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In 2008, elections and referendums took place in a number of Asian
States, many of which (Burma, Cambodia, Iran) were characterised by
irregularities, intimidation and pressure by the authorities, and other
undemocratic practices. In addition, in Malaysia and in Pakistan, the
hope that electoral alternation would trigger stronger human rights
policies from the Government was not met with concrete results. In
Nepal, although the run-up to the historic elections was tense and the
election campaign was marred by serious acts of violence, intimidation
and violations of human rights by all parties, the elections of April 2008
largely passed off in a transparent and peaceful manner. Yet, violence
and intimidation, in particular by armed groups, persisted after the
elections. 2008 was also a period of political instability in Thailand,
which experienced anti-Government protests. In China, the expecta-
tions that the holding of the Olympic games in Beijing would induce
the authorities to pay greater respect for human rights was not met
either, on the contrary: the repression increased in the months leading
up to the Olympics, and has been continuing since then.

Many States also continued to be ravaged by internal conflicts (India,
Indonesia, the Philippines, Sri Lanka, Thailand), which, together with
terrorist attacks (India, Pakistan), added to the climate of mistrust and
tear; the authorities increasingly using those tensions as a pretext for
repression in these countries.

Furthermore, the economic and financial crisis that started at the
end of 2008 has had a terrifying impact on economic and social rights
in Asia, migrant workers, women and people working in the informal
sectors being the first victims. The repression of social protest was a
major trend in the region in 2008 (Cambodia, China, Malaysia, South
Korea and Viet Nam notably), and one may expect further protests in
connection with the crisis, and increasing repressive reactions by the
Governments in place.
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Last but not least, a number of countries in the Asian region contin-
ued to prevent the development of any nascent civil society movement
active in the field of human rights, and their borders remained closed
to external scrutiny by international human rights NGOs — Burma,
Laos, North Korea, Viet Nam — and, in a certain extent, China and
Iran, where one of the main independent human rights NGO was

closed in December 2008.

In December 2008, the Charter of the Association of Southeast Asian
Nations (ASEAN) entered into force, and the developments concern-
ing the establishment of an ASEAN human rights body, as foreseen in
the Charter, are a reason for hope. The mandate of the human rights
body will be defined in the course of 2009: terms of reference will be
proposed by a high level panel appointed by the ASEAN Governments,
and then adopted by the Committee of Ministers of Foreign Affairs.
There are serious risks that this mandate will be very limited (promo-
tion rather than protection of human rights), but civil society in the
ASEAN region is very much mobilised for this body to be independent,

effective and open to civil society participation.

In such a context, acts of repression against human rights defenders in
2008 by both State and non-State actors remained widespread in Asia.
In particular, defenders seeking to expose violations (past or present)
by the authorities or armed opposition groups, and secking redress
for such violations, were victims of extrajudicial killings (Bangladesh,
Cambodia, Nepal, Philippines, Sri Lanka, Thailand); arbitrary arrests
and condemnation to harsh prison sentences were also registered in
several countries in the region (Cambodia, Indonesia, Iran, Malaysia,
Viet Nam). Furthermore, impunity remained the rule for acts of reprisals
committed against defenders in the entire region, the perpetrators, be
they State or non-State actors, continuing to go unpunished.

Use of repressive legislation to curtail the rights to freedoms
of expression, assembly and association

In the Asian region, human rights defenders continued in 2008 to
work in a restrictive environment characterised by repressive legisla-
tion abusively used to curtail the rights to freedoms of expression,
assembly and association. Under the guise of national security, human
rights defenders were arbitrarily arrested and condemned to harsh
prison sentences (China, Iran, Malaysia, Viet Nam). In Thailand,
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the leése-majesté law was increasingly used to silence dissenting voices,
while the adoption in 2008 of the Law on Electronic Information and
Transactions in Indonesia, which includes harsh penalties for defama-
tion, represented an additional threat to freedom of expression.

Legislation seeking to control the activities of NGOs (through, for
example, restricting funding) or criminalising the activities of human
rights organisations also continued to prevent defenders from carrying
out their activities freely: in China, restrictions on the establishment
of independent NGOs and trade unions persisted; in Indonesia, the
Ministry of Home Affairs approved in August 2008 a decree requir-
ing State approval of foreign funding of Indonesian organisations. It
is feared that the new regulation might be used to impede freedom of
association in the country, in particular through restricting foreign fund-
ing of NGOs wanting to monitor the 2009 legislative and presidential
elections. Besides, the Bank of Indonesia also issued in December 2008
a policy that request all banks in Indonesia to ask their customers about
the usage of money received abroad. Finally, in Camébodia, the restric-
tive environment to human rights activities was highlighted when, in
September 2008, Prime Minister Hun Sen announced that the Law on
Associations and NGOs would be a priority for the new Government.
It is feared that this law will introduce regulations to repress the activi-

ties and restrict funding of NGOs.

Defenders at risks in areas of conflict and disaster zones

In countries undergoing internal conflict or deep political crisis (such
as Bangladesh, India, Indonesia, Nepal, Pakistan, the Philippines, Sri
Lanka, Thailand), the situation for human rights defenders was par-
ticularly precarious. Not only did increased military presence adversely
affect the capacity of human rights defenders to carry out their work, but
they were also open to attack from all sides to the conflict. In milita-
rised areas, the authorities either failed to protect defenders (frequently
caught up in the conflict) and take action against the perpetrators
of violence (India, Nepal, the Philippines, Sri Lanka), or the police,
paramilitary and other security forces committed violations themselves

(Bangladesh, India, the Philippines, Sri Lanka, Thailand).

Moreover, human rights defenders were frequently demonised by
the authorities or Government-supporters as “terrorists”, separatists or
supporters of anti-State forces (India, Indonesia, the Philippines, Sri
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Lanka, Thailand) in order to discredit their activities and saw their
activities restricted through surveillance and monitoring (Indonesia),
criminalisation, attacks on freedoms of expression and assembly, inter-
rogation, arrests, detention and fabricated charges (India, Indonesia,
the Philippines, Sri Lanka, Thailand).In these areas, anyone criticising
Government policy or exposing violations were at risk of attack, as were
those who were critical of the actions of armed groups. For example,
in 877 Lanka, journalists reporting on human rights violations were
threatened, intimidated, violently assaulted and even murdered, and in
Nepal journalists received death threats. Additionally, journalists, both
national and foreign, were frequently prevented from covering protests
in conflict areas (China), from accessing conflict zones (8§77 Lanka) and
from reporting on natural disasters (Burma, China).

Obstacles were also faced by intergovernmental organisations, such
as UN aid agencies and international NGOs in these areas. In addi-
tion to frequently being caught up in internal conflicts, in some States
humanitarian relief workers were denied access to the worst affected
areas and also faced significant travel restrictions (Burma, Sri Lanka).
Aid workers were also the target of threats, abductions (Afghanistan,
the Philippines, Sri Lanka) and even murder (Afghanistan, Sri Lanka).
Additionally, national aid workers, including citizens who attempted to
assist those affected by disasters, were treated with suspicion and were
intimidated, interrogated and arrested in Burma and China.

Human rights lawyers under attack

Lawyers defending human rights activists or involved in cases con-
sidered sensitive by the authorities were frequently targeted. In Burma,
lawyers were detained and sentenced for representing activists. In China,
lawyers saw their freedoms of movement and expression restricted and
also faced detention for the promotion of human rights and, in Sz
Lantka, lawyers representing suspected terrorists were labelled “traitors
to the nation” and were the victims of death threats and physical attacks.
In the Philippines, both lawyers and judges were the victims of attacks,
including acts of harassment, intimidation and murder. In Iran, lawyers
involved in human rights cases were prevented from leaving the country
or victims of slanderous campaigns.
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Silencing the media

In 2008, a restrictive media environment could be seen in most States
in Asia. The media were frequently subjected to tight controls and
intimidated into self-censorship through the use of criminal legislation
rather than civil charges (Indonesia), threats — including death threats
— (Bangladesh), arbitrary arrests and detentions (Bangladesh, Burma,
Sri Lanka, Viet Nam), harsh sentences (Burma, Viet Nam), fabricated
charges (Bangladesh), physical attacks (Bangladesh) and even murder
(Cambodia, Sri Lanka, Thailand). Journalists across the region who
were critical of the authorities frequently faced repression and censor-
ship. For example, those reporting on corruption (Bangladesh, Burma,
Malaysia, Nepal, Thailand, Viet Nam), police malpractice (Bangladesh)
and human rights violations by State security forces (Bangladesh) were
particularly targeted, as were those exposing political scandals, reporting
on protests or criticising Government policies (China, Malaysia, Viet
Nam). In addition to journalists, newspaper organisations were also
frequently intimidated and threatened for writing reports critical of
the authorities (Bangladesh), refused publishing licences (Malaysia) or
were shut down or suspended for alleged failure to comply with censor-
ship rules (Burma). Cyber-dissidents and the Internet also came under
attack. Websites were frequently blocked or shut down by the authori-
ties (Iran, Malaysia, Thailand) or were directly censored (China). In
Burma, Internet cafes were required to monitor and report on user
activity to the military. Cyber-dissidents expressing political opinions
and reporting critically on Government policies received harsh sen-
tences in Burma and were harassed and detained in China.

Defenders of economic, social and cultural rights —
a favourite target of repression

In addition to defenders of civil and political rights, those protecting
and promoting trade union and labour rights and protesting against
forced evictions continued to face repression in 2008.

Trade union and labour rights activists

Trade union activists remained targeted in many countries, through
arbitrary arrests and detention (Bangladesh, Iran, South Korea), some-
times deportation (South Korea), fines and physical attacks ([ran) and
assassination (¢he Philippines). In China, restrictions continue to prevail
in law and in practice on the establishment of independent trade
unions, as was the case in Laos, North Korea or Viet Nam. In addition
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to restrictions on trade union activities, those campaigning for labour
rights and investigating violations came under attack; two activists were
detained for investigating working conditions in Bangladesh, a labour
activist working against the recruitment of child soldiers and forced
labour was imprisoned in Burma, and protesters in the garment indus-
try were physically injured in Cambodia.

Defenders advocating for the right to land, against forced evictions
and illegal exploitation of natural resources

In many States, community activists and defenders advocating for
the right to land, adequate housing and against illegal exploitation of
natural resources came under attack from the authorities. Collusion of
the authorities with private groups having strong economic interests
was common in the region and those challenging those huge economic
interests were facing high risks. In China, people mobilised against
forced evictions from their home or their land were assaulted, and those
in detention faced harsh sentences, harassment and ill-treatment and
torture. In Cambodia and the Philippines, repression took the form of
surveillance, physical assault, threats, arrests, detentions and fabricated
criminal charges. Further, a significant number of peasant activists in
the Philippines were the victim of enforced disappearances, torture and
extrajudicial executions. Whilst many of these attacks were committed
by State forces, some were attributed to non-State actors including
landowners. In India, defenders of indigenous land rights were arrested
and accused of having links with armed Maoist groups. In Indonesia,
land right activists in the conflict area of Aceh were arrested and con-
victed after distributing leaflets relating to evictions from a palm oil
plantation.

Repression of women’s rights defenders

Those fighting for equality or advocating women’s economic, social
and cultural rights faced repression in the form of death threats and
harsh sentences (Afghanistan) and murder (Nepal). In Indonesia,
defenders of women’s human rights were particularly vulnerable to
violence by Islamic fundamentalists. In Pakistan, people committed to
the defence of women’s rights also remained targeted in the context
of the heightened repressive actions of extremist groups. In Iran, the
authorities continued their systematic campaign of repression against
the “One Million Signatures Campaign”, which calls for the end of

legal discrimination against women, through harassment, restrictions to
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freedom of movement, interrogations, arrests, setting of high bail and
harsh sentences. Websites were also blocked. In India, those fighting
against human trafficking and forced prostitution were the victims of
threats, intimidation and fabricated cases.

Repression of defenders of indigenous and minority rights

Defenders of indigenous and minority rights were also targeted by
the authorities. In Bangladesh, indigenous activists in the Chittagong
Hill Tracts were victims of arrest and re-arrest as well as continuous
harassment. In India, repression of promoters of the rights of Dalits
and other marginalised communities took the form of opposition to
accreditation of national human rights organisations, physical attacks
and threats. In Jran, detention and harsh sentences were used to repress
defenders of Kurdish human rights, whilst defenders of other minori-
ties received death threats and were the target of slandering campaigns.
In Malaysia, non-Muslim NGOs were threatened not to interfere in
Muslim affairs and the Hindu Rights Action Force (HINDRAF),
fighting against the marginalisation of Indian Malaysians, was banned
by the Government, whilst five of its leaders continued to be detained
without trial in deplorable conditions as of the end of 2008.

Urgent Interventions issued by The Observatory in 2008 on a
country of the region for which there is no Country Fact-sheet!

Countr Names of human Violations Intervention Date of
J rights defenders Reference Issuance

AFGHANISTAN Mr. Pervez Death sentence/ | Urgent Appeal | February 20,

Kambaksh Arbitrary AFG 001/0208/ 2008
detention 0BS 023
Urgent Appeal | October 23,
AFG 001/0208/ 2008
0BS 023.1

1./ See the Compilation of cases in the CD-Rom attached to this report.
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SOUSAN TAHMASEBI
A member of the One Million Signatures Campaign,
in lran

The situation of Iranian women is paradoxical. Sixty-five percent
of university students are female, the fertility rate in Iran stands at
2.9%, the average age of marriage is 25, women are lawyers, doctors,
entrepreneurs, even members of Parliament. Still Iranian women face
structural and legal constraints. Most importantly, Iranian law discrimi-
nates against women. To address the disparity between the social and
legal status of women, we started a Campaign, called the One Million
Signatures Campaign. We use a face to face approach to engage in
discussions with the public and to raise awareness and educate fellow
citizens about the negative impact of discriminatory laws on women’s
lives and on society as a whole. Additionally, in the framework of the
Campaign we collect signatures in support of a petition addressed to
Parliament asking them to reform laws that discriminate against women.
In the Campaign we are seeking: equal rights for women in marriage,
equal rights for women to obtain divorce, the right for women to have
the guardianship and custody of their children, an end to polygamy and
temporary marriage, an increase in the age of criminal responsibility to
18 years old for girls and boys, equal compensation for bodily injury and
death (blood money) for women, equal inheritance rights for women,
equal testimony rights for women in court, the right for women to pass
on their nationality to their spouses and children, and an end to laws
that reduce punishments for honour killings.

Despite the peaceful and civic nature of the approach we use in the
Campaign, we have systematically faced security pressure. We have
been denied space for convening our meetings and have been forced
to hold meetings in our homes. But these meetings are not tolerated
either and they have repeatedly been broken up by police and security
forces. Our members have been summoned for interrogation, sum-
moned to court for questioning, they have been arrested for collecting
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signatures, for writing on our website, or for holding meetings in their
homes, inculpated with security charges such as endangering national
security, and some have even been sentenced to prison. In an effort to
isolate activists in the Campaign from the international community
and to minimize the international support they receive, many have
even been barred from travelling abroad. During interrogations, activ-
ists are often denied access to lawyers and they are often charged with
vaguely worded security charges for their peaceful activism on behalf
of women’s rights.

In relation to a peaceful protest we organised in June 12, 2006 in
support of women’s rights, I was charged with endangering national
security and sentenced to two years in prison, six months of which is
mandatory. My case is still in appeal. On the day of my trial, along with
four others, our friends gathered outside the courtroom to support us.
When police began arresting them, we too exited the courtroom and
were arrested. Thirty-three women’s rights activists were imprisoned
on that day (March 4, 2006). I have also been barred from travelling
on several occasions, and recently, my home was also searched and my
property seized. But none of us are deterred by these pressures. We
believe that the work that we do is in fact legal and we believe that
change is always difficult but we are willing to continue to pay a price
to ensure that the legal status of Iranian women is in line with their
social gains.

International human rights organisations like FIDH and OMCT, in
the framework of the Observatory for the Protection of Human Rights
Defenders, have always been very supportive of Campaign activists as
they have faced pressures and crackdowns. International human rights
organisations play a critical role in bringing national and international
attention to our cause and giving us support when we face harassment,
arrest and violation of our rights. This type of publicity encourages the
Government to re-evaluate its treatment of peaceful activists, like the
ones involved in the Campaign. It’s nice to know that there are people
out there who care and are watching and supporting us in our struggle
for women’s rights.
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Political context

Despite both domestic and international calls, the state of emergency
declared by President Iajuddin Ahmed on January 11, 2007 was not
lifted until December 16, 2008, twelve days before national elections.
Under the draconian legal framework of the emergency powers — the
Emergency Powers Ordinance (EPO) and the Emergency Power Rules
(EPR), both issued in January 2007 —, the police and the military
continued to arrest and detain thousands of people without charge or
trial, violating basic due process rights!. The decision of the Appellate
Division of the Supreme Court on April 23,2008 that the prohibition
on considering bail applications in EPR matters applied to all courts
(including the Supreme Court itself) further exacerbated the situation,
giving carte blanche to the Government to arrest and detain those con-
sidered as a threat. Torture of persons in custody, in some cases even
leading to death, continued to be routine as did extrajudicial killings by
the security forces, in particular the Rapid Action Battalion (RAB) and
the police?. Impunity also continued to prevail with no RAB or other
law enforcement agent being held accountable for any killing.

