd‘ for _thc
protection of rights everywhere. regardless of p@lll'li:fi or n‘atmnalatx*_

Amnesty International tries to apply these principlesinits wnrk.‘ It
addresses all governments openly and secks to disseminate its
information as widely as possible. The organization attaches paramount
importance to accuracy and is prepared to correct any errors It has
made. Betore publishing major country reports Amnesty Hlmernatu_mal
asks the government concerned tor its comments and has nrtf:.n abstained
from immediate publication in order to give those in authority an Oppor-
tunity to clanty the tacts. But ultimately the organization must make its
information public. The publication of this annual report 1s one such
moment.

Amnesty Intermational 15 1n fact rarely shown to have reported
inmrrecllv.—Many complaints from governments are not about what
has been [;ublished. but about the very fact of publishing, nr‘ahbf_}‘ut the
timing of publication. The organization is nf?tc'n accused of i:{l.lllng to
appreciate the background to abuses or of gIving. at lcgst indirectly.
support to the political opposition. Thisis a misconception. Amnesty
International does not work against governments. but against hum+an
rights violations. It compares actual practice in a country wnlth
internationally accepted standards and demands cnmpl:ancq wat_h
these where they have not been respected. Neitl_mr the historic
background nor the social and economic conditions in a country can
justity contravening these principles nor can the character of the
opposition to a given government. Abuses have been commltted by
Opposition groups in various countries: Amnesty International holds
as a matter of principle that the torture and execution of prisoners by
anyone. including opposition groups, can never be accepted. qucm-
ments have the responstbility of dealing with such abuses, acting in
conformity with international standards for the protection of human
rights. |

This report documents Amnesty International’s concerns and
work in one 12-month period. It does not rank countries according to
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their record on human rights. Such compansons could never be
meaningtul, not only because information is suppressed in many
countries but also because forms of repression cannot be measured
and compared. Any attempt to grade governments would be immedi-
ately open to misuse for political ends. Ahove all, attention would be
distracted from the fundamental principle: that if one prisoner of
conscience is held., if one single detainee faces torture or execution,
this is a violation of human rights that must be confronted. Government
secrecy and censorship can hide human rights abuses. and this report
1s limited by lack of information on certain countries. There are other
reasons why this report cannot be comprehensive: for example.
tnsufficient resources to carry out research or activities, or an absence
of reported violations. In some cases no country entry in this report
has been possible: this cannot be taken to indicate that no human
nghts violations are taking place in that country. Among the countries
where the information on violations of concern to Amnesty Inter-
national was insufficient to allow an entry in this report were:
Botswana, Burundi, Equatorial Guinea, Sierra Leone, Jordan, Kuwait,
Oman, Qatar, United Arab Emirates. Yemen Arab Repubilic.
Within these limits the report summarizes an international!l effort
to monitor and defend rights declared by all governments and

accepted as treaty commitments by many. Its content and scope attest
to the gulf between those promises and reality.

Amnesty International
— a worldwide campaign

On Human Rights Day. 10 December 1982, Amnesty lnlgrnatmnal
launched an appeal tor a Universal Amnesty for All' Prisoners of
Conscience. This was the start of a major drive mwhimg the.movc-
ment’s worldwide membership in collecting signatures I(.)r a petition to
be presented to the President of the United Nations General
Assembly and to all heads of state.

The appeal addresses one of the central concerns of Amnesty
International: the continuing imprisonment throughout the .world‘ of
people solely because of their behiefs or origins, without their hav_mg
used or advocated violence. The text of the appeal is rcprﬁoducgd
overleaf. It reflects the belief on which Amnesty International is
founded - that human rights are universal value.s., and that the
responsibility for protecting those rights is international.

Amnesty International’s more than 500,000 member§ ar}d Suppor-
ters in over 150 countries are working to defend these prm{:lpl_e‘s. The
voluntary movement is independent of any government. pohtlf;:al or
religious' movement. It seeks the release of prisoners of conscience,
fair and prompt trials for political prisoners and an end to torture aqd
executions. It appeals directly to governments, works to raise public
awareness of intermational human rights standards and promotes
respect for those standards. | |

The funds to sustain these activities are raised by z_ﬂ\mnesty
International’s membership. The movement i1s financed by its mem-
bers and the public: Amnesty International does not accept govern-
ment money tor its work. This financial indepgndepcg s essenpa! Lo
keep the movement tree trom pressure, and maintain its 1mpa‘mallty.
Amnesty International’s accounts are open to publ_rc scrutiny and
copies are available trom the International Secretariat.




A Universal Amnesty for
All Prisoners of
Conscience

. C THOUSANDS of mea and women are i PO

throuchout the world solely because of then SR HE

) Cvab i rehigious bebiots Others are held hecause

X '&1 of thewr colour o ethime oriem These are Prisoners

‘ wgl O Onsoenee none has used o ubyvoeated
> L violence

| NONE of these people should be g prison. T he
N Hl;i_{_!hvy has e been anested and puniched becise of then beliets O O e S
s oan aftront 1o humamty They should be treed unconditionalls

WE CALL FOR A UNIVERSAL AMNESTY FOR
ALL PRISONERS OF CONSCIENCE

WE BELIFVE that sach an amnesty, hacked by the Uinited Nations and
Jectured by all covernments. s possible, 1t would eive ettect 1o the moral and
leeal principtes of the Charter of the United Nations and the Ulniversal
Dectaration of Human Right.

WEISSEE this call in the beliet that there s an mdissotuble link between
human nights and peace. Anamnesty tor all presoners of conscrence would he
anunparaticled act o the butldine of intermaitional contidence and the
promotion of fundamental treedoms it woubd advance respect for human

rehits everswhere, securmg thereby the foundations for iuistive. freedom and
peice

his appead extends to all those adopted as prisoners of conscience by Amnesty
International and to those falling within its detinition of such ;‘!l‘im—llh.'ﬁ The
appeal witl be presented to the President of the General Assembls of the
Uinited Nattons and to all Heads ol State |

Work for individual prisoners

Amnesty International members are organized into small groups in
over SO countnies domng practical work to protect prisoners held around
the world. Research s carried out at the International Secretariat,
where dossters on individual prisoners are comptled. When Amnesty
[nternational determines that a prisoner of conscience 1s being held,
the prisoner is Tadopted™” by one or more groups which then try to
achieve his or her immediate and unconditional release. Group
members appeal to the authonties holding the prisoner, and mobilize
public and professional interest in the case. Government and prison
otfictals are faced with insistent. continuous and informed appeals
urging the prisoner’s release. When a case s beimng investigated
because there s not enough evidence to determine whether or not the
PrIxoNer is a prisoner of conscience, the group wiil ask the authorities tor
Jdetarls about the case. such as the charges involved.

Ciroups work for prisoners held in countries other than their own,
The cases  gencerally two are allocated to a group  are balanced
politically and geographically to retlect the movement's impartiality.
Crroups also send matenial assistance to adopted prisoners and their
tamibies. such as monev, medicine or clothing, In 1982 there were
over 3,000 groups in 51 countries, working on behalf of over 5,500
prisoners (some of whom had been adopted by more than one group).

Networks have been set up to respond rapidly in cases where prompt
action is essential. Purimg 1982 there were 302 urgent action appeals
on behalf ot individuals and groups of prisoners in 61 countries. The
cases included prisoners in need of immediate medical treatment.,
prisoners who had “disappeared ™ in unacknowledged custody, and
prisoners threatened with torture or facing execution,

I ach month the Amnesty International Newsletter highlights the
plight of three prisoners ot conscience and asks its readers to send
direct personal letters or telegrams on their behalt,

Campaigns

During the year Amnesty Intermational members and groups cooperated
In special actions to help prisoners in several countries. In December
98] Amnesty Internattonal mitiated a worldwide campaign to
expose and halt the use by governments of “disappearances ™ as a
means of eliminating suspected opponents. The victims of this human
rights violation are taken into custody and then “disappear™: thew
friends and relatives cannot tind out where they are or if they are alive
or dead.

Each year the movement organizes Prisoners of Conscience
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Wecek to draw public attention to Amnesty International’s work on a
particular concern: the theme of the 1982 week of action was " Victims
without Voice: Human Rights Violations in Rural Arcas”. Rural
prisoners, the “forgotten™ prisoners of today, are targets of brutal and
often massive repression in many countries, but their cases seldom
receive worldwide attention. often because details about their phypht
are scarce. The victims have limited access to international COMmMunN|
cation channels or support groups. Ita peaceful peasant demonstration
In a remote provinee is attacked and many ot the demonstrators are
arrested. taken to police stations and then kilied by security forees. it
mMay be months before the information becomes known and. unless
there is already news interest in the country, there may be little publicity.
Amnesty International wants to change this pattern: it seeks to know
more selt about such incidents and wavs it can help the victims: it
wants other people and organizations to become more alert to these
human rights abuses and see what can be done to stop them.

Inearly 1982 the Dutch Section of Amnesty International organized
an International Conference on Fxtragudicial Executions. Some 120
participants from 30 countries. including independent experts. members
of intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations. members
of the Amnesty International stalT and sections, and activists from
other human rights groups came together to explore possibilities for
stepping up activities against these Killings. The tinal statement from
the International Conference is included in this report as Appendix
V1. The work to expose and halt political killings by povernments will
be stepped up in 1983 when Amnesty International is to launch s
major campaign, involving its worldwide membership, apainst these
gross violations of human rights.

Amnesty International is unconditionally opposed to the death
penalty and works for its total abolition throughout the world,
Amnesty International regularly monitors death sentences and execu.
tions around the world. It appeals for clemency wheneveritlearns of a
case in which imminent execution is feared.

On 11 April 1982, a constitutional amendment abolishing the
death penalty for all offences in the Netherlands was adopted by a
large majority by the Dutch Parliament. By the end of the year 25
countries had abolished the death penalty tor all offences. and 16 tor
all but exceptional offences. such as war crimes. A number of other
countries have not abolished the death penalty but do not carry out
executions in practice.

