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INTRODUCTION

Amnesty International is concerned that despite profesf$eds by the governments in Central
Asia to fulfil their human rights obligations and actatibrts by some states to remedy the
worst abuses, grave human rights violations routinelyimoato be committed with virtual
impunity. This summary highlights some of the organizatiomst pressing human rights
concerns in the various republics in Central Asia.

Very few law enforcement officers are ever broughtiad &md held accountable for the
human rights violations they have committed and yet thousafrmsople routinely allege that
they have been arbitrarily detained and tortured oreiited in custody in order to extract a
confession. Corruption in law enforcement and the judigantributes to a climate of
impunity in the region. This climate of impunity leads tlaek of public confidence in the
criminal justice system. People do not lodge complaisthey feel that they will not obtain
justice, nor get compensation. Many are not willing stifieagainst police officers out of fear
of reprisals against themselves or their relatives asdcéates.

Beatings by law enforcement officers, especially ingerary pre-charge detention centres
and in the streets, are still considered routine. Toduagher ill-treatment in detention
continues to be widespread throughout the region and syatemndtsystemic in Uzbekistan. In
2006 the UN Special Rapporteur on torture reiterated his mmabout the apparent
widespread use of torture in Uzbekistan.

The fight against terrorism and national security eggufently quoted by governments as
crucial in securing stability, but all too frequentlyytteae used as a pretext to clamp down on
dissent, consolidate power and target vulnerable groups upsyperceived as a threat to
national or regional security, such as independent Islaroigg and opposition political
movements. As part of the “war on terror” and counteietesm agreements, asylum-seekers
and refugees are extradited to China and Uzbekistamewliney are at grave risk of torture and
other serious human rights violations, in blatant contrtéverof states’ obligations under
international refugee and human rights law.

Although presumption of innocence is enshrined in law vidkgted on a regular basis,
especially in the context of national security and the figjatinst terrorism, with suspects
branded guilty in public before the start of their tridd®st of the trials in Uzbekistan of people
charged with terrorism in 2005 and 2006 were closed or evdrirhgécret, with no advance
notice of the start date, no access to relatives greienof the defendants’ choice, no
publication of the verdict after the sentencing, no indicatico asere the defendants were
being held. Defendants in criminal cases in Uzbekistanogher republics are usually held in a
cage during the trial, thereby implying their guilt.
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Evidence based on confessions extracted under torture oilletieatment is still routinely
admitted in court.

Harassment of human rights defenders and measuresttirdiedlom of expression are
reported in various countries. Amnesty Internatioresl &adopted as prisoners of conscience
people who have been convicted for exercising their riglieeom of expression. Repressive
actions to silence human rights activists and jourtsaliave been particularly harsh in
Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan and show no sign of abatindzbekistan the imprisonment, ill-
treatment and harassment of individual human rights deferhave accelerated as a
consequence of protests over the killings of hundreds of unaneedwomen and children in
Andizhan on 13 May 2005. The authorities have continued to i&géstfor an independent,
international investigation into the Andizhan killings.

Freedom of expression is also restricted through the aliziimg of libel and slander, with
government officials, national and local, using criminalllgaéts in order to restrict criticism.
Journalists and human rights activists have frequéetiyr charged with libel and some have
gone to prison for publishing articles on corruption allegatiwrreports of torture or ill-
treatment by police officers.

In Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan freedom for the independengaytsath local and
international, remains severely restricted. All doneastédia in Turkmenistan are state-
controlled and the authorities routinely block websites plalicize “unwanted” information,
and have been known to pay intimidating house calls on indilsdvhom they identified as
visiting such sites. Foreign journalists, photographers an@h rights monitors have in many
cases been refused access to Turkmenistan to preverrtmemgathering information about
the repressive regime. Turkmenistani civil society activigte cooperate with foreign
journalists risk imprisonment after unfair trials anduce and ill-treatment. They also risk
being labelled as “traitors” by the authorities. Uzbekistxercises virtual control over the
media and the internet, controlling output by local mediarorgéions as well as transmissions
into the country from abroad and limiting access aed fmovement of foreign correspondents.

Draft legislation to abolish the death penalty in Kyrggmshas still not been passed despite
the adoption of a new constitution enshrining abolition in Nower@B06. Kazakstan,
Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan all have moratoria on executiomdace although the death penalty
remains on the statute books. Uzbekistan has refused teeémapmoratorium on executions
despite a presidential decree introducing the abolition adehéh penalty from 2008. Secrecy
remains an issue in all the countries, with relativaisgiven the body of the executed person or
told the burial site and statistics on the death pensadtyat published. Amnesty International is
campaigning for Central Asia to become a death-penaléyzivae.

Amnesty International urges the governments of Centraltddiake concrete steps to
implement and enforce legislative measures that will profitetive and durable guarantees
for the protection of the human rights and the dignity ofyeperson under their jurisdiction.
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KAZAKSTAN

Fear of refoulement to China

Thirty-five-year old Yusuf Kadir Tohti (also known as Egda) and 30-year-old Abdukadir
Sidik, two Uighur men originally from China's Xinjiang Uighilutonomous Region (XUAR),
were being held in incommunicado detention in Chinaeend of June 2006, after having
been forcibly returned from Kazakstan on 10 May. They weéresk of serious human rights
violations, including torture or other ill-treatment, gubsibly the death penalty, should their
"crimes" be deemed to be "serious". The Kazakstani atiésodeported the two men from
Almaty, in the south of Kazakstan, to Urumgi, XUAR, éoling “a decision by the specialized
administrative court of Almaty for violation of rules sty in Kazakstan”.

Yusuf Kadir Tohti reportedly fled China for Kazakstarl®6, where he became a
religious teacher. The Chinese authorities reportedly agdduseof "separatism” and asked for
his extradition. He was detained in Almaty by Kazakslamienforcement officers on 8 March
2006. Abdukadir Sidik was detained on the same day. Hddwhthe XUAR in 1999 after he
publicly protested against the Chinese authorities’ policy ioonities, particularly their
enforcement of the family planning policy which limited thenfaer of children that Uighurs
could have. He had also protested against harsh wotckimgjtions during mandatory state
labour which reportedly lasts 45 days for men. He wasrtedly detained for two months in
connection with his political activities and views. After ré¢ease Abdukadir Sidik reportedly
filed a complaint against a local official. After habsnitted his complaint, the official
reportedly came to his house, beat him and threateneditfifurther punishment. It was after
this that Abdukadir Sidik, reportedly fearing for hifety, fled China and was detained by
Kazakstani border officials when crossing the borderwlle charged by the Kazakstani
authorities with illegally crossing the border and sened to six months' imprisonment.
According to Abdukadir Sidik he actually spent 18 monthdétention, and in a letter written
from prison before he was forcibly returned, Abdukadiiksidported that he was interrogated
and threatened by Chinese police officers while in dieteim Kazakstan.

In November and again in December 2006, the office of theetliNations High
Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) expressed serious caftceire safety of an Uighur
asylum-seeker, Arkin Sadik, whose fate and whereabaers uwnknown since his release from
detention in October. A court in Almaty had quashedthminal charges - reportedly of illegal
possession of weapons - on which 38-year-old Arkin Sadikbkan detained in June and had
ordered his release. Arkin Sadik’s relatives and suppocteimed that the weapons were
planted by law enforcement officers during an unsanctiseacch of his home in Almaty.
They maintained that he had no links to armed sepagatisps in the XUAR. Arkin Sadik had
been recognized by UNHCR as a refugee. The agency fismtdae might have been forcibly
deported to China where he was at risk of being subjesteetious human rights violations.
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Fear of refoulement to Uzbekistan

In August 2006, the authorities released Uzbekistani nati@miadurafikh Temirbaev into the
care of UNHCR and allowed him and his family to be @aremtly resettled to a third country.
Gabdurafikh Temirbaev had reportedly been in Kazakstae 4999 when he fled Uzbekistan
as a result of persecution for his religious beliefshbig been detained by officers from the
Kazakstan Committee for National Security (KNS) on 24 R006, reportedly following an
extradition request received from Uzbekistan. Accordingptoe sources, Gabdurafikh
Temirbaev was being sought for membership of banned religroups. His family denied this
and insisted that he was a pious Muslim and not a meohlaebanned religious or terrorist
group. Gabdurafikh Temirbaev had been recognized as a rdfuydg¢dHCR in June, after a
thorough status determination procedure. This proceduleaat a confirmation from
Kazakstani authorities that no criminal charges sesdad been filed against him.

In a reply to appeals by Amnesty International membedanuary 2006, the
Kazakstani authorities denied that they had detained ribeKistani nationals, including four
registered asylum-seekers, and instead claimedhbahen had been detained by Uzbekistani
law enforcement officers on Uzbekistani territory durémgoperation conducted between 28
November and 2 December 2005.

However, according to reliable sources, Rukhiddin Fahruddimdyurahman
Ibragimov, Tohir Abdusamatov, Sharofuddin Latipov, NozinmhRanov, Alisher Mirzaholov,
Abdurauf Holmuratov, Shoirmat Shorahmedov and Alizhon Mirgawiere forcibly returned
from Kazakstan to Uzbekistan early in the morning of 29dxinber 2005, in contravention of
Kazakstan's obligations under international law. Thelybwen detained by KNS officers in the
city of Shymkent, in the south of Kazakstan on 24 and 27 Noserahd had been held
incommunicado until they were returned to Uzbekistant{smeection on Uzbekistan in this
summary for further details).

On 19 March 2006, UNHCR office in Kazakstan resettled iaddpnt imam Obidkhon
Nazarov and his family to an undisclosed European locatitnhad been in hiding in
Kazakstan since being forced to flee Uzbekistan in 1298HCR recognized him as a refugee
when he applied to their Kazakstan office for protectioNdvember 2005 after Kazakstan had
forcibly returned the nine Uzbekistani nationals above, acdusétzbekistan of being
members of banned Islamic organizations. Some of thertiel men were believed to have
been followers of imam Nazarov. He himself had been ddagtihe Uzbekistani authorities
for allegedly wanting to overthrow the constitutional ordetobekistan.

Release of Galimzhan Zhakianov

On 14 January 2006, Galimzhan Zhakianov, one of the leaddrs fufrtner opposition
Democratic Choice of Kazakstan party, was given parokelbgal court in Pavlodar and
released from prison following an appeal hearing. The codrtdiad in December 2005 that
Galimzhan Zhakianov should be released on parole havingdskalf his sentence. However,
the local prosecutor had appealed the court’'s decisiorm@adin Zhakianov had been
sentenced to seven years’ imprisonment in 2002 for “abusdéad’aind financial crimes, but
the real reason for his imprisonment appeared to be hisfpkeapposition activities.
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Fair trial concerns

Two bodies were discovered on the outskirts of Almaty on 12 Fegb2@86. They were the

bodies of Altinbek Sarsenbaev (a former informationistén and ex-ambassador to Russia
before resigning to join the opposition party, Naghiz Ak iho2003) and of his bodyguard and
driver. Both men had been shot in the back; Altinbals&baev had also been shot in the head.
Opposition leaders alleged that the murder was politicadliiivated because Altinbek
Sarsenbaev had been very outspoken, particularly on offiwiadption.

On 29 June, Yerzhan Utembaev, the main defendant on triddefanurder of Altinbek
Sarsenbaev, retracted his confession in court. Yerztembiaev, the former head of the
Senate’s secretariat, claimed that he had been put sexee psychological pressure in pre-
trial detention to admit to having ordered and organizedntreler of Altinbek Sarsenbaev. In
August, Yerzhan Utembaev was found guilty and sentetac2@ years’ imprisonment.

On 28 June, another defendant, Rustam Ibrahimov, a formebenaan elite special
unit of the KNS, who was accused of having carried ouirtinaler, stated in court that the
charges against him had been fabricated and that Heeleadcoerced into signing a confession.
His trial started on 14 June in the city of Taldi-Korgamme 250km north of Almaty.
Supporters of Altinbek Sarsenbaev expressed concerrhéhkication of the trial made it
difficult for many observers, including Altinbek Sarsenbaeiderly parents, to attend. In
August, he was sentenced to death having been convictadrging out the murder, although,
due to a moratorium on executions he was not in immitdenger of being executed.

There was also concern that the defendants had beemgieguilty from the moment
of their detention on 22 February 2006. Indeed, in a pressreanéeon 27 February, the
Minister of Internal Affairs described Yerzhan Utembas having ordered the murder for
personal reasons. On 1 March President Nursultan Nazadidevjoint session of parliament
that Yerzhan Utembaev had already confessed to laavcmmhent officers and that he had
received a personal letter from Yerzhan Utembaev in wthiehatter admitted his guilt.