In the course of 2008, the unelected Caretaker Government, which
by its very nature had no authority to promulgate legislation unless it
related to the holding of general elections3, passed or brought into effect

1./ In 2008, the human rights NGO Odhikar recorded 50,215 cases of arbitrary arrests. See Odhikar,
Human Rights Report 2008, January 15, 2009.

2./1n 2008, Odhikar recorded 149 extrajudicial cases (See report above-mentioned), and the NGO
Hotline Human Rights recorded 168 extrajudicial killings by RAB and police forces.

3./ The High Court Division of the Supreme Court of Bangladesh made this ruling on July 13, 2008
and also declared all ordinances made by the Caretaker Government to be unconstitutional,
although it stayed this order for one month. See Asian Legal Resources Centre, Bangladesh:
Prolonged State of Emergency threatening the judiciary and human rights defenders’ ability to
work, August 21, 2008.
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122 controversial laws. The Anti-Terrorism Ordinance, promulgated on
June 11,2008 without any prior consultation or public debate, contains
a very broad definition of terrorist acts, which includes property crimes
as well as physical attacks, contrary to recommendations by the UN4. It
also allows the Government to ban an organisation based on “reason-
able allegations” of involvement in terrorist activities, criminalises the
financing of terrorist groups where there is “reasonable suspicion” that
money may be used for terrorist activities’, and criminalises speech in
support of a banned organisation, without the requirement to show that
the speech incited criminal conduct®. The Ordinance could be used
as a tool to persecute the political opposition, human rights defend-
ers, trade unionists and other activists under the guise of ensuring the
security of the State.

Two ordinances were adopted which, at first glance, appeared to pro-
mote human rights: the Right to Information Ordinance (October 20,
2008) and the National Human Rights Commission Ordinance
(September 1, 2008). However, both have a number of shortcomings.
A large number of authorities are excluded from the scope of the Right
to Information Ordinance; some of these exceptions are legitimate, oth-
ers are not, such as the blanket exclusion of information relating to tax,
exchange rates, interest rates and the monitoring or administration of

4./ See Report by the Secretary General's High Level Panel on threats, challenges and changes,
A more secure world: a shared responsibility, 2004, in which the High Level Panel proposed the
following definition: “any action, in addition to actions already specified by the existing conventions
on aspects of terrorism, the Geneva Conventions and Security Council resolution 1566 (2004) that is
intended to cause death or serious bodily harm to civilians or non-combatants, when the purpose
of such an act, by its nature or context, is to intimidate a population, or to compel a Government
or an international organization to do or to abstain from doing any act”. In his recommendations
following a visit to Turkey, the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of human rights
and fundamental freedoms while countering terrorism stated that definitions of crimes constituting
acts of terrorism should be confined to “acts of deadly or otherwise grave violence against persons
or the taking of hostages” (See UN Document No. E/CN.4/2006/98/Add.2, March 24, 2006).

5./ This is a lower standard of proof than the criminal law requirement of “beyond a reasonable
doubt”.

6./ This is contrary to freedom of expression under international law.
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economic bodies”. The National Human Rights Commission Ordinance
provides for the establishment of an “independent” body to safeguard
rights. This independence is, however, questionable, as the Commission
will rely on grants and contributions from the Government, and mem-
bers of the Commission will be selected by a committee predominantly
made up of Government officials. Furthermore, the Ordinance provides
for the resolution of cases by arbitration or mediation, which may dis-
courage or prevent criminal action against perpetrators.

At the very end of the year, on December 29, 2008, national elec-
tions took place, which saw the victory of the Grand Alliance led by
the Awani League of former Prime Minister Sheikh Hasina, who won
more than 75% of seats at the National Assembly.

Harassment of those seeking to expose human rights
violations

In 2008, human rights organisations and defenders continued to be
harassed by the authorities. This frequently took the form of threats as
well as the monitoring of activities and funding sources. For example,
Odhikar, a Bangladeshi organisation monitoring human rights viola-
tions, received intimidating calls from various intelligence agencies in
2008 and on May 27,2008 its offices were visited by a person claiming
to be the Deputy Assistant Director of National Security Intelligence,
who stated that he was to investigate Odhikar’s activities and asked a
number of questions regarding funding and on-going projects. When
asked, he refused to show any official identification or authorisa-
tion for the investigation, claiming that he was entitled to carry out
the investigation without official authorisation. A further example is
Dr. Hasan, a leading member of the War Crimes Fact Finding
Committee, who received death threats after the publication on April
3, 2008 of a list of people allegedly responsible for war crimes during
the War of Independence in 1971. This highlights the culture of impu-

7./ The Ordinance provides eight security and intelligence agencies are totally excluded from the
purview of this law. They are: National Security Intelligence Agency (NSI), Directorate of Forces
Intelligence (DGFI), Defence Intelligence Units, Criminal Investigation Department of Bangladesh
Police (CID), Special Security Forces (SSF), National Revenue Board’s Intelligence Cell, Special
Branch of Bangladesh Police, RAB Intelligence Cells. Most of these agencies are responsible for
serious human rights violations. This provision generates the unaccountability of said agencies.
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nity that began with the failure to prosecute those responsible for war
crimes during the War of Independence and persists today.

Continuing restrictions on freedoms of assembly
and association

At the beginning of November 2008, the Government partially relaxed
the restrictions under the EPR on freedoms of expression, assembly
and association. However, this applied only to meetings, gatherings
and rallies that were related to the upcoming elections. Human rights
defenders and other civil society groups were therefore still prohibited
from exercising these fundamental rights and the security forces as well
as non-State actors continued to clamp down on any protest. For exam-
ple, on March 30, 2008, at least ten people were injured whilst trying to
prevent the eviction of the socio-cultural organisation “Lekhak Shibir”
(Writers’ Guild) by hoodlums, who considered that the activities of the
organisation were anti-Islamic, and who were assisted by the security
forces. Three days later, cultural activists who were standing in a human
chain protesting against the illegal eviction were again attacked by
hoodlums in the presence of security forces.

Silencing the media

Throughout 2008, the Government continued its control over the
media and journalists: 115 incidents of violence against journalists or
pressure on freedom of expression were recorded®. Threats (including
death threats), arrests, fabricated charges and physical attacks were all
used to intimidate the media into self-censorship. Newspapers received
intimidating calls or visits from law enforcement agencies threatening
them not to publish reports that were critical of the Government and
journalists were threatened with arrest without a warrant to prevent
them writing such reports.

In that context, journalists reporting on human rights violations,
harassment and corruption by the security forces and officials were
particular targets. For example, Mr. Jahangir Alam Akash, a journalist
who was initially arrested and imprisoned on an extortion charge on
October 24, 2007, but then released on bail at the end of November
2007, continued to face harassment in 2008. On January 7, 2008, a

8./ See Odhikar, Human Rights Report 2008, January 15, 2009.
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new warrant for his arrest for extortion was issued. On October 21,
2008, Mr. Akash appeared before a magistrate. At this hearing, the
prosecution reportedly guided and prompted witnesses in recalling
evidence against him, leading to concerns that he is being denied due
legal process. This ongoing harassment and abuse of legal process are
believed to be a result of his investigative reporting of extrajudicial
killings and other human rights abuses by law enforcement agencies
and corruption as well as his allegations of torture whilst in custody?.
Another journalist faced an attack by prison guards on May 24, 2008.
Mr. Mirza Shakil, a reporter for The Daily Star, was severely beaten
by the guards, when working on a report on the harassment of visitors
and corruption in the local prison. No action has been taken against
the prison officials or the guards®.

On March 28,2008, Mr. Robiul Islam, a journalist for The Sunshine,
a Rajshahi-based newspaper, was arrested at his house without a war-
rant and taken to Durgapur police station where he was detained for
approximately 12 hours until two a.m. the following morning. During
his custody, the police intimidated him into signing a confession admit-
ting his involvement in a robbery case. It was only after his relatives
intervened and provided statements from the victim of the robbery
confirming that Mr. Islam was not involved and from a suspect who
confirmed he had been coerced into making a statement implicat-
ing Mr. Islam, that the police released him. Mr. Islam had written a
number of reports of police malpractice, including arrests on fabricated
charges and subsequent extortion of money from those detained, and
it is believed that his arrest and detention were in retaliation for his
reports revealing police malpractices.

Labour rights activists remained a target

With the lift of the state of emergency on December 16, 2008, all
the bans that had been put in place were cancelled by the Government,
including the ban on trade union activities. This enabled trade unions
to hold elections on December 17, for the first time in 18 months.
However, in practice, they were still not allowed to conduct other activi-
ties, therefore being forced to remain as ineffective as under the EPR.

9./ See IFEX Press Release, October 28, 2008.
10./ See Hotline Human Rights, Hotline Newsletter, April-May 2008, 15411 Issue.
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Indeed, throughout the emergency period, although the Government
allowed professional organisations of lawyers and university professors
to carry out their activities, blue collar workers and their trade-unions
were not allowed to do so, therefore having no means of pressing for
their demands, in particular for higher wages, which led to unrest and
violence. In the course of campaigning for full payment of wages and
other labour rights, many workers in jute mills and garment factories
were arrested for violating the state of emergency.

In addition to restrictions on trade unions, labour rights activists
were threatened, subjected to constant surveillance and also arrested
under the EPR. For instance, early in January 2008, the Government
brought criminal charges for breach of the EPR against several leading
trade unionists, including members of the Bangladesh Independent
Garment Workers’ Union Federation (BIGUF). On January 22, 2008,
Mr. Ranjit Halder, a Bangladeshi employee of the American Centre for
International Labour Solidarity, was arrested and briefly detained after
taking part in a workers’ rights clinic. On January 24,2008, Mr. Mehedi
Hasan of the Workers Rights Consortium (WRC) was arrested in
Dhaka by the Bangladesh Intelligence Service. The WRC is an inde-
pendent labour rights monitoring organisation that carries out investi-
gations of working conditions in factories worldwide. Mr. Hasan, had
been carrying out a monitoring mission in Bangladesh, together with
Mr. Bent Gehrt, WRC South East Asia Field Director and a Danish
national. Mr. Hasan was remanded to police custody on January 25,
2008 for the purposes of “further interrogation”. He was released on
February 3, 2008 with no charges against him. Mr. Gehrt was arrested
and interrogated for about an hour at Dhaka airport as he was about
to board a plane to Thailand. He was released after being questioned
about his and Mr. Hasan’s activities over the past few weeks.

Repression against indigenous and minority rights’ defenders

Following the horrific torture and resulting death of Mr. Cholesh
Ritchil, leader of the Garo community, in March 2007, the security
forces and army continued in 2008 the repression of indigenous and
minority rights defenders. Frequently, this took the form of re-arrests
of indigenous activists, particularly in the Chittagong Hill Tracts
(CHT), soon after their release or bail from court, so as to keep them
in detention for months. For example, Mr. Rang Lai Mro, an indig-
enous Murong community leader and head of the NGO Mrochet in
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the CHT, remained detained throughout 2008 in Chittagong District
Jail and refused medical treatment, despite a serious heart condition
which could lead to a heart attack at any time. Mr. Rang Lai Mro, who
had been arrested on January 27, 2007, was finally released on bail on
January 8, 2009. In 2007, Mr. Rang Lai Mro had been convicted and
sentenced to 17 years’ imprisonment after an unfair trial for possession
of an unlicensed pistol. Following his arrest, he was hospitalised after
being severely beaten by army officers and it was discovered that he
had suffered a heart attack. The torture inflicted by the army officers
has never been investigated. It is believed that Mr. Rang Lai Mro was
targeted as a result of his activities to improve facilities for the Mro

people in the CHT.

Urgent Interventions issued by the Observatory in 2008%

LSO T Violations JepEniey Date of Issuance
rights defenders Reference
Mr. Mehedi Hasan Arbitrary arrest / | Urgent Appeal BGD | January 29, 2008
and Mr. Bent Gehrt Interrogation 001/0108/0BS 012
Release Urgent Appeal BGD | February 4, 2008

001/0108/0BS 012.1

11./ See the Compilation of cases in the CD-Rom attached to this report.
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Political context

Perhaps the most significant event of 2008 in Burma was the grave
humanitarian crisis caused by Cyclone Nargis, which hit the country on
May 2-3, 2008, resulting in an estimated 140,000 dead or missing and
an estimated 2.4 million people severely affected!. Despite immediate
offers of humanitarian assistance from the international community,
the Burmese authorities initially denied international humanitarian aid
operations access to the affected areas and refused to grant visas to aid
workers and humanitarian experts. This restricted access exacerbated
the already colossal scale of the disaster. When the regime did finally
accept humanitarian aid, reports were made of corrupt practices in the
distribution of aid and the diversion of aid funds for personal benefit2.
There were also reports of numerous human rights violations commit-
ted by members of the ruling State Peace and Development Council
(SPDC) following the cyclone, including the recruitment of child sol-
diers, forced labour of cyclone survivors to carry out reconstruction
work, confiscation of farmland and forced return of internally displaced
persons to areas where they did not have access to aid3.

The other key political event occurred shortly after Cyclone Nargis
hit the country. A new Constitution, which had been finalised by the
SPDC in February 2008, was adopted through a referendum held
on May 10 and 24, 2008. Despite the devastation caused by Cyclone
Nargis and calls by the United Nations Secretary-General, Mr. Ban
Ki-moon, to focus attention on and dedicate all resources to the emer-
gency humanitarian response as a matter of priority, the authorities

1./ See UN Document A/63/356, Situation of human rights in Myanmar: Report of the Secretary-
General, September 17, 2008.
2./ See Alternative ASEAN Network on Burma (ALTSEAN), Burma Bulletin Issue 22, October 2008.
3./ See ALTSEAN, Burma Bulletin Issue 22, October 2008. See also UN Press Release, June 18, 2008.
4./ See UN Document A/63/356, Situation of human rights in Myanmar: Report of the Secretary-
General, September 17, 2008.
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decided to go ahead with the referendum on May 10, 2008, only post-
poning the referendum until May 24 for those areas most affected by
the cyclone. The run up to the referendum was marked by a number
of irregularities, intensified intimidation and violence by the regime
to exert pressure on the people to ensure they vote in favour of the
Constitution, as well as severe restrictions on access to information and
on freedoms of expression, assembly and association to discourage any
informed substantial public debate on the Constitution. Criticism of
and opposition to the draft constitution and referendum were expressly
proscribed by domestic laws5 and the whole process was described as
being “devoid of any democratic legitimacy”. The reported result that
92.48 per cent approved the Constitution therefore lacks credibility.
The National League for Democracy (NLD) and various groups? for-
mally announced their rejection of the Constitution and the process
by which it was adopted. The new Constitution calls for a multiparty
democracy with regular elections?, yet it bars Ms. Aung San Suu Kyi
— whose house arrest was extended for another year in May 2008 —
from running for election as President of the Union of Myanmar. The
Constitution was also criticised as it maintains the military’s dominant
role in politics? and because the drafting process did not allow for input
from other stakeholders®.

Following Cyclone Nargis, the Burmese Government authorised a
visit by Mr. Ban Ki-moon, which took place on May 22-23, 2008, the
first visit of a UN Secretary-General to the country in 44 years. The
newly appointed UN Special Rapporteur on the situation of human
rights in Myanmar, Mr. Tomds Ojea Quintana, also visited the coun-
try in August 2008 and the Special Adviser to the Secretary-General

5./ See UN Document A/63/341, Situation of human rights in Myanmar: Note by the Secretary-
General, September 5, 2008.

6./ See European Parliament Press Release, April 24, 2008.

7/ Including the United Nationalities Alliance, the “88 Generation” students’ group, the All Burma
Monks’ Alliance, the ALl Burma Federation of Student Unions and a number of exile groups with
constituencies inside Burma. See UN Document A/63/356, Situation of human rights in Myanmar:
Report of the Secretary-General, September 17, 2008.

8./ The first regular election is due to take place in 2010.

9./ See Dr. Ibrahim Gambari, Special Adviser to the Secretary-General on Myanmar, in an interview
with the Straits Times, Singapore, March 26, 2008.

10./ See UN Document A/63/356, Situation of human rights in Myanmar: Report of the Secretary-
General, September 17, 2008.
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made a number of visits throughout the year. However, whilst this may
be viewed as progress, plans for the UN Secretary-General to make
a further visit in December 2008 were called into question when the
UN Secretary-General said that he would cancel his planned visit to
Burma if the SPDC failed to make any discernible progress in imple-
menting democratic reforms, which would include the release of Ms.
Aung San Suu Kyi and other political prisoners. In the end, Mr. Ban
did not go to Burma®.

