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PREFACE

Under authoritarian regime regular infringements of Constitution, laws, and human rights became a principal cause of disasters in Uzbek society. Ordinary citizens suffer from legal nihilism of power structures, especially, those who do not wish to be reconciled with arbitrariness, concentration of absolute authority in the hands of one person – the president Islam Karimov. 

The repressive policy of the ruling regime poses potential threat to national security and statehood. Practically, the actions of the government, challenging the  ideals of humanism and moral values of mankind, cause a big harm to the rights and interests of the citizens of Uzbekistan, create preconditions of social instability in a society and place a ‘delayed-action mine’ in the country that can blow up at any time.

The state, obliged to protect its citizens, became unfair, turned into the center of lawlessness and arbitrariness.  Uzbekistan takes the lowest positions in a rating of the countries with repressive regimes and has an image of a police state. The undivided authority of a ruling regime in the country is kept on fear of citizens before its cruelty.  It's supported by the power structures serving exclusively the interests of the authorities. In such a situation, when the National Security Service, the militia, Office of Public Prosecutor, judicial system, instead of protecting the constitutional rights of the individuals, violate the rights, persecute and punish, frequently innocent people, the structures of the government loose the trust of people.  Therefore, citizens are simply afraid of them, and try to avoid any contact with them.
In Uzbekistan they continue to apply tortures regularly, despite of their full and indisputable prohibition, both by international law, and national legal system. Though, the application of tortures by the Uzbek law enforcement agencies is condemned, yet mainly is not admitted, but nevertheless tortures are secretly applied in power structures – militia, Office of Public Prosecutor and penal jurisdictions.
Judges and public prosecutors have to act as basic fighters against use of tortures. However, the persons, who are responsible for justice, frequently ignore both norms of the rights, and human rights. Thus, they forget the special responsibility for suppression of tortures by fast and effective investigation. See the appendix №1
On December 26th the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Republic of Uzbekistan made an official statement, where the speech of the former Special Speaker of the United Nations on tortures Theo van Boven was denied.  The former Special Speaker of the United Nations has visited Uzbekistan in December 2002 and studied a situation of tortures and other forms of inhuman, severe and humiliating treatments and punishments. In the end of December 2005 he declared, that «... the former Soviet republic (Uzbekistan) has not made anything for improvement of a situation with human rights ».  Theo van Boven has noted that 22 recommendations addressed to the government of Republic of Uzbekistan in his report, published by the results of his visit to this country, have not been followed. In particular, recommendations for public and official condemnation of practice of tortures and about maintenance of legal mechanisms of supervision of arrests have not been followed, the former Special Speaker of the United Nations has noted. 
The Ministry of Internal Affairs of Republic of Uzbekistan has called the statements of the former Special Speaker of the United Nations completely unjustified.  The ministry emphasized that since 2002 there have been cardinal changes in the considered sphere, in particular two decrees of the head of the state about introduction of the mechanism of judicial supervision of                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             arrests have been adopted ("habeas corpus" institute) and a death penalty in the territory of Uzbekistan was cancelled from the year of 2008. The Human Rights Society of "Ezgulik" cannot consider the acceptance of these two decrees as a cardinal change as considers the time of coming into effect of the given decrees is unreasonably delayed, the public on a regular basis is not informed about the process of realization of the given decrees and about the activities of responsible state bodies and officials.
The given report represents an information resource, as for national, and the international human rights institutes for prevention of tortures in the country, and also for consideration on the regular session of the Committee of the United Nations against tortures.
The prohibition of tortures is written in the Uzbek legislation and the international agreements on human rights:
1. Constitution of the Republic of Uzbekistan, article 27;

2. Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan, article 17;

3. Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan, article 235;

4. Declaration of human rights;
5. Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman
or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, articles 1-16

6. International Pact on Civil and Political Rights, articles 7 and 10;
7. European Convention on Human Rights, article 3;

8. American Convention on Human Rights, article 5;

9. Recommendations of Special Speaker of the United Nations on tortures Theo van Boven, submitted pursuant to Commission resolution 2002/38
To what extent the Uzbek government observes its own national legislation and the assumed international norms, the reader will be convinced in respect of the tortures, having been familiarized with the given report.
For further questions and answers in hard copy, please turn to the central office of “Ezgulik” concerning the given report at: 24 Navoi Street, room.19, Tashkent
tel. (998-712) 160-68-29; 142-85-88 (99897) 131-48-72

Еmail: vasilaez@dostlink.net;  http://www.ezgulik.org 

At a reprint, the reference to the source is obligatory.

TORTURES: SCALES AND THE EXISTING SITUATION

Part 1.
Impunity
The following description of events discredits the state, as in the opinion of citizens and the international community since it leads to default on the obligations undertaken by Uzbekistan within the framework of the international agreements on protection of human rights.
Eight young residents of Urgut district have been detained by the employees of the Samarkand regional Department of Internal Affairs and taken to court on criminal case. To achieve confessionary testimony, the detained ones and witnesses, including close relatives of the detained, have been subject to tortures and severe, brutal and disgraceful treatments. Severe harassments, beatings, electric shock and piercing needles under nails were applied in respect of the arrested. Women and children were among the victims, one of whom was 14 years old.
As a result of forged charges and the confessionary testimonies obtained under tortures, these eight citizens of Urgut district were illegally and unfairly condemned. Currently the criminal case concerning the eight young people from Urgut district reached the Supreme Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan.
All of the detained were charged under articles 159 (Infringement of the constitutional order of the Republic of Uzbekistan), 244-1 (Production or distribution of materials containing threat to public security and public order), 242 (Organization of criminal community), 165 (Extortion), 189 (Violation of regulations of trade or service provision), 190 (Unlicensed performance of economic activity), 209 (Forgery in office) of the Criminal Code. 
All arrested people were entrepreneurs and were engaged in trade in the private sales outlets in Urgut district.
On April 29, 2006, after unauthorized search, conducted in the houses and sales outlets of the eight entrepreneurs, the owners and all their close relatives (nearly 20 people) were taken to the Samarkand regional Department of Internal Affairs. They were kept for three days without registration of the status and drawing up the report of detention. In conformity with article 225 of the Criminal Procedure Code, law enforcement agencies immediately after conveying the arrested people should make the report of detention with the indication of the following: who, by whom, when and for what reason has been detained. In this case, from the moment of detention, all of the above-stated citizens have been deprived of lawyers who were hired by their parents. Only on May 1, 2006 they were provided with lawyers on state protection. 
For example, G. Ahadov was arrested on April 29, 2006 at 17 o'clock. The report on detention was issued on April 30, 2006. Police officers beat him with rubber baton on his heels, passed an electric current through his body and pierced needles under his nails. As a result of such tortures, G. Ahadov lost consciousness for several times. According to medical examination, physical injuries, bruises on all body, under eyes are appreciable, and after 6 months they are a consequence of “falling from a mulberry tree”. After signing of "confessionary statements" tortures were stopped. The defendant himself cannot recollect, when and under what circumstances he has signed the confessionary statements. Up to now at a start of conversation on the experienced tortures, G.Ahadov's very strong mental excitation is observed.
Another entrepreneur from Urgut district J. Aliev was arrested at16 o'clock on April 29, 2006 during his work in a shop. Police officers beat him with rubber baton on heels and all body, tortured with electroshock. Forensic medical examination explains wounds, scars on the body of the defendant as a "result of his falling from a roof". When he refused to sign the confessionary statement, inspectors threatened to thrown him out of third floor window of the regional Department of Internal Affairs building and draw up an act on committing suicide while "attempting to escape". J. Aliev has signed confessionary statement in unconscious or shock condition.
Another entrepreneur from Urgut A. Jusupov, detained on similar charges, was arrested at 16 o'clock on April 29, 2006 in his shop. The report on detention was issued on May 1, 2006. He was also subject to tortures. The legs of the defendant and his whole body were in bruises even after a six-month stay under investigation in a detention facility. Forensic medical experts have specified, that the "wounds on the body of the defendant have resulted from falling of a mountain". A. Jusupov was very ashamed of the fact that he several times urinated in his trousers during the court session. 

