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* EXPLANATORY NOTE

This Application is extremely sensitive in nature. It alleges the direct
involvement in, and instigation of, torture, inhuman and degrading treatment
by the current prime minister of the Republic of Chechnya, Ramzan Kadyrov,
and other top officials in the current administration in that republic. Due to
the risk of repercussions and, particularly, in the light of the recent murder of
- Anna Politkovskaya whe was in the process of writing an article that
implicated Mr. Kadyrov directly in enforced disappearances and whose
“murder gave rise to widespread speculation of Mr. Kadyrov's involvement in
'it, the Applicant would like to keep his exact whereabouts undisclosed for the
time being. The Applicant is willing to disclose his exact whereabouts

whenever the Court considers that necessary.
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THE HIGH CONTRACTING PARTY
The Russian Federation

STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

Summary

14.1.

14.2,

On 27 November 2004, officers of the Security Service of the
President of the Republic of Chechnya (SB) acting on the order of
Ramzan Kadyrov, then deputy prime minister of the Chechen
Republic, detained the Applicant, Sharpudi Israilov, at his work.
Prior to that, they conducted a search at his apartment and
confiscated a bag with a large amount of cash money. The officers
took the Applicant, along with his wife and his son’s sister-in-law,
to the main base of the SB in Tsentoroi. There, the Applicant was

‘brutally beaten and kicked over the course of almost an hour as

officers sought to extract information from him on the whereabouts
of him son, The Applicant was subsequently subjected to repeated
rounds of electric shock for another half hour.

After these first few hours, the Applicant was tied to a pipe in the
corner of a make shift building at the base that served as a sport
facility for officers of the SB. He was held at the base for four days
before being transferred to a different SB base, this one fm

~ Gudermes. There, he was held for almost eleven months. Although

he was no longer ill-treated, he witnessed the ill-treatment of
dozens of other individuals. The conditions of detention at the base

1]

Were very poor.




14.3,

14.4.

14.5.

14.6.

14.7.

The Applicant was never charged with any wrongdoing during the
almost eleven months he spent in detention. He was never
questioned about any criminal offense, brought before officials of
the prosecutor’s office, or brought before a judge. He never had

access to a lawyer.

Finally, on 4 October 2005, on the first day of Ramadan, he was
released. A few months later, he was forced to sign a statement at
the prosecutor’s office saying that he had spent the eleven months
he was in detention in Russia with a lover and that he had made up
his detention to mislead my wife.

Shortly after his release, he began the process of obtaining
passports for himself and his family as he wanted to seek justice
and feared that bis life and that of his family would be at enormous
risk if he did so while in Russia. In May, he left Russia and obtained
political asylum in a safe country. Shortly after this, he began
preparing a complaint to the prosecutor's office and this
application.

After his son’s sister-in-law and other relatives left Russia and
reached a safe country, the Applicant, along with his son,
submitted a detailed complaint to the prosecutor's office on 26
October 2006. He is currently awaiting a response.

In this application, the Applicant alleges having suffered violations
of Article 3 due to the ill-treatment he was subjected to by SB
officers during the first day of his detention in Tsentoroi and the
poor conditions of his detention for almost eleven months, In case
the domestic investigation into his complaint proves inadequate (as

' strongly suggested by the fact that the prosecutor’s office forced

him to sign the above-mentioned statement), he will also allege a




failure to investigate his arguable claim of ill-treatment. He also
alleges that the search at his home violated Article 8 and that the
confiscation of a large sum of his money violates Article 1 of
Protocol 1. Finally, he will allege a violation of Article 13 In
respect of the authorities’ failure to guarantee an effective remedy

for the violations suffered in case the prosecutor's office’s response

to his complaint will not be adequate.

Background

14.8.

14.9.

- 14.10.

The Applicant’s family consists of six people: his wife, Shovda
Viskhanova, his son, Mairbek (DOB 1991), his daughters, Markha
(DOB 1996) and Medni (DOB 1997). He also has a son from his
first marriage, Umar (Alikhan) (DOB 1981). Umar grew up with his
mother, and, after her death, with his grandmother in Mesker-Yurt.
The Applicant and his family also lived in Mesker-Yurt. See
Appendix 1 for identity docum'enfs.

At the start of the second Chechen conflict the Applicant’s son,

~Umar, was associated with the guerilla groups who fought for

Chechen independence. In 2001, the Applicant’s family had to flee
Mesker-Yurt, because Russian forces were searching for his son and
there was a great likelihood that they might detain him in his

“absence. They moved o Rostov oblast and lived there until the

spring of 2003, when the Applicant learned that his son, Umar, had
been captured. He returned to Chechnya at once to begin the
search for him. For a detailed account of his son’s ordeal in
detention, the Applicant refers to the application to the European
Court of Human Rights that has been submitted by his son.

At the end of April 2003, a local official from the SB anonymously
delivered a note to the Applicant from his son. In the note, his son




14.11.

-14.12,

informed him that he was being held in Tsentoroi by Kadyrov.

A About six weeks [ater, two of his comrades with whom he had been

captured were released, but his son was not. Later, he found out
that his son was forced to enter into SB and that he was worked as
a security guard for Ramzan Kadyrov. The Applicant began
searching for him and met him when he accompanied Kadyrov to a
boxing club in Gudermes. At our meeting, the Applicant warned his
son not to participate in the repressions against the Chechen
people. The Applicant and his son occasionally saw each other after
that, as his son sometimes had the opportunity to drop in en route.

In the spring of 2004, Ramzan Kadyrov appointed his son to the
position of local detachment commander in the village of Mesker-
Yurt (Shall region). This appointment made the Applicant very
apprehensive since Mesker-Yurt is the home village of many of his
relatives, and Umar possessed many local connections, He was
acquainted with many young men, who at some point resisted the
Russian occupation and not only in his home village, but also in
neighboring villages. The assignment he got from Kadyrov was to
detain these young men, obtain maximum amount of information
from them, and then dispose of them.

To the Applicant's queries about his post, Umar replied that he did
not want the position in Mesker-Yurt but that as long as he was in

- Kadyrov’s employ, he had to go where he was appointed. He told

the Applicant that if he were to refuse this appointment, the FSB
would immediately detain him. The Applicant asked his son not to
lay a hand on his fellow villagers, who had never wronged him. He
responded that he was loathe to do so, but on the other hand, if he
does not surrender local guerrillas to Kadyrov, he could be accused
of absence of loyalty. '




14.13.

At that point, the Applicant realized that the only option for his son
was to leave the country. He paid money to print a passport under

" a fake name, Akhmed Isayev (@ man of his son’s age who had died

shortly before), for his son., The Applicant decided to obtain a
passport under a different name because he feared that his son
would not be able to obtain a foreign passport or leave the country
under his real name. His son’s wife did get a passport in her name.
In August 2004, while the Applicant and his son were waiting for
the passports, the son was involved in a serious automobile
accident. He was in a coma for 4 days. Subsequently, he was in
hospital for a month due to a concussion. After his discharge he
spent another month at home, until he was sent to a rehabilitation

-center in Kislovodsk. In the meantime, the Applicant received the

passports for his son and his wife and on November 9, 2004 they
departed. They arrived in Poland on November 13, 2004. See
appendix 2 for copies of the passports for the Applicant’s son and
Malizha Sagieva.

The Applicant’s Detention

14.14,

- 14.15,

On November 27, 2004, two weeks after his son’s arrival in Poland,
a former colleague of Umar’s from Kadyrov's forces visited the
Applicant at his workplace, At the time, the Applicant was empioyed
at a construction company “Kavkaz,” which was later renamed
“South Construction Company.” He worked in the military zone
near airport “Severniy,” on the territory of a repair battafion,
Holding the post of project supervisor. The Applicant and his team
were working on two construction projects and the Applicant
supervised up to 30 people.

Around 2 p.m. that day—the Applicant was filling out commissions
for payment of salaries—an employee walked in and told the




14.16.

14.17,

Applicant that armed people in military uniform were looking for
him. The Applicant set out to the gates, where they were standing,
as they were not permitted to drive onto the territory of the repair
battalion. A “Lada” mark automobile was parked at the entrance.
Said-Emi Ismailov, whose nickname is Razvedchik (in English
translation “Intelligence Officer”) was standing next to the gates.
He told the Applicant that Ramzan Kadyrov had sent him to come
and get the Applicant. Ismailov had previously on occasion dropped
by the Applicant’s house together with Umar. As the Applicant
understands, Ismailov is currently working as head of the Criminal
Investigation Department in the city of Shali.

‘When the Applicant sat down in the car, his wife was already there.

Before coming to pick him up, the officers had first visited the
Applicant’s apartment in which they awaited his wife. Upon her
arrival, they searched the apartment for the Applicant’s son’s

- weapon and turned it upside down. His wife was then ordered to

accomipany them to the Applicant’s place of employment. The
Applicant later learned that while performing the search, they
confiscated a bag that contained all the Applicant’s documents as
well as 178,000 rubles. The Applicant had been saving this money
to buy an apartment. He had sold a plot of land that belonged to
him and had been putting aside part of his monthly wage. After the
search, the officers locked the children in the apartment, took the
key, put His wife into the car and went to the Applicant’s place of
work.

