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Foreword by Foreign Secretary William Hague

The promotion and protection of human rights is at the heart of UK foreign policy.
We are determined to pursue every opportunity to promote human rights and political
and economic freedom around the world. Individual demands for a better life can
only truly be satisfied in open and democratic societies. The values we cherish
inform our policy choices every day as we seek to increase Britain’s security and
prosperity, and to protect British citizens overseas. | am delighted to introduce the
FCO’s 2011 Annual Human Rights and Democracy Report.

We made three significant changes to this year’s report. First, we have added a
section specifically devoted to the Arab Spring. Events over the last year in many
countries of the Middle East and North Africa hold the greatest prospect for the
enlargement of human freedom and dignity since the end of the Cold War. They
have, at the same time, highlighted the many obstacles people continue to face. In
this section we look at the way the demand for human rights was a catalyst for
events, and the UK’s Arab Partnership programme, working with those in the region
who want to put in place the building blocks of more open, free societies,
underpinned by vibrant economies. The fund of £110 million is enabling us to

respond rapidly to events in the region.

Second, this report includes a statement of our priorities. This explains the
significance of human rights in our foreign policy together with the resource and

effort we are devoting to it.

Finally and most significantly, we have developed a set of case studies to
complement our detailed analysis of ‘countries of concern’. We have included a total
of 28 countries in the ‘of concern’ category, the highest ever with the inclusion of Fiji
and South Sudan. | hope and expect that in the years ahead the countries in that
category will change and ideally go down as governments make the changes that we
and their citizens are so keen to see. The case studies identify issues of particular
importance in countries where we judge their overall human rights record does not

currently merit inclusion in the Countries of Concern section. This reflects the real



complexity of the challenges faced in different countries and allows us to move

beyond a simple characterisation of countries as of ‘concern’ or not.

Of the countries of concern, two stand out for me, illustrating both the hopes and the
challenges of the Arab Spring. First Libya, where the UK acted in defence of the
human rights of the people of Libya. We were instrumental in negotiating UN
Security Council resolutions that paved the way for the NATO action to protect
civilians threatened by Qadhafi’s forces. We led the way to the Special Session of
the UN Human Rights Council which took the unprecedented step of expelling Libya
from the Council. And we are now working closely with the transitional authorities
and our international partners to help ensure that Libya’s future is one governed by
the rule of law and respect for human rights. And second Syria, where we have
undertaken groundbreaking work to send UK experts to the region to document
human rights abuses, and where we are at the forefront of international efforts to

secure an end to the violence and political transition.

It is also important that we acknowledge where real progress has been made in
other parts of the world. The year ended with signs of real hope for genuine and
lasting change in Burma. | visited Burma in January 2012, and witnessed first-hand
the changes we are now seeing. | met the president and members of the
government, who committed to implementing a programme of reform, and Aung San
Suu Kyi, where | stressed the UK’s support for her and the National League for
Democracy’s (NLD’s) struggle for democratic freedoms. | also heard the concerns
and aspirations of different ethnic minorities, including the Shan, Kachin, Karen,
Karenni, Chin, Mon, Rakhine and Rohingya communities. Following my visit, the
Burmese government signed a historic initial peace agreement with the Karen
National Union after 63 years of conflict, and released a significant number of
prominent political prisoners. We will continue our efforts to support these positive
developments in Burma, and work to support other governments around the world to

uphold their international human rights obligations.

In 2012, we will continue our close engagement on human rights with emerging
powers such as Brazil and South Africa. In our shifting international landscape, the

circle of international decision-making is quite properly widening. We welcome this



and look forward to developing a strong and equal relationship with these countries

which share our values.

You can also view latest developments and actions on the countries of concern, as
they are updated by our embassies and high commissions every quarter. We gave a
commitment to make our reporting current and interactive, which | hope we have
achieved by encouraging comments by the public and responding to them on a

regular basis. You can also follow our latest work on Twitter: @FcoHumanRights.



Foreword by Minister of State Jeremy Browne

This has been a momentous year for human rights and democracy. The
extraordinary events of the Arab Spring have reaffirmed the Government’s
commitment to embed human rights at the core of our foreign policy. Britain stands
for democratic freedoms, universal human rights and the rule of law. As our values
are essential to and indivisible from our foreign policy, each minister takes an active

interest in human rights, and we raise these issues at every appropriate opportunity.

This report reflects the actions that we, in conjunction with other government
departments, have taken to promote our values. As Minister responsible for human
rights policy within the Foreign and Commonwealth Office (FCO), | have overseen
much of this work. | continue to be proud of our achievements and of the
commitment and dedication of our staff in London and overseas in pursuit of our

human rights priorities.

The FCO’s work on human rights in 2011 has been against the backdrop of the
significant events unfolding in the Middle East and North Africa. Once again, these
events have shown that the demand for human rights for all is not an imposition of
the West, but reflects the legitimate aspirations of people everywhere. The Arab
Spring has shown that only reform that embraces human rights under the rule of law
will bring long-term stability and prosperity. Free elections were held in Morocco,
Tunisia and Egypt. Libya now has a new government after more than 40 years of
dictatorship. And we are starting to see positive reforms in Jordan, and in Bahrain
with its steps to implement the conclusions of its commission of inquiry into the

violence we saw earlier in the year.

But we have a long way to go. Human rights violations are still being reported
across the region (including in Bahrain). The Arab awakening was always going to
be a long process, taking different forms in different countries, in line with their
different histories. The task for us is to remain steadfast in our support for the
people of the region who demand their human rights and greater democratic

freedoms. Our most immediate problem is Syria, where more than 7,500 people



have been killed and many tortured, with the real possibility of a further descent into
conflict. The UK Government along with other countries uses a multilateral approach
in its pursuit of human rights. We are, for example, leading EU partners in
maintaining pressure on Syria and have urged the UN Security Council for a
response to end the violence. The UK was a principal supporter of resolutions at the
UN Human Rights Council and the UN Security Council that resulted in authorising
military intervention in Libya. We have taken a lead role in securing EU sanctions in

Iran, where the regime continues to violate human rights with impunity.

The Arab Spring calls for freedom of expression and democracy have been inspiring
for the rest of the world — thousands turned to social media, and bloggers became
human rights activists. The importance of defending freedom of expression on the
internet was reinforced during the London Conference on Cyberspace, where more
than 700 participants from 60 countries took part — including governments, industry

and civil society.

One unwelcome side of events in the Middle East, however, has been increased
harassment and persecution of religious minorities, as we saw with the violent
attacks on the Coptic Christian population in Egypt following the fall of the Mubarak
regime. In response, we have stressed the importance of protecting the freedom of
religion or belief for all, including the ability to worship in peace, as a vital component

of any society.

These changes have brought great opportunity but also risks for women, which the
UK is working to address. Through our Arab Partnership Initiative, the UK is
supporting greater political and economic participation for women. The UK remains
a key supporter of UN Security Council Resolution 1325, the founding resolution for
the “Women, Peace and Security” agenda, which aims to protect and empower
women in conflict situations. We are actively furthering this work in Afghanistan, Iraq
and the Middle East, and in the UK’s own security operations. And we are promoting
a cross-government approach to tackling violence against women and girls overseas
and increasing women'’s political participation, including through the work of Lynne
Featherstone, Ministerial Champion for Tackling Violence Against Women and Girls

Overseas.



This year, the Government has taken a number of initiatives to strengthen and
improve activity across our global network. We published election guidance, torture-
reporting guidance, and global strategies to abolish the death penalty and on torture
prevention. We believe the UK is also the first country in the world to publish human
rights guidance for our overseas security and justice sector work, which provides a
framework to help government officials consider the human rights implications of all

the security and justice assistance the UK delivers overseas.

In November, the UK took over the six-monthly chairmanship of the Council of
Europe. We have used this opportunity to tackle court reform and place the issue of
human rights at the centre of our agenda. We will do this with care and responsibility
in a way that seeks to strengthen and not to undermine the important work of the
court. This work will continue in 2012, and we are determined to reach agreement

on a package of reforms in April.

The UK played a leading role in supporting development of the UN Guiding
Principles on Business and Human Rights, which were endorsed by the UN Human
Rights Council in June. The Government is committed to working with business and
civil society to implement these principles and to promote them overseas. We aim to
publish a cross-government strategy in 2012 setting out how we will put this

commitment into action.

Despite all our combined efforts, many people around the world are still denied the
most basic of human rights on a daily basis. But the events of the last twelve
months show that human rights are more important than ever and that governments

that ignore this do so at their peril.
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SECTION I: The Arab Spring

The Arab Spring has brought an historic opportunity, created and led by the people
of the region, to build more open, prosperous societies in the Middle East and North
Africa (MENA). Change has been most pronounced in Egypt, Libya and Tunisia,
where regimes have been toppled by the power of the people. Yet no country has
escaped the reverberations of the Arab Spring. Whilst some countries may gradually
be progressing towards more open and democratic societies, in other parts of the

MENA region, including Syria and Iran, repression, violence and instability continue.

At its core, the protests that swept the region are about citizens demanding their
legitimate human rights and dignity. These universal rights cannot be taken for
granted in many countries in the MENA region, where for decades they have been
denied by narrowly based security regimes focused on survival and patronage

politics.

If the Arab Spring eventually brings more open and democratic societies, it will be
the greatest gain for human rights and freedom since the end of the Cold War. If it
falters, it risks dangerous instability on Europe’s doorstep, and reversion to more

authoritarian regimes, conflict and terrorism.

The UK has been and will continue to be clear about our values. The response of
governments to the legitimate demands of their citizens must be non-violent. That is
why in Libya, we acted swiftly to prevent the massacre of citizens in Benghazi,
Misrata and across the country. In Syria, we are working with other nations and the
Arab League as it attempts to broker an end to the appalling violence unleashed by

the regime.

We are committed to working with the region to help create the building blocks of

democratic societies underlined by respect for the universal rights of all citizens.
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UK policy prior to the Arab Spring

As set out in last year’s report, the Government raised concerns in the course of
2010 about violations and abuses of fundamental human rights in Iran, Iraq, Libya,
Saudi Arabia, Syria, Yemen, the Occupied Palestinian Territories and Israel. We
urged these countries to provide protection for religious and racial minorities, respect
for the rights of women and promotion of the rule of law, and highlighted the need for

increased political participation.

The underlying issues driving discontent in the region are long-term and well-
documented, for example in reports on human development in the region since
2002. The FCO had introduced policies to respond to these as detailed in the FCO
White Papers of 2003 (“UK International Priorities: a Strategy for the FCO”) and
2006 (“Active Diplomacy for a Changing World”), which acknowledged the need to
support peaceful political, economic and social reform in the Middle East through the

work of the “Engaging with the Islamic World” programme fund.

In late 2009, the FCO undertook a policy project to draw together an evidence base
and proposed recommendations on what more we could do in partnership with
international and regional partners to address root causes of discontent in the region.
In July 2010, with Foreign Secretary William Hague’s approval, the FCO’s director
for the Middle East and North Africa established a new team — which is now the Arab

Partnership Department — to take this work forward, beginning in autumn 2010.

Although we did not foresee when the Arab Spring would begin, nor the specific
catalyst — as no other international actor, academic analyst or opposition group was
able to do — the UK was well placed through the Arab Partnership to respond, as we
had already prioritised the need to address some of the underlying drivers of

discontent in the region.

The causes of the Arab Spring
No single cause was behind the Arab Spring. The demands made by protestors
were wide-ranging, and also evolved as protest movements developed. In Tunisia,

protests which began primarily over economic frustration, injustice and indignity grew
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to voice anger at the impunity of the security authorities and endemic corruption in

ruling families and elites.

On 17 December 2010, a Tunisian street vendor, Mohamed Bouazizi, set himself
alight in protest at his harassment and humiliation by a Tunisian official who had
confiscated his vegetable cart. He died in hospital on 4 January. Mohamed
Bouazizi rapidly became a symbol of the frustrations and sense of injustice and
indignity felt by many in the region. Whilst his actions were the catalyst for protests
in Tunisia, the rapid manner in which they spread across the country and the impact
they had across the broader region, particularly in Egypt and Libya, were driven by a

range of interrelated demographic, economic and political issues.

The MENA region faces the combined challenge of rapidly growing young
populations, rising prices and unemployment. According to figures released by the
UN Development Programme (UNDP) in 2009, the region’s population more than
doubled between 1975 and 2005 to 314 million (UNDP Arab Human Development
Report 2009). In 2010, more than 50% of the population was under 25, with large

numbers living in poverty.

Economic growth is not keeping pace with population growth and so does not
provide sufficient jobs for those entering the labour market. Regional youth
unemployment stands at 23%, nearly double the world average of 13%. As an
example, unofficial estimates say that young people make up 83% of Egypt’s
unemployed (Soraya Salti of INJAZ al-Arab, an organisation helping to build

entrepreneurial skills among the region’s youth, in interview).

The population of Arab states is expected to rise to 380 million by 2015, (UNDP Arab
Human Development Report 2009) and the World Bank has predicted that 100
million new jobs will be required by 2020. Abuse of state power through the
channelling of public resources for private gain by ruling families and elites was also
a key driver of revolutions in Tunisia, Egypt and Libya, where calls for an end to
corruption around the ruling families were central to protests. In Morocco, an end to

corruption has also been a key demand of the youth-based February 20 movement.
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Alongside economic demands and a call for an end to corruption, protesters have
also demanded greater political freedom. According to Freedom House, the Middle
East and North Africa has the highest ratio of “not free” countries of any region in the
world, at 78%

Voice and accountability indicators are consistently low across the MENA region.
(UNDP Arab Human Development Report 2009, Annex Il, Table 2.) The region is
characterised by limited space for political parties, weak legislatures with little

authority, elections lacking legitimacy, tightly controlled media environments and

restrictions on freedom of speech.

Although not an underlying cause of the Arab Spring, rapid growth in internet
penetration and social media networks acted as a driver for protests by allowing new
avenues for debate outside state control. In 2010, Egyptians rallied around the
cause of Khaled Said, who died in police custody in Alexandria. The Facebook
group “We are all Khaled Said” became a focal point for dissatisfaction. Once the
Arab Spring began, alongside traditional media and international satellite media

channels, online social media played a facilitating role in mobilising protestors.

Khaled Said fell victim to police brutality in Egypt, reflecting the impunity with which
security and enforcement agencies were free to act under the former regime.
Arbitrary arrest, indeterminate detention, torture and even death in custody were all
characteristic of the behaviour of Egyptian security and enforcement agencies. This
was the case in all three of the countries (Egypt, Tunisia and Libya) where

revolutions have taken place.

The UK’s response
The Arab Spring has shown that demands for political and economic freedom will
spread more widely and by themselves, not because Western nations advocate

these values, but because they are the natural aspirations of all people everywhere.

In his speech to the National Assembly in Kuwait on 22 February, the British Prime

Minister set out the parameters of the UK’s approach to the Arab Spring — an

14



approach based on upholding universal values, rights and freedoms, with respect for

the different cultures, histories and traditions of the countries in the region.

This approach is both a reflection of UK values and the surest route to achieving
long-term stability and prosperity in the region. This does not mean that our policy
response is the same in each country — each nation is different and our approach
varies accordingly. However, we remain consistent in our belief that more inclusive
and open societies underlined by respect for universal human rights are the only

guarantors of security and prosperity in the MENA region.

The UK’s Arab Partnership, announced in February and expanded in May to a joint
FCO-Department for International Development (DFID) endeavour backed by a
£110 million fund, has placed the UK in a strong position to respond strategically and
rapidly to the Arab Spring, both bilaterally and through the multilateral mechanisms
of the EU and G8. The FCO'’s public diplomacy work in the region is supporting the
response — including efforts to improve digital communications, already well

advanced before the Arab Spring began.

In our values-based approach to the Arab Spring, human rights are indivisible from
our foreign policy. Our ministers and officials have consistently raised human rights
issues with their counterparts, and we will continue to push for the further reforms
and advances that the people of the region are demanding, which will also bring

countries into line with their international legally binding obligations.

Since the Arab Spring began, our support for both socio-economic and political

human rights concerns in the region has encompassed a wide range of areas.

Employment and dignity

Our Arab Partnership Economic Facility, overseen by DFID, has partnered with
international financial institutions such as the International Monetary Fund and the
World Bank to support economic inclusiveness through job creation and better

governance.
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We are working through strategic partners such as the British Council to improve
employability amongst the region’s youth. In Jordan, we have partnered with civil
society organisations tackling youth employability by providing training and

mentoring.

Rule of law
We have been clear in our desire to see the rule of law and due judicial process

respected across the region.

In countries where we believe governments are committed to reform, the Arab
Spring offers an opportunity to reset relations between the people of the MENA
region and their security services. We have offered assistance for security sector
reform in Egypt, Libya and Tunisia. In Egypt, the Ministry of Interior has
enthusiastically responded to our offer of support; however, it remains to be seen
whether this will lead to implementation of reforms. We judge this unlikely until a

new Cabinet has been formed later in the year.

We have urged transitional governments to ensure that those who are responsible
for atrocities committed during protests be held to account, including those in senior
positions of authority. It is primarily for the countries concerned to prosecute and try
those responsible for such atrocities. However, we have been clear that we believe
that everyone, including former Egyptian President Hosni Mubarak and Saif al-Islam
Qadhafi, son of former Libyan leader Muammar Qadhafi, has the right to a fair trial.
We have been clear on our long-standing opposition to the death penalty in all

circumstances.

In Bahrain, following allegations of torture and other human rights violations
committed by security forces during protests in the capital, Manama, we spoke out
against the use of Special Military Tribunals for civilian cases and disproportionate
sentencing. The government of Bahrain has long been a close ally of the UK, and as
a friend we have been forthright in our condemnation of the human rights violations
highlighted by the findings of the Bahrain Independent Commission of Inquiry. We

have urged the government to ensure full implementation of the inquiry’s findings
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and have offered practical assistance drawing on UK expertise in the rule of law and

human rights.

We are providing support to countries in meeting international norms and standards.
Through our Arab Partnership, the UK is helping to fund the International Centre for
Prison Studies to build the capacity of the government of Algeria in bringing their
prisons up to international human rights and security standards, as well as working
with a prominent local civil society organisation to support the development of a
more effective juvenile justice system. In Egypt, our support for the Southern Forum
for Human Rights and Freedoms helped raise awareness of norms and procedures
to be followed during police interrogation. In the Occupied Palestinian Territories, we
have provided UK expertise to take forward community-based sentencing as an

alternative to custodial sentences.
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Case study: Bahrain

Long-standing concerns about discrimination, corruption and marginalising of Bahrain’s
majority Shia population (lack of job opportunities, access to courts, senior government
positions) came to a head in Bahrain in February and March. Protestors took to the
streets calling for political and economic reform. The movement quickly spread following
the deaths of protestors, and then grew more militant and sectarian as the Bahraini
security forces and some protestors responded violently. This led to further unrest and
the deaths of 35 people. An estimated 1,950 were arrested after a State of National
Safety was declared (see p.264 of the Bahrain Independent Commission of Inquiry
report).

In July, King Hamad established the Bahrain Independent Commission of Inquiry (BICI)
to look into allegations of human rights abuses that took place during the unrest. The
commission had a credible and independent membership, and published its report on 23
November. Its observations concluded that many detainees were tortured to extract
confessions, in violation of Bahraini and international law. Mistreatment and physical
and psychological abuse while in state custody were noted, including blindfolding,
beating, punching, sleep-deprivation, standing for prolonged periods, threats of rape to
the detainee or their family members, verbal abuse and religious insults.

King Hamad accepted the commission’s findings and promised to act on its
recommendations. Just before the report’s publication, the Bahraini Cabinet announced
a set of amendments to Bahraini law, making all forms of torture criminal offences,
imposing stricter sentencing on those committing torture, and lifting the limitation period
for claims of torture. Investigations had also been carried out by the Bahraini authorities
into allegations of human rights abuses, leading to the intended prosecution of 20 police
officers.

Bahrain has announced the establishment of:

¢ an independent National Commission to oversee implementation of the BICI
report;

¢ a National Human Rights Commission tasked with promoting and enhancing
human rights;

¢ a National Fund for the Reparation of Victims to compensate families of deceased
victims; and

e areview of the State of National Safety decree by the Constitutional Court.

Bahrain’s human rights performance has shown improvements since the first half of the
year, and we recognise that steps have been taken to implement reforms based on the
commission’s recommendations. But violent clashes continue, as do some reports of
beatings and deaths in disputed circumstances. We therefore urge the authorities to
deliver on the king’s commitment of full implementation to ensure that these abuses will
not be repeated. We continue to press all parties to exercise restraint during
demonstrations and to show real leadership in order to prevent further violence.
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Public voice

An integral part of any society in which citizens’ voices can be heard is a free media.
After many years of state stranglehold on media outlets, in some countries the Arab

Spring has seen a larger space opening up for political debate in the media.

The Arab Partnership has supported projects to enhance accountability by creating
new opportunities for public debate, such as the “New Arab Debates” series, which
has hosted televised debates on political issues in both Cairo and Tunis, presented
by British television journalist Tim Sebastian. We have worked with the BBC Arabic
Service, in collaboration with Media Action, to develop new regional programming
encouraging political and social debate in which members of the public can hold their
leaders to account. In Jordan, Tunisia and Egypt, the Arab Partnership has
supported a programme led by the British Council and the Anna Lindh Foundation to
provide young people with the skills and opportunities they need to participate in

political and social debates.

Political participation

We have provided support for the first elections following political transition in both
Egypt and Tunisia. In Egypt, we led support for the Carter Center, enabling them to
observe the Egyptian elections, one of the few external bodies permitted to do so by
the Egyptian authorities. We supported BBC Media Action and Thomson Reuters to
work with Egypt’s independent and state media to help ensure fair and balanced
election coverage, including through establishing a voluntary code of conduct for the
media. In Tunisia, we provided support to a programme of electoral assistance led
by the UN Development Programme and have provided expert advice through the
International Foundation for Electoral Systems to the Tunisian High Commission for

Political Reform.

The UK is committed to the development of democracy and we will, of course,
respect the choices of the people of the region. We believe that all parties taking
part in politics should follow democratic process and have a clear commitment to
human rights, the rule of law and non-violence. We engage with all political groups

who meet these criteria.
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Case study: Egypt

In Egypt, political, economic and social tensions had been growing for some time before
the onset of the protests which resulted in Mubarak’s downfall on 11 February. The
Foreign Secretary visited Egypt in November 2010 and stressed the importance of a
strong secular opposition in ensuring stability. From the early days of the protests, the
UK made clear that an orderly transition to a democratic system, through the creation of
a broad-based government including opposition figures, was the only way to meet the
legitimate aspirations of the Egyptian people. We repeatedly stressed in our
engagement with Egyptian interlocutors that, in the short term, it was essential to avoid
violent repression and lift restrictions on freedom of expression. We reiterated our
strong concerns about the mistreatment of protesters, journalists, religious minorities
and human rights defenders.

Following Mubarak’s resignation, decision-making power passed to the Supreme
Council of the Armed Forces (SCAF), who committed to transfer power to a new civilian
and democratically elected government and uphold international and regional treaty
obligations. We pressed the Egyptian authorities to put in place a clear timetable to
move towards elections and, as part of that process, engage constructively with all
opposition movements committed to a peaceful democratic process. The British Prime
Minister, accompanied by a trade delegation from the oil, gas and retail sectors, was the
first international leader to visit Egypt after the uprising. He conveyed the UK’s support
for the democratic transition and willingness to develop economic cooperation.

We continued to follow the human rights situation closely throughout the transition.
Despite initial improvements in the space available for public debate, we were
concerned by increasing limits being imposed on freedom of expression by the
authorities. Other areas of concern included an increase in the number of prosecutions
of bloggers and activists for criticising the authorities; use of unacceptable violence
against peaceful protesters; increasing use of military trials for civilians; virginity tests on
women; and allegations of torture and cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment at the
hands of the security services. Regrettably, the transition period saw an upsurge in
sectarian violence, including in the Cairo district of Imbaba in May and in the Maspero
area of Cairo on 9 October, when violent clashes resulted in the deaths of 25 people, the
majority of whom were Coptic Christians.

Freedom of association has been progressively restricted over the year, with some civil
society groups, particularly those working on human rights and transparency, facing
government obstruction and harassment, culminating in raids in late December against
local and international organisations. While we recognise the need for regulation of civil
society, we have urged the government to ensure that this takes place in a transparent
and fair manner.

Ministers raised our concerns about these human rights issues with the Egyptian
authorities at every opportunity. The Prime Minister, Foreign Secretary and Deputy
Prime Minister all called upon the Egyptian authorities to end the state of emergency
during their visits to Egypt. We will continue to urge the Egyptians to put in place
legislation that is compliant with international standards on human rights and
fundamental freedoms in dealing with public order issues. We will also encourage them
to pass new legislation governing the regulation of NGO activity in Egypt.

We believe that Egypt will need to address and improve respect for human rights,
through the implementation and enforcement of new legislation and protection in the
new constitution.
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Religious freedom and rights of minorities

Aside from in Bahrain, where sectarian tensions have been a feature of splits within
society for many years, protests across the region in 2011 were generally

characterised by an absence of sectarian division.

However, in Egypt particularly, insecurity for the Christian Coptic community has
increased over the past year. During the 9 October protest in Cairo against an
attack on a church in Aswan province, 25 people died. The Egyptian government
has announced that it will issue a new Unified Law on the construction of places of
worship, which is to be equal for both Copts and Muslims. We will be watching this
carefully. Consultations are ongoing on the draft law. The Egyptian government has
also announced new legislation banning protests around religious sites and
criminalising sectarian attacks, and an intention to draft a new anti-discrimination
law. However, since this was announced, no further developments have been made

public.

We welcome efforts led by Al-Azhar, the leading Sunni Muslim institution based in
Egypt, under the Beit Al Aila (“Family Home”) initiative to encourage constructive
dialogue between Christian and Muslim communities to address areas of conflict.
We will continue to urge the Egyptian authorities to create the conditions for pluralist
and non-sectarian politics and to establish policies which prevent discrimination

against anyone on the basis of their religion.

In Tunisia, early signs from the Islamist Ennahda Party, the largest party in the new
Constituent Assembly, are positive. Their leader, Rachid Ghannouchi, has publicly
advocated a “world that takes account of religious diversity” and has condemned the
use of violence against other religious groups. He met Jewish leaders following the
elections. Ennahda will be under close scrutiny both at home and abroad to deliver
on their promise to take Tunisia down the path of democracy. We will continue to

emphasise the utmost importance we attach to respect for the rights of all minorities.

In Libya, recent attempts to re-establish the Jewish community by a Libyan Jew,
whose family left Tripoli after attacks on the Jewish community in 1967, have been

met with armed resistance from some militia and there is concern that the Muslim
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majority are resistant to a multi-religious society. Chairman of the National
Transitional Council Abdul-Jalil said in response that all Libyans have “the right to
enjoy all rights” and that freedom of religion will be enshrined in the future
constitution. We will continue to emphasise to the transitional government the
importance of building the future of Libya on a foundation of respect for the human

rights of all sectors of society.

In Morocco, the new constitution has enshrined important new minority rights, for

example establishing Berber as an official language.

When the Foreign Secretary met with Syrian opposition activists towards the end of
the year, he underlined our values-based approach and called for any future Syria to

be built on equal rights for all, regardless of religious or racial background.

Rights of women

Gender equality is a key area of focus in response to the Arab Spring. Women
played a prominent role, alongside men, in protest movements across the region.
Women's participation is a key part of supporting transitions and building stability in

the region.

In Libya, the UK funded the first national women’s conference, organised by the
Voice of Libyan Women, held in Tripoli in mid-November. In Tunisia, we have
worked to strengthen women’s political and economic participation, including through
a voter-outreach programme targeting women voters in rural areas. Throughout our
programme approach, we have worked with project partners to ensure that gender
issues are taken into account, for instance by working to ensure that training courses

for journalists have gender-balanced participation.

In the Occupied Palestinian Territories, we are supporting improved access to family
protection units for female victims of domestic violence and developing specialist

courts to deal with cases of violence against women.

In Syria, the Foreign Secretary’s envoy to the Syrian opposition raised women’s

rights when meeting senior Syrian opposition figures from across the political
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spectrum. Since September, we have ensured that female Syrian activists have

been involved in our training for documentation of human rights violations.

Rights of people with disabilities

In Jordan, we worked to strengthen the capacity of the Higher Council for the Affairs
of Persons with Disabilities. We are working in Algeria with Handicap International
and local partners to strengthen social inclusion of youth with disabilities, including in
the provision of education, and to ensure compliance with the international
Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD).

Countries of concern in the MENA region

In 2011, countries of concern in the MENA region included Iran, Iraq, Israel and the
Occupied Palestinian Territories, Libya, Saudi Arabia and Syria. In Iran and Syria,
where we have unfortunately been less able to influence the change on the ground
that is so desperately needed, our efforts have focused on international scrutiny and
raising individual cases. We regret that our human rights work in Iran has had
additional constraints placed upon it by the closure of the British Embassy in Tehran,
following the overrunning of the Embassy on 30 November by regime-backed
paramilitaries. However, we will support the work of the new UN Special Rapporteur
for Human Rights in Iran and call on the Iranian authorities to allow the same rights

for those in Iran as it claims to support in other countries in the region.

The situation in Syria, despite the presence of Arab League observers, continued to
deteriorate in 2011. Increasing violence inside the country hampered our ability to
work with local partners in promoting human rights and reforms in accordance with
our values. However, we are working with Syrian organisations outside the country
and other nations to strengthen the Arab League’s efforts to broker an end to the

appalling violence.

Future policy — looking ahead to 2012

Our policy approach to protecting and promoting universal human rights in the
MENA region in 2012 will remain consistent with the approach we successfully set
out in 2011 through the Arab Partnership. We will maintain our values-based

approach to the region, based on support for universal rights. Through the Arab
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Partnership, we will work towards a more open, democratic and prosperous MENA
region, including via our £110 million Arab Partnership Fund, our influencing work
with multilateral organisations, particularly the EU and G8, and our support to

reformers in the region.

In 2012 we will focus on issues including the protection and promotion of human
rights in political systems in transition, and the development of new constitutions. In
Egypt, Libya and Tunisia we will work to ensure that fundamental universal rights are
enshrined in new constitutions and legislation, including the rights of women and
minorities. In Libya, we will work alongside the UN and with the Libyan transitional
government to provide support to build a fair and transparent justice system and with

civil society to establish an effective system of democratic checks and balances.

In Bahrain, we are ready to help the government to implement the recommendations
of the Bahrain Independent Commission of Inquiry and to ensure that there is greater

accountability against those who commit human rights abuses.

We will work closely with the UN Human Rights Council, the UN Security Council
and the Arab League to end the appalling human rights violations against civilians in

Syria.

In Yemen we aim to continue working with international partners to support ongoing
political transition and the promotion of international human rights standards. This
includes the Yemeni government fulfilling its commitment to investigate credible
documented allegations of human rights violations and abuses, and bringing to

justice those responsible.

We will maintain our focus on providing support across the region for the rights of
minorities, including religious minorities, and the rights of women. We hope to
strengthen current ties with local groups and seek to build new partnerships in

support of political and socio-economic rights across the region.
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SECTION II: The FCO's Human Rights Priorities

The promotion of human rights, democracy and the rule of law is at the heart of
Britain’s foreign policy. As the Foreign Secretary has said, “It is not in our character

as a nation to have a foreign policy without a conscience; neither is it in our

interests.” The British public expects its Government to act with moral integrity but it
also expects the Government to use taxpayers’ resources wisely in pursuit of our
national interests. For the FCO, these interests are expressed through our three
policy priorities: protecting our national security, promoting our national prosperity

and providing services to our citizens overseas.

In a networked world our fortunes are intertwined with those of others around the
globe. The greatest threats to the UK's security come from societies where
governments are not accountable and where human rights abuses go unchecked,
which generates the conditions for conflict and instability. By contrast, stable, secure
and corruption-free trading and investment environments minimise the risk of political
or economic shock, and provide the legal underpinning for the sustainable, long-term
business development which is vital to our prosperity. British citizens are safest

when visiting, living and working in peaceful, stable societies.

Our approach seeks to ensure consistency in the promotion of our values, and we
pursue our strategic objectives, raising human rights violations wherever and
whenever they occur and working through the rules-based international system. We
focus our resources for proactive work on priority countries and priority issues where

we believe the UK is best placed to effect transformational change.

This prioritisation is informed by the Foreign Secretary’s Human Rights Advisory
Group of eminent experts from civil society, academia and the legal profession,
which meets every six months. It has covered three themes that ministers have
chosen as policy priorities: freedom of religion or belief, women's rights; and
business and human rights. The group’s work has been expanded through the
establishment of three sub-groups on priority issues where it called for deeper

engagement: the abolition of the death penalty; the prevention of torture and cruel,
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inhuman and degrading treatment; and freedom of expression, especially on the

internet. These thematic priorities are explored in more depth in Section Ill.

It is essential for us to work with other like-minded countries, and to strengthen the
rules-based international system in support of our values. We believe maximum
impact will come only if we are effective at mobilising international institutions to
protect and promote human rights. The UK is well placed to act through its
membership of the United Nations, the European Union, the Commonwealth, the
Council of Europe and the Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe. A
key priority is to continue to influence the UN Human Rights Council while working
hard to ensure that the UK is re-elected to the council for 2014—-16. Another is to use
the current UK chairmanship (November 2011-May 2012) of the Council of Europe

to drive forward much-needed reform of the European Court of Human Rights.

Our democracy-promotion work focuses on supporting societies seeking to exercise
the right to determine how they are governed and the right to hold their governments
to account. Our aim is to support the consolidation of democratic transitions without
imposing a particular vision of democracy. We seek to use the UK's wealth of
expertise flexibly in response to the demands of those going through transitions as,

for example, through our response to the Arab Spring.

There are of course other thematic issues that are important in particular countries or
regions; we do not neglect these but encourage our embassies and high
commissions to decide the priority issues on which to work locally. In countries with
poor human rights records and/or lacking effective democratic institutions, part of the
focus may be on encouraging reform. In emerging democracies and economies, it
may be about spotting and generating opportunities for working together to promote
a progressive stance domestically and/or internationally on human rights and

democracy. It can be both.
Among the resources we apply to our global priorities is £5 million of dedicated

programme money, which we use to support projects run by our embassies and high

commissions with local partners. Local priorities are more often pursued through
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projects funded through country-specific funds administered by our embassies and

high commissions.

Human rights represent an integral part of our foreign policy. All the FCO'’s

embassies and high commissions have a responsibility to monitor and promote

human rights. The amount of staff resource devoted varies over time because these
responsibilities are carried out at different levels of seniority, in response to
developments. For individual staff this work is normally one part of a broader role.
We estimate that we have approximately 240 full-time employees equivalent (FTEs)
working on human rights across the network, both in the UK and overseas. This
includes 25 permanent staff, plus one contracted Human Rights Adviser within the

Human Rights and Democracy Department in London.

We will continue to pursue our human rights priorities as part of Britain's foreign
policy in a way that remains true to our values. We seek to act in a way that
appreciates the complexity and dignity of other nations, and that champions human
rights in a principled but effective way. There is more detail on how we have
pursued our priorities in the 28 countries of concern in Section IX, and case studies

of work on particular themes in Sections IlI-VIII.
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Section Ill: Promoting British Values

Britain’s foreign policy demonstrates to the world who we are and what are our core
beliefs. Itis rooted in and guided by the values we share and that have been shaped
by our history, our culture and our society. These values, engrained in our
constitution and institutions, are the essence of modern Britain. They are
democratic, progressive and liberal. They reflect the respect for others that runs
through our society, and it is this respect that drives the approach we take to human

rights both at home and abroad.

As a government and as the FCO we are proud of our long tradition of staunchly and
transparently defending and promoting human rights. Our approach to this work will

continue to be guided by commitment, pragmatism, transparency and ambition.

Democracy

In the past it has been asserted that democracy is a cultural phenomenon, unique to
the West. These assertions have always been wrong, and the events of 2011 — from
the eruption of democratic voices across the Arab world to peaceful presidential
elections in the Kyrgyz Republic and the first voluntary handover of power in the
Central Asian region — have proved them to be so. Calls for democracy have come
entirely from within states, affirming that political freedom and democratic

government are the natural aspirations of all people everywhere.

The UK believes that democracy is the system of government that provides the best
route to building accountable and responsive states able to safeguard human rights
and promote development. This belief underpins our Building Stability Overseas
Strategy as well as our wider work to advance democracy worldwide. While
supporting elections and electoral processes has been central to our encouragement
of democracy, we have worked to help protect and promote freedom of expression, a
free media and a strong civil society, with particular emphasis on promoting women’s

political participation.
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The unprecedented rise of movements for democratic change seen in 2011 has not
yet led to a new wave of democratisation. Democracy remains a highly uncertain
prospect. Over the past five years there has been some notable backsliding on
previously attained progress in areas such as media freedoms. In 2012, we will
therefore continue to work in support of transitions towards democracy and for the

increase in democratic norms and freedoms worldwide.

Elections and election observation missions

Peaceful, credible elections that express the genuine will of the voters are the
signature of a functioning democracy. They are seen as a key test of the
effectiveness of a nation’s institutions in upholding fundamental political and civil
rights. But if held in isolation from other democratic reforms, or poorly sequenced,
they do not guarantee democratisation, and can even generate conflict. They need
to be held in an environment of transparency and respect for the rule of law. They
are meaningless unless citizens are able to make free and informed choices. A key
part of supporting democracy lies in promoting free and fair elections throughout the
entire electoral cycle. The UK has done this by providing financial and technical
support to projects that strengthen electoral institutions and by supporting
international organisations that carry out election observation missions, in particular
the EU, the Commonwealth and the Organization for Security and Co-operation in
Europe (OSCE).

Election observation helps to increase the legitimacy of elections and reduces the
risk of fraud and violence in the transfer of power. In 2011, the EU observed
elections in Sudan, Tunisia, Chad, Uganda, Niger, Nigeria, Peru, Zambia, Nicaragua
and the Democratic Republic of Congo. EU election observation involves the
assessment of the strengths and weaknesses of an electoral process, and the
presentation of independent recommendations that aim to provide an important basis

for improving future elections and deciding on further assistance after the elections.

The Commonwealth sent election observation missions to observe elections in
Uganda, Nigeria, the Seychelles, Zambia, Cameroon, the Gambia and Guyana.

Commonwealth observer groups are independent, but report to the Commonwealth
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secretary-general on whether the elections have been conducted according to the
standards for democratic elections to which the country has committed itself as a
member of the Commonwealth, and provide recommendations on how the process
can be further improved. The UK has provided in-country support for
Commonwealth observer missions. To further strengthen their efforts, the
Commonwealth has created a network of national election management bodies to
promote good practice for election management across the Commonwealth. They
held a number of working groups during the past year, and will organise a network

pan-Commonwealth conference in 2012.

The OSCE observed elections in Kazakhstan, Albania, Moldova, Macedonia, Latvia,
Bulgaria, Kyrgyzstan and Croatia. We were pleased to receive the Office for
Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) report on the May 2010 UK
election. The UK welcomes the opportunity to receive independent commentary
from international electoral observers who have experience of various systems and
processes. As always, ODIHR came up with some thoughtful conclusions to be
considered as part of the future development of our electoral system: an example of

ODIHR’s cooperative and impartial work with OSCE member states.

The continuing value of ODIHR election observation missions was shown most
recently by the ODIHR observation of the Russian parliamentary elections in
December. ODIHR provided a clear and balanced assessment of the conduct of the
elections and offered recommendations. The FCO provided support for the work of
Golos, the independent Russian electoral rights non-governmental organisation
(NGO). This included funding projects such as the online “Map of Violations”, a
website which enabled people to upload evidence of electoral violations. During the
election campaign Golos received over 7,000 complaints, and their observers
concluded that the elections “were not free and fair” and “did not comply with

Russian electoral legislation [or] international electoral standards”.

In 2011, the UK supported elections worldwide including in Sudan, Uganda, Nigeria
Zambia and Tunisia. The year began with the January referendum in Sudan, where
the UK led efforts among the international community in pressing for the referendum

to take place peacefully and according to international standards. The Foreign
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Secretary chaired a high-level Security Council meeting, which adopted a strong
statement in support of full and timely implementation of the Comprehensive Peace
Agreement. The UK committed over £10 million to help support technical
preparations for the referendum, including civic and voter education and training in
professional media reporting. FCO ministers spoke to leading figures in Khartoum
and Juba to encourage them through the process, and we enabled the referendum
commission to be present to see the ballot papers being printed in the UK. The
referendum was hugely successful with a 99% turnout in the South and 60% in the

North; 99% of voters voted in favour of secession and, on 9 July, South Sudan

gained independence to become the world’s newest country. The EU election
observation mission, joined by British Embassy staff, judged that the vote was free

and fair and met international standards.

In Uganda, the UK provided support to the parliamentary and presidential elections
in February. Our support, delivered jointly with other donors through the Deepening
Democracy Programme, focused on enabling a more informed and pluralistic
participation of Ugandan citizens in the political process, so that citizens can hold the
state accountable. The programme included technical support to political parties and
the Electoral Commission, and support to media to promote accountability. The EU
electoral observer mission report found that the elections “showed some
improvements over the previous elections held in 2006, whilst noting that there

remained some avoidable shortcomings in the administration of the process.

In April, Nigeria held its most successful presidential and state-level elections yet.
Around 40 million people voted in the presidential election. The UK support helped
with a new voter register of 73 million people (up from 35 million in 2007). Together
with the US Agency for International Development, the UK supported the world’s
largest-ever parallel vote tabulation, an IT/text messaging-based system to verify the
credibility of voter registration and election-day polling. This system gave us

confidence that the election result was in fact credible.

The first democratic elections in Tunisia were held on 23 October. Prior to the
elections, the UK worked rapidly through the Arab Partnership Fund to provide

support. We contributed to a UN Development Programme-led elections assistance
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package, supported a voter outreach campaign led by Electoral Reform International
Services and worked with the BBC World Service Trust to support reform of the state
broadcaster to facilitate impartial electoral coverage. The elections were monitored
by the EU, as well as the Council of Europe, the OSCE and others. The EU’s chief
observer said the elections were an “encouraging first step to democracy”, and were
generally well-conducted, transparent, underpinned by a strong political consensus
and accompanied by extensive freedom of expression. This was an encouraging

result, and a positive example for the wider region.

In 2012, the UK will continue to support elections and electoral processes, as well as
broadening and deepening democracy programmes, bilaterally, with other donors,

and through the work of international organisations.

The Westminster Foundation for Democracy

The Westminster Foundation for Democracy (WFD) is a non-departmental public
body sponsored by the FCO. Working with and through partner organisations, it
seeks to strengthen institutions of democracy overseas, principally political parties
(through the work of the UK political parties), parliaments and citizens’ engagement
in democratic processes. For the financial year 2011/12, the FCO provided WFD
with funding of £3.5 million, and the foundation also attracted £2.1 million funding

from other sources such as DFID, the British Council and the EU.

In 2011, WFD adopted a new Strategy and Corporate Plan. This set out a fresh
strategic vision for the organisation: “to see functioning multi-party democracies
delivering for their citizens” and three strategic priorities including contribution to
democracy in post-conflict countries and fragile states, and improving engagement in

political processes in weak, emerging or developing democracies.

We can see WFD’s strategic vision in action in some of the programmes it undertook
in 2011. In Sierra Leone, WFD drew on the experiences of Westminster and
regional parliaments in Ghana and Uganda to develop a programme to assist
Sierra Leone in building skills for its parliamentarians and clerks. In Kenya, the
foundation helped the Centre for Parliamentary Studies and Training to develop its

institutional capacity in readiness for the implementation of a bicameral system after
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the 2012 elections. WFD began programmes in Albania where it brought together
MPs from across the political divide to develop an action plan to strengthen
parliament, and in Serbia worked with the National Assembly to strengthen the

secretariat’s support to MPs and committees.

Throughout 2011, WFD increased its presence in the Middle East. Through its
programme in Lebanon, an advisory unit was established inside the parliament to
support the two central committees by providing analysis and studies for bills. WFD

started new programmes, funded through the Arab Partnership Fund, to support

democratic transition in Tunisia and Egypt. On a regional level, WFD’s work with
Arab Parliamentarians Against Corruption continued to promote the development of
a regional parliamentary ethics system. The foundation also worked to improve
female political participation and set up regional benchmarks for public policy

development.

The Westminster political parties each have their own business plans, which are
complementary to WFD’s strategic objectives. These aim to develop mass
membership and policy-based political parties in new and emerging democracies,

and provide real political choice to the electorate.

For 2012, WFD intends to strive for improved effectiveness in delivering its strategic
priorities through better-integrated and multi-year programmes and to be a leader in

the field of democracy assistance.

Freedom of expression

Freedom of expression and a free media are fundamental building blocks of
democracy, and the gateway to the realisation of many other human rights.
Freedom of expression allows space for challenge and innovation; supports
transparency and deters corruption; exposes human rights violations; and ensures

that people can exchange ideas and make informed decisions.
In a year when many ordinary citizens across the Middle East and North Africa found

their voices using social media and blogs, freedom of expression has continued to

be repressed. According to studies by both Freedom House and The Economist
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Intelligence Unit, there has been a noticeable decline in media freedoms worldwide.
This has been true of both the print media, which is often under state control or
heavy state influence, and on the internet, where there has been an increase in
blocking and censoring. Journalists, bloggers and others have been obstructed in
their work by being harassed, monitored, detained or subjected to violence.
According to the NGO Reporters Without Borders, 66 journalists were killed in 2011
— 16% more than in 2010 — and 71 were kidnapped; 199 bloggers and netizens
(those actively involved in online communities and issues) were arrested and 62

physically attacked.

Throughout 2011, the FCO therefore promoted freedom of expression as an
essential element of our work on democracy and human rights. We continued to
speak out in favour of freedom of expression, and pressed countries with the most
serious attacks to uphold their international obligations. We worked bilaterally, with
like-minded governments and through international institutions, raising individual

cases where appropriate.
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Case study: Rwanda

Rwanda has continued to make impressive progress in social and economic development
since the devastating genocide of 1994. But about half of Rwanda’s 10 million population
remain poor, and over a third of Rwandans, mostly in rural areas, are extremely poor. Given
that Rwanda’s needs are still very considerable, the UK is increasing its aid to Rwanda.
However, we remain concerned about the pace of its democratic transition and respect for
human rights.

In January, the Rwandan government’s performance was examined under the UN Human
Rights Council’s Universal Periodic Review (UPR) process. Many countries commended
Rwandan progress, such as the abolition of the death penalty, though the UK also
expressed concern about its replacement with life imprisonment in solitary confinement. Of
73 Universal Periodic Review recommendations, Rwanda accepted and committed to
implement 67. Areas where Rwanda has engaged with the recommendations include:

o freedom of association: responsibility for registering political parties (and local NGOs
and religious organisations) will be transferred from the Ministry of Local Government to
the independent Rwanda Governance Board;

o freedom of expression: self-regulation for print media will be introduced. The Media
High Council reformed and its remit changed, the Media Law reviewed, and the state
media agency replaced with a public service broadcaster.

