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Dear Ms Fox,
Re: Uzbekistan – Information for the consideration of the List of Issues
I am writing to provide information to the United Nations (UN) Human Rights Committee (the Committee) in advance of the Committee’s preparations to draw up its list of issues for Uzbekistan, at the 112th session of the Committee to be held from 7 to 31 October 2014. I would be grateful if you would circulate this letter to the members of the Country Task Force.
Amnesty International would like to outline a number of issues of concern in relation to Uzbekistan’s implementation of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR). A brief summary of these concerns follows. These concerns are addressed in more detail in Amnesty International’s submission to the UN Committee against Torture,
 and Amnesty International’s report Return to Torture: Extradition, forcible returns and removals to Central Asia
.
Positive developments

Since the Committee’s examination of Uzbekistan’s third periodic report in March 2010, the authorities have introduced legislative and judicial reforms aimed at bringing national legislation into line with international standards. 
In September 2011, the President approved a new law on the treatment of individuals in pre-charge and pre-trial detention,
 which, in theory, improves the access that family members and lawyers have to those held in police custody and makes it easier to monitor their treatment independently. The new legislation allows, among other things, for an unrestricted number of visits of undefined length by detainees’ relatives and lawyers
, and abolishes the need to obtain prior permission for visits from the investigating security officers. Article 7 of the new legislation also prohibits the use of torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment against detainees and remand prisoners.
The authorities have also continued with numerous, wide-ranging and officially endorsed, national initiatives in the fields of human rights education and reform. The government has increased dialogue on human rights with the international community, in particular the European Union (EU), and in 2012 agreed to the establishment of an EU Delegation office in Tashkent with a central EU contact point on human rights based at the office.

Principal concerns

Amnesty International regrets, however, that the above developments have failed to lead to necessary, genuine and wide-reaching systemic reforms. The organization remains seriously concerned at ongoing and persistent human rights violations in Uzbekistan and at the failure of the authorities to fully and effectively implement the state party’s obligations under the ICCPR and the recommendations by the Committee
, as well as other UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

· persistent and credible allegations of torture or other ill-treatment of individuals deprived of their liberty by law enforcement forces, including officers from the National Security Service (Sluzhba Natsionalnoi Bezopasnosti, SNB), in particular before formal detention takes place, in the street or during transfer to detention centres, in interrogation rooms in police stations, in pre-trial detention, and in post-conviction detention facilities (Articles 7, 9 and 10 of the ICCPR);

· arbitrary extension of length of imprisonment as well as cruel, inhuman and degrading conditions of detention of imprisoned human rights defenders, government critics and individuals convicted of anti-state and terrorism offences, in particular members or suspected members of Islamist parties and groups or Islamic movements banned in Uzbekistan (Articles 7, 9 and 10);
· human rights violations ostensibly to protect of national security and prevent terrorism, especially in relation to members or suspected members of political opposition parties and banned Islamic movements or Islamist groups and parties, who continue to be particularly vulnerable to being tortured or otherwise ill-treated by security forces, including following forcible return from abroad (Articles 6, 7, 9, 10 and 14);
· failure to consistently, effectively and systematically investigate allegations of such abuses (Articles 2 and 7);
· unfair trials and failure to exclude evidence elicited as a result of torture or other ill-treatment (Articles 7 and 14); and,
· restrictions on the rights to freedoms of expression, peaceful assembly and association (Articles 19, 21 and 22).
Torture and other ill-treatment (Articles 7, 9 and 10 of the ICCPR)

Amnesty International has continued to receive persistent and credible allegations of routine and pervasive torture and other ill-treatment by security forces during arrest, transfer, in police custody and in pre-trial detention and by security forces and prison personnel in post-conviction detention facilities.
 These include scores of reports that individuals charged with or convicted of “anti-state” and terrorism-related offences, in particular members or suspected members of political opposition parties and banned Islamic movements or Islamist groups and parties continue to be particularly vulnerable to being tortured or otherwise ill-treated by security forces.