Testimonial evidences about the application of tortures have been ignored by the court

42 witnesses have informed the court, in the session of which the head of the Human Rights Society of "Ezgulik" V. Inojatova has participated as a social defender, about the use of tortures and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.
Testimonial evidences of the witnesses and defendants confirm all of these facts, who with tears in their eyes told about the experienced during the judicial sessions. All of the relatives of the defendants have been interrogated as witnesses without their consent in violation of the requirements of article 116 of the Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan. In accordance with article 3-3 "b, c, d, e" decision No. 12 of the Plenum of the Supreme Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan of 24 September, 2004 "On some issues of the application of the norms of the criminal procedural law, on the admissibility of evidences" such evidences are declared invalid. 
Witness A. Latipov at the moment of detention was 14 years old. He was detained on April 29, 2006 when he was in Ahadov's shop with his mother Gulchehra Alieva. The report of detention of A. Latipov was issued with delay on May 3, 2006.  A. Latipov was interrogated as a witness, beaten with rubber baton on the head and heels until the occurrence of bruises. He was interrogated in the absence of adults - the lawyer, parents or teachers. There were bruises and haematoma on his head and physical injuries were found on his body. He was demanded to admit that his uncle J. Aliev taught him to say prayers. Because of the received shock A. Latipov does not remember when, and under what circumstances he has signed false testimonies against his uncle.
The inspectors took a written pledge from Mrs. Alieva not to disclose "secrets of investigations" and the obligation not to appeal to anywhere with complaints. They threatened her that otherwise they would inflict upon her more rough reprisals.
They beat witness Gulchehra Alieva, also arrested on April 29, 2006, with rubber baton on heels, humiliated her female dignity and forced her to stay in her underwear in the presence of 15-20 people. She does not remember when and under what circumstances she has signed false testimonies against Mr. Ahadov. Mrs. Alieva's attestations say that Аhadov is a member of the religious extremist organization and sometimes he used to give her money and provided material assistance. 
Witness Rahilya Alieva also was subject to tortures and all sorts of harassment.  The naked woman was beaten with rubber baton on heels until the loss of consciousness. She came to consciousness only after dousing with water. In such condition she heard the conversation of militiamen, who were asking each other whether she died. She cannot remember what they did with her while she was unconscious, but she remembers humiliating words addressed to her.
R. Alieva also does not remember under what circumstances she has signed the testimonies received under torture. They also took from her a written pledge not to disclose "secrets of investigations" with the obligation not to appeal to anywhere with complaints.
The conviction remained in force, including the Supreme Court. The parents of the convicted are preparing a complaint to the UN Human Rights Committee and Committee on Torture.
***

On December 17, 2006 criminal proceedings were initiated against a group of young men under articles 164 (Banditry), 166 (Robbery) and 127 (Involving a minor in antisocial behavior) of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan. On December 18, 2006 the proceedings were instituted and arrest and imprisonment were applied as a measure of restraint in respect of them.  
According to the materials of preliminary investigation, the young men "came into criminal conspiracy and decided to rob Sherzod Halilov" (son of Erkin Halilov, the speaker of Legislative chamber Oly Mazhlisa of the Republic of Uzbekistan), living at address: 3-rd deadlock, apt. 1, Mirzo-Ulugbeksky area. Sherzod attends 10th grade at school #190 (also he is classmate of Sh. Rihsiev) and he has a cellular phone "Nokia 3250" model, which costs 350 US dollars. Sherzod Rihsiev has told his friends who are 1-2 years older than him, that Halilov Sherzod constantly offends him, beats and calls him with bad words. He asked to warn him and take away his cellular phone. The teenagers indignant at the offence made to their friend and neighbor, decided to solve the problem in their own way. On December 13, 2006 in the evening five teenagers stopped Sherzod Halilov by blocking his way. As it became known from the materials of preliminary investigation, Timur Nurmetov has punched Sherzod Halilov's forehead by his fist.  All were scared by Sherzod's scream and have rushed in all directions, not even taking away his cellular phone. 

Bearing in mind the utmost importance of the case, the Investigation Department of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Republic of Uzbekistan took the case under its control. The deputy minister of internal affairs Alisher Sharafutdinov supervised the investigation. 
After investigations and interrogations, the criminal case was brought into court. Tashkent city court of first instance considered the case on May 7, 2007 presided over by Judge A. Hudoyberganov. The defendants were sentenced to imprisonment: Nurmetov Timur – for the period of 16 years, Jaliliv Azamat – for the period of 15 years and 6 months. Juvenile Rihsiev Sherzod was sentenced to 9 years of imprisonment. In spite of the fact that plaintiff Halilova Aziza (Sherzod’s mother) and plaintiff Zuparov Kobiljon had told that they did not have any claims on the defendants, the court did not take it into consideration. 
After the judgment the young men were quickly convoyed to institution 64/71 in Jaslik, which is known to the world community as a correction facility, where political prisoners serve their sentences. Though the Court of Appeal reduced terms of punishment, inherently the case has not found a fair decision and the verdict is inadequately severe.
Part 2 

FRAMING-UP CASES
Unprecedented cynical verdicts, pronounced on fabricated cases, serve as a scandalous evidence of the fact that in Uzbekistan there is no fair court.
According to lawyer Suhrob Ismoilov, on July 27, 2006 litigation over criminal case against his client M. Juraev has come to an end. Islom Noebov, judge of Olmalyk city Court of Sessions (Tashkent region), has declared the defendant M. Juraev guilty under article 221 p. 2 "b" (Disobedience to Legitimate Orders of Administration of Institution of Execution of Penalty) and sentenced him to 3 years and 2 months of imprisonment in a colony with a strict regime.
According to the lawyer, litigation was held with rough infringements of criminal procedure norms of the legislation of Uzbekistan. Judge I. Noebov has initially selected a position of indictment towards the defendant M. Juraev. In spite of the fact that the court should remain impartial and neutral, judge I. Noebov communicated with chief of KIN 64\45 (colony of penalty execution) colonel M. Мirasaliev for hours, whose reports have formed the basis for bringing criminal case against M. Juraev. Besides, contrary to requirements of article 432 of Criminal Procedure Code (UPK) of Uzbekistan, the judge could not take measures to bar the witnesses, who haven't been interrogated by the court, from communicating with the interrogated witnesses. It created convenient conditions for witnesses to agree with each other about what and how to state to court. It should be noted, that all the witnesses interrogated on criminal case, were either representatives of KIN 64\45 administration, or prisoners who closely cooperate with administration of a colony for maintenance of the order in the given institution. The protests submitted by the defender from foregoing circumstances weren't considered by the judge.
Judge I. Noebov has unreasonably rejected all those petitions of protection which could change essentially an essence and a direction of criminal case towards the verdict of "not guilty" for the defendant M. Juraev. Judge also has unreasonably rejected petitions of protection for carrying out of confrontation considering essential contradictions between indications of two interrogated persons and for acceptance of definition about bringing criminal case against the witnesses, who gave false testimonies.
The lawyer considers that new criminal case concerning M. Juraev is forged by authorities of Uzbekistan not to let his liberation from colony. 

The prisoner M. Juraev had to be released on September 8, 2006. He is imprisoned since March 1995.
***

Kashkadarya regional department of "Ezgulik" Society has received information on use of unlawful methods of investigation concerning Bahrom Bobomurodov, inhabitant of "Dustlik" kishlak, Nishan region from the inspector of a regional department of internal affairs Nomoz Sherkulov.
B. Bobomurodov came in view of law-enforcement bodies after the witness on one of criminal cases has informed the inspector that B.Bobomurodov probably was among the group of young men who tried to rape 11-years-old Shoira Eshmuminova in the beginning of February 2006. Guys were on watch for Eshmuminova when she was passing through the territory of a farm named after I. Sohibov and have left when they saw a person approaching them.
During litigation victim S. Eshmuminova has informed judge that she would be able to identify those who attempted to rape her, and B. Bobomurodov was not among them. According to S. Eshmuminova, during the inquest, inspector N. Sherkulov put pressure on her, threatening with arrest. The inspector also has broken the requirement of criminal procedure legislation that participation of minors in investigatory actions is allowed only at presence of their legitimate representatives or pedagogues. 

