Aloeboetoe et al. v. Suriname
ABSTRACTl

This case is about the arbitrary arrest and eventual murder of a group
of Maroons, an indigenous people group, in Suriname during the 1986-
1992 Civil War. Eventually, the State accepted full responsibility, leav-
ing the Court only the task to rule on the reparations.

I. FACTS
A. Chronology of Events

December 31, 1987: Over twenty unarmed Maroons pass through At-
joni, a V|Ilage of Pokigron in Suriname, to return to their village of Par-
amaribo.”> While passing through, they are attacked and beaten by a
group of soldiers with their rifle butts under the susplcmn that they be-
longed to the Jungle Commando, a subversive group. ¥ In addition to be-
ing detained, a number are wounded with bayonets and knives* and
forced to lie face down on the ground while the soldiers step on their
backs and urlnate on them.” Roughly fifty people witness these events
take place

The Captain of the village makes an effort to tell Commander
Leeflang of the Army that the villagers are citizens from several differ-
ent villages, and not members of the Jungle Commando.” Commander
Leeflang, however, ignores this information.®

Of the twenty Maroons, the soldiers allow some of them to contin-
ue on their way but seven of them, including a fifteen-year-old boy, are
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blindfolded and dragged into a military vehicle.® The following men
were taken by the soldiers: Mr. Daison Aleboetoe, Mr. Dedemanu Al-
oeboetoe, Mr. Mikuwendje Aloebotoe, Mr. John Amoida, Mr. Rlchenel
Voola (“Aside”), Mr. Martin Indisie Banai, and Mr. Beri Tlopo

The military vehlcle is taken through Tjongalangapassi in the di-
rection of Paramarlbo Eventually, the vehicle stops when it arrives at
Kilometer Thlrty ? The soldiers order the victims to get out of the vehi-
cle, and the ones who do not comply are forcibly dragged out of the ve-
hicle.! They are all given spades and forced to start dlgglng * One of
the victims inquires about why they are being forced to dig; one of the
soldiers indicates that they are going to plant sugar cane and another re-
plies that they are celebrating the end of the year with them.™

At a certain pomt Mr. Aside tries to escape, but the assailants
shoot and wound him.*® Mr. Aside, nonetheless, manages to escape and
is not followed." Shortly after, the other six Maroons are killed."

January 2, 1988: A group of men from Gujaba and Grantatai sets out
for Paramaribo, the capital of the State |n search for any information on
the seven victims from the authorities.™ Once in Paramaribo, they meet
Mr. Orna Albitrouw, Coordinator of the Interior of VVolksmobilisatie,
and go to the Military Police of Fort Zeeland where they attempt to see
Mr. Vaandrig Achong, the Head of S- 2.7

January 4, 1988: The men are unable to obtain any information pertaln—
ing to the whereabouts of the victims and return to Tjongalangapa35|

Upon arriving at Kilometer Thirty, the men come across Mr. Aside,
who |s in critical condition with a bullet wound just above his right
knee.?> Mr. Aside states that he is the only survivor of the massacre and
that the dead bodies of the other victims have been partially eaten by
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vultures.”® Mr. Aside’s wounds are mfested with maggots and his right
shoulder blade is cut in an X- shape

The group returns to Paramaribo with this information. » After
twenty-four hours of negotiations with authorities, a representative of
the In;[grnational Red Cross obtains authorization to evacuate Mr.
Aside.

January 6, 1988: Mr. Aside is admitted to the Academlc Hospital of
Paramaribo where he dies, despite the care prowded " The Military Po-
lice prevent Mr. Aside’s family from visiting him in the hospital. Addi-
tionally, the next of kin of the other six victims are finally granted per-
mission to bury their loved ones.?

B. Other Relevant Facts

Maroons (from the Spanish word cimarrén, meaning “wild sav-
age”)29 are descendants of African slaves who escaped slavery, fled to
the interior and joined with indigenous peoples, and created several in-
dependent tribes.*® By the 1980s, the Maroons in Suriname had bequn
to fight for their land rights.e’l The Suriname  Guerrilla
War (Dutch: Binnenlandse Oorlod, ‘Internal War”) was an internal con-
flict in Suriname between 1986 and 1992.** The war was fought be-
tween the Jungle Commando led by Ronnie Brunswijk33 whose mem-
bers originated from the Maroon ethnic group, and the national army led
by then-army chief and de facto head of state Dési Bouterse.** The
main cause of the civil war was the contempt that the urban Surinamese
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had against the Maroons.? Government resettlement policies threatened
the sovereignty of their societies.®® Violence against Maroons was ram-
pant Wlth men, women, and children constantly killed by bombing at-
tacks.”’

