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I. OVERVIEW I. OVERVIEW 

Professor Sison has been subjected to a prolonged series of Professor Sison has been subjected to a prolonged series of 
persecution by the Dutch government in collaboration persecution by the Dutch government in collaboration 

with the US and Philippine governmentswith the US and Philippine governments



The Dutch government has used patently false charges The Dutch government has used patently false charges 
from the Philippine and US governments to deny him from the Philippine and US governments to deny him 
admission as refugee:admission as refugee:

In violation of the Refugee In violation of the Refugee 
Convention,Convention,

In disregard of his recognition In disregard of his recognition 
as a refugee by the Office of as a refugee by the Office of 
the High Commissioner for the High Commissioner for 
Human Rights and Amnesty Human Rights and Amnesty 
International, andInternational, and

In contempt of the repeated decisions of In contempt of the repeated decisions of 
the the RaadRaad van Statevan State recognizing him as a recognizing him as a 
refugee and extending to him the refugee and extending to him the 
protection of the European Convention of protection of the European Convention of 
Human Rights.Human Rights.



The The RaadRaad van Statevan State has explicitly ruled that: has explicitly ruled that: 

it is against the principle of fair administration to use secretit is against the principle of fair administration to use secret dossiers against dossiers against 
him him 

nevertheless the secret dossiers shown to the court have not amonevertheless the secret dossiers shown to the court have not amounted to unted to 
sufficient evidence against himsufficient evidence against him

the Dutch government has no choice but to admit him as a refugthe Dutch government has no choice but to admit him as a refugee and grant      ee and grant      
him residencehim residence



The Dutch government has continuously slandered and demonized hiThe Dutch government has continuously slandered and demonized him m 
as someone culpable for ‘crimes against humanity’, ‘acts of terras someone culpable for ‘crimes against humanity’, ‘acts of terrorism’ orism’ 
and ‘contacts with terrorists’ in order to bar him from employmeand ‘contacts with terrorists’ in order to bar him from employment nt 
commensurate to his qualifications and to curtail his basic humacommensurate to his qualifications and to curtail his basic human n 
rights.rights.



Under the baton of the US, the Dutch government has:Under the baton of the US, the Dutch government has:

frozen the joint bank account with his wife, and frozen the joint bank account with his wife, and 

terminated the social benefits for his essential human needsterminated the social benefits for his essential human needs

In the process, it has…In the process, it has…

violated his basic human rights guaranteed by the European Conveviolated his basic human rights guaranteed by the European Convention for the ntion for the 
Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (ECHR) and Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (ECHR) and 

put his life and personal integrity at risk through official proput his life and personal integrity at risk through official pronouncements inciting nouncements inciting 
hatred against him. hatred against him. 



Prof. Sison continues to be vilified and demonized by his inclusion in so-called 
“terrorist” lists of the US, EU and other countries; he faces even more false, 
vicious and absurd charges that are being filed recklessly by the Philippine 
government; and is threatened with “rendition” or “false extradition” – -

all in a concerted bid to criminalize him anew as a “terrorist,” blackmail him and the 
NDFP to capitulate, and as part of the scheme to forcibly and unjustly bring him back to 
even face further political persecution and cruel, degrading and inhuman punishment.



19771977: Arrest, torture and : Arrest, torture and 
detentiondetention

II. REVIEW OF LEGAL CHRONOLOGYII. REVIEW OF LEGAL CHRONOLOGY



19861986: : Release from prison Release from prison 
and invalidation of rebellion and invalidation of rebellion 
and subversion cases in and subversion cases in 
Marcos’ military tribunalMarcos’ military tribunal



19871987: Unilateral : Unilateral 
cancellation of passport by cancellation of passport by 
Philippine governmentPhilippine government

19881988: False criminal : False criminal 
charges filed by Philippine charges filed by Philippine 
governmentgovernment



19881988: Application for : Application for 
Asylum in the NetherlandsAsylum in the Netherlands

19901990: 1st Negative : 1st Negative 
Decision of the Dutch Justice Decision of the Dutch Justice 
Ministry denying asylum Ministry denying asylum 
applicationapplication



19911991: Successful human : Successful human 
rights litigation against Marcos rights litigation against Marcos 
in the US in the US 



19921992: : 1st Favorable Landmark 1st Favorable Landmark 
Decision of the Decision of the RaadRaad van State van State ––
Highest Dutch Administrative Court: Highest Dutch Administrative Court: 

declaring him a political refugee declaring him a political refugee 
according to the Refugee Convention according to the Refugee Convention --
(Sison I)(Sison I)

19931993: : 2nd Negative Decision of    2nd Negative Decision of    

Dutch Justice Ministry  refusing to    Dutch Justice Ministry  refusing to    
accept Sison Iaccept Sison I



19941994: : Resolution of Manila Resolution of Manila 
Prosecutors Dismissing 1991 Plaza Prosecutors Dismissing 1991 Plaza 
Miranda Bombing chargeMiranda Bombing charge