Methods of torture or other ill-treatment in detention described by former prisoners, including released human rights defenders, include beating detainees with batons, iron rods, bottles filled with water while they are handcuffed to radiators or suspended from ceiling hooks, asphyxiation with plastic bags or gasmasks with the air supply turned off, inserting needles under finger or toenails, electroshock, dousing with freezing water, and rape of both men and women. Amnesty International’s research shows that in the vast majority of cases the authorities have failed to conduct effective investigations into allegations of torture or other ill-treatment by detainees.

At the recent public examinations of Uzbekistan’s human rights record at the UN’s Universal Periodic Review (UPR) in April 2013 
 and at the UN Committee against Torture review in October 2013 
 the Uzbekistani delegation rejected all allegations of the continuing routine and pervasive use of torture and other ill-treatment by security forces and prison personnel.

The high incidence of torture and other ill-treatment in Uzbekistan has been recognised by the European Court of Human Rights. The Court has been faced with determining the risk of torture and other serious human rights violations in Uzbekistan in cases relating to challenges to orders to forcibly transfer individuals from Council of Europe Member States back to Uzbekistan. The European Court of Human Rights has issued at least 20 judgments in the past four years prohibiting the return of criminal suspects to Uzbekistan on the basis of a risk of torture, especially those charged with membership of Islamist parties or groups that are banned in the country. For example, on 10 June 2010 in the case Garayev v. Azerbaijan, the Court ruled that that the extradition of Shaig Garayev from Azerbaijan to Uzbekistan would be in violation of Article 3 of the European Convention on Human Rights. The court stated that “any criminal suspect held in custody [in Uzbekistan] faces a serious risk of being subjected to torture or inhuman or degrading treatment both in order to extract a confession and as a punishment for being a criminal.”
 In its judgment of 10 July 2014 in the case of Nabi Rakhimov v. Russia, the Court found that “[it] cannot but confirm that the issue of ill‑treatment of detainees remains a pervasive and enduring problem in Uzbekistan.”

Arbitrary extension of length of imprisonment as well as cruel, inhuman and degrading conditions of detention (Articles 7, 9 and 10)

Amnesty International’s research indicates that certain categories of prisoners, such as human rights defenders, government critics and individuals convicted of membership in Islamist parties and groups or Islamic movements banned in Uzbekistan, are often subjected to severe punishment regimes in prisons where they serve their sentences, and have their sentences extended for long periods even for alleged minor infractions of the prison rules. For example, they are often put in punishment cells, which have been described by former prisoners as small rooms, often windowless and made of concrete, with no heating, no natural light or ventilation and too small for a bed. They are often denied adequate medical care and forced to work long hours doing physically demanding manual labour such as building work or making bricks, with basic tools, inadequate clothing, and little food and water. Former prisoners report that they were frequently beaten by prison guards and other prisoners.

When a prisoner is alleged to have breached the prison rules, this can lead to new criminal cases against them. The case of Isroil Kholdorov is a clear example of this. Isroil Kholdorov, a human rights defender and prisoner of conscience, was convicted following an unfair trial on 20 February 2007 and sentenced to six years’ imprisonment. On 15 June 2012, the Navoi City Court decided to add an additional three years to the original sentence because he allegedly violated prison rules according to Article 221 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan (“disobedience to legitimate orders of administration of institution of execution of penalty”). Two of the violations that the court referred to were the fact that Isroil Kholdorov had failed to attend a prison inspection and that he had refused to lift a heavy object when asked to by a prison guard. Isroil Kholdorov said that when the prison inspection took place he and another prisoner were locked inside a prison office and that they did not get any reply when they asked the prison guards why they were being locked in the office. In relation to the second violation Isroil Kholdorov refused to lift a heavy object because of the poor condition of his health and his age (he is now 62-years old).