In December, the Criminal Chamber of the Supreme Cogerba review of the
verdicts of the above-mentioned men and eight other defendantsevb@lso sentenced to
prison terms in August. It upheld the sentences of the obfirst instance.
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KYRGYZSTAN

Fear of refoulement to Uzbekistan

In August, the authorities extradited four refugees andasylem-seeker to Uzbekistan.
Zhakhongir Maksudov, Odilzhon Rakhimov, Yakub Toshboev and RasuRihmatov had

been detained in Kyrgyzstan since June 2005. They werefgagroup of more than 500
asylum-seekers who fled the city of Andizhan in eadtiamekistan on 13 May 2005, after
security forces fired on thousands of mainly unarmed denatostr The United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugess (UNHCR) recognized all four nserefaigees, a decision contested
through the courts by the Department of Migration Ser\iDdsS). The men lost their appeals
against the authorities' decision not to recognize thenfugees in June.

In a statement on 14 June, UNHCR reiterated that the a@encfound permanent
resettlement places for all four men in different ades and urged the government of
Kyrgyzstan to transfer them into the agency’s carenfionédiate resettlement. Kyrgyzstan is
obliged under international law, including the 1951 Refugee Convestidthe UN
Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman orddéatg Treatment or Punishment,
to uphold the principle afion-refoulementwhich prohibits the forcible return of persons to any
country where they would be at risk of serious humglntsiviolations, including torture and
other ill-treatment.

Uzbekistani asylum-seeker Faez Tadzhikalilov, who flechfAndizhan after the other
men, had been held with them in Osh since September B@0&pplication for refugee status
was still in the process of being reviewed when he wasditdda

UNHCR was not given prior notice of the five men’s extiad. The Kyrgyzstani
authorities had reportedly been given diplomatic assasang Uzbekistan that the five men
would be treated according to Uzbekistani criminal latjiisn and that international
organizations would be granted access to them. Howthecfive were reportedly held
incommunicado in Uzbekistan. In November, the generaépubsr’s office announced that
they had been informed by their Uzbekistani counterpatta criminal investigation into the
cases of the five men had been completed and thatethéid been charged with the murder of
the Andizhan city prosecutor in May 2005.

Arbitrary detentions

Uzbekistani nationals, who had not been recognized as esfage had not applied for asylum
but were in hiding in Kyrgyzstan, were reportedly among heaslof people arbitrarily
detained, both as part of security operations conducted/tgykstani security forces and joint
counter-terrorism operations with Uzbekistani secuddtges.

Gulmira Maksudova was detained in July 2006 in Osh and &raiedfto the pre-trial
detention centre. She is the daughter of Akram Yuldasheyailed leader of the alleged
Islamic movement, Akramia, accused by Uzbekistan of hawiggnized the May 2005
Andizhan events and subsequently banned. Gulmira Maksudovapaatedly charged with
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forgery — law enforcement sources said she had beensegsisn of counterfeit documents —
and with terrorism. In September, Osh Regional Cdedred her of all charges and ordered
her release after the presiding judge found no evidence tat@btdrrorism charge. She was
subsequently resettled to a third country by UNHCR.

“Disappearances”

In August 2006, UNHCR and human rights organizations exgdessncern at the apparent
“disappearances” of a number of Uzbekistani refugees ahthaseekers in the south of
Kyrgyzstan. At least two who had “disappeared” in Jatigust were reportedly in pre-trial
detention in Andizhan in Uzbekistan. UNHCR said thaythad received no replies from
Kyrgyzstani officials when they addressed them with thaiicerns about the “disappearances”
of at least five named Uzbekistani refugees, among theswdar opposition activist who was
reportedly abducted in July by Uzbekistani security serviBesause the safety of the refugees
could not be guaranteed in Osh, UNHCR moved all regidtesfugees to Bishkek, the capital,
with a view to resettling them permanently in a tiuodintry.

The death penalty

A new constitution, which entered into force in November 2@06Jished the death penalty.
However, legislation to replace the death penalty withitifprisonment in the criminal and
criminal procedural codes had not been passed by the end of 2006.

In March 2007, the Minister of Justice told the internatioma-governmental
organization (NGO) Norwegian Helsinki Committee that,dwihg on from the abolition of the
death penalty in the new constitution, all death sentemogkd be reviewed and that new
sentences would be imposed. However, according tolN@als, courts continued to pass
death sentences. A spokesperson from the NGO Citizerisst@orruption reported that the
Leninsky District Court of Bishkek had passed a deattesea on 26 January 2007.

Conditions on death row

In March 2006, a group of 20 prisoners on death row in Bishke&rjat detention centre
No.1 (SIZO 1) wrote an open letter to President Kurre@iriéakiev asking him to set up a
commission to re-examine their criminal cases and rethiew convictions, which they felt
were unsafe. The letter claimed that many prisoners oh de&thad been tortured in order to
confess to fabricated charges and were sentenced toafeatunfair trials. Alleged torture
methods included putting gas masks on detainees and turniaiy supply off, and breaking
fingers and toes.

Many prisoners had been waiting on death row since tradinttion of a moratorium
on executions in 1998, in a state of continued uncertairtty thgir ultimate fate, a situation
that Amnesty International believed to amount to criméliman and degrading treatment. The
Ombudsman, Kyrgyzstani and international NGOs and some goeetrand prison officials
agreed that conditions on death row were harsh: in SIZ861death row inmates were housed
underground in cells said to be damp and with no windowawszof overcrowding, the cells
originally designed to hold two inmates had to accommodtate twith one man sleeping on
the floor. The inmates were reportedly allowed only one bbexkercise in a roofless cell on
the top of the SIZO building every other day. In a newspaperview in January 2006, the

former head of the prison system said that 73 death roat@siad died since the introduction
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of the moratorium in 1998, the majority of them from tubersiglgwhich was said to be rife
throughout the prison system), harsh prison conditions aacidisui

At least eight death sentences were passed in 2006. mbrewere sentenced to death
in August for the murder of a member of parliament duwitdgspread prison riots in October
2005. Three other men were sentenced to death in Odtwlibeir alleged involvement in an
armed raid in May (see below). In July, two men vemnatenced to death for the murder of a
businessman and member of parliament from Osh.

Death sentence upheld

On 22 June, the Supreme Court turned down the appeal agaideathesentence of
Uzbekistani national Otabek Akhadov, who, along with threer attem, all of Uighur origin,
were found guilty of the assassination of the head of thleud Society in Kyrgyzstan on 28
March 2000 and of a “terrorist act against the stategdétn of Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous
Region of China (XUAR) on 25 May 2000”. The case against tlhambelieved by unofficial
sources to be politically motivated. The four men vadse believed to have been convicted for
their ethnic origin and alleged membership of a "sepdratighur organization, the Eastern
Turkestan Liberation Front. One of the men was alreadying a 14-year prison sentence at the
time the crimes were committed. The decision by the Sup@aug was final and could not be
further appealed. According to Otabek Akhadov's lawyerStifgreme Court failed to take into
account evidence provided by the defence, including a meditificage, that he had been
tortured in pre-trial detention in order to confess tonttueder. Otabek Akhadov’s conviction
was reportedly based solely on his written “confession& dppeal hearing reportedly lasted
only 40 minutes.

On 27 March 2006, Husein Dzhelil, also known as Huseyin @ebil-year old
Canadian citizen and ethnic Uighur from XUAR, was dethindJzbekistan for his alleged
involvement in these crimes (please see the section orkidtarein this summary for further
details).

Deaths in suspicious circumstances

At least two ethnic Uzbek men were Killed in suspicioisumstances during security and
counter-terrorism operations conducted jointly by Kyrggmsand Uzbekistani security forces.
In August, independent Kyrgyzstani imam (religious teaddlelammadrafik Kamalov from
Karasuu was shot and killed by security forces togetlitertwo suspected members of the
Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan (IMU) members who had beeonsed of conducting an
armed raid on the border with Tajikistan in May, durirftjcl at least a dozen people, security
forces and armed men, died. In October, three negr 8entenced to death for their part in the
raid. The National Security Service (SNB) initially ased imam Muhammadrafik Kamalov of
being a member of the IMU, and then suggested that he caudddeen used as a human shield.
The death and burial of imam Muhammadrafik Kamalov spaleege demonstrations - all of
them peaceful - in Karasuu. In September, an Uzbekisédiainal, suspected of being an IMU
leader, was reportedly killed by SNB officers when hagefl to surrender. SNB sources
claimed that the wounds he sustained, during the raid drotiee where he was hiding, were
not fatal and that he had died of heart failure in hospitale SNB had linked him to the May
border incident and to the death of imam Muhammadradik&lov.
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Harassment of human rights defenders

On 12 April 2006, Edil Baisalov, the leader of the independent huights organization
Coalition for Democracy and Civil Society, was attackgdn unidentified assailant as he was
leaving the office of his NGO in the centre of Bishké&ldil Baisalov was crossing the road to
get into his car when he was struck in the back of the Wwithdh blunt object, which he thought
might have been a rock thrown by a young man. He wsgithtized suffering from concussion
and a cut to the back of the head. Supporters claimeththattack was in retaliation for Edil
Baisalov’s outspoken public campaign against corruption and dlEgeision between the
state and organized crime and was meant to intimidatend deter him from further protests.
On 8 April, he had been amongst the organizers of a 2,8@@ggpeaceful demonstration
against corruption and organized crime in Bishkek. e preparing another demonstration
for 28 April.

The 8 April demonstration took place a day before a bytietesaw Rysbhek
Akmatbaev elected to take up the parliamentary seat tirbiker, Tynychbek, the head of the
parliamentary legal affairs committee, who was killieding prison riots in September 2005.
Edil Baisalov had publicly protested the decision by the Supreaurt to allow Rysbek
Akmatbaev to stand as a candidate in the by-election ddspitng been disbarred by the
Central Electoral Commission on 30 March for having aiodahrecord. Rysbek Akmatbaev
denied any involvement in the attack on Edil Baisalov. On &9, Mewly-elected Rysbek
Akmatbaev was killed by unknown men who reportedly fired dopénsunds of gunshots at
him from a car when he stepped out of a mosque after everdagers.

Allegations of deaths, torture and other ill-treatm ent in detention

Two detainees died in the temporary detention facili#) on 17 August 2006, reportedly as a
result of the conditions of detention. In the first céise,head of the Department of Internal
Affairs (GOVD) had reportedly ordered guards to stop fpartels for a 30-year-old male
detainee, who was suffering from diabetes, in order to piniish The detainee reportedly died
as a result of not receiving adequate and appropriate fobisfanedical condition. The second
detainee to die had suffered from tuberculosis. He épattedly not received any medical
attention and had not been transferred to a medical evaat hospital. He died in an
overcrowded IVS cell.

On 5 August, special troops were sent in to the IVS lafalzad City's GOVD, after
riots reportedly broke out following a violent altercatimtween an inmate and a guard. GOVD
officials initially denied that the troops had used esisforce, but later admitted that officers
had made detainees come out from the cells one by one akitked, punched and beaten
them with batons in the corridor. Human rights activists) were given access to the IVS two
weeks later, were told by detainees how some had been bgatprto seven officers, while
their hands had been handcuffed behind their backs. Thlegi$@mreportedly had gas masks
fitted on their heads with the air supply turned off. Humigints activists were able to
document evidence of torture and other ill-treatment on sénthe aletainees interviewed.
Detainees claimed that beatings and torture were routitheilVS. They also complained
about cruel, inhuman and degrading conditions of detention extre overcrowding, no
sanitation, no bedding, inadequate ventilation and no erercis
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Detainees also told human rights activists that in dng/head of the GOVD had
severely beaten a 20-year-old mentally ill female degsimé¢he IVS corridor, in order to force
her to reveal her husband’s whereabouts. Her husband, a sddpotmember, gave himself
up to prevent further ill-treatment of his wife. The womahp was in the early stages of
pregnancy, reportedly had a miscarriage subsequentlgr thft beatings in the IVS, she was
reportedly transferred to a psychiatric hospital whereasmained at the end of the year.

Human rights organizations harassed for taking up ca ses of custodial
violence against women

In June, two human rights NGOs from Jalalabad Regiamv8glivost (Justice) and Vozdukh
(Breath of Air), both part of the Jalabad Regional HulRayhts Network, complained that their
members were threatened by regional law enforcemdnedfafter they publicized allegations
of torture and other ill-treatment of women in two separcases. The two NGOs also assisted
the women in raising their allegations with the relevariarities.