The UK regularly meets opposition politicians and follows attempts by new political parties to
register themselves. A key test of democratic space will be whether genuinely independent
parties can register in time for the 2013 parliamentary elections.

The British High Commission in Rwanda chairs the international contact group attended by
human rights defenders groups, where our encouragement of open discussion and working
with government has resulted in progress on the understanding and expectations of civil
society.

Rwanda’s commitments on freedom of expression form the basis of an ongoing media
reform package announced in June, which the UK has encouraged. But suppression of free
media continues. The result of an appeal by two journalists who were sentenced to 7 and 17
years in February for publishing anti-government articles will be another key indicator of
media freedom. Defamation remains criminalised in Rwanda, although the maximum prison
sentence has been reduced. Rwanda has also signalled it intends to revise the controversial
genocide ideology law, often used in high-profile criminal cases against journalists and
political opponents, and we are actively encouraging this.

Following incidents of concern in 2010, the UK has sent a clear signal to the Rwandan
government that threats to its opponents living in the Rwandan diaspora are not acceptable.
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On World Press Freedom Day on 3 May, the Foreign Secretary paid tribute to
journalists, bloggers and media workers, who often work at great personal risk in
countries with widespread press censorship and restrictions on freedom of
expression. In a video message marking the day, FCO Minister Jeremy Browne
underlined the importance of having a free and open media. On Human Rights Day
on 10 December, the Foreign Secretary renewed Britain’s pledge to support freedom
of expression worldwide, including on the internet. We invited a range of experts to
give their perspectives in a podcast on the role of social media and digital

technologies in helping people around the world claim their basic freedoms.

We raised concerns about the treatment of foreign journalists in China in February,
when several were physically intimidated or detained without explanation. In
Azerbaijan, support from the UK and others resulted in the release and pardon of
blogger Eynulla Fatullayev on 26 May. In July, FCO Minister David Lidington
condemned attacks in Belarus where more than a dozen journalists were detained,
beaten and their equipment broken during peaceful protests. In October, following
strong international pressure, including from the UK, the authorities in Tajikistan
reduced charges against BBC journalist Urunboy Usmonov, who had been arrested
for alleged membership of a banned Islamist group. Although found guilty on lesser
charges, he was released under a presidential amnesty, again in part due to

international interest in the case.

We worked through international institutions such as the UN, the OSCE and the
Council of Europe to protect the erosion of existing obligations on freedom of
expression. At the UN Human Rights Council in February, the Foreign Secretary
spoke of the right of people “to raise, gather and express views without the dread of
violent retribution”. We supported the UN Special Rapporteur on Freedom of
Opinion and Expression, Frank La Rue, including through backing the renewal of his
mandate in March and welcoming his thematic report on freedom of expression and
the internet in June. At the OSCE ministerial in Vilnius in November, David Lidington
met Dunja Mijatovic, the Special Representative on Freedom of the Media, and

welcomed her constructive approach to engagement with all OSCE participating
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states. He spoke of the need “to enable journalists to carry out work vital to

functioning democracies without fear of violence or intimidation”.

Our Human Rights and Democracy Programme supported a number of projects to
strengthen freedom of expression worldwide. These included efforts to reform media
laws in Vietnam, working with parliament and the media in Uzbekistan to improve
understanding of freedom of expression issues, projects in Azerbaijan, India and
Sri Lanka to strengthen freedom of expression on the internet, and a project in

Mexico to strengthen the media working in dangerous regions.

A particular focus for the UK during 2011 was freedom of expression on the internet.
The internet and social media has allowed people who would otherwise never meet
to forge new connections, mobilise behind ideas and change the course of history.
While the debate around online freedoms mirrors that in the offline world, it is
increasingly fuelled by fear among some governments who saw how social media

was used during the Arab Spring.

We believe that the right to freedom of expression applies, in principle, with equal
force in cyberspace as elsewhere. Britain has worked with other countries to build a
wider consensus about freedom of expression on the internet and to guard against
the growing trend of the use of the internet as a means of political repression. To
assist in the development of our policy, the Freedom of Expression on the Internet
Expert Group, chaired by Minister Jeremy Browne, was created and met for the first
time in July. This is a sub-group of the Foreign Secretary’s Advisory Group on
Human Rights and brings together UK-based experts from NGOs, academics, the
media and the business sector. During 2012, we will build on the productive

discussions of its initial meetings.

Discussions in various forums throughout 2011 helped to build momentum towards
establishing a like-minded international coalition, and promoted working with and
between business and civil society. Ministers and UK government officials took part
in a wide range of multi-stakeholder conferences including in Stockholm, Silicon
Valley, Vienna and The Hague. The London Conference on Cyberspace on 1-2

November provided a further opportunity to discuss openly many of these issues.
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We continued to work closely with the Council of Europe, which has significant
expertise in ensuring that existing rights and freedoms are respected, and supported
the adoption of their Internet Governance Principles. We are taking this work
forward as a priority under the UK Chairmanship of the Council of Ministers. We
welcomed the multi-stakeholder approach to developing the Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Principles for Internet Policy

Making and supported their formal adoption in December.

Freedom of expression, including on the internet, continues to be a priority for the
FCO in 2012. The challenge will be to reframe the international debate firmly around
rights rather than restrictions. To do this will we will work bilaterally and with regional
organisations such as the Council of Europe and the OSCE; engage with
businesses, civil society and states; support the extension of voluntary principles for

business; and fund projects to promote and protect free expression.

Case study: London Conference on Cyberspace — Freedom of Expression

The London Conference on Cyberspace on 1-2 November followed the Foreign
Secretary’s call for an inclusive dialogue between those with a stake in the internet.
More than 700 participants from 60 countries took part — including governments, industry
and civil society.

Our aim was to make the conference as interactive as possible. During the conference
panellists responded to questions directly from the public online; participants tweeted as
the debate took place; the event was live-streamed and debated worldwide on social
media platforms. More information, including a series of podcasts and the Foreign
Secretary’s closing remarks, can be found on the FCO website.

The Foreign Secretary opened a panel discussion on freedom of expression on the
internet. He spoke of the positive influence of both the internet and social media, but
cautioned that too many states around the world are seeking to go beyond legitimate
interference, restricting freedom of expression to deter political debate. Many supported
the principle that human rights are universal, and apply online as they do offline. Many
welcomed the internet’s contribution to freedom of expression and its ability to expose
human rights abuses as they happen. There was general affirmation that cyberspace
must remain open to innovation and the free flow of information. There was recognition,
however, of the complexity of the issue and the significant new challenges it poses.

The conference outcome, the London Agenda, has firmly established the importance of
promoting freedom of expression online as a key enabler of the social and economic
benefits of the internet.
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Human rights defenders

Human rights defenders are individuals or groups who act to promote or protect
human rights, and include NGOs, lawyers, journalists, academics and politicians.
Last year saw the ongoing struggle by many who worked tirelessly to advance
personal freedoms, often at great personal risk of harassment, arrest, detention or
death. As well as surveillance and physical attacks by the police and security forces,
governments have employed other tactics, including restrictions on funding,
restrictive registration processes, travel bans and campaigns of defamation and

slander.

In 2011, the UK joined other international donors in establishing “Lifeline: the
Embattled NGO Assistance Fund”. This aims to provide emergency assistance and
small grants to civil societies worldwide who are facing increasing repression and
harassment because of their work in promoting human rights. The fund is run by a
global consortium of international NGOs, but overseen at arm’s length by a donor
steering committee, of which the UK is a member. To date, seven civil society
organisations have been provided with either emergency or advocacy support,
allowing them to respond rapidly to crackdowns on civil society, quickly return to

work and draw international attention to continuing threats.

We have taken action in support of human rights defenders in international and
regional forums such as the UN, the OSCE and the Council of Europe. In April, we
supported the renewal of the mandate of the UN special rapporteur on the situation
of human rights defenders. In November, despite sharp opposition, we were at the
heart of discussions at the 3rd Committee of the UN General Assembly that secured
the bi-annual resolution on human rights defenders, calling upon states to “ensure
that human rights defenders can perform their important role in the context of
peaceful protests”. In a statement to mark Human Rights Day on 10 December, the
Foreign Secretary paid tribute to the role of human rights activists campaigning for

peaceful social and political change via the internet on social networking sites.

The FCO has continued to encourage governments to see human rights defenders
as legitimate actors working in the interests of their countries. We remain committed

to working with and protecting human rights defenders by implementing the EU
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guidelines on human rights defenders. Where appropriate, ministers and senior
officials have raised individual cases of persecution or harassment with host

governments, and our staff overseas have observed trials and public gatherings.

On 15 December, the Foreign Secretary met Tawakul Karman, the Yemeni political
activist and recipient of the Nobel Peace Prize. She has been a prominent activist
and advocate of human rights and freedom of expression for the last five years and
has led regular protests and sit-ins calling for the release of political prisoners. On
11 April, the Deputy Prime Minister raised the case of Chinese human rights
defender Ai Weiwei and other cases of concern with visiting Shanghai Party
Secretary Yu Zhengsheng. On 30 December, Minister of State Browne, in response
to raids on the offices of a number of NGOs in Egypt, urged the Egyptian authorities
to avoid taking action that would make the democratic process less inclusive and

inhibit the positive work of these organisations.

We have continued to support human rights defenders in Belarus. Minister for
Europe David Lidington met Dr Irina Bogdanova, sister of former presidential
candidate Andrei Sannikov, and Elena Edwards, the sister-in-law of ex-presidential
candidate Aliaksei Mikhalevich, on 30 June. He met the Belarusian Opposition on
15 December and reassured them that the UK would continue to pursue all means
possible to maintain the pressure in support of human rights. In a letter published in
the Independent newspaper on 19 December, the Foreign Secretary joined his
counterparts from Germany, Poland and Sweden in expressing concern about
repression in Belarus. He raised particular concern about political prisoners Andrei
Sannikov, Mikalai Statkevich, Zmitser Dashkevich, Dzmitry Bandarenka and Ales

Byalyatski.

In Kyrgyzstan, the case of human rights activist Azimzhan Askarov, imprisoned for
life in June 2010 for participating in “mass violence and murder”, remains of
particular concern. International observers of the original trials reported serious
violations, including the failure of the authorities to respond adequately to
intimidation of defence witnesses and lawyers, and to visible signs of ill-treatment.
On 26 December, we joined EU colleagues in expressing concern about the decision

by the Supreme Court to uphold his conviction.
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On 13 September, the Foreign Secretary paid tribute to those working to improve the
human rights situation in Iran at the “Imprisoned in Iran” event organised by The
Times newspaper. He met Iranian human rights defenders who have had to flee
Iran, and civil society groups and journalists who have been campaigning to highlight

human rights abuses in the country.

In 2012, we will continue to support human rights defenders, in line with EU and UN

guidelines and resolutions on human rights defenders, working to help improve their

situation locally, taking action to raise individual cases, and encouraging

governments to recognise the role civil society can play.

Case study: UK support for human rights in Mexico

Mexico’s military has been deployed domestically since 2006 to tackle violent drug
gangs and organised crime. Increasing numbers of civilians, including journalists,
human rights defenders, migrants and politicians, have been affected by the
violence. Whilst most observers believe that the majority of the 47,515 drugs-
related deaths between January 2007 and September 2011 were the result of intra-
gang violence, there have also been accusations of human rights violations by the
Mexican state. We recognise that the Mexican government has embarked on a
series of human rights reforms, such as the decision in June 2011 to give
constitutional status to all human rights guaranteed in international treaties to which
Mexico is party. Nevertheless, the UK is worried about the number of drugs-related
deaths in Mexico.

Human rights are therefore an important plank in our bilateral relationship. The UK,
particularly in conjunction with EU partners, will continue to raise human rights
concerns and work with the Mexican government and NGOs in support of attempts
to stem the violence. On a bilateral basis, during 2011 we discussed these issues
with the Mexican government on various occasions at ministerial, ambassadorial
and parliamentary level. The Embassy worked with the Mexican authorities on
police investigation and judicial capacity-building, in support of the Mexican
government’s implementation of criminal justice reform. This has directly increased
the capacity of the Mexican judicial system in its transition to adversarial justice in
Oaxaca, Guerrero and Hidalgo states. In support of freedom of expression, we
have worked with NGOs Article 19 (to develop guidelines on provision of information
in violent contexts) and Peace Brigades International (to develop protection plans for
NGOs who face security risks in Mexico). The Embassy works closely with the EU
delegation in the country, conducting EU human rights observation missions to
states with specific human rights challenges such as Chihuahua and Tabasco, and
issuing public statements on cases of concern.
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Criminal Justice and the Rule of Law

Human rights and the rule of law are inextricably linked. What we mean by the rule
of law encompasses representative government, an independent judiciary, laws that
are consistent with human rights standards and proper systems of accountability.
These elements are crucial to the safeguarding of human rights, to ensuring that
individuals are treated equally before the law, and to prevent those in power from
acting in an unfettered or arbitrary way. The events of the Arab Spring were an
important reminder of the anger and frustration felt by individuals when the elements

essential to enable the genuine rule of law are not in place.

The international human rights framework documented in the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights, and in instruments such as the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights and the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural
Rights, provides the basis by which we judge human rights in other countries. This
is particularly important for countries that have signed and ratified these instruments,
thus voluntarily accepting these legally binding principles. We are committed to
ensuring that our own actions accord with our values and match those enshrined in
international human rights law. In order to assist with our adherence to and
promotion of these laws and values, in 2011 we published guidance for staff on
reporting information or concerns about torture or mistreatment overseas, as well as
guidance for UK Government officials on ensuring that the human rights implications
of our security and justice assistance work overseas are fully considered — the
Overseas Security and Justice Assistance (OSJA) Human Rights Guidance. We
have likewise strengthened our work on promotion of good practice, updating and
extending our Strategy for Abolition of the Death Penalty to 2015, and developing

and publishing a Strategy for the Prevention of Torture.
The death penalty

It is the long-standing policy of the UK to oppose the death penalty in all

circumstances as a matter of principle. We consider that its use undermines human
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dignity, that there is no conclusive evidence that it has any value as a deterrent, and

that any miscarriage of justice is irreversible and irreparable.

Global abolition of the death penalty continues to be a priority for the UK
Government. The international trend towards abolition of the death penalty was
maintained in 2011 and we are keen to see this trend continue. The updated
Strategy for Abolition of the Death Penalty, published in October 2011, sets out the
Government’s three goals to support our overarching objective of global abolition of

the death penalty. Firstly, we aim to increase the number of abolitionist countries, or

countries with a moratorium on the use of the death penalty. Secondly, we want to
secure further restrictions on the use of the death penalty in retentionist countries
and reductions in the numbers of executions. And, thirdly, we aim to ensure that EU
minimum standards on the death penalty, such as fair trial rights and non-execution
of juveniles, are met in countries which retain the death penalty. Following careful
review, our priority countries (China, the US, Belarus, Commonwealth Caribbean

and Iran) remain the same.

In 2011, we worked to achieve our goals through three main channels — bilateral
initiatives, through the EU, and through the UN. The Government raised the death
penalty bilaterally with a number of our priority countries at both official and
ministerial level, including Japan, the Commonwealth Caribbean, Belarus and
Singapore. We made bilateral statements on a number of issues, including on
executions in Belarus and Iran, and encouraged India not to break its seven-year
de facto moratorium. We have seen signs of progress over the course of the year.
In the USA, lllinois became the 16th state to abolish the death penalty, and Oregon
announced a moratorium in November. China revised its criminal code to reduce

the number of capital crimes from 68 to 55.

In January, Minister of State Jeremy Browne established the Sub Group on the
Death Penalty to the Foreign Secretary’s Advisory Group on Human Rights. The
group’s main objective is to seek advice from experts drawn from academia, the
legal profession, NGOs and Parliament, in order to help shape the implementation of

our strategy. The group met twice during the year, and discussions focused on
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minimum standards on the use of the death penalty and how we might make

progress towards abolition in Kenya, Japan and the Commonwealth Caribbean.

On 10 October, we marked the ninth anniversary of the World Day Against the Death
Penalty and the fourth anniversary of the European Day Against the Death Penalty.
In London and in many of our overseas missions, we worked to promote awareness
of our aim of global abolition of the death penalty and focused in particular on the
importance of minimum standards on the use of the death penalty. We marked the

day with a series of events, blogs, video messages, a podcast and media articles.

We have worked with the EU to create an international voice for abolition. We have
raised a number of cases of third-country nationals who are facing the death penalty,
including cases in the USA, Iran and Belarus. We have raised the issue of the

death penalty through the EU’s political dialogues, for example with Tajikistan.

In April, the Government introduced controls on the export to the USA of three drugs
used in the execution process, in addition to the control which we introduced on the
export of sodium thiopental to the USA at the end of 2010. Following UK prompting,
comparable controls were introduced on an EU-wide basis in December. The UK
will continue to work with the commission to improve the effectiveness of the regime
in 2012.

We believe that the UK has most directly impacted on progress towards global
abolition of the death penalty through our project work. For example, in 2011 we
funded a project in the Middle East and North Africa region covering Tunisia,
Morocco and Jordan, which advocated the abolition of the death penalty and ran
training workshops that helped empower local experts and civil society groups to
promote abolition. This work has already resulted in enhanced possibilities for civil
society to engage with government and policy makers to explore alternatives to the
death penalty. In China, project work has focused on the use of evidence in death
penalty cases, with the aim of subjecting evidence used in criminal cases to more
rigorous examination. We worked with a provincial university law school, and local

judges, to examine alternative penal policies. Our project work in Commonwealth
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countries is described in the text box “Countering the death penalty in the

Commonwealth”.

Through the UN, we continued to raise the death penalty in the Universal Periodic
Review process, and encouraged countries including Trinidad and Tobago,
Singapore and Antigua to formally establish moratoriums on the use of the death

penalty with a view to abolition.

In 2012, we will continue to implement our strategy and its three goals. We will work

hard to ensure that the biennial UN General Assembly Resolution on the Moratorium

on the Use of the Death Penalty again achieves record support, as it did in 2010.

This will truly reinforce the international trend towards global abolition.
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Case study: Countering the death penalty in the Commonwealth

The Commonwealth is a key channel for furthering our objectives on the death
penalty, and in 2011 the FCO sought to enhance its work in this area.

Out of the 58 retentionist countries in the world, 36 are in the Commonwealth. Of
those, 15 states are abolitionist in practice and only 11 have carried out executions
since 2000. In the last two years, only four Commonwealth member states executed
prisoners: Bangladesh, Botswana, Malaysia and Singapore. However, with more
than 11,000 people still on death row in the Commonwealth, much work remains to
be done. While the Commonwealth Lawyers Association actively pursues an
abolitionist policy, many Commonwealth members remain very sensitive about the
issue.

In 2011, we raised the death penalty on numerous occasions both bilaterally and in
Commonwealth forums. Ministers and officials discussed the issue with a number of
countries in the Commonwealth Caribbean as well as others including Singapore,
India, Malaysia and Botswana. Our posts undertook a wide range of activity over the
year, with particular focus on the World Day Against the Death Penalty on 10
October. We encouraged a lively discussion through a number of seminars, public
debates, a podcast, blogs and by funding a public opinion survey in the Caribbean.
The Minister of State for Justice raised the death penalty at the Commonwealth Law
Ministers’ meeting in July, and the Foreign Secretary at the Commonwealth People’s
Forum at the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in Perth in October. By
continuing to keep the subject on the agenda, we hope to foster further debate on
the use of the death penalty within the Commonwealth.

We funded a number of projects in 2011 in Commonwealth countries in Africa and in
the Caribbean. In Malawi, Kenya, Nigeria, Zambia, Tanzania, Sierra Leone and
Ghana we funded the Death Penalty Project to provide assistance for prisoners
under sentence of death, and with the aim of introducing further restrictions to the
death penalty in these countries.

We funded the Death Penalty Project to conduct work in Trinidad and Tobago and
Barbados, providing assistance to prisoners on death row and looking for
opportunities, through legislation, to abolish the mandatory death penalty and to
introduce further legal restrictions to its use. As a result of this project work, the
privy council ruled that the mandatory death sentence for felony murder in Trinidad
and Tobago was unconstitutional.

A further project in Nigeria, led by the Legal Defence and Assistance Project, sought
to move Nigeria towards abolition of the death penalty through capacity-building for
judges, legislators and civil society in six states, and by challenging the use of the
mandatory death penalty in specific cases.

The Commonwealth will remain a focus for 2012, when we hope to build on the trend
towards abolition.
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Torture prevention

The United Kingdom has long held that torture is an abhorrent violation of human
rights and human dignity and that its impact on individuals and societies is
devastating. There is an absolute prohibition on torture in international law, which is
contained in various treaties and is a rule of customary international law, binding on

all states. The UK Government consistently and unreservedly condemns torture.

Preventing torture and tackling impunity for those who torture are essential

components of safeguarding Britain’s security; and they are integral to fair legal

systems and the rule of law. Torture prevention work also supports our consular

work by helping to reduce the mistreatment of British nationals imprisoned abroad.

FCO policy on torture prevention was strengthened during 2011. In March, the FCO
updated and reissued guidance for staff on reporting information or concerns about
torture and mistreatment overseas. This is to ensure that our institutional response
to torture and mistreatment is as strong as it can be. The guidance reiterates the
long-standing policy that our staff must report any abuses they learn about so that,

when appropriate, we can take action.

In June, Minister of State Jeremy Browne established the Sub Group on Torture
Prevention to the Foreign Secretary’s Advisory Group on Human Rights. The group
will meet twice per year and comprises members of the Foreign Secretary’s advisory
group as well as academics, UN and Council of Europe experts and representatives
from Amnesty International, the Association for the Prevention of Torture, Freedom
from Torture, Human Rights Watch, the International Centre for Prison Studies,
Penal Reform International, REDRESS and the World Organisation Against Torture.
In 2011, the group discussed the need for consistency across domestic and
international policies against torture, opportunities for torture prevention work arising
from the Arab Spring and the importance of the UK playing to its strengths in its
torture prevention work by making the most of the UK’s practical experience of

human rights compliant practices, for example, in policing and prison management.

The sub-group discussed in detail the draft of the FCO’s first torture prevention

strategy, which went on to be published in October as the FCO Strategy for the
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Prevention of Torture 2011-2015. The strategy outlines three main goals: ensuring
that there are legal frameworks in place which are enforced to prevent and prohibit
torture; developing states’ political will and capacity to prevent and prohibit torture;
and helping organisations on the ground, including government and non-government

actors, to get the expertise and training they need to prevent and prohibit torture.

Our central torture prevention activity continues to be to encourage states to sign,
ratify and implement the UN Convention against Torture (CAT) and its Optional
Protocol (OPCAT). As part of this, the FCO funded a project by the Association for
the Prevention of Torture in support of national initiatives to ratify and implement
OPCAT.

The project activities were focused in Brazil, Colombia, Egypt, Indonesia, Lebanon,
Morocco, South Africa and Tunisia. For example, the Association for the Prevention
of Torture submitted comments on draft legislation in Lebanon and delivered training
to judges, police officials and members of the National Human Rights Institution in
Papua, Indonesia. The project funded the Global Forum on OPCAT in November,
which brought together representatives from governments and national, regional and
international experts and NGOs. Regional groups used this opportunity to draft

action plans for torture prevention and implementation of OPCAT.

We supported action against torture through bilateral work to develop and
strengthen national preventive mechanisms (domestic bodies that monitor places of
detention) and multilateral engagement in the EU and UN, for example, by raising
torture as an issue in the Universal Periodic Review process, as well as practical

support to criminal justice reform.

We oppose torture in all contexts, but the strategy refocuses our effort on countries
where we have serious concerns based on reporting under the FCO Torture and
Mistreatment Reporting Guidance, consular cases, UN, NGO and other reports. We
will consider where we can make the greatest difference, such as where there is
already momentum to implement CAT or OPCAT or make reforms; where we can

collaborate with others or are already well established as donors; and where we
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have other interests such as security, prosperity and British nationals in prison

abroad.

The strategy describes torture prevention activities that UK embassies and high
commissions can pursue, including through police, prison and judicial reform and
rule of law work. Approaches to torture prevention need to be different for individual
countries. In seeking positive changes we must work in partnership with
governments and non-government actors in ways appropriate to the societies we are

working with. The activities in the strategy contribute towards preventing other cruel,

inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.

In 2012, we will continue to promote the updated Torture and Mistreatment

Reporting Guidance and to advance the Strategy for the Prevention of Torture.

International justice system

The Government is committed to the principle that there should be no impunity for

the most serious international crimes. The United Kingdom is unique in being
actively engaged with all six existing international criminal tribunals: as a State Party
to the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court; as a member of the Security
Council, which oversees the International Criminal Tribunals for the former Yugoslavia
and Rwanda; and as a major donor and member of the management bodies of the

voluntary-funded tribunals for Sierra Leone, Cambodia and Lebanon.

International Criminal Court

Since the International Criminal Court (ICC) was set up in 2002, it has established
itself as a cornerstone of international justice. In 2011, its profile was further raised.
In February, the United Nations Security Council referred the situation in Libya to the
court; in October, the court opened an investigation into events in Cote d’lvoire.
Both these investigations moved swiftly, with the court issuing arrest warrants in
June on charges of crimes against humanity for Colonel Qadhafi, Saif Qadhafi and
Abdullah al-Senussi, and the transfer in November to ICC custody of the former
Ivorian President Laurent Gbagbo. There was progress in the investigation into the
post-election violence in Kenya in 2007-8, with the voluntary appearance of six

leading Kenyan politicians and government officials at initial hearings in The Hague
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(charges against four of the six were confirmed in January 2012). The UK has had a
long-standing reputation for promoting and supporting the work of the court, and
played a major role as a permanent member of the United Nations Security Council
in ensuring that it had the international backing it needed to take forward these
investigations. We continue to respond to requests from the court’s Office of the
Prosecutor for practical assistance, in particular in areas such as financial

investigations and access to witnesses.

We made a donation of £500,000 to the court’s Trust Fund for Victims, which will
assist victims to rebuild their lives and communities. We will continue to explore
opportunities to provide further support for victims and for developing national

capacity and action to combat impunity.

Throughout 2011, the UK worked to support and develop management and oversight
of the court, helping to ensure that it continues to mature as an efficient and effective
institution. We played a leading role in the negotiations at the International Criminal
Court’'s Assembly of States Parties in December to agree a budget which reflected
the court’s increased workload, but which also requires the court to operate

efficiently and effectively with a robust and transparent management system.

The first judgment arising from the court’s investigation into the situation in Darfur will
be produced in 2012, with two other ongoing trials continuing and the first trial
opening. Further trial and pre-trial activity is likely to take place on the court’s new
investigation in Libya, as well as in Céte d’lvoire. We will work closely with key
partners to ensure that the court continues to receive international support and

cooperation, and to combat attempts to undermine it.

Sir Adrian Fulford, the UK’s judge at the ICC, will come to the end of his term in 2012
and will step down when he completes his current work on the Thomas Lubanga
Dyilo trial. He will be replaced by Howard Morrison QC, who was elected during
judicial elections at the Assembly of States Parties in December. Judge Morrison is
a highly qualified judge and will bring many years of experience, including from the

International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia. His election ensures that,
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following on from Judge Fulford’s term of office, the UK will have been continuously

represented on the judicial panel for the first eight years of the court’s existence.

International Criminal Tribunals for the former Yugoslavia and Rwanda

In 2011, the UK continued its leading role in promoting and assisting the work of the
UN’s International Criminal Tribunals for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY) and Rwanda
(ICTR). We provide regular practical support to the tribunals, including in accessing

records and witnesses with links to the trials, and sentence enforcement.

This was a landmark year for the ICTY. The last two remaining fugitives (Ratko

Mladi¢ and Goran Hadzi¢) were both apprehended by the Serbian authorities and
transferred to the tribunal to stand trial. This was a seminal moment for international
justice and an important step for regional reconciliation. Continued cooperation with
the ICTY remains important for progress towards EU membership for the countries
of the Western Balkans. We supported the International Commission on Missing
Persons to continue its work with the tribunal for the former Yugoslavia and domestic

courts, providing DNA reports and expert testimony for war crimes cases.

The UK supports the work of the ICTR in tackling impunity and bringing justice to the
Rwandan people. We continue to support the tribunal’s efforts to capture all

remaining ICTR fugitives.

The UK supports the development of an International Residual Mechanism for
Criminal Tribunals (IRMCT). The IRMCT plans to safeguard the legacy of both the
ICTY and ICTR, as they complete their trials and appeals. This process includes
work to ensure that remaining fugitives face justice, that witnesses remain protected,
and that appropriate arrangements are made for the management of each tribunal’'s
archives. As evidence of our support, a UK candidate (Ben Emmerson) was put

forward and successfully elected to serve as a judge on the IRMCT.

Extraordinary Chambers of the Court of Cambodia
Case two commenced in November 2011 amid huge public interest. On trial are
three of the four remaining senior leaders of the Khmer Rouge regime (the fourth

was declared medically unfit to stand trial). The case has been split into three
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segments: crimes against humanity (in relation to the forced movement of people out
of cities in 1975-6); genocide (of Cham Muslims and Viethamese); and war crimes
(including prison camps). The first segment of the case (crimes against humanity) is

expected to last two years.

Following the resignation of the court’s lead co-investigating judge in October 2011,
a review is under way into his decision not to carry out any further investigations in
respect of case three. We, like millions of Cambodians, await the outcome of this
review. We also await the outcome of court investigations into a possible case four.
Both cases three and four concern alleged senior officials of the Khmer Rouge

regime.

In February 2012, an appeal upheld the conviction of Kaing Guek Eav, also known
as Duch, who was sentenced to 35 years’ imprisonment in case one of crimes
against humanity. We will fund a one-off TV programme in Cambodia covering the
appeal verdict — the conclusion of a wider TV series which provided information to

more than two million rural Cambodians each week on the trial's proceedings.

Throughout 2011, we provided practical support to the court and we supported its
efforts to raise funds, which are pledged on a voluntary basis. We will continue to do
so throughout 2012.

Special Court for Sierra Leone

With trial activity in Freetown already completed, the only remaining trial at the court
is that of Charles Taylor, the former Liberian president. This has now concluded in
The Hague and we await a verdict. Mr Taylor is charged with crimes against
humanity and war crimes in Sierra Leone. If convicted, he will serve his sentence in

the UK under a 2007 sentence enforcement agreement.

Agreeing funding for the Special Court for Sierra Leone, also pledged on a voluntary
basis, has grown increasingly difficult in recent years. However, we helped to
mitigate the problem in 2011 through securing emergency funding from the UN and
led efforts to secure further UN funding for 2012. We will continue to play an active

role on the court's management committee throughout 2012, working towards the
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establishment of a cost-effective residual mechanism for the court, to ensure that
essential functions, such as witness protection and security of the archives, can

continue effectively.

Special Tribunal for Lebanon

The past year saw the Special Tribunal for Lebanon (STL) issue its first four arrest
warrants for persons suspected to be involved in the assassination of former
Lebanese Prime Minister Rafiq Hariri and the death of 22 others in February 2005.

No arrests have so far been made. As a strong supporter of the STL, the UK

announced a £1 million funding contribution for the tribunal, which brought our total
contribution to £2.3 million. We believe it is important that the tribunal process

continues to help end impunity for political killings in Lebanon.

International humanitarian law (IHL)

A strong UK delegation actively participated in the 31st International Conference of
the Red Cross and Red Crescent which took place from 28 November to 1
December in Geneva. This was an important opportunity to further UK IHL and
humanitarian policy objectives, and we made a number of focused pledges on

actions that we intend to take in the coming years.

In December, Professor Charles Garraway was re-elected to the International
Humanitarian Fact-Finding Commission (IHFFC), an international institution which
seeks to ensure the respect for, and faithful implementation of, IHL. Out of the 73

high-contracting parties to the IHFFC, only 15 have members on the commission.

Human rights offenders and entry to the UK

Britain welcomes visitors from around the world — this year even more than ever. But
not those who have perpetrated human rights abuses. Foreign nationals from
outside the European Economic Area may only come to the United Kingdom if they
satisfy the requirements of the Immigration Rules. Where there is independent,
reliable and credible evidence that an individual has committed human rights

abuses, the individual will not normally be permitted to enter the United Kingdom.
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Equality and Non-discrimination

Freedom of religion or belief

Protecting religious freedoms and preventing discrimination on grounds of religion or
belief are priority human rights issues for the UK Government. The UK strongly
supports the right to freedom of thought, conscience, religion or belief and the right
to freedom of opinion and expression as set out in such key international human
rights instruments as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) and the 1981 United

Nations Declaration on Religious Intolerance.

Freedom of religion and respect for religious plurality is at the core of British society.
In countries around the world, religious freedom is often crucial to ensuring conflict
prevention and post-conflict peacebuilding. Indeed, many conflicts have their roots
in the tensions between different religious communities. Violence against a religious
group can be a forewarning of wider conflict. Freedom of religion or belief is

therefore important to achieving the UK’s wider security agenda.

At the first meeting of the Foreign Secretary’s Advisory Group on Human Rights in
December 2010, freedom of religion or belief was identified as a key human rights
issue. We worked to strengthen our policy throughout 2011. As part of this,
Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State Alistair Burt hosted a conference in July (see
the case study on the Wilton Park Conference) entitled “Promoting religious freedom
around the world” to discuss how the international community can strengthen its
ability to protect religious freedom, and to identify practical actions that can be taken

to support those wishing to exercise their right to peaceful worship.

Since 2009, the FCO has been using a freedom of religion or belief “toolkit” to help
posts implement our policy in this area. Our embassies and high commissions are
encouraged to draw on the toolkit in raising our concerns about religious freedom
with host governments whenever issues arise and in taking action on cases of
persecution or discrimination. We lobby for changes in discriminatory practices and

laws.
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In addition, as restrictions on religious freedom vary widely from country to country,
we are increasing our focus on how we work in individual countries to ensure that
this takes better account of the local situation. We have identified several pilot
countries where we will be more focused and proactive in promoting freedom of

religion or belief, including by supporting local activity with dedicated funding.

Each of the countries of concern (see Section IX) in this report has a sub-section on
freedom of religion or belief which records the issues and developments in 2011.

Examples include the murders of high-profile politicians in Pakistan for their views on

the treatment of religious minorities and the misuse of Pakistan’s blasphemy laws to
target specific individuals, deadly bomb attacks on Shia pilgrims in Iraq, and the
action we took in response to the death sentence passed on Iranian Church leader

Pastor Yousef Nadarkhani, after he refused an order to recant his faith.

In the wake of the Arab Spring, concerns have been raised about the impact on
religious diversity in some countries in the Middle East and North Africa. We
regularly stress to countries undergoing transitions that respect for human rights and
dignity are universal rights which must underline all political systems, without
exception, benefiting all. Furthermore, as reiterated by the Minister of State Lord
Howell of Guildford, during a debate in the House of Lords in December on
Christians in the Middle East, the UK Government believes that the treatment of
religious minorities will be a valuable litmus test of whether we are watching a truly
democratic process unfold in the region. Sections | and IX of this report contain

more detail on specific country issues in the region.

There have been significant developments in other regions. In October 2011,
President Nazarbayev signed a new law on religious activities and religious
organisations in Kazakhstan. It is justified by the authorities as allowing improved
regulation of the increased number of religious groups in the country (4,500
estimated) while protecting Kazakh citizens from extremist ideology. We are
concerned, however, that it may restrict the freedom of religion for religious activities
and organisations through its onerous requirements for registration, its removal of

any legal basis for religious groups with fewer than 50 worshippers, its
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criminalisation of unregistered religious activity, and its requirement for vetting of

religious texts.

We welcome encouraging progress on issues related to religious freedom in Turkey.
The Turkish government took decisive action in amending the 2008 Law on
Foundations, which will see the return of properties confiscated from religious
minorities since 1936, and we support their efforts in implementing the new
legislation. The return of church services in Sumela Monastery and the Church of
the Holy Cross in Akhdamar demonstrated greater freedom of worship. There was
continued dialogue with non-Muslim religions. We continue to urge the government
of Turkey to address outstanding issues surrounding discrimination against non-
Muslim religious communities and to implement the necessary legal frameworks in
line with the European Convention on Human Rights and European Court of Human

Rights judgments.

Indonesia’s constitution provides for “all persons the right to worship according to
his or her own religion or belief’. In practice, all Indonesians are required to identify
themselves with one of six faiths: Islam, Protestantism, Catholicism, Hinduism,
Buddhism or Confucianism. Although Indonesia has a strong tradition of religious
diversity and tolerance, there has been a rise in the number of attacks on places of
religious worship with links to minority faiths in recent years. We frequently raise
freedom of religion with the government of Indonesia. For example, on 28
November our Ambassador met the deputy minister for religious affairs and raised
UK concerns about religious freedom specifically in relation to the Ahmaddiya and
Christian communities. At the most recent EU-Indonesia Human Rights Dialogue on
9 March, the EU condemned attacks on the Ahmaddiya community and incidents of
Christian churches being attacked. In response to the sentencing of those involved
in an attack on the Ahmaddiya community in Banten in February, the UK fully
supported the EU statement of 29 July, which expressed strong concern that
“sentences imposed for violent crimes against religious or other minorities should
always be commensurate with the gravity of the crimes committed”. We will continue
to call for religious tolerance across Indonesia and support the efforts of those

working to promote pluralism and freedom of religion.
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Religion plays an important part in the lives of most Nigerians, and the government
of Nigeria respects and protects their right to practise and exercise the religion of
their choice. The increasing number and scale of attacks on both Christian and
Muslim places of worship are of concern because, amongst other things, they raise

religious tensions in the country.

The UK took advantage of various opportunities in a number of multilateral
organisations in 2011 to raise further the profile of freedom of religion or belief as a

priority human rights issue.

The EU adopted council conclusions in February reaffirming its strong commitment
to the promotion and protection of freedom of religion or belief. These conclusions
expressed concern about the increasing number of acts of violence and terrorism

against religious communities and called for enhanced EU bilateral and multilateral

action to promote freedom of religion or belief.

There were significant developments at the UN in 2011. The March session of the
UN Human Rights Council saw the adoption by consensus of a resolution against
religious intolerance, discrimination on religious grounds and negative stereotyping.
This marked a welcome break from the focus in recent years on whether the
international community should adopt a new international legal standard on
“‘defamation of religions”, which the UK opposed as impinging on freedom of
expression, and indeed on the right to freedom of religion or belief itself. We are
pleased that this new approach was consolidated by a follow-up resolution adopted
at the UN General Assembly in December. We will work with international partners

to promote more constructive debate on these lines during 2012.

The UK continued to support the EU’s UN focus on freedom of religion and the
elimination of religious intolerance. The UN General Assembly adopted by
consensus the EU’s annual resolution on “the elimination of all forms of religious
intolerance and of discrimination based on religion or belief.” This resolution
advocates practical action and reform by states to protect and promote freedom of
religion or belief and religious worship, and to ensure non-discriminatory access to

public services. It emphasises the positive relationship between freedom of religion
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or belief and freedom of expression, and their importance in the fight against all

forms of intolerance and discrimination.

In September, the UK hosted a side event at the annual Human Dimension
Implementation Meeting of the Organization for Security and Co-operation in
Europe (OSCE), aimed at developing a strategy for securing freedom of religion or
belief in the OSCE region.

In 2012, we will continue to highlight and condemn all instances of violence and
discrimination against individuals because of their beliefs, wherever they occur. In
particular, we will assess the impact on religious minorities of political transitions.

We will look to build on the bilateral approach to developing our freedom of religion
policy, employing more broadly the lessons learned from our pilot countries. We will
look at how we can better train FCO staff in the importance of understanding the way

that religion influences policy in many parts of the world.

We will continue to promote freedom of religion or belief in international forums. We
will ensure that freedom of religion is included in relevant EU country human rights
strategies and dialogues, and encourage the development of an EU freedom of
religion or belief toolkit for use by EU diplomats overseas. At the UN we will
continue to support the EU’s resolution on “the elimination of all forms of religious
intolerance and of discrimination based on religion or belief” and look to strengthen

its language where possible.
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Case study: Wilton Park Conference, 3-5 July — Promoting religious freedom
around the world

Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State Alistair Burt hosted this event to discuss how
the international community could strengthen its ability to protect religious freedom
and to identify practical actions that can be taken to support those wishing to
exercise their right to peaceful worship.

With many religious communities under threat from discrimination or violence around
the world, the conference challenged the international community to demonstrate a
willingness to address the core issue of freedom of religion or belief for all.
Delegates stressed that a multi-layered approach to religious freedom was needed,
combining the human rights aspects with conflict resolution, development and
interfaith measures. Governments were urged to address freedom of religion or
belief as a mainstream human right inseparably linked with other fundamental
freedoms. Participants felt that embassies provided a valuable role in reporting the
situation on the ground.

There was a desire at the conference to harness the power of religion in order to
promote this universal human right. It was noted that as well as governments,
religious groups have a role to play in standing up for the rights of all faiths.

Religious leaders have a responsibility with regard to their own communities to speak
out against atrocities committed in the name of a particular religion. There needed to
be a clear message that an attack on one religious minority was an attack on all.
One example offered was the statement issued at an Iraqi religious emergency
summit in January by various religious leaders, including Sunni and Shia Muslims as
well as Christians, directed at the Iragi government, that Christians were a
fundamental part of the Iraqi people and it is an Iraqgi responsibility to defend the
Christians and their rights.

We are looking in 2012 at how best to implement the recommendations arising from
the conference, including though a possible ministerial-led meeting with leaders of
different faiths to examine the scope for greater involvement in supporting our efforts
to strengthen the universal commitment to religious freedom. We will focus
particularly on encouraging religious leaders to publicly defend the religious freedom
of all groups with a view to promoting greater tolerance and respect for all faiths.
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Women'’s rights

Discrimination and violence affect the lives of millions of women and girls worldwide.
It impedes their full participation in society and prevents them from realising their full
potential. Equality is fundamental to building strong economies and fairer, stable
societies. Gender equality and women’s empowerment is therefore a human rights
priority for the FCO. The UK is a key player in advancing women’s rights
internationally through our work to promote and protect the rights of women and by
encouraging other countries to fully implement their international gender equality
commitments. The UK has played a key role in promoting the women, peace and

security agenda (see Section V).

This was an important year for women'’s rights globally. In March, the Government
launched its new cross-government action plan to tackle violence against women
and girls. This includes specific actions to underpin the international commitments in
the cross-government strategy “Call to End Violence Against Women and Girls”,
launched in 2010. A progress review of the action plan was published in November,
which identified that the majority of actions were either completed or on target to
meet their completion date. March also marked the 100th anniversary of
International Women’s Day. The FCO celebrated the day with activities in London
and overseas. Our embassies and high commissions worldwide used this
opportunity to participate in a range of local activities to highlight women’s rights
issues. Activities included ministerial statements, blogging and press articles. In
Russia the Ambassador held a roundtable discussion with human rights activists
who set out long-standing concerns over honour killings, bridal abductions and
enforced dress codes in Chechnya and other republics in the North Caucasus. In
Turkey the consul-general published a women’s rights article in a local newspaper.
In Lebanon the Ambassador held a series of meetings with Lebanese politicians to
discuss women’s rights. In South Africa the High Commissioner gave a speech at a
‘women and finance” dinner and was interviewed by a local radio station on women’s
rights issues. In Cuba the Ambassador met with Cuban specialists and women
ambassadors to discuss the empowerment of women and women'’s participation in

leadership roles.
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Lynne Featherstone, Ministerial Champion for Tackling Violence Against Women
and Girls Overseas, visited India and Nepal in June 2011, where she met with senior
government officials and ministers to discuss a wide range of women’s rights issues
and to share best practice. She visited Brussels in October to share progress made
in the UK on this agenda, and to discuss European-level work with the commissioner
(Development, European Commission), the Director General (Justice, Fundamental
Rights and Citizenship, European Commission), and members of the European
Parliament. In December, Home Office Minister Lynne Featherstone attended the

Civil Society Forum on Afghanistan, in Bonn, where she reiterated the importance of

the protection of women’s rights.

International institutions play a fundamental role in the promotion and protection of
women’s rights. The UN Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women (CEDAW), ratified by the UK in 1986, is a legally
binding international treaty to end gender inequality and promote women’s
empowerment. In June, the UK submitted its seventh periodic report on progress
made over the last four years to comply with our commitments and obligations under
CEDAW. The UK Government’s in-depth oral examination of the seventh report by
the CEDAW committee, who oversee compliance of the convention, is expected to

take place in 2013.

In January, the new United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment
of Women (UN Women) came into operation. The UK is the second largest donor to
UN Women and we have been actively engaged in the development of the agency
through our membership of its executive board. We welcomed UN Women'’s
announcement of its intention to make “violence against women” and “women, peace
and security” priority issues. The UK actively participated in the annual United
Nations Commission on the Status of Women (CSW) meeting in February. CSW is
the principal global policy-making body dedicated to evaluating progress on gender

equality, identifying challenges and agreeing global standards.

The Council of Europe Convention on Preventing and Combating Violence against
Women and Domestic Violence opened for signature in May. The convention

accords with the Government’s strong commitment to combating violence against
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women and promoting women’s rights more broadly. The UK is generally supportive
of the principles underpinning the convention; however, a cross-government
consultation has identified a number of areas that need further consideration before
a final decision can be made on whether to sign the convention. Consultations will

continue in 2012.

We worked to support women’s equality through the Commonwealth.
Commonwealth Heads of Government committed at their meeting in October to
improving gender equality and the empowerment of women in the Commonwealth.
This includes working to eliminate gender-based violence and to intensify efforts to
promote women’s decision-making roles at all levels. They pledged to implement
international instruments and agreements on women’s rights, including the
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women. Her
Majesty The Queen highlighted the need for more progress on gender equality in her
speech. Historical advancement in the rights of women was made during the
Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting (CHOGM) when heads of
government agreed unanimously that laws governing succession to the throne in the
UK and in other Commonwealth realms would be changed to allow girls born to

future monarchs the same rights as boys.

Our embassies and high commissions worked directly with individual countries to
support programmes and projects that encourage the full implementation of
international standards to address the structural causes of violence and
discrimination against women. Our Embassy in Uruguay worked with a local NGO
to launch the campaign “investing in women”, which linked local businesswomen
with vulnerable groups of women to help the latter develop business skills and
encourage financial stability and independence. In Ecuador the Embassy supported
a project which reinforced the Municipality of Quito’s campaign “I want to walk in
peace — streets without crime”. This aimed to reduce harassment of women in public
spaces and on transportation by raising awareness of women'’s rights, including
through the use of street theatre. In India the High Commission funded an
innovative information and communications technology project with the aim of
improving coordination and communication between those agencies dealing with the

prevention, rescue and rehabilitation of women and children who are victims of
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trafficking. The project has been directly responsible for the rescue of a number of
trafficking victims, and the new system is being used by various Indian authorities
and civil society. The FCO supported a project to build human rights capacity to
support extension of CEDAW in the Overseas Territories with the aim of working
with individual territories to identify the obstacles to extension, and to develop an
action plan to help surmount them. In Rwanda the High Commission worked with a
local organisation to tackle violence against women in minority groups in the Gicumbi
region and to encourage women'’s participation in resolving community disputes.

