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Верховного комиссара и Генерального секретаря 

Правозащитные органы и механизмы 

  Сотрудничество с Организацией Объединенных Наций, 
ее представителями и механизмами в области прав 
человека* 

  Доклад Генерального секретаря 

 Резюме 

 Настоящий доклад представляется в соответствии с резолюцией 12/2 Совета по 

правам человека. Генеральный секретарь освещает последние события в системе 

Организации Объединенных Наций и за ее пределами в сфере решения проблемы 

запугивания и репрессий в отношении людей, которые стремятся сотрудничать или 

сотрудничали с Организацией Объединенных Наций, ее представителями и 

механизмами в области прав человека. В нем отражена работа помощника 

Генерального секретаря по правам человека как старшего должностного лица, 

возглавляющего усилия Организации Объединенных Наций в этой области. В докладе 

содержится информация о предполагаемых актах запугивания и репрессий, в том 

числе в рамках последующей деятельности в связи со случаями, которые были 

включены в предыдущий доклад (A/HRC/36/31), и имевшими место до этого. В силу 

ограничений по объему дополнительная информация об отдельных случаях 

приводится в приложении I. Информация о последующей деятельности в связи со 

случаями, которые были включены в предыдущие доклады, приводится в 

приложении II. В заключительной части доклада содержится краткое изложение 

тенденций и рекомендаций для предупреждения актов запугивания и репрессий и 

решения этой проблемы. 

 

 

  

  

 * Приложения к настоящему докладу воспроизводятся в полученном виде. 
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 I. Введение 

1. В резолюции 12/2 Совет по правам человека выразил озабоченность в связи с 

продолжающими поступать сообщениями о запугивании и репрессиях в отношении 

отдельных лиц и групп, которые стремятся сотрудничать или сотрудничали с 

Организацией Объединенных Наций, ее представителями и механизмами в области 

прав человека. Совет далее осудил любые акты запугивания или репрессий со стороны 

правительств и негосударственных субъектов и предложил мне представить Совету на 

его четырнадцатой сессии, а впоследствии ежегодно представлять доклад, 

содержащий подборку и анализ любой имеющейся информации из всех 

соответствующих источников о предполагаемых случаях репрессий, а также 

рекомендации относительно способов решения этой проблемы. Настоящий доклад 

является девятым докладом, подготовленным на основе резолюции 12/21. 

 II. Процесс реагирования на акты запугивания и репрессий 

2. Решение проблемы репрессий и запугивания в отношении лиц, которые 

сотрудничают с Организацией Объединенных Наций в области прав человека, 

остается одной из приоритетных задач и основных обязанностей Организации в целом. 

В течение отчетного периода я продолжал получать сообщения о тревожных 

тенденциях к применению репрессий, различных форм преследования в ответ на 

сотрудничество в прошлом и мер запугивания, призванных воспрепятствовать 

будущему участию в деятельности Организацией Объединенных Наций или 

сотрудничеству с ней.  

3. Случаи запугивания и репрессий обсуждались в Генеральной Ассамблее, 

Экономическом и Социальном Совете, Совете по правам человека и Совете 

Безопасности, в том числе с точки зрения сотрудничества с этими структурами. 

В рамках системы Организации Объединенных Наций, в том числе Секретариата и его 

отделений на местах и миссии по поддержанию мира, Программы развития 

Организации Объединенных Наций (ПРООН), Международной организации труда 

(МОТ), Конференции государств – участников Конвенции против коррупции 

Организации Объединенных Наций, Всемирного банка и Международного валютного 

фонда многие субъекты продолжают рассматривать такие случаи с соответствующими 

правительствами и выступать с инициативами по повышению осведомленности о 

серьезности этой проблемы.  

4. 24 декабря 2017 года на своей семьдесят второй сессии Генеральная Ассамблея 

приняла консенсусом резолюцию 72/247 в ознаменование двадцатой годовщины и 

поощрения осуществления Декларации о праве и обязанности отдельных лиц, групп и 

органов общества поощрять и защищать общепризнанные права человека и основные 

свободы (Декларации о правозащитниках). Генеральная Ассамблея осудила все акты 

запугивания и репрессий со стороны государственных и негосударственных 

субъектов, в том числе в отношении правозащитников и их законных представителей, 

сподвижников и членов семей, и решительно призвала все государства обеспечить 

осуществление права каждого человека, индивидуально и совместно с другими, на 

беспрепятственный доступ к Организации Объединенных Наций и поддержание связи 

с ней. Она выразила серьезную озабоченность по поводу «значительного и 

возрастающего числа получаемых мандатариями специальных процедур заявлений и 

сообщений серьезного характера», связанных с запугиванием и репрессиями.  

5. 29 сентября 2017 года на своей тридцать шестой сессии Совет по правам 

человека принял резолюцию 36/21 о «сотрудничестве с Организацией Объединенных 

Наций, ее представителями и механизмами в области прав человека», в которой он 

подтвердил «право каждого человека, индивидуально и совместно с другими,  

на беспрепятственный доступ к ... и поддержание ... связи ... с Организацией 

  

 1 A/HRC/14/19, A/HRC/18/19, A/HRC/21/18, A/HRC/24/29 и Corr. 1, A/HRC/27/38, A/HRC/30/29, 

A/HRC/33/19 и A/HRC/36/31. 
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Объединенных Наций, ее представителями и механизмами». В указанной резолюции 

Совет настоятельно призвал все государства предотвращать и воздерживаться от 

любых актов запугивания или репрессий и принимать меры по обеспечению 

ответственности за совершение репрессий. Он отметил назначение помощника 

Генерального секретаря по правам человека и постановил, что после представления 

настоящего доклада на тридцать девятой сессии состоится интерактивный диалог. 

На тридцать шестой, тридцать седьмой и тридцать восьмой сессиях Совета 

государства и неправительственные организации (НПО) также выступали с 

заявлениями по проблеме репрессий. 

6. За отчетный период в 2017 и 2018 годах сменявшие друг друга председатели 

Совета по правам человека оказывали добрые услуги в рамках двусторонних 

совещаний и в письменной форме для рассмотрения восьми случаев репрессий, 

связанных с участием в работе сессий Совета. К ним относятся запреты на поездки, 

задержание и конфискацию паспорта, арест, допрос и заключение в стране 

происхождения после участия в сессиях Совета, а также запугивание представителями 

государства в ходе параллельных мероприятий Совета.  

7. Верховный комиссар по правам человека неоднократно категорично 

высказывался по вопросу о репрессиях со стороны государственных должностных 

лиц, в частности в своем вступительном заявлении на тридцать шестой сессии Совета 

по правам человека 11 сентября 2017 года2 и 18 июня 2018 года на его тридцать 

восьмой сессии.3 Он не раз обращал внимание на новые и меняющиеся стратегии и 

законы, направленные на ограничение деятельности гражданского общества, в том 

числе избирательно создающие препятствия для международных информационно-

просветительских усилий НПО по конкретным вопросам. К ним относятся стратегии 

и законы, ограничивающие или запрещающие иностранное финансирование, которое 

организации используют для представления исследовательских данных на совещаниях 

Организации Объединенных Наций и поездок на них. 

8. Помощник Генерального секретаря по правам человека, старшее должностное 

лицо, которому поручено возглавлять усилия в рамках системы Организации 

Объединенных Наций по решению проблемы запугивания и репрессий, продолжает 

взаимодействие с государствами на высоком уровне, в частности по вопросам 

соответствующих тенденций и случаев, требующих немедленного вмешательства, и 

проводит мероприятия с целью проведения консультаций о деятельности Организации 

Объединенных Наций в решении проблем, связанных с репрессиями непосредственно 

с потерпевшими и организациями гражданского общества. Помимо встреч в Нью-

Йорке и Женеве он встретился с участниками со всего мира на конференции 

«Дублинская платформа правозащитников», проведенной в 2017 году организацией 

«Франт лайн дефендерс»4, с правозащитниками из 16 азиатских стран на региональной 

консультации в Бангкоке, организованной Управлением Верховного комиссара 

Организации Объединенных Наций по правам человека (УВКПЧ) в мае 2018 года5 и 

на платформе безопасности для правозащитников в Центральной Азии в Бишкеке6. 

9.  Помощник Генерального секретаря обсудил конкретные ситуации и отдельные 

случаи с государствами-членами на межправительственных форумах, а также 

посредством «тихой дипломатии» с соответствующими правительствами, в том числе 

с постоянными представителями при Организации Объединенных Наций и в ходе 

поездок на места. Он взаимодействовал с Председателем Совета по правам человека, 

Председателем Комитета по неправительственным организациям, мандатариями 

специальных процедур, в том числе их координационным комитетом, договорными 

органами, специальными представителями Генерального секретаря и 

координаторами-резидентами, представителями Всемирного банка, руководителями 

правозащитных миссий на местах и координаторами в различных организациях 

  

 2 См. www.ohchr.org/RU/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22041. 

 3 См.www.ohchr.org/RU/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx? NewsID=23206&LangID=R. 

 4 См. www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?LangID=E&NewsID=22251. 

 5 См. www.ohchr.org/en/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=23109&LangID=E.  

 6 См. www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=23106&LangID=E. 
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системы Организации Объединенных Наций в Центральных учреждениях и на местах. 

Он также взаимодействовал с Глобальным альянсом национальных правозащитных 

учреждений по вопросу особого подхода к национальным учреждениям в связи с их 

работой с Организацией Объединенных Наций. 

10. 18 апреля 2018 года на семнадцатой сессии Постоянного форума Организации 

Объединенных Наций по вопросам коренных народов помощник Генерального 

секретаря особо подчеркнул многочисленные случаи запугивания и репрессий в 

отношении коренных народов, в том числе тех, кто сотрудничает с Организацией 

Объединенных Наций7. Постоянный форум просил Генерального секретаря, действуя 

через помощника Генерального секретаря и в консультации с другими 

соответствующими механизмами Организации Объединенных Наций, представить 

Форуму на его восемнадцатой сессии в 2019 году доклад о тенденциях, связанных с 

запугиванием и репрессиями в отношении коренных народов, которые стремятся 

взаимодействовать с Организацией Объединенных Наций (см. E/2018/43-

E/C.19/2018/11, пункт 14). 

11. В докладе о работе двадцать четвертого ежегодного совещания специальных 

докладчиков/представителей, независимых экспертов и председателей рабочих групп 

специальных процедур Совета по правам человека мандатарии специальных процедур 

отметили различные меры реагирования на случаи запугивания и репрессий, которые, 

согласно наблюдениям, приобретают все более серьезный характер. Они также 

подчеркнули необходимость проведения анализа и комплексной оценки тенденций, а 

также усиления координации с другими подразделениями системы Организации 

Объединенных Наций, в том числе помощником Генерального секретаря (см. A/HRC/ 

37/37, пункты 66–67)8.  

12.  В заявлении от 1 июня 2018 года в ознаменование двадцатой годовщины 

принятия Декларации о правозащитниках эксперты подтвердили, что все люди 

должны иметь возможность взаимодействовать с договорными органами без 

вмешательства, запугивания, злоупотреблений, угроз, насилия, репрессий или 

необоснованных ограничений в какой бы то ни было форме9.  

13. ПРООН, УВКПЧ и Глобальный альянс национальных правозащитных 

учреждений по-прежнему оказывают поддержку в осуществлении их руководящих 

принципов по борьбе с репрессиями и другими актами запугивания в отношении 

национальных правозащитных учреждений, их членов и сотрудников. Это 

предполагает, в частности, документирование таких случаев и незамедлительное 

реагирования на них, а также коллективную поддержку целевых национальных 

учреждений по правам человека. 

14.  В целях обеспечения прозрачности и открытости работы по вопросам 

запугивания и репрессий и деятельности правозащитных механизмов Организации 

Объединенных Наций запущенный в июне 2017 года веб-сайт переводится на шесть 

официальных языков, кроме того, в онлайновом режиме доступны информационные 

материалы, в том числе анимационный видеоролик и одностраничный документ для 

представителей гражданского общества с инструкцией о представлении 

информации10. Мандатарии специальных процедур11 и некоторые договорные органы 

также имеют отдельные веб-страницы. 

 III. Информация о политике и передовой практике  

15.  В методах и практических аспектах работы договорных органов, в том числе в 

осуществлении руководящих принципов по борьбе с запугиванием и репрессиями 

(Руководящие принципы Сан-Хосе, HRI/MC/2015/6), принятых ими на своем 

  

 7 См. www.ohchr.org/en/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22955&LangID=E.  

 8 См. www.ohchr.org/en/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22828&LangID=E.  

 9 См. www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=23154&LangID=E. 
 10 См. https://www.ohchr.org/RU/Issues/Reprisals/Pages/ReprisalsIndex.aspx. 

 11 См. https://www.ohchr.org/RU/HRBodies/SP/Pages/Actsofintimidationandreprisal.aspx. 
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совещании в 2015 году, произошли изменения. На своем тридцатом ежегодном 

совещании председатели договорных органов призвали докладчиков и координаторов 

различных комитетов по мере необходимости вести в межсессионный период 

совместную работу в целях принятия мер в связи с соответствующими случаями и 

размещения информации о репрессиях на веб-сайте, а также призвали Секретариат 

подготовить к 2019 году документ о роли докладчиков и координаторов, включая 

передовой опыт (A/73/140).  

16.  На своей девяносто пятой сессии Комитет по ликвидации всех форм расовой 

дискриминации ввел практику направления государствам-участникам писем о 

предполагаемых соответствующих случаях и размещения их на своем веб-сайте в 

открытом доступе. Координатору Комитета по репрессиям была поручена разработка 

руководящих принципов по борьбе с репрессиями. 

17.  В контексте развития Группа Всемирного банка добилась прогресса в 

разработке руководства по решению проблемы репрессий, о которых сообщалось в 

связи с жалобами, касающимися ее проектов. В октябре 2017 года Управление 

Советника по вопросам соблюдения/Омбудсмена опубликовало руководящие 

принципы по борьбе с репрессиями12. Они были опубликованы после выпуска в марте 

2016 года руководящих принципов Инспекционной группы Всемирного банка о 

недопущении преследований с целью мести, что стало первым случаем публикации 

подобных принципов независимым механизмом подотчетности международного 

финансового учреждения13. С целью обмена информацией и передовым опытом между 

помощником Генерального секретаря и этими подразделениями был начат 

первоначальный диалог.  

18.  Механизм публичной подотчетности ПРООН, отдел соблюдения социальных и 

экологических требований Управления по ревизии и расследованиям, сообщает о 

случаях преследований, запугивания и насилия в отношении лиц, которые стремятся 

сотрудничать или сотрудничали с проектами, осуществляемыми при поддержке 

ПРООН, и в сотрудничестве с Межамериканским банком развития разрабатывает 

«инструментарий по борьбе с преследованиями» для использования международными 

механизмами подотчетности. В настоящее время отдел завершает обзоры соблюдения 

и осуществляет наблюдение за рядом случаев запугивания и репрессий, вызванных 

взаимодействием с ПРООН, в том числе в Боснии и Герцеговине, Малави, Панаме и 

Уганде14.  

19.  В контексте защиты гражданских лиц Департамент операций по поддержанию 

мира укрепил программную приверженность принципу «не навреди» при 

сотрудничестве с общинами и представителями гражданского общества. 

Командующие силами в сотрудничестве с гражданскими компонентами обязаны 

обеспечивать при оценке угроз и анализе обстановки учет информации, полученной 

на основе регулярного взаимодействия с общинами и группами гражданского 

общества, такими как молодежные и женские группы, что подтверждает их 

ответственность за обеспечение того, чтобы такое взаимодействие никому не 

причиняло вред.  

 IV. Обеспечение доступа к Организации Объединенных 
Наций, ее представителям и механизмам по правам 
человека 

20. Организации гражданского общества вносят незаменимый вклад в деятельность 

и цели Организации Объединенных Наций, что было бы невозможно, если бы у них не 

  

 12 См. Office of the Compliance Advisor Ombudsman, “CAO approach to responding to concerns of 

threats and incidents of reprisals in CAO operations”, доступно по адресу www.cao-ombudsman. 

org/documents/CAO-Reprisals-web.pdf 2017. 

 13 См. World Bank, “Inspection panel guidelines to reduce retaliation risks and respond to retaliation 

during the panel process”. 

 14 См. https://info.undp.org/sites/registry/secu/SECUPages/SECUSummary.aspx. 
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было доступа к международным совещаниям в стенах Организации Объединенных 

Наций и способов непосредственного взаимодействия с правозащитными 

механизмами. Экономический и Социальный Совет признает их обширные знания и 

способность оказывать поддержку работе Организации Объединенных Наций 

(см. резолюцию 1996/31). 

21.  Помощник Генерального секретаря рассмотрел озабоченности по поводу 

использования процедур аккредитации и обеспечения безопасности в целях создания 

препятствий участию людей в ряде форумов Организации Объединенных Наций в 

Центральных учреждениях. Некоторые дипломаты предпринимали попытки 

блокировать участие отдельных представителей гражданского общества в 

мероприятиях, совещаниях и конференциях Организации Объединенных Наций, в том 

числе попытки различными способами сорвать аккредитацию НПО, в особенности 

тех, чья деятельность связана с правами человека. Кроме того, УВКПЧ неоднократно 

получало сообщения о том, что участников совещаний Организации Объединенных 

Наций фотографировали и снимали на видео помимо их воли, а также о том, что их 

выступления на закрытых заседаниях тайно записывались, что способствовало 

созданию атмосферы запугивания, которая может удержать представителей 

гражданского общества от участия в подобных мероприятиях.  

22.  По данным Департамента по экономическим и социальным вопросам, 

обеспечивающего секретариатское обслуживание работы Комитета по 

неправительственным организациям, который рассматривает заявления о 

предоставлении консультативного статуса при Экономическом и Социальном Совете, 

в 2018 году консультативный статус имеет более 4 800 организаций, причем 

количество запросов на его получение по-прежнему велико, в 2017 году число новых 

заявлений увеличилось на 19% (см. A/HRC/38/18, пункт 19). На своей возобновленной 

сессии в мае 2018 года Комитет рассмотрел 472 заявления, 244 из которых было 

перенесено с предыдущих сессий. Он рекомендовал предоставить консультативный 

статус по 209 заявлениям и отложил 233 заявления. Еще 27 заявлений были закрыты 

ввиду того, что заявители не ответили на вопросы.  

23.  Консультативный статус обеспечивает доступ к Организации Объединенных 

Наций и многим из ее механизмов, и несколько заинтересованных сторон выразили 

обеспокоенность по поводу большого числа отсрочек и видимого отсутствия 

транспарентности в принятии решений о предоставлении консультативного статуса. 

Постоянные отсрочки при рассмотрении заявлений в некоторых случаях равносильны 

фактическому отказу и касаются организаций гражданского общества, работающих в 

сфере прав человека (см. A/HRC/38/18, пункт 20). 

24.  В своем предыдущем докладе я затронул роль Комитета по 

неправительственным организациям и приветствовал конструктивные усилия 

Комитета по повышению транспарентности, благодаря которым некоторые 

обсуждения стали доступны в виде веб-трансляций. Я также отмечаю прошедшую в 

июне 2018 года первую консультацию между членами Комитета и НПО, имеющими 

консультативный статус при Экономическом и Социальном Совете, по теме вклада 

НПО в работу Совета и его вспомогательных органов, в том числе улучшения доступа 

НПО к Организации Объединенных Наций. Я вновь призываю Комитет применять 

критерии оценки организаций справедливым и транспарентным образом. Сейчас, 

когда пространство для деятельности гражданского общества в различных сферах 

сужается, Организации Объединенных Наций необходимо поощрять взаимодействие 

с гражданским обществом. 
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 V. Полученная информация о случаях запугивания 
и репрессий по причине сотрудничества с Организацией 
Объединенных Наций, ее представителями 
и механизмами в области прав человека 

 A. Общие замечания 

25. В настоящий доклад вошли сведения, собранные в период с 1 июня 2017 года 

по 31 мая 2018 года, а также, в соответствии с резолюциями 12/2 и 24/24 Совета по 

правам человека, информация об актах запугивания или репрессий в отношении тех, 

кто: 

 a) стремится сотрудничать или сотрудничал с Организацией Объединенных 

Наций, ее представителями и механизмами в области прав человека или давал им 

показания либо предоставлял информацию; 

 b) пользуется или пользовался процедурами защиты прав человека и 

основных свобод, установленными под эгидой Организации Объединенных Наций, 

и всех тех, кто оказывал им правовую или иную помощь с этой целью; 

 c) представляет или представлял сообщения в соответствии с процедурами, 

предусмотренными в договорах Организации Объединенных Наций по правам 

человека, и всех тех, кто оказывал им правовую или иную помощь с этой целью; 

 d) состоит в родственных отношениях с жертвами нарушений прав человека 

или с теми, кто оказывал жертвам правовую или иную помощь. 

26. Полученная информация была проверена и в возможной степени подтверждена 

данными из первичных и иных источников. Если случаи, включенные в настоящий 

доклад, были преданы огласке, в докладе содержатся отсылки к различным 

публикациям Организации Объединенных Наций. Также включены полученные от 

правительств к 31 июля 2018 года ответы о мерах, принятых различными 

учреждениями Организации Объединенных Наций в связи с соответствующими 

случаями. Были также предприняты усилия для включения последующей информации 

о случаях, включенных в предыдущие доклады, если за отчетный период в них 

появились новые обстоятельства (см. приложение II). 

27. Настоящий доклад и приложения не ставят целью дать исчерпывающий 

перечень случаев. При подготовке доклада строго соблюдался принцип «не навреди», 

и личность предполагаемых жертв раскрывалась строго в соответствии с их согласием; 

по каждому сообщенному и сочтенному достоверным случаю проводилась оценка 

рисков. В итоге в доклад было решено не включать случаи, упоминание которых было 

сопряжено со слишком высоким риском для безопасности и благополучия 

соответствующих лиц или членов их семей. Кроме того, ряд случаев, доведенных до 

моего сведения, был рассмотрен в конфиденциальном порядке, и они не могут 

фигурировать в настоящем докладе.  

28. С дополнительной информацией о следующих ситуациях и случаях можно 

ознакомиться в приложении I. Информация о новых обстоятельствах по находящимся 

на рассмотрении случаям, упомянутым в предыдущих докладах, содержится в 

приложении II. Термин «мандатарии специальных процедур» относится к 

мандатариям специальных процедур Совета по правам человека. Все сообщения 

специальных процедур, о которых говорится в настоящем докладе, можно найти в 

Интернете путем проведения поиска с использованием справочных номеров, которые 

приводятся в настоящем докладе в скобках15. Таким же способом можно найти ответы 

правительств на сообщения специальных процедур. 

  

 15 См. https://www.ohchr.org/RU/HRBodies/SP/Pages/CommunicationsreportsSP.aspx. 

https://www.ohchr.org/RU/HRBodies/SP/Pages/CommunicationsreportsSP.aspx
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 B. Краткое описание случаев 

  Бахрейн 

29. Различные структуры Организации Объединенных Наций выражают серьезную 

обеспокоенность по поводу сохраняющейся тенденции к преследованию и 

запугиванию представителей гражданского общества Бахрейна, которые стремятся 

сотрудничать с Организацией Объединенных Наций, введения запретов на поездки в 

отношении примерно 20 человек, а также ареста, задержания, сексуального насилия и 

пыток и других видов жестокого обращения в отношении отдельных лиц (BHR 8/2017, 

BHR 9/2017 и BHR 13/2017)16. Введенные долгое время назад запреты на поездки 

оставались в силе в течение ряда сессий Совета по правам человека, что в период с 

июня 2017 года по июнь 2018 года помешало участию многих представителей 

гражданского общества. Некоторые лица также сообщали об угрозах насилия и 

психологическом запугивании по причине их взаимодействия с Советом в прошлом, 

в том числе угрозах физического насилия, публичной диффамации и изнасилования, 

с тем чтобы не дать им снова высказаться. В настоящем докладе отмечается, что, 

согласно сообщениям, нескольким правозащитникам были предъявлены уголовные 

обвинения и обвинения, связанные с терроризмом, в том числе членам семей 

г-на Сайеда Ахмеда аль-Вадаэя, г-жи Эбтесам аль-Альсаег и г-на Набиля Раджаба 

(см. приложения I и II). 

30. 15 июля 2017 года и 29 мая 2018 года помощник Генерального секретаря в 

письменной форме отреагировал на эти заявления. 25 июня 2018 года поступил ответ 

от правительства. 

  Камерун 

31. 26 октября 2017 года мандатарии специальных процедур выразили 

обеспокоенность по поводу все более угрожающего характера физических нападений 

на г-жу Максимилиану Нго Мбе, представительницу Сети правозащитников 

Центральной Африки, и г-жу Элис Нком, представительницу той же Сети, а также 

Ассоциации по правам лесбиянок, гомосексуалистов, бисексуалов, трансгендеров и 

интерсексуалов, и их запугивания и преследования после их участия в обзоре 

Камеруна Комитетом по правам человека в Женеве (CMR 5/2017). 17 июля 2018 года 

правительство представило ответ на эти заявления. 