19951995: : 2nd Favorable Landmark   2nd Favorable Landmark   
Decision of the Decision of the RaadRaad van Statevan State::

19961996:  :  3rd Negative Decision of Dutch 3rd Negative Decision of Dutch 
Justice Ministry and Expulsion OrderJustice Ministry and Expulsion Order

declaring him again a political        declaring him again a political        
refugee as he has a wellrefugee as he has a well--
grounded fear of persecution andgrounded fear of persecution and
is covered by the protection of   is covered by the protection of   
the European Convention for the the European Convention for the 
Protection of Human Rights and Protection of Human Rights and 
Fundamental Freedoms (EVRM)Fundamental Freedoms (EVRM)

he must be given asylum status  he must be given asylum status  
and a permit to stay, should thereand a permit to stay, should there
be no 3rd country where he could be no 3rd country where he could 
go to go to -- (Sison II)(Sison II)



19971997: : Decision of the Decision of the REK REK (Law Unity (Law Unity 
Chamber) of the Newly Chamber) of the Newly --Created Aliens Created Aliens 
Court:Court:

•• hairsplitting between RECOGNITION hairsplitting between RECOGNITION 
and  ADMISSION as refugeeand  ADMISSION as refugee

•• disemboweling the absolute disemboweling the absolute 
protection of   ECHR (protection from protection of   ECHR (protection from 
torture and  from inhuman and torture and  from inhuman and 
degrading treatment or punishment)degrading treatment or punishment)

•• circumventing the pertinent provision circumventing the pertinent provision 
in the Refugee Conventionin the Refugee Convention

•• making someone a ‘TOLERATED making someone a ‘TOLERATED 
ALIEN’ and putting him in legal limboALIEN’ and putting him in legal limbo



19981998: : Appeal to European Court of Appeal to European Court of 
Human Rights Human Rights 

Philippine Justice Department Certification Philippine Justice Department Certification 
of no pending criminal charge of no pending criminal charge 

Denial by the Dutch Justice Ministry of Denial by the Dutch Justice Ministry of 
Permit to WorkPermit to Work

20022002: : Negative Decision by Negative Decision by 
Rotterdam District Court of Permit to WorkRotterdam District Court of Permit to Work



August 9, 2002August 9, 2002: : US State Department Listing US State Department Listing 
of CPP/NPA as “foreign terrorist organization” (FTO)of CPP/NPA as “foreign terrorist organization” (FTO)

August 12, 2002August 12, 2002: : 

US Treasury Department Office of US Treasury Department Office of 
Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) Listing Foreign Assets Control (OFAC) Listing 
of CPP/NPA and Prof. Sison  of CPP/NPA and Prof. Sison  



August 13, 2002August 13, 2002: : Dutch Dutch 
SanctieSanctie RegelingRegeling tegentegen TerrorismeTerrorisme Listing Listing 
of Sison:of Sison:

•• Balance of Prof. Balance of Prof. Sison’sSison’s joint account with joint account with 
wife: 1,145.46 euros (approx. P50,000.00) wife: 1,145.46 euros (approx. P50,000.00) 
consisting of social benefits frozenconsisting of social benefits frozen

•• Health insurance and Third Party Liability Health insurance and Third Party Liability 
insurance payments stoppedinsurance payments stopped

•• Payment of house rent resulting in notice Payment of house rent resulting in notice 
to vacate stoppedto vacate stopped



October 28, 2002October 28, 2002: : 
Prof. Prof. Sison listed in European Sison listed in European 
Union (EU) Council List of Union (EU) Council List of 
“Terrorists”“Terrorists”



2002 onwards2002 onwards: : Administrative Administrative 
and Court Hearings in the Netherlands against and Court Hearings in the Netherlands against 
“Terrorist” Listing and on:“Terrorist” Listing and on:

•• Freezing of Bank Accounts/AllowanceFreezing of Bank Accounts/Allowance ––Dutch Dutch 
Ministry of FinanceMinistry of Finance

•• Denial of Permit to Work Denial of Permit to Work 

•• Social Insurance/PensionSocial Insurance/Pension –– SVBSVB

•• Notice to Leave ApartmentNotice to Leave Apartment –– CentralCentral
Organ for the Reception of Asylum Seekers Organ for the Reception of Asylum Seekers 
(COA), IND, Ministry of Justice(COA), IND, Ministry of Justice

•• Denial ofDenial of Laissez Laissez PassePasse’ ’ (Travel Document (Travel Document 
outside the Netherlands)outside the Netherlands) ––Dutch Ministry of Dutch Ministry of 
Foreign AffairsForeign Affairs



February 2003February 2003: : 
Application against the Application against the 
European Council “Terrorist” European Council “Terrorist” 
Listing before the European Listing before the European 
Court of Justice in Luxembourg Court of Justice in Luxembourg 
(Main Case; Court of First (Main Case; Court of First 
Instance)Instance)