The FCO supported a regional project to strengthen women'’s rights, with particular

focus on violence against women and property rights, in Sub-Saharan Africa. This

included strengthening capacity of regional lawyers to argue international and
comparative human rights law relevant to women’s human rights before domestic
and regional forums, and increasing understanding of the applicability of new
instruments such as the Protocol to the African Charter on Human and Peoples’
Rights on the Rights of Women. The UK Government worked to tackle female
genital mutilation through support of efforts in partner countries that aim to reduce

the practice.
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Case study: Guatemala — promoting women'’s rights

Guatemala is one of the world’s most violent countries, with much of the violence
emanating from a “culture of violence” first experienced in the home. This early
learning stays with young people throughout their lives, and many Guatemalans
grow up believing that violence is normal. Rompe el Ciclo (Break the Cycle) is a
campaign led by young people for young people, which aims to bring about real
generational change to these perceptions.

Our Embassy in Guatemala City has provided financial, logistical and practical
support to this group for the last two years. In 2011 the Embassy helped to
publicise the campaign around Guatemala, using social networks and a modern
approach to diplomacy, including the hands-on support of the Ambassador. We
helped Rompe el Ciclo to prepare for a spectacular event that took place at the
start of 2012: a human chain reaching from the bottom to the top of the iconic Agua
Volcano, giving the message, loud and clear, that violence in the home is not
acceptable.

The UK has been instrumental in supporting young Guatemalans involved in
Rompe el Ciclo to start to bring about a change of attitude. The campaign now has
more than 29,000 followers on Facebook and is supported by numerous
organisations, businesses, NGOs and the government. Meanwhile, thanks partly to
the Embassy’s efforts throughout the year, the volcano climb was fully subscribed,
helping Rompe el Ciclo to grow further and deliver its vital messages on stopping
violence in the home.

Looking ahead, the hope is that the success of the volcano climb will help the
project to grow and possibly go regional. Human chains will be formed on a
different volcano each year for the next decade, the time it takes to start
generational change, and to begin to make domestic violence history.

64




Children’s rights

Children are a particularly vulnerable group in society. Discrimination and violence
against children can impact on their health and education and put them at higher risk
of abuse, exploitation and trafficking. The FCO works through international
institutions, including in Europe and the UN, to promote and protect the rights of

children

In early 2011, the FCO chaired a UK cross-government meeting on child trafficking,
which brought together other government departments working on this issue to

discuss the UK response to tackling trafficking both domestically and internationally.

The Government’s Human Trafficking Strategy, which includes child trafficking, was
published in July and recognises the need for diplomatic engagement with other
countries to tackle this international issue. The UK'’s application to opt in to the EU
Directive on Human Trafficking was accepted on 14 October. The new directive
takes a victim-centred approach to combating trafficking, including steps to protect

child victims.

In March, the UN Human Rights Council discussed and adopted a resolution on a
holistic approach to the protection and promotion of the rights of children working
and/or living on the streets. The EU will co-host a full-day panel discussion on
children and the administration of justice at the Human Rights Council in 2012. In
2011, the EU Working Party on Human Rights (COHOM) began to review the EU
Guidelines on the Rights of the Child (2007). These discussions will continue in
2012. The UK played a key role within the EU in ensuring that robust language,
including on the elimination of child labour, was included in the 2011 UN General

Assembly resolution on the promotion and protection of the rights of the child.

In 2011, the UK submitted a report on the measures we have taken to comply with
our obligations under the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the
Child on the Sale of Children, Child Prostitution and Child Pornography, and another
report on measures to eliminate the worst forms of child labour, both in the UK and
internationally under International Labour Organization Convention 182. Discussions
on the draft Third Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child to

establish a complaints and communication mechanism, under which children will be
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able to bring allegations of violations directly to the UN Committee on the Rights of
the Child, concluded in June. The text was adopted by the UN General Assembly in
December and the Optional Protocol will be opened for signature by member states
in 2012. The UK Government will be considering, in consultation with the devolved
administrations, the implication of the final instrument for the UK and our next steps
in 2012.

Our embassies and high commissions play an important role in our work on
children’s rights. Our embassies in Cambodia, Thailand, Vietnam and Philippines
worked together with the UK Child and Online Protection Agency to protect children
from exploitation, to take action to deter travelling sex offenders and to contribute to
the development of the International Child Protection Network (ICPN). Activities
have included knowledge transfer to law-enforcement agencies regarding best
practice on case management when offences are suspected, and training around
800 people from child-related agencies and NGOs on safeguarding children and
supporting child victims. The ICPN brings regional partners closer together, and has
started supporting British companies in the region to develop child protection
policies. In Ghana the High Commission supported a project to train unemployed
youth in the Eastern Region in craft skills, with the aim of encouraging self-
employment and deterring youth migration. On completion of training, participants
are linked to the Municipal Assembly’s self-support programme to help them
establish their businesses and identify a suitable market for their products.

Information on children and armed conflict can be found in Section V.
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Case study: A multi-agency approach to protecting vulnerable children within
the Jamaican criminal justice system

The British High Commission in Jamaica is funding a child protection project aimed
at reducing the trauma suffered by child victims of abuse within the Jamaican
criminal justice system. The project is introducing new structures, systems and
procedures for the reporting and investigating of child sexual abuse cases. Under
the first phase of the project in 2008, an audit was conducted of child protection
systems in Jamaica as a result of a visit by the then children’s advocate and the
executive director of the Family and Parenting Centre to the Child Protection
Conference in Havana, Cuba in January 2008. This was followed in 2009/10 by the
development of a strategic development plan, based on recommendations from the
audit, to guide the current implementation phase.

Building on FCO-funded work, in 2009 DFID provided funding to the Jamaica
Constabulary Force to refurbish interview suites, install video-recording equipment
and train 24 police officers to use the equipment to interview child victims and
witnesses. Judges, magistrates and clerks have been trained in the use of video-
recorded testimony as evidence in chief in child abuse cases. Full implementation of
this is awaiting amendments to the Evidence Act now before parliament.

The current phase of FCO work (2011/12) is focused on piloting a multi-agency
approach for investigating reports of child abuse. Working with the Office of the
Director of Public Prosecutions (ODPP), the project is addressing procedures to
divert suitable cases from the criminal justice system to welfare and rehabilitation,
where the alleged offender is in a relationship with the victim and is less than 18
years of age, and to reduce the number of appearances of child victims at
preliminary court hearings. Schools guidance counsellors have now been
incorporated into the model, and the health services will be integrated shortly.

As a result of the success of the pilot project, which was implemented in Kingston in
January 2011 and evaluated in October 2011, the multi-agency model was rolled out
to three parishes around Montego Bay in January 2012.

British High Commission funding to date is £205,000.
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Lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender rights

The Government is committed to the promotion and protection of the rights of
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) people as an integral part of its wider
international human rights work. It is our view that to render consenting same-sex
relations illegal is incompatible with international human rights law, including the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR). Despite this, same-sex
relations continue to be criminalised in over 70 countries, and discrimination and
violence against LGBT people because of their sexual orientation and gender
identity continues, including in countries where legislation exists to protect LGBT

people.

The UK believes that human rights should apply equally to all, and in this regard we
oppose all forms of violence and discrimination against LGBT people. We promote
and protect the rights of LGBT people through international institutions including the
UN, EU, Council of Europe and the Commonwealth. Through these institutions and
through our embassies and high commissions we take action on individual cases
where persecution or discrimination has occurred and lobby for changes in
discriminatory practices and laws. In March the Government published Working for
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender Equality: Moving Forward, an action plan to
underpin implementation of the commitments in the cross-government strategy
launched in 2010. In November, the Government launched its first ever action plan
to advance transgender equality, Advancing Transgender Equality — a plan for
action, which includes international commitments to advance transgender equality
through the UN.

Our embassies and high commissions lobby and work with civil society organisations
to change attitudes and behaviour towards LGBT people. For example, to mark
International Day Against Homophobia and Transphobia, our Embassy in China
raised awareness of LGBT rights through a media and online digital campaign. In
Hungary our Embassy hosted the LGBT Business Forum, which brought together
different groups and companies to share experience and explore initiatives that could
be implemented in the workplace to support their LGBT employees. The Embassy
issued a joint statement with several like-minded embassies in support of the

Budapest Pride Festival and flew the rainbow flag during the Pride March. In
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Slovakia the Ambassador participated in a panel discussion on LGBT rights. The
event resulted in raised awareness among Slovak policy makers on human rights
issues and contributed to better acceptance of the LGBT community by the

mainstream society in Slovakia.

The UK played an instrumental role in building international support for the UN
statement on “Ending acts of violence and related human rights violations based on
sexual orientation and gender identity” in March. The statement was issued on
behalf of 85 countries worldwide — the highest ever number of signatories to a UN

statement on this issue. South Africa introduced the first UN resolution on “Human

rights, sexual orientation and gender identity” at the UN Human Rights Council.
Despite strong opposition, including contrasting views from their regional neighbours,
this resolution was adopted in June. This is the first time that violence and
discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation and gender identity has been
addressed by a UN resolution. As FCO Minister of State Jeremy Browne said
following adoption of the resolution: “This is a groundbreaking achievement and one
which should be celebrated.” The resolution called for the High Commissioner for
Human Rights to commission a global study on human rights violations on the basis
of gender identity and sexual orientation, and to provide guidance on how existing
human rights law can be used to end violations against LGBT people. The UK
welcomed the publication of the results of this study in December. An expert panel
and interactive session to discuss the results will take place at the Human Rights
Council in March 2012.

At the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in Perth in October, the
Government worked pragmatically to support open and frank discussion on the
situation of LGBT people in the Commonwealth, while underlining our own
commitment to the global decriminalisation of homosexuality. Government ministers
took every opportunity to raise LGBT rights at all levels. The Foreign Secretary was
clear about the UK’s position when he told the Commonwealth People’s Forum that
“The UK would like to see the Commonwealth do more to promote the rights of its
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender citizens.” In November, the UK took over the

chairmanship of the Council of Europe. Combating discrimination on the grounds of
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sexual orientation and gender identity has been identified as one of our priority areas

for our six-month chairmanship.

There were positive developments during 2011 to advance the rights of LGBT
people in some countries. For example Liechtenstein, Sao Tome and Principe,
Nauru, Seychelles and Brazil launched or announced plans to introduce legislation
to further recognise same-sex relations. The United States of America repealed

the “don’t ask, don’t tell” policy for homosexuals serving in the US military.

However, we do have concerns about developments in some countries. In Russia
we have worked with the EU and Council of Europe to lobby the government against
introducing a law banning literature promoting homosexuality. In Cameroon we
were instrumental in EU efforts to raise human rights concerns with the government,
including for minority groups such as LGBT people. In Nigeria we have urged the
government not to introduce legislation criminalising same-sex marriage. We are
also concerned to see the return in early 2012 of a Private Members Bill which would
strengthen the anti-homosexuality legislation in Uganda. We have lobbied strongly
against the bill and continue to do so. We are working closely with Ugandan civil
society groups on this issue, and continue to raise our concerns at the highest levels

of the Ugandan government.

Disability rights

The Government is committed to equality for disabled people, and aims to remove
barriers and create opportunities for disabled people to fulfil their potential and be
fully participating members of society. The UN Convention on the Rights of Persons
with Disabilities, now ratified by 109 countries, not only creates legal obligations for
states parties, but also provides a basis on which to promote equality for disabled
people in the UK and all over the world. We are using our role as host nation of the
Olympic and Paralympic Games in 2012 to highlight the power of sport to deliver the

vision of the convention.

In March, the UK Mission in Geneva organised a three-week exhibition focused on
the London 2012 Paralympic Games, with images, films and displays of Paralympic

medals and memorabilia demonstrating how sport can be used to deliver the aims of
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the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and empower disabled
people. The event was launched by International Paralympics Committee President
Sir Philip Craven, together with Ban Ki-moon's Special Adviser on Sport for Peace
and Development, Wilfried Lemke, and British Paralympic swimming legend David
Roberts.

UK embassies around the world used the Paralympics theme to mark the
International Day of Persons with Disabilities on 3 December. Activities included a

“‘walkathon” in Dhaka, organised with the Bangladesh Olympics Association and

local disability groups, and a talk by famous Paralympian Natalie du Toit in Pretoria.
FCO Minister Jeremy Browne highlighted these and other activities in his statement
to mark the day, where he repeated the UK’s commitment to making London 2012

the most accessible games ever.

The Government continues to work towards equality and inclusiveness for disabled
people in other ways. In November, the UK submitted its report to the UN
Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, the body which monitors
implementation of the convention. Having developed a system of review to address
the issue of safeguards in the arrangements enabling the appointment of a person to
collect and claim benefits on behalf of someone else, the UK was able to withdraw

its reservation to Article 12.4 of the convention in November.

We are supporting the candidacy of British expert Diane Mulligan for election to the
committee in 2012. If elected, she will bring a wealth of experience and skills to its

work.

In the UN General Assembly, the UK supported a resolution granting a permanent
increase in meeting time to the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities,
in recognition of the committee’s requirements for reasonable accommodation. We
supported a resolution convening a Heads of State and Government-level meeting in
2013 focusing on how to ensure the inclusion of persons with disabilities in all
aspects of development. We were concerned that some states were reluctant to
allow full participation by civil society representatives at the meeting, and for this

reason the UK, along with EU partners, did not co-sponsor the resolution. We
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believe that open dialogue with a wide range of organisations will be an important
aspect of the meeting in 2013, and we will be working hard to ensure full

participation for civil society groups.

Indigenous rights

Indigenous and tribal peoples are often among the most marginalised individuals in
society. With little local government representation, many have experienced the loss
of tribal lands or damage to their communities by the activities of others. They can

be the victims of local aggression and violence.

The Government is committed to promoting and protecting human rights for
indigenous people, helping them participate in civil society or through democratic
processes to achieve land restoration or to tackle the issues that face their

communities.

In Colombia, we worked with Christian Aid to promote land restitution and to
encourage local communities to participate in the democratic process for restitution
of land rights. In Cambodia, we funded a project by a Cambodian non-profit, non-
governmental organisation, the Advocacy and Policy Institute, to secure changes in
regulations to protect the fishing rights of indigenous communities and to promote
more effective collaboration between these communities and the Cambodian
government. In Guatemala, our Embassy continues to work with the EU Filter
Group on Human Rights to monitor and promote the rights of members of indigenous
communities. In Bolivia, we funded a preventative educational campaign to combat
violence against women in the indigenous communities in Tarija. Its objectives are
to empower victims to speak out and to train leaders to deal with incidences of
violence. In Brazil, our work on indigenous issues is coordinated with our EU
partners through the local EU Human Rights Group. We participated at the high-
level EU-Brazil Human Rights Dialogue in May, where indigenous issues were
discussed as an agenda item. As a result of the priority placed on this work, the EU
is currently funding four projects, totalling £379,000, to promote indigenous rights

across Brazil.
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Racism

The UK Government remains fully committed to the international fight against
racism. Our priority in international discussions is to focus attention on the real and
pressing problems faced by racial minorities in all parts of the world, and to do so
while protecting well-established human rights, and using credible and objective

monitoring mechanisms.

We strongly believe that the UN Committee for the Elimination of Racial

Discrimination (CERD) is a key mechanism for combating racism globally. During

August, the UK’s record was examined by the committee. We held a positive
dialogue with them and were pleased that they welcomed the notable efforts we
have taken to tackle racial discrimination and inequality, and the important progress
we have made in this area. The Government will give careful consideration to
CERD’s recommendations. In a year’s time, we will, as requested by the committee,

provide further information on four of their recommendations.

In other UN forums, we welcomed the renewal of the mandate of the UN Special
Rapporteur on Contemporary Forms of Racism at the March meeting of the UN
Human Rights Council. Looking forward, we accepted a request by the UN Working

Group of People of African Descent to visit the UK in 2012.

We did not attend the high-level meeting at the United Nations in New York in
September to commemorate the 10th anniversary of the 2001 World Conference
against Racism. Despite our strong commitment to action to combat racism, we
preferred not to be associated with the commemoration of an event which was
tainted by anti-Semitism and intolerance. We joined a number of other countries in
not participating in the September meeting, including the United States, Canada,

Israel, France, Australia and Germany.

Although we did not attend this meeting, the UK is continuing to play an active role in
the intergovernmental working group tasked with following up the 2001 conference.
We are committed to remaining at the heart of the UN racism agenda and to

following up our Durban commitments. We contributed to the group’s sharing of best
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practice on combating racism by providing information about legislative and other
measures that the UK had taken to prevent and combat racism, racial discrimination,
xenophobia and related intolerance, including against migrants. An example was the
adoption of comprehensive legislation on hate crime, and measures taken to
promote racial equality. We were pleased that the group was able to find consensus

on an agreed way forward.

During the autumn session of the UN General Assembly, greater flexibility from the
Group of 77 countries allowed us, with EU partners, to abstain on the final resolution
on follow-up to the Durban Conference instead of voting against it, as in 2010. We
will continue to work for improvements to this annual resolution, which continues to
include unwarranted infringements on freedom of expression, and to pay selective
attention to the needs of some victims of racism over those of others. Meanwhile,
we moved from an abstention to a vote against the annual Russian resolution on
“contemporary forms of racism”, in response to much stronger language restricting

freedom of expression.

The OSCE held a number of meetings and high-level events throughout 2011 to
maintain a focus on combating racism, with particular emphasis on public discourse.
These included meetings on the topic of “Confronting Anti-Semitism in Public
Discourse”, a high-level meeting on “Preventing Hate Incidents and Crimes Against
Christians” and a meeting to discuss “Confronting Intolerance in Public Discourse”.
The OSCE held a supplementary human dimension meeting on the “Prevention of
Racism, Xenophobia and Hate Crimes through Educational and Awareness-Raising
Initiatives” at which Mrs Doreen Lawrence, mother of murdered British teenager
Stephen Lawrence and founder of the Stephen Lawrence Charitable Trust, was the
keynote speaker. The meeting included a roundtable on contemporary forms of

racism and xenophobia affecting people of African descent in the OSCE region.
In 2012, the Irish Chairmanship-in-Office plan to make racism in sport one of their

priorities for action during the year. We will be offering our full support to this

initiative.
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Roma

We are concerned about the continuing violence and discrimination that Roma face
in many parts of Europe. While the primary responsibility for promoting their
inclusion lies with individual countries, we believe that international cooperation has
an important role to play. In 2011, our embassies across Europe took a number of

actions to help to promote the rights of Roma people.

In Hungary, the Embassy sponsored a number of activities to promote the
integration of the Roma community and raise awareness of the importance of human

rights in general. The Embassy supported and hosted the launch of the Roma

Police Union’s youth programme initiative, through which disadvantaged Roma
children in the countryside are provided with after-school activities organised by
Roma law-enforcement officers. The Ambassador opened an Embassy-sponsored
Tolerance without Boundaries event, which highlighted the importance of mutual
acceptance of different nationalities and ethnicities. The Embassy worked with the
Chance for Children Foundation to improve the opportunities for Roma children in

schools.

In Romania, the Embassy brought experts from the UK-based NGO Equality to
share best practice in Roma education with local authorities and education
professionals. The Embassy co-funded a conference for health mediators to
improve access for the Roma to the Romanian healthcare system. The Embassy
has regularly raised the situation of the Roma with State Secretary Valentin Mocanu,
who has responsibility for coordinating the Romanian government’s strategy on the
Roma, and hosted a briefing by State Secretary Mocanu and EU embassies on

Romania’s Roma inclusion strategy.

In May, the EU adopted Council Conclusions on an EU Framework for National
Roma Integration Strategies up to 2020. The conclusions are designed to improve
the situation of the Roma in member states’ territories by combating social exclusion,
discrimination and inequality. Given the differences in size and the social and
economic situation of the Roma populations, the conclusions acknowledge that
member states are free to pursue policies on Roma inclusion that fit their national

circumstances. The conclusions provide latitude to member states to tailor
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their approaches to national needs by preparing, updating or developing sets of
policy measures within broader social inclusion policies by the end of 2011, as an
alternative to developing national Roma integration strategies. In a UK context, the

definition of "Roma" used in the council conclusions includes Gypsies and Travellers.

The Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) Human
Dimension Implementation Meeting in October held a Special Day on Roma and
Sinti, which focused on effective responses to intolerance and on partnership
between participating states and representatives of Roma and Sinti groups in the
implementation of integration policies. The special day was particularly timely and
relevant this year, coming shortly after a number of anti-Roma protests in the OSCE

area.

The Government will continue to oppose discrimination and barriers to the exercise
of fundamental rights in 2012. The EU will review the status of the Roma inclusion
strategies and the headline targets in the fields of employment, education and social

inclusion in 2012.

The UN High Commissioner for Human Rights expressed concern in 2011 regarding
the clearance of unauthorised pitches at Dale Farm travellers’ camp in Essex, UK.
The Foreign Secretary replied, stressing that this was a long-standing unlawful
development and explaining that the outcome had been tested through an extensive
legal process, including reconsideration through appeals and judicial review. He

added that it was important that the law applies equally to everyone.
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Anti-Semitism

In accordance with our commitment to combat all discrimination on the grounds of
race or ethnicity, the Government is committed to confronting anti-Semitism
wherever it is found. The UK cross-government working group on anti-Semitism,
which includes representatives of Jewish community organisations, is focusing on
taking forward the recommendations of the 2006 All-Party Parliamentary Inquiry into
Anti-Semitism. In December 2010, the Government presented its first progress
report on this process, with input from the FCO on work we have done to raise anti-

Semitism issues in international forums. The United Kingdom has recognised the

damage caused by anti-Semitism and other expressions of hate on the internet,
where it can incite hatred more widely and promote hate crime. As well as working
to establish legislation that promotes free speech but protects against threatening
behaviour which stirs-up hatred, the UK has been working within international bodies

to promote shared activity to reduce the harm such hatred causes.

The Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) continues its
efforts to promote international cooperation to combat anti-Semitism. UK
Government representatives attended a high-level OSCE meeting on Confronting
Anti-Semitism in Public Discourse in Prague in March. Confronting hate speech on
the internet was one of the themes for the meeting, along with the role of the media
and political and civil society actors in promoting tolerance and preventing hate
crimes. The UK national point of contact on combating hate crimes will continue to
represent the Government in this forum, including by contributing towards the
OSCE'’s Office for Democratic Institutions and Human Rights’ annual report on hate
crime in the OSCE region.

In October, the UK Parliament hosted the first meeting of the Internet Task-force of
the Inter-parliamentary Coalition to Combat Anti-Semitism. The task-force includes
strong UK representation and will take forward work to bring parliamentarians,
experts and industry representatives together. The goal is to identify global solutions

to reduce harm whilst protecting free speech. The task-force will report in 2012.
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Post-Holocaust issues

In accordance with the Stockholm Agreement of 2000, the UK Government remains
strongly committed to ensuring that the Holocaust is never forgotten and that its
lessons are learned by future generations. The Foreign Secretary’s Envoy for Post-
Holocaust Issues, Sir Andrew Burns, continued his work to draw together activity
across government and with academic and non-governmental experts, to provide a
clearer British international profile, presence and influence, and to respond to the

concerns of Holocaust victims and their families.

A busy year culminated in three major developments in December. The Task Force
on International Cooperation on Holocaust Education, Remembrance and Research
(ITF), of which the UK is a founding member, met in The Hague to agree a new
multi-year work programme and stronger mutual pressure on all member states to
improve the ways in which they teach, research and commemorate the Holocaust.
The new work programme will give priority to the study of the killing sites across
Europe (where more Jews died than in the extermination camps), to renewing efforts
to open up closed public and private archives, the wider dissemination of good
practice in Holocaust teaching in schools, and on raising the profile of Holocaust
remembrance days. The organisation agreed to change its name to the International

Holocaust Remembrance Organisation (IHRO) with effect from March 2012.

Secondly, the Government signed the new agreement to modernise governance of
the International Tracing Service’s (ITS) unique archive from the era of National
Socialism. The archive, situated at Bad Arolsen in Germany, consists of millions of
records from wartime concentration camps and from post-war displaced persons’
camps in the three Allied sectors of Germany, as well as the results of enquiries into
individual cases made over the past 65 years. Sir Andrew Burns is leading the
search for a new director of the ITS in Bad Arolsen to take over when the
International Committee of the Red Cross steps down from that role at the end of
2012.

Finally, the Foreign Secretary hosted a reception to mark the agreement to bring to
the UK a digitised copy of the ITS archive. The digital copy will be housed in The
Wiener Library Institute of Contemporary History, which already holds the UK’s
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largest collection of documentary materials from the Holocaust and Nazi era. It will
allow remaining Holocaust survivors, refugees and their families, as well as British
historians and researchers, unparalleled access to this unique body of material. We
hope that the archive will become publicly available as soon as possible in 2012, and

we are encouraging those with an interest in the archive to support it financially.

Other work included continued efforts to promote implementation of the Terezin
Declaration, which encouraged the 46 signatories to address Holocaust-era

restitution issues more vigorously. The European Shoah Legacy Institute (ESLI),

which should take a lead, has been slow to get off the ground, and we have raised
our concerns about lack of implementation of the declaration with a number of
European governments, especially Poland. We are discussing with the US and
other governments, and with interested NGOs, whether a proposed conference in

2012 can make practical and measurable advances.

In May, the UK pledged £2.1 million towards the Perpetuity Fund of the Auschwitz-
Birkenau Foundation to ensure the conservation, restoration and long-term
maintenance of the memorial site, which is visited by many thousands of British
school children and other visitors each year. The Rt Hon Eric Pickles, Secretary of
State for Communities and Local Government, visited Auschwitz-Birkenau, the
Oskar Schindler Factory Museum and Jewish Community Centre in Krakow in

December.

Numerous activities in the field of post-Holocaust issues have been carried out by
our academic and non-governmental partners in the British delegation to the
International Task Force. The Government pays tribute to all its partners. One
example is the London Jewish Cultural Centre, a leading provider of Jewish
education and culture in the UK, which launched a unique new Holocaust education
website at the FCO in January with the participation of Secretary of State for
Education the Rt Hon Michael Gove and Minister of State Alistair Burt. The website
is designed to help school children aged between 11 and 14 with their studies on the

Holocaust.
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On Holocaust Memorial Day, the Foreign Secretary called for an active approach to
preserving the memory of the Holocaust. The theme of the Holocaust Memorial Day
Trust’s main event was Untold Stories, which focused on using the written or oral
testimonies of survivors and the stories of their lives to gain a better understanding of
the experiences of the families, communities and friends who were lost. The goal of
the trust is to commemorate the victims and help to translate the lessons learned into

contemporary action in the UK. The theme for 2012 is Speak Up, Speak Out.
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SECTION IV: Human Rights in Safeguarding Britain’s National

Security

The security of the United Kingdom is inexorably linked with events overseas —
particularly conflict. The current international terrorist threat has its roots in current
and recent conflicts. It was violence in Libya that drove the UN Security Council
Resolution that led to UK military forces being committed to action.

Human rights violations are often the cause, as well as a symptom, of modern
conflict in fragile states; terrorist organisations frequently cite perceived human rights
violations as a core part of the narrative justifying their actions. It is therefore vital
that human rights considerations continue to be a key part of our national security
work overseas. That may mean helping other countries to remove potential drivers
of conflict; or it could mean seeking to resolve, or at least minimise, the impact of

conflicts where they already exist. It certainly means ensuring that the Government

continues to hold itself to the highest standards as we conduct our own national

security business at home and overseas.

Countering Terrorism

The UK Government is clear that our work overseas must always be proportionate
and consistent with our commitment to human rights. Success in counter-terrorism
depends on international collaboration. This is crucial to our efforts to stop terrorist
attacks in the UK and against our interests overseas by detecting and investigating
threats at the earliest possible stage, disrupting terrorist activity before it can
endanger the public and, wherever possible, prosecuting those responsible.

In July, the Home Secretary published a revised version of CONTEST, the UK’s
counter-terrorism strategy. This revision reflected the changing nature of the threat
to the UK from international terrorism, and the latest developments in Government
policies on counter-terrorism such as the review of counter-terrorism and security
powers. The aim of CONTEST is to reduce the risk to the UK and its interests
overseas from terrorism, so that people can go about their lives freely and with

confidence.
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The leadership of al-Qaeda is probably weaker now than at any point since 9/11. Al-
Qaeda’s ideology was largely irrelevant in the recent political changes in North Africa
and the Middle East. But al-Qaeda, and groups sympathetic to its aims, continues to
pose a significant threat. Terrorist attack is the greatest security threat to the 2012

Olympic Games in London.

Overseas Security and Justice Assistance (OSJA) Human Rights Guidance

In December, we published guidance for UK government staff on assessing the
human rights implications of our security and justice work overseas. The guidance is
part of a package of improvements that responds in large part to the events of 2011,
and our wider commitment to strengthen and uphold the record of the United
Kingdom as a defender and promoter of human rights and democracy. The
guidance will ensure greater consistency in the human rights approach to security
and justice assistance overseas across government; it will help our staff to identify
applicable legal obligations; and it will ensure that our security and justice activities,
whilst meeting the UK’s national security priority, are consistent with a foreign policy

based on British values, including human rights.

UK security and justice assistance to international partners to tackle threats such as
terrorism, serious organised crime and conflict, and to support sustainable
development, remains crucial to implementing our foreign policy and development
priorities. This type of work strengthens our relationships with other governments,
increases our prospects for future cooperation with security institutions, and can

have a direct impact on our security interests.

At times, security and justice assistance means working with countries, institutions or
units where we have concerns about their adherence to and respect for human rights
and democracy. Often, it is these very countries or institutions where security and
justice assistance is most needed. While it is in our national interest to continue to
provide such assistance, in doing so we must ensure that such assistance supports
our values and is consistent with applicable domestic and international human rights

obligations.
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The OSJA guidance is a reflection of our determination to ensure that when we
provide assistance in these countries, we do so in a manner that promotes, rather

than undermines, human rights and democracy.

The Government is committed to being as clear as possible about the standards
under which our officials operate. It is for this reason that we published the
Consolidated Guidance to Intelligence Officers and Service Personnel on the
Detention and Interviewing of Detainees Overseas, and on the Passing and Receipt
of Intelligence Related to Detainees in 2010, and why we took the decision to publish
the Overseas Security and Justice Assistance (OSJA) Human Rights Guidance in
2011.

Counter-terrorism Programme work

Countering terrorism is one of the Government’s key priorities at home and abroad,

with resources devoted to it by a number of departments and by the intelligence
agencies. The Counter-terrorism Programme (CTP) is the FCO’s largest strategic
programme fund, reflecting our focus on safeguarding Britain’s national security.
Human rights are fundamental to the CTP and in particular to our work to improve
the capacity of overseas agencies to detect, investigate and disrupt terrorist threats.
At times, we cannot tackle the terrorist threat at source, overseas, without building
this capacity in countries where we have concerns about respect for human rights.
Many of our projects target these concerns directly, aiming to improve human rights
compliance. In all cases we ensure that the assistance we provide is supported by
our values and is consistent with our domestic and international human rights

obligations.

In 2011, we funded projects developing forensic and crime-scene-management
capacity, where the aim was to help relevant agencies overseas to generate usable
evidence in counter-terrorism investigations, including where previous practice was
to rely on forced confessions. Training funded by the CTP in 2011 will lead to
improved practice in Pakistan, Somaliland and Kenya, amongst other places. In
2011, we funded the training of police and other units in a range of countries

involved in detaining terrorist suspects. In all cases, the training has emphasised
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compliance with international human rights standards and the importance of securing

convictions through legal means.

In 2012, we will initiate activity aimed at improving legal compliance through key
stages of the criminal justice process, focusing on terrorism prosecutions, and
working with governments in East and West Africa and in South Asia. Human rights

will feature strongly in all training and advice provided.

Case Study: Ethiopia — Anti-terrorism Proclamation

Ethiopia faces a genuine terrorist threat. In August 2009, the Ethiopian
government signed into law the Anti-terrorism Proclamation (ATP). While
sharing similarities with UK anti-terrorism legalisation, the ATP broadened the
definition of terrorism, extended both police and prosecution powers, and
allowed for suspects to be held without charge for up to four months. The ATP
has drawn significant criticism from human rights groups, who claim the
government uses it to stifle dissent, with harsh penalties including death or life
imprisonment for those convicted.

In 2011, approximately 200 grassroots opposition and 45 senior opposition
leaders and independent journalists — including two Swedish journalists — were
arrested under the ATP. Two opposition-party spokesmen had met
representatives from an international human rights group days before their
arrest.

British government officials have observed a number of ATP-related trials. The
evidence presented in court suggests that some of the accused have done no
more than attempting to build support for anti-government demonstrations. Such
charges would not constitute a crime under UK legislation.

A number of independent journalists operating in Addis Ababa complain that
they are fearful of being charged with terrorism while taking part in genuine
journalistic work, causing them to self-censor.

In the context of defending its citizens’ safety, the Ethiopian government — as
with any government in the world — must ensure that those same citizens’
fundamental rights are not compromised. Ethiopia is one of the UK’s most
significant development partners. Senior UK Government officials and ministers
regularly raise human rights issues — including the implementation of the ATP —
with the Ethiopian government.
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Deportation with Assurances

In 2011 we continued with our policy of Deportation with Assurances (DWA). The
year began with Lord MacDonald QC'’s review of Counter-terrorism (CT) Powers,
which endorsed our approach on DWA and recommended that it should be
continued and extended. The Government’s revised CT Strategy, CONTEST,

reaffirmed extending DWA as a Government priority.

DWA is an alternative action available to us when our preferred option of prosecution
is not possible for foreign nationals who threaten our national security. However, we
will never deport an individual if there are substantial grounds for believing that there
is a real risk of torture or other cruel, inhumane or degrading treatment in their

destination country, or where the death penalty will be applied.

With DWA, we will seek public and verifiable assurances from the country concerned

that the individual’s human rights will be respected on their return. We have existing
DWA arrangements with Algeria, Jordan, Lebanon and Ethiopia and, in September,
the Foreign Secretary signed a DWA-related Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)
with Morocco; negotiations over the monitoring arrangement are still ongoing. These
arrangements include independent monitoring mechanisms, for which the UK has
funded capacity-building. For example, in 2011 we supported the training of
monitoring bodies in Ethiopia and Jordan, in assessment and reporting on judicial

processes and detention practices in those countries.

We recognise that DWA attracts criticism from the human rights community.
However, individuals have the right to appeal against deportation. DWA cases are
closely scrutinised by the UK courts, who have endorsed our approach as compliant
with the European Convention on Human Rights. For example, in July 2011 a
Ethiopian terrorist suspect, designated J1, had his appeal dismissed at the Special
Immigration Appeals Commission (SIAC). In March 2011, a group of seven
Algerians whose appeals had been dismissed by the Court of Appeal were granted

permission to appeal to the Supreme Court; their cases will be heard early in 2012.

On 17 January 2012, the European Court of Human Rights found that the proposed
deportation to Jordan of Abu Qatada would be in violation of his Article 6 rights (the
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right to a fair trial), because there was a real risk that evidence obtained by torture
would be used against him in a criminal trial on his return to Jordan. However, the
court found that deportation to Jordan would not be in violation of Article 3, noting the
strength of our MOU with Jordan and sharing the view of our domestic courts that

the assurances given by Jordan could be relied upon.

We will continue to seek new DWA arrangements in 2012, including considering
DWA cases without an overarching framework arrangement, and conduct an

independent review.

The Detainee Inquiry

The Prime Minister is committed to ensuring that the serious allegations made about
the UK’s past role with regard to the treatment of detainees held by other countries,
and in respect of the illegal transfer of detainees from one country to another, are
examined thoroughly and lessons are learned. The Government stands firmly
against torture and cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment or punishment. We do

not condone it, nor do we ask others to do it on our behalf.

In August, following the publication of the terms of reference and protocol, a number
of NGOs and lawyers representing former Guantanamo Bay detainees announced
that they would not participate in the Gibson Inquiry. The Foreign Secretary
particularly values the knowledge and expertise of the NGOs on detainee issues,

and was therefore disappointed by this decision.

On 12 January, the Metropolitan Police Service announced further police
investigations of new allegations of ill-treatment. The Government therefore decided
to bring the work of the Gibson Inquiry to a conclusion, as there appeared no
prospect of it being able to start without considerable further delay. Sir Peter Gibson
agreed that the inquiry would provide the Government with a report on its
preparatory work to date, highlighting particular themes or issues which might be the
subject of further examination. The Government intends that as much of this report

as possible will be made public.
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The Government proposes to hold an independent judge-led inquiry into these
issues, once all police investigations have concluded, to establish the full facts and
draw a line under these matters. The Foreign Secretary is clear that consideration of
such sensitive information will always require a fine balance to be struck between

public scrutiny and national security.

Guantanamo Bay

The UK Government believes that the indefinite detention of detainees is
unacceptable, and it remains the view of the Government that the Guantanamo Bay
detention facility should be closed as soon as possible. No detainees were released
from Guantanamo Bay during 2011. The last remaining former UK resident in
Guantanamo Bay is Shaker Aamer. The UK Government is clear in its desire to see
Mr Aamer released and returned to the UK, and is committed to using its best

endeavours to secure this result.

His case was raised with the US at both ministerial and senior-official levels
throughout the year. This included seeking further information from US authorities
when we received specific reports of ill health or allegations of mistreatment. The
Foreign Secretary raised this case with the US Secretary of State in May and
December. Ultimately, the decision on whether to release Mr Aamer remains one for
the US authorities. We are examining the 2012 National Defence Authorisation Act
to see what impact it might have on the prospects for his release and the eventual

closure of Guantanamo Bay.

Green Paper on Justice and Security

On 19 October, the UK Government published a Green Paper on Justice and
Security. Responding to an increase in the number, range and complexity of cases
where sensitive material is relevant, the Green Paper makes proposals on the way in
which sensitive material is dealt with in the full range of civil judicial proceedings.
The proposals are designed to enable the courts to consider material which is too
sensitive to be disclosed in open court, thereby enabling the Government to be held

to account and defend its actions properly.
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To ensure that the public has confidence that the Government’s national security
work is robustly scrutinised, and that the bodies that undertake this work are as
credible and effective as possible, the Government has taken the opportunity
provided by the Green Paper to examine options for strengthening independent

oversight arrangements for our security and intelligence agencies.

In developing proposals, the Government is guided by a series of key principles,
which protect rights to justice and fairness and uphold the Government’s
commitment to transparency, whilst ensuring that our security and intelligence

agencies can continue to keep the public safe.

Public consultation on the Green Paper closed on 6 January 2012. Following a
thorough analysis of these responses, the Government will prepare legislation for

Parliament.

Counter-proliferation of Weapons

The UK Government supports a responsible defence industry that helps to meet
states’ legitimate defence needs. But there remains a risk that governments intent
on internal repression or territorial expansion, as well as international terrorist
organisations and organised crime networks, may seek to acquire weapons, either
legally or illegally. The effect of these weapons can remain long after their use; for
example, mines, cluster munitions and other unexploded remnants of war can stay in

the ground for decades.

The Government remains committed to ensuring that the legitimate arms trade is
properly regulated. Our export-licensing system responded effectively to reduce the
risk of arms exports being used for human rights abuses. The year saw important
progress toward a global Arms Trade Treaty. We continue to work with UN member
states, and with civil society, towards our shared goal of a robust and effective treaty.
We continue to be strong advocates for the inclusion of human rights and

international humanitarian law in the treaty.
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Export licensing
A rigorous, responsible and transparent export-licensing process is vital to ensure
that arms exports uphold the stability and security of recipient countries and the

human rights of their people.

The Department for Business Innovation and Skills (BIS) is the licensing authority for
strategic arms exports from the United Kingdom. The Foreign and Commonwealth
Office (FCO), and others act as policy advisers, providing BIS with advice and
analysis of the foreign, defence and international development policy aspects
relevant to the consideration of each licence application. Each export licence
application is assessed on a case-by-case basis against the Consolidated EU and
National Export Licensing Criteria and in light of the prevailing circumstances. The
criteria have at their core the UK’s determination to support the responsible arms

trade, which is in line with our international obligations and our opposition to internal

repression and external aggression.

When making export-licensing decisions, the Government takes into account the
nature of the equipment, the end user and information about how similar equipment
has been used in the past. We consult widely across our teams in the UK and
abroad and use information from NGOs and the media. We aim to make a full
assessment of, amongst other considerations, whether there is a clear risk that the
proposed export might be used for internal repression. If that is the case, we will not
issue a licence. The Government has also introduced a new licensing-suspension
mechanism to suspend consideration of licence applications to countries

experiencing sudden conflict or significant turmoil.

As the events of the Arab Spring unfolded, the fast-changing nature of events across
the region meant that it was increasingly difficult to make full and predictable
assessments about in-country situations, and it became clear that there was an
increased risk that equipment we had already licensed might be used to suppress
protests in ways inconsistent with the licensing criteria. As a result, the Government
quickly decided that it was necessary to review extant licences to these counties (i.e.
licences already issued but for which the goods had not been exported) alongside

applications for new licences. Further to these reviews, we revoked a number of
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licences for countries in the region where we felt circumstances had changed
significantly so as to lead to a change in the level of risk since the original decision
had been made. These were licences where we assessed that there was now a
clear risk that the equipment in question might be used for internal repression or that
the equipment could provoke or aggravate existing tensions in the country. We
continued to assess new applications for licences on a case-by-case basis taking

into account the rapidly changing circumstances in the region.

We reviewed all extant licences to Egypt in February, following the violent unrest in
Cairo, and revoked 36 standard individual licences. We judged that a number of
licences remained consistent with licensing criteria such as naval navigation and
radar equipment. Since the unrest we have continued to monitor the situation in
Egypt closely, paying particular attention to the risk that goods might be used in

internal repression or to aggravate existing tensions in the country.

When demonstrations in Libya escalated in mid-February, the Government
immediately reviewed all valid licences for Libya and quickly revoked a number of
extant licences for riot-control equipment, ammunition and tear gas in view of the
deteriorating situation. The Government had always taken particular care when
approving licensing decisions for Libya, for example agreeing to licences where the
provision of equipment was accompanied by training or to very specific end users.
Nevertheless, following the events of February, it became clear that the risks of
exporting to Libya had changed significantly and, as the large-scale violence
continued into late February, it was decided to take a more cautious approach for all
military licences. BIS had revoked all remaining licences for military-rated equipment

as well as crowd-control equipment to Libya by the end of February.

The UN imposed an arms embargo on Libya through UNSCR 1970 (2011) and 1973
(2011) on 26 February and 17 March respectively, and these measures were
brought into force in the UK by subsequent EU council regulations. This prohibited
the export of military or paramilitary equipment to Libya unless allowed by the terms
of the embargo — for example for humanitarian purposes, the media, or for UN

peacekeeping. As amended by UNSCR 2009 (2011), exemptions can now be
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applied to equipment that is used to support the objectives of Libya’s transitional

government.

FCO Review of Arms Export Policy

On 16 March, the Foreign Secretary announced to the Foreign Affairs Select
Committee that the Government would review the sales of arms which could be used
in internal repression. This followed concerns expressed by Parliament, non-
governmental organisations and the media about the possibility of UK-origin military

goods being misused in conflicts across the region.

All relevant FCO officials and ministers were involved in the review, which
considered evidence supplied by all relevant government departments and British
embassies. The review found no information to suggest that any of the controlled

military goods used by governments in the Middle East and North Africa region

against their own populations were supplied from the UK.

The review indicated a number of areas where the export-licensing process, already
one of the world’s most robust, could be improved. The Foreign Secretary
announced a package of proposals to Parliament on 13 October, including a new
mechanism which would allow immediate licensing suspension to countries
experiencing a sharp deterioration in security or stability. Export licence applications
in the pipeline for such a country would be stopped and no further licences issued,
pending ministerial or departmental review. Suspension would not be automatic or
invoked lightly, but triggered, for example, when conflict or crisis conditions changed

the risk, or made conducting a proper risk assessment difficult.

The Foreign Secretary proposed the introduction of a revised risk categorisation,
based on objective indicators and subject to regular review, which keeps pace with
changing circumstances, including human rights violations. This will increase

oversight by ministers, including of individual licence applications.

As a result of these changes the FCO will ensure that export-licensing policy is more
responsive to rapidly changing circumstances, particularly political instability. The

changes will bring more structure and consistency to the gathering of export-related
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information. Our embassies and high commissions will be able to provide more
information on the human rights situation in-country, including by following the new
Overseas Security and Justice Assistance guidance. We will encourage embassies
and high commissions to undertake or facilitate the more difficult task of end-use
monitoring of controlled military goods, particularly in high-risk countries, bearing in

mind both the practical and resource limitations.

Since the review, government officials have worked to implement the proposals,
including referring more licences to ministers for goods with a possible use in internal
repression which are destined for Middle East and North African countries and

elsewhere.

Cluster munitions

Cluster munitions can have a devastating humanitarian impact on civilian
populations. Mines, cluster munitions and other unexploded remnants of war can
remain dispersed and undetected for decades, threatening the lives of civilians and

hampering post-conflict reconstruction and development.

In 2008, a number of governments, including the UK, came together to negotiate and
adopt the Convention on Cluster Munitions (CCM). This important treaty prohibits
the use, development, production, acquisition, stockpiling and transfer of cluster
munitions. The UK became the 32nd state party to the CCM in 2010. By the end of
2011, less than two years after coming into force, the CCM already had 111
signatory states — a clear example of what can be achieved when governments and

non-governmental organisations work together.

The UK withdrew all cluster munitions from operational service in 2008. By the end
of 2011, two thirds of these munitions (some 25 million sub-munitions) had been
destroyed. Under current plans it is our intention to destroy the remainder by the
end of 2013, which is five years ahead of the deadline imposed by the CCM. This
represents an early and dedicated effort to realise, as quickly as possible and in a
safe, secure and environmentally responsible manner, our obligation to destroy

munitions that are prohibited under the convention. We have shared the
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experiences gained and lessons learned from this stockpile destruction programme

with other signatories.

The UK continued to play a full role in delivering our treaty obligations with regards to
international cooperation and assistance during 2011. Between 2010 and 2013, we
have committed more than £30 million to international mine action work. This
includes the clearance of mines, cluster munitions and other unexploded remnants of
war. We have allocated significant additional funding for mine action work in

Afghanistan and Libya.

We continued to use relevant bilateral and multilateral meetings in 2011 to
encourage non-signatories to join the CCM. In October, the UK, in partnership with
non-governmental organisations and the International Committee of the Red Cross,

hosted a workshop for Commonwealth countries, opened by Foreign Office Minister

Lord Howell.

The UK played an active part in the Second Meeting of States Parties to the CCM,
which took place in Beirut from 13 to 16 September, using the opportunity to reiterate
our continued full commitment to the convention and to globalising the ban on cluster

munitions.