In the State, the Constitution afforded no protections or recognition
of indigenous people, including Maroons.*® The indigenous people of
the State are largely unable to participate in deC|S|ons affecting their
land, culture, traditions, and natural resources.*® Political opportunities,
education, and jobs are concentrated in the capital, while little is left for
those that live in the interior.*® Government services are also scarce in
the interior of the State because much of the infrastructure is destroyed
during the 1986-1991 |nsurgen0|es

Il1. PROCEDURAL HISTORY
A. Before the Commission

January 15 1988 A petition is filed with the Commission on behalf of
the victims.*?

May 15, 1990: The Commission issues Report No. 03/90.”® In the re-
port, the Commission finds that the State violated Articles 1 (Obligation
to Respect Rights), 2 (Obligation to Give Domestic Legal Effect to
Rights), 4(1) (Prohibition on Arbitrary Deprivation of Life), 5(1) (Right
to Physical, Mental, and Moral Integrity), 5(2) (Prohibition of Torture,
and Cruel, Inhumane or Degrading Treatment), 7(1) (Right to Personal
Liberty and Safety), 7(2) (Prohibition of Deprivation of Liberty Unless
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for Reasons Previously Established by Law), 7(3) (Prohibition of Arbi-
trary Arrest or Imprisonment), 25(1) (Right of Recourse Before a Com-
petent Court), and 25(2) (Right to a Judicial Remedy) of the American
Convention.”* Additionally, the Commission made several remedial
recommendations to the State, including taking necessary measures to
avoid reoccurrence, properly investi%ﬂing the matter, and paying com-
pensation to the victims’ next of kin.

B. Before the Court

August 27, 1990: The Commission submits the case to the Court after
the State failed to adopt its recommendations.*®

December 13, 1990: The State appoints Mr. Antdnio Augusto Cancado
Trindade of Brazil as judge ad hoc.”’

June 28, 1991: The State raises preliminary objections claiming that it
is not responsible for the disappearance and death of the victims named
in the case, that there is not enough evidence to prove the State commit-
ted any violations, and that the State is not liable for the cost in conjunc-
tion with the present case.”®

December 2, 1991: At the public hearing, the State accepts full respon-
sibility for the events.* Further, the State asks the Court to exercise its
right to close the case and determine the compensation owed or do
whatever is appropriate under the law.>

1. Violations Alleged by Commission®*

Acrticle 1 (Obligation to Respect Rights)

Acrticle 2 (Obligation to Give Domestic Legal Effect to Rights)
Article 4 (Right to Life)

Article 5 (Right to Humane Treatment)

Avrticle 7 (Right to Personal Liberty)
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Article 25 (Right to Judicial Protection) of the American Convention.
2. Violations Alleged by Representatives of the Victims™
Same Violations Alleged by Commission.
I1l. MERITS

A. Composition of the Court™
Héctor Fix-Zamudio, President
Thomas Buergenthal, Judge
Rafael Nieto Navia, Judge
Sonia Picado Sotela, Judge
Julio A. Barberis, Judge
Antbnio Augusto Cancado Trindade, Judge Ad Hoc

Manuel E. Ventura Robles, Secretary
Ana Maria Reina, Deputy Secretary

B. Decision on the Merits

December 4, 1991: The Court issues its Judgment on the Merits.>*

Due to the fact that the Government of Suriname accepted responsibility
for their role in the events that took place, the Court did not rule on the
facts concerning the case and determined that the dispute concerning
the facts giving rise to the dispute were concluded.” Accordingly, all
that was left for the Court to do was to determine the reparations and
court costs.”

C. Dissenting and Concurring Opinions

[None]

52. While the Merits Judgment does not indicate who served as the representative of the vic-
tims’ next of kin, it does mention that Mr. Stanley Rensch signed the petition and spoke with Mr.
Aside and other involved persons about the event. 1d.  16.
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erally, Aloeboetoe et al. v. Suriname, Merits.
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IV. REPARATIONS"

The Court ruled unanimously that the State had the following obliga-
tions:

A. Specific Performance (Measures of Satisfaction and Non-Repetition
Guarantee)

1. Establish of a Trust Fund

The State must deposit the monetary compensation owed to the
beneficiaries in the Surlnaamse Trustmaatschappij N.V. (“Suritrust”) in
the city of Paramaribo.”® The State shall create two trust funds, one on
behalf of the minor children and the other on behalf of the adult benefi-
ciaries.”