Following an article in the February 2006 issue of Spravedlsvbsiman rights bulletin,
which detailed the alleged ill-treatment of a pregnant auoin January by an officer of the
Jalalabad Department of Internal Affairs (UVD), théoafr accused the woman and
Spravedlivost of slander and filed a criminal suit agadash for defamation. The woman, who
had been summoned to the UVD on 14 January to be questioaettagss in a case of theft,
told human rights defenders that she was accused by iter ofho conducted the interview of
being a thief. He also reportedly called her a pugstitgrabbed her arm and pushed and
threatened her. When she questioned his behaviour he aliédidutr in the chest. The
woman, who was pregnant, started bleeding and told therdffiaeshe was afraid of losing her
baby. According to her, he did not offer any assistancedniinued to threaten her. She
eventually managed to summon help. She was taken to teenitahospital and kept under
observation for 10 days. The woman reported the illstreat to the regional prosecutor’s
office, but no action against the UVD officer was tak@m 20 June, the trial of the woman and
human rights activists of Spravedlivost on charges of slatdded in Jalalabad town court.
During a break in court proceedings, supporters of the OfiDer reportedly insulted the
defendant, now eight months pregnant, and threatened blice 6fficers, present at court,
reportedly did not interfere to stop the abuse. Whengr@deedings resumed the judge allowed
her to leave the courtroom, after supporters of the ofioetinued to verbally threaten and
insult her. On 21 June, the judge postponed the trial indefimifedr the pregnant woman was
taken ill. She was reportedly hospitalized the samge da

On 16 June, law enforcement officers detained a 26-yeawanitan at her home in
Bazarkurgan and took her to a pre-trial detention cémtitee city of Nooken. The officers
reportedly did not present an arrest warrant andtheatoman. Her family were denied access
to her and claimed that they were threatened by gaaitie detention centre. In July, she was
convicted of theft and sentenced to five years in prisondouet in Jalalabad. An appeal court
upheld the conviction but suspended her sentence and releasemivhdefention. An appeal
with the Supreme Court was pending at the end of the year.

Vozdukh, a human rights NGO from Jalalabad Region, whachtaken up the young
woman’s case, reported that the woman and her familpledned that officers from the
Jalalabad Regional Internal Affairs Department (UVI2yevputting pressure on them to
withdraw torture allegations against one of their felldficers. The allegations dated back to
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previous incidents, when the woman, who had a prior convictias,detained for eight months
in 2003 and for several days in 2005. On both occasions dhaikad serious allegations of
torture or other ill-treatment in detention includingeated rape in custody. Azimzhan Askarov,
a human rights defender from the NGO Vozdukh, who had taken wagbkeof the woman after
she was first released from detention in 2003, agreedraditdatest detention to be appointed as
her legal representative, as she had not been given ac@eksvyer. He was reportedly
personally threatened by a UVD officer, whom the woman kbadsed of having beaten her

and having inserted needles under her fingernails in 2005. Aaim&skarov was also called to
the district prosecutor’s office to discuss his human siglativities and was ordered to submit
all the articles on human rights issues he had publishibe istrict prosecutor’s office for
investigation. He was warned by the district prosecutdrttie articles incited social, racial or
ethnic hatred and that in future he had to clear afllestiwith the prosecutor’s office prior to
publication.

Vozdukh was also threatened with criminal prosecutiostionder by the same officer
for having widely publicized the torture allegations of ttmman and had helped her to lodge
complaints.
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TAJIKISTAN

Torture and ill-treatment

There were continuing reports of widespread and routiteréoor other ill-treatment by law
enforcement officers. Several law enforcement offieegse sentenced to prison terms for
unlawful arrests, beatings and other ill-treatment.

In May, relatives wrote public appeals to the governmeniraachational
organizations and held a press conference in which thaifetkinstances of torture or ill-
treatment routinely suffered by inmates from Kurgan-Tiulieopr In August 2005, some 100
prisoners had reportedly slashed their wrists in pratestuel, inhuman and degrading
conditions of detention and routine ill-treatment. The autilesrclaimed it was a riot and 12
inmates went on trial in May 2006 for their alleged pait. irRelatives claimed that some of the
men had broken limbs and head injuries, but had the plasttr and bandages removed for
their court appearances. The judge reportedly refusedkaalt the prisoners’ injuries and
dismissed their allegations of torture.

In November, the UN Committee against Torture, aftesictaning Tajikistan’s first
periodic report to the Committee, raised concern aboutnil@érous allegations concerning
widespread routine use of torture and ill-treatment bysitigative personnel, particularly to
extract confessions to be used in criminal proceeditigalso reported on “the failure of judges
to dismiss or return cases for further investigatiomstances where confessions were obtained
as a result of torture” and was further concerned \ugH'very small number of convicted
[officials]” for acts of torture or other ill-treatemt.

Death in custody

Sadullo Marufov, a member of the opposition Islamic RevRarty (IRP), died in police
custody in May 2006, after he was detained for questioningvehforcement officers in
Isfara. Initially the officers claimed that he had eoitted suicide by jumping from a third
floor window. The IRP, however, claimed that an autopsgrtdpdicated that he had been
beaten and ill-treated and alleged that he had been pirshethe window. The general
prosecutor’s office subsequently announced that follo@m@vestigation three officers had
been detained in connection with his death.

Detentions and unfair trials

In June 2006, the opposition Demaocratic Party of Tajikistdil(Dexpressed concern that its
leader, Mamadruzi Iskandarov, continued to be helddonmmunicado detention in the
Ministry of National Security. In 2005, Mamadruzi Iskandanas abducted from Moscow,
Russia, where he lived in exile, after the Russian aué®rigfused to extradite him to
Tajikistan. He was sentenced to 23 years’ imprisonmettido$upreme Court in October 2005
on charges of terrorism and corruption, which he denieghdeld have been moved to a
prison camp shortly after the verdict but this did not hap@ampporters claimed that he was
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not allowed to receive parcels or newspapers and thest efgelatives and his lawyers had
been obstructed. An appeal against his sentence hadupeed down in a closed hearing in
January 2006. At the beginning of February 2007, Mamadruzi Iskandeas finally moved to
a high security prison camp to serve the remainder of hisrsan

Relations with neighbouring Uzbekistan continued to bestans at least four ethnic
Uzbek men were sentenced to long prison terms on chafrgepionage after reportedly unfair
trials. In October, a senior government official acdudebekistan of misrepresenting the
banned armed Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan (IMU) asiannational terrorist group
threatening regional security in order to internatiomaliizbekistan’s internal problems with the
IMU. Nevertheless, at least 30 alleged IMU membergwletained in Tajikistan and several
were sentenced to long prison terms on terrorism chaftg@sreportedly unfair trials.

More than 50 alleged members of the banned Islamic oppogéity Hizb-ut-Tabhrir,
including at least 20 women, were detained and many wetereed to long prison terms after
unfair trials.

In July, a court in Khujand sentenced nine women to ptisons of between five and
11 years for their membership of Hizb-ut-Tahrir. Thegt haen charged with distributing
proscribed literature which called for the establishnoémin Islamic state. The alleged leader
of the group was sentenced to 11 years because she had rggmréedparticularly active in
recruiting new female members.
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TURKMENISTAN

Death in custody of prisoner of conscience Ogulsapa r Muradova and
imprisonment of two co-defendants

Between 16 and 19 June 2006, four human rights defenders — Annakumbaklychev,
Sapardurdy Khadzhiev, Ogulsapar Muradova and Elena Carezarere taken into custody; in
addition, Ogulsapar Muradova'’s three adult children wletained. On 1 July Elena Ovezova
and Ogulsapar Muradova'’s children were released. Tere allegations that Annakurban
Amanklychev, Sapardurdy Khadzhiev and Ogulsapar Muradovapers of the human rights
group Turkmenistan Helsinki Foundation (THF), were ill-tegdin detention, and that
Annakurban Amanklychev and Ogulsapar Muradova were given psgplwotrugs in an
attempt to extract “confessions” and to force thenmtoiminate each other.

On 25 August, Azatlyk district court in Ashgabat senter@gdisapar Muradova to six
years’ imprisonment and both Annakurban Amanklychev and Saparidhetizhiev to seven
years’ imprisonment, in a trial that reportedly lastess lhan two hours. The three were charged
with “illegal acquisition, possession or sale of ammianibr firearms” (Article 287, part 2 of
the Criminal Code of Turkmenistan). Their lawyers werentegty not given the indictment
before the trial commenced. International observers datives of the defendants were barred
from the trial. Officers from the Ministry of National &eity who were sitting in a car near the
court building filmed everybody who came close to the buildingj other officers who were
standing on the street recorded the names of anybody thieyidentify. The defendants’
relatives were unable to obtain a copy of the verdict.

Al adopted the three as prisoners of conscience, beliévingharges against them to
have been fabricated and not proven in a fair trial. @duhe, the Minister of National Security
of Turkmenistan had publicly stated that Annakurban Amankiyblae been engaged in
“subversive activities” and planned a revolution in Turkmenistée accusations mainly
related to attendance of human rights courses in Polahdlaaine; the gathering and passing
on of human rights-related information to the directothef THF in Bulgaria; and cooperation
with foreign journalists.

According to a 28 August press release issued by Mikloaddt, the Representative
on Freedom of the Media of the Organization for Security@maperation in Europe (OSCE),
Turkmenistani government sources had informed him eanb¢rAnnakurban Amanklychev
had been “apprehended during ‘illegal collection of infdiamain order to encourage public
dissatisfaction’ and for ‘transmitting materials toefign citizens™. He and Ogulsapar
Muradova were “involved in criminal activities relatedor@aniz[ing] subversive acts and
collect[ing] defamatory information in Turkmenistan in orttecreate public dissatisfaction”.

In September, Ogulsapar Muradova died in custody in dispir@tnstances. When
her children were shown her body in the morgue in Ashgabate¢peyted to have seen “a huge
wound on her forehead and marks on her neck”. The auteddtled to open a prompt,
thorough and impartial investigation into her death.
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Psychiatric hospitals as a tool in the clampdown on dissent

Case of Kakabay Tedzhenov

On 4 January 2006, Kakabay Tedzhenov was reportedly takemsgchiatric hospital in the
city of Turkmenabad (formerly Chardzhou) in the easteshap region by law enforcement
officers. Later he was transferred to the psychidtaspital in Garashsyzlyk district (formerly
Boyunuzyn district) in the same region. When Kakabay Tedrharrived at the psychiatric
hospital in Garashsyzlyk district, he was reportedly place@ cell together with people
convicted of serious crimes, including murder, for a weskthe end of February or the
beginning of March 2006, he was transferred to a speditibeeof the hospital for patients
without relatives to care for them or whose relatives hdisewned them. Later in March
Kakabay Tedzhenov was reportedly transferred to the urologgritieent of Lebap regional
hospital for medical treatment. Shortly afterwards las veturned to the psychiatric hospital.

Following public appeals by non-governmental organizations on fbehdakabay
Tedzhenov, the delegation of Turkmenistan to the OrganizatioSdcurity and Co-operation
in Europe (OSCE) claimed in a statement sent to SICP participating states on 24 February
that Kakabay Tedzhenov “has never been detained and he omfined in any medical
institution”. This statement was not in accord with itifermation received by Al.

In recent years, Kakabay Tedzhenov had sent several catadtathe authorities of
Turkmenistan, including to the administration of his homentawd of Lebap region, regarding
concerns about communal services in his district. On 7 June R&@8nt telegrams to the
President and the Procurator General of Turkmenistan pngtegvernment policies. In
September 2005, he sent to contacts abroasthtement about human rights violations in
Turkmenistarwhich included calls on the authorities of Turkmenistaallow freedom of
expression, and on the international community to impasetions against Turkmenistan. In
the statement he criticized President Saparmurat Niylazdis neglect of issues of vital
interest to the citizens of Turkmenistan such as “masmployment and the low standard of
living [noting that] heads of city and regional administrasi build monuments in honour of the
President in huge quantities while in Dzheykhun districpfeebave lived in unheated
apartments for twenty years.”

Al adopted Kakabay Tedzhenov as a prisoner of consciengetddrsolely to punish
him for exercising his right to freedom of expression, inipaler for protesting against
government policies.

In October, Kakabay Tedzhenov was released followingriatmnal pressure. Upon
his release he reportedly had to sign an undertaking sthtihfpe would refrain from political
statements in the future.