•• right to present evidence in one’s right to present evidence in one’s 
defensedefense

•• right to an impartial tribunal/courtright to an impartial tribunal/court

•• right to examine evidence used right to examine evidence used 
against himagainst him

•• right to confront one’s accusers and right to confront one’s accusers and 
to crossto cross--examine witnesses against examine witnesses against 
him/herhim/her

Grounds: Violations of :Grounds: Violations of :

•• right to due processright to due process

•• right to know the nature and cause of    right to know the nature and cause of    
the chargesthe charges

•• presumption of innocencepresumption of innocence



Situation of a listed “terrorist”Situation of a listed “terrorist”

Designation made by executive official for Designation made by executive official for 
political considerationpolitical consideration

Use of secret files to justify designationUse of secret files to justify designation

No opportunity to confront accusers or to No opportunity to confront accusers or to 
crosscross--examineexamine

No right to defend one’s self before the No right to defend one’s self before the 
designating officialdesignating official



April 2003April 2003: : Appeal for Access to Appeal for Access to 
Documents re “Terrorist Listing”  (Documents re “Terrorist Listing”  (AuxillaryAuxillary
Case; Second Chamber of the Court of First Case; Second Chamber of the Court of First 
Instance, European Court of Justice, Instance, European Court of Justice, 
Luxembourg) Luxembourg) –– after his lawyers have after his lawyers have 
demanded 3 times that they should have demanded 3 times that they should have 
access to any such documents used access to any such documents used 
purportedly to put him on the listpurportedly to put him on the list

EU refused, saying that it would endanger EU refused, saying that it would endanger 
“public security and the international “public security and the international 
relations of the EU”relations of the EU”



February 14, February 14, 
20042004: : NDFPNDFP--GRP Peace GRP Peace 
Panels sign Oslo Joint Panels sign Oslo Joint 
StatementStatement

““To resolve the outstanding To resolve the outstanding 
issue of the ‘terrorist’ listing of issue of the ‘terrorist’ listing of 
the CPP/NPA and the NDFP the CPP/NPA and the NDFP 
Chief Political Consultant, Chief Political Consultant, 
effective measures shall be effective measures shall be 
undertaken in consonance with undertaken in consonance with 
the Hague Joint Declaration, the Hague Joint Declaration, 
JASIG, CARHRIHL and other JASIG, CARHRIHL and other 
bilateral agreements…”bilateral agreements…”



““The GRP and the NDFP shall, jointly The GRP and the NDFP shall, jointly 
and separately, call upon the and separately, call upon the 
Government of the United States, the Government of the United States, the 
Council of the European Union and Council of the European Union and 
other concerned foreign states and other concerned foreign states and 
governments, to support the efforts of governments, to support the efforts of 
the parties in resolving the the parties in resolving the 
outstanding issue of the ‘terrorist’ outstanding issue of the ‘terrorist’ 
listing of the CPP/NPA and the NDFP listing of the CPP/NPA and the NDFP 
Chief Political Consultant in order to Chief Political Consultant in order to 
advance and promote the peace advance and promote the peace 
negotiations and address the root negotiations and address the root 
causes of the armed conflict….causes of the armed conflict….



April 2004April 2004:  The NDFP:  The NDFP--
GRP Peace Panels sign The GRP Peace Panels sign The 
Second Oslo Joint Statement Second Oslo Joint Statement 
which reaffirmed the Oslo Joint which reaffirmed the Oslo Joint 
Statement on effective Statement on effective 
measures undertaken to measures undertaken to 
resolve the issue of ‘terrorist’ resolve the issue of ‘terrorist’ 
listing. listing. 

August 9, 2004August 9, 2004: Prof. : Prof. Sison and CPP/NPA reSison and CPP/NPA re--listed in US listed in US 
“terrorist” list“terrorist” list



British and Dutch Governments and NDFP Negotiating Panel have inBritish and Dutch Governments and NDFP Negotiating Panel have in the meantime the meantime 
intervened in the Luxembourg Caseintervened in the Luxembourg Case



November 2004November 2004: : 
Luxembourg Court Oral procedure Luxembourg Court Oral procedure 
(Hearing) on Application for (Hearing) on Application for 
Access to DocumentsAccess to Documents

“They call me a ‘terrorist’ but they don’t “They call me a ‘terrorist’ but they don’t 
show the documents they claim as basis show the documents they claim as basis 
for putting me on the list and they cannot for putting me on the list and they cannot 
cite a single incident of socite a single incident of so--called terrorism called terrorism 
that they can supposedly associate me that they can supposedly associate me 
with.”with.”



It was argued that it is the legitimate right of Prof. Sison to It was argued that it is the legitimate right of Prof. Sison to 
demand access to and scrutinize the documents used by the EU demand access to and scrutinize the documents used by the EU 
Council as basis for putting him on the soCouncil as basis for putting him on the so--called terrorist list.called terrorist list.



