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Executive summary

Since 1987, the Special Rapporteur of the Commission has been examining incidents
and governmental action in all parts of the world that is inconsistent with the provisions of
the 1981 Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of Discrimination
Based on Religion or Belief and has been recommending remedial measures for such situations.
Since that date, a report has been submitted each year to the Commission on Human Rights and,
since 1994, to the General Assembly.

The present report, which is submitted in accordance with Commission
resolution 2000/33 of 20 April 2000, contains, firstly, a report on communications sent by the
Special Rapporteur and replies received from States since the publication of the report submitted
to the Commission at its fifty-sixth session (E/CN.4/2000/65); it covers 85 communications,
including one urgent appeal, sent to 52 States and 17 replies received from States (chap. I). The
Special Rapporteur also gives an account of his in situ visits and the follow-up to them (chap. II).
He then summarizes the work of the Preparatory Committee for the international consultative
conference on school education in relation to freedom of religion and belief, tolerance and
non-discrimination, to be held in Spain from 23 to 25 November 2001 (chap. III). Lastly, in
chapter IV the Special Rapporteur offers an analysis of violations of the 1981 Declaration and
makes recommendations aimed at addressing, particularly from the standpoint of prevention, a
situation that has become quite alarming.
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Introduction

1. Since 1987, the Special Rapporteur of the Commission on Human Rights has been
examining incidents and governmental action in all parts of the world inconsistent with the
provisions of the 1981 Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of
Discrimination Based on Religion or Belief and has been recommending remedial measures
for such situations. Since that date, the Special Rapporteur has submitted to the Commission
13 reports supplemented, in many cases, by addenda. Since 1994, reports have also been
submitted to the General Assembly. The present report is submitted in accordance with
Commission on Human Rights resolution 2000/33 of 20 April 2000.

I. REPORT ON COMMUNICATIONS SENT BY THE SPECIAL RAPPORTEUR
AND REPLIES RECEIVED FROM STATES SINCE THE PUBLICATION OF
THE REPORT SUBMITTED TO THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS
AT ITS FIFTY-SIXTH SESSION

2. This report covers a total of 85 communications (including one urgent appeal to

the Islamic Republic of Iran) sent to 52 States: Afghanistan, Azerbaijan (2), Belarus,

Bhutan, Bulgaria (2), Burundi, Chad, China (5), Céte d’Ivoire, Egypt (3), Eritrea, Georgia (4),
Greece, Hungary, India (3), Indonesia (5), Iran (Islamic Republic of), Israel, Italy (2),

Jordan (2), Kazakhstan, Kuwait, T.ao People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, I.ebanon,

The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Malaysia, Maldives, Mexico, Myanmar (3),
Nauru, Nepal (2), Niger, Nigeria (2), Norway, Pakistan (3), Papua New Guinea, Philippines (2),
Republic of Korea, Russian Federation (2), Saudi Arabia (2), South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Turkey (2), Turkmenistan (4), Uganda, Ukraine, United Kingdom, Uzbekistan (2), Viet Nam
and Yemen.

3. It also covers the replies of 17 States which were either sent in the context of the
preceding report and submitted to the Commission on Human Rights at its fifty-fifth (1999)

and fifty-sixth (2000) sessions (one State: Sudan) or were sent in connection with the allegations
contained in the present report (16 States: Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, China, Egypt, Georgia (2),
Greece, India (3), Iran (Islamic Republic of), Kuwait, Latvia, Malaysia, Russian Federation,
Saudi Arabia (2) and Turkey (2)).

4. The Special Rapporteur wishes to point out that while all States, without exception, have
cases and/or situations of discrimination or intolerance in respect of religion or belief, they are
of different types and degrees. If the resources at his disposal were strengthened, the Special
Rapporteur could prepare a world report on freedom of religion or belief. Meanwhile, pending
the achievement of that objective, the Special Rapporteur has tried to address problems of
intolerance and discrimination that reflect the situation in as many States as possible.

Afghanistan

5. Because of the climate of intolerance and religious discrimination in Afghanistan
resulting from the Taliban policy, religious minorities, in particular the Sikhs, are beginning to
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flee the country. These departures are reportedly due to Taliban measures to force conversion to
Islam and to discrimination against women, such as confining them to their homes or requiring
them to wear the burga in public. In addition, on 19 March 2000, the Ministry for the Promotion
of Virtue and the Prevention of Vice announced on Radio Shariat that the celebration of Nawruz,
the first day of the Persian solar New Year, was anti-Islamic. On 20 March 2000, Taliban
soldiers reportedly pursued and assaulted a crowd of people who had gathered to celebrate
Nawruz near the capital at Khair Khana and at the Sakhi shrine in Kabul.