On September 23, 2008, the regime took some positive steps when it
released eight political prisoners. However, the hope that more prison-
ers would be released was short-lived when Ms. Aung San Suu Kyi’s
personal assistant, Mr. Win Htein, one of those released, was re-arrested
within 17 hours, followed by the arrest of nine NLD members on
November 27*2. Indeed, despite repeated requests for release of politi-
cal prisoners by the international community, the political repression
intensified throughout 2008, with the number of political prisoners
increasing from 1,192 in June 2007 to 2,123 in September 2008%.

In 2008, Burma remained characterised by its severe repression of all
human rights activities.

Crackdown on freedom of assembly

In Burma, anyone campaigning for the respect of human rights or
for democracy continued in 2008 to face heavy repression from the
military regime. This repression was stepped up after the protests of
September 2007 — frequently referred to as the “Saffron Revolution”—,
through the use of its draconian “security laws” and spurious legal pro-
ceedings®. The majority of those targeted in 2008 had some connection
with or involvement in the 2007 demonstrations, either through direct

11./ See ALTSEAN, Burma Bulletin Issue 22, October 2008.

12./ See US Campaign for Burma and European Parliament Resolution P6_TA-PROV(2008)10-23,
October 23, 2008.

13./ Including the European Parliament, the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, the UN
Security Council, the UN Human Rights Council, the UN General Assembly and the UN Special
Rapporteur on the human rights situation in Myanmar.

14./ See Assistance Association for Political Prisoners (AAPP) and US Campaign for Burma, The
Future in the Dark: The Massive Increase in Burma’s Political Prisoners, September 2008.

15./ See ALTSEAN Press Release, September 22, 2008.
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participation in the protests or through attempts to provide accounts
of or visual information regarding the crackdown. Monks were also the
victims of harassment, arrests and arbitrary detentions. For example, in
September 2008, the authorities increased their presence in and around
monasteries, as well as their surveillance of monks’ activities and also
imposed travel restrictions?.

In May 2008, about 127 persons were arrested in connection with
the referendum. Between July and September 2008, at least 91 political
activists and human rights defenders were arrested and at least 60 were
sentenced to imprisonment. Many of these arrests and imprisonments
were related to their involvement in the September 2007 protests? or
in response to a crackdown by the regime in August, fearing a wave of
demonstrations to commemorate the 20th anniversary of the uprising
on August 8, 1988 and again in September, in the days leading up to
the anniversary of the Saffron Revolution®.

Towards the end of the year, the regime stepped up court actions
against political activists, monks, nuns, journalists and labour activists,
many of whom were convicted during summary secret trials held in
prisons. In November 2008 alone, more than one hundred detained
activists and monks were sentenced. The international community
expressed deep concern about these harsh and excessive sentences
imposed on activists after unfair trials, without legal representation?.
For instance, on November 11,2008, Ms. Nilar Thein was sentenced to
65 years’ imprisonment, and was transferred to Thayet prison, Magwe
division, about 225 miles away from Rangoon. Ms. Nilar Thein was one
of the leading woman activists involved in the early protest marches in
August 2007; she went into hiding to escape the regime’s crackdown.
Whilst in hiding, Ms. Nilar Thein continued to issue public appeals

16./ See ALTSEAN, Burma Bulletin Issue 21, September 2008.

17/ See AAPP and US Campaign for Burma, The Future in the Dark: The Massive Increase in Burma’s
Political Prisoners, September 2008.

18./ See ALTSEAN, Burma Bulletin Issue 20, August 2008, and Burma Bulletin Issue 21, September
2008.

19./ See UN Press Release, November 12, 2008; Declaration by the EU Presidency on the prison
sentences handed down to human rights activists in Burma, November 12, 2008; and ASEAN Inter-
Parliamentary Myanmar Caucus’ Statement, November 12, 2008. Various States also expressed
their concern, including the UK, Canada and the USA.
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calling for the international community to take action in resolving
the grave human rights abuses that women suffer under the military
regime in Burma. However she was arrested on September 10, 2008.
Likewise, Ms. Su Su Nway, labour activist and a member of the youth
wing of the NLD, was sentenced on November 11 to 12 years and a
half in prison. She was arrested on November 13, 2007 during a UN
visit to Myanmar to investigate the September 2007 crackdown, after
attempting to put up leaflets near the hotel where a UN investigator
was staying?. Concerns were also raised by the international com-
munity about the harsh conditions of detention, including the use of
torture and forced labour, as well as the denial of medical treatment?.

Repression against human rights lawyers

Human rights lawyers defending activists involved in particular in the
Saffron Revolution were also targeted by the authorities. For example,
on October 30, 2008, Mr. Nyi Nyi Htwe and Mr. Saw Kyaw Kyaw
Min were sentenced to six months’imprisonment for “interruption and
insulting the judiciary proceedings” due to their involvement in the
defence of 11 NLD youths. On November 7, 2008, two NLD lawyers,
Mr. U Aung Thein and Mr. U Khin Maung Shein, were sentenced
to four months’ imprisonment by the Supreme Court for contempt of
court, after they tried to withdraw their representation of four activists,
who had instructed them to withdraw given that they had no confi-
dence in the judiciary system, and had therefore concluded that they no
longer needed defence lawyers and would no longer cooperate with the
court. As these two lawyers represent over 100 democracy activists, their
imprisonment may result in the trials of detained activists continuing
without any defence lawyer?.

20./ Ms. Su Su Nway was the first person to successfully prosecute local authorities for their
practice of forced labour in 2005. She had already been imprisoned after successfully taking
legal action against village authorities over their use of forced labour. The officials concerned
received prison terms, following which Ms. Su Su Nway was charged with criminal intimidation
and sentenced to 18 months in jail in October 2005. She was later released in June 2006. See US
Campaign for Burma.

21./ See UN Press Release, February 5, 2008; European Parliament Resolution P6_TA-
PROV(2008)10-23, October 23, 2008.

22./ See US Campaign for Burma.
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Repression against media workers and cyber-dissidents

Following the Saffron Revolution in September 2007, the military
also intensified its crackdown on the media. In 2008, journalists and
bloggers, who reported on and sent footage of the regime’s brutal
repression of the protests, were arrested and imprisoned, and publica-
tions were banned or suspended for allegedly failing to comply with
the Government’s censorship legislation. For example, on February
15, 2008, the police raided the offices of Myo Myanmar (“Myanmar
Nation”) in Yangon and arrested its Editor-in-chief, Mr. Thet Zin, and
its Office Manager, Mr. Sein Win Maung (alias Ko Soe). The police
found and confiscated video footage of the September 2007 protests,
a copy of the UN Special Rapporteur’s report and several books and
disks. The Government banned the publication and distribution of
Myo Myanmar on February 19, 2008 and, in early March 2008,
charged Messrs. Thet Zin and Sein Win Maung under the Printers
and Publishers Registration Law. On November 28, 2008, they were
both sentenced to seven years’ imprisonment?.

Cyber-dissidents also continued to be arrested and imprisoned for
attempting to express their political opinion and also for posting infor-
mation relating to the September 2007 protests. For example, the blog-
ger Mr. Nay Phone Latt (alias Nay Myo Kyaw) was arrested on January
29,2008 and then sentenced on November 10 to twenty years in prison
for crimes against public tranquillity and offences under video and elec-
tronics laws in relation to his web-postings and reports of the protests
in September 200724. The Burmese military also paralysed Internet
access to the free media, with Internet café owners being required to
monitor and report on user’s activity to the military?.

Journalists exposing corruption were also targeted. For example,
Messrs. Tun Tun Thein and Khin Maung Aye, respectively reporter
and Editor of the News Watch Journal, were arrested on November 7,
2008 and sentenced to three months’ imprisonment for respectively

23./ See US Campaign for Burma and also UN Document A/HRC/7/24, Report of the Special
Rapporteur on the situation of human right in Myanmar, March 7, 2008.

24./ See US Campaign for Burma.

25./ See US Campaign for Burma and also European Parliament Resolution P6_TA-PROV(2008)10-23
of October 23, 2008.
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writing and editing an article published in July 2008 that exposed
corruption within the judiciary?.

Repression against labour activists

Labour activists were also subjected to arbitrary detention and harsh
sentences. For instance, on September 16, 2008, Mr. U Thet Way, a
labour activist actively working to prevent the recruitment of child
soldiers and forced labour and who had provided information to the
International Labour Organisation (ILO) on these issues, was sen-
tenced to two years’ imprisonment with hard labour. He had been
arrested on January 9, 2008 while attending the trial of Mr. U Ohn
Than, who was arrested for having participated in a sole protest in
Rangoon, after police officials had found and confiscated a memory
stick containing the documents he had sent to the ILO. When he
complained about the police search and confiscation of the memory
stick without a proper warrant, he was charged with “obstruction of
performance of official’s duty”.

Repression against aid workers

In addition to the repression of Burmese activists, 2008 marked
increased restrictions on aid workers from international NGOs. Thus,
in January 2008, officials from the Ministry of Health warned aid
workers that they must comply with the rules and also report on their
activities. Furthermore, travel restrictions were put in place, with foreign
aid workers having to be accompanied by a Ministry’s Liaison Officer
and travel permits for field work being issued for one month only
instead of three?. International NGOs working in health education
and counselling for HIV/AIDS patients in particular were targeted. In
March, NGOs working in this sector were ordered by the authorities
to stop their activities at the grassroots level. This included Save the
Children Fund, Population Services International (PSI), Marie Stopes
International (MSI), Care International in Myanmar (Care-Myanmar)
and World Vision. Moreover, following Cyclone Nargis, the SPDC
arrested 21 individuals for carrying out relief activities in the Irrawaddy
delta, including Mr. Nyan Tun, who was given a 14 years’ imprison-

26./ See US Campaign for Burma.
27/ See UN Document A/HRC/7/18, Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human
rights in Myanmar, March 7, 2008.
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ment sentence in September 20082, and prominent comedian, film
director and activist Zarganar, who was sentenced on November 21
and 27, 2008 to, respectively, 45 years’ and 14 years’ imprisonment for
multiple charges, including “committing disaffection towards the State
and Government by using the Internet”.

Urgent Interventions issued by the Observatory in 20083°

ELES O I Violations iegEnen Date of Issuance
rights defenders Reference
Mr. Nyi Nyi Htwe Arbitrary Urgent Appeal MMR |  October 30, 2008
and Mr. Saw Kyaw | detention /Judicial | 002/1008/0BS 174
Kyaw Min proceedings
Sentencing Urgent Appeal MMR |  October 31, 2008
002/1008/0BS 174.1
Mr. U Thet Way Sentencing / Urgent Appeal MMR | September 24, 2008

Arbitrary detention | 001/0908/0BS 155

28./ On June 27,2008, Mr. Nyan Tun was arrested because he was trying to appeal to the SPDC
headquarters in Nay Pyi Taw about the forcible removal of Nargis victims from a camp in Labutta
Township by local authorities. On September 28, 2008, he was given a 14 years’ imprisonment
at Myaungmya Township Court in Irrawaddy Division. As of the end of 2008, he was detained in
Pegu Division of Tharawaddy prison.

29./ As of the end of 2008, Mr. Zarganar was being held in Myitkyina prison, in Kachin State. See
AAPP, Chronology of Political Prisoners in Burma for January 2009, 2009.

30./ See the Compilation of cases in the CD-Rom attached to this report.
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Political context

The key political event of 2008 in Cambodia was the fourth par-
liamentary elections in July, in which the ruling Cambodian People’s
Party (CPP) increased its majority. Although these elections were not
tainted by the same level of violence shown in previous elections, they
were nonetheless characterised by serious flaws and shortcomings!. The
run-up to the elections was marked by a misuse of State resources by
the CPP through the use of money and gifts from election candidates,
an increasing pressure on opposition IMPs and activists to defect to
the CPP, reprisals against those who refused to defect and a serious
crackdown on the freedoms of expression and information, the ruling
party holding a virtual monopoly on the media. As the elections grew
nearer, violations against non-ruling political activists and journalists
increased, through threats, harassment, intimidation, arrests, physical
assaults, and even murder. Independent or pro-opposition media, in
particular, were the targets of this repression. For example, the radio
station "M 105.25 in Kratie was closed down on May 28,2008 because
it sold airtime to political parties competing against CPP in the elec-
tion?, and Mr. Dam Sith, the Editor-in-chief of Moneaksekar Khmer
(a newspaper affiliated with the Sam Rainsy Party - SRP) and also an
SRP candidate in the national election, was arrested on June 8, 2008,
charged with “defamation and disinformation” and detained in Prey Sar
prison for a week after reporting comments by opposition leader Sam
Rainsy about the role played by the Minister of Foreign Affairs during

1./ It should be noted in particular that many people found their names unaccountably missing
from voter lists on election day and were therefore denied their right to vote.

2./ The Government argued that it had been closed due to violation of a condition in its radio licence
that it had to seek Ministry of Information permission before selling airtime to anyone, despite
there being no requirement for this under Cambodian law.
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the Khmer Rouge regime3. Finally, fears were mounting that Cambodia
could progressively become a one-party State.

In August 2008, the Extraordinary Chambers in the Courts of
Cambodia (ECCC) formally indicted former Khmer Rouge prison
chief Kaing Guek Eav (alias Duch), which would make him the first
leader to stand trial. The ECCC also denied requests by former Khmer
Rouge officials Nuon Chea and Ieng Sary to be examined by court-
appointed medical experts for the purposes of determining fitness to
stand trial and refused a release request by former Khmer Rouge Head
of State Khieu Samphan who had argued that the court had insufficient
evidence to continue his detention. However, despite these develop-
ments, the first trial of Khmer Rouge officials was postponed until 2009
because of appeals and other legal procedures. Further, allegations of
corruption and other irregularities in the management of the ECCC
continued to put the integrity, credibility and independence of the
court at risk4.

Restrictive environment for human rights defenders and NGOs

Throughout the year, but especially in the tense political climate sur-
rounding the elections, human rights defenders were frequently viewed
by the Government as being associated with the opposition and as
advocating against the Government, rather than as counterparts in the
promotion of human rights5. Indeed, severe repression of human rights
defenders and NGOs continued with the criminal justice system, in
particular, frequently being misused as a weapon of intimidation against
community representatives, journalists and trade unionists. NGOs in
the north east of Cambodia (for example in Rattanakiri, Mondolkiri
and Kratie) also reported increased restriction of movement by local
authorities, who have forced them to report their movements and
activities and threatened to close their organisations®.

3./ Mr. Dam Sith was released on bail one week later and the Minister of Foreign Affairs said he
would drop the charges against Mr. Sith. See Report of the Cambodian League for the Promotion
and Defence of Human Rights (LICADHO), Promoting and Defending Human Rights in Cambodia:
January - June 2008, August 2008.

4./ See also Mr. Yash Ghai’s comments to the Human Rights Council, UN Press Release, September
15, 2008.

5./ See Cambodia Centre for Human Rights (CCHR).

6./ Idem.
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This restrictive environment to human rights activities was high-
lighted when, at the first post-election meeting of the Council of
Ministers in September 2008, Mr. Hun Sen announced that the “NGO
law” (the Law on Associations and Non-Governmental Organisations)
would be a priority for the new Government. It is feared that this
law will introduce repressive regulations governing the activities and
tunding of NGOs, which are considered as the only remaining chan-
nel of criticism of the activities of the authorities in a country where
the party in power has an overwhelming majority in Parliament. The
latest version of the draft law was not made public by the Government
but previous versions of the law included complex registration require-
ments that would be onerous for smaller NGOs and community-based
associations. Such requirements would provide the Government with
the opportunity to delay or deny registration to NGOs or associations
it dislikes. Other provisions included the criminalisation of unregis-
tered associations and a prohibition on conducting activities for unde-
fined “political interests”, which could be used to prevent NGOs from
taking up the cases of repressed political activists. The Government
claimed that the law is necessary to ensure that NGOs are not financed
by terrorist groups. However, the link between NGOs and terror-
ism is unwarranted and, given the previous drafts of the law and the
Government’s attitude towards human rights defenders, there is good
reason to fear that the law would be selectively used to restrict legiti-
mate work by civil society organisations working on human rights and
other sensitive issues’.

Furthermore, as already reported in 2007, Mr. Yash Ghai, Special
Representative of the UN Secretary-General for Human Rights in
Cambodia, bore the brunt of some of the Government’s harshest
attacks. 2008 marked no change in this attitude. For instance, Mr. Ghai
faced visa difficulties that prevented him from visiting the country?®.
In September 2008, Mr. Ghai tendered his resignation as Special
Representative, after repeating many of the recommendations the
first Special Representative had made, and citing the failure of the
Cambodian Government to implement many of the recommendations
made by himself and his predecessors as well as the lack of support

7./ See LICADHO.
8./ See UN Press Release, September 15, 2008.
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from the UN and the international community given to him, which,
he said, had merely encouraged Prime Minister Hun Sen to insult him
continuously?.