Case of Gurbandurdy Durdykuliev (update to Al Index: EUR 61/006/2005)

Gurbandurdy Durdykuliev was discharged from a psychiatricitadsm 12 April 2006, a week
after sustained lobbying by Amnesty International memivetisa USA had led to 54 members
of the US Senate and House of Representatives sending@getiPresident Saparmurad
Niyazov urging his release. Gurbandurdy Durdykuliev had baeibfy confined in psychiatric
hospitals for over two years, to punish him for peacefetigrcising his right to freedom of
expression.

Amnesty International Al Index: EUR 04/001/2007



16  Central Asia: Summary of Human Rights Concerns. January 2006 — March 2007

Journalists Dzhumadurdy Ovezov and Meretmuhammet Kho mmadov
arbitrarily detained

Prisoners of conscience, Dzhumadurdy Ovezov and MeretmmbeaKhommadov from the
Mary region of southeastern Turkmenistan, who worked assmondents of the US-funded
Radio Liberty were held in incommunicado detention from 7 to 17 March 20@8etM
Khommadov told the Turkmen ServiceRddio Libertyon 22 March, that on the day of their
arrest they were taken to the administration of theafitary. He reported: “There were a lot

of [village elders] there who talked to us. They were shgutalling us traitors. They were

very aggressive toward us. They promised to evict us frowiltage and not let us live there.
Then [the village elders] made accusations against us, laisp language and sentenced us to
15 days of community service.”

Al believed that the two were detained as a punishmemiefcefully exercising their
right to freedom of expression, and in order to prevent fr@m passing on information about
Turkmenistan to other countries. Before they were seléasecurity officers reportedly forced
Dzhumadurdy Ovezov and Meretmuhammet Khommadov to sign pajpefessing” their
guilt. In addition, they were threatened that if theytowred to cooperate witRadio Liberty
the authorities would also target the two men’s famigmbers. Following their release they
were placed under close surveillance by security officers.

Radio Libertyjournalists have on many occasions been deliberatelgteatdpy the
authorities in the past for their reporting. Methods liensie them have included arbitrary
detention, torture or other ill-treatment, and dismis$&mily members from their workplaces
(for further information, see Al Index: EUR 61/003/2005).

Hare Krishna devotee, Cheper Annaniyazova, freed un  der Presidential
amnesty

Hare Krishna devotee, Cheper Annaniyazova, was freed uitesaential amnesty on 19
October 2006. She was released from the women’s prison col@ashoguz near the border
with Uzbekistan and returned to her family in Ashgabat.\&mereleased under the condition
that she had to report to the police on a daily b#tsigas reportedly unlikely that she would be
allowed to travel abroad for at least four yeardyasbeen the case with other amnestied
prisoners.

Cheper Annaniyazova had been sentenced to seven yearisanment on 17
November 2005 by Ashgabat city court. There were allegatiaishe was targeted to punish
her for peacefully exercising her right to freedom afjieh and belief.

Environmental activist Andrei Zatoka given suspende d sentence and
released

On 17 December 2006 Andrei Zatoka was detained by local @alibe airport at his home
town of Dashoguz, near the border with Uzbekistan. He hexd fixeeparing to fly to the capital,
Ashgabat, and then on to Moscow the following day, to méatmembers of the non-
governmental International Social and Ecological Union arsphémd his holidays with his
family in Russia. Reportedly, he was initially arredimdan alleged breach of public order.
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On 27 January 2007 Amnesty International learnt that he face charges, including
unlawful acquisition or possession of weapons or explosaresunlawful circulation of potent
or poisonous substances. The four charges carried a maxjenatty of 19 years’
imprisonment. There were allegations that he was targefmahish him for his peaceful work
as an environmental activist.

On 31 January, Dashoguz city court sentenced Andrei Zaiagkauspended sentence
of three years’ imprisonment and ordered his immediatasele

Speaker of Parliament allegedly imprisoned for poli tical reasons

The Turkmenistan-based internet newspajpemenistan.rueported that on 22 December
2006 Ovezgeldy Ataev was dismissed from his post as SpeaRarl@fment at an
extraordinary session of Parliament. It continued BHatiament had agreed that charges be
brought against him following a request by the Prosecutoefakof Turkmenistan that
Parliament “agree to open the criminal case agfihatzgeldy Ataev] and arrest him”. The
Prosecutor General was reported as stating that Ovezijieldy had “abused office and
flagrantly violated constitutional rights of citizens aekn [incited] discord between clans”.
The Prosecutor General stated the latter charge réta@dezgeldy Ataev's objection to a
marriage between his stepson and a young woman earligietiratAs a result, the young
woman reportedly attempted to commit suicide.

According to a 27 February 2007 report by the news agesighana.ry Ovezgeldy
Ataev was sentenced to five years’ imprisonment by the Sep@Gourt of Turkmenistan in a
closed session. However, another unconfirmed reportdtezetwo weeks after his arrest he
was put under house arrest.

There were credible allegations that Ovezgeldy Ateas targeted as part of a power
struggle following Saparmurad Niyazov's death. Ovezgeldy Ateseydismissed and charged
one day after the authorities announced President Niyazedth on 21 December. According
to the Constitution, the Speaker of Parliament was theituditsially designated successor to
the President.

Former leader of opposition group, Nurberdi Nurmame dov, reportedly
detained by Ministry of National Security officers

According to reports issued by exiled opposition politisiaNurberdi Nurmamedov, a former
leader of the opposition group Agzybirlik, was detained big@f§ of the Ministry of National
Security on 23 December 2006 and released on 28 Decembenurbessalleged that he was
targeted in connection with a recent interview he had givéine US-fundedRadio Liberty
where he commented on the future of Turkmenistan followingd@msNiyazov's death.

Prisoner Geldy Kyarizov in urgent need of medical he  Ip (update to Al
Index: EUR 61/003/2005)

Geldy Kyarizov, former director of the Government Assooialiurkmenatlary(Turkmen
Horses) and an internationally renowned breeder of Aékalhorses, has been detained since
30 January 2002. Ashgabat city court sentenced him to six yegrisonment on 4 April 2002
on charges including “abuse of office” and “negligence”. #lisged that the charges against
him were fabricated, and that he may have been charbécarily after falling out of favour
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with the late President, Saparmurad Niyazov. It is bdli¢hat Geldy Kyarizov was caught up
in the politically motivated clampdown on senior governmeritiafs carried out by the
Niyazov regime. As part of the clampdown numerous officia@se demoted or dismissed from
their workplaces, and scores were imprisoned.

On 2 September 2006, Yulia Serebryannik, Geldy Kyarizov's \dd, permission to
visit him in the prison in Turkmenabad (formerly Chardzhouhke eastern Lebap region but
when she arrived she was told that her husband had besfetred to another place. The
prison director reportedly said that he did not know his véimrets. Before his
“disappearance” Geldy Kyarizov had been in poor healthralied on medication that his wife,
a doctor, brought to him in detention. Geldy Kyarizov tvaal heart attacks and a stroke and
suffered from pneumonia while in pre-trial detention. The aiiteé® had not provided him with
appropriate medical treatment for these conditions, wiitthim weak and debilitated.

On 18 September, an official of the Ministry of InterAffairs reportedly informed
Yulia Serebryannik that Geldy Kyarizov was not registexedn inmate in any detention
facility run by his Ministry. On 13 December, Geldy Kyarzs family was visited by a man
who introduced himself as an official of the MinistryMétional Security but did not present
any identification. He reportedly told them that Geldyakigov had been tortured to death. At
that time, repeated attempts by the family to receif@ination about his fate from the
authorities were unsuccessful.

However, on 29anuary 2007, Geldy Kyarizov’'s wife Yulia Serebryannik vishiad
in Turkmenabad prison. After the visit, she told a relatiMe, is a skeleton with skin. His
weight now [is] 45-50 kilograms. You will never recognize him.iglike a walking dead
body.”

Continued incommunicado imprisonment of alleged cou p plotters (update
to Al Index: EUR 61/003/2005)

Dozens of prisoners sentenced following unfair trialgginnection with the November 2002
alleged assassination attempt of President Niyazov, cewtittube held incommunicado,
denied all access to families, lawyers and independent hiadlading the International
Committee of the Red Cross. There were allegationsithay had been tortured and ill-treated
following their arrests, and that some had died as a mastarture, ill-treatment and harsh
prison conditions. The authorities failed to conduct thghoor impatrtial investigations into the
allegations, or to let families or lawyers know whetherpttigoners were alive or dead.

In October 2006, President Niyazov announced that eiglinaris serving sentences in
connection with the alleged assassination attempt wouldlégsed in a forthcoming amnesty.
The eight had repented that they “were not involved madihdad not use arms”, he said. None
of those prisoners known to have been convicted of involveméme imlleged coup attempt
was included in the published amnesty list.

Relatives of dissidents barred from leaving Turkmen istan

The Turkmenistani authorities continued to prevent margjd#iats and their relatives from
leaving the country on the basis of an unpublished “blacktiiat reportedly included
thousands of names. Restrictions on the freedom of moveveeatpart of the government’s
policy to silence any kind of dissent and put pressure on digsidad potential dissidents.
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A typical case was that of Ovez Annaev, who was predeinom leaving the country
for medical treatment. On 2 May 2006, Ovez Annaev, the bratHaw of Khudayberdy
Orazov, leader of the exiled opposition movement Watam¢Hand), boarded a plane to
Moscow from Ashgabat. He had been advised by doctorstio lgoscow for specialist
medical treatment of a gastric ulcer. However, shartfipre departurefficers of the Ministry
of National Security (MNS) forced him to leave the plafteey reportedly threatened him that
if he complained to international organizations or emleaséwe will put you in prison”. Ovez
Annaev and his wife Svetlana Orazova had previously beeedofiom travel abroad and taken
off a plane at least once. Khudayberdy Orazov told Amragérnational on 26 June: “This
time it was different. Before Ovez Annaev bought tisker the flight he sent letters to the
relevant authorities and actually received permissidly tm Moscow for his medical treatment.
Also, this was the first time that he was threatenigd imprisonment.”

Al believes that Ovez Annaev was targeted by the autb®itiecause of his family
relationship with Khudayberdy Orazov whom the authoritageHabelled a “traitor” and
accused of having played a key role in the alleged asstissiattempt on President Niyazov in
November 2002.

International scrutiny

UN Secretary General report to the UN General Assembly

The UN Secretary General, reporting to the UN Geners¢ébly in October 2006, concluded
that “gross and systematic violations of human rightsimoed in [Turkmenistan],
notwithstanding gestures by the government”. He highlighted thet pligfuman rights
defenders and minorities, restrictions on freedom of exjpressid religion, the use of torture,
the absence of an independent judiciary, and the limitegsado health care and education. He
reiterated calls made in recent years by the UN GeAsssdmbly and the UN Commission on
Human Rights that Turkmenistan invite the special maishas of the UN Human Rights
Council to visit the country.

UN Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women

On 17 May 2006, the Committee on the Elimination of Disaration against Women
(CEDAW) considered Turkmenistan’s combined initial and sdctate report on its
obligations under the Convention on the Elimination of Allfeiof Discrimination against
Women. CEDAW raised concern about Turkmenistan’'s lackvafeness of the urgent need to
stem violence against women, to pass specific legisldtioluding on domestic violence, and
to introduce measures to address trafficking in women.

In order to comply with its obligations as a state ptartihe Convention on the
Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Wem CEDAW recommended that
Turkmenistan “put in place expeditiously a comprehensive systelata collection in all areas
covered by the Convention so as to assess the actual sinfatiomen and to track trends over
time” and to include in its next report to CEDAW “sséital data and analysis, disaggregated
by sex and by rural and urban areas, in regard to the mmawisf the Convention, indicating the
impact of measures taken and of results achieved in #lotigad realization of women’s de
facto equality”. It also urged Turkmenistan to promptlyetakeasures to “eliminate
discrimination against women and ensure de jure (formdldarfacto (substantive) equality
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between women and men” and that the authorities “proviégmalpling environment for the
establishment and active involvement of women’s and human dgjdsizations to promote
implementation of the Convention”.