  Китай 

32. 18 июня 2018 года в своем вступительном заявлении на тридцать восьмой 

сессии Совета по правам человека Верховный комиссар по правам человека отметил 

продолжающиеся усилия Китая по недопущению взаимодействия независимых 

представителей гражданского общества с правозащитными механизмами 

Организации Объединенных Наций, в том числе участия в обзорах, проводимых 

договорными органами, и универсальном периодическом обзоре Совета по правам 

человека, а также взаимодействия с многочисленными мандатариями специальных 

процедур, и призвал органы власти обеспечивать участие всех сторон во всех 

международных правозащитных механизмах. В настоящем докладе отмечается, что, 

согласно сообщениям, за их усилия по взаимодействию с Организацией 

Объединенных Наций несколько активистов, правозащитников и адвокатов 

сталкивались с запретами на поездки, наблюдением и задержанием, в том числе 

содержанием без связи с внешним миром, жестоким обращением и пытками 

(см. приложения I и II). 31 июля 2018 года правительство ответило на эти заявления. 

  Колумбия 

33.  1 февраля 2018 года мандатарии специальных процедур рассмотрели заявления 

о том, что после участия г-на Хермана Грасьяно Поссо, члена Общины мира Сан-Хосе-

  

 16 См. также OHCHR, “Bahrain must end worsening human rights clampdown, UN experts say” 

(16 June 2017). 
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де-Апартадо, в работе Форума Организации Объединенных Наций по вопросам 

предпринимательской деятельности и прав человека в Женеве в 2017 году 

военизированные группы угрожали ему убийством (COL 1/2018).  

  Куба  

34. 11 мая 2018 года пресс-секретарь Верховного комиссара по правам человека 

заявила, что УВКПЧ уже получал тревожные сообщения о том, что должностные лица 

на Кубе препятствовали посадке правозащитников и представителей гражданского 

общества на самолет для участия в совещаниях за границей, в том числе совещаниях 

Организации Объединенных Наций, под предлогом необходимости более тщательной 

проверки документов. Сообщалось в том числе о 14 случаях, когда должностные лица 

сообщали кубинцам о том, что компьютерная система потребовала провести 

дополнительную проверку. В результате этих мер пассажиры опоздали на свои рейсы 

и, следовательно, не смогли участвовать в заседаниях. Мандатарии специальных 

процедур обратили внимание на конкретные случаи (CUB 1/2018). 4 апреля 2018 года 

правительство ответило на эти утверждения.  

35. 11 апреля 2018 года помощник Генерального секретаря направил письменное 

сообщение в связи с упомянутыми выше заявлениями. 10 мая 2018 года правительство 

ответило на эти утверждения. 

  Демократическая Республика Конго 

36. Миссия Организации Объединенных Наций по стабилизации в 

Демократической Республике Конго сообщила о многочисленных случаях 

запугивания и репрессий за сотрудничество с Миссией, в особенности сотрудниками 

Совместного отделения по правам человека, в связи с соответствующими действиями, 

Национального разведывательного управления, вооруженных сил Демократической 

Республики Конго, местной полиции и других субъектов. 

  Джибути 

37. УВКПЧ получило информацию о том, что г-н Кадар Абди Ибрахим, 

правозащитник, не смог принять участие в обзоре Джибути Рабочей группой по 

универсальному периодическому обзору, состоявшемся 10 мая 2018 года. В ходе 

сессии четыре государства-члена выразили правительству Джибути свою 

обеспокоенность (см. A/HRC/39/10, пункты 54, 64, 84 и 104). 

  Египет 

38. Различные структуры Организации Объединенных Наций приняли меры в связи 

с исчезновением и последующим задержанием г-на Ибрагима Абдельмонема 

Метвалли Хегази, члена Ассоциации семей пропавших без вести лиц, который 

направлялся на заседание Рабочей группы по насильственным или недобровольным 

исчезновениям в Женеве в сентябре 2017 года. На этот случай неоднократно обращали 

внимание мандатарии специальных процедур (EGY 14/2017, A/HRC/WGEID/109/1, 

пункт 35, см. также A/HRC/WGEID/114/1, пункт 56)17 и помощник Генерального 

секретаря18. 

39. Несколько мандатариев специальных процедур обратили внимание на 

длительное досудебное содержание под стражей г-жи Ханан Бадераддин Абдальхафез 

Отман, члена Ассоциации семей пропавших без вести лиц, которая в течение девяти 

месяцев собирала информацию для Рабочей группы по насильственным или 

недобровольным исчезновениям, и утверждения о том, что во время нахождения в 

тюрьме ей отказывали в медицинской помощи (EGY 4/2018 и A/HRC/WGAD/2017/78, 

пункты 89–93). 31 июля 2018 года правительство ответило на эти заявления. 

  

 17 OHCHR, “UN rights experts dismayed by arrest of Egyptian lawyer Ebrahim Metwally en route to 

meet them” (15 September 2017). 

 18 OHCHR, “Report highlights rising reprisals against human rights defenders cooperating with the UN” 

(20 September 2017). 
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  Гватемала 

40. 30 ноября 2017 года мандатарии специальных процедур выразили 

обеспокоенность по поводу утверждений о предъявлении уголовных обвинений 

г-ну Херсону Кситумулу Моралесу, журналисту, который ранее сотрудничал с 

УВКПЧ в Гватемале, предоставляя информацию о положении в области прав человека 

в департаменте Исабаль (GTM 6/2017). 15 января 2018 года поступил ответ от 

правительства. 

41. Верховный комиссар по правам человека выразил поддержку национальному 

правозащитному учреждению (Уполномоченному по правам человека)19. Это 

произошло после предполагаемой попытки правительства подорвать независимость 

этого института, поскольку он оказывал поддержку Международной комиссии по 

борьбе с безнаказанностью в Гватемале. Против уполномоченного по правам человека, 

г-на Аугусто Хордана Родаса Андраде, проводится клеветническая кампания, его 

семья получает угрозы.  

  Гайана 

42. 18 октября 2017 года Рабочая группа экспертов по проблеме лиц африканского 

происхождения выразила обеспокоенность по поводу предполагаемых репрессий со 

стороны тюремных властей и охранников в отношении лица (имя и фамилия опущены 

Рабочей группой), находящегося в заключении в тюрьме Лузиньян, которого члены 

группы опросили в ходе посещения Гайаны в октябре 2017 года. Впоследствии им 

стало известно, что за сотрудничество с ними указанный заключенный получал 

словесные угрозы со стороны тюремных властей и охранников (GUY 1/2017).  

  Гондурас 

43. После своего официального визита в Гондурас 12 мая 2018 года Специальный 

докладчик по вопросу о положении правозащитников выразил свою «крайнюю 

озабоченность растущим числом актов запугивания и репрессий в отношении 

правозащитников в связи с их взаимодействием с Организацией Объединенных 

Наций... Эти репрессии принимают форму клеветнических кампаний, притеснений, 

запугивания, угроз, физических нападений и убийств». 

44.  7 июня 2017 года мандатарии специальных процедур выразили 

обеспокоенность в связи с сообщениями об угрозах убийством, нападениях и 

репрессиях в отношении г-жи Эдме Кастро, члена Ассоциации гражданского участия 

(HND 3/2017) по причине сотрудничества с УВКПЧ и Советом по правам человека. 

29 июня 2017 года поступил ответ от правительства.  

45.  24 июля 2017 года Комитет по правам человека выразил обеспокоенность в 

связи с сообщениями об уничижительных заявлениях высокопоставленных 

государственных должностных лиц в средствах массовой информации в отношении 

лиц и организаций гражданского общества, которые представили информацию для 

второго периодического обзора Гондураса (см. CCPR/C/HND/CO/2, пункт 42), в том 

числе в связи с убийством г-жи Берты Касерес (см. A/HRC/36/31, приложение II, 

пункты 1–3). 18 июля 2018 года Председатель Комитета встретился с правительством.  

46.  В июле 2017 года помощник Генерального секретаря посетил Гондурас и 

обсудил с правительством некоторые заявления о репрессиях. 

  Венгрия 

47. 21 июня 2017 года мандатарии специальных процедур выступили против 

нападок на базирующуюся в Будапеште международную НПО по правам инвалидов 

«Вэлидити» (бывший Центр защиты психически больных) после опубликования этой 

организацией о предполагаемых нарушениях прав человека в учреждении социальной 

защиты «Тофаз» (HUN 3/2017), которые были рассмотрены Комитетом по правам 

  

 19 Выступление Верховного комиссара по правам человека в конце своего визита в Гватемалу 

(19 ноября 2017 года). 
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человека в марте 2018 года (см. CCPR/C/HUN/CO/6, пункт 21, и CCPR/C/SR. 3464 и 

3465). Члены организации «Вэлидити» считают, что нападки на них связаны в 

основном с их просветительской деятельностью совместно с правозащитными 

механизмами Организации Объединенных Наций. 

48.  Сообщалось, что среди причин, по которым государства-члены возражали 

против участия НПО в работе Конференции государств – участников Конвенции 

Организации Объединенных Наций против коррупции в Вене в ноябре 2017 года, была 

попытка отказать в участии организации «К-монитор», венгерской НПО по борьбе с 

коррупцией, с тем чтобы создать препятствия участию организаций, деятельность 

которых касается коррупции в органах власти. Бюро проголосовало против 

возражения государства (см. CAC/COSP/2017/14, пункт 25), и «K-монитор» смогла 

возобновить свое участие. 

49. Две организации, участвовавшие в обзоре Венгрии Комитетом по правам 

человека в марте 2018 года, Венгерский Хельсинкский комитет и организация 

«Международная амнистия – Венгрия», подвергались нападкам, которые по крайней 

мере частично были связаны с их деятельностью по защите прав мигрантов в 

Организации Объединенных Наций. 3 августа 2018 года правительство ответило на 

эти заявления. 

  Индия 

50. 9 ноября 2017 года мандатарии специальных процедур выразили 

обеспокоенность по поводу использования Закона 2010 года о регулировании 

пожертвований, поступающих из-за рубежа, в целях ограничения деятельности НПО, 

сотрудничающих с Организацией Объединенных Наций, например, путем отказа в 

продлении или выдаче лицензий, в том числе г-ну Хенри Тифейну, сотруднику Центра 

по привлечению внимания к социальным проблемам (OTH 2/2017 и IND 14/2018). 

По сообщениям, с подобными проблемами также сталкивался г-н Нобокишор 

Урихимбам, сотрудник Центра по социальному развитию. 

51. 20 июня 2017 года Специальный докладчик по вопросу о положении 

правозащитников выразил обеспокоенность в связи с сообщениями о репрессиях в 

отношении члена Коалиции гражданского общества штата Джамму и Кашмир 

г-на Картика Муруктулы по причине его сотрудничества с правозащитными 

механизмами Организации Объединенных Наций (IND 4/2017).  

52. 7 июня 2018 года помощник Генерального секретаря направил письменное 

сообщение в связи с упомянутыми выше заявлениями. 2 июля 2018 года поступил 

ответ от правительства. 

  Израиль 

53.  В мае 2018 года министр внутренних дел Израиля не продлил срок действия 

разрешения на работу директора организации «Хьюман райтс уотч» Омара Шакира и 

издал приказ о его депортации20. Г-н Шакир остается в стране, поскольку 

соответствующее постановление находится на рассмотрении в окружном суде. 

Постановление было основано, в частности, на утверждениях о том, что г-н Шакир 

поддержит бойкот Израиля. К числу таких утверждений относятся заявления 

г-на Шакира в поддержку подготовленной Организацией Объединенных Наций базы 

данных о предприятиях, которые работают в израильских поселениях, в соответствии 

с резолюцией Совета по правам человека 31/36.  

  Кыргызстан 

54.  25 июня 2018 года Комитет по трудящимся-мигрантам обратился к 

правительству относительно признания экстремистскими материалами 

альтернативного доклада, представленного Комитету организациями гражданского 

  

 20 OHCHR, “UN experts urge Israel not to deport Human Rights Watch official Omar Shakir” (18 May 

2018). 
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общества – Антидискриминационным центром «Мемориал» и «Бир Дуйно 

Кыргызстан» – в преддверии проведения им обзора Кыргызстана в апреле 2015 года21. 

В мае 2018 года во время посещения Кыргызстана помощник Генерального секретаря 

обсудил эти заявления с правительством. 

  Мальдивы 

55. 20 апреля 2018 года мандатарии специальных процедур выразили 

обеспокоенность по поводу начала расследований в отношении Шахиндхи Исмаил, 

представительницы Мальдивской демократической сети, за использование сети 

«Твиттер» и участие в июне 2017 года в параллельном мероприятии сессии Совета по 

правам человека (MDV 3/2018). Г-жа Исмаил продолжает получать в Интернете 

угрозы и подвергаться сетевому гендерному насилию, в том числе получать угрозы 

изнасилования. 23 июля 2018 года правительство представило ответ на эти заявления. 

  Мали 

56.  По данным Многопрофильной комплексной миссии Организации 

Объединенных Наций по стабилизации в Мали (МИНУСМА), со стороны 

государственных субъектов и негосударственных вооруженных групп имели место 

случаи репрессий в отношении лиц, которые сотрудничают с Миссией, в том числе 

отделом по правам человека и защите22. Террористические и экстремистские 

вооруженные группы используют для того, чтобы угрожать населению за любое 

сотрудничество с национальными и международными силами, в том числе 

МИНУСМА, такие стратегии, как запугивание и угрозы смертью.  

  Марокко 

57. В своем решении от 15 ноября 2016 года Комитет против пыток установил, что 

Марокко несет ответственность за нарушения Конвенции при рассмотрении дела 

Наама Асфари против Марокко, заявителем по которому был г-н Асфари, сахарский 

правозащитник, в настоящее время находящийся под стражей (CAT/C/59/D/606/2014). 

По сообщениям, после принятия Комитетом этого решения обращение с г-ном Асфари 

в месте заключения ухудшилось. Его жене было четыре раза отказано во въезде в 

Марокко. В период с 13 февраля по 13 марта 2018 года г-н Асфари содержался в 

одиночной камере. 13 июля 2018 года докладчик Комитета по вопросу о репрессиях и 

последующих мерах направил правительству письменное сообщение. 

  Мьянма 

58. В ходе брифинга членов Совета Безопасности о своей миссии в Мьянме 

сообщалось, что силы безопасности Мьянмы угрожали жителям деревень рохингья 

репрессиями, если во время визита делегации они заговорят с ее членами, а также 

сообщили жителям деревень, что те, кто уже так поступил, находятся в розыске. Один 

из членов Совета Безопасности отметил, что недопустимо, чтобы кто бы то ни было 

боялся говорить с представителями Совета (см. S/PV.8255, стр. 7).  

59. В марте 2018 года Специальный докладчик по вопросу о положении в области 

прав человека в Мьянме сообщила Совету по правам человека, что она получила 

информацию о насильственной расправе вооруженных сил над гражданскими лицами, 

с которыми она общалась во время поездки в штат Ракхайн в январе 2017 года 

(см. A/HRC/37/70, пункт 63).  

60. 7 февраля 2018 года Административный совет МОТ сообщил, что он 

по-прежнему обеспокоен двумя предполагаемыми случаями репрессий в отношении 

  

 21 См. материалы, представленные организациями гражданского общества в ходе двадцать 

второй сессии Комитета по защите прав трудящихся-мигрантов.  

 22 MINUSMA and OHCHR “Droits de l’homme et processus de paix au Mali (janvier 2016–juin 2017)” 

(February 2018), available from https://minusma.unmissions.org/malgr%C3%A9-la-mise-en-

%C5%93uvre-de-l%E2%80%99accord-pour-la-paix-la-situation-des-droits-de-

l%E2%80%99homme-demeure. 
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двух заявителей о принудительном труде, г-на Аун Ко Тве и г-на Хаин Мьо Туна 

(см. GB. 332/INS/8, пункты 15–16)23, которые также упоминались Специальным 

докладчиком в ее докладе Совету по правам человека в марте 2018 года 

(см. A/HRC/37/70, пункт 15). 2 июля 2018 года помощник Генерального секретаря 

направил письменное сообщение в связи с упомянутыми выше заявлениями. 

  Филиппины 

61. 2 октября 2017 года мандатарии специальных процедур выразили 

обеспокоенность по поводу диффамационных и запугивающих публичных заявлений, 

направленных против Комиссии по правам человека Филиппин, ее членов и 

председателя г-на Чито Гаскона (PHL 12/2017), отчасти по причине ее сотрудничества 

с Организацией Объединенных Наций. Бывший председатель Комиссии г-жа Лейла 

M. де Лима с февраля 2018 года отбывает заключение по обвинениям, связанным с 

наркотиками, которые некоторые мандатарии считают «политически 

мотивированными» (PHL 5/2017). 

62. Несколько структур Организации Объединенных Наций занимаются 

рассмотрением проблемы репрессий в отношении правозащитников и представителей 

коренных народов, которые в феврале 2018 года были фактически внесены в перечень 

террористов. Некоторые из этих лиц были давними партнерами Организации 

Объединенных Наций и сообщили, что, по их мнению, причиной их включения в 

перечень отчасти явилось их сотрудничество с ее механизмами. 4 мая 2018 года 

помощник Генерального секретаря отреагировал на эти заявления в письменной 

форме, а 18 мая 2018 года – публично24. 8 июня 2018 года мандатарии специальных 

процедур выразили озабоченность правительству (PHL 5/2018).  

  Российская Федерация 

63. 10 мая 2018 года председатель и координатор по вопросам репрессий Комитета 

по ликвидации расовой дискриминации обратился к правительству с письменным 

сообщением в связи с заявлениями о случаях притеснений, угроз и запугивания со 

стороны властей в отношении г-жи Яны Таннагашевой и г-на Владислава Таннагашева 

и их семей, двух правозащитников, которые в августе 2017 года взаимодействовали с 

Комитетом для защиты прав коренного народа шорцев, проживающего на юге 

Сибири25. 

  Руанда 

64. 20 октября 2017 года Подкомитет по предупреждению пыток публично объявил 

о приостановления своего визита в Руанду из-за препятствий в доступе к некоторым 

местам содержания под стражей, отсутствия конфиденциальности бесед и опасений по 

поводу возможных репрессий. В феврале 2918 года Подкомитет объявил о своем 

намерении возобновить визит в Руанду26. 1 июня 2018 года помощник Генерального 

секретаря направил правительству письмо о том, что у Подкомитета нет 

доказательство того, что лица, к которым обращались или с которыми беседовали в 

ходе визита, не будут подвергаться запугиванию и репрессиям. 18 июня 2018 года 

Верховный комиссар по правам человека выразил обеспокоенность по поводу 

приостановления визита. В ходе закрытой сессии Подкомитета, состоявшейся в 

Женеве 18–22 июня 2018 года, он принял решение об отмене визита по причине 

отсутствия сотрудничества со стороны властей в деле возобновления визита27. 27 июня 

2018 года правительство ответило на эти утверждения. 

  

 23 ILO, Follow-up to the resolution concerning remaining measures on the subject of Myanmar adopted 

by the Conference at its 102nd Session (2013), 7 February 2018. 

 24 OHCHR, “Human rights advocates in Asia under attack” (18 May 2018).  

 25  См. https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/Treaties/CERD/Shared%20Documents/RUS/ INT_CERD_ 

RLE_RUS_8683_E.pdf. 

 26  OHCHR, “UN torture prevention experts announce resuming visit to Rwanda,” 28 February 2018. 

 27  OHCHR, “UN torture prevention body to visit Burundi, Costa Rica, Senegal and Switzerland; 

terminates Rwanda visit”, 4 July 2018. 
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  Саудовская Аравия 

65. 28 февраля 2018 года г-н Эсса ан-Нухейфи, правозащитник, к которому в 

декабре 2016 года обращались за консультацией о подготовке визита Специального 

докладчика по вопросу о крайней нищете и правах человека в Саудовскую Аравию в 

январе 2017 года и которому было посвящено сообщение мандатариев специальных 

процедур (SAU 2/2017), был приговорен к шести годам тюремного заключения, а 

также запрету на поездки и использование социальных сетей в течение еще шести лет 

после его освобождения.  

66. 1 июня 2017 года Рабочая группа по произвольным задержаниям вынесла 

мнение о произвольном задержании Салима Абдуллы Хуссейна Абу Абдуллы, 

который в декабре 2014 года был арестован без предъявления ордера на арест и без 

объяснения причины ареста (см. A/HRC/WGAD/2017/10, пункты 31–33). 

По сообщениям, после вынесения мнения в качестве репрессии за рассмотрение его 

дела Рабочей группой г-н Абу Абдулла неоднократно помещался в одиночное 

заключение на продолжительные периоды времени и был лишен регулярных 

контактов с семьей (см. A/HRC/39/45, пункт 28). 24 июля 2018 года правительство 

ответило на эти заявления. 

  Южный Судан 

67. В докладе от февраля 2018 года Миссия Организации Объединенных Наций в 

Южном Судане (МООНЮС) и УВКПЧ отметили, что национальные органы власти 

налагают ограничения на лиц, чьи мнения были восприняты как критика 

правительства или репутации страны и сотрудничающих с Организацией 

Объединенных Наций посредством участия в совещаниях, представления информации 

о нарушениях прав человека и облегчения доступа МООНЮС к пострадавшему 

населению (см. S/2017/505, S/2017/784, S/2017/1011 и S/2018/163). 

68. В рамках последующих мер в связи с его визитом в Южный Судан в феврале 

2017 года28 21 июля 2017 года помощник Генерального секретаря обсудил с 

правительством заявления о запугивании и угрозах в отношении отдельных лиц за 

сотрудничество с МООНЮС и другими структурами Организации Объединенных 

Наций вне Южного Судана, в том числе случаи, когда таким людям пришлось 

покинуть страну. 

  Таиланд 

69. 30 июня 2017 года мандатарии специальных процедур выразили 

обеспокоенность по поводу запугивания г-на Мэйтри Чэмроенсуксакула, защитника 

прав коренного народа лаху, и поступающих в его адрес угроз убийством после его 

встречи со Специальным докладчиком по вопросу о положении правозащитников в 

ходе визита последнего в Таиланд в мае 2017 года (THA 4/2017).  

70. В августе 2017 года г-же Сирикэн Чэроенсири, члену организации «Тайские 

адвокаты за права человека», было предъявлено обвинение в даче ложной информации 

об уголовном преступлении, что может быть непосредственно связано с ее 

сотрудничеством с правозащитными механизмами Организации Объединенных 

Наций. Ранее ей были предъявлены обвинения в подстрекательстве к мятежу 

(THA 2/2017).  

71. В ходе посещения Таиланда в марте 2018 года помощник Генерального 

секретаря обсудил эти заявления с правительством и в рамках последующей 

деятельности 27 апреля 2018 года направил ему письмо.  

  Тринидад и Тобаго 

72. 21 июля 2017 года мандатарии специальных процедур выразили 

обеспокоенность в связи с лишением свободы Захира Сиперсада в психиатрической 

  

 28 См. OHCHR, “South Sudan: Senior UN human rights official condemns deplorable rights situation, 

calls for perpetrators to be held to account” (17 February 2017). 



A/HRC/39/41 

16 GE.18-13325 

больнице в Сент-Эннс, а также других лиц с психосоциальными отклонениями 

(TTO 2/2017). Они выразили серьезную обеспокоенность в связи с постоянным 

преследованием, запугиванием и угрозами, которым подвергается г-н Сиперсад из-за 

того, что довел свои претензии до сведения Рабочей группы по произвольным 

задержаниям (см. A/HRC/WGAD/2017/68, пункты 34–35).  

  Турция 

73. Была получена информация о предполагаемых кибератаках на веб-страницы 

Сети по осуществлению прав на жилище и землю Международной коалиции Хабитат, 

совершенных 20 августа 2017 года и повторившихся в сентябре 2017 года и апреле 

2018 года, которые, по мнению Сети, представляли собой репрессии, вызванные 

вниманием общественности к их докладу для Конференции Организации 

Объединенных Наций по жилью и устойчивому городскому развитию (Хабитат III).  

74. 16 июня 2017 года Рабочая группа по произвольным задержаниям вынесла 

мнение относительно Курсата Чевика, старшего офицера полиции Турции, после чего 

турецкие проправительственные средства массовой информации распространили 

информацию, искажающую мнение Рабочей группы и содержащую различные 

обвинения в адрес г-на Чевика, который также, как сообщается, подвергался 

репрессиям в месте содержания под стражей (см. A/HRC/39/45, пункт 28). 31 июля 

2018 года правительство ответило на эти заявления. 

