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The neeting was called to order at 10.10 a.m

CONSI DERATI ON OF REPORTS SUBM TTED BY STATES PARTI ES UNDER ARTI CLE 19 OF THE
CONVENTI ON (agenda item 4) (continued)

Third periodic report of Denmark (CAT/ C/ 34/ Add. 3; HRI/CORE/ 1/ Add. 58)

1. At the invitation of the Chairman, M. Bruun, M. Farkel
M. Frederiksen, M. Kjglbro, M. Apostoli, M. Troldborg, M. Cohn
and Ms. Skouenborg (Dennmark) took places at the Committee table.

2. The CHAI RMAN wel coned t he del egation of Denmark and invited it to
i ntroduce the third periodic report of Denmark.

3. M. BRUUN (Denmark) said that he wi shed to enphasize the inportance
Denmark attached to the consideration of periodic reports, which provided it
with an opportunity to engage in a constructive dialogue with the Committee.
The subm ssion and consideration of reports by all States parties was a key
el enment in preventing torture.

4, The first docunent subnmitted by Denmark was the periodic report itself
(CAT/ ¢/ 34/ Add. 3), which was an update of the previous reports and which
referred at length to the core docunment (HRI/CORE/ 1/ Add.58). Denmark had al so
sent the Cormittee the report of the European Committee for the Prevention of
Torture and I nhuman or Degradi ng Treatnment or Punishment concerning its visit
to Denmark in Septenber/COctober 1996. Although it was confidential, the
report had been made public at the request of the Governnent of Denmark

on 24 April 1997. A nunber of other docunents had al so been sent to the
secretariat, as it was inpossible to provide exhaustive replies in the report
to all the questions put by the Commttee. The docunments included a |engthy
correspondence with the European Committee for the Prevention of Torture
concerning, in particular, the situation in prisons, and a circul ar dated
January 1997, referring to and summari zi ng that correspondence.

5. Ms. 1LIOPOULOS- STRANGAS (Country Rapporteur) thanked the Danish

del egation for the very useful docunentation sent to the Cormittee. She said
that she would restrict her remarks, which were suggestions rather than
criticisms, to the periodic report (CAT/C/ 34/ Add. 3), which raised a nunber of
interesting points. Were human rights were concerned, there was always room
for inprovement.

6. It was clear from paragraphs 2-4 of the report that the Convention had
still not been incorporated into Danish |law. However, with the evol ution of
international relations, it was increasingly difficult, particularly where
human rights were concerned, not to give legal status to an internationa

i nstrument. Paragraphs 103 and 104 of the core docunent (HRI/CORE/ 1/ Add. 58)
expl ai ned the dualist system practised by Denmark, and the reasons why the
Eur opean Convention on Human Ri ghts had been incorporated into donestic |aw.
She pointed out that the argunent that the nmeasure had a psychol ogi cal effect,
by fam liarizing nenbers of the | egal profession with the instrument and
provi ding judges with an extra tool, was equally valid for the United Nations
Convention and for all the international human rights instruments. Moreover,
the issue of whether an international instrument which had not been
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i ncorporated into donestic |aw could be invoked in the courts was still the
subj ect of debate in Denmark. Consequently, in the interests of |ega
certainty, it would be preferable, in the Iight of the observations made in
paragraph 3 of the report, to incorporate instrunents such as the Convention
i nto Dani sh donmestic law. On a different topic, she said that the
conprehensive reformof the judicial systemin Geenland, described in

par agr aphs 5-10 of the report, was exenplary and should provide inspiration
for all those countries in an anal ogous situation

7. The definition of torture set forth in the Convention had not been
adopted by Dani sh law. The issue was not whether the Crim nal Code contai ned
the necessary elenents for a sufficiently severe sentence to be handed down
agai nst torturers, and the provisions for other offences - violence,
endangering a person's physical security, etc. - could not nake up for the
absence of a specific offence of torture. Even if one accepted the view of
the Standing Cormittee on the Crimnal Code that article 244 of the Code could
be a basis for prosecuting nental torture and even if the Crim nal Code was
far broader in scope than the Convention, the interests of legal certainty and
the international conmtnments made by Dennmark required a definition of torture
to be introduced into |egislation

