F.E.C.R.LS.

FECRIS (the French acronym for the European Federation of Rescarch and Information
Centres on Sccts) was founded in 1994 as an Ewropean umbrella organization whose
members are national "anti-cult” groups from different European countries. Et is their
application for consultative status with the Council of Europe that is of concern, as will be
explained in this briefing. We believe that FECRIS is completely unrepresentative of the
spirit of democracy and non-discrimination that guides the Council of Europe. As will be
seen helow, members of FECRIS have declared publicly that the Council of Europe, the
European Commission, the European Parliament, the United Nations and the Organization
for Security and Cooperation in Europe are all "infiltrated” by so-called cults. The common
denominator of these groups is that they are the primary international organizations that
protect and advance human rights and non-discrimination across the world.

Thus, we believe that by applying for consultative status with the Council of Europe and
other inter-governmental organizations, FECRIS would undermine the institutions
responsible for upholding fundamental democratic values.

Background

FECRIS is incorporated in France {See attachment 1). The group that played the dominant role in
creating FECRIS and a dominant voice within FECRIS is the French group UNADFI (National
Union of the Associations of Defence of Families and the Individual). This is a FECRIS membcer

group.

UNADFI is known for its strong support of the French "About/Picard" law that was adopted in
Summer 2001.

All the major religions in France as well as inlernational human rights groups opposed the law,
under which religious associations may be dissolved if they or their perceived leaders have
acquired two or more criminal convictions. Under this law, the entire French parliament would be
dissolved, il the law were applied to them! No wonder French religious leaders regard the law as
repressive and a danger to freedom of religion. It was adopted with only a liny minority (about
3.5%) of MPs and Senators voling for it, but it still went through.

Several media have reporied that the Chinese are studying the law as a model to introduce in their
country which then could be used as a tool for further pregsure on the Falun Gong-movement,

The Council of Europe's Parliamentary Asscmbly initiated an immediate investigation of the
matter {Doc 8860 Religious freedom and religious minorities in France). "The purpose of the law
appears to be the targeting of religious minorifies which are derogatorily referved to as ‘sects’
throughout the proposal. The Parliamentary Assembly’s own recent study of the phenomena
(Recommendation 1412, June 1999) specifically disclaimed this approach towards religious
minorities and urged member states to not use such discriminatory language” (See attachment 2)



In relation to this Iegislation the International Helsinki Federation wrote in an open letler in June
2000: "It appears that the justification of this bill with repressive character finds ifs root in a
desire of protection of the "human righis" of the members of banished religions and vulnerable
citizens. We guestion ourselves how such a law can claim to guaraniee human rights, when it
goes against the freedom of association, expression, religion, and conscience, when it puts in
danger the rights of minorities and maintains prejudices so incompatible with the concept of
tolerance intrinsic to that of human rights.” (See attachment 3)

Since the law was passed there has been concern [rom other European countries that there would
be atternpts to introduce similar discriminatory legislation in those countries.

Reason for concern

The reason that there is widespread concern about FECRIS's application for consultative status is
that the agenda of this group is clearly to create legislation throughout Europe that directly
violates fundamental human rights instrumemnts, and, as covered below is specifically contrary to
the Committee of Minister's Replies last year (0 Parliamentary Assembly Recommendations 1312
and 1396. FECRIS' goals do not align with the European Convention on Human Rights and are
conlrary to the purpose of the Council of Europe.

In its Replies, the Committce emphasized that any government action directed at minorily
religious groups must fit within the framework of the principles of non-discrimination, freedom
of religion and pluralism that are at the heart ol the Europecan Cowrt of Human Rights
jurisprudence regarding minority religious rights. The Commitice rejected specialized civil and
criminal laws targeiing religious minoritics of the kind that FECRIS is seeking (o have enacted
across Europe.

In short, we believe that FECRIS does not qualify for consultative status. We provide here some
informations that FECRIS has unlikely not presented in its applicalion and that deals with its
real activitics activities which are documented and will be explaincd here,

The Facts

Tn June 2001, right after the passing of the law in France, FECRIS had a meeting (which has been
described in detail on their own web site) wherein they explained their plans for the expansion of
the French law (o the rest of Europe. This meeting outlines a series of discriminatory measures
that would obviously form the backbone of their program, (See atfachment 4)

FECRIS state that the "About/Picard” law was "an essential provision introduced in the criminal
area." Disregarding the fact that there are no legal or academic grounds for a "secl”, they
categorize and demonize a whole sector of socicty, including many legitimate minority religious
associations. Their spurious reasoning is based on generalisations and assumptions. FECRIS has
gone so far as to claim on their website that "to this day important European and world
organisations such as the European Commission, the European Parliament, the Council of
Europc, UNO, OSCE [are] often inliltrated by cults". Yet this is the group that has applied to
gain special status with the Council of Europc.

Another cxtremely telling point with regards to the real intentions of FECRIS is their
participation in a Chinese symposium on destructive cults. This was already afler the murders,
beatings and incarceration of hundreds of Falun Gong members in China. A practice still ongoing



today in China, not only against Falun Gong but also against many other groups too, including
mainstream Christians. AFrench FECRIS-member group simply reproduced on its website,
without criticism, Chinese government propaganda against the Falun Gong (a representative of
this group also attended the Chinese symposium) despite the Chinese repression of these religious
minorities, FECRIS never condemned this issue.

