"...listen closely

to what we are nOt
“affowed to say

The Aquino assassination signalled an upsurge in numerous
and simultaneous protest actions reflecting widespread dissent
and distrust with the Marcos government. Within only three and a
half months since Aquino’s death, hundreds of mass actions in-
volving a broad representation of social sectors have been:
organized nationwide.

In characteristic fashion, Mr. Marcos has unleashed the
military on these demonstrators and organizers. In barely a
month’s time, from Sept. 21-Oct. 8, 124 civilians among
thousands who exercised their basic rights to free speech and
peaceful, assembly were apprehended.

They join thousands of Filipinos who have been arrested
since the imposition of martial law. Ninoy Aquino himself was
a victim of such arrests,enduring eight years in prolonged deten-
tion, five of which were spent in solitary confinement.These
political detainees are the “living evidences” of a phenomenon
that has become a necessary evil to a desperate regime.

POLITICAL IMPRISONMENT
Perhaps no period in Philippine history can surpass the

systematic, often brutal repression campaign waged by the regime
against the Filipino people today. Roughly 200,000 Filipinos
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were massacred, and others arbitrarily arrested, detained and sum-
marily sent to the garrote within S0 years of direct American
rule in the country. The present government has managed to do
more inonly 11 years,

Wary of an impending political upheaval in the early 70s,
Mr. Marcos declared the nation under emergency rule and thus,
temporarily buttressed a crisis-ridden regime. Witch-hunts were
swiftly conducted to seek out oppositionists and suspected dis-
sidents. Immediately after Sept. 21, 30,000 had been arrested and
detained, (Militarization in the Philippines, P.N. Abinales) Seven-
ty thousand more would be arrested during the succecding
months until 1981, g

Needless to say, the situation hardly improved after the
martial law lifting. Proclamation 2045 indeed “‘ended” martial
law; it also broadened the scope of so-called national security
crimes to include subversion, conspiracy and proposal to commit
such crimes.

Within one year of the New chublic, arbitrary arrests
increased from 828 in 1981 to 1,911 in 1982, And from January
to July this year, the Task Force Detainees of the Philippines
(TFDP) has already recorded 558 arrrests.

Who are these political prisoners? Political dctcnuon covers
a broad spectrum of Philippine society, with the bulk lying in



the peasant, worker and urban poor sectors. Though representing
a variety of political persuasions, the government persists in iden-
tifying them all as subversives, or members of the Left, through a
system that continues to defy rational explanation.

They are the workers who have not remained docile in the

face of ecanomic repression and the curtailment of their right to
. strike. They are the peasants who have suffered years of bondage
to big landowners and usurers. They are the students and teachers
who have seen education used as a pawn by the Marcos regime to
produce automatons for the future. They too have risen to
protest political repression and economic exploitation. They are
the business, professionals and members of the religious who have
cried “enough’ to the present government. !

TORTURE

But it is not sufficient to the regime that their rights are so

grossly curtailed. Subversives, as political dissenters are summarily .

labeled, must be beaten, broken, humiliated and degraded the
through the practice we know as torture. It is an experience that
few political detainees have escaped. -

v “No one, but no one has been tortured.” President Marcos
first denied in 1974. His latest denial of this practice and other
human rights abuses came during his state visit to the US in 1982.
“There have been no human rights violations in the Philippines,”
he said, and proceeded in-lambasting Amnesty International, a
human rights group, for being a “tool of the communists.”

There can be no ignoring the complaints of 110 detainees
in Luzon, 48 in the Visayas, 200 Mindanao and 31 in Metro
Manila (January 1982 to April 1983, TFDP). Peter Villasenor,
arrested by members of the Philippine Marines in June 1982, was
bumned with cigarette butts, hung upside-down, his urethra
inserted with a coconut midrib, his fingers pricked with thumb-
tacks, his earlobes punched with staple wire. Before his transfer
to Camp Tolentino in Bataan last October, he was imprisoned in
Camp Olivas, Pampanga where he and his fellow detainees were
made fair game to mauling sessions by drunken Philippine Cons-
tabulary soldiers. Pablito Alvaro, a student at the Mapua Univer-
sity who was arrested way back in 1974, experienced such
torture that it cost him his sanity. He is now an inmate at the
National Mental Hospital in Mandaluyong, Rizal.

