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1. What is Amnesty lobbying on during the general election and why?

In the UK, politicians are threatening to scrap the Human Rights Act – a law protecting our rights and allowing us to defend them in UK courts – so they can draft their own.

Around the world, thousands of ordinary people are denied these fundamental rights. They are being tortured, executed and unfairly imprisoned by their own governments.

We want to send the message to the next UK government that they must stand to defend human rights here at home – and abroad. In the run-up to the UK general election on 7 May 2015, we’re calling on you to join the fight for rights. As prospective parliamentary candidates (PPCs) across the country stand for election, we want our activists to let them know that we stand for fairness, equality and justice everywhere.
Lobbying Act

2. Doesn’t the Lobbying Act restricting us from campaigning and lobbying our PPcs?
This law does not prevent us from campaigning on any issues, including those related to an election. You don't need to change your planned campaigning over this period. Please keep calm and carry on. This law will not silence us. It sets a limit on our expenditure on any public campaigning that could be seen as seeking to influence election outcomes, (referred to under this guidance as ‘regulated campaign activity’). It therefore requires us to record and report on that expenditure. This means that you will need to send us your expenditure on any regulated campaign activity so we can keep track of our total spending.
Human Rights Act
3. Don’t human rights stop us from sending foreign criminals home because they have a pet cat?
The Human Rights Act does not often stop us sending foreign nationals home.

If someone threatened with deportation claims that would breach their right to a family life in the UK, then because the right to family life is a qualified right, not absolute, the Courts – just like the Home Office officials used to do anyway - will weigh up the seriousness of the impact on the individual and their family against the legitimate aim of protecting national security, and decide if removal is proportionate. 

The more serious the threat from the person, the harder it is to convince the Court. 

Factors like having very young British national children and/or a British wife may be considered, particularly if they can’t or won’t live in the foreign country. Having a cat will not, though it might be one piece of evidence in proving they have a real family life.

What the HRA does do is stop us sending anyone back to torture, or slavery. That is because those are absolute rights, and placing someone in a situation where there is a real risk of a violation is just as damaging to the individual and the rule of law as doing it ourselves.

4. Doesn’t the HRA help terrorists and prevent security officials from doing their job? 

There is an important national debate about how much we are prepared to tolerate interferences with our rights in the name of national security. The HRA is sensitive to such debates, and far from damaging our safety, provides a flexible framework to ensure the balance is struck in the right place.

Like the right to a family life, rights to privacy, free expression, and not to be detained, are all qualified or limited rights. 

That means in appropriate specific situations, or where it is necessary and proportionate, they can be interfered with. Counter-terrorism may be one of those contexts. 

That flexibility obviously does not extend to enslaving or torturing people. Absolute rights cannot be interfered with for any reason.

The government has been able to amend counter-terrorist legislation to improve its rights compliance without reducing safety in the past. What it cannot do, thanks to the HRA, is through overreaction or for illegitimate reasons, do the terrorists’ work for them by destroying our ‘freedoms’ through disproportionate or unnecessary inferences.
5. Does the HRA entitle people to ridiculous things like KFC or pornography?
Quite simply, contrary to some untrue press stories, the HRA has never been used to force police to give criminal suspects KFC during a siege, or to provide prisoners with access to hard-core pornography in prison. None of those things are sensible interpretations of what rights are meant to protect. Judges should be credited with more common sense than that. 
6. Doesn’t the HRA protect criminals more than everyday people?
Everyone is protected equally by the HRA. However, while it might seem to be those who are in the control of the state or most likely to come into contact with its enforcers who are most often bringing legal cases, like prisoners or criminal suspects, but the HRA does a huge amount for victims. 

Most importantly, it requires the state to take positive steps to protect those whose rights are threatened by others (counter-terrorism is really all about protecting your article 2 right to life and other rights from being violated by others!), and to investigate allegations of abuses like rape and murder, as well as to involve families in investigations into deaths where state officials may have been involved.

Stop Torture:
7. How severe is the problem of torture around the world? 
Amnesty International has reported on torture or other ill-treatment in 141 states over the past five years. 

In many of these countries torture is routine and systematic, in others there are only isolated cases of ill-treatment. We commissioned a global survey on attitudes to torture for the campaign that found almost half the respondents – from 21 countries and every continent – feared they would be at risk of torture if they were taken into custody. 

8. How has AI reached the figure that 141 countries have tortured or ill-treated over the last five years?
The figure is the total number of countries where Amnesty International has reported on torture or other ill-treatment over the last five years. It only includes reports that we have been able to verify and which we believe were credible enough to warrant investigation, so the true number of countries may be higher. The figure is not definitive, but a telling insight into the state of torture in the modern world. Each year our country teams record whether or not they have reported on torture or other ill-treatment during the year for our Annual Report, and we totaled the unique entries over the last five years to arrive at that figure.

9. If torture can prevent a terrorist attack, shouldn’t it be used selectively for the greater good?
Torture is never justifiable and any attempt to justify torture in one scenario undermines the absolute ban on torture. When a small number of states defended torture techniques during the ‘War on Terror’, they gave the green light to other governments wanting to torture in the name of national security – leading to the torture of political rivals, critical voices and activists.

10. What can AI possibly hope to achieve from this campaign?
The campaign has two primary objectives:

· To focus international attention on the continued prevalence of torture and other ill-treatment worldwide and to bring it to an end. 

· To achieve particular success in five countries that we have selected because we believe we can influence by focusing the full weight of our movement’s efforts on them.  We aim to achieve tangible improvement in the struggle against torture in those countries during the two year period of the campaign – in terms of legislation, policy and practice. 

Overall we are campaigning for the implementation of new or improved safeguards to protect from and punish torture. These include independent checks on detention centres, monitoring of interrogations, prompt access to lawyers, courts and family members, thorough, effective investigations into torture allegations leading toy prosecutions, and full redress to victims.