Past incidents of violence and discrimination

Certain FECRIS member groups have, in the past, been involved in violence and forced detention
of people in order to try and change their beliefs. One of the groups had a European Court of
Human Rights decision condemning ils actions. (See attchment 5)

Whilst FECRIS purport to protect the family and the individual, the resull is quite the oppositc.
Testimonies from numerous individuals whose lives have been interfered with, whose rights have
been denied and whose family life has been worsened can be seen in the altached. Groups that
have been involved in such activities, should surely be disqualified from being granted
consultative status with the Council of Europe. (See acttahcment 6)

Deprogramming is a violent technique of kidnapping and forcible faith-breaking that somc
FECRIS membcr groups imported {rom the United States, and that was subsequently discredited
there following a $5 million judgement in 1996 awarded to a plaintiff, who sought relief from an
illegal kidnapping and attempted deprogramming by members of an American anti cult group.

Against EU anti-discrimination legislation

There is a newly proposed anti-discrimination policy as covered by EU-Directive 2000/43/EG
and EU-directive 2000/78/EG which has been worked out by the European Union. This is
required to be implemented into domestic law throughout the Europcan Union by latest 2nd
December 2003. Based on this Germany had proposed an Anti Discrimination draft Taw.
However, the leading German FECRIS-member group AGPF ("Action for Mental and Spiritual
Frcedom") opposed the German draft law solely on the basis of the inclusion of "Religion and
Philosophy", This is understandable, knowing that the German FECRIS-member group AGPF
have violated the Freedom of Religion and Philosophy guarantee of the German Constitution.
Also the AGPF jointly with the German govcrnment lost a suit belore the Supreme
Administrative Court in 1992, which forbade the government to fund this group for reason of the
prejudices and hias promoted by it against other religions. This was deemed an unconstitutional
interference with the Freedom of Religion and Philosophy per se, as it violated the neutrality of
the government in relation to other religions. (See atichment 7)

Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe

The Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe recently made its views on the subject of
religious minorities clear. On the 21st September 2001 they responded to two Recommendations
made by the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe.

These are of interest and use as they (1) emphasize and affirm that any actions taken by the State
targeting religious minorities must be in conformance with the freedom of religion, non-
discrimination, and other human rights principles articulated in the European Convention on
Human Rights; (2) affirmalively agree that there is no need for selective laws targeting religious,



spiritual or esoteric groups as any illegal activities can be dealt with by ordinary civil and
criminal law: and (3) decline to establish a European Observatory on minority faiths duc to the
fact that substantial resources would have to be expended to ensure that any information on such
faiths is "reliable and objective".

Contrary to the express statcments of the Committee of Ministers, FECRIS is lobbying for
discriminatory legislation. Some of FECRIS's statements in favor of this legislation are chilling.
In an Internet posting describing a June 9, 2001 conference, FECRIS declares that the About-
Picard law under which associations may be dissolved "is not specific to sects but rather to all
sectarian behavior {including families, businesses etc)" No explanation is given of what might be
a "seclarian family" or "sectarian business". FECRIS then lays out a siralegy for implementing
laws similar (0 About-Picard throughout Europe, urging that "each state must be willing (o alter
its own legislation in the area of sectarian misdoings”.

It is for these rcasons that we feel urgent consideration is needed of this matter and approaches
made to the Secretary General of the Council of Europe (who ultimately authorises consuliative
status) in order to urge him to not admit FECRIS to consuliative status.

oOo
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OF EURGOPE ' 4 * DE L'EURQPE

Assemblée parlemeniaire
Parliamentary Assembly

Religious freedam and religions minarities in France

Doc. 8860
& Octobear 2000

Motion for a resolution

presented by Mr McNamara and
others

This motionn has not been discussed in the
Assembly and commils only the members
who have signed it

1, The Assembly is
concerned at a proposition for a
new law which would restrict
religivus freedom and which has
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been proposed and is close to final
adoption in France.

2. On 30 May 2000 a law
proposition wes introduced
entitled *To reinforce the
prevention and repression of
groups of a sectarian character”
(& renforcer la prevention et la
represslon a l‘encontre  des
groupements a caractére
sactaire). In an unusually short
time period the law proposition
was examined and passed by the
Law Commission of the French
Naticnal Assembly on 14 June and
shortly after voted by the National
Assembly on 22 June,

o The purpose of this taw appears
to be the targeting of religious minorities
which are derogatarily referred to as
“sacts” throughout the proposal. The
Parliamantary Assembly’s own recent
study of the phenomena
(Recommendation 1412, June 1999)
specifically disclaimed this approach
towards religious minorlties and urged
mermber states not to use such
diseriminatory language:

kg

« the word « sect » has
taken on an extremely
pejorative connotation.

In the eyes of the
public, it stigmatises
movemeants whose
activities are dangerous
gither for their members
or for society. Today,
this world cantains
dozens, perhaps even
hundreds, of larger or
sraller  groups, with
varigus heliefs and
observances, which are
not necessarily
dangerous or prejudicial
to freedom. It is true



that ameng these
groups are some which
have commitied criminal
acts. Nevertheless, the
existence of a few
dangerous movements
is not  enough Eo
condemn all the rest,
Hence we can refer to
groups of a “religious,
spiritual or  esoteric”
nature. Thus the
various facets of beliefs
are accommodated in a
general formula which is
not negative per se.”

-

4, In a democratic society
laws cannot be written to target a
sector of society simply because
they are unpopular or out of
favour with the current political
powers. Such conduct
contravenes the right to
non-discrimination on  religious
arounds protected by Article 14 of
the European Convention on
Human Rights in conjunction with
other rights specified in the
Convention, such as the right to
freedom of thought, consclence,
and religion guaranteed by Article
9; the right to freedom of
association, including the right to
form minority organisations
guaranteed by Article 11 of the
Convention, as well as Section 11,
Article 6 of the Council of Europe’s
Framework Convention on
i, Minority Rights.