January 2005January 2005: GRP : GRP 
Delegation’s tour of Norway, Delegation’s tour of Norway, 
Netherlands, Belgium and Netherlands, Belgium and 
Luxembourg for ceasefire and Luxembourg for ceasefire and 
pressure on Prof. Sison pressure on Prof. Sison –– claims claims 
he “need not fear political he “need not fear political 
persecution in the Philippines”persecution in the Philippines”



April 2005April 2005 –– Luxembourg Court Luxembourg Court 
denied Prof. denied Prof. Sison’sSison’s application for application for 
access to documentsaccess to documents



III. UPDATESIII. UPDATES



ABROADABROAD

All administrative and the Utrecht court phases are finished andAll administrative and the Utrecht court phases are finished and all all 
have been decided in the negative. have been decided in the negative. 

Proposed legislation in the Netherlands penalizing with imprisoProposed legislation in the Netherlands penalizing with imprisonment nment 
“terrorist organizations” and those associating with them“terrorist organizations” and those associating with them

Renewed and vigorous implementation of an 8Renewed and vigorous implementation of an 8--year old Dutch law year old Dutch law 
regarding arbitrary spot check on identification of aliensregarding arbitrary spot check on identification of aliens

Continuing threat of illegal, unjust, repressive and unfounded Continuing threat of illegal, unjust, repressive and unfounded threat of threat of 
Extradition and arbitrary detention under the USExtradition and arbitrary detention under the US--Dutch Extradition TreatyDutch Extradition Treaty

In the Netherlands:



Oral Procedure (Hearing) on Oral Procedure (Hearing) on 
Main Application Main Application 

This case filed by Prof. Sison 
against his being blacklisted as a  
“terrorist” by the Council of    
European Union is expected to be 
decided soon by the European 
Court of First Instance, following 
the final hearing on May 30, 2006
in Luxembourg.

In Luxembourg:



The Dutch government indicated The Dutch government indicated 
that no decision had been made by that no decision had been made by 
a competent Dutch authority a competent Dutch authority 
regarding any investigations or regarding any investigations or 
prosecutions for a terrorist act in prosecutions for a terrorist act in 
connection with Prof. Sison in the connection with Prof. Sison in the 
period in questionperiod in question

In the official Minutes of the last Hearing In the official Minutes of the last Hearing 
in the Luxembourg case, the following in the Luxembourg case, the following 
were put on record in response to the were put on record in response to the 
Court’s written questions:Court’s written questions:

The EU Council indicated that no The EU Council indicated that no 
criminal charges or other investigations criminal charges or other investigations 
or prosecutions brought against Prof. or prosecutions brought against Prof. 
Sison in the Philippines were taken into Sison in the Philippines were taken into 
account by the Council when updating account by the Council when updating 
the lists in questionthe lists in question



Prof. Sison filed in Prof. Sison filed in May 2006May 2006
an Application to the European an Application to the European 
Court of Human Rights in Court of Human Rights in 
Strasbourg, France against the Strasbourg, France against the 
Dutch government for Dutch government for 
violations of the European violations of the European 
Convention on Human Rights Convention on Human Rights 
(Sison v. the Netherlands)(Sison v. the Netherlands)

In France:



To uphold and protect his rights in accordance with ECHR and To uphold and protect his rights in accordance with ECHR and 
prohibit the violations thereof.prohibit the violations thereof.

To prohibit his expulsion To prohibit his expulsion 

To protect his right to the absolute protection against torture,To protect his right to the absolute protection against torture,
inhuman and degrading treatment and prohibit his subjection to inhuman and degrading treatment and prohibit his subjection to 
such treatment as well as  such forms of mental torture as  sevesuch treatment as well as  such forms of mental torture as  severe re 
anxiety and distress due to  his being deprived of the essentialanxiety and distress due to  his being deprived of the essential
means of human existence and due to all other violations of his means of human existence and due to all other violations of his 
rights.rights.

To protect his right to life and prohibit his deprivation of theTo protect his right to life and prohibit his deprivation of the
essential means of human existence and the essential means of human existence and the incitemntincitemnt of public of public 
hatred and violence against his physical and moral integrityhatred and violence against his physical and moral integrity

Prof. Sison asks the European Court of Human Rights the following:



To protect his right to the peaceful enjoyment of his possessionTo protect his right to the peaceful enjoyment of his possessions  s  
and prohibit the termination of his social benefits and the freeand prohibit the termination of his social benefits and the freezing zing 
of his money, which consisted entirely of his living allowance fof his money, which consisted entirely of his living allowance from rom 
the Dutch state and the reimbursements of his medical bills.the Dutch state and the reimbursements of his medical bills.