Renditions to torture in Uzbekistan (Articles 6, 7, 9, 10 and 14)
Amnesty International’s research has shown that Uzbekistan has relentlessly pursued the extradition or otherwise forcible return of hundreds of individuals it suspects of having organized or participated in a number of alleged violent acts in Uzbekistan. The authorities have also been accused of abducting Uzbekistani nationals or ethnic Uzbeks wanted for extradition from neighbouring countries and Russia and Ukraine
.
The acts of that those extradited or forcibly returned were accused included bomb explosions in Tashkent in 1999 and 2004, the Andizhan protests in 2005, when security forces fired on thousands of mostly unarmed demonstrators, including women and children, and bombings and shootings by armed groups in Tashkent and the Ferghana Valley in 2009. The government also has requested the extradition of political opponents, government critics and wealthy individuals out of favour with the regime. Many of these extradition requests are based on fabricated or unreliable evidence. 

The government has offered “diplomatic assurances” to sending states to secure the returns, pledging free access to detention centres for independent monitors and diplomats. In practice, they have not honoured these guarantees. Amnesty International is concerned that individuals returned to Uzbekistan from other countries pursuant to extradition requests in the name of security and the “fight against terrorism” have been held in incommunicado detention upon return, thereby increasing their risk of torture or other ill-treatment. 

Those forcibly returned to Uzbekistan have faced torture and other ill-treatment. Officers of the Uzbekistani National Security Service have conducted unsupervised interrogations of Uzbekistani detainees in Russian pre-trial detention facilities. During these interrogations the officers verbally threatened the detainees and physically assaulted them, including by beating them and subjecting them to other forms of ill-treatment.

Those forcibly returned have also faced unfair trials which have led to long prison sentences, served in inhuman and degrading conditions. 
Failure to establish monitoring mechanisms to prevent torture and other ill-treatment and to investigate allegations of these abuses (Articles 2, 7 and 14)

Despite some formal steps toward strengthening safeguards against torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, serious concerns remain about Uzbekistan’s failure to implement existing laws and safeguards, to adopt new effective measures toward the prevention of torture, and to hold accountable those responsible for torture. 
Uzbekistan has no independent monitoring mechanisms in place to inspect all places of detention and no independent non-governmental organizations, domestic or international, carry out any form of regular, unannounced and unsupervised prison monitoring. In April 2013 the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) made a public statement that it had taken the very difficult decision to terminate all visits to detainees in Uzbekistan because the ICRC was unable to conduct such visits according to their standard working procedures and as a result, those visits were “pointless”.
 Diplomats, while granted access to some detention facilities, are as a rule accompanied by prison or law enforcement officials during their visits. 

The Government of Uzbekistan has not yet responded to numerous requests by the UN Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment to visit the country. Amnesty International is concerned that Uzbekistan appears determined to remain closed to meaningful international scrutiny and is deeply disappointed that Uzbekistan has rejected recommendations to strengthen and deepen its interaction with international mechanisms, including the Special Procedures of the Human Rights Council, as “not part of its obligations under internationally agreed human rights standards”.
 
Amnesty International is concerned that impunity prevails in Uzbekistan as the prosecution of individuals suspected of being responsible for torture or other ill-treatment continues to remain the exception rather than the rule. To give one very grave example, the organization continues to have serious concerns in relation to the lack of an independent impartial, thorough and effective investigation of events in Andizhan in May 2005
. During the UPR interactive dialogue the Uzbekistani delegation categorically stated that “the issue [of an international investigation into the events] of Andizhan is closed for us!”