5. Furthermore, creating
new penal offences which are not
based on any accepted legal or
scientific  evidence and which
focus only on targeted minorities,
especially when this concerns a



fundamental right, opens the door
to discriminatory and intolerant
practice that could undermine the
very basics of democratic soclety.

6. Due to the urgency and
the potentially widely-damaging
effect that this law could have, the
Assembly calls:

i upon members
of the French Senate
and the National
Assembly to remember
that France, as a full
member of the Council
of Europe, is committed
Lo the European
Declaration of Human
Rights and that freedom
of expression, religion
and association are
basic guaranteed rights
which must be protected
by the state;

if. for a Rapporteur to be
assigned to investigate the
provisions of the law and
determine whether they are
in line with the European
Convention on Human Rights
and ather Council of Europe -
and international human
rights standards and to
investigate complaints
concerning rellgious
discrimination.

Signed ! 1]

MeiNamare, United Kingdom, SOC
Bérsony, Hungary, SOC

Browne, Ireland, LDR

Cox, United Kingdom, SOC

Daly, Ireland, LDR



Etherington, United Kingdem, SOC
Fyle, 1Tnited Kingdom, $0C
Jaskiernia, Poland, SOC

Turgens, Metherlands, SOC

Lloyd, United Kingdom, S0C
Moeller, Demnark, ERG

O’Hara, United Kingdom, 50C
Selonari, Moldova, SOC

Vig, United Kingdom, S0C

[11 80C: Socialist Group

EPP/CD: Group of the Erropean People’s
Pariy

EDG: European Democratic Group

LDR. : Libersl, Democratic and Reformers’
Group

UEL: Group of the Unified Europoan Left

NR: not registered in z group
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BOUNCIL  CONSEIL
OF EURGPE DE LEUROPE

PAALIAMENTARY  ASSEMBLEE
ASSEMBLY FARLEMENTAIRE

Religious freedom and religious minorities in
France

Doc. 2064 rev
26 April 2001

Written Declaration No. 321

This writfen declaration commits only the members who have signed if

Considering that the Parliamentary Assembly Rapporteur of the Council of
Europe is curtently working on a report and recommendations on “religious freedom and
religious minorities in France” (Doc. 8860, 6 October 2000) which is specifically looking
into a proposed law that is causing considerable concern because of its potential to create

religious discrimination in France.
Considering that the proposed law is possibly in violation of international and

European humean rights standards — a matter the rapporteur is looking into.

Considering that the French Senate has now assigned the law proposition for a
debate and vote on 10 May 2001 and this does not give enough time for the rapporteur to

complete his report.



Considering that the French Senate and National Assembly could benefit from the
wark of the Couneil of Europe rapporteur in formulating any taw proposition, so it is not
discriminatory and violating international human rights standards.

The Council of Europe Parliamentary Assembly requesis the French Senate to
delay any further debate and to only vote on the law proposition after the Council of
Europe rapporteur has submiited his report to the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council

of Europe.

Signed ar,

Patarkalishvili, Georgia, EPP/CD
Akgéneng, Turkey, EDG
Andreoli, San Marino, S0C
Bérsony, Hungary, S50C

Begaj, Albania, SOC
Belohorslkd, Slovakia, EDG
Biga-Friganovi?, Croatia, S0C
Billing, Sweden, EDG
Bjdrnemalm, Bweden, 50C
Blaauw, Netherlands, LDR
Brinzan, Romania, SOC
Biichel, Licchienstein, EPP/CD
Calner, Sweden, 80QC

Chapmen, United Kingdom, EDG
Dees, Netherlands, LDR
Dmitrijevas, Lithmania, NR

Duka-Z6lyomi, Slovakia, EPP/CD



Eversdijk, Netherlands, EPP/CD
Frimannsdotiir, feeland, 30C
Gijellerod, Denmark, SOC
Hajiyeva, Azerbaijan,EFP/CD
Haupert, Luxembourg, EPP/CD
Herczog, Hungary, S5OC

Higgins, Ireland, SOC

Holovaty, Ukraine, LDR
Huseynov R., Azerbaijan, EPP/CD
Jaskiernia, Poland, SOC

Judd, United Kingdom, SOC

Juri, Slovenia, SOC

Kirkhill, United Kingdom, SOC
Lérecher, Germany, S0C

Lotz, Hungary, LDR

Podobnik, Slovenia, EPP/CD
Polohani, “the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia™, EDG
Ponsonby, United Kingdom, SOC
Popovski, “the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia™, B0C
Poptodorova, Bulgaria, SOC
Reimann, Switzerland, LDR

Rise, Norway, EPP/CD

Shishiov, Russia, LDR



Simonsen, Norway, NR
$t7povh, Czech Republic, SOU
Swinyei, Hungary, EPP/CD
Tevdoradze, Georgia, EDG
Van't Riet, Netherlands, LDR.
Vis, United Kingdom, SOC
Wurm, Austria, SOC
Yafiez-Barnueveo, Spain, SOC
Zvarych, Ukraine, EDG

Zwerver, Netherlands, SOC

Total = 50

| 800C: Socialist Group
EPP/CD: Group of the European People’s Party
EDG:European Democratic Group

LDR ; Liberal, Demacratic and Reformers” Group
UEL : Group of the Unified European Lefl

NR. : Not registered in a group
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» Open Letter to Alain Vivien about Religious Freedom in
France

Monsieur Alain Vivien

President

Mission Interministérielle de lufte
contre les sectes (MILS)

Vienne, le 15 juin 2000
Cher monsieur,

Je vous &cris au nom de la Fédération Internationale
d’Helsinki pour les Droits de 'Homme (IHF), qui
représente trente-neuf Comités d’Helsinki et autres
organisations de défense de droits de 'homme affiles
sur le territoire de FOSCE, afin deé vous communiguer
notre stupeur face a l'accusation que vous avez portée
contre notre organisation, gui serait selon vous

« infiltrée » par des « sectes fransnationales », et en
particulier par 'Eglise de Scientologie (Le Figaro du 13
juin 2000).