Finally, 2008 also saw a return of serious repression against the media,
with the murder of Mr. Khim Sambo, a journalist for Moneaksekar
Khmer (“Khmer Conscience”), during the national election campaign
in July — the first such killing of a journalist in five years. On July 11,
2008, less than two weeks before the elections, Mr. Khim Sambo was
shot dead by two men on a motorcycle, in Phnom Penh. His son was
also killed in the attack. Mr. Sambo had written many articles exposing
abuses, corruption and nepotism by high-ranking Government officials,
in particular in the ruling Cambodia People’s Party®®. As of the end of

2008, no one had been arrested for his murder.

Continuing repression against defenders of the right
to land and natural resources

In 2008, it was estimated that 150,000 Cambodians were at risk of
being forcibly evicted as a result of land-grabbing and land disputes.
Community activists who tried to assist their fellow villagers to pro-
tect their land were often targeted, whilst the rich and the powerful
responsible for both the evictions and the repression of defenders of the
right to land continued to enjoy widespread impunity. The authorities
showed themselves to be willing accessories to these actions, assisting in
violent evictions, rather than resolving disputes through peaceful nego-
tiation. A climate of fear, violence and confusion prevailed. In addition,
impunity continued to be a key feature of these violations. The death of
a community activist from Stung Treng, Mr. Seng Sarorn, in July 2007,
and the fatal shootings of two unarmed Preah Vihear villagers during
an eviction in November 2007 had still not been properly investigated
as of the end of 2008. In many cases, human rights defenders them-
selves were subject to criminal investigations and prosecutions, rather
than the perpetrators of violations against them.

” o«

9./ According to Mr. Ghai, Mr. Hun Sen had called him “deranged”, “short term tourist” and “lazy”.
See UN Press Release, September 15, 2008.
10./ See CCHR.
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Heavy police presence, physical assault, threats, arrests, detentions
and groundless and arbitrary criminal charges were all used to intimi-
date community activists and other defenders advocating for the right
to land, adequate housing and against illegal exploitation of natural
resources. In January 2008, Ms. Ros Pouv, a female community rep-
resentative at Phnom Penh’s Dey Krahorm village, was sentenced to
six months’ imprisonment, with a further 18 months suspended, for
“physical assault” in relation to an incident in August 2007, in which
it was alleged that she had assaulted and injured several employees of
7NG (the company that claims the land). The conviction relied solely
on evidence from 7NG employees and no evidence was produced by
the prosecution showing the alleged injuries. Land rights defenders
were also targeted elsewhere. For example, in May 2008, the authori-
ties prohibited a protest march against land-grabbing and illegal log-
ging of ancestral lands by ethnic minorities including Jarai, Phnong,
Kreung and Tompoun people in Rattanakiri province. When a public
meeting was held instead, a heavy police presence was used to intimi-
date the participants. This incident is just one in an ongoing dispute
between ethnic Jarai villagers and Ms. Keat Kolney, sister of the Finance
Minister and wife of the Land Management Minister, who is clearing
disputed land for a rubber plantation™. In June 2008, representatives
of five communities that had filed public complaints against land-
grabbing were prevented from holding meetings and were threatened by
police to deter them from delivering the complaints to the authorities
in Phnom Penh. A public forum to discuss the complaints was also
shut down by the authorities and reports of physical violence and other
forms of intimidation were received.

Moreover, human rights organisations were prevented by the authori-
ties from investigating and documenting forced evictions and illegal land
appropriation. On June 24, 2008, members of the Cambodian League
for the Promotion and Defence of Human Rights (LICADHO) and the
Cambodian Human Right and Development Association (ADHOC)

11./ The lawyers acting in the case against Ms. Keat Kolney were called to the court on August 1,
2008 and “informed” by the judge that the criminal investigation into the lawyers was not yet
concluded and that they should be careful about speaking with the media as they may face
defamation charges. The lawyers subsequently filed a motion to remove the judge from the case,
after which one of the lawyers received an anonymous threatening call. See Community Legal
Education Centre (CLEC).
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were prevented from entering Chey Sena village in Kampot province
where soldiers had set up roadblocks in response to the villagers’ resist-
ance to forced evictions, which reportedly were to make room for a tree
nursery®2. Later in the year, further evictions occurred in the same area,
with soldiers once more setting up roadblocks to prevent human rights
monitors and medical workers from witnessing the evictions. Besides,
defenders and journalists reporting on land-grabbing and the illegal and
abusive exploitation of natural resources were also victims of intimida-
tion and reprisals, including having their identity cards confiscated,
and death threats. For instance, on March 6, 2008, two villagers and
Mzr. Chun Sophea, ADHOC provincial activist in Banteay Meanchey,
were reported of receiving death threat after reporting illegal logging
committed by provincial military police. On March 3,2008, Mr. Chan
Thy, reporter of the provincial newspaper Kampuchea Thmei, received
death threat while he tried to require response from armed force alleg-
edly involved in such violations. On March 17,2008, three journalists in
Kratie, Messrs. Ly Yut, Sor Phearith and Prak Nath, were stripped of

their identity cards after investigating deforestation in the province®.

Intimidation and violence against trade unionists

In 2008, the Government finally agreed to allow an International
Labour Organisation (ILO) mission to Cambodia to evaluate what
efforts had been made by the authorities to investigate murders and other
violence against trade unionists. In particular, the mission examined the
murders of Mr. Chea Vichea, President of the Free Trade Union of
Workers of the Kingdom of Cambodia (FTUWKC) in January 2004,
and of his fellow union officials Messrs. Ros Sovannareth (May 2004)
and Hy Vuthy (February 2007). The ILO mission took place in April
2008 and, according to a November report by the ILO Committee on
Freedom of Association, found that the three murders had not been
subjected to a transparent, independent and impartial investigation by
Cambodian authorities. The mission criticised the grossly unfair trials
given to Messrs. Born Samnang and Sok Sam Oeun, two men convicted

12./ ADHOC and LICADHO were later allowed to visit the area together with employees of the UN
High Commissioner for Human Rights, but were restricted in their activities, given the continuous
observation by soldiers. All remaining villagers were later forced out of the area, with four being
arrested and several injured.

13./ See CCHR, Human Rights Alert, Volume 1, Issue 4, April 2008.
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of Mr. Chea Vichea’s murder, as well as that of Mr. Chan Sopheak,
known as Thach Saveth, the man convicted of Mr. Ros Sovannareth’s
killing. Furthermore, the mission concluded that the Government had
“demonstrated an unwillingness to engage in fully frank discussions
over these serious matters, and provided no concrete indications that
it would act upon [...] any of the [ILO] Committee’s [...] recom-
mendations” for serious investigations into the killings*. However, in
a welcome development, the Cambodian Supreme Court ordered on
December 31, 2008 the release on bail of Messrs. Born Samnang and
Sok Sam Oeun and sent the case back to the Court of Appeals to be
retried. The two men spent close to five years in prison on false charges
of killing Mr. Chea Vichea in a judicial process marred by political
interference, intimidation of witnesses, and other violations of inter-
national legal standards. Nonetheless, Mr. Thach Saveth, who received
a blatantly unfair trial and was sentenced to 15 years’ imprisonment in
February 2005 for Mr. Ros Sovannareth’s murder, remained in prison

as of the end of 2008.

In 2008, trade union leaders and members continued to be the targets
of assault, and the perpetrators continued to mostly go unpunished.
Union representatives and members in the garment industry in particular
were the focus of attacks. In early January 2008, police forcibly dispersed
300 Khmer Youth Union Federation workers at the Cambodia Apparel
Industry Ltd in Kampong Speu province who were complaining
about labour rights violations and the dismissal of probation workers
and union leaders. On February 6, 2008, at least ten members of the
Cambodia Confederation of Apparel Worker Democratic Unions
(CCAWDU), who were striking to demand the reinstatement of 19
union representatives dismissed in June 2007 and demanding payment
of wages, were injured (five of whom were hospitalised) when police
and military police used excessive force to clear them from the entrance
to the Kingsland garment factory in Phnom Penh. On February 28,
2008, Mr. Keo Sokun, FTUWKC President at the New Mingda gar-
ment factory in Phnom Penh, was assaulted by four men carrying a
samurai sword. Two of the four perpetrators were caught and were
subsequently convicted of physical assault, receiving disproportion-

14./ See Conclusions of the ILO Committee on Freedom of Association regarding violence against
Cambodian trade unionists, November 2008.

280...



ANNUAL REPORT 2009

ately light sentences®. Mr. Keo Sokun had been negotiating with fac-
tory management and the pro-Government union, Cambodian Union
Federation, for better working conditions and higher wages.

Repression faced by defenders of religious freedom
and asylum-seekers

The end of 2007 was marked by the violent suppression by the author-
ities of a peaceful gathering of 48 Khmer Kampuchea Krom monks in
front of the Vietnamese Embassy on December 17, 2007. The monks
had gathered to submit a petition calling for the release of a Khmer
Krom monk, Mr. Tim Sakhorn, who had been deported and impris-
oned in Viet Nam, and subsequently subjected to house arrest. Both the
continuing restrictions on Mr. Tim Sakhorn’s liberty and this violent
suppression of support for him continued to have significant repercus-
sions for Khmer Krom monks throughout 2008, who feared that further
violence would occur if they held any public events or gatherings, at a
time when harassment of Khmer Krom monks has persisted.

Those assisting asylum seekers also continued to be the targets of har-
assment, arrests and detentions. For example, in June 2008, the Phnom
Penh Court sentenced Messrs. Phan Savang and Leir Yainghay to
four months’ imprisonment for helping members of the Montagnard
tribe seeking asylum under the UN Refugee Convention due to political
and religious persecution in Viet Nam.

Urgent Interventions issued by the Observatory in 200816

Intervention
Reference

Names of human
rights defenders

Mr. Chea Vichea

Violations Date of Issuance

Assassination /
Impunity

Joint Press Release | January 22,2008

Joint Press Release

December 28, 2008

Defenders of
economic, social
and cultural rights

Joint Press Release /
International
Fact-Finding

Mission Report

February 19, 2008

15./ One was sentenced to six months’ imprisonment. The other received an 18-month prison
sentence but it was fully suspended. See LICADHO.
16./ See the Compilation of cases in the CD-Rom attached to this report.
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Political context

Despite hopes that the Olympic Games would contribute to a better
respect of human rights in China and promises made by the regime to
this effect, the opposite in fact occurred. In 2008, room for dissent was
indeed further eroded, and crackdown on dissenting or critical voices
continued unabated.

Various human rights violations were perpetrated in connection with
the Olympics: hundreds of thousands of people were evicted from their
homes, frequently without any compensation, to make way for Olympic
venues; thousands of migrant workers involved in the construction of
these venues were ordered to leave Beijing; and, in an attempt to beau-
tify the city, Beijing was cleared of its beggars, hawkers and prostitutes.
Everything was done by the Chinese authorities to prevent any protest
during the Games?.

In March 2008, mass protests erupted in Tibet. Demonstrations to
celebrate the anniversary of the Tibetan rebellion against Beijing’s rule
in Tibet in 1959 escalated into riots after some of the protesters (many
of whom were monks) were arrested by the security forces. Excessive
force and violence, including beatings and the use of live ammunition,
extra-judicial killings, enforced disappearances and arbitrary arrests
were used against protesters in Tibet during this crackdown, although
precise details remained unknown, given the restrictions placed on
independent observers and the foreign media in accessing the areas

1./ The failure to improve the human rights situation despite pledges to the contrary resulted not
only in criticisms of the Chinese Government but also of the International Olympic Committee for
its failure to ensure that China honoured those pledges.
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concerned?. Informal talks between Chinese officials and representa-
tives of Tibet’s spiritual leader, the Dalai Lama, subsequently resumed
in May 2008, but made no progress in resolving the future of Tibet.

2008 was also marked by the earthquake on May 12,2008, in south-
west China, affecting in particular Sichuan province, which resulted in
the death of nearly 80,000 people and affected millions more. Despite
the Chinese authorities’ quick and open response to the disaster, restric-
tions on media coverage of the earthquake were introduced, individuals
reporting on the disaster and the Government’s handling of it were har-
assed and detained, and those seeking to provide humanitarian assistance
to earthquake victims or to collect donations were interrogated and
intimidated3. A large number of victims remained as of the end of
2008 without shelter.

The contaminated milk scandal provoked another shock wave in the
country in September 2008. This episode reflected once again China’s
restrictive media environment and the political and economic elite’s
disregard for the ordinary people. News of contaminated milk products
came to light after four infants died and over 6,000 others became ill
(the number quickly rising to more than 13,000). Evidence of tainted
milk had been discovered in July 2008, but had not been publicised
due to the authorities’ concern of negative media coverage before the
Olympic Games. Media censorship of the issue continued following
the breaking news, with the authorities issuing guidelines to the media,
including ordering newspapers not to publish articles on the scandal
without prior approval by the authorities, and censoring Internet cov-
erage by deleting references to the scandal and blocking blogs and
articles on websites#.

In 2008, the Party’s interference in the judiciary remained strong
as demonstrated by the election, on March 16, 2008, of Mr. Wang

2./ The European Parliament condemned the repression by Chinese security forces and called for
an independent inquiry by the UN into the demonstrations and repression in Tibet. See European
Parliament Press Release, April 10, 2008. UN Special Procedures mandate holders were also deeply
concerned by “reports of security forces firing on protesters and alleged killings”. See UN Press
Release, April, 10, 2008.

3./ See Chinese Human Rights Defenders (CHRD) Press Release, May 23, 2008.

4./ See CHRD Press Release, September 29, 2008.
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Shengjun as the New President of the Supreme Court. With no formal
legal education, Mr. Wang occupied various prestigious positions in the
Communist Party, and his election as well as some of his first rulings
represented a clear setback, contrasting with past signals towards more
independence of the judiciary>.

In 2008, the authorities continued to use legislation to persecute
human rights defenders. In particular, the crime of “inciting subversion
of State power” under Article 105(2) of the Chinese Criminal Code was
used against those exercising the right to freedom of expression; “illegal
possession of State secrets” was arbitrarily invoked against defenders
so as to deny them access to legal representation under Article 96 of
the Criminal Procedure Law; and arbitrary detention, in particular
in “black jails” (illegal and secret detention facilities) or under the
Re-education Through Labour (RTL) system®, was used against anyone
considered a threat. Additionally, reports of torture and ill-treatment
of those detained continued to be rife’.

Obstacles to freedom of association

In 2008, restrictions on the establishment of independent NGOs
persisted, including the requirement for the NGO to be sponsored by
an official body and to provide a large sum of money to the adminis-
tration. The same was also still applying to independent trade unions,
prohibited under the Trade Union Law of 1992 amended in 2001, which
allows only the All China Confederation of Trade Unions (ACFTU).
Indeed, Article 12 of the Trade Union Law implicitly requires that
trade unions belong to the ACFTU, by stating that “[t]rade union
organisations across the country form the All-China Confederation of

5./ In 2001, the Supreme Court ordered the payment of damages to a plaintiff for violation of its
constitutional right to education (see Qi Yuling Decision). This appeared as the first step towards
the justiciability of the Constitution. In January 2009 however, the Supreme People’s Court officially
cancelled its 2001 ruling, merely arguing that “it is no longer applied”.

6./ RTL is an administrative detention measure according to which, without any proper legal
procedures or court proceedings, the Public Security Bureau can send individuals to detention
facilities for a maximum of four years.

7./ The UN Committee Against Torture expressed its concern about allegations of systematic and
widespread torture and ill-treatment of suspects in police detention in its report on China. See
Concluding Observations of the Committee Against Torture on China, UN Document CAT/C/CHN/
C0/4, November 21, 2008.
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Trade Unions”. Article 4 of the law provides that trade unions “shall
observe and safeguard the Constitution, take [the Constitution] as the
fundamental criterion for their activities, take economic development
as the central task, uphold the socialist road, the people’s democratic
dictatorship, leadership by the Communist Party of China, and Marxism-
Leninism, Mao Zedong Thought and Deng Xiaoping Theory, persevere
in reform and the open policy, and conduct their work independently
in accordance with the Constitution of trade unions”.

Increase of the repression against human rights defenders
in the run-up to the Olympics — and beyond

In the run-up to, and during the Olympics, the authorities increased
surveillance, harassment and intimidation of human rights defend-
ers fighting for “a peaceful society concerned with the preservation of
human dignity” and “respect for universal fundamental ethical princi-
ples”, in accordance with the Olympic Charter. In an attempt to stifle
potential criticism, dissidents, journalists and human rights activists
were frequently arrested, detained or forced out of Beijing to prevent
them carrying out potentially politically embarrassing activities. For
example, Mrs. Zeng Jinyan, a human rights activist and the wife of
prominent activist Mr. Hu Jia, was taken by police from her home in
Beijing on August 7, 2008 and detained in a hotel until August 23,
2008. Both before and after this detention, she was under strict resi-
dential surveillance (house arrest) and warned against speaking about
her own and her husband’s situation.