To protect his right to a fair hearing in civil and criminal matTo protect his right to a fair hearing in civil and criminal matters  ters  
and prohibit his criminalization as a “terrorist” without any crand prohibit his criminalization as a “terrorist” without any criminal iminal 
investigation and his deprivation of his social benefits and othinvestigation and his deprivation of his social benefits and other er 
possessions without any prior criminal or civil procedure.possessions without any prior criminal or civil procedure.

To protect his right to respect for private and family life and To protect his right to respect for private and family life and prohibit prohibit 
the order to deprive him of the essential means to human existenthe order to deprive him of the essential means to human existence ce 
and evict him from his house and his expulsion on the false claiand evict him from his house and his expulsion on the false claim m 
that he has a travel document.that he has a travel document.



To protect his right to the equal protection of the law or againTo protect his right to the equal protection of the law or against st 
discrimination in the enjoyment of rights and freedoms and prohidiscrimination in the enjoyment of rights and freedoms and prohibit bit 
such discriminatory acts against him as the taking away of the such discriminatory acts against him as the taking away of the 
essential means of human existence and other matters.essential means of human existence and other matters.

To affirm the right to life, to human dignity, to equal protectiTo affirm the right to life, to human dignity, to equal protection of on of 
the law and other fundamental rights as superior to the cynical the law and other fundamental rights as superior to the cynical 
position of  Dutch authorities that humanitarian considerations position of  Dutch authorities that humanitarian considerations are a are a 
matter of arbitrary and matter of arbitrary and nonaccountablenonaccountable action.action.

To require the Dutch state to pay for moral and material damagesTo require the Dutch state to pay for moral and material damages
to him and to reimburse legal and research expenses to him and to reimburse legal and research expenses 



IN THE PHILIPPINESIN THE PHILIPPINES
Trumped-up charges for rebellion 
against Prof. Sison, members and 
consultants of the NDFP Negotiating 
Panel, progressive partylist members 
of Congress, mass leaders and 
suspected revolutionaries were filed 
in February 2006





Some of those charged have been killed or have been forcibly disappeared.



The Gloria Arroyo regime began charging The Gloria Arroyo regime began charging 
Prof. Sison with common crimes and Prof. Sison with common crimes and 
rebellion in January 2003 with his belated rebellion in January 2003 with his belated 
inclusion in the murder case for the killing inclusion in the murder case for the killing 
on 12 June 2001 of notorious torturer on 12 June 2001 of notorious torturer 
retired Col. Rodolfo retired Col. Rodolfo AguinaldoAguinaldo and his and his 
security aide. security aide. 



Subsequently, Prof. Sison was included as an accused in the Subsequently, Prof. Sison was included as an accused in the 
following cases:  following cases:  

1. 1. Attempted murder and arsonAttempted murder and arson (Criminal Case No. 508) in the (Criminal Case No. 508) in the 
Municipal Circuit Trial Court of San Lorenzo Ruiz and San VicentMunicipal Circuit Trial Court of San Lorenzo Ruiz and San Vicente, e, 
CamarinesCamarines Norte filed on 23 December 2003; Norte filed on 23 December 2003; 

2.2. RebellionRebellion in I.S. No. SSin I.S. No. SS--0505--274 in the Provincial Prosecutor's 274 in the Provincial Prosecutor's 
Office of Office of SurigaoSurigao del del SurSur on 21 November 2005; on 21 November 2005; 

3. 3. Murder, frustrated murder and robberyMurder, frustrated murder and robbery in the City Prosecutor's in the City Prosecutor's 
Office of Office of NagaNaga City on 19 January 2006; City on 19 January 2006; 

4. 4. Robbery in BandRobbery in Band in the City Prosecutor's Office of Escalante City in the City Prosecutor's Office of Escalante City 
in May 2006; andin May 2006; and

5. Three counts of 5. Three counts of RebellionRebellion in I.S. Nos. 225, 226 and 234 in the in I.S. Nos. 225, 226 and 234 in the 
Department of Justice on 27 February 2006 (now Department of Justice on 27 February 2006 (now CrimCrim. Cases Nos. . Cases Nos. 
0606--452 and 06452 and 06--944 before the 944 before the MakatiMakati Regional Trial Court)Regional Trial Court)



Four of the charges are for rebellion; and six others are for coFour of the charges are for rebellion; and six others are for common crimes.mmon crimes.



In June this year, top officials of the Gloria Arroyo regime again went 
to town threatening to file new “shotgun” charges against Prof. Sison 



But this threat to file dubious common crimes against Prof. Sison has 
been going on even earlier.



But it is difficult to know and monitor all the criminal cases iBut it is difficult to know and monitor all the criminal cases in which n which 
the Philippine government may have included or the Philippine government may have included or impleadedimpleaded Prof. Prof. 
Sison. Sison. 

