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I. Introduction
This submission by the Centre for Human Rights Law, SOAS, and the International Refugee Rights
Initiative builds on their recent research and publications on policy responses on mixed migration in and
from the Horn of Africa and their impact on, and compatibility with, the rights of refugees and the human
rights of migrants.1
Sudan is at the centre of several policy initiatives and projects on mixed migration in the region. It is part
of the steering committee of the Khartoum Process, “a platform for political cooperation amongst the
countries along the migration route between the Horn of Africa and Europe.”2 In the Rome Declaration of
28 November 2014, thirty-seven states and the EU and AU Commissioners in charge of migration and
development, as well as the EU High Representative/Vice President of the European Commission, agreed
“to undertake concrete actions to prevent and tackle the challenges of human trafficking and smuggling of
migrants between the Horn of Africa and Europe.”3 Several projects are being implemented as part of the
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Khartoum Process, including “Better Migration Management” and the “Regional Operational Centre in
support of the Khartoum Process and AU-Horn of Africa Initiative (ROCK)”.4
The present submission highlights shortcomings in the legislation that Sudan has enacted in the broader
context of the Khartoum Process; ongoing concerns relating to responses to human trafficking and
smuggling; and the adverse consequences of migration control measures, including the refoulement of
Eritrean nationals. It also identifies the increased risk of violations that Sudanese nationals are exposed to
resulting from bilateral cooperation designed to facilitate their return.

II. Issues
1. Legislation
Sudan has adopted a number of laws in the field of refugee and migration law, including the Asylum Act
of 2014, the Combating of Human Trafficking Act of 2014, and the new Passport and Immigrations Act
of 2015. The legislation addressed a number of shortcomings and gaps in Sudanese law, such as the
absence of anti human trafficking laws. However, the laws raise several concerns in terms of their
compatibility with the Covenant.5 The Asylum Act restricts freedom of movement and does not provide
effective remedies to challenge deportation orders and revocation of refugee status.6 The Combating of
Human Trafficking Act, in addition to using a definition of trafficking that is at variance with article 3 of
the Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish Trafficking in Persons Especially Women and Children,
supplementing the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime (Palermo
Protocol),7 stipulates that the death penalty may be imposed for nine aggravated acts of trafficking,
several of which do not meet the criteria of a “serious crime”.8 The Combating of Human Trafficking Act
does not provide for the rights of foreign trafficking victims to remain in the country, nor for an explicit
prohibition of refoulement. The Passport and Immigrations Act criminalises illegal entry and grants wide
powers of deportation, without judicial review.9
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Questions:
What measures, if any, has Sudan taken to ensure that recently adopted legislation – Asylum Act of 2014,
Combating of Human Trafficking Act of 2014, and Passports and Immigrations Act of 2015 – complies
with its obligations under the Covenant, particularly articles 2, 7, 8, 9, 12, and 13?
2. Combating trafficking
Sudan has adopted anti-trafficking legislation and set up the National Committee for Combating Human
Trafficking.10 The implementation of the Combating Human Trafficking Act of 2014 (see for its
legislative shortcomings II.1., above) has been inadequate in terms of prevention, lack of adequate
mechanisms for the identification and protection of trafficking victims, which may result in detention and
deportation in violation of the prohibition of refoulement (see below at II. 3), and limited prosecutions of
suspected traffickers.11 This applies particularly to the prosecution of officials alleged to be involved in
trafficking. Notwithstanding reports alleging involvement of officials in trafficking, 12 coming against the
backdrop of wider allegations of corruption and participation in illicit activities,13 there appears to have
been no serious efforts to investigate the nature and extent of such involvement, and to hold individuals
responsible.
Questions:
How many trafficking victims have been identified, and what protection measures have been provided?
How many persons have been prosecuted for human trafficking or related crimes, and what has been the
outcome of relevant cases?
How many officials, if any, have been prosecuted for human trafficking or related crimes, and what has
been the outcome of relevant cases (including in relation to the lifting of immunity that officials enjoy
under various Sudanese laws)?