Furthermore, in the framework of the Olympics, the authorities
set up three special “Protest Zones”, located far from the main sports
venues, and thus intended to avoid disruption by dissenting voices.
However, not one of the 77 applications to petition in these zones
was granted®. Besides, some of those who submitted applications were
punished by the authorities. For example, Mr. Liu Xueli, an activist and
petitioner against forced evictions, was sentenced to 21-months’ RTL
on September 24, 2008 for applying to protest at the “Protest Zones”
in Beijing in early August 2008 against the forcible appropriation of
his village land by the local Government.

8./ See Human Rights in China (HRIC) Press Release, August 24, 2008.
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In addition to new arrests and detentions, human rights defenders
due to be released shortly before the Olympic Games after serving their
prison terms saw their detention extended. For example, Mr. Ye Guozhu,
due to be released on July 26, 2008 after serving four years in prison
for his activities against forced eviction in the context of the Olympic
Games, was kept in incommunicado detention by the police report-
edly to keep him and his family “out of trouble” during the Olympics.
Additionally, many of those arrested and detained in 2007 as a result
of their criticisms of Olympic-related human rights violations contin-
ued to be held and were sentenced throughout 2008. They were also
frequently the victims of ill-treatment and torture. For example, Mr.
Hu Jia, an HIV/AIDS activist who had written articles and given
interviews critical of the Chinese Government’s general human rights
record prior to the Olympic Games, was sentenced on April 3, 2008
to three and a half years’ imprisonment and one year’s deprivation of
political rights for “inciting subversion of State power”. During his
detention from December 27, 2007 Mr. Hu was subjected to abuse
and other acts of humiliating and ill-treatment, including being hand
and leg-cuffed and placed in solitary confinement and being denied
adequate medical treatment. Similarly, Mr. Yang Chunlin, a human
rights defender and farmers’ representative detained on July 6, 2007
and formally arrested on August 13, 2007 for collecting signatures in
the framework of the “We Want Human Rights, not the Olympics”
campaign, was sentenced to five years’ imprisonment and two years’
deprivation of political rights for “inciting subversion of State power”
on March 24, 2008. During his detention, Mr. Yang was subjected to
acts of torture and ill-treatment by prison guards.

Repression against journalists denouncing human
rights violations

Although temporary media regulations adopted for foreign journal-
ists in January 2007, which were made permanent by a decision by the
Chinese Government in October 2008, provided greater freedom for
foreign journalists reporting in China, some of the latter continued
to report “interference incidents”, including acts of intimidation and
violence. In March 2008 for instance, several foreign journalists were
prevented from working freely as they tried to cover the situation in
the Tibetan regions, as illustrated by the arrest of a Finnish TV crew
on March 17, 2008 in Xiahe (Gansu province), where there had been
Tibetan demonstrations against the Chinese Government. The TV crew
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was threatened and its video recordings were confiscated despite its pro-
testsd. On August 4, 2008, two accredited Japanese journalists, Messrs.
Masami Kawakita, a photographer with the daily Chunichi Shimbun,
and Shinji Katsuta, a reporter with Nippon Television Network, were
violently removed from the street by Chinese paramilitary forces in
Kashgar, Xinjiang province, as they were covering attacks on sixteen
policemen a few days ahead of the Olympics in Kashgar. They were
taken to an official hotel, where they were beaten and their equipment
was broken. They were released two hours later with minor injuries?.

Furthermore, as the media regulations did not extend to Chinese
journalists, those seeking to report on human rights or other sensitive
issues continued to run the risk of being severely restricted, harassed,
beaten or even detained™. For example, on December 1, 2008, Mr.
Guan Jian, a reporter with the Beijing-based weekly Wangluo Bao
(Network News), was arrested by police officers from Zhangjiakou
while investigating allegedly corrupt real estate transactions in Taiyuan,
the capital of the northern province of Shanxi. Likewise, Ms. Li Min,
CCTYV reporter, was arrested at her Beijing home on December 4 by
tour policemen who had been sent by Shanxi Prosecutor He Shusheng,
whom Ms. Li had accused of abuse of authority in a report broadcast
by CCTV. Both journalists were subsequently charged with “bribery”
and remained detained as of the end of 20082

Those who gave interviews to the media were also punished, fre-
quently by criminal detention. For example, Ms. Zhang Wei and Ms.
Ma Xiulan, both members of a group seeking redress for forced evic-
tion from their home, were detained on August 6,2008 on suspicion of
“disturbing social order” after speaking to foreign journalists®.

Lawyers under attack

In 2008, lawyers working on cases considered as sensitive by the
authorities such as defending political dissidents, human rights defend-

9./ See Reporters Without Borders (RSF) Press Release, March 20, 2008.
10./ See HRIC, China Human Rights Forum 2008 (4), January 2009.

11./ See HRIC Press Release, August 24, 2008.

12./ See CHRD and RSF Press Release, December 15, 2008.

13./ See CHRD Press Release, August 16, 2008.
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ers, members of the Uighurs or Tibetan minorities and Falun Gong
practitioners continued to face repression and various obstacles in per-
forming their professional duties.

On June 1,2008, a revised Lawyers’ Law came into force, intending to
protect the legal practice by providing, inter alia, the right for lawyers to
consult with criminal suspects and defendants without permission from
judicial authorities. However, because of flawed local implementation
and the continued abuse by the authorities of China’s highly restrictive
State secrets laws, in practice the Lawyers’ Law did not bring additional
protection for the independence of lawyers. On the contrary, Article 37
of this amended law, which refers to national security, defines this concept
so vaguely that any comment against the Communist Party could be
interpreted as “damaging national security”4. The Chinese authorities
also abused the lawyer registration system to harass lawyers who defend
people’s rights. For instance, on May 31, 2008, the authorities refused
to renew the lawyer’s license of Mr. Teng Biao, a prominent lawyer
who was among the 21 rights defence lawyers who signed a letter offer-
ing legal assistance to Tibetans detained following the March 2008
protests. Article 306 of the Criminal Law also continued to be used
to accuse lawyers of fabricating evidence in the course of collecting
evidence to support their client’s case. For instance, Ms. Xue Hui, a
lawyer of the Beijing Kangsheng Law Firm, was sentenced to one and
a half year’s imprisonment on the basis of this provision®. Likewise, Mr.
Huang Zhenghong, a lawyer from Wuzhou City, Guangxi Province,
was also found guilty on May 4, 2008 on the basis of this provision,
but exempted from criminal sanction on September 22, following a
six-month detention period?.

Significant pressure was also exerted by local authorities on a group
of voluntary lawyers seeking redress for child victims of contaminated
milk products in September 2008. Lawyers were told that they would
face “serious repercussions if they stayed involved”. In another example,
some of the 35 lawyers who published an appeal on the Internet on
August 26, 2008 calling for direct election of the officials of the State-

14./ See HRIC Press Release, June 19, 2008.
15./ See HRIC.
16./ Idem.
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controlled Beijing Lawyers Association were subsequently dismissed for
signing the online appeal. Thus, at the beginning of September 2008,
Mr. Tang Jitian was asked by his superiors at the Beijing Haodong
Law Firm to leave, “for the sake of the future of the firm”. Similarly,
Messrs. Cheng Hai, Li Subin and three other lawyers were dismissed
from the Yitong Law Firm on October 30, 2008, reportedly following
strong pressure from the authorities?.

Repression of human rights lawyers was not limited to restrictions
on freedom of expression. On March 6, 2008, Mr. Teng Biao®® was
abducted by unknown people and detained until March 8,2008. During
his detention, he was reportedly questioned by officers of the Beijing
Public Security Bureau about essays he had written and other “activi-
ties”. Mr. Teng had co-written with Mr. Hu Jia an open letter criticising
the human rights record of pre-Olympic China as well as other essays
critical of the Governments human rights policies. Following Mr. Hu’s
arrest, Mr. Teng had been closely monitored by security police and
warned not to write about Mr. Hu’s detention or other sensitive topics,
including the Olympics.

Defenders of economic, social and cultural rights
still a target for repression

Defenders of economic, social and cultural rights continued to face
repression in 2008, including being subjected to arbitrary detention
and acts of ill-treatment. Indeed, as widespread social unrest continued
throughout 2008 to protest notably against unpaid wages, corruption,
torced evictions of people from their home, or massive lay-ofts of work-
ers, those defending petitioners continued to be a target of repression.
For example, Mr. Zheng Enchong, a human rights lawyer in Shanghai
who had provided legal aid to petitioners and victims of land grabs,
was beaten by police officers on February 16 and 17,2008 before being
summoned to the police station where he was kept in detention for over
12 hours. Whilst in detention, he was beaten and questioned about the
legal aid he had provided, as well as interviews he had given regarding
corruption to the Epoch Times on February 12,2008. On February 19,

17./ See HRIC Press Release, October 31, 2008.
18./ Idem.
19./ See above.
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2008, the interview to the Epoch Times was published and, the follow-
ing day, Mr. Zheng was again arrested and beaten before being released
later the same evening.

Those who were already in detention as a result of their activities
faced harsh sentences, harassment and even ill-treatment and torture.
A prime example of this is Mrs. Mao Hengfeng, a defender of housing
rights and women’s reproductive rights. Reportedly, Mrs. Mao was
subjected to abusive and humiliating treatment, beatings and other
forms of torture and ill-treatment during her detention at Shanghai
Women’s Prison. In particular, on June 3, 2008, she was taken to a
prison hospital where she was stripped naked and tied to a bed for
fourteen days, during which doctors forcibly injected her with a dozen
different unknown medications leading to discomfort and pain, and
forcibly withdrew blood from her. She was released on November 29,
2008 after completing a sentence of two and a half years’ imprison-
ment but detained once again on January 12, 2008 for seven days for
“disturbing public order” after she petitioned attendees of the annual
Shanghai Municipal People’s Congress and the Shanghai Municipal

Political Consultative Conference.

Silencing critical voices in Sichuan province
Ahead of the Olympic Games, those bringing bad publicity to China

by questioning the Government’s role in the Sichuan earthquake disas-
ter were targeted. Mr. Huang Qj, a cyber-dissident and human rights
activist, was detained on June 10, 2008 and formally charged with
“illegal possession of State secrets” on July 18, 2008. Shortly before
his arrest, Mr. Huang had visited the Sichuan earthquake zone on a
number of occasions to investigate allegations that poor construction
had contributed to the collapse of schools, provided aid to the victims
and had published information on his website (www. 64tianwang.com)
regarding the plight of parents who had lost their children. As of the
end of 2008, he remained in detention. Similarly, on June 25, 2008,
Mr. Liu Shaokun, a school teacher, was arrested on “suspicion of the
crime of inciting subversion” after he had taken photos of collapsed
school buildings and put them online, and had also expressed his anger
in a media interview at the “shoddy ‘tofu’ buildings”. He was sentenced
to one year of RTL but, on September 24, 2008, was released by the
authorities to serve his sentence outside the labour camp. He nonethe-
less remained under residential surveillance.
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Those criticising the Government’s policies also came under attack. For
example, Mr. Chen Daojun, a cyber-activist and freelance writer based
in Sichuan province, was sentenced to three years of both imprisonment
and deprivation of political rights on November 21, 2008 after being
convicted of “inciting subversion of State power”. This was ostensibly
for posting articles on the Internet supporting the March 2008 Tibetan
protesters, although Mr. Chen had in fact been apprehended on May 9,
2008 for protesting against the activities of a petrochemical plant.

Harsh crackdown in run-up to 60t anniversary of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and on Charter 08 activists

Towards the end of 2008, the Chinese authorities continued their
crackdown on human rights activities, despite hopes that restrictive
measures taken before and during the Olympics under the guise of
security would be relaxed. In the run-up to the 60th anniversary of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), activists prepar-
ing to celebrate this event were threatened and intimidated by the
authorities. For example, on November 10 and 11,2008, Messrs. Chen
Xi, Shen Youlian and Liao Xuangyuan, leaders of a group that had
scheduled a seminar for December 10, 2008 to commemorate the 60th
anniversary of the UDHR, were summoned for extensive questioning,
ordered to cancel all activities on the basis that these would be “illegal”
and threatened with imprisonment. Furthermore, all three, together
with Messrs. Huang Yanming and Du Heping, were subsequently
abducted by the police on December 4, 2008, before being subsequently
released.

Furthermore, on the eve of the 60th anniversary, human rights and
democracy activists launched “Charter 08” on the Internet, collecting
signatories calling for political reforms that promote human rights and
democracy. More than 7,500 people from all across China had signed
the Charter by January 2009. However, the authorities responded with
a campaign of severe intimidation and harassment against “Charter 08”
signatories and leading drafters. By January 8,2009, at least 101 signa-
tories had been questioned, summoned and intimidated by the police
in 19 municipalities and provinces. Additionally, leading drafters of
the Charter were arrested and detained by the police. For example,
Messrs. Liu Xiaobo and Zhang Zuhua were detained on December 8,
2008. Police also searched their homes and confiscated documents and
personal possessions. Mr. Zhang was released, but was again taken from
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his home on December 26,2008 and interrogated for three hours, dur-
ing which he was threatened with “severe consequences” for his family
and friends if he continued to engage in activities, including media
interviews, promoting the Charter. Mr. Liu continued to be subjected
to residential surveillance at an undisclosed location in Beijing as of
the end of 2008. In addition to the harassment and intimidation of
signatories and drafters, websites and blogs displaying the “Charter 08”

were blocked or suppressed by the Government.

Urgent Interventions issued by The Observatory in 20082°

B G T Violations i Date of Issuance
rights defenders Reference
Mr. Hu Jia Arbitrary Urgent Appeal CHN January 3, 2008
detention / Forced | 009/1107/0BS 141.1
disappearance /
Harassment
Urgent Appeal CHN January 7, 2008
009/1107/0BS 141.2
Open Letter to the January 18, 2008
authorities
Judicial proceedings | Urgent Appeal CHN February 1, 2008
009/1107/0BS 141.3
Urgent Appeal CHN March 19, 2008
009/1107/0BS 141.4
Sentencing Urgent Appeal CHN April 3, 2008
009/1107/0BS 141.5
Urgent Appeal CHN April 21, 2008
009/1107/0BS 141.6
Denial of medical Open Letter to the July 3, 2008
care authorities
Acts of ill-treatment Press Release October 23, 2008
and torture
Mr. Li Jinsong House arrest / Open Letter to the January 18, 2008
Harassment authorities

20./ See the Compilation of cases in the CD-Rom attached to this report.
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Names of human
rights defenders

Violations

Intervention
Reference

Date of Issuance

Mr. Li Fangping

Harassment /
Intimidation

Open Letter to the
authorities

January 18, 2008

Press Release

October 1, 2008

Mr. Lii Gengsong Sentencing/ Urgent Appeal CHN | February 5, 2008
Arbitrary 003/0807/0BS 099.1
detention / Judicial
proceedings
Urgent Appeal CHN April 18, 2008
003/0807/0BS 099.2
Mr. Yang Chunlin Arbitrary Urgent Appeal CHN | February 20, 2008
detention / Judicial | 001/0208/0BS 024
proceedings /
Ill-treatments
Sentencing Urgent Appeal CHN March 25, 2008
001/0208/0BS 024.1
Torture and Urgent Appeal CHN April 1, 2008
ill-treatments 001/0208/0BS 024.2
Mr. Zheng Enchong | Arbitrary arrest / Urgent Appeal February 21, 2008
and Ms. Jiang Meili Ill-treatments / CHN 001/0803/0BS
Ongoing 041.12
harassment
Mrs. Liu Jie Sentencing / Urgent Appeal CHN | February 22, 2008
Arbitrary detention/ | 007/1007/0BS 129.3
Ill-treatment
Urgent Appeal CHN June 12, 2008
007/1007/0BS 129.4
Urgent Appeal CHN August 22, 2008
007/1007/0BS 129.5
Mr. Teng Biao Arbitrary arrest/ | Urgent Appeal CHN March 11, 2008
Release / 002/0308/0BS 036
Harassment