Je suis embarrassé, pour vous et pour vos cancitoyens
francais, par le recours gue vous faites a des methodes



de dénonciation et d’insinuation qui nous rappellent
celles dant nous faisons parfois I'objet de la part de
régimes totalitaires et rétrogrades, simplement parce
gue nous les rappelons a leur obligation de respect des
normes de drait international en matiére de droits de
'homme.

La Fédération Internationale d’Helsinki pour les Droits
de 'Homme (IHF) est une féderation d’organisations
indépendantes dont le mandat est de pPromouveir
I'observance des accords d’Helsinki. Un de nos
membres, le Moscow Helsinki Group, a publié un livret
sur la liberté religieuse. Notre groupe nous informe que
I'Eglise de Scientologie a effectivement contribué a cette
publication, ce qui est indiqué « noir sur blanc » a
lintérieur de la publication, comme vous le dites
vous-mémes dans Fentrevue au Figaro. Le groupe de
Moscou aurait &té avisé de refuser cette participation, y
compris afin d’éviter les réactions abusives et
insinueuses telles que la vootre. Mais le Moscow
Helsinki Group, Forganisation de défense de droits de
I'homme la mieux établie et respectée en Russie, celle
qui a donn& naisssance au mouvement des droits de
I'nomme & fravers 'Europe et dont les membres sont
morts ou ont &té torturés dans les goulags soviétiques
pour leurs croyances et apinions, n'est pas tombé aux
mains des scientologistes dont il serait le porte-parole.
Malheureusement, ses membres ne sont pas €frangers
aux accusations telles que les vdires, dont le but a trop
souvent dans le passé été de miner leur crédibilité.

Face aux religions non-traditionnelles, la Russie et la
France ont toutes deux une approche qui contrevient a
leurs obligations internationales. Les representants du
comité de Moscou ont jugé utile de produire cet ouvrage
général de droit international concernant la liberté
religieuse et les méthodes de protectian aux niveaux
national et international en la matiére, sans aucune
propagande religieuse. Avant de le dénoncer, hous
vous en conseillons la lecture, au-dela de la page de
garde.

1 a liberté religieuse fait partie des droits reconnus dans



les divers documents auxquels la France a souscrit en
tant que membre de 'OCSCE, du Conseil de 'Europe et
des Nations Unies. L'article 18 du Pacte international
relatif aux droits civils et politiques, .le Document de
Vienne adopié par les pays membres de 'OSCE, et
surtout les articles 9, 11 et 14 de [a Convention
eurcpéene des Droits de 'Homme et la jurisprudence
de la Cour européenne des Droits de 'Homme &
Strasbourg en matiére de liberté religieuse concourent a
faire de la liberté de pensée, de religion et de croyance
un droit consacré par le droit international. Aussi, de
réduire le débat sur [a notion de liberté religisuse a des
différences de points de vue entre la pensée

« anglo-saxonne » et la tradition européenne n'a selon
NouUs aucun sens.

Nous craignons gue la législation que vous proposez
puisse difficilement étre jugée compatible avec la notion
de pluralisme religisux dans une sociéteé démocratique.
Dans le cas ol les membres de ce gue vous qualifiez
de « secte » commettent un crime, te droit pénal
francais existe pour punir les auteurs.

Pour cette raison, notre organisation condamne le projet
de loi que la Mission interministérielle de lutte contre les
sectes {MILS), que vous présidez, a contribué a
développer, et qui passera devant PAssemblée
Nationale le 22 juin prochain. {f appert que la justification
de ce projet de loi a caractere répressif se frouve dans
le désir de protection des « droits de Ffhomme » des
membres des religions bannies et des citoyens
vulnérables. Nous nous interrogeons comment une telle
loi peut prétendre garantir les droits de 'homme
lorsqu’elle va & I'encontre des libertés d'association,
d’expression, de religion et de conscience, lorsqu'elle
met en péril le droit des minorités et entretient des
préjugés aussi incompatibles avec fa notion de
tolérance intrinségue a celle de droits de 'homme. La
France se doit de faire face a ses responsabilités et
obligations en tant que signataire des conventions
internationales et respecter le droit européen et son
interprétation par la Cour de Strasbourg, avant de n'étre
amenée devant celle-ci par par ses citoyens victimes de



discrimination du fait de {a loi que vous proposez.

Finalement, nous comprenons gue vous n'avez pas
apprécié la mention de votre nom dans notre rapport de
mars 1999 a I'CSCE, dans lequel nous précisions votre
activité passée a la téte du mouvement anti-secte
frangais, questionnant indirectement votre
indépendance en tant que président de la Mission
inferministérielle de futte contre les sectes (MILS3).
Cependant, nous nous étonnons de votre réaction
calomnieuse A I'encontre de norte organisation. Cette
réaction, toutefois, ne peut que nous conforter dans
notre opinion.

Veuillez agréer, Cher monsieur, I'expression de mes
sentiments distingués,

Aaron Rhodes
Executive Director
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unlawful, the legislation is rarely applied. Furthermore, there is
unfortunately little awareness among magistrates and public prosecutors.