  Туркменистан 

75. 18 мая 2018 года в ходе регионального совещания в Кыргызстане помощник 

Генерального секретаря взаимодействовал с правозащитниками из четырех стран 

Центральной Азии, но выразил сожаление по поводу того, что Организация 

Объединенных Наций не смогла пригласить на это мероприятие представителей 

Туркменистана из-за опасений, что их сотрудничество с Организацией может 

привести к запугиванию и репрессиям со стороны правительства29.  

  Венесуэла (Боливарианская Республика) 

76. Была получена информация, содержащая утверждения о том, что представители 

правительства Венесуэлы, как утверждается, подвергают угрозам и преследованиям 

представителей гражданского общества, участвовавших в дискуссии на параллельном 

мероприятии в ходе тридцать пятой сессии Совета по правам человека 6 июня 

2017 года. 

77. 19 января 2018 года помощник Генерального секретаря направил правительству 

письменное сообщение в связи с упомянутыми выше заявлениями. 

 VI. Выводы и рекомендации 

78. Выступая в Совете по правам человека в феврале 2018 года, я заявил, что 

все мы должны быть глубоко потрясены и возмущены тем, в какой степени 

субъекты гражданского общества подвергаются репрессиям, запугиванию и 

нападениям в связи с их деятельностью, в том числе когда они взаимодействуют 

с системой Организации Объединенных Наций (SG/SM/18912-HRC/26). Как 

показал ряд заявлений, приведенных в настоящем докладе, указанные акты 

запугивания и репрессий в отношении лиц, которые стремятся сотрудничать или 

сотрудничали с Организацией Объединенных Наций по вопросам прав человека, 

продолжаются и по-прежнему вызывают серьезную озабоченность. В то же время 

Организация понимает, что включенные в настоящий доклад случаи 

запугивания и репрессий составляют лишь небольшую часть регулярно 

происходящих случаев запугивания и репрессий. Ряд случаев был исключен по 

соображениям безопасности и по причине беспокойства за затронутое отдельное 

  

 29 См. www.ohchr.org/en/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=23109&LangID=E.  
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лицо или организацию, кроме того, считается, что о многих случаях не 

сообщается.  

79. Запугивание и репрессии не только касаются непосредственно 

пострадавших лиц и групп, но и вызывают тревогу в связи с их посылом для 

других субъектов и лиц, будь то представители правительств или гражданского 

общества, которые хотят сотрудничать с Организацией Объединенных Наций и 

свободно выражать свои взгляды. К сожалению, Организация Объединенных 

Наций наблюдает во всех регионах признаки самоцензуры в плане 

взаимодействия с ее учреждениями на местном, национальном, региональном и 

международном уровнях. Влияние страха репрессий очевидно не только на 

местах, где сотрудники Организации Объединенных Наций часто сталкиваются 

с тем, что люди боятся разговаривать с ними, но и в Центральных учреждениях 

в Нью-Йорке и Женеве.  

80. Отделения на местах также сообщают о том, что их работе мешают 

тревожные тенденции в плане запугивания и репрессий. В конфликтных 

ситуациях боязнь репрессий создает препятствие для выполнения Организацией 

Объединенных Наций своего мандата в области гуманитарной помощи и защиты 

гражданского населения. Например, на уровне общин коллеги сообщили о том, 

что иногда, прибыв на место, они обнаруживают, что местное население либо 

неохотно участвует в разговоре, либо не приходит на запланированные встречи, 

с тем чтобы не быть уличенными в предоставлении информации Организации 

Объединенных Наций. Нападкам подвергаются не только члены общин, но и их 

законные представители, посредники, свидетели и переводчики. В контексте 

развития часто сообщается о неблагоприятных условиях для членов общин во 

многих странах, которые осуществляют проекты, касающиеся земель и ресурсов. 

В частности, репрессиям по-прежнему подвергаются коренные народы, 

стремящиеся участвовать в процессах развития.  

81. Из случаев, которые были доведены до сведения Организации 

Объединенных Наций, можно также сделать вывод о том, что женщины, а также 

лесбиянки, гомосексуалисты, бисексуалы, трансгендеры и интерсексуалы 

сталкиваются с препятствиями, угрозами и насилием по причине гендера или 

сексуальной ориентации. Женщины, сотрудничающие с Организацией 

Объединенных Наций, сообщают об угрозах изнасилования и клеветнических 

кампаниях в Интернете. За прошедший год сообщалось о по меньшей мере одном 

случае сексуального насилия в местах содержания под стражей. Женщины, а 

также лесбиянки, гомосексуалисты, бисексуалы, трансгендеры и интерсексуалы 

также сообщали о том, что подвергались личному обыску и унижающему 

достоинство или оскорбительному обращению. Организация Объединенных 

Наций сознает, что о таких случаях не всегда сообщается из-за гендерно 

обусловленных препятствий. Многие женщины, лесбиянки, гомосексуалисты, 

бисексуалы, трансгендеры и интерсексуалы, которые сталкиваются с 

репрессиями в связи с просветительской работой, сообщают, что они оказались в 

социальной изоляции в своих общинах, а их семьи находятся под угрозой. 

Организация Объединенных Наций должна делать больше для того, чтобы 

обеспечить документирование, разбивку и надлежащий анализ их опыта, с тем 

чтобы они не подвергались дополнительным рискам. 

82. Диапазон запугивания и репрессий остается широким и зачастую скрыт за 

правовыми, политическими и административными преградами. Помимо таких 

мер, как запрет на поездки, произвольные аресты и задержания, наблюдение и 

диффамация, фиксируются такие действия, как сокращение бюджета и 

избирательное применение законов или принятие новых законов, 

ограничивающих деятельность организаций, которые могут сотрудничать с 

Организацией Объединенных Наций. Меры, подрывающие правовую 

легитимность организаций или ограничивающие возможности получения и 

сохранения финансирования, в особенности финансирования от иностранных 

доноров, снижают потенциал их взаимодействия с Организацией Объединенных 

Наций. Такие меры могут также удерживать организации от взаимодействия с 
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Организацией Объединенных Наций и содействовать сокращению возможностей 

для гражданской активности. 

83. Наблюдается тревожная тенденция к использованию государствами 

соображений национальной безопасности и стратегий борьбы с терроризмом в 

качестве основания для лишения общин и организаций гражданского общества 

доступа к Организации Объединенных Наций. В прошлом году несколько 

неправительственных организаций и правозащитников, активистов и экспертов 

были названы «террористами» правительствами их стран. Поступали сообщения 

о случаях, когда физическим лицам или организациям официально 

предъявлялось обвинение в терроризме, их обвиняли в сотрудничестве с 

иностранными организациями или в нанесении ущерба репутации или 

безопасности государства.  

84. Государства нередко ссылаются на борьбу с терроризмом как основание 

для лишения организаций или отдельных лиц доступа к участию в работе 

Организации Объединенных Наций. Несмотря на реальность глобальной угрозы 

терроризма, этот вопрос необходимо решать без ущерба для соблюдения прав 

человека, поскольку права человека и национальный суверенитет идут рука об 

руку без каких-либо противоречий. Как я подчеркивал ранее, терроризм по сути 

представляет собой отрицание и попрание прав человека, и поэтому борьба с 

терроризмом никогда не увенчается успехом, если примет форму аналогичного 

отрицания и попрания прав. Защищая права человека, мы боремся с основными 

причинами терроризма30. Стратегии по борьбе с терроризмом не могут придать 

законный характер лишению определенных лиц и организаций доступа к 

Организации Объединенных Наций исключительно на основании обвинений в 

связи с терроризмом. 

85. Большинство случаев, упомянутых в настоящем докладе, свидетельствуют 

о том, что акты запугивания и репрессий, как правило, осуществляются 

государственными должностными лицами или, по крайней мере, при 

попустительстве государства. В то же время нарушения, совершаемые 

негосударственными субъектами, также должны восприниматься серьезно. 

Я вновь заявляю о том, что государства должны положить конец таким актам, 

расследовать все сообщения, предоставить эффективные средства правовой 

защиты, а также разработать и осуществить меры для предотвращения их 

повторения. Я настоятельно призываю все государства обратить самое 

пристальное внимание на случаи, упомянутые в настоящем и предыдущих 

докладах, и, если они остаются неурегулированными, представить по ним 

содержательную информацию. Частных лиц, корпоративных субъектов и 

негосударственные группы также необходимо привлекать к ответственности. 

86.  Организация Объединенных Наций прилагает усилия для улучшения 

общесистемного реагирования, однако многое еще предстоит сделать. 

Я призываю все учреждения Организации Объединенных Наций тщательно 

следить за блокированием доступа своим партнерам и незамедлительно 

сообщать о таких случаях. Организация Объединенных Наций должна 

активизировать сбор информации об актах запугивания или репрессий, поощряя 

все звенья системы к более регулярному обмену информацией о таких случаях и 

реализации надлежащих мер. Далее, я призываю все заинтересованные стороны 

сообщать о предполагаемых случаях запугивания и репрессий за сотрудничество 

с Организацией Объединенных Наций в области прав человека сразу же, как 

только о них становится известно, с тем чтобы эти случаи можно было взять на 

последующий контроль и принять необходимые меры реагирования. Такие 

действия во всех частях системы помогают привлечь более широкое внимание к 

таким случаям и поощряют правительства к принятию позитивных мер. 

  

 30 См. выступление Генерального секретаря на факультете восточных и африканских 

исследований Лондонского университета «Борьба с терроризмом и права человека: победить в 

борьбе, отстаивая наши ценности» (“Counter-terrorism and human rights: winning the fight while 

upholding our values”) (16 ноября 2017 года). 
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87.  Как я подчеркивал в моем предыдущем докладе (A/HRC/36/31), любой акт 

запугивания или репрессий в отношении отдельных лиц или групп, которые 

стремятся сотрудничать или сотрудничали с Организацией Объединенных 

Наций в области прав человека, является абсолютно неприемлемым. Такие акты 

противоречат самим принципам Организации Объединенных Наций, и им 

необходимо положить конец. Мир обязан обеспечить тем храбрым людям, 

которые отстаивают права человека и откликаются на просьбы представлять 

информацию и взаимодействовать с Организацией Объединенных Наций, 

соблюдение права на участие. Наказание за сотрудничество с Организацией 

Объединенных Наций – это позорная практика, и каждый из нас должен больше 

работать в целях ее искоренения. 
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Annex I 

  Comprehensive information on alleged cases of reprisals  

and intimidation for cooperation with the United Nations  

on human rights 

 1. Bahrain 

1.  Ten special procedure mandate holders expressed grave concern about an ongoing 

trend of harassment and intimidation against Bahraini civil society representatives seeking to 

cooperate with the United Nations. Reprisals have taken the form of sweeping travel bans for 

at least 20 selected individuals, and the arrest, detention, sexual assault and torture and other 

forms of ill-treatment of other targeted individuals (see 4 July 2017, BHR 8/2017 (the 

Government responded on 2 August 2017); 13 July 2017, BHR 9/2017 (the Government 

responded on 2 August 2017); and 13 December BHR 13/2017 (at the time of writing the 

Government had not responded).1  

2. Long-standing travel bans remained in effect for many civil society representatives 

during successive sessions of the Human Rights Council, preventing them from participating 

between June 2017 and June 2018.2 A number of individuals have also reported the use of 

intimidation because of their past engagement with the Council to discourage them from 

speaking out again, including threats of physical violence, public defamation and rape.  

3.  Three family members of Mr. Sayed Ahmed Al-Wadaei, of the Bahrain Institute for 

Rights and Democracy who has engaged with the Human Rights Council, were sentenced on 

terrorism-related charges on 30 October 2017. In March 2017, while Mr. Al-Wadaei was 

attending the 34th session of the Human Rights Council in Geneva, Mr. Al-Wadaei’s brother-

in-law Mr. Sayed Nazar Al-Wadaei, cousin by marriage, Mr. Mahmoud Marzooq Mansoor 

and mother-in-law Ms. Hajar Mansoor Hassan were arrested in Bahrain, subjected to 

different forms of ill-treatment and torture, and faced terrorism-related charges. Bahraini 

authorities also reportedly targeted Mr. Al-Wadaei’s wife, Ms. Duaa Al-Wadaei in March 

2018 when she was sentenced in absentia to two months prison for “insulting a police 

officer.” It was reported that Ms. Hajar Mansoor Hassan faced further reprisals in her place 

of detention, the Isa Town Prison Center, based on the raising of her and her family’s case 

and conditions in the Prison Center by civil society at the Human Rights Council on 2 July 

2018 and at the review of Bahrain by the Human Rights Committee from 2 to 4 July 2018. 

4. The Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights addressed allegations in writing 

to the Government of Bahrain on 25 July 2017 and 29 May 2018. On 25 June 2018 the 

Government responded to the allegations of travel bans that freedom of movement in Bahrain 

is guaranteed by law, and that Ms. Ebtesam Al-Alsaegh, Mr. Nabeel Rajab, Ms. Neda Al-

Salman (see Annex II of the present report), and the family members of Mr. Al-Wadaei’s 

were not subject to reprisals for cooperation with the United Nations but rather responsible 

for criminal offenses.  

5.  With regard to Mr. Sayed Ahmed Al-Wadaei’s family members (Mr.Nazar Al-

Wadaei, Mr. Mahmoud Marzooq Mansoor, and Ms. Hajar Mansoor Hassan), the Government 

stated they were faced reprisals for committing criminal offences and not because of Mr. Al-

Wadaei’s cooperation with the United Nations. Regarding Mr. Nazar Al-Wadaei, according 

to the Government, two persons who investigated in relation to a 30-person attack on a public 

order patrol on 3 January 2017 confessed that Mr. Nazar Al-Wadaei was involved. The Office 

of the Prosecutor referred the case to the court, and Mr. Al- Wadaei was sentenced to seven 

  

 1  OHCHR, “Bahrain must end worsening human rights clampdown, UN experts say,” 16 June 2017. 

 2  Individuals included in the travel ban include: Mr. Mohamed al Tajer, Ms. Enas Oun, Mr. Ahmed al-

Saffar, Ms. Fatima al-Mutawa, Ms. Rula al-Saffar, Ms. Jalila al-Salman, Ms. Nidal al-Salman, 

Mr. Radhi al-Musawi, Ms. Fatima al-Halwachi, Mr. Ebrahim Sharif, Mr. Ahmed Radhi, 

Mr. Mohamed Jawad, Dr. Taha al-Durazi, Mr. Faisal Hayat, Mr. Munthur al-Khour, Ms. Masooma 

al-Sayed, Ms. Rihanna al-Musawi, Sayed Talal al-Musawi and Mr. Ali al-Ghadeer, among others.  
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years in prison. The decision is awaiting appeal at the Supreme Appeal Court, to resume on 

5 June 2018.  

6. Regarding Mr. Nazar Al-Wadaei, Mr. Mahmoud Marzooq Mansoor and Ms. Hajar 

Mansoor Hassan, according to the Government they were arrested for planting explosives in 

public places on 28 January 2017 and confessed to committing the act. Regarding Mr. Nazar 

Al-Wadaei and Mr. Younes Abdel Aziz, they were arrested for planting explosives in public 

places on 8 March 2017. According to the Government, Mr. Nazar confessed that he was 

instructed by Mr. Younes to commit the act. On 29 November 2017, Mr. Al-Wadaei and 

Mr. Abdel Aziz received a three-year prison sentence. On 8 February 2018, the Appeal Court 

accepted the case on a procedural basis, and the session took place on 13 June 2018. 

Regarding Ms. Duaa Al-Wadaei, the Government stated that she was not arrested because of 

her husband’s activities, but arrested and charged with insulting a public servant. According 

to the Government, when Ms. Al-Wadaei was leaving the country, when the passport officer 

asked for her boarding pass she threw her boarding pass in a provocative manner and spoke 

to the officer in a demeaning manner. On 21 March 2018, the Court sentenced Ms. Al-Wadaei 

in absentia to two months of imprisonment. 

 2. Cameroon 

7. On 26 October 2017, five special procedures mandate holders expressed concern 

about allegations of physical attacks, intimidation, and harassment against Ms. Maximilienne 

Ngo Mbe and Ms. Alice Nkom, following their participation in the review of Cameroon by 

the Human Rights Committee (CMR 5/2017). Ms. Ngo Mbe is the Executive Director of a 

coalition of Central Africa Human Rights Defenders – Network, and Ms. Nkom, is President 

of a Lesbian Gay Bisexual Transgender and Intersex (LGBTI) persons association, and also 

a member of the Network. It is alleged that both women are being targeted for their human 

rights advocacy - Ms. Ngo Mbe in relation to her efforts to bring attention to human rights 

violations committed in the English-speaking areas of southwest and northwest Cameroon, 

and Ms. Nkom for her advocacy against the criminalization of homosexuality in Cameroon. 

Both women human rights defenders have been the subject of previous communications by 

the special procedures, on 8 April 2010 an urgent appeal concerning Ms. Ngo Mbe (CMR 

1/2010), on 5 August 2011 an urgent appeal concerning Ms. Ngo Mbe (CMR 1/2011), on 5 

November 2012 an urgent appeal concerning Ms. Nkom (CMR 5/2012), on 13 August 2013 

an urgent appeal concerning Ms. Ngo Mbe and Ms. Nkom (CMR 3/2013), and on 27 April 

2015 an urgent appeal concerning Ms. Ngo Mbe and Ms. Nkom (CMR 1/2015). At time of 

writing, the Government has not responded to the special procedures’ urgent appeals.  

8. Both women had contributed to a joint alternative report on Cameroon for its review 

to the Human Rights Committee, and the special procedures expressed serious concerns 

about the increasingly threatening nature of the physical attacks, acts of intimidation and 

harassment against them, and the further risk of reprisals as a result of their meetings with 

the Committee.. On 11 July 2018, the Government responded to the special procedures’ 

communication of 26 October 2017, stating that the complainants should provide detailed 

evidence justifying the allegations, in order to allow and facilitate action by Cameroon. The 

Government emphasized that Cameroon is a state of law and not a police state, with regard 

to measures aimed at ensuring the full enjoyment of their freedom of association, including 

protective measures against any form of reprisal for their cooperation with the human rights 

mechanisms. According to the Minister of External Relations neither the gendarmerie nor by 

the police have ever been questioned Ms. Ngo Mbe and Ms. Nkom in relation to their human 

rights activities or their cooperation with human rights mechanisms. According to the 

Ministry of Foreign Affairs, it is a priority of Cameroon to ensure the protection of all persons 

and all individuals living on its national territory in accordance with the principle of equality 

of before the law, therefore it is the Government’s view that neither Ms. Ngo Mbe and Ms. 

Nkom can benefit from sui generis protection. During the universal period review of 

Cameroon on 16 May 2018, one Member State recommended that the Government take all 

necessary measures to enable human rights defenders and civil society to conduct their 

legitimate activities without fear of reprisal (see A/HRC/39/1, para. 121.125).. 

 3. China 

9. On 18 June 2018, in his opening statement to the thirty-eighth session of the Human 

Rights Council, the High Commissioner for Human Rights highlighted the continuing efforts 
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of China to prevent independent members of civil society from engaging with United Nations 

human rights mechanisms, including treaty body reviews, the universal periodic review, and 

many special procedures mandate holders. The High Commissioner encouraged the 

authorities to enable all actors to contribute to all the international human rights mechanisms 

and to cooperate with them in a spirit of open and mutual partnership.3  

10. In July 2017, police officially lifted bail conditions on Ms. Wang Yu, a Chinese 

lawyer working in defense of the rights of Chinese citizens, including high profile human 

rights defenders cooperating or seeking cooperate with the United Nations. Ms. Wang had 

reportedly been targeted for her legal representation on several sensitive cases, including her 

role in the case of Ms. Cao Shunli, a human rights defender who died in custody in 2014 

following engagement with the second universal periodic review cycle of China (see 

A/HRC/33/19, para. 39; A/HRC/27/38, paras. 17-19; and A/HRC/30/29, Annex, para. 1).4 

11. In July 2015, Ms. Wang was at the centre of the “709” incidents concerning human 

rights lawyers, legal assistants and law firm staff, and activists across the country, named for 

the date on which it took place (9 July 2015) and her situation was addressed in a prior 

communication by four special procedures mandate holders (CHN 6/2015) and in a statement 

by the High Commissioner for Human Rights.5 Upon her arrest Ms. Wang at first 

disappeared, then was subsequently charged with inciting “subversion of state power.” In the 

early hours of 9 July 2015, police reportedly abducted Ms. Wang from her home in Beijing 

and, in January 2016, following six months of incommunicado detention in “residential 

surveillance at a police-designated location,” Ms. Wang’s family received a notice stating 

she had been formally arrested and was being held at Tianjin No. 1 Detention Center. 

Ms. Wang was reportedly tortured in custody and forced to confess to criminal behaviour. 

According to Ms. Wang, a police officer referenced the situation of Ms. Shunli’s death during 

her own interrogation, noting that if she died in custody, she would become “another Cao 

Shunli.” 

12. After a video was released on 1 August 2016 where Ms. Wang gave a reportedly 

coerced televised confession, she and her family were held under house arrest in an apartment 

in Inner Mongolia, with 24-hour police guards and escorts if they left the residence. She was 

subsequently released on bail. In July 2017, police officially lifted bail conditions on 

Ms. Wang and her husband, but the family reportedly continues to live under surveillance.  

13. According to information received, on 11 May 2018 Mr. Qin Yongmin, democracy 

activist and dissident, was prosecuted in part for his advocacy of the use of United Nations 

human rights mechanisms amongst civil society in China, including the Working Group on 

Arbitrary Detention, and for promotion of the implementation of United Nations human 

rights treaties to which China is a party. Mr. Qin had also appealed to the special procedures 

to intervene on behalf of his wife, Ms. Zhao Suli, who has been held incommunicado while 

under “residential surveillance” (de facto house arrest) since February 2018, following over 

three years of enforced disappearance in police custody. Like Mr. Qin, Ms. Zhao has been in 

State custody since January 9, 2015, when they were both disappeared by police in Wuhan.  

14. The Wuhan City Intermediate People’s Court in Hubei Province charged Mr. Qin for 

“subversion of state power” (Criminal Law, Article 105(1)), and on 11 July 2018 sentenced 

him to 13 years in prison. The criminal indictment against Qin, which was issued by Wuhan 

City People’s Procurorate on 17 June 2016, states that Qin was being prosecuted due to his 

promotion of engagement with United Nations human rights mechanisms, and that his 

“fundamental method of his [advocacy] work is based on using the Constitution and various 

UN human rights treaties, leading those around him to strive for human rights protections, 

organizing them in accordance with the law, uniting various spontaneously created 

organizations, and coordinating the work on various fronts,” as a way to allegedly form a 

“powerful political opposition group.”  

  

 3  OHCHR, “Opening statement and global update of human rights concerns by UN High 

Commissioner for Human Rights Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein at 38th session of the Human Rights 

Council,” 18 June 2018. 

 4 OHCHR, “Deadly reprisals: UN experts deplore the events leading to the death of Chinese human 

rights defender  Cao Shunli, and ask for full investigation,” 18 March 2014. 

 5  OHCHR, “UN Human Rights Chief deeply concerned by China clampdown on lawyers and activists, 

16 February 2016. 

http://msguancha.com/a/lanmu4/2017/0723/16186.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Inciting_subversion_of_state_power
http://msguancha.com/a/lanmu4/2017/0723/16186.html
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15. According to information received, Guizhou activist Mr. Mi Chongbiao and his wife, 

Ms. Li Kezhen have been forcibly disappeared since April 2018. They were detained 

incommunicado by State agents in May 2012 in Guiyang City, Guizhou Province, after Mr. 

Mi posted online a complaint that he had submitted to the United Nations Human Rights 

Council about rights violations that his family has suffered. Officers from Guizhou Public 

Security Bureau have mainly held the elderly couple (Mr. Mi is currently 78 and Ms. Li is 

around 67) in “black jails,” makeshift facilities used to illegally detain dissidents, activists, 

and petitioners. Mr. Mi has reportedly been subjected to ill-treatment and torture. Ms. Li has 

not been involved in human rights advocacy and is being persecuted solely on the basis of 

her relationship to Mr. Mi.  

16.  On 31 July 2018 the Government responded to the allegations. Regarding the case of 

Ms. Wang, the Government stated that in July of 2015, she was “lawfully subjected to 

criminal detention on suspicion of troublemaking and inciting the subversion of State power, 

and was subsequently put under residential surveillance in accordance with the law.” 

Regarding the case of Mr. Mi Chongbiao, the Government stated that in May of 2012, he was 

“lawfully subjected to criminal detention on suspicion of troublemaking, which was 

subsequently changed to residential surveillance that was lifted in August 2012. The 

Government further noted that allegations of “disappearances” or “arbitrary detentions” are 

at odds with the facts. 

