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The attached D.o.S. Country Report does not constitute an accurate, complete, or reliable representation of reality on the ground in the country at issue. Asylum officers, immigration judges, members of the Board of Immigration Appeals (BIA), and federal circuit court of appeals will use each uncorrected, claim relevant distortion written into and significant omission edited out of this report against and to the calculated detriment of your client. 
Assistance is available, both via a nationally known and respected, country-specific expert, PARDS Report-Specific Source and Reliability Assessment, and/or documentation. Documentation alone will not address the inviability of internal relocation as a remedial option to your client following repatriation/deportation, but an expert can.
Diligently examine D.o.S. Report content. Identify and underline all claim-relevant thesis statements, circle or highlight those constituting a distortion (for example: a mountain made to appear as a mole hill). The resulting list is a menu of items requiring a corrective lens. 

Compare and contrast claim content against that of the D.o.S. Report at issue noting all themes present in the former, but absent from the latter. The resulting list of omissions edited out of this report is a menu of concepts requiring a corrective lens. 

Unless and until corrective lenses are presented as supplement to each claim-relevant distortion and significant omission, adjudicators will presume petitioner’s unreserved acceptance of Report content as authoritatively accurate, complete, and reliable, proceed to employ, both the distortions written into and omissions edited out against the petitioner and as a basis for claim denial.       
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(a) Absence of objective and authoritative sources
(b) Presence of uncorroborated assertions
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(c) Significant Omissions 
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Reconciles specific assertions with multiple, authoritative, non-U.S. Government source data illuminating D.o.S. spin, distortions, and significant omissions

Level 4 Reliability Assessment 

Combination of Levels 1, 2, and 3
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PARDS Generic Critique of the Department of State Country Reports on Human Rights Practices Series: Pages: 19 – 24
PARDS Report-Specific Source and Reliability Assessment Outline: Pages: 25 - 32

I. Introduction

II. Context and Overview of Recent Developments

III. Claims and Relevant Country Conditions

      A. Claims Based on Political Opinion

      B. Claims Based on Race

      C. Claims Based on Religion

      D. Claims Based on Nationality

      E. Claims Based on Social Group Membership

           1. Female Genital Mutilation

IV. Other Considerations for Adjudicators

V. Appendix 1. Chronology of Significant Events  

 I. Introduction
     [1] Country conditions profiles are produced by the Department of State’s Office of Asylum Affairs for use by the Executive Office of Immigration Review and Naturalization Service in assessing asylum claims.PARDS.1a [FTN 1] They are written by State Department officers with expertise in the relevant area and are circulated for comment within the Department, including to overseas missions, and to other agencies if appropriate.PARDS.1b In addition to this profile, adjudicators may wish to consult the annual Country Reports on Human Rights Practices as well as other available documents on conditions in Nigeria. PARDS.1c
II. Context and Overview of Recent Developments

     [2] Nigeria’s turbulent history – Since obtaining independence in October 1960 as a Federation of three regions (Northern, Western, and Eastern), Nigeria’s history has been marked by alternating periods of civilian rule, coups, counter-coups, and – until recent years – relatively benign military governments.PARDS.2a From 1960 to 1966, Nigeria enjoyed relative political stability.PARDS.2b From the outset, however, Nigeria’s ethnic, regional, and religious tensions were magnified by the significant disparities in economic and educational development between the south and the north.PARDS.2c On January 15, 1996, a small group of mostly Igbo army officers overthrew the Federal Government and assassinated the Federal Prime Minister and the Premiers of the Northern and Western Regions.PARDS.2d The new military government headed by Gen. J.T.U.PARDS.2e Aguiyi-Ironsi was unable to quiet ethnic tensions or produce a new constitution acceptable to all sections of the country.PARDS.2f This led to another coup in July 1996, with Gen. Yakub Gowon named the new head of the Federal Military Government (FMG).PARDS.2g
____________________________________

[FTN 1] 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; likely treatment were the applicants to return; whether persons similarly situated are known to be persecuted; whether grounds for denial are known to exist; and other information relevant to determining the status of a refugee under the grounds specified in section 101(a)(42) of the Immigration Act.