The Arms Trade Treaty

Securing a robust and effective, legally binding Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) to regulate
the international trade in conventional arms is a priority for the Government. In 2011,
the UK maintained its leading global position on an ATT, playing an active and
constructive role in the UN Preparatory Committee meetings, with ministers and
senior officials regularly raising the treaty in bilateral and multilateral meetings. We
continued to work with civil society and the UK defence industry in support of the
treaty, funding a range of ATT-related projects such as research into implementation
issues, and raising awareness with the international defence industry. The FCO
minister responsible for the ATT, Alistair Burt, made clear — including during an ATT
parliamentary reception in February — the importance we attach to ensuring that the

treaty contains provisions on human rights and international humanitarian law.

93



The constructive atmosphere that characterised the start to negotiations continued at
the UN Preparatory Committee meetings in February and July, with the majority of

UN member states positively engaged. The UK was instrumental in securing the first
P5 (the five permanent members of the UN Security Council) statement in support of

the UN process on an ATT at the July meeting.

We are now entering a crucial phase of the UN process on an ATT, with the
diplomatic conference taking place in New York from 2 to 27 July 2012. We continue
to work with UN member states, and with civil society, towards our shared goal of a
robust and effective treaty. We continue to be strong advocates for the inclusion of
human rights and international humanitarian law in the treaty, as well as sustainable
development and prevention of corruption. We are pushing for a comprehensive
scope, including small arms, light weapons and ammunition. There remain some
significant challenges to overcome, including reconciling the different views on what
the treaty should contain and how it should operate. However, with the widespread
international support for an ATT, we remain confident that we can secure a

successful outcome to the UN process.

Reducing Conflict and Building Stability Overseas

Over 1.5 billion people live in fragile and conflict-affected states or in countries with
very high levels of criminal violence. Instability and conflict prevent economic
development, trap people in poverty and undermine their human rights. No low-
income fragile state has achieved a single millennium development goal. People
living in fragile and conflict-affected areas are particularly vulnerable to human rights
abuses. A lack of governance and weak national institutions mean that abuses can
often be committed with impunity, and victims have little access to justice. Helping to
build robust civil societies in these states is a key element to improving the lives and

opportunities of their populations.

In July, the Foreign Secretary, Defence Secretary and Development Secretary

launched the Building Stability Overseas Strategy. This strategy focuses on how
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to best use the UK’s diplomatic, development and defence tools to address instability
and conflict overseas. It identified three key areas where the Government can

concentrate efforts in order to make a difference:

e Early warning: improving our ability to anticipate instability and potential
triggers for conflict. This includes developing internal watch-list systems to

monitor actual and potential conflict countries.

¢ Rapid crisis prevention and response: taking fast, appropriate and effective
action to prevent a crisis or stop it from escalating, including using a new early-
action facility within the Government’s Conflict Pool resources, and further

developing the model of stabilisation response teams, as deployed in Libya.

¢ Investing in upstream prevention: helping to build strong, legitimate and

robust societies in fragile countries, including effective and accountable security

and justice systems.

The UK has invested in its own stabilisation capacity through developing a dedicated
Stabilisation Unit to help build the resilience of fragile states, so that they provide a
safer living environment for their citizens. The Stabilisation Unit maintains a list of
over 1,000 civilian experts who are able to deploy to fragile states to provide specific
expertise in a range of areas, from reform of prisons to reintegrating combatants, or
advising governments on how to create jobs for young people. They aim to build,
rather than replace, national efforts. In 2011, the Stabilisation Unit had up to 200
people deployed around the world at any one time, including the first Stabilisation
Response Team sent to Benghazi in May to support the Libyan people through the

period of transition.

We remain committed not only to building the stability of fragile states, but also to
increasing others’ ability to do so. In 2011, the UK contributed over £100,000 to the
United Nations to help fund a review of international civilian capacity, which is
intended to increase the global availability of civilian experts. We hope that, in
future, many countries will be able to share civilian expertise to help build functioning

states which respect human rights.
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The responsibility to protect

At the UN 2005 World Summit, governments recognised that each state has a
“responsibility to protect” (R2P) their own population from genocide, war crimes,
ethnic cleansing and crimes against humanity. They declared that the international
community should encourage and help states to fulfil this responsibility, and would

be prepared to take action if a state failed to do so.

The Government is committed to implementing R2P. In 2011, our objectives were to
help build a shared understanding of the concept within the international community;
to continue to work to encourage and help states to build capacity to exercise their
responsibility; to improve our early-warning systems to enhance our ability to spot
potential conflicts; and to ensure that agreement on R2P is translated into a

willingness to act speedily and appropriately in specific cases.

In June, we participated in the annual UN General Assembly interactive dialogue on
R2P. We joined the majority of member states in reaffirming our support for R2P
and acknowledged the key role of regional organisations in supporting the
international community’s efforts to prevent or halt mass atrocities, for example by

identifying warning signs and taking appropriate action in their neighbourhood.

We participated in a number of other international meetings and seminars on R2P,
including a ministerial meeting organised by the NGO Global Centre for the
Responsibility to Protect, which was attended by UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-

moon.

We supported increased funding in 2012 of the Joint Office of the UN Secretary-
General’s Special Advisers for Genocide and Responsibility to Protect. We
continued to provide financial support to the Global Centre for the Responsibility to
Protect for R2P advocacy and research activities aimed at further strengthening

understanding of the concept.

We provided political and financial support through the UN Stabilisation Mission in

the Democratic Republic of Congo (MONUSCO) for protection support cells. UK
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Government funding and lobbying helped convince the government of the DRC to
tackle impunity for mass rape by instigating the most important trials in recent times.
The trials led to the conviction and imprisonment of serving military personnel for

sexual and gender-based violence.

The UK implemented R2P as an EU member, for example through the EU Rule of
Law Mission to Kosovo, to develop and strengthen the delivery of multi-ethnic
justice, police and customs services free from political interference. The EU
provided financial and political support to the African Union to develop its Continental
Early-Warning system, and to African Union-led Peace Support Operations in

Somalia and Central Africa.

Following the publication of the Building Stability Overseas Strategy, we have
strengthened our cross-government early-warning and early-action systems to

identify those potential conflicts during which mass atrocity crimes might be
perpetrated. We supported improvements to the UN’s early-warning capability,
including through the Joint Office of the Secretary-General’s Special Advisers for
Genocide and Responsibility to Protect. A UK presidency initiative in November
2010 ensured that a briefing by the UN Department of Political Affairs on emerging
or growing conflicts was included on the agenda for each rotating UN Security
Council presidency in 2011. This has strengthened the UN Security Council’s focus

on preventing as well as resolving conflict.

In 2011, as a UN Security Council member, we supported a number of resolutions
aimed at protecting populations from mass atrocities. In those resolutions, the
Security Council recalled specific states’ responsibilities to protect their populations —
for example in Libya and Yemen; decided to assist states to fulfil their responsibilities
— for example, South Sudan; and mandated action to protect civilians in Libya and

Cote d’lvoire.
Some members of the international community disagreed with how UN Security

Council Resolution 1973 on Libya was implemented. Nevertheless, we believe that

action taken by NATO after the passing of that resolution was necessary, legal and
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morally right. NATO’s intervention saved thousands of people from becoming

victims of mass atrocities.

In Céte d’lvoire, legislative elections passed off peacefully in December, highlighting
the progress that the Ivorian government has made in addressing peace and stability
issues since the end of the crisis in April. This included the establishment of a Truth
and Reconciliation Commission in September. The new government also
reconfirmed the country’s acceptance of the jurisdiction of the International Criminal
Court (ICC), and in October the ICC prosecutor opened an investigation covering the
situation in Cote d’lvoire since 28 November 2010. This led to the arrest in

November of former president Laurent Gbagbo for crimes against humanity.

At the UN Human Rights Council in March, we supported a statement on R2P,
urging states to implement their responsibility to protect and highlighting the crucial

role of the Human Rights Council in this effort.

We supported Human Rights Council resolutions on Libya and Syria, in February
and August respectively. In both cases, this led to the establishment of independent,
international commissions of inquiry, tasked to investigate alleged violations of
international human rights law and, where possible, to identify those responsible.
The aim is to ensure that perpetrators of violations are held accountable. The
situation in Libya was then immediately referred to the International Criminal Court
by the UN Security Council. On 4 October, the UN Security Council voted on a draft
resolution on Syria, which condemned the Syrian regime’s use of force, called for an
end to violence, and threatened sanctions if the situation did not improve. We regret
the decision of Russia and China to veto this. In November, the interim report
published by the independent Commission of Inquiry on Syria expressed concern
that the widespread human rights abuses in Syria could amount to crimes against
humanity. We welcome the efforts by the Arab League to bring an end to the

violence there.

Over the course of 2011, members of the international community continued to hold
differing views on the application of R2P in situations where prevention had failed.

The UK consistently advocated that the international community’s response needed

98



to take account of the situation on the ground. Some other states’ responses were
motivated by their own national interests and a range of concerns including other
states’ primary motives for supporting action, the infringement of other states’
sovereignty, and how best to protect populations in the long term. A lack of
consensus on these issues was one of the factors which thwarted a collective

response by the international community to the situation in Syria in 2011.

In 2012, we will continue to make progress on the objectives we pursued in 2011,
particularly encouraging greater international focus on the prevention of mass
atrocity crimes. We will work to maintain and strengthen the international
community’s ability to take action in a timely and decisive manner in response to

mass atrocities.

The Conflict Pool
The Conflict Pool is a tri-departmental fund of the FCO, DFID and the MOD. The

pool continued to support programmes in Afghanistan, Africa, the Middle East and

North Africa, South Asia, and wider Europe as well as supporting reform and
capacity-building of international organisations. The Conflict Pool’s overall budget in

the financial year 2011-12 was £180 million.

In Afghanistan, the Conflict Pool funded the Afghanistan Independent Human
Rights Commission’s work on human rights education and advocacy, and their
monitoring and investigation of allegations of human rights abuses, providing a total
of £500,000. This money was aimed at building the commission’s capacity, including
its ability to provide oversight to the Government. The pool funded work on support
for electoral institutions and processes, as well as the development of political
parties. Finally, the pool funded justice projects, including support for the Afghan
Independent Bar Association and, in Helmand Province, initiatives to promote non-

Taliban informal justice systems.
In Africa, the Conflict Pool programme focused on three thematic areas: African

conflict prevention at the continental and regional level; addressing the underlying

causes of conflict in a number of priority sub-regions and countries; and improving
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security sector reform. The pool supported peacekeeping, including in Somalia,

Sudan, Kenya, the Central African Republic and the Democratic Republic of Congo.

Interventions that specifically supported human rights included funding four positions
in the EU advisory and assistance mission for security reform in the Democratic
Republic of Congo.

The mission promotes policies that are compatible with human rights and
international humanitarian law, including on gender issues and children affected by
armed conflict. The pool helped with democratisation by supporting electoral
processes, including by providing funding for election observers in Liberia and Céte

d'lvoire.

In the Middle East and North Africa, the Conflict Pool focused on four priority
areas: Iraq, Israel and the Occupied Palestinian Territories, Lebanon, and Yemen.
In response to the Arab Spring, it widened its remit to include Libya, Jordan, Syria
and the Gulf.

In Iraq, the pool supported the development of an effective, just and non-
discriminatory police and criminal justice system, by training the police (including
more than 100 women officers) in the investigation of crimes and the gathering and
analysis of forensic evidence, and training judges in the use of scientific evidence.

In Israel and the Occupied Territories, the pool funded the International Peace and
Cooperation Centre (IPCC), which helps Palestinians to legalise their rights to land
and property in the West Bank and East Jerusalem and gain planning permission for
new housing developments, thereby preventing demolitions. We supported the
IPCC in its work with Bedouin communities and the Israeli authorities to prevent a
number of Bedouins from being forcibly transferred to make way for a settlement that

would destroy communities and their livelihoods.

We continued to assist Israeli and Palestinian NGOs that provide legal support,
improving access to justice and fair trials for Palestinian juveniles detained by the
Israeli defence forces, and leading to improvements in the treatment of juveniles in

Israeli military courts. We fund the Palestinian Independent Commission for Human
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Rights to monitor and investigate allegations of arbitrary detention, violations of the

criminal code and torture by Palestinian security officials.

We have partnered with the UK Task Force of Israeli NGOs to co-fund initiatives
which empower Israel’s Arab citizens and help integrate them into society. A
particular focus has been to facilitate engagement by Arab Israeli youth in the hi-tech

sector, alongside their Jewish counterparts.

In Lebanon, the pool funded training of security personnel to develop and implement
a human rights policy and code of conduct for police, which was officially adopted
and launched by the Lebanese government in 2011. The pool funded Palestinian
NGOs to help develop joint mechanisms for redress for alleged violations
experienced by Palestinian refugees, especially those in camps. Our work with the

Lebanese armed forces and the border force helped lead to improved treatment of

Syrian refugees fleeing the violent conflict in Syria.

In Yemen, the pool focused on two kinds of projects: those which help to improve the
treatment of Somali refugees and improve relations between them and settled
Yemeni communities; and those which build local capacity to manage and resolve
conflicts, particularly disputes between local communities. In the Governorates in
which we have worked, 2011 saw a marked reduction in conflicts between camp-
based refugees and local communities. This has been achieved through greater
integration between incomers and the host population, and a better understanding
between different sectarian groups over traditional sources of dispute such as land

and water.
In South Asia, the Conflict Pool has supported human rights, conflict prevention and
peacebuilding in Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Maldives, Nepal, and Indian-administered

Kashmir.

In Pakistan, the pool funded initiatives to build the capacity of community-based

organisations and political workers on human rights and democratic governance.
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In Sri Lanka, the pool supported work to secure language rights of minorities through
building community lobby groups, public interest litigation and advocacy work as well
as increasing public debate and awareness of language rights. The pool supported
Tamil language training for 350 police officers this year, as part of a larger

community-policing project.

In Maldives, the pool has worked to strengthen democracy by helping to ensure that
legislation passed by the People’s Majlis (parliament) conformed to international

human rights standards and democratic principles.

In Nepal, the pool promoted security-sector reform, respect for human rights and an
inclusive constitutional process. One of the key unresolved issues of the peace
process is the fate of the former Maoist combatants who have been living in
cantonments since 2006. At the request of all the major parties, the pool funded a
project to assist the multi-party technical committee to develop key documents
outlining how demobilisation and integration of the combatants into the Nepalese
security forces could be managed. This project should help to pave the way for an

agreement on this critical issue.

In Kashmir, the Conflict Pool worked on both sides of the Line of Control. Officials in
our high commissions in New Delhi and Islamabad regularly discussed the situation
in Kashmir with the Indian and Pakistani governments, and with our contacts in
Indian and Pakistan-administered Kashmir. We continue to encourage India and
Pakistan to seek a lasting resolution that takes into account the wishes of the
Kashmiri people. We called for an end to all external support for violence in
Kashmir. We continue to urge the government of Pakistan to take action against the
presence and activities of militant groups in Pakistan-administered Kashmir. Levels
of reported militant violence in Indian-administered Kashmir have been declining
since 2008, but Indian authorities report continued infiltration across the Line of

Control.

In wider Europe, pool-funded projects focused on improving access to justice and
developing a more effective rule of law; post-conflict reconciliation, including dealing

with war crimes issues; and promoting inter-ethnic relations and minority rights.
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In Serbia, projects included security-sector reform work. A project by the Belgrade
Centre for Human Rights helped to change attitudes towards the ICTY and to
promote awareness of war crimes in Serbia, Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina,

including a high-profile conference in Croatia opened by the president.

In Bosnia and Herzegovina, the UK supported a number of activities in the justice
sector, including secondments to assist work on war-crimes cases from Srebrenica

and to support EU activity.

In Kosovo, projects included successful work supporting the return of displaced
people, reintegration of minority communities, and resolution of post-war property
claims. The pool supported a number of secondments to support capacity-building,

particularly through the EU rule of law mission.

In Georgia, we funded several projects working with local civil society and media

groups, enhancing engagement across conflict divides.

In the Nagorno Karabakh region, we supported the capacity-building of civil society,
business and the media, with a focus on challenging stereotypes and opening

dialogue.

In the Ferghana Valley region of Central Asia, our projects supported participatory
community-safety approaches, improving access to legal assistance and building
awareness of human rights. The Conflict Pool supports human rights work in the

North Caucasus region of Russia (see Russia in Section IX).

Women, peace and security

The FCO, DFID, the MOD and the Stabilisation Unit worked together to deliver the
commitments of the UK’s National Action Plan on UN Security Council Resolution
1325, dealing with women, peace and security. This work involved close
coordination with the newly appointed Ministerial Champion for Tackling Violence
Against Women and Girls, Home Office Minister Lynne Featherstone, as well as with

civil society. In 2011, the FCO developed a Women, Peace and Security Toolkit,
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which has been widely circulated among its embassies and high commissions to

help them develop country-based activity on these issues

Work has continued in the three countries targeted for bilateral action in the National
Action Plan. In Afghanistan, with UK support and training, there are now four
women on the Helmand Provincial Council and five women on the Nahr-e-Siraj
District Community Council. In December, the Ministerial Champion attended the
Civil Society Forum on Afghanistan, held in Bonn, Germany, where she reiterated
the UK Government’'s commitment to an inclusive political process in Afghanistan
and the importance of the protection of women'’s rights. We continue to lobby the
government of DRC to implement legislation against sexual violence and a zero
tolerance of human rights abusers. The DRC authorities prosecuted nine FARDC
(Congolese Army) troops for their role in a mass rape committed in Fizi in January
2011. In June, the Ministerial Champion visited a UK-funded paralegal centre

providing protection, mediation and legal services to women and children in Nepal.

The Arab Spring showed the potential for new conflicts, and for new threats to
women and girls. The Government’s Arab Partnership Initiative has supported

projects to strengthen the role of women in the political process.

In October, at the annual UN Security Council open debate on women, peace and
security, the UK led on the drafting of a presidential statement, which highlighted the
importance of the increasing role of women in conflict prevention, resolution,

mediation and peacebuilding.

To mark International Women’s Day on 8 March, and the UN International Day for
the Elimination of Violence against Women on 25 November, the FCO, DFID and the
Stabilisation Unit held joint seminars on women, peace and security, which were well
attended by NGOs.

In October, the Annual Review of the National Action Plan was presented to
Parliament through a written ministerial statement. Government officials met with the
Associate Parliamentary Group on Women, Peace and Security (APG WPS), and

representatives from civil society, including Gender Action Peace and Security
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(GAPS), to discuss the annual review and to seek their views on next steps. A

revised UK National Action Plan was published in February 2012.

Protection of Civilians Strategy

The UK Protection of Civilians Strategy covers the period 2010 to 2013. It sets out
UK Government action to ensure full respect for the rights of the individual, in
accordance with international humanitarian law, human rights law, refugee law and
criminal law, in all its political, security and humanitarian work. In December, the first
report of the strategy was published, summarising progress against the strategic
goals from April 2010 to March 2011. The FCO, DFID and MOD will review how
best to extend the strategy beyond 2013.

The UK takes the lead in coordinating UN Security Council activity on the protection

of civilians in armed conflict, including by chairing an expert group comprising other

Security Council members and the UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian
Affairs. This group looks at how best to deliver the protection of civilians in specific
UN peacekeeping operations. In 2011, the focus was on improving peacebuilding
mission-wide planning, and monitoring and evaluation of protection of civilian efforts,

for peacekeeping missions with a protection mandate.

This year has seen unprecedented activity at the UN Security Council to address
civilian protection concerns, most notably in Libya and Céte d’lvoire. In April we
convened a Wilton Park Conference on “Libya Human Rights, The Way Forward”,
which invited leading practitioners, lawyers and parliamentarians to discuss the
protection of civilians during and post conflict. In Céte d’lvoire, the UK strongly
supported the robust position of the UN mission (UNOCI) in implementing its
mandate to prevent the use of heavy weapons and to protect civilians. In Syria the
UK was at the forefront of repeated initiatives calling for strong Security Council
action to protect civilians, expressing very clearly that the Assad regime’s horrific

repression of its people was utterly intolerable.

Children and armed conflict
Children are among those most vulnerable to the effects of conflict. The

Government takes direct action to help protect children in conflict zones, by applying
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diplomatic pressure and by funding projects to help protect and rehabilitate children.
We have spoken out publicly against those governments and groups that abuse
children’s rights — for example, in July at the UN Security Council Open Debate on
Children in Armed Conflict.

The UK is a member of the United Nations Security Council Working Group on
Children and Armed Conflict, which leads the international response on this issue.
This includes pressing offending states to enter into concrete action plans to verify
and release child soldiers. In 2011, the UK continued to support the work of the
Special Representative of the UN Secretary-General for Children and Armed
Conflict. In July, we worked closely with partners to secure adoption of UN Security
Council Resolution 1998, which expands the remit of UN monitoring of children

affected by armed conflict, to include attacks on schools and hospitals.

Through DFID, the UK supports programmes to reduce both direct and indirect
impacts of conflict on children, including on their education, employment, health,
nutrition, water and sanitation. DFID almost doubled its core funding to UNICEF in
2011-12, to £40 million per year. From 2009 to 2011 children were among the
beneficiaries of a £20 million Disarmament, Demobilisation and Reintegration
programme in Sudan. In Pakistan, UK support will help five million more children
attend primary school, and ensure that 500,000 young people benefit from better
technical and vocational training by 2013. In Nepal, DFID is providing £9 million
from 2009 to 2013 to an employment fund providing skills training to 35,000 young

men and women from disadvantaged groups.

Peacebuilding

The UK remains strongly committed to strengthening the UN’s capacity to address
post-conflict peacebuilding challenges. In October, the UN Secretary-General
briefed the Security Council on progress made since his 2009 Report on
Peacebuilding in the Aftermath of Conflict. The UN has sustained its momentum on
integrated mission-planning processes but more work needs to be done, especially

on defining clear roles and responsibilities for peacebuilding in the UN.
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The UK continues to support the work of the UN’s Peacebuilding Commission, the
Peacebuilding Support Office and the Peacebuilding Fund to promote stability in
countries including Sierra Leone, Liberia, Burundi, the Central African Republic and

Guinea Bissau.

The Peacebuilding Commission has an important role in resource mobilisation, but
also in encouraging countries to address issues including the rule of law, corruption,
impunity, access to justice, and respect for human rights. There has been good but
modest progress in Liberia, including 61 magistrate judges graduating in 2011 as

part of wider activities to strengthen the rule of law.

The UN Peacebuilding Fund (PBF) fills a gap in the international system to help stop
countries relapsing into conflict. The PBF is an important UN system-wide

mechanism that fills the gaps that other funding mechanisms cannot or will not

address. In 2011, the PBF supported 193 projects in 22 countries, including a quick-
start programme in Guinea to support community-level early-warning efforts to
defuse, through mediation, local tensions arising during legislative elections. The
UK’s Muiltilateral Aid Review, published in early 2011, found that the PBF
represented good value for money and merited further UK funding, leading to a new
UK commitment in August of up to £55 million in core support over the next four

years.

Private military and security companies

The private military and security company industry provides essential security
services for governments, humanitarian agencies and private companies in difficult
and dangerous environments. Although they are not used for offensive operations,
the fact that they are often armed can carry serious human rights risks. We are
therefore working at a national and an international level to raise the standards of

such companies in order to minimise the risk of human rights abuses.

The Government confirmed on 21 June that, following a public tender, it had
appointed the Aerospace, Defence and Security Trade Association as its partner in
the development of standards and the transparent regulation of UK-based private

security companies working in hostile or dangerous environments on land or at sea.
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UK standards, which will be prepared in 2012, will be based on the International
Code of Conduct for Private Security Service Providers, which was agreed in
November 2010 under Swiss facilitation, and commits signatory companies to
operating in accordance with international human rights principles and humanitarian
law. Since then, the rise of piracy has led to the formation of many private security
companies, particularly in the UK, who operate at sea and/or on land. Although the
code was prepared with land-based companies in mind, UK standards will be drafted
to incorporate maritime provisions, including consideration of any maritime-specific
provisions included in the interim guidance from the UN Contact Group on Piracy off

the coast of Somalia.

Over the course of 2011, the code has become an important source document, used
by a wide range of organisations, governments and associations as they set
standards, formulate procurement policies or draft legislation. The code has now
been signed by 266 companies, up from 60 in 2010, of which almost 40% are UK-
based. Throughout 2011 we have played a leading role, in partnership with
representatives from the Swiss, US and Australian governments, civil society and the
private security industry, to create an independent governance body that will set
standards and monitor compliance by signatory companies. Following a period of
public consultation, we expect the governance body for the code to be established in
summer 2012. Signatory companies will then be able to begin to seek full
certification under the code. The Government has publicly committed only to employ
companies certified under the code. We have embarked on an outreach campaign
to persuade other buyers of private security services to do the same, in an effort to
ensure that only those private security companies that maintain high standards can

continue to operate at a global level.
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SECTION V: Human Rights in Promoting Britain’s Prosperity

The promotion of our country’s prosperity is a priority for the FCO. Sustainable trade
is vital for the economy, supports UK jobs and promotes British and global growth.
At the same time, human rights values are intrinsic to our foreign policy and we will
not promote trade at the expense of human rights. We see our trade promotion and
human rights work as mutually supportive — it is in the UK’s interests to work towards
a world that is prosperous, fair and stable, and our ability to promote human rights

effectively ultimately rests on our economic strength as a nation.

There are many countries around the world whose record in terms of human rights is
less than perfect. Itis in our national interest, and in the interest of the people of
these countries, that we continue to engage with them at all levels, including through
trade and investment links. We are of course careful to ensure, through the export-
licensing system, that we do not export anything where there is a clear risk that it
may be used for internal repression — this is an absolute commitment that we make
regardless of how lucrative the business may be. We are clear that we will raise our
concerns about human rights wherever and whenever they arise, including with

countries with whom we are seeking closer commercial ties. This is particularly

necessary where UK companies are operating in conflict areas.

We work with governments, businesses and civil society to encourage the evolution
of more sustainable market environments in which commerce can flourish. We
believe that respect for human rights helps to create the conditions for a more stable
business environment. Good business practice can help raise standards of
behaviour, tackle disadvantage and remove incentives to abuse, as well as
strengthen communities. It reduces risks of reputational damage or litigation for
companies. Irresponsible corporate behaviour — including actions that lead to
human rights harm — corrupts the integrity of those who practise it and the markets in
which they operate. It is unfair to the weak, poor and vulnerable — those least able to
stand up for themselves; it leads to reputational damage for the company and for

the UK, and undermines the credibility of government policy.
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Issues of trade, investment and human rights involve a number of government

departments. The FCO works closely with them to ensure that Government policy is
coherent and promotes internationally agreed business and human rights standards
as effectively as possible. We are working with relevant departments to develop the

Government’s first strategy on business and human rights.

International organisations are important to this agenda. The adoption of the UN
Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights marks a step-change in the UN’s
engagement on these issues. EU multilateral trade agreements improve market
access for UK companies and include important political and human rights clauses,
which are useful in encouraging states to improve their human rights records. The
OECD is also active in this field.

We work to encourage companies to adopt responsible business practices and
policies, including human rights due diligence and anti-bribery practice. The UN
Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights provide an overarching
framework applicable to all sectors and sizes of enterprise. We encourage relevant
businesses to sign up to voluntary initiatives such as the OECD Guidelines for
Multinational Companies and the Voluntary Principles for Security and Human
Rights. These are useful to companies operating in areas of conflict or weak
governance, providing frameworks to help them respect human rights and avoid

contributing to conflict.

However, under international human rights law, states retain the primary
responsibility for the protection and promotion of human rights within their
jurisdictions. We will therefore continue to encourage other countries — in their
domestic legislation — to pursue higher standards of business accountability and
responsibility, as well as measures to implement effectively their human rights
obligations. We are determined to show that prosperity and human rights objectives
can be pursued side-by-side with vigour and commitment and achieving progress in
both.
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Promoting Responsible Business Practice

The UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights

The UK has been a strong supporter over the last six years of the UN Secretary-
General’s Special Representative on Business and Human Rights, Professor John
Ruggie, as he has worked to produce the UN Guiding Principles on Business and
Human Rights, also known as the “Protect, Respect and Remedy” Framework.
These principles were endorsed at the United Nations Human Rights Council in
June. The principles comprise three pillars: the state duty to protect against human
rights abuses by third parties, including business; the corporate responsibility to
respect the human rights of others; and the need for greater access by victims to
effective remedies. A UN Working Group on Human Rights and Transnational
Corporations and Other Business Enterprises was established after the
endorsement. We wrote to the working group in December to offer our support in
defining their mandate and in increasing awareness and understanding of the

guiding principles among states and businesses.

Following endorsement of the principles, the FCO established a cross-government
steering group to develop an agreed UK strategy on business and human rights, to
be launched in mid-2012, coinciding with the first anniversary of the endorsement of

the principles.

With direct input from civil society and the business community, this strategy is
intended to provide clear guidelines to British businesses about the Government's
expectations of their behaviour overseas in respect of the human rights of people
who contribute to or are affected by their operations. We expect companies to pay
attention to the human rights issues relevant to the country where they are active,
and the sectors in which they do business, to ensure that their activities do not
compromise human rights. This will be particularly important in countries where the
human rights situation is known to be poor, but also relevant in countries where
higher standards generally prevail and yet where abuses such as exploitation of

children or migrant labour still occur.
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As part of this strategy, we will reinforce training on business and human rights for
government staff who come into contact with UK companies at home and abroad.
We will re-launch the Business and Human Rights Toolkit, which has been an
important resource for commercial staff in our embassies, high commissions and
consulates since 2009, to take into account the UN guiding principles and to reflect
updates in business and human rights guidance. We will update the Overseas
Business Risk Service, a joint FCO-UKTI (UK Trade and Industry) website for UK
businesses, with a view to providing country-specific guidance on human rights
issues in overseas markets. We will signpost business to other voluntary initiatives,
guidance and best practice such as the OECD guidelines or the Voluntary Principles

for Security and Human Rights.

During 2011, the FCO set aside £100,000 from its Human Rights and Democracy
Fund for work on the UN guiding principles around the world, with projects so far
planned for Burma, China and Colombia. The objective is to explore how the UN
guiding principles might be implemented in the business environments in these
countries, and to learn lessons to roll out more work in this area in more countries

from 2012 onwards.

OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises
The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) Guidelines
for Multinational Enterprises set out a series of voluntary principles and standards of

corporate behaviour in areas such as human rights and combating bribery.

In 2011, the UK National Contact Point (NCP) for the guidelines, based at the
Department for Business, Innovation and Skills (BIS), considered four complaints
about the behaviour of UK businesses overseas. Of these, two complaints related to
labour and human rights issues in Uzbekistan, and both were successfully resolved
through UK National Contact Point-sponsored professional mediation. The other two
complaints — one in respect of a company operating in Azerbaijan, Georgia and
Turkey, and another in respect of a company in Malaysia — related to environmental
issues and labour rights respectively. In these cases, the UK National Contact Point

concluded that the companies did not act in accordance with the OECD guidelines.
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Following the UK National Contact Point's recommendations, the companies
involved took some steps to strengthen their existing procedures to ensure that they
complied with the guidelines. Details of the steps undertaken by the companies are

available on the website of the UK National Contact Point.

The main policy objective for 2011 was for the OECD and adhering countries to
agree an updated version of the guidelines, and to implement these changes in the
UK. BIS officials and the UK NCP attended regular meetings at the OECD. In mid-
2011, the OECD endorsed an updated text of the guidelines, which now includes
practical guidance to help companies respect human rights, including in their supply
chains, and to improve the effectiveness of National Contact Points and of the
complaints procedure across the OECD. The UK National Contact Point applied the

updated text with effect from 1 September.

The focus of the UK National Contact Point’s work in 2012 will be to promote a level
playing field for British companies across the OECD and beyond by working with
other National Contact Points and the OECD to apply the updated guidelines and
ensure that the guidelines are applied consistently across adhering countries; to

support the work of other countries interested in adhering to the guidelines; and to

raise awareness of the guidelines amongst UK businesses, trades unions and
NGOs.

Voluntary Principles on Security and Human Rights

The Voluntary Principles on Security and Human Rights (VPs), established in 2000
by the FCO and the US State Department, provide advice to oil, gas and mining
companies on how to engage with public and private security providers, so as to
ensure that their security operations do not lead to human rights abuses or

exacerbate conflict.

During 2011, the UK played a leading role in supporting reform of the voluntary
principles’ governance, administrative and financial arrangements. These reforms
should make it easier to encourage more government, civil society and corporate
participants from a wider range of countries to join the initiative. This will ensure

greater global impact and increased protection for people living in fragile or conflict-

113



affected states by ensuring that more extractive companies in more countries are
carrying out effective risk assessments and improving respect for human rights

standards amongst public and private security personnel.

In addition to these reforms, a number of participant companies began work on a
pilot project to develop an external assurance mechanism to measure extractive
companies’ performance against the voluntary principles standards. Such a
mechanism is important for improving the credibility of the voluntary principles, and
the UK is taking part in consultations with the companies to ensure that the process

is as robust as possible.

The FCO'’s overseas network worked throughout the year to raise awareness of the
voluntary principles in Africa, Asia and Latin America and to persuade more
governments to join the initiative. In Indonesia the Embassy worked with a local
NGO, the Indonesia Centre for Ethics, to raise awareness about the voluntary
principles with senior government officials and police officers and large international
companies. In the Democratic Republic of Congo, UK officials discussed with
other participant governments how to implement the voluntary principles, and agreed
to approach the new government about joining the scheme after the elections. In
Australia, UK officials met Australian government officials to encourage them to sign
up to the initiative. In Peru, UK officials attended meetings with NGOs, companies

and other governments to discuss how best to engage the Peruvian government.

In 2012, the UK will continue to support and undertake efforts to improve the
accountability and impact of the voluntary principles through the development of the
external assurance mechanism, and will work through our overseas network and
other voluntary principles partners to encourage more countries to join the initiative.

We will seek to persuade more UK-based extractive companies to join.

The Kimberley Process

The Kimberley Process Certification Scheme is an important conflict-prevention
mechanism that regulates the global trade in rough diamonds. The Kimberley
Process was established in 2002 to tackle the problem of rebel groups trading in

rough diamonds in order to fund armed conflicts. The Kimberley Process now has
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50 members representing 76 countries and accounts for over 99% of the global
production and trade of rough diamonds. The UK is represented in the Kimberley

Process by the European Union.

The Government Diamond Office (GDO), based in the FCO, and the UK Border
Agency and Customs are responsible for preventing illicit diamonds entering or
leaving the UK. In 2011, the GDO worked with the UK’s rough diamond industry to
provide expert advice and oversight of industry compliance with Kimberley Process
minimum standards. GDO officials carried out inspections of diamond shipments on
selected imports and exports. The GDO worked with industry and other Kimberley
Process member governments to ensure effective implementation of the scheme
around the world, for example by providing advice to the Irish government on

compliance issues.

Experts estimate that since the Kimberley Process was established “conflict
diamonds” have reduced from 15% to less than 1% of the global trade in rough
diamonds. But significant challenges remain. The process has struggled to deal
with human rights abuses, because it was established to tackle the problem of rebel

groups trading in rough diamonds to fund armed conflict, and it does not have a clear

mandate to address human rights violations by states in relation to the diamond

trade.

In November, Kimberley Process participants reached agreement on exports from
Kimberley Process-compliant diamond mines in the Marange region of Zimbabwe.
Diamond exports from Marange had been halted by the Kimberley Process in 2009
following serious human rights abuses in the diamond fields in 2008 (though some
limited exports of Kimberley Process-compliant diamonds were permitted in 2010).
The UK consistently argued for a robust agreement which would commit Zimbabwe
to meeting its Kimberley Process responsibilities before allowing it to resume
exports. The new agreement, which establishes an independent monitoring team
and a monitoring role for civil society, ensures that only diamonds mined in
accordance with Kimberley Process standards can be exported. Zimbabwe renewed
its commitment to take steps to bring diamond mining in the whole of Marange into

compliance with Kimberley Process standards. Violence in Marange has decreased
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significantly since the Kimberley Process took action, although media and NGO
reports of human rights abuses in the Marange region continue. The UK will
continue to monitor the situation closely, and progress will be reviewed at the next

Kimberley Process Plenary meeting in November 2012.

In 2012, the UK will continue to work with EU partners, other governments, industry
and civil society, to identify ways to strengthen the Kimberley Process to ensure that
it remains a credible and effective mechanism for the prevention of conflict, and to
consider how human rights violations might be taken more explicitly into

consideration.

Bribery and corruption
We see bribery as a major contributor to market failure and hugely damaging to
emerging economies. We recognise its impact on the most vulnerable in society,

and the link between corruption and human rights abuses.

The Bribery Act came into force on 1 July and signals the UK’s strong commitment to
combating bribery and corruption, as well as strengthening the UK’s reputation as
one of the least corrupt countries in the world. Prior to the Act coming into force,
guidance was issued to our embassies and high commissions to ensure that they
had the tools required to advise British business effectively. Ministry of Justice
guidance was circulated on 30 March, and a toolkit of advice was placed on our

intranet site on 19 April.

Since the Act came into force, our embassies, high commissions and consulates
have been active in providing advice to British businesses on meeting their
obligations under the new legislation. For example, our consulate general in Hong
Kong delivered a seminar on the Act involving a panel discussion for business with
Lord Goldsmith and the Director of the Serious Fraud Office. We expect more

awareness-raising work to take place in 2012.

In July, Lord Green hosted the launch of our Overseas Business Risk website, a
service run jointly by the FCO and UKTI, which offers country-specific advice to

British companies to help them manage risks such as bribery when operating
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overseas. The website contains information on over 90 markets and links through to

advice provided by other government departments.

The UK actively supports the raising of standards of anti-corruption legislation and
enforcement in our trading partners through the Organisation for Economic Co-
operation and Development (OECD), United Nations and Council of Europe
Conventions against Corruption. We adhere to these same standards ourselves.
Following an evaluation visit in October, we expect the OECD to publish a report on
how we enforce anti-bribery legislation toward the end of March 2012, and we will

respond to their findings in due course.

Arms export licensing

In addition to helping safeguard UK national security, robust and effective arms
export controls promote our prosperity by enabling British defence and security
industries to compete effectively in the global defence market. See Section IV for

more details.

EU Trade and Human Rights

The human rights “essential element” clause

Since 1995, the EU has incorporated a human rights clause as an essential element
in all agreements with third countries, except sector-specific agreements such as
steel and fisheries. Despite there being no requirement for sector-specific
agreements to contain such clauses, a number of fisheries agreements concluded in
2011 included a human rights clause. The clause provides an opportunity for
dialogue on human rights issues, allowing the EU to engage positively with third

countries on human rights.
All EU member states agreed a formal position on the inclusion of such human rights

clauses in all EU-third-country agreements. To date, 47 agreements containing

such a clause have been agreed with more than 122 countries. In extreme

117



circumstances, the agreement can also be suspended in the event of a serious

breach of the clause.

Third-country free trade agreements

All agreements on trade or cooperation with non-EU countries contain either a
clause stipulating that human rights are an essential element in relations between
the parties, or are linked to a cooperation agreement that contains such a clause.
Trade agreements with third countries therefore provide important leverage for the
EU to advance global respect for human rights. The most comprehensive is the
Cotonou Agreement — the trade and aid pact which links the EU with 79 countries in
Africa, the Caribbean and Pacific (the ACP group). If any ACP country fails to
respect human rights, EU trade concessions can be suspended and aid programmes
curtailed. The EU sees democratic political structures as a precondition for reducing
poverty — the main objective of its overseas development policy. It applies the same

principles to other partner countries.

In February 2011, negotiations for a free trade agreement with Libya were
suspended, and in September, the EU Association/Cooperation Agreement with
Syria (which dates back to 1977) was suspended on human rights grounds.

No new trade agreements with the EU were signed in 2011, although there are a

number under negotiation.

Generalised System of Preferences

The Generalised System of Preferences (GSP) is an important human rights
instrument available to the EU. It links trade concessions to the human rights
performance of countries. There are three tiers of benefits: the standard GSP, the
special arrangements for sustainable development and good governance (GSP+)
and the Everything But Arms (EBA) initiative.

Under the GSP Regulation, the European Commission may launch an investigation if
there is evidence that a qualifying GSP country has committed grave and systematic

violations of the international human rights and labour rights conventions cited in the

GSP Regulation.
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GSP+ offers additional incentive arrangements to developing countries which have
ratified and effectively implemented 27 core international conventions on human
rights, labour rights, environment and good-governance principles, allowing them to
export goods to the EU at preferential tariff rates. Fourteen countries are currently
receiving additional preferences under GSP+. Cape Verde successfully met the

criteria for GSP+ in 2011 and will benefit from the enhanced preferences from 2012.

The EU’s proposed reform of GSP was published in May. From a human rights
perspective, one positive change in the commission’s proposal is to widen the
economic eligibility criteria for GSP+ allowing more countries access, provided they
ratify and implement the relevant international conventions. In addition, the reform
provides greater clarity on what is expected in terms of human rights and good

governance standards for GSP+.
We have been working closely with the commission, the European Parliament and
other member states on the proposed reform of GSP and will continue to do so in

2012.

Sanctions

UN and EU human rights-related sanctions may restrict EU or worldwide trade with
certain countries, individuals or organisations with a view to coercing and
constraining them towards behaviour change and sending a political signal. When
negotiating with such regimes, the FCO consults relevant government departments
to ensure that the economic and commercial impacts are considered and minimised

where possible while preserving the effectiveness of the sanctions.

For example, in 2011 we lifted asset freezes against Libyan oil companies shortly
after Colonel Qadhafi’'s death to help get revenue flows moving again, and we
negotiated a humanitarian exemption to the EU asset freeze against Céte d’lvoire

ports, which allowed a limited number of goods to continue entering the country.
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SECTION VI: Human Rights for British Nationals Overseas

Supporting British nationals in difficulty around the world sits at the heart of FCO
activity as one of the UK Government’s three foreign policy priorities. An integral
part of the support provided by our global network of consular staff is promoting and
protecting the human rights of British nationals overseas. We provide advice and
support to British nationals facing the death penalty and those in detention who
allege mistreatment or who have concerns about the fairness of their trial or travel
ban; and we will press governments, police and prison authorities to respect
individual human rights, meet international fair-trial standards and, with the
permission of the British nationals involved, investigate allegations of abuse. We
assist British nationals who have been forced into a marriage against their will,
suffered any form of crime or assault, or whose children have been abducted by a
former partner. In all cases we work closely with human rights non-governmental
organisations (NGOs), both in the UK and abroad to complement and add to the

support the FCO can provide.

The death penalty

It is the long-standing policy of the UK to oppose the death penalty in all
circumstances, and we will use all appropriate influence to prevent the execution of
any British national. We will intervene at whatever stage and level is judged
appropriate and will use high-level political lobbying when necessary. Our past
interventions have included submitting amicus curiae briefs (a process whereby an
interested group, who are not party to a case, can volunteer to offer information to a
court in deciding a matter before it) to foreign courts and making senior-level
representations jointly with other European countries to foreign governments. We
work in partnership with the NGO Reprieve and the detainees’ local lawyers to seek
to prevent British nationals receiving a death sentence; or where such sentences

have been imposed, to seek their review or commutation.
In 2011, we made representations on behalf of British nationals in a number of

countries including in the Democratic Republic of Congo, Indonesia, Malaysia,

Pakistan, Thailand and the US. In several cases we assess that our interventions
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helped towards either preventing the British national being sentenced to death, or in
delaying an execution date, providing further opportunity for us to make additional

representations.

At the end of 2011, there were 13 British nationals sentenced to death and awaiting
execution, and approximately 40 British prisoners facing charges that may attract the
death penalty, an increase on last year’s figures. We will continue to intervene in

these cases to help prevent the execution of a British national.

Overseas prisoners
As of 30 September, we were aware of 2,572 British nationals detained in 87

countries overseas.

Consular staff aim to contact British detainees within 24 hours of being notified of
their arrest or detention, and to visit them as soon as possible afterwards if they
would like us to. Unfortunately, in some countries we are often not notified of the
detention of British nationals. Through persistent lobbying we work hard to
encourage these countries to meet their consular notification obligations under the
Vienna Convention on Consular Relations or under any bilateral agreements they
have with the UK.

Our role is to monitor the detainee’s welfare and to provide basic information about

the local prison and legal system, including a list of English-speaking lawyers and

interpreters, and the availability of legal aid. We offer information and referral to our
NGO partners who can help British nationals during their detention and facilitate

contact with family members.

We work closely with Prisoners Abroad, Reprieve, Fair Trials International and
others, to help ensure that those detained overseas get the expert assistance they
need. In 2011, we worked closely with Reprieve on a case in the US to help ensure
that the death penalty was not sought for a British national. Reprieve worked with
local lawyers and we coordinated high-level lobbying of the government. The British
national was sentenced to life imprisonment, a result we measure to be largely due

to our combined efforts. We worked with Prisoners Abroad to ensure that a number
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of British prisoners received medication to stabilise life-threatening illnesses in cases

when the prison refused to provide them.

British nationals are detained in many countries with varying judicial systems.
During 2011, we intervened in a number of cases where British detainees were not
being treated in line with internationally accepted standards, most notably in a case
where a British national had been detained for ten years without standing trial. After

frequent representations on the delay of proceedings, the trial has now taken place.

Numerous instances of mistreatment were reported to us in 2011 by British nationals
detained overseas. These ranged from being verbally threatened by a police officer
to reports of serious torture where a prisoner alleged he was brutally beaten to
extract a confession. Where we had the individual’s permission, we raised the
allegations with foreign authorities, often repeatedly. We take all allegations of
mistreatment very seriously and will continue to approach foreign authorities if British

nationals are not treated in line with internationally accepted standards.

The end of 2011 saw a positive conclusion for one British prisoner with serious
health concerns, who had been detained abroad on drugs charges. He was
incarcerated in awful conditions for many years and access to medical assistance
was often difficult to secure. We intervened repeatedly to seek better treatment.
Given the compelling compassionate circumstances of the case we worked hard to
secure clemency for this prisoner. As a result, after nearly 20 years of imprisonment,

he was pardoned.

In 2012, we will continue to work closely with others to offer assistance to British
nationals detained overseas, and help to ensure they are treated in line with

internationally accepted standards.

Forced marriage
Forced marriage is an appalling and indefensible practice and is recognised in the
UK as a form of violence against women and men. It is a serious abuse of human

rights and, where children are involved, child abuse. Victims of forced marriage can
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suffer physical, psychological, emotional, financial and sexual abuse, including being

held captive unlawfully, assaulted and repeatedly raped.

The UK continued to lead globally in tackling forced and early marriage through the
work of the Forced Marriage Unit — a joint initiative of the Foreign and
Commonwealth Office and the Home Office. This is coordinated closely with the UK
Government’s wider work to tackle violence against women and girls. The Forced
Marriage Unit supports victims of any nationality in the UK, as well as helping British
nationals who are at risk abroad. The unit helps people who have already been

forced into marriage and are being forced to sponsor a visa for their spouse.