There are a total of 470 Municipal Circuit and Metropolitan TriaThere are a total of 470 Municipal Circuit and Metropolitan Trial l 
Courts, 1,566 prosecutors and 952 Regional Trial Courts throughoCourts, 1,566 prosecutors and 952 Regional Trial Courts throughout ut 
the country and under the existing legal procedures of the GRP, the country and under the existing legal procedures of the GRP, all all 
of them can be used by the Arroyo regime as a venue to file suchof them can be used by the Arroyo regime as a venue to file such
spurious charges of harassment without notice to him. spurious charges of harassment without notice to him. 



Of late, repeated press statements of GRP officials (Executive Of late, repeated press statements of GRP officials (Executive 
Secretary, DOJ Secretary, National Security Adviser, etc.) claimSecretary, DOJ Secretary, National Security Adviser, etc.) claim that that 
they are talking with Dutch government officials on legal actionthey are talking with Dutch government officials on legal actions to s to 
take against Prof. Sison in The Netherlandstake against Prof. Sison in The Netherlands

July 13, 2006July 13, 2006: : In view of thisIn view of this, , Prof. Prof. Sison’sSison’s lawyers in lawyers in 
the Netherlands inquired by separate but simultaneous letters the Netherlands inquired by separate but simultaneous letters 
addressed to the investigating magistrate (addressed to the investigating magistrate (rechterrechter--commissariscommissaris) of ) of 
the court in The Hague and the National Public Prosecutor of thethe court in The Hague and the National Public Prosecutor of the
National Office of Public Prosecution Service, whether their National Office of Public Prosecution Service, whether their 
respective offices are engaged in any criminal investigation agarespective offices are engaged in any criminal investigation against inst 
him. him. 



In its reply dated In its reply dated 17 July 200617 July 2006, the Dutch investigating , the Dutch investigating 
magistrate wrote that:magistrate wrote that:

"there is no reason to hear "there is no reason to hear 
or interrogate Sison as a or interrogate Sison as a 
suspect, as there is no suspect, as there is no 
pending criminal pending criminal 
investigation against him in investigation against him in 
The Netherlands."The Netherlands."



In his reply dated In his reply dated 3 August 20063 August 2006, the Dutch  chief public prosecutor , the Dutch  chief public prosecutor 
wrote that: wrote that: 

“in view of the 17 July 2006 “in view of the 17 July 2006 
decision of the decision of the rechterrechter--
commissariscommissaris Sison cannot expect Sison cannot expect 
that prosecution for any felony that prosecution for any felony 
in The Netherlands has been in The Netherlands has been 
instituted against him.” instituted against him.” 

In sum, the aforesaid GRP officials have been bluffing all aIn sum, the aforesaid GRP officials have been bluffing all along. long. 



5 August 20065 August 2006
AMNESTY INTERNATIONAL DEFENDS THE BASIC RIGHTSAMNESTY INTERNATIONAL DEFENDS THE BASIC RIGHTS

OF PROF. JOSE MARIA SISON IN “TERRORIST” BLACKLIST OF PROF. JOSE MARIA SISON IN “TERRORIST” BLACKLIST 
CASECASE -- DefendDefend

Through its European Office, Amnesty International (AI) 
issued its response to the European Commission Green Paper 
on the presumption of innocence.

The AI document made special reference to the case of Prof. 
Sison and defended his basic rights, including the right to 
presumption of innocence, the right to due process and the 
right to defence.

It expressed concern that inclusion in “terrorist” lists may lead 
to a violation of the right to presumption of innocence and 
the deprivation of basic individual, social and economic rights 
(in particular the right to freedom of assembly, freedom of 
expression, the right to private and family life, the basic right 
to public services and the right to liberty and to a fair trial).



““The case of the Philippine national Mr. Jose Maria Sison illustrThe case of the Philippine national Mr. Jose Maria Sison illustrates ates 
how the decision and procedure to include an individual in the lhow the decision and procedure to include an individual in the list of ist of 
terrorist organizations can violate elementary basic rights, incterrorist organizations can violate elementary basic rights, including luding 
the right to presumption of innocence, the right to due process the right to presumption of innocence, the right to due process and and 
the right to the right to defencedefence..

“Mr. Sison was included in the list adopted in the decision “Mr. Sison was included in the list adopted in the decision 
2002/848/EC of October 28, 2002.  He contests his inclusion in t2002/848/EC of October 28, 2002.  He contests his inclusion in the he 
list and any link to terrorism.  The lawyers of Mr. Sison have llist and any link to terrorism.  The lawyers of Mr. Sison have lodged odged 
several requests for access to the documents which could give thseveral requests for access to the documents which could give the e 
material reasons and elements which led the Council of the material reasons and elements which led the Council of the 
European Union to describe him as a terrorist.European Union to describe him as a terrorist.