South Africa

6. During 2000 the Media Review Network and representatives of the Muslhim
community complained of the fear of Muslims displayed and fomented by some of the media
in South Africa, which was creating a climate of insecurity among that community.

Saudi Arabia

7. On 24 April 2000, at Najran, security forces reportedly clashed with members of the
Ismaili community. According to the Saudi press agency, these incidents were linked to
the arrest of a sorcerer which apparently led to Ismaili demonstrations. The clashes
reportedly caused the death of one person and the wounding of four others. Other sources
claim that the Ismailis were actually protesting against the closing of an Ismaili mosque by
the religious police.

8. In its reply, Saudi Arabia stressed its sincere willingness to cooperate with the Special
Rapporteur, and it provided the following explanations regarding the aforementioned allegation:
the information that had been spread by some press agencies on the case in question was
inaccurate. The incident had in fact been an isolated one that had been blown out of proportion
by certain parties, even though the Saudi authorities had immediately provided clarification of
the incident in various newspapers. The facts were the following: information had reached the
security forces about the illegal practice of sorcery on a large scale by an inhabitant of the
kingdom, provoking reactions from a large number of citizens and residents. Following repeated
complaints about those unacceptable and illegal activities, on 22 April 2000 the authorities had
allowed security officers to arrest the person concerned on the basis of an official warrant in
order to investigate the complaints. When the person’s house was searched, one of the
individuals present had opened fire on the security officers, one of whom had been seriously
injured. In addition, a group of individuals, taking advantage of the situation, had gone to the
home of the emir of the region to demand the release of the sorcerer and had fired in the
direction of the emir’s residence, killing one guard and wounding three others. Saudi Arabia
stressed that the incident was in fact a breach of the peace that had endangered the lives of others
and violated the laws and regulations in force.

9. From the circumstances it would seem, Saudi Arabia maintains, that no ideological or
religious objective is involved. Like other citizens, citizens who belong to the Ismaili sect are
free to pray and worship, and they have their own mosques. The person who was at the origin of
the incident was arrested for sorcery, which is forbidden by law in Saudi Arabia. According to
Saudi Arabia, this had nothing to do with the person’s affiliation with the Ismaili sect, whose
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members enjoy the same rights as others and are subject to the same obligations. As to reports of
the closing of an Ismaili mosque, Saudi Arabia said that that allegation was groundless and
inaccurate; Ismaili mosques are still open and Ismailis may go about their business freely and
unhindered.

10. According to a second communication, George Joseph, an Indian Christian was arrested
on 25 June 2000 in Riyadh and placed in a detention centre; he is reportedly liable to deportation
for possession of a video about a Christian meeting in Saudi Arabia. On 27 August 2000 another
Indian, Joseph Vergis, also a Christian, was allegedly arrested in Riyadh for possession of a
cassette bearing the inscription Jesus.

11. Saudi Arabia replied that George Joseph had been arrested for having engaged in
activities that created a disturbance and in response to complaints from persons living in his
neighbourhood. Mr. Joseph was allegedly distributing a video that was illegal, being contrary to
the values and rules in force in Saudi Arabia. Moreover, in his deposition, Mr. Joseph admitted
to having engaged in that illegal activity. It also became clear during the trial that Mr. Joseph
had not come to Saudi Arabia for purposes of employment, but for purposes that were contrary
to the regulations and laws in force in the country. Mr. Joseph was tried and sentenced to leave
the country, and the judgement was immediately enforced. As for Joseph Vergis, Saudi Arabia
has no available information, given that his name does not appear in security service records.
Relevant information will be transmitted to the Special Rapporteur once it is obtained by the
competent Saudi authorities.

12. The Special Rapporteur urges Saudi Arabia to provide him with more specific
information concerning the activities of which George Joseph was accused and the values and
regulations that he is alleged to have violated.