> Tn Germany, gradually, as legal proceedings are taken against them, a
number of cults are likely to lose their special status as associations because
they are in fact profit-making entities and as such, are in breach of the
by-laws of an association.

o In Sweden, secis are also associations declared as nion-profit making
entities. Tt is not considered desirable to ban them inasmuch as the legal
obligation of making a declaration provides information on cult doings and
is helpful in finding means to combat them.

o The United Kingdom stressed how dangerous sectarian associations lhat
are involved in purported humanitarian actions are. Under cover of
apparent respectability, they have enormous latitude to extract funds from.
people. In the United Kingdom, the absence of any obligation to keep
official accounts has led to a real problem with elderly, retired people being
targeted to strip them of their assets.

In France
, since 1994 all legal entities are theoretically criminally responsible and as

such can be dissolved by the courts. The About-Picard law also provides
for the possibility of sects being dissclved by the courts (governmental
decree was not chosen as a means of dissolution.). Will it be effective?

C

PART 2 - Solutions and practical proposals

1. - Criminal control of cult deviations :
o The French example - the About-Picard law
Was legislation specially designed to deal with cults needed?

Existing legislation provides means for prosecuting sects that commit
certain offences such as:

» fraud, racketeering, embezzlement,
» sexual prejudice, abduction of minors,

n Iabour law infringements,
u abuse of weakness as an aggravating circumstance for another breach,

ete.
Was additional special legislation needed?

Significant progress had already been made in latter years and the major



breakthrough achieved by associations as a result of their battle was to be
entitled to join in a criminal prosecution as a party claiming damages.

Thercafter, a lot of thought was given to the notion of "mental
manipulation” and to whether it should be considered an offence.

When the About-Picard law was passed, "atmed at stepping up prevention
and control of sectarian movements that infringe human rights and
[~ fundamental freedom”, an essential provision was introduced in the

L. criminal area.

The wording of the law extends the range of elements constituting the
offence of abuse of weakness for the purpose of suppressing cult
movements when they represent a real danger to persons.

The new definition, which is derived from the offence of mental
marnipulation, provides a basis for prosecution in the event of fraudulent
abuse of a state of ignorance or wealmess of a person in a state of physical
or psychological subjection as a result of the exercise of heavy or repeated
pressure o the use of technigues likely, to alter a person's judgement, to
induce that person o act or refrain from acting in & way that is seriously,
prejudicial to his or her own inferests.

The definition given to abuse of weakness will enable the courts to take
action before violations whose consequences are sometimes far more
cerious are committed. Moreover, the law covers anybody, not Just

vulnerable people.

Furthermore, a distinction is made between:

m Manipulation
- whereby an individual enters a sect and feels a sense of fascination.

= Subjection
- which is a more comprehensive concept whereby the individual is

confined in the sect and undergoes pressures that prevent him or her
from leaving it.

The law is not specific to sects but rather to all sectarian behaviour
\ (including families, businesses. etc.)

The major difficulty with this law will be to provide evidence for all 6
elements that constitute the offence, by all appropriate means (witnesses,

expert agsessments, etc.):

» fraudulent misappropriation
m state of ignorance or subjection
» heavy or repeated pressure
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CASE OF RIERA BLUME AND OTHERS
v. BPAIN

(Requéte ndppilication no. 37680:97)

ARRATAUDGMENT
STRASBODURG

14 nctobre/October 1990

In the ease of Riera Blume and Others v, Spain,

The Buropean Court of luman Rigins (Fourth Section), sitting as & Chamber composed
of;

vr M, Pallonpis, President,

Mz (3, Ress,

Mr A. Pastor Ridrugjo,

i L. Laflisch,

Mr J. Makaiozyk,

Mr L Cabral Bareto,

Mrs N, Vajic, judges,

and.Mr V. Berger, Section Regicirar,

Having deliberated in private o 22 June and 21 September 1992,
Delivers the following judgment, which was adopted on the last-mentiunsd date:

PROCEDURE

1. The oase originatsd im an application (no. 37680/97) against the Kingido:m of Spain
lodged with the Furopean Cormmission of Human Rights (“the Commission™”} under



dcting on the instructions of their superfors and, partly, those of the investigating judge,
transfirred the spplicants in olficlal vehicles from the premises of the Catadan police to
the hotel, *>From the applicants” statements it appears that their transfer to the hotel by the
police did not take place with their consent but was imposed on them. The fact that they
were noi handenffed during the journey cannet alter the fact that they were trensferred
tnder duress. Ounee they had been banded gver 1o their families, the applicants voderwent
detention similar to false imprisonment, which ended cnly on 30 Jung 1984, when they
were allowed to.Jeave the holel, In this comection, the Court notes that on 29 and 30
Jyne 1984, that is to say at a time when the applicants were sfill being held at the hots],
police officers questioned them in the presence of a lawyer after informing them of their
rights. That shows that the Catalan authorities knew all the time that the applicants were
still held at the hotel and: did nothing to put an end to the sitwation.

34, Nor could the police officets be unaware that, in order to be able to derive benefit
from the-psychiatric assistance recommended by the investigating judge, the applicants
were going fo be under constant supervision. They thus did not fully comply with the
judge’s order, according to which the psychiatric assistance fthet would epable thesm to
recover their psycholegical balance had to be provided on u voluniary basis as regards the
persons of filll age, which is what ol the applicants were. At all events, even sapposing
that there was a danger of suicide, a risk of that kind did not justify swch a tnajor
deprivation of liberty. The fact that, once free, the epplicants Jodged a crimival complaint
aHeging falsc imprisomment and other offences against officiale of ¢he Catalan
govertiment and all others responsible clearly shows that they had been confined in the

hotel agzinst their will,

35, Tn the light of the foregoing, the Court considers that the national euthorities ai all
times acguiesced in the applicants® Ioss of liberty. While it is true that it was the
applicants’ families and the Pro Juventud association that hore the direct and immediate
responsibility for the supervision of the applicants during their ten days” loss of liberty, it
iz equally wue that without the active cooperation of the Catalan authorities the
deprivetion of liberty could not have taken place. As the uliimate responsibility for the
matters complained of thus lay with the authorities in question, the Court-concludes that
there has been a violation of Article 5 § 1 of the Conrvention.