UN Committee on the Rights of the Child

In May 2006, the Committee on the Rights of the Child (CR@3icered Turkmenistan’s
initial report on the country’s obligations under the Comieanon the Rights of the Child,
submitted with a delay of almost 10 years. On 2 June, @ iSsued its concluding
observations raising concern about “the absence of ddta Btate party’s report on most of the
issues covered by the Convention”. In addition, it deplorethttieof “a specialized body
responsible for the independent monitoring of the implementafite Convention”
considering the “ineffectiveness and lack of independencéiedfaitional Institute for
Democracy and Human Rights. Among other issues, the CR@aited concern that children
of dissidents “are often victims of discriminatory gnahitive practices”; that torture and ill-
treatment of detainees, including children, is widespr&ed;severe limitations to the rights to
freedom of expression and religion also affected childrad;that children of ethnic minorities
were often subject to discrimination. The CRC also degl¢ine “serious obstacles” facing civil
society organizations in carrying out their work.

The CRC underlined the crucial role of civil society in citwiting to the full
implementation of Turkmenistan’s obligations under the Conwern the Rights of the Child
and recommended Turkmenistan to remove “restrictions tatiwiéning of independent civil
society organizations”. It also recommended the autbsriti “investigate thoroughly all
allegations of torture and ill-treatment committegharticular within the juvenile justice
administration by public officials [...] and [to] ensure thatgstrators are rapidly brought to
justice”; “to ensure the right of the child to accesmtormation and material from a diversity
of national and international sources”; and to “resgeetight of the child to freedom of
religion”.
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UZBEKISTAN

The anniversary of the May 2005 Andizhan events

In May 2006, on the eve of the first anniversary of the Andizhaents, Amnesty International
published a report entitlettzbekistan: Andizhan — Impunity must not prevaill (ndex: EUR
62/010/2006), summarizing the organization’s continuing concemegaition to the aftermath
of the Andizhan events since the publication of its Septe@B05 reportzbekistan: Lifting
the siege on the truth about Andizh@h Index: EUR 62/021/2005).

As the first anniversary of the Andizhan killings approacitdosecame increasingly
clear that the siege on the truth about Andizhan had notlifteein On the contrary, positions
appeared to have become more entrenched in what theitieghamd the official media in
Uzbekistan described as an “information war”. In thedbup to the Andizhan anniversary,
parliamentarians called on journalists and politiciarstdot a media campaign to “repel
information attacks” by “foreign political forces and digeoutlets”. On 15 March 2006, the
World Bank announced that it was suspending new lending tekigthn. This announcement
provoked an angry reaction and strong words from Predlislant Karimov who accused the
bank of taking part in a “shameless information war'imgfaJzbekistan. The authorities
continued to reject calls from many inter-governmental baghesinternational human rights
mechanisms for an independent, international investigatiorthie circumstances surrounding
the events of 12-13 May 2005. On 20 March 2006, at a joint pressrenoé during the state
visit of President Nursultan Nazarbaev of Kazakstanjd@mesKarimov accused Western
countries of trying to discredit Uzbekistan and, accortlirigeutersnews agency, warned them
not to interfere in the affairs of the country, “undee pretext of furthering freedom, democracy,
and do not create precedents of telling us what to dopwto befriend and how to orient
ourselves”.

However, the authorities appeared to be willing to addrese of the concerns of the
European Union (EU) in bilateral discussions in the secolidhthe year. In September, for
example, a delegation from the EU Commission visited Uztaekiend held talks at ministerial
level - the delegation was to assess improvements in Wthels observance of their human
rights commitments and obligations. The EU delegationritbextthe talks as constructive. In
November, the EU reviewed the 2005 visa and arms bans impodézbekistan and decided
to extend them by six and 12 months’ respectively. ThalEdresumed bilateral meetings
with Uzbekistan under the Partnership and Cooperation Agreeand held an expert meeting
on the Andizhan killings in Uzbekistan in December. Mdifgs of the expert meeting had
been made public by March 2007.

In October, President Karimov conceded publicly that sec@nomic reasons, in
particular the failure of local and regional authorities imdixhan to address the concerns of
citizens and businesses and corrupt practices by theseiteghonight have contributed to the
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Andizhan events. He dismissed the regional governor of Amdiaber his failure to stop the
Andizhan unrest.

In its September session the UN Human Rights Coundgéwed Uzbekistan under the
confidential 1503 procedure and decided to keep Uzbekistan undew.re An earlier “riposte”
by the Uzbekistani authorities to the UN General Assemielsebhber 2005 Resolution on
Uzbekistan, published in August, denied any grave and systdmanan rights violations and
rejected claims by the UN Special Rapporteur on torhaetorture was still systematic and
ongoing. Inits 2005 Resolution on Uzbekistan the UN Generamitdy had expressed
concerns at grave human rights violations in Uzbekistan.

Government Crackdown on Human Rights Defenders

Harassment of Human Rights Defenders

The situation for human rights defenders continued toidedgée. In September 2006, only five
out of 11 human rights defenders invited to meet the new Geamaassador reportedly
managed to get to the meeting in Tashkent. The othesprevented from attending by being
either threatened, put under house arrest or, in the c&tenaf Urlaeva, detained in the street,
forced into a car and driven around for four hours whilestjoned and reportedly threatened by
police officers. In November, human rights defenders wegrdst and placed under house
arrest when they demonstrated outside the Ministry of Foidigirs calling for dialogue with

the authorities. Earlier human rights activists had lopmrstioned and reportedly threatened by
members of the security services after attending a ngeeith Richard Boucher of the US

State Department in August.

Tolib Yakubov, the head of the independent non-registered HurigimsRSociety of
Uzbekistan (HRSU), and Abduzhalil Boimatov, his deputy,tied country in August 2006, out
of concerns for their safety after receiving repeatedats. They crossed the border into
Kazakstan and asked for protection at UNHCR officAlinaty. Both of them were recognized
as mandate refugees. They subsequently left for WieSteope.

In August 2006, Bakhtior Khamroev, the head of the HRSU Rakiz section, was
attacked by a group of some 20 women, who reportedly burgti;mappartment, accused him
of being a traitor to his homeland and beat him upthdtime of the attack Bakhtior
Khamroev was meeting with two representatives of theebibassy. Police officers called to
the appartment apparently only intervened to stop the womem Badéntior Khamroev was hit
over the head with a blunt object. Bakhtior Khamroev wpsntedly refused medical
assistance at the local hospital. A UK embassy spokespsesoguoted as saying that it
looked like the attack was timed to coincide with the \dsthe diplomats. Bakhtior
Khamroev's 21-year-old son, Ikhtior, was detained at thenbéayg of August 2006 on a
reportedly fabricated charge of hooliganism (Article 27Tt fveo, of the criminal code). It was
believed that he was detained as a result of his fathemaih rights activities. On 25
September, Ikhtior Khamroev was sentenced to thres yearison by Dzhizzakh City Court.
He was transferred to a prison camp in the villagehok@gan in Dzhizzakh Region. On 24
November an appeal against his sentence was turned dowrhizzékh Regional Court. At
the end of December he reportedly complained about stomalleims and asked to see a
doctor. According to reports by the HRSU he received adical treatment and the following
day he was handcuffed by prison guards and ill-tre@telliding by being kicked in the
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stomach. He was then transferred to a solitary camféané' punishment cell, but when his
stomach pains did not subside the prison director orderetbHimtaken to the district hospital
to be examined by a doctor. He reportedly received nartegditat the hospital and was sent
back to the prison camp. However, at the beginning of Ja@0&rF, his condition deteriorated
again and he was transferred to Dzhizzakh regional hhspitare he reportedly was diagnosed
as suffering from a stomach ulcer. This diagnosis wasrteglly changed to gastritis on the
following day. A representative of the German embasgjyzlmekistan was able to visit him
while he was in Dzhizzakh hospital.

On 23 February 2007, Akrom Khodzha Mukhitdinov, a human rightsistctind
member of the Human Rights Alliance of Uzbekistan, s&xdenced to 10 days’ administrative
detention for organizing a small protest demonstrationdritbie Ministry of Foreign Affairs in
Tashkent two days earlier. Akrom Khodzha Mukhitdinov afideactivist Ibrogim al
Hoshimi had arrived at the Ministry of Foreign Affaivith posters calling for the resignation of
Foreign Minister Vladimir Norov when plain clothes law @mkement officers approached them,
threatened and insulted them and tore up their posteragiribal Hoshimi reported that three
unknown women then appeared and assaulted the two human righsssabeating them and
shouting: “We want peace”. Law enforcement officers deththe human rights activists and
took them to the Mirabad District Department of Interifhirs where they were charged with
assaulting the three women.

Earlier at the beginning of January 2007, human rights actidsaBJrlaeva had also
been assaulted by four unknown women who beat her and took heutsate the Mirzo-
Ulugbek District Court for Civil Cases in TashkentheThuman rights activist claimed that the
four women were plainclothes law enforcement officersthatithe assault was meant to
intimidate her and force her to stop investigating hurigis violations by law enforcement
officers. An official investigation into the assaulegkd that Elena Urlaeva was attacked by
relatives of convicted prisoners who were reportedly diglgdinhat she had accepted money
from them to defend their relatives, but had not acted ondhases. Elena Urlaeva denied that
she had accepted money from relatives of prisoners in excfanggtaining their release.

On 9 March 2007, Elena Urlaeva wrote an open letteiirta Bilani, the United Nations
Special Representative on Human Rights Defenders descdhiimghe authorities had
prevented human rights activists from organizing a natideweaceful protest action for
International Women’s Day on 8 March. Human rights and evosrights activists had
planned to hold demonstrations in several cities throughowttisthn calling for the release of
fellow women human rights activists Mutabar Tadzhibakvaida Niazova and Gulbahor
Turaeva. Participants in the meetings were askee@ o white or at least one white garment.
Local authorities had been informed of the planned denadiwsis in advance. However, law
enforcement officers prevented all but one of the humarsragtttvists from making their way
to the designated meeting place in the centre of Tashkéwst were either detained in the
street and taken to local police stations or put under horest for the duration of 8 March.
Elena Urlaeva, who managed to get to the designatednggxgice in Tashkent, was reportedly
assaulted by officers from the Tashkent City DepartmElmternal Affairs (GUVD) and beaten
with a truncheon by one officer while another one reportedéydtirthe white scarf she was
wearing. Representatives of international organizatimasmedia who had gathered to monitor
the planned demonstration came to the help of Elena UrlaeMeeportedly prevented the
officers from detaining her.
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Convictions and detentions of human rights defender S

Case of Dilmurod Muhiddinov

On 12 January 2006, Dilmurod Muhiddinov, a human rights acfiast the Ezgulik
(Goodness) group in Andizhan, was sentenced to five yeprisan on charges of "attempting
to overthrow the constitutional order". He had been detaimegrevious year for being in
possession of a statement on the Andizhan events publishiee ®gdular opposition party
Birlik.

Case of Saidzhakhon Zainabitdinov

Prominent human rights defender, Saidzhakhon Zainabitdine/ser@enced to seven years in
prison by a court in Tashkent on 5 January 2006, after addidak His whereabouts remained
unknown. Saidzhakhon Zainabitdinov, the chairperson of the independean rights group
Appelliatsia (Appeal), based in the city of Andizhanswiatained on 21 May 2005. A closed
hearing on his case, at which relatives and a lawyer hyréiskfamily were not present,
reportedly began in Tashkent on 4 January. His 75-yeanolder was told that she could
attend the hearing, but was unable to do so as she waddhehere it would take place.
Saidzhakhon Zainabitdinov was convicted on several chargagimg "slander" and
"spreading information with the aim of causing panic". Tonertverdict and sentence were not
officially disclosed until February 2006. According to sommores, Saidzhakhon Zainabitdinov
was moved to Tashkent prison (Tashtiurma) in the secohdff2006.

Saidzhakon Zainabitdinov’s son, lIlhom, was detained in May 2@@6rtedly for
having forged official documents. Supporters of the famnilgt human rights activists claimed
that his detention was the result of IIhom Zainabitdinov’stinge with contacts of his father,
mainly human rights activists and independent journafisiiswing his father’s detention. He
was allegedly also beaten following one of these meetitgsvas believed to remain in
custody; at the end of 2006 his whereabouts remained unknown.

Case of Mutabar Tadzhibaeva

On 6 March 2006, Mutabar Tadzhibaeva, chairwoman of the muiglats organization
Utiuraklar (Fiery Hearts Club), based in Ferghana @itgl one of the founders of the national
civil society movement Za Pravovoe Obchshestvo (For a Jusdt§fo was sentenced to eight
years in prison on economic and palitical charges by & ootiashkent. Mutabar Tadzhibaeva
had been detained on 7 October 2005, on the eve of an tiieat@onference on human rights
defenders in Dublin, Ireland, which she was due to attdmelh&d come under increasing
pressure from the authorities for her human rights actvi8ée was convicted on 13 charges
including membership of an illegal organization and using fouord foreign governments to
threaten public order. She had insufficient time to prepar defence, and consultations with
her lawyer were in the presence of armed guards. In ah#tyas seated inside a cage. Her
appeal against the verdict was turned down on 30 May.