Women detainees are either tortured as heavily as the men,
or worse, subjected to sexual indignities. One such-victim is Hilda
Narciso, arrested in Davao City on March 24, 1983. Upon her
arrest, Narciso was blindfolded, shoved into a car and driven off
to a safehouse despite her pleas and protests. In the safehouse,
she was brought to a room and interrogated by four men who
took no time in raping her one after the other. She was repeated-
ly threatened with death as she protested this violation.

Typically two-faced, the Marcos regime has denied the use
of torture by its security agents while actively endorsing its use.
Training of Filipino officers in the use of psychological warfare
comes as part of defense packages sent by the US. Only in Fe-
bruary 1983, the Far Eastern Economic Review reported that al-
most all of the older officers had studied in the US and about 250
officers and men have been going there each year for advanced
training in psychological warfare under the International Military
Education and Training Scheme.

SOLITARY CONFINEMENT AND PROLONGED DETENTION
Torture .pcrpetratcd by the regime does not always come in

sudden brusts of violence unleashed in safehouses. It is pushed
through in the, practice of solitary confinement and prolonged

. cal in nature, but who have been criminally charged. Many of

detention. Saturnino Ocampo, tormer columnist of the defunct
Manila Times las been detained for seven years, nine months -

of which were spént incommunicado,and experienced onc of the
most severe cases of torture. With the previous penalty of six
months to six years (before the issuance of PDs 1834 and 1835)
he would have already served his term, if he had indeed been
found guilty. :

Another is Fidel Agcaoili, a political prisoner who is now
at the Bicutan Rehabilitation Centet for charges of rebellion in
the Andrea-Karagatan case. Nine years in prison makes him one
of the longest detained prisoners of the Marcos Regime.

Jose Ma. Sison, alleged chairman of the Communist Party

of the Philippines, is another long-held prisoner, now detained -

in a small room at the Maximum Security Unit in Fort Bonifacio.

The pain of indefinite detention has been multiplied by
other forms of atrocities, Wrote Sison in  1979: “I was shackled
to my cot by my right hand and foot from Nov. 13, 1977 to June
23, 1978 for 24 hours a day.” He was not given anything to read

for four months and allowed no sunshine for two months. During -

the next 11 months, he received only a total of 24 hours of sun-
- shine. )
Less publicized are 49 prisoners whose offenses are politi-
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them have languished in sub-human conditions at the New Bili-
bid prisons in Muntinlupa. Others included in Mr. Marcos’s presi-
dential pardon a few years ago, have probably been ignored, if
not completely forgotten by the regime.

THE USE OF AUTOCRATIC AND ANTI-DEMOCRATIC LAWS

Political detention has been greatly facilitated by the

concentration of executive, judicial and legislative powers in one
man. With such authority, Mr. Marcos has easily tailored the law
to consolidate an autocracy, and wielded it to suppress the angry
voices of dissent.

Moves to institutionalize one-man rule and silence the op-
position became evident in November 1972 when President Mar-
cos urged the Constitutional Convention to speed up its proceed-
iings. By January 1973, it was announced through Presidential
Decree (PD) 1102 thata new Constitution had been ratified (after
consulting hastily convened citizens’ assemblies). Conveniently in-
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corporated in the 1973 Constitution was a set of transitory provi-
sions prepared by the Executive which ensured that all decrees,
orders, letters of instruction issued since the imposition of martial
law would automatically become part of the law of the land. The
suspension of the writ of habeas corpus was also retained in Min-
danao and for all cases involving so-called national security.
Amendment No. 6 (1976) needed no explanation to show
what Mr. Marcos meant it for. Defined as an amendment on “Un-
limited Legislative Powers,” it empowered the President to excer-
cise emergency powers, solely on the basis of his own discretion.
By the workings of his own law, Mr. Marcos and his sub-
alterns have protected themselves from criticism through PD
1737 or the Publice Order Act which provides an immunity
clause for nay possible charges of culpability. y
Further tightening the noose on dissenters was the Presi.den-
tial Commitment Order (PCO) which in fact only replaced-the
Arrest, Search and Seizure Order (ASSO), an indentified martial
law instrument grown too embarassing for future use. The PCO
would be issued by the President only after the investigating or

prosecuting fiscal found a probable cause in the preliminary
investigation (Letter of Instruction 1125-A of May 25, 1981).