Failure to exclude evidence elicited as a result of torture or other ill-treatment (Articles 7 and 14)
Torture and other ill-treatment continue to be used specifically to extract confessions and other incriminating information and more generally to intimidate and punish detainees, including human rights defenders, individuals perceived to be political opponents or who have fallen out of favour with the authorities, and those suspected to be members or sympathisers of Islamic movements or Islamist groups and parties. 
The courts continue to heavily rely on these so-called “confessions” extracted under torture, duress or deception.
 Too often judges are willing to ignore - or dismiss as unfounded - allegations of torture or other ill-treatment, even when presented with credible evidence in court, despite directives by the Plenum of the Supreme Court of Uzbekistan explicitly prohibiting the use of torture to extract confessions and the admissibility of such tainted evidence in court proceedings.
 Such directives have been issued twice in the last decade, but have had virtually no effect. The authorities should take immediate steps to incorporate these directives into the Criminal Procedural Code to make the prohibitions part of domestic criminal law and legally binding. They should also take further steps to ensure that these provisions are consistently implemented.

In addition, the Criminal Procedure Code only explicitly mentions torture once, namely in Article 17: “Nobody may be subject to violence, torture, or other cruel or degrading treatment.” In all other Articles, more general descriptive terms such as “illegal acts”, “violence” and “threats” are used, allowing a broad scope for interpretation. Amnesty International believes that it is essential that torture is mentioned explicitly in the Criminal Procedural Code as exclusionary grounds for evidence in all the relevant Articles. This would reinforce the prohibition of torture as a means of extracting evidence and be in line with Uzbekistan’s international obligations under the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment.
Freedom of expression and peaceful assembly:  the situation of human rights defenders and journalists (Articles 7, 9, 10, 19, 21 and 22)
In the period under review the space for freedom of expression and assembly has continued to shrink. Prominent human rights defenders, government critics and independent journalists have been forced to leave Uzbekistan to escape arrest or sustained harassment and intimidation by security forces and local authorities. Those few who remain in the country are routinely monitored by uniformed or plain-clothes security officers. Human rights defenders and journalists continue to be summoned for questioning at their local police stations, placed under house arrest or otherwise prevented from attending meetings with foreign diplomats and delegations, or from taking part in peaceful demonstrations. They are often beaten and detained by law enforcement officers or beaten by people suspected of working for the security services.
 

Television programmes and articles in the national press denouncing independent journalists and the international networks they work for, and calling them traitors, continue to be broadcast and published regularly. Human rights defenders, both those active abroad and in Uzbekistan, also regularly find themselves and their families the target of extensive and repeated media campaigns, both on government-owned or controlled websites and in the official printed press. 

In June 2011, the authorities closed down the office of Human Rights Watch, the last international human rights organization to remain in the country. The Supreme Court sanctioned without right of appeal a petition by the Ministry of Justice to liquidate the office for “repeated failure to comply with regulations”, thereby forcing Human Rights Watch to stop its operations in the country. 

In July 2011, a court in Tashkent sentenced the press secretary of the embassy of the United Kingdom (UK) in Uzbekistan to a large fine for “contravening the laws on organizations holding meetings, street protests and demonstrations” under Article 210 of the Criminal Code. The prosecution accused the press secretary, who is an Uzbekistani national, of fostering extremism during training seminars for independent human rights activists on the premises of the UK embassy. In August 2011, an appeal court rejected his appeal against the verdict.

Concluding remarks
The policies and practices highlighted above reflect a deep-seated culture of impunity for torture and other human rights violations in Uzbekistan and the continued failure by the Uzbekistani authorities to genuinely commit to, and fully and effectively implement, its obligations as a state party to the ICCPR. Time and again the Uzbekistani government has failed to effectively implement the recommendations of this Committee, the UN Committee against Torture and other UN treaty bodies and special procedures, especially with regard to initiating prompt, thorough, independent and impartial investigations into allegations of torture or other ill-treatment. Amnesty International is particularly concerned that the authorities continue to dismiss as unfounded the allegations of torture at the hands of law enforcement officials raised by a number of individuals whose cases Amnesty International and other human rights organizations, as well as the UN Special Rapporteur on torture, have relayed to the Uzbekistani government.