“Their requests were refused each time with the Council claiming“Their requests were refused each time with the Council claiming
that their disclosure could endanger public safety and the that their disclosure could endanger public safety and the 
international relations of the EU. The impact of inclusion on thinternational relations of the EU. The impact of inclusion on the list e list 
was among other things that the joint account Mr. Sison had withwas among other things that the joint account Mr. Sison had with
his wife was frozen and his social benefits were terminated.his wife was frozen and his social benefits were terminated.

The full text of the AI paper reads:



““Such measures are described by the Council of European Union as Such measures are described by the Council of European Union as 
merely preventive administrative measures to stop the financing merely preventive administrative measures to stop the financing of of 
terrorism and combat terrorism.  With the support of the terrorism and combat terrorism.  With the support of the 
Netherlands, the Council holds the view that the traditional Netherlands, the Council holds the view that the traditional 
guarantees of the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) guarantees of the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) 
do not apply as the making of the list is a purely administrativdo not apply as the making of the list is a purely administrative e 
procedure.procedure.

“The proceedings for annulment against the inclusion of Mr. Siso“The proceedings for annulment against the inclusion of Mr. Sison in n in 
the list introduced in February 2003 are still being examined bythe list introduced in February 2003 are still being examined by the the 
Court of First Instance of the EU.”   Court of First Instance of the EU.”   



Amnesty International concurred with the analysis of the EU Amnesty International concurred with the analysis of the EU 
Network of Independent Experts  that:Network of Independent Experts  that:

The assetThe asset--freezing provisions of the “terrorist” blacklist affect the freezing provisions of the “terrorist” blacklist affect the 
presumption of innocence because the freezing of assets prejudgepresumption of innocence because the freezing of assets prejudges s 
the guilt of persons who have not been convicted of a crime.the guilt of persons who have not been convicted of a crime.

This situation cannot be reconciled with the right to due procesThis situation cannot be reconciled with the right to due process in s in 
Articles 6 and 13 in the European Convention on Human Rights.Articles 6 and 13 in the European Convention on Human Rights.

The fundamental rights of persons include the right to be protecThe fundamental rights of persons include the right to be protected ted 
against damage to honor and reputation and the right to be against damage to honor and reputation and the right to be 
presumed innocent until guilt is established. presumed innocent until guilt is established. 



IV. CAMPAIGNS to DEFEND IV. CAMPAIGNS to DEFEND 
ILPS CHAIRPERSONILPS CHAIRPERSON







V. CONCLUSIONSV. CONCLUSIONS

Inhuman and degrading treatment Inhuman and degrading treatment 
and punishment by depriving Prof. and punishment by depriving Prof. 
Sison of the means to essential needs Sison of the means to essential needs 

Deprivation of property that belongs Deprivation of property that belongs 
to himto him

Violation of due process because he is Violation of due process because he is 
arbitrarily listed as “terrorist” and arbitrarily listed as “terrorist” and 
punitive sanctions inhuman and punitive sanctions inhuman and 
degrading to him and threatening to his degrading to him and threatening to his 
life are inflictedlife are inflicted



Someone who is quite available for criminal Someone who is quite available for criminal 
investigation cannot be subjected by executive investigation cannot be subjected by executive 
authorities to the stigma of being INDEFINITELY authorities to the stigma of being INDEFINITELY 
serialized as a suspect or otherwise for the heinous serialized as a suspect or otherwise for the heinous 
crime of “terrorism”crime of “terrorism”



Violation of Hague Joint Declaration, JASIG, CARHRIHL, Violation of Hague Joint Declaration, JASIG, CARHRIHL, 
Hernandez Political Offense DoctrineHernandez Political Offense Doctrine



Prof. Prof. SisonsSisons’ Philippine lead counsel’s analysis:’ Philippine lead counsel’s analysis:

“The inclusion of Prof. Sison in the criminal “The inclusion of Prof. Sison in the criminal 
cases is a new policy of the GRPcases is a new policy of the GRP under the under the 
MacapagalMacapagal--Arroyo regime, apparently Arroyo regime, apparently 
adopted for the following principal adopted for the following principal 
purposes:  purposes:  

to provide materials for the governments to provide materials for the governments 
persecuting Prof. Sison for "terrorism" and persecuting Prof. Sison for "terrorism" and 
for justifying and perpetuating the "terrorist for justifying and perpetuating the "terrorist 
listings" by the EU and the US; listings" by the EU and the US; 

to link progressive legal personalities and to link progressive legal personalities and 
organizations, including the Party list organizations, including the Party list 
groups and members of Congress, to Prof. groups and members of Congress, to Prof. 
Sison and to the armed revolution of the Sison and to the armed revolution of the 
New Peoples' Army (NPA) and the New Peoples' Army (NPA) and the 
Communist Party of the Philippines (CPP); Communist Party of the Philippines (CPP); 
and and 

to provide materials for the media and to provide materials for the media and 
propaganda campaign of the Macapagalpropaganda campaign of the Macapagal--
Arroyo government against the progressive Arroyo government against the progressive 
opposition and her critics.”opposition and her critics.”