8. Under the Danish Aliens Act, residence permts were granted to aliens
falling within the 1951 Convention relating to the Status of Refugees, a
provi sion that might seemrestrictive in terns of article 3 of the Convention
agai nst Torture. It was stated that in practice residence permts were al so
granted if there was a risk of torture, even if the persecution could not be
deened to be covered by the 1951 Convention. However, as the protection
afforded by article 3 of the Convention was absolute, it would be preferable
for the practice, referred to in paragraph 15 of the report under
consideration, to be set forth in a legal instrument.

9. Par agraph 17 of the report stated that in cases where there was reason
to suspect that asylum applicants m ght have been subjected to torture, they
were given a nore detailed nedical exami nation; it was commendabl e that it
shoul d be possible for such persons to be exanm ned by the forensic institutes,
but it should be enphasized that article 3 of the Convention did not require
such medi cal exam nations. For article 3 to apply, it was not necessary for
a person under threat of expulsion to have been tortured; there had to be
substantial grounds for believing that if he were expelled or returned he
woul d be in danger of being subjected to torture. The fact that a person

had al ready been tortured was certainly an indication, but nothing nore.
Section 31 (2) of the Aliens Act, quoted in paragraph 23 of the report, at
first sight seened restrictive in conparison with article 3 of the Convention
as it included an exenption fromthe prohibition against expulsion if the
alien presented an i mredi ate danger to other persons. However, paragraph 28
stated that “the prohibition against refoul ement also applies to aliens
expel | ed by judgenent”. She asked whether the term “judgenment” referred to a
crimnal conviction. The protection provided by article 3 of the Convention
was absolute, and even if an alien was a threat to national security, if there
were serious grounds to believe that he mght be tortured, the State party
should find a solution to protect him and there should be no exception to the
prohi bition on expul sion or return. Moreover, paragraph 27 stated that in the
light of new relevant information or of events in the country of origin, the
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imm gration authorities “can” decide to re-exanine the case and suspend the
enforcenent of the expulsion: in such circunstances, the authorities were
required to re-examne the case in the light of article 3 of the Convention

10. The efforts nmade by the Danish authorities to facilitate the adm ssion
of menbers of ethnic mnorities to the Danish Police Acadeny and their access
to enployment in the police, described in paragraph 43 of the report, were
adm rable. Information on the ethnic mnorities concerned woul d be useful

11. A question arose concerning solitary confinenment during pre-tria
detention. According to paragraph 60 of the report under consideration

there was no absolute restriction in tine for very serious offences, as the
principle of proportionality was applied: she asked whether that principle
had constitutional status under Danish | aw, whether it was contained in

| egi sl ati on and whether it was justiciable. 1In addition, paragraph 66 of

the report stated that prison inmates could be sentenced to disciplinary

puni shment in the formof confinement in a special cell for up to four weeks.
In view of the statement in paragraph 67 that inmates nust be informed of the
i nformati on available in the case and be given an opportunity to nake a
statement and that the decision nmust be made in the presence of the inmate,
she asked whether there was any judicial control over that procedure.
Simlarly, regarding the physical restraint referred to in paragraphs 70-73 of
the report, she would |ike to know whether the only | egal basis for using a
belt, foot straps and gloves as restraints was the April 1994 circular of the
M nistry of Justice. She asked whether such neasures were deci ded upon or
supervi sed by a court and whether their duration was unlinmted. According to
par agraph 83 of the report, no appeal to the courts agai nst those deci sions
was apparently possible, and one night wonder why the general appeal procedure
was “of no practical inmportance in this field”; action by the onmbudsman was no
substitute for judicial control by independent judges.