     [3] At about the same time, the massacre of thousands of Igbos in the north prompted hundreds of thousands of Igbos to return to their homeland in the southeast, where the Military Governor of the Eastern Region, Lt. Col. Emeka Ojukwu, emerged as the leader as an increasingly strong Igbo secessionist sentiment.PARDS.3a In May 1967 he declared the independence of the Eastern Region as the `Republic of Biafra.’PARDS.3b The civil war which ensued was bitter and bloody, ending in the defeat of Biafra in 1970.PARDS.3c Although reconciliation after the civil war was rapid and effective, General Gowon was overthrown in a bloodless coup by military officers on July 29, 1975.PARDS.3d He was replaced by Gen. Murtala Muhammed, who in turn was assassinated on February 13, 1976 in an abortive coup attempt.PARDS.3e He was replaced as Head of the State by his Chief of Staff, Lt. Gen. Olusegun Obasanjo, who moved to return the country to civilian rule, published a new constitution on September 21, 1978 and lifted the ban on political activity.PARDS.3f
     [4] Five political parties were formed and competed in a serioes of elections in 1979 which resulted in the election of Alhaji Shehu Shagari of the National Party of Nigeria (NPN) as president.PARDS.4a President Shagari, a northerner, and the NPN were returned to power in a landslide victory in August 1983, but the election was marred by violence and allegations of vote-rigging.PARDS.4b On December 31, 1983, the military overthrew the Secodn Republic and Maj. Gen. Muhammadu Buhari emerged as the leader of the Supreme Military Council (SMC), which immediately suspended the constitution and became increasingly authoritarian.PARDS.4c In a peaceful coup on August 27, 1985, he Bufari Government was replaced by the SMC’s third ranking member, Army Chief of Staff Maj. Gen. Ibrahim Babangida, who became president and promised the nation an early return to democracy and civilian rule. PARDS.4d
     [5] In April 1990, mid-level officers attempted to overthrow the Babangida Government.PARDS.5a The coup failed and 69 accused coup-plotters were later executed after secret trials before military tribunals.PARDS.5b The promised transition to civilian rule resumed after the failed coup.PARDS.5c The presidential election was finally held on June 12, 1993 and was deemed by most observers to the Nigeria’s fairest.PARDS.5d Chief M.K.O. Abiola, a wealthy Yoruba businessman, emerged as the winner, but President Babangida annulled the election, using several pending lawsuits as a pretense, and threw Nigeria into turmoil.PARDS.5e Over 100 persons were killed in riots before Babangida on August 27, 1993 to hand over power to an `Interim Government’ headed by Ernest Shonekan, a non-partisan businessman. PARDS.5f
     [6] Although Shonekan had led Babangida’s Transitional Council since early 1993, he was unable to tackle Nigeria’s ever-growing economic problems.PARDS.6a Defense Minister General Sani Abacha assumed power and engineered Shonekan’s resignation’ on November 17, 1993, and remains Nigeria’s head of state.PARDS.6b Under Abacha, the main decision-making organ is the military Provisional Ruling Council (PRC), which rules by decree.PARDS.6c The PRC oversees the 32-member Federal Executive Council (FEC) composed of military officers and civilians. PARDS.6d
     [7] No progress towards civilian rule – Like previous military regimes, Abacha and the PRC claim they will eventually hand over power to a civilian government.PARDS.7a The PRC initially did not at first reveal a timetable to reach that goal, although it initiated a `National Constitutional Conference’ (NCC) over which it had strong influence.PARDS.7b Pending a new constitution, the government indicated that some provisions of the 1979 constitution would be observed, though the decree suspending it was not repealed.PARDS.7c The 1989 constitution has not been implemented.PARDS.7d In his 1995 Independence Day Speech Abacha announced a timetable which purports to return Nigeria to democratically elected civilian government by October 1, 1998. PARDS.7e