Kadyrov’s officers also confiscated the Applicant’s passport, cellular
phone, driver's license and car registration. Ismailov asked him
where Umar’'s work car was. When the Appiicant' responded that he
had left it at his brother-in-law’s house in Argun, the officers drove
to Argun and picked it up. One of the men sat down behind the




14,18,

wheel of that car and followed the others. The car had no license

plates, just like most of the cars belonging to Kadyrov's forces.

The Applicant’s wife described the detention in her witness

statement as follows:

On Saturday, November 27, 2004, around noon, I was returning to
our home at Dudaev Boulevard No. 4 apartment 70 from the city,
where I was trying to obtain a job as a nurse, When I entered the
doorway of the building and walked up to the fifth floor, an armed
man followed me in. The man told me that he is looking for my
husband and inquired about his whereabouts. I answered him that
my husband is at work at a military base and one can only gain
access to it with a permit. I inquired as to the reason why he was

fooking for him. He told me that I have to go with them and show

them where my husband works. I insisted that I was not going

anywhere, because I was scared. He went to his superior several
times to consult and would then try to convince me to accompany
them again and again. After a while, the commander, a man named
Said-Emi (nickname: Razvedchik or Spy) entered the house. I had
encountered him previousfy, when he visited my son at the hospital
after his car accident. I asked him what the problem was, to which
he replied that my husband was not guilty of anything, but that
Alikhan (the oldest son) was implicated in something and that
Ramzan wanted to speak with Ali. I explained to him that Alikhan
did not live with us but with his grandmother. |

They continued to insist that I go with them and take them to the
focation where Ali worked, I told them that I could not do so, since
I only knew the approximate location. All I knew was that he
worked around the military base, next to the Severniy airport, at a
firm called Kavkaz, They told me we would be alfowed on to the




base, that I should not be frightened and that I would be taken
home afterwards. I was left with no alternative but to go with
them.

After that, I was told to go into the kitchen with my terrified
children. The armed men searched the apartment for weapons that
were supposedly there. The search lasted for about 30 minutes,
after which they locked the children in the apartment and drove to
my husband’s workplace. Aside from the car in which I was sitting,
there were a number of other cars with armed men. Said-Emi told
me that he was aware that Alikhan did not live with us, that we
were innocent, but that he had to comply with the orders he
received. When we drove up to my husband’s workplace, the car I
was in was permitted to pass. At the company’s office, they asked
about my husband’s whereabouts, summoned him and he joined us
in the car. The car was turned around and we began driving, with
the rest of the cars folfowing us. In the car, my husband’s mobile
phone and documents were confiscated. |

Said-Emi asked my husband about Alikhans whereabouts
repeatedly. My husband answered that Alikhan had traveled to
Moscow for medical treatment and that until he would get in touch
with us he had no information on him. He then asked about the
focation of Alikhan’s work car. Ali replied that it was in Argun and
that Alikhan has asked him to hold it somewhere until his return.
We drove into Argun, picked up the car and continued driving,
passing Gudermes towards Khasavyurt along the Rostov-Baku
highway. Ramzan or one of his officers telephoned multiple times to
make sure that we are on our way and to inquire about our
location. We turned right off the highway, passed some villages and
entered a courtyard in a village that I did not recognize. (Appendix
3)




14.19,

The Applicant’s son Mairbek was at home when the officers came to
our apartment in Grozny. He described what he saw as follows in

his witness statement:

On November 27, 2004, I was returning horne from school noon
time. That day classes were cancelled around noon and I
immediately departed home. When I was entering the apartment,
in the Hallway, in front of the apartment stood two armed men.
They asked me if I was Alikhan’s brother, to which I answered yes
and walked into the apartment. My mother was already there. In
the apartment was also another man. Two armed men walked in
after me and told us to go into the kitchen, as they were going to
search the apartment. They turned everything upside down, scared
my sisters, told us to stay locked in the apartment, not leave
anywhere and took our mother with them. Our mothei retuned
round 11 pm, at which time we went to her parents’ house in
Argun,

Detention at the Tsentoroi

14.20.

Next, in a six vehicle colonnade, the Applicant and his wife were
driven to the headquarters of the SB in Tsentoroi. When they got
out off the car there they noticed that the officers had also detained
the Applicant's son’s sister-in-law Elza Sagieva, who was in another
car. Although her formal name is Elza, the Applicant’s son’s sister-
in-law is generally known as Yakhita. The women were led away to
the side and the officers left for a few minutes. When they
returned, Razvedchik and the others asked the Applicant questions
about the money in the bag. They wanted to know how much was
in there and where it came from. The Applicant told that that he
was planning on buying an apartment and that the money came




14.21.

14.22.

from the sale of a plot of land and from saving part of his salary

over the last two years.

The officers left once more, returned after about 10 minutes,
surrounded the Applicant, and, without warning, knocked him off
his feet. They handcuffed the Applicant who was trying to defend
himself, and dragged him across the courtyard to a courtyard in the
back, where the sports hall was located. In the sports hall, they
took off the Applicant’'s jacket, shoes, and socks, fastened the
handcuffs around the leg of a billiard table, and tied his legs with
metal wire to one of the exercise machines.

The Applicant’s wife described the events at Tsentoroi as follows:

We all got out of the cars and with us was also another girl,
Yakhita, the sister of Alikhan’s wife. We were separated. I was
placed under an awning, while my husband was taken into the yard
where he was surrounded by the armed men, who brought us
there. Initially, the officers entered a building, and then a few
people emerged, approached my husband and showed him a purse.
I recognized this purse, as it had come from our apartment and
contained our money and documents. Apparently, they had taken it
when they were searching the apartment. They questioned Ali
about something, I saw this, but could not hear it, as there were
about 20 meters between my husband and me. After that, they
again went inside and when they came back a little later they
began beating my husband. I began screaming, while one of
Kadyrov’s officers threatened me to stop or I would be shot. Later
they tried to distract me from the groans of my husband. They
handcuffed him and dragged him somewhere across the yard.




14,23,

They screamed at me and pressured me to reveal to them
everything I knew. I heard my husband’s screams and groans and
was in shock, not comprehending their questions or what I should
reply. I insisted that my husband was innocent, that Alikhan did not
live with us, and that we do not know where he is or what wrong

deeds he has done. Kadyrov's officers continued threatening me,

saying: “we will take care of your husband and then start with you,
s0 you better tell us everything.” I don’t remember how fong this
continued but they even said at one point that they had killed him.
After a while, they stopped their interrogation and two young men
told me fo get into the car, as they were taking me home to my
children. I insisted that I would not feave without my husband; I
wanted to know where he was and what they had done with him.
They ordered me to get into the car quickly before somebody
changes his mind about allowing me to go home. I agreed to leave,
I got into the car and they took me home. (Appendix 3)

The sports hall was an ad hoc extension to the main building. From
the entrance gates there was a passageway to the backyard, at the
end of which on the left was the sports hall, One of the walls of the
sports‘ hall was a part of the main building. The wall across
contained atypically low windows. The sports hall was around 5.5
meters In width and not more than 12 meters in lehgth. It
contained a billiard table and eight exercise machines. Aside from
the courtyard in the back, the base had a courtyard near the gates,
which was surrounded by private residences. In the courtyard in
the back, ih addition to the sports hall, there was a bathroom, a
cage with a bear (later, when the Applicant was already in

Gudermes, he was told that the bear had been killed) and another

extension which held two cells for the detainees. In the rear of the
courtyard was a fence, behind which the territory of the base
ended. The Applicant did not see any construction behind the fence.




14.24.

14.25.

14.26.

‘Diagrams of the base and the sports hall are appended in

Appendices 5 and 6.

While the Applicant was tied between the billiard table and the
exercise machine in the sports hall, he was severely beaten by
eight people, who attacked him from both sides simultaneously. He
would still be able to recognize two or three of them. They hit him
with the butts of guns in the stomach, with a stick on the bones,
and they kicked him all over his body. They stopped beating him

only when he lost consciousness.

They wanted to know the Applicant’s son’s whereabouts. The
Applicant continuously said that Umar was in Moscow and that he
did not know his exact whereabouts. The officers continued to beat
the Applicant, posing the same question to him again and again. As
a result, they punched out three of his front teeth, broke a fourth,
and also bruised his ribs. The Applicant also sustained injuries just
under his kriees on both the right and left legs from beatings with a
stick. (See appendix 7 for photos of the Applicant’s teeth, appendix
8 for the injuries below his knees, and appendix 9 for a forensic
examination report).

After about a half hour, an officer came in and said that they knew
that Umar was in Poland. After this announcement, the men beat
the Applicant some more until one of them ordered to fetch a
machlne, which looked like an electric generator or a phone with a
handle. They attached wires on the Applicant’s second toes (next to

the big toes) and switched on the current for 2-3 minute

increments. They increased the current gradually, turning the
handle faster and faster, and the Applicant felt as if he was being
lifted from the floor and thrown back. The wire which bound his
legs ripped through my skin. As a result, he acquired deep wounds,




14.27.