Nishan district court on criminal cases ignored testimonies of the victim and has sentenced B.Bobomurodov to 17 years of imprisonment.
***

For the last two years the judicial system of Uzbekistan has sentenced to long years of imprisonment more than 1000 people who were one way or another involved with Andijan events. Among condemned: citizens of the Republic of Uzbekistan, citizens of the neighboring Kyrgyzstan, police officials, soldiers of Uzbek Armed forces, the medical personnel of prisons. All of them went to trial ostensibly for their role and participation in preparation and realization of the "Andizhan" events on May13-14, 2005.
Today it is not a secret for anybody, that all the so-called "Andizhan" litigations quickly organized by the Uzbek authorities, outraged the internationally recognized standards of fair legal proceedings. Despite of public promises of the president of the country I. Karimov that all litigations concerning the "Andizhan" events will be public, the given promise was not implemented. Observers from local and international organizations, independent non-governmental mass-media didn't have an access to these litigations. The Uzbek authorities have admitted independent observers to only one process concerning the "Andizhan" events in the Supreme Court. The subsequent litigations all passed in closed order.
In a statement issued on December 26, 2005 the Press Service of the Prosecutor's Office of Uzbekistan noted that "Andijan" trials should be held in private because it is necessary for the protection of victims and witnesses, as well as state secrets, disclosed during the trial. Obviously, the official explanation is nothing else, but simply an awkward attempt by the authorities to conceal the procedural irregularities that have taken place during the “Andijan” trials.

In connection with the Andijan events at least 11 defendants were subject to cruel physical humiliations. The law enforcement agencies forced them to testify against themselves. All of the defendants, whose names were on the list, were forcibly taken to the psychiatric hospital in the city of Tashkent. The convictions in the courts confirm that in nearly 90% of criminal cases under article 159 for anti-constitutional activities or similar charges of political nature, it is impossible to achieve the medical checkup of the trial participants. 

The names of the convicts, who are on this list, are the following: 

1. Imankulov Lochin Abdimuminovich, 1981  

2. Burhonov Jahongir Jurahonovich, 1978 

3. Sabirov Muydin Imankulovich, 1963 

4. Turgunov Avazjon Tulkunovich, 1974 

5. Hajiev Ilhomjon Nurmonjonovich, 1973

6. Turapov Husanjon Hakimovich, 1970 

7. Hamidov Farhod Umarovich, 1962 

8. Yusupov Azizbek Umarovich, 1977

9. Ergashev Valijon Yuldashevich, 1975 

10. Hakimov Alisher Alindjanovich, 1967

11. Ibragimov Abdubois Ergashevich, 1975

Part 3.

What is the situation in penal institutions like? 
Traditionally, the problem of abusive treatment is related to the conditions and order of work of the places of detention. The prolonged detention of suspects in the unsanitary conditions of temporary detention facilities (TDF) in itself is used as a method of pressure or punishment. 

The most typical violations  affecting the state of health of the people under investigation and the administratively arrested are as follows: overcrowding in cells, limited water supply, illumination, means of hygiene, lack of ventilation and walking yards. 

The authorities of Uzbekistan, and in particular the Central administration of execution of punishment of the Ministry of Internal Affairs did not give any official information or comments on the events taking place in prisons.  
On January 2, 2005 at about 23:00 in the evening the body of Samandar Umarov, who was born in 1969, had three children and lived on General Uzokov Street of Shayhantaur district of Tashkent was delivered to his relatives. A representative of “Ezgulik” visited the family of Samandar Umarov. According to the family members of Umarov, the body of Samandar Umarov was brought in at about 4:00 a.m. on January 3, 2004. The relatives, who managed to see the body of Samandar Umarov, stated that the body was incredibly exhausted, the mouth and nose of the corpse bled.  The body was not coffined, but was rather wrapped with a blanket that also bled.

 Despite the request and persuasion of the relatives of Samandar Umarov, the representatives of law enforcement agencies did not allow them to examine the body, wash it as expected according to the canons of Islam. 
* * *
On April 5, 2007 Bakhtiyor Hasanov, a former military prosecutor of the Surhandaria regional prosecutor’s office born in 1962, died after severe tortures. He was convicted by the closed court verdict under Article 273 (“Illegal manufacture, acquisition, storage and other activities with drug or psychotropic substances for the purpose of sale” of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan).

 Convicted Kuldosh Juraev, head of the colony 64/21 (former member of the Special Forces), employed torture by the order of the colony deputy chief Jashid Rusulov. 
* * *
In August 2007, the body of Muhammedov Ortikjon was brought home, who was accused of belonging to the religious current “Hizb-ut-tahrir” and was serving his sentence in prison 64/48 in Navoi region. The relatives of the decedent reported that he had been the victim of a violent suppression of acts of hunger strike, declared by the prison inmates convicted on religious grounds. 

The prisoners, who declared a hunger strike on August 17 in the afternoon, demanded the following: 

· The cessation of repressions against individuals in the country, practicing a religion;

· The cessation of institution of false criminal cases against prisoners, whose sentences have expired;

· An end to torture of prisoners;

· Improve prison conditions. 

As it became known, the corpse of Muhammedov was brought to his house, situated in the city of Tashkent, Chilnazar block on street Archa at midnight. The officials demanded that the decedent be immediately buried. 

A woman, who had a talk with a correspondent of radio “Ozodlik”, said the following: “Muhammedov Ortikjon died from beating in prison.  According to those, who had seen the corpse, the whole body of Ortikjon was covered with bruises and grazes. As a result of beating, it was impossible to recognize Muhammedov. The military arrived at the prison and began to beat all. Ortikjon died as a result of beating”. 3 
Her husband was serving a sentence in prison 64/48, too.  According to this woman, armed military servicemen attacked the prisoners, who had organized the act of discontent. After the act of hunger strike, the pressure on the prisoners increased, and they were mercilessly beaten. 

According to parents, who visited their imprisoned children, there are about two thousand prisoners, of whom about 300 people were convicted for religious reasons. 

* * *
Hajimuradova Jamila, born in 1952, the mother of four children and a teacher, turned to the “Ezgulik” society. She lives at the following address: Tashkent region, Tashkent district, “Tashkent”, str. Ahunbabaev dead end 3, home 5. 

Her son Hajimuradov Umidjon Sultanmuradovich, born in 1973, is married and has two children. In May 2001, the officials of the Regional Department of Internal Affairs of Tashkent region illegally detained him on suspicion of involvement in the party “Hizbut-Tahrir”. During the investigation he was subject to tortures. He was convicted on a fabricated criminal case under the following Articles: 159 “Infringement of the constitutional order of the Republic of Uzbekistan”, 244-1 “Manufacture or distribution of materials containing threat to public security and public order” of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan. In 2001 the Tashkent district Court of Sessions sentenced him to 7 years in prison. 

As reported by his mother Hojimuradova Umidjon, he has been subject to torture and humiliation over the six years of serving his sentence in KIN 64/48 in the city of Zarafshan, “closed” prison T-1 in the city of Andijan. Since April 2006 he has been kept in prison KIN 64/46 in the city of Navoi, where he is continuously tortured. In August 2006, during a meeting of the prisoners with the representatives of clergy he asked the Imam a question, which he was unable to reply to and it led to his beating. 

Inoyatov Zufar, a member of the National Security Service, bludgeoned him by the order of the deputy chief of the colony Kahramon Eshturaev.  The beating took place in the presence of the colony chief Hamraev E. As a result of beating, his teeth and artificial limbs were broken and his gums damaged. Now he cannot normally have a meal.  

Despite the appeals of his mother to the head of KIN 64/46 Hamraev E. and head of the Chief Directorate for Punishment Implementation Shodiev A., requesting the provision of denture, in reality everything remains the same. 

The last time Hojimuradova went to the colony was in August 2007. Reportedly, the prisoners in the local concentrated detachments, convicted under Articles: 159, 244-1 of the criminal code of the Republic of Uzbekistan, before were allowed to read namaz and moral pressure decreased. However, as a result of a recent dispersal of these local squads to other detachments, physical and moral pressure on the believers again started.  