Azerbaijan

13. Following their dismissal in 1999 by the management of Azerbaijan Qaz Emali Zavodu,
a gas refinery, because of their beliefs (see E/CN.4/2000/65, para. 14), a group of Jehovah’s
Witnesses reportedly filed a complaint with the Prosecutor’s Office. The Azerbaijani

trade union of oil and gas industry workers is said to have replied that those employees had
spread the beliefs of the Jehovah’s Witnesses, who were operating illegally in Azerbaijan. It
was reportedly decided, therefore, that those actions were unconstitutional and would be legally
punished by dismissal. The company also filed a complaint on grounds of illegal religious
activity, and an administrative committee is said to have decided in favour of the claim; the
committee declared the employees guilty of proselytism and of holding illegal religious
meetings, and it reportedly ordered them to pay a fine. The newspaper Ganjlik published an
article on the dismissals and is said to have mentioned the names of the employees and to have
called them “dogs™, “predators™ and “slaves of enemy forces” with “poisoned minds” who ought
to be “thrown out of Azerbaijan™.

14. In September 1999, the authorities allegedly decided to expel nine members of the
Baptist congregation. The Prosecutor’s Office is said to have submitted a report supporting that
decision.
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15.

Azerbaijan replied as follows:

“ ... The Prosecutor’s Office has announced that, since the beginning of 1999,
M. Makarenko, A. Mamedova, A. Makhmoudova, S. Gadjigaribova, G. Nasraddinova
and O. Pritouliak, six employees of an Azerbaijani gas refinery, began to engage in
propaganda activities to promote the religious sect Jehovah’s Witnesses: they distributed
religious tracts and tried to convert others to their beliefs. Providing free materials to
their colleagues, they organized study groups during working hours, to which they
invited other employees. By spreading the ideas, objectives and purposes of their
religious sect, they actually created a religious circle. Over time, the religious activities
of the above-mentioned company employees became more open. Their participation in
religious meetings held behind closed doors was no longer a secret from anyone.

On 1 September 1999, the employees of the plant met in a general assembly to
consider the activities of the employees who were members of the sect, trying to
convince them to give up their illegal and mappropriate activities. Noting that these
employees were becoming increasingly separated from the other workers, that they were
boycotting group activities organized by the staff, that they were showing an increasing
indifference towards their work and were trying not to form friendships with their
colleagues, whom they despised, the workers who spoke up during the meeting said
that this demonstrated the harmful effect of the religious sect. With regard to the
Jehovah’s Witnesses as a sect, those who spoke also pointed out that they preached
non-recognition of the State, its laws and its symbols, and rejected military service and
other civic duties. Some also noted that this sect authorized its members to take part in
all sorts of illegal activities and actions promoting destabilization of the State. The
general assembly therefore proposed to the six employees that they should renounce
religious sectarianism and promise not to continue their activities.

Instead of complying, the employees in question refused to turn away from their
chosen path, and even expressed their intention to redouble their efforts. Following the
discussion, the general assembly of plant workers thus took the decision to demand
that management should dismiss the six employees who were members of the
Jehovah’s Witnesses sect.

In accordance with articles 70 (y) and 72 (v) of the Labour Code of Azerbaijan,
which establishes the penalties for administrative infractions committed by individuals
during working hours and on work premises, the director of the plant decided to dismiss
the six employees. After the Garadag district procurator’s office in Baku had verified the
evidence concerning the activities of the workers who were members of the sect, it was
established that the persons in question had actually committed the infractions set out in
article 202, paragraph 1, of the Administrative Code of Azerbaijan, and an administrative
action was therefore brought against them.
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During the inquiry, it also appeared that the activities of the Jehovah’s Witnesses
in the district were not limited to the refinery. Among other things, it was established
that the members of the sect met regularly in an apartment located in an apartment
building in Lokbatan. Those meetings, which were also attended by minors, were
organized by the occupants of the apartment, Remi and Galina Remiev. In addition to
spreading propaganda at the various religious meetings, the members of the sect collected
money on the pretext of asking for charity. Administrative action was also taken against
Remi and Galina Remiev on the basis of the available evidence.

After considering the case, the district administrative committee took the required
decisions in the context of the administrative actions.

On 3 January 2000, the persons against whom the judgements had been made
appealed against the administrative committee’s decision of 9 December 1999 before the
district court, without obtaining satisfaction. Following the decision of the district court,
the persons in question filed an appeal with the court of cassation in Baku; this case has
not yet been decided.

In addition, the former employees of the plant applied to the district court to be
reinstated in their jobs at the plant. The civil proceedings are now in progress. Even
before the case was considered by the court, however, the director of the refinery, at his
own initiative, reinstated the employees, who are now back at work.”