14.28.

14.29,

which subsequently became infected. He still has a scar on his left
leg, between the heel and the ankle (See appendix 9 for the
forensic examination report and appendix 10 a photograph).

The officers would stop only when the Applicant lost consciousness.
Before continuing the torture, they continued to beat him as
before, laughing and cursihg. After about fifteen minutes, they
poured six buckets of water over the Applicant to amplify the
painful effect of the current. When they turned the current on
again, he felt as if each joint in his body was being ripped apart.
The officers tormented the Applicant like that for about half an hour
but eventually became bored.

In all, they interrogated and beat the Applicant for more than an
hour. After the electric shock torture, he was dragged to the corner
of the sports hall. One of his arms was cuffed to a radiator pipe and
the metal wires were removed from his legs. The Applicant was
soaking wet, and bled from his mouth, face and legs.
Subsequently, the officers left him alone, except for bringing him
food or taking him for an occasional trip to the bathroom.

On the first day at the sports hall, there were six other detainees
chained to the exercise machines. The Applicant recognized one of
them: a fellow villager Supian Ekiev, who like his son was a
commander of the SB in Mesker-Yurt. The Applicant was tied to the
exercise machine from which Ekiev was suspended. When the
officers were torturing the Applicant, Ekiev interceded on his behalf
and asked them to discontinue beating him. As a result, they
attacked him and told him, that he was in no position to decide for
them who was guilty or not.




14.30.

14.31.

14,32,

Ekiev’s condition was awful. He had arrived at the base in Tsentoroi
one day before the Applicant. As the Applicant understood, Kadyrov
had ordered Ekiev to report to the base and was detained when he
arrived. He had horrible burns on his hands and legs, and his jaw
was broken. He could not eat, only drink through a funnel. Next to
Ekiev was another one of Kadyrov's officers, nicknamed Eger
(translated into English “Huntsman”), from Shali. He was chained
to a pipe, which ran through the entire sports hall, to the right of
Ekiev. The Applicant witnessed how SB officers interrogated Ekiev
and Eger with regard to the murder of another SB officer in
Germenchuk. They severely tortured them to obtain a confession,
but the two men denied their participation.

Afterwards, in Gudermes, the Applicant was told by one of the SB
officers that Ekiev and Eger had been shot. The officer said that he
personally delivered Ekiev's body to his relatives in Mesker-Yurt.

In its report "New Methods of Anti-Terfor,” Memorial Human Rights
Center documented the detention of Supian Ekiev. It stated that;:

On November 27 early morning in the village Mesker-Yurt,
Shalinsky district the personnel of one of the republican security
agencies broke into the house of Ekiev Sup'yvan and kidnapped

~ him. Before kidnapping they carried out an unsanctioned search in

his house, using rough force in respect of Ekiev. In the evening of
the same day from the house of Ekiev was kidnapped his mother
Jisma and his wife Petmat, born 1982. 4 small girls, including a
breast-fed baby were left alone without their mother or
grandmother.

from conversations with the locals, “Memorial” found out the
reason for hostage taking of the Ekiev family. The day before, on




14.33.

November 26, in the neighboring village of Germenchuk
unidentified persons driving Zhiguli car (VAZ 21099) killed two local
militiamen and disappeared. Soon the car was found at the
outskirts of Mesker-Yurt, This car for some time belonged to Eliev
Sup'van but, according to the relatives, he had sold it a long time
ago. All the villages characterized Ekiev in very positive terms. For
some time he worked as a deputy commander of Kadyrov security

service, based in Mesker-Yurt.

On December 2 2004 at the outskirts of Grozny was found the
corpse of Ekiev Sup'yvan, heavily distorted by torture. His mother
and wife were released 15 days later. (Appendix 11)

That night, Ramzan Kadyrov personally appeared in the sports hall
at around 11 o'clock in the evening. Kadyrov is the person in the
middle of the back row in the photograph in appendix 15. It was
the only time that the Applicant saw him there. He was in civitian
clothes: a colorful jacket and sports trousers. He came into the
sports hall with another person, who was about 35 years old and

dressed in formal ciothing with a medal on his jacket. He was

brawny, silent and of a short stature like Kadyrov. All the people in
the hall were handcuffed to pipes or exercise machines and were in
different positions. Kadyrov asked questions about everyone’s
cases, struck one with a fist, kicked others with his legs or hit them
with something. He laughed saying “shaitan” (implying insurgent).
Surrounding him there were about twenty of his subordinates. One
of them was a person nicknamed Jihad, who was the head of the
base. The Applicant had seen him earlier on TV in Ramzan
Kadyrov's company. Although the Applicant did not know Jihad's
real name at the time, he has since learned that his name is Vakhid
Usmayev, (See appendix 16.) Kadyrov ordered the electric
generator to be brought, which was then connected to the




14.34.

14.35.7

14.36.

detainees and Kadyrov amused himself. Ekiev likewise was one of
the detainees whom Kadyrov tortured with electric shock, For some

reason, Kadyrov ignored the Applicant, who was lying in the corner.

For a brief period of time that night, the Applicant left alone with a
guard, who told him that Kadyrov had spoken with his son. Kadyrov
telephoned him in Poland and threatened him saying that he had
detained several relatives and that he would kill them if he did not
return to Chechnya. In all likelihood, Kadyrov obtained the
Applicant’s son’s number from the Applicant’s cell phone, in which
he had stored his Polish number. '

Many people came through the sports hall. In the following days, at
various times, SB officers came and went. Among others, they
played billiards. Their commander, Jihad, was very often present at
the sports hall and when he was not away, he supervised others
and was present at the beatings.

The detainees at the base changed every day. Kadyrov's men
constantly brought in new people and "processed" them day and
night. At any moment, there were likely no more than 10-20 people
but they switched rapidly. The Applicant is convinced that this
detention facility is one of many throughout the territory of the
Chechen Republic and that they are kept small on purpose to
enable rapid liquidation in case of inspection. Terrible forms of
torture occurred there. In the courtyard, the SB officers apparently
tortured people with an open flame. As the Applicant understood It,
this was done by connecting a hose to a handle to a gas source.
People in Chechnya normally use this method to burn trash. The
Applicant did not see anyone being tortured this way but observed
people with burns, including Ekiev.
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14.38.

14,39,

14.40,

Through the windows of the sports hall, the Applicant sometimes
saw how the other detainees were taken to the bathroom. As he
learned later, there were two more cells in the back courtyard, one
for men and one for women. There were about twelve men and
three women in them at the time. The Applicant knew all of the
women. One was Yakhita, the others were the mother and the wife
of Supian Ekiev.

On the third day, men in civilian uniforms entered the sports hall,
and from what the Applicant could tell, they were from the Shali
Regionai Administration for Struggle against Organized Crime
(RUBOP). In his presence, the officers interrogated Ekiev and Eger
about the murder of the local commander of the SB in
Germenchuk. Ekiev and Eger did not confess to anything to them or
to the Kadyrovtsy., The RUBOP officers spent approximately 30
minutes with them and then left.

On the morning of November 28", the women were taken to the
bathroom. Before the officers brought out the men, someone's
corpse, covered with a blanket, was carried out on a stretcher to
the back courtyard and placed on the asphalt by the grass. The
corpse’s face was not visible, but based on the shape of his figure
the Applicant gathered that it belonged to a man of age. The body
was removed only that night. Later, another detainee told the
Applicant that the body had belonged to the former head of
administration of Zakan-Yurt.

On the evening of November 30" at around 9 or 10 o'clock, the
Applicant was transferred from the sports hall to one of the above-
mentioned cells. These cells were also an extension of the main
building. There were no windows there except for a little ventilation
window opposite the door. The cell was overflowing and there was




14.41.

14.42.

no place to lie down. Amongst the detained was a man with burn
wounds on his stomach. He could not cover himself with anything.
Despite the fact that the cell was packed, all of the other detainees
stepped away from him so as not to disturb him. At night, 5B
officers took this detainee out of his cell for interrogation and
torture. The Applicant does not know what happened to him,

In total, the Applicant was held in Tsentoroi for four days.
Throughout those days, he had no news about his wife. He did not
know whether she was released but assumed so as he never saw
her in the back courtyard with the other women going to the
outhouse. The Applicant did know that Yakhita was still there, as he
saw her sometimes in the back courtyard. Officers had also brought
Yakhita into the sports' hall for a few minutes on the first day while
the Applicant was being tortured, to show her his condition. They

threatened her with the same fate, if she did not cooperate with

them.

‘Memeorial Human Rights Center documented the Applicant’s

detention at Tsentoroi in its report "New Methods of Anti-Terror,”
although it mistakenly stated that he was detained in Mesker-Yurt
and that he was still in Tsentorol on 10 January 2006. In the
report, the organization stated:

On November 27, in the village of Mesker-Yurt, the personnel of
unidentified power agency kidnapped Israilov Sherpuddi, born
1956, and his wife. The wife was released a few hours later, Most
likely Sherpuddi was taken hostage because his son Alikhan, who
for some time worked in the security service, left this job and
disappeared from the village. Reportedly, the father was taken in
order to force his son to surrender. As of January 10, 2005
Sherpuddi Israilov remained in the Tsentaroy prison.