During 1982, 1,609 prisoners are known to have been executed in
42 countries, and 1,435 sentenced to death in 60 countries. These
figures include only cases known to Amnesty International: the true
figures are certainly higher.

Refugees

Amnesty International’s statutory objectives relate exclusivelv to
pri:-;uner'& However, its work towards achieving those objectives
leads it to oppose the forcible return of anyone to a country whcr; they
might reasonably tear being imprisoned as a prisoner of conscience.
tortured or killed. It presents information about the risks refugees face
in their countries of origin to specialized refugee organizations and to
vovernments considering applications for political asylum. Sections
have appited to their own government for visas or permixsinq to r_c:sif.ic
tor prisoners of conscience whose only alternative to indefinite
imprisonment was exile.

Relief

During 1982 the International Secretariat of Amnesty International
distributed £123.721 in rehef payments to help prisoners of conscience
and their tamilies and to assist the rehabilitation of torture vietims.
dections and Amnesty International groups also sent help to many
thousands of prisoners and their families. The relief program is not a
substitute tor the primary objectives of securing freedom for prisoners
ot conscience and an ¢nd to the use of torture. but aims to alleviate
suttering, When relief payments are distributed by bodies outside
Amnesty International or through intermediaries. the organization
takes care to stipulate the precise prisoner-related purpose for which
the payments arc intended. and whenever possible obtains receipts
trom the beneficiaries. The relief program of the International Secre-
tariat is supervised by a sub-committee of the International FE xecutive
Committee which also advises sections on relief activities. Amnesty
International’s relief accounts, like its general accounts. are audited
annually and are¢ available from the International Secretariat,

International organizations

Amnesty International’s work is based upon international human
rights standards adopted by the United Nations and other intergovern-
mental organizations. Most of these organizations have also created
procedures to monitor government compliance with such standeard§,
Although more refined standards continue to be formulated. the emphasis
IN Most organizations is now on the need to ensure that standards are
respected. This is the framework within which Amnesty Intematiopal
operates. It presents the facts about prisoners of conscience. detention
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without tair trial of pohtical prisoners. torture. “disappearances’ and
executions and seeks a response from these bodies to halt these
abuses,

[n & statement betore the UN Commission on Human Rights in

March 1982 Amnesty International presented its views on the role of

the UN m combating human rights violations. It welcomed Positive

advances made by the UN to protect individuals agamst viotations of

thewr rights, but expressed frustration at the UN's maction and
compromise. espectally when called upon to respond urgently to gross
violations of human rights,

Amnesty International has consultative status (category 1) with
the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC). This
allows 1t to consult with and submit information to bodies within the
UN.and to be represented at meetings which deal with human rights
Issues, The UN Commission on Human Rights is one of the principal
UN bodies concerned with the promotion and protection of human
nghts. 1thas established procedures for receving information, determining
the facts. and intervening where appropriate. Amnesty International
regularly submits information to the Commission on Human Rights.its
Sub-Commussion, its working groups. and special rapporteurs. Amnesty
International submitted information on more than S0 occeastons duriny,
LUK o the Working Grroup on Entorced or Involuntary Disappearances.
The working group was created in 1979 by the Commission on Human
Rights to mvestizate cases ol “disappearances™ i any part of the
workd, In 1982 Amnesty International brought information to the
attention of the working group concerning “disappearances™ in 17
countries: Argentina, Bolivia, Chile, Colombia., El Salvador. Fthiopia,
Gruatemala, Guinea, Honduras, Kenya, Mexico. Namibia, Paraguay,
the Philippines, Syria. Uruguay and Zaire. In most cases information
Was sent under the emergency procedure created by the working
croup to take immediate action in cases where the victim appeared to
be in physical danger.

Amnesty International has submitted information each YCAr singe
1972 tor consideration under the procedure set up under Economic
and docial Council Resotution 1503 ( XLVII. This provides tor the
confidential consideration of reports that appear toreveal ia conststent
pattern of gross and reliably attested violations of human rights™.
During 1982 Amnesty International submitted information on such
situations 1in Argentina. Morocco. Pakistan and Uruguay.

In o statement o the Commission on Human Rights on 26
February 1982 Amnesty International drew the commission's attention
to the political use of the death penalty. It said that of the more than
3.000 known executions in 1981, over three-quarters were in cases
involving the political activities - real or imputed - of the victims.

U

Political trials resulting in the death penalty are frequently conducted
in an arbitrary and summaryv manner. At that session the Commission
on Human Rights appointed a Special Rapporteur on Summary or
Arbitrary Executions to prepare a “comprehensive report on the
extent and the occurrence of the practice™. During 19&2 Amnesty
International sent the special rapporteur information on extrajudicial
executions. and death penalties pronounced after inadequate trials. in
32 countries,

Amnesty International also provided information under mechanisms
set up by the Commission on Human Rights in response to human
rights violations in Chile, El Salvador, Guatemala. Iran and Poland
Information on the imprisonment of conscientious objectors to
military service was submitted to two rapporteurs appointed by the
commission’s Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and
Protection of Minorities. Statements were made to this sub-commission
on the death penalty and on extrajudicial executions: to the commission's
Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts on Southern Africa and to the UN
Special Committee against Apartheid. on the human rights situation
in South Atrica, to the Committee on Crime Prevention and Control
on the need to implement the Code of Conduct for Law Fnforcement
Ofthicials. and to the Fourth Committee of the General Assembly on
human rights violations in East Timor.

Existing international standards cover most of the human rights
questions of concern to Amnesty International: imprisonment of
prisoners of conscience, fair trial and torture. Many states. however.
have not yet entered into legally binding agreements to protect these
rights within their own jurisdictions. Amnesty International has con.
sistently pressed all governments to ratify the international covenants
on human rights and the Optional Protocol to the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. During 1982 Amnesty
International welcomed ratification of the covenants by Bolivia.
Egypt and Viet Nam. and of the Optional Protocol by Bolivia.

The Human Rights Committee. set up under the International
Covenanton Civil and Political Rights. monitors compliance with this
covenant. It studies reports submitted by states that are parties to the
covenant. and under the Optional Protocol considers complaints from
individuals. The committee has issued “general comments” on
difterent provisions of Articles | to 10 of the covenant. At its 16th
session i July 1982 it adopted general comments of importance to
Amnesty International’s work against torture and the death penalty.
The committee stated that it was not sufficient for states stmply to
prohibit torture or to make it a crime. States must ensure effective
protection through some machinery of control and investigate properly
complaints of ill-treatment. The committee added that corporal
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punishment is a form of torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treat
ment which is prohibited under the covenant. The committee stated
that abolition of the death penalty s desirable. and that measures
restricting the use of the death penalty enhance the right to life.

In the United Nations Educational. Scientific and Cultural
Organization (UNESCQO) Amnesty International has category B
consultative status. During 1982 Amnesty International submitted
information on violations of the human rights of writers. teachers and
others in Czechoslovakia, El Salvador, Laos and Yugoslavia. It also
pressedfor greater UNESCO activity in the field of human rights edu-
cation. In October 1982 a representative of Amnesty International
chaired the first meeting of the Joint UNESCO Non-Governmental
Organizations Working Group on Education for the Promotion. Appli-
catton and Defence of Human Rights.

Amnesty Intemational regularly submits information to the United
Nattons High Commissioner for Refugees on cases of pcople threat-
cned with being sentor returned to countries where they risk becoming
victims of human rights violations within Amnesty International’s
mandate.

Amnesty International has no formal status with the International
Labour Organisation (ILO) but it has made information available on
such issues as forced labour and the imprisonment or “disappearance”
of trade unionists to organizations which do work formally with the
ILO. During 1982 Amnesty International for the first time attended
as an observer the International Labour Conference. the [LO's
supreme body.

Respect for human rights continues to be a concern of a number of
regional intergovernmental organizations.

In the Americas, the Inter-American Commission on Human
Rights of the Organization of American States (IACHR) reported in
November 1982 upon the human rights situations in Argentina,
Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, El Salvador, Haiti. Nicaragua. Paraguay
and Uruguay. The commission visited and investigated Haitian
asylum-seekers in the United States of America. It also visited
(uatemala to investigate the situation there. During 1982 Amnesty
International submitted information to the IACHR on Guatemala,
Nicaragua and Suriname. In its annual report to the Twelfth General
Assembly of the Organization of American States (OAS) in Washington
DC the IACHR noted "the urgency of taking a number of measures
designed to guarantee full exercise of human rights and particularly to
stop extremely serious abuses. such as summary executions carried
out by secunity torces or paramilitary groups with the acquiescence of
the government. in those countries where they have occurred.”

Amnesty International attended the General Assembly and sent a
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letter to the heads of delegations explaming its concerns in the region.
The letter drew particular attention to the Dratt Convention Detimimg
Forture as an International Crime, which had been under consideration
by the OAS General Assembly since 1980 The 19YRD assembly
requested governments to comment upon the dratt convention by
June T9R3 <o that it might be considered at the November 19R3
Assembly.

Fhe Atrican Charter on Human and Peoples” Rights. which was
adopted unanimousty by the Organization of African Unitv {OAU ) in
TORT. was ratified in 1982 by six states  Congo. Guinea. Liberia,
Mali. Sencegal and Togo. A majority of the SO OAU member states
must become a party for the charter to come into foree,

Amnesty International attended a UN seminar on " National.
L.ocal and Regional Arrangements for the Promotion and Protection
of Human Rights in the Asian Region™ in Colombo. Sri Lanka. The
seminar encouraged countries in the Asia and Pacific region to ratify
the basic international treaties on human rights and considered
mechanisms for cooperation on human rights within the region.