In 2011, the Forced Marriage Unit provided help and support in 1,468 cases of
potential or actual forced marriage; 78% of these calls were regarding female victims
and 22% involved men. Victims under the age of 18 were involved in 29% of cases,
and 4.5% involved victims with disabilities. Minors accounted for 298 cases. This
work often involved helping victims return to the UK. For example, one 19-year-old
boy was rescued from a city in South Asia having been told that he was going to be
forced to marry his cousin. He had recently told his family in the UK that he was gay.
He contacted the Forced Marriage Unit in London who worked with our High
Commission to find him safe accommodation, an emergency travel document and a

flight back to the UK. He is now rebuilding his life away from his family.

The Forced Marriage Unit worked closely with NGOs and community groups to

increase the protection and support available to victims of forced marriage in the UK.
For example, in November, they provided funding for the development of a range of
social media projects including web pages, text messaging and smartphone

applications to raise awareness and support peer mentors.

Embassies and high commissions around the world continue to conduct outreach
programmes aimed at tackling the practice of forced and early marriage. For
example, in 2011, the British High Commission in Islamabad funded local NGO
SACH (Struggle for Change) to run a major awareness campaign. They ran

workshops for local government officers and human rights activists.
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The UK continues to lobby internationally for commitment to tackling forced and early
marriage. At the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting in Perth in October,
the UK worked with the NGO Plan UK and the Royal Commonwealth Society to
secure Commonwealth commitment to addressing child and forced marriage for the

first time.

In October, Prime Minister David Cameron announced plans to criminalise the
breach of Forced Marriage Protection Orders (FMPO) in the UK. He set out
proposals for a public consultation on the criminalisation of forced marriage. This

was launched by the Home Secretary in December and will run until March 2012.

Female genital mutilation
The Female Genital Mutilation Act 2003 made it an offence for UK nationals or
permanent UK residents to carry out female genital mutilation abroad, or to aid, abet,

counsel or procure its practice abroad, even in countries where this is legal.

In 2011, the FCO co-funded with the Metropolitan Police a project by the NGO Kids
TaskForce to produce a schools resource pack including a short film to raise
awareness of female genital mutilation (FGM) amongst school-age children. The
film was launched in July and is being used to help British girls prepare for trips
abroad, to alert girls to the potential risk of a family visit to certain countries where

the act of female genital mutilation is common.

Child abduction

International parental child abduction causes unimaginable distress to those
affected. Children who are wrongfully removed or retained overseas may suffer from
the negative effects of the abduction for many years, even after they have been
returned to their home country. For this reason the UK Government firmly believes
all countries should sign and ratify the 1980 Hague Convention on the Civil Aspects
of International Child Abduction, an international treaty which aims to ensure that
abducted children are returned to where they normally live for matters of residence
and for contact to be resolved by the local courts. The alternative, in countries that

have not implemented the convention, is an often complex process involving
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expensive and lengthy court proceedings, which may not ultimately be successful in

securing the return of the abducted child to their home country.

In 2011, we assisted in 356 cases of child abduction, where our help ranged from
offering general advice and information, to conducting consular visits, to ministers
making political representations. In one case, a mother contacted us about her
infant son who was abducted by his father from the UK to a country in Southeast
Asia. We assisted by offering advice and support to the mother as she navigated an
unfamiliar legal system to regain custody of her child. We then lobbied the local
authorities to ensure that the court’s ruling was enforced. At the end of the year, the
mother was making arrangements to travel overseas to be reunited with her son, and

we continued to be on hand to give her assistance.

As well as offering support on individual cases, we continued throughout 2011 to
encourage foreign governments to sign and ratify the 1980 Hague Abduction
Convention. We worked closely with the governments of Russia and Japan, among
others, to share our expertise in operating the convention, including through hosting

a delegation of Russian officials in June.

We continued our cooperation with Pakistan by funding two regional workshops to
increase understanding amongst the Pakistani judiciary of the UK—Pakistan Protocol,
a bilateral judicial agreement on child abduction. In 2012, we plan to launch an

advocacy campaign to encourage Pakistani judges, politicians, government officials

and NGOs to explore how the convention might be operated in Pakistan.

Unfortunately, we anticipate a rise in parental child abductions in 2012 and even
greater demand for our assistance. This reflects a consistent pattern of rising
numbers of child abductions year-on-year. We are focusing more effort on raising
awareness of the problem, and taking preventative steps, as we believe that this is
the most effective way to reduce the incidence of child abduction in the long term.
Building on two highly successful annual media campaigns in 2010 and 2011, we
have made links with parenting groups, police, lawyers’ bodies and other groups who
can multiply our impact in the prevention of child abduction. We hope that by

working closely with other organisations to develop a holistic approach to tackling
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child abduction, we can better assist our existing cases as well as help to stop more

children and parents being affected by child abduction in 2012.
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SECTION VII: Working Through a Rules-based International System

Effective international institutions are essential for promoting respect for human
rights and the rule of law. The UK works in international institutions including the
UN, the EU, the Commonwealth, the Organization for Security and Co-operation in
Europe (OSCE), and the Council of Europe to encourage the implementation of
human rights standards and to strengthen the international response to human rights

violations.

We work to improve the implementation by UN member states of their human rights
obligations under the major UN human rights treaties. We encourage the UN to
promote human rights in practice and to address all human rights violations. This
was an unprecedented year for the UN Human Rights Council and UN General
Assembly. Although we are no longer a member of the Human Rights Council, we
played an active part in negotiations that saw the council strengthen its ability to
respond robustly to situations and issues of concern. We are standing for re-election
to the council in 2013. We strongly support UN special procedures including the
work of special rapporteurs and treaty-monitoring bodies and the independence of

the High Commissioner for Human Rights and her office.

Human rights are at the heart of the EU. The EU’s commitment to human rights,
democracy and the rule of law was embedded in its founding treaties and reinforced
in the Treaty of Lisbon in 2007. The Charter of Fundamental Rights became legally
binding in December 2009. We support the work of the EU to promote human rights,
both within its 27 member countries and in its external relations. The EU has powers
at its disposal to ensure that existing member states adhere to the high standards of
democracy, rule of law and respect of fundamental freedoms laid out in the EU’s

founding treaties. The EU monitors whether aspiring accession states adhere to

those standards — which are pre-requisites for becoming members of the EU. We
welcome the commitment of the High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs
and Security Policy and Vice-President of the European Commission, Catherine
Ashton, to ensuring that human rights is mainstreamed across all of the EU’s

external action.
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The UK sees the Commonwealth as an important partner for promoting and
protecting human rights. Commonwealth membership is based on the shared
common values of democracy, human rights and the rule of law. We are determined
to strengthen the Commonwealth’s capacity to promote democratic values and
human rights, and believe that the reforms adopted at the Commonwealth Heads of
Government Meeting in Perth in October 2011 were a positive outcome in this

regard.

The OSCE is the largest regional security organisation in the world. It has 56
participating states including the EU, the US, Russia and countries of Central Asia
and the Southern Caucasus. We support the OSCE’s work to promote regional
stability through three “dimensions” of security, covering political and military work;
economic and environmental activity; and the “human dimension” encompassing

human rights, democracy, fundamental freedoms and the rule of law.

The Council of Europe works to promote human rights, democracy and the rule of
law across Europe. With 47 members, it works through a system of “peer review”
under which member states review one another against their legal commitments.
The UK assumed the chairmanship of the Council of Europe in November 2011.
Under an overarching theme of promotion and protection of human rights, our
priorities are reform of the European Court of Human Rights; reform of the Council of
Europe as an organisation; strengthening the rule of law; freedom of expression on
the internet; combating discrimination on the grounds of sexual orientation and
gender identity; and streamlining the Council of Europe’s activities in support of local

and regional democracy.

United Nations

This has been an unprecedented year for action to promote and protect human
rights at the UN Human Rights Council and UN General Assembly. The UK played
an active part in negotiations that saw the council strengthen its ability to respond

robustly to situations and issues of concern.
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The evolving Arab Spring saw the council meet in special session to address the
human rights situation in Libya in February, resulting in a consensus resolution
condemning the actions of the Qadhafi regime and mandating an independent
international commission of inquiry. This was closely followed by the UN General
Assembly taking the historic step to suspend Libya’s membership of the Human
Rights Council in March. The UN General Assembly restored Libya'’s full
membership rights in November, and throughout the process we worked closely with

our partners to ensure a strong response from the international community.

In April, the focus of the council turned to Syria. We supported US efforts to secure
a special session of the council, which adopted a strong resolution requesting the
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights to establish a fact-finding
mission. Syria withdrew its candidacy for election to the Human Rights Council in
May after a second special session, this time led by the EU. The resulting resolution
mandated a commission of inquiry, whose hard-hitting interim report, released at the
end of November, triggered a third special session of the council in December.
Once again, the EU led the call for action, with strong input from the UK and Arab
partners. The resolution, one of the toughest ever passed by the council, strongly
backed the work of the Arab League, paved the way for the Office of the High
Commissioner for Human Rights to set up a field presence, and created a new

Special Rapporteur on Human Rights in Syria.

In the autumn, the UK, France and Germany tabled a resolution on the human rights
situation in Syria at the UN General Assembly. This was adopted by a large majority
in late November and garnered significant Arab support. The resolution called on
Syria to comply with the League of Arab States’ Plan of Action and the Human
Rights Council-mandated Commission of Inquiry. We will continue to look for

opportunities to ensure that the human rights situation in Syria remains under

international scrutiny and the focus of UN efforts in 2012.

Action in the Human Rights Council on the Arab Spring in 2011 did not focus only on
Libya and Syria. At the March regular session, the EU worked with Tunisia to
produce a resolution that acknowledged recent changes and encouraged further

reform. We had concerns at the September council that the text on Yemen was too
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weak, and we worked with the French to try and secure stronger language.
However, we were unsuccessful and, whilst the resolution was adopted by

consensus, the UK was not a co-sponsor.

The Human Rights Council continued to focus on countries of concern around the
world in 2011. The UK was instrumental in the passing of a resolution at the March
regular session that established a Special Rapporteur on Iran — a major step
forward, but it remains to be seen whether Iran will allow the rapporteur to visit. The
council extended the mandates for the special rapporteurs on Burma and DPRK,
and in June passed a strong EU-led resolution condemning the human rights

situation in Belarus.

At the 66th session of the UN General Assembly in 2011, we were pleased that even
more member states came together to condemn human rights abuses in Burma,
Iran and DPRK. All three resolutions passed with increased margins of support. We
hope that the countries concerned will take heed of this strong message from the UN
membership. The General Assembly is the UN’s only universal membership human
rights body and allows the world’s smaller nations, which do not have the capacity to

run for a seat on the Human Rights Council, to express their views.

As well as addressing countries of concern, the council adopted several resolutions
mandating technical support to help countries to improve their human rights record.
An Independent Expert was created in June to support the government of Cote
d’lvoire, and the mandate of the Independent Expert on Sudan was renewed in
September. In light of South Sudan having seceded from the North, the council
agreed a consensus resolution in September that mandated the High Commissioner
for Human Rights to submit a report on South Sudan to the council in June 2012.
Resolutions mandating technical support for Somalia, Haiti, Kyrgyzstan, Burundi,
Cambodia and Guinea were agreed. In 2012, we will continue to defend the ability
of the council to address countries of concern and provide states with technical

support.
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Whilst 2011 was significant in its focus on countries of concern and technical
support, we were nevertheless disappointed that the council did not discuss Sri

Lanka and continued to focus disproportionately on Palestine and Israel.

Several important thematic issues were the subject of council attention in 2011. In
June, the outgoing Special Representative on Business and Human Rights
presented his guiding principles. The principles were endorsed by the council in a
resolution, and a five-person working group was established to promote their
dissemination and implementation. We represented the EU during negotiations and
were pleased to see the resolution passed by consensus. In 2012, we will continue
work to integrate the principles into the UK’s business and human rights strategy and

will encourage other states to do the same.

We warmly welcomed in March the council’s decision to take an alternative,
consensual approach to freedom of religion. This landmark achievement was
further consolidated at the 66th session of the UN General Assembly, when the third
committee adopted by consensus a similar text to the Geneva resolution, presented
by the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation. We look forward to working with our
international colleagues in both the council and the General Assembly to further the

right to freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief in 2012.

Significant movement on international debate about lesbian, gay, bisexual and
transgender rights took place in 2011. Over 80 states sponsored a strong
statement on ending acts of violence and human rights violations based on sexual
orientation and gender identity during the March council session. This was followed
at the June council session by a groundbreaking South African resolution on sexual

orientation and gender identity, which we were very pleased to support.

With the Olympics fast approaching in 2012, the UK and Brazil ran a joint resolution
at the September council session on “Human Rights and the Olympics”. This was
adopted by consensus and secured agreement for a panel discussion at the council
in March 2012, based on the theme of promoting human rights through sport and the
Olympic ideal.
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Despite significant improvements in the council’s performance in 2011, it has
remained difficult for us to achieve our objectives. Indeed, it would appear that our
unprecedented success in securing council action on Libya and Syria has made
some council members more wary of our efforts. The UK and like-minded states
remain in a voting minority on many issues, and we still have to work hard to
persuade other members that the UN should address human rights situations in
specific countries. We believe that this is essential to the council’s credibility, and we
have been working with partners outside our traditional group of allies to build

constructive relationships in order to ensure that the council remains effective.

A review of the Human Rights Council, which began at the end of 2010, was formally
adopted by the council in March and concluded in the UN General Assembly in June.
As expected, the review did not see any significant improvements to the functioning

of the council, and as negotiations developed, even maintaining its current capability

was a challenge.

The UK’s membership of the Human Rights Council expired in June 2011 after the
maximum permitted two consecutive terms, but we plan to run again for membership
in 2013. Despite our no longer being a member state of the council, we remain
actively engaged in the council’s activities, and will continue to work with

international partners to achieve our objectives in 2012.

In addition to its main sessions, the council met in January, February, May and
October to conduct reviews of the human rights records of 49 UN member states,
under the Universal Periodic Review (UPR) mechanism. This marks the end of the
first cycle of reviews, with all UN member states having taken part since its inception
in 2008. Overall, the Universal Periodic Review system is working well and looks
likely to facilitate wider acceptance of international human rights standards. This is
often the first time a state has had the opportunity to carry out an open, self-critical
review of its human rights obligations. We were pleased to see the majority of states
reviewed in 2011 took the process seriously and engaged constructively. We
believe the Universal Periodic Review is a crucial tool for states who want to improve
their record on human rights, and as the second round of reviews start we will look at

how we can help states to implement their commitments in 2012.
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We continue to see the Universal Periodic Review as an opportunity to raise publicly
our key human rights concerns in a constructive manner, and as a vehicle to develop
an effective bilateral dialogue on human rights. Our embassies and high
commissions have worked hard in 2011 to engage governments and civil society

before, during and after reviews.

The UK undergoes its second Universal Periodic Review in May 2012, having had its
first in April 2008. The FCO is working closely with the Ministry of Justice, which has
lead responsibility for the UK’s own review. We aim to seize the opportunity to set
the standard for how states engage during the second round of examinations and
help to ensure that the Universal Periodic Review beds down as an effective

international mechanism to improve human rights on the ground.

In 2011, British experts, who work independently of the UK Government, continued
to serve on a number of the human rights treaty-monitoring bodies. In January,
Patrick Thornberry was re-elected to the Committee on the Elimination of Racial
Discrimination. In 2012, we hope a British expert will be elected to the Committee on
the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and that Sir Nigel Rodley and Malcolm Evans
are re-elected to the Human Rights Committee and Sub-Committee on Prevention of
Torture respectively. We believe that the UN human rights treaty-monitoring system
is essential to the protection of individual rights globally and will continue to engage

actively in discussions to improve its effectiveness in 2012.

We maintained our support for the operational structures of the UN in 2011,
providing more than £2.5 million of voluntary, unearmarked funding to the Office of
the High Commissioner for Human Rights on top of our contribution to the regular
UN budget. We donated a further £166,000 to the Office of the High Commissioner
for Human Rights to support her work on Contemporary Forms of Slavery, Universal

Periodic Review and the Emergency Response Fund, which played a vital role in
Tunisia in 2011. In our statements to the Human Rights Council and the General
Assembly, we made clear our firm commitment to the continued independence of the
High Commissioner, her office and the special procedures. We particularly welcome

the briefings the High Commissioner gave to the UN Security Council on the human
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rights situations in Libya, Syria and Cote d’lvoire. The year saw a significant
increase in the number of UN Security Council briefings given by the High
Commissioner and her office, a welcome development that we will continue to
support in 2012. We welcome the publication of the Human Rights Due Diligence
Policy on UN support to non-UN security forces, and we will continue to encourage

and support efforts to champion human rights in the wider UN system in 2012.

Case study: Universal Periodic Reviews in the Commonwealth and Sierra
Leone

In 2011, we continued to support the work of the Commonwealth Secretariat’'s
Human Rights Unit to strengthen member states’ engagement with the
Universal Periodic Review process. The Secretariat's work included regional
seminars that enable Commonwealth countries to discuss, develop and share
good practices and lessons learned. This support has helped us enter into
longer-term dialogues about human rights with Commonwealth countries such
as Sierra Leone.

On 5 May, Sierra Leone undertook its first Universal Periodic Review and
engaged in an admirably self-critical way. The British High Commission in
Freetown took every opportunity to work with both the government and civil
society in the lead up to the review, and they felt that it was one of the most
rewarding issues they had worked on.

At the formal adoption of the working group report on 22 September, Sierra
Leone accepted 106 recommendations in full, including UK recommendations
on ratifying the Optional Protocol for the Convention against Torture,
establishing a committee on the follow-up to the Truth and Reconciliation
Commission’s Report, and measures to stop the practice of female genital
mutilation. Other accepted recommendations included stopping discrimination
against women and preventing child labour. Some recommendations, such as
halting the death penalty, have been accepted subject to a constitutional review.

Based on the approach the government took towards the review, including
extensive civil society consultation, we are hopeful that this experience will
effect a positive change in the human rights situation in Sierra Leone. But this
is not the end of the process, and the High Commission will continue to work
with the government and civil society to ensure that Sierra Leone lives up to the
commitments it made and maintains focus on human rights during the
November 2012 elections and beyond.
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Sanctions

UN and EU sanctions are an important means by which the international community
contributes to promoting human rights. The UN currently imposes sanctions against
human rights violations in the Democratic Republic of Congo. The EU currently
imposes appropriate and restrictive measures against human rights violations in Iran,

Syria, Burma, Zimbabwe, Belarus, Céte d’lvoire, China and Guinea.

Multilateral sanctions are not intended to punish, but to coerce and constrain those
they target with the aim of changing their behaviour, and to send a political signal.
Because they must be enforced by all UN or EU member states, they have a
stronger impact than bilateral sanctions. They are always targeted specifically at
individuals and organisations responsible for a situation, to minimise negative

humanitarian impacts.

However, they are increasingly vulnerable to legal challenge on human rights
grounds if the individuals and organisations targeted are not given clear and specific
reasons for being listed under the sanctions. In response, the FCO is reviewing all
multilateral sanctions with a view to mitigating the risk of legal challenge and

improving the justifications provided for individual designations under sanctions.

Multilateral sanctions are most effective at meeting their aims when they have clear
objectives which they can realistically be expected to achieve; are combined with
other foreign-policy instruments, not used in isolation; are supported by regional and
global powers; and are properly enforced and monitored. The prospect of lifting of
sanctions can be an effective incentive to encourage re-engagement and alter

behaviour.

Examples of such multilateral action in 2011 are UN and EU sanction measures to

constrain the Syrian and Cote d’lvoire regimes by reducing their access to financial
resources with which to fund repression, and by encouraging their supporters to
change sides through economic sanctions and targeted asset freezes and travel

bans against individuals.
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We expect all the above-mentioned regimes to be renewed in 2012, though with
some amendments; for example, we expect that the Burma and Zimbabwe regimes
might be lightened in response to political developments, and the Syria and Belarus

regimes are likely to be strengthened.

The European Union

The EU remains the world’s largest aid donor. This, together with the EU’s
importance as a global economic actor, means that it is well placed to use its
collective weight to promote respect for human rights and democracy across the
globe. The EU has a wide range of mechanisms and policies at its disposal to
promote and uphold human rights internationally, including human rights guidelines
on key issues such as torture prevention and the death penalty; more than 40 human
rights dialogues with third countries, which are increasing year-on-year; human rights
clauses in political and economic agreements with third countries; sanctions; and

programme funding and development aid.

The High Representative for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy continues to speak
forcefully in line with the EU’s commitment to respecting and promoting human rights
and democracy in its external action. A detailed account of the EU’s actions in 2010
can be found in the EU Annual Report on Human Rights and Democracy in the
World in 2010. It covers EU policies and initiatives, EU action in third countries and
the EU’s performance in multilateral institutions, including the UN. The EU Annual
Report on Human Rights in 2011 will be published in 2012.

We work with the EU to make a difference to the human rights enjoyed by individuals
globally. Through focused EU policies and effective use of its levers, the EU is in a
good position to complement action by the UK and others to influence third countries
and provide practical support to encourage adherence to international human rights
obligations. We believe the EU can strengthen its influence in this field through
continuing to develop more coherent policies taking a strong stance on human rights
in line with its values, and ensuring that the EU funding mechanism for human rights
and democracy is deployed effectively. We have worked closely with the EU this

year in a number of areas to develop effective policy and practice.
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In December, the commission and the High Representative issued a joint
communication on “Human Rights and Democracy at the Heart of EU External
Action — Towards a more effective approach”. The new communication is in part
intended to set the strategic context for the EU’s role in promoting human rights for
the next five years. The objective of the communication is to open a discussion with
the other European institutions on how to make the EU’s external policy on human
rights and democracy more active, more coherent and more effective. EU member
states, as well as other EU institutions, will have an opportunity to participate in the
development of the communication, building on the ideas contained in it, with a view
to reaching an agreed EU approach. The UK will play an active role in those

consultations.

In 2011, for the first time, the EU began to develop human rights country strategies,
enabling the EU to target its activity more specifically to the country in question.
Over 90 country strategies have already been developed or are at well-advanced
stages of agreement, and by mid-2012 over 150 human rights country strategies will
have been agreed. The strategies set priorities for human rights work in each
country and help to provide a framework for deploying the EU’s human rights
programme fund, the EIDHR (European Instrument for Democracy and Human
Rights). The strategies look at social, economic and cultural rights as well as civil
and political rights and deal with more traditional areas as well as newer aspects,
such as human rights and business. We will be encouraging an initial review of the
country strategies and their implementation once they are all in place. EU

delegations will be required to report on progress annually.

EU member states have agreed sets of common human rights policies which provide
guidelines and toolkits for activity by the External Action Service (EAS) and EU

member states in third countries. These policies have been in place for a number of

years and cover the death penalty, torture, human rights defenders, human rights
dialogues, children, violence against women, children in armed conflict and
international humanitarian law. They are not legally binding but they express the
EU’s political commitment to carry out systemic and sustained action in these areas.
Under this framework, the EU has frequently spoken out on particular cases or areas

of concern and has lobbied many governments on their human rights records and on
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individual cases. In 2011, the guidelines on torture and mistreatment, and on
children’s rights, were reviewed and updated. The council agreed a set of
conclusions to set a framework for action on Freedom of Religion or Belief, and we
will be working closely with the EU in 2012 to ensure that these are properly

implemented.

EU enlargement

The European Union is founded upon the values of “respect for human dignity,
freedom, democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights, including
the rights of persons belonging to minorities”. The treaties stipulate that any
European state that respects and is committed to promoting these values may apply
to become a member of the EU. EU enlargement is therefore a powerful mechanism

for helping to improve human rights records in countries wishing to join the EU.

The UK Government strongly supports EU enlargement, and is committed to
supporting the membership aspirations of any European country that meets these
criteria. We encourage the EU to conclude accession negotiations only when we are
confident that a candidate country is able to meet the political, economic and legal

obligations of membership. These obligations include the protection of human rights.

We are active in determining how the membership criteria are met, for example
through setting benchmarks, and ensuring difficult rule of law and fundamental rights
issues are tackled at an early stage in the process, including through the “New
Approach” endorsed by the EU General Affairs Council on 5 December. We work to
influence the allocation of EU pre-accession assistance to ensure that aspirant
countries have the tools to effectively address those issues that matter most to us,
including human rights violations. Alongside this, we provide bilateral support for

human rights reform in order to help aspirant countries meet EU standards.
In 2012, we will continue to ensure that accession and pre-accession processes

facilitate and encourage the protection and promotion of human rights in candidate

and pre-candidate countries.
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In Croatia, we have worked with the government and NGOs on improving access to
justice and court administration, and tackling corruption. Our work to promote an
independent judiciary and fundamental rights has helped Croatia to make

considerable progress in reforming its judicial system.

Handling of domestic war crimes trials is improving, with new dedicated chambers.
Croatia has implemented measures to increase tolerance in society and
reconciliation between ethnic groups, with awareness-raising and training,
particularly for the police on hate crimes. Reintegration of refugee returnees has
continued. Croatia fully cooperated with the International Criminal Tribunal for the

former Yugoslavia by fulfilling regular requests for assistance from the prosecution.

Through the EU, we will continue to monitor these areas in the run-up to accession
in 2013. It is vital that the Croatian authorities maintain momentum on reforms, and
make additional progress in establishing a strong track record of human rights

implementation.

In Serbia, we are addressing the continued under-representation of ethnic minorities
in state institutions by funding an internship programme for young Bosnians,
Albanians and Roma. Other projects have helped towards the opening of an
economics faculty in Bujanovac in southern Serbia, which provides ethnic Albanian
students with tertiary education in their first language. The cancellation of the 2011
Belgrade Pride parade was disappointing and happened despite UK financial and
political support for protection of LGBT rights. We will continue to support projects
with this goal, as well as projects promoting ethnic minority rights, inter-ethnic

reconciliation, access to justice, and the role of civil society.

Serbia’s continued progress towards EU accession provides additional

encouragement to human rights promotion. The European Council’s conclusions in
December stated that Serbia had reached a “fully satisfactory level in its cooperation
with the International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia” and we welcomed

Serbia’s arrest of the remaining ICTY indictees in 2011.
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In Bosnia and Herzegovina, we focused on improving the ability of institutions to
implement legislation and tackle human rights violations more effectively. We
supported the authorities’ work to ensure an efficient and sustainable system for
processing war crimes cases before the State Court and State Prosecutor’s Office,
particularly focusing on crimes committed in Srebrenica. Other projects included
assisting institutions in improving their witness-protection measures, prevention of
human trafficking and strengthening the rule of law, on which we will continue to
focus in 2012. We look forward to the implementation of reforms which would align
Bosnia and Herzegovina’s constitution more closely with the European Convention

on Human Rights.

Kosovo made some progress on the human rights agenda in 2011. The election of
Atifete Jahjaga as president has improved the position of women in politics and

brought women'’s issues to the forefront. A new office set up in the Office of Kosovo
State Prosecutor now deals specifically with victims of domestic violence, trafficking

and other offences against women and their families.

The UK remains the biggest bilateral donor in Kosovo supporting the return of
internally displaced persons and refugees so that all communities are able to
exercise their primary right to live in their place of origin. We have funded housing,
returns and reintegration assistance and efforts to resolve property disputes relating
to the 1999 conflict. We supported the integration of minority communities through a
project aimed at increasing educational success among Roma, Ashkali and Egyptian
children. The UK remains a significant contributor to the EU Rule of Law Mission to
Kosovo, which aims to develop and strengthen the delivery of multi-ethnic justice,

and police and custom services free from political interference.

In Macedonia, we continued to be strong supporters of the country’s multi-ethnic
fabric. This year saw the tenth anniversary of the signature of the 2001 Ohrid
Framework peace Agreement (OFA), which paved the way for a decade of peace in
Macedonia, and importantly has provided a generation with a set of values to which
future generations can aspire — tolerance, inclusion and respect for the human rights
of all minorities. We supported one of the key pillars of the OFA, languages, through

funding a project implemented by the British Council and supporting an international
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academic conference on OFA to discuss progress in the past decade and challenges

ahead.

The UK’s National Offender Management Service and the UK Ministry of Justice
helped to establish, and provided training for, a probation service. We also
supported a feasibility study on applicability of public private partnership (PPP) within

prisons.

The UK funded the participation of two Macedonian government officials at the
regional workshop on the UN Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities,
held in Croatia. The Macedonian government subsequently ratified the UN

Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities in December.

Our work in Albania has focused on transparency, democracy and justice. We
fielded six teams of monitors in support of the Organisation for Security and Co-
operation in Europe (OSCE) for the May local elections. We are now working with
the OSCE and the Albanian parliament on electoral reform. We funded a high-level
mentoring project, which works closely with judges to improve the efficiency and
transparency of the Albanian Supreme Court. We pushed for a settlement to the
long-standing political impasse between the government and the opposition, and are
funding work by the Westminster Foundation for Democracy to improve the

parliamentary rules of procedure.

We have worked with the British Council to promote diversity and equality, including
through support to the qualification campaign of Albania’s first Paralympian for
London 2012. We have lobbied consistently for improved gender equality and
increased efforts by the Albanian authorities to tackle domestic violence more

effectively.

We continued to support Turkey’s EU accession process and welcomed some
significant reforms. The Turkish government’s ratification of the Optional Protocol to
the Convention against Torture was a positive step in the prevention of torture and
ill-treatment. Progress was made on freedom of worship, and we were heartened by

amendment of the 2008 Law on Religious Foundations in relation to confiscated
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property and continue to encourage its implementation. We maintained funding for
projects that improve the awareness of the rights of children and women, and LGBT
rights. The EU’s Instrument for Pre-accession Assistance, to which the UK

contributes, supports work in these areas.

On freedom of expression, the UK shared the concerns about the arrests and
lengthy detention without trial of journalists noted in the European Commission’s
annual progress report. We have been encouraged that the Turkish Ministry of
Justice is preparing an action plan on freedom of expression to resolve some of the
problems arising from existing legislation. Along with our EU partners, we are urging
Turkey to address these issues urgently and to take full advantage of the
opportunities offered by the process of constitutional reform to address broader

human rights issues.

The European Neighbourhood Policy

The European Neighbourhood Policy is the EU’s main framework for engaging with
the 16 countries which share its borders to the east and south. Human rights and
democracy are a core element of the policy. Through the EU’s Neighbourhood
Policy, the UK can extend its reach considerably in pursuit of its human rights

objectives.

In 2011, the UK played a leading role in the review of the European Neighbourhood
Policy, which now forms the backbone of the EU’s response to the events of the
Arab Spring. It gives the EU more effective tools to tackle some unwelcome

developments in the field of human rights in its eastern neighbourhood.

UK ministers worked to ensure that the revised Neighbourhood Policy included a
bold, ambitious offer of trade liberalisation and economic integration as well as
additional financial assistance for those partners who engage in meaningful political
reforms, including in the field of human rights. The European Neighbourhood Policy
now incorporates a much stronger element of “conditionality” — so that the further
and faster a country progresses in its internal reforms, the more support it will get
from the EU. For those countries which fail to achieve benchmarks for political as

well as economic reform, the EU will scale back its cooperation and even reduce its
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funding or redirect funding towards civil society partners as opposed to state
organisations. This goes further than the EU has ever gone before, providing
additional incentives to our neighbours in both the east and the south to respect and

uphold their international human rights obligations.

The EU and neighbourhood countries have agreed action plans which detail reforms
in democratisation, human rights and the rule of law. These action plans will, in
future, include detailed benchmarks and indicators to measure partners’ progress
and to allow the EU to adjust its support according to their performance. Progress

reports are published annually.

The EU holds a constructive and regular dialogue with Georgia on human rights
issues. The fourth such dialogue took place on 20 June. Talks focused on
Georgia’s national framework for the protection of human rights; the reform of the
judiciary, elections and electoral framework; freedom of expression and information;
freedom of assembly and association, including the functioning of civil society; rights
of minorities and internally displaced persons; and the human rights situation in the
Georgian regions of Abkhazia and South Ossetia. In July, the Georgian parliament
adopted an amendment to the civil code, which granted legal status to minority
religious groups in Georgia for the first time. This move has been welcomed by
human rights organisations. We have raised our concerns with the Georgian
government about the disproportionate use of force by the police handling
demonstrations in Thilisi in May, in which four people (including one police officer)
lost their lives. We remain concerned about the lack of judicial independence and
encourage the Georgian government to address the need to reform the judicial
process. One area of particular concern is the high rate of convictions reached

through plea bargaining.

Armenia has made some notable progress in 2011, especially in relation to freedom
of assembly issues by allowing opposition rallies in central Yerevan. It will be
important that further progress is made towards the conduct of the elections in 2012
and 2013 by addressing the concerns raised by the OSCE election observation

mission in 2008, including on media freedom and broadcasting reforms.
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On 19 December, Ukraine concluded negotiations on an association agreement with
the European Union that includes human rights requirements. This marked the end
of a year in which Ukraine’s respect for democratic principles and the rule of law had
been called into question, principally over the detention, trial and convictions of
opposition political leaders. Independent experts, including the Danish Helsinki
Committee, identified serious flaws in trials that were widely judged to be politically
motivated. The Prime Minister told the House of Commons that the treatment of
former Prime Minister Tymoshenko was “disgraceful” and the Foreign Secretary
issued a statement expressing his deep concern. The Minister for Europe issued a
similar statement when an appeal court upheld Ms Tymoshenko’s conviction and
sentence. The UK and the EU have made clear that to ensure that the association

agreement is ratified, Ukraine must demonstrate that it can live up to EU principles.

The Republic of Moldova was the subject of a UN Human Rights Council Universal
Periodic Review (UPR) in October. It recognised the efforts of the Moldovan
government to ensure respect for human rights and made 122 recommendations for
further improvements, most of which were accepted by the Moldovan government.
The key human rights challenges remain the introduction of anti-discrimination
legislation, changing public perceptions of minority groups, strengthening the
independence of the judiciary, inclusion of the disabled, freedom of religion,
domestic violence and human trafficking. The Moldovan government does not have
de facto control over the Transnistrian region, and this continues to complicate
efforts to ensure country-wide enforcement of human rights standards and

implementation of international conventions to which the Republic of Moldova is
party.

Other countries of interest falling within the scope of the European Neighbourhood
Policy are covered elsewhere in this document, notably under the sections on the

Arab Spring and on countries of concern.

The Commonwealth
The UK sees the Commonwealth and its networks as a valuable and increasingly
important partner in protecting and promoting human rights globally, and in helping

to deliver UK human rights policy. Commonwealth membership is based on the
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shared common values of democracy, human rights and rule of law, as set out in the
Harare Declaration in 1991, which includes the commitment to respect fundamental

human rights.

In 2011, the UK worked closely with the Commonwealth Secretariat, wider network
and member states to strengthen the Commonwealth as a focus for promoting
democratic values, development and prosperity. This included supporting the work
of the Eminent Persons Group (EPG), established at the Commonwealth Heads of
Government Meeting (CHOGM) in 2009 to review and strengthen the work of the
Commonwealth, and the review of the Commonwealth Ministerial Action Group
(CMAG), which deals with serious or persistent violations of the core values. The
UK supported a series of outreach events across the Commonwealth to engage with
governments and civil society organisations on the EPG recommendations and build
support ahead of the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting held in Perth,

Australia, in October.

At the meeting, leaders agreed to reform CMAG, which will give the Commonwealth
more power to proactively address human rights violations, and to develop a
Commonwealth Charter, refocusing the organisation on its core values. There was
agreement to develop proposals for a Commissioner for Democracy, the Rule of Law
and Human Rights, to monitor all member states and encourage all to aspire to higher
standards. The final communiqué urged members to consider becoming parties to all
major international human rights instruments and to implement fully the rights and

freedoms set out in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

In 2012, the UK will engage with Australia, as Commonwealth chair-in-office, the
Commonwealth Secretariat and other member states to ensure that CHOGM

mandates are implemented to help achieve a stronger organisation focused on its

core values, and benefit all member states.

Sri Lanka will host the next CHOGM in 2013. We are looking to Sri Lanka to
demonstrate its commitment to upholding the Commonwealth values of good
governance and human rights. A key part of this will be addressing long-standing

issues around accountability and reconciliation after the war. The Lessons Learnt
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and Reconciliation Commission contains many constructive recommendations.

More details can be found in Section IX.

The Commonwealth is a valuable forum in which the UK can raise sensitive human
rights concerns and seek to increase debate on these issues within and among
Commonwealth countries. These matters include sexual orientation and gender
identity and the death penalty. Women'’s rights are another key priority. More on
these topics can be found in Section Ill. The Commonwealth continues to be active
in election monitoring (see Democracy in Section Ill) and supporting member states
through the Universal Periodic Review (UPR) process (see the discussion under

United Nations in this section, above).

The Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe

The UK Government remains a committed supporter of the Organization for Security
and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE): a forum for political discussions on wider
European security issues, including the protection and promotion of human rights
across the whole OSCE area. We fully support the work of the OSCE’s Office for
Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR), notably through election
observation, the Representative on Freedom of the Media and the High

Commissioner on National Minorities.

The UK’s 2011 OSCE human rights priorities matched closely those of the
Lithuanian chairmanship-in-office and other EU partners. We continued to provide
UK nationals to fill key roles within the OSCE, including in most of the OSCE’s 17
field offices. We funded British nationals to take part in ODIHR election observation
missions in several OSCE states, including Albania, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Macedonia, Moldova and Russia, and welcomed the ODIHR report on the May 2010

United Kingdom election.

We supported the work of the OSCE’s independent human rights institutions,
publicly condemned serious human rights violations, sought to make OSCE activities
more focused on core human rights issues, and helped to protect the important role

of civil society in holding governments to account.
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In April, the UK and 13 other participating states invoked the “Moscow Mechanism”
against Belarus. The Moscow Mechanism is a formal means of promoting the
observance of and respect for human rights, fundamental freedoms, democracy and
the rule of law through dialogue and cooperation. This action was taken in response
to serious concerns at the conduct of the 19 December 2010 presidential elections
and at the ensuing crackdown by the government of Belarus against opposition

candidates, civil society representatives and journalists.

Serious concerns were raised about human rights violations committed by the police
in Kyrgyzstan before, during and after the unrest there in 2010. As a result, the UK
will contribute £200,000 to the OSCE’s ongoing Community Security Initiative in
Kyrgyzstan for 2011 and during 2012, working with the Kyrgyz police to promote

protection and respect for human rights.

The UK continued to lead in the OSCE in 2011 in countering hate crime, through
legislative, political and criminal justice responses. Our support included the
development of the “TAHCLE” law-enforcement officers’ hate-crime training
programme, which is due to be delivered in several OSCE participating states in
2012.

As chair of the OSCE in 2011, Lithuania had set an ambitious work programme
building on the outcomes of the December 2010 Astana Summit, with an emphasis
in the area of human rights on the safety of journalists, freedom of expression on the
internet, and freedom of the media. We strongly supported this focus and worked for
progress on each of these issues across the OSCE area. However, the background
political dynamic in the OSCE remains a barrier to progress. In practical terms, the
need for unanimous agreements can frustrate, hamper and delay. We were deeply

disappointed when it was not possible to reach consensus on any new ministerial

agreements or decisions in the Human Dimension at the OSCE annual Ministerial
Council in Vilnius in December 2011. Specific high-profile issues for the UK in this

area include digital-media freedoms and the safety of journalists.
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Despite these setbacks, the UK remains committed to making a full contribution in
2012 to the OSCE’s work to protect and promote human rights, particularly where

democracy remains fragile or basic human rights appear under threat.

Case study: ODIHR election monitoring

The United Kingdom was pleased to receive the OSCE’s Office for Democratic
Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) report on the May 2010 United Kingdom
election. The UK welcomes the opportunity to receive independent commentary
from international electoral observers who have experience of varying systems
and processes. As always, ODIHR came up with some thoughtful conclusions to
be considered as part of the future development of our electoral system: an
example of ODIHR’s cooperative and impartial work with OSCE member states.
The continuing value of ODIHR election observation missions was shown most
recently by the ODIHR observation of the Russian parliamentary elections in
December. ODIHR provided a clear and balanced assessment of the conduct of
the elections and offered recommendations which can be used to help improve

electoral processes.
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The Council of Europe

At the Council of Europe, 47 European governments agree common standards on
human rights, democracy and the rule of law for the whole European continent, and
hold one another to account. The UK assumed the chairmanship of the Committee
of Ministers (the Council of Europe’s decision-making body) for a six-month period
on 7 November. In addressing the Committee of Ministers at the handover of the
chairmanship, the Foreign Secretary said that, as a founder member of the
organisation and the first country to ratify the European Convention on Human
Rights, the UK was very proud to be taking on this responsibility. The Foreign
Secretary announced that the overarching theme of our six-month chairmanship

would be the promotion and protection of human rights.

On 25 January 2012, the Prime Minister gave a keynote speech to the parliamentary
assembly of the Council of Europe on our key chairmanship priority of reform of the
European Court of Human Rights. The Prime Minister made clear the UK'’s deep
historical commitment to human rights, to the court and the European Convention on
Human Rights. He argued that the court needed urgent reform to help it deal with its
backlog of around 150,000 applications, and to ensure that the court focused on the
most important cases, coupled with better implementation of the convention at
national level. The UK’s aim is to agree a declaration on reform of the court at a
ministerial conference in Brighton in April 2012 to be hosted by the Justice

Secretary.

The work will not, however, finish there. The UK will continue to work closely with
subsequent chairmanships throughout 2012 and beyond, to ensure that the agreed
reforms are implemented, including, where relevant, by amendment to the

operational parts of the convention.

As part of our chairmanship we will be making a contribution to the Human Rights
Trust Fund, which finances activities that support member states’ efforts in

implementing the European Convention on Human Rights.

Our other chairmanship priorities are to support Secretary-General Thorbjarn

Jagland’s programme of reform of the Council of Europe; to develop practical
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guidelines for strengthening the rule of law; to promote freedom of expression on the
internet; to promote measures combating discrimination on the grounds of sexual
orientation and gender identity; and to streamline the Council of Europe’s activities in

support of local and regional democracy.

In April, the Committee of Ministers agreed the Council of Europe’s policy towards its
neighbouring regions. This policy opens the way for emerging democracies in
Europe’s neighbourhood to use the Council of Europe’s expertise in the fields of
human rights, democracy and the rule of law. Programmes are currently being

drafted and implementation will commence in 2012.

Two new Council of Europe conventions opened for signature during 2011: the
Convention on Preventing and Combating Violence against Women and Domestic
Violence, and the Convention on the Counterfeiting of Medical Products and Similar
Threats to Public Health. The UK played an active part in the negotiation of both
instruments, which add significantly to international regulation in their respective
fields. One issue included in the 2010 Human Rights Annual Report remains on the
table: talks on EU accession to the European Convention on Human Rights have not
yet concluded. The UK will keep working to make sure that the terms of accession

are right.

The Committee of Ministers issued three statements during the year. The first on
political prisoners in Belarus, the second on the impending execution of Troy Davis
in the USA, and the last — issued during the UK chairmanship — on the death
sentences given to Dzmitry Kanavalaw and Uladzislaw Kavalyow in Belarus.
Belarus and Kosovo remain the only countries on the European continent which are
not members of the Council of Europe. The detention of political prisoners and the

retention of the death penalty remain significant barriers to Belarus’s accession.
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SECTION VIiil: Promoting Human Rights in the Overseas Territories

The UK Government has responsibility for the international relations, internal
security, defence and good governance of the Overseas Territories, as well as the
well-being of their peoples. There are 14 UK Overseas Territories: Anguilla;
Bermuda; the British Antarctic Territory; the British Indian Ocean Territory; the British
Virgin Islands; the Cayman Islands; the Sovereign Base Areas of Akrotiri and
Dhekilia in Cyprus; the Falkland Islands; Gibraltar; Montserrat; the Pitcairn Islands;
St Helena, Ascension and Tristan da Cunha; South Georgia and the South Sandwich
Islands; and the Turks and Caicos Islands. There is no right of abode on Ascension
Island and consequently no permanent settled population. The British Antarctic
Territory, British Indian Ocean Territory and South Georgia and the South Sandwich

Islands have no permanent settled populations.

The Overseas Territories have their own constitutions and domestic laws, with a
substantial measure of responsibility for the conduct of their internal affairs. The
protection and promotion of human rights in each territory is thus primarily the
responsibility of the territory government. But the UK Government is ultimately
responsible for ensuring the territories fulfil their obligations arising from international

human rights treaties which have been extended to them.

The UK Government’s long-standing objective is for the governments of the
Overseas Territories to abide by the same basic human rights standards that British

people expect of the UK Government.

New Overseas Territory strategy

In September, the Foreign Secretary announced the main principles of a new
strategy for the Overseas Territories, agreed by the National Security Council. He
said that the UK Government’s fundamental responsibility and objective was to

ensure the security and good governance of the territories and their peoples.

The Foreign Secretary said that the UK Government had reviewed the constitutional

status of the Overseas Territories and had concluded that the fundamental structure
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of the UK’s constitutional relationships was the right one, in that powers were
devolved to the elected governments of the settled territories to the maximum extent
possible, consistent with the UK retaining powers necessary to discharge its
sovereign responsibilities. The UK Government’s strategy was therefore to ensure
that the constitutional arrangements worked effectively to promote the best interests

of the territories and of the UK.

Constitutional development

Since 1999, the UK Government has been working through a process of
modernising the constitutions of the inhabited territories. All territory constitutions
agreed since then have included a bill of rights, including a non-discrimination clause
that reflects the European Convention on Human Rights and the International

Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.

A new constitution for Montserrat came into force on 27 September. This was the
culmination of a long process of consultation and negotiation which started in 2001.
The new constitution gives more power to the government of Montserrat in the field
of international relations, and strengthens and expands the fundamental rights and
freedoms of those living in Montserrat, reflecting the European Convention on
Human Rights and the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. The
constitution establishes a number of new commissions to deal with complaints,
integrity, mercy and elections. It establishes a new National Advisory Council, and
retains the existing Public Services Commission. These are all designed to enhance
democracy and good government, and to give greater powers to local politicians and

senior civil servants.

Turks and Caicos Islands

In 2009, following a commission of inquiry into systemic corruption, the ministerial
government and the House of Assembly of the Turks and Caicos Islands, along with
parts of its constitution, were suspended and the governor tasked with restoring
good governance, sustainable development and sound financial management in the

territory.
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In December 2010, UK ministers set out eight milestones to be met before elections
could take place. The UK continues to hope that these elections can take place in
2012.

The Turks and Caicos Islands government continues to make progress towards
restoring the principles of good governance in the islands. Following a series of
public consultations in the Turks and Caicos Islands in early 2011, constitutional
talks between the United Kingdom and a Turks and Caicos Islands delegation
concluded on 16 June. The Privy Council made an order in council containing a new
constitution on 13 July, which was laid before the UK Parliament on 20 July. The
new constitution will be brought into force when UK Government ministers judge that
conditions are right. Under the constitution, elections must be held within 30 days of
it coming into force. The new constitution will increase protection of human rights,
for example by adding a specific right to equality before the law, which did not exist

previously.

