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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Saint Lucia has observed a de facto moratorium on executions for thirty years, and no
person is currently on death row, yet the country’s criminal code authorizes the death
penalty and people remain at risk of being sentenced to death. During the third-cycle
Universal Periodic Review, Saint Lucia’s authorities expressed a commitment to conduct
public consultations on the death penalty, yet they have taken no steps toward conducting
such consultations since that time. The newly convened Parliamentary Constitutional
Review Committee presents an opportune venue for carrying out meaningful consultations
on alternatives to the death penalty to lay the groundwork for a formal moratorium and a
commitment to abolition of the death penalty.

IMPLEMENTATION OF INTERNATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS OBLIGATIONS

Article 86 of Saint Lucia’s Criminal Code authorizes the death penalty for capital murder,
defined as the murder of a member of the police force, a correctional officer, a justice of
the peace, or a judicial officer, or the murder of a witness or juror, or a murder in
furtherance of another crime such as robbery or drug trafficking, or murder for hire, or
murder in furtherance of an act of terrorism, and Article 87 authorizes the death penalty for
a person convicted of non-capital murder who had previously been convicted of another
murder on a different occasion.!

Saint Lucia does not have a mandatory death penalty.? Under Article 86(5), person
convicted of capital murder may present a case for a mitigated sentence based on: “the
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gravity and nature of the offence”; “the character and record of the offender”; “any
subjective factors which may have influenced the conduct of the offender’; “the design and
manner of execution of the offence”; and “the possibility of reform and social re-adaptation

of the offender.”>

Saint Lucia has maintained a de facto moratorium on executions since 1995.* According
to Amnesty International, as of the end of 2024, no people were known to be under sentence
of death in Saint Lucia,’ and no court had handed down a death sentence since the third-
cycle UPR.® Pursuant to the Privy Council’s decision in Pratt and Morgan, authorities may
not hold a person under sentence of death for more than five years; thereafter, authorities
must commute the sentence to life imprisonment.”

Acceptance of international norms

Status of Implementation: Not Accepted, Not Implemented

5.

In its third-cycle Universal Periodic Review in 2021, Saint Lucia noted ten
recommendations to ratify the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights, aiming at the abolition of the death penalty.® Since 2021, Saint
Lucia has made no progress toward ratification of the Second Optional Protocol.



Awareness raising and dissemination

Status of Implementation: Not Accepted. Not Implemented

6.

In the third-cycle UPR, Saint Lucia noted Mexico’s recommendation to “[a]dvance efforts
to abolish the death penalty, including through awareness-raising campaigns on human
rights and alternatives to the death penalty.” In noting this and other recommendations
regarding abolition of the death penalty, Saint Lucia “indicate[d] its willingness to conduct
public consultations on the topic of the death penalty which is in keeping with the
Government’s efforts on public consultation and dialogue on crime.” !® During the
interactive dialogue, Saint Lucia observed that authorities ‘“had introduced new
rehabilitative and restorative practices in its criminal justice system.”!! Despite these
assurances, Saint Lucia has done nothing since 2021 to engage in public consultations
about the death penalty.

A 2020 analysis of support for the death penalty across English-speaking Caribbean
nations, including Saint Lucia, identified the public’s lack of knowledge regarding the
government’s position on the issue, found that up to 61% of respondents were unaware that
their government had consistently opposed the UN General Assembly resolution calling
for a global moratorium on the death penalty. Only 31% of respondents stated that they
were “very well informed” on research about the death penalty and deterrence.!? There is
no information suggesting that Saint Lucia has taken any steps since 2021 to ensure that
the population or lawmakers are well informed about death penalty issues.

In March 2024, a new Parliamentary Constitutional Review Committee (PCRC) convened
for the first time. The Committee is tasked with identifying and agreeing to amendments
to the Constitution of Saint Lucia, based on a 2011 report that a Constitutional Reform
Commission had published after extensive stakeholder consultations '* That report
recommended retention of the death penalty, while noting that “[t]here were as many
recommendations calling for the retention of capital punishment as there were those calling
for its abolition.”'* The PCRC’s “mandate is limited to reviewing the recommendations
from the earlier CRC report and to provide the parliament with a set of proposal that could
be adopted based primarily on, but not limited to, the CRC report.”!® It is not clear whether
the PCRC will engage in any awareness-raising activities or public consultations about the
death penalty.

Death penalty

Status of Implementation: Not Accepted, Not Implemented

9.

In its third-cycle UPR, Saint Lucia noted all 21 recommendations it received concerning
abolition of the death penalty.'® Since 2021, Saint Lucia has made no progress toward
abolition of the death penalty or instituting a formal moratorium on executions.



II. RECOMMENDATIONS

10. This stakeholder report suggests the following recommendations for the Government of
Saint Lucia:

e Abolish the death penalty and replace it with penalties that are fair, proportionate,
and consistent with international human rights standards.

e In the interim:
0 Institute a formal moratorium on death sentences and executions.

0 Institute a procedure by which the judiciary automatically converts a death
sentence into a sentence of life imprisonment after the person has been
under sentence of death for five years.

e Ratify the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights.

e In collaboration with civil society organizations, conduct an awareness-raising
campaign about human rights and alternatives to the death penalty, including by
enlisting experts on deterrence of criminal behavior.

e Direct the Parliamentary Constitutional Review Committee to engage in public
consultations about the death penalty in collaboration with civil society
organizations and educational institutions.

¢ Ensure that defense counsel in capital cases has adequate time and funding to gather
evidence regarding potential mitigating factors that may warrant a sentence other
than death.

e Ensure that any person charged with capital murder has access to experienced legal
counsel from the time of arrest through and including any appellate or other post-
conviction proceedings.
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