16. The Special Rapporteur, while noting the need to ensure respect for legal provisions
regarding working conditions, wishes to recall the international rules on freedom of religion and
belief and to emphasize that restrictions on freedom to express one’s religion or belief should be
consistent with international law.

17. According to a second communication, authorities in the Passports Department of the
Ministry of the Interior, relying on their interpretation of section 6 of the Arrivals, Departures
and Passports Act, which stipulates that citizens must supply a photograph showing them as they
normally appear and without a hat, refused all photographs showing women wearing the hijab.
However, on 10 August 1999, the Nasimi district court reportedly ruled that the Passport
Department must issue a passport to women wearing the hijab. The district procurator’s office 1s
reported to have appealed this decision to a higher court, which in turn upheld the August 1999
decision. The Vice-President of the Supreme Court, on the other hand, is reported to have
overturned that decision. In 2000, many women wearing the hijab again filed an appeal with

the Procurator-General which was reportedly rejected.

Belarus

18. The Constitution and the law governing compulsory universal military service make
provision for a civilian alternative to compulsory military service, yet no implementing
legislation exists. Consequently, during 2000, Valanstin Hulai and M. Mikhaltso,
Jehovah’s Witnesses, were charged in Rechytsa with desertion, even though they had asked
to perform alternative civilian service owing to their conscientious objector status.
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Bhutan

19. Christian churches are not authorized to conduct religious activities. The Seventh-day
Adventist Church has reportedly complained that the authorities have refused to allow it to build
a church even though Bhutanese citizens belong to that denomination.

Bulgaria

20. On 21 May 2000 in the village of Maritca, Sofia district, a group of individuals headed
by an Orthodox priest are reported to have attacked three members of the Bible Association for
Christian Unity who wanted to show the film “Jesus™ in the local community club.

21. Bulgaria replied:

“The District Police in Kostenets immediately set up an operational group on the
case, which was sent to the village to clarify the circumstances. Initial actions towards
identifying the perpetrators were undertaken. Four tapes with film material were
confiscated and after having been reported to the Ihtiman District Prosecutor they have
been returned to the representatives of the Bible Association.

In response to the claim filed by the assaulted persons (No. 120 of 1 June 2000),
a preliminary investigation on case No. 132/2000 was opened on the basis of the
materials of the District Police in Kostenets. Following the finalization of the
preliminary investigation, the documents on the case will be submitted to the District
Prosecutor of Ihtiman.

Upon receiving the information notice on the case, the State Directorate for
Religious Denominations forwarded a request to the Ministry of the Interior to conduct a
thorough investigation of the case. The Holy Synod of the Bulgarian Orthodox Church
was also notified of the case and was requested to evaluate the behaviour of the priest and
consider appropriate sanctions with regard to him, in accordance with the Statute of the
Bulgarian Orthodox Church.”

The Special Rapporteur wishes to thank Bulgaria for its constant cooperation with him in his
work on religious intolerance and for sending detailed replies that are in keeping with the spirit
of the 1981 Declaration.

22. According to a second communication, notwithstanding constitutional provisions
guaranteeing freedom of religion and belief, such non-traditional minorities as the

Jehovah’s Witnesses and the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints face hurdles in
conducting their activities. On 20 March 2000, two Jehovah’s Witnesses in Turgovishte were
reportedly arrested for disturbing the peace owing to their proselytizing in public. In April 2000,
police in Plovdiv allegedly halted the distribution of religious tracts by missionaries from the
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, who were also charged with distributing documents
without a permit.
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Burundi

23. On 3 October 2000, in Kibimba commune, Brother Antoine Ruciano was stopped on the
Gitega Province highway by four individuals wearing military uniforms. These individuals then
summarily executed him and fled.

China

24. In October 1999, Father John Gao Kexian of the Diocese of Yantai was reportedly taken
into custody in Shandong for refusing to accept the control of the Catholic Patriotic Association.
On 23 November 1999, Father Jiang Sunian of the Diocese of Wenzhou was reportedly arrested
in Zhejiang in the context of a campaign by the Catholic Patriotic Association aimed at
compelling Catholics to join it. In Hebei, late in November 1999, Bishop John Han Dingxiang
was reportedly arrested in Shijiazhuang. Father Guo Yibao, Father Wang Zhenghe and

Father Xie Guolin were also reportedly arrested in Hebei in 1999. Bishop James Su Zhimin of
Baoding and Auxiliary Bishop Francis An Shuxin of Zhengding reportedly disappeared as long
ago as 1996, while Bishop Julius Jia of Zhengding has reportedly not been seen since

August 1999, In January 2000, Catholics in Zhejiang Province were reportedly compelled,
after having been kept in detention for several days, to sign Catholic Patriotic Association
membership forms. The police reportedly threatened to have their children expelled from school
if they refused. Non-official Catholic properties, including two churches, were reportedly
destroyed. On 25 May 2000, Father Jiang Sunian (see above) was reportedly sentenced by a
court in Wenzhou to a six-year term of imprisonment for unlawfully printing Bibles and other
religious materials.