12. Par agraph 86 of the report stated that the regional control boards
(police complaints boards) were conposed of a | awer and two |aynmen. She
asked whether they were civil servants and by whom they were appointed. Also
regarding articles 12 and 13 of the Convention, she asked whether the figures
provi ded in paragraph 87 of the report pointed to a decline or an increase in
t he nunber of conplaints in conparison with previous years. Paragraph 92
referred to the widely criticized decision taken by the Mnistry of Justice in
Decenber 1995 to drop the prosecution of three police officers involved in the
events at Norrebro. She asked whether the decision was in conformty with the
separation of powers. The Mnister had acted as the highest representative of
the prosecution service and could certainly anticipate the outcone of the
trial. She suggested that it mght neverthel ess have been preferable to all ow
i ndependent judges to take a decision. She asked whether the results of the
new i nvestigati on decided by parliament in May 1996 had been made public.

In the same connection, information on the conposition and conpetence of the
police conplaints board, referred to in paragraph 99 of the report, would be
useful. In the Parnas case, which had been cl osed because of the state of the
evi dence, the Board had found the behaviour of the police officers concerned
regrettable, but the District Public Prosecutor had shelved the case on the
grounds that further prosecution could not be expected to lead to a conviction
of the suspects, and his decision had been confirned by the Director of Public
Prosecutions. In that respect, information on the respective conpetence of
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the Board, the District Prosecutor and the Director of Public Prosecutions
woul d be valuable. Lastly, she would appreciate further information on the
rul es governing the use of dogs during denonstrations. She asked whet her
it was sinply regulated by adm nistrative decree or whether there was any
rel evant | egislation. She also observed that the appropriateness of such
measures might be queried in the light of the principle of proportionality.

13. M. REGM (Alternate Country Rapporteur) said that the report under
consideration (CAT/C/34/Add.3) was fully in conformty with the Comrittee's
guidelines and that it provided val uable information on new devel opnents
relating to the application of the Convention since the previous periodic
report had been considered. Regarding paragraphs 4 and 31-35 of the report,
he too enphasi zed that the Convention should be incorporated into Danish
donestic law. In a denocratic system crimnal offences should be precisely
defined and the penalties incurred specified in a single docunent. 1In
conformty with articles 1, 2 and 4 of the Convention, torture should be
defined and classified as a crimnal offence by domestic |egislation. That
obligation, which was specified by the provisions of article 19, had clearly
not been conmplied with by Denmark. He earnestly hoped that in conformty with
the recomrendati ons nade by the Commttee in the past, Denmark woul d consider

i ncorporating the Convention into its domestic |aw as a matter of urgency.

In addition, paragraph 36 of the report stated that, if the need arose, the
questi on woul d be reconsidered: he said that that would be in conformty with
the spirit and letter of the Convention

14. He comrended t he Dani sh Governnent's continued efforts to defend hunman
rights and prevent potential violations. He noted with satisfaction that a
new basi c training progranme had been introduced for the police, together with
“cul tural sociology” including, for exanple, the relationship between the
police and ethnic mnorities. The research project undertaken in 1990 to
deternmine a scientific basis for assessing any nentally harnful effects of
remands in custody in solitary confinenment was highly interesting.

15. The Rehabilitation and Research Centre for Torture Victins (RCT) and its
International Rehabilitation Council for Torture Victins (IRCT) were quite
remarkabl e institutions in the sphere of human rights and in particular that
of assistance to torture victins. Their activity was well known throughout
the world. The subsidies provided by the Governnment of Denmark to those
private bodies nade it possible for Denmark to conply with the comrtnents

it had made under the Convention, and in particular articles 3, 10 and 14.