17.  Pertaining to Mr. Qin, the Government stated that in March of 2015, he was “lawfully 

subjected to criminal detention on suspicion of subverting State power; his arrest was 

approved by the procuratorial authorities in May of 2015, and [his case] was referred for 

prosecution in June of 2016.” The Government noted that the Wuhan Municipal Intermediate 

People’s Court held an open trial on 11 July 2018, which held that Mr. Qin had committed 

the crime of subverting State power and lawfully sentenced him to 13 years’ fixed-term 

imprisonment and three years’ deprivation of political rights. The Government stated that, 

“following his release on the completion of his term of imprisonment [for that crime], and 

motivated by his dissatisfaction with State power and the socialist system, he continued to 

engage in activities subversive of State power, advocating his ideas on subverting State power 

and proposing the goal, strategies and methods of subverting it through written essays, 

published books and the use the Internet and foreign media.” The Government stated that to 

“achieve the goal of subverting State power, Mr. Qin sought out members, drafted regulations 

and established the structure of an unlawful organization that he set up with himself as its 

head, and raised funds by levying membership fees, soliciting donations and accepting 

financial subsidies, to be used for undertaking activities subversive of State power.” The 

Government did not address the allegation of reprisals. 

 4. Colombia 

18. On 1 February 2018, five special procedures mandate holders addressed allegations 

of death threats by paramilitary groups to Mr. Germán Graciano Posso, a member of the 

Peace Community of San José del Apartadó, following his participation in the United Nations 

Forum on Business and Human Rights in Geneva in 2017 (COL 1/2018). On 27 and 

28 November 2017, Mr. Graciano Posso gave two speeches as a panellist at the Forum, where 

he denounced the incursions, aggressions, and repeated death threats from paramilitary 

groups against members of the Peace Community, because of their work highlighting the 

illicit financing of Chiquita Brands by paramilitary groups. On 29 December 2017, five 

paramilitaries broke into a warehouse with the intention of assassinating him. Three of the 

attackers managed to flee, and two were captured and handed over by the community to 

government authorities who reportedly released them 24 hours after the event, whereby they 

continued to threaten the community in retaliation for the events that took place. At the time 

of writing the Government had not responded to the special procedures’ urgent appeal. 

 5. Cuba  

19. On 11 May 2018, the spokesperson for the High Commissioner for Human Rights 

stated that OHCHR had received worrying reports that officials in Cuba have prevented a 

number of human rights defenders and civil society representatives from boarding flights to 

travel to meetings abroad on the pretext of requiring more detailed identity checks. Those 

measures have resulted in passengers missing their flights, and therefore the meetings, which 

in many cases, were organized by a United Nations entity. At the time of writing OHCHR 
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had received direct information relating to 14 cases of Cuban human rights defenders who 

were told by officials that the computer system required extra screening.  

20. There have also been reports that dozens of other people may have been stopped in 

this way from travelling, allegedly with no explanation by the Cuban authorities as to why 

they were held up nor on whose orders. Civil society organizations reported that the numbers 

of such instances have increased since 2016 and some human rights organizations were even 

informed that they would be banned from travelling outside Cuba until June 2018.  

21. The spokesperson called on the Cuban authorities to respect everyone’s right to 

freedom of expression and to freedom of movement, and to ensure that human rights 

defenders and civil society representatives are not unjustifiably prevented from travelling, 

including those planning to attend United Nations meetings, in particular its universal 

periodic review on 16 May 2018 in Geneva. 

22. On 9 February 2018, two special procedures mandate holders expressed their concern 

to the Government about allegations of interrogation, threats and unofficial travel bans in 

individual cases, including Mr. José Ernesto Morales Estrada of Consejería Jurídica e 

Instrucción Cívica (CUB 1/2018). Mr. Morales Estrada has collaborated with the United 

Nations on different occasions, mainly the Human Rights Council and treaty bodies. 

Mr. Morales Estrada travelled to Geneva at the end of November 2017 to take part in the 94th 

session of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination and the 10th session 

of the United Nations Forum on Minority Issues.  

23.  On 18 December 2017, Mr. Morales Estrada received a summons to appear before the 

local police in Pinar del Río. During his interrogation, he was allegedly threatened and 

informed that from that day he would be prohibited from traveling outside of Cuba due to his 

human rights advocacy with the United Nations. The official-in-charge is alleged to have said 

that his participation in United Nations forums had negative effects for Cuba at the 

international level. In a letter dated 6 April 2018, the Government categorically rejected the 

allegations, stating that Cuba does not detain, threaten or harass people for peacefully 

exercising their rights and that Mr. Morales Estrada is free to leave the country. 

24. According to information received on 18 February 2018, Ms. Dora L. Mesa, of 

Asociación Cubana para el Desarrollo de la ducación Infantil (ACDEI), was advised at the 

passport office (Oficinas de la Dirección de Inmigración y Extranjería) that an indefinite 

travel ban had been imposed on her due to ‘public interest.’ Ms. Mesa has no past criminal 

or judicial charge pending, and there is concern that this de facto travel ban has been imposed 

as a reprisal in relation to her previous engagement with United Nations human rights 

mechanisms and to prevent her from engaging with the universal periodic review. She has 

reportedly been subject to surveillance and harassment at her home.  

25. Ms. Mesa, Mr. Juan Antonio Madrazo Luna and Ms. Marthadela Tamayo González, 

had planned to participate in pre-meetings related to the universal periodic review. On 7 April 

2018, Mr. Madrazo Luna and Ms. Tamayo González both members of the Comité 

Ciudadanos por la Integración Racial (CIR), were subject to intense scrutiny at the airport by 

customs and immigration officials, and were prevented from being able to board the plane to 

travel to Geneva. On 12 May 2018, Mr. Madrazo Luna was traveling to attend the universal 

periodic review session and intercepted at Havana airport and detained by the police for two 

hours for a “verification of (his) documents” which ensured he missed his flight to Geneva 

(via Madrid). It was also reported that the taxi driver driving Mr. Madrazo Luna to the airport 

was fined by the police, detained and driven to a police station where he was interrogated. 

During the universal periodic review of Cuba in May 2018, a Member State recommended 

that Cuba allow human rights defenders and civil society to engage with the United Nations 

and its mechanisms (see A/HRC/39/16, para. 24.158). 

26. The Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights addressed these allegations in 

writing to the Government of Cuba on 11 April 2018. On 10 May 2018 the Government 

responded that the individuals mentioned in the letter do not merit the categorization of 

‘human rights defender’ because of the large monetary sums received for their work from 

undue foreign influence intent on regime change. The Government stated that these 

individuals should be more appropriately called ‘foreign agents,’ and rejected categorically 

the allegations of reprisals.  
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 6. Democratic Republic of the Congo 

27. The United Nations Stabilization Mission in the Democratic Republic of the Congo 

(MONUSCO), reported that on 25 September 2017, in Lubumbashi, Haut-Katanga province, 

a human rights defender who had sent a letter alleging human rights violations committed in 

Kambove territory, became a victim of threats and harassment by an Agence Nationale de 

Renseignement (ANR) provincial agent. It is alleged that the agents formally reprimanded 

the human rights defender for sending such a letter to MONUSCO. 

28. On 28 October 2017, in Luebo, Kasai province, a United Nations team of joint human 

rights officers, accompanied by their MONUSCO military escort, was threatened by soldiers 

of the Forces Armées de la République Démocratique du Congo (FARDC) soldiers. FARDC 

soldiers and Police Nationale Congolaise agents were posted outside the hotel where the 

United Nations team stayed, presumably to monitor the team’s movement and to identify 

persons coming to visit the team. It is alleged that two persons who wanted to speak with the 

United Nations team were arrested by FARDC soldiers and released the following day. A 

note verbale was sent by MONUSCO to the Congolese authorities addressing this particular 

incident.  

29. On 20 December 2017, in Nyiragongo, North Kivu province, a representative of a 

local development NGO was abducted by unknown individuals who mistreated and hit him 

while asking questions. He managed to flee after nine days in captivity. This incident is 

allegedly linked to a World Bank visit in early 2017 when the NGO representative denounced 

the embezzlement of World Bank funds by the NGO’s coordinator and agents of the Fonds 

Social de la République, an institution attached to the Presidency of the Republic in charge 

of managing funds for development projects brought by international partners such as the 

World Bank. Since the World Bank’s visit, the NGO representative has been receiving threats 

through anonymous calls and text messages. In a meeting in March 2017 with the Antenna 

(sub-office) of the Fonds Social de la République in North Kivu, the coordinator of the NGO 

and his collaborators allegedly threatened the NGO representative if he continued to 

denounce their misbehaviour, and fired him. 

30. On 24 April 2018, in Kimpese, Kongo central province, a human rights defender was 

allegedly threatened by a police commissioner following his advocacy for the release of six 

detainees, including one child. The police commissioner, who was armed, allegedly 

intimidated him publicly for sharing reports on allegations of human rights violations with 

MONUSCO. 

 7. Djibouti 

31. In April 2018, Mr. Kadar Abdi Ibrahim, a professor, journalist and human rights 

defender, conducted advocacy activities in Geneva, and presented a joint NGO submission 

prior to the universal periodic review of Djibouti. On 15 April 2018, two days after returning 

from Geneva, it was reported that he was briefly detained and had his passport confiscated 

by Secret Service agents who raided his home. The Secret Service agents gave no reason for 

his arrest and confiscation of his passport. Mr. Ibrahim has since been unable to leave the 

country. As a result, he was unable to participate in the review of Djibouti by the Working 

Group on the universal periodic review held on 10 May 2018. Four Member States expressed 

their concern to the Government of Djibouti during its examination by the universal periodic 

review in May 2018.6 

 8. Egypt 

32. Various United Nations actors addressed the situation of Mr. Ebrahim Abdel Moneim 

Metwally Hagazy, one of the founders of the Association of the Families of the Disappeared. 

Mr. Metwally was traveling on 10 September 2017 from Cairo to Geneva to attend a meeting 

with the United Nations Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances on 

15 September 2017.7 Mr. Metwally had submitted a complaint on 3 April 2016 to the 

Working Group on behalf of his son, Mr. Amr Ibrahim Abdel Moneim Metwally, who was 

  

 6 Report of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review Djibouti (see A/HRC/39/10, 

paras. 54 (Croatia), 64 (Germany), 84 (Ireland) and 104 (The Netherlands)). 

 7 OHCHR, “UN rights experts dismayed by arrest of Egyptian lawyer Ebrahim Metwally en route to 

meet them,” 15 September 2017. 
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arrested on 7 August 2013 in Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate by police and army security forces 

and who has been reported as disappeared (see A/HRC/WGEID/109/1, para. 35). The 

Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights addressed this case in writing to the 

Government on 15 September 2017 and to the Human Rights Council on 20 September 

2017.8 On 3 October 2017, seven special procedures mandate holders expressed concern 

about his arrest and incommunicado detention (EGY 14/2017). The Government of Egypt 

replied to the Working Group (see below) and addressed the Human Rights Council on 20 

September 2017. 

33. Mr. Metwally was charged with founding and leading an illegal terrorist organisation, 

conspiracy with foreign entities or organizations to harm state security, and spreading false 

information. He was detained in Aqrab Prison for 15 days, pending the investigation, and 

reportedly subjected to ill-treatment and torture in detention. The Government responded to 

the special procedures on 8 November 2017, available online, but information has been 

received that he is still being held in solitary confinement in pre-trial detention and cannot 

exercise his right to habeas corpus.  

34. The Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances expressed its 

continued concern that the cases and charges against Mr. Metwally may relate to his 

documentation of cases of enforced disappearance in Egypt, including for submission to the 

Working Group, and requested an update from the Government on outstanding questions 

raised, including whether an OHCHR letter confirming a meeting with the Working Group 

is part of the criminal file of Mr. Metwally and is being used as evidence against him (see 

A/HRC/WGEID/114/1, para. 56). The Government replied that it was not yet possible to 

confirm whether Mr. Hegazy had been holding a letter from OHCHR as the items found in 

his possession at the time of his arrest were still being inspected, and the Working Group on 

Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances has subsequently requested an update on this 

matter.  

35.  On 31 July 2018 the Government provided an update to OHCHR, reiterating its 

previous communications with the Working Group, including its response to special 

procedures (EGY 14/2017) on 8 November 2017. The Government noted that Mr. Metwally 

was charged with leading a terrorist group (in association with the Muslim Brotherhood) and 

spreading false news, statements and rumours abroad about the internal situation in the 

country. It noted the case is still being investigated as Mr. Metwally is still being interrogated 

and his seized assets are being examined. The examination report of Mr. Metwally’s e-mail, 

phone, and CDs is still pending. The officer who conducted the investigation and who was 

responsible for his arrest and search still needs to be interviewed. The Government noted that 

Mr. Metwally was presented upon his request more than once to the prison hospital, where 

he was subjected to medical examination and care, was allowed to telephone his family and 

was given clothes, food, and medicine in his cell. The Government did not address the 

allegations of reprisals. 

36. On 21 February 2018, five special procedures mandate holders addressed the 

prolonged nine-month pre-trial detention of Ms. Hanane Baderraddine Abdalhafez Othman, 

of the Families of the Forcibly Disappeared Association, as well as allegations of her being 

denied medical attention while in prison (EGY 4/2018; and see A/HRC/WGAD/2017/78, 

paras 89-93). Ms. Othman began to advocate for justice for victims of enforced disappearance 

and their families after her husband, Mr. Khaled Mohamed Hafez Mohamed Azzedine, 

disappeared on 27 July 2013 following his arrest by state security forces during a 

demonstration in Nasr City, Cairo district. She has documented cases of enforced 

disappearances for submission to the Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary 

Disappearances.  

37. Ms. Othman was the subject of a previous communication by four special procedures 

mandate holders on 6 July 2017 (EGY 9/2017) that concerned her arrest on 6 May 2017 at 

the Al Qanater Al Khayriyah Prison in the Governorate of Qalyubiya, where she went to 

enquire about the fate and whereabouts of her husband. Following her arrest, she was brought 

to the Public Prosecutor of Shubra El Kheima in the Governorate of Qalyubiya, and charged 

with “belonging to a banned group” and “forming a women’s organization.” She is currently 

held at the Al Qanater Al Khayriyah Prison for women in reportedly inhuman conditions. 

  

 8 OHCHR, “Report highlights rising reprisals against human rights defenders cooperating with the 

UN,” 20 September 2017. 



A/HRC/39/41 

GE.18-13325 27 

The Government responded to the special procedures’ communication of 6 July 2017 on 

30 October 2017. However, nearly six months after being detained, Ms. Othman remains in 

pre-trial detention, without being charged. There is concern that her detention may be an act 

of reprisal for her cooperation with the Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary 

Disappearances.  

38. During its eightieth session in November 2017, the Working Group on Arbitrary 

Detention rendered its opinion that the detention of Ms. Othman and other individuals was 

arbitrary, and requested the Government of Egypt to immediately release her and others and 

accord them an enforceable right to compensation and other reparations. The Working Group 

also referred the case to the Coordinating Committee of special procedures and the Assistant 

Secretary-General for Human Rights (see A/HRC/WGAD/2017/78, paras. 89-93). There has 

been no Government response to the communication of the special procedures of 21 February 

2018. 

39.  In an update to OHCHR on 31 July 2018, the Government noted that the investigations 

indicated that the accused is involved in a number of women’s groups, which aim to monitor 

officers and individuals, as well as the cars they use for transportation for the purpose of 

targeting them through terrorist operations. The Government confirmed that the accused is 

currently in Qanatar prison for women and is charged with joining a terrorist organisation in 

case number 5163 of 2017, Administrative Qanatar Khayreya Police Station. She has been 

provided with medical treatment. The Government did not address the allegations of 

reprisals. 

 9. Guatemala 

40. On 30 November 2017, five special procedures mandate holders raised concerns 

regarding allegations of criminal charges against Mr. Jerson Xitumul Morales, a journalist 

who regularly collaborated with OHCHR Guatemala by providing information on the human 

rights situation in Izabal (GTM 6/2017). On 11 November 2017, Mr. Xitumul Morales was 

arrested in the city of El Estor, and accused of threats, instigation to commit a crime, illicit 

association, illicit meetings and demonstrations, damages and illegal detention. These 

accusations were related to demonstrations in May 2017 organized by fishermen from El 

Estor to protest against the alleged pollution of Lake Izabal by the mining activities of the 

Guatemalan Nickel Company (CGN). The participation of Mr. Xitumul Morales in the 

protests was limited to covering the events in his capacity as a journalist, narrating the facts 

and denouncing alleged excessive use of force. 

41. The arrest of Mr. Xitumul Morales took place four days after personnel from the 

OHCHR office in Guatemala met with the mayor of El Estor to discuss the problems of the 

protests against mining activity in the region. During the meeting, the mayor reportedly 

accused Mr. Xitumul Morales, another journalist and seven fishermen of being part of 

organized crime.  

42. At the end of his visit to Guatemala on 12 November 2017, the High Commissioner 

expressed support for the national human rights institution (Procuraduría de Derechos 

Humanos).9 The statement followed reprisals faced by the human rights Ombudsman 

(Procurador de los derechos humanos), Mr. Augusto Jordán Rodas Andrade, allegedly due 

to his support to the International Commission against Impunity in Guatemala (CICIG). In 

particular, following the President’s declaration of the head of the Commission as persona 

non grata in August 2017, Mr. Rodas Andrade filed an injunction order to prevent his 

removal from the country. Subsequently, Mr. Rodas Andrade became the victim of smear 

campaigns, including by authorities in the executive and legislative branches, and there have 

been attempts to remove him from his position. Mr. Rodas Andrade and his family have 

received threats and on 27 October 2017 they were granted precautionary measures by the 

Inter-American Commission on Human Rights. The Commission concluded that they are in 

a serious and urgent situation, with their rights to life and personal integrity at risk. 

  

 9 OHCHR, Statement by UN High Commissioner for Human Rights Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein at the end 

of his mission to Guatemala, 12 November 2017. 
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 10. Guyana 

43. On 18 October 2017, the Working Group of Experts on People of African Descent 

sent an urgent appeal to the Government of Guyana concerning alleged reprisals by prison 

authorities and guards against an individual [name withheld by the Working Group] 

incarcerated at Lusignan Prison (GUY 1/2017). The Working Group had interviewed the 

individual on 4 October 2017, and heard allegations that he was verbally threatened by prison 

authorities and guards for having cooperated with them during their official visit to Guyana 

from 2 to 6 October 2017. The Working Group expressed serious concern at the safety and 

well-being of the individual and requested the Government, as a matter of urgency, to 

investigate the allegations and ensure that no detainees would be subjected to harm, threats, 

harassment or punishment for being in contact with the Working Group. At the time of 

writing the Government had not responded to the Working Group’s urgent appeal. 

 11.  Honduras 

44. Following the end of his official visit to Honduras on 12 May 2018, Mr. Michel Forst, 

the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, was “extremely concerned 

with the increasing number of acts of intimidation and reprisals against human rights 

defenders in connection with their engagement with the United Nations and its human rights 

mechanisms or with regional human rights organizations. These reprisals take the form of 

smear campaigns, harassment, intimidation, threats, physical attacks and killings.”10 

45. On 7 June 2017 four special procedures mandate holders sent a joint communication 

to the Government concerning allegations of death threats, attacks and reprisals against Ms. 

Hedme Castro (HND 3/2017), of the Asociación para una Ciudanía Participativa (ACI-

PARTICIPA). The allegations related to surveillance and interference with her online 

correspondence, and her being held on 2 March 2017 at Toncontin international airport in 

Tegucigalpa, which prevented her from being able to board a plane to Geneva for a Human 

Rights Council side-event. Airport security allegedly conducted a “random” inspection of her 

luggage and interrogated her as to the purpose of her visit to Geneva, as well as to why she 

was carrying information regarding the situation of human rights in the country.  

46. On 21 April 2017, a car without plates and with tinted windows was allegedly parked 

outside the office of ACI-PARTICIPA. On 1 May 2017, Ms. Castro and other members of 

ACI-PARTICIPA were reported to have been verbally and physically attacked during a 

demonstration by members of a company that operates in a region where ACI-PARTICIPA 

is helping the local indigenous community who are opposing actions by the company.  

47. On 29 June 2017, the Government responded to the special procedures’ 

communication of 7 June 2017, noting that no request was found by the Department of 

Human Rights in the Ministry of Security to implement protection measures for Ms. Castro 

or other members of ACI-PARTICIPA, but the Human Rights Defenders section, Special 

Attorney for Human Rights is investigating her and others’ concerns regarding the airport 

security forces. The Government said it was impossible to contact Ms. Castro because she 

had left the country, therefore no risk assessment could be made on her behalf. 

48. On 24 July 2017, the Human Rights Committee raised concern about reports that 

senior government officials made disparaging statements in the media about individuals and 

civil society organizations who had submitted information for the second periodic report of 

Honduras (see CCPR/C/HND/CO/2, para. 42). In July 2017 Honduran defenders from 

Coalición contra la impunidad travelled to Geneva to take part in the review of Honduras by 

the Human Rights Committee. The defenders provided information to the Committee 

regarding the murder of well-known environmental and human rights defender, Ms. Berta 

Cáceres in March 2016. In response the head of the Honduran delegation discredited the 

information and later made public statements, including to Honduran media outlets, that the 

information provided by civil society to the Human Rights Committee on the death of 

Ms. Cáceres was false and misleading.  

  

 10 OHCHR, End of mission statement by Michel Forst, United Nations Special Rapporteur on the 

situation of human rights defenders said at the end of his visit to Honduras, 12 May 2018.  
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49. On 6 July 2017, the President of the Supreme Court of Justice read a public statement 

on behalf of the Government, whereby it accused 50 civil society organizations11 of having 

delivered false information to experts of the Human Rights Committee on the progress in the 

investigation of Ms. Cáceres’ murder, and that it does not accept, “that bad Hondurans and 

national and foreign organizations…bring false or misrepresented information to damage the 

country with dangerous interests.” The same communication was delivered by the Ministry 

of the Presidency in Honduras on 6 July 2017. On 18 July 2018 the Chair of the Committee 

met with the Government, who assured the Chair that no reprisals would occur.  

50. The Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights visited Honduras in July 2017 and 

raised allegations of reprisals with the Government. 

 12. Hungary 

51. On 21 June 2017, three special procedures mandate holders addressed the alleged 

targeting of Budapest-based international disability rights non-governmental organisation 

Validity (formerly Mental Disability Advocacy Centre) following the release of a public 

report in May 2017 on allegations of human rights violations at the Topház social care 

institution (HUN 372017). Validity also brought these issues to the attention of OHCHR and 

to the Human Rights Committee when it considered the sixth periodic report of Hungary held 

in March 2018 (see CCPR/C/HUN/CO/6 para. 21 and CCPR/C/SR.3464 and 3465. Since the 

release of the report, the Government has reportedly tried to delegitimize the work conducted 

by Validity, threatening the organization that it would open criminal proceedings as well as 

intimidating its staff members. On 17 July 2017 a Validity representative was reportedly 

summoned by police in connection with the investigation. Validity are of the view that their 

targeting is related in large part to their advocacy with the United Nations human rights 

mechanisms.  

52. Further, it was reported that among objections by Member States to non-governmental 

organisations participation in the Conference of States Parties to the United Nations 

Convention against Corruption in Vienna in November 2017, was an attempt to block the 

participation of K-Monitor, a Hungarian anti-corruption non-governmental organisation. 

There were reported efforts to place obstacles in the way of the participation by the 

conference of organizations working on issues related to corruption by authorities. The 

Bureau of States Parties of the Conference, voted against the objection of the State and 

applied rule 17 paragraph 2 of the Rules of Procedure of the Conference in relation to the 

participation of non-governmental organizations (see CAC/COSP/2017/14, para. 25). While 

K-Monitor was able to resume their participation, there are concerns that the objection 

seemed to be a reprisal for cooperation with the United Nations in regard to its anti-corruption 

advocacy. 

53. It was reported that two organizations that participated in the review of Hungary by 

the Human Rights Committee during the consideration of the Government’s periodic report 

in March 2018, the Hungarian Helsinki Committee and Amnesty International Hungary, have 

been targeted, at least in part, for their advocacy on migrants’ rights at the United Nations.  