25. China replied:

“We have the honour to acknowledge receipt of letter No. G/S0O/214 (56-13)
dated 17 February 2000 from the Special Rapporteur of the United Nations Commission
on Human Rights on religious intolerance. The Chinese Government has carefully
investigated the allegations contained in this letter and wishes to make the following

reply:

L. Gao Kexian, a 74-year-old male from Boxing County, Shandong
Province. Although the individual concerned is Catholic, he is not a
priest. Inquiries made of the local public security services confirmed that
he was not detained in any way. The allegation in the letter that ‘he was
reportedly arrested by the police (in October 1999)” for refusing to agree
to register with the Catholic Patriotic Association is inaccurate.

I1. Han Dingxiang, a 61-year-old male from Chengan County,
Hebei Province; Guo Yibao, a 32-year-old male from the village of
Anji, Humu commune, Xushui County, Hebei Province; Wang Zhenghe
(the correct spelling of this name is Wang Zhenhe), a 32-year-old male
from the village of Anzhuang, Xushui County; Xie Guolin (the correct
spelling of this name is Xie Xiaolin) from the village of Xuguozhuang,
Yangqie County, Baoding; Su Zhimin, a 68-year-old male from



E/CN.4/2001/0063
page 10

Qingyuan County, Hebei Province; An Shuxin, a 51-year-old male from
Xushui County, Hebei Province; Jia Zhiguo, a 65-year-old male from
Jinxian County, Hebei Province.

The investigation confirmed that the persons concerned are
Catholic, but are neither priests nor bishops. No constraining measures -
specifically, arrest or detention - were taken by the local police in respect
of these individuals. They currently lead normal lives.

I11. Jiang Sunian (the correct spelling of this name is Jiang Surang), a
31-year-old male from Cangnan County, Wenzhou, Zhejiang Province.

While the individual concerned is indeed Catholic, he is not a
priest. During the second half of 1997 he engaged in fraudulent activities
which netted him some 120,000 yuan renminbi. On 5 April 2000, in
accordance with article 12, section 1, and article 225 of the Criminal Law
of the People’s Republic of China, the Cangnan County People’s Court
sentenced him to six years’ imprisonment for fraudulent activities.

Freedom of religious belief is a fundamental right of the Chinese
people. The Constitution of the People’s Republic of China clearly
stipulates that ‘citizens of the People’s Republic of China enjoy freedom
of religious belief. No State organ, public organization or individual may
compel citizens to believe in, or not to believe in, any religion; nor may
they discriminate against citizens who believe in, or do not believe in, any
religion.” Similar provisions protecting religious freedom and prohibiting
any discrimination against citizens whether or not they are believers are
contained in criminal law, civil law, legislation governing regional
autonomy for national minorities and military service, compulsory
education legislation, the electoral law relating to the People’s Congress
and the law establishing village committees. No one is detained, arrested
or imprisoned in China for his or her religious beliefs. However, believers
not only have the same rights but also have the same obligations under the
law as non-believers. Any citizen, though enjoying religious freedom,
must fulfil the obligations set out in the Constitution and in the law.

No one is exempt from punishment for violations of the law simply on
grounds of his or her religious convictions. Jiang Surang was sentenced
because he broke the law, which has nothing to do with his faith.

Iv. Allegation that Catholics in Zhejiang Province were forced to become
members of the Catholic Patriotic Association.

A thorough investigation has confirmed that the allegation in the
letter to the effect that Catholics in Zhejiang Province have been arrested
and compelled to sign Catholic Patriotic Association membership forms or
else their children would be prevented from attending school has no basis
in fact. It should be stressed that China is a country of many faiths, and



E/CN.4/2001/0063
page 11

believers tend to cherish their faith as much as their homeland. All the
religions represented in China have established their own patriotic
organizations which any one is free to join or not. Under no
circumstances can it be said that people are forced to become members
of the Catholic Patriotic Association.