With regard to the children, the trust fund shall be created for the
benefit of all those children who are unmarried beneficiaries who have
not yet reached the age of twenty-one.” The minor’s trust fund shall
contlnue to exist until the last of the beneficiaries becomes of age or
marries.’

The adult beneficiaries may withdraw up to twenty- flve percent of
the sum due to them when the State makes their deposﬂ ? The trust
fund shall remain active for a minimum of three years and a maximum
of seventeen years with semi-annual withdrawals permitted.*®

2. Establish of a Foundation

The State must create a Foundation for the purpose of providing
the beneficiaries with the chance to obtaln the most optimal returns for
the money received as reparatlons * Additionally, the Foundation will
serve as a trustee for the funds deposited in the Suritrust and shall pro-
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C) No. 15, 31 (Sept. 10, 1993).
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vide advice as to how the beneficiaries should allocate their reparations
or income they obtain from the trust funds.® As to the minors, the
Foundation will try to ensure that the compensation received is used to-
wards subsequent study expenses, as funds in order to begin work or get
married, or as a means to cover expenses when serious problems of
health or family finances require it.%°

3. One-Time Contribution to the Foundation
To ensure the proper operation of the Foundation, the State must -
within thirty days of its establishment - make a one-time contribution of
$4,000.% The State will not be allowed to restrict or tax the activities of
the Foundation, nor shall it modify any conditions currently in force to
interfere with the Foundation’s activities.®
4. Reopen School
The State must reopen the school located in Gujaba and must staff
it with teachers and administrative personnel so that the school can
function permanently.®
5. Re-establish Medical Dispensary
In conjunction with the re-opening of the school, the State must
make the medical dispensary located in Gujaba operational during the
same year it re-opens the school.”
B. Compensation
The Court awarded the following amounts:
1. Pecuniary Damages

The Court ordered the State to pay a total of $453,102 in pecuniary
damages.71 The State must deposit the money in the Suritrust.”” The
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money shall be furnished to the victims or their next of kin."
2. Non-Pecuniary Damages
[None]
3. Costs and Expenses
[None]
4. Total Compensation (including Costs and Expenses ordered):
$461,102
C. Deadlines
The State must create the Suritrust, the Foundation, and pay the
pecuniary damages owed before April 1, 1994.” The one-time contribu-
tion to the Foundation in the amount of $4,000 must be made within
thirty days of the Foundation’s establishment.” Lastly, the State must
re-open the school and have the medical dispensary operational by
1994."
V. INTERPRETATION AND REVISION OF JUDGMENT
[None]

V1. COMPLIANCE AND FoLLOwW-Up

[None]
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VII. LiST oF DOCUMENTS
A. Inter-American Court
1. Preliminary Objections
[None]
2. Decisions on Merits, Reparations and Costs

Aloeboetoe et al. v. Suriname, Merits, Judgment, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R.
(ser. C) No. 11 (Dec. 4, 1991).

Aloeboetoe et al. v. Suriname, Reparations and Costs, Judgment, Inter-
Am. Ct. H.R. (ser. C) No. 15 (Sept. 10, 1993).

3. Provisional Measures
[None]
4. Compliance Monitoring
[None]
5. Review and Interpretation of Judgment
[None]

B. Inter-American Commission
1. Petition to the Commission
[None]

2. Report on Admissibility
[None]

3. Provisional Measures

[None]


https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2014-2015/aloeboetoe_v._surinam.merits.12.4.1991.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2014-2015/aloeboetoe_v._surinam.merits.12.4.1991.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2014-2015/aloeboetoe_v._surinam.reparationscosts.9.10.1993.pdf
https://iachr.lls.edu/sites/iachr.lls.edu/files/iachr/Court_and_Commission_Documents/2014-2015/aloeboetoe_v._surinam.reparationscosts.9.10.1993.pdf
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4. Report on Merits
[Not Available]
5. Application to the Court

Aloeboetoe et al. v. Suriname, Petition to the Court, Inter-Am. Comm’n
H.R., Case No. 10.150 (Aug. 27, 1990).
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