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Introduction
     [1] This profile is provided by the State Department’s Office of Asylum Affairs for use by the Executive Office of Immigration Review and the Immigration and Naturalization Service in assessing asylum claims.a By regulation, the Department of State may provide information on country conditions to help adjudicators assess the accuracy of asylum applicants’ assertions about country conditions and their own experiences;b likely treatment were the applicants to return;c whether persons similarly situated are known to be persecuted;d whether grounds for denial are known to exist;e and other information relevant to determining the status of a refugee under the grounds specified in section 101(a) (42) of the Immigration and Naturalization Act. f
     [2] Country conditions profiles are produced by the Office of Asylum Affairs under the supervision of the Bureau of Democracy, Human Rights and Labor (DRL), formerly the Bureau of Human Rights and Humanitarian Affairs.a They are written by experienced Foreign Service Officers with expertise and service in the relevant area and are circulated for comment within the Department, including to overseas missions, and with other agencies if appropriate.b They are based on a review of asylum applications, reports from US missions abroad and other information available to the Department of State.c Other relevant information published by the Department, incorporated herewith by reference, includes the annual Country Reports on Human Rights Practices and the annual World Refugee Report.d Country Reports are designed to report annually on the status of internationally recognized human rights;e these profiles, which are updated regularly, provide additional and current information relevant to the specific standards set forth in the INA. f
Claim Analysis and Treatment of Similarly-Situated Persons  

Claims on Account of Political Opinion

     [3] From independence in 1958 until 1984, Guinea was a single-party state.a In December 1991, Guinea’s new democratic constitution went into effect after eight years of military-led government.b Political parties were legalized in April 1992, and at year’s end there were 46 which have been legally recognized.c As noted above, however, the early hopes that genuine multi-party democracy might come to Guinea were dashed by the badly flawed 1993 elections. d
     [4] Legislative elections were held on June 11, 1995, with some 10 political parties taking part.a The pro-government Party for Unity and Progress (PUP) won some 62% of the votes and 71 of the 114 seats in the National Assembly, with the three major opposition parties winning 37 seats.b The opposition parties claimed massive fraud by the PUP but had their petitions thrown out by Guinea’s Supreme Court. c
     [5] Once again, there were structural problems that affected electoral transparency, and the election observers from the independent African-American Institute (AAI) concluded that while the voting operations took place on the whole in an acceptable manner, the process leading up to the elections called into question the democratic and transparent character of the legislative election.a The AAI added that it was not in a position to attest to the accuracy of the overall results and remained very reserved concerning their real representativeness as regards the choice of Guinean voters. b
     [6] In early July, nine opposition parties, including the three largest, announced the creation of an umbrella organization called the `Coordination of the Democratic Opposition’ (CODEM) to lead the fight for democracy in Guinea.a Since then, CODEM and the government have engaged in a war of declarations and condemnations in the media, with the former continuing to charge fraud in the elections and the government heatedly denying it.b Except for this war of words, Guinea’s political situation in early August remained calm. c
     [7] Despite these lingering questions concerning the fairness of the elections, our Embassy reported in July 1995 that in several important ways, democracy has been advanced in Guinea.a It noted groups voted side by side peacefully, in dramatic contrast to the 1992 elections, when hundreds of people lost their lives.b The allegations of fraud against the government have also served as a powerful unifying force for the opposition parties and brought about creation of CODEM.c It is also important to note that the government controlled radio and press covered the announcement of CODEM’s creation and objectives;d election-related coverage has been freer and more open than before. e
     [8] Most frequently cited by Guinean asylum applicants are fears for their personal safety based on their past association with the former Toure government – or simply a generalized opposition to the present Conte government.a Now, however, with the legalization of political parties and some increased freedom to organize and campaign, many of those fears appear to us to be exaggerated.b There were no reports of targeted political killings in 1994, nor any reports of abductions or disappearances. c
Claims on Account of Ethnicity