Detention at Gudermes
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The following day, on 1 December 2004, all detainees were
transferred from the base in Tsentoroi, as the Applicant
understands, due to an upcoming inspection. The three women and
he were transferred to Gudermes. According to the security guards,
the other men, including Ekiev and Eger, were taken to the RUBOP
of Shali region and other areas.

On the way to Gudermes, the convoy made a stop at another base
in Tsentoroi and picked up three more women from Novogrozniy.
These women had been detained because one of their relatives was
a rebel fighter. The Kadyrovtsy wanted to force this relative to give
himself up by taking his relatives hostage. The motorcade of jeeps
(UAZ) and VAZ 2119 transported us to the SB headquarters in
Gudermes, where the Applicant was held for 307 days. The SB
headquarters were on the outskirts of the city, between the railway
and the market. In front of the base, there were two barriers. On
the right side was boxing club "Ramzan," a sport’s club started by

‘Ramzan Kadyrov, and on the left behind a barrier were the

headquarters, Before the headquarters stood a gate, all around
were fences of three meters in height and behind them was the
territory of the headquarters. Further along, there was a second
gate and on the right an entrance to the courtyard of the
headquarters. The headquarters were composed of a house with
two floors and a basement, which was constantly undergoing
repair. Nearby was a polyclinic in a2 building with five floors. Also,
beside it was a three ﬂoorw building, which for some time housed
homeless children on the third floor. (See appendix 12 for a

diagram of the Gudermes base and appendix 13 for a sketch of the

city of Gudermes with the location of the base indicated). While the
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Applicant was there, the SB was renamed ATS (Anti-Terrorism
Center) and the base became the ATS headquarters.

When the Applicant was brought to the headquarters, there were
many armed officers there as there were barracks on the ground
floor. In time, they constructed other premises at the entrance to
Gudermes, near a hospital, and all of the units were transferred
there. This base was called "Vega." (Its location is indicated on the
diagram of Gudermes). At the base where the Applicant was held,
there remained only a platoon of approximately thirty people who
guarded the headguarters.

The Applicant was held in the hasement of a twe storey building.
The entrance to the basement was in the center of the building
from the courtyard. The basement had been divided into two
sections, on the left was the dining room, and on the right three

‘cells. The women were placed in one cell, and the Applicant was

put in another with two men, who were already there. The ceil was
approximately 2x3 meters in size. There were beds only in the cell
with the wooden doors. In the other two cells there were deck-
chairs constructed from boards, thin army mattresses, pillows and
a few blankets. The mattresses on which the detainees slept were
constantly damp and the Applicant’s clothes began to decompose
from the dirt and the dampness. These cells had metal doors with
small windows for observation. Both of the doors must have been
constructed in haste and were painted black. In the third cell, the
door was wooden. The walls were brick and were plastered and
painted. There was a sink next to the cells, and an outhouse (toilet)
in the courtyard. An armed security guard was always located in
the corridor. (See appendix 14 for a diagram of the basement).
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While the Applicant was In detention, he saw nearly 100 people
who were detained and then transferred or released. Sometimes,
there were a lot of detainees in the cells. Other times, he was in
the cell by myself. The people detained there were not implicated in
anything particularly serious and the security guards jokingly called
the detention center a “resort.” Approximately one third of the
detainees were SB officers, who had somehow misbehaved
(drinking or stealing, etc). Also, some of the detainees were
detained because people had told on them. The majority of the
detainees were released after while but only after being beaten or
tortured. Some of the detainees were taken elsewhere,

SB officers beat almost all detainees. This took place in the cell
{sometimes the Applicant had to leave to the corridor, so that there
would be sufficient space for the beatings in the cell), in the
courtyard or in the dining room. The only people they did not beat
were women and eiderly men. They used butts of weapons, rubber
batons, a hose with a rod inside, etc. for beatings. In the winter,
they sometimes forced detainees into the courtyard and poured
water on them from a hose, while beating them. They threw wet
and blood-stained people back into the cell. At night, they
sometimes brought them into the dining room and used electric
shock on them. The Applicant saw all of this personally, heard the
screams and the stories of the detainees. These beatings were a
form of punishment for SB officers who had misbehaved. The
Kadyrovtsy used the beatings to obtain information from other
detainees about the rebel fighters. They often promised detainees
that, if he betrayed somebody, they would then be released. Ail SB
officers on the base, except for Imran and Ali (the guards who
stood outside our cells) participated in these beatings and tortures,
including the commander, a man named Muslim, and the deputy
commander, a man named Adam and nicknamed Angel, of the SB.
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As the Applicant was not beaten anymore, he looked after the

people who were beaten.

Conditions in the Applicant’s cell were difficult. There were times,
when there were up to 10 people there and it was hard to breathe
or sleep. The damaged sewer channel caused regular flooding from
the rain and from the drainage of water after SB officers washed
their cars in the courtyard, which happened about twice a week.
The Applicant and the detainees used buckets to remove up to 8-10

centimeters of gathered water.

The security guards took the Applicant out of his cell for some air or
to the bathroom from time to time. The detainees were allowed
outside only when there were no workers or in the evening for half
an hour—two people at a time when there were many detainees.
But the Applicant could not properly bathe himseif or wash his
clothes. In the first months, he did not have an opportunity to
shave and bathe at all. In the third month, he began to ask the
security guards to take him to a bathhouse. After a few weeks of
asking, in January 2005, officers brought him to a public bathhouse
with a barber, in Gudermes. He was taken there once more in the
spring. Later, the Applicant’s wife brought him shaving necessities
and clean clothes. Detainees ate the same food as the officers at
the base.

In January 2005, the Applicant and several other prisoners were
transported to a private house In the city, as a group of journalists
was apparently about to inspect the detention facility. The three
women from Novogroznly and the Applicant were taken away at
night in two cars. The Applicant was in a car with an SB officer
called Rustam, who told to him that he would be spending a couple
of days at his place. The officers stopped by the other ATS base
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"Vega" on the way to pick up two more men: Yusup and Umar. The
Applicant was in a car with the curtains closed so the detainees
couldn’t see where they were going. Upon arrival, the gates of the
compound were closed and only then were the detainees let out of
the cars and jostled into the house. Nevertheless, the Applicant
remembers the approximate location of the house, as noises from
the market were audible. There were two houses in the courtyard,
which were probably built by Russians (Russians and Chechens
build their houses differently). As the Applicant understood,
Kadyrov had purchased these houses for his subordinates. The
female detainees were housed in one room and the men in the
other. At all times, there were two security guards with them. They
bought the detainees at the market and the female detainees
cooked it for them. They were not allowed to go into the courtyard
aside from using the bathroom (outhouse). They detainees were
there for 6 days. When they were brought back to the SB base, the
blood stains and black marks from batons, which had previously
covered the walls, had been washed off and the cell had been
painted.

Yakhita was released approximately two weeks after our transfer to
Gudermes, in mid-November. The Ekiev women were released at
the end of December. The women from Novogrozniy were held in
the neighboring cell until their release at the end of April. Their
rebel fighter relative had apparently been killed along with rebel
leader Aslan Maskhadov. '

After a few weeks in detention, the Applicant managed to make
contact with the outside world. Approximately 10 days after his
arrival in Gudermes, the Applicant managed to send a message to
his wife about his whereabouts through a released detainee. About
once a month, he sent news to his wife in the same manner.
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Starting from the second half of March, his wife came to the base
on a regular basis and passed him notes, food and toilet
accessories through the security guards. At the same time, his wife
managed to get in contact with the deputy commander of the SB, a
man named Adam (surname unknown) and nickhamed “Angel,”
through a friend. Adam promised her to arrange a meeting with the
Applicant. When she came the next day, Adam was not there, but
she ran into another officer, a man from the Applicant’s home
village called Badruddi Tovsultanov (nickname: Shturmovik). This
officer called Adam and then allowed the Applicant and his wife to
see each other for a few minutes in his car. Afterwards, they met
one more time, on an evening in June 2005; they were given 5

minutes to talk in the car park in the courtyard.

The Applicant’s wife's withess statement addresses her attempts to
find the Applicant and their eventual contacts. She wrote:

A}'I our attempts (mine and that of our relatives’) to discover what
happened to my husband were fruitiess. Our friends and relatives
made inquirles everywhere, but no one could help us obtain
information with regard to his whereabouts or physical 'condition.
They were all scared of Ramzan’s pervasive power.

In the first half of January 2005, I was visited by a man named
Nazhmudi. He asked me not to mention that he was sent by Ali. He
told me that he was detained in the same cell as Ali and that Al
asked him to stop by and let me know that he was in the basement
of SB base in Gudermes and that he was okay. Nazhmudi advised
me not to visit the base, as no one would admit that Ali was being
detained there. Sometime, another person came to the house on
behalf of Ali. He was also held in the same cell as my husband. He




was older than Ali, thin, sickly and his name was Mahmud Israilov
(not related) from Starye Atagi.