Supporting the Extension of the International Human Rights Conventions to
the Overseas Territories

Most of the Overseas Territories are small islands or island groups that face
resource and capacity constraints which affect their ability to consider or implement
treaties. Within this context, we continue our long-standing policy of encouraging
territories to agree to the extension of UN human rights conventions that the UK has

ratified.

DFID and the FCO are jointly funding a project designed to help those territories that
have not already done so to have the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) extended to them. This includes

reviewing existing legislation, policy and national gender strategies for compliance
with CEDAW in each participating territory, and producing a timeline of necessary
actions for Overseas Territories’ governments to enable them to request extension.
We had hoped that the government of Bermuda would be ready to request that

CEDAW be extended to it in 2011, but the process has taken longer than expected.

We hope that both Bermuda and the Cayman Islands will be in a position to request

extension in 2012.
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Building human rights capacity
The FCO continues to support the DFID-funded Building Human Rights Capacity

project in the Overseas Territories in the Caribbean, Pacific and South Atlantic.

This cross-territory project is managed by the Commonwealth Foundation. Its
purpose is to increase multi-sectoral support for human rights in the territories in
partnership with the UK Government. It focuses on helping governments to improve
their implementation of human rights through a range of training workshops and
through specialist assistance and advice. The project works with civil society, in
particular looking at their role in the protection of human rights and ways of raising
awareness of the issues amongst territory citizens. Some examples of the work
carried out by the project include providing funding for a human rights awareness-
raising poster and booklet campaign in the Falkland Islands; delivering human rights
training for 246 civil servants, police and social workers in the British Virgin Islands; a
seven-day workshop in Pitcairn that resulted in participants reviewing a number of
laws and policies in relation to their constitutional rights; and providing support and
advice across the territories to enable them to complete their national action plans by

the end of the project in early 2012.

Safeguarding children

The Safeguarding Children in the Overseas Territories (SCOT) project has been
running for nearly three years in Montserrat, Anguilla, the Turks and Caicos Islands,
the British Virgin Islands, St Helena, Ascension Island and the Falkland Islands.
This project is designed to improve policy making, implementation and professional
practice with regard to the protection of children, young people and their families by
promoting greater Overseas Territory government recognition and ownership of the
safeguarding agenda; strengthened inter-agency collaboration; and more effective

regional collaboration.

During 2011, Anguilla and St Helena put protocols in place for professionals working
with children and families to encourage effective inter-agency cooperation in child
protection cases. These protocols were produced following extensive public

consultation, thereby also raising the profile of child safeguarding within the
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community. St Helena and Ascension Island introduced legislative changes in 2011
to support families and protect children from abuse. The project has overseen
extensive training activities during 2011, including behaviour-management training

for teachers in Anguilla and for front-line community workers in Montserrat.

The training of pastors and Church leaders, carried out in the Turks and Caicos
Islands in 2010, was extended to Montserrat and Anguilla in 2011. The training was
designed to cover their role and responsibilities should cases of child abuse surface
either within their congregations or involving Church leaders. Church leaders are
involved in raising awareness of human rights within their churches and in the wider

community.

Outside the SCOT project, the UK Government introduced a series of measures to
improve child safeguarding and offender monitoring on the Pitcairn Islands following
the conviction of nine men on child sex abuse charges through Operation Unique in
2006. In June there was a follow-up to the 2009 Pitcairn Child Safety Review. This
assessed the safeguarding measures introduced over the last two years as effective,

and recommended that these structures be maintained.

Both the Building Human Rights Capacity project and the SCOT project are due to
end in March 2012, with most activities having terminated in December 2011. There
has been a significant level of training and support provided, but one outcome of the
project’s work has been to identify gaps where further work needs to be done.
These areas include the need for improved reporting to the various UN human rights
treaty bodies; further specialised training of police, judiciary, Attorneys Generals’
chambers and social workers; structural changes such as the introduction of gender
and child welfare departments; creation of non-discrimination legislation; and policy

reforms to ensure that all the inhabitants of a territory have equal human rights.

We are working closely with DFID and the Commonwealth Foundation to assess
future human rights needs in the territories and ways in which we can continue this

important work. We will continue focusing on the areas highlighted above in order to

sustain the momentum we have built up over the last couple of years.

155



SECTION IX: Human Rights in Countries of Concern

This section contains our review of human rights developments over the course of

2011 in 28 countries where there are wide-ranging human rights concerns.

In identifying which countries to include in this section, we consulted our embassies
and high commissions and FCO country desks. Along with a country’s overall
human rights performance during 2011, we considered whether the UK had been
particularly active on human rights issues in each country and whether its inclusion

in the report might be beneficial in stimulating debate and potential change.

The countries covered are the same as those included in last year’s report, with the
addition of Fiji and South Sudan. In Fiji, the military dictatorship remains, and we
have received allegations of torture and ill-treatment at the hands of the military, as
well as violations of the rights of women and children. We have included South
Sudan because of the ongoing insecurity and conflict, which has led to civilian
deaths, large-scale displacements of population and reports of rape, looting, arbitrary

arrests and summary executions.

We have not removed any countries this year, but have aimed to indicate where we
believe countries are making significant improvements. We will continue to review
these countries each year, and where we consider sufficient progress has been

made they may be removed from the list.

The list is in alphabetical order, and does not aim to be exhaustive. We continue to
have human rights concerns about other countries that do not feature in the report,
where we raise human rights issues and carry out projects. This year we have
aimed to make clearer which countries are a particular focus of UK action and have
included more detail on projects undertaken in each location. We have ensured that
the entry for each country contains a section on each of our thematic human rights
priorities (elections, prevention of torture, women’s rights, freedom of religion or

belief and freedom of expression).
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For the first time, in 2011 we published quarterly updates on each of the countries of
concern on the main FCO website; we will maintain these updates in 2012. This
allows us to report in more detail and in a timelier manner on developments in each
country. We will continue to raise our concerns about human rights issues wherever

and whenever they occur.
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Afghanistan

Human rights remain high on the agenda in Afghanistan, particularly in the context of
protecting progress made by the Afghan government as we support them in taking
forward a political settlement process. Whilst the Afghan government’s National
Priority Programme (NPP) on human rights and civic responsibilities was endorsed
by the Joint Coordination and Monitoring Board — a body which is chaired by the
United Nations and the Afghan government and is responsible for monitoring
progress on development priorities — more work needs to be done by the Afghan
government across the board to implement its human rights obligations. This was
highlighted by several international reports throughout the year, including the
International Committee of the Red Cross report on civilian casualties and the United
Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan (UNAMA) report on the Implementation of
the Elimination of Violence Against Women law, all of which raise concerns about
human rights in Afghanistan. Women’s issues continue to remain a concern,

particularly Afghan women'’s participation in the political process.

We continue to work with the Afghan government and institutions, local and
international NGOs and civil society organisations to promote increased respect for
human rights in Afghanistan and to support the work of the Afghan government to
implement its NPP on human rights. We work to improve the role and status of
women in Afghanistan so that they can participate as fully as possible in a future,
stable Afghan state. In 2011, we have focused our work on empowering Afghan
institutions such as the Afghan Independent Human Rights Commission (AIHRC),
and DFID launched a five-year programme to strengthen Afghan civil society and

promote a more accountable and responsive government.

At the International Afghanistan Conference in Bonn in December, the Afghan
government committed itself to upholding all its human rights obligations. We will
continue to press them to do so. In his intervention at the conference, the Foreign
Secretary reaffirmed the UK'’s long-term commitment to Afghanistan and our support

for the Afghan government’s work to uphold human rights.

158



The UK is committed to supporting Afghan democratic institutions and processes as
the Afghan government builds a democratic, secure and viable Afghan state. We
continue to work with the Afghans and with international partners to build the
capacity of the Independent Electoral Commission (IEC) and the Electoral
Complaints Commission (ECC). We have made it clear to the Afghan government
that we are ready to assist it to advance the electoral-reform agenda in line with the
commitments made at the Kabul conference, and respond to the lessons learned
from both the 2010 and 2009 elections. We look forward to helping the Afghan

government reach this commitment.

Elections

The Special Court was established in December 2010 to look at cases of fraud and
corruption in the 2010 parliamentary elections. Following months of uncertainty over
who had jurisdiction on the final election results, the president issued a degree in
August 2011 that clarified the Independent Election Commission’s role as the final
arbiter. The decree shut down any other investigations into the 2010 parliamentary
elections, except in respect of criminal cases. The IEC reversed the decision of the
Electoral Complaints Commission to disqualify nine members of the Afghan
parliament, who had originally been successfully elected, on the basis of new

evidence.

Freedom of expression and assembly

While the principles of free speech and free media are enshrined in the Afghan
constitution and the mass-media law, the Afghan media continue to operate in a
restricted environment. Journalists still face intimidation and uncertainty, and often

revert to self-censorship.

During 2011, there were mixed developments affecting freedom of expression and
media freedom. On 1 June, Afghan religious leaders released a statement which
called for the closure of Tolo TV station and a newspaper for distributing un-Islamic
content. The Afghan Media Complaints Commission later agreed to the removal of a
Turkish soap opera on Tolo TV and a further series on One TV, also on the grounds
of un-Islamic content. No action was taken against the newspaper. In early

September, some senators in the Meshrano Jirga (upper house of parliament) called

159



on the Minister of Information and Culture to impose a ban on private Afghan TV
channels broadcasting immoral and un-Islamic programmes. Despite these
incidents, in what can be seen as an encouraging sign of the Afghan government
upholding freedom of expression and the media, the minister of information and

culture defended the role of the Afghan media, and the programmes they broadcast.

UK officials regularly remind the Afghan government of its international and domestic

commitments on human rights, including freedom of expression.

Civil society

Afghan civil society continues to grow and increase its influence in raising human
rights issues in Afghanistan. This was highlighted by its effective engagement, with
the international community, to lobby and raise concerns with the Afghan
government on the draft women’s-protection-shelters legislation, which resulted in a
revised regulation that now reflects their suggested amendments. We have
continued to work on capacity-building initiatives with civil society throughout the
year. We supported the visit of three female members of Afghan civil society
organisations to the UK in March to attend a workshop to build relationships and
networks with national and international civil society organisations and to meet UK

officials and parliamentarians to discuss human rights issues in Afghanistan.

Afghan civil society participated in the traditional Loya Jirga in October and the Civil
Society Forum in Bonn in December, ensuring that their voices were heard both
nationally and internationally. The UK continues to provide financial support to
human rights defenders in Afghanistan, with £400,000 funding allocated to the
Afghan Independent Human Rights Commission (AIHRC). Our support to the
AIHRC is provided through a multi-donor trust fund, and the AIHRC provide quarterly

and annual reports on their accounts.

In October, the Secretary of State for International Development launched
“Tawanmandi” (meaning “strengthening” in Dari), a five-year programme funded by
the UK, Denmark, Norway and Sweden. It will provide grants to civil society
organisations across Afghanistan to help them engage more effectively with the

Afghan government and help to make the Afghan government more accountable and
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responsive to its citizens, particularly women. Human rights, access to justice,
action against corruption, peacebuilding and the media will be major themes of the

programme.

Access to justice
Much needs to be done by the Afghan government to improve access to justice and
strengthen justice institutions. In 2011, we worked extensively with them to improve

the justice system.

The UK continued to support national judicial reform through building the capacity of
the Criminal Justice Task Force and providing specialist mentoring support to the
Afghan Attorney General’s office. We continued our work with the Afghan
government and the international community to implement the new criminal
procedure code. We provided an international adviser to the Afghan Independent

Bar Association, and funded training and outreach events for defence lawyers.

In Helmand Province, we continued to support improved local administration and
promote better access to the state-administered justice sector. We provided
mentoring and case-tracking support to judges, prosecutors and Huquq
representatives (Ministry of Justice officials whose role is to act as intermediaries
between the formal and the informal justice systems), coupled with support for
prosecutors. We provided training for legal professionals on criminal procedure,
judicial ethics and fair trials, and funded lawyers to give legal aid to defendants in

criminal cases.

Rule of law

Tackling corruption in Afghanistan is a long-term effort. In May, the Afghan
government launched an independent monitoring and evaluation committee (MEC)
to tackle corruption. Since its inauguration, the MEC has agreed anti-corruption

benchmarks for the Afghan government to work towards.

We continued to support the Afghan government on tackling corruption through law
enforcement and management of public finances. This included developing the

capacity to investigate cases of corruption within the police force, and building
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internal and external accountability mechanisms. We continued to provide support

to the major crimes task force.

Developing the Afghan National Police (ANP) is a pre-requisite for a successful
handover of security responsibility to the Afghans and for long-term stability in
Afghanistan. Their respect for human rights plays a key part in building trust
between the Afghan government and the Afghan people. For many Afghans, the
police are the public face of the government, and interaction with the police is the

only contact they have with the government.

With support from the international community, the Afghan government is working to
ensure that Afghan police receive training on human rights, including the use of
force, proportionality and appropriate professional behaviour. The standards
expected of Afghan police are set out in the Afghan National Police Code of Conduct

and include a promise to respect the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.

The government of Afghanistan is working to create opportunities for women within
the police force. By mid-2011 there were approximately 1,200 female officers in the
ANP.

In 2012, we will continue to provide senior advisers to the Afghans on issues such as
community policing. We aim to help the Afghan police become more responsive and
accountable to the public. We will continue to provide personnel to the European
Union Police Mission (EUPOL), which supplies senior leadership, professional
standards and investigative training to the ANP. British members include the deputy
head of mission, the head of training centre development and the leads on
community-policing pilot projects in Kabul. One staff member teaches professional
standards to senior ANP officers at the EUPOL Staff College. This includes
awareness of human rights and the ANP Code of Conduct.

On 12 September, Human Rights Watch published a report on the Afghan Local
Police (ALP) which alleged that they had committed human rights violations. An
August 2011 report by the United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan

documented concerns over the ALP’s recruitment and vetting procedures. We agree
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with the Human Rights Watch report recommendation that the ALP should be “well
trained, properly vetted security forces that operate within the rule of law and are
held accountable for their actions”. We will continue to urge the Afghan government

to investigate fully allegations of human rights violations.

Prisons and detention issues

It is vital that the human rights of detainees and prisoners are protected. British
mentors from HM Prison Service have provided training and mentoring to prison
officers in the Afghan Central Prison Directorate and the National Directorate of

Security (NDS) to improve respect for the human rights detainees.

On 10 October, the UN Assistance Mission in Afghanistan published a report
containing allegations of widespread torture and mistreatment of those detained by
Afghan security forces. UNAMA found evidence that 46% of detainees interviewed
who had been in NDS detention had experienced torture; 35% of ANP detainees

interviewed had been mistreated.

These allegations are very serious. Torture and mistreatment are illegal under the
Afghan penal code and absolutely prohibited under international human rights law.
The Afghan authorities are investigating the allegations made in the report. We have
raised our concerns about the report’s findings and continue to press the Afghan

authorities to ensure that their investigations are full, independent and transparent.

In November, the FCO began to fund the UK’s National Policing Improvement
Agency to train NDS investigators in interview skills and using evidence. This
training aims to help NDS develop alternative sources of evidence for conviction,
rather than confessions. The FCO is funding additional improvements to conditions
in NDS detention centres. The UK funded the construction of a provincial prison in
Lashkar Gah that conforms to international standards. International funding has
been secured to build a dedicated rehabilitation centre alongside the main prison,
and completion is expected in late summer 2012. The focus will be to provide
education and vocational training for all prisoners in the hope of diverting them away

from criminal or insurgent-related activities.

163



Due to concerns about torture and mistreatment, UK forces did not transfer
individuals detained during military operations to the 16 facilities where UNAMA
found evidence of torture and ill-treatment by NDS and ANP officials. UK forces
monitored the well-being of the detainees transferred to other Afghan facilities
through a programme of regular visits. Detainees transferred were interviewed in
private, and where there was reason to believe abuse had taken place, with the
detainee’s consent, we raised our concerns with the Afghan authorities, calling on

them to investigate the allegations and to prosecute the individuals responsible.

In 2012, the UK will continue to support the Afghan authorities in tackling torture and
mistreatment and to establish processes that reduce the risk of abuse of detainees.
We will support legal and institutional reform and invest in training, including on

human rights, for personnel in the Afghan criminal justice system.

Conflict and protection of civilians

The UNAMA report on civilian casualties in Afghanistan, published in July, stated
that there had been 1,462 non-combatant deaths in Afghanistan in the first six
months of 2011, with insurgents responsible for 80% of the killings. This is an
increase against the figure of 1,271 non-combatant deaths during the same period in
2010. UN Security Council Resolutions (UNSCR) 1943 and 2011 condemned in the
strongest terms all indiscriminate targeting of civilians. UNSCR 2011 expressed
serious concern about the increased number of civilian casualties in Afghanistan, in
particular casualties among women and children, the majority of which are caused

by Taliban, al-Qaeda and other violent and extremist groups.

The protection of civilians remains at the core of the International Security
Assistance Force’s (ISAF) military strategy. ISAF forces take stringent measures to
ensure the protection of civilians and to counter the threat posed by the insurgency.
ISAF will continue to work with the Afghan government to ensure the most effective
measures possible to protect the local population as the transition process continues
and Afghan National Security Forces begin to take lead responsibility for security

across the country.
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Freedom of religion or belief

There has been no change in the situation outlined in 2010, and we continue to
remind the Afghan government of its duty to abide by its national and international
commitments on freedom of religion or belief, and to respect the freedom of worship
as enshrined in the Afghan constitution. During his visit to Afghanistan in January,
the Attorney General, Dominic Grieve MP, raised the issue of freedom of belief with
the Afghan Attorney General. In February, our Embassy in Kabul sponsored a visit
to the UK of a group of influential religious leaders, including the Deputy Minister for
Hajj and Religious Affairs, Mr Abdul Hakim Munib. During this visit, the delegation
gained first-hand exposure to the importance that the UK places on religious
tolerance and freedom. In July, the Embassy sponsored the attendance of Mr Farid
Arifi, a leading Afghan academic and Islamic scholar at a Wilton Park Conference on

promoting religious freedom worldwide.

Our Embassy in Kabul continues to work with international partners, including the
EU, to monitor the situation of Afghan Christians and to raise issues of concern with

the Afghan government.

Women'’s rights

Despite Afghanistan’s national and international commitments to promoting and
protecting women’s rights, implementation is weak. Afghan women continue to face
significant challenges. In addition, the high illiteracy rates amongst Afghan women
make it difficult to raise awareness of women’s rights. It is important that the Afghan
government implements the legislation to which it has committed, to ensure that any
progress made on the situation for women in Afghanistan is not lost. During his visit
to Afghanistan in January, Mr Burt, FCO Minister with responsibility for Afghanistan,
met with civil society groups and women’s rights advocates and reaffirmed the UK’s

support for their work.

In January, the Afghan government issued a draft regulation on women'’s protection
shelters, jeopardising the shelters’ independence by bringing them under
government control. The UK worked with international partners, Afghan official
institutions and civil society organisations to lobby the Afghan government, raising

concerns and suggesting amendments to the regulation. The Afghan government
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subsequently reviewed and approved a revised regulation which included some of
the amendments suggested by civil society organisations. We will continue to work
with international partners and civil society organisations to monitor legislation

affecting women, including this regulation once it becomes law.

During 2011, there have been some encouraging signs of the Afghan government’s
efforts to include women in the political process. There was strong female Afghan
participation in the traditional Loya Jirga held in November, where at least one
woman participated on each of the 41 committees. Afghan women comprised nearly
half the Afghan civil society delegates who attended the Civil Society Forum on
Afghanistan in Bonn in December, ahead of the International Conference on
Afghanistan. One of the two civil society representatives who participated in the
main Bonn conference was a woman. The official Afghan delegation for Bonn
comprised approximately 30% women, above the 25% quota requested by civil
society. This demonstrates the progress that women in Afghanistan have made over

the past ten years towards participating as fully as possible in the political process.

We continue our work to improve the role and status of women in Afghanistan
through our defence, development and diplomatic activities in our country action plan
for Afghanistan under UN Security Council Resolution 1325 on Women, Peace and
Security. During 2011, our work included continued funding for a “Gender and
Political Empowerment” project to provide support and training for Afghan female
parliamentarians, participation in the Afghan Independent Human Rights
Commission donor group and support for a Kabul women’s legal-aid centre, which

provides legal assistance to female and child victims of violence and discrimination.

Minority rights

Article 22 of the Afghan constitution makes clear provision for the equal rights of all
Afghan citizens. There have been further reports of violent tensions between
Hazaras and Kuchis during the annual Kuchi migration through the Hazarajat, and
we continue to encourage all parties to engage in dialogue to find a solution to this
dispute. We regularly remind the Afghan government of the need to ensure the

security of all Afghan citizens.
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Children’s rights

During 2011, we maintained our support for the work of the United Nations to protect
children in armed conflict. In February, the UN released the report of the secretary-
general on Children and Armed Conflict in Afghanistan covering the period 1
September 2008 to 30 August 2010. The report noted the positive steps taken by
the Afghan government on children’s rights, which included the signing (in January
2011) of an action plan against the recruitment and use of children in the Afghan
National Security Forces. The report highlighted the continuing risks to Afghan
children including their recruitment and use by anti-government forces, the killing and

maiming of children, and attacks on schools.

The UN Working Group on Children and Armed Conflict visited Afghanistan in June.
During the visit the delegation met the Afghan Independent Human Rights
Commission, the High Peace Council, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and civil society
organisations. Our Embassy in Kabul participated in a number of these meetings.
The delegation discussed the Afghan government’s progress on implementing its
obligations under the action plan and promoted the protection of children and greater

safety and accessibility for schools.

We recognise that there remains much work to be done to combat child sexual
abuse in Afghanistan and the protection of child rights in general. The UK will
continue to press the Afghan government to take further steps to tackle this problem

and we will support them in doing so.
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Belarus

There was a continued decline in human rights and democracy in Belarus during
2011. The maijority of the approximately 700 people detained for protesting on the
night of the 19 December 2010 presidential election were released early in the year.
However, 43 people, including five presidential candidates, were charged with
organising or taking part in “mass riots”, and over 30 were sentenced to jail terms of
between two and six years. Some detainees made credible allegations of torture
and other ill-treatment. Following international criticism and a request from Belarus
for an IMF loan to help manage a growing economic crisis, all but eight political
prisoners were released by September 2011. Credible reports suggest that those
remaining in prison are under intense psychological and physical pressure. In the
meantime, the regime continued to suppress all efforts to express dissent, breaking
up silent protests, introducing legal amendments to reduce still further the right to
freedom of assembly and association, and tightening the restrictions on civil society
receiving assistance from abroad. In 2011, two men were executed and a further
two sentenced to death. In March 2012, the two men accused of perpetrating the

April 2011 Minsk Metro bombings which killed 15 people were executed.

In view of the critical political and human rights situation, UK objectives for 2011
focused on damage limitation, including working for the release of political prisoners
and trying to mitigate the effects of the deteriorating human rights situation. At the
EU, we argued for the reintroduction and strengthening of the EU sanctions regime.
We were one of 14 participating states who invoked the Organization for Security
and Co-operation in Europe’s (OSCE) “Moscow Mechanism”, which triggered an
independent fact-finding mission to review the human rights situation in Belarus.
Although the Belarusian government refused to cooperate with the OSCE, the result
was a comprehensive report covering serious, gross and systematic human rights
violations. At the UN, we strongly supported the UN Human Rights Council
Resolution on Belarus in June, which ensured closer UN scrutiny of the situation. At
the same time as increasing pressure on the regime, we and our international
partners stepped up our support for civil society. The Deputy Prime Minister and

Minister for Europe met groups of civil society representatives and members of the
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political opposition in September, on the margins of the Warsaw Eastern Partnership
Summit. The Foreign Secretary and Minister for Europe hosted a group of

opposition figures at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office in December.

The resumption of large-scale subsidies from Russia has taken some of the pressure
off the regime to improve its performance with regard to basic standards of human
rights and the rule of law. Nonetheless, we will continue to pursue our objectives in
2012, with a new focus on seeking improved electoral standards linked to the
parliamentary elections due to take place in autumn 2012. The UK will support a
strong OSCE election-monitoring mission. We will continue to press for expanded
EU sanctions to target those responsible for serious human rights violations and
those who back the regime financially. We will continue to support civil society. We
will oppose Belarus’ non-avowed de facto travel ban imposed in March 2012 on
selected opposition and civic activists and independent journalists, which prevents
them leaving Belarus via national borders. While the immediate prospects for those
seeking to support democratic reform in Belarus are dim, we are proposing that the
EU draw up an enhanced package of measures and assistance that can be offered
to Belarus should it follow the path of democratic and human rights reforms. We will
be lobbying in favour of securing a UN Special Rapporteur on Human Rights in
Belarus, and we will continue to call on Belarus to uphold its OSCE commitments

and international obligations.

Freedom of expression and assembly

During 2011, court proceedings were launched to shut down Belarus’ two remaining
independent national newspapers — Nasha Niva and Narodnaya Volya — but were
subsequently withdrawn, possibly due to external pressure. However, these and
other independent media organisations continue to be targeted by the authorities
through the use of fines and intimidation of potential advertisers. Opposition and
independent media websites were subjected to massive cyberattacks, especially

before and after public protests.

One of the opposition parties, the Belarus Popular Front (BPF), was evicted from its
headquarters in July. The Belarusian Ministry of Justice has denied registration to

the “Tell the Truth” movement, headed by former presidential candidate Neklyayev.
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The authorities took an increasingly repressive approach to the so-called “silent”
protests that took place in around 50 Belarusian towns during the summer. Although
those involved did not shout slogans or display placards — they simply clapped — the
authorities responded by sanctioning up to 2,000 people through fines or short

periods of detention.

In November, the authorities implemented new legislation designed to silence public
protest and preclude foreign assistance to any NGO or other organisation not
sanctioned by the regime, with penalties of up to three years in prison for
involvement in unsanctioned public protests and up to two years in prison for
receiving foreign assistance for political activities or for keeping any financial
resources abroad. The definition of treason — a capital offence — has been widened
to include assisting foreign states and international organisations with any activity
perceived as jeopardising the national security of Belarus. Legislation was
implemented which gives the security services (KGB) a wide scope of discretionary
powers without judicial checks and balances. On 19 October, Minister for Europe
David Lidington publicly expressed his concerns about these legislative

amendments.

Human rights defenders

Although the majority of political prisoners have been released, the charges against
them have not been dropped. This has damaging implications for their future work

or education prospects as well as their ability to exercise their right to participate in

political activity.

Political prisoners who remain in detention are ex-presidential candidates Andrei
Sannikov and Mikalai Statkevich; political activists Zmitser Bandarenka and Paval
Sevyarynets; head of the “Youth Front” Zmitser Dashkevich and “Youth Front”
member Eduard Lobau; and long-term political prisoner Mikalay Awtukhovich.
Relatives of the prisoners have told us that significant physical and psychological
pressure continues to be put on them and several have experienced serious health
problems. Their lawyers are not always allowed access to the prisoners, and

supervision often prevents confidentiality in consultations. On 28 September, the
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Minister for Europe publicly expressed his serious concerns over the continued

detention and treatment of political prisoners.

We will continue to call on the authorities to release all political prisoners and drop all

charges against them and those who have already been released.

In November, prominent human rights defender Ales Bialiatski, chair of the
respected human rights organisation Viasna, and vice-president of the International
Human Rights Federation (FIDH), was sentenced to four and a half years of hard
labour for alleged large-scale tax evasion on his personal income, and the offices of
Viasna were confiscated as part of his property. With other Western embassies, we
attended parts of the trial, which we assessed did not meet international standards of
a fair trial. On 24 November, the Minister for Europe condemned the conviction as
further evidence of the Belarusian regime punishing human rights defenders. The
EU added to the sanctions listings the names of the prosecutor and judge involved in

the trial.

In December, the authorities arrested Syarhei Kavalenka, an opposition activist
under a suspended sentence for planting the historic white-red-white flag of Belarus
on a Christmas tree. Following alleged violations of the terms of his sentence — for
attending the silent protests and for being detained with the white-red-white flag on
19 December, he was sentenced to over two years in prison in February 2012.
There is grave concern about his condition in the light of a sustained hunger strike

since the date of his arrest.

The regime is taking steps to close down the Belarus Helsinki Committee (BHC),
claiming that the BHC owes tax arising from running EU projects.

Article 193-1, under which it is illegal to organise or participate in any organisation
not registered with the authorities, remains in place. All attempts at official
registration by new parties and organisations which might follow an independent line

from the government continue to be declined by the Belarusian Ministry of Justice.
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Access to justice and the rule of law

The year was marked by a series of political show-trials. The OSCE Office for
Democratic Institutions and Human Rights (ODIHR) monitored the trials of those
charged in connection with the protests in December 2010, and reported serious
concerns regarding the treatment of detainees and their access to counsel. Several
were denied the right to counsel during lengthy periods in KGB detention awaiting
trial. Particularly worrying was that judges failed to follow up allegations that
statements were made under duress, intimidation, inhumane treatment and,

possibly, torture. No independent inquiries were ordered.

ODIHR had concerns about the excessively close relationship between prosecutors
and judges in these trials, and the influence of the executive on the judiciary. There
were significant concerns over the right to a presumption of innocence, and the lack
of public access to the verdicts was considered inconsistent with the right to a public
trial. The rights of some were hampered when the Belarusian Ministry of Justice
revoked the licences of several lawyers who had raised allegations of maltreatment
in detention. Although alternative lawyers were found, ODIHR considered this to be
undue interference by the executive. Our Ambassador and her staff in Minsk

monitored the trials, and their accounts support that of OSCE ODIHR.

In August, Justice Minister Kenneth Clarke was one of 11 ministers from across
Europe who signed an open letter to the Belarus Minister of Justice expressing
serious concerns at the ongoing reports of harassment and persecution of lawyers in
Belarus. This was in response to the introduction of extraordinary qualification
exams for qualified lawyers that might lead to them being disqualified for political

reasons.

During the year, we noted what appeared to be a growing and concerning pattern of
the police, almost unquestioningly supported by the courts, engineering detentions,
arrests and imprisonment through unsubstantiated petty allegations. On the first
anniversary of the 19 December elections, 46 people were arrested in Minsk to
prevent public disorder and 32 were charged and sentenced for offences ranging

from neglect of a child to organising an unsanctioned mass event.
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Death penalty

On an unknown date between 14 and 19 July two Belarusian citizens, Aleh
Hryshkawtsow and Andrey Burdyka, were executed by shooting following
convictions for aggravated murder and kidnap. Their families were not formally
informed, and they found out through the media. The executions were carried out
despite a request for a stay of execution from the UN Human Rights Committee
pending a review of the condemned men’s appeals to the committee. The Minister
for Europe expressed his concern at the continued use of the death penalty on 29

July and called on the Belarusian authorities to establish a moratorium.

In November, Dzmitry Kanavalaw and Uladzislaw Kavalyow were sentenced to
death for allegedly carrying out the bombing of the Minsk Metro on 11 April, which
killed 15 people and injured more than 200. They were found guilty of two bomb
explosions in Vitsyebsk in 2005 and the bomb attack at an Independence Day
concert in Minsk in July 2008. International and local independent human rights
organisations judged the standard of the conduct of the trial and evidence presented
as weak. On 2 December, the Minister for Europe called for Belarus to commute
these sentences immediately, due to concerns about the fairness of the trial, and to
establish a formal moratorium with a view to abolishing the death penalty. Our
Ambassador made a démarche to the Belarusian authorities on 9 December and the
Permanent Under-Secretary of the FCO summoned the Belarusian Ambassador on
12 December to express the UK’s concerns in person. Both men were executed on
14 March 2012 despite a request from the UN High Commissioner for Refugees
(UNHCR) not to carry out the punishment until it had considered an application from
one of the men to comment on the fairness of the proceedings against him. Belarus
refused to engage with the UN because it argued that the plaintiff had not exhausted
all national remedies first. However, despite the fact that an application for reviews
was still before the national courts, the execution was carried out on the day the

president announced his refusal to grant clemency.

Belarus is one of the top five priority countries and regions identified in the UK
Government’s Strategy for Abolition of the Death Penalty. We will continue to work
through our Embassy and international organisations to lobby against the death

penalty in Belarus and on all individual cases. Our Embassy will continue to work to
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stimulate debate about the death penalty and to highlight the issues it raises. It is
our aim to encourage the establishment of a moratorium on the death penalty in
Belarus as a first step to its eventual abolition. Abolition in Belarus would make

Europe the first death-penalty-free region in the world.

Torture

Former presidential candidate Ales Mikhalevich was released on 19 February on the
basis that he would stay silent about his time in detention and collaborate with the
KGB. On 28 February, he made a public statement about the torture he endured
and he subsequently submitted an application to the UN Committee against Torture.
Having been called for further questioning by the KGB, Mr Mikhalevich fled Belarus
and has been granted political asylum in the Czech Republic. Other political

prisoners have since claimed that they were tortured in custody.

Lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) issues
LGBT groups continue to face severe challenges similar to those faced by other civil
society organisations in Belarus. The annual Gay Pride march planned for 22

October was banned by the Minsk City Executive Committee.

On 29 December, the Ministry of Justice denied the registration of LGBT rights group
Alternative Plus Human Rights Centre, because of minor inaccuracies in its
application. In reality, this appears to be another example of the authorities blocking
an organisation wanting to tackle homophobia and promote tolerance and

acceptance within Belarus.
Freedom of religion or belief

There were no improvements in freedom of religion in 2011. The situation remained
as in 2010.
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Burma

2011 was marked by some unexpected and positive political developments in
Burma, although significant long-term challenges remained. In March, a new civilian
government was inaugurated following flawed elections at the end of 2010. Many of
its members had belonged to the former military regime, including the new President,
Thein Sein. Democratic opposition leader Aung San Suu Kyi's National League for
Democracy (NLD) party was threatened with dissolution. Burma completed the
Universal Periodic Review process, rejecting many important human rights
recommendations. The situation in some ethnic minority areas worsened. But from
the middle of the year we witnessed a change of direction in several areas. In July,
the Burmese government opened up a process of dialogue with Aung San Suu Kyi.
She made a political tour outside Rangoon the same month, with the cooperation of
the government. Media and internet restrictions were relaxed to some extent. UN
Special Rapporteur Tomas Ojea Quintana was granted a visa to visit Burma in
August. The president suspended the construction of a controversial dam in Kachin
State, seemingly influenced by the concerns of civil society. The October
parliamentary session saw new labour laws passed, allowing for the establishment of
independent trade unions. An amendment of the Political Party Registration Law
paved the way for the NLD, and Aung San Suu Kyi herself, to run in by-elections
planned for 2012. In October, over 200 political prisoners were released from
detention, although several hundred remained. Aung San Suu Kyi told us that she
believed the president was genuinely committed to reform. Looking ahead to 2012,
there is some evidence to suggest that the government plans to push on with its

reform programme.

The UK’s human rights objectives in Burma during 2011 were to work towards an
improvement on human rights in a range of areas, including prison conditions; the
treatment of civilians in conflict areas; forced labour and freedom of association;
accountability for human rights abuses; the rights and freedoms of ethnic minorities
and media freedom; and encouragement of democratic reform, including through
support to political parties and civil society. Working with the Department for

International Development (DFID), we aimed to improve human security, promoting
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responsible social and economic policies. Although we saw movement in many of
these areas, at the end of 2011 serious concerns remained, especially regarding

ethnic minority areas, notably Kachin State.

The UK took forward a range of activities to advance these goals. Our Ambassador
regularly met Burmese ministers in Nay Pyi Taw, raising our human rights concerns
directly with the government. Our staff in Rangoon developed a network of contacts
throughout Burma, which included the government, representatives of the ethnic
communities, political parties and civil society. Our Ambassador spoke regularly to
Aung San Suu Kyi. The Embassy provided regular updates on the situation in-
country, and their reporting helped us to ensure that the resolutions on human rights
in Burma at the Human Rights Council and the Third Committee at the UN General
Assembly were well-evidenced and reflected positive progress as well as detailing
concerns that remain. We helped to secure the renewal of the EU’s restrictive
measures on Burma, with some minor amendments which opened the door for
increased engagement with the new government. Our Embassy managed a
programme of projects worth £350,000 focused on strengthening civil society and

supporting human rights and democracy.

Ministerial visits have marked a new level of engagement with the Burmese
government. The International Development Secretary went to Burma in November,
and the Foreign Secretary visited on 5—6 January 2012 — the first British Foreign
Secretary to do so since 1955. When he met the Foreign Secretary, the President
committed to releasing all political prisoners, holding free and fair by-elections, and
making progress on national reconciliation. A week later, on 12 January, we saw the
signing of an initial peace agreement with the Karen National Union after 63 years of
conflict. Other ethnic groups have also agreed similar trust-building agreements with
the government, but this process remains fragile and will remain so in the absence of
political dialogue between the government and ethnic groups. On 13 January, a
significant number of political prisoners, including key “88 Generation” activists and

ethnic leaders, were released, although significant numbers remain in jail.

We acknowledge that there is more work to be done to address the serious human

rights concerns that remain, In 2012, our human rights objectives will build on the
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progress in 2011; we will focus on ensuring the effective implementation of the

commitments made by the Burmese government during the previous year.

Elections
The new ministers appointed to the Burmese government in March were required to
resign their parliamentary seats before taking up their positions. As a result, by-

elections, for 48 parliamentary seats in total, will be held on 1 April 2012.

In January, the NLD lost their appeal against dissolution and in May the government
pronounced that they no longer had legal status as a political party. On 4 November,
the president approved amendments to the Political Parties Registration Law, which
removed the NLD’s objections to registration. The NLD decided to re-register as a
political party on 18 November, and announced that they would contest all seats in

the by-elections.

Freedom of expression and assembly

There have been improvements in media freedoms during 2011. Following the
partial relaxation of censorship laws, certain categories of private newspapers
including health, children’s, business, technology and sports journals no longer
needed to submit copy for advance censorship. Political and news journals must still
do so. De facto censorship has become less rigorous and topics which were once
taboo are now featured, including ethnic affairs and interviews with opposition
politicians. Aung San Suu Kyi’'s image is now sold openly on roadsides, and can
often be found on front covers of newspapers. The state media dropped their
propagandist condemnations of the BBC and Voice of America, and reporters from
both organisations were allowed to report officially inside the country. Burmese
ministers have given unprecedented interviews with exiled Burmese media

organisations barred from operating in-country.

Some topics still remain heavily censored, including direct criticism of the
government and references to certain historical events. The head of the Press
Censorship Committee has indicated publicly that he would like to see an end to

censorship, and we understand that a new media law is currently being drafted
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accordingly. Nine jailed reporters were released in a prisoner amnesty in January

2012, but at least three journalists reportedly remain in jail.

Internet restrictions were tightened in May, with new regulations instructing internet
cafes to monitor usage. Some restrictions were eased in June and August, with
access granted to thousands of previously banned internet sites. However, around

30,000 websites reportedly remain banned, mostly adult sites.

Censorship in the film sector remains strict, although government ministers have
indicated that this will be an area of reform in 2012. From 31 December 2011 until 4
January 2012, an unprecedented “Freedom Film Festival” was organised in
Rangoon, chaired by Aung San Suu Kyi. Films were not submitted in advance to the
censorship board, and films on sensitive topics such as censorship processes and
life in prison were shown openly; this was a significant development, and something

that we look forward to becoming the norm.

The UK has supported the development of journalism through several workshops on
issues of concern. The British Council has continued to promote freedom of
expression and information through its English teaching and library and IT facilities.
British Embassy-funded millennium centres in 19 locations across Burma are an

important source of English-language materials and activities.

Civil society has played an increasingly vocal role in advocating for and against
government decisions. Notably, civil society activism, in the form of literary festivals
and newspaper articles, was likely to have influenced President Thein Sein’s
decision in September to suspend construction of the controversial Myitsone dam in
Kachin State. There have been open debates over the merits of the Dawei deep
sea-port project. However, activists working in Rakhine State to raise awareness of
the Kyauk Phyu port project have continued to be harassed by authorities, and have

been prevented from speaking freely on the matter.

The new parliament has passed legislation on a right to peaceful protest. This
legislation has yet to be tested, and the police authorities have advised that they are

still amending their own procedures in light of the law. Earlier in the year, a
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procession to mark the fourth anniversary of the 2007 protests was dispersed by
police, and on 27 October a protest in downtown Rangoon against land confiscations
was broken up by police, with several leaders detained for questioning and banners

confiscated.

A labour organisations law was passed by parliament in October, giving Burmese
workers the right to strike, which the International Labour Organization (ILO)
welcomed as an important step. The test in 2012 will be in the implementation of
these laws, and the Embassy will be monitoring the situation closely, in liaison with

the International Labour Organization.

Human rights defenders, political prisoners and torture

President Thein Sein announced two amnesties through the course of 2011. In May,
around 40 political prisoners were released; in October, around 270 were liberated.
The UK has consistently called for the release of all political prisoners, including

during the Secretary of State for International Development’s visit in November.

Prison conditions have slightly improved in recent years for political prisoners but
overall are far from meeting international standards. There continue to be reports of
harsh interrogation techniques, solitary confinement, prisoners held in cells intended
for military dogs, and overcrowding. Political prisoners have been deliberately held
many miles away from their families. Hundreds of prisoners each year are forced to
act as porters for army units in conflict zones; many prisoners have died or suffered
serious injuries as a result. The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC)
continued to be denied access to detainees in prison. In July, the ICRC was granted
access to three prisons for technical assessments of water and sanitation systems
but could not meet with prisoners. The Ambassador has pressed the government to

allow independent access to prisons to monitor conditions.

Access to justice and the rule of law

Burma’s existing laws are in many cases outdated, sometimes contradictory and in
need of amendment. Judges, police and other officials often have limited knowledge
of the law, and corruption remains a major problem. Citizens have little trust in the

legal system and little knowledge of the laws under which they live. Access to legal
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assistance is often unaffordable. Criminal cases are still held, in some instances,
behind closed doors. Arbitrary revocation of lawyers’ licences continues. The lack
of legal framework for redress results in human rights violations, for example around

land confiscations, and environmental damage.

In 2011, the Burmese parliament began a project to review and, where necessary,

amend or revoke existing laws, in part to address concerns over legal uncertainty.

The UK has supported the development of rule of law through a number of projects
over the course of the year, bringing in overseas expertise, and working to develop
legal information that is easily understandable to the general population. In 2012,

further work on rule of law, taking advantage of greater freedom in Burma, will be a

priority for the UK Government.

Conflict and protection of civilians
In March, the Burmese army moved into areas of Shan State held by ethnic armed
forces. We received reports that seven villages were razed to the ground, and

civilians indiscriminately targeted. An estimated 30,000 people fled their homes.

In June, conflict broke out in Kachin State, bringing a 17-year ceasefire to an end.
Human rights abuses targeting civilians were reported, including torture, rape and
unverified reports of murder. There were allegations that the Kachin Independence
Army was also using forced portering and child soldiers. Land mines, laid by both
sides, remained a serious issue. By the end of 2011, hostilities continued and nearly

50,000 people had been internally displaced from Kachin State.

During 2011, we received further reports of regular clashes between the military and
the Karen National Union in eastern Burma. Refugees continued to flow, in relatively
small numbers, across the border to Thailand, although there was movement in both

directions throughout the year.

Towards the end of the year, the government started to reach out to ethnic groups,
although it had yet to meet their demands to establish a nationwide ceasefire and

collective, national-level peace talks. In early September, ceasefire agreements with
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the Wa and Mongla groups were signed in Shan State. In December, a ceasefire
was signed with the Shan State Army-South. The government held initial talks with
members of the United Nationalities Federation Council, an alliance of several armed

ethnic groups.

At a UN Security Council debate on protection of civilians in November, the UK
called for the Burmese army and ethnic militia to make every effort to protect civilians
and bring to account those responsible for human rights abuses against them. We
ensured that the Burma resolutions passed by the Human Rights Council in March

and the General Assembly in November reflected our concerns.

Freedom of religion or belief
The 2008 constitution and election laws enacted in 2010 forbid the "abuse of religion
for political purposes" and bar members of religious orders from running for public

office, from voting and joining political parties.

We received reports in November of attacks by the military on Christian churches
and of restrictions placed on religious gatherings in Kachin State. The UK raised
these issues directly with the government, including in November when our Deputy
Ambassador accompanied the former Archbishop of Canterbury to a meeting with
the Burmese minister of religious affairs. The Ambassador relayed our concerns

about freedom of religion to the Burmese Human Rights Commission in November.

Women'’s rights

Burma is a state party to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women. The government has drafted a National Plan of
Action for the Advancement of Women for 2011-15 and is working with the UN
Population Fund in its finalisation. We understand that at the end of 2011 they were
in the process of drafting new legislation on women’s rights. The Burmese
government has stated its commitment to the Millennium Development Goals and is
on track to meet some of its gender-equality goals, such as school enrolment for
girls. Under its 2011-15 Operational Plan for Burma, DFID is undertaking

programmes to improve maternal and child healthcare, to enable women to avert
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unintended pregnancies, and to make available micro-finance services to poor

women in rural areas.

Women’s participation in public life, and notably in government, is limited. The
British Embassy is working with Action Aid on a project to promote women’s

participation in public affairs.

We have continued to receive reports of gender-based violence by the military in
conflict areas; the Burmese government has done little to investigate these cases.
During Burma’s Universal Periodic Review session at the UN, we urged the
government to end impunity for human rights violations. At the Human Rights
Council in March and the UN General Assembly in November, we supported text
which strongly called on the government to take urgent measures to end the
targeting of civilians in military operations, and rape and other forms of sexual

violence.

Burma has acceded to the UN Convention against Transnational Organised Crime
and its Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons. The UK
has utilised its willingness to engage on this issue, and supports a Karen women’s

NGO to strengthen its capacity to combat human trafficking.

Minority rights

State and divisional parliaments came into being in March 2010, in accordance with
the 2008 constitution. Several ethnic minority parties have substantial blocs of
elected MPs within those parliaments. However, as yet the extent of these
parliaments’ legislative authority remains unclear, state-level budgets have not been
allocated, the chief ministers are appointed centrally by the president, and
democratic politicians have been disappointed by the lack of opportunity for debate

within parliament.
The situation of the Rohingya minority remains of great concern. The Rohingya

community were not included as one of Burma’s “national races” under the 1982

Citizenship Laws. In 2011, they continued to be denied basic civil and political
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rights, with restrictions on freedom of movement, limited access to education,

permission required to get married, and widespread social discrimination

At the end of the year, minority rights remained perhaps Burma’s greatest challenge,
requiring an inclusive and credible process of national reconciliation, involving
political dialogue and, most likely, constitutional amendments, along with economic

development to address existing inequalities.

Children’s rights

The UN Convention on the Rights of the Child is one of only two UN conventions that
Burma has ratified. The Burmese government has cooperated with UNICEF and a
number of NGOs, such as Save the Children, in implementing their programmes in
Burma and has established a National Committee on the Rights of the Child. At the
end of 2011, the Burmese government was in the process of drafting new legislation

on children’s rights, but further information is not yet available.