Hindrances on
freedoms of
movement and
expression

Open Letter to the
authorities

July 3, 2008
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oy Violations iegEnion Date of Issuance
rights defenders Reference
Ms. Zheng Arbitrary detention | Urgent Appeal CHN April 21, 2008
Mingfang [Risk of torture 008/1007/0BS 132.1
orill-treatment /
Harassment
Mr. Qi Chonghuai Sentencing / Urgent Appeal CHN May 16, 2008
Arbitrary detention/ | 003/0508/0BS 085
Ill-treatments
Mr. Chen Hindrance to Urgent Appeal CHN May 19, 2008
Guangcheng and freedom of 006/0706/0BS 087.6
Ms. Yuan Weijing movement/
Arbitrary
detention / Judicial
proceedings
Mr. Huang Qi Arbitrary Urgent Appeal CHN June 18, 2008
detention / Judicial | 004/0608/0BS 105
proceedings
Urgent Appeal CHN July 22, 2008
004/0608/0BS 105.1
Messrs. Hindrances on Open Letter to the July 3, 2008
Li Baiguang, Jiang freedoms of authorities
Tianyong, movement and
Li Heping, expression
Li Xiongbing,
Li Fangping,
Fan Yafeng, Zhang
Xingshui and
Liu Xiaobo
Mr. Yao Lifa Abduction Open Letter to the July 3, 2008
authorities
Mr. Sun Lin Sentencing / Open Letter to the July 3, 2008
Arbitrary detention authorities
Mr. Yang Maodong, | Arbitrary detention/ | Open Letter to the July 3, 2008
alias Guo Feixiong | Harassment to his authorities
family
Arbitrary detention/ | Urgent Appeal CHN | November 5, 2008
Il-treatment 001/0206/0BS 018.4
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Names of human

Violations

Intervention

Date of Issuance

rights defenders Reference
Mrs. Mao Hengfeng | Arbitrary detention/ | Urgent Appeal CHN July 11, 2008
Acts of torture and 004/0406/0BS
ill-treatment 044.6
Release Urgent Appeal CHN | December 4, 2008
004/0406/0BS
044.7
Mr. Ye Guozhu Incommunicado Urgent Appeal CHN July 24, 2008
detention 005/0708/0BS 125
Mr. Liu Shaokun | Arbitrary detention/ | Urgent Appeal CHN July 30, 2008
Sentencing 006/0708/0BS 129
Release Urgent Appeal CHN | September 29, 2008
006/0708/0BS 129.1
Ms. Zeng Jinyan Absence of Urgent Appeal CHN August 12, 2008
information / Fear | 007/0808/0BS 133
for safety
Arbitrary detention/ | Urgent Appeal CHN August 26, 2008
Ill-treatments / 007/0808/0BS 133.1
Harassment
Ms. Wang Xiaogiao Sentencing / Urgent Appeal CHN August 26, 2008
Arbitrary detention | 008/0808/0BS 144

Group of voluntary
lawyers

Intimidation

Press Release

October 1, 2008

Mr. Gao Zhisheng

Arbitrary detention/
Acts of ill-treatment

Press Release

October 23, 2008

and torture
Mr. Liu Xueli Arbitrary Urgent Appeal CHN | November 14, 2008
detention / Judicial | 009/1108/0BS 190
harassment
Messrs. Chen Xi, Threats / Urgent Appeal CHN | November 17,2008
Shen Youlian and Harassment 010/1108/0BS 193
Liao Xuangyuan
Enforced Urgent Appeal CHN | December 8, 2008
disappearance / 011/1108/0BS 209

Arbitrary detention

Open Letter to the
authorities

December 12, 2008
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Names of human

Violations

Intervention

Date of Issuance

rights defenders Reference
Mr. Chen Daojun Sentencing / Urgent Appeal CHN | November 25, 2008
Arbitrary detention | 011/1108/0BS 200
Messrs. Huang Arbitrary arrest/ | Urgent Appeal CHN | December 8, 2009
Yanming and Du | Arbitrary detention/ | 011/1108/0BS 209
Heping Enforced
disappearance
Open Letter to the December 12, 2008
authorities
Mr. Liu Xiaobo Arbitrary Open Letter to the | December 12,2008

detention / Judicial
proceedings

authorities

Mr. Zhang Zhuhua

Arbitrary arrest /

Open Letter to the

December 12, 2008

Release authorities
Mr. Wen Kejian Harassment / Open Letter to the | December 12,2008
Intimidation authorities
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Political context

During 2008, parts of India continued to experience internal armed
conflict and/or situations of random or general unrest. In many of the
highly militarised areas, the Indian Government failed to uphold and
defend human rights either indirectly, by failing to take measures to
protect the targeted communities or by not taking action against the
perpetrators of violence, or directly, through violence perpetrated by the
police, paramilitary and other security forces. Such violence included
enforced disappearances, extrajudicial killings, torture and rape, and was
particularly prevalent during counter-insurgency operations in Jammu
and Kashmir, in the north-eastern States of Assam and Manipur, in
addition to the strongholds of Naxalite insurrection®.

Impunity also continued, with the police and security forces being
protected from prosecution under section 197 of the Criminal Procedure
Code? The military enjoyed further immunity under the Armed Forces
Special Powers Act (AFSPA)3, which still applied to areas of separatist
and armed rebellion in Jammu and Kashmir and in the States of Assam
and Manipur. The prevailing culture of impunity was exacerbated by
the incapacity of the National Human Rights Commission (NHRC)
to independently investigate complaints of human rights violations by
the armed forces®.

1./ See “Banglar Manabadhikar Suraksha Mancha” (MASUM).

2./ This provides that no court will consider any offence alleged to have been committed by an
official (including a member of the armed forces) during the course of official duty, unless it has
been authorised to do so by the Federal Government.

3./ The AFSPA not only grants the military sweeping powers to arrest, detain and shoot at any
person to “maintain public order”, but also prevents the prosecution of members of the armed
forces without prior Federal Government authorisation.

4./ See MASUM. Section 19 of the Human Rights Protection Act 1993 provides that the NHRC
has no power to carry out independent investigations. It can only request a report from central
Government and make recommendations.
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In addition to situations of internal armed conflict, terrorist attacks
also wrought havoc in India during 2008. Bomb attacks in Jaipur
(Rajasthan) on May 13,2008, Bangalore (Karnataka) and Ahmadabad
(Gujarat) on July 26, Delhi on September 13, and three towns in Assam
on October 30, as well as a highly coordinated terrorist attack and hos-
tage taking in Mumbai on November 26-29, all caused considerable loss
of civilian life as well as injuries, increasing the insecurity and instability
of the country, as well as raising questions on both the capacity and
professionalism of the police force and once again raising the case of
developing “stronger” counter-terrorism legislation.

Silencing those exposing or denouncing violations
and violence

Those who sought to expose and seek remedial action for human
rights violations were targets for repression in 2008. These actions
against human rights defenders intimidated not only human rights
organisations, but also sent a warning to victims who feared that, if
the State can act with such impunity towards the organisations rep-
resenting them, there are no limits on what could happen to them as
victims. For example, on April 20,2008, 400 participants in “The Long
March for Justice for Special Task Force (STF) Victims”, including
Messrs. Henri Tiphagne, Executive Director of People’s Watch, and
Mahaboob Batcha, a member of Society for Community Organisation
Trust, were arrested in Sathyamangalam in Tamil Nadu State. They
were released later that day. The following day, 115 protesters (includ-
ing 38 women and one child) were arrested after continuing their
march. Again they were released the same day. The protesters had been
peacefully campaigning for justice for violations, including extrajudicial
killings, torture and rape, committed by the STF in Karanataka and
Tamil Nadu States. They suspended their march after this date given
assurances from the Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu that all STF victims
would be considered for compensation.

During 2008, the National Project on Prevention of Torture in India
(NPPTT) organised a number of People’s Tribunals on Torture (PTT)
throughout the country, the aim of which was to enable victims to speak
about their experiences of torture by the police and security forces.
Many of those involved with this national campaign suffered intimi-
dation and harassment, in particular through police investigations and
searches, as well as being the victim of false criminal charges brought by
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the police. For example, a number of participants were arrested during
the PTT in Tamil Nadu, and false charges were filed against Messrs.
Henri Tiphagne, also National Director of the NPPTI, S. Martin,
G. Ganesan, both members of People’s Watch, and Prabakar, Madurai
District Human Rights Monitor for the NPPTI. In West Bengal,
following the successful completion of a PT'T held on June 9-10, 2008,
fabricated charges were also filed against Mr. Kirity Roy, President
of “Banglar Manabadhikar Suraksha Mancha” (MASUM), a human
rights organisation based in West Bengal. Furthermore, on June 12,
2008, MASUM oftfices were arbitrarily raided by plain-clothes police
officers, who confiscated both documents and audiovisual equipment.
Further harassment took place on September 27, 2008, when police
served a summons on MASUM for three documents relating to vic-
tims of torture who had given evidence during the PTT. These actions
are likely to be retribution for involvement in the PTT as well as
for MASUM’s exposure of serious human rights violations by police
officers and Border Security Forces, including torture and abuse of
authority.

Furthermore, human rights defenders seeking to expose violence
committed both by State forces and armed opposition groups were
frequently demonised as “terrorists” and supporters of anti-State
forces such as the Naxalites or the Maoists, or were even killed for
their human rights activities. For example, on May 5, 2008, Mr. Ajay
T.G., filmmaker, journalist and a member of Peoples’ Union for Civil
Liberties (PUCL), was arrested and detained under the Chhattisgarh
State Public Security Act (CSPSA) in Raipur on charges of “sedition”
and “association with an unlawful organisation”, the Communist Party
of India (Maoist). The State police had no evidence against Mr. Ajay
T.G. except a letter that it claimed had been written by him to a Maoist
leader. Mr Ajay T.G. had been actively involved in documenting human
rights violations against the “adivasi” (indigenous/tribal) communities
in Chhattisgarh committed by both the Maoists and Salwa Judum, an
armed anti-Maoist group reportedly supported by the State. On August
5,2008, Mr. Ajay T.G. was released on statutory bail after over 90 days
in jail as the police were unable to produce a charge-sheet. However,
as of the end of 2008, the charges against him had not been dropped
despite the lack of evidence, and Mr. Ajay T.G. remained under his bail
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restrictions’. Mr. Ajay T.G. is the second human rights defender to be
arrested under the CSPSA, the first being Dr. Binayak Sen, National
Vice-President of PUCL and Secretary General of the PUCL branch
in the Chhattisgarh State, who continued to be detained without trial
at the end of 2008 after his arrest on May 14, 2007. Mr. Ajay T.G had

also made a film on Dr Sen’s work after his incarceration.

Repression of those defending the rights
of marginalised groups and communities

Despite the illegality of the caste system, discrimination persisted
with NGOs working to promote the rights of Dalit and other mar-
ginalised communities coming under attack both from members of
the upper caste as well as the authorities. Thus, during meetings of the
Preparatory Committee for the Durban Review Conference on racism,
racial discrimination, xenophobia, and related intolerance in Geneva
between October 6 and 17, 2008, the Indian delegation opposed the
accreditation of national human rights organisations fighting against
caste-based discrimination and for the protection and advancement of
Dalit rights. India’s opposition was on the grounds that caste-based
discrimination does not fall under the scope of the International
Convention against Racial Discrimination (CERD) and the activi-
ties of the organisations, therefore, do not fall under the objectives
of the Durban Review Conference as such. Despite India’s opposi-
tion, a number of such NGOs were accredited, with support from the
European UnionS. Furthermore, Dr. Lenin Raghuvanshi, Convener of
the People’s Vigilance Committee on Human Rights (PVCHR), began
receive threatening telephone calls in April 2008. Dr. Raghuvanshi
had previously received death threats in 2007, in relation to his work
with the Dalit community. Between April 25 and May 18, 2008, Dr.
Raghuvanshi received at least 18 telephone calls to his mobile phone,
threatening him to stop working for the Dalit communities, particularly
in Varanasi. Dr. Raghuvanshi registered a complaint with the police
after receiving the first call and his mobile phone line was subsequently
monitored. However, despite this, no action was taken and the State

5./ See MASUM and People’s Watch.

6./ These were the National Campaign on Dalit Human Rights (NCDHR), Swadikar and the
International Dalit Solidarity Network (IDSN). See Asian Legal Resource Centre Press Release,
October 15, 2008, and Centre for Organisation Research and Education (CORE).
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authorities failed to provide any protection to Dr. Raghuvanshi or other
PVCHR activists, or to the relevant Dalit communities?.

Defenders of land rights of marginalised communities were also the
victims of harassment and repression. Many activists peacefully cam-
paigning for land rights of indigenous groups were accused by the police
of having links with armed Maoist groups which sought land reform
through violent means. For example, on July 11, 2008, Mr. Duskar
Barik, Ms. Mamata Barik, Ms. Jyanti Sethy and Mr. Ranjan Patnaik,
four activists working for the Keonjhar Integrated Rural Development
and Training Institution (KIRDTI), an organisation that advocates
for the land rights of adivasis, ecological protection from mining and
illegal felling of woods in Keonjhar district, in the State of Orissa?,
fled Keonjhar district after being informed that they were under inves-
tigation by the police in relation to alleged connections with armed
Maoist groups, as they feared that they too would face torture and
ill-treatment in police custody. On July 12, local newspapers published
articles according to which Keonjhar police would believe that KIRDTI
activities were linked with armed Maoists groups, a claim denied by
KIRDTT staff and human rights organisations who work with them.
At the beginning of July 2008, four of their colleagues had already
been arrested by police and accused of having links with armed Maoist
groups. One of those arrested was severely beaten whilst in police cus-
tody. As of the end of 2008, no further information could be obtained
on the situation of those KIRDTT activists?. Also in the State of Orissa,
Mr. Abhaya Sahoo, President of the “POSCO Pratirodh Sangram
Samiti” (PPSS), a movement of the people of Dhinkia, Gobindapur,
and Nuagaon panchayats in the Kujang Tehsil of Jagatsinghpur district,
which has been relentlessly resisting the take-over of their resources for
the establishment of a 12-million-tonne mega steel plant by POSCO,
the second largest steel-making company of the world®, was arrested
on October 12, 2008. According to the police, 25 cases were lodged

7./ See PVCHR Press Release, May 21, 2008.

8./ KIRDTI is also involved in working on development activities with the “Juang” tribal
community.

9./ See MASUM and CORE.

10./ The project will have large-scale, irreversible socio-economic and environmental impacts not
only on the areas under the threat of immediate acquisition but over vast numbers of the State’s
people, and huge tracts of its forests and other lands.
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against him®. On December 3, 2008, Mr. Sahoo was hospitalised after
his blood sugar levels rose up and he was illegally chained to the leg
of a bed for a few days. He was subsequently sent back to prison and,
as of the end of 2008, he remained detained®. Activists in the State of
Uttarakhand were also targeted. For instance, on February 29, 2008,
Mzr. Gopal Bhatt, an activist of a local organisation called “Mazdoor
Kisan Sangharsh Samiti” (MKSS), which works on land rights of the
Tharu’s, a poor tribal community of the hills, in Bindu Khatta, State
of Uttarakhand, was arrested in the night by policemen to “clear some
confusion” and was remanded in Khatima®. Mr. Bhatt was reportedly
tortured while in detention and made to sign blank pages. The police
also warned his neighbours not to come out in public in his favour and
took down their names. Mr. Bhatt had already been detained in late
December 2007 for one night and one day. As of the end of 2008, three

cases remained pending against Mr. Bhatt!4.

Death threats against NGOs fighting against human trafficking

Human rights organisations working against human trafficking and
torced prostitution in Varanasi were also victims of reprisals in 2008. On
July 8,2008, for instance, human rights defenders working for “Guria”,
a human rights organisation working against human trafficking and for
the rehabilitation, health, education and other rights of women in pros-
titution and their children, were threatened by four unknown men in
Varanasi. The men attended the Bal Kendra (child centre) in Varanasi,

11./ Cases were registered under sections 147 (“punishment for rioting”), 148 (“rioting, armed
with deadly weapon”), 149 (“offence is committed by any member of an unlawful assembly in
prosecution of the common object of that assembly”), 307 (“attempt to murder”), 323 (“punishment
for voluntarily causing hurt”), 349 (“use of force”), 395 (“punishment for dacoity”), 427 (“mischief
causing damage to the amount of fifty rupees”), 436 (“mischief by fire or explosive substance with
intent to destroy house, etc.”) and 506 (“punishment for criminal intimidation”) of the Indian
Criminal Code and sections 25 (“punishment for certain offences”) and 27 (“punishment for using
arms”) of the Indian Arms Act.

12./ See People’s Watch.

13./ Idem.

14./ Mr. Bhatt has been charged, among others, with “punishment of criminal conspiracy” (section
120 B of the Criminal Code), “waging, or attempting to wage war, or abetting waging of war, against
the Government of India” (section 121), “conspiracy to commit offences punishable by section 121"
(section 121A), “assaulting President, Governor, etc., with intent to compel or restrain the exercise of
any lawful power” (section 124), “sedition” (section 124A) and “imputations, assertions prejudicial
to national-integration” (section 153B).

302...