In March 2005, my relative Musa Kagirov informed me that he
encountered Ali in a bathhouse in Gudermes and was able to
exchange a few words with him. He was taken there by his guards
to bathe himself and he was unkempt and bearded. I started going
to the bathhouse in the hope that the prisoners would be brought
there once a week but that was not the case. At one point, a young
man who worked in the barber shop at the bathhouse asked me
what I was doing there and whom I was waiting for. I told him the
story about my husband’s visit to the bathhouse. He said that he
gave my husband a haircut and a shave. He also said that Ali had
“been unkempt and that it would be a long while until he would be
brought there again. The man offered to help me.

He had an acquaintance by the name of Adam at the SB base and
he asked him to help me. Adam thought that I was the barber's
cousin and told me that my husband is doing well, that he js
properly fed and that I should not be concerned. I told him that I
would believe this only if I saw my husband. He told me that he can
give me a handwritten note but I replied that I wanted to see him.
He promised to arrange a meeting with my husband and told me to
arrive at the SB base by 9:00 am the next day, where he would
meet me. At 9:00 am next day, I arrived in at the SB base in
Gudermes with a cousin and waited for Adam. I was told that he
was not at the base. After a while, another acquaintance (he works
at the base and is from the same village as my husband), Badruddi
Tovsultanov, arrived and asked what I was doing there. I told him
that Adam had promised to help me see my husband. Badruddi
ordered me to wait for his return in his car and went onto the
territory of the SB base. After some time, he drove me onto the




territory of the base and my husband sat down next to me in the
car. In the presence of Badruddi, my husband and I spoke for
about five minutes. Then my husband was taken away and I was
taken outside the territory of the base and returned home.

During the spring and summer of 2005, I was permitted unofficially
to supply my husband with some food and clothing. I stood in front
of the base days at a time, the employees felt bad for me, but were
scared of their superiors, When I was permitted to bring packages
to my husband, in the beginning I came to the base twice a week. I
was told that if I wanted to continue to provide my husband with
packages, I could only do so once a week. Mostly I brought my
husband food and sometimes clothing items, although I was told
that Ali had everything he needs. In the spring I managed to see
my husband another time, but this time in the car park on the
territory of the base.

My husband passed complaints to me, which he hid in the clothing.
I did not send them to the persecutor’s office. I was warned by
knowledgeable people (a prosecutor, military personnel, etc.) that
if I filed these complaints with the prosecutor’s office my hushand
would be killed. I just kept the complaints at the house.

I made attempts to find out when my husband would be released.
Adam called me when I was at work and told me that he spoke
about my husband’s situation with Ramzan and that he was told
not to get involved, as Ramzan himself was dealing with the case,
Adam told me that my husband would be released within two days
but that did not occur. Qur children knew that their father was
detained but I continued to promise them everyday that he would

return.
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On 3 May 2005, four new detainees were brought to the base,
Three of them were brothers: Adam, Kureish, and Movla Chersiev.
Kadyrov had ordered their detention to force a fourth brother, who
was a rebel fighter, to surrender. The Chersiev brothers were held
in the cell next to him, where the women had been held before, All
of them were over 50 years old and the oldest Chersiev, Adam, was
given a bed.

The fourth new detainee was the elderly father of rebel leader Doku
Umarov. Kadyrov had also ordered his detention to force Umarov to
turn himself in. After a few days in one of the basement cells,
Umarov’s father was placed in the boiler room on the ground floor;
he had difficulty walking up and down the stairs when he was taken
for a walk or to the outhouse.

The Chersiev brothers and Umarov were not beaten but they were
held for a lengthy period of time. The Chersiev brothers were
released on 5 October 2005, a day after the Applicant. Sometime
after their release, their rebel fighter brother was killed. As far as
the Applicant is aware, Umarov's father was never released
although he was transferred away from the Gudermes base.

Memorial Human Rights Center has document the detention of the
Chersiev brothers. In a list of people whose detention the
organization has documented over the years, it says the following
about their detentions:

Chersiev Adam Sherimbekovich, 1952, place of residence:
Oktyabrskoe village, Grozny region. Detained and disappeared.

In the night of 5 May in the village of Oktyabrskoe, Grozny region,
officers of the republican power structures kidnapped three local
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residents, the brothers Chershiev Adam Sherimbekovich, 1952m
Kureish Sherimbekovich 1954m Movla Sherimbekovich, 1958.
Relatives managed to follow the cars in which the brothers were
taken away and established that they entered the base of a
regiment of the Extra-departmental Protection Service on Yuzhnaia
Street in the Lenin district in Grozny (the so-called Qil Regiment or
"Neftepolk”). When relatives appealed to the commander of the
regiment, he refused to confirm the presence of the Chersievs on
the territory of the base. |

Relatives of the abducted brothers decided to picket the regiment
untif they be informed about the whereabouts of the Chersievs. As

a resuft, the relatives managed to get confirmation from the

commanders of the regiment that the brothers had been abducted.
It became clear that they had been taken as hostages as one of the
members of the family is a participant in the armed formations of
the Chechen Republic of Ichkeria., The condition for their release
was the rebel turning himself in. As of 10 May, relatives of the
Chersievs continued to picket, demanding the release of the
Chersiev brothers.

On 9 May 2005, rebel leader Dokku Umarov confirmed in an
interview with Radio Liberty that his father had been detained. An
article in Chechenpress about the interview states:

Dokku Umarov said that his 70-year-old father, 45-year-old
brother, wife and six-month old child had been abducted. The
immediate perpetrators of the abduction were bandits from the so-
called “oil protection regiment” (“neftepolk”), who are headed by a
certain Adam Déﬁhkhanov, a close relative of the Kremiin puppet
Ramzan Kadyrov.
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Although the Cherslevs brothers and Umarov, as well as others held
in the cells in Gudermes, were obviously detained on Ramzan
Kadyrov's order, he seldom came to this base. Although the
Applicant knows that he did visit from time to time, he never saw
him there. He did frequently come to the boxing club nearly the
base, where he conducted meetings with commanders of the SB

from the various different regions of the Chechen Republic.

During his detention in Gudermes, the top commanders at the base
coinpletely ignored the Applicant and his case, At the end of May
2005, the Applicant met a man named Vahar-Solt (nickname:
Kaskad) in the courtyard. He was a distant relative of the
Applicant’s wife and a fellow villager. The Applicant tried to find out
from him why he was being held. He responded that the Applicant’s
son had killed an SB officer. The Applicant challenged him to back
up these serious accusations. Kaskad told him that the local SB
commander in Germenchuk had been kiled in the center of
Germenchuk after the Friday prayers, in the second half of the day,

- on November 26, 2004. He charged that the Applicant’s son had

participated in that murder., The Applicant told him that he knew
about that incident, as he was detained the next day and had
witnessed how SB officers interrogated Ekiev and Eger about this in
the sport’s hall in Tsentoroi. He told the Applicant that Ekiev and
Eger had confessed to the crime. The Applicant told him that his
son could not have committed this crime as he was in Poland
starting on 13 November 2004. The Applicant and Kaskad
quarreled, and Kaskad called a security guard and instructed him
that the Applicant was forbidden to speak to anyone.

A few days later, in early June 2005, the applicant wrote a
complaint on a notebook page complaining that he was being held
without being charged, and requested that his case be looked at.




Release
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He asked an SB officer called Movsar to send the complaint to the
prosecutor’s office but Movsar told the Applicant that he could not
do that. The Applicant then asked him to pass the complaint to
Muslim, the commander of the SB. (Muslim is the person to the left
of Ramzan Kadyrov in the photograph in appendix 15. The
Applicant later learned that his full name is Muslim Iliasov), He
promised that he would do so. Even after that they continued to
ignore the Applicant. Then the Applicant wrote a number of similar
complaints and passed them to his wife hidden in his clothing. His
relatives did not dare to send these to the government or to the
central newspapers, as the Applicant had requested, as they were
concerned for his safety. {See appendix 17 for one the complaints
that his wife in clothes to be sent to the Office of the Public
Prosecutor of the Republic Chechnya, but which was not sent).

On October 4, 2005, on the first day of Ramadan, the Applicant
was told that he was being released. After the noon prayers, he
was taken out of the cell. Before he was released, He was taken to

‘the second floor. It was the first time that Muslim Iliasov, the SB

commander, spoke to him personally. He told him that he would be
released but that he could not tell anyone where he had been or
what he saw. He said that the Applicant’s detention officially never
happened and that there were no traces or paperwork of any kind
to confirm it.

The Applicant asked Iliasov his money and documents. liiasov
answered that he did not know about the money, but that he would
look into the documents. He told the Applicant to return in a couple
of days for them. Since none of the detainees had documents, they
were all driven home. Iliasov Muslim called Badruddi Tovsultanov
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and told him to drive the Applicant home. On the way, Badruddi
telephoned the Applicant’s wife and son and told them that he was
being released. He dropped the Applicant off at the entrance of his
building. As far as the Applicant knows, all detainees from the base
in Gudermes were released that day, except for the father to Doku

Umarov.