We hope that this information will be useful for the Country Task Force on Uzbekistan in preparing the list of issues, and do not hesitate to contact me should you need any further information. 
Yours sincerely,
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Tania Baldwin-Pask

International Advocacy Programme
Principal Amnesty International Documents on Uzbekistan
· Brief summary of Amnesty International’s concerns - UZBEKISTAN

· 28 October 2013, Amnesty International, Uzbekistan: Submission to the United Nations Committee against Torture, EUR 62/011/2013, http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en
· 3 July 2013, Amnesty International, Return to Torture: Extradition, Forcible Returns and Removals to Central Asia, EUR 004/001/2013, http://amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR04/001/2013/en        
� 28 October 2013, Amnesty International, Submission to the United Nations Committee Against Torture, EUR 62/011/2013, � HYPERLINK "http://amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en" �http://amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en� 


� 3 July 2013, Amnesty International, Return to Torture: Extradition, Forcible Returns and Removals to Central Asia, EUR 004/001/2013, � HYPERLINK "http://amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR04/001/2013/en" �http://amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR04/001/2013/en�      


� ЗАКОН РЕСПУБЛИКИ УЗБЕКИСТАН О СОДЕРЖАНИИ ПОД СТРАЖЕЙ ПРИ ПРОИЗВОДСТВЕ ПО УГОЛОВНОМУ ДЕЛУ (Zakon Respubliki Uzbekistan o soderzhanii pod strazhei pri proizvodvstve po ugolovnomu delu, Law of the Republic of Uzbekistan on pre-charge and pre-trial detention), � HYPERLINK "http://lex.uz/pages/GetAct.aspx?lact_id=1876879" �http://lex.uz/pages/GetAct.aspx?lact_id=1876879� 


� Ibid, Article 22.


� 25 March 2010, Human Rights Committee, Concluding Observations of the Human Rights Committee, Consideration of reports submitted by States Parties under Article 40 of the Covenant, Uzbekistan, CCPR/C/UZB/CO/3, � HYPERLINK "http://www.ccprcentre.org/doc/HRC/Uzbekistan/CCPR_C_UZB_CO_3_en.pdf" �http://www.ccprcentre.org/doc/HRC/Uzbekistan/CCPR_C_UZB_CO_3_en.pdf� 


� 9 August 2013, Working Group on Arbitrary Detention, Opinions Adopted by the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention at its sixty-fifth session, 14-23 November 2012, No.65/12 Uzbekistan A/HRC/WGAD/2012/65 � HYPERLINK "http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G13/163/39/PDF/G1316339.pdf?OpenElement" �http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G13/163/39/PDF/G1316339.pdf?OpenElement� and 3 March 2014, Human Rights Council, Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Margaret Sekaggya - Addendum - Observations on communications transmitted to Governments and replies received, A/HRC/25/55/Add.3, � HYPERLINK "http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G14/115/63/PDF/G1411563.pdf?OpenElement" �http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G14/115/63/PDF/G1411563.pdf?OpenElement� 


� 28 October 2013, Amnesty International, Submission to the United Nations Committee Against Torture, Index: EUR 62/011/2013, � HYPERLINK "http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en" �http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en� 


� 28 October 2013, Amnesty International, Submission to the United Nations Committee Against Torture, EUR 62/011/2013, � HYPERLINK "http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en" �http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en� 


� 24 April 2013, Universal Periodic Review Second Cycle, Uzbekistan, � HYPERLINK "http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/UZSession16.aspx" �http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/UZSession16.aspx� 


� 30 October 2013, Committee Against Torture, Fifty-first Session, 28 October – 22 November 2013, Consideration of reports submitted by States Parties under Article 19 of the Convention, � HYPERLINK "http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CAT%2fC%2fSR.1172&Lang=en" �http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CAT%2fC%2fSR.1172&Lang=en�, and http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=CAT%2fC%2fSR.1175&Lang=en


� 19 September 2013, Amnesty International, Public Statement Uzbekistan: Erosion of the right to freedom of expression and association, torture of detainees, and no access for international monitors to Uzbekistan, EUR 62/005/2013, � HYPERLINK "http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/005/2013/en" �http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/005/2013/en� 


� 10 June 2010, Garayev v. Azerbaijan, the European Court of Human Rights, (Application no. 53688/08), � HYPERLINK "http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-99218" �http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-99218�. Also, 5 February 2013, Zokhidov v Russia, The European Court of Human Rights (Application number 67286/10).  