Serious concerns remain. In 2011, many children in Burma continued to receive
inadequate education, healthcare or social protection, with children among the
internally displaced population in particular lacking access to services. The Special
Rapporteur for Human Rights in Burma reported in March that fewer than 60% of

children complete primary education.

The use of child soldiers continued to be a problem in the Burmese military and
some armed ethnic groups. Many children continued to work, largely due to poverty,
and there remained no code of conduct to protect working children. There is little
protection under the law for how children are treated within the Burmese police

justice system.
Throughout the year, we worked closely with civil society organisations and UN

agencies on children’s issues. DFID’s Operational Plan for 2011-15 aims to support

more than 200,000 children through primary school in Burma.
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National Human Rights Commission

In September, the Burmese government announced the establishment of a 15-
member National Human Rights Commission, all ex-government employees,
including diplomats and academics. The commission, which began accepting
complaints in early October, has said that it intends to cooperate with international

organisations, and operate in line with international human rights principles.

The commission issued a number of public statements in the state media calling for
releases of “so-called political prisoners”, and sent a delegation to Kachin State in
December to coordinate humanitarian aid. But the extent to which it can operate
impartially, and its appetite to investigate serious abuses, remains to be seen. Our
Embassy has met several times with the commission and has encouraged it to play
a credible role in investigating abuses and calling authorities to account where

appropriate.
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Chad

The UN Development Programme “Human Development Index” (HDI) ranked Chad
as one of the least developed countries in the world: 183rd out of 187 countries,
placing Chad well below the regional average for Sub-Saharan Africa. Chad has
slightly improved its HDI value (0.323 in 2009 to 0.328 in 2011) but has fallen in its
overall ranking because of greater improvements by other countries and additional
countries being included in the HDI. The ranking reflects Chad’s post-conflict status
and long history of conflict. (Whilst there is certainly a long way still to go, we have
seen evidence that Chad, post-conflict is improving its human rights record.) Chad
has twice granted the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) access to
the notorious Koro Toro prison, in line with recommendations in the UN’s Universal
Periodic Review. Legislative and presidential elections in 2011 were deemed largely
acceptable by international and domestic observers. Other positive developments
included Chad’s taking a regional lead against the use of children in conflict,
including by signing up to an action plan to end the recruitment and use of child
soldiers; some improvements to press freedom; and a halt to forced evictions

following international pressure.

The rhetoric surrounding Chad’s approach to development and human rights is
positive. President Deby’s inaugural speech, following his re-election in April, made
direct reference to youth and women, education and health, and fighting poverty and
corruption. Such statements are welcome, but the arrest of a human rights activist in
December for denouncing the obstruction of an investigation, despite his subsequent
release, implies that some parts of the government remain nervous about dissent.
The events in Libya have exacerbated the already difficult conditions in northern and
eastern Chad due to the influx of Chadian returnees and the loss of vital remittances.
In addition, there is the developing food crisis in the west and a reduced harvest

around the diminishing Lake Chad.
UK interests in Chad are limited. Our High Commissioner to Cameroon is accredited

as non-resident Ambassador to Chad. As we do not have permanent representation

in Chad, we work primarily through the EU, UN, local NGOs and with other
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diplomatic missions on the ground. Our bilateral development-programme funding
for Chad is limited. We therefore support development funding through our normal

contributions to the UN and European Union.

Our objectives for 2011 were to help guard against any deterioration in peace and
stability following the departure from eastern Chad of the UN peacekeeping force in
December 2010. We increased our engagement further following events in Libya,

and continue to monitor their impact on Chad.

There are a number of issues which could have a direct impact on human rights in
2012, both positively and negatively. Local elections took place in January 2012 (for
the first time in Chad’s history.) Following lessons learned from the largely peaceful
legislative and presidential elections this year, we understand that the government is
working to meet opposition parties’ demands to promote transparency. The fallout
from events in Libya has the potential to impact negatively on Chad’s economy,
security and humanitarian situation. Chad is at risk of being the worst-affected
country in the region for food insecurity due to poor harvests. There are continued
internal political risks linked to decisions to reduce the size of the armed forces.
There is an outstanding, although diminished, risk from rebels operating within Chad
or from neighbouring countries. We are encouraged by signs that Chad is
committed to putting reforms in place, but the country is fragile and progress will

probably remain slow.

Elections

Legislative elections were held on 13 February and presidential elections on 25 April.
International observers praised the peaceful legislative round, which had a turnout of
56.6%. These were widely considered the most free elections Chad had ever seen.
Observers noted some logistical shortcomings and allegations of isolated fraud but
judged that most of the failings were technical, due to a lack of capacity and

understanding of the electoral process by election officials and politicians.

In the run-up to the presidential elections, following extensive negotiations with the
ruling party, three of the five opposition candidates announced that they were

boycotting the polls. Following a minor delay, the presidential elections took place
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peacefully on 25 April. There were allegations of fraud in the turnout calculation
initially declared by the Electoral Commission, revised down from 64% to 51% by the
Constitutional Court. Civil society provided around 3,000 election observers who,
alongside observers from the African Union and La Francophonie, expressed
satisfaction that the preparations allowed for generally free and fair elections and
that most of the technical difficulties of February’s legislative elections had been

resolved.

Freedom of expression and assembly

Three student protesters were charged in September for distributing anti-government
leaflets during protests in May. Another 150 were arrested in September following
student protests against non-payment of scholarship grants. The majority of those
arrested were released after one day in detention. A few were charged and

sentenced for destruction to property and disturbance of public order.

State funding for the Media House in 2011 facilitated new office buildings, allowing
journalists, politicians and civil society to interact more easily. The print media, in the
run-up to the different elections, was also permitted to report freely, though the

general situation still requires improvement.

Human rights defenders

On 19 December, Daniel Deuzoumbe Passalet, the President of Chadian human
rights organisation Droits de 'Homme Sans Frontieres (Human Rights without
Borders), was arrested and charged following an interview he gave on Radio France
Internationale, denouncing the obstruction of an investigation into the deaths of 10
men in the south of Chad. He was released on 30 December by the Chadian court

but the government has appealed against the decision.

There are over a dozen known active human rights defenders and organisations.
They cannot operate freely as the authorities often deploy intimidation, arbitrary
arrest and illegal detention to deter their activities. Many more are considered to
exist but do not make their activities widely known due to difficulties in operating

freely.
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Access to justice and rule of law

In December, for the first time in two years, Chad took part in the European Union—
Chad political dialogue. One of the main topics of discussion was the progress of
justice-sector reform in which the EU has invested through its Support to Justice
Programme. With political and financial support from the Chadian government, this
has made some progress in providing training, setting up scientific and technical
police departments and improving infrastructure. But wider investment is needed in
the criminal justice system, which is characterised by severe delays in resolution of
cases due to a lack of new magistrates, often leaving defendants in excessively long
pre-trial custody. Yet there has been a real reduction in the Ministry of Justice

budget from 1.53% of government expenditure in 2009 to 1.02% in 2011.

Chad is a state party to the International Criminal Court (ICC). However, its much
improved relationship with Sudan, with which it continues to work to stabilise the
border with Darfur, has made the government reluctant to enforce its obligation to
arrest President Bashir of Sudan under the ICC arrest warrant when he visits Chad.
Our Ambassador continues to remind Chad of its responsibilities under the Rome
Statute.

Hisséne Habré

Former President Hisséne Habré is alleged to be responsible for widespread human
rights violations during his rule from 1982 to 1990, including the systematic use of
torture, extrajudicial killings and ethnic cleansing. Habré was sentenced to death in
absentia in 2008. The Senegalese government announced in July its intention to
reverse its decision to return Habré to Chad for fear of his mistreatment on return.
The Senegalese courts are considering a request supported by the government of
Chad, the African Union, European Union and international and Chadian NGOs to
extradite Habreé to Belgium to stand trial for crimes against humanity. The UK
supports the call for Habré to stand trial in Belgium, and our Embassy in Dakar and

High Commission in Yaoundé continue to monitor developments.
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Death penalty

A number of individuals remain under sentence of death, although we are not aware
of any executions in 2011. Following an announcement by President Deby at
Chad’s 50th anniversary celebrations in January, the government released several
political prisoners, as well as several on death row. We continue to oppose the use

of the death penalty in Chad and support action on this by EU partners.

Torture

The UN'’s Universal Periodic Review in 2009 recommended that Chad should grant
access to the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC). In May, the ICRC
was granted access to the previously closed Koro Toro prison facility and made a
follow-up visit in November. The ICRC confirmed they were pleased with the
cooperation and support received from Chadian authorities. We welcome this
development but we urge the government to formalise the ICRC’s access to Koro

Toro prison as well as other Chadian prisons.

Conflict and protection of civilians

The international community and NGOs alike have been struck by the positive
progress made by the Chadian authorities, and in particular the security force
Détachement Intégré de Sécurité (DIS), to sustain and improve security and
protection of civilians on the Darfur border. With financial support from the UN
Development Programme (UNDP) and UN High Commissioner for Refugees
(UNHCR), as well as the Chadian government, the DIS has increased in size and
now includes women on the force. They have been trained in human rights
awareness and are gaining more trust from the citizens in the camps for refugees
and independently displaced persons. Whilst isolated incidents such as cattle
rustling continue, DIS has also provided sufficient deterrence to bandits to allow the
aid effort in the east to continue more effectively than the dark days of 2008-9, when

access was so highly constrained.
In May, the governments of Chad, Sudan and the Central African Republic issued a

declaration establishing a partnership between the three countries to promote

comprehensive peace and sustainable development. This included the
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establishment of a tripartite force to protect the borders between the three countries,
to work together and promote peaceful coexistence between the tribes of the
common borders, the resolution of the conflicts between the pastoral tribes across
borders, and the voluntary return of refugees. This built upon an existing joint
Chadian-Sudanese border force that had secured the Chad-Sudan border,

preventing incursions in both directions.

Thousands of Chadian residents in Libya fled the fighting there, some alleging
mistreatment by armed forces. The UN and NGO community moved quickly to
establish reception centres in Chad. The International Organisation for Migration
(IOM) estimated that over 90,000 of a possible 300,000 Chadians resident in Libya
had returned to Chad. It is impossible to gather accurate information on conditions
for the Chadian returnees. But there are some indications of increased social
tensions, particularly in urban centres like N'Djamena, as well as some shortages of
goods, a general lack of work and high living costs. Potential for increased conflict in
camps and villages is heightened because of this influx, and risks being further

exacerbated by poor harvests.

Children’s rights

In the past two years, since the end of conflict in Chad, 1,125 children have been
demobilised from the Chadian armed forces. On 16 June, witnessed by the UN
Special Representative of the Secretary-General for Children and Armed Conflict,
Radhika Coomaraswamy, Chad signed an action plan with the UN in which it
committed to ending the recruitment and use of children in its national army and
security forces. President Deby gave his personal commitment to implementing the
plan. The Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs commended the
government of Chad for their efforts, and in the UN Security Council debate on
children and armed conflict in July highlighted the progress that has been made with
the reintegration of 191 children in Chad this year. There is still a long way to go, but
building on this progress, we continue to work with organisations such as UNICEF to

encourage the authorities to step up their action.
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President Deby’s inaugural speech in August acknowledged that the country’s youth
were the “hope of Chad” and he pledged to increase the National Fund in Support of
Youth, in return for hard work and the “spirit of excellence”. Whilst universities have
been built, there is anecdotal evidence that there are insufficient teachers and

students to fill them.

Other issues

Last year we reported that the Chadian government was forcibly removing
inhabitants from their homes in N’'Djamena, claiming they were built on government
property, despite some tenants holding evidence of ownership. Following pressure
from international groups such as Amnesty International, these evictions have now

ceased, although issues around compensation remain unresolved in many cases.
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China

Sustained rapid economic growth over the last three decades means that China has
made great progress in improving the economic and social freedoms of its citizens.
Personal freedoms, such as the freedom of individuals to choose where they work
and live, have grown, and despite pervasive censorship, technology has rapidly
expanded the space for public debate. But in recent years China’s progress on civil
and political rights has stalled. In 2011, following the events of the Arab Spring early
in the year, the Chinese government responded harshly to online calls for a “Jasmine
Revolution” in China. Public order and security bodies detained and harassed
lawyers, bloggers, human rights campaigners and other activists, without allowing
them recourse to their legal rights. These events have highlighted that there remain
inadequate protections in place in China to guarantee access to justice, or to ensure
the transparent and consistent application of the rule of law. China made some
incremental improvements to areas of its criminal justice system in 2011, as well as
to regulations governing labour disputes and its management of civil society
organisations. These positive steps could be taken to indicate that, within parts of

the Chinese system, there is a genuine interest in the benefits of reform.

The FCQO'’s approach to human rights in China is one of constructive long-term
engagement, with the aim of supporting the process of modernisation and internal
reform. Our objective is to improve the human rights situation by encouraging China
to lift the barriers that still remain to its ratification of the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights (which it signed in 1998), focusing particularly on the
abolition of the death penalty, criminal justice reform, freedom of expression, and the

development of civil society.

In 2011, our approach remained unchanged and was delivered through three main
pillars: high-level lobbying and engagement, the bilateral human rights dialogue, and
financial support to projects in-country. We consistently raised human rights

concerns directly with the Chinese leadership, both publicly and in private.
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In January, the 19th round of the UK—China human rights dialogue was held in
London and Cardiff. The UK took a constructive but robust approach and a wide
range of sensitive issues were discussed, including the rights of detainees, migrant
rights, capital punishment, freedom of expression, freedom of religion, China’s plans
for ratification of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, the situation
in Tibet and Xinjiang, and a number of individual cases. There were detailed
discussions on the role of police in criminal trials and the use of minority languages
in education, with respected experts facilitating full and frank exchanges. The
dialogue remains our main bilateral channel for raising the full range of our concerns
at senior levels, and is a vital part of our long-term strategy for encouraging
incremental progress on key human rights reforms. It supports the other pillars of
our engagement, providing opportunities for follow-up project work, informing our
high-level lobbying and helping to strengthen our working relationships with relevant
ministries. Throughout the year we continued to run a portfolio of projects, worth
around £2 million in the period 2008-12, which enabled us to work directly with
Chinese officials, academics and civil society to address issues including death-
penalty sentencing, torture prevention, prison reform and media freedom. We have
used traditional and social media platforms in China to highlight the issues on which

we work, ensuring that we reach the widest possible audience.

In 2012, we will continue to engage constructively and to speak out when we
disagree, both in private and in public. We will continue to fund project work on the

ground.

Elections

According to its constitution, China is a multi-party socialist state under the guidance
of the Communist Party of China (CPC). China’s top leaders have consistently
rejected the prospect of a separation of powers, and China operates essentially as a
single party state. The party controls the entire political system, including the army.
Direct elections, launched in 1988, take place only for village councils and local

People’s Congresses. Electoral lists are dominated by party members.

The latest round of direct elections throughout the country took place in the course of

2011, the beginning of a process which will lead to the appointment of a new
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National People’s Congress in 2013. For elections in Beijing, held on 8 November, 9
million city residents were eligible to vote and the Chinese government reported an
average turnout of around 95%. No independent monitoring of the elections
occurred, and we have received reports which indicate that significant numbers of

independent candidates were prevented from standing.

Freedom of expression and assembly

The spread of technology accelerated in 2011, enabling unprecedented public
discussion of political issues and much greater scope for public expression of
grievances. However, the party has imposed limits through coercion and
censorship, so that, despite being guaranteed in the Chinese constitution, freedom of
expression continues to be severely restricted in practice. Journalists, bloggers,
intellectuals and others have been harassed, threatened or imprisoned for exercising
their right to free speech. This harassment was heightened in the period
immediately following the Arab Spring. Online calls for “Jasmine” protests in China
were censored by the Chinese government and a number of bloggers and journalists
were detained. Many high-profile activists, including Nobel Peace Laureate Liu
Xiaobo, continue to serve prison sentences for speaking out on issues of political
freedom and human rights. International social networking websites, including
YouTube, Twitter and Facebook, continued to be blocked. Foreign news and human
rights NGO websites are regularly blocked. In February, there were accounts of
foreign journalists being detained without explanation, and being physically

intimidated or assaulted in Beijing.

The UK Government raised its concerns on freedom of expression regularly in 2011.
At the UK—China summit in June, in his joint press conference with Premier Wen, the
British Prime Minister made clear his belief that freedom of expression is an
essential underpinning of prosperity and stability. We raised the treatment of foreign
media in conjunction with EU partners and bilaterally through senior officials in

London and Beijing.

Restrictions remain on freedom of association, collective bargaining, and the right to
strike, both in law and in practice. Political protests are quickly suppressed. On 30

November, the Chinese government unveiled the new Regulations on Consultation
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and Mediation for Labour Disputes in Enterprises, which entered into force on 1
January 2012. The regulations are a positive step, which should go some way to

improving the resolution of labour disputes.

Human rights defenders

The Chinese authorities increased their use of unlawful and arbitrary measures to
target activists during the first six months of 2011. These measures included the use
of detention at locations away from police stations and suspects’ homes, increased
instances of mistreatment while in detention, and an extension of harassment to the
families of suspects. Human rights organisations reported that over 200 individuals
were subjected to such measures. While precise statistics remain a secret, human
rights research groups have indicated that convictions under the poorly defined

‘endangering state security” legislation remain at historic highs.

On 3 April, artist and human rights activist Ai Weiwei was arrested and held for 81
days at an unknown location. On 4 April, the Foreign Secretary released a public
statement calling on the Chinese government to clarify Ai Weiwei’s situation and
well-being, and expressing the hope that he would be released immediately. Ai was
released on 22 June, and has subsequently been charged with “tax avoidance”.
Lawyers have been particularly targeted. On 10 January, the Associated Press
published an account by lawyer Gao Zhisheng, detailing his claims of torture
suffered while in detention. On 22 December, China announced that Gao, who has
not been seen since April 2010, was having his probation withdrawn and that he
would have to serve three years in prison. Minister of State Jeremy Browne
released a public statement on 21 December expressing concern at Gao’s
mistreatment and the nature of his detention, and urged the Chinese authorities to

provide information regarding his well-being and location as a matter of urgency.

Human rights lawyer Chen Guangcheng remains under de facto house arrest more
than a year after his release from prison. Visitors, including diplomats and foreign
journalists, have been forcibly prevented from entering his village. Lawyers Teng
Biao, Tang Jitian and Jiang Tianyong were all subjected to periods of enforced
disappearance. Lawyer Ni Yulan, arrested on 7 April along with her husband, was

tried in Beijing on 29 December despite serious health concerns. UK diplomats were
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denied permission to attend her trial. No verdict has been announced and Ni

remains in detention.

Many other activists have been detained without charge during this reporting period.
Sakharov Prize Winner Hu Jia, and activist Mao Hengfeng, were both placed under
house arrest after finishing their respective prison sentences, and remain subject to
surveillance and harassment. The wife of Nobel Prize winner Liu Xiaobo, Liu Xia, is
under house arrest, even though no charges have been brought against her. The
ethnic Mongolian activist Hada was scheduled to finish his prison sentence on 10
December 2010, but has reportedly been transferred to another detention facility

instead of being released.

Ministers, including the Prime Minister, Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign
Secretary, have all raised their concerns regarding specific individuals during

discussions with their Chinese counterparts.

Access to justice and the rule of law

On 30 August, the National People’s Congress published a draft amendment to
China’s Criminal Procedure Law, the first substantial revision for 15 years. The draft
contains a number of welcome steps in areas such as the exclusion of illegal
evidence, access for defence lawyers — including at the final review stage of death
sentences by the Supreme People’s Court — and an expansion of provisions for legal
aid. The draft encourages the participation of witnesses, currently rarely present in
Chinese trials, by setting up a witness-protection scheme, a witness economic

compensation scheme and a punishment scheme for those who refuse to present.

However, the draft amendment contains some significant retrograde steps,
particularly in cases pertaining to charges of “endangering state security”, terrorism
and major corruption cases. In these cases lawyers will need permission to meet
their clients, with no appeal if permission is refused. The draft amendment to rules
on residential surveillance would allow police to hold suspects in a designated
location outside their home for up to six months without, in certain situations, their

family being informed of their location or the charges against them. This increases
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the risk of torture and mistreatment. There are concerns that these measures would

legitimise enforced disappearances.

In 2011, China continued to make widespread use of the form of arbitrary detention
known as “re-education through labour” (RTL), which lacks adequate legal
safeguards. Public security organs can order the administrative detention of an
individual without trial under an RTL order for up to three years, with the possibility of
up to a year’s extension. Although RTL is meant to be used to punish minor
offences, it continues to be used to silence activists, petitioners, Falun Gong
practitioners and human rights defenders such as Mao Hengfeng and Shi Enhao.
There were reports of the use of torture and abuse against detainees in RTL

facilities.

The UK welcomes the work undertaken by the Chinese government in 2011 to
improve the systems for collection and use of evidence, with particular reference to
improvements in the use of scientific evidence and technological methods for
gathering evidence. Nationwide, 250 laboratories have been established for the
analysis of DNA evidence, and 40,000 technical personnel have been trained. At the
county level, police now have access to an online database of fingerprints, and a
system has been established for finger printing suspects on arrest. Work took place
to install audio-visual recording equipment in interrogation suites in most cities to
improve supervision of evidence collection. By improving the ability of police forces
to collect evidence scientifically, this should reduce dependence on confessions to
secure a conviction, and reduce the risk of prisoners to mistreatment or torture at the

hands of the police to obtain one.

A delegation of UK Supreme Court judges visited China and Hong Kong at the end
of September, following invitations from the President of the Supreme People’s Court
of China and the Chief Justice of Hong Kong. Their visits to courts and law schools
included discussion on the rule of law in China, judicial independence, and the role
of courts in enforcing the regulation of international business. We will continue to
support exchanges of this nature with a view to sharing UK experience and best

practice in the area of the rule of law.
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Death penalty
While exact numbers are a state secret, in 2011 China almost certainly continued to
execute the highest number of people in the world. Estimates for the number of

people executed in the last year range from several hundred to over 5,000.

The UK welcomed the decision by the Chinese government, announced in February,
to revise the Chinese criminal law to reduce the scope of the death penalty. These
measures will end its use for 13 non-violent offences, leaving 55 capital crimes in
place. This is a positive step and we hope that China will continue to limit the scope

and application of the death penalty.

In 2011, we funded a number of projects on the death penalty in China. These
sought to build partnerships with relevant Chinese judicial bodies and universities,
and brought European experts to China to share views and undertake technical legal
exchanges (see Section Ill). On 10 October, our Embassy in Beijing hosted a series
of events in collaboration with the French Embassy to mark World Day Against the

Death Penalty, including film screenings and a seminar with Chinese academics.

Torture

Some detainees in China continued to face a high risk of torture and other ill-
treatment. In particular, there were regular reports that human rights lawyers,
bloggers, journalists and activists were subjected to torture. The transfer to, and
holding of prisoners at, unspecified locations outside official detention facilities
remains a particular concern in this context as we have received reports that this is

where instances of torture often occur.

The draft amendment to China’s Criminal Procedure Law (CPL), described above,
contains some provisions which, properly enforced, could help to prevent torture. It
codifies the Rules on the Preclusion of lllegal Evidence introduced in 2010. It
requests that police should transfer suspects to pre-trial detention centres within 24
hours and that follow-on police interviews should be carried out there. There is
increased provision for the recording of interviews in the most serious cases. It
reinforces the message that police officers should be called as witnesses in court

when there is an allegation of torture of suspects or defendants.
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Recognising the excessive use of pre-trial detention (over 90% of suspects are
currently held in custody), the draft CPL revision proposes to limit the use of pre-trial
detention and expand the use of bail and residential surveillance, although specific
changes on residential surveillance for cases involving “endangering state security”
and terrorism charges, as described above, risk having the opposite effect and

increasing the possibility of torture for detainees.

In 2011, we supported a number of projects aiming to help prevent torture and
mistreatment of detainees. These have assisted Chinese officials conducting pilot
independent monitoring of pre-trial detention facilities, carrying out prison reform,
improving the treatment of those with mental health conditions in the criminal justice

system, and supporting the exclusion of illegally obtained evidence in criminal trials.

Freedom of religion or belief

The number of people practising religious beliefs is growing rapidly both within
officially sanctioned religious organisations and in informal “house church”
movements. There are five official religions (Buddhism, Taoism, Islam, Catholicism
and Protestantism) governed by their own state-sanctioned bodies. Churches,
mosques, monasteries and temples must be officially registered. These official
religions do not have capacity to serve the demands of the religious population (for
example, in Beijing there are only about twenty registered buildings serving 150,000
registered Christians). This has led to a large growth in unofficial “house churches”.
Those who practise outside the official boundaries often face serious restrictions or

harassment.

On 10 April, Chinese police and security forces detained around 170 members of the
Shouwang Protestant Church as they arrived for worship, and detained another 50
on 17 April. Minister of State Jeremy Browne wrote to the Chinese Ambassador in
London regarding the Shouwang arrests on 3 May. Officials raised our concerns
with the Chinese Embassy in London and the Chinese authorities in Beijing.
Meanwhile, in June Pastor Shi Enhao, deputy chairman of the Chinese House
Church Alliance, was sentenced to two years re-education through labour for

“holding illegal meetings and organising illegal venues for religious meetings”.
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Pastor Shi, who oversees several hundred house churches with thousands of

members, disappeared on 12 June before police confirmed his detention on 21 June.

Women'’s rights

There have been reports of the continued use of forced abortions and sterilisations in
China. In his 2011 Work Report to the Nation, Premier Wen announced that China
would progressively improve the basic state policy on family planning and promote
balanced population growth. We believe this was the first time that senior Chinese
leaders had publicly announced plans to improve family planning policy. Although
sex-selective abortion is illegal in China, reports suggest that the practice of aborting
female foetuses continues to be widespread, particularly in rural areas. In August,
the Chinese government launched an eight-month nationwide campaign to curb non-
medical foetal gender determination and sex-selective abortion. Department of
Health Minister Anne Milton raised our concerns regarding these aspects of the One
Child policy with Vice-Chairperson Cui Tuili of the Chinese National Population and

Family Planning Commission, during her visit to China in November.

Refugees and asylum seekers

We are aware of a number of reports in 2011 of Uighurs and Tibetans being
deported to China from neighbouring countries. We have sought assurances from
the Chinese government that returnees from third countries have been afforded due
process before China accepts them back, and asked that the relevant UN agencies

be allowed access.

Civil society

At the end of 2010, there were around 440,000 registered NGOs in China, and a
growing number of fundraising foundations. Despite this the sector remains under-
developed, due in part to a number of stringent restrictions on establishment and
fundraising. Groups involved in advocacy or working in sensitive areas are often

shut down or subjected to pressure by the authorities.

The Chinese Ministry of Civil Affairs’ 12th Five-Year Plan, issued in July, has made

some positive steps in continuing to expand the space for civil society. It recognises
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the need to do more to encourage charitable giving (including via tax incentives),
raise awareness about charities, and improve the regulatory environment, which
currently makes it difficult for NGOs to register or raise funds. The Five-Year Plan
emphasises the need to develop policy on volunteering, to develop government
partnerships with NGOs through the outsourcing of service delivery, to improve
transparency and accountability, and to promote corporate social responsibility.

In addition, relaxations of regulations on NGOs were announced in Guangdong on
24 November, and came into effect on 1 January 2012. These are experimental and
confined to one province for the time being, but should make it easier for NGOs and

service delivery organisations to be set up.

Tibet

The Chinese authorities continued to invest significant financial resources into
Tibetan areas in 2011, in pursuit of their twin goals of development and social
stability. But tensions in some regions have been high, with the grievances of local
Tibetans aggravated by restrictive or exclusionary policies in the areas of religious
practice, language and culture, and education. Development indicators for Tibetan
areas remain the lowest in China, significantly below the national average. To
address this, the Chinese authorities have stated that they will pursue “leapfrog
development” in Tibetan areas, targeting an annual GDP growth of 13% (compared
to a national target of 7.5%) under national and provincial five-year plans. The
central government has approved investment in 255 infrastructure projects worth
over RMB 600 billion over the next five years, and has promised to deliver growth by
upgrading agriculture, developing indigenous products such as traditional medicine
and promoting tourism. There is evidence that investment is reaching local
communities. However, local Tibetans have reported that ethnic Han Chinese

residents are often better placed to benefit from the resulting opportunities.

Restrictions on the practice of Tibetan Buddhism have remained a particular area of
concern. On 16 March, a young monk at the Kirti Monastery, in a Tibetan area of
Sichuan Province, immolated himself in a protest against policies enacted since
2009 to strengthen government control over normal religious practice. The resulting
stand-off between police and monks was broken on 21 April, when police raided the

monastery, reportedly removing 300 monks for “Patriotic Re-education” and beating
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to death two locals who tried to intervene. Since March there have been eleven
subsequent self-immolations, six of them by monks connected to the Kirti Monastery.
Two further monks and two nuns immolated themselves in Tibetan areas of Sichuan,
and the eleventh immolation was by a monk from Chamdo County in the Tibet

Autonomous Region.

On 29 November, the Foreign Secretary set out to Parliament his concerns
regarding the self-immolations, and urged the Chinese government to work with local
communities to resolve the grievances underlying these actions. On 15 November,
Minister of State Jeremy Browne raised his concerns about the immolations with
Chinese Vice-Minister Fu Ying. Lord Howell did the same during his meeting with
the deputy party secretary for the Tibet Autonomous Region, Hao Peng, on 7
December, and requested access for diplomats and foreign journalists to the
affected areas. Officials from the FCO have raised their concerns regarding these
immolations repeatedly with the Chinese Embassy in London and the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs in Beijing throughout the reporting period, and have kept in frequent
contact with the Foreign Affairs Office in Sichuan and local Public Security Bureau
offices regarding access to these areas. Diplomats from the Embassy in Beijing and
Consulate in Chongqing have made regular visits to Tibetan areas. On 7 December,
Foreign Office Minister Henry Bellingham made a full statement about the
Government’s human rights concerns in Tibet, in response to a Westminster Hall
debate. There was no progress reported in 2011 in negotiations between China and

representatives of the Dalai Lama.

Xinjiang

China’s Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous Region saw serious outbreaks of violent unrest
during 2011 — there were reports that at least some of these incidents had an ethnic
dimension. Serious violence shortly before the beginning of Ramadan resulted in
the deaths of a number of passers-by, police and the assailants themselves. On 18
July, a group of armed rioters attacked a police station in Hotan, leaving at least 18
people dead. The weekend of 30-31 July saw further violence in the city of
Kashgar, in which over 20 people died. There were reports of smaller-scale unrest
in other parts of Xinjiang during this period. Chinese state media have blamed these

incidents on Uighur terrorists, and said that the incidents were “planned,
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premeditated and organised”. This account of events was disputed by Uighur
groups outside China. The Xinjiang Public Security Department announced a “Strike
Hard” campaign from 1 August to 15 October, to “crack down on violent terrorist

crime”.

In 2011, China combined significant increases in security spending in Xinjiang with
continued high levels of investment. Kashgar was the target of a government
campaign to promote “leapfrog development” in the region by making it a Special
Economic Zone twinned with Shenzhen, one of China’s richest cities. Infrastructure
investment saw the launch of a passenger-train service from Hotan to Kashgar,

running on nearly 500km of newly built track.

However, China’s Muslim Uighur population have frequently expressed discontent
with Chinese policies in the region. Uighurs often face difficulties accessing the
benefits of the region’s economic development, and there are reports of increasing
restrictions on their cultural and religious freedoms. We have received reports that
some imams have been prevented from taking on new students, and that fewer
pilgrims are being allowed to participate in the Hajj. The demolition of traditional
houses in Kashgar, the confiscation of farmland for redevelopment, and continuing
resentment over the detention and execution of young men following previous unrest
in 2009 have all contributed to tensions. UK diplomats visited the region in 2011,

and have raised their concerns with Chinese officials.

Hong Kong

The UK Government continues to take seriously its commitments under the Sino-
British Joint Declaration. The latest of the FCQO’s six-monthly reports to Parliament
on the implementation of the “One Country, Two Systems” model concludes that 14
years after the handover the rights and freedoms guaranteed in the joint declaration
have, in general, been respected. The rule of law and the independence of the

judiciary continue to be upheld.

Hong Kong has made gradual progress towards democratisation since 1997. In
2011, a number of significant constitutional developments took place, including the

passage through the Legislative Council of measures which will increase popular
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participation in the 2012 elections for Hong Kong’s next chief executive and
Legislative Council. In his foreword to the latest Six-Monthly Report on Hong Kong,
the Foreign Secretary welcomed these developments and said that he looked
forward to further substantive progress towards full universal and equal suffrage for
elections in 2017 and 2020.
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Colombia

In 2011 we have been encouraged by the Colombian government’s commitment to
zero tolerance for human rights violations. A joint declaration on human rights was
agreed between the UK and Colombian governments during President Santos’s visit
to the UK in November, in which the Colombian government made significant
commitments. The President met parliamentarians and NGOs to discuss human
rights issues. Colombia is not the only country in Latin America where we have
human rights concerns; however over 50 years of internal conflict have left particular
challenges. When he took office in August 2010 President Santos was faced with
an overloaded justice system, powerful illegal armed groups, extrajudicial killings by
members of the armed forces and a weak state presence in some parts of the
country. Against this background his government made notable achievements in
2011, such as the passing of the Land Restitution and Victims Reparations law and
an increasing number of prosecutions of civil servants, members of the armed forces
(including in senior positions) and politicians who have committed human rights
violations. Yet, a number of difficult problems persist, critically the security situation
for human rights defenders, which has if anything worsened with increasing threats
and violence from illegal armed groups that go largely unpunished. A high number
of alleged cases of extrajudicial killings are yet to be prosecuted. Additionally, the
process for creating a national human rights policy and centre has yet to develop

momentum.

In 2011, our main human rights objectives were to support the Colombian

government’s efforts to create and implement an effective land restitution policy; to
work with business groups to ensure that respect for human rights was at the heart
of their activities; to improve the efficiency of its justice system; and to improve the

environment for human rights defenders.

Our Embassy funded various projects including supporting communities to develop
legal claims in emblematic land restitution cases, supporting a Congressional
Committee to monitor implementation of the Land and Victims law, and

implementing a decree outlining the protection measures available to human rights

205



defenders. We funded a joint venture involving businesses, government and civil
society to advise how the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights
could be implemented in Colombia, and developed pilot projects with the
Prosecutor’s Office to streamline case-management systems. Success in changing

the situation on the ground for human rights defenders has been mixed.

We have regularly raised individual cases concerning human rights defenders with
the government of Colombia, working closely with non-governmental organisations
and other embassies to follow major cases such as the displacement of communities
in Curvarado in northern Colombia and the case of the indigenous Awa group on the

Ecuadorian border.

The Colombian government engaged proactively with the UK on human rights in
2011. In response to the 2010 report they provided a comprehensive update on all
the legislation passed and measures planned to tackle humanitarian problems. In
2012, the Colombian government needs to make concrete progress on the
commitments given in 2011. Particularly important will be the future of the
Presidential Programme on Human Rights and plans for a human rights unit leading
on human rights policies across the government. The UK will continue to support a
strong role for the Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, whose
mandate is due for renewal. Our strategy will continue to focus on the Colombian
government’s 2011 priorities mentioned above. We will look to assist the Colombian
government to implement the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights

and increase our work on promoting women'’s rights.

Elections

On 30 October, local elections were held across the country. As well as incidents of
violence, there were allegations of vote-rigging, vote-buying and voter intimidation.
The Colombian government responded to these concerns by offering protection
measures for at risk candidates, working with a Colombian think tank to draw up a
list of candidates with presumed links to illegal armed groups, and requesting that
political parties withdraw their support from these candidates. The National Electoral
Council also revoked the right to vote of over 150,000 people because of voter

registration fraud.

206



British Embassy officials observed the election process in three Colombian
departments. Whilst the process was generally deemed to be free and fair on the
day, the Electoral Monitoring Mission reported that 41 candidates were killed in the
run-up to the elections, more than double the number in the last local elections in
2007, and 157 acts of violence were recorded against candidates. Many candidates
who had been disqualified from parties due to presumed links with illegal groups
were able to register as independents, and evidence suggests that these groups
played a significant role in the violence. Nevertheless, attacks on polling stations
were minimal and there were no incidents of entire communities being prevented
from voting by the Armed Revolutionary Forces of Colombia (FARC), as happened in
2007.

Freedom of association

Government figures state that in 2010, over 30 trade unionists were killed in
Colombia. The level of unionisation is also low — by some estimates as low as 4% of
the workforce — and collective bargains are made with non-union groups of workers.
The government has made moves to address these issues and in April, President
Santos signed an “Action Plan on Labour Rights” guaranteeing further protection for
labour rights, such as the right to collective bargaining and also greater resources for

the security of trade unionists.

Approximately £11 million was spent on protection measures for 1,450 trade
unionists in 2011, including communications equipment, bodyguards and even
relocation. The statistics of the Presidential Programme for Human Rights show that
this has achieved a reduction by one third of homicides of unionist leaders in the
period January to October 2011, compared to the previous year. However, the three
central Colombian union groups report that there were still over 400 separate abuses
of the rights of unionists in this same period. There have been a record number of
strikes this year protesting the level of threats and lack of government action,

culminating in a general strike by the three central union groups in October.
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Human rights defenders

Providing a secure environment for human rights defenders has been a priority for
the Colombian government in 2011. However, this was always going to be a
significant challenge given hostility to the work of human rights defenders from
powerful illegal groups, and the government has been unable significantly to improve
the situation on the ground. According to the Presidential Programme for Human
Rights, between January and October 2011, 50 leaders of communities and social
groups were Killed — exactly the same number as in the same period in 2010. In the
final months of 2011, stigmatisation of human rights defenders in the media as
enemies of the state has increased, again undermining their security. This was
partly as a result of statements made by senior government figures over “false

victims” in the Mapiripan massacre and Las Pavas land restitution cases.

In June, civil society groups withdrew completely from the National Working Group
on Guarantees for Human Rights Defenders, a forum which discusses security for
these campaigners. They protested that measures to protect the lives and freedom
of human rights defenders were inadequate and that impunity levels for those
making threats remained unacceptably high. The Colombian government responded
quickly and the president and minister of the interior both became personally
involved in the issue, meeting the groups concerned and agreeing new specific
protection measures. Subsequently, the Ministry of the Interior has developed a new
decree on protection and prevention of violence against human rights defenders,

creating a new agency and bringing together 10 previously separate schemes.

Our Embassy has implemented a high-profile programme of activities to support
human rights defenders under threat, including a project to increase awareness
amongst human rights defenders of the protection measures available and meetings
with threatened organisations to demonstrate UK support. In May, Minister of State
Jeremy Browne hosted a reception for human rights defenders in Colombia, and
discussed their security during his meetings with the Colombian government. The
Ambassador met the Jose Alvear Restrepo lawyers collective on several occasions,
whose members receive frequent threats. The Embassy continues to highlight the

work of human rights defenders in its bi-monthly human rights bulletin.

208



Access to justice and the rule of law

One of the most significant barriers to effective protection of human rights in
Colombia is the lack of resources and capacity within the criminal justice system to
investigate, prosecute and punish human rights violations and serious crimes.
Colombia has made advances in this area in 2011. The new prosecutor-general has
increased resources for the human rights unit and has centralised the management
of these cases. She has also created new specialist units to deal with the crimes of
forced displacement and enforced disappearance, following on from the
recommendations of a project funded by our Embassy. In 2011, the Embassy
worked with the Prosecutor’s Office to improve the system for assigning cases and
to increase the number of cases settled through alternative dispute-resolution

mechanisms.

Conviction rates for crimes, especially those committed by state agents, have risen
this year. Eight soldiers have been convicted in the emblematic “Soacha” case,
where 17 civilians were killed and subsequently dressed up as guerrilla combatants.
Jorge Noguera, ex-director of the Administrative Department of Security (DAS), was
also sentenced to 25 years in prison in September for links to a paramilitary group.
The DAS itself is being disbanded following numerous high-profile scandals, and a
new intelligence agency created. By June, the Extrajudicial Killings Sub-Unit in the
Prosecutor’s Office had made convictions in 138 cases, up from 48 cases in 2010.
However, to illustrate the scale of the challenge remaining, there are some 1,400
investigations still open. Congress recently made proposals to move initial
investigations of extrajudicial killings, and other human rights violations committed by
members of the armed forces, from the ordinary justice system to the military
process. The details of the new system are currently being debated, but we are

concerned that this will lead to weaker judicial scrutiny of the military actions.

Women'’s rights

Women in Colombia make up a disproportionately large percentage of the victims of
certain crimes such as forced displacement and are almost exclusively the victims of
sexual and domestic violence. The majority of cases go unreported, but latest
figures from Colombian women'’s rights groups show that approximately 70,000

cases of intra-familial violence and 17,000 cases of sexual violence are reported
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each year. The government has set up a working group with civil society
organisations to discuss a gender-specific focus for women in its public policies, and

aims to pass framework legislation on this in early 2012.

November saw the first ever sentences for paramilitaries accused of sexual violence,
with three men being sent to jail. There are over 700 other denunciations of sexual
violence by paramilitaries before the Justice and Peace unit in the Prosecutor’s
Office.

Minority rights

The Colombian constitution guarantees extensive rights to indigenous and Afro-
Colombian groups, over their traditional territories and to protect their culture.
However, such groups face threats from armed groups and illegal businesses
seeking to exploit their territories for mining or drug trafficking, and they often lack
economic opportunities. In November, the office of the UN High Commissioner for
Refugees unveiled a statue in Bogota highlighting the 32 indigenous groups in

Colombia whose cultures were at risk of extinction.

The Colombian government takes these issues seriously and there is a presidential
programme for indigenous and Afro-Colombian peoples; the government meets
regularly with both groups. They are constitutionally required to consult with both
groups on issues that may affect their territories, as was done for example when
designing the implementing legislation for the Land and Victims law. The
government has set up a working group with the Awa community to look at how to

provide them with security.

The Embassy met with indigenous and Afro-Colombian groups in Bogota throughout
2011, particularly the Curvaradé and the Awa indigenous communities, supporting
their territorial rights and their demands for adequate government protection
schemes. The Embassy has worked with Oxfam to champion the Awa case with the
government, and this resulted in the launching of a joint government and community
working group to design a plan to give physical protection to the community and to

support their economic and social development.
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Children’s rights

Children in Colombia are particularly vulnerable to the effects of the ongoing internal
armed conflict, including forced displacement and also forced recruitment. This latter
practice is widespread amongst guerrilla groups, and increasingly with criminal
bands. The armed forces are also accused of using minors as messengers in rural
areas. The government has called for the Armed Revolutionary Forces of Colombia
(FARC) to stop recruiting child soldiers as a precondition of a peace process, and
has set up several programmes to increase opportunities for vulnerable minors and

to rehabilitate former child soldiers.

National human rights policy

As part of its commitment to tackling Colombia's human rights problems the
government committed to holding a national conference on human rights, leading to
a national centre and national human rights policy. This process has been led by the
vice-president and is scheduled for 2012, in order to allow for preparatory forums in
Colombia's 32 departments. These have been well organised and given a much
appreciated space for civil society, community leaders and human rights defenders

to recount their experiences and suggest solutions to local and national authorities.

The Embassy has worked closely with the vice-president's office, and in his capacity
as president of the G24 group of countries, the Ambassador represented the
international community at the working group on the conference. There is currently a
lack of clarity over what the eventual human rights centre and policy will look like, as

well as lack of clarity over the budget for the process in 2012.

Land restitution and victims reparations

The Land and Victims law was passed in June. It aims to recognise three million
people who have been victims in Colombia's decades-long internal armed conflict,
regardless of who committed violence against them, and to provide them with
compensation. It aims to return some six million hectares of illegally seized or
abandoned land to those who have been forcibly displaced. Colombia has the
second-highest number of internally displaced people in the world, and the law
created a process that, over the course of 10 years, will attempt to address this

massive problem. The UK has provided full political support on this issue and has
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funded two projects providing technical assistance to the Colombian authorities on

the key issue of land registration.

Implementation of the law started on 1 January 2012. NGO groups have criticised
the amounts of compensation for which victims will be eligible (between about
£3,000 and £7,000) for being significantly lower than the compensation available
through the courts. The government has said that financial compensation alone is
not sufficient and that a variety of other measures including support on health and
employment issues will be available, but has yet to provide details. The decree also
stated that in 2012 approximately 14,000 claims will be prepared by a new restitution
unit and approximately 2,000 of these will receive judicial decisions. Ensuring that
progress is made on this scale will be a significant challenge for the government in
the face of opposition from some sectors, and will be a key indicator of their success

in tackling forced displacement.
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Cuba

There were some improvements in the human rights situation in Cuba during 2011,
although there are still significant areas of concern. All remaining prisoners of
conscience were released and there were welcome steps on religious freedom,
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBT) rights and efforts to tackle corruption.
The Cuban government’s domestic economic-reform programme led to a number of
new economic freedoms, while free universal access to education and healthcare
was maintained. However, the ruling Cuban Communist Party continued to silence
dissent and deny basic civil and political rights. Media freedom and internet access
remain heavily restricted. There is no judicial independence. Of particular concern
was the sharp increase in the use of politically motivated short-term detentions in the

second half of the year.

Our aims in 2011 were to encourage further progress on political and economic
freedoms, including through the release of all political prisoners, a reduction in short-
term detentions, greater tolerance towards the opposition, and the introduction of
new economic rights. The results have been mixed. The release of the remaining
prisoners of conscience in March was a major step forward on human rights in Cuba,
as was the large-scale release of prisoners announced by President Castro in
December, including many convicted of “crimes against the state”. The new
economic freedoms announced during the year were welcome developments. But
short-term detentions and low-level harassment of activists increased as the
government, seeking to preserve stability and prevent public protest, employed a

combination of detentions, threats and fines to intimidate the opposition.

Throughout 2011, the UK continued to engage with the Cuban government, human
rights defenders, broader civil society (including the Catholic Church) and
international partners, to encourage positive change on human rights. We frequently
raised human rights concerns with the Cuban authorities, including representations
by the Foreign Secretary during his meeting with his Cuban counterpart at the UN
General Assembly in September, and made a number of public statements on

specific human rights issues. Our Embassy in Cuba met with opposition figures
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within Havana and across the country and regularly monitored demonstrations
against the regime. We played a strong role in the EU, both in Brussels and
Havana, arguing for a robust but constructive position on human rights coupled with
practical engagement on other areas. We ensured that human rights were included
as a priority area for dialogue in the new UK—Cuba Declaration on Bilateral

Cooperation, signed in July.

In 2012, we will continue to promote progress on human rights priorities, both
bilaterally and through the EU. We will maintain our engagement with key actors
and use the space created by the Bilateral Declaration as an opportunity to raise
concerns with the Cuban government within the context of our wider political
engagement. We will maintain a dialogue with opposition activists and continue to
monitor peaceful opposition demonstrations. We expect that the government will
continue tentatively to expand economic freedoms, tackle corruption and oversee
limited advances on LGBT and religious rights. Restrictions on Cubans’ freedom of
movement may also be eased. But the Cuban government is likely to continue to
deny its citizens basic civil and political rights as it seeks to prevent public protest
and preserve stability. The media and judiciary are likely to remain largely
subordinate to the interests of the ruling Communist Party. Possible senior
leadership changes may breathe fresh life into reform efforts, while there is an
outside risk that rising economic discontent, partly resulting from economic reforms
that envisage cutting over one million jobs from the state payrolls, could bubble to

the surface.