According to the prison authorities, she was transferélde psychiatric wing of the
prison in July 2006 for 10 days because she was suffering fr@resstress following the
appeal hearing. Her family and supporters, however, alléngé this transfer was to punish her
for speaking out from prison. Her family and lawyers alsmplained of their visits being
obstructed by prison officials and of their parcels not bpaggsed on.
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In August 2006, her family was finally granted a thrag-disit after she was
transferred back to the ordinary prison wing. Mutabalzhi#daeva reportedly told them that
after she was transferred back from the psychiatric veicigsors were placed under her
mattress, as a result of which she was put in a punistoakifior 10 days for breaking prison
rules. She also complained about not receiving enough drinloaddvhile in the punishment
cell. One of her lawyers said that she had decidedneptesent Mutabar Tadzhibaeva
anymore after repeated threats against herself arfdrngy.

In October, Mutabar Tadzhibaeva’s family expressed cartbat her health appeared
to be deteriorating. According to information they hazbived, Mutabar Tadzhibaeva had
been transferred to an intensive care unit in the mediogl of the prison. However, they had
not been granted a visit and could therefore not cortfigvextent of her health problems. In
December, law enforcement officers broke up a small demadiost by members of her family
in front of the presidential administration building in Tastikéler relatives were asking to be
granted access to Mutabar Tadzhibaeva and callifgefarelease. The officers reportedly
threatened and insulted the demonstrators, pushed thetorang their posters.

In January 2007, Mutabar Tadzhibaeva'’s brother was finadigtgd a visit with her.
The family had not been able to see her for five mon&tsording to her brother, Mutabar
Tadzhibaeva was concerned that her health continuedeioaate and that she was not
receiving appropriate medical attention. She also régdeseetings with her lawyer. Such
meetings, however, have not been granted since Mutabanibadza's sister took over her
defence in the summer of 2006. Mutabar Tadzhibaeva’s brodweclaimed that she continued
to be put in solitary confinement to punish her for allegednigéments of prison rules. She
had reportedly been put in solitary confinement following @fnigs visits. On 5 March 2007,
her family had reportedly been promised a three-daywith her in prison, however,
according to her daughter she was put in solitary confinemehterch and the family visit
was cancelled. On 8 March, her brother was detainediar to prevent him from attending a
demonstration in Tashkent calling for the release ofadat Tadzhibaeva and other detained
female human rights activists.

Case of Azam Farmonov and Alisher Karamatov

On 29 April 2006, Azam Farmonov and Alisher Karamatov, twonbers of the unregistered
independent Human Rights Society of Uzbekistan (HRSU) Bodaria region, were
arbitrarily detained in the city of Gulistan. Azam Famuv is the head of the HRSU Sirdaria
regional branch and the son-in-law of Tolib Yakubov, the lddtRSU. Alisher Karamatov is
the head of the HRSU Mirzaabad district branch. Both haal been defending the rights of
local farmers who had accused some district farmingiaf§i of malpractice, extortion and
corruption. Azam Farmonov and Alisher Karamatov allegedatter they started investigating
the farmers’ allegations and confronted local officigih their findings pressure, including
physical pressure, was put on some of the farmers to withttheir allegations against the
officials and instead to accuse the human rights atdiaf exerting pressure on the farmers to
implicate local officials in malpractice. The HRSUiwists were charged with extortion under
Article 165 of the criminal code.

According to Tolib Yakubov, law enforcement officersread out several raids on his
son-in-law’s house on 29 April without proper search warragtsme 30 plain-clothes and
uniformed law enforcement officers confiscated computeipagent and publications and
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roughly handled Azam Farmonov's heavily pregnant wife, whortegly needed to be
hospitalized after the officers left.

Azam Farmonov and Alisher Karamatov were detained in diftdocations in
Gulistan and taken to the pre-trial detention centre inava of Khavast. They were kept
incommunicado for at least a week and alleged thatithdybeen beaten and tortured during
that time, including by having a gas mask put over their hadahe air supply turned off and
being beaten on their legs and heels with truncheons, intorflece them sign confessions.
They were charged with extortion on 16 May.

According to Tolib Yakubov, who registered as legal repngative of the two
defendants with Yangier city court on 7 June, no prior naticke start of the men’s trial was
given. On 12 June, just four days after he had started lookimthe case materials, Tolib
Yakubov was asked to present the men’s defence in cowstregliest for more time to
acquaint himself with the materials was declined. €quently Azam Farmonov and Alisher
Karamatov were sentenced on 15 June to nine years in prigemabsence of a defence lawyer
or a legal representative. Azam Farmonov was servinghisrice in the Yaslik prison camp
and Alisher Karamatov in Karshi prison camp. In Febr2&g7 Azam Farmonov reportedly
told his relatives that conditions of detention in Yabliid improved and that there were fewer
routine beatings and less ill-treatment and torturdydticg of prisoners convicted of being
members of banned Islamic organizations or movements.

Case of Yadgar Turlibekov

On 16 June 2006, Yadgar Turlibekov, a 69-year-old independent|stiand head of the
HRSU Kashkadaria Regional branch, was detained at his imo§@ashi by police officers and
members of the security service. Some 30 officers, sombain were armed, reportedly
conducted a search of Yadgar Turlibekov's house and comdiscamputer equipment, hard
disks, case files and human rights literature. Yadgalibekov was taken to the Karshi City
Department of Internal Affairs for questioning. Hisrfily and supporters were not allowed
access. Human rights activists believed that his arpittetention was linked to his human
rights activities; Yadgar Turlibekov had been monitorimg itights of farmers and traders in
Kashkadaria region, as well as taking up the casesttamtliang the trials of independent
Muslims and suspected members of banned Islamic groupstiespauch as Hizb-ut-Tahrir.

A spokeswoman for the General Prosecutor’s officeRbE/RLs Uzbek Service on
20 June that Yadgar Turlibekov had not been detained but kadibeited for a conversation”.
She explained that the “invitation” might have been profferea r@sult of him having spoken
out publicly. At the end of June, Yadgar Turlibekov wasdferred to the pre-trial detention
centre in the city of Bukhara, 170km from Karshi, a moveesbaman rights activists believed
to be an attempt to isolate him from popular support infars

His family was only allowed to visit him two months afteés detention. He was
initially charged under four articles of the criminal caugluding insulting the honour and
dignity of the president of Uzbekistan, slander and distabudf materials constituting a threat
to national security. However, according to human rigbtivists, during the criminal
investigation these charges were dropped for lack of esédand the new charge of bribery
was brought against him. Reportedly, the main reasdmidatetention and the criminal
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investigation was a five-page printed tract in Uzbekicali of the socio-political situation in
Uzbekistan, written by Yadgar Turlibekov and distributed bbcal market in Karshi.

In October, Yadgar Turlibekov was sentenced for bribedeudrticle 165 of the
Criminal Code to three-and-a-half years in prison aftanrsair trial. According to human
rights activists who monitored his case, his lawyer wasotified in advance of the start date
of the trial and the trial went ahead without the lawlgagal representatives, human rights
activists and independent monitors being present. In Noveiashkadaria Regional Court
turned down his appeal against his prison sentence. Yadddrekov's lawyer and relatives
reportedly were again not informed of the appeal hearingvenel therefore unable to attend.
He was released from prison under a presidential amimeBigcember. He lost 20 kg during
the six months he spent in detention and his health repodetiyiorated.

Case of Umida Niazova

On 28 January 2007, Umida Niazova, a member of the Veritaairights group and a
journalist, was charged under Article 223 of the Uzbekistaiminal Code with illegally
crossing the Uzbekistani border and under Article 246 with srimgglierature of a

“subversive” and “extremist” nature into the country. lBatticles carry possible prison terms
of up to 10 years. Umida Niazova was detained on 22 Januaryr2®@/south-east of the
country, near the border with Kyrgyzstan and later fesred to the pre-trial detention facility

in Tashkent prison. She was due to meet her lawyer dlyairdTashkent, in order to collect her
laptop and passport which had been confiscated from lBsdember 2006 by police who
detained her for nine hours as she returned from a humas sigininar in Kyrgyzstan. At that
time, no criminal charges were brought but she had toasigmdertaking not to leave the
country and to cooperate with prosecutors in their ifya&on into possible offences
committed by her, namely possession of anti-state raé@m her laptop computer. Her laptop
was sent for expert examination to establish whetheneatgrials stored on it were of a
“subversive or extremist” nature. Some of the materiaitaiwed on the laptop were reportedly
reports by the international non-governmental organization (N&@nan Rights Watch

(HRW), namely its published report on the Andizhan méksds in May 2005. Umida

Niazova was working for HRW's office in Tashkent asaaslator. She had previously worked
for the international freedom of expression NGOs, InterraawisFreedom House.

Case of Gulbahor Turaeva

On 14 January 2007, Gulbahor Turaeva, a human rights aatidshember of the Initiative
Group of Independent Human Rights Defenders of UzbekistaRlRBU) from Andizhan, was
detained by customs officers on the Uzbekistan-Kyrgyzstaebars she was returning from a
visit to Kyrgyzstan. According to the authorities, custafiiEers reportedly found literature
openly calling for the violent overthrow of the constitutibsystem, the seizure of power,
removal of those in positions of authority and callsclmnging territorial integrity of republic
in her luggage. As a result, a criminal case under ArjpabB1 of the Criminal Code (attempt
to overthrow constitutional order) was opened against Gulbalvaeva and she was remanded
in custody. According to human rights activists, Gulbahow&va was carrying some 120
publications in her bags, including copies of books by the banrkegpgosition party leader
Muhammad Salih. At the time of her detention she wasmaganied by her nine-year-old son,
who reportedly spent one night in detention with her. Gulb@boseva’s supporters claimed
that the literature she was carrying did not contails éat the violent overthrow of the
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constitutional system. They also claimed that it difficult to know which materials were
banned in Uzbekistan since there was no official publiseedflbanned publications.

Gulbahor Turaeva was reportedly transferred to the deterwiane of the National
Security Service Department in Andizhan on 16 January. rdocwpto IGIHRDU, the lawyer
which the NGO appointed for Gulbahor Turaeva has not beert@ghin access to her and her
family have reportedly also had problems gaining aciweksr. According to the authorities, an
additional criminal case under Article 139 (slander) was opagaihst Gulbahor Turaeva at
the request of a teacher from Andizhan, who accuses kefashation. Gulbahor Turaeva
worked as a forensic pathologist in Andizhan. During&hdizhan events, she reported to
human rights organizations and foreign media that shedwa hundreds of dead bodies in
makeshift morgues — figures repudiated by the authoritiedbaBor Turaeva is 40 years old
and has four children, the youngest one only six months old.

Case of Isroil Kholdorov

On 20 February 2007, Andizhan Regional Court sentenced 57-yelsralldholdorov, the
chairperson of the Andizhan Regional Department of theokrly, to six years’ imprisonment.
He had been charged with attempting to overthrow the tatistial order under Article 159 of
the Criminal Code, distributing materials constituting a ggcthreat under Article 244,
organizing and leading a banned organization under Article 21 6legally crossing the
border under Article 233. According to his lawyer, all thargls, apart from illegally crossing
the border, had been fabricated by the authorities in twgmmish him for his peaceful
political opposition activities.

Isroil Kholdorov left Uzbekistan for Kyrgyzstan following thMay 2005 Andizhan
events. He had spoken to international media about masssgn and around Andizhan,
including in Bogishamol district, which the authorities heplortedly been secretly organizing.
The authorities denied that there were any mass gfe@sing the Andizhan killings. While
in Kyrgyzstan, Isroil Kholdorov organized an unsanctioned detradie in the border town of
Kara-Suu on the anniversary of the Andizhan events. IR2DA§, human rights organizations
in Kyrgyzstan as well as United Nations High CommissiooeRfefugees (UNHCR) expressed
concern that Isroil Kholdorov had “disappeared” and thahigit have been abducted by
members of the Uzbekistani security services and forcéilirned to Uzbekistan. Other reports,
however, claimed that Isroil Kholdorov had decided to retuotuntarily” to Uzbekistan and
that he had informed the Uzbekistani authorities itimgiof his decision. According to these
reports, he was detained by law enforcement officergjne®ber 2006 as he crossed the
border.

