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10. National Human Rights Institution 

In the first half of the year 2016, the department of Justice and Police, decided that the Human Rights Bureau, which falls under this department, in cooperation with the United Nations Development Program, will be transformed into a National Human Rights Institution in accordance with the Paris Principles. In recent months staff has been recruited which should contribute to the staffing of the Institute. There are also various human rights training courses organized for the staff. The intention is that the staff is taught the necessary knowledge to rule the institute. On December 10, 2016 National Human Rights Institute will be launched. The planning is that a transition period will be implemented of 4 years, wherein the institute will be arranged in such a way that it will comply with the requirements according to the Paris Principles. This means that in this period the Institute will be made into an independent institution. In the final phase of this transition, the Institute will thus completely stand alone. This institute will deal with the promotion and protection of human rights in the country. Also, a general ombudsman will be linked to this institute. The ombudsman will be divided into two divisions, being one for children and one for adults.

22. Impunity for Human Rights Violations suits

The Amnesty Law of 1989, a law dating from 1992, originally granted amnesty to some 20 offenses as mentioned in the Surinamese Penal Code committed between January 1, 1985 and August 19, 1992. This was the period of the Domestic War. In this period, most human rights violations have been committed. This law worked discriminatory towards the human rights violations before the period of 1985. Therefore this was the reason to change this law on April 4, 2012 and it has been expanded and the period extended, so that human rights violations between April 1, 1980 and December 31, 1984 would fall under this same law. This change was made in the context of peace and reconciliation. There was great dissension within the Surinamese community. There is a private committee composed of almost 400 relatives of the victims, which will corporate with the 'Institute for Justice and Reconciliation of South Africa’. Their purpose is to start the process of reconciliation. Suriname deeply regrets that human rights violations have been committed in the period from 1980 to 1992. However, in the context of the national security, the Amnesty Law will not be repealed. Suriname does not agree with the statement that they protect the perpetrators of human rights violations. Suriname has ratified several human rights treaties and complies with the provisions contained in these treaties. However, Suriname believes that the peace and security for its nation is more important for its nationals. Suriname admits that the human rights violations which date back almost 34 years are not desirable, but we cannot turn back time. It is time to look forward. We are developing ourselves as a nation to ensure that this terrible period in Suriname's history will never be repeated. We have learned from the past. With regard to the issue of protecting witnesses, no cases are known in which witnesses have been threatened or have been harmed in any way. In accordance with the Surinamese legislation, everyone who is on territory of Suriname, is protected by the Surinamese Constitution.

32. Judicial control of detention

The State of Suriname has taken due note of this recommendation. 
The case with regards to this recommendation, contained in Par.32 of the "concluding observations" of the UN Committee has remained unchanged.
According to Article 54a paragraph 1, of the current Code of Criminal Procedure it states, that the defendant, no later than within the period of seven (days) starting on the date of his arrest, is brought before the magistrate in order to be heard. This article provides an opportunity for the suspect, to request his immediately release at the magistrate, after being detained.
By reducing the period of custody of 14 (fourteen) to 7 (seven) days, this has suddenly put enormous pressure on the associated institutions involved, which seeks to find solutions, working with the existing financial resources, capacity and manpower, in order to make the detention take place legally and lawfully. Unfortunately, the state is not yet at the stage as to where this recommendation can be fully implemented.
The State will indeed do everything in its power, to ensure that this recommendation will become fact.

The State of Suriname has already put the following to the attention of your Committee:

1.The use of coercive measures by investigating and prosecuting authorities, against individuals identified as suspects of criminal offenses, is necessary in the context of the investigation and prosecuting of criminal offenses. Without these measures, criminal enforcement of laws is almost inconceivable.  in the articles 42 of the Code of Criminal Procedures also coercion is included, whose application is linked to specific conditions and safeguards.
The application of these coercive measures are a violation of the Constitution and international treaties (such as the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) established fundamental rights of the accused, including the right to personal freedom, the right to protection of the physical integrity, the right to property or domicile. Thus, under articles 48 and 49 of the Code of Criminal Procedures the warrant issued to custody of a suspect, only in the case of an offense covered by Article 56 paragraph 3 of this Code,  pre-trial detention is authorized and furthermore if the detention is in the interest of the investigation.

2. In regards to the detention as a means of coercive measures, Article 9 paragraph 1 of the ICCPR states that no one shall be deprived of his liberty, except when this is done on such grounds and legally. It further provides that any person who is arrested on charges of committing an offense or detained must be brought promptly to justice and that the suspect is brought to trial within a reasonable time.
The idea behind this Treaty is that the defendant no longer be kept in custody than is strictly necessary.
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