In her witness statement, the Applicant’s wife wrote the following

about her husband’s release:

This continued until October 4, 2005, when he was finally released.
I was at work when my husband returned. Badruddi phoned me to
let me know that my husband was being released. I told him that I
will believe him when I hear my husband’s voice and Badruddi
passed the telephone to Ali while in the car and I spoke to him. I
cafled our relatfves and they met Ali at home, I asked for the rest
of the day off from work and when I came home Ali was already
there.

He was in a bad condition and in the beginning he was iil. He stank
horribly. He was really pale and he lost about 20 kg and looked
sickly. My husband had many injuries: his ribs hurt, three upper
teeth were missing, one front tooth was broken, and he had some
small scars on his legs. He changed and became pensive. He says
that he will never forget what was done to him or to other people.
It is very hard for him to endure this injustice.

His son Mairbek described his father's return home as follows:
There was no news about our father while he was in detainment,

aside from what our mother told us about seeing him. On Cctober
4, 2005, I received a telephone call at home telling me that my
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father was released, When my father returned, I met him in the
entrance way. He was very thin and pale. He changed; his speech

was affected and he stuttered.

After his release, the Applicant tried for weeks get his documents
and money back. He traveled to the base in Gudermes about five
times until, eventually, a security guard warned him that if he came
back one more time he would be detained. The Applicant realized
that he would not get anything back. He also tried to find Sald-Emi
Ismailov, as he brought the documents and the money to
Tsentorol. He visited Ismailov’s place of work in Shali and left notes

there, and even went to his home but it was in vain.

In February 2006, the Applicant learned that officers of the SB
(which had since been renamed Anti-Terrorism Center) were again
looking for him in the village of Mesker Yurt. The Applicant warned
Memorial Human Rights Center about this. He also received a
summons from prosecutor’s office in Shali, requiring him and his
wife to appear at investigator Kakhaev's office on 23 February at
10:00 in the morning. The summons is attached to this application
in appendix 18. The Applicant went to the office on 23 February but
there was no one there (23 February is army day in Russia and is
also the day that the Chechen people were deported by Stalin in
1944. Government offices are closed on that day) and only next
Manday did the Applicant meet with Kakhaev. There, the Applicant
learned that information about his case had ended up in the
prosecutor’s office. His case had apparently been mentioned in a
letter by Rudolf Bindig to the prosecutor’s office in Russia (Bindig’s
report of December 2005 mentions the Applicant’s case, see
appendix 20). The head of the Russian delegation to PACE
apparently had demanded an explanation from the prosecutor’s
office. Therefore, the Shall prosecutor's office requested that the
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Applicant provide a full statement with regarc to what happened.
The Applicant told him that he was afraid for my life because his
story involved abuses by high level people in Chechnya. Kakhaev
then asked the Applicant to sign an already prepared statement,
which stated that he had ran away from his wife to be with a lover,
a woman named Masha, for the eleven months; and that he had
made up the story about his detention to hide this deception. The
Applicant understood that if he did not sign the statement, he could
be killed. He signed and threw the statement in Kakhaev’s face and
left,

On 6 December 2005, the prosecutor general of the Russian
Federation wrote to Mr. Bindig informing him on various checks
that had been conducted into cases raised in his earlier reports.
With regard to the Applicant’s case, the letter states:

91. Following checks regarding the seizing of Sh. Israilov, the
opening of criminal proceedings was refused on grounds of Article
24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure, as the information concerning the abduction
was not confirmed.

The same letter also referred to the case of Mr. Ekiev, stating:

47. Following checks by the Shali district prosecutor's office

concerning the abduction of Supyan Ekivev, his mother Zhizma
E£kiveva and wife Petmat Ekiyeva on 27.11.2004 in Mesker-Yurt
village, it was established that these individuals were not resident
in Mesker-Yurt.
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On 27.11.2004 in connection with criminal case no. 36134 an
R.S. Ikiyev was detained in Mesker-Yurt on suspicion of causing
the deaths of members of Grozny investigations department no. 2,
R.R. Abzatov and Kh.A. Guduyev. R.S. Ikiyev was killed while
putting up armed resistance. His mother, A.Sh. Shakhayeva, when
guestioned on 18.11.2005, refused to provide any clarification.

The letter was included as Appendix C to Mr Bindig’s report of
December 2005, which is appended under number 20.

Departure from Russia

14.72.

After his release, the Applicant felt an urgent need to seek justice
for the abuses he had faced. He wanted the people responsible for
his long unlawful detention and torture, as well as the torture and
extrajudicial executions of other people, to be properly investigated
and held accountable. But he also understood that he could only
demand justice if he left Russia; otherwise, his life and the lives of
his family would be in jeopardy. He thus applied for passports for
himself and his family and left Russia. The Applicant has since
found refuge in a safe country.

Attempts to Seek Justice

14.73.

-Since his arrival in his current country of residence, the Applicant

has been putting together a complaint to the prosecutor’s office of
the Chechen Republic. He has collected witness statements and
other evidence that can confirm his account story. After Elza
Sagieva left Russia in September 2006 and subsequently traveled
to a safe country, the Applicant submitted a complaint to the
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prosecutor’s office (a copy of the complaint is included in appendix
21).

He sent a copy of the complaint to the prosecutor general’s office in
Moscow through the courier service Fedex on 6 November 2006
(receipt is included in appendix 22). For unclear reasons, the
prosecutor general’s office refused to accept the package {Fedex
tracking search included in appendix 23).

The Applicant then had a copy of his complaint delivered to the
office of the prosecutor general’s office on Ul. Bolshaya Dmitrovka
on 18 December 2006. He does not have a receipt this delivery.

The Applicant again sent a copy of his complaint to the general
prosecutor’s office on 13 December 2006 via USPS {receipt is
included in appendix 24). This package was delivered to the
prosecutor’s office on XX (delivery information Is included in
appendix 25).

The Applicant is currently awaiting a response from the
prosecutor’s office.




III STATEMENT OF ALLEGED VIOLATION(S) OF THE CONVENTION
AND/OR PROTOCOLS AND OF RELEVANT ARGUMENTS

15,

I. ADMISSIBILITY

A: Acceptance of the right of individual petition

15.1. On 5 May 1998 the Government of Russia ratified the Convention,
thereby accepting the jurisdiction of the European Court.

B: In relation to Article 35(1) of the Convention
15.2. The Applicant submits that this application was filed with the European

Court in accordance with the conditions of Article 35(1). He is currently

exhausting existing domestic remedies.

II. MERITS

15.3. The Applicant submits that the following violations of his rights

occurred in the present case:

Article 3 -- The treatment he was subjected to at_the base in

Tsentoroi, including the beatings, kicking, and electric shock, amount
to torture as defined in the jurisprudence of the Court.

The Applicant submits that there is sufficient evidence to establish that he

was subjected to maltreatment while in detention.




The Court has repeatedly held in its jurisprudence that when someone enters
a detention facility in good health but has injuries upon his release, it is
incumbent on the State to provide a plausible explanation of the origin of the
injuries. In absence of such an explanation, the Court is willing to accept that
the injuries were sustained as a result of a violation of Article 3 (see, among
-others, Ribitsch v Austria).

In the present case, the Applicant has provided .a detailed account of the ill-
treatment he suffered. He has submitted a forensic examination report which
confirms injuries that are consistent with his account. His wife has provided a
written statement in which she described her husband’s condition of health
upon his release, She describes that he was missing several teeth upon his
release, that that one tooth was broken, that he had an injury on his leg,
that he complained of pain in the ribs, and that he had lost about 20 kg in
weight. His son has also provided an account in which he briefly describes his
father’s condition following his release. Finally, the Applicant has submitted
photographs of injuries below his knees and on his left ankle, as well as
photographs of missing teeth.,

The Applicant considers that the ili-treatment he was subjected to reaches
the threshold of torture.

Article 3 -- The conditions in which he was held over the course of
-almost _eleven months at the base in Gudermes in a cell that was

frequently overcrowded, was unhygienic, flooded on a regqularly
basis, and where no medical care was available amount to inthuman

and degrading treatment in violation of Article 3.




For almost eleven months, the Applicant was held in an unofficial detention
center in the basement of a building that was formerly a bank. This building

was completely inappropriate for holding detainees.
Article 5 (1, 2 4 5

The Applicant asserts that his detention violated each individual provision of
Article 5, as well as Article 5 as a whole.

By holding the Applicant in an unofficial detention center without keeping any
official record of his detention that would have allowed for outside control of
the iawfulness of his detention and the treatment he was facing, the State

éssentially negated the provisions of Article 5 that are meant to protect the
| rights of persons deprived of their liberty. The Applicant thus asks the Court
to find a violation of Article 5 as a whole.

The Applicant was not detained in accordance with a procedure prescribed by
law or on one of the lawful grounds for detention enumerated in Article 5(1),
he was properly not informed of the reasons for his arrest (Article 5(2)), he
- was not hrought before a judge (Article 5(3)), and he did not have the
opportunity to challenge his detention (Article 5(4)}. Finally, by forcing him
to sign a statement saying he spent eleven months with a lover in Russia
while he was in fact in detention, he was denied the possibility to seek
redress for his unlawful detention (Article 5(5)).