     [8] Despite the announced timetable for transition from military rule, there has been little real progress towards democracy.PARDS.8a In the March 1996 nonparty local elections, the electoral commission disqualified many aspiring political parties and ordered them to disband, forcing voters who wished to participate in the transition process to support one of the government’s five hand-picked parties.PARDS.8b The regime disqualified many candidates and promulgated a decree allowing replacement without cause of elected officials by Government-selected administrators, effectively nullifying the results.PARDS.8c Local government elections on a party basis were held in March 1997 and were apparently conducted relatively successfully.PARDS.8d However, the Abacha government had `stacked the deck’ by disqualifying many opposition politicians during the party registration process.PARDS.8e Many Nigerians believe that Abacha intends to become the next elected President of Nigeria and will not tolerate serious or effective opposition. PARDS.8f
     [9] Human rights situation remains dismal – The human rights record worsened in 1996 and remains dismal.PARDS.9a Throughout 1996, the government cracked down hard on the opposition.PARDS.9b The most prominent outspoken critics of the regime remained in detention or self-imposed exile abroad.PARDS.9c The Abacha regime relied regularly on arbitrary detention and mass arrest to silence its critics.PARDS.9d The winner of the annulled June 1993 presidential election, Chief M.K.O. Abacha, remains in detention on charges of treason.PARDS.9e In June 1996 unidentified persons murdered Abiola’s senior wife under mysterious circumstances.PARDS.9f The government conducted a perfunctory investigation of the murder that included the detention of leading members of the opposition and Abiola family members. All have now been released.PARDS.9g
     [10] To continue its hold on power, the regime in 1995 and again in 1996 enacted or extended a series of harsh decrees restricting press freedom and civil liberties which, like other military decrees, contained clauses prohibiting judicial review of any government action.PARDS.10a Prominent writer, environmentalist, and minority rights activist Ken Saro-Wiwa and eight others were executed on November 10, 1995 in connection with the murder of four Ogoni politicians, following a trial by special tribunal completely lacking in due process.PARDS.10b In addition, former Head of State Olusegun Obasanjo, his erstwhile deputy and outspoken National Constitutional Conference delegate, Shehu Musa Yar’Adua, and more than 20 others were charged, convicted, and sentenced by a secret military tribunal for their roles in an alleged March, 1995 coup plot.PARDS.10c Most of the accused were convicted, and several death sentences were handed down.PARDS.10d Abacha subsequently reduced the original sentences and commuted the death sentences to life – probably due to an international campaign for clemency.PARDS.10e Obasanjo was sentenced to 15 years’ imprisonment instead of life, and Yar’Adua ‘s deaths sentence was commuted to 25 years imprisonment.PARDS.10f At the end of 1996 they remained in prison.PARDS.10g Many opposition figures have united in an organization called the National Democratic Coalition (NADECO), which has campaigned for an immediate return to civilian rule. PARDS.10h
     [11] The government continued to enforce its authority through the Federal Security System (the military, the State Security Service, and the National Police – all of whom were responsible for serious human rights abuses) and through decree blocking action by the opposition in the courts.PARDS.11a Security forces also used excessive force to combat a growing wave of violent crime, killing and wounding a number of persons, including innocent civilians.PARDS.11b Police tortured and beat detainees, and prison conditions remained life threatening; many prisoners died in custody.PARDS.11c Security services in 1996 continued routine harassment of human rights and pro-democracy groups, including labor leaders, journalists, and student activists. PARDS.11d
     [12] Other human rights problems included extrajudicial killings, police torture, dangerous and unsanitary prison conditions with many deaths, violence and discrimination against women, and infringements on freedom of speech, press, travel, and political and labor affiliation. PARDS.12a
III. Claims and Relevant Country Conditions  

