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This country entry has been extracted from a forthcoming Amnesty International report, CONCERNS IN EUROPE AND CENTRAL ASIA: January - June 2003 (AI Index: EUR 01/013/2003), to be issued in October 2003. Anyone wishing further information on other Amnesty International concerns in Europe and Central Asia should consult the full document.

Reports of police ill-treatment
New incidents of police ill-treatment were reported in the period under review.  On 20 February national newspapers reported that several police officers in Alba had beaten four soldiers in the course of questioning. The soldiers, who were carrying out their compulsory military service, were accused of having stolen some wine from a cellar which they had been guarding.  The allegations of ill-treatment were reportedly being investigated by the Cluj Military Prosecutor. In another incident which took place on 23 February in Mureşenii Birgaului, in Bistriţa county, a 38-year-old man was allegedly severely beaten by police officer T.B.
 after he refused to board an ambulance. The ambulance service subsequently explained that they call on the police to assist them when a patient appears to be agitated. The following day the victim was examined by a forensic medical expert who issued a certificate confirming that the injuries were consistent with the allegations of the beating and would require seven to eight days of treatment. The county police inspectorate was reportedly investigating the incident. 

Some of the victims of police ill-treatment were children. On 5 February in Cluj, in front of the main post office, Augustin Diaconu, a Romanian national who lives in the United States of America, observed a man in plain clothes grab a small boy by his jacket and start to drag him towards the city centre. When the man in plain clothes reportedly assaulted the boy, Augustin Diaconu followed him and asked to see his identity card. The man reportedly replied that he was from the police and was not obliged to show him his ID. Augustin Diaconu then asked another man on the street to assist him. The man who claimed to be a police officer then showed his ID. In the meantime the boy managed to run away. The officer then took the two men to the police station where they were threatened with fines for “obstructing police activity”.  After four hours at the station they were allowed to leave. Addressing a journalist of a national newspaper, Cluj Chief Commissioner disclosed the identity of the boy stating that he had been wanted by the police for a long time for thefts from cars and for begging. “We have been after him since September and Mr Diaconu has foiled our investigation", he reportedly stated.
 The Chief of Cluj Police reportedly initiated an investigation into the incident and publicly apologized to the men who had intervened in the reported assault on the boy. The 12-year-old boy denied that he ever committed any theft and stated: “It is true however that I sometimes beg at bus stops, so that I can eat, as my mother is unemployed".

Several incidents of police ill-treatment of Roma were reported by Romani Criss, (Centrul Romilor pentru Interventie Sociala si Studii,- Romani Centre for Social Intervention and Studies) a non-governmental human rights organization. On 9 January, during a police raid on the Romani neighbourhood in Turulung, in Satu Mare county, a Romani man was beaten by police officers at his home and later at the police station, where he was taken for questioning. On 11 January, in Tarlungeni, in Braşov county, a man who was cutting wood in his backyard was assaulted by a police officer and a forest guard, who accused him of having stolen the wood. He was also threatened with a gun by the officer who fired a warning shot. In both instances the victims obtained forensic medical certificates for the injuries which they had suffered as a result of the beating and filed complaints with the General Police Inspectorate. In another reported incident of police ill-treatment the Roma were afraid to make witness statements because of fear of harassment by the police. 
CPT Report
In April the government allowed the publication of the Council of Europe's Committee for the Prevention of Torture (CPT) report together with their response concerning  the CPT's second visit to Romania, carried out in January/ February 1999. During the visit, the CPT examined developments concerning the treatment of persons detained by the police or held in prison, and reviewed the situation at Poiana Mare Psychiatric Hospital. It also examined in detail the situation of foreign nationals detained under immigration rules and the treatment of minors at the Găeşti Re-education Centre. The CPT has returned subsequently to Romania on three occasions (in October 2001, September 2002 and February 2003) and re-examined most of the above issues. 

In the course of the 1999 visit the CPT felt that in certain places, particularly in police establishments, prisoners had been warned against expressing their complaints to the delegation. The CPT  received many allegations of physical ill-treatment, some of them extremely serious, from men, including minors, and some women. The assaults took place during interrogation and were aimed at forcing confessions. Detainees  were subjected to slaps, punching, kicking, blows from a truncheon, blows dealt to the soles of the feet whilst the victim was kneeling on a chair or suspended from a bar, and blows from a stick to their body whilst rolled in a carpet.  The delegation only received a few medical reports which supported these allegations, but they felt this did not impugn the veracity of many of the statements.  The CPT noted that the Romanian authorities recognized that the problem of ill-treatment existed in those establishments under police control.