* * *

During the night of 18 to 19 July at 0-30 the corpse of Shuhrat Donierov, born in 1955, was brought home. In 2000 the Tashkent municipal court convicted Donierov on charges of complicity with the party “Hizbut-Tahrir” and was sentenced to 9 years of imprisonment. Because a colony with a strict regime was set as the place of serving the sentence, he spent the first 4 years in prison UY 64-49 in the town of Karshi. There he became ill with tuberculosis and was transferred to a prison UY 64-36, where the prisoners infected with tuberculosis were kept. 

The son of the late Diyorov told that because of severe forms of tuberculosis, he was unable to see his father during a visit to the prison. The warden and the prison doctor did now allow him to visit his father. But, according to his son, he always delivered food and medicine to the colony for his father. Because the disease of Shuhrat Diyorov was serious, lately he was twice sent to a hospital for treatment in UY 64-18. 

The relatives said that Diyorov was admitted to hospital in the beginning of July and, for unknown reasons, the doctors of the hospital did not inform his relatives of his serious health condition. 
* * *
On May 1, 2006 he died of tuberculosis in the hospital 64-18 (medical treatment facility of the Chief Directorate for Punishment Implementation of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Uzbekistan – notice of “Ezgulik”) 

Kahramon Teshaboev, born in 1972 and a father of four under age children, lives at the following address: str. Kozirobod mahalla “Kamolon”, Shaihantaur district of the city of Tashkent. 

In 2000, the Tashkent regional Court of Sessions sentenced Teshaboev to 18 years of imprisonment under Articles: 159 (Infringement of the constitutional order), 242 (Organization of a criminal association) and 244-1 (Manufacture or distribution of materials containing threat to public security and public order). 

He served his sentence in Navoi KIN 64/36. The last four months due to sharp health deterioration, Teshaboev was kept in Sangorod in the city of Tashkent. 
The corpse of Teshaboev was handed over to his family on the night of May 1, 2006. 

The representatives of “Ezgulik” have witnessed how the local authorities and law enforcement agencies put pressure on the relatives of Teshaboev that the funerals be held as soon as possible and without wide public participation. During the funeral, the authorities temporarily provided the house of Teshaboev with natural gas and water because before that gas and water had been disconnected because of non-payment. 

According to their relatives, at the present time almost all of the family members of Teshaboev have been convicted. In July 2005, the Tashkent municipal Court of Sessions sentenced Teshaboev’s wife Vazira Teshaboeva to 6.5 years of imprisonment. After the conviction of the spouses, their minor children are entirely left up to the care of their relatives and neighbors. In 2000, Teshaboev’s brothers Rasul and Rustam were accordingly sentenced to 11 and 8 years of imprisonment. 

Part 4. 

Tortures are used with respect to the representatives of civil society

Since 2004 the authorities have increased pressure on the public and, especially, human rights organizations. After the Andijan events, the control over the activities of human rights activists and the registration and funding of human rights NGOs has become much tougher. 

Lately, it has become an everyday occurrence, when the government circles fabricate false charges against human rights activists and pass sentences on their imprisonment for varying periods of time. To date there are more than 50 human rights activists and journalists in the prisons of Uzbekistan. The fact that about 10 human rights activists have been convicted in only Djizak region demonstrates that the struggle of local authorities in this field against human rights activists has reached it highest peak. 
· Ismaila Dadajanova, the wife of the deputy chairman of the opposition party “Birlik”, was burned alive. He himself received first-degree burn and survived by miracle;

· A human rights activist Shovruh Ruzimurodov, who is from Kashkadaria, died as a result of torture in the basement of the Ministry of Internal Affairs; 

· A human rights activist and chairman of the opposition party “Birlik” Ganiev Holiknazar was several times kidnapped by the officers of the Main Department of Internal Affairs during the period of 2005-2006 years. Unknown assailants attacked him several times; 

· In connection with the Andijan events the deputy chairman of the party “Birlik” Hamdam Sulaimonov from Ferghana, the chairman of the Andijan Regional Council  Akbar Aripov and human rights activists Musa Bobojonov and Nurmuhammad Azizov were illegally kept behind bars for 6 months. The chairman of the Marhamat district office of “Ezgulik”  (Andijan region) Dilmurod Muhiddinov remains in prison. He has never been pardoned legislatively; 

· Muydin Kurbonov, the chairman of the Zarbrod district office of “Ezgulik” Mamarajab Nazarov, the chairman of the Zamin district office of the Society “Ezgulik” Ulugbek Kattabekov, the chairman of the Syrdaria regional office of the Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan Azam Farmonov and his deputy Alisher Karomatov, Utkir Pardaev, the chairman of the Kashkadaria regional office Yodgor Turlibekov, the chairman of the Djizak municipal office of “Ezgulik” Ulugbek Haydarov have been convicted on various fabricated charges. The chairman of the Angren municipal (Tashkent oblast) office of “Ezgulik” Rasul Hudoynazarov is kept in prison; 

· A group of suspicious people, who do not reside in the village, beat the chairman of the Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan Tolib Yakubov, the chairman of the Djizak regional office of the Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan Bahtiyor Hamroev, the chairman of the Gallaaral district office (Djizak oblast) Gavhar Yuldosheva, Abdujalil Boymatov, Elena Urlaeva, Surat Ikramov, Ulugbek Bekirov from the city of Andijan; 

· The chairman of the Naman regional council Muhammadali Koraboev, the chairman of the Andijan regional council of the party “Erk” Isroiljon Holdorov, the head of the coalition “Solnechniy Uzbekistan” (Sunny Uzbekistan) Sanjar Umarov, the head of the club “Utyuraklar” from the Ferghana region Mutabar Tadjibaeva, Ihtiyor Hamroev from the Djizak region are kept in prison on fabricated charges. Nosir Zokir from the city of Namangan, the chairman of the Andijan regional office of “Ezgulik” Abdugafur Dadabaev, Umida Niyazova and Gulbahor Turaeva have already served their sentences on fabricated charges. The chairman of the Tashkent regional office of the party “Birlik” Isomiddin Tulanov is on his trial;   

· There was an atrocious attack on the Bukhara regional council chairman of the party "Birlik and the chairman of the regional office of the Society "Ezgulik".

The authorities’ fight against human rights activists is not limited to the above stated. There are many facts of oppression of human rights activists that occurred over the past year:
On January 12, 2006 the Angren municipal court of Tashkent region sentenced human rights activist Rasul Hudoynazarov to 9 years and 6 months of imprisonment in a colony with a strict regime under Articles 168.165.-2а-b.227-а.b. Hudoynazarov’s advocate Ismoilov in the preliminary investigation and his social defender Inoyatova at the judicial proceedings argue that many offences in the criminal case of Hudoynazarov are evidence of the fabrication of the case. Meanwhile, the chairman of the Angren municipal office of “Ezgulik” filed more than 150 appeals as well as the complaints of citizens. Most of these complaints refer to the facts of violation of the law and corruption in the local law enforcement agencies. Hudoynazarov actually began to deal with the received complaints, reporting on violations of the law in the local law enforcement agencies to the central government authority of the Republic of Uzbekistan.  During the investigation Hudoynazarov was beaten repeatedly. Upon the detention he was forced to sign a testimony against himself. Since the detention Hudoynazarov mainly has been kept in the temporary detention facility of the town of Angren. After the authorization of the procurator, he was sent to the Detention Facility-1, Tashturmo. After examination, the Administration of Tashturmo refused to accept Hudoynazarov because of the visible traces of beating. At the trial the court ignored the facts of beating and cruel treatment by the members of the Angren municipal department of internal affairs in respect to Hudoynazarov at the time of his arrest and detention in the temporary detention facility. 

According to Gulchehra Turanova, the wife of the convicted, her husband is a political prisoner. The prison administration blatantly treats him, organizes fights without serious causes, beats him and places in a punishment cell. He is deprived of the opportunity to go for a walk in the prison courtyard, receive the necessary medical care and food transfers. In order to deprive him of the opportunity to use amnesty, they accused him of violating the internal order four times in connection with which Hudoynazarov has been denied the release. 

* * *

On October 7, 2005 a prominent human rights activist and the head of the club “Otvajnie Serdtsa” (Brave hearts) Mutabar Tadjibaeva was arrested and convicted of a fabricated criminal case under 16 Articles of the Criminal Code to 8 years of imprisonment. Since June 2006 she has been kept in the women’s colony UA 64/7.