Restrictions on freedom of expression

Under Uzbekistani law, to work without accreditation isoffence punishable by a fine or
imprisonment. New regulations, adopted at the end of FgbR0&6, made it illegal for
Uzbekistani citizens to work for or contribute to publicas by foreign media outlets unless
they were accredited journalists. Foreign journalisiald have their accreditation withdrawn
if their reporting was found to be “interfering in domestffairs” and “insulting the honour and
dignity of citizens of Uzbekistan”. On 16 March 2006, the Btityi of Foreign Affairs revoked
the accreditation of a local correspondent of the Germaa aaudi television statioDeutsche
Wellefor allegedly filing a false report about a fatal buddamt in Bukhara region.
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Pressure on international media and non-governmental organizations (NGOs)

In February 2006, Freedom House and the Eurasia Foundationnderedto close their
operations in Uzbekistan by a court in Tashkent. Freddlonse apparently fell foul of
Uzbekistani legislation by allowing unregistered local humigints NGOs free access to
computers and the internet. On 27 April a court in Tashkelered the closure of the office of
the American Bar Association’s Central European and kEurdsw Initiative (ABA/CEELI).
The Justice Ministry had filed a motion with the cotiting numerous alleged infringements by
ABA/CEELI of Uzbekistani legislation, such as providiregl services to unregistered NGOs.
ABA/CEELI had been running very successful training programfar lawyers throughout
Uzbekistan for a number of years. Other mostly US<bas&JS-funded international
humanitarian or development aid organizations or d¢bardiso had their accreditation
withdrawn and were forced to close their operationdzbekistan, among them Counterpart
International, which had been providing medical aid to laagions of the population for 10
years and the Eurasia Foundation, which had promotednfed@ and democratic institutions.

Detentions and convictions of independent journalists and artists: cases of
Ulugbek Khaidarov, Dzhamshid Karimov and Dadakhon Khasanov

On 14 September 2006, Ulugbek Khaidarov, an independent fistiraas detained at a bus
stop in Dzhizzakh as he was returning from a meetingtdiRBU Dzhizzakh chairperson
Bakhtior Khamroev. While he waited at the bus stop a wdmashed past him and reportedly
put US$400 into his pocket. Aware that this might be a set lughek Khaidarov immediately
retrieved the money and dropped it on the ground. Therehéeever, law enforcement
officers suddenly appeared at the bus stop and detained higbell Khaidarov was charged
with extortion and blackmail under Article 165 of the Crimi@alde. His wife, who was able to
visit him briefly in the pre-trial detention centre in thehizzakh Region on 23 September, said
that he looked ill and emaciated and appeared in verypoitss It was reported that one side
of his face was apparently paralyzed and lower thanttie side. He reportedly found it
difficult to speak, leading to concerns that he had liktmeated. He was transferred to the pre-
trial detention centre in Khavaz in Syrdaria Regi@me 70km from Dzhizzakh.

On 4 October, two weeks after his arrest, trial pedagys began against Ulugbek
Khaidarov. Human rights observers and members of hidyfavho went to the court reported
that he refused the services of an independent defence lamg@sked human rights observers
to leave the courtroom. They believed that he had beeoerbimto doing so. On 5 October, he
was found guilty and sentenced to six years’ imprisonment.

On 1 November, he was taken to the general-security prisnbher UYa 64/29 in
Navoi. On 4 November, Ulugbek Khaidarov and 14 other prispatsf whom had been
transferred to that prison on 1 November, reportedly vaen out of their cells by prison
guards and led to the prison courtyard. Once in the ararthey were reportedly made to
kneel with their hands held behind their necks and wereddickeep this position for half an
hour. After that, guards armed with clubs appeared andeatttee prisoners to take off their
shoes; the guards then reportedly beat the prisoners on theirlhe@s reported that Ulugbek
Khaidarov was hit at least 10 times on his heels; uporelgase it was determined that he had
sustained a hairline fracture to one of his heel bonesressith of the beatings. Ulugbek
Khaidarov and the other prisoners were also forced to bamdiplown with their eyes closed
and arms outstretched while a group of other prisoners thoseete out punishments struck
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them with one-and-a-half litre plastic bottles of watadccording to Ulugbek Khaidarov, the
chosen prisoners also kicked them on their buttocks. The 15 paseere also forced to
crouch down on their haunches and climb up and down three flifystairs while maintaining
the crouched position, after having been beaten on thég. Wewy prisoner who fell or was
unable to climb the steps was severely beaten and kiske of the prisoners received any
medical attention after the beating. It was reportetdhagbek Khaidarov himself was in so
much pain that he found it difficult to walk for atk two weeks after the beating took place.

On 7 November, Ulugbek Khaidarov was released afterdmisiction was quashed.
Just two days before Ulugbek Khaidarov's detentioncbileague, independent journalist
Dzhamshid Karimov, “disappeared” also in Dzhizzakh afigiting his mother in hospital. His
family believed that his “disappearance” was linked tgdusnalistic activities. In October,
sources reported that he had been forcibly confinedp®ychiatric hospital. Local authorities
continued to deny any knowledge of his whereabouts, statingyntkat he had undergone
psychiatric treatment in the past. He was believed in Banaximum security ward at
Samarkand city psychiatric hospital. His family wiettémidated by local authorities and their
phone was cut off after they alerted international omggitins. Dzhamshid Karimov is the
nephew of President Islam Karimov. Both Dzhamshid Kavimnd Ulugbek Khaidarov had
worked for the Institute of War and Peace Reporting argtrangers for other independent
websites. They had been harassed in the past and WIKbbalarov was badly beaten up in
2005 by unknown assailants. Both men had expressed fe#tngifagsafety in letters to a
Swedish journalist in August and were preparing to leavedhatry.

On 8 September 2006, Dadakhon Khasanov, a well-known singepageriter, was
given a suspended three-year prison sentence for writingesifaming a song about the May
2005 Andizhan events. He had been charged with insultingotiaur and dignity of the
President of Uzbekistan, attempting to overthrow the catistiial order and producing and
distributing materials containing a threat to national sgcuf he trial, although announced as
open to the public, was in fact closed. According tmén rights defenders, Dadakhon
Khasanov was pressured by the authorities to requesseddidgal. He reportedly voluntarily
refused the services of his defence team on the firsbfdae resumption of the trial. The trial
had started on 9 August but had been deferred to 5 SepteDadakhon Khasanov was
released on bail, which is rather unusual in UzbekistamlieEin the year, two men who had
listened to recordings of Dadakhon Khasanov's songs receingdlison sentences for being
in possession of “subversive materials”.

Fair trial and health concerns: the case of the lea  der of the political
opposition coalition Sunshine Uzbekistan

On 6 March 2006, a court in Tashkent sentenced Sanzhar Urtlaedeader of the secular
opposition political coalition Sunshine Uzbekistan, to ted-a-half years in prison on charges
of fraud, embezzlement, money laundering, and tax evasierhatibeen detained in October
2005 upon his return from a trip to the USA. He was accusgettifig up a criminal group

with the intention of committing economic and financiahres and defrauding the Uzbekistani
state. Sanzhar Umarov, a reportedly successful andnyédmisinessman with assets abroad,
especially in the USA as well as Uzbekistan, deniedthiagges. According to his lawyer, he
testified in court that he believed that the casersgaim had been fabricated by business rivals
who wanted to discredit him and his brother and contraol Hssiets. Supporters and coalition
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activists claimed that the charges were politicallyivated because the Sunshine Coalition, a
moderate secular opposition grouping with a reformist ecanagenda set up in April 2005,
had become more openly critical of the Uzbekistani aitib®ifollowing the Andizhan events,
joining calls for an independent international investigaitmbm the killings in Andizhan.
Sanzhar Umarov was reportedly also seen as a potéwdibio President Islam Karimov in the
2007 presidential elections.

Although open to independent observers, security arounddahears reportedly very
tight with armed soldiers surrounding the court building. zBanUmarov himself was detained
in a metal cage in the court room. His lawyer and huriggats observers claimed that the
prosecution failed to prove the charges against him andotligrovide convincing evidence.

On 13 April, an appeal court in Tashkent reduced his semterseven-and-a-half years.
Human rights activists who were at the appeal hearing esga@®ncern for the health of
Sanzhar Umarov, who appeared listless, confused andsdisti;eén marked contrast to earlier
court appearances. His lawyer complained that althoudiehith had been deteriorating, he
had not received appropriate medical treatment. In keayyas transferred to a prison colony
in Bukhara. On 8 June, his sister was told by prison guarBukhara that Sanzhar Umarov
had been sentenced to 16 days’ solitary confinemenpimashment cell on 1 June. They
refused to accept the food parcel she had brought and shetaewed to see him. An
appeal against Sanzhar Umarov’s sentence was pendinthe/iBupreme Court.

On 23 May, the coordinator of Sunshine Uzbekistan, Nodira Katiooh, was released
from the court-room after an appeal hearing commuted her 1(#isan sentence to a seven-
year suspended one. Friends and relatives had reportedti2@aidillion soms (approximately
US$ 100,000) in compensation to the Uzbekistani state to deeurelease. However, under
the terms of her suspended sentence Nodira Khidoiatova stitl emother 150 million soms to
the state and was confined to Tashkent for the duratitresentence. Nodira Khidoiatova had
been sentenced on 1 March after being convicted of tax, femloezzlement and participation
in a criminal group. She denied all charges which her stgygarlaimed were politically
motivated.

Extradition requests by the Uzbekistani authorities

The Uzbekistani authorities continued to actively — dtehssuccessfully — seek the extradition
in the name of national security and the “war on terafrtnembers or suspected members of
banned Islamic parties or movements, such as Hizb-ut-Tafdirnkramia, whom they accused
of participation in the Andizhan events, from neighbouring t@es1as well as the Russian
Federation and Ukraine. Most of the men forcibly retuieedzbekistan continued to be held
in incommunicado detention, thus increasing their riskedig tortured or otherwise ill-treated.
Amnesty International was concerned that the governments &tubsia, Ukraine, Kazakstan
and Kyrgyzstan were cooperating with Uzbekistan in #raeanof regional security and the “war
on terror” in disregard of their obligations under ingional human rights and refugee law not
to return anyone to a country or territory where theyldidne at risk of serious human rights
violations, including torture.

Uzbekistan confirmed that 41 refugees who had fled the goafter the Andizhan
events and had been evacuated by UNHCR first to Ronaentiahen resettled to the United
States (US) returned home in August 2006. A group of 12 Andidfagees had returned from
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the US in mid-July, reportedly with safety guaranteesnfrUzbekistani officials, although
human rights groups expressed doubts about the circumstaintesr return. According to
reliable sources the Uzbekistani Embassy in the US arrdiagethe return journeys of the
refugees and even paid half of the air fare. A thiclig of refugees resettled to the US state of
Idaho were reportedly preparing to return in Septembuaro refugees resettled to Idaho died in
August and September under mysterious circumstanchsre Tere reports that some of the
refugees were pressured into “voluntarily” returning to ékiftan. A group of the July
returnees were apparently shown on Uzbekistani televisiangs#tyat they had been forced
against their will to leave Kyrgyzstan by internatiowagjanizations and international actors
intent on harming Uzbekistan and that they were veayeful to the Uzbekistani authorities for
assisting them in returning to their homeland. Ten womgrobthe third group of refugees
returned at the beginning of March 2007.

Russian Federation

In August the Office of the General Prosecutor of the Bngsederation suspended the
extradition order of 13 Uzbeks detained in Ivanovo pendingiaweof the men’s appeals by
the European Court of Human Rights. Earlier the Uztaki authorities had welcomed the
decision by the Russian authorities to proceed with thadititns after the asylum-seekers had
exhausted the appeals process. In November, the Fedgratibh Service of the Russian
Federation (FMS) denied the men temporary asylum. IemDber 2006 a district court in
Ivanovo ruled that the FMS had violated a number of amgregulations in denying the men
temporary asylum. The court found that the FMS hadddid demonstrate that forcibly
returning the men to Uzbekistan would not put them atafigkrture and ill-treatment. The
court also noted that the FMS had failed to notetti@Office of the UNHCR had recognized
the men as refugees. Most of the men were releasediftamtion on 5 March 2007, after court
rulings on 2 March that they should be released in oodeprply with the maximum period of
detention in a pre-trial detention centre. A court rdegarately on Kyrgyzstani national
Mamirzhon Tashtemirov, who was then released on 6 Makftier being released, all 13 men
were registered as individuals seeking temporary asyllRugsia.