““Generally, Prof. Sison is named as the principal or number one Generally, Prof. Sison is named as the principal or number one 
defendant in the criminal charges. In reality, his name is mereldefendant in the criminal charges. In reality, his name is merely y 
being added or included or to be more precise, inserted as an being added or included or to be more precise, inserted as an 
additional defendant, without any iota of evidence against him, additional defendant, without any iota of evidence against him, to to 
those who are actually being prosecuted by the Macapagalthose who are actually being prosecuted by the Macapagal--Arroyo Arroyo 
regime. This is being done despite the regime's knowledge that tregime. This is being done despite the regime's knowledge that the he 
criminal case will not move or prosper;criminal case will not move or prosper;

“In all the cases in which Prof. Sison has been included or his “In all the cases in which Prof. Sison has been included or his name name 
added , there is no evidence that he committed the crime, added , there is no evidence that he committed the crime, 
participated in its commission or performed any overt act as participated in its commission or performed any overt act as 
perpetrator, principal by inducement or mastermind, accessory orperpetrator, principal by inducement or mastermind, accessory or
accomplice. The Macapagalaccomplice. The Macapagal--Arroyo government relies on its bare and Arroyo government relies on its bare and 
naked allegation of conspiracy, without any scintilla of evidencnaked allegation of conspiracy, without any scintilla of evidence. e. 



““No criminal case can be prosecuted in the Philippines against PrNo criminal case can be prosecuted in the Philippines against Prof. of. 
Sison simply because the Philippine justice system cannot acquirSison simply because the Philippine justice system cannot acquire e 
jurisdiction over his person. In the case involving the killing jurisdiction over his person. In the case involving the killing of Col. of Col. 
Rodolfo Rodolfo AguinaldoAguinaldo, the Macapagal, the Macapagal--Arroyo regime, through its Arroyo regime, through its 
Department of Justice explicitly recognized this fact, thus:Department of Justice explicitly recognized this fact, thus:

"since it is of public knowledge and an "since it is of public knowledge and an 
established fact that Jose Maria Sison presently established fact that Jose Maria Sison presently 
enjoys recognition of being a 'political refugee' enjoys recognition of being a 'political refugee' 
who now resides in Utrecht, Netherlands, our who now resides in Utrecht, Netherlands, our 
criminal justice system just could not acquire criminal justice system just could not acquire 
jurisdiction over his person at the moment." jurisdiction over his person at the moment." 
(Resolution of the Department of Justice dated (Resolution of the Department of Justice dated 
November 10, 2004).November 10, 2004).



“ In both the rebellion and common crimes cases, the “ In both the rebellion and common crimes cases, the 
evidence against Prof. Sison cannot pass the test of evidence against Prof. Sison cannot pass the test of 
probable cause as this rule is defined and understood in probable cause as this rule is defined and understood in 
Philippine jurisprudence. This means that such evidence Philippine jurisprudence. This means that such evidence 
does not warrant the filing and prosecution of the case does not warrant the filing and prosecution of the case 
in a court of law. in a court of law. 

“A review of such evidence will show they consist of “A review of such evidence will show they consist of 
military and police intelligence reports, orders of battle, military and police intelligence reports, orders of battle, 
materials downloaded from websites, documents materials downloaded from websites, documents 
allegedly seized by the police and military from allegedly seized by the police and military from 
suspected rebels, recycled affidavits of alleged former suspected rebels, recycled affidavits of alleged former 
rebelsrebels--turned militaryturned military--police assets and similar police assets and similar 
immaterial, hearsay and immaterial, hearsay and inadmissbleinadmissble evidence. evidence. 



““The three rebellion charges, which have been consolidated into oThe three rebellion charges, which have been consolidated into one ne 
case and in which Prof. Sison was included together with 47 othecase and in which Prof. Sison was included together with 47 others, rs, 
were recently rejected by the Regional Trial Court of were recently rejected by the Regional Trial Court of MakatiMakati City on City on 
procedural and substantive grounds. The Department of Justice ofprocedural and substantive grounds. The Department of Justice of the the 
GRP is now trying to revive the case.” GRP is now trying to revive the case.” ––Justice Romeo CapulongJustice Romeo Capulong



“Not even the Dutch “Not even the Dutch 
government or the European government or the European 
Union can force my return to Union can force my return to 
the Philippines because as a the Philippines because as a 
recognized political refugee I recognized political refugee I 
am protected by the Refugee am protected by the Refugee 
Convention and by Article 3 Convention and by Article 3 
and entirety of the European and entirety of the European 
Convention for the Protection Convention for the Protection 
of Human Rights and of Human Rights and 
Fundamental Freedoms.”Fundamental Freedoms.”



WHO IS THE REAL TERRORIST?WHO IS THE REAL TERRORIST?



End of PresentationEnd of Presentation



Salamat kina bukaneg, zeng at brad!!!
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