L. ALLEGED VIOLATION OF ARTICLE ¢ OF THE CONVENTION

36. The applicants s;rgucd that the “deprogramming” measures to which they were
subjected during their detention amounted to a violation of Article 9 of the Convention,

which provides:

“1, Bveryons has the right te freedom of thongts, conscience and relipion; this right inalndes freedam i
changs Hs-religlon or belief and freedomy, sitker alone or in community with others and in public or private,

0 manifaet hisrelighon or helief, in worship, teaching, practice and observance,

2. Freedom to manifest ane’s religion or beliefs shall be subject enty to soch. Hmitations a9 are prasoribad
by lew and ave necessavy in a democratic soclety in the interasis of public safety, for the protection of
public order, hoalth or morals, or for the protection of the righte and freedoms of ofbers.”



to sechre the fulitiment of any obligation prescribed by law;

{e) the 1&wﬁ31 arrect or detention af 2 persan effected for the purpose of bringing bim before the cotpetent
Iepal aurhority on reasonable suspiclon of having committed an offence or when it i reasonably considered
zecessary to prevent his commitiing an offence or fleeing after having done sa;

(d) tix detentior of 4 miner. by lawfil order for the purpose of educational supervision or his lawfil
detention for the purpoise af bringiog Tum hefore the competent, legal zuthority;

{&} the Jawful datenition of persons for the prevention of the spreading of Infeviious dissuses, of pesons of
unseund mind, dleokofics or diog addicts or vagrarts; '

* {f) the lawful anrast or detencion of u person o prevent ks effecting an woanthorised entry into the country
or of a persen against whont action i being faken with a view to deportation or exaradition.”

26. The applicets maintained that thers had been a vielation of that provision on account
of their having been transferred to a hotol by Calalan police officers and handed over to
others to be “deproprammed™ fiotn their membetship of a “sect” of which they were
alleped o be members. They submitted that they were deprived of their liberty withoul

any legal basis under gither domestic or international lawe,

27, The Government did not dispute that the applicants kiad been deprived of their kiberty:
However, the deprivation could not be attributed to ihe Catalan police officers, whose
role had been lidted fo carrying out in good faith the investigating judge’s instruction to
hand the applicants over to their familles and suppest thet it would be as well to intern
them in & psychiatric ventre, on a voluntary basis as regards persons of tull age, In order
for (hem o recover iheir emotional balance. In the Govemment’s submission, the
responsibility for the alleged deprivation of Hberty lay with the members of the
applicants’ fumilies and with the persons belonging to the Pro Juventud private
assoolation and niot at all with the anthorities and officials of the Catalai government. In
support of their contention they argued, in particular, that the hotel rooms had beei
reserved and paid for by the association, that it was the same assoclation that had
recruited and paid the young peopls responsible for supervising the applicants and tha
the applicants® families had not loft the hotel during the period of “deprogramming”. As
to the applicants’ transfer fiom the Catalan police premises to the hotel, the Govermment
pointed out that during it the applicants had been treated like people at libetty; at nio time
had they been handeuffed ot made to submit to any other measure appropriate for people

under gtiest.

28. The Court reiterates that in proclaiming the righl w Wberty, paragraph 1 of Axticls 3
contemplates the physical liberty of the person; its aim. is to ensure that no one ghould bs
deprived of that liberty in an arbitvary fashion. In order o determine whether someone
hes been deprived of bis liberty within the meaning of Asticle 5, the starting-point must
ba his conorete sitation, and account must be taken of a wheole range of criteria such as
the iype, duration and meanner of implementation of the meayure in question (see the
following jodgments: Engel and Others v, the Netherlands, § Jone 1976, Series A no. 22,
p. 24, §§ 58-59; Guzzardi v, Italy, 6 November 1980, Series A no. 39, p. 33, § 92; and
Armmar v, France, 25 June 1996, Heports of Judgments and Decisions 1996-111, p. R348, §

42).
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IRANSLALIION

VERDICT
1990-12-~19

PROSBCUTOR Westin, Dars, Gothenburgs Prosscutor district
DPLAINTIFF Guosbavsson, bBara

LAWYER Carlgon, ULE

SUMMONED  Pohrsson, Eva Maria

YERDTOT  TLLEGAL DEPRIVATION OF IIBERTY

o o e i W Pt e S+ | LA My e e

Application for SUMMON S
1959 - 10 ~ D5
ILIEGAL CEPRIVATION OF LIBERTY

FLAINTIFE:

Bara Gustavsscoh, Kalendervagen 50, 414 13 Gothenburg

PLAINTIFF S LAWYER
Lawyer U1Ef Carlzon, Kungsgatan 27-29, Box 1070, 403 12 Gothenburg

ACTLION

Tolke Custavaaon and his wife Lillien Guetavsson, whos daughter Sara
Lilian Carina, born 195%, during 1983 has joined the comgregation
"3robyggarna” have during 1988 together agreed ko with the telp cf
other persons let their daughter undergn a Ndaprogramming” in orden
to, par their ppinion, try te maxe her come to insight about the
congregalions activity and, as a result leave the sama.

avssor. have together with others, per the made
up plan the 12 august 1988 cutside the daughter’s job ail the Arsenal
alinicg in Gethenburg, pretending a coning “hen-party" deprived Sara
of har freedom and carried her away with car to a place in Saro,

where Folke and Lilllan Guataveson together with Eva Pehrsson kept
sarz locked in until the 14 August. The same day Folle and Lillian
Custeavesmson, with Eva pehrason and together witn vihers moved 3ars Trom
garo Lo a summerhouse in Olfebo in Falkenberygs police district, wherea
she by the parents and Eva Pehrsson has been kept locked in nntil Lhe
24 August 1988, when Sers managed Lo escape from the place.