16. Regardi ng the application of article 11 of the Convention, it was

not eworthy that approxinmately 15 paragraphs of the report concerned solitary
confinenent, either in punishment, observation or security cells, for a short
or long period of detention. There was no doubt that prolonged solitary
confi nenent was i nhuman and degrading treatnment that was contrary to both
the spirit and letter of the Convention. |In Cctober 1996, the Human

Ri ghts Committee had considered the third periodic report of Denmark
(CCPR/ C/ 64/ Add. 11) and had recommended that the regulations relating to
pre-trial detention and solitary confinement should be amended. |In its
recently published report on its visit to Denmark, the European Conmittee for
the Prevention of Torture and I nhuman or Degradi ng Treatment or Puni shnent had
reported that many detainees held in solitary confinement showed synptons of
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anxi ety and depression. Action was therefore required. He asked whether an
of ficial who placed a detainee in solitary confinement w thout proper grounds
woul d have to answer for it and to pay conpensation. He asked whet her

detai nees were entitled, while in solitary confinement, to receive visits from
their famly and to consult a | awer or, if necessary, a doctor. He would
appreciate information fromthe Dani sh del egati on on that point. Regarding
the practice of “fixed leg |l ocks”, paragraph 103 of the report stated that the
Dani sh authorities had decided to abolish the practice in 1994. According to
anot her source, the practice had been suspended until further notice, while
Amesty International's 1996 report stated that “fixed | eg | ocks” had been
used on seven detainees. |In the light of that somewhat contradictory

i nformati on, he suggested that the Dani sh del egation should clearly state

whet her the practice was still in use, suspended or whether it had been
abol i shed.

17. He had al so received information from Amesty International concerning
the i mm nent expul sion of Al gerian and Chechen asylum seekers. The decision
was being reviewed, but according to Danish practice, there was a strong risk
of the persons concerned being sent back to their country, where they were
unquestionably in danger of being tortured. Thus, the situation seened to
constitute a breach of article 3 of the Convention

18. To concl ude, he thanked and again commended the Dani sh authorities for
the quality of their report and their determ nation to conmbat torture.

19. M. BURNS said that Denmark had attained a renarkable | evel of respect
for human rights. He nerely wi shed to draw the Dani sh del egation's attention
to three points. The first of themwas the issue, which had al ready been
dealt with when the second periodic report had been considered, of the

i ncorporation into the Danish Crimnal Code of a definition of torture within
the neaning of article 1 of the Convention. VWhile it was possible to
conprehend sonme of the reasons why the Governnent of Denmark had not yet

i ncorporated such a definition, it was hard to accept that one of the
countries nost active in conbating torture and in assisting torture victims,
at the national and international |evels, and which made the highest
contributions to the United Nations Voluntary Fund for the Victinms of Torture,
shoul d not possess a definition of torture in its own donestic law. There
were two kinds of argument that m ght persuade the CGovernnment of Denmark to
reviewits position. Firstly, there was a qualitative and noral difference
bet ween aggravated bodily attack and torture; the difference between a
policeman deliberately striking a suspect during an interrogation to obtain
information or for discrimnatory reasons and a policeman | osing his

sel f-control and striking soneone was readily apparent. The distinction

was evident fromarticle 1 of the Convention. Secondly, and in purely

adm ni strative and bureaucratic ternms, he asked how the Governnment of Denmark
could determ ne and prove that acts of torture were or were not commtted in
Denmark if it was unable to base itself on precise elements in the formof a
definition. Even though one mght readily admt that there had been no acts
of torture since the second periodic report had been consi dered, as was
confirmed noreover by the report on Denmark by the European Committee for

the Prevention of Torture and | nhuman or Degradi ng Treatnent or Punishnment
publ i shed the previous nonth, it was inpossible to prove it on the basis of
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preci se statistics. Paragraph 87 of the report referred to “offences” that a
conpl ai nant bel i eved had been conmitted by the police; a definition of torture
woul d have al | owed greater precision.