In March 1982, 23 detainees now at the Bicutan Rehabi-
litation Center, tried to invoke LOI 1125-A, alleging that their

* arrest had been improperly conducted since no warrant or PCO

had been presented. But once again, Mr. Marcos circumvented all
possible legal barriers. His LOI 1211 of May 9, 1982 carried a
proviso that in view of possible public danger, a military com-
mander or any law enforcement - could apply fora PCO even be-
fore establishing substantial cause and could effect an arrest
before commitment orders could be issued.

From January to May 1982, 168 persons were arrested and
detained by virtue of PCOs. In many cases, some of these persons
had already been acquitted by the courts but remained in prison

_ because Mr. Marcos alone possessed the absolute prerogative in

determining releases. ]

An active protest movement against the PCO necessitated
its exit in August 1983, but was soon replaced by the Preventive
Detention Action (PDA). By that time, it was clear to many, that
the ASSO, PCO, and PDA were one and the same. Like its prece-
dents, presidential discretion is absolute in the PDA, the role of
the judiciary absent, and the right to post bail denied.

These laws pale in comparison to two new decrees publi-
cized by-dailies last August, but signed by Mr. Marcos as early as
January 1981. PD 1834 which has decreed sedition as a capital
offense, now hangs over the heads of victims in the recent Sep-

.tember arrests. PD 1835 on the other hand, similarly punishes

subversion wit lifetime imprisonment or death. An added repres-
sive measure threatens Filipinos with second class citizenship.

THE ROLE OF THE SUPREME COURT

Not once has the Interim Batasang Pambansa or the judicia-
:j'y lifted a finger against such actions and decisions of the Presi-

ent.

For such reason, the IBP hascome to be known as the rubber
stamp of the Executive, putting its mark of approval on Mr.
Marcos decrees, orders and letters of instruction. The Supreme
Court on the other hand, has dragged itself into a similar credibi-
lity crisis when it went along with the passage of the 1973 Cons-
titution, knowing that it was ratified under full martial law con-
ditions and with the opposition in jail or in hiding.

In recent years, it has clearly shown subordination to the
President by expressing no qualms when Mt. Marcos again over-
stepped the bounds of the Executive by reorganizing the whole
judicial structure. It has also lent legitimacy to the PCO then the
PDA, and even went to the extent of clarifying that the constitu-
tional authority of the President to suspend the writ of habeas
corpus for persons charged with national security crimes and his
exercise of that power, is not subject to judicial inquiry. In effect,
it condoned the practice of arbitrary arrest, illegal detention and
torture.

WHY ARE THERE POLITICAL PRISONERS?

Political imprisonement is a phenomenon born out of crisis.
It did not sprout from whimsical decisions of the President nor
separately evolve from the often violent ways of military men. It

_is however, a weapon that has been used against the people with

increasing ferocity to shield and maintain a society racked by eco-
political crisis.

Economic deprivation continues unabated, owing mainly
to anti-Filipino policies drawn by the regime in obedience to di-
rectives by the US. With help from the International Monetary
Fund- -World Bank (IMF — WB), and local’ technocrats, an
export-oriented economic policy has been ruthlessly pursued, des-
pite failure to implant the country in the world market and to
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bring in the targetted foreign reserves during the last ten years.
The past decade has, instead, seen the country reduced to a
trading post in Asia where plunder by foreign investor- -both of
the human and natural resources- has become the orderof the day

Manifestations of crisis have again come to the fore in
recent months. Virtually declaring bankruptcy, the government
requested for a 90-day moratorium on interest payments for its
$20.1 billion debt with the IMF. This was granted with the
standby agreement for the devaluation of the peso to P14- -S1
which Mr. Marcos readily complied with last Oct. 6. In less than
six months, the peso had been devalued by 60 per cent against
the US dollar!

But to many Filipinos, there are no economic terms which
can accurately depict their deprivation and abject poverty. There
can be no words to sufficiently describe the pain of slow death
through starvation, malnutrition, undernourishment, and host of -
other problems brought about sheer indigence.