       A. Claims Based on Political Opinion
     [13] Most frequently cited by Nigerian asylum applicants – many of whom have been in the U.S. for some time – are fears for their personal safety based on their generalized opposition to what is usually described as the military dictatorship pf Abacha or even to former President Babangida.PARDS.13a With Babangida’s departure, adjudicators may wish to examine whether the applicant’s fears would be valid under present conditions in Nigeria.PARDS.13b Literally millions of Nigerians are opposed to the current military rule, and mere generalized opposition of that kind should not be a cause for concern. PARDS.13c
     [14] Because of the harshness of the Abacha government’s rule, we are now seeing far more claims based on opposition to that regime.PARDS.14a Such opposition is widespread in Nigeria, but those persons at real risk appear to be those activists suspected of plotting against the government or leading various opposition movements.PARDS.14b Adjudicators should seek to determine whether the applicant’s opposition was of such seriousness and prominence to attract the attention of the security forces. PARDS.14c
     [15] Many Nigerians object in principle to the military takeover by Abacha, but they appeared inclined at first to take a wait-and-see attitude, arguing that the PRC should be judged by how well it fulfills its promises of a rapid return to democracy.PARDS.15a Now, however, with the many anti-democratic actions by Abacha’s government, its human rights violations and its crackdown on opposition leaders and journalists, some observers had concluded that the human rights excesses of the Bababgida era are simply being repeated by the Abacha government.PARDS.15b Journalists and human rights activists remain subject to harassment and intimidation by security forces. PARDS.15c
     [16] On March 12, 1997, former Secretary to the Government of the Federation and Finance Minister Chief Olu Falae and Dr. Frederick Faschun, Acting Chairman for Democracy, along with ten other detainees were formally charged with conspiracy and treason in connection with a recent bombing campaign against military targets.PARDS.16a We are not in a position to judge their guilt or innocence.PARDS.16b Four prominent individuals who have fled Nigeria, Novel Prize - winning author Wole Soyinka, Chief Anthony Enahoro, Lt. Gen. Alani Akinrinade (ret) and Dr. Amos Akingba, were cited in the indictments as suspects `still at large.’ PARDS.16c
       B. Claims Based on Race 