Freedom of expression and assembly

Freedom of expression and assembly remained severely restricted in 2011. There is
no legal right to strike, and independent trade unions are not permitted. Short-term
detentions of those expressing anti-government views were increasingly used to
intimidate activists and prevent them attending planned public demonstrations, which
are banned. The human rights monitoring group Cuban Commission for Human
Rights and National Reconciliation, which is illegal but tolerated, reported around
4,000 such detentions in 2011, up from an estimated 2,000 in 2010.
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There was more open debate and criticism in the media over economic failures,
partially reflecting President Raul Castro’s calls for greater debate between people
with different opinions. However, Cuba maintained its poor record on media freedom
and was ranked 166 out of 178 in the Reporters Without Borders Press Freedom
Index. Internet censorship was eased slightly and Cubans are in theory now able to
access blogs critical of the government. But there are few internet access points and
using them is prohibitively expensive ($6—8 per hour; average wages are $20 per
month). The International Telecommunications Union (ITU) estimates that 14% of
Cubans have access to the internet, but this includes the heavily restricted Cuban
intranet, and the real figure for open access is likely to be lower. A proposed fibre-
optic broadband cable from Venezuela was welcomed by the ITU and received
extensive press coverage, but the government sent mixed messages over whether it

would lead to greater internet access.

Human rights defenders

In March the Cuban government completed the release of all 52 prisoners of
conscience who remained from the “Group of 75” opposition activists jailed in the
2003 “Black Spring”. This followed a process that began in 2010 and involved the
Cuban Catholic Church and Spain. Most travelled directly to Spain, while 12
remained in Cuba on parole. Their release was publicly welcomed by Foreign Office
Minister Jeremy Browne on 28 March. In addition, the authorities released a further

74 prisoners and former prisoner of conscience Néstor Rodriguez Lobaina to Spain.

There are now no internationally recognised prisoners of conscience in Cuba.
However, opposition groups maintained that over 50 political prisoners are still in
Cuban jails. This is difficult to verify given the lack of transparency and the
designation of some serious crimes such as terrorism and piracy as “counter-
revolutionary”; human rights activists define these as political charges. The major
release of prisoners in December included many convicted of “crimes against the

state”.

Human rights defenders continued to be harassed in 2011, through short-term
detentions, house arrests, fines and blackmail. There were some reports of physical

abuse. The number of reported short-term detentions rose sharply ahead of the
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anniversaries of the death of hunger striker Orlando Zapata Tamayo (23 February)
and the Black Spring (18 March), the planned “National March for Freedom” (15
September) and the run-up to Human Rights Day (10 December). Our Ambassador
in Havana released a statement on 29 September publicly expressing concern about

increased reports of detentions

Prominent activist group Damas de Blanco (“Ladies in White”), made up of female
relatives of ex political prisoners, were permitted to continue their regular marches in
Havana on Sundays. However, they were subjected to repudiation acts on several
occasions — in which they were surrounded by up to 150 pro-government supporters
chanting abusive slogans and preventing them from marching. Damas de Blanco
leader Laura Pollan died on 14 October. Foreign Office Minister Jeremy Browne
publicly recognised her role campaigning for human rights in a statement on 16
October.

The year also saw a general increase in the frequency of short-term hunger strikes,
often to protest against poor prison conditions or the detention of fellow activists. In
January 2012, prisoner Wilman Villar Mendoza, who had participated in opposition
demonstrations, died following a prolonged hunger strike that had begun in
November. Many details around the case remain unclear, although his situation

highlights concerns about judicial transparency and prison conditions.

Access to justice and the rule of law

There remained a profound lack of any meaningful judicial independence. There is
no separation of powers and there are no independent lawyers; in political cases the
courts are frequently subordinated to the Communist Party’s interests. Cubans
trying to offer independent legal advice faced harassment from the security services.
There were some reports of forced interrogations and of suspects being obliged to

sign statements before being allowed access to legal counsel.

The Cuban government continued its welcome tough stance on corruption in 2011,
and several high-ranking Cubans and foreign business people were dismissed or
given stringent jail terms. Low-level corruption is endemic, and nearly all Cubans

rely on the black market to subsidise their insufficient state income.
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Death penalty

The Cuban government maintained its moratorium on the death penalty, last used in
2003. Capital punishment remains in Cuban law but there are no prisoners currently
facing the death penalty. There have been no indications that Cuba will re-employ

the death penalty in the near future.

Prison conditions

During 2011, we received several reports of poor prison and detention conditions,
inadequate exercise and denial of family visits. Opposition activists have
complained about punishment cells, poor sanitation and insufficient food and water.
Cuba maintains that its prisons meet UN standards. However, diplomats cannot
freely access Cuban prisons, and the authorities have failed to organise a visit by the
UN Special Rapporteur on Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading

Treatment or Punishment, despite having extended an invitation in 2009.

Freedom of religion or belief

Following its crucial involvement in the political-prisoner release process, the
Catholic Church maintained an influential role in Cuban politics. Large crowds
turned out to accompany the procession of the statue of Cuba’s patron “Our Lady of
Charity” in late 2011. In December, the Vatican announced that the Pope plans to
visit Cuba before Easter 2012. Other religious groups enjoy comparable levels of

religious freedom.

Lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender rights

There were a number of welcome advances in the area of LGBT rights in 2011.
Cuba saw its first ever independent Gay Pride march to celebrate the International
Day Against Homophobia and Transphobia. Cuba supported a historic resolution on
sexual and gender discrimination at the UN Human Rights Council. The government
recognised for the first time, in a public consultation document preceding the
Communist Party National Conference in January 2012, a need to address

discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation.
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Freedom of movement

Cubans’ freedom of movement, particularly to travel overseas, is restricted. There
are reports of local authorities preventing government opponents from leaving their
provinces. Cubans who remain outside Cuba for over 11 months without special
authorisation often find it difficult to return; if they are able to, they may only stay in
Cuba for short periods. Critics of the regime, such as the prominent blogger Yoani

Sanchez, are systematically denied permission to travel abroad.
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Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK)

The human rights situation in the DPRK still appeared to be amongst the worst, if not
the worst, in the world in 2011. There were consistent reports of serious and
systematic abuses, which suggest that there was little change and definitely no
improvement. Equally, there continues to be large-scale and chronic malnutrition in
the DPRK, especially among vulnerable groups. The regime indirectly admitted its
inability to feed its population by appealing to the international community for
humanitarian assistance. It is, however, devoting considerable resources to show-
case projects to celebrate the 100th anniversary of late President Kim Il Sung in April
2012, which suggests that the welfare of its own people is not a priority of the
regime. Reports suggested that political prison camps are expanding, public
extrajudicial executions continue, as do clamp-downs on the possession of
unauthorised information and on freedom of movement. The year ended with the
regime acclaiming Kim Jong Un as the new supreme leader, without any reference

to public opinion or any democratic vote.

The DPRK continues to assert that it has its own system for protecting human rights
violations and that any transgressions are adequately dealt with. It claims that
reports on abuses produced outside the country are no more than inventions of
opponents of the regime. However, it also makes it impossible to get an accurate
picture of the full extent of human rights abuses in the DPRK. It heavily controls
access of those who work in and visit the country and refuses to accept visits by
independent human rights observers, such as the UN’s Special Rapporteur on
Human Rights in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. Because of this, much
of the information on the human rights situation in the DPRK comes from defectors

who have limited access to up-to-date information on developments in country.

The DPRK continues to reject any formal dialogue on human rights with the UK or
EU because of the annual human rights resolutions that we support at the Human
Rights Council and in the UN General Assembly. The DPRK also continues to fail to

provide the international community with details of how it is implementing
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recommendations made by the UN Human Rights Council during its Universal
Periodic Review of the DPRK.

During the year, our Embassy in Pyongyang held regular discussions on human
rights with DPRK officials, including the President of the Presidium of the Supreme
People’s Assembly and the Foreign Minister. The UK contributed to and supported
the DPRK human rights resolutions at the UN Human Rights Council and in the UN
General Assembly — which were both passed by even larger majorities than in
previous years. The former expressed “serious concern at ongoing grave,
widespread and systematic human rights violations” in the DPRK and its lack of will
to cooperate fully with the UN special rapporteur. Obtaining access for the special
rapporteur remains a key focus for the FCO, which we continue to pursue through

bilateral and multilateral channels.

Human rights were a key component of all British Embassy-sponsored officials’ trips
overseas — including officials from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the Workers’
Party of Korea, and the speaker of the Supreme People’s Assembly. During these
trips, we aimed to increase understanding of UK policy and the importance of
dialogue through, for example, meetings at the Foreign and Commonwealth Office

and visits to Parliament.

The Embassy implemented humanitarian projects with the goal of having a direct
impact on the human rights of vulnerable groups. These included one aimed at
helping to improve the nutritional status and health of children at kindergartens,
nurseries and hospitals in three counties and a second focused on breaking down
barriers for deaf people in the DPRK through the provision and promotion of sign-
language training. A further project, to support training in the treatment of spinal
injuries, will take place in early 2012. With the Embassy in Seoul, the Embassy in
Pyongyang assisted in human rights work focused on the defector community in the
Republic of Korea (ROK), including English-language training and the first
Chevening scholarship for a North Korean defector. The British Embassy in Seoul
also hosted an event to launch reports on violence against women in the DPRK and

to encourage the integration of DPRK defectors in South Korea.
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The DPRK has shown no sign of changing its human rights policy, and the FCO will
therefore maintain its existing strategy of critical engagement — with the aim of
encouraging change in the long term. We will continue to highlight DPRK human
rights problems internationally, pushing for access for UN and other agencies and a
formal dialogue with both the UN and EU. We aim to expose DPRK officials to UK
thinking, by explaining our policy and raising concerns about reported abuses, and

taking practical action at a local level.

Elections

On 18 December, the DPRK regime announced that Kim Jong Un was the “great
successor, an outstanding leader of our party, army and people”. He took over as
leader without any elections or reference to public opinion. Among the leading
organs of the state, only the Supreme People’s Assembly is directly elected,
although it seems that only one candidate stands in each constituency and voting is
not secret. But the assembly’s meetings seem to be a mere formality as they last for
only a few days every year and rubber stamp decisions made elsewhere rather than

being a forum for public discussion of the wishes of the people.

Freedom of expression and assembly

The regime maintained tight control of information flows, even within the country, by
restricting travel, with many check points manned by armed military at district
boundaries and on bridges. The local media is all government-controlled with access
to foreign broadcasts and print media severely limited. Reports suggested that
citizens found in possession of unauthorised information, especially from the
Republic of Korea, were subjected to punishment including imprisonment, and that

whole families, rather than the individuals involved, can be punished.

There is little evidence of freedom of association or assembly. Reports suggested
that small-scale public protests occasionally took place, mainly in response to
controls being imposed on market activity, but that these were quickly broken up.
The population seems to spend much of its spare time in activities arranged by the
regime, from cleaning kerb stones to practising for mass displays. This not only limits
the amount of time that individuals have to do what they want to do, but also shows

the priority given to group unity, rather than individual freedom.
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Human rights defenders

There were no human rights defenders within DPRK due to the pervasive presence
of the security apparatus. Some North Korean refugees, including some who have
settled in the Republic of Korea, were involved with NGOs in pushing on human

rights and provided many of the reports on abuses.

Access to justice and the rule of law

Corruption seemed to be rife, with many reports of payments made to those in
authority in order to get around the regulatory system, and even officials in prisons
reportedly taking bribes. The judicial system is not independent, it being
constitutionally bound to protect the existing socialist system. Reports suggest that
the defence counsel provided to defendants focuses more on obtaining admissions

of guilt rather than providing a legal defence.

Death penalty

The DPRK explained that public executions took place as a penalty against the most
violent of crimes. There are 22 crimes which are officially punishable by death,
which are ambiguously defined in law. The DPRK does not provide official statistics
but reports suggest that executions continued to take place in 2011, with some being

extrajudicial public executions.

Torture

As FCO Minister of State Jeremy Browne heard during his meeting with defector
Shin Dong Hyuk in October, torture and other abuses including public executions
and sexual exploitation were rampant in political prison camps in the DPRK. MPs
who heard Mr Shin’s story were appalled at his treatment, and several raised this
with a visiting delegation from the ruling Workers’ Party of Korea in December.
According to a recent Amnesty International report, the political prisons have been

expanding and hold an estimated 200,000 people.
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Freedom of religion or belief
Believers are given access only to a small number of state-controlled places of
worship, with those involved in proselytising being subject to imprisonment and other

punishments, including execution.

Women'’s rights
Despite formal equality, the traditional subservient role of women is common in
Korean society. Domestic abuse and sexual violence seem to be common with few,

if any, practical measures taken to stop them.

Minority rights
There are no LGBT rights in the DPRK. The authorities deny that LGBT people exist

and consider their behaviour “unnatural’.

Children’s rights

Some of the most basic rights, including access to food and education, were not
adequately fulfilled. Relatively young children were subjected to military drills, and
consistent reports suggested that children had to undertake work and provide goods
and services if they were to receive the free education to which they were formally

entitled.

Other issues

The DPRK refuses to reform its food production and distribution system although this
means that it is unable to feed its own people and has led to chronic malnutrition.
The UK has been involved, with international partners, in undertaking an
independent assessment of the food situation in the DPRK, to ensure that any
international food assistance provided is carefully targeted at the most vulnerable
and that there is a monitoring regime in place that minimises the potential for
diversion or stockpiling. Lobbying for this has helped international aid organisations
to gain better access to the country than ever before and implement more effective

checks.

223



Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC)

In 2011, security forces and illegal armed groups in the Democratic Republic of
Congo (DRC) continued to commit human rights violations and abuses against the
country’s civilian population. The main underlying factors remain the ongoing conflict
in the east of the country, a lack of state authority in many areas, and weak
institutions. There is generally strong legislation covering human rights issues but
implementation is weak and impunity remains a major problem. The DRC authorities
took some positive steps to address this in 2011, with successful prosecutions and
long sentences handed down for serious offences including mass rape and the
murder of human rights defenders. However, much remains to be done. The key
events of the year were the presidential and parliamentary elections held on 28

November.

Our main human rights objectives for 2011 were working towards peaceful and
transparent elections; ensuring that the UN peacekeeping force in DRC
(MONUSCO) had an effective mandate; supporting essential reform of the security
sector; and continuing work to address sexual violence. We were concerned by
violence before and after the elections, restrictions on freedom of expression, and
reported irregularities throughout the election process. We pushed to retain the
protection of civilians as MONUSCO's first priority when its mandate was renewed.
Our political and financial support for security sector accountability and police reform
programmes led to a number of activities, including human rights training for the
Congolese police. However, overall progress on security sector reform was
hindered by continued lack of constructive engagement from the DRC government.

There remained shockingly high levels of sexual violence.

We continued to engage with the highest levels of the DRC government, including
President Kabila and senior ministers. The Minister for Africa publicly expressed
concern on human rights issues, including mass rapes, election-related violence and
freedom of expression. We worked closely with key members of the international
community and the UN to ensure a joined-up approach on issues such as the

MONUSCO mandate, preparations for the elections, and security sector reform. We
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provided bilateral support through the Department for International Development

(DFID) to help strengthen DRC institutions and governance.

In late 2011, President Kabila was re-elected for a second five-year term. Following
parliamentary election results in January 2012 a new government was formed. Itis
not yet clear how this will affect the DRC government’s handling of human rights
issues. Key events in 2012 will include the provincial assembly elections and the

annual renewal of the MONUSCO mandate, which is scheduled for June.

In March 2012 the International Criminal Court delivered its verdict for the case of
Thomas Lubanga, who was found guilty of recruiting and using child soldiers in the
DRC. As the first to be delivered by the court, this judgment was a landmark in
international criminal law. In 2012, we will continue to focus on the core issues that
underlie the majority of human rights abuses in DRC — conflict, impunity, and the
state’s capacity to address human rights issues. We will push for the continued
presence of MONUSCO in a form which allows it to fulfil its mandate effectively. We
will continue to press the DRC government to bring the perpetrators of human rights
violations to justice, and offer support where we can to strengthen the rule of law.
The UK will continue to support DRC institutions and democracy through DFID. We
will work to ensure that peaceful and credible provincial assembly elections take

place.

Elections

Presidential and parliamentary elections were held in the DRC on 28 November.

The run-up to the elections was marked by a rise in threats to freedom of expression,
delays in the process, reports of irregularities and unrest as opposition supporters
clashed with the Congolese security forces. The Congolese Electoral Commission
(CENI) was accused of bias by the main opposition parties, who also alleged that
President Kabila used state resources to boost his campaign. There were concerns
over access to media space for opposition candidates and the effectiveness of the
new media regulatory body. The EU and Carter Center observation missions both

praised the good turnout and largely peaceful conduct of polling day, but raised
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serious concerns over reports of irregularities. At the time of writing, the international

and domestic election observation missions have yet to publish their final reports.

The Congolese police clashed with opposition supporters on several occasions,
which led to a number of deaths. One of the most serious incidents occurred on the
weekend before polling day when 18 people, including bystanders, were killed when
the presidential guard opened fire on demonstrators. Polling day itself was largely
peaceful, though NGOs have reported that the security forces were responsible for
further casualties in the following days. We were concerned by the use of
inflammatory language by both opposition and President Kabila’s party (PPRD)

candidates during the campaign, which led to increased tensions.

The UK was the largest bilateral donor to the election process. Our aim was to
ensure as wide a participation as possible, focusing on voter education and
strengthening of the CENI. We pushed strongly for an EU observation mission to
monitor the elections, and we funded an independent election expert to accompany
the Southern African Development Community Council of NGOs observation
mission. We lobbied successfully to ensure that the EU funding to the elections
would be disbursed in tranches based on the situation on the ground, including

human rights.

The Minister for Africa called on the DRC authorities to ensure that the elections
were free, transparent and democratic, and to investigate and resolve all reported
irregularities. Both before and after polling day we pressed strongly for CENI to
address irregularities, such as reports that some registered voters were under age,
and a lack of transparency in the compilation of presidential results process. We
urged CENI to take confidence-building measures to allay concerns about
transparency, and to ensure the elections were peaceful and credible. Following
lobbying by the UK and others, CENI published results from each polling station
when it announced the provisional results in the presidential elections, giving greater
transparency to the compilation process. We will continue to press for CENI to

improve its processes as a key institution of democracy in DRC.
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To address security concerns during the elections we, along with others including the
EU, France, Belgium and the US, took steps to build the capacity of the Congolese
police. We provided training in community policing, as well as support to strengthen
the communications and logistics capacity of the police. We provided support to the
Ministry of Interior, Ministry of Security, and civil society to enable monitoring of
police performance. We lobbied strongly for MONUSCO to provide logistical support
to the DRC government in preparation for the elections, and to ensure that it was
ready to fulfil its mandate to protect civilians throughout the election period. With the
EU and other key partners we condemned all electoral violence and called upon
those responsible to ensure free, transparent, democratic and peaceful elections in
DRC. The Minister for Africa urged all parties and their supporters to maintain calm,
and for the Congolese security forces to behave professionally and avoid escalating

tensions.

Freedom of expression and assembly

There was an increase in violations against the right to freedom of expression during
2011. Opposition candidates, parliamentarians, political activists, journalists, CENI
officials and human rights defenders faced increased harassment, intimidation and

arbitrary arrests by a variety of state agents.

Civil society and opposition parties also raised concerns that President Kabila was
using state TV resources for his election campaign. The DRC authorities appointed
a new regulatory body for the media with a responsibility to ensure that all parties
received fair access to media space. However, this was criticised for failing to
ensure even-handed media coverage during the campaign period. It was criticised
for bias, as it closed a number of opposition TV stations whilst taking no action

against the state broadcaster.

With France and Sweden, we contributed to a media fund, through DFID, aimed at
building an independent, well-regulated, more diverse and professional media
sector. This funding went towards supporting community radio stations, newspapers
and TV stations. Part of this funding also went to the new media body, but in view of

concerns over its performance, DFID is now reviewing this element of the funding.
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Human rights defenders
Human rights defenders continue to face insecurity, harassment and violence. With

the EU and others in the international community, we continued to press the DRC
authorities to protect human rights defenders. We provided funding to the Carter
Center to strengthen the capacity of human rights defenders by providing training
and technical assistance to Congolese civil society organisations. In August, the
DRC Senate adopted recommendations for the protection of human rights
defenders, formulated at a roundtable session which the Carter Center had

organised as part of this project.

In October, seven NGO workers were killed near the town of Minwembe in South
Kivu by a militia group (reportedly Mai Mai Yakutumba). The UK pressed for
MONUSCO to investigate the incident, but security issues have so far prevented
investigators visiting the area. We helped one of the survivors to receive treatment
in the UK. President Kabila condemned the killings. However, as yet no one has

been brought to justice for the attack. We continue to follow this case.

In June, the trial for the murder in 2010 of Floribert Chebeya, a prominent human
rights activist, concluded with convictions of five police officers. We welcomed this
as a demonstration of action against impunity. There was criticism that former
Inspector General John Numbi did not face trial: Mr Numbi was the senior police

officer alleged to have played a direct role in the murder of Floribert Chebeya.

Access to justice and the rule of law

The judicial system in the DRC lacks resources, independence and capacity. It
suffers from corruption at all levels. As a result, few cases reach court, and impunity
for the perpetrators of human rights crimes remains a serious problem. The DRC
authorities did take some positive steps in 2011, securing convictions of senior
members of the police and army for human rights violations. And in May, the DRC
authorities arrested Bernard Munyagishari, a commander in the Interahamwe militia,
and handed him over to the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda to face

charges of genocide.

We provided funding for the UN peacekeeping mission to DRC (MONUSCO) rule of

law programme, contributing to the creation of prosecution support cells comprising
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international experts. These will be deployed in the eastern provinces of DRC where

the need to reinforce investigations and prosecutions is most acute.

Death penalty

The DRC retains the death penalty, but since 2003 there has been a moratorium on
carrying it out. We continue to lobby for DRC to abolish the death penalty, and our
Ambassador raised this with the minister for justice. However, a bill to abolish the

death penalty was rejected by the Congolese National Assembly in November.

Torture

While it is not officially sanctioned, there are widespread anecdotal reports of the
security forces using torture in DRC. In July, President Kabila passed a law
criminalising torture. This is a welcome step but will require attention to ensure that

it is properly implemented.

Conflict and protection of civilians

The DRC has continued to suffer the effects of over 15 years of conflict. In the east
of the country, the presence of illegal militia groups and Congolese army operations
against them still pose a serious threat to civilians. In 2011, a number of serious
atrocities, such as mass rapes, were committed by both militia groups and
Congolese army soldiers. UK policy is to support building the capacity of the state to
address security issues, while also pressing the DRC government to implement

urgent reforms to the security sector and improve the application of rule of law.

Reform of the DRC security sector is essential for reducing violations committed by
both the Congolese army and police, and for improving their capability to provide
security for the population. We provide support through the EU army reform and
police reform missions, and work with the DRC government to ensure that they make

the best use of international support for security sector reform.

DFID has a £60-million programme for improved security sector accountability and
police reform. In 2011, this included the provision of basic training for nearly 1,000
police officers to improve responses to cases of sexual violence. It involved work

with the Ministry of Interior, Ministry of Security and provincial authorities to improve
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police policy and oversight. DFID provided support to strengthen civil society
monitoring of police performance, and funded citizens’ forums to facilitate dialogue

on community safety and security priorities.

MONUSCO is the largest UN peacekeeping force, and it remains a key instrument of
protection for civilians in the east of the country. In June, we lobbied successfully for
the renewal of the MONUSCO mandate, and to ensure that protection of civilians
remained the mission’s first priority. We pushed for MONUSCO to make the best
use of its resources to fulfil effectively its mandated tasks and provided the mission
with funding for helicopters, which will allow them to respond more quickly to

incidents in remote areas.

Women'’s rights

Women in DRC face extraordinarily high levels of sexual violence, including conflict-
related rapes and domestic abuse. The problem is compounded as women in DRC
suffer widespread disempowerment, lack of access to education, reduced political
participation and severe poverty. We have produced a National Action Plan to
address women’s peace and security in the DRC. Our report of progress against

this plan is available online.

In 2011, a number of mass rapes were committed by Congolese soldiers and illegal
militia groups, including multiple incidents in January around the town of Fizi. There
were reports of a further mass rape committed in July in the same area. The DRC
authorities made a welcome step towards addressing impunity and the
implementation of their zero-tolerance policy on sexual violence, with the arrest, trial
and conviction of a senior commander in the Congolese army, Lt Col Mutuare Daniel
Kibibi, and eight other soldiers for their role in the mass rapes committed in Fizi in
January. However, more needs to be done, as the maijority of sexual violence

crimes in the DRC still go unpunished.

We continued to press the DRC authorities to end impunity for sexual violence. We
called upon the DRC authorities and MONUSCO to investigate reports of a mass
rape in July, allegedly committed by Congolese army soldier Colonel Kifaru.

However, so far this investigation has been inconclusive. In November, the UK’s
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recommendation led the UN to impose sanctions against Commander Ntabo Ntaberi
Sheka, leader of the Mai Mai Sheka militia group, for his part in the mass rapes

committed in Walikale in August 2010. In June, to help address non-conflict-related
sexual violence, we funded the “Vrai Djo” campaign. This used male role models to

promote positive attitudes towards women.

DFID encouraged greater participation for women in the elections, as both voters
and candidates. While we were pleased that women made up 50% of registered
voters, we were disappointed that there were no female presidential candidates and
only 12% of parliamentary candidates were women. DFID is now reviewing this
programme to learn lessons on how best to improve women'’s participation in the

DRC provincial assembly elections, which are scheduled to take place later in 2012.

Lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender rights

Culturally, homosexuality is not widely accepted in the DRC. A draft law which
would criminalise homosexuality was introduced to parliament in 2010. The bill
made no progress in 2011. We continue to monitor this issue and will lobby strongly

should it appear to make any progress.

Children’s rights

The lack of development, poor infrastructure and high levels of poverty mean that
children in the DRC face serious challenges, including lack of access to education
and healthcare. DFID is working to address the needs of children through a variety
of programmes including provision of healthcare and supporting development of

infrastructure and schools.

The recruitment and use of child soldiers by illegal militia groups, such as the Lord’s
Resistance Army (LRA) and The Democratic Forces for the Liberation of Rwanda
(FDLR), remains a problem. There are child soldiers in the Congolese army, a

problem which has been made worse with the integration of former militia groups.

We continued to press the DRC government to make progress on security sector
reform, which is essential in removing all child soldiers from the army. However,

there was little progress in 2011, partially due to a lack of Congolese political will.
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We will maintain funding for an EU biometric census project, which is helping to
improve personnel record-keeping and accountability in the Congolese army, and

will help to prevent the future conscription of child soldiers.
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Eritrea

The human rights situation in Eritrea showed no sign of improvement in 2011. Whilst
recognising the need for change, the Eritrean government continued to insist that the
“no war, no peace” situation, because of the ongoing border dispute with Ethiopia,

limited any progress they could make on human rights. There was some progress in

the provision of education and healthcare.

Our four-year goal for Eritrea is to improve human rights practices, especially with
regard to freedom of expression, freedom of religion and application of the rule of
law, with the overall objective of Eritrea adopting a national human rights strategy. In
pursuit of this aim, we have expressed our concerns on Eritrea’s human rights record
at a senior level throughout 2011. Our Ambassador has raised human rights issues
in all meetings with the Eritrean Ministry of Foreign Affairs and senior ruling party
members, including with President Isaias in June. Human rights were raised in
regular meetings with the Eritrean Ambassador in London. In all meetings we
stressed the importance of taking positive steps to improve human rights to support
Eritrea’s development goals and reduce the increasingly high number of Eritreans

leaving the country.

We drew attention to our serious concerns about human rights in Eritrea in two
statements made in June and September at meetings of the Geneva-based UN
Human Rights Council. The September statement specifically touched on the so-
called G11, a group of senior politicians and parliamentarians and a number of
independent journalists detained without charge since 2001. In addition, human
rights concerns were raised as part of a regular political dialogue between the EU
and the Eritrean government. The issue was the sole discussion point in the last
dialogue session of 2011. A number of specific cases were raised, including political
and religious prisoners, freedom of the press and religious freedom.

The significant milestone in 2011 on human rights was the tenth anniversary of the
detention without trial of the G11. Minister for Africa Henry Bellingham issued a
statement to mark the anniversary on 23 September, urging the government of

Eritrea to afford all Eritreans in detention the right to human dignity, to fundamental
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freedoms, and to legal due process. He raised the issue with the Eritrean foreign
minister in New York in September 2011. The UK supported an EU statement which
urged the government of Eritrea to release unconditionally those in detention. The

government of Eritrea did not react to either statement.

During 2012, we will continue to engage with the Eritrean government, both
bilaterally and through the EU. We will urge the Eritrean government to recognise
the importance of human rights and implement the human rights conventions they
are party to. Eritrea has accepted some of the key Universal Periodic Review
recommendations on accession to additional human conventions, including the
Convention against Torture. We will encourage Eritrea to respond positively to the
five outstanding requests for visits by UN special rapporteurs. We will continue to
work with partners and other agencies to influence the government of Eritrea to
accept development assistance programmes to address human rights in the country.

Eritrea could receive further attention in the Human Rights Council in 2012.

It is not easy to address human rights issues in Eritrea. There is a lack of reliable
information inside the country and travel is restricted. There are no independent
journalists in Eritrea and the Ministry of Information tightly controls access to
information and does not engage with embassies. Meetings between diplomats and
religious leaders are tightly controlled. Over the next year we can expect Eritrea to
prioritise economic development without recognising the need to address human

rights issues.

Elections

Eritrea is a one-party state. The Eritrean constitution ratified in 1997 provides for an
elected national assembly, but the constitution has not been implemented. There
have been no national elections since independence in 1993. Regional elections,

which should have taken place in 2009, have yet to be held.
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Freedom of expression and assembly

The Eritrean state controls all media outlets, meaning that only officially approved
views are heard. There are no independent journalists. The Reporters Without
Borders Press Freedom Barometer for 2011 reports that four Eritrean journalists
were detained in 2011, bringing the total number of journalists detained without trial
to 34. In December, the first article critical of the government’s progress appeared in

a local-language newspaper. To date there has been no reaction to the publication.

Assembly during religious festivals and national celebrations is tightly policed.

Unauthorised assembly is not tolerated.

Human rights defenders
No active NGOs or human rights groups operate in Eritrea. Civil society is tightly
controlled with no effective fully independent civil society groups. The government of

Eritrea does not grant permission for human rights groups to visit the country.

Access to justice and the rule of law

The judicial system in Eritrea is opaque, often arbitrary and harsh. Where trials do
occur they are conducted in secret, often in special courts where judges also serve
as prosecutors. For the most part, those detained are not brought to trial. The
Eritrean government does not allow access to most of its prisons and there are no
accurate figures on the number of prisoners. The number of those in detention on
political and religious grounds could be in the tens of thousands. These include the
so-called G11, senior government figures imprisoned without trial since September
2001 and a number of journalists detained around the same time. There are
unconfirmed reports that many detainees have died in captivity, but the government
of Eritrea refuses to give details on the whereabouts and fate of any of them, citing
national security grounds. The Eritrean government has ignored frequent calls for

them to be brought to justice or released.
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Death penalty
There were no reports of the death penalty being used in 2011. The government of
Eritrea operates a “shoot to kill” policy along the border against those Eritreans

seeking to leave the country illegally.

Torture

In March, the UN Special Rapporteur on Torture expressed concern about the well-
being of a number of named individuals and stated that the conditions of their
detention, including solitary confinement, amounted to inhumane and degrading
treatment. Since 2009, the Eritreans have not responded to any written requests for
information nor responded to three outstanding requests for visits to the country by
the UN Special Rapporteur on Torture. As the Eritreans do not allow access to
prisoners by family members or human rights organisations, we are reliant on reports
from those escaping detention, or from prison guards who have left the country, for
evidence of torture and inhumane treatment. Reports of people dying in detention,
including an unconfirmed report of the death of Dawit Isaak, an Eritrean-Swedish
journalist detained since 2001, have not been acknowledged by the government of

Eritrea.

Conflict and protection of civilians

The number of refugees entering Eritrea appeared to decline in 2011. As of 30
October, the number of refugees in Eritrea totalled 4,031, including 3,685 Somalis,
89 Sudanese and 77 Ethiopians. The government of Eritrea continues to work with
the UN High Commission for Refugees to ensure adequate provision of education
and healthcare. The Eritrean government does not operate a system of forced
repatriations, but works with the UN High Commission for Refugees to return to their
country of origin those who express a desire to go home, and cooperates on
arrangements for the departure of those offered settlement in a third country. A
group of Somalis, accepted by Australia for resettlement, were assisted to leave in
2011.
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Freedom of religion or belief

There has been no relaxation on the tight control over religious groups in Eritrea
during 2011. Throughout the year there were reports of Eritreans detained for
worshipping religions not authorised by the government. The most high-profile group
is the Jehovah'’s Witnesses. In March, the government issued an order that students
or priests belonging to any one of the recognised religions should report for national

service. This order was later rescinded following an intervention from the Vatican.

Women'’s rights

The Eritrean government continues to make progress on gender equality,
recognising the rights of women. They have implemented programmes to support
the mainly female-headed households in rural communities, improving their access
to water and sanitation and livelihoods. DFID funds programmes run by UNICEF on
water, sanitation and the provision of a supplementary feeding programme, assisting

women in rural communities.

Minority rights

Relations between the government of Eritrea and the Kunama and Afar remain
tense. The Kunama and the Afar consider that their tribal culture is not recognised
by the Eritrean government. The Afar would like an “autonomous” Afar region, and
there have been reports of skirmishes along the border with Ethiopia between Afar
opposition groups and government troops. The government has tried to address
some of the problems with the Kunama through the construction of schools and the
implementation of a programme to improve the provision of basic education.
However, reports indicate that the programme has not been fully successful with

many schools under-utilised.

Freedom of movement

Between January and June, the government of Eritrea imposed tighter restrictions on
travel for diplomats. The restrictions were lifted in June but travel permits continue to
be frequently denied. The travel restrictions for Eritreans within Eritrea have eased;

the restrictions on holding a passport or travelling outside the country remain.
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Development assistance

Eritrea’s progress in a number of areas is severely hampered through its refusal to
accept international development assistance. During 2011, the Eritrean government
took the decision to restrict UN agency programmes to three priority areas — water,
sanitation and healthcare — and refused to agree to renew the United Nations
Development Assistance Framework. International NGOs operating within Eritrea
were instructed to end all programmes by December 2011, resulting in most closing
their operations and leaving the country. This included Oxfam GB and Norwegian
Church Aid. In November, the government requested the closure of all programmes
under the tenth European Development Fund, effectively closing all EU-funded
programmes. However, UNICEF programmes continue to operate, and DFID has
provided a grant of £5 million for 2011-12. Our Embassy in Asmara supported a
food-security programme operated by the UN Food and Agriculture Organisation
(UNFAO). Funding small projects through local agencies and NGOs has been

difficult due to bureaucratic registration procedures and a limited operating space.
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Fiji

There has been little improvement to the human rights situation in Fiji in 2011. An
unelected military-led interim government has ruled through presidential decree
since the military coup in 2006, and Fiji remains without a parliament or a
constitution since its abrogation in 2009. The development of new legislation lies
exclusively in the hands of the interim government, thereby lacking transparency and
accountability. Decrees are passed without public debate or discussion, including
the Essential National Industries Decree promulgated in June. This decree,
alongside the Media Industries Development Decree and the Public Emergency
Regulations, greatly restricts the human rights of the people of Fiji. Of particular
concern are limitations on freedom of expression and freedom of assembly, arbitrary

detention and media censorship.

In 2011, Fiji made little progress against the 97 recommendations accepted following
the UN Universal Periodic Review (UPR) in 2010. Fiji demonstrated little progress
towards commitments agreed with the EU under Article 96 of the Cotonou
Agreement, including commitments on the respect for democratic principles, human
rights and the independence of the judiciary. Fiji remains suspended from the

Commonwealth and the Pacific Islands Forum.

The UK'’s overriding objective for Fiji in 2011 was the lifting of the Public Emergency
Regulations, to enable the public and civil society organisations to assemble for an
inclusive dialogue on the new constitution, which is a pre-requisite for the restoration
of democracy. In addition, we aimed to increase understanding of human rights
issues, in particular gender equality and non-discrimination. Progress against our
objectives in 2011 was limited and will continue to be so while the interim
government remains unwilling to lift the Public Emergency Regulations, commence a
constitutional dialogue or investigate alleged human rights violations. In addition, the
Fiji Human Rights Commission is no longer compliant with the UN Paris Principles
on national human rights institutions as it takes instructions directly from the interim
government and has no commissioners since their appointments were terminated

following the abrogation of the constitution. Along with international partners,
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including the EU and the UN, the UK raised human rights concerns throughout 2011.
We publicly condemned arbitrary detention and the continuing restrictions placed on
trade unions and the Methodist Church. We regularly called for the restoration of
democracy and the lifting of the Public Emergency Regulations. In addition, the
British High Commission in Suva attended the opening ceremony of a campaign
arranged by the Fiji Ministry of Social Welfare, designed to highlight activism against
domestic violence affecting women and children, which ended on 10 December to
mark Human Rights Day. Other work included a project designed to empower rural
women by providing them with a dedicated place to sell local produce in Suva. The
UK provided financial support to the Citizens’ Constitutional Forum, which is a strong

advocate for human rights.

Potentially, 2012 could be a defining year. It started positively with the lifting of the
Public Emergency Regulations on 7 January 2012, which allowed a constitutional
dialogue to start in February 2012. But this positive step was counteracted by the
promulgation of the Public Order (Amendment) Decree on 5 January 2012. This
decree preserves the power of the interim government to restrict public assembly
and freedom of expression, and gives the military and other law-enforcement
personnel powers of arrest and detention that are out of line with international human
rights standards. Although government censors were removed from press rooms in
January 2012, media censorship can still be imposed through the Media Industry
Development Decree, and also self-censorship is likely to continue because of a fear
of intimidation. A constitutional dialogue that is inclusive, transparent and not pre-
judged would be a clear sign that the interim government is committed to free and
fair elections, alongside their commitment to establish an electronic voter registration
system by June 2012. We hope that the interim government, with assistance from
the UN, will demonstrate progress against Universal Periodic Review commitments,

including the ratification of key human rights conventions during 2012.

Elections

There was little progress towards constitutional dialogue or democratic elections in
2011. The independence of the Elections Office continues to be questionable, as it
sits under the Ministry of Justice, and key officials such as the supervisor of elections

or election commissioners are yet to be appointed. There is continuing concern over
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the “militarisation” of the civil service with military officers holding senior positions
such as the commissioner of police, commissioner of prisons, the chief of protocol
and all the divisional commissioners. In addition, three out of nine ministers and

seven out of 22 private secretaries are military officers.

One sign of progress was a commitment by the interim government in September to
establish an electronic voter registration system and a subsequent request for
financial and technical assistance from the diplomatic community and the UN.
Funding was reserved in the 2012 budget for the electronic voter registration system
and for the “development of a constitution”. But there has been no progress in key
electoral preparations, including the re-establishment of the boundaries commission,

civic education or a constitutional dialogue.

Freedom of expression and assembly

Freedom of assembly is restricted in Fiji owing to provisions within the Public
Emergency Regulations that allow law-enforcement officials to prohibit or disperse
any procession, meeting or assembly of more than ten people in any place or
building, whether public or private. They are further authorised under the regulations
to use force at their discretion and are guaranteed immunity if this force causes harm
or death. Media censorship continued under the Public Emergency Regulations with
state censors installed in media establishments. The police also banned 26 short
films from screening at the Fiji National University’s Film and Music Festival in
September because of their focus on race, politics and democracy. In November,
the editor-in-chief and publisher of the Fiji Times were arrested and charged with
alleged contempt of the High Court following an article which touched upon the

inadequacy of the judicial system in Fiji.

In June, the president promulgated the Essential National Industries (Employment)
Decree, which prohibits professional unions from operating in essential industries
such as telecommunications, aviation, electricity, utility companies and banks. This
decree restricts industrial action and freedom of association, including the right to
form and join trade unions. The Public Emergency Regulations also allow for
restrictions on the right to freedom of movement and have been used to impose

travel bans on human rights activists, lawyers and trade unionists. One high-profile
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case involved a travel ban being issued to the National Secretary of the Fiji Trades
Union Congress in November, following seven days of detention which resulted in no
criminal charge. The Methodist Church has also been targeted under the Public
Emergency Regulations, with meeting permits not being granted by the interim
government and their annual conference being cancelled at the last minute in
August. There is a continuing court case against the president and the general

secretary of the Church for holding meetings without permits.

The interim government did not respond to a request to visit from the UN Special

Rapporteur on Freedom of Association and Assembly in September.

Human rights defenders

Many civil society organisations, such as the Fiji Women’s Rights Movement and the
Citizens’ Constitutional Forum, are active human rights defenders but are regularly
subject to harassment and intimidation. One public advertisement for the website of
the Citizens’ Constitutional Forum was declined for publication by the local print
media in September, as it directed readers to online articles that could not appear in
print media owing to state censorship. Turnout for the Fiji Women’s Crisis Centre’s
“Reclaim the Night” march, for International Women’s Day in March, was hit (50
rather than the 300 people expected) by the unreasonable delay in issuing the
permit. In July, the Fiji Women’s Rights Movement alleged harassment following the
dispersal of its annual retreat by police, who claimed the movement had violated the
Public Emergency Regulations by not applying for a permit. Fiji Women’s Rights
Movement’s staff were questioned then released without charge. The organisation
provided the police with the meeting agenda and attendee list upon request. A
senior police officer subsequently acknowledged that a permit was not required for
this meeting but claimed that since the Fiji Women’s Rights Movement were

“activists” they had to be checked on.
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Access to justice and the rule of law

Fiji’s justice system does not meet the standards of an independent judiciary
compliant with the rule of law since the abrogation of the constitution in 2009. Fiji’s
legal system is defined by presidential decrees, which are passed without public
debate or discussion. All decrees are subject to the Administration of Justice Decree
of 2009, which prohibits legal challenges against any decree promulgated since
December 2006. The appointment of judges, magistrates and other judicial officers
continues to be at the president’s discretion, rather than through an independent
selection process. In July, three prosecutors working for the Fiji Independent
Commission Against Corruption reportedly resigned owing to the lack of
independence in the justice system. The interim government continues to prohibit an
International Bar Association delegation from visiting the country to evaluate the
independence of the judiciary. The interim government has yet to respond to a 2007
request to visit from the UN Special Rapporteur on the Independence of Judges and

Lawyers.

Death penalty

The death penalty has been abolished for all civilian crimes; however, it remains in
place for crimes against the Military Code. The interim government claims that this
issue is under consideration as part of its response to the Universal Periodic Review

recommendations.

Torture

The UK continues to be concerned about the arbitrary detention and mistreatment in
custody of individuals in Fiji, despite commitments made by the interim government
at the UN Human Rights Council in 2010. Our High Commission, alongside the UN,
EU and other international partners, continues to follow a prominent court case
involving a businessman allegedly tortured by the military during interrogation. The
High Commission attended the initial proceedings in February and will continue to

act as an independent observer.

In January, a female lawyer reportedly suffered head injuries as a result of physical
assault during her brief detainment by the military. In February and March, Amnesty

International reported that a dozen politicians, trade unionists, government critics
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and other Fijians had been detained and subjected to severe physical mistreatment
and other forms of torture. Amnesty International reported that some human rights
activists and family members, who requested the release of some of these
individuals, were allegedly threatened and physically mistreated at the military base.
It is widely believed that these arrests were linked to the distribution of pro-
democracy DVDs and an alleged counter-coup attempt in October—November 2010.
The UK, EU and France asked for a political dialogue meeting with the interim
government in March, in an effort to prevent further arrests and intimidation. The

interim government has yet to carry out an investigation into these allegations.

The interim government continued to intimidate and increase pressure on trade
unionists. In February, there were reports of arbitrary detention and alleged
mistreatment against several trade union officials. The president and the national
secretary of the Fiji Trades Union Congress were both detained twice in 2011, under
the Public Emergency Regulations, following their offices being monitored by state
officials. In February, together with another trade union official, they were taken to a
private residence and subjected to beatings and other forms of torture. This alleged
mistreatment was apparently witnessed by a Fiji Times journalist who was detained
at the same time. The Fiji Trades Union Congress (FTUC) President was again
detained in August and charged with unlawful assembly, and faces another legal
challenge in 2012 for alleged acts of sedition. In November, the national secretary
was detained for seven days by the police before being released without charge, and

then subjected to a travel ban.

Freedom of religion or belief

Fiji lacks a legal framework for the protection of religion or belief. The Methodist
Church continues to be targeted by the interim government under the Public
Emergency Regulations. This involves restrictions on Church meetings without
government permits, including the Annual General Conference in August, which was
cancelled one day before the meeting. In August, there was alleged discrimination
against the Hindu community through the imposition of meeting restrictions, including

prayer gatherings held in private homes.
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Women'’s rights

Gender inequality continues in a Fijian male-dominated society. Women remain
under-represented in the political system and there was only one female minister in
the Cabinet of the interim government in 2011. On 26 April, the interim government
announced that civil servants would be exempt from the majority of provisions under
the Employment Relations Promulgation 2007. Any disputes against the state will be
processed through the Public Service Disciplinary Tribunal, which is widely
perceived to be a state-controlled entity. Female civil servants were adversely
affected, as legal provisions protecting them from discrimination and sexual
harassment have been removed. Provisions on maternity leave have been
abandoned, thus creating further barriers for the advancement of women within the

civil service.

Domestic violence continues to be a serious concern despite Fiji being party to the
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women
(CEDAW). The interim government established a Women’s Plan of Action (2009—
18), which provides a framework for the promotion of gender equality and the
elimination of discrimination against women. However, few domestic violence cases
are heard in court and those that are generally result in short sentences, or are
dismissed by the judge in favour of family reunification. In March, a High Court judge
deplored the lack of commitment on the part of law-enforcement officials to
implement the Domestic Violence Decree. Between January and September, the Fiji
Women’s Crisis Centre received 552 reports of domestic violence, 9 rape cases and
33 sexual harassment cases. They recorded an 8% increase in domestic violence in
January and February; however, the police claimed in the media that domestic

violence had decreased over the same period.

NGOs such as the Fiji Women'’s Crisis Centre, the Fiji Women’s Rights Movement
and FemLink provide exemplary awareness and advocacy programs. However, their
capacity to report and investigate cases is limited owing to resource issues and the

interim government’s unwillingness to act.
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Iran

There has been no improvement in the human rights situation in Iran in 2011, and in
some areas there has been deterioration. The rate of executions over the last 12
mon