20. In the report referred to above, the European Comrittee for the
Prevention of Torture and | nhuman or Degradi ng Treatnent or Puni shment had
rai sed the problemof interrogation in police stations. It was inportant for
police officers to informsuspects of their right to consult a |lawer. The
fact that at that stage | awers' fees were paid by the suspect if he was
subsequent|ly convicted al so posed a problem It would also be interesting
to know the actual inportance attached to the conclusions of the police

conpl aints boards, and in particular to what extent the Mnistry of Justice
was bound by them

21. M. PIKIS said that he would appreciate fuller informati on on the
conditions of detention in special cells, such as the punishnment and security
cells. He asked whether it was true that sonme detai nees were able to | eave
their cell for only one hour each day and whet her such treatnent was in
conformty with the Convention

22. Referring to paragraphs 65, 69 and 73, he asked for details of the
measures of restraint and the obligation for the suspect to pay the fees of
the court-appointed | awyer if he was convicted. He asked whether there was a
genui nely i ndependent body to exam ne conpl aints agai nst the police and how
redress was provided for a suspect who had been placed in detention and then
rel eased. Regarding the contents of paragraphs 86-88 of the report, he would
appreciate details of the jurisdiction of the District Public Prosecutor, the
Director of Public Prosecutions, and the regional police conplaints boards.
Finally, he requested further information on the treatnment of refugees
(report, para. 106), on the problens referred to by Amesty Internationa

and on further devel opnents relating to the events at Ngrrebro in 1993.

23. M. ZUPANCI[] said that he associated himself with all the questions
asked by the country rapporteur and the alternate country rapporteur. He

too enmphasi zed the inportance of incorporating a definition of torture into
domestic legislation. Many States apparently took the view that torture could
be assimlated to other offences, such as striking and woundi ng, w thout
regard for the specific nature of the offence and of the various circunstances
that m ght acconpany it and for the corresponding obligations, the nost

i mportant of which was the prohibition on invoking as evidence any statenent
obtained as a result of torture.

24, M. CAMARA said that he associated hinself with the questi ons asked by
the other nenbers of the Committee. He would appreciate further clarification
of paragraph 17 of the report. |In addition to the fact that the compul sory

pl acenent neasure was decided on the basis of a mnisterial circular and not a
I aw, which was al ready questionabl e enough, he wondered whether the fact that
the neasure could be used to punish repeated refusal to work was not a
violation of the international conventions relating to forced | abour

25. The CHAIRMAN reiterated the considerable inportance the Comrittee
attached to the incorporation of the definition of torture into the donestic
| aw of States parties, which was far nore than a nere formality.
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26.

Third

SR. 287

The Dani sh del egation withdrew.

The public part of the neeting was suspended at 11.30 a.m
and resuned at 12.05 p.m

periodic report of Ukraine (CAT/C/34/Add.1): Conclusions and

recomendations of the Committee

27. At the invitation of the Chairman, the nenbers of the del egati on of
Ukraine resuned their places at the Conmmittee table.
28.

M. YAKOVLEV (Country Rapporteur) read out the follow ng concl usions and

recomendations of the Conmmittee, in Russian

“ 1. The Conmittee considered the third periodic report of Ukraine
(CAT/C/ 34/ Add. 1) at its 283rd and 284th neetings on 29 April 1997
(CAT/C SR....) and fornul ated the foll ow ng concl usi ons and

recomrendat i ons.

A.  Introduction
2. The Government of Ukraine submitted its third periodic report in
due tinme in accordance with article 19, paragraph 1, of the Convention
agai nst Torture and Ot her Cruel, Inhuman or Degradi ng Treatnment or

Puni shment which was ratified by Ukraine on 24 February 1987.

The Committee expresses its satisfaction with the report submtted
which, in the main, confornms to the general guidelines concerning the
presentation and content of such reports.

The Conmittee heard conmments on and clarifications of the report
by the representatives of Ukraine.

Following its consideration of the report and the di scussion
t hereon, the Committee noted the foll ow ng:

B. Positive aspects

3. A positive aspect of Ukraine's conpliance with the Convention
agai nst Torture is the adoption, on 28 June 1996, of its Constitution,
article 28 of which prohibits torture.