On March 6, 2007 for the first time during the whole period of her imprisonment in the female prison, the convict sent a letter to the Human Rights Society of “Ezgulik”, where the conditions of her detention in the prison from August to December 2006 were described. Below is the full text of the letter with the specifications of “Ezgulik” in the brackets. 
On August 20 Mutabar Tadjibaeva accidentally run into and greeted Dildora Alimbekova (Dildora Alimbekova is the chairman of the Association of businesswomen of Uzbekistan). As a small entrepreneur and member of the Association, Tadjibaeva must have known her chairman – notice of “Ezgulik”). A month later Alimbekova along with the representatives of Germany visited the zone again, but the prison administration hid her (Tadjibaeva) in the headquarters (of the zone). Currently she is in need of medical care. Her heart and kidneys are ill. She is suffering from anemia. Her blood pressure is kept at 40x80p.cm. 

Irrespective of the fact that she (Tadjibaeva) consistently performs physically heavy work, her salary was only: in August 340 sum, September – 418 sum, October – 221 sum. For three months her entire salary made up only 979 sum or 0.8 dollars. 
On August 27 at about 21-00 an extremely dangerous recidivist Mukaddam Nadjmuddinova by the nickname “Lastochka” (Swallow) with a height of 2 meters and weight of 90-100 kg from the Bagdad district of Ferghana region called and demanded that Tadjibaeva write and send a letter to her family members so that they give 2000 dollars to the person, who would come to their house. After receiving a waiver, she began to throttle her (Tadjibaeva). The inspectors who were on duty separated them. She (Tadjibaeva) told and wrote about what happened. The next day she was placed in a punishment cell for allegedly insulting Mukaddam. 

Demanding respect for the rule of law in the prison, she (Tadjibaeva) appealed to a special prosecutor of Tashkent city (in charge of prison oversight) Romanov. 

· 35 times requested his reception; 

* * *
A member of the law enforcement agencies, deeply concerned about the health condition of the well-known human rights activist and now a political prisoner of the penal jurisdiction UA 64/7 Mutabar Tadjibaeva, risking his career and many other things, handed over her second letter of the following content to the human rights association “Ezgulik”.    

TESTAMENT

All relatives, friends, journalists! Everyone, everyone!

What kind of a castle is this without a single window?

Lovely girls are confined in it

If one asks about their state of health,

Through the shawl will one see suffering in their eyes. 

This quatrain belongs to a prominent Uzbek poetess Uvaysi (per line translation from Uzbek).

I was placed in a female prison UA 64/7 a year ago, and it seems that the poetess Uvaysi wrote these poems about 1200 women languishing in the prison.  They are indeed deprived of not only freedom, but also of all civil rights. Recently she has spent a whole month in a punishment cell
 for her protest against the continuing moral and physical tortures. 

Thanks to your efforts, finally, I was summoned to the special prosecutor Romanov in charge of supervision of the prisons. I told him in detail about the kinds of moral and physical tortures the women in prisons are subject to, including me. On April 1 I handed over an eight-page detailed description of all types and methods of torture to the prosecutor and an 80-page explanatory memorandum, listing egregious violations of the Articles 10 and 117 of the Code of punishment execution by the prison administration. However, I have not received any legal or other forms of assistance from him. During the year I have groundlessly spent 112 days in a punishment cell.  

The head physician of the medical unit Yulia Kumarina, police Major Rimma Kustimoda, lieutenant of the rapid reaction subdivision Gulya Ahmadjanova, who performs the tasks of officials from Ferghana as well as Muzaffar Karshiev torture and mock at me. 

I am confident that I will no longer be able to see my relatives, meet with lawyers and realized that I will never ever be released from prison. If you want to bring me pleasure, please pick up a copy of the statement, explanatory memorandum from the prosecutor or his colleague Yahi and send them to the attorney general Kadyrov Rashid. Please, send the copies of the listed materials to the International Criminal Court for the international investigation on the basis of the facts set forth therein. 

Farewell!

Signature: Mutabar Tadjibaeva.

(The date is not indicated in the note, and the association “Ezgulik” received it on August 3 of this year)

* * *
Yakubova Ozoda Tolibovna reported that her husband, who is the chairman of the Syrdaria regional office of the Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan and currently serving his sentence in the correction facility for the crime, is being subject to moral and physical torture. In particular, Ozoda was recently convinced of this fact during her visit to her husband in the correction facility Jaslik (UA 64-71), where her husband is kept. According to Yokubova, over the past year human rights activist Azam Farmonov and Alisher Karomatov, who is kept in prison Hovos of Tashkent region, have been subject to inhuman treatment. Various ways of torture have been applied with respect to them under the supervision of the administration. They were forced to write confessionary statements.

 As we know, human rights activists Azam Farmonov and Alisher Karomatov were arrested on April 29, 2006 by the operational staff of the department of fight against terrorism, racket and organized crime of the Ministry of Internal Affairs and the National Security Service. The regional Court of Sessions sentenced them to 9 years of imprisonment. According Ozoda’a attestation, during the preliminary investigation a gas mask was forcibly put on the human rights activist Azam Farmonov, and in such a way he was driven to the condition of suffocation. After that they beat him in the footsteps with 1.5 liter plastic bottles, filled with water. As result of these actions, he was forced to testify against the chairman of the Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan Tolib Yokubov and the heads of the Syrdaria regional office of the Society “Ezgulik”. Nails were driven into the fingernails of Alisher Karomatov, and in such a way he was forced to testify. 

* * *

On July 24, 2007 Mashrab Jumaev, the son of a prominent poet, human rights activist and opposition activist Yusuf Juma and a resident of Bukhara region, Karakul district, Chovli village, was arrested on charges of committing crimes under Articles 127 (Involving a minor in an antisocial behavior) and 169 (Theft) of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan. It became known that during the preliminary investigation and interrogations the suspect was subject to torture and his procedural rights were violated. Later the plaintiffs in the criminal case Burgut and Ergash Risav admitted that they had brought a suit against him under the pressure of the law enforcement officials. In spite of the fact that Mashrab is a disabled person of second degree and his actions did not contain any social danger, during the period of investigation such a measure of restraint as taking into custody was applied in respect to him. 

On 14 August 2007 Mashrab was released from the courtroom thanks to the numerous protests of the democratic community and the family members of the oppositionist poet Yusuf Juma. However, nothing could ever compensate him for the endured torture, moral and physical pressure.  As a result of the provocation, organized in order to revenge his father, Mashrab’s health was seriously undermined. His parents and relatives experienced incredible pain during the 20 days of his detention. 

* * *

On December 29, 2006 human rights activist Ihtiyor Hamroev, who is serving his sentence in a colony UA #64/78, reported the fact of beating. Ihtiyor Hamroev was born on May 21, 1985. He is a citizen of Uzbekistan. He is an activist of the Djizak regional office of the Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan (HRSU). 

He is serving his sentence in the colony 64/78 at the following address: village Chimkurgan, Zafarabad district of Djizak region (former state farm #24). 

On September 25, 2006 the Djizak municipal Court of Sessions sentenced Ihtiyor Hamroev to three years of imprisonment under article 277 part 2 paragraph “g” (hooliganism). The judge passed a more severe sentence than the prosecutor had requested.  

Recently there have been several attempts to provoke disciplinary violation aimed at preventing human rights activist Ihtiyor Hamroev from being included in the amnesty, which was declared by the Senate Oliy Majlis (upper house of parliament) on 30 November and dated for the day of Constitution of Uzbekistan. It is obvious that the colony administration intends to be guided by the Article 221 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan. The article refers to the disobedience to the regulatory requirements of the administration of the agency for the enforcement of punishment. Thus, one can observe clearly orchestrated punishment of the recalcitrant activists of the human rights movement of Uzbekistan. In this way a clear-cut orchestrated punishment of the recalcitrant activists of the human rights movement of Uzbekistan is carried out. 

Part 5.
Defense needs defense

Torture and torment sometimes differ with particular cruelty and inventiveness which confirms that among the officials working in law enforcement agencies are people inclined to sophisticated violence. However, their co-workers’ quiet attitude towards cruelty and violence provides evidence about deep crisis in police environment and generates corporate criminal solidarity.  