54. It was reported that the Governing Fidesz party have used language such as calling 

for “cleaning out [the country]” with reference to civil society. In 2018, there has been a 

targeted campaign of putting stickers on the doors of NGOs reading ‘organization supporting 

  

 11 Coalición Contra la Impunidad integrated by: Asociación Arcoiris - Asociación de Jueces por la 

Democracia (AJD) - Asociación Intermunicipal de Desarrollo y Vigilancia Social de Honduras 

(AIDEVISH) - Asociación por una Ciudadanía Participativa (ACI-PARTICIPA) - Centro de 

Derechos de Mujeres (CDM) - Centro de Estudios de la Mujer Honduras (CEM-H) - Centro de 

Investigación y Promoción de Derechos Humanos (CIPRODEH) Colectivo Gemas - Colectivo 

Unidad Color Rosa - Comité de Familiares de Detenidos Desaparecidos de Honduras (COFADEH) - 

Comité por la Libre Expresión C-Libre - Comunidad Gay Sampedrana para la Salud Integral - 

Convergencia por los Derechos Humanos de la Zona Nor Occidental Crisálidas de Villanueva - 

Equipo de Reflexión, Investigación y Comunicación (ERIC) - Feministas Universitarias Frente 

Amplio del COPEMH - Foro de Mujeres por la Vida - Foro Social de la Deuda Externa y Desarrollo 

de Honduras (FOSDEH) - Movimiento Amplio por la Dignidad y la Justicia (MADJ) - Movimiento 

de Mujeres por la Paz Visitación Padilla - Red de Mujeres Jóvenes de Cortés Red de Mujeres Unidas 

de Colonia Ramón Amaya Amador - Red Nacional de Defensoras - Tribuna de Mujeres contra los 

Femicidios. 
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illegal migration,’ reportedly carried out by coalition partner KDNP (Christian Democrats) 

or Fidelitas (the youth wing of Fidesz). The Hungarian Helsinki Committee received a sticker 

on their door on 27 June 2018, while Amnesty International received such a sticker on 

12 June 2018. 

55. Further, on 12 April 2018, Figyelő, a publication in Hungary, published more than 

200 names of people part of a group regarded by Prime Minister Orbán as “mercenaries paid 

by George Soros to topple the Government.” The list included members of human rights and 

anti-corruption organizations, refugee advocates, investigative journalists and faculty and 

officials from the Central European University, a number of which have cooperated with the 

United Nations and have been publicly intimidated for reporting to or about the United 

Nations. A number of media outlets have accused some of the names on this list of making 

complaints to the United Nations against the Government. The campaign by the ruling party 

Fidesz prior to the April 2018 elections featured hostile rhetoric and billboards against civil 

society and the United Nations, in particular with regard to the ongoing consultations around 

the Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration.  

56.  On 3 August 2018 the Government responded to the allegations. It noted that the 

Mental Disability Advocacy Centre (Validity) was not authorized to prepare and publish the 

documentation they made at the unit of Pest County Social Institution (Topház) without the 

guardians’ permission. As several photographs of the report were published on the internet, 

the “Pest County Police Headquarters launched an investigation procedure on account of the 

criminal report of the state authority responsible for the maintenance of the Institution,” 

which the Government should not be regarded as a form of retaliation in connection with any 

monitoring activity. The Government referred to its detailed position on the subject matter in 

response to the 21 June 2017 communication by special procedures (HUN 372017), available 

online.  

57. Pertaining to the participation of K-Monitor in the 2017 Conference of States Parties 

to the United Nations Convention against Corruption, the Government stated that the 

objection was related to the organization’s non-compliance with Hungarian legislation, and 

that making objections in compliance with the provisions of the Conference’s Rules of 

Procedure are legitimate and should not be considered a reprisal. 

58. Regarding the targeting of the Hungarian Helsinki Committee and Amnesty 

International Hungary, the Government notes it is of the position that “putting stickers on the 

doors of NGOs does not in any way prevent organizations from availing themselves of UN 

procedures in the field of human rights.” Further, the Government notes that in the review of 

the Human Rights Committee, the Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade of Hungary only 

remarked that “serious debates on this issue [migration] were taking place with non-

governmental organizations, which exerted their voices in the international space” and that 

this should not be interpreted as a “call for cleaning out the country” with reference to civil 

society.  

59. With regard to the allegations attributed to the publication Figyelő, the Government 

affirms that the “impugned acts are not attributable to the Government” given that Figyelő is 

not a publication of the Government, and that it “does not see how reporting about the activity 

of an NGO by the independent press would prove that the Figyelő publication is a result of 

the complaints filed with the UN.” Further, the Government notes that the domestic courts 

are available for redress in the case of infringements by media outlets. Regarding the 

Government’s rhetoric in the election campaign, in particular the ongoing consultations 

around the Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration, the Government notes 

that its “rhetoric did not target any organization or individual for cooperating with the UN, 

but took a position and shared its view on the draft of a UN document related to migration.” 

 13. India 

60. On 9 November 2017 two special procedures mandate holders expressed concern at 

the use of the Foreign Contribution Regulation Act of 2010 to restrict the work of non-

governmental organizations who seek to cooperate with the United Nations, for example, by 

refusing to renew or grant licenses (OTH 27/2017).  

61. They drew attention to the revocation of the license of the Centre for Promotion of 

Social Concern (also known as People’s Watch) under the Foreign Contribution Regulation 

Act, which was also addressed by three special procedures mandate holders on 31 May 2018 
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(IND 14/2018). On 29 October 2016 the Ministry of Home Affairs reportedly refused to 

renew the organization’s license to receive foreign funding under Article 6 of the FCRA and 

CPSC’s bank accounts were frozen. The refusal was subsequently upheld by the High Court 

of New Delhi in January 2017. The case is still pending before the court following a 13 April 

2018 hearing, and has been adjourned to 31 August 2018.  

62. The Executive Director of the Centre for Promotion of Social Concern, Mr. Henri 

Tiphagne was accused of using foreign contributions in his international advocacy “to the 

detriment of India’s image,” including in his engagement with United Nations special 

rapporteurs to whom he submitted information “portraying India’s human rights record in 

negative light.” Mr. Tiphagne has also made recommendations to the universal periodic 

review. The special procedures mandate holders noted that the non-renewal of CPSC’s 

license is a clear case of reprisal for his cooperation with the United Nations (IND 14/2018).  

63. Additionally, on 1 January 2018, it was reported that the Centre for Social 

Development, which promotes the land and resource rights of indigenous peoples in Manipur, 

received a six months suspension. According to reports, the suspension was based on claims 

that the Centre for Social Development violated the Foreign Contribution Regulation Act by 

using foreign funding for purposes other than intended by the law, including drawing 

attention to Uranium mining in Meghalaya at “several global platforms.” The Centre for 

Social Development submitted a report in October 2017 to the United Nations Working 

Group on Business and Human Rights and to the Committee on the Elimination of Racial 

Discrimination which included inquiries related to uranium mining and cement factories in 

Meghalaya. According to the Centre for Social Development, it has submitted nine reports 

to the United Nations since 2006 concerning violations of the rights of indigenous peoples in 

northeast India in relation to large-scale development projects, mining operations, and 

implementation of the Armed Forces (Special Powers) Act. They have requested the 

Committee’s action under its early warning procedure. 

64. It is alleged that the Centre for Social Development has been targeted by Indian 

authorities since August 2017, when surveillance of its premises and staff’s movements 

began. The offices of the organization were reportedly visited by the Central Reserve Policy 

Force and others to question the staff about their work, and staff have been harassed. One 

staff member was physically attacked on 18 August 2017. In November 2017, one staff 

member and two volunteers of the organization were called in for questioning by the police. 

65. The Secretary of the Centre for Social Development, Mr. Nobokishore Urikhimbam, 

has been surveyed by military intelligence officials from the State of Manipur as well as those 

outside of the state at his office premises and at his home in Imphal, Manipur. When he 

travelled to Shillong, State of Meghalaya in January 2018, the Intelligence Department of 

Meghalaya contacted the hotel and interrogated its staff about his actions and contacts. The 

hotel staff was asked to provide detailed information on his activities, including a list of the 

people he interacted with. These incidents were reportedly brought to the attention of the 

Superintendent of Police, Imphal East District and Patsoi Policy Station, Imphal West 

District, to no avail. 

66. On 20 June 2017, Mr. Michel Forst, the Special Rapporteur on human rights defenders 

expressed his concern about reports of reprisals against a member of the Jammu and Kashmir 

Coalition of Civil Society, Mr. Kartik Murukutla (IND 4/2017). Mr. Murukutla represents 

victims of human rights violations before local courts and engages with United Nations 

human rights mechanisms, particularly the universal periodic review and the special 

procedures. In September 2016, while traveling to Geneva, Mr. Murukutla was informed that 

he was subject to a “Look Out Circular,” a measure taken where a case has been registered 

against an individual by a police authority in order to verify whether a travelling person is 

wanted by the police. They are used by the police authorities to prevent and monitor the entry 

or exit of persons who may be required by law enforcement agencies, and there is concern 

that this measure was taken against Mr. Murukutla as a reprisal for his cooperation with 

United Nations human rights mechanisms in Geneva. It was reported in May 2018 

Mr. Murukutla was not subject to restrictions during his most recent travels, but he had not 

been informed about the status of the Look Out Circular nor its implications for his future 

travel. 

67. On 7 June 2018 the Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights addressed the 

allegations of intimidation and reprisals to the Government of India. On 2 July 2018 the 
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Government responded that the Foreign Contribution Regulation Act of 2010 prohibits 

acceptance and utilization of foreign contribution for activities detrimental to national 

interest. It noted that the revocation of the license for the Centre for Promotion of Social 

Concern before the Delhi High Court, is adjourned until 31 August 2018, and that the Centre 

for Social Development “needs to conform to the legal framework and the requirements 

under FCRA.” The Government noted that Mr. Khurram Parvez’s detention is well grounded 

according to the provisions of the Jammu and Kashmir Public Safety Act (1978) based on 

his activities prejudicial to public order. At the time of writing, the Government had not 

responded to the communications by special procedures of 9 November 2017 (OTH 2/2017), 

20 June 2017 (IND 4/2017), or 31 May 2018 (IND 14/2018). 

 14. Israel 

68. In May 2018, the Minister of the Interior in Israel did not renew the work permit of 

the Director of Human Rights Watch, Mr. Omar Shakir, and ordered his deportation. Mr 

Shakir remains in the country, as the order is under review by a district court. According to 

information received, the revocation was based on a dossier compiled by the Ministry of 

Strategic Affairs and Public Diplomacy alleging that Mr. Shakir supports a boycott of Israel. 

Among the allegations cited are statements by Mr. Shakir supporting the creation of a 

database of businesses that operate in Israeli settlements, pursuant to Human Rights Council 

resolution 31/36. The Government highlighted this allegation in its 77-page response to a 

lawsuit filed by Mr. Shakir and Human Rights Watch challenging the deportation decision. 

An amicus brief filed by the group NGO Monitor and accepted by the court also points to 

social media posts highlighting Human Rights Watch’s support for the database and their 

more general advocacy at the United Nations Human Rights Council. The allegations were 

discussed at a first court hearing in June 2018. 

 15. Kyrgyzstan 

69. On 25 June 2018 the Committee on Migrant Workers (CMW) addressed the 

Government regarding the designation as extremist material of a submission by civil society 

organizations Anti-Discrimination Centre Memorial and Bir Duino Kyrgyzstan. The decision 

came from the Oktyabrsky District Court in Bishkek following their submission of an 

alternative report to the Committee ahead of its review of Kyrgyzstan in April 2015. The 

report addressed the obligations of the Government to protect the rights of Kyrgyz migrant 

workers.  

70. In May 2018 during a visit to Kyrgystan the Assistant-Secretary General raised the 

allegations with the Government. 

 16. Maldives 

71. On 20 April 2018, four special procedures mandate holders raised concerns about the 

launching of investigations against Ms. Shahindha Ismail, of the Maldivian Democracy 

Network, for the legitimate exercise of her freedom of expression on Twitter and for having 

participated in a side event at the 35th session of the Human Rights Council in June 2017 

(MDV 3/2018). On 2 April 2018, the police summoned Ms. Ismail to question her for 

criticising Islam “with the intention to cause disregard for Islam” under Section 617 (a) 1 and 

2 of the Penal Code, which prescribes up to four months and 24 days of imprisonment for 

first time offenders. She was also accused by the police of attempting to “disrupt the religious 

unity and create religious discord in the Maldives” through Twitter. Ms. Ismail has 

categorically denied the accusation. Ms. Ismail has been, and continues to be, subject to 

online threats and online gender-based violence, including rape threats. A Twitter account 

has repeatedly tweeted to Ms Ismail saying that they would rape her and violently harm her 

if they saw her on the road. The special procedures expressed concern that the investigations 

launched against her may constitute acts of reprisals for her cooperation with the Human 

Rights Council, and for her human rights work through the exercise of her right to freedom 

of expression. 

72. . The Government addressed the allegations on 23 July 2018 and confirmed that the 

Maldives police service launched a criminal investigation against Ms Ismail for allegations 

of attempting to disrupt the religious unit of the citizens of Maldives and conversing and 

acting in a manner likely to cause religious segregation amongst the people. After completing 

the investigation, the police forwarded the case to the Prosecutor General’s office where the 



A/HRC/39/41 

GE.18-13325 33 

Office determined that they could not find enough grounds to pursue a criminal charge 

against Ms Ismail or to have the charge proven in a court of law. The case has since been 

filed by the police. With regard to the allegations of death threats and intimidation through 

social media, a police investigation is ongoing and the case is being treated as serious, but 

the investigation is facing difficulties in obtaining the information because the Facebook and 

Twitter accounts were fake. The Government also reported that Ms Ismail is no longer being 

provided with personal security services by the Internal Security Command of the Maldives 

Police Service pursuant to her request in writing of 11 March 2018. 

 17. Mali 

73. According to the United Nations Multidimensional Integrated Stabilization Mission 

in Mali (MINUSMA), there have been cases of reprisals perpetrated by state actors as well 

as non-state armed groups against individuals who collaborate with the United Nations.12 

Intimidation and death threats are strategies that have been used by terrorist and extremist 

armed groups to threaten populations for any collaboration with national and international 

forces as well as State actors, including MINUSMA.  

74. On 26 October 2017, the chief of Boulkessi village (close to the Burkina Faso border, 

Mondoro commune, Douentza cercle, Mopti region) who is a source of information for the 

MINUSMA Human Rights and Protection Division, reported that he had received threats 

relating directly to his cooperation with them regarding an investigation into allegations of 

extra-judicial executions committed by Forces Armées Maliennes (FAMa). It is alleged that 

he received three threatening phone calls from unknown callers whose voices were disguised, 

and who referred to his collaboration with the investigation. The chief had reported the 

location of a mass grave containing bodies of four individuals killed by armed forces in an 

extrajudicial execution then he began to receive these threats.  

75. On 2 December 2017, six unidentified armed elements shot and killed the Secretary-

General of the Mayor of Dioungani commune (Koro cercle, Mopti region), and it is believed 

that the victim may have been targeted for being an informer to the armed forces and/or 

international forces, including MINUSMA. At the time of writing an investigation was 

ongoing. 

76. Between 9 and 11 April 2018, MINUSMA conducted a special mission to Ménaka to 

meet with representatives of civil society and victims of human rights abuses during 

“counter-terrorism operations” conducted by elements of the Mouvement pour le Salut de 

l’Azawad (MSA) and the Groupe autodéfense touareg Imghad et alliés (GATIA), in the 

region since June 2017. The village chief of Akabar who met with the MINUSMA team 

reported that on 13 April 2018 he was contacted by the MSA Chief of Staff and was 

questioned and intimidated because of his cooperation with MINUSMA.  

 18.  Morocco 

77. In a decision of 15 November 2016 (CAT/C/59/D/606/2014) the Committee against 

Torture found that Morocco was responsible for violations of Art. 1 and 12 to 16 of the 

Convention against Torture in the case of Naâma Asfari v. Morocco, in which Mr. Ennaâma 

Asfari, a Sahrawi human rights defender currently in detention, was the petitioner. Since the 

decision by the Committee Mr. Asfari’s treatment in detention has reportedly deteriorated. 

His wife has been denied entry into Morocco on four occasions. On 13 February 2018, 

Mr. Asfari was placed in solitary confinement until 13 March 2018. On 13 July 2018 the 

Committee’s Rapporteur on Reprisals and Follow-up wrote to the Government emphasizing 

the need to refrain from reprisals (G/S0 229/3MAR(8) 606/2014). On 31 July 2018 the 

Government responded, and the Committee decided to keep the follow-up dialogue on this 

case open, emphasizing the need for the full implementation of remedies requested. Another 

meeting was suggested during the Committee’s session from 12 November to 7 December 

2018. 

  

  12 MINUSMA, “Malgré la mise en œuvre de l’Accord pour la paix, la situation des droits de l’homme 

demeure préoccupante au Mali, Bamako, le 1er février 2018”. 
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 19. Myanmar 

78. During a briefing by members of the Security Council on their mission to Myanmar, 

it was reported that Myanmar security forces had threatened Rohingya villages with reprisals 

if they talked with the Security Council delegation during the visit and told the villagers that 

those who had done so were being looked for. A Security Council member noted that it was 

unacceptable that anyone should feel intimidated about speaking with the Council (see 

S/PV.8255, page 6).13 Reports indicate that Rohingya villagers from Pan Taw Pyin, Rakhine 

State who met with the delegation on 1 May 2018, have been forced into hiding after being 

targeted by Myanmar’s security agencies. Tatmadaw, including members of Military 

Security Affairs, reportedly requested local authorities to submit a list of all the villagers who 

had spoken with the delegation. While young villagers were interacting with the delegation, 

members of the military reportedly took video footage of the youth and then chased them and 

scolded them after the interviews. Villagers who participated in the meeting reportedly fear 

intimidation, harassment, and arrests. Furthermore, before the Security Council delegation 

visited Rakhine, authorities in Maungdaw township had reportedly warned the Rohingya in 

the surrounding villages against telling members of the Security Council anything adverse 

about the government or security forces.  

79. Ms. Yanghee Lee, United Nations Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights 

in Myanmar, reported to the Human Rights Council in March 2018 that she had received 

information about violent reprisals committed by the armed forces against civilians who she 

had met with following her visit to Rakhine State in January 2017 (see A/HRC/37/70, 

para. 63). These include a killing, beatings, and rape. The Special Rapporteur received 

credible information that the armed forces attacked a village in Rakhine a couple of days after 

her 2017 visit as a reprisal against those in the community who spoke to her. The armed 

forces reportedly gathered the village men and women together, and subjected them to severe 

mistreatment, beatings and assaults, and in another village, one man was killed.  

80. The Governing Body of the ILO reported on 7 February 2018 that it remained 

concerned about two cases of apparent reprisal against complainants in forced labour cases 

(see GB.332/INS/8, para. 15).14 The two cases were also raised by the Special Rapporteur on 

the situation of human rights in Myanmar, in her March 2018 report to the Human Rights 

Council (see A/HRC/37/70, para. 15).  

81. The ILO expressed concern about the detention on 18 August 2017 of Mr. Aung Ko 

Htwe, who had been forcibly recruited into the army in 2005 at age 14 (see GB.332/INS/8, 

para. 16). He receives continued protection according to the 2007 agreement between the 

ILO and Myanmar that gives victims the right to lodge complaints alleging the use of forced 

labour and to seek redress without “retaliatory action.”15 In 2009, Mr. Htwe’s family filed a 

complaint about his underage recruitment with the ILO and, under its agreement of 

Supplementary Understanding, is entitled to continued protection from reprisals related to 

his forced recruitment complaint. At the time he was serving a commuted 10-year prison 

sentence for allegedly being implicated in a murder with two other child soldiers when he 

was attempting to flee the army in 2007, a case that had been addressed by the ILO to no 

avail. 

82. A month after his release in July 2017, Mr. Htwe was re-arrested by Myanmar security 

forces after he gave an interview to Radio Free Asia detailing his forced recruitment into the 

army as a child, and charged under section 505(b) of the Penal Code for speaking publicly 

about his experience. The ILO appealed for the charges to be dropped and noted that in the 

past several years, other underage recruits have spoken publicly about their experience 

without facing such reprisals, which has helped to reinforce the Government’s policy to end 

underage recruitment and forced labour. On 9 October 2017, the Government responded to 

the ILO indicating that it had previously responded to ILO in 2010 that it had taken measures 

to close the case. However, on 28 March 2018, the Dagon Seikkan Township Court sentenced 

  

  13 UN Security Council, Briefing by Security Council mission to Bangladesh and Myanmar (28 April to 

2 May 2018), 8255th meeting, S/PV.8255m 14 May 2018. 

 14 ILO, Follow-up to the resolution concerning remaining measures on the subject of Myanmar adopted 

by the Conference at its 102nd Session (2013), 7 February 2018. 

 15 ILO, Supplementary Understanding between the Government of Myanmar and ILO, 2007. 

https://www.rfa.org/english/news/myanmar/former-myanmar-child-soldier-describes-long-struggle-to-turn-life-around-08172017154924.html
https://www.rfa.org/english/news/myanmar/former-myanmar-child-soldier-describes-long-struggle-to-turn-life-around-08172017154924.html
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Mr. Aung Ko Htwe to two years in prison with hard labor, despite his status as a complainant 

with ILO. 

83. Human Rights Council resolution of 18 March 2018 (see A/HRC/RES/37/32, para. 

22) expressed serious concern about reported cases of reprisal for cooperation with the 

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in Myanmar, and emphasized that no 

one should face reprisals, monitoring, surveillance, threats, harassment or intimidation for 

cooperating or speaking with the special procedures of the Human Rights Council, including 

the Special Rapporteur, the independent international fact-finding mission or the United 

Nations. The Human Rights Council called on the Government of Myanmar to take 

appropriate measures to prevent such acts and to combat impunity by investigating promptly 

and effectively all allegations of intimidation and reprisal in order to bring perpetrators to 

justice and to provide victims with appropriate remedies. 

 20. Philippines 

84. On 2 October 2017, five special procedures mandate holders expressed concern about 

the defamatory and intimidating public statements directed at the Commission on Human 

Rights of the Philippines (Commission), its members and its Chairperson Mr. Chito Gascon 

(PHL 12/2017), because of its human rights monitoring work and cooperation with the United 

Nations. The Commission submitted information to the universal periodic review of the 

Philippines in 2017 (see A/HRC/WG.6/27/PHL/3, paras. 2-9), 2012 (see 

A/HRC/WG.6/13/PHL/3, paras. 1-13) and 2008 (see A/HRC/WG.6/1/PHL/3, paras. 1-18). 

The Commission has received threats of being defunded or abolished and has been vilified 

in the media as a hindrance to the implementation of government policies. When 

commissioners travel for work purposes they are reportedly monitored, which has affected 

their engagement with the United Nations. There has been no Government response to the 

communication of the special procedures of 2 October 2017. 

85. The Commissioner’s former Chairperson, Ms. Leila M. de Lima, has been in prison 

since February 2017 on allegations of drug-related charges. In March 2018 it was reported 

that Ms. De Lima had not been arraigned in any of the three most serious drug-related cases 

for which she was charged. On 27 March 2017, six special procedures mandate holders raised 

concerns that her arrest may be “politically motivated” (PHL 5/2017). In addition to her arrest 

and detention, Ms. De Lima has been subject to intimidation, threats and judicial harassment 

in connection with her criticism of government policies surrounding the war on drugs, such 

as the extrajudicial killings of suspected criminals and drug users and President Duterte’s 

proposal to reinstate the death penalty, including when she was Chair of the Commission.  

86. Multiple actors have expressed concern at the February 2018 petition of the 

Department of Justice to a Manila court in February 2018, seeking to declare the Communist 

Party of the Philippines (CPP) and the New People’s Army (NPA) as “terrorist” organizations 

under the Republic Act 9372 or the Human Security Act 2007 (the anti-terrorism law). The 

petition includes a list of over 600 individuals who are labelled as de facto “terrorists.” It is 

reported that among these are least 80 recognized human rights defenders, indigenous 

peoples’ representatives, and representatives of community-based organizations. This is the 

first time the Human Security Act of 2007 has been used against numerous activists. 

87. A number of these individuals have been long-standing partners of the United Nations 

who believe their inclusion on this list is in part due to their international advocacy with the 

United Nations, including the Human Rights Council, the universal periodic review, the 

treaty bodies, and the special procedures. Among this list are past and current human rights 

defenders of the Karapatan Alliance for the Advancement of People’s Rights, which includes 

a national alliance of human rights organizations, institutions and individuals in the 

Philippines,16 which was the subject of a joint communication by three special procedures, 

  

 16 These include Ms. Elisa Tita Lubi, member at large of the Karapatan National Executive  

  Committee and former interim Regional Coordinator of the Asia Pacific Forum on Women, Law and 

Development (APWLD); Mr. Arnold Evangelista and Erlindo Baes, officers of the Batangas Human 

Rights Alliance -Karapatan chapter, QRT; Ms. Zara Alvarez, Research and Advocacy Officer of the 

Negros Island Health Integrated Program (NIHIP) and former Campaign and Education Director of 

Karapatan-Negros chapter; and Mr. Sherwin de Vera, Regional Coordinator of DEFEND Ilocos, 

member of the Save The Abra River Movement (STARM) and former Secretary General of the Ilocos 

Human Rights Alliance-Karapatan.  
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regarding vilifying and threatening public statements made by President Rodrigo Duterte 

(PHL 4/2018).  