4, The Conmittee notes with satisfaction that Ukraine joined the
Counci | of Europe on 9 Novenber 1995 and that it has signed the

Eur opean Convention on Human Rights and 11 protocols to this Convention
The Committee supports the intention of Ukraine to ratify this
Conventi on.

5. The Conmittee al so wel comes the incorporation in its |egislation
on the activities of |aw enforcenent bodies of provisions ensuring
respect by the | aw enforcenent personnel for human rights and freedons
and on the obligation to conply with them (such as article 5 of the Act
on the Mlitia and article 5 of the Act on the Security Service).
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6. The Committee expresses the hope that the Governnent of Ukraine
wi || make considerable efforts to bring its |legislation and the

practices of |aw enforcenent bodies into line with the task of
protecting the rights and freedons of citizens proclained by the
Conventi on.

C. Principal subjects of concern

7. The Committee is concerned by the |arge nunber of reports by
non- gover nnent al organi zati ons of cases of torture and viol ence
conmitted by officials during prelimnary investigations, causing
suffering, bodily injury and, in a nunber of cases, death.

8. The State party lacks a sufficiently effective system of

i ndependent bodi es capabl e of successfully investigating conplaints and
al l egations of the use of torture, preventing and putting an end to
torture and ensuring that the perpetrators of such acts are held fully
responsi bl e for them

9. The legislation in force fails to provide any effective judicial
control of the | awful ness of arrests.

10. Al t hough article 28 of Ukraine's Constitution prohibits the use of
torture, its crimnal legislation fails to define torture as a distinct
and dangerous crinme. In the circunstances, this provision of the
Constitution is nerely of a declaratory nature. Provisions on crimna
responsibility for the inposition of inhuman and degradi ng puni shnent
are al so | acki ng.

11. The Committee is seriously concerned by the scale on which the
death penalty is applied as being contrary to the European Convention on
Human Ri ghts and t he European Convention for the Prevention of Torture
and I nhuman or Degrading Treatnment or Punishnent. The Conmittee is
simlarly concerned by the | arge nunber of provisions in the present
Crimnal Code that envisage the inposition of the death penalty
(including an attenpt on the life of a mlitiaman). This situation is
contrary to the obligation assunmed by Ukraine to introduce a noratorium
on the inposition of the death penalty. The Comrittee considers that
the systematic m streatnment and beating of recruits in the arned forces
constitutes a flagrant violation of the Convention

12. The conditions prevailing in preni ses used for hol ding persons
in custody and in prisons may be described as i nhunan and degradi ng,
causi ng suffering and the inpairnent of health.

13. A major obstacle in efforts to prevent torture is the difficulty
experienced by accused persons in gaining access to a |lawer of their
choice in cases where the |awer's participation in the proceedings
depends on his presentation of an authorization to act as defence
counsel ; this problemcan be solved only by the Mnistry of Justice
whi ch i ssues such authorizations.

14. The Committee expresses regret at the fact that Ukrai ne has not
as yet joined those countries which have recogni zed the provisions of
article 20 of the Convention
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15. The Committee notes that the report contains insufficient
information and, in particular, gives no statistical data on the nunber
of persons serving custodial sentences or arrested as a preventive
measure, on the nunber of conplaints nmade regarding the use of torture
or on the nunber of persons prosecuted for that offence. There is also
i nsufficient information about conditions of pre-trial detention. No
details are provided with regard to conpensati on for persons subjected
to torture or their rehabilitation

16. The Committee is particularly concerned at the fact that

article 29 of the Constitution of Ukraine has been suspended for

five years, considering that the provisions of that article of the
Constitution are of great inportance in ensuring the observance of the

| aw and preventing instances of the use of torture. The Committee notes
the lack of an independent body for nonitoring conpliance with the
Convention in all its aspects.

D. Recommendati ons

17. The main issue to be addressed in connection with the ful fil ment
by Ukraine of the requirenents of the Convention is that of the drafting
and adoption of directly enforceable regulatory instruments, as only by
this means can the provisions of the Convention (and the rel evant
provision of the Constitution of Ukraine) be applied in practice.