On October 6, 2006 Special Police Squad in masks broke in the apartment of Z. Djalilova, the resident of Khokand, brigandishly searched it, pinioned her son’s arms, Umarhon Djalilov, and took him away. During the Special Police Squad attack to which no one confronted, Ramz Kushakov, an acquaintance of U. Djalilova, was killed and thrown out of the four-storied building.  Only after three weeks of persistent searches the mother found out that her son was in Detention facility of Ministry of Internal Affairs basement interrogated on charges according to the article 159 of Criminal Code (Infringement of Constitutional Order) and article 244-2 of Criminal Code (participation in organizing forbidden extreme organization and management of its activities).  

Human Rights Society “Ezgulik” assigned H. Yunusov as a public advocate for U. Djalilova.  An appropriate letter was directed to Ministry of Internal Affairs with a request to give Unusov permission to familiarize himself with preliminary investigation materials.  Taking into account the delays in issuing the permission, the society chairmen V. Inoyatova  filed a complaint to Prosecutor General's Office about non-fulfillment of the articles 40, 41, 42 of Criminal Procedural Code of Republic of Uzbekistan by the Ministry of Internal Affairs officials.  V. Inoyatova talked two times to the Deputy Minister of Internal Affairs A.O. Sharafutdinov concerning this issue and obtained his permission for participation of H. Yunusov in investigative activities as a public advocate.  

On 18.12.2006 H. Yunusov finally met with his client in the Ministry of Internal Affairs’ basement room.  It turned out that the person under investigation did not need an advocate and waived him down. Prosecutor Sh. Rahmatullaev immediately processed the record on this.  It was voluntarily signed by Umarhon Djalilov as well as the attorney “waiting” for the public advocate, public advocate H. Yunusov and prosecutor Sh. Rahmatullaev

Society “Ezgulik” have doubts that refusal in advocate was voluntary.  This is based on the grounds that prosecutor Rahmatullaev delayed the meeting for 45 days.  He did not respond to H. Yunusov’s regulatory requirements, his phone calls and did not assign a meeting with U. Djalilov.  Analyzing the Ministry of Internal Affairs officials’ behavior, the claim of the person under investigation Umarhon Djalilov, ordeal of worn out by suddenness poor mother, you cease to understand what did indeed happen and what is happening?  The torture victims, even after the release from jail by amnesty, rarely tell about it to others.  

* * *
A well known religious figure Ruhiddin Fahrutdinov, born in 1967, residing in Tashkent, Mirzo Ulugbeksiy district, TS-1, house # 1, apartment # 156 was charged according to 13 articles in Criminal Code of Uzbekistan, particularly, article 242. part 1 (Organizing the criminal association), article 155 part 3 section “a, b” (Terrorism), article 161 (Subversion), article 159 part 4 (Infringement of Constitutional Order of Republic of Uzbekistan), article 216 (Illegally organizing public communities or religious organizations), article 244-1 part 3 section “a,c” (Manufacture or distribution of materials threatening public security and public order), article 244-2 part 2 (Creation, management, participation in religious extremist, separatist, fundamentalist or other forbidden organizations), article 227 part 2 section “a” (Acquisition, destruction, damage or concealment of documents, marks, stamps, forms), article 228 part 2 section “b” and part 3 (Fabrication, falsification of documents, stamps, marks, forms, and their sales or usage) and article 223 part 2 section “b” (Illegal departure abroad or illegal entrance to Republic of Uzbekistan).  According to aforementioned articles, he was sentenced to 17 years of imprisonment.  

After the study of R. Fahrutdinov’s criminal case sentence, Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan “Ezgulik” declares that preliminary investigation of R. Fahrutdinov’s criminal case was conducted with gross violation of principles and conditions of procedural criminal law of Uzbekistan.  A number of mistakes found in R. Fahrutdinov’s criminal case sentence indicate that many circumstances of the given case have been contrived and fabricated.  
According to the verdict, R. Fahrutdinov testifies that he was forced to hide from law enforcement agency officials, in order not to be arrested for his religious beliefs.  During the preliminary investigation, Fahrutdinov’s 6 year old daughter was raped.  According to lawyer I. Mikulina, her client partially pleaded guilty on all the articles brought in charge and begs for pardon of President of the Republic of Uzbekistan. 
Part 6

Tortures are systematically used by the police officials
Titov Andrey, residing in apartment #34, house #5, mikrodistrict #3 Gulistan town, Syrdarya region, is a II group handicapped, on 16.006.2006 he reported of cruel and inhumane treatment towards him by the officials of Gulistan municipal department of internal affairs.   “Ezgulik” believes that officials of municipal department of internal affairs have committed gross violation in their actions towards A. Titov, and thus deeply ailed him both morally and physically.  The purpose of internal affairs officials’ such action towards Titov was to force him to testify against himself.   Although Titov’s persecution began as far back as 2004, it is in progress on up till now. Despite Titov’s repeated appeals to appropriate higher instances, his torturers escaped the punishment.   
At detention facility the representatives of municipal department of internal affairs Max, Gani and another unknown official began pinching A. Titov for his release using insult, disparagement of human dignity and mockery.  The attempts of extortion continued till the evening of that day.  The next day, on September 30, 2004, the municipal department of internal affairs’ officials sent for Titov’s old mother, also II group handicapped, in order to affect him.  At the presence of A. Titov, they threatened his mother and began pressuring on her.  By intimidating, the municipal department of internal affairs officials managed to take 39.000 (approximately 37$) sum from Titov’s mother, after which he was released.  

The same day A. Titov was illegally arrested again by the municipal department of internal affairs’ officials.  During the arrest, 46.000 (approximately 44$) sum, passport, watch, worksheet and apartment keys were illegally taken from him.  During Titov’s arrest, the municipal department of internal affairs’ official Max punched him hard on his shoulders.  According to Titov, the pain from these punches still bothers him.  A. Titov fell down from the punches, according to his words, for a certain moment he had difficulties with breathing and seeing.  The municipal department of internal affairs’ officials took him to the street at night, held the automatic machine muzzle in front of his face, lifted his eyelids and dazzled with laser flashlight beam.  During the search, A. Titov was cruelly and inhumanely pressured to sign the search report.  In forcing to sign the report, the needles were driven into each of A. Titov’s fingers.  A. Titov refused to sign the report. After the beating up, A. Titov lost his consciousness. During the three weeks, when A. Titov was in the hospital, the municipal department of internal affairs’ officials kept on visiting and pressuring him, so that he would admit “the committed crime”.  Particularly, municipal department of internal affairs’ investigator U. Mamanov repeatedly offered him to sell the apartment and thus “compensate the damage”, done by M. Abdullaev.

To Titovs’ repeated demands to return the documents, the police officials respond “sell the apartment, get the money ready and you will receive the documents.”

* * *

Close relatives of Muhammadjon and Ahmadjon Normatov from Gulistan town, Syrdarya region, reported about regular usage of torture and other forms of cruel and inhumane treatments towards aforementioned figures by a number of Gulistan department of internal affairs staff.  

The tortures of Normatov brothers by the municipal department of internal affairs officials began back in September 11, 2005.  According to Muhamadjon Normatov and his mother Vaspiya Normatova, in the evening of that day, at about 18:00 three municipal department of internal affairs officials, Erkin, Maks and Muhammad (the surnames and positions of municipal department of internal affairs officials could not be specified) came to M. Normatov’s house, located in Gulistan town, street Dehkon, house #25.  Without providing any explanations, they forced M. Normatov into the car “Nexia” and took him to municipal department of internal affairs.  Immediately after the arrival at the destination, the municipal department of internal affairs officials Maks and Muhammad began ruthlessly beating M. Normatov on his head, kidneys and stomach.  Municipal department of internal affairs officials gave M. Normatov, who was taken aback from such treatment, some documents and forced him to sign them up.  “Ezgulik” believes that this way municipal department of internal affairs officials falsified the criminal case documents, in which M. Normatov was to act as a defendant, according to their plans.  

According to Sanobar Kuzibayeva’s statement, Ahmadjon Normatov’ wife, on May 29, 2006, at about 17:00 two municipal department internal affairs’ officials Maks and Muhammad came to her house, situated in Gulistan town, mahallya “Ahillik” at -5a train station land.  The municipal department of internal affairs’ officials asked S. Kuzibayev about her husband, A Normatov’s location.  After they found A. Normatov was not at home, they left the house saying they would be back later.  The same day, at about 19:00 S. Kuzibayeva went to the canal around the house to meet her husband returning from the work.  By the canal she saw two municipal department of internal affairs’ officials Maks and Muhammad approaching A. Normatov who was going home after the work and began brutally beating him on the head, legs, kidney and stomach.  Afterwards, they pushed him into the car “Jiguli” of blue color with a state license plate “12 C 0797” and disappeared in an unknown direction.  The unlawful actions of the officials of the municipal department of internal affairs are confirmed also by two witnesses of the event, who were by the canal when the aforementioned case happened.  “Ezgulik” has written testimonies of the witnesses Anvar Ziyatdinov and Umida Kuziboeva.  
At late evening of that day, S. Kuziboyeva came to municipal department of internal affairs to find out about her husband. The municipal department of internal affairs officials did not let her in the building and denied that her husband A. Normatov was inside.  They used force against S. Kuziboyeva not to let her in municipal department of internal affairs building.  Inside municipal department of internal affairs officials Maks and Muhammad brutally beat up S. Kuziboyeva.  They beat her on the stomach and the back.  When she lost her consciousness as a result of received punches, municipal department of internal affairs officials took her out to the street, dragging by the hair, and left her there.  “Ezgulik” has S. Kuziboyeva’s statement and photo in which the marks of the beating are distinctively seen.  

On May 31, 2006 “Ezgulik” representative from Syrdarinskaya region came to municipal department of internal affairs concerning the Normatov family’s applications.  As he found out, the bringing of A. Normatov to municipal department of internal affairs was not registered in the registration book for apprehended.  However, around evening of the same day, the chief of municipal department of internal affairs investigation department Narimon Amarbakiev informed “Ezgulik” representative that according to the sanction of Gulistan town prosecutor A. Mustaev, A. Normatov is charged according to the article 169 part 3 UK RU(Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan) (Theft).  Later he was adjudicated to 11 years in prison.  

* * *

On March 7, 2005 Marhamat District Department of Internal Affairs officials Ulugbek and Habibulla (the surnames are unknown) arrested Akramjon Mamaev on suspicion of a theft.  Akmaljon Mamaev, the brother of the apprehended, did not see his younger brother for three days.  Only on March 10 he was brought to the appointment with the investigator by name Shuhrat who was given Akramjon against the receipt.  Akramjon was in difficult condition.  At home he told that he, as an innocent person, was forced to plead guilty in these thefts and heavily beaten up, one heavy stroke hit his head, it caused bleeding in auricle and he lost consciousness.  The police officers called for “Ambulance”, the doctors gave him an injection and he returned to his consciousness. 

Once home, A. Mamaev’s condition became worse, they called for the ambulance which stated about heavy physical injuries and took the patient to surgery department.  The threats from police officials continue up till today.  

* * *

By the verdict of court martial of the Republic of Uzbekistan from 25.09.2006, Aminov Edgorjon Kuldashevich, born in 1977, residing in Syrdarya region, Ak-Altynskiy district, mahalla Sardoba, street Babura 21, is charged according to the articles 167, part 3 section “a”, 209 part 2, section “a”, 177 part 3, section “a” of Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan and sentenced to 10 years of prison with serving the punishment sentence in the colonies of common regime.  

Aminov was arrested on 19.08.2005.  However, the sanction for his arrest and other relevant documents were issued only on 03.10.2005.  There is information concerning this case that E. Aminov from 19.08.2005 to 30.09.2005 was kept in the National Security Service basement.  These circumstances are confirmed by Aminov’s explanatory letters to D. Kadirova and National Security Service officials’ report to R. Inoyatova.

The National Security Service inquiry and investigation officials exceeded their authority and illegally held Aminov E.K. under custody.  According to his father, the tortures were used against E. Aminov.  During the meeting with his father, E. Aminov said that he was brutally beaten up by the National Security Service officials and was forced to sign “sentencing decision” against himself.  

* * *

Kandarova Zulhumor addressed to “Ezgulik” Society with a complaint on the problem that fell on her family and younger brother – Mumunov Otabek, residing in Tashken, Gulobod massiv, house 29, apartment #6.

In the address it is indicated the Muminovs’ family member – Muminov Izatulla (born in 1960) on October 9, 2002 was arrested by the Department of Internal Affairs officials of Sabir Rahimovskiy district, Tashkent town, on the charges of connection with organization “Hizbut-Tahrir”  and died as a result of tortures.  The officials of S. Rahimov police department Mirahmedov Jamshid and others participated in the beating process.  

Muminov Kudratillo (born in 1958) was convicted in 2001 on the charges of connection with organization “Hizbut-Tahrir” and according to the decision of Tashkent court was sentenced to 7.5 years in prison.  Currently serves his sentence in Jaslik prison UA 64-71.  

Muminov Otabek (born in 1973, family man, has 3 under age children), thinking about that his fate also might end as his brothers’, departed to Osh region of Kyrgyzstan in 2002.  In December 2006 he was arrested by the Committee of National Security officials of Kyrgyzstan, returned guilty on connections with organization “Hizbut-Tahrir” and sentenced to 3 years in prison.  On June 2, 2007 he was handed to the National Security Service of Uzbekistan. Currently, a criminal case according to article 159-3 of Criminal Code of The Republic of Uzbekistan has been filed against Muminov Otabek.  The criminal case is administered by National Security Service investigator Haidarov Talyat.  National Security Service staff have invited lawyer of “Lochin” advocateship of Tashkent city, Abdusalimov Ulugbek as a lawyer for Muminov Otabek. 

The Muminovs family game way to despair from all of these troubles that fell to their lot, and they think that Ministry of Internal Affairs and National Security Service officials might use tortures against the arrestees.  They have all of the reasons to think this way.  In 2002 the case of Muminovs’ brothers drew a wide response and it was read at the UNO Committee Session against the tortures.  The members of the Committee posed lots of questions regarding this event to the representative of Uzbekistan Akmal Saidov.  This event is also included in the report of the Committee, given by the special reporter Teo Van Voben.   
* * *

Gulomova Latofat, residing in Tashkent city, street Bobojonova, house 24, apartment 1, informed that law enforcement agencies charge her 17 years old son, Nigmatullu, of brigandish attack. 

As it became known from the case materials, in the evening of 13 to 14 of April, at 1 and 30 in the morning the officials of on point duty patrol service on the street Sailgoh (“Broadway”) arrested and brought Sulaimanov Sardor to Mirzolugbeksiy district detention facility.  The apprehended was in drunken state and came out of club not far from the restaurant “Zarafshon.”  Sulaimanov Sardor went into business of used goods and was earlier registered in the police.  Between 2 and 3 a.m. in the morning, when he was brought to Mirzolugbeksiy district detention facility, called the watchman of “Stambul” restaurant, situated on the street Pushkina Holmirzaev A., who informed that the restaurant had been brigandishly attacked.  Three unknown figures, threatening the watchman, demanded the money.  It was highly convenient for the police officials that Sulaimanov Sardor was brought in drunken state to the police office.  He was tortured and demanded with threats to name his accomplices or specify someone.  Sardor gave the names of Nigmatulla (17 years old) and Dilshod (19 years old), with whom he got acquainted before and had been meeting on trade issues, and pointed out their places of stay.  

Thus, Department of Internal Affairs’ officials Akromov Sh. and Ergashev I., at 2 and 30 in the morning woke up the men in sleep – underage Gulimov Nigmatulla and a guy named Dishlod, who have been pointed out by Sulaimanov, and brought them to the police station.  Tortures have been used against these people.  Once the plastic bags were put upon their heads, they lost consciousness.  
After many afflictions, the parents found the men in the retention establishment for vagrants under Main Department of Internal Affairs of Tashkent city.  However, a criminal case has been filed against them by Department of Internal Affairs of Mirzo Ulugbekskiy district according to article 164 part 3 (Robbery) of Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan and investigation process has been launched.  According to Gulimova Latofat, who addressed to “Ezgulik” Society, the police officials Ergashev E. and Akromov G. asked for 1000$ and 500 thousand uzbek sums for pulling out Gulimov Nigmatulla from the suit.    To save his child, the mother found and brought them the money.  She was given a receipt that 300 thousand sums from this money are recorded as a sum for bail.  Afterwards, Nigmatulla was released but after some time on prosecutor’s sanction he was arrested again.  According to his mother’s statements, he was not provided with timely advocate.  Currently, preliminary investigation on the given criminal case has ended and the case is handed for further examination to Tashkent city court.  

Part 6

How were the recommendations of the Special Speaker Teo Van Boven on the question of tortures introduced in accordance with the Commission’s resolution 2002/38 implemented?

The government of the Uzbekistan’s so called reforms that are based on liberalization of criminal punishment, humanism and generosity serve only to strengthen the status of this government.  Although 12000 prisoners were released from punishment serving establishments in 2006 according to amnesty and pardon, the people found guilty for their political views, advocates and journalists are still in prison.  Human Rights Society “Ezgulik” of Uzbekistan published appeals and demands for release of prisoners who are retained in sweat boxes for their dissent.  Unfortunately, the totalitarian government leaves these appeals unanswered and the figures found guilty for their political views and their relatives continue to stay in prisons.  

The Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan “Ezgulik” was registered by the Ministry of Justice of Uzbekistan in 2003 after the meeting of the chief of the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe with the president Islam Karimov.  The registration of genuinely functioning human rights organization came as a democratic step and made happy the Uzbekistani advocates.  However, the government creates numerous obstacles before the “Ezgulik” Society.  In particular, five organization activists have been imprisoned according to various slanderous accusations.   

Acknowledging that the fate of activists, who are up till now serve the punishment sentence for their human rights activities, is the focus of attention of international community, “Ezgulik” Society confirms that their imprisonment is illegitimate, unjust and cruel.  In particular, the confirmation to this is that activist Urlaeva Elena has been placed several times in the clinic for mentally ills, activist – human rights advocate Vdovina had to leave the county in order to save her life, journalist Karimov Jamshid is kept in the mental institution.  

“Ezgulik” acknowledges that abolition of capital punishment is an important socio-political reform and welcomes the statement of Prosecutor General's Office of the Republic of Uzbekistan from May 2007 that for the last two years the capital punishment has not been used.  But there is another side to this question – the simple abolition of capital punishment cannot fully guarantee the right of the citizens to life.  Until the regulations at the punishment execution establishments of Uzbekistan will stay the same way as long time ago, until inhumane tortures and cruel treatments will reign in them, one can doubt the effectiveness of the reform.  Nevertheless, the decree of the President of Uzbekistan on abolition of capital punishment, declared in 2006, comes into force only in 2008 which proves the populist nature of the document.
RECOMMENDATIONS
Supreme Court of the Republic of Uzbekistan: 

-
Take measures so that the law enforcement officials could be subject to criminal investigation according to the articles 117 of the Criminal Procedural Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan and also 235 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Uzbekistan. 
-
Pass clear-cut legislative provisions on concrete measures which the court should take in case there rises suspicion that the testimonies are received by using tortures or brutal treatment so that the respect to the principle of unacceptability of the evidences taken under tortures could be provided in practice except for the evidences of the person’s guilt who is charged for using tortures.  

Office of General Prosecutor:
-   
Provide practical implementation of the right to access the lawyer and other guarantees of protection against tortures, beginning from the moment of actual imprisonment, not only upon the request of government official but also upon the request of apprehended.  
· Provide the suspects of criminal charges the protection of rights, procedural guarantees and take measures so that the suspects would not be subjects to illegal administrative detentions.

·  Provide immediate, impartial and effective investigation of all the reports about tortures and brutal treatment and also persecution of the guilty ones and their punishment according to the law, guaranteeing the defense of injured persons and the witnesses of tortures.
· Create nation-wide system of checking of all of the prisons, and all of the reports of brutal treatment in the conditions of custody, providing regular, independent, and unlimited visits to all of the prisons without declaring the time of such a visit.  With this purpose, the government should pass transparent administrative regulations and criteria for access and also assist independent observers, for example independent Society “Ezgulik”, during the visit of prisons.
· Create medical service, independent from Ministry of Internal Affairs and Ministry of Justice, for conducting medical examinations of under custody persons immediately after the arrest and after the release, according to a planned order and upon the request of these persons, independently or together with appropriate independent bodies of forensic medical examination.  Special cases, such as prisoner’s death during the custody, must be examined by independent experts and their results must be sent to the decedent’s relatives. Conduct immediate examinations of all of the reports about the tortures and brutal treatment by law enforcement officials in prisons, including the review of the materials provided to the court, confirming the facts of brutal treatment, and provide the legal persecution of the guilty ones with the use of appropriate sanctions.  
Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Republic of Uzbekistan: 
· Take appropriate measures to solve the problem of overcrowding in penitentiary establishments and improvements of living conditions in prisons, including the establishments for under ages and detention facilities.  
Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Uzbekistan
· Take effective measures to protect all who conduct monitoring and write reports about the cases of tortures and brutal treatment from bullying and any other negative consequences that could threaten them as a result of writing such reports, and also guarantee immediate, impartial and effective investigation of such incidences.  
Ombudsmen and National Human Rights Center 
· Provide clear interpretation of the execution of new law and limit the ability of the government to interfere with NGO activity on its pleasure.  For this purpose, it is necessary to introduce changes to the legislation, regulating the activity of non-governmental organizations, to adjust it in accordance with international standards of human rights in the field of protection of persons, conducting human rights activity, including “Declaration of UNO on human rights advocates”.   
Appendix # 1
CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE OF THE REPUBLIC OF UZBEKISTAN
Article 17. Respect for honor and dignity of individual 

Judge, prosecutor, investigator and interrogator are obliged to respect the honor and dignity of people participating in the case


No one can be a subject to tortures, violence, other brutal or humiliating a person’s honor and dignity treatment.


It is prohibited to carry out actions or take decisions that humiliate honor and dignity of a person, bring to the spread of information about the circumstances of his personal life, threaten his health, unfairly inflict physical and moral pain upon him.

Article 18.  Protection of rights and freedoms of citizens


All of the governmental bodies and officials responsible for the execution of criminal cases are obliged to protect rights and freedoms of civilians participating in criminal procedure.


No one could be subject to the arrest or custody or else on the grounds of court decision or the prosecutor’s sanction.  


A court and a prosecutor are obliged to immediately release illegitimately imprisoned prisoner or a person under the custody above the time stipulated by the law or court decision.

        
Personal life of citizens, sanctity of their home, privacy of correspondence, telegraph messages and telephone talks are protected by the law

Search, seizure, lodgment examination or other room or territory occupied by a person, sequester of post-and-telegraph correspondence and its seizure in the connection establishments, tapping of the talks held over the telephones and other intercom systems, are to be done only in the circumstances and in the order determined by the current Code.

        The injury, caused to a person as a result of violation of his rights and freedoms during the case execution, is a subject to compensation on the grounds and in the order determined by the current Code.        
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� Note. Punishment cell. There are different types of punishment cells in the prisons of Uzbekistan. “Standard” punishment cell is a concrete box of 3-4 square meters with a height of 150 cm (there are also punishment cells with a height of ceiling until 250 cm), which does not have a waterproofing protection. Groundwater drips, infiltrates from everywhere: from above, below and the four sides. The puddle of foul water on the floor of some punishment cells reaches an ankle. There is no way to stand to one’s full height, lean against the eternally wet and cold concrete walls and sit in the puddles. There are no stools in most of the punishment cells. Chaise longue is provided at 22-00 and taken away by 5-00. The oppressive smell of still water, dead, polluted air of godforsaken cells and moisture evaporation cause such dangerous diseases as radiculitis, tuberculosis, osteochondrosis, pneumonia, nephritis, hepatitis in even healthy prisoners. During the cold season warm boiler suits are not provided. Not every prisoner can afford to borrow it for a bribe. A prisoner, put in a punishment cell at least once, will seriously undermine his/her health. Given these circumstances, the maximum period of keeping a prisoner in a punishment cell is two weeks. According to medical condition, even the healthiest person is not able to endure more time in a punishment cell.
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