The Commuttee of Ministers of the Council of Europe decided to
grant Amnesty International observer status with the Steering Com-
mittee for Human Rights, which advises the committee on human
rights matters. The decision specified that the observer status apphed
only to certain activities and agenda items of the steering committee.
During 1982 the steering committee elaborated an Optional Protocol
to the European Convention on Human Rights abolishing the death
penalty for offences committed in peacetime. Amnesty International
has long campaigned for an amendment to the European Convention
which would outlaw the death penalty completely. By the end of 1982
the Optional Protocol was still awaiting a decision by the Committee
of Ministers to open it for signature. Amnesty International also con-
tributed information to relevant bodies of the Council of Europe’s
Parliamentary Assembly, including a major submission on the
imprisonment of conscientious objectors to military service in the
Federal Republic of Germany. France, Greece and Switzerland.

The Inter-Parliamentary Union, a non-governmental organization
consisting of members of parliament in 98 countries. maintains a
special committee which investigates reported violations of the
human rights of parliamentarians. During 1982 Amnesty International
submitted to the special committee information on members of
parliament detained for political purposes in 14 countries: Bangladesh,
Chile. Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana. Indonesia. Iran. Singapore, Somalia,
Turkey. Uganda. Viet Nam. Zaire and Zimbabwe.




Angola

Amnesty International was concerned

about the imprisonment of people for

criticizing government policies or officials,

and by violations of the human rights ot

prisoners suspected of supporting armed

opposition movements, particularly the

Uniao Nacional para a Independéncia

Total de Angola (UNITA), National

Union for the Total Independence of

Angola: such violations included long-term detention without charge
or tnal, harsh conditions of imprisonment, torture and the death
penalty. Amnesty International was also concerned by the detention
without trial of other political prisoners and by unfair political trials.
The government of President José Eduardo dos Santos faced
continuing problems of internal security throughout the year due to
repeated incursions into southern Angola by South African military
torces based in Namibia and to the activities of the UNITA guerrillas,
who were most active in the central hitghlands, in the provinces of Bie
and Huambo, but were also present in the south. Both sides in the
internal armed conflict, the ruling Movimento Popular de Libertacao
de Angola — Partido de Trabalho (MPLA - PT), Popular Movement
tor the Liberation of Angola - Workers’ Party, and the UNITA.,

accused their opponents of committing atrocities in the central
highlands.

In addition to attacking military targets, the UNITA abducted a
considerable number of civilians. Victims included. in particular, both
toreign nationals and Angolans working for church missions and for
the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). Most such
toreign nationals were eventually released, but it was not known what

happened to Angolans and a number of Portuguese citizens abducted
by the UNITA.
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A number of Angolans who had tormerly been refugees in
neighbouring Zaire were detained after publicly criticizing the govern.
ment’s failure to solve problems such as the shortage of housing and
pubhic transport. Four government officials and intellectuals closely
linked to the MPLA -PT were also arrested in December tollowing the
dismissal of a number of government and party othicials. They were
accused of insulting President dos Santos by arranging the private

staging of a play which criticized senior government officials. One of

those arrested was the Secretary General of the Union of Angolan
Journalists, Fernando Costa Andrade ("Ndunduma'™), a former
editor of the daily newspaper. the Jornal de Angola. He was reported
to have gone on hunger-strike on 22 December 1982, soon after his

arrest. He was adopted by Amnesty International as a prisoner of

conscience.
Horacio Torrado ("Gerry ™). a teacher, was accused ot insulting
tormer President Agostinho Neto, who died in 1979, He was said to

have told students in late 1981 that Angolan poetry, including that of

President Neto, was not the best in the world but was equalled by
poetry from other countries. For this. he was brought before the
People’s Revolutionary Tribunal in August 1982, charged under the
terms of a May 1978 security law with insulting President Neto.
convicted and sentenced to four vears' imprisonment. He was
adopted by Amnesty International as a prisoner of conscience.

Amnesty International was not able to estimate the number of

prisoners of conscience or the number of political detainees. The
frequency with which detainees were held without trial made 1t
difficult to ascertain the reasons for a detainee’s arrest and to ASSESS
whether the detainee might be a prisoner of conscience.

Both in Luanda and elsewhere. political detainees were frequently
detained uncharged at the orders of the Ministry of State Security tor
much longer than the maximum 90 days permitted by law. In
September 1982 prisoners at Sao Paulo prison in Luanda went on
hunger-strike in protest at their long-term detention without charge or
trial.

In early 1982 Amnesty International learned of the arrest of

Constantino Chitwe and four other teachers at Wako Kungo. in
Kwanza Sui province, who were accused of having links with UNITA
guerrillas active in the area in December 1981. Unofficial sources

claimed that they had been arrested because they were members of

both the Ovimbundu ethnic group and the Congregationalist Church.

Amnesty International's inquiries received no reply. At the end of

1982 they were apparently still detained without charge or trial.
Amnesty International knew of other long-term detainees accused
of supporting either the UNITA or the Frente Nacional de Libertacao

17

de Angola (FNLA), Angolan National Liberation Front. held in
prisons in Luanda and in rural detention camps such as Tari camp., in
Kwanza Sul province, and Sao Nicolau camp. in Namibe provinge.
which was reported to have been officially renamed Bentiaba camp.
Those detained without charge included supporters of the FNLA who
voluntarily returned from abroad in 1979 and 1980 under the
impression that they would benefit from a general amnesty  tor
opponents of the government.

Several long-term detainees were released during the year. In May
three Portuguese nationals were released from detention and expelled
to Portugal following an official visit by President Fanes. the
Portuguese head of state. Two of them had been held without trial
since 1976 tfor alleged involvement with the Portuguese security
torces during the colonial period. In November 1982 prisoners held
by the Angolan and South African authorities and the UNITA were
released. Those released from Angola were a US ptlot detained since
early 1981 and two other Americans who had been among the nine
toreign mercenaries given prison sentences at a trial in June 1976

Amnesty International received several allegations of torture at
detention centres controlled by the Ministry of State Security, notably
in Luanda, Huambo and Sumbe (in Kwanza Sul province). For
example, one report claimed that in January 1982 a police officer
imprisoned at the New Prison in Luanda had been severely tortured
and was suflering from burns on his head and legs as a result of electric
shocks. Other political detainees were also said to have been severely
beaten or tortured in the interrogation cells in the basement of the New
Prison.

Amnesty International also received reports that political detainees
were tortured outside Luanda. The length of incommunicado detention
made it dithicult to confirm reports of torture. For example, Constantino
Chitwe was reported to have been held incommunicado in Sumbe for
more than six months; he was said to have been tortured soon after his
arrest but 1t was not possible to obtain independent confirmation.

At least 10 people were reported to have been sentenced to death
tor political offences in 1982. In April the People’s Revolutionary
Tribunal in Lobito tried 30 defendants accused of complicity in bomb
explostons in Lobito’s A cude ™ quarter in support of the UNITA. On
22 April, 19 defendants were convicted: five were condemned to
death and 14 others given prison sentences of between four and 20
years. The hive death sentences were confirmed at the end of May by
the special Appeals Tribunal which reviews death sentences and
prison sentences ot 20 years or more: the five men were reported to
have been executed by firing-squad on 29 May 1982

In May 1982, 25 people were tried by the People’s Revolutionary




| 8

Tribunal in Cabinda: three were charged with setting off bombs which
damaged oil installations in Cabinda and 22 others with supporting
their actions and belonging to the Frente de Libertacao do Enclave de
Cabinda (FLEC). Cabinda Enclave Liberation Front. The three
accused of planting bombs - Manuel Bandioba, Alberto Casimiro and
Daniel Kuende were all convicted and sentenced to death. The court
acquitted one defendant and convicted the 21 others, sentencing them
to between one and four years' imprisonment: however, they were all
reported to have been granted conditional relcase.

Subsequent trials in Cabinda of alleged FLEC members in June
and November resulted in two more death sentences. However, these
trials occurred before military courts and not before the Peopic's
Revolutionary Tribunal. It was not known whether the five death
sentences imposed in Cabinda province were reviewed by the
Appeals Tribunal, nor whether they were executed.

After cach of these trials before the People’s Revolutionary
Tribunal and military courts Amnesty International appealed tor the
death sentences to be commuted. Amnesty International was also
concerned that those sentenced to death were not tairly tried and did
not have adequate opportunities to appeal against conviction. Although
defendants at such trials have officially appointed detence lawyers,
political prisoners have on several occasions claimed that the lawyers
did not properly represent their clients” interests and that the prisoners
were not able to defend themselves adequately.

Six prisoners were reported to have been sentenced todeath by the
Pecople's Revolutionary Tribunal in Luanda in April 1982, when 12
people were tried on charges of murder and armed robbery.

Benin

Amnesty International was concerned
by the long-term detention without trial
of suspected political opponents of the
government, the continuing imprison-
ment of prisoners of conscience and
other political prisoners sentenced after
unfair trials, and the ill-treatment of
Prisoners.

Throughout 1982 Amnesty Inter-
national sought the release of 29 detainees, mainly students and
teachers. arrested between 1979 and 1981 and detained without trial
after protests against the government’s education policy at Benin's
university and in various schools. They reportedly continued to be
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held as " admimistrative internees”” and to be demed official notitication
of the reasons tor their detention, any charges against them., and the
duration ot thetr detention. Twenty-six ot the detamees had been
arrested between March 1979 and January 1980, as part of otticial
measures against @ newly- formed autonomous student orgamzation
which had publicly called for improvements in university education
and critivized government controlled student associations, Al were
adopted as prisoners of conscience by Amnesty  International.
Giregotre Alle. Raphael Dyjegur and Jerome Houessou were arrested
n March 1981 tolfowing the distribution ot leatlets and the painting of
slogans on street walls in the capital. Cotonou, calling tor the release
of detamed student leaders and tor retorms i university education
Ihey were also adopted as prisoners of conscience. Amnesty
Internattonal was seeking information on the cases ot a turther five
ndividuals also reportedly arrested in March 1981 and ot tour pupiis
arrested i April 1981 following the distnibution o more leatiets.