     [17] There are some 250 tribal groups in Nigeria, the most populous country in Africa with an estimated population of 110 million.PARDS.17a The dominant ethnic group in the northern two-thirds of the country is the Hausa-Fulani, most of whom are Muslim.PARDS.17b The Toruba people – about half Christian and half Muslim – are predominant in the southwest.PARDS.17c The predominantly Christian Igbos are the largest ethnic group in the southeast, with the Efik, and Ijaw comprising substantial segments of the population of that area as well. PARDS.17d
     [18] Many asylum claims from Nigerians are based on ethnicity, with applicants claiming that members of their particular tribe are being discriminated against by the government.PARDS.18a Such claims often come from members of the Igbo tribe of eastern Nigeria, site of the Biafran rebellion of the late 1960s.PARDS.18b Virtually all past Nigerian governments, including even the military regimes mentioned above, have made serious efforts to achieve tribal balance in the government.PARDS.18c This is also true in the case of the Abacha regime.PARDS.18d There are Igbos and members of most of the other major ethnic groups who are prominent in the professions and business throughout the country. PARDS.18e
     [19] There is no official policy of discrimination against any of Nigeria’s ethnic groups, and laws do not favor one group over another on a national basis.PARDS.19a However, Nigeria has a long history of tension among its diverse ethnic groups, and many Nigerians in the south resent what they perceive as historical northern domination of the government.PARDS.19b Clashes continued in 1997 between rival ethnic groups in Delta Rivers, Benue, Cross River, and Taraba states, often resulting in bloodshed.PARDS.19c Tradition continues to impose considerable pressure on individual government officials to favor their own ethnic groups, and ethnic favoritism persists. PARDS.19d
     [20] The Ogoni, an ethnic group indigenous to Rivers State in Eastern Nigeria (Nigeria’s oil-producing region), maintain that the government continues to engage in a systematic campaign to deprive them of their land and its wealth.PARDS.20a Conflict between members of the Movement for the Survival of the Ogoni People (MOSOP) and government forces escalated throughout 1996, and there have been credible reports of extrajudicial killings and beatings at police checkpoints in the area.PARDS.20b The confrontation has often been violent, and Ogonis accuse the government of engaging in a genocidal campaign against the Ogoni people turned increasingly violent, accusations that the government is engaged in a genocidal campaign against the Ogoni are unfounded. PARDS.20c
     [21] Our Embassy notes that the Ogoni nation is some 500,000 people of whom roughly half may have supported Ken Saro-Wiwa and MOSOP.PARDS.21a There are many other more vocal dissidents and opposition leaders in Nigeria than most MOSOP figures. PARDS.21b
       C. Claims Based on Religion
     [22] Another frequently mentioned claim is one based on religious grounds – usually cited by Christian Nigerians who claim they have been harassed or otherwise harmed by Nigerian Muslims.PARDS.22a While there have indeed been local clashes between Muslims and Christians from time to time, some of them serious, many claims of this kind greatly exaggerate the extent of discrimination against Christians. PARDS.22b
     [23] There are tens of millions of Nigerian Christians in all parts of the country, and constitutional provisions guaranteeing freedom of belief, practice, and education in regard to religion are generally respected.PARDS.23a If the applicants have encountered problems with Muslims in some areas, they could in some cases move elsewhere in the country to areas in which Christians are in the majority.PARDS.23b Christians are prominent in all walks of life in Nigeria, including government. PARDS.23c
     [24] Adjudicators should also note that in the 36-member Federal Executive Council (FEC), the members of which were sworn in on March 20, 1995, Christians held an edge over Muslims, 21 to 17 (Abacha is a Muslim).PARDS.24a Moreover, the three most important ministries, Foreign Affairs, Finance, and Petroleum, are headed by Christians. PARDS.24b
     [25] Nevertheless, despite the efforts of virtually all of the recent Nigerian governments to enforce the constitutional provisions guaranteeing freedom of religion, many Nigerian Christians continue to resent Muslim domination of the Abacha regime and see themselves as increasingly under pressure from it because of their religion. PARDS.25a
       D. Claims Based on Nationality
     [26] We have seen no applications claiming mistreatment based on nationality from Nigeria. PARDS.26a
       E. Claims Based on Membership in a Social Group
           1. Female Genital Mutilation (FGM)
     [27] We have now seen a few claims from Nigerian women who feared FGM either for themselves or for their female children.PARDS.27a Section 5 of the 1995 Human Rights on Nigeria states: `The Government publicly opposes female genital mutilation (FGM), which is widely condemned by international health experts as damaging to both physical and psychological health.PARDS.27b Nigeria cosponsored a resolution at the Fort Worth Health Assembly calling for the elimination of harmful health practices, including FGM.PARDS.27c However, the Government has taken no action to abolish the procedure, and nearly all ethnic groups subject young females to it.PARDS.27d Nigerian experts estimate that as many as 50 percent of Nigerian women, primarily in the Christian south but less in the Muslim north, may have undergone FGM, which varies from single removal of the clitoral hood or labia minora to excision of the clitoris and the most dangerous form, infibulation.’ PARDS.27e
     [28] `The age at which females are subjected to FGM varies from the first week of life to after a woman delivers her first child.PARDS.28a The Ministry of Health and NGOs sponsor public awareness and education projects to inform communities of the health hazards of FGM.PARDS.28b The press openly condemned the practice on a number of occasions.’ PARDS.28c
     [29] The Yuroba, the Ibo and the Hausa practice FGM.PARDS.29a It does not appear likely that FGM would be forced on anyone outside their ethnic group or area.PARDS.29b Infibulation is almost never done in Iboland, and excision itself is becoming rare.PARDS.29c In general, it is our impression that FGM is no longer a common practice among the educated and middle class Nigerians.PARDS.29d Under Nigerian tradition, the father has control over the children.PARDS.29e If the father opposes FGM, therefore, the children would almost certainly be safe.PARDS.29f However, a mother who opposed FGM might not be in a position to prevent her husband’s family from mutilating her female children if the husband wanted it to happen. PARDS.29g
IV. Other Consideration for Adjudicators
     [30] Nigeria is a poor country with an average per capita GDP of $280, which creates an obvious incentive for persons to leave Nigeria in search of greater economic opportunities.PARDS.30a For the period 1988-92, Nigerians accounted for 9,000 gross overstays and 5,000 adjustments or departures.PARDS.30b On October 1, 1995, there were 3,369 asylum applications from Nigerian applicants pending with INS, a year later the number had dropped to 2,237. PARDS.30c
V. Appendix 1: Chronology of Significant Events
Date