3. Treatment of foreign nationals
Several reports have highlighted the discrimination, arbitrary detention and ill-treatment, including rape
and other forms of sexual violence that certain foreign nationals face in Sudan.14 Their status, poor living
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conditions, and exposure to trafficking or arbitrary law enforcement, or both, is one of the main reasons
why Eritrean and Ethiopian nationals in particular have stated that they feel unsafe in Sudan (and seek to
move to other places of safety).15
This precarious situation risks being compounded by the Khartoum Process, which provides a political
incentive for Sudan to demonstrate its ability to effectively control migration. Sudan has deployed the
paramilitary Rapid Support Forces (RSF) for this purpose, which reportedly arrested approximately one
hundred “illegal immigrants” close to Sudan’s northern borders (Libya, Egypt) in 2016.16 The
involvement of the RSF, which the Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court has implicated in
international crimes in Darfur, has prompted serious concerns over the protection of rights of refugees and
migrants.17 Further, Sudanese authorities have on several occasions detained, in conditions that raise
concerns about their compatibility with articles 7 and 10 of the Covenant, and subsequently deported,
Eritrean nationals in violation of the prohibition of refoulement.18 Foreign nationals have been charged
with unlawfully entering the country under the Passports and Immigrations Act, with the Sudanese
authorities using wide powers of arrest and deportation in relation to illegal entry, instead of treating these
persons, particularly Eritreans, as asylum seekers and/or trafficking victims as required by the 1951
Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees.19 In recent incidents, in February 2017, “about 65 asylum
seekers - the majority from Ethiopia and some from Eritrea - were lashed 40 times on their backs and the
back of their legs with leather whips… 40 were deported immediately, after being arrested in what
witnesses say was a violent police attack on a peaceful protest.”20 On 29 August 2017, Sudanese
authorities reportedly deported 30 minors aged 15-17 back to Eritrea.21 Shortly thereafter, on 17
September 2017, 36 Eritreans who had been imprisoned for illegal entry were deported to Eritrea, without
having had effective access to a lawyer.22 The UNHCR Deputy Representative Elizabeth Tan, reportedly
stated that: “UNHCR is concerned that these asylum seekers do not appear to have had their claims
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adequately heard, and they were deported on charges of illegal entry into Sudan which is not supported
under international refugee law.”23
The Khartoum Process project on the establishment of the Regional Operational Centre in support of the
Khartoum Process and AU-Horn of Africa Initiative (ROCK) in the Khartoum police training centre,
aimed at strengthening sharing of information in the region on irregular migration and smuggling, is
problematic in terms of adequate data protection.24 The envisaged cooperation may result in an enhanced
focus on repressive measures and the violation of the rights of refugees and human rights of migrants.
Questions:
What is the extent of the deployment of the Rapid Support Forces and the National Intelligence and
Security Services (NISS) in migration control measures (numbers of personnel, assigned role)? What
mechanisms are in place to ensure that these forces operate in accordance with Sudan’s obligations under
the Covenant?
How many foreign nationals (disaggregate according to nationality) have been detained for illegal entry
into Sudan? How many foreign nationals (disaggregate according to nationality) have been deported to
which countries? How many foreign nationals (disaggregate according to nationality) have lodged an
appeal against deportations, and what has been the outcome of such cases? How long have foreign
nationals been detained for? What are the facilities in which they have been detained, and conditions of
detention? How many complaints, if any, have been lodged concerning the length, conditions of
detention, various forms of ill-treatment, and what has been the outcome of such cases?
What measures is Sudan taking to ensure that data protection in the operation of the Regional Operational
Centre (ROCK) is in accordance with the Covenant, and that data is not used to carry out measures in
violation of the Covenant?
4. Torture and other ill-treatment of returned Sudanese nationals
The Khartoum Process has resulted in enhanced bilateral cooperation, which has facilitated the
deportation of Sudanese nationals from countries such as Italy, Belgium and the Netherlands.
Agreements, deportation practices, which have included inviting Sudanese officials to identify Sudanese
nationals in countries such as Italy and Belgium, and failures of post deportation monitoring have
increased the risk that Sudanese nationals are subjected to torture and ill-treatment upon return.25 While
post-return monitoring has proved difficult for civil society organisations, available evidence indicates
that several Sudanese nationals have been subjected to torture and other ill-treatment upon return,
particularly at the hands of the NISS.26
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Questions:
What is the procedure followed by Sudanese authorities in dealing with Sudanese nationals who are
returned by third countries?
What safeguards are in place to ensure that Sudanese nationals in this position are not subjected to
arbitrary arrest and detention, torture or other ill-treatment?
Have there been any investigations following allegations of torture or ill-treatment in relation to returned
Sudanese nationals concerned, and, if so, what has been the outcome?
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