In its report the CPT reiterated many of the recommendations issued at the time of its previous visit. It urged that safeguards be put in place to protect the basic rights of anyone held in detention from the moment of arrest. These  safeguards include measures to ensure the right of all detained persons to inform without delay a relative or another person of their choice of  their situation; to have access to a lawyer from the very outset of custody, ensuring that all interviews remained confidential;  to have access to a doctor of their choice.  The delegation noted that the rule regarding medical examination of detainees within 24 hours of arrest had not been implemented in many cases and urged that this instruction should be carried out explicitly. It also recommended that all detainees should be provided at the time of arrest with a form explaining their rights and that this should be made available in a range of languages.

The CPT urged that high priority should be accorded to new detention establishments being placed under the jurisdiction of the Ministry of Justice. In many of the police stations visited the CPT was concerned about conditions of detention which amounted to inhuman and degrading. It recommended that all persons detained should be provided with suitable beds and bedding, drinking water and means of maintaining hygiene, and accommodated in rooms with appropriate lighting, ventilation and heating. The CPT made a number of specific demands for the improvement of, or closing down, of inappropriate facilities. 

With regard to prison establishments the CPT expressed concerns about allegations of physical ill-treatment in Codlea and Craiova prisons and also noted that the use of tear gas should not be used inside cells in order to control individual prisoners. Poor material conditions, serious overcrowding and lack of activities (educational, leisure and sports) in some of the establishments visited were also considered to amount to inhuman and degrading treatment. Serious reservations were expressed about the health services in the establishments  visited, including in the Bucarest-Jilava prison hospital. Concern was also raised regarding disciplinary procedures and restrictive regimes imposed on those who had been disciplined, in particular the physical conditions in the panishment cells. 

Judgment of the European Court of Human Rights
The European Court of Human Rights delivered in June its judgment in the case of Pantea v. Romania. In April 1994 Alexandru Pantea, a former public prosecutor, who now works as a lawyer, was involved in an altercation with a person who sustained serious injuries. He was prosecuted and remanded in custody. Alexandru Pantea stated that at the instigation of the staff of Oradea Prison he had been savagely beaten by his fellow-prisoners and then made to lie under his bed, immobilized with handcuffs, for nearly 48 hours. He alleged that, suffering from multiple fractures, he had been transferred to Jilava Prison Hospital in a railway wagon, and that during the journey, which had lasted several days, he had not received any medical treatment, food or water, and had not been able to sit down because of the large number of prisoners being transported. He further alleged that while in Jilava Prison Hospital he had been obliged to share a bed with an Aids patient and had suffered psychological torture. Alexandru Pantea’s complaint, accusing the prison warders and his fellow-prisoners of ill-treatment, was dismissed by the Oradea military prosecutor, who ruled that the accusations against the prison warders were unsubstantiated and that the complaint against the applicant’s fellow-prisoners was out of time. 
The Court held unanimously that there had been a violation of Article 3 (prohibition of inhuman or degrading treatment) of the European Convention on Human Rights on account of the treatment to which the applicant had been subjected during his detention as well as on account of the fact that the authorities had not conducted an adequate and effective inquiry into that treatment. The Court also ruled that there had been a violation of Article 5, paragraph 1 (right to liberty and security) of the Convention on account of the fact that the applicant was arrested when it could not reasonably have been considered necessary to prevent him from fleeing after committing an offence and the fact that the applicant’s detention continued after the validity of the warrant for his committal to prison had expired. The court also held that there had been violations of Article 5, paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 (Alexandru Pantea had not been promptly brought before a judge after his arrest, the Romanian court had not ruled speedily on his application for release or to compensate him for his unlawful detention) and a violation of Article 6 § 1 (right to a fair trial within a reasonable time) of the Convention. 

� The identities of the reported victim and officer are known to Amnesty International.


� Evenimentul Zilei of 14 February 2003
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