POLITICAL REPRESSION TO SILENCE THE OPPOSITIONS

The resulting outcry against such conditions is expectedly
muzzled by the US-Marcos regime. This has presently taken form |
through Oplan Katatagan, a deceptively humane “pacification”
campaign in the countrysides that threatens to reach genocidal
proportions. In Mindanao, within six months only, 100 execu-
tions or salvagings were carried out. (Mindanao Update)

No less contemptible is the continued existence and
increase of political detainees. Roughly 900 detainees today reaf-
firm the obvious-that the Filipino has been completely stripped
of his human and constitutional nghts By Mr. Marcos's own
rules, the Filipino possesses no rights to Ife security stripped of
person free speech, free press and peaceful assembly.

Political repression in all  forms has been actively suported
by the US.

Propelled by the need to safeguard her enormous economic
stakes in the Asia-Pacific region, the US has maintained naval
and air bases by force of unequal treaties such as the US-RP
Military Bases Agreement and the RP-US Mutual Defense Pact.

Following this motivation, the US endorsed martial law by
increasing military aid for the Marcos regime in the form of arms

i transfer and training. The years after the declaration of martial
rule, from 1972-1976, saw $166.4 million in defense assistance
“given” to the Philippines. This has risen to $500 million for a
five-year spread covering 1979-1984.

DEMANDS OF THE POLITICAL PRISONERS

Despite these odds, the Filipino people per:ists in struggle.

Political prisoners in particular, have asserted their rights to -
freedom and to humane treatment while in detention. It is this
spirit of tenacity and the validity of their struggle that has made
their fight a significant aspect in the overall movement of the
Filipino people to restore democracy, freedom and sovereignty.

Most of these political prisoners were arrested because
of their involvement, in one way or another, in the pcople’s
fight against oppression and exploitation. Hence, they aver that
their arrest and detention constitutes an anti-people, anti-demo-

cratic act on the part of the government.
Aside from the general call for the release of all political

prisoners and general amnesty for all political offenders, other

issues concerning the respect for prisoner’s rights have been rais:d

over the years.

1. Total stop of the practice of torture and denial of legal
counsel during “tactical interrogation” of newly arrested
detainees, and the appropmlc punishment of military
torturers,

. Immediate end of the practice of solitary cnnhncmcnt
and the immediate transfer to regular detention centers
of detainees in isolation and those held in custody by
their arresting military intelligence units (who carry on
interrogation and torture).

3. The dismantling of all the remaining military tribunals
and the immediate transfer to civilian courts of all cases
of political detainees still under the jurisdiction of these
military tribunals,

4. The immediate restoration of the writ of habeas corpus
to all citizens without discrimination. As matters stand,
ordinary criminals - - even murderers, rapists and other
major social offenders - - are given access to due process
while the same is denied to political detainees.

FFrom 1973 to 1983, political detainces have launched more
than 35 hunger strikes and other forms of mass actions. Detainees
seck redress for gricvances by writing petitions and letters to mili-
tary personnel or their civilian superiors. When these initial
cfforts are ignored, the struggle escalates to a fast, then to a
hunger strike.

A supportive body of relatives and increasing number of
friends have been loyal supporters in the detainces’ struggle
for their right to humane incarceration, and above all, their in-
herent rights to freedom of belief, peaceful assembly and expres-
sion,
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In pursuing these demands, the political prisoners have long
ceased to pin their  hopes on  the _ President, but have
instead recognized the people’s concerted action against a clearly
anti-people government, as the only true key to their permanent
release. For non only do they aspire for freedom from the con-
fines os a small cell, but seek the liberation of the greater pnson
outside.

They share the view that with the Aquino slaying and con-
tinuing militarization, the line has irrevocably been drawn bet-
ween the Filipino people and the US-Marcos regime. What the
future now holds for Mr. Marcos and his cohorts is the grim, in-

. evitable spectre of decline and rejection by the Filipino people.

What the future promises for the Filipinos, who too are held pri-
soner by the regime, is the triumph of their cause, assured by the
justness of their demands. .

For justice, freedom and democracy, let us join them in

" FREE ALL
POLITICAL PRISONERS