� 10 July 2014, Rakhimov v. Russia, The European Court of Human Rights, (Application no. 50552/13), paragraph 99.


� 28 October 2013, Amnesty International, Submission to the United Nations Committee Against Torture (Index: EUR 62/011/2013), � HYPERLINK "http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en" �http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en� 


� 10 May 2013, Amnesty International, Public Statement: Uzbekistan: Believing the rhetoric: How the international community is failing to hold Uzbekistan to account over its human rights obligations, Index: EUR 62/003/2013, � HYPERLINK "http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/003/2013/en" �http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/003/2013/en� 


� For more details please see: 3 July 2013, Amnesty International, Return to Torture: Extradition, forcible returns and removals to Central Asia, EUR 004/001/2013, pp. 26-33 and 11 February 2013, Abdulkhakov v. Russia, The European Court of Human Rights (Application number 14743/11, http://hudoc.echr.coe.int/sites/eng/pages/search.aspx?i=001-113287#{"itemid":["001-113287"]}





� For more details please see: 3 July 2013, Amnesty International, Return to Torture: Extradition, forcible returns and removals to Central Asia, EUR 004/001/2013, pp. 18 & 19, � HYPERLINK "http://amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR04/001/2013/en" �http://amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR04/001/2013/en�     


� 12 April 2013, International Committee of the Red Cross, Uzbekistan: ICRC decides to terminate visits to detainees, News Release 13/64, � HYPERLINK "http://www.icrc.org/eng/resources/documents/news-release/2013/04-12-uzbekistan-detainees.htm" �http://www.icrc.org/eng/resources/documents/news-release/2013/04-12-uzbekistan-detainees.htm�. 


� 5 July 2013, Human Rights Council, Report of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review Uzbekistan, A/HRC/24/7, p. 27, � HYPERLINK "http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G13/154/79/PDF/G1315479.pdf?OpenElement" �http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G13/154/79/PDF/G1315479.pdf?OpenElement�.


� On 13 May 2005, hundreds of individuals, including women and children, were killed when security forces opened fire on mostly unarmed demonstrators gathered in the centre of Andizhan, and as they fled. In the aftermath of the events the government severely clamped down on expression and manifestation of dissent and tried to suppress independent reporting on the killings. Hundreds of demonstrators were detained and reportedly ill treated; witnesses were intimidated. Journalists and human rights defenders were harassed, beaten and detained; some were held on serious criminal charges. Following unfair trials, the majority of which were closed or secret, hundreds of people were convicted of “terrorism” offences and were sentenced to long prison terms for their alleged participation in the unrest.


� 5 July 2013, Human Rights Council, Report of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review Uzbekistan, A/HRC/24/7, p. 7, � HYPERLINK "http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G13/154/79/PDF/G1315479.pdf?OpenElement" �http://daccess-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G13/154/79/PDF/G1315479.pdf?OpenElement�. 


� 28 October 2013, Amnesty International, Uzbekistan: Submission to the United Nations Committee against Torture, EUR 62/011/2013, � HYPERLINK "http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en" �http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/011/2013/en�.  


� Two Resolutions by the Plenum of the Supreme Court were adopted in December 2003 (Resolution № 17, 19 December 2003) and September 2004 (Resolution № 12, 24 September 2004). 


� 10 May 2013, Amnesty International, Public Statement: Uzbekistan: Believing the rhetoric: How the international community is failing to hold Uzbekistan to account over its human rights obligations, Index: EUR 62/003/2013, � HYPERLINK "http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/003/2013/en" �http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/EUR62/003/2013/en� 
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