Folke and Iillisn Gush

Law paragraph 4 chapter 2 paragraph 1 paragraph in criminal law.

EVIDENCHE

rolike end Lillian Qustavesons aond Fva Pehrssons oOwWn data and
interrogation with Sara custaveson, Kelendervagen sp, 414 13

Gothenbury concerning whel nhappened.

Tars Wester

™ ......-.-.--.-....._.__,___,‘..__.,__.-..._.ﬁ.._.__._.__....--._...._u.-—u--.-—

VERDICT 1890-~12-12



DAMAGES

1. Evz Pehrszson gshail jointly wilh Folke custavssan and Lilldan
Gustaveson pay damages Lo Sara Gustavsson with ten thounsand four
hundred twenty elght {10 428) 88K plus intereslt per par. & in dntsrest
law Trom 19BE-068-24 until peyment happens.

DECISION IN

2. Arnewid iz ajudged payment L[rom common mesns with sixtean thousand
pight hundred (16 800) SEK. of this cost and the cost of proof Hva
Pehrason ghall to the state repay six thousand five hnpdred and ten (6
510) SEK. The rest shall stay with the state.

OTHER QUESTIONS

3. Carlzon is ajudged compenasation fiom common mesns with six thausaud
eight hurdred anc s1X (§ BO6), of which 6 657 SFR for waork and 140 SEE

for lose of Lime.

4_ Bva Pehrssons olain for compensation for legal costs 18 1ieft
without approval.
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: ' Rev

I -
IEIJ FECRIS (Luropean Federation of the Information and Research
centers on Sectarianism)

European Federation of Centers of Research and Information one
Sectarism

[T

List Associations belonging to the FECRIS

Source: MILLETS July 26, 2001

Members

Correspondents
+  Countries represented with the
TECRIS

ElE
’_] _ .o Members

AGPT Altion flir geistizge und psychische Freiheit e.V., Bonn

Grabeastrasse 1, D 53579 Erpel, Dentschland

Tel. ++49 2644-98013-0 - Faxes ++49 2644-98013.1- ingo.helnemann@t-online.de
hittp:/www. Ingo-Fleinemann.de ~ hitp:/www AGPT.de

17 ussociations (Deutschland, Schweiz, Cesterrsich)

Ingo Heinemann

ALS . Asesoramiente I informacien sober Sectas

viz Layetana 45, E 08003 Barcelona, Dspana

Tel.: ++34 933013024 - fax; ++34 933018744 - sis@mwi.redestb.es
Julia Nueno ’

ARLS. Veneto

Assoeiszione Riceren Informazione sulle Sette per it Veneto
Postal Casclla 80, 1 30034 Reflected {Venezin), Halia
Arigveneto@@tin.it

Artanna Odivelli

ASTLF] . Swiss association of Defense of the Families and the Individual
Fost-office box 2000, CH 1002 Lausanne, Switzerland

Tel: 43 227531743 - faxe +E41 227532574 - mmuller@iprolinle.ch
Daniele Muolter-Tulli

C.LC . Cult Informstion Centers

BCM, London WCIN 3XX, United Kingdom
TanCICUK@aol.com "

[an Haworth

C,1,G.S . Contacts and Information o the Sectarian Groups

9, street of the Congress, B 1000 Brussels, Belgium

Tekt ++32 2 219 87 66 - fax: ++32 2 219 87 66 - deg.mi@shynet.be
Natalie Debroux



.0 M.M . Action and education, resource cenfre Against Mental Handling
15, street A. Dumas, F 75 011 Paris, France

Tel: ++33 1 44640240 - commi@zlub-internet.fr

Mir. Baudry

E.GME . Niedersichsische Elerninitiative gogen den Missbrauch DER Religlon,

Heidloh 5, D 28867 Steinkorst, Deutschland
Tel.; ++42 3111241 - fax: ++49 5111241 - ichgoe@t-online.de
Ingolf Christiansen

F.A.LR. Family Action Information Respurce

7, Beech Dell, Keston Park, Keston - Kent BR2 & EI, United Kingdom
Such: ++44 1689853128 - Fax: ++44 1689862531 - vane@lineone.net
Daphne Vane

FR1 Sveripe Foreningen Ridda Individen
Svandammsy. 1¢, S 12634 Hiigersien, Sverige
Stonewall@x-stream.se

Matignant Stenvall

G.5.)¢, Gesellsehaft gegen Selten- und Kultgefahren

Ohere Augartensirasse, 26-28, A 1020 Wien, Oesterrsich

Tel.: ++43 133275337 - Fax: ++43 13323513 - Lgriess@gricss.stiat
Brigitte Roltett/Friedrieh Griess/Martin Felinger

Polish Family Association

Jolanta Secha

22, Falista str., 94-115 Lodz, Poland

Such/fax: ++42 874904 - Mebile: ++ 601227719

O {gokik

Ruch Ochrony I Jednostki,

4, Konopezynskiego Str,, PL 00335 Warsaw, Poland
Such: ++ 228278967

Destruktive $.4.D.K Schweizerische Arbeitgemetaschaft gegen Kulic
efo Charles Hausler