Amnesty Internanonal continued 1o seek the release of five
prisoners ot conscience. two of whom had been sentenced to death
Abbe Alphonse Quenum and former Agriculture Minister Adrien
Ahanhanzo Glele. They were among 13 people arrested in 1975 and
convicted of participation n alleged attempts to overthrow the govern-
ment. They were not allowed to attend their trials, which took placen
March 1975 and February 1976 betore the country’s principal execu-
live body. the Conseil national de la revolution (CNRJ. the N ational
Council of the Revolution, which was convened as a Tribunal revolu-
tionnaire national. National Revolutionary Tribunal. The CNR was
piven by decree “sovereign decision-making POWET 10 pronounce a
verdict and to impose sentence, without reference to existing laws and
judicial procedures. The accused were denied the rights to detence
counsel and to appeal, and most were not officially intormed of the
sentences imposed on them. Inits appeals to the authorities torelease
the tive prisoners of conscience and to review the cases of the e1ght
remaining prisoners sentenced by the CNR, Amnesty International
pointed out that the manner of the tnal appeared to violaie the
constitution of Benin, known as the Loi fondamentale. This guarantees
inter alia the right to defence counsel.

Amnesty International was investigating the cases ot three tormer
senior government officials -~ Claude Midahuen, Leonard M aboudou
and Andre Oke Assogba - who were arrested in 1975 and 1976, also
in connection with the alleged 1975 coup attempts. These detainees
had been held without charge or trial since their arrest, and appeared
to have been classified as “administrative internees . Amnesty
International was also investigating the cases of Colonel Alphonse
Alley and two other individuals, who were arrested in early 1973
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tollowing the alleged discovery of an earlier plot to overthrow the
government. They were tnied and sentenced by a non-judicial body to
terms of imprisonment of between 10 and 20 years. They were not
allowed to attend these proceedings, nor were they allowed defence
counsel or the rnight to present evidence., Amnesty International con-
tinued its investigations concerning Pascal Chabt Kao, Theophile
Paolctti and Michei Bamenou Toko., ail former ministers in the
deposed government of Hubert Maga, who had been held without
charge or trial since their arrests between late 1972 and mid- 197 3.
Although they had reportedly been accused at the time of their arrest
of misappropriating state tunds while in oftice, several reports were
recerved by Amnesty International which suggested that the reasons
tor their arrests were primarily political. In fate October 1982 Pascal
Chabi Kao and Theophile Paoletti were reported to have been
released. although hittie was known about the circumstances.

Amnesty International was concerned by the generally poor
conditions under which political detainees were held and by the 1ll-
treatment to which some were subjected. The conditions of detention
of the 29 pupils, students and teachers were of particular concern:
they continued to be deprived of food by the prison authorities and
were completely dependent on other prisoners or on their families; in
the central prisons ot Cotonou and Porto Novo they were held in over-
crowded and poorly ventilated cells; the standards of sanitation and
hygiene were unacceptably low, and many of these prisoners were
reported to be suttering from skin, stomach, throat and eye complaints.
During 1982, however, the prison authorities reportedly relaxed
restrictions on correspondence for many political prisoners. Conditions
of detention at the Commissariat central (central police station) in
Cotonou reportedly continued to be very harsh, due particularly to
severe overcrowding of detainees into small cells and the very poor
food. Several of the individuals arrested in March 1981 were thought
to be held at Parakou in northern Benin, where conditions are also
believed to be harsh, due to overcrowding and poor sanitation.
Medical facihties were reported to be grossly inadequate in all of
Benin's prisons.

Cameroon

Amnesty International was concerned
by the long term detention without trial
of suspected pohitical opponents ot the
povernment. These detinnees were held
under a system of admanistrative intern
ment developed durimg onvid disorder in
the 19Y60s but retaimed in 1982, This
conters on the President power to detan
indefimitely and without recourse to the
courts any person considered subversive, Amnesty International was
also concerned about the poor conditions i which detaimees were
held and about renewed reports of torture, including electric shock
torture.

On 6 November President El-Hady Ahmadou Ahidio. who had
been in power since 1958, retired tfrom oflice tor health reasons. He
was replaced as President by Prime Mimister Paul Biya

IFor most of 1982 Amnesty International sought the release of five
remaining detainees held in administrative detention without charge
or trial since July 1976, when some 200 students, teachers and whate-
collar workers were arrested apparently for distributing anti-govern
ment literature. One of these detainees, Henn Moukourt, was
released during 1982, Two others  Andre Moune and Emmanuel
Bille - were reported to have been released but Amnesty International
was unable to confirm this. Another, Gaspard Mouen. 1s reported to
have suffered serious cardiac problems in prisonin late 1982, He was
released in December. Martin Ebelle-Tobo was sull in detention at
Tchollire Centre de reeducation (" re-education centre’’). This deten-
tion centre was believed to hold only untried political prisoners and
administrative detainees. Amnesty International received reports of
other untried detainees. possibly prisoners of conscience, held at
Tchollire but was able to contirm only the case of Martin Ebelle-
Tobo.

Amnesty International took up the cases of Jean Kona and
Thomas Mabong tor investigation. Both had ived tor several years in
France. They were arrested in January 1982 when they returned to
Cameroon tor a holiday, apparently because Jean Kona had in his
baggage a published article which the authorities constdered subversive.
Thomas Mabong is reported to be held at the Prison de production
(labour camp) at Yoko, and Jean Kona at Tchollire. Amnesty
International received reports of the detentions during 1982 of people
said to have distributed literature critical of the government. A
number of Jehovah's Witnesses continued to be detained. This sect
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was banned by the government in May 1970.

Amnesty International was concerned by reports that torture,
including electric shock torture, had been re-introduced at the
Yaoundc hecadquarters of the Brigade mixte mobile (BMM), a
paramilitary police torce. Both criminal and political detainees were
reported to be routinely beaten by both police and the BMM as
punishment and during interrogation. Standards of food and hygiene
were reported to be very low in Cameroonian prisons, particularly at
the Tchollire “"re-education centre’”. Access to tamily and friends at
Tchollire and Yoko was very restricted. Amnesty International was
concerned by the tnadequate medical attention given to Gaspard

Mouen and Andre Moune during their detention at Tchollire and
Yoko respectively.

Cape Verde

Amnesty International was concerned
by the trial betore a military court of 18
ctvilhians accused of oftences against the
security of the state and by allegations
that some of them were assaulted in pre-
trial custody. The 18 prisoners were
among 23 people arrested on Santo
Antdo island on I September 1981 follow-
ing a demonstration the previous day
during which one person was shot dead by soldiers. The demonstrators
had been calling tor the release of two recently arrested detainees and
protesting against a proposed law on agrarian reform. Five of those
arrested were subsequently released uncharged but the remainder
were detained for several months by the security police, the Direccao
Nacional de Seguranca e Ordem Publica (DNSOP), National
Dueciorate of Security and Public Order, and then brought to trial.
Most of them were charged under Article 168 of the criminal code
with attempting to change the government by unconstitutional means
and with being in league with an illegal opposition political party, the
Uniao Caboverdiana Independente e Democratica (UCID), Cape
Verdean Independent and Democratic Union. During their detention,
they were held incommunicado and some were alleged to have been
brutally assaulted.

Although the defendants were civilians, they were tried before the
Tribunal Militar de Instancia, Military Tribunal of the first Instance,
as military courts have jurisdiction over all cases concerning state
security. The trial opened on § March before three judges, only one of
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whom was a civilian. The defendants were legally represented but
were apparently prevented from giving evidence about their alleged
li-treatment in pre-tnal detention. Atthe end of the trial on 18 March
all 18 defendants were convicted ot offences against the security ot the
state and with one exception sentenced to prison terms ranging from
one to 10 years’ imprisonment. These sentences were believed to
have been conhirmed by the Supreme Military Tribunal. Although
Amnesty International did not adopt any of the detendants as
prisoners of conscience, the organization believed that this trial fell
short of internationally recognized standards. In particular, the
evidence against them was insufticient to prove that they intended to
overthrow the government by torce.

Central African
Republic

Amnesty International was concerned
by the incommunicado detention without
tnal of suspected opponents ot the govern-
ment. Those detained included more
than 100 people alleged to have been
involved in an attempt to overthrow the
government in March 1982, A number
were adopted as prisoners of conscience. They also included some 10
children of alleged government opponents. Amnesty International
was also concerned about harsh conditions for political detainees held
at Kassai military camp in Bangui and about death sentences imposed
on three political prisoners.

In early January 1982 at least 15 suspected members of the main
opposition party, the Mouvement de libération du peuple centrqfricain
(MLPC), Central African People’s Liberation Movement, led by
Ange Patasse, were arrested in Bangui. They included three members
of the MLPC’s Political Bureau and a number of students and /ycéens
(school students) who were said to have attended an illegal political
meeting and distributed MLPC documents. After a tew weeks one of
the detainees, Simplice Moholo, was brought before a judge of the
T'ribunal de grande instance, High Court, in Bangui. The authorities
asked for his detention to be extended and for his case to be referred to
a Special Tribunalfor political oftences setupin July 1981. However,
the judge, Gaston M'Baiokoum, decided that it was unnecessary for the
case to go before the Special Tribunal. At a subsequent hearing
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another judge ordered Stmplice Moholo's provisional release when
two prosecution witnesses fatled to appear. The authorities protested
at these decisions but both judees were supported by Muare Passet, the
acting Procureur general. Procurator General, at the court. He and
the two judges were then arrested on or about 12 March 1982 Marc
Passet and the twojudges were adopted as prisoners of conscience by
Amnesty International. They were released uncharged in July
Simplice Moholo and nine others arrested in January had been treed
in March. Five others. however. were still held incommunicado and
uncharged at the end of 1982 They were adopted by Amnesty
International as prisoners of conscience.