88.  Several indigenous peoples’ representatives and human rights defenders advocating 

for the rights of indigenous peoples in the Philippines are on this list. In addition to the above-

mentioned United Nations human rights mechanisms, several of these individuals have 

engaged with the former United Nations Working Group on Indigenous Populations, the 

United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues, the Expert Mechanism on the Rights 

of Indigenous Peoples, the World Conference on Indigenous Peoples, and the United Nations 

Forum on Business and Human Rights.17  

89. In a letter to the Government on 4 May 2018, the Assistant Secretary-General for 

Human Rights expressed concerned that placing these individuals on a “terrorist” list may 

constitute a reprisal for their engagement with the United Nations human rights system, and 

he also addressed the matter publicly on 18 May 2018.18 On 8 May 2018 during its 95th 

session, the Committee for the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, under its early warning 

and urgent action procedures, urged the Government to remove indigenous leaders and 

human rights defenders, including incumbent and former United Nations special procedures 

mandate holders from the petition list, and recommended that the Government adopt effective 

measures to prevent acts of violence against indigenous peoples, defenders of the rights of 

indigenous peoples and other human rights defenders. It requested the Philippines to provide 

information no later than 16 July 2018 (see CERD Decision 1/95). On 8 June 2018, five 

special procedures mandate holders raised their concerns (PHL 5/2018). At the time of 

writing there had been no response from the Government. 

 21. Russian Federation 

90. On 10 May 2018, the Chair and the Focal Point for Reprisals for the Committee on 

the Elimination of Racial Discrimination wrote to the Government about allegations of 

reprisals by the authorities against Ms. Yana Tannagasheva and Mr. Vladislav Tannagashev, 

human rights defenders advocating for the rights of the Shor indigenous people of southern 

Siberia.19 They had engaged with the Committee in relation to the twenty-third and thirty-

fourth periodic reports of the Russian Federation in August 2017. 

91. Following their collaboration with the Committee, Ms. Tannagasheva and 

Mr. Tannagashev were subject to harassment and intimidation by authorities of the 

Kemerovo district and representatives of Yuzhnaya coal company. They were urged by the 

police to renounce their activities, and were placed under surveillance by the police and 

security service, and had their phones tapped. Threats were made by security service agents 

concerning their children, and their relatives and friends were summoned for questioning. 

Further, Ms. Tannagasheva was dismissed from her job as a teacher at a local school and her 

house was burned down in a suspected arson attack, following which no investigation took 

  

 17 These include representatives associated with the Cordillera People’s Alliance, an independent 

federation of organizations promoting indigenous communities’ rights in the Cordillera Region, 

Philippines: Ms. Joan Carling, an indigenous leader from the Kankanaey Igorot people of the 

Cordillera Region, current Member and Co-Convenor of the Indigenous Peoples Major Group for the 

Sustainable Development Goals, former Secretary-General of the Asian Indigenous Peoples’ Pact 

(AIPP), former member of the UN Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues, former Chairperson of the 

Cordillera Peoples Alliance and current member of the CPA Advisory Council; Ms. Beverly Longid, 

an indigenous leader from the Kankanaey Igorot people of the Cordillera Region, current global 

coordinator of the International Indigenous Peoples Movement for Self-Determination and Liberation 

(IPMSDL), and former CPA Chair and current Advisory Council member; Mr. Jose Molintas, an 

Ibaloi human rights lawyer, former Asia representative to the UN Expert Mechanism on the Rights of 

Indigenous Peoples (EMRIP) and former CPA Chair and current Advisory Council member; Ms. 

Joanna Cariño, an Ibaloi member of the CPA Advisory Council and Co-Chair of the SANDUGO 

Movement of Moro and Indigenous Peoples for Self Determination; Mr. Windel Bolinget, a 

Kankanaey-Bontok who is the current Chairperson of the CPA and National Co-convenor of 

KATRIBU national alliance of indigenous peoples; and Ms. Jeanette Ribaya-Cawiding, a Kankana-

ey, former Chairperson of CPA-Tongtongan ti Umili and current Regional Coordinator of the 

Alliance of Concerned Teachers – Cordillera. 

 18 OHCHR, “Human rights advocates in Asia under attack,” Andrew Gilmour, 18 May 2018.  

 19 See http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/Treaties/CERD/Shared%20Documents/RUS/ 

INT_CERD_RLE_RUS_8683_E.pdf. 

http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/Treaties/CERD/Shared%20Documents
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place. As a result, both fled the country with their children out of fear for their safety. The 

Committee expressed their grave concern for the allegations of reprisals against 

Ms. Tannagasheva and Mr. Tannagashev, which appear to be a direct consequence of their 

engagement with the Committee. At the time of writing the Government had not responded 

to the Chair and the Focal Point for Reprisals of the Committee. 

 22.  Rwanda 

92. On 20 October 2017, the Subcommittee on the Prevention of Torture (SPT) 

announced publicly that it had suspended its visit to Rwanda “due to a series of obstructions 

imposed by authorities, such as accessing some places of detention, confidentiality of certain 

interviews and over concerns that some interviewees could face reprisals.”20 The 

Subcommittee reported that during its visit the experts encountered an especially difficult 

environment to undertake private interviews with detainees and many detainees expressed to 

them a fear of reprisals for cooperating with them. In some cases, detainees refused to be 

interviewed at all for fear of subsequent retaliation against them. Before the suspension of 

the visit, the Subcommittee and OHCHR Secretariat made several attempts to address the 

above-mentioned concerns with the Ministry of Justice, to no avail. According to its mandate 

under the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture (OPCAT), the Subcommittee 

can make unannounced visits at any place where people are or might be deprived of their 

liberty in countries which are a party to the Protocol, including prisons, police stations, 

detention centers for migrants, juveniles’ detention centers, interrogation facilities, and 

psychiatric hospitals. 

93.  At its thirty-fourth session in February 2018, the the Subcommittee announced its 

intention to resume the visit to Rwanda.21 However, due to the lack of cooperation of the 

authorities in the resumption of the visit, at its thirty-fifth session in June 2018, the 

Subcommittee decided to terminate the visit as there was no prospect of the visit being 

successfully resumed or concluded. It is the first time in 11 years and more that 60 country 

visits that the Subcommittee had to terminate a visit before its completion.22 

94. On 1 June 2018 the Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights wrote to the 

Government expressing concern about the lack of assurances given to the SPT that those 

interviewed or contacted during the visit would not face intimidation and reprisals for 

cooperating with the SPT members and OHCHR Secretariat, and requesting information on 

the welfare of the detainees involved in the visit. On 18 June 2018 the High Commissioner 

for Human Rights expressed concern by the suspension of the visit, and called on Rwanda to 

provide full cooperation so that the Subcommittee can fulfil its mandate.23 On 27 June 2018 

the Government responded to the Assistant Secretary-General that the SPT had “full and 

unimpeded access to places of detention and detainees” and has put in place “prevention and 

investigatory measures to respond to allegations of reprisals.” The Government noted that it 

had underwent its own investigation into the conditions that led to the suspension of the visit, 

including the allegations of reprisals, and found them without base. The Government further 

referred to its letter of 23 October 2017 to the SPT which noted that technical issues that 

arose during the five-day visit were resolved. 

 23. Saudi Arabia 

95. It was reported that on 28 February 2018, Mr. Essa Al Nukheifi was sentenced to six 

years in prison by the Specialized Criminal Court. Mr. Al Nukheifi is a human rights defender 

with whom Mr. Philip Alston, the Special Rapporteur on extreme poverty and human rights 

consulted in December 2016 during the preparations of his mission to Saudi Arabia in 

January 2017. Mr. Al Nukheifi was also banned from travelling and using social media for 

an equivalent amount of time after his release. He had been the subject of a previous 

  

 20 OHCHR, “Prevention of Torture: UN human rights body suspends Rwanda visit citing obstructions,” 

20 October 2017. 

 21 OHCHR, “UN torture prevention experts announce resuming visit to Rwanda,” 28 February 2018. 

 22  OHCHR, “UN torture prevention body to visit Burundi, Costa Rica, Senegal and Switzerland; 

terminates Rwanda visit”, 4 July 2018 

 23 OHCHR, “Opening statement and global update of human rights concerns by UN High 

Commissioner for Human Rights Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein at 38th session of the Human Rights 

Council,” 18 June 2018. 
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communication by four special procedures (SAU 2/2017) and there is concern that his current 

detention is related to his cooperation with the Special Rapporteur and that he expressed his 

willingness to meet with the mandate’s team. On 20 April 2017 the Government replied that 

Mr. Al Nukheifi was arrested in December 2016 on criminal charges and was afforded due 

process.  

96. In August 2017 Mr. Al Nukheifi was charged with “seeking to destabilise the social 

fabric and national cohesion” (Royal Decree 16820 see para. 8), “communicating with, and 

receiving money from foreign groups considered to be enemies of the state” (Royal Decrees 

16820 and A/44) and “using a personal phone and the internet to store and transfer 

information considered harmful to the public order” (article 6 of the Anti-Cyber Crime Law, 

Royal Decree M/17). On 30 December 2016 Mr. Al Nukheifi had been transferred to Mecca 

General Prison where he remains in detention. It is alleged that he does not have a bed to 

sleep on and must sleep on the cold floor without any blanket, that he has been repeatedly 

threatened with torture, and that he is not allowed to receive visits from his family.  

97. On 1 June 2017 the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention issued an opinion about 

Mr. Salim Abdullah Hussain Abu Abdullah (A/HRC/2017/10), who was arrested on 

11 December 2014 without an arrest warrant and not provided with a reason for his arrest. 

He was taken to Dammam Central Prison and held incommunicado for six months and placed 

in solitary confinement. He was reportedly subjected to severe psychological and physical 

torture, and forced to sign a statement he was not allowed to read beforehand. In addition, 

some family members of Mr. Abu Abdullah were reportedly intimidated and threatened. The 

Working Group considers the detention of Mr. Abu Abdullah to be arbitrary and requested 

the Government to take steps to remedy the situation (see A/HRC/WGAD/2017/10, para. 31-

33). At the time of writing, more than three years after his initial arrest, he has not been 

officially charged and, no court date has been set for a trial. Since the opinion was issued, it 

has been reported that Mr. Abu Abdullah has repeatedly been placed in solitary confinement 

for prolonged periods of time and been denied regular contact with his family, as an act of 

reprisal for having his case considered by the Working Group (see A/HRC/39/45, para. 28).  

98.  On 24 July 2018 the Government responded to the allegations. Concerning the case 

of Mr. Al Nukheifi, the Government stated he was arrested on 18 December 2016 and 

charged under articles 2 and 112 of the Statute of Criminal Procedures after his wife called 

the police claiming he had threatened to kill her and that he is affiliated to Daesh. s. The 

Government reported that he was allowed to call a lawyer and that his family visited him on 

24 February 2017 (26/5/1438 Hijri). The General Prosecutor referred his case to the relevant 

court which ruled that Mr Al Nukheifi committed crimes involving national security, spying 

for foreign entities, receiving financial support and cyber crimes. The court of first instance 

sentenced him to six years imprisonment with a travel ban for the same amount of time as 

his release. His case is still under consideration with the court.  

99.  Regarding the allegations about Mr. Abu Abdullah, the Government stated a warrant 

for his arrest was issued pursuant to articles 35 and 103 of the Statute of Criminal Procedures 

and he was accused of committing many crimes, including killing several persons, shooting 

security officers, possessing arms and providing terrorists with weapons. Mr. Abu Abdulla’s 

arrest was pursuant to article 2 of the Statute on Terrorism Crimes and Funding of 2013 and 

his detention was extended pursuant to article 5 of the same statute, and his case is referred 

to the specialized criminal court. According to the Government he was not subjected to 

torture or ill-treatment nor forced to confess, and was provided medical treatment. 

Additionally he was not forced to sign a confession. His case is still pending. 

 24. South Sudan 

100. In a report in February 2018,24 the United Nations Mission in South Sudan (UNMISS) 

and OHCHR noted instances of restrictions imposed by national authorities, including the 

National Security Service and pro-government forces as well as among the personnel of 

Central and State administration, against individuals whose opinions were perceived as 

critical of the Government or the reputation of the country and who cooperated with the 

United Nations by attending meetings, sharing information on human rights violations, and 

  

 24 UNMISS and OHCHR, “Report on the Right to Freedom of Opinion and Expression in South Sudan 

since the July 2016 Crisis”, February 2018,. 
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facilitating access of UNMISS to affected populations (see S/2017/505, S/2017/784, 

S/2017/1011, and S/2018/133).25  

101. UNMISS received reports of at least 12 incidents which included arbitrary arrests and 

detentions, restrictions of movements and acts of intimidation and harassment, mostly 

targeting human rights defenders cooperating with the United Nations. Some individuals 

were ordered by security officials to cease sharing information with the United Nations. In 

addition, UNMISS received credible reports of intimidation against three South Sudanese 

human rights defenders living in neighboring countries or travelling outside the country who 

were accused of collaborating with the United Nations and being critical of the human rights 

situation in South Sudan. Human rights defenders were also reportedly threatened by 

government representatives after holding meetings with United Nations personnel in Upper 

Nile and Equatoria regions, in September and November 2017, respectively. At least two 

victims have sought refuge elsewhere in the country and abroad.  

102. In follow up to his visit to South Sudan in February 2017, the Assistant Secretary-

General for Human Rights sent a letter to the Government on 21 July 2017 and stressed the 

absolute need to avoid reprisals and threats against human rights defenders, including those 

who have cooperated with the United Nations.26 In the letter he addressed specific cases of 

intimidation and threats against individuals for having cooperated with UNMISS and other 

United Nations entities outside South Sudan, including cases of individuals who were forced 

to leave the country.  

 25. Thailand 

103. On 30 June 2017, three special procedures mandate holders raised urgent concerns 

about allegations of intimidation against Mr. Maitree Chamroensuksakul, a Lahu indigenous 

human rights defender from a hill tribe group in the border between the north of Thailand 

and Myanmar (THA 4/2017). According to information received, Mr. Chamroensuksakul 

was subject to harassment and death threats following a meeting he had with Mr. Michel 

Forst, the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, on 27 May 

2017during his academic visit to Thailand. Mr. Chamroensuksakul had been documenting 

and publicly raising concerns of human rights violations committed against the Lahu 

community by law enforcement officers. In particular, he was seeking justice for the killing 

of Chaiyaphum Pasae, a 17-year old Lahu youth activist who was shot dead by military 

personnel on 17 March 2017 during an alleged anti-drug operation in Ban Kong Phak Ping 

village. Mr. Chamroensuksakul posted a photo of himself with the Special Rapporteur on his 

Facebook page. 

104. On 29 May 2017, two days after Mr. Chamroensuksakul met with the Special 

Rapporteur, the police from Provincial Region 5 and Chiang Mai conducted a joint large-

scale search operation of Ban Kong Phak Ping village, with a warrant issued by Chiang Mai 

Provincial Court, supposedly aimed at searching for drugs. The authorities searched nine 

houses, including Mr. Chamroensuksakul’s house, which they raided while he was not home. 

Two of his family members were arrested and charged with drug possession, and both were 

denied access to a lawyer during their interrogation by the police. At the time of writing the 

Government had not responded to the special procedures’ urgent appeal of 30 June 2017. 

105. It was reported that in August 2017, Ms. Sirikan Charoensiri, of Thai Lawyers for 

Human Rights, was charged with the offences of giving false information regarding a 

criminal offence. Four special procedures mandate holders had raised concerns on 11 April 

2017 that the charges she received, sedition and gathering five or more people for political 

purposes under the criminal code, may be directly linked to her cooperation with the United 

Nations, particularly her participation in the thirty-third session of the Human Rights Council 

in September 2016 (THA 2/2017). It is reported that, if found guilty, she could face up to 

15 years in jail and could be tried in a military court for a sedition charge.  

  

 25 Report of the Secretary-General on South Sudan, February 2018. 

 26 OHCHR, “South Sudan: Senior UN human rights official condemns deplorable rights situation, calls 

for perpetrators to be held to account,” 17 February 2017. 

http://undocs.org/S/2017/505
http://undocs.org/S/2017/784
http://undocs.org/S/2017/1011
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106. Ms. Charoensiri also participated in the March 2017 session of the Human Rights 

Committee, where she publicized her legal advocacy efforts. She had represented 14 student 

activists arrested by the Thai authorities for their alleged participation in peaceful protests in 

June 2015, following the military coup in May 2014. She is also engaged in awareness-raising 

on law and human rights issues related to the enforcement of martial law and the orders of 

the National Council for Peace and Order (NCPO). In February 2016, Ms. Charoensiri had 

been charged with the offences of refusing to comply with the order of an official and 

concealing of evidence and, in September 2016, upon return from the Human Rights Council, 

she was further charged under the National Council for Peace and Order and with sedition. 

The Government responded on 10 August 2017 to the special procedures' communication of 

11 April 2017, stating that Ms. Charoensiri was not charged due to her capacity as a lawyer 

or human rights defender, but on the basis of the possibility of her being one of the principals 

or accomplices in committing alleged offenses under article 12 of the NCPO Order 

No. 3/2015 and article 16 of the Criminal Code. 

107. During his visit to Thailand in March 2018, the Assistant Secretary-General for 

Human Rights addressed allegations of intimidation and reprisals to the Government, and 

wrote a follow up letter on 27 April 2018. At the time of writing no response had been 

received from the Government. 

 26. Trinidad and Tobago 

108. On 21 July 2017, three special procedures mandate holders raised concerns about the 

deprivation of liberty of Mr. Zaheer Seepersad in St. Ann’s Psychiatric Hospital and other 

patients living with a psychosocial disability (TTO 2/2017). Mr. Seepersad was born in 1987 

with dystonia, a physical impairment due to a neurological movement disorder. On 

20 November 2017, the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention issued Opinion No. 68/2017 

concluding that the detention and subsequent internment of Mr. Seepersad in St. Ann’s 

Psychiatric Hospital on 8 January 2015 for a period of two months, and on 4 May 2016 for 

16 days, were arbitrary without any legal basis justifying the deprivation of liberty, and was 

made purely on the basis of his physical impairment, constituting a violation of international 

law on the grounds of discrimination based on disability (see A/HRC/WGAD/2017/68, paras. 

34-35). 

109. The Working Group on Arbitrary Detention expressed its most serious concern at 

allegations of reprisals, such as persistent harassment, intimidation and threats which 

Mr. Seepersad has been subjected to, for bringing his claims to their attention. The Working 

Group requested the Government to ensure that all acts of intimidation against Mr. Seepersad 

cease and that an impartial and effective investigation is carried out in relation to such acts 

and those responsible brought to justice. The Working Group recommended that the 

Government remedy the situation and provide compensation to Mr. Seepersad, and referred 

the case for further action to the focal point on reprisals of the Coordination Committee of 

Special Procedures and to the Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights (see 

A/HRC/WGAD/2017/68, paras. 34-35, 37-39, 41). 

110. On 6 September 2017, the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention transmitted the 

allegations to the Government under its regular communications procedure. The Working 

Group did not receive a response from the Government nor request for an extension of the 

time limit for its reply. It is reported that Mr. Seepersad still remains under pressure to 

dissuade him from engaging with regional or United Nations mechanisms to seek a legal 

remedy.  

 27. Turkey 

111. Information was received that on 20 August 2017, the web pages administrated by the 

Housing and Land Rights Network of Habitat International Coalition (HIC-HLRN), suffered 

a series of alleged cyber-attacks over two weeks, which were repeated on 25 September 2017 

for two days and on 16 April 2018. The attacks disabled its websites www.hic-mena.org and 

www.hlrn.org for two weeks, and obliged the organization to deploy exceptional human and 

financial resources for two months in order to ensure the web pages’ security and data 

protection. The Network believe that the cyber-attacks were a reprisal following the publicity 

http://www.hic-mena.org/
http://www.hlrn.org/
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of their report at the United Nations Conference on Housing and Sustainable Urban 

Development (Habitat III), which took place in Quito, Ecuador, October 2016.  

112. In October 2016, when HIC-HLRN presented a report “Turkey: Forced Eviction and 

Urban Transformation as a Tool of War” at Habitat III, it is alleged that the Turkish 

delegation scolded HIC-HLRN officers. The report was also distributed to numerous United 

Nations special procedures and to OHCHR.  

113.  The origins of the attacks are unknown. The first attack to the HIC-HLRN web page 

was reportedly perpetrated by a hacking group self-identified as Yarma Security Team and 

the second attack to their Middle East/North Africa website was perpetrated by an unknown 

hacker. The second cyber-attack displayed a political message in the hacked frontal page 

reading “Hayali Kürdistan Olanın Mekanı Kabristan Olur” (The Imaginary Place Kurdistan 

becomes a Cemetery). HIC-HLRN had been monitoring the expropriations, evictions and 

demolitions taking place in Diyarbakır, in the Kurdish region of southeast Turkey. 

114. Mr. Kursat Çevik, a Turkish police superintendent, was the subject of an opinion 

adopted on 16 June 2017 by the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention. Mr. Çevik was 

arrested, together with 15 of his colleagues, on 21 July 2016. He is allegedly suspected of 

being a member of a terrorist organization (the Gülen movement) and of treason, and is 

classified as an opponent to the Justice and Development Party. However, Mr. Çevik is being 

held in secret, without a confirmed charge, and his lawyer does not have access to his file. 

The Working Group noted in its opinion that it considered his detention to be arbitrary as it 

had not received convincing information that Mr. Çevik was informed of the charges against 

him after his arrest, nor was he informed promptly after the judicial order that justified his 

detention, was issued (see A/HRC/WGAD/2017/38, para. 73-76). 

115. Following the issuance of the opinion, Turkish pro-Government media circulated 

information distorting the opinion of the Working Group containing various accusations 

against Mr. Çevik. On 4 August 2017, the Turkish pro-government media accused Mr. Çevik 

of having acted as an intelligence officer for the French government, and accused “the United 

Nations” of requesting his release “because he had been set to leave Turkey for holidays” on 

16 July 2016. The Working Group opinion also triggered reprisals at Mr. Çevik’s place of 

detention, where his cell was reportedly moved to separate him from his friends and 

colleagues, and he was denied food and purchases from the prison mess (A/HRC/39/45).  

116.  On 31 July 2018 the Government responded to the allegations. With regard to the 

reported hacking of the websites of the Housing and Land Rights Network - Habitat 

International Coalition, the Government noted that the “perpetrators and/or sponsors of the 

attacks in question could be any source, based anywhere in the world” and that Turkish 

authorities are not in the possession of any previous record or information about the “Yarma 

Security Team.” The Government further noted that it has committed to international efforts 

to identify cyber threats and build a more secure network, and will continue to work with 

United Nations agencies to this effect.  

117. Pertaining to the case of Mr. Kursat Çevik, the Government affirmed it had submitted 

to the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention information on the procedures and remedies 

available, and that it rejected the conclusion that his detention was arbitrary. It further noted 

that Mr. Çevik was moved from Mardin Penitentiary to Sanhurfa Penitentiary on 17 July 

2016, before the release of the report on 16 June 2017, and that subsequently “his cell was 

changed three times, in accordance with administrative needs.” The Government stated he 

was not subject to solitary confinement, separated from other detainees with similar charges, 

or denied food or purchases from the prison mess. The Government further noted that there 

is no government media outlet in Turkey other than the Turkish Radio and Television 

Corporation, and any publication or broadcast by private media outlets reflect their own 

opinion. 

 28. Turkmenistan 

118. On 18 May 2018 at the end of his visit to Kyrgyzstan, the Assistant Secretary-General 

for Human Rights attended the Human Rights Defender Platform Security Meeting for 

Central Asia and engaged with human rights defenders from four countries, but said he 

regretted that the OHCHR regional office had not felt able to invite representatives from 

http://www.hlrn.org/publication_det.php?id=o2xm#.WvxGCYiFPIU
http://www.hlrn.org/publication_det.php?id=o2xm#.WvxGCYiFPIU


A/HRC/39/41 

42 GE.18-13325 

Turkmenistan for fear that they might face intimidation or reprisals from their Government 

for cooperation with the United Nations.27  

 29. Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 

119. According to information received, representatives of the Government of Venezuela 

allegedly threatened and harassed four civil society representatives at a side event of the 

thirty-fifth session of the Human Rights Council on 6 June 2017. Mr. Alonso Medina Roa 

(Foro Penal), Mr. Julio Henriquez (Refugee Freedom Program), Ms. Laura Louza (Acceso a 

la Justicia) and Ms. Mercedes De Freitas (Transparencia Venezuela) were participating in a 

panel co-sponsored by the United States of America and were reportedly threatened that their 

passports would be confiscated. 