Postfach 90, CH 3186 Diidingen, Schweiz

Tel.: ++41 264932428

Charles Hausler

Selcten Beratung Bremen

Postiach 10 15 43, I} 23015 Bremen, Deutschland
Bernhard.pruenjes@t-online.de

Berhard Broenjes

Secten-information-Essen
Rutfsirasse 24, IF 45127 Essen, Deutschland
Tels +1-49 201234646 - Fax: +4-49 201207617 - selteninfo-essen@i-online.de

Heide Marle Cammans

U.NADF.I national Union of Associations for the Defense of the Families and the Individuoal.
130, street of Clignanciurt, I 75018 Paris, France

Tel.: +433 1 44923592 - fax; ++33 1 44923666 - der627@wanadoo it

Anteine Thiard

V.V.P.,G. Vereniging for the third time Verdediging van Person in Gezin
1, Gemeentenpark, B 2930 Brasschaat, Belgie

Such, 4+ 32 2 358 47 47 - Fax, ++ 32 2 358 59 98 - dep.mi@skynet.be
Contact FECRIS i Belgium Mireille Degen

L

s

Correspomidents

Aleksandar Senic
Djuriceva 28, YU 11004 Reograd, Yougoslavia

Asenie@Eunet.yu



(Example 1 - FECRIS member group UNADFI)



Testimony # 7

Paris March 3, 2000

P. B. is a naturopath and therapist whe practices yoga and lives in
southwest France. Both his ability to earn a living and to participato in
community life have been curtailed. A friend is offering testimony on

his behalf,

P.E. has been a irained naturopath for 16 years and has a practice in
Buyomne. e practices iridology, aroma therapy and treatment with
essenitial oils. He has been a speech therapist for eight years, and practices
the Radja Yoga of Brahma Kumati.

[n 1996 in southwest France, ADFI began propagande campaigns in
primary schools, secondary schools and universities on the "dangers” of the
spiritual minorities they call “euits.” ADEI includes the Brahma Kumaris in
this group. ADFI's attacks have damaged P.B.'s reputation in the
community, his access to others needing his help, and hig ahility to esrn a
living.

For z year-and-a-half, P.B. had volunteered his time on Radio-France in
Basque Couniry presenting broadcasts ahout nawropathy. After ADFL

claimed PR, was the "guru® of the Brama Kumari "cult,” the station refuged
to continue P.B.'s broadeasts.

P.B. worked as a speech therapist in Saint Palais, population 1,500, near
Bayonne, He was known and fiked by many people. But in 1997 an ADFI
meeting broadly denounced cults’ activities in France. More than half of
this mesting was dedicated to P.B.. This was an enormous ghock to P.B.'s
friends and everyone who knew him Saint Palais.

In 1998, the newspaper Sud Ouest foatared Brama Kumati in a derogatory
article. While it sidestepped actvally mentioning P.B. by name, the article's
clear wording left no doubt as to his identity. P.JB. lost 60 % of his clients.

He has received many anonymous phone calls, threatening or deriding him
at all hours of the day and night.

PB. was asked to leave the board of the University of Frea Studies, an
association that organizes conferences. They said he was responsible for the
loss of members, subscriptions and audience due to public suspicion that he
belonged to a “cult,” Then P.B. was asked to leave this association entirely.

P.B. had visited local prisons for cight yearsasa naturopath. The director of
the pegional penitentiary service of Bordeauwx has withdrawn permission for
P.B. to help prisoners, alleging that P.B. is a member of a “moveinent with

g sectarian character.”



Testimony #8

Paris, March 3, 2000

Framboise's children were taken away when she divoreed and sheYost a
12-year engineering position.

Trouble began when I decided to divoree the father of my two youngest
children. Because 1 joined Radl a5 we wore scparating, he hac not kuown of
my new religion. We had taken one mutual [awyer 10 make the divatee go
more amicably, But when he digcovered T had joined Ragl, he began uging
the anti-cult group ADET's lawyer,

My ex-husband factually kidnapped our children. I regeived a supons vig
a provisional order 10 go to the Civil Tt Instanco Court of Nauterre in
three days. For 40 days, (the duration of the proceedings} 1 did not see my
children. I had no news from my husband, nor ADFI's attomey of theit
whereabouts, safety, schooling, or statca of health.

[ have now won the right to keep my children, but conly alter a
psychological and social imvestigation verified that, even though I bad
changed my religion, I stilt really deserve to be a mother. I bad to fight
tooth and nail to prove my fimess as a parent. I had to provide writien
attestations from our family doctor, the children's schoolkteachers, friends
and relatives that T was completely capable of bringing up my children and
was in fact doing so responsibly.

That social investigation was extremely biased, giving undne weight to the
extremely pattial testimonies of my husband's parents. To vilify us in the
courts and newspapers, ADFI and its lawyer purpesefully manipulated and
misinterpreted quotes from Refls texts. The children's father led
repeatedly, fabricating stories that never pecurred to wrest our children from
my vare, The bulk of the file he provided consisted of no more than a few

press clippings.

Afler leaving my husband, I lved in a beantiful house, I had excellent
incorne, as did my boyfriend. The children comld not have heen in better
sirroundings. During the proceedings of June 1993, I won the right to keep
tha children. Their father has generous visitation rights.

Before my divorce and joining Ragl, T had been employed for 12 years as a
commercial engineer in an American company. The children's father went
to see my boss and told him [ was a dangerous person, that T was in a cult,
and that this was a black mark on the company's reputation. My boss fired
e in Jamuary 1996 using a trumped-up pretext of poor productior. 1 began
proceedings with the Conciliation Board and was awarded 350,000 francs
damages for abusive firing, It was clear to all that I had been fired for being
a member of a minority religion.

Tiven though I won the right to keep my children, { initiated an appeal
because one clause was unbearable: Although I retained the right 10 remain
in the Ragl religion, my children were not permitted to be in the presence of








































