     [9] Other claims are based on ethnicity, with applicants claiming that their particular ethnic group is being singled out for discriminatory treatment.a An abortive opposition demonstration in Conakry on September 28, 1993 sparked three days of the worst ethnic, inter-communal clashes since 1958 – largely between Sousa and Peulh.b There were scores of deaths in the clashes, hundreds more were injured, and the government banned any further marches in Conakry.c Ethnic tensions remain high, and opposition leaders have been criticized by many Guineans for stirring up ethnic violence. d
     [10] While racial or ethnic discrimination is prohibited by law, ethnic identification is strong in Guinea, and mutual suspicion affects relations across ethnic lines, in and out of government.a The cabinet includes representatives of all major ethnic groups. A disproportionate number of police are Malinke, the ethnic group of former President Toure, while a disproportionate number of senior military officers are Soussou, President Conte’s ethnic group.b There have [been] some incidents of inter-ethic violence, but no single ethnic group is singled out by the government for abuse or mistreatment.c However, the independent press and opposition parties have recently claimed that the government is oppressing and intimidating the mainly Malinke population of Upper Guinea.d Many, but not all, Malinke leaders believe the government is singling out Malinke, who voted overwhelmingly against General Conte in the December 1993 election. e
Claims on Account of Religion

     [11] Less frequently heard are claims based on religious grounds, such as a Christian claiming to have suffered at the hands of Muslims.a In fact, religious groups in Guinea enjoy religious freedom and tolerance.b An estimated 85% of the population is Muslim, but there is no official state religion, and the new Constitution declares Guinea to be a secular state.c Both Christian and Muslim holidays are observed by the government, and Catholic and Protestant missionaries operate freely in the country. d
Other Factors Influencing Migration

     [12] As noted above, the Guinean economy is based on agriculture, with more than 80% of the population engaged in subsistence agriculture, and per capita gross domestic product is only about $511.a Many Guineans have fled from this abject poverty and seek better economic opportunities in Europe or the United States. b
     The views expressed in this report are those of the U.S. Department of State, and its authors, not PARDS. A copy of this report is provided as a courtesy to our clients: immigration attorneys, current applicants, and those contemplating filing for political asylum in the United States. Readers are encouraged to obtain a copy of the PARDS critique of the Department of State’s Country Reports on Human Rights Practices, International Religious Freedom Report, Profile of Asylum Claims and Country Conditions Report, or Issue Paper series from our web page: http://www.pards.org/profilecrtitique.doc. We welcome your questions, comments and requests. 

NOTE: The text of this report was drawn from the Department of State’s original version, font enlarged for ease of review and the paragraphs numbered for ease of reference. Those Department of State reports for which a comprehensive source and statement-by-statement PARDS Critique and Reliability Assessment have been prepared contain an alphabetic superscript at the end of each sentence. To order a report-specific PARDS Critique and Reliability Assessment, email your request to politicalasylum@gmail.com or call us at 1(609) 497 – 7663. 
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PARDS Report-Specific Source
and Report Reliability Assessment
     To order a comprehensive Report-Specific Source and Reliability Assessment of the D.o.S. Guinea Country Report on Human Rights Practices (1970s – Present), International Religious Freedom Report (2000 – Present), latest Profile of Asylum Claims and Country Conditions Report, benefit from the assistance of an internationally known and respected, country-specific expert, or obtain claim-relevant documentation call PARDS 1 (609) 497 - 7663.
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WARNING: By regulation, D.o.S. Profiles of Asylum Claims Reports are a part of the record, principal lens, but inherently flawed means by which adjudicators come to understand country conditions, standard by which to assess asylum, withholding of removal, and Convention against Torture claim plausibility and merit. This report contains internal inconsistencies, distortions, and omissions intended to undermine petitioner credibility, claim plausibility and merit. Underline all claim-relevant statements. Circle or highlight distortions. Compare and contrast claim content with this report noting themes omitted by D.o.S. Any uncorrected deviation between content of petitioner’s claim and testimony, and this report, provide a basis for claim denial. Internal inconsistencies, distortions, and omissions are correctable through: (1) a PARDS Report-Specific Source and Reliability Assessment, (2) internationally known/ respected country experts, and (3) claim-relevant documentation available from PARDS. Font size was increased for ease of review, paragraphs numbered and sentences identified by alphabetic super script for ease of reference, and report-specific outline attached.