120. Several civil society representatives are alleged to have been targeted by 

Mr. Diosdado Cabello Rondon, then member of the National Constituent Assembly and 

Vice-President of the United Socialist Party of Venezuela (PSUV). According to the 

allegations received, Mr. Diosdado Cabello Rondon has used his programme “Con el Mazo 

Dando,” a weekly broadcast on Venezuelan public television, to launch a smear campaign 

against human rights defenders, including those that have cooperated with the Human Rights 

Council and OHCHR.  

  

 27 OHCHR, “Kyrgyzstan: Ethnic minorities need equal treatment, says senior UN official; salutes 

Central Asian rights defenders,” 18 May 2018.  
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Annex II 

  Information on alleged cases included in follow-up 
to previous reports 

 1. Algeria 

1. The case of Mr. Rafik Belamrania was included in the 2017 report of the Secretary-

General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 20 and Annex I paras 1-3). Mr. Belamrania, founding 

member of the Association pour les enfants des disparus forcés en Algerie – Mish’al, is the 

author of communication No. 2157/2012 against Algeria to the Human Rights Committee 

regarding the abduction, torture and summary execution of his father, Mr. Mohammed 

Belamrania, by the Algerian army in 1995. Three special procedures mandate holders raised 

concerns with the Government over alleged reprisals against Mr. Belamrania for publishing 

on Facebook on 14 February 2017, the decision of the Human Rights Committee, regarding 

the summary execution of his father in 1995 (A/HRC/36/25, DZA 2/2017). He was charged 

with “apology of terrorism,” and accused of circulating photos and expressing his support for 

terrorist organizations, including Daesh. 

2. On 15 November 2017, Mr. Belamrania was sentenced to five years in prison for 

“incitement to terrorism” and fined 100,000 Algerian dinars (860 USD). On 5 February 2018, 

he was sentenced on appeal to one year in prison followed by a two-year suspended sentence, 

and released on 16 February 2018. He was not granted any reparation or rehabilitation. 

3. On 6 December 2018 the Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights addressed 

the allegations of reprisals to the Government, who responded on 12 February 2018, 

reiterating their response of 29 May 2017 to special procedures that the allegations of 

arbitrary detention of Mr. Belamrania were unfounded as he was indicted for the “criminal 

offense of apology of terrorism,” and that he benefited from all guarantees during his hearing 

and while in custody. The Government did not address the allegations of reprisals. 

 2. Bahrain 

4. The case of Ms. Ebtesam Al-Alsaegh, of SALAM for Democracy and Human Rights, 

was included in the 2017 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, Annex, para. 7) 

related to a travel ban imposed on her and others for their cooperation with the Human Rights 

Council and the universal periodic review, in particular their participation in the thirty second 

session in June 2016 (A/HRC/34/75, BHR 4/2016).  

5. On 20 March 2017, after attending the Human Rights Council, Ms. Alsaegh was 

detained for several hours at Bahrain International Airport by agents of the National Security 

Agency and interrogated at length about her participation in the Council; she was searched, 

threatened and had her passport subsequently confiscated. On 26 May 2017, she was 

allegedly subjected to seven-hours of physical and psychological torture while she was 

interrogated by officers of the National Security Agency, and sexually assaulted. On 4 July 

2017, two special procedures mandate holders raised concerns regarding her alleged arbitrary 

arrest and incommunicado detention in an apparent reprisal for her cooperation with United 

Nations human rights mechanisms (BHR 8/2017). 

6. On 13 July 2017 four special procedures mandate holders raised urgent concerns when 

information was received that on 4 July 2017, Ms. Al-Saegh was again detained by security 

forces who raided her home (BHR 9/2017). She was reported to have been held in solitary 

confinement at Isa Town women’s prison and transported daily to an unknown location 

where she was interrogated for up to 14 hours without access to a lawyer. There were fears 

she would be tortured and sexually abused. While in detention she went on a hunger strike 

on 12 July 2017. On 18 July 2017, she was charged under the anti-terrorism law and 

subsequently released, although the charges have not been dropped. On 8 August 2017 the 

Government responded that an investigation into the activities of Ms. Al-Saegh noted that 

she was associated with establishing the “Manama Human Rights Observatory” and was 

“hiding behind human rights activities” while supporting an operation that impeded law 

enforcement activities and promoted the commission of acts of terrorism, including colluding 
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with the Alkarama Foundation to which she was sending false and misleading information to 

bring the Kingdom of Bahrain into international disrepute. The Government notes that 

Ms. Al-Saegh was arrested on 4 July 2017 in accordance with the law and charged with 

“membership in an unlawful terrorist group.” The Government detailed the procedures of 

arrest, detention and treatment of Ms. Al-Saegh, including that she had been sent to the prison 

clinic in relation to the hunger strike. The Government did not address the allegations of 

reprisals. 

7. On 25 June 2018 the Government, in a reply to the Assistant Secretary-General for 

Human Rights, stated that Ms. Al-Alsaegh was charged with six criminal offences: affiliation 

and participation in acts of terrorist organization, spying for a foreign terrorist organization 

to commit terrorist acts, accepting donations from a foreign terrorist organization for 

committing terrorist acts in the Kingdom, funding and donating to organizations which 

knowingly commit terrorist acts, spreading false news that may harm national security and 

public order, and participation in a demonstration with the intention of assaulting security 

forces, public property and destabilising public security. A travel ban was issued against her 

on 19 April 2017 and lifted on 13 July 2017.  

8. During the thirty-eighth session of the Human Rights Council in June 2018 it was 

further reported that Ms. Al-Saegh published a series of tweets highlighting a range of human 

rights concerns in Bahrain. An account called @godkingcountry responded to her tweets by 

making threats against her, including referencing the sexual assault that she suffered 

previously during her arrest and torture and threatening further rape should she not end her 

human rights work on social media and with international mechanisms. Following the 

responses from @godkingcountry on Twitter, a second account (@turkialmajed7) began 

sending additional threatening messages to Ms. Al-Saegh on Instagram’s direct messenger 

service, which was sent to a third party who was told to forward the messages to Ms. Al-

Saegh. The messages claimed responsibility in the death of Ms. Al-Saegh’s neighbor and 

threatened Ms. Al-Saegh that she would share his same fate. The messages also explicitly 

noted to “inform Ebtesam” that they would publish videos taken of her while in security 

custody in May 2017 when security officers filmed her in various states of undress during 

her interrogation, sexual assault, and torture. 

9. Mr. Nabeel Rajab, of the Bahrain Center for Human Rights, was mentioned in the 

2017 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 23 and Annex, para. 6). On 

21 June 2016, the Spokesperson of the High Commissioner for Human Rights expressed deep 

concern that Mr. Rajab was arrested on 13 June 2016 for “spreading false news and rumours 

about the internal situation in a bid to discredit Bahrain.” He had been subject to a travel ban 

since at least January 2015. The High Commissioner for Human Rights expressed concern 

that these and subsequent actions against Mr. Rajab were connected to his engagement with 

the Human Rights Council. He was reportedly denied medical treatment by prison 

administrations while he awaited the results of his appeal trial in ill-health until a 5 June 2018 

hearing which decided on an additional five-year sentence. He is now expected to pursue a 

final appeal before Bahrain’s Court of Cassation. On 25 June 2018 the Government stated 

that freedom of movement in Bahrain is guaranteed by law, and that Mr. Nabeel Rajab was 

not subject to reprisals for his cooperation with the United Nations, but that he is responsible 

for criminal offenses. Regarding the claims that Mr Rajab has not received medical care 

during his prison sentence, the Government stated that the Kingdom ensures and guarantees 

the safety and health of all citizens. 

10. On 19 December 2017, three special procedures mandate holders expressed concern 

that Ms. Nedal Al-Salman, of the Bahrain Center for Human Rights, was prevented from 

leaving Bahrain multiple times in 2017 due to travel bans, including while on her way to 

speak at meetings related to the Human Rights Council (BHR 13/2017). On 19 September 

2017 Ms. Al-Salman was summoned and charged by the Public Prosecution of Bahrain for 

“illegal gatherings” under charges stemming from the Anti-Terrorism Law, and placed under 

a formal travel ban. In August 2016, Ms. Al-Salman was prevented from travelling to Geneva 

to participate in meetings during the 33rd session of the Human Rights Council, and was the 

subject of an allegation letter on 25 November 2016 by three special procedures mandate 

holders (BHR 7/2016). At the time of writing the Government had not responded to the 

special procedures’ communications of 25 November 2016 or 19 December 2017. 

11. On 25 June 2018 the Government responded to the letter of the Assistant Secretary-

General and stated that Ms. Al-Salman was banned from travel in 2016 according to the 
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procedure of investigations of the General Prosecutor, and that the ban was lifted immediately 

once the investigations were over. On 30 August 2017, another travel ban was issued to her, 

due to an investigation relating to her participation and demonstration in a non- authorized 

march. 

 3. Burundi  

12. The cases of Mr. Armel Niyongere, Mr. Dieudonné Bashirahishize, Mr. Vital 

Nshimirimana, and Mr. Lambert Nigarura were included in the 2017 report of the Secretary-

General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 24 and Annex, paras. 11-15). The four lawyers had 

contributed to an alternative report submitted to the Committee against Torture for the 

consideration of the special report of Burundi, and Mr. Niyongere, Mr. Bashirahishize, and 

Mr. Nigarura had attended the interactive dialogue between Burundi and the Committee on 

behalf of the civil society organisations they represented.. . On 29 July 2016, during the 

second day of the dialogue between the Committee and the Government, the Government 

suspended its participation at the session and the delegation was absent. The Committee was 

immediately informed of a letter from the Attorney General of Bujumbura, dated 29 July 

2016, requesting that the Bujumbura Bar Association disbar the four lawyers. 

13. On 16 January 2017, the Bujumbura Court of Appeal disbarred Mr. Niyongere, Mr. 

Dieudonné Bashirahishize and Mr. l Nshimirimana, and suspended Mr. Nigarura for a period 

of one year and denied him participation in the Conseil du l’Ordre des Avocats for a period 

of five years. However the Court decision has not been communicated to the victims, thus 

denying them a right of appeal and without any further recourse or remedy. 

The Committee noted in a letter of 27 February 2017 that it considers the verdict of the court 

as an act of reprisal for the individuals’ engagement with the Committee and the United 

Nations human rights system. At the time of writing no response had been received from the 

Government. 

 4. China 

14. The 2017 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, Annex paras. 22-24) 

referred to the disappearance of Mr. Jiang Tianyong, a prominent human rights lawyer who 

had met with Mr. Philip Alston, Special Rapporteur on extreme poverty and human rights 

during his visit to China in August 2016. On 2 December 2016, four special procedures 

mandate holders raised concerns regarding actions taken against Mr. Jiang, including that his 

disappearance may have occurred, at least in part, in reprisal for his cooperation with the 

Special Rapporteur (A/HRC/34/75, CHN 13/2016).  

15. On 6 September 2017 four special procedures mandate holders called on the 

Government to immediately release Mr. Jiang, who was on trial for inciting subversion of 

the State’s power and expressed concerns over a lack of fair trial standards.1 They expressed 

concern that he had been detained and under surveillance at an unknown location for more 

than nine months, without access to his family or a lawyer of his own choosing, and that he 

may have been subjected to torture and ill-treatment. The special procedures mandate holders 

stated that “Mr. Jiang’s ‘crime’ apparently included communications with foreign entities, 

which potentially include the United Nations human rights mechanisms, giving interviews to 

foreign media, and receiving training on the Western constitutional system, all of which have 

been carried out in the course of his work as a lawyer.”2 

16. Mr. Jiang was found guilty of inciting subversion of the State’s power on 

21 November 2017 by the Changsha Intermediate People’s Court and sentenced to two years 

jail. On 23 November 2017, four special procedures mandate holders condemned the verdict 

and appealed to the Government to unconditionally release Mr. Jiang, noting that 

“Mr. Jiang’s trial clearly fell short of international standards and his conviction represents an 

unfair and arbitrary punishment of a human rights lawyer and defender, whose only crime 

was to exercise his rights to free speech and to defend human rights.”3 They had previously 

  

 1 OHCHR, “UN experts urge China to release lawyer Jiang Tianyong currently on trial for subversion,” 

6 September 2017.  

 2 Ibid. 

 3 OHCHR, “China: UN experts condemn jailing of human rights lawyer Jiang Tianyong,” 

23 November 2017.  

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22028&LangID=E
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22028
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expressed concern that his confession may have been coerced by the use of torture. On 

23 March 2018, five special procedures mandate holders issued another statement regarding 

Mr. Jiang’s deteriorating health conditions while in detention and called on the authorities to 

give him urgent medical attention.4 The Government in its response to the special procedures’ 

communications of 2 December 2016 (CHN 13/2016) and 28 December 2016 (CHN 

15/2016) respectively stated that Mr. Jiang had been charged with illegal possession of 

classified State documents with the intention of illegally transmitting State secrets abroad. It 

further noted that he has also received long-term funding and support from abroad and has 

identified himself as a “citizen agent,” interfering in several sensitive cases. The Government 

noted that he fabricated and disseminated rumours online, incited petitioners of the 

Government and the family members of persons involved in the cases to oppose State 

authorities, interfered with the administration of justice, and disturbed public order. The 

Government stated that Mr. Jiang has admitted to committing offences. The Government did 

not address the allegations of reprisals. 

 5. Egypt 

17. It was reported in the 2017 report of the Secretary-General that on 3 May 2017, four 

special procedures mandate holders expressed concerns about the abduction, detention, 

torture and ill-treatment of Dr. Ahmed Shawky Abdelsattar Mohamed Amasha (see 

A/HRC/36/31, para. 39), reportedly in retaliation for his human rights work documenting 

cases of enforced disappearances for the special procedures (A/HRC/36/25, EGY 5/2017). 

On 10 March 2017, Dr. Amasha was allegedly abducted by police officers in Cairo, and no 

information was given about his whereabouts until 1 April 2017. He was charged on 13 April 

2017 with “belonging to a banned group” under the Anti-Terrorism Law of Egypt and 

transferred to the Tora prison of Cairo. It was alleged that following his abduction on 

10 March 2017, he was secretly detained at the Central Police station of Abbasiya in the 

Cairo Governorate and subjected to torture and ill-treatment. On 27 April 2017, his detention 

was prolonged. There are serious concerns that the acts committed against Dr. Amasha 

constitute acts of reprisals against him for documenting cases of enforced disappearances for 

the special procedures (see A/HRC/39/31, para. 39). 

18. During its eightieth session in November 2017, the Working Group on Arbitrary 

Detention rendered its opinion that the detention of Mr. Amasha and other individuals was 

arbitrary, and requested the Government of Egypt to ensure his and others’ immediate release 

and to take steps to remedy their situation, including, by according them an enforceable right 

to compensation and other reparations. The Working Group also referred the case to the 

Coordinating Committee of the Special Procedures and the Assistant Secretary-General for 

Human Rights (see A/HRC/WGAD/2017/78, paras. 89-93). 

19. The 2017 report of the Secretary-General addressed allegations of reprisals against 

civil society members in the form of asset freezes (see A/HRC/32/52/Add.1, para. 662 and 

A/HRC/36/31, para. 30). Staff members of the Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies 

(CIHRS) and members of their families are alleged to have been targeted for their cooperation 

with United Nations mechanisms and their meetings with United Nations representatives, 

and are being subject to asset freezes. Mr. Mohamed Zaree, who has been banned from 

travelling outside Egypt in relation to this legislation (case 173/2011), was interrogated on 

24 May 2017 by a judge as part of the ongoing prosecution of the foreign funding case, and 

has reportedly been accused of submitting information to the United Nations. He had also 

been accused of intending to harm Egypt through his role in preparing for the universal 

periodic review in 2014. Reportedly, Mr. Zaree was questioned for allegedly receiving 

foreign funds for an unregistered entity (CIHRS) and using them for unlawful activities with 

the intent of harming national security and interests. In May 2017 the judge pressed three 

charges, including two felonies, and set his bail at 30,000 Egyptian pounds. Mr. Bahey El-

Din Hassan and his family have been subject to asset freezes, and most recently to death 

threats in relation to a memo sent by seven Egyptian civil society organizations to the United 

Nations Secretary-General regarding the presidential elections. These death threats were 

reportedly made on television on 21 March 2018 and, prior, on 25 May 2017.  

  

 4 OHCHR, “China: UN experts concerned about health of jailed rights lawyer Jiang Tianyong,” 

23 March 2018.  

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22028
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22890&LangID=E
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20. On 1 June 2017, the High Commissioner for Human Rights addressed legislation 

adopted on 24 May 2017 (Law 70 of 2017 for Regulating the Work of Associations and Other 

Institutions Working in the Field of Civil Work),5 noting that the work of non-governmental 

organisations has been severely hampered already through asset freezes, travel bans, smear 

campaigns and prosecutions, and he expressed serious concern that the new legislation 

imposes severe restrictions on civil society and impinges on the exercise of the rights to 

freedom of expression and freedom of association. This was addressed previously on 

23 November 2016 by three special procedures (A/HRC/34/75, EGY 14/2016). The Assistant 

Secretary-General for Human Rights sent a letter to the Government on 28 April 2017 where 

he addressed concerns about some provisions under the then draft law that would undermine 

civil society’s ability to engage freely with the United Nations, including provisions that 

would require them to seek Government permission before working with international 

organizations or experts, and that would defer administration of such international 

engagement to the Government.  

21. On 31 July the Government provided an update. Regarding the case of Mr. Amasha, 

the Government noted that the accused is in pre-trial detention based on case number 316 of 

2017 on charges of joining a group established contrary to law, calling for demonstrations 

without authorization, incitement to violence and other charges. He was recommended to 

undergo medical treatment and to follow up with the medical consultant in the prison’s clinic. 

22.  Regarding the case of the Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies and its staff 

members, the Government noted that Decision number 325 of 2011 assigned a Judge to 

investigate the legal violations of foreign funding received by associations and non-

governmental organizations operating in Egypt in violation of the provisions of the Law on 

Associations and NGOs, including this organization, its founder, Mr. Hassan and its director, 

Mr. Zaree. The Judge requested that the relevant individuals be prohibited from making use 

of their real estate as well as movable and liquid assets in accordance with the provisions of 

Article 208 of the Criminal Procedure Code, to ensure that the court’s decision is complied, 

in case the court decides to impose fines or order compensation for the charges attributed to 

them, which are punishable by the Penal Code and Law No. 84 of 2002 on associations and 

civil institutions. The Government noted that the Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies is 

not registered with the Ministry of Social Solidarity, and that financial transfers from abroad 

were received illegally in violation of the provisions of Law No. 84 of 2002, which governs 

the work of associations and civil institutions. Regarding the allegations that Mr. Hassan and 

his family were subjected to threats, the Government noted that they could submit a 

communication to the Public Prosecutor’s Office, since such a threat, if it has occurred, is 

unacceptable in breach of the law. 

 6. India 

23. In the 2017 report of the Secretary-General, intimidation and reprisals against 

Mr. Khurram Parvez, Chairperson of the Asian Federation Against Involuntary 

Disappearances and Program Coordinator of the Central Jammu and Kashmir Coalition of 

Civil Society (JKCCS), were reported in relation to his cooperation with the Human Rights 

Council, the Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances and the universal 

periodic review. These reprisals took the form of a travel ban and arbitrary arrest and 

detention, reportedly because Mr. Parvez was fomenting an “anti-India narrative,” 

propagating separatism, and inciting others to violence. Reprisals were apparently taken 

against him for documenting and sharing information with the United Nations on human 

rights violations in Jammu and Kashmir, including on behalf of victims. At the time of his 

preventive detention of 76 days in 2016, he was accused in four criminal cases, which were 

subsequently dropped by the Jammu and Kashmir High Court who held that he had been 

detained arbitrarily. However, the police have still filed “First Information Reports,” before 

a court in Srinagar for three cases, for which he is awaiting hearings. 

24. Mr. Parvez was a source of information collected from June 2016 to April 2018 for 

an OHCHR report published in June 2018 on the human rights situation in the State of Jammu 

  

 5 OHCHR, “Repressive new NGO law deeply damaging for human rights in Egypt – Zeid,”  

1 June 2017. 
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and Kashmir6 and has reportedly suffered reprisals for his assistance. Defaming content 

against the JKCCS and Mr. Parvez is reportedly being circulated by a group that claims to 

have ISIS affiliation. The group has publicly incited death threats against Mr. Parvez and his 

family, and used slanderous language against the work of the JKCCS. 

 7. Iran (Islamic Republic of) 

25. The case of Ms. Raheleh Rahemipor was referred to in the 2017 report of the 

Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, para 37 and Annex, paras. 41-42. On 16 May 2018, 

four special procedures mandate holders raised concerns over allegations of reprisals in the 

form of continuous judicial harassment for her efforts in seeking the truth about the fate and 

whereabouts of her brother and his infant daughter (IRN 9/2018). Ms. Rahemipor is a 

65 year-old human rights defender, the sister of Mr. Hossein Rahemipor and the aunt to his 

infant daughter, whose disappearances have been registered with the Working Group on 

Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances since June 2016. 

26. In February 2017, Ms. Rahemipor was sentenced by the Branch 15 of the 

Revolutionary Court in Tehran to a year in prison “for spreading propaganda against the 

system.” In September 2017, she was arrested while her first case was still pending in the 

court of appeal. During her interrogation, she was allegedly pressured to withdraw the 

complaints that stand before the Working Group and in return the prosecution against her, 

would be stopped, which she refused. She was released on bail after being held in detention 

for one month. Similar concerns were raised in previous communications sent by the special 

procedures on 5 August 2016 (IRN 23/2016), on 22 November 2016 (IRN 29/2016), on 

26 January 2017 (IRN 3/2017) and on 18 September 2017 (IRN 27/2017). A reference to her 

case was included in the February 2018 report of the Secretary-General on the situation of 

human rights in Iran (see A/HRC/37/24, para.47). A response by the Government was 

received on 27 October 2017 but it did not address the allegation that Ms. Rahemipor is being 

judicially harassed as a form of reprisal because she registered the disappearance of her 

brother and niece with the Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances.  

27. On 5 May 2018, it was further reported that Ms. Rahemipor was tried by the Branch 

28 of Tehran Revolutionary Court on the same charge as in February 2017, of “spreading 

propaganda against the system” for informing the Working Group about the cases of her 

relatives and for participating in peaceful protests with other activists, where she held a poster 

reading “You killed my brother. What did you do with his child?” During the court session, 

the judge humiliated and verbally abused her for having communicated with organizations 

outside Iran including United Nations bodies. The judge said that the authorities made a 

mistake by releasing her on bail in the first case against her, and that she should have been 

kept in prison. While she is awaiting the outcome of this new trial, her other case in the appeal 

court is still pending.  

 8. Iraq 

28. In the 2016 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/33/19, para. 24), it was noted 

that on 13 April 2016, three special procedures mandate holders raised concerns over 

allegations of reprisals against Mr. Imad Amara and Mr. Faisal al-Tamimi, of Al Wissam 

Humanitarian Assembly, an NGO that documents cases of enforced disappearances in Iraq 

and submits them to the United Nations human rights mechanisms (see A/HRC/33/32, IRQ 

1/2016). On 6 March 2016, Iraqi military forces stopped and searched Mr. Amara and Mr. 

Al-Tamimi’s car while the two men were on their way to meet families of disappeared 

persons. Both men were informed that a warrant had been issued for their arrest, before being 

handcuffed, blindfolded and taken to an unknown location. Mr. Amara and Mr. Al-Tamimi 

were severely beaten, insulted and threatened while being interrogated about their work for 

around two hours, before being released. The special procedures also raised concerns over 

reports that other employees of Al Wissam had previously been subjected to intimidation and 

reprisals relating to the submission of cases to the Committee on Enforced Disappearances, 

and some had left the country out of fear for their security.  

  

 6 OHCHR, Report on the Situation of Human Rights in Kashmir: Developments in the Indian State of 

Jammu and Kashmir from June 2016 to April 2018, and General Human Rights Concerns in Azad 

Jammu and Kashmir and Gilgit – Baltistan, 14 June 2018. 
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29.  On 10 April 2018, three special procedures mandate holders raised allegations of 

death threats and attempted killing against Mr. Al Tamimi and Mr. Al Roumy in what appears 

to be direct retaliation for their legitimate human rights work against enforced disappearances 

in Iraq and for urging the State to join the International Criminal Court (IRQ 2/2018). While 

recognising the independent judicial character of the International Criminal Court, the Court 

is regarded as a related organization in the United Nations System. The men were threatened 

after attending a preparation meeting for a conference aimed at calling on Iraq to join the 

Court, following which three cars stopped next to them and one of the men inside made the 

following threat “Iyad and Faisal, either your life or the conference.” On 5 February 2018, 

two days after the conference, both individuals were approached by a car near the Sheikh 

Maruf Square in Baghdad. One of the persons in the car opened fire on them and shot five 

times. Mr. Al Tamimi was injured and was brought to the Medical City Hospital in Baghdad, 

where he received medical treatment. On 4 March 2018, both Mr. Al Roumy and Mr. Al 

Tamimi received threats through Facebook messages. At the time of writing no response has 

been received. 