V. Allegation that two churches in Wenzhou, Zhejiang Province were
blown up.

A thorough investigation has revealed that in 1998 the inhabitants
of Cangnan County, Wenzhou, Zhejiang Province, acting without
authorization from the public authorities, built a church on a plot of land
in the village of Linguan, Pingdeng commune, Cangnan County, in serious
violation of the Land Use Law of the People’s Republic of China.

On 31 December 1999, pursuant to the relevant provisions of that Law,
the Cangnan County Office of Land Use had the church destroyed.

Other inhabitants of the county, acting without authorization from
the competent authorities, converted a factory into a church in Yanggong
village, Lingqi commune, in violation of legislation of the People’s
Republic of China governing urban land use. On 15 December 1999 the
Cangnan county authorities had the church destroyed, pursuant to the law.

China is a State governed by rule of law. Under the policy which
it pursues in the area of religious freedom, places of worship acquire legal
status once they are legally registered, and the legitimate rights and
interests associated with them are protected. Religious organizations have
the right to complain to the competent authorities in respect of any
violation of their rights and interests. They may prosecute the perpetrators
of such violations in order to secure administrative and legal protection
measures. Anyone who violates citizens’ right to religious freedom or
who infringes the legitimate rights and interests associated with places of
worship is liable to criminal prosecution. The two buildings in question
were destroyed, in the first case, because the procedures for obtaining
authorization had not been followed in accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Land Use Law before construction began, which meant
that the land was illegally occupied, and, in the second case, because the
building in question constituted a violation of the legislation governing
urban land use. The action taken by the authorities concerned in these
cases is fair and legal. It bears no connection of any sort to religion.”

26. According to a communication from the Special Rapporteur, in December 1999,

four leaders of the Falun Gong movement, I.i Chang, Wang Zhiwen, Ji Liewu and Yao Lie,
were reportedly given prison sentences in Beijing, officially for having illegally organized and
practised a religion, for being responsible for a number of deaths and for having illegally
obtained and disseminated State secrets. On 11 May 2000, some 200 Falun Gong practitioners
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demonstrated to commemorate the birthday of the movement’s founder and were immediately
arrested by the police. In mid-June 2000, a total of 35,000 Falun Gong practitioners were
allegedly arrested, and 84 of them were officially sentenced to prison, while 5,000 more were
allegedly sent to re-education camps without a trial.

27. In December 1999, Trinley Dorje, the seventeenth Gyalwa Karmapa, one of the most
important Buddhist spiritual leaders, is reported to have left the Tibet Autonomous Region and
gone to join the Dalai Lama in Dharamsala, India. His decision to leave is said to have been the
result of restrictions imposed by the Chinese authorities in religious matters. In June 2000 new
regulations were proclaimed orally at Lhasa by the local authorities with a view to prohibiting
the possession of altars and religious objects in private homes (including the homes of officials)
and banning visits to monasteries and temples by students during summer holidays; the latter
measure was intended to put an end to practices perceived as being superstitious and backwards,
such as praving for success in examinations.

28. On 1 October 2000, the national holiday of the People’s Republic of China, several
hundred members of the Falun Gong sect demonstrated on Tiananmen Square. Most of the
demonstrators were reportedly arrested by the police and placed in detention. The
demonstration, which had been announced on the Falun Gong Web site, was preceded by mass
arrests of at least 600 Falun Gong members.

Cote d’Ivoire

29. On 26 and 27 October 2000, during the presidential election, violent clashes between
militants of the Front populaire ivoirien (FPI) and the Rassemblement des républicains (RDR)
reportedly took on a religious tone. Political fighting turned into violent ethnic, but also
religious, confrontations between Muslim Senufos and Dioulas from the north, who supported
RDR, and Christians from the south, who supported FP1. As a result of this unrest at least
several dozen people died and mosques and churches were destroyed.

Egvpt

30. On 31 December 1999, in El-Kosheh, following a Christian merchant’s refusal to sell
fabric on credit to a Muslim, the Muslim in question, with the help of his family, allegedly tried
to provoke a fight. The merchant and his relatives reportedly decided to avoid confrontation and
went to lodge a complaint with the police. However, a police officer reportedly fired on the
complainants and proceeded to arrest them. On 1 January 2000, Muslim clerics reportedly called
upon the faithful to fight the Christians. Nineteen Christians and two Muslims are sa