On 4 March 1982 the military government of Greneral Andre
Kolingba, which took power in September 1981, announced that a
conspiracy to overthrow the government had been uncovered. Tt was
alleged that two leading members ot the government  General
Frangois Bozize, the Information Minister, and General Alphonse
M'Barkoua, the Mimister of Justice - and the MLPC had been
involved. The MLPC was banned and MLPC membership was made
a criminal offence. From September 1981 to March 982 party
political activities had been forbidden. but membership ot a politcal
party as such had not been an oftence. Prominent members of the
party were arrested in March 1982 but Ange Patasse and the two
ministers evaded arrest. Ange Patasse obtained asylum in the French
Embassy in Bangui and was later allowed to leave tor Togo. The two
ministers also took refuge abroad. although General M Batkoua was
subsequently detained in Chad. However. a number ot close relatives
of these three. including the wives of two of them and 10 children.
were arrested and detained incommunicado at Kassal mihitary camp.
Those of the children still at school or studying were released in late
November 1982, atter more than eight months imprisonment, but

hoth wives and the older children remained in detention at the end of

UK.

Several people living along the route which Alphonse M Batkoua
had used to escape were also arrested for allegedly assisting him.
However, no specific charges were brought against them. They too
were detained incommunicado at Kassar military camp.

At the end of 1982 more than 100 of those arrested in March in
connection with the alleged conspiracy remained 1in detention without
charge or trial. In addition to leading members of the MLPC they
included several doctors, civil servants and ftormer government
officials. More than 30 were adopted as prisoners of conscience by
Amnesty International. There were two more arrests in June  the
Minister of Telecommunications. Michel-Paulin Bondeboli, and the
Secretary of State tor Commerce, Jerome Allam.
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A number of people held in connection with the conspiracy were
released during the year. some within a few days of their arrest in
March. The President of the National Medical Association, Simon
Bedaya-Ngaro, and another doctor were treed in July.

In August 1982 the President of the opposition party, the Front

patriotique oubanguien - Parti du travail (FPO-PT). Oubangui

Patriotic Front  Labour Party, Dr Abel Goumba, was arrested with
another senior member of the party, Patrice Endjimoungou. The
Minister of Interior claimed that Patrice Endjimoungou had been in
possession ot subversive letters written by Dr Goumba. However,
after investigating the cases, Amnesty International concluded that
there was no evidence that the two men had been planning o use
violence. and adopted them as prisoners of conscience. The two men
were stll detained without trial at the end of 1982,

The cases of all political detainees are believed to have been
referred to the Spectal Tribunal established in July 19X 1 to uy politi-
cal cases in the attermath of 4 bomb attack on a Bangui ¢inema. In
May 1982 five people detained shortly after that attack and accused
of being 1n possession of explosives were tried betore the Tribunal.
Three were convicted and sentenced to death, one was acquitted and
no verdict was announced on the fitth, The court also convicted and
sentenced to death in absentia two leaders of the political party which
had claimed responsibility tor the July 1981 bomb attack.

There 15 no right of appeal after conviction by the Special
Tribunal. Amnesty International appealed to President Kohngba to
exercise his right of presidential clemency. but at the end of 1982 the
three condemned prisoners were believed to be stult under sentence of
death.

No other political detainees are known to have been tried by the
Special Tribunal during the year, although at least one other person
arrested after the July 1981 bomb attack, David Berberati, was
reported to be still in detention in late 1982,

The detainees held at Kassai military camp were reportedly
locked up both day and night in cramped and unhygienic conditions,
recetved insufficient food and water, and were demed adequate
exercise or medical attention. They were also apparently deprived of
all rights to recetve visits or correspondence from their relatives and
were permanently held incommunicado. Amnesty International
repeatedly appealed to the authorities to improve these conditions and
at the end of the year it was reported that detainees were being allowed
out of their cells during the daytime.




Chad

Amnesty International was concerned
by reports of extrajudicial executions
carried out by soldiers of the Forces
armeées du nord (FAN), Armed Forces
of the North, led by Hisséne Habrée, who
took control of most of the country by
September. The victims were reported
to include civilians and unarmed former

soldiers of the Forces armées tchadiennes
(FAT).Chadian Armed Forces, led by Colonel Abdelkader Kamougue,

who was ousted from southern Chad by FAN forces between June
and September. Before their defeat, the FAT were responsible for the
detention of more than 30 civilians and military supporters of the

Rassemblement pour l'unité et la déemocratie au Tchad (RUDT).
Movement for Unity and Democracy in Chad.

Fighting between a number of rival political and military factions
continued throughout the first half of 1982 and prevented effective
central control. In June the FAN captured N'Djamena, the capital.
forcing out President Goukouni Queddei and the Forces armees
populaires (F AP), Popular Armed Forces. FAN forces then moved
into areas of southern Chad which had been occupied by Colonel
Kamougue's FAT and by September had taken control of virtually
the whole country except an area in the extreme north still held by
troops loyal to Goukouni Queddei. Hisséne Habré was sworn in as
the new President on 21 October.

In September Amnesty International appealed to Hissene Habre
to seek the release of the RUDT members held hostage by FAT
torces since June. They were released during September. The FAN
occupation of the south was accompanied by reports of extrajudicial
executions allegedly committed by troops loyal to Hissene Habre.
The victims were reported to include prominent civilians alleged to
have collaborated with Colonel Kamougué's administration and
unarmed tormer members of FAT. Those killed included Karhyom
Ningayo, prefect of Moundou, who was reportedly shot dead by FAN
soldiers in front of his family. Amnesty International expressed its
concern about these killings to President Habré on 22 Qctober and
called on him to confirm or deny the deaths. No reply was received.
Reports of turther extrajudicial executions reportedly carried out by
the FAN were received by the end of the year, including the execution
of Lieutenant-Colonel Kouldoumngar Ngolombaye Allafi, a former
chiet of the general statt in Goukouni Oueddei’s army.

Comoros

Two prisoners ot conscience and at least
| ¥ other prisoners whose cases were
being investigated by Amnesty Intfer
national were released during 1982 alter
two series of trials ot pohitical opponents
of the government. Amnesty International
wis concerncd that the political tnals
which took place in January and May
F9R2 did not contorm to immternattonally
recoenized standards, At the end ot the vear Amnesty International
was sull ins estigating the case of one prisoner who was convicted i

JTanuary 1982

Ft was ditficult to obtain detadds about the trials in January and
Mav JYR2. The detendants in January included Salim Homid,
Minister of the Intertor under the former government ot Ali Sotlih
which was overthrown in 1978, Amnesty Internatvional adopted him
as a prisoner of conscrence. He was tned with @ number of other
former otticials and soldiers detamned since May 1978 including cigin
whose cases Amnesty International had taken up for imvestgation. At
least three of this group were tried by the Cour speciale de _/'u.!;'H:L‘f.
Special Court ot Justice, on charges of embezzlement. despite the Lict
that the court exists to deal with political offences. Amnesty
International was concerned that these detainees were charged prin
cipally because of their support tor the previous government. Opc ol
the three prisoners trnied by the Special Court of Justice was acquitted.
and the other two convicted. but all three were immediately released.
It was not clear whether Salim Himidi and the remaining detendants
were tried by the Special Court of Justice or by the Cour de surete de
I'Etat. State Security Court, which was sitting at the same ttme. Nor
could Amnesty International ascertain the number ot detendants or
details of the charges against individuals. However, all those tried in
January 1982 were known to have been released after the trials.

Another political trial took place in January 1982 betore the
Moroni Criminal Court. Eight people who had been arrested n
February 1981, and whose cases were being investigated by Amnesty
International. were convicted of plotting against the government,
They were given sentences of up totwo and a halt years, but allbut one
were released during 1982. It was not known why political cases were
tried before the Criminal Court rather than betore one of the two
courts ¢reated for political ottences.

The State Security Court was again assembled in May to hear the
case of Mouzaoir Abdallah, a former Minister of Foreign Aftairs
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arrested in November 1981 on account of his contacts with opposition
groups. He was convicted on 18 Muay of having acted in a4 manner
llable to disturb public order and to incite hatred of the government ™.
Amnesty International constdered him to be a prisoner of conscience.
Mouzaoir Abdallah was sentenced to two years imprisonment but
was released by presidential order on 28 May. Some of his supporters
were relecased at about the same time, including tour on the same day.
[t was not known whether they had been tried.

Amnesty International was concerned that the Special Court of
Justice and the State Security Court did not conform to internationatlly
recognized standards. It was particularly concerned that defendants
had no guarantee of legal representation and no right of appeal. These
concerns had been communicated to the authorities in a memorandum
tollowing an Amnesty International mission to the Comoros in 1981

congo

Amnesty International was concerned
by the use of detention without trial,
allegations of torture, and the death
penalty. The detainees included 34 people

from Cabinda. an enclave ot Angola,
who had been held since 1977, and
former President Joachim  Yhombi-
Opango, who had been detained without
trial together with several associates
since shortly after he was ousted in February 1979. During 1982 at
least tive people were detained after a bomb explosion in May and
several refugees from Zaire were also arrested and detained without
trtal. One was torcibly repatriated to Zaire and imprisoned there. In
December Congo ratified the African Charter on Human and
Pcoples™ Rights, which it had signed in November 1981
There were two serious bomb explosions in Brazzaville. In May at
least 15 people were killed when a bomb exploded at a cinema. and a
similar explosion at the international airport in July also resulted in
casualties. Responsibility tor the first attack was claimed by the
Groupe patriotique arme du Congo, Congo Armed Patriotic Group,
a clandestine organization not previously reported to be active.
Soon after the first explosion tive people were arrested. They
mcluded Bernard Kolelas, a former senior government ofticial who
had previously been detained without trnial on several occasions and
was adopted by Amnesty International as a prisoner of conscience in
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late 1978. Although they had been in prison since May. the five
detaineces were subsequently accused of being responsible ftor the
second explosion 1in July. They were held incommunicado and
questioned by the secunty police for several months. Eugene Madimba,
one of the detainees, was allegedly tortured with electric shocks to
make him confess and implicate others. However, it appears that
there was insutlicient evidence to substantiate a case against them. In
September, they were moved from the security police headquarters in
Brazzaville to a police training school at M'Pila, where they remained
imcommunicado. They went on hunger-strike, demanding to be tried
or released. Amnesty International was investigating their cases. At
the end of the year they were still being held, apparently without
charge.

Amnesty International remained concerned by the continued
detention without charge or trnial of at least 34 Cabindans arrested in
carly 1977 suspected of links with the Frente de Libertacao do Enclave
de Cabinda (FLEC), Cabindan Enclave Liberation Front. During
1982 they were reportedly held at an airforce base near Pointe-Noire.
The cases of all 34 were taken up for investigation by Amnesty
International but the authorities did not respond to inquiries.

Former President Yhombi-Opango remained in detention throughout
1982 together with several other people arrested with him in March
1979, a month atter he was deposed by President Sassou-Nguesso.
Their cases have also been taken up for investigation by Amnesty
International.

A number ot refugees from neighbouring Zaire were detained
without charge during 1982 and one of them, Eke Akanga N'Koy,
was forcibly repatriated to Zaire in November 1982 and immediately
arrested there. Others detained included Kabeya Tshang and Mupesse
Impobakut, refugees who had previously been imprisoned for political
reasons in Zaire and whose cases had been taken up by Amnesty
International. In December 1982 Amnesty International was informed
that a Ugandan asylum-seeker had been tortured at the security police
headquarters in Brazzaville after being accused of espionage.

The use of the death penalty also gave cause for concern. At least
one death sentence was imposed for a criminal offence and two people
convicted of murder during 1981 are reported to have been executed
in October.




Djibouti
On 2 January the government released
former Prime Minister Ahmed Dim and
s1x other leaders of the Parti populaire
drtboutien ( PP1Y). Dpbouti People's Panty.
They had been detained without detined
legal status since September 1981 when
all 13 leaders of the newly tormed PPD
were arrested. President Hassan Gouled
publicly accused them of subversion and
anti-state activities but none was charged with any oftfence or brought
to court. Si1x were refeased in October 1981 atter the constitution had
been amended to make Dypboutt a one party state with the ruling
Rassemblement populaire pour le progres (RPP), People’s Progress
Party, as the only legal political party. Amnesty International had
appealed to the government tor their unconditional release  as
prisoners of conscience.

In February 1982 Amnesty International received reports that 88
Ethiopran retugees, mainly students, had been arrested in the capital,
Djibouti-ville, put on a train to the Ethiopian border under guard., and
handed over to the Ethiopian authorities on 16 February. Some were
sald to be recognized refugees, while others had apphied for asylum.
Amnesty International expressed concern to the Dpbouti Government
at the danger caused by these expulsions to the lives and liberty of the
retugees. The government claimed 1n 1ts reply that the 88 foreigners
expelied to Ethiopia and a turther 100 expelled to Somalia were
Hlegal entrants involved 1n robbery and armed attacks. Amnesty
International’s turther interventions, referring to the names of recognized
refugees among those expelled, who had reportedly been subsequently
imprisoned in Ethiopia, received no response. Amngesty International
was mvestigaung reports in December 1982 of turther arrests and
expulsions of Ethiopian asylum-seekers.
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Ethiopia

Amnesty International’s concerns includ-

ed the prolonged detention without trial

of prisoners of conscience, widespread

arrests made on political grounds. the

government's continued failure to account

for several prisoners who “disappeared™

in custody in 1979, and allegations of

torture and harsh treatment of prisoners.

The continuation of armed conflict in

Eoritrea, Tigre, parts of the Ogaden and certain other areas severely

attected the human rights of civilians in those arcas and made it

difficult to obtain details of human rights violations. Allegations were

received of imprisonment without trial and extrajudicial executions of

civilians, in Entrea in particular, as government forces fought armed
opposition groups secking territorial independence.

Amnesty International appealed tor the release of prisoners of
conscience, some of whom were held because of their position in the
former government. Many were imprisoned because they belonged to
a particular ethni¢ group (or nationality) and were therefore suspected
by the authorities of association with armed opposition organizations.
The prolonged internal armed conflict and the government’s failure to
publish any information on political imprisonment made it impossible
to estimate the number of political prisoners in the country. Several
thousand were allegedly 1n prison tor political reasons but Amnesty
International was unable to confirm this. A major amnesty of political
detainees took place in September.

Over 50 senior civil servants of Eritrean origin were reportedly
arrested 1in Addis Ababa in early 1982, soon after the launch of the
government's "Red Star’” military campaign against the Eritrean
armed opposition movements. In the rural areas many people who
refused to be conscripted into the army to fight in the campaign were
alleged to have been arrested.

Several priests and members ot the Ethiopian Evangelical Mekane
Yesus Church were imprisoned, churches closed and church property
se1zed - particularly in Wollega District in the west. The government
stated that 1t upheld the right to freedom of religious worship. but in
January the Forewgn Minister reportedly accused certain churches of
Canti-revolution, anti-government, and anti-people activities . Several
lcaders of the Mekane Yesus Church, including its President Emmanucl
Abraham, were arrested and held for a short period in January. Others
were held for longer pertods, such as the Reverend Olana Lamu,
Prestdent of the church’s western synod, who was arrested
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September in Wollega Province, allegedly ill-treated, accused of
“writing anti-revolutionary statements and posters’™ and reportedly
still detained without trial at the end of 1982, Adherents of other,
smaller churches, especially those with international connections
such as Baptists, Mennonites and Seventh Day Adventists, were
subjected to stmilar actions by the local authorities.

Three teachers of the Beta Yisrael community (known as Falashas
or Ethiopian Jews) were arrested in January and allegedly tortured.
Amnesty International’s inquiries on their behalf received no response.
They were released in July. Thirty other members of the community
were reportedly still held in Gondar prison atthe end of 1982, accused
of planning or attempting to leave the country tlHegally. Attempting to
leave the country without permission is an oftence categornized as
“betraying the revolution ™ and punishable by lengthy imprisonment
or even death it commutted “under grave circumstances™  according
to a penal code amendment of April 1982,

Amnesty International received reports that 88 people who had
Hed to Djibouti in previous months and apphied tor asylum there -
some of whom were recognized refugees  were torcibly returned to
Ethiopia on 16 February and immediately arrested by the Ethiopian
authorities. However, the Commissioner tfor Relief and Rehabilitation,
Shimelis Adugna, stated in response to Amnesty International’s
inquiries that none of this group had been arrested or detained.
Amnesty International sought to investigate these reports turther.

On 1] September the Provisional Military Government released
716 prisoners to mark the eighth anniversary of the 1974 revolution,
when the government of Emperor Haile Selassie was overthrown.
Amnesty International welcomed the amnesty and requested details
of those released, appealing at the same time for a general amnesty for
all political prisoners. No reply was received. Details of the amnesty
were not published but a substantial number of political prisoners
were released. including the remaining 35 senior othicials ot the
tormer government who had been detained without charge or tnal
since 1974 and held in the cellars of the former Menelik Palace.
Among them were former Crown Councillor Germatchew Tekle
Hawariat; the then Dean ot Holy Trinity Cathedral, Hapte Mariam
Workneh: and former government ministers, members of parliament,
semor civil servants, diplomats, and high-ranking mihtary oflicers.
All political detainees held in the headquarters of the 4th army
division were said to have been either released or transterred to other
prisons. A smalli number of women detainees were released including,
some arrested in 1974,

Amnesty International continued to appeal for the release ot

prisoners of conscience who did not benefit from this amnesty. They
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included relatives of the late Emperor who were arrested in 1974 - his
daughter Princess Tenagneworq Haile Selassie. a daughter-in-law,
and tour grand-daughters and three grandsons - and the widow and
five children ot Ras (Prince) Asrate Kassa (who was summarily
executed in November 1974). Rebecca Asrate, who was suffering
trom a skin disease, was tinally allowed to go into hospital tor
treatment. Since 1981 Amnesty International had appealed for her to
receive medical care.

Other long-term political detainees included members of the
banned All-Ethiopia Socialist Movement (Me'isone) and the Ethiopian
People’s Revolutionary Party (EPRP). An unknown number of
Eritreans, Tigreans and Oromos arrested in previous years for alleged
assoctation with armed opposition movements were also believed to
be sull detained in Asmara, Addis Ababa and other towns, but few
details were avaiable. Many Oromo civil servants and intellectuals
arrested in Addis Ababa in February 1980 had not been tried or
relcased by the end ot 1982,

The “disappearances™ in 1979 of 15 political prisoners and the
Reverend Gudina Tumsa, head of the Ethiopian Evangelical Mekane
Yesus Church, who was abducted in Addis Ababa by unidentitied
gunmen behieved to be government agents, were still unresolved.
Amnesty International had submitted the cases to the United Nations
Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances. The
working group reported on 31 December 1981 the Ethiopian
Government’s statement that the Reverend Gudina Tumsa had never
been arrested but had left to join the opposition Oromo Liberation
Front (OLF). and that another (believed to refer to former government
minister Kassa Wolde Mariam) was stll in detention. Amnesty
International’s continued inquiries addressed to the Ethiopian authorities
received no response. No evidence emerged to support the government's
claim regarding Reverend Gudina Tumsa or to establish whether any
of the 10 detained former ofticials were still alive and in detention.
Amnesty International received reports that the five “disappeared™
Me'isone leaders were secretly detained, but this could not be
veritied.

The majority ol political prisoners were detained without charge
or trial and without fegal formalities. The cases ot political detainees
were sard to be reviewed in secret by a special committee consisting of
officials of the Central Investigatory Organ (security officers who
investigate and interrogate prisoners), the police, the prison admini-
stration, and the Ministries ot Public Security and of Law and Justice
No details of the review procedure were known.

Amnesty International was concerned about continued allegations
of torture and harsh treatment of political prisoners. In Addis Ababa
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most of those arrested on political grounds were taken for interrogation
to the headquarters of the Central Revolutionary Investigation
Department (known as the “third police station™). Prisoners there
were reportedly often tortured during interrogation. Prisoners were
held incommunicado in dirty overcrowded cells without medical
trecatment or proper sanitary or totlet facilities. Some prisoners were
satd to have been held there for over a year before being transterred to
other prisons. Conditions for political prisoners transferred to military
police headquarters in Addis Ababa were said to be worse.

Some political prisoners were reportedly transferred to “rehabili-
taion centres™ tor political re-education. Amnesty International
recerved allegations of harsh treatment in rehabilitation centres in
Tessener and Makalle. in the north. Reports were received of torture
and summary cxecution but Amnesty International was unable to
contirm them. Conditions in the central prison in Addis Ababa,
known as “Alem Bekagne™ (meaning “End of the World™). where
many polincal detainces were held. were poor. Relatives brought
prisoners thetr daily tood and could exchange short censored letters
with them, but visits were very rarely permitted. and the food provided
by the prison authorities for prisoners whose families could not send
tood daily was meagre. The 55 tormer officials released in September

had been detained tor eight years in the damp underground cellars of

the tormer Menchik Palace with only short periods of exercise each
day in the open air. Many suttered from respiratory and nervous
complaints as a consequence. Medical ftacilities were generally
inadequate, and long delays in obtaining medical treatment or
hospital admission were trequent. Access to political prisoners by
international humanitarian organizations had not been granted since
1975,

Gabon

Amnesty International was concerned
about the imposition of prison sentences
of up to 20 years™ hard labour upon 29
prisoners of conscience convicted by the
Court of State Security on 26 November.
They were convicted of atteinte a la
surete de I'Erat, threatening state security,
and outrage au president. insulting the
President. No evidence of violent action
orintent was produced against the defendants during their tnal. which
wads observed by a delegate of Amnesty International. The organization
was also concerned that the proceedings betore the Cour de surete de
[Etar. Court of State Security, did not conform to internationatly
recognized standards. Amnesty International was turther preoccupied
by reports that political detainees were tortured. beaten and ill-
treated, and by the public excecution on | December of three people
convicted of murder.

The government signed the African Charter on Human and
Peoples™ Rights on 26 February 1982,

Amnesty International sought the release of 29 adopted prisoners
of conscience arrested in November and December 1981 and March
1982, Ininally the organization had received details of 23 of this
group. All 29 were detained for allegedly having supported an
opposition group. the Mouvement de redressement national ( MORENA ).
the Movement tor National Recovery. MORENA documents criticized
the government and called for the amendment of the constitution to
permit an opposition party. Amnesty International estimated in
December 1981 that over 100 people had been detained on suspicion
of being associated with MORENA. but that many had been released
shortly atterwards. In March 1982, during the visit to Gabon ot Pope
John Paul 11, another four or six alleged MORENA sympathizers
were arrested tollowing the circulation ot tracts critical of the
government.

On 24 July President El-Had) Omar Bongo indicated during a
press conference that 22 people had been arrested in connection with
MORENA and would be tried. On 10 November, 37 people appeared
betore the Court of State Security, An Amnesty International
observer was present throughout the trial. The trial was adjourned
until 17 November so that defendants’ lawyers. who were ofticially
appointed (commuis d office). could study their briets. On 26 November.
| 3 defendants were sentenced to 20 years” hard labour plus 10 years’
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banishment from Libreville, the capital. and 5 years suspension of

civil rights, This group included Jean-Marc Ekoh, a leading education-
alist and tormer minister; Jerome Nguimbi Mbina, a member of the
National Assembly; Jean-Pierre Nzoghe Nguema, the rector of Omar
Bongo University; Jules Mba and Simon Oyono-Aba’a, formerdiplo-
mats. Sixteen other detendants were sentenced to shorter terms in
prison or fined. kight were acquitted. Amnesty International considered
that the trial did not contorm to internationally recognized standards,
in particular because littie evidence was produced other than state-
ments from prisoners who alleged that they had been ili-treated. No
proof of violent action or intent was produced in support of the charge
of threatening state security. No substantial evidence was produced
against those defendants who did not admit membership ot MORENA.
On 29 November Amnesty International publicly appealed to
President Bongo to release the 29 prisoners of conscience,

At the end of the year Amnesty International was sull trying to
clarity the situation ot eight other detainees, alleged to be MORENA
sympathizers, who were not tried and whose release had not been
reported. It also continued to appeal tor the release ot Etsine Serge
Edouard, a prisoner of conscience arrested in 1981 ftor distributing
tracts unconnected with MORENA | and took up for investigation the
case of Abbe Ngwa-Nguema, a Roman Catholic priest and teacher
detained in October 1982 apparently on account of his criticism of the
government.

Some defendants described at their trial in November 1982 how
they had been kept naked and without food during the early part of
their detention at Gros Bouquet prison in Libreville. Some of them
were reported to have been tortured, including by electric shocks,
starvation and beatings. All the defendants were reported to have
been kept incommunicado in solitary confinement, Vincent Nguimbi
was reported to have been severely beaten after his arrest In
December 1981. According to unofticial sources, Michel Ovono was
subjected to electric shocks tollowing his arrest in March 1982.
Amnesty International was also concerned that sick prisoners had not
received adequate medical attention. Two ot those sentenced to 20
years' hard labour on 26 November - Moubamba Nziengui and Luc
Bengono-Nsi1 — appeared to be psychologically disturbed during their
appearance 1n court. Amnesty International requested the authorities
to arrange for both men to be examined by a qualified doctor.

On | December three men convicted ot murder - Ferdinand
Nzigou, Assala Souleymane and Christophe Mikolo Mombo — were
publicly executed by firing-squad in the first public execution since
1979. The executions were televised. Amnesty International informed
President Bongo of its concern over the executions and appealed to
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him to exercise his right ot clemency when tuture death sentences
came betore him tor review,

Gambia

I'hroughout 1982 the authorities pursued
thetr policy of bringing to trial individuals
charged with ottences committed during
the ftailed coup attempt ot July 1981,
when at feast 500 people died and many
hundred others were seriousty wounded.
In all, some 120 individuals were tried
during the year betore the Special Division
ot the Supreme Court on charges such as
treason, kidnapping. robbery, murder and rape. Of those tried, over
100 were convicted and sentenced, 28 receiving the death sentence.
Eleven of the accused were acquitted and released, including the
leader of the main opposition party, Sheritf Dibba. Atthe end of 1982
the trials of 60 individuals charged with treason were in progress.
According to ofticial tfigures, 52 people were arrested and detained in
1982 1n connection with the coup attempt, thereby bringing the totai
number detained since August 1981 to 1,084, Of these, more than
700 detainees were oflicially reported to have been released during
the year, in addition to over 100 detainecs released betore the end of
1981. Every detainee had passed betore the Review Tribunal,
established to advise the authorities on the “"necessity or expedience
of continued detention. Ofticial sources stated that 82 individuals
remained in detention without trial at the end of the year.

In early January 1982 an Amnesty International observer attended
two trials betore the Special Division of the Supreme Court. In one,
two individuals were accused of robbery and the other involved three
officers of the Field Force. the army. and tfour civilians, all accused of
treason and of taking up arms on the side of the rebels. The second
trial was not completed at the time of the observer's departure trom
the Gambaa.

The report of Amnesty International’s trial observer, which was
sent to the Gambian authorities in June 1982, concluded that the
trials observed satishied the principal international standards tor a tair
tnnal. However, the report concluded that although no policy of using
detention powers tor political ends was in operation, there appeared to
have been a number of abuses of detention, some reportedly on
political grounds. In August 1981 powers were introduced to allow
the detention of individuals suspected of involvement in the tailed




R¥s

coup attempt. These were broadened retroactively in September
| R T to allow detention on suspicion of acts prejudicial to the public

safety or to public order ., providing a legal basis tor the detention of

political opponents to the government. Also, the President delegated
to the police his constitutionally conterred powers to order deten
trons 1n accordance with his “general or specific directtons” Both
these developments appeared to have taciltated abuses of detention
powers. By the end of 1982 all the indwvidualds reportedly detained
improperhy were either released oron trial, and none were adopted by
Amnesty International as prisoners of conscience.

Amnesty International’ s observer expressed concern that some
Jetainees remained i detention despite having been recommended
tor redease by the Review Imbunal. Few detainces appearing betore
the Review Toibunal were assisted by detence counsel. Howeser, this
did not appear to be duce to anv policy by the authorities. Concernwas
also expressed by the delegate about the pracuce of allowing the stiate
counsel to particaipate in the deliberations of the tribunal atter the
defendant (and detence counscel it any t had withdrawn, which cast
Joubts on whether the tribunal was tully independent and impartial.