ANNUAL REPORT 2009

looking for Mr. Ajeet Singh, the President of Guria, who was at Guria’s
office in Khajuri at that time. The four men spoke with his wife, Ms.
Santwana Manju, and threatened to kill both her and Mr. Singh if they
continued to work against human trafficking. The men then telephoned
Guria’s offices in Khajuri and demanded that Mr. Singh stop work-
ing on the anti-trafficking cases. Mr. Singh filed a complaint with the
police on July 12,2008, but no action was taken nor was any protection
provided by the police to Guria activists. Guria human rights defend-
ers had previously been the target of intimidation and repression: in
2005, the police registered fabricated cases against Guria human rights
activists, including Mr. Singh, allegedly following pressure by brothel
owners and their mafia. This was intended to intimidate the activists to
withdraw statements given in court in relation to cases brought against
brothel owners for forced prostitution and raised the suspicion of local
police involvement with the sex trade industry®.

Urgent Interventions issued by The Observatory in 200816

Names of human .
Intervention

rights defenders / Violations Date of Issuance
NGOs Reference

Mr. Lachit Bordoloi | Arbitrary detention/ | Urgent Appeal IND | February 14, 2008
Search / Judicial 001/0208/0BS 018
proceedings

Urgent Appeal IND | February 15, 2008

001/0208/0BS 018.1
Mr. Arumugam Arbitrary arrest / Urgent Appeal IND | February 20, 2008
Katuraja Kanagaraj Ill-treatment / 002/0208/0BS 020
Judicial proceedings /
Death threats
Mr. Julfikar Ali Judicial proceedings / | Urgent Appeal IND | February 27,2008
Harassment 003/0208/0BS 027
Dr. Binayak Sen Solitary Urgent Appeal IND April 11, 2008

confinement / 004/0408/0BS 055
Arbitrary detention

15./ See CORE.
16./ See the Compilation of cases in the CD-Rom attached to this report.
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Names of human

Intervention

Tiphagne, S. Martin,
G. Ganesan, and

Harassment

007/0608/0BS 097

rights defenders / Violations Date of Issuance
Reference
NGOs
Messrs. Henri Arbitrary arrest Urgent Appeal IND April 21, 2008
Tiphagne, 005/0408/0BS 058
Mahaboob
Batcha and V.P.
Gunasekaran
Release Urgent Appeal IND April 22, 2008
005/0408/0BS
058.1.
Mr. Sapam Arbitrary detention /| Urgent Appeal IND May 14, 2008
Kangleipal Meitei | Judicial proceedings | 006/0508/0BS 076
Urgent Appeal IND May 19, 2008
006/0508/0BS
076.1
Messrs. Henri Judicial proceedings / | Urgent Appeal IND June 6, 2008

Prabakar
Mr. Kirity Roy / Judicial proceedings / | Urgent Appeal IND June 12, 2008
MASUM Search / Harassment 007/0608/0BS
0971
Urgent Appeal IND | September 29, 2008
007/0608/0BS
097.2
Mr. Konsom Assassination Urgent Appeal IND | November 27 2008
Rishikanta 008/1108/0BS 203
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Political context

The death of former President Suharto on January 27,2008 might have
signalled the end of an era, but many saw his death as the final nail in the
coffin for justice to be achieved for the atrocities committed by him and
his political allies. Impunity continued to prevail for violations carried
out under his watch, as well as to dominate the current human rights
situation in Indonesia. In particular, after much delay, on July 15, 2008,
the Commission of Truth and Friendship delivered its final report to the
Government. It concluded that the Indonesian military bore institutional
responsibility for widespread and systematic gross violations of human
rights committed in East Timor in August 1999. Whilst these findings
exceeded the expectations of many, the Commission was unable to assign
individual responsibility, recommend prosecution or order reparations.

Indonesia’s human rights record came under international scrutiny in
2008. Reports were submitted to the UN Human Rights Council by the
UN Special Representative of the Secretary-General on the situation of
Human Right Defenders and the UN Special Rapporteur on Torture
in January and March 2008 respectively, following visits to Indonesia
in 2007. Indonesia was also considered by the UN Committee Against
Torture (CAT) in May 2008 and by the UN Human Rights Council
under the Universal Periodic Review process in June 2008. Key concerns
raised by all these mechanisms were the persistence and widespread use
of torture, the lack of a definition and criminalisation of torture in penal
legislation and impunity for human rights violations?.

1./ See UN Document A/HRC/7/28/Add.2, Report of the Special Representative of the Secretary-
General on the situation of human rights defenders - Mission to Indonesia, January 28, 2008; UN
Document A/HRC/7/3/Add.7, Report of the Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman
or degrading treatment or punishment - Mission to Indonesia, March 10, 2008; UN Document CAT/C/
IDN/CO/2, Concluding Observations of the Committee Against Torture on Indonesia, July 2, 2008;
and UN Document A/HRC/8/23, Report of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review:
Indonesia, May 14, 2008.
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Violence against minority groups, in particular the Ahmadiyah and
other minority religious communities continued in 2008. On April
16, 2008, the Coordinating Board for Monitoring Mystical Beliefs
in Society (Bakor Pakem) published its recommendation that the
Government should ban the Ahmadiyah by issuing a decree on the basis
that it is a deviant sect. This incited violent attacks by other religious
groups against Ahmadiyah communities and, despite requests from
Ahmadiyah representatives and their lawyers, the police and authori-
ties failed to provide any protection for these religious groups. The
Committee Against Torture also noted “persistent, disturbing allega-
tions of a routine failure to investigate such violence™. In the end, the
Government did not issue a regulation disbanding the Ahmadiyah, but
the Religious Minister, the Home Affairs Minister and the Attorney
General issued a joint ministerial decree on June 9,2008, which banned
the dissemination of Ahmadiyah teachings in Indonesia. In this context
of increased religious tensions, 2008 saw the emergence of a new trend
of fundamental religious groups attacking those who advocate religious
tolerance and pluralism. Defenders of women’s human rights were par-
ticularly vulnerable to violence by Islamic fundamentalists.

In 2008, human rights defenders continued to be under threat, in
particular through criminalisation of their activities, stigmatisation as
separatists (particularly in the conflict areas of Aceh and Papua) or
communists, intimidation and restrictions on freedoms of expression
and assembly. In addition, impunity remained the rule for violations
against defenders, as illustrated by the emblematic case of Mr. Munir
Said Thalib, co-founder of the Commission for Disappearances and
Victims of Violence (KontraS) who was killed in 2004, and which
was seen as an attempt to intimidate and threaten all human rights
defenders3.

2./ See UN Document CAT/C/IDN/CO/2,/ Concluding Observations of the Committee Against Torture
on Indonesia/, July 2, 2008.

3./ Although former Deputy Chief of Indonesia’s National Intelligence Agency (BIN) Mr. Muchdi
Purwopranjono was prosecuted for “premeditated murder”, which was seen as a breakthrough in
the fight against impunity, given that it was the first time a member of the BIN had been arrested
for a criminal offence and was the first acknowledgement that State authorities may have been
involved in Mr. Munir Said Thalib’s assassination, on December 31, 2008, the South |akarta District
Court decided to acquit Mr. Muchdi for want of evidence.
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Some positive steps, but still legislative shortcomings
in the promotion of human rights

The then Special Representative on the Situation of Human Rights
Defenders, Ms. Hina Jilani, noted a number of positive steps that had
been taken to strengthen the legal and institutional framework for the
promotion of human rights4, but identified a number of shortcom-
ings, in particular the absence of “concrete measures dealing directly
with the protection of human rights defenders™. She recommended
that legislation and procedures be established to prevent the prosecu-
tion of human rights defenders when carrying out legitimate activities.
However, there was little progress in 2008 in this regard; a bill providing
legislative protection for human rights defenders was still in the course
of being drafted with no clear date for its finalisation, having still not
been debated by Parliament by the end of 2008. The establishment in
2008 of a Victims and Witness Protection Agency (LPSK) under the
Witness Protection Act 2006 may offer some hope of better protec-
tion for human rights defenders, but it was still not operational at the
end of 20088.

Furthermore, in August 2008, the Ministry of Home Affairs approved
a decree requiring State approval of foreign funding of Indonesian organ-
isations after minimal public consultation (Permendagri’ n°38/2008),
and which was only widely disseminated in December. Although the
Ministry of Home Affairs said the Government’s intention was to clarify
the Law n°8 of 1985 that provides for the suspension of organisations
that have received foreign funding without Government permission,
the new regulation might be used to impede freedom of association in
Indonesia, in particular through restricting foreign funding of NGOs

4./ The legal and institutional framework for the promotion and protection of human rights was
strengthened following constitutional changes in 2002, the adoption of the Human Rights Act
in 1999 and of the Witness Protection Act in 2006, and ratification, in 2006, of the Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights and the Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Similarly, the
establishment of ad hoc human rights tribunals, of the National Human Rights Commission (Komnas
HAM) and of the National Commission on Violence Against Women (Komnas Perempuan) has been
an important development in terms of protection and promotion of human rights, providing a
framework in which defenders may carry out their activities.

5./ See UN Document A/HRC/7/28/Add.2, Report of the Special Representative of the Secretary-
General on the situation of human rights defenders - Mission to Indonesia, |anuary 28, 2008.

6./ The LPSK was inaugurated on July 15, 2008 but remains un-operational due to budget issues.
7./ A regulation of the Ministry of Home Affairs.
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wanting to monitor the 2009 legislative and presidential elections.
Indeed, it requires NGOs to register with the Government, seek Interior
Ministry approval for foreign funding, pay tax on the funds and publicise
foreign-funded activities through the media. Foreign donors are also
required to register with the Government so that the latter can “make
sure foreigners are not seeking to undermine national security or devel-
opment”. Besides, the Bank of Indonesia also issued in December 2008
a policy that request all banks in Indonesia to ask their customers about
the usage of money received abroad. As of the end of 2008, both the
Ministries of Home Affairs and of Justice were also drafting new laws
on the treatment of civil society organisations, including NGOs8.

Repression of human rights defenders in conflict areas
of Aceh and Papua

Repression of human rights defenders in Aceh and Papua continued
in 2008, frequently taking the form of intimidation, stigmatisation
as separatists, criminalisation of activities — predominantly through
charges of sedition — and attacks on freedom of expression and assem-
bly. Indeed, whilst there were some improvements in the post-conflict
area of Aceh, human rights defenders continued to be the target of
military, police and intelligence operations. Any seminar or workshop
held by Acehnese human rights organisations was investigated by intel-
ligence officers. This included seminars/workshops held by Kontras
Aceh, LBH Banda Aceh, Aceh Judicial Monitoring Institute (AJMI)
and Koalisi NGO HAMDO. The Special Representative on Human
Rights Defenders, Ms. Hina Jilani, expressed concerns regarding this
following her visit to Indonesia in June 2007, stating that whilst she
welcomed some improvements, “concerns remain with regard to sur-
veillance activities by law enforcement authorities, stigmatisation of
defenders, restrictions that affect the work of women human rights
defenders, and the score of unresolved cases™®.

Land rights activists, particularly, came under attack in Aceh for
speaking out against violations. On August 14, 2008, eight lawyers

8./ See Imparsial.

9./ Idem.

10./ See UN Document A/HRC/7/28/Add.2, Report of the Special Representative of the Secretary-
General on the situation of human rights defenders - Mission to Indonesia, January 28, 2008.
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and human rights activists of the Legal Aid Foundation Banda Aceh
(LBH Banda Aceh), Messrs. Kamaruddin, Muksalmina, Yulisa Fitri,
Sugiono, Mustiqal Syahputra, Muhammad Jully Fuadi, Mardiati
and Juanda, were charged and convicted of “disseminating hate against
the Government” and “incitement of violence against public officials”.
They were sentenced to three months’ imprisonment, with six months’
probation. The activists had been distributing leaflets about the land
rights of more than 1,000 people affected by evictions from a palm oil
plantation owned by the Bumi Flora Corporation in East Aceh.

In West Papua, intimidation and harassment of human rights defend-
ers through surveillance was also used by the authorities and the lack of
accountability for State violence in this province continued to obstruct
the resolution of the conflict, with increased military presence adversely
affecting the capacity of human rights defenders to carry out their
work. Additionally, human rights defenders in West Papua continued
to be the victims of systematic intimidation following the visit in June
2007 by the Special Representative!?. In particular, those expressing
their views or exposing violations came under attack. For example, Mr.
Iwanggin Sabar Olif, a West Papua human rights lawyer and a member
of the Institute for Human Rights Study and Advocacy (ELSHAM),
was arrested on October 18, 2007 by anti-terrorist officers and subse-
quently charged under Article 160 of Indonesia’s Criminal Code® for
inciting “in public to commit a punishable act, a violent action against
the public authority or any other disobedience”, for allegedly sending
an SMS message critical of President Susilo Bambang Yudhoyono®.
Released in January 2008, his subsequent trial took over 15 months,

11./ See Tapol and Imparsial.

12./ See UN Document A/HRC/7/28/Add.2, Report of the Special Representative of the Secretary-
General on the situation of human rights defenders - Mission to Indonesia, January 28, 2008.
13./ This article, which carries a maximum sentence of six years’ imprisonment, has been used in
the past against human rights defenders in Indonesia, including in Aceh, Java, East Kalimantan
and Maluku, to suppress freedoms of expression and assembly.

14./ This message reportedly asked people to be careful because President Susilo Bambang
Yudhoyono had ordered a deadly program together with the army aimed at “eradicating” the
Papuan population through food poisoning and other violent actions. This text message would have
been in circulation since July 2007 and thousands of Papuans would have already received it. Mr.
Ilwanggin Sabar Olif always denied having written or sent this message, or even having received it.
During police interrogation, Mr. lwanggin Sabar Olif did not have access to a lawyer. He would also
have been intimidated by the police to confess he was the original sender of the text message.
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which prevented him from carrying out his legitimate work as a human
rights defender in Papua. On January 29, 2009, the Jayapura District
Court finally cleared Mr. Iwanggin Sabar Olif of all charges brought
against him*. On July 20, 2008, a book entitled The Genocide of Ethnic
Melanesia: Breaking the silent history of violence in Papua by Rev.
Socratez Sofyan Yoman was banned by the Attorney General®, thus
reinforcing the general climate of fear.

Repression of the media and freedom of expression

Restrictions on freedom of expression were not confined to conflict
areas. In 2008, journalists were frequently prosecuted by the Government
and by the community for exercising their right to freedom of expression.
Rather than using the Press Law of 1999 to resolve disputes relating to
press reports, the Criminal Code, which was inherited from Dutch colo-
nialists, was used to criminalise the press. The charges generally brought
against journalists related to “defamation” and “crimes against dignity”.
For example, in September 2008, the news magazine 7empo was ordered
to pay a fine of Rp. 50 million (about 3,280 Euros) under the Criminal
Code and to apologise publicly for its investigation into and report on
corruption and tax evasion by palm oil product, Asian Agri®.

Freedom of expression was further curtailed in 2008 with the adop-
tion of the Law on Electronic Information and Transactions (ITE).
The Law contains provisions that sanction defamation with longer
terms of imprisonment and higher fines than those stipulated in the
Criminal Code, and media groups expressed concern that this could
silence the press. In September 2008, legislator Mr. Alvin Lie initiated
defamation proceedings against Mr. Narliswandi Piliang, blogger and
journalist for 7empo. Mr. Piliang had written an article alleging that
a coal mining company, PT Adaro Energy, had bribed the National
Mandate Party through Mr. Lie to influence an investigation by the
House of Representatives into the company’s initial public offering of
shares. If convicted, the journalist faces up to six years’ imprisonment

and a fine of Rp. 1 billion®.

15./ See Tapol.

16./ See Imparsial.

17/ Indonesia’s Judicial Review Commission was to investigate this district court decision.
18./ See FORUM-ASIA, Fortnightly E-newsletter, September 22, 2008.
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Political context
In March and April 2008, Iran held parliamentary (or Majils) elec-

tions, which resulted in the conservatives, supportive of President
Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, retaining control of Parliament. However,
over a third of prospective candidates, predominantly reformists, were
excluded from standing for election by the Council of Guardians on
ideological grounds, on the basis that they were not sufficiently loyal to
the Iranian revolution or Islamic values. Additionally, severe restrictions
were imposed on media coverage of the elections, and independent
election monitors were denied access to polling stations. The election
process thus failed to comply with international standards and did not
allow any genuine democratic choice for voters?.

2008 saw a surge in executions, with 29 people being hanged in one
day alone, on July 27, 2008. This increasing recourse to the death pen-
alty, and in particular Iran’s lamentable position as the world leader in
the execution of juvenile offenders, led to widespread condemnation by
the international community? By the end of October 2008, Iran had
executed six child offenders, with at least a further 130 on death row, in

1./ See EU Presidency Statement on the conduct of parliamentary elections in Iran, March 15, 2008;
and US Department of State Press Statement, March 14, 2008.