The Applicant submits that he has submitted considerable evidence that he
was indeed detained and held at two unofficial detention centers under
Ramzan Kadyrov's command. He points to the following facts:

- His own detalled description of the detention itself, the detention
centers where he was held and his treatment there;
- The detailed drawings of the two detention centers;




- A witness statement by his wife in which she describes how she
was detained together with her husband and taken the to
military base at Tsentoroi, how she received several messages
from her husband through released cellmates, how she regularly
brought him food and clothing over the course of numerous
months, and how she had brief encounters with his twice at the
military base in Gudermes;

- A witness statement by his son, Mairbek Israilov, in which he
describes how officers came to the family apartment in Grozny
looking for his father, took his mother to the place of work of his
father, and how his father was absent for nearly eleven months
after that;

- A report by Memorial Human Rights Center of 17 March 2005
which documented his detention on 27 November 2004;

- References in his testimony to various other people who were
held in detention with him during the eleven months. Memorial
Human Rights Center documented the detentions of several
members of the Ekiev family, whom the Applicant saw in
detention both in Tsentorol and Gudermes, and the Chersiev

brothers, whom the Applicant saw in detention in Gudermes.

Finally, the application lodged with the European Court of Human Rights by
the Applicant’s son Umar contains a detailed account of how Ramzan Kadyrov
called the Applicant’s son and informed him that his forces had detained
father and other relatives.

Atrticle 8

The Applicant submits that the search at his apartment in Grozny on the day
of his detention was unlawful, as It did not follow a procedure prescribed by
law and was not necessary in a democratic society in the interests of national
security, public safety or the economic well-being of the country, for the




prevention of disorder or crime, for the protection of health or morals, or for
the protection of the rights and freedoms of others, as required by Article 8.

Even if one assumes that the search was conducted in order to look for the
Applicant’s son’s weapon—arguably a legitimate reason for a search—the
search violated numerous provisions of Russian criminal 'procedure law. No
warrant was presented; no outside withesses were invited to observe the
search; the search was in no way documented with paperwork as required
under Russian law.

Protocol 1 Article 1

The Applicant has submitted that he was deprived of his property in violation
of Russian law and general principles of international law. Officers conducting
the search at his apartment confiscated a bag of money and documents
without following any procedures and even recording the confiscation. After
| his release, the Applicant tried repeatedly to get the money and documents
back but to no avail, No officials have given any reason for not returning the
money and documents to him.

Article 3 and Article 13 - Effective Investigation and Remedy

If the prosecutor’s office and the Russian courts are unresponsive to the
Applicant’s complaints about his treatment, the Applicant will also allege
violations of Article 3 and 13.
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16.

16.1.

16.2.

17,

None.

i8.

18.1.

STATEMENT RELATIVE TO ARTICLE 35 § 1 OF THE CONVENTION

[

Final decision (date, court or authority and nature of decision)

There is no final decision in the current case. The Applicant is currently
in the process of exhausting domestic remedies. He will keep the Court
informed of steps taken by the prosecutor’s office in response to his

complaint.

In case the Applicant, his relatives or witnesses identified in his
complaint to the prosecutor's office face threats or intimidation, the
Applicant may argue in future that there were special circumstances
that absolved him from exhausting domestic remedies (as per Akdivar
v Turkey) or that domestic remedies were ineffective, inadequate or
illusory.

Other decisions (list in chronological order, giving date, court or
authority and nature of decision for each of them)

Is there or was there any other appeal or other remedy available to

you which you have not used? If so, explain why you have not used it.

The Applicant is currently pursuing a criminal complaint. He has
submitted a complaint to the prosecutor’s office. In case the
prosecutor’s office fail to open a criminal investigation into the abuses
he suffered, the Applicant will seek to appeal this decision in the
courts.




18.2. The Applicant will not file any civil claims for compensation as he
believes a civil claim could not possibly provide an effective remedy as
provided for by Article 13 of the Convention. If a criminal investigation
into the abuses he suffered is opened and the case goes to trial, the
Applicant will make a claim for compensation of moral and material

damages in the course of those proceedings.




v STATEMENT OF THE OBJECT OF THE APPLICATION AND
PROVISIONAL CLAIMS FOR JUST SATISFACTION

19,

Finding of viclations of as set out in § 15 above.

Just satisfaction, as appropriate for material and immaterial damage.
Compensation for legal and other procedural expenses (to be specified at a
later date).




VI STATEMENT CONCERNING OTHER
PROCEEDINGS

20.

None

INTERNATIONAL




VII LIST OF DOCUMENTS

21. See appendix.




¥

VIII DECLARATION AND SIGNATURE

I hereby declare that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the
information I have given in the present application form is correct,

Lieu / Place......... Withheld for security reasons ...

Date / Date......... 30 November 2006..............

Sharpudi Israllov /
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1
2
3
4
5

6

Statement by Shovda Anvorbekovna Viskhanova (wife of Ali Israilov)
Statement by Mairbek Sharpudievich Israilov (son of Ali Israilov)
Diagram of Tsentoroi base

Diagram of the sports hall at Tsentoroi

7 a/b Photos of Ali Israilov's mouth
8 a/b Photos Ali Israilov’s knees

9
10
11

12
13
14

Forensic exam report

Photograph of t Ali Israilov’s ankle

Memorial report, “Chechnya 2004: “New” Methods of Anti-Terror. Hostage
taking and repressive actions against relatives of alleged combatants and
terrorists”

Diagram of Gudermes base

Diagram of Gudermes with location of base indicated

Diagram of the Gudermes base basement

15 a/bPhotograph of Ramzan Kadyrov and his inner circle

16
17
18
19

20

21
22
23
24
25
26

27

Photograph of Vakhid Usmayev

Unsent Complaint written in Gudermes detention center

February 23, 2006 Summons to Office of Public Prosecutor

Report by Rudolf Bindig to the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe
of September 2004

Report by Rudolf Bindig to the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe
of December 2005

Ali Israilov complaint to the Prosecutor General of the Russian Federation

Excerpt from Memorial report, “Partial list of persons detained in the Northern
Caucasus conflict zone who later disappeared in 1999-2005. These persons were
detained by representatives of federal law enforcement and security agencies
and by the local law enforcement agencies under federal control.”

Dokku Umarov: “We are starting a war on the territory of Russia,” Chechenpress,
Division of Mass Information, 09.05.05.
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I, Shovda Anvorbekovna Viskhanova, born January 5, 1968, am the wife of Sharpudi
Israilov.

On Saturday, November 27, 2004, around noon, | was returning to our home at Dudaev
Boulevard No. 4 apartment 70 from the city, where | was trying to obtain a job as a
nurse. When | entered the doorway of the building and walked up to the fifth floor, an
armed man followed me in. The man told me that he is looking for my husband and
inquired about his whereabouts. | answered him that my husband is at work at a military
base and one can only gain access to it with a permit. | inquired as to the reason why
he was looking for him. He told me that | have to go with them and show them where
my husband works. | insisted that | was not going anywhere, because | was scared. He
went to his superior several times to consult and would then try to convince me to

accompany them again and again.

After a while, the commander, a man named Said-Emin (nickname: Razvedchik or Spy)
entered the house. | had encountered him previously, when he visited my son at the
hospital after his car accident. | asked him what the problem was, to which he replied
that my husband was not guilty of anything, but that Umar (the oldest son, who is also
known as Alikhan) was implicated in something and that Ramzan wanted to speak with

Ali. I explained to him that Umar did not live with us but with his grandmother.

They continued to insist that | go with them and take them to the location where Ali
worked. | told them that | could not do so, since | only knew the approximate location.
All I knew was that he worked around the military base, next to the Severniy airport, at a
firm called Kavkaz. They told me we would be allowed on to the base, that | should not
be frightened and that | would be taken home afterwards. | was left with no alternative

but to go with them.

After that, | was told to go into the kitchen with my terrified children. The armed men
searched the apartment for weapons that were supposedly there. The search lasted for

about 30 minutes, after which they locked the children in the apartment and drove to my
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husband’s workplace. Aside from the car in which | was sitting, there were a number of
other cars with armed men. Said-Emin told me that he was aware that Umar did not live

with us, that we were innocent, but that he had to comply with the orders he received.

When we drove up to my husband’s workplace, the car | was in was permitted to pass.
At the company’s office, they asked about my husband’s whereabouts, summoned him
and he joined us in the car. The car was turned around and we began driving, with the
rest of the cars following us. In the car, my husband’s mobile phone and documents

were confiscated.

Said-Emin asked my husband about Umar’'s whereabouts repeatedly. My husband
answered that Umar had traveled to Moscow for medical treatment and that until he
would get in touch with us he had no information on him. He then asked about the
location of Umar’s work car. Ali replied that it was in Argun and that Umar has asked

him to hold it somewhere until his return.

We drove into Argun, picked up the car and continued driving, passing Gudermes
towards Khasavyurt along the Rostov-Baku highway. Ramzan Kadyrov or one of his
officers telephoned multiple times to make sure that we are on our way and to inquire
about our location. We turned right off the highway, passed some villages and entered a

courtyard in a village that | did not recognize.