Russian law enforcement officers had detained 14 ethmiekJmen in lvanovo in
Russia on 18 June 2005 after the Uzbekistani authoritiesehadsted their extradition for
alleged involvement in the Andizhan events, supporting Akramifinancing "terrorist”
activities. All the men had denied the accusations. A Baosgiizen among them said he had
visited Uzbekistan in May only to renew his Uzbekistanspa#, and was released on 11
October 2005. He subsequently left Russia for Ukraine, fdeto of being abducted by
Uzbekistani security services, where he applied to the affitee UNHCR for protection and
refugee status. The other 13 - a Kyrgyzstani national atdkthikistani nationals - had applied
for asylum in the Russia in August 2005. However, the Rus$¥ issued a decision rejecting
the applications for refugee status of the 13 men on 17 JaR0@8y The 13 men appealed this
decision through the courts but courts of both first andrskmstance turned down the appeals.

Bairamali Yusupov, an Uzbekistani national who had apptiedsylum in Russia, was
facing extradition to Uzbekistan at the end of April 2006.20 April a regional court in the
Siberian town of Tiumen rejected his appeal against tlesiBn General Prosecutor’s decision
to extradite him. The court’s rejection was based oatarsient by Russia’s Federal Security
Service (FSB) that Bairamali YusupoV’s civil rights woblkl protected in Uzbekistan. A letter
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by the FSB claimed that Uzbekistan had abolished the gdeatity and had ended the practice
of political persecution; therefore threats to hisififieeturned did not exist. Bairamali Yusupov,
who had lived and worked in Russia since 2003, was wantdtelyzbekistani authorities for
"attempting to overthrow the constitutional order”. Bairanfalsupov had reportedly been
expelled from university in Samarkand for his indepentiartlim religious convictions in
2000. He had been questioned several times by law enforteffiears about his alleged
involvement in extremist Islamic organizations and had dddiglécave Uzbekistan after he
was allegedly beaten by security service agents who trimide him to confess that he
planned to set up a theocratic state. On 6 OctoberBali Yusupov was released in court as
a result of the Tiumen regional court deciding in favounisfcomplaint against the extradition
order. On 21 July, the Supreme Court of the Russian Fedehatibsent the case back to the
regional court in Tiumen for review. RepresentativesnffAmnesty International and from the
Russian human rights centre Memorial were preseheddtipreme Court hearing. Bairamali
Yusupov's lawyer referred to reports by international hurights groups which stated that
torture and ill-treatment were used systematicallyzbekistan and that people may be
sentenced to death after an unfair trial. The lawiger @ited Russia’s obligations under
international human rights and refugee law.

Ukraine

Ten asylum-seekers from Uzbekistan, who had been seekéngdtional protection in Ukraine,

were forcibly returned to Uzbekistan by Ukrainian autiesi during the night of 14-15

February 2006. They were believed to be still held in inconicado detention at the end of
June. Despite considerable efforts it was not possiblestablesh their whereabouts in
Uzbekistan. The Uzbekistani authorities had reportediyed extradition warrants for 11 men
on the grounds that they allegedly participated in the Awdizevents. On 7 February the
Security Service of Ukraine allegedly detained the 11 méwandifferent locations in Crimea

based on the extradition warrants. They were reporteahgferred to a Ministry of Interior

detention facility in Simferopol, Ukraine, and 10 of themere forcibly returned to Uzbekistan
on the night of 14-15 February. The remaining man was repomédiyed to stay as he had
relatives in Ukraine.

Kazakstan

Nine Uzbekistani nationals, including four registeredasyseekers, were forcibly returned
from Kazakstan to Uzbekistan on 29 November 2005 after they detained by officers of the
Committee for National Security (KNS) four days earlsccording to reports only two of the
returned men were initially given access to lawyers whieothers were held incommunicado.
They were Alizhon Mirganiev, who was being held at the Mipisf Internal Affairs pre-trial
detention centre in the capital, Tashkent, and Sharofuddipov, who was being held at the
National Security Service buildirig Tashkent.

One of the men, Rukhiddin Fakhruddinov, the former independent {inadigious
leader) of the Khodzha Nuriddin mosque in Tashkent, whdkad in hiding since 1998, was
reportedly transferred into the custody of the Uzbekidtkional Security Service in
November 2005 and held incommunicado until March 2006. Rukhiddimr&@dinov’s
indictment reportedly stated that a criminal investayahad been opened into his case on 7
March and completed on 12 May. He was charged with idearbf the criminal code,
including terrorism (Article 155), attempt to overthrow tomstitutional order (Article 159),
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illegal exit from the country (Article 223), distributiol materials containing a threat to
national security (Article 244-1) and formation of ortjmpation in religious, “extremist”,
“separatist”, “fundamentalist” or other banned organireti(Article 244-2). His lawyer, who
was eventually given access to her client, said thptdaeled not guilty to the charges of
terrorism, “extremism” and attempting to overthrow the tiartonal order. According to his
father he admitted that he had taught the Koran to childhéle he was an imam at the mosque
and that he had illegally crossed the border with fbquggpers when he was forced to leave
Uzbekistan. Rukhiddin Fakhruddinov was sentenced to 17 yepris@m on September
following a closed trial in Tashkent.

On 12 April, two others, Sharofuddin Latipov and Nozim Rakhmawere sentenced
to six years in prison by a court in Tashkent after aeddsdal. It was not clear whether any of
the remaining six men had been put on trial. Some of timewsee believed to have been
followers of independent imam Obidkhon Nazarov, in hiding sirg88 (see Kazakstan entry
for further information on Obidkhon Nazarov).

Kyrgyzstan

In August 2006, four Uzbekistani refugees and one asylum-sieekifaly returned by
Kyrgyzstan were detained in Andizhan pre-trial detentiatreeaccording to the Uzbekistani
authorities. A criminal investigation had reportedlyrbiinched into the men’s participation
in the Andizhan events. Although the authorities repoytedtl given diplomatic assurances to
their Kyrgyzstani counterparts that international orgatidns, including representatives of the
UN, would have access to the men after their retuimhtd not been granted by March 2007
(see Kyrgyzstan entry for more information).

UNHCR

On 20 March 2006, the Uzbekistani authorities gave the affitéNHCR in Uzbekistan four
weeks to leave the country, noting that UNHCR had “fuliplemented its tasks and there are
no evident reasons for its further presence in UzbeKistim April, UNHCR complied with the
request expressing serious concern about the fate of a2gd@@irefugees from Afghanistan
whom the organization had been assisting. The Uzbeket#morities had criticized UNHCR
in August 2005 for evacuating 439 Uzbekistani refugees fromgygtan to Romania and had
accused the agency of violating the 1951 Refugee Convention. istamek not a signatory to
the Refugee Convention.

Extradition requests to the Uzbekistani authorities

Husein Dzhelil, also known as Huseyin Celil, a 37-year @dadian citizen and ethnic Uighur
from the Xinjiang Uighur Autonomous Region (XUAR) in northweskir@, was detained in
March 2006 in Uzbekistan when he was visiting his relativeshanded over to the Chinese
authorities at the end of June 2006. In China he has beemb@dmunicado, and the Chinese
authorities have refused to recognize his Canadian atiggnHusein Dzhelil fled China to
Central Asia in the mid-1990s after being detained in connegftbrhis political activities,
which included advocating the rights of Uighurs, and sougyitien through the office of
UNHCR in Turkey in 1999. He was recognized as a refugeeesettled to Canada, where he
obtained Canadian citizenship in November 2005.
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Husein Dzhelil was visiting his wife's family in Uzbelda when he was arrested on 27
March 2006. He was detained in Tashkent when he tried ngettension to his visa. The
authorities did not tell his family, who are also Cdaactitizens, why they had detained him.
Representatives of the Canadian government were allowecdetchimefor the first time on 14
April for 20 minutes. They were reportedly only grantedrhier two visits, with the last
meeting taking place on 8 May. His lawyer was reportedlyedeaccess to him as were his
relatives who were only allowed to pass on food, clothesramky. Amnesty International
learned that he was held in Kuiluk detention facility neashkent from the end of April or
beginning of May. When his father-in-law went to delivepad parcel on 9 June, the prison
guards reportedly told him that officers from the NatioreduBity Service had taken Husein
Dzhelil to an unknown location. It later emerged that lebeen forcibly returned to China.

In February 2007 trial proceedings against Husein Dzhatilesl before a court in
Urumgi, the capital of the XUAR. In court Husein Dzheldimed that his earlier confession
had been extracted through torture. According to thiose ¢o him, he claimed that he was
tortured after his extradition to China in June 2006, includingeing starved and deprived of
sleep during the first 15 days of his imprisonment. Hed&med that Chinese authorities
threatened that he would "disappear” and "be buried alivie’ss he signed a document. This
document was later held up as a confession, although HDzbalil reportedly later claimed he
did not know what he had signed. Husein Dzhelil's trial vitsnhded by his family members in
XUAR, and by Chinese officials. The authorities had pesiy indicated that he was being
investigated for activities related to "terrorism"”, itppears that no charges were read out at
his trial. Instead, he was reportedly questioned in @hott his activities and those of others
from the Uighur ethnic group, in Canada and in Central.Asia

Death penalty

There were reports of the construction of new prison fasilfor life imprisonment near the
detention camp of Yaslik in the Karakalpakstan desene UN Special Rapporteur on torture
as well as human rights organizations, including Al, jnadiously expressed serious concern
about the conditions of detention in the Yaslik camp.

Tuberculosis on death row

On 1 March 2006, Aleksei Buriachek, a prisoner on deathmovashkent prison, died from
tuberculosis (TB). The prison authorities released his bmdistmother for burial on 4 March.

Aleksei Buriachek, born 1976, was sentenced to death by Trastityecourt in January
2003. He was convicted of the July 2002 murder of a woman andubghteér. He was
reportedly beaten by police after his detention to fbigeto “confess” to the murders. He lost
his eyesight in prison and had been blind since October ZB@3appeal board of Tashkent city
court endorsed the death sentence in March 2004. The (UNakRights Committee
requested the authorities of Uzbekistan to stay hisutioecwhile the Committee was
considering allegation of violations of the InternationaV&wnt on Civil and Political Rights.
Amnesty International had called as a matter of urgémcpleksei Buriachek’s death sentence
to be commuted and for allegations of torture to be inyetstil.

In the light of Aleksei Buriachek’s death from TB, Amnebtiernational was
concerned for the health Ikandar Khudaiberganov, who continued to be held on deatimr
Tashkent prison, as well as that of fellow inmates arsdprstaff at risk of TB, and called for
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appropriate medical treatment and improved prison conditishandar Khudaiberganov was
diagnosed with TB in 2004 and reportedly was receiving inadedreatment.

According to the NGO Mothers Against the Death Peraity Torture, at least 25
people were being held on death row in Tashkent, of whom 28 neportedly suffering from
TB, in April 2006. A doctor was employed in the prison but regatly few medicines,
including appropriate treatment for TB, were availaBlgsoners get a chest X-ray once a year.
Cells on death row are reportedly located in the baseameintonsist of either four or six square
metres, occupied by one or usually two death row prisoeden bunks can be lowered for
sleeping. There is a pipe with drinking water and a pantwle under one of the bunks that
serves as a toilet. The ventilation system does not wegkofRedly, there is little to no natural
light. Starting from 2005 and largely in response to int&nal pressure, the authorities
allowed prisoners indoor walks of 20-30 minutes daily in surmandrtwice or three times a
week in winter. Families are allowed to meet wittspniers once a month. The food is said to
be of low quality and families are not allowed to delifed to death row prisoners. The
morning meal reportedly consists of bread and boiled wat@h consists of soup or cabbage
and the evening meal of porridge. Those suffering from &R receive some additional food.
Poor prison conditions including poor diet may lower the imnmayseem, which in turn may
contribute to making a prisoner more susceptible to devej@itive TB.

Decree to establish working group on abolition

On 29 June 2006, President Islam Karimov signed a decree &sitadplh working group on the
abolition of the death penalty. The working group was taakeshg other things with
preparing draft legislation on amendments to the criminateandnal procedural codes -
replacing the death penalty with life imprisonment - asdheedule for submission of these
amendments to parliament. The presidential decree of 1 AR@0Ston abolition of the death
penalty was due to enter into force on 1 January 2008. Vwwwearliament would need to
approve legislation on the abolition of the death penalty béfatedate
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