2./ The European Union issued a number of statements in 2008 condemning the rise in executions,
in particular of minors. See, for example, the Declaration by the EU Presidency concerning death
sentences in Iran, January 25,2008 and EU Presidency Statements on the imminent execution of
juvenile offenders in Iran, June 4 and 10, 2008. The UN Human Rights Committee also expressed
concern over the “extremely high number of death sentences, many resulting from trials in which
the guarantees of due process of law had not been properly applied”. See UN Press Release,
October 20, 2008.
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flagrant violation of international law3. Additionally stoning continued
to be used as a punishment?.

2008 was also characterised by a deterioration in the freedom of reli-
gion in Iran. The Iranian Constitution expressly provides that Islam is
the official religion, but nonetheless recognises Zoroastrian, Jewish and
Christian Iranians as religious minorities, free to follow their religion
within the confines of the law5. Despite this, discrimination against
religious minorities increased in 2008. In particular, Iranian converts to
Christianity and members of the Baha’i community suffered persecu-
tion, including arrests, arbitrary detentions and violence. Concern for
religious freedom grew in February 2008 when the Iranian Parliament
began to consider a draft Criminal Code, which would include apos-
tasy as one of the crimes punishable by death. This measure, thought
specifically to target the Baha'i faith, would be in direct contravention
of Iran’s international human rights obligations including the right to
change one’s religion and the right to have no religion®.

Ongoing crackdown on the “One Millions Signatures
Campaign” members

2008 saw no change in the systematic campaign of repression against
women’s rights activists. Since repression against them began in June
2006, when a peacetul gathering was violently repressed by the authori-
ties, more than one hundred women’s rights activists have been arrested,

3./ See OMCT Press Release, October 17, 2008. No other country was known to have executed a
juvenile offender in 2008. On October 16, 2008, the Iranian judiciary issued a directive abolishing
execution sentences for juvenile offenders. However, two days later, a statement was released
qualifying the ban, stating that death sentences could continue to be handed down in murder
cases; the ban applying only to drug crimes and thus of limited application.

4./ See UN General Assembly Resolution, UN Document A/RES/62/168. See also Declaration by
the EU Presidency concerning death sentences in Iran, February 7,2008.

5./ Article 13 of the Iranian Constitution.

6./ Whilst the death penalty has been handed down in the past for apostasy, it was not established
by law. See Declaration by the EU Presidency concerning the consideration of a draft Criminal
Code in Iran, February 25, 2008 and Declaration by the EU Presidency on the situation of people
belonging to religious minorities in Iran, September 26, 2008.
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interrogated or sentenced”. A particular target in 2007, the Campaign
for Equality, which calls for the end of legal discrimination against
women in Iran, was once again repressed by the authorities. Thus,
human rights defenders who were active in the “One Million Signatures
Campaign” (established in August 2006) were sentenced to prison or
to lashings for writing and publishing articles and reports, holding
private meetings at home, organising and attending peaceful gather-
ings and collecting signatures. Most were charged with the vaguely
worded offences against national security under the Islamic Criminal
Code. One of the activists, Ms. Hana Abdi, was given the maximum
possible sentence of five years’ imprisonment in exile on June 18,2008,
on charges of “taking part in a gathering” and “colluding to threaten
national security”. On October 7, 2008, her sentence was reduced to
one year and a half in prison and her sentence to imprisonment in
exile was nullified. She was however sent in October to a prison of
Hamedan province, out of Iranian Kurdistan. Ms. Abdi was convicted
solely based on interrogations by Intelligence Ministry officials during
her detention, during which she had been held in solitary confine-
ment, repeatedly tortured and denied access to her lawyer. At the end
of 2008, Ms. Ronak Safarzadeh, another member of the Campaign,
remained detained awaiting trial in Sanandaj prison, Kurdistan prov-
ince. The Government also continued its trend of releasing women’s
rights activists on high bail until their trial. For example, bail of 2,000
million Rials (about 160,600 Euros) was set for the release of Ms. Esha
Momeni, a student at California State University Northbridge, who
was arrested on October 15,2008 when visiting Tehran. She was held
in solitary confinement until her bail was met on November 10, 2008.
Through this action, which in itself is a form of harassment and intimi-
dation given that many are unable to meet such high bail amounts, the
Government has raised over one million Euros.

In addition to judicial harassment and harsh sentencing, these women
human rights defenders also saw their freedom of movement restricted.

For example, on March 3, 2008, Ms. Parvin Ardalan, who in April

7./ In November 2008, the UN Special Rapporteurs on Human Rights Defenders and on Violence
Against Women criticised Iran’s harassment of women's rights activists including members of the
One Million Signatures Campaign. The Special Rapporteurs also noted a lack of cooperation from
Iranian authorities (See UN Joint Press Release, November 27, 2008).
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2007 had been sentenced to three years’ imprisonment (with two and
a half years’ suspended), was forced to get out of a plane en route to
Stockholm where she was due to collect the Olaf Palme Human Rights
Prize® for her contribution to women’s rights. Similarly, Ms. Sussan
Tahmasebi’s passport was retained at the airport on October 26,2008
and she was prevented from travelling. Her home was also searched
and her laptop, books and other materials seized on the same day. This
was the fourth time she was prevented from travelling.

Repression was not only directed against individual women’s rights
activists. In an attempt to silence the voices of gender equality activ-
ists, the authorities blocked the website of the campaign Change for
Equality twice in less than two weeks at the end of November/begin-
ning of December 2008. The website has been blocked about twenty
times since it was launched.

Repression of minority rights defenders

As in 2007, defenders of minority rights, both cultural and reli-
gious, faced repression by the authorities. Several notable human rights
defenders and journalists who had promoted Kurdish human rights
continued to be detained in prison at the end of 2008 as a result of
exercising their right to freedoms of expression or assembly, including
Messrs. Mohammed Sadigh Kaboudvand, Abdoulvahid (aka Hiwa)
Boutimar, Adnan Hassanpour and Massoud Korpour. Human rights
defenders continued to be targeted on the basis of having contact or
collaborating with “illegal Kurdish organisations”, a crime punishable by
death. For instance, on November 6, 2008, Mr. Yasser Goli, a Kurdish
rights activist and Secretary General of the Kurdish Students’ Union of
Iranian Universities, detained since October 9, 2007, was sentenced by
the second branch of the Revolutionary Court of Sanandaj to 15 years
in prison and to his banishment to Kerman, in the east of the country,
for having contacts with “illegal Kurdish organisations” (Article 168 of
the Islamic Criminal Code).

Those defending the rights of the Baha'i religious minority also
came under attack. For example, one of Iran’s most prominent human

8./ The Olaf Palme Foundation is an independent and non-governmental entity, which awards
annual prizes to human rights activists.
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rights defenders and 2003 Nobel Peace Prize winner, Ms. Shirin Ebadi,
a lawyer and Secretary General of the Defenders of Human Rights
Centre (DHRC), was the focus of a harsh slandering campaign by
the State-controlled media in 2008, following her decision to defend
seven members of the Baha'i minority in court. This campaign included
articles criticising her for her support of the Baha'i, for defending
homosexuals and for criticising Islamic punishments, as well as reports
accusing her organisation of being financed by the US. Given that she
had previously received death threats on April 5, 2008 for her human
rights activities, this public attack could be perceived as an incitement
to further harassment. Furthermore, on December 21,2008, the DHRC
headquarter in Tehran was closed by the police. A private meeting was
scheduled on the very same day to commemorate the 60t anniversary
of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

No respite for labour activists and trade unionists

Anti-union attacks by the authorities continued in 2008. In the run-
up to May Day, a number of arrests took place, intended to intimidate
trade unionists and create a climate of fear. For example, Mr. Shays
Amani, a founder of the National Union of Dismissed and Unemployed
Workers (NUDUW), was arrested on April 23, 2008. On May Day
itself, the authorities attempted to suppress all peaceful celebrations
arresting a number of activists and imposing fines and flogging others.
For example, Messrs. Javanmir Moradi and Taha Azadi, two members
of the Free Union of Iranian Workers (FUIW), were arrested, together
with a number of worker activists in Asalouyeh in the south of Iran?.
They were subsequently released.

A number of trade unionists also continued to be detained in prison.
For example, Mr. Mansour Osanloo, President of the Syndicate of
Workers of Tehran and Suburbs Bus Company (Sherkat-e Vahed), who
had been arrested on July 10, 2007 by security services and subsequently
sentenced to five years’ imprisonment on grounds of propaganda and
activities against the State, continued to be held despite serious health
concerns®. On April 6,2008, Mr. Mahmoud Salehi, Spokesperson for

the Organisation Committee to Establish Trade Unions and former

9./ See International Trade Union Confederation (ITUC) Press Release, May 7, 2008.
10./ See ITUC Press Release, July 10, 2008.
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leader of the Saqez Bakery Workers’ Union in Kurdistan province, was
released from Sanandaj prison reportedly on bail of 40 million Toman
(approximately 32,120 Euros). Mr. Salehi had spent over five years in
prison since mid-1980s for his trade union activities. This was a positive
step in some respects, however, Mr. Salehi had been due to be released
on March 23,2008 but the authorities had refused to release him. New
charges were brought against him on March 17, 2008 to justify his
detention beyond his release date.

Urgent Interventions issued by The Observatory in 2008%

Names of human

Hosseinkhah and
Ms. Jelveh Javaheri

rights defenders / Violations B Date of Issuance
Reference
NGOs

Mr. Emadeddin Deterioration of Urgent Appeal IRN January 3, 2008

Baghi health conditions / 006/0807/0BS

ILl-treatment / 088.2
Arbitrary detention

Ms. Maryam Release on bail Press Release January 8, 2008

Press Release

September 5, 2008

Ms. Nasim Khosravi

proceedings

Ms. Ronak Arbitrary detention Press Release January 8, 2008
Safarzadeh
Press Release September 4, 2008
Ms. Hana Abdi Arbitrary detention / Press Release January 8, 2008
Sentencing
Urgent Appeal IRN July 4, 2008
013/1107/0BS 154.1
Press Release September 4, 2008
Ms. Raheleh Arbitrary Urgent Appeal IRN | February 20, 2008
Asgarizadeh and | detention / Judicial | 001/0208/0BS 021

Release on bail /
Harassment

Urgent Appeal IRN
001/0208/0BS 021.1

March 4, 2008

11./ See the Compilation of cases in the CD-Rom attached to this report.
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Names of human

Intervention

rights defenders / Violations Date of Issuance
Reference
NGOs
Ms. Ehteram Sentencing / Urgent Appeal IRN March 4, 2008

Shadfar and Ms.

Judicial harassment

002/0308/0BS 030

Parvin Ardalan / Obstacles to
the freedom of
movement
Mr. Mahmoud Release on bail Urgent Appeal IRN April 8, 2008
Salehi 003/0805/0BS 074.4
Ms. Khadijeh Arbitrary Urgent Appeal IRN April 9, 2008
Moghaddam detention / Judicial | 003/0408/0BS 051

proceedings /
Ill-treatments

Ms. Shirin Ebadi Death threats Urgent Appeal IRN April 14, 2008
004/0408/0BS 056.
Slandering Press Release August 8, 2008
campaign
Obstacles to Press Release October 14, 2008
freedom of
expression

Harassment /
Search

Press Release

December 30, 2008

Ms. Nashrin Afzali

Sentencing /

Urgent Appeal IRN

April 23, 2008

and Ms. Nahid Ongoing 005/0408/0BS 064
Jafari harassment

Ms. Zeynab Sentencing / Urgent Appeal IRN April 23, 2008

Peyghambarzadeh | Ongoing harassment | 005/0408/0BS 064
Joint Open Letter to | November 5, 2008
the authorities

Ms. Rezvan Sentencing / Urgent Appeal IRN May 2, 2008
Moghadam Ongoing harassment | 006/0506/0BS 073

Ms. Parvin Ardalan Urgent Appeal IRN May 2, 2008
006/0506/0BS 073
Press Release September 5, 2008

Mr. Amir Yaghoub- Sentencing Urgent Appeal IRN May 28, 2008
Ali 007/0508/0BS 090

Mr. Saman Incommunicado Urgent Appeal IRN July 31, 2008
Rasoulpour detention 008/0708/0BS 130
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Names of human

Hassanpour and
Abdoulvahid (Hiwa)

Judicial proceedings
/ Sentencing

rights defenders / Violations Intervention Date of Issuance
Reference
NGOs
Mr. Massoud Incommunicado Urgent Appeal IRN August 19, 2008
Kordpour detention 009/0808/0BS 138
Press Release September 4, 2008
Messrs. Adnan Arbitrary detention / Press Release September 4, 2008

Sadigh Kaboudvand

Sentencing

Boutimar
Urgent Appeal IRN | September 5, 2008
007/0807/0BS 092.2
Mr. Mohamad Arbitrary detention / Press Release September 4, 2008

Urgent Appeal IRN
003/0707/0BS 072.1

July 4, 2008

Urgent Appeal IRN
003/0707/0BS 072.2

October 28, 2008

Deterioration of
health conditions

Urgent Appeal IRN
003/0707/0BS 072.3

December 22, 2008

Mr. Yasser Goli

Sentencing /

Press Release

September 4, 2008

Arbitrary detention
Urgent Appeal IRN | November 12, 2008
012/1008/0BS 187
Ms. Fatemeh Goftari Sentencing / Press Release September 4, 2008
Arbitrary detention
Ms. Zeynab Arbitrary detention Press Release September 4, 2008
Bayazidi
Ms. Nahid Sentencing Press Release September 5, 2008
Keshavarz

Ms. Esha Momeni

Arbitrary detention

Urgent Appeal IRN
010/1008/0BS 166

October 20, 2008

Joint Open Letter to
the authorities

November 5, 2008

Release on bail /
Judicial proceedings

Urgent Appeal IRN
010/1008/0BS 166.1

November 13, 2008
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Names of human

Intervention

rights defenders / Violations Date of Issuance
Reference
NGOs
Ms. Negin Arbitrary detention | Urgent Appeal IRN October 31, 2008

Sheikholeslami

011/1008/0BS 176

Release on bail

Urgent Appeal IRN

December 16, 2008

011/1008/0BS 176.1
Ms. Parastoo Search / Joint Open Letter to | November 5, 2008
Alahyaari Harassment the authorities
Ms. Sussan Obstacles to Joint Open Letter to | November 5, 2008
Tahmasebi the freedom of the authorities
movement

Ms. Masoumeh Zia

Sentencing /
Harassment

Urgent Appeal IRN
013/1108/0BS 189

November 12, 2008

Mr. Youssef Azizi
Bani-Torof

Sentencing /
Harassment

Urgent Appeal IRN
014/1108/0BS 192

November 17, 2008

Defenders Human
Rights Centre
(DHRC()

Closure of an NGO

Press Release

December 22, 2008
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Political context

The key political event of 2008 in Malaysia was the 12th General
Election, which took place on March 8, 2008. This election saw the
ruling National Front coalition (Barisan Nasional - BN) win, but expe-
rience its worst performance in Malaysian electoral history, failing for
only the second time since independence in 1957 to obtain a two-thirds
majority in Parliament, required to pass amendments to the Malaysian
Constitution. The opposition coalition, “Pakatan Pakyat”, won 82 of the
222 seats in Parliament and took control of five of the thirteen State
Governments. The election results sent a clear message to the ruling
coalition that the electorate wished to see change, reform and greater
respect for human rights.

Following the elections, the ruling coalition experienced a leadership
crisis, with criticisms of Prime Minister Abdullah Badawi coming from
both within and outside the coalition. This crisis was compounded by
the landslide victory of Mr. Anwar Ibrahim, the leader of the opposition
People’s Justice Party (Parti Keadilan Rakyat - PKR) in the Permatang
Pauh by-election in August 2008. Mr. Anwar brought further pressure
to bear by announcing his intention to lure Members of Parliament
into the opposition to form a new government. However, Mr. Anwar’s
political future was called into question when sodomy charges were
brought against him, widely believed to be politically motivated and
aimed at preventing him from leading a new government.

Despite calls for change, the political crisis led to an increased and
arbitrary use by the Government of restrictive laws — including the
Emergency Ordinance 1969, the Sedition Act 1948, the Official Secrets
Act 1972 and the Police Act 1967 — to silence the opposition as well
as any critics. The law most frequently used or threatened to be used
against human rights defenders as well as political opponents continued
to be the Internal Security Act (ISA) 1960, which permits indefinite
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detention without charge or trial'. Whilst demands for the review or
abolition of the ISA had been made in the past by civil society and
opposition parties, 2008 was notable for the criticisms of the ISA that
came from within the ruling coalition. In September 2008, Mr. Zaid
Ibrahim, the Cabinet Minister responsible for legal affairs, resigned
from his position because of the Government’s use of the ISA to detain
a Member of Parliament?, a blogger and a journalist on September 12,
2008. The following month, a number of major coalition parties called
for the ISA to be reviewed. As of the end of 2008, however, no steps
had been taken in response to these demands.

2008 was 