Event
June 12, 1993

Chief M.K.O Abiola is elected president, but 

                                         elections are annulled by Head of State Babangida.

November 17, 1993
General Sani Abacha seizes power, imposes 

                                          military rule.

April 1994


NADECO (National Democratic Coalition) 

                                         founded by opposition figures to press for return to 

                                         civilian rule.

June 1994


Based on election results, Abiola declares himself 

                                         President of Nigeria but is promptly arrested and 

                                         charged with treason. 

March 1995


More than 150 soldiers are arrested by security 

                                         forces and accused of coup-plotting.

October 1995

Abacha announces timetable purporting to return 

                                         to civilian rule by October 1, 1998.

November 1995

 MOSOP President Jen Saro0Wiwa and eight 

                                          colleagues are hanged after convictions on murder 

                                          charges.

March 1996


Local government non-party elections are held, but 

                                         government disqualifies many opposition 

                                         candidates.

June 1996


Abiola’s senior wife is murdered in Lagos.

March 1997


Local government elections on a party basis are 

                                         held.

April 1997


Decree 7 issued allowing Abacha to remove 

                                         newly-elected local government officials.

     The views expressed in this report are those of the U.S. Department of State (D.o.S.), its anonymous authors and editors, not PARDS. 
     A copy of this report is provided as a courtesy to our clients. Prospective and current petitioners for asylum, withholding of removal, and Convention Against Torture (CAT), and their attorneys are encouraged to order a PARDS Report-Specific Source and Reliability Assessment of the D.o.S. Country Reports on Human Rights Practices, International Religious Freedom Reports, Profile of Asylum Claims and Country Conditions Reports, and Issue Paper series. The aforementioned D.o.S. reports are neither accurate, complete, nor reliable sources through which to come to understand the range of realities presenting on the ground in the country at issue and thus an inappropriate means by which to objectively and authoritatively assess claim merit.

     1. D.o.S. is a political, not an academic institution.  
     2. Content of a D.o.S. report is designed to quantify and advance the foreign and domestic policy interests of the administration in power at the time of their release, reward, provide a pass to, and overlook significant human rights abuses presenting within the borders of friendly nations, and to be somewhat more forthcoming regarding the realities presenting on the ground in those less so. D.o.S. reports were not intended to serve as the single most authoritative means by which to verify the meritorious nature of asylum, withholding of removal, and Convention Against Torture (CAT) based claims.  

     3. Discerning consumers will note the distortions written into, but find greatest significance in the omissions edited out of the aforementioned D.o.S. reports. 

     4. Number of individuals who gathered the data employed in this report: WITHHELD 

     5. Identity of those who gathered the data employed in this report: WITHHELD

     6. Resume of those who gathered the data employed in this report: WITHHELD

     7. Country-specific expertise of those who gathered the data employed in this report: NONE CLAIMED, and EMPRICALLY BASED, OBJECTIVE, AND INDEPENDENTLY VERIFIABLE PROOF EVIDENCING SAME WITHHELD

     8. Enrollment in and successful completion of one or more country-specific courses offered at an accredited institution of higher learning by those who gathered the data employed in this report: NONE CLAIMED, AND EMPRICALLY BASED, OBJECTIVE, AND INDEPENDENTLY VERIFIABLE PROOF EVIDENCING SAME WITHHELD

     9. Specific methodology employed by those who gathered the data employed in this report: WITHHELD

     10. Availability of those who gathered the data employed in this report for cross examination in a court of law: NO and AS A MATTER OF POLICY D.o.S. EMPLOYEES WILL NOT HONOR A SUBPOENA ISSUED BY AN ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE   
     11. Claim by those who gathered the data employed in this report that they both sought and gathered all relevant data and that the content of this report constitutes an accurate reflection of all which they gathered: NONE CLAIMED, AND EMPRICALLY BASED, OBJECTIVE, AND INDEPENDENTLY VERIFIABLE PROOF EVIDENCING SAME WITHHELD     