Although Amnesty International’ s tnal observer concluded that
the trials he observed betore the Speaial Division of the Supreme
Court were tairly conducted, concern was expressed in his report that
the maiority of those appearing were not represented by detence
counsel. This did not, in the opinton of Amnesty International’s
observer, render untair the tirst trial he observed. in which the
defendants were unassisted, but appeared to deprive them of a tull
Cross-examination of prosecution witnesses, Concern was also expressed
about the short time between tormal charging and tnal, from the
stand-poimt ol the preparation ot the defence: in the second tral
observed by Amnesty International s observer, counsel was assigned
by the court only days betore the opening ot the tnial,

In June 1982 Amnesty International sent the authorities the
report of its mission to the Gambia (sec Amnesty International
Report 1982) in late December 1980 and early January 1981, This
was to observe part of the trial ot six members of a political group
called the Movement tor Justice in Atrica (MOJA). which was
banned on 30 October 1980. The six accused were arrested on the
morning of 31 October 1980 and charged with “"managing an
untawful society” and “possessing firearms and ammunition’”. The
charges against tour of the accused were dropped in April 1981, but
proceedings continued against the two remaining detendants - Koro
Tijan Sallah and Fakebba Juwara. On 10 July 1981 they were tound
guilty of the first charge. ordered to pay a fine and released. The
magistrate's ruling on the case was not available to Amnesty
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International until early 1982, following which a report on the trial
was completed. This report concluded that, although the trial was
conducted fairly in most respects by the magistrate, the verdict
contravened the constitutional prohibition against the retroactive
application of criminal law. No evidence of the detendants “managing™
MOJA between the banning ot MOJA and the arrest of the accused
had been offered by the prosecution. FTheir conviction was based
solely on their continuing possession at the time ot their arrest of
certain items linked to MOJA. such as writings and seals, which the
report concluded was equivalent to convicung them tor managing
MOJA betore its banning.

Inlate August 1982 an Amnesty International mission visited the
Gambia to discuss its two trial observation reports with the authonties.
Meetings were held with President Sir Dawda Jawara., Fata Mba,
Attorney General and Minister of Justice, Alicu Badji. Minister of the
Interior, and with high-ranking othicials of these ministries, the police
and the prison service. Most of the discussions concentrated on the
report of the trial observation miussion in early 1982, on the use of
detention powers since the mission and on the conditions under which
individuals arrested since the tailed coup attempt were being held.
The authorities stated that politically-motivated abuses of detention
powers had not taken place and that police powers had always been
controlled by the President of the Republic or the Minister ot Justice.
Amnesty International’s delegates suggested that such abuses appeared
to have taken piace in a number ot cases, including those of Demba
Bojang and Alhaji Kausa Jammeh, both of whom were detained
having reportedly been denounced for poliucal ends. The authorities
did not comment on these two cases at the meeting where they were
raised. Amnesty International's delegates intformed the authorities
that they had been shown detention orders signed solely by police
officers, but were given assurances that such orders would not have
been issued without the prior assent of the President or the Minister ot
Justice. The authorities accepted the report’s conclusion that the
Review Tribunal's recommendations for release had sometimes not
been implemented, and intormed the delegates that the Ministry ot
Justice had to approve the tribunal’s recommendations before they
were sent to the President. The authortties also accepted that the
practice of allowing state counsel to be present at the deliberations of
the Review Tribunal should be ended as it retlected poorly on the
independence of the tribunal. The authorities accepted that some
defendants were not represented but stressed that the state was
obliged to ensure detence counsel only when the accused faced a
possible death sentence. Legal aid had been provided in trials betore
the Special Division of the Supreme Court whenever this penalty was
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applicable. The authorities denied the report’'s conclusion that
defence counsel were allowed insufticient time to prepare their cases
and stated that adjournments were invariably granted at the first
sttting. Amnesty International’s delegates confirmed this.

Amnesty International’s delegates ¢xpressed concern to the
authortties that the conditions under which detainees and convicted
prisoners arrested after July 1981 were being held at Mile Two
prison, Banjul, contravened internationally -recognized standards in
several important respects. Al 36 prisoners sentenced to death since
December 1981 were believed to be held in leg-irons, which are
specttically banned by international standards. These prisoners were
also reported to have been held 1in solitary confinement since therr
convictton. All inmates at Mile Two prison were, according to
Amnesty International s intormaton, deprived ot thewr rights to visits
and to correspondence. Atter discussion the authorities stated that the
Inspector General of Police would investigate Amnesty International’s
information. In subsequent mecetings the authonties intormed the
delegates that this investigation had been completed, but had contirmed
only a part of Amnesty International’s information, namely that the
prisoners sentenced to death were being heid in leg-irons. However,
the authorities stated that tor reasons of security, the use of leg-irons
would not be discontinued, despite the authorities™ recognition that
the use of leg-1rons constitutes cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment.
The authonties also stated that the 36 prisoners in leg-irons were held
In separate cells, rather than in solitary confinement, and that some
communication between these cells was possible. The authorities
denied that ail inmates in Mile Two prison were deprived of visits and
correspondence.

The authorities contested the main conclusion of Amnesty
International’s report on the trial of MOJA members: that the
convictions resulted from a retroactive application of the law. The
authorities also stated that the report contained a number of subsidiary
con¢lusions which were erroneous due to insutficient information or
misinterpretation.

Shortly betore the end ot 1982 Amnesty International was
informed that the rights to visits and correspondence had been
restored for all inmates at Mile Two prison. The use of leg-irons was
banned by presidential order on 30 December 1982,

Amnesty International was concerned about the 36 death sentences
imposed between late December 1981 and June 1982. Sixteen of
these sentences were confirmed on appeal and Amnesty International
urged the authorities to commute them. None of these prisoners had
been executed by the end of 1982,

Ghana

| Amnesty International was concerned

about reports of arbitrary arrest. beatings

and kiilings by members of the security

services, particularly the army. The

government ot Fhight-Licutenant J. J

Rawlhings publicly condemned the abuse

of military powers on several occasions

and msututed legal proceedings against

those accused of pohitical kilhings in one

Case. Amnesty International was also concerned about the detention

without trial of political opponents of the Provisional National

Detence Council (PNDC). including up to 492 tormer members of

the previous government of Dr Hilla Limann or of political parties

which had existed under his government. Other political opponents of

the PNDC arrested in 1982 included people accused of plotting

apamnst the government - at least six in July 1982 and at least 22 in
[december,

The PNDC government was installed on 31 December 1981 as a
result of a military coup, and a high level of violence continued
throughout 1982, The most widely reported of the political kithings
during 1982 occurred on 30 June when three High Court judges and a
retired army major were abducted from their homes during curfew
hours and shot. The PNDC in July instituted a commission of inquiry
headed by a judge. Justice Azu Crabbe. Although the inquiry was still
in progress at the end of 1982, tive people had already been charged
with murder and complicity to murder: two soldiers. two tormer
soldiers and Joachim Amartey Kwei, a member of the PNDC at the
time of the killings.

On 2 March the PNDC issued a Preventive Custody Law
(PNDCL 4) naming 492 persons to be taken into preventive custody
tor an indefinite period. A number of these detainees were released
during the year. On | October Amnesty International wrote to Flight-
Licutenant Rawlings to express its concern about the detention
without trial of people who had held public or political oftice during
Dr Limann’s government. The PNDC subsequently released six
lormer mimisters, 18 former members of parliament and 32 tormer
members of Mulitary Intelligence. It also announced that detainees
against whom there were no adverse reports would be released in due
course, and that the cases of prisoners in poor health would be
reviewed. A medical team appointed by the government subsequently
cxamined both criminal and political prisoners in a number of detention
centres and produced a list of those whom they considered eligible for
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relcase on medical grounds. Amnesty International did not receive
any information as to how the cases of pohtical prisoners were
ceviewed other than on medical grounds. On 31 December the govern:
ment announced the release of a further 22 political detainees
mcluding two  Yaw Adu-Larbi and Frederick Blay  whose arrests
had not been ofticially announced. On the same day the government
announced the release of 529 prisoners on the grounds of ill-health. A
roview committee which was reported to include Flight Licutenant
Rawlings specifically excluded from release on medical grounds
neople convicted by the Armed Forces Revolutionary Council in
1979 It was reported that some 20 former military personncl
convicted of economic crimes by special courts in trials which
Amnesty International considered to be untair were still in prison at
the end of 1982, Some of these had been originally listed as suitable
tor release on medical grounds. At the end of 1982 at least 22 of the
people named in PNDCL 4 were still detained without trial.

Three politicians closely associated with Dr Limann’s People's
National Party - Kwesi Armah, Nana Okutwer Bekoe I and Krobo
Edusei  were convicted of economic crimes in October by the Public
Tribunal. which was inaugurated by Fhight-Licutenant Rawlings on
26 August. The Public Tribunal was designed to deal with crimes
against the national interest. both cconomic and political. It was
composed of both jurists { although of relatively hittle experience) and
lay members. Ity constitution permitted no right of appeal and those
who appeared betore it were torbidden to engage in technical
arguments. It was boycotted by the Ghana Bar Association. The
chairman of the Public Tribunal, George Agyekum, declared n
November that he would henceforth impose death sentences tor
smuggling. Nevertheless, the Pubhc Tribunal was not known to have
passed any death sentences either betore or after that declaration.
Amnesty International asked the government for a visa to permit its
delegate to observe sessions of the Public Tribunal. No reply was
recerved.

Amnesty International investigated reports that both political and
criminal detainees were beaten by soldiers during or shortly atter their
arrest. Such ill-treatment was most commonly alleged at Burma
Camp. the main military barracks.

Guinea

| Amnesty Internationai’s main concerns
were the continuing refusal ot the authort
ties to provide information about the tite
of some 2,900 “disappeared prisoners,
the detention without tnial of suspected
political opponents ot the government
and poor prison condittons, In Februan
1982 Gruinea ratiticd the Atnican Charter
ot Human and Peoples™ Rights,

The authortties continued throughout 1982 to withhold intformation
on the fate of some 2,900 pohtical detamnees who had “disappeared’
in prison atter being arrested between 1969 and 1976 Accordimg to
Amnesty International’s intormation, the last of an estimated 4,000
detamcees arrested tollow g the real or alleged plots of 1964, 1970
and 1976 were released in late 1980, and grave tears existed tor seme
2. 900 detainees who were reported to have “disappedred  in prison,
Many were believed to have died as a result of malnutrniion and
discase, but large numbers were probably kitled, o<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>