 9.  Japan  

30. In the 2016 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/33/19, para. 25), reference 

was made to an urgent appeal to the Government by three special procedures mandate holders 

on 30 May 2016 alleging the monitoring and surveillance of Ms. Kazuko Ito, of non-

governmental organisation Human Rights Now. Ms Ito had facilitated and organised 

meetings for Mr. David Kaye, the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the 

right to freedom of opinion and expression, with representatives of civil society during his 

visit to Japan in April 2016 (see A/HRC/34/52/Add. 1, paras. 399 and 400; JPN 4/2016). 

These allegations stemmed from a magazine that reported information obtained through a 

leaked memo allegedly produced by Japanese intelligence agency members ordering the 

surveillance of Ms. Ito’s movements ahead of the Special Rapporteur’s visit to Japan. They 

expressed concern that the allegations of surveillance of Ms. Ito could be an act of 

intimidation and reprisal for her cooperation with the United Nations. Human Rights Now 

has been cooperating with the United Nations mechanisms since 2013, including the 

universal periodic review and the Commission on the Status of Women (CSW).  

31. The 2017 report noted the Government’s response of 16 June 2016 that, the allegations 

were investigated by the Public Security Intelligence Agency and the National Police 

Agency, who each confirmed that they “had neither received such instructions nor conducted 

such research activities as were reported by the media” (see A/HRC/36/31, Annex, para. 5). 

32. In May 2018 it was reported that Ms. Ito and Human Rights Now continue to be 

targeted due to their cooperation with the United Nations. On 9 March 2018, during a 

videotaped session of the House of Representatives Committee on Cabinet, a member of the 

Diet and Liberal Democratic Party addressed government representatives where she 

characterized Human Rights Now as “(a)n organization that makes use of the United Nations 

and other [international forums] to spread around the world the fabricated information that 

the “comfort women” of the Japanese army were sex slaves, and does that with lots of 

enthusiasm; that’s what Human Rights Now is.” Human Rights Now had organised a side 

event on “comfort women” at the Commission on the Status of Women. The Diet member 

also reportedly requested the Diet to “control NGOs’ international forms of speech” in their 

collaborative activities with the United Nations and said, “it is obvious that there are people 

trying to use propaganda to discredit Japan,” which was reiterated on social media. Human 

Rights Now sent two letters to the Chairman of the House of Representatives Committee on 

Cabinet and to the Liberal Democratic Party on 27 March 2018 regarding these allegations. 

The Government of Japan responded on 15 August 2018 that “it asked both the Liberal 

Democratic Party and the Secretariat of the House of Representatives about the letters 

mentioned. The Liberal Democratic Party replied that it cannot confirm if it received the 

letter because it has no information on which department of the Party the letter was addressed 

to. The Secretariat of the House of Representatives replied that the chairman has not 

responded to the letter from that organization.” 
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 10. Mexico 

33. As reported in the 2017 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 41 

and Annex 47-50), on 4 August 2015 the Committee against Torture, in Ramirez et al. v. 

Mexico, found a violation of articles 1, 2 (1), 12-15 and 22 of the Convention against Torture 

and Other Cruel or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (CAT/C/55/D/500/2012 and 

communication No. 500/2012). On 19 May 2016 and 19 September 2016, the complainants 

submitted that they had suffered acts of intimidation and harassment by the authorities as a 

result of the Committee’s decision. This allegedly took the form of a campaign aimed at 

stigmatizing the complainants as criminals and re-victimizing them. On 19 September 2016, 

the CAT requested protective measures. 

34. Given the absence of a response by the Government to the allegations of reprisals of 

19 September 2016, the Chair of the Committee met with the Permanent Representative of 

Mexico in Geneva on 14 May 2018 to discuss measures taken by the authorities to implement 

the Committee’s decision. The Chair enquired about the outcomes, if any, of the investigation 

into the acts of torture, punishment of the perpetrators, and protection of the complainants 

from reprisals reported to the Committee in September 2016. The Chair further inquired 

whether all four complainants in the case have been released and if they received the remedies 

requested by the Committee.  

35. According to an update received on 25 May 2018, two of the four victims remain in 

detention and are held in extremely precarious conditions with no regard to their condition 

as victims of torture and were transferred, without prior notice, to prisons with even harsher 

conditions. One victim has been diagnosed with a medical condition and is need of treatment, 

which he has not received. With regard to the two victims that were released, their families 

continue to face harassment and stigmatization, to the extent that they were forced to change 

residences.  

36. During the meeting with the Chair of the Committee Against Torture on 14 May 2018, 

the Government committed to provide updated information from the national authorities and 

to submit its response to the Committee on the measures taken to implement the decision on 

the case by 14 July 2018. The Committee will meet with the Government during the sixty-

fifth session of the Committee from 12 November to 7 December 2018. 

 11.  Morocco 

37. In the 2017 report of the Secretary-General concerns were raised about the 

prolongation of the detention of Mr. Abdul Rahman Alhaj Ali, which the Committee Against 

Torture deemed likely to be related to the complaint to CAT on his behalf on 22 May 2015 

(see A/HRC/36/31 para. 42 and Annex paras. 51-52). On 3 August 2016, the Committee 

against Torture, in Abdul Rahman Alhaj Ali v. Morocco, found that the extradition of Mr. 

Alhaj Ali would constitute a breach of Article 3 of the Convention against Torture and Other 

Cruel or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (CAT C/58/D/682/2015 and communication 

No. 682/2015). Mr. Alhaj Ali, a Syrian national registered with the United Nations High 

Commissioner for Refugees and seeking asylum in Morocco, was detained in October 2014 

in Morocco on an extradition request by Saudi Arabia for “breach of trust” based on previous 

business relations in Riyadh. The Committee urged the Government to release him or to try 

him if charges are brought against him in Morocco, as he had been in extradition detention 

for almost two years, far in excess of the sixty-day pretrial period provided for in Morocco.  

38. According to updated information received by the Committee, during his detention in 

2017 Mr. Alhaj Ali was twice summoned to the Prosecutor’s office, where he was reportedly 

notified that the extension of his detention resulted from action on behalf before the CAT. 

On 5 October 2017, the Committee requested the Government to provide further information, 

within 2 months, on the measures taken to implement the Committee’s decision in this case. 

On 28 November 2017, the Committee decided to request a meeting with a representative of 

Morocco during its sixty-third Session, 23 April to 18 May 2018. On 17 May 2018, the 

Committee’s Rapporteur on Reprisals, together with the rapporteur for follow-up to decisions 

on individual complaints under Art. 22, met with a representative of the Permanent Mission 

of the Kingdom of Morocco in Geneva to discuss, inter alia, the implementation of the 



A/HRC/39/41 

GE.18-13325 51 

Committee’s decision in the present case (CAT/C/62/3 of 20 February 2018 and 

CAT/C/63/3). 

39. On 6 June 2018, the Government confirmed that the complainant was released from 

detention on 16 May 2018, after more than three-and-a-half years of arbitrary detention. He 

is reported to be awaiting resettlement to the Netherlands where his family resides. 

40. In the 2016 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/33/19, para. 26), it was 

reported that on 22 March 2016 three special procedures mandate holders raised concerns 

with the Moroccan authorities over allegations of reprisals against Ms. El Ghalia Djimi, an 

employee of the Ministry of Agriculture and Maritime Fishing of Morocco and member of 

the l’association Sahraouie des victimes des graves violations des droits de l’homme 

commises par l’état du Maroc, l’ASVDH (A/HRC/33/32, MAR 1/2016). In the 2017 report 

of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, Annex para. 6) it was reported that Mr. Michel 

Forst, the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, in his report on 

observations on communications, reiterated concerns that Ms. Djimi did not receive 

authorization to leave the country to travel to the thirty-first session of the Human Rights 

Council in Geneva (see A/HRC/34/52/Add.1, para 722). The mandate holder further 

expressed concern that the case of Ms. El Ghalia Djimi is not isolated, but is rather 

representative of a larger trend of reprisals, harassment and intimidation of human rights 

defenders. Information was subsequently received that Ms. El Ghalia Djimi was able to 

attend the thirty-second session of the Human Rights Council. 

41. It was further reported that after the participation of Ms. Djimi in a session of the 

Working Group on Enforced and Involuntary Disappearances on 30 April 2018 in Geneva, 

she was subject to reprisals in the form of online defamation on a Moroccan website 

“Sahrawikileaks.com.” It was also reported that Ms. Mina Baali, also a member of the 

association, participated in the Human Rights Council at the June 2017 session, and believes 

because of this, she has become subject to reprisals at her place of employment. 

 12. Myanmar 

42. The case of Mr. Khaing Myo Htun (also known as Mr. Khine Myo Htun), a human 

rights defender who had reported on forced labour cases in Rakhine State, was addressed by 

four special procedures mandate holders (A/HRC/34/75, MMR 2/2016, MMR 7/2017) and 

included in the September 2017 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 43 

and Annex, paras. 53-55). On 8 September 2017 the Government responded to the special 

procedures communication (MMR 7/2017) pertaining to the charges related to defamation 

and incitement. It is alleged that the arrest and detention of Mr. Khaing Myo Htun was linked 

to his cooperation with Ms. Yanghee Lee, the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human 

rights in Myanmar, with whom he met during her visit in June 2016 shortly before his 

detention. The charges against him relate to a written statement issued on 24 April 2016 by 

the Arakan Liberation Party, of which Mr. Khaing Myo Htun is a member, claiming that the 

Myanmar Army had engaged in severe human rights violations, including forced labour, 

forced land relocation, hostage taking, and arbitrary beatings and ill-treatment of combatants.  

43. The ILO Governing Body noted in its report of 7 February 2018 that it remained 

deeply concerned that on 12 October 2017, Mr. Khaing Myo Htun, was convicted of 

defamation and incitement under section 505 of the Penal Code and sentenced to 18 months 

in jail, following eight months in detention during his trial. Ms. Lee, in her March 2018 report 

to the Human Rights Council, noted that he was convicted of disturbing public tranquillity 

and incitement under Sections 505(b) and (c) in October 2017 for allegations he made about 

forced labour the Myanmar security forces. Subsequently, after 19 months Mr. Htun was 

released on 22 February 2018 (see A/HRC/37/70, para. 15).  

 13. Pakistan 

44. On 26 July 2017, four special procedures mandate holders sent an urgent appeal to the 

Government alleging threats and acts of intimidation against Mr. Adil Ghaffar, a lawyer and 

human rights defender who has brought to the attention of the United Nations human rights 

mechanisms, cases of extrajudicial killings, torture, and enforced disappearances allegedly 
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committed by State agents against members of the political party and movement Muttahida 

Quami Movement, including persons belonging to the Mohajirs community (PAK 5/2017).  

45. According to the information received, Mr. Ghaffar’s home has been monitored and 

he has received direct death threats from the twitter account @PakRangersFreePress. This 

account reportedly belongs to Pakistani Paramilitary Rangers, who have been accused of of 

serious human rights violations against MQM workers and ethnic Mohajirs.  

46. The first threat received was on 1 July 2017, from a tweet referring to Mr. Ghaffar as 

a “traitor of Pakistan.” It stated that if someone needs his residential address and details about 

his family they should contact the sender. On 14 July 2017, Mr. Ghaffar received another 

message from the social media account @PakRangersFreePress, which asked “what 

punishment is fit for the traitor.” The special procedures expressed serious concern that these 

reported threats and acts of intimidation appear to be reprisals against Mr. Ghaffar at least in 

part due to his engagement with the United Nations human rights mechanisms. At the time 

of writing there had been no response to the urgent appeal.  

 14. Rwanda 

47. In the 2017 report of the Secretary-General it was noted that two special procedures 

mandate holders sent an urgent appeal to the Government (RWA 1/2017) on 18 January 2017, 

in response to allegations of kidnapping and intense daily interrogation against journalist and 

human rights defender Mr. Robert Mugabe (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 48 and Annex, paras. 

62 and 65) for his cooperation with the universal periodic review and the Human Rights 

Council (A/HRC/35/44).  

48. On 30 May 2018, Mr. David Kaye, Special Rapporteur on the promotion and 

protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, wrote to the Government in 

response to allegations that while Mr. Mugabe was travelling to Geneva to attend the 2017 

United Nations Internet Governance Forum on 15 December 2017, he was stopped by the 

authorities at the airport in Kigali and barred from leaving the country (RWA 1/2018). He 

was reportedly detained and questioned for several hours on accusations of “working against 

the state, treason, and spreading rumours to undermine the state…” based upon his critical 

reporting published online. The police searched his bags and phone and questioned him about 

his activities related to the Human Rights Council. He was released after four hours of 

questioning to return home. On 16 December 2017 he was reportedly summoned again to the 

police, and criminal investigations from January 2017 were reopened against him, which 

could lead to formal charges. If convicted for treason, Mr. Mugabe could face 25 years in 

prison. At the time of writing the Government had not responded to the communications by 

the special procedures of 18 January 2017 and 30 May 2018.  

 15. Saudi Arabia 

49. It was reported that on 16 September 2017, Mr. Issa Al-Hamid, of the Saudi Civil and 

Political Rights Association (ACPRA) was arrested, following previous sentences imposed 

by the Saudi authorities during a crackdown on human rights defenders. The 2017 report of 

the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 49 and Annex, paras. 66-67) noted that three 

special procedures mandate holders took action on the case of Mr. Al-Hamid, who was 

sentenced to 11 years in prison followed by an 11-year travel ban and a fine of 100,000 Riyals 

(SAU 8/2016). He was originally sentenced to nine years by the Specialized Criminal Court 

for having, inter alia “communicated with international organizations in order to harm the 

image of the State,” a charge that according to special procedures appear to also constitute 

acts of reprisal for cooperation with the United Nations. His sentence was increased by two 

years on 1 December 2016 by the Court of Appeal. 

50. On 13 December 2016, three special procedures mandate holders raised concerns over 

allegations of reprisals against Mr. Al-Hamid for cooperating with the United Nations 

(A/HRC/35/44, SAU 8/2016). In its reply dated 13 February 2017, the Government did not 

address the case of Mr. Al-Hamid, as a response concerning his case had been provided 

already in relation to a previous communication (SAU 4/2016) in which the Government 

informed that he was sentenced by a lower court to nine years of imprisonment and a ban to 
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travel outside the Kingdom for a similar period. The Government did not address the 

allegations relating to reprisals. 

  16. Thailand 

51. The 2017 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 57 and Annex, 

paras. 78-79) noted that, in June 2016, grant recipients of the United Nations Voluntary Fund 

for Victims of Torture, Ms. Porpen Khongkachonkiet and Mr. Somchai Homla-or of Cross-

Cultural Foundation and Ms. Anchana Heemmina of Duay Jai Group, were subject to a legal 

complaint filed by the Royal Thai Army operating in the Southern Border Provinces for 

publishing a report in February 2016 entitled “Fifty-four cases of torture and ill-treatment in 

the Deep South documented in 2014-2015,” funded in part by the Voluntary Fund. They were 

consequently accused of publicizing false information on torture and ill-treatment committed 

by military officials. The spokesperson of the Royal Thai Army in the region issued a public 

statement on 11 February 2016 accusing the organization of bias and of using outdated 

information to seek funding.  

52. It is reported that the Internal Security Operations Command (ISOC) Region 4 filed a 

lawsuit against them for defamation and publication of false information on the internet. On 

1 July 2017, plainclothes men believed to be military personnel visited Ms. Hemmina and 

warned her not to post comments about human rights violations on social media. Further to 

advocacy efforts related to the allegations, in November 2017, the ISOC 4 withdrew the 

defamation charges against Ms. Porpen Khongkachonkiet, Mr. Somchai Homla-or, and 

Ms. Anchana Heemmina. The charges were dropped by the Pattani Provincial Prosecutor.  

53. On 13 September 2017 four special procedures mandate holders noted that 

Ms. Angkhana Neelapaijit, Ms. Porpen Khongkachonkiet and Ms. Anchana Heemmina, 

among others, were also reportedly subject to an online smear campaign, accusing them of 

bias and misinformation, and associating their human rights advocacy with the promotion of 

insurgency and separatist movements (THA 6/2017). Ms. Angkhana Neelapaijit is a 

Commissioner of the National Human Rights Commission of Thailand. Beginning in October 

2016, the online blog “Conditions in South Thailand” regularly published content 

discrediting the work of Ms. Khongkachonkiet and Ms. Heemmina. Death threats were also 

posted online against Ms. Khongkachonkiet.  

54. It was reported that on 14 February 2018, a case was opened against Mr. Ismaael Teh, 

founder of the Patani Human Rights Organization Network and a field officer since 2013 for 

an investigation funded by the United Nations Voluntary Fund for Victims of Torture (see 

A/HRC/36/31, para. 57 and Annex, paras. 78-79). Mr. Teh is responsible for helping 

document 82 cases of allegations of torture that were submitted by civil society 

representatives to the Committee Against Torture. Military officials of the Internal Security 

Operations Command Region 4 (ISOC Region 4) via the Pattani Provincial Police reportedly 

accused Mr. Teh of defamation following a television interview in which he recounted his 

own personal experience of torture while in military custody in Pattani province, in 2006. In 

October 2016, the Supreme Administrative Court had ruled that Mr. Teh had been physically 

abused in military custody based on medical records, and ordered the Thai Royal Army to 

award him compensation. Mr. Teh’s interview was broadcast on a Thai PBS program on 

5 February 2018, after which he was accused of defaming the 4th Army Region and ISOC 

Region 4.  

 17. United Arab Emirates 

55. Mr. Ahmed Mansoor, advisor to the Gulf Centre for Human Rights and Human Rights 

Watch’s Middle East and North Africa Division, was mentioned in the 2017 report of the 

Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 60 and Annex, paras. 84-85) and was the subject 

of actions by seven special procedures mandate holders (ARE 1/2017; ARE 7/2017). 

Mr. Mansoor is alleged to have suffered intimidation and reprisal for his collaboration with 

the Human Rights Council, the special procedures, the universal periodic review and the 

treaty bodies. Mr. Mansoor has experienced physical assaults, death threats, government 

surveillance, and since 2011, has been subject to a travel ban to prevent him engaging in 

person with United Nations human rights mechanisms. According to reports, he was detained 

on 20 March 2017 when security agents searched his home in Ajman, confiscated laptops 
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and other equipment, and arrested him without a warrant. He was placed in custody in Al 

Wathba prison in ill-health and has been subject to ill-treatment and possibly torture. On 

29 May 2018 Mr. Mansoor was sentenced to ten years prison before the State Security 

Chamber of the Federal Supreme Court, fined one million Dirhams (USD $272,294.00), and 

ordered to be put under surveillance for three years upon his release. The Government 

responded in writing to the allegations transmitted by the special procedures in April 2017, 

but did not address the allegations of reprisals.  

56. On 4 October 2017, two special procedures mandate holders raised concern about the 

treatment of Mr. Mohamad Ismat Mohamad Shaker Az as retaliation of an opinion issued by 

the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention on his case (ARE 6/2017). Mr. Shaker Az was 

transferred to solitary confinement on 2 July 2017 for two months, beyond the 15-day limit 

recommended in international standards, allegedly as a measure of retaliation after the 

issuance of Opinion No. 21/2017 in which the Working Group found Mr. Shaker Az’s 

detention arbitrary. Furthermore, Mr. Shaker Az was told that the prosecutor would ask for 

an increased penalty, from 15 years to which he was sentenced in 2014, to life imprisonment. 

The Government responded in writing to the allegations transmitted by the special procedures 

in October 2017, citing its view that Mr. Shaker Az was not subjected to arbitrary detention, 

torture or solitary confinement. 

57. Mr. Osama Al-Najjar was alleged to have been subject to reprisals after meeting with 

the Ms. Gabriela Knaul, Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers 

during her visit to the United Arab Emirates in 2014. His case has been raised by five special 

procedures mandate holders (ARE 2/2015) and in previous reports of the Secretary-General 

in 2014, 2015 and 2016. According to information received, Mr. Al-Najjar, who was arrested, 

tortured and held incommunicado in March 2014, was then transferred to Al Wathba prison, 

to be released on 17 March 2017, following the completion of his three-year sentence. 

However, in March 2017 the Federal Supreme Court reportedly refused to release him and, 

requested by the Public Prosecution, transferred him to a counselling center (Munasaha) 

based on Article 40 of Federal Law No. (7) of 2014 on Combating Terrorism Offences. On 

1 June 2017 the court extended his placement in this center by six months and on 

13 December 2017 it was again renewed for another six months.  

58. On 6 July 2018 the Government provided follow up information on multiple cases, 

noting that Mr. Al-Najjar is currently going therapy and treatment at a counselling centre 

called a Munasaha Centre which “consists of psychological, social and religious sessions to 

uproot terrorist and extremist ideologies” based on “concern that he might commit a terrorist 

offence after leaving the prison” and a “threat to public security.” The Government stated 

that Mr. Shaker Az is “currently serving his sentence of imprisonment at the Al Wathba penal 

institution, where he receives appropriate health care, and is permitted to communicate with 

his family in accordance with the regulations and procedures applicable to penal and 

correctional institutions.” Mr. Mansoor “was tried, convicted and sentenced to ten years’ 

imprisonment” and is serving his sentence at the Al Sadr penal institution with the right to 

an appeal. The Government did not address the allegations of reprisals. 

 18. Uzbekistan 

59. The case of Ms. Elena Urlaeva, of the Human Rights Alliance of Uzbekistan, an 

independent labour monitor who documents the practice of forced labour in the cotton 

industry, was included in the 2017 report of the Secretary-General (see A/HRC/36/31, para. 

61 Annex, para. 86-87). On 1 March 2017, Ms. Urlaeva was arrested in Tashkent and taken 

to a police station, the day before she was due to meet representatives of the ILO and the 

World Bank on 2 March 2017. She had filed a complaint with the International Finance 

Corporation’s Compliance Advisor Ombudsman (CAO) regarding World Bank investments. 

At the police station, Ms. Urlaeva was insulted and mocked by police officers who told her 

that she needed psychiatric treatment. She was then forcibly transferred to a psychiatric 

facility in Tashkent. On 24 March 2017, Ms. Urlaeva was released after 24 days of psychiatric 

detention.  

60. On 5 April 2017 four special procedures mandate holders raised concerns about these 

incidents, which they noted appear to be related to her cooperation with international 

organizations (UZB 1/2017). On 28 April 2017 the Government responded, stating that 
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according to a 2006 ruling of the Miabad Interregional Civil Court in Tashkent, Ms. Urlaeva 

suffers from mental illness and is legally incompetent. On 27 October 2017 the Government 

further responded to the mention of this case in the 2017 report of the Secretary-General, 

reiterating that no illegal actions by law enforcement were taken against Ms. Urlaeva, and 

that the Government maintains a cooperative relationship with the ILO.  

61. It has subsequently been alleged that police and other authorities in several regions 

arbitrarily detained, interfered with and obstructed the work of both Ms. Urlaeva and 

Ms. Malohat Eshonkulova, an independent journalist and human rights activist who also 

signed the complaint to the Ombudsman, because they openly monitor work based upon 

forced labor. On 12 September 2017, police in Yaipan, a district of the Fergana region, 

detained Ms. Urlaeva at the police station where they confiscated her notebook, three mobile 

phones, camera, and a recording device. When Ms. Eshonkulova came to the station to 

demand Ms. Urlaeva’s release, she was also detained. Both were released several hours later. 

Police in Buka detained Ms. Urlaeva again on 6 October 2017. On 15 October 2017, police 

in Pastdargam district, in the Samarkand region, detained Ms. Urlaeva and Ms. Eshonkulova 

for six hours. They were taken to the police station where they were interrogated and had 

their belongings confiscated, including notebooks, mobile phones, and camera flash card. In 

November 2017, is also alleged that police raided Ms. Eshonkulova’s home and confiscated 

several of her belongings in a nearly 11-hour search for her computer and cell phone.  

 19. Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) 

62. The 2017 report of the Secretary-General contains information about alleged acts of 

intimidation and reprisals against Mr. Henrique Capriles, former governor of Miranda state 

(see A/HRC/36/31, paras. 29 and . 88). In a press briefing on 19 May 2017, the spokesperson 

of the High Commissioner for Human Rights referred to the case of Mr. Henrique Capriles, 

who was scheduled to meet the High Commissioner in New York, on the same day, but was 

prevented from leaving Venezuela to do so. On 19 January 2018, the Assistant Secretary-

General for Human Rights wrote to the Government about allegations of further reprisals 

against Mr. Capriles, expressing concern that subsequent attempts by him to renew his travel 

documents to participate in international events have been thwarted. On 11 April 2018 it was 

reported that Mr. Capriles was issued a passport to travel abroad to visit a sick relative. 

    