     12. Number of individuals who authored and edited this report: WITHHELD 

     13. Identity of those who authored and edited this report: WITHHELD

     14. Resume of those who authored and edited this report: WITHHELD

     15. Country-specific expertise of those who authored and edited this report: NONE CLAIMED, and EMPRICALLY BASED, OBJECTIVE, AND INDEPENDENTLY VERIFIABLE PROOF EVIDENCING SAME WITHHELD

     16. Enrollment in and successful completion of one or more country-specific courses offered at an accredited institution of higher learning by those who authored and edited this report: NONE CLAIMED, AND EMPRICALLY BASED, OBJECTIVE, AND INDEPENDENTLY VERIFIABLE PROOF EVIDENCING SAME WITHHELD

     17. Content of the D.o.S. editorial policy to which those who authored and edited this report were mandated to adhere: WITHHELD

     18. Availability of those who authored and edited this report for cross examination in a court of law: NO and AS A MATTER OF POLICY D.o.S. EMPLOYEES WILL NOT HONOR A SUBPOENA ISSUED BY AN ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE   

     19. Claim by those who authored and edited this report that its content constitutes an accurate reflection of all which was gathered and presented to them: NONE CLAIMED, AND EMPRICALLY BASED, OBJECTIVE, AND INDEPENDENTLY VERIFIABLE PROOF EVIDENCING SAME WITHHELD
     20. D.o.S. would have the consumer of this report believe that the totale of all human rights abuses in Nigeria can be summed up in 30 paragraphs. If not referenced in this report, the problem does not exist. 

     21. A collection of uncorroborated assertions and conclusions presented on official U.S. government stationary renders them, neither true and correct, nor authoritatively accurate. 

     22. We asked an internationally known and respected country-specific expert what grade they would give this D.o.S. report, product of a student required to conduct a coast-to-coast and boarder-to-boarder human rights assessment of the country at issue. First they laugh then advised that they would not accept it.  

     23. D.o.S. Country Reports on Human Rights Practices, International Religious Freedom Reports, Profiles of Asylum Claims and Country Conditions Reports, and Issue Papers are devoid of footnotes, endnotes, and a bibliography rendering them inconsistent with the minimum normative standards of a junior high school term paper.   

NOTE: The text of this report was drawn from the Department of State’s original version, font enlarged to fourteen (14) point for ease of review, paragraphs numbered and individual sentences identified by alphabetic superscripts for ease of reference. 
     To order a PARDS Report-Specific Source and Reliability Assessment, email your request to politicalasylum@gmail.com or call us at 1(609) 497 – 7663. 
Partial and Comprehensive Report-Specific Source and Reliability Assessment are available on four (4) levels:
1. Combs for and illuminates (a) absence of objective and authoritative 

    sources, and (b) presence of uncorroborated assertions.

2. Combs for and illuminates (a) internal inconsistencies, (b) distortions, and 

    (c) significant omissions.  

3. Reconciles specific assertions with multiple, authoritative, non-U.S. 

    Government source data illuminating D.o.S. editorial spin, distortions, and 

    significant omissions.    

4. Combinations of 1, 2, and 3 above. 
Internal File: Nigeria (July 1997) Profile of Asylum Claims and Country Conditions 

Report, PARDS Report-Specific Source & Reliability Assessment (outline)

PARDS Report-Specific Source 
and Report Reliability Assessment
To order, either a partial, or comprehensive Report-Specific Source and Reliability Assessment of the Nigeria (July 1997) Profile of Asylum Claims and Country Conditions Report, Country Report on Human Rights Practices, its corresponding International Religious Freedom Report, Issue Paper, and/or benefit from the assistance of an internationally known and respected, country-specific expert call PARDS.
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