18. Priority should be given in this respect to the adoption of a new
Crimnal Code defining torture as a punishable offence, and of a new
Code of Crimnal Procedure guaranteeing in practice the right of an
accused person to counsel at all stages of crimnal proceedings, as wel
as to effective and practical supervision by the courts of prelimnary
confinenent to preclude any use of torture at the stage of detention or
arrest or at subsequent stages of crimnal proceedings.

19. Anot her major task is to extend supervision by the judicial
authorities and ordinary citizens of the work of the | aw enforcenment
agencies and to establish a system of independent institutions for rapid
and effective followup of conplaints regarding the use of torture and
ot her degrading treatment or punishnent.

20. It is highly desirable that the w dest possible publicity should
be given to the main provisions of the Convention through the press and
ot her nmedia and that practical training in the rules and standards of

t he Convention should be nade available for investigators and the staff
of penal institutions.

21. The Committee reconmends that the Ukrainian authorities ensure
that it is prohibited by law to interrogate any person detai ned or
arrested without the participation of defence counsel or when the person
is being held i ncormmuni cado.

22. The Committee considers the 18-nonth maxi num period during which
an accused person may be held in custody to be excessive and reconmends
that it should be reduced.
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23. The Committee encourages the Governnment of Ukraine to consider
withdrawing its reservation to article 20 of the Convention and to make
t he decl arations under articles 21 and 22, and to ratify Protocol No. 6
to the European Convention on Human Ri ghts.

24. The Conmittee considers that a radical reformof correctiona
institutions (colonies, prisons) and places of pre-trial detention
is essential, to ensure full conpliance with the provisions of the
Convention against Torture. Solitary confinenment and especially
conditions of inprisonnent give rise to particular concern

25. The Conmittee recommends that the noratoriumon the application of
the death penalty should be given pernmnent effect.

26. It is particularly inmportant, in the Conmttee's view, to organize
special training for the personnel of correctional institutions, and
especially doctors, in the principles and standards of the Convention

27. The Committee believes that there is a need to establish by

| aw a procedure for providing redress for injury caused to victimnms of
torture (including conpensation for nmoral injury) and to define the
arrangenents, anount and conditions for such conpensation.”

29. Ms. PAVLI KOVSKA (Ukrai ne) thanked the nenbers of the Cormittee for the
attention they had given to her country's report. She pointed out, however,
that the Commi ttee had apparently not taken into account, in fornmulating sone
of its recommendations, the supplenmentary information provided orally by the
Ukr ai ni an del egation, especially on the machinery for providing redress for
physi cal and nental injury to victinms of torture. Regarding the |ack of
statistical information, she drew the Conmmittee's attention to paragraphs 20,
21 and 22 of the report which indicated the nunber of conplaints received by
the Mnistry of Internal Affairs concerning various kinds of irregularity,

t he nunber of officials of the Mnistry of Internal Affairs convicted for

of fences conmitted in the performance of their duties and the nature of the
convictions. Precise data had al so been given, in the oral presentation
regarding the publicity given to the Convention and the possibility for
accused persons and prisoners to consult with a |lawer. However, the
observations made by the Cormittee woul d be given due consideration by the
Ukrai ni an authorities and woul d undoubtedly contribute to the devel opnent of
denocracy in Ukraine.

30. M. YAKOVLEV (Country Rapporteur) said that the information provided by
t he Ukraini an del egati on regardi ng conpensation for victinms concerned persons
who had suffered as a result of errors commtted during investigations rather
than actual victins of torture, which was perhaps partly attributable to the
fact that cases of torture were not recorded as a specific category. He added
that the sole purpose of the Comrittee's reconmendati ons was to assist the
country to set high standards for the protection of human rights.

31. The CHAI RMAN t hanked the del egation of Ukraine for its frank cooperation
with the Conmittee.

32. The del egation of Ukraine w thdrew.

The neeting rose at 12.30 p. m