We all got out of the cars and with us was also another girl, Yakhita, the sister of Umar’s
wife. We were separated. | was placed under an awning, while my husband was taken

into the yard where he was surrounded by the armed men, who brought us there.

Initially, the officers entered a building, and then a few people emerged, approached my
husband and showed him a purse. | recognized this purse, as it had come from our
apartment and contained our money and documents. Apparently, they had taken it
when they were searching the apartment. They questioned Ali about something, | saw

this, but could not hear it, as there were about 200 meters between my husband and
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me. After that, they again went inside and when they came back a little later they began
beating my husband. | began screaming, while one of Kadyrov’s officers threatened me
to stop or | would be shot. Later they tried to distract me from the groans of my

husband. They handcuffed him and dragged him somewhere across the yard.

They screamed at me and pressured me to reveal to them everything | knew. | heard
my husband’s screams and groans and was in shock, not comprehending their
questions or what | should reply. | insisted that my husband was innocent, that Umar did
not live with us, and that we do not know where he is or what wrong deeds he has done.
Kadyrov’s officers continued threatening me, saying: “we will take care of your husband
and then start with you, so you better tell us everything.” | don’t remember how long this

continued but they even said at one point that they had killed him.

After a while, they stopped their interrogation and two young men told me to get into the
car, as they were taking me home to my children. | insisted that | would not leave
without my husband; | wanted to know where he was and what they had done with him.
They ordered me to get into the car quickly before somebody changes his mind about

allowing me to go home. | agreed to leave. | got into the car and they took me home.

All our attempts (mine and that of our relatives’) to discover what happened to my
husband were fruitless. Our friends and relatives made inquiries everywhere, but no one

could help us obtain information with regard to his whereabouts or physical condition.

In the first half of January 2005, | was visited by a man named Nazhmudi. He asked me
not to mention that he was sent by Ali. He told me that he was detained in the same cell
as Ali and that Ali asked him to stop by and let me know that he was in the basement of
SB base in Gudermes and that he was okay. Nazhmudi advised me not to visit the
base, as no one would admit that Ali was being detained there. Sometime, another
person came to the house on behalf of Ali. He was also held in the same cell as my
husband. He was older than Ali, thin, sickly and his name was Mahmud lIsrailov (not

related) from Starye Atagi.
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In March 2005, my relative Musa Kagirov informed me that he encountered Ali in a
bathhouse in Gudermes and was able to exchange a few words with him. He was taken
there by his guards to bathe himself and he was unkempt and bearded. | started going
to the bathhouse in the hope that the prisoners would be brought there once a week but

that was not the case.

At one point, a young man who worked in the barber shop at the bathhouse asked me
what | was doing there and whom | was waiting for. | told him the story about my
husband’s visit to the bathhouse. He said that he gave my husband a haircut and a
shave. He also said that Ali had been unkempt and that it would be a long while until he

would be brought there again. The man offered to help me.

He had an acquaintance by the name of Adam at the SB base and he asked him to help
me. Adam thought that | was the barber’s cousin and told me that my husband is doing
well, that he is properly fed and that | should not be concerned. | told him that | would
believe this only if | saw my husband. He told me that he can give me a handwritten
note but | replied that | wanted to see him. He promised to arrange a meeting with my
husband and told me to arrive at the SB base by 9:00 am the next day, where he would

meet me.

At 9:00 am next day, | arrived in at the SB base in Gudermes with a cousin and waited
for Adam. | was told that he was not at the base. After a while, another acquaintance
(he works at the base and is from the same village as my husband), Badruddi
Tovsultanov, arrived and asked what | was doing there. | told him that Adam had
promised to help me see my husband. Badruddi ordered me to wait for his return in his
car and went onto the territory of the SB base. After some time, he drove me onto the
territory of the base and my husband sat down next to me in the car. In the presence of
Badruddi, my husband and | spoke for about five minutes. Then my husband was taken

away and | was taken outside the territory of the base and returned home.
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During the spring and summer of 2005, | was permitted unofficially to supply my
husband with some food and clothing. | stood in front of the base days at a time, the
employees felt bad for me, but were scared of their superiors. When | was permitted to
bring packages to my husband, in the beginning | came to the base twice a week. | was
told that if | wanted to continue to provide my husband with packages, | could only do so
once a week. Mostly | brought my husband food and sometimes clothing items,
although | was told that Ali had everything he needs. In the spring | managed to see my

husband another time, but this time in the car park on the territory of the base.

My husband passed complaints to me, which he hid in the clothing. | did not send them
to the persecutor’s office. | was warned by knowledgeable people (a prosecutor, military
personnel, etc.) that if | filed these complaints with the prosecutor’s office my husband

would be killed. | just kept the complaints at the house.

| made attempts to find out when my husband would be released. Adam called me
when | was at work and told me that he spoke about my husband’s situation with
Ramzan Kadyrov and that he was told not to get involved, as Ramzan himself was
dealing with the case. Adam told me that my husband would be released within two
days but that did not occur. Our children knew that their father was detained but |

continued to promise them everyday that he would return.

This continued until October 4, 2005, when he was finally released. | was at work when
my husband returned. Badruddi phoned me to let me know that my husband was being
released. | told him that | will believe him when | hear my husband’s voice and Badruddi
passed the telephone to Ali while in the car and | spoke to him. | called our relatives and
they met Ali at home. | asked for the rest of the day off from work and when | came

home Ali was already there.

He was in a bad condition and in the beginning he was ill. He stank horribly. He was
really pale and he lost about 20 kg and looked sickly. My husband had many injuries:

his ribs hurt, three upper teeth were missing, one front tooth was broken, and he had
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some small scars on his legs. He changed and became pensive. He says that he will

never forget what was done to him or to other people. It is very hard for him to endure
this injustice.

| am willing to attend court and give evidence.
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A, BucxaHoBa LloBaa AHBoOpbGekoBHa, poxaeHHas 1 maa 1968 r., xeHa
Wcpaunosa Wapnyau (Ann).

B cy66oty 27 Hosi6pa 2004 r. okono nonygHs, s BO3Bpawanacb SOMOW No
agpecy 6yneBap [Oyaaea 4 kB. 70 ¢ ropoga, rae nbitanacb YCTpouTbCA Ha paboTty
meacectpon. Korga s Bowna B noabesg M NoAdHaAnacb Ha NATbIA 3TaX, 3a MHOU
NogHANCA BOOPYXeHHbIN YenoBek. OH ckasan MHe, YTO eMy HY>XeH MOW MYX 1 CNpoCun,
roe OH Haxoguncsa. A ckasana 4Tto OH Ha paboTe Ha BoeHHOM 6asze u 4TO Tyaa 6es
nponycka He nyckatT. A cnpocuna, 3a4eM OH UM HYXEH, Ha YTO OH OTBETUM, YTO MHe
HY)XHO noexaTb C HUMM U nokasaTb rae pabotaet MyxX. A HacTamBana 4Tto He noeay,
notomy 4to 60tocb. OH HECKONbKO pa3 yxoaun coBelaTbCa C Ha4yarbCTBOM U MOTOM
NPUXOANST U NbITancs MeHa yroBopuTb. B koHUe kOHUOB 3awen ux komangup, Cauva-
OMUH (knun4ka "PasBeguuk"), KOTOPOro s paHblle BuAerna, Korga OH HaBellan cblHa B
BbonbHMUe nocne aBapuun. A xoTena 3HaTb B YEM AENO, HA YTO OH CKasar, YTO MOW MyX
HMBYEM He BWHOBAT, HO YMmap (9TO CTapwuW CbliH, Takke W3BECTEeH Kak AnuxaH)
HaTBOPWI YTO-TO nepen yesnom n PamsaH KagbipoB XO4eT NoroBOpuTb C HUM. A emy
06bsCHMNIA YTO YMap C HaMK He Xur, a xun ¢ 6abyLukon.

OHun HacTamBanu 4Tobbl 4 noexana ¢ HAMW K NokKasana, rae pabortaet Anu. A
oTBevarna, YTo He MOory, NOTOMY YTO TOSMIbKO 3Hal, YTO OH paboTaeT B pacrnonoxeHue
BOEHHbIX, y asponopTta CeBepHbii B hupme KaBkas 1 Tyaa 6e3 nponyckoB HE MycKatoT.
MHe ckaszanu, 4To MXx NycTaT, 4Tobbl A He 6oAnacb, Tak Kak nocre MeHa npuBesyT
AOMOW. Y MeHS He OCTarioCb ApYroro Bbixoda KpoMe Kak rnoexatb C HUMWN.

3aTtem MHe ckasanu 3amTu Ha KyXHIO C HanyraHHbIMU OeTbMU, TaK Kak UM HY>XHO
oObicKaTb KBapTUpy, Tak Kak y Hac OOMMKHO 6biTb opyxue. OBbICK Npoxoaun OKomo
Tpuauatv MuHyT. OpyXme OHM KOHEeYHO He obHapyxunu. Mocne 3Toro, Mbl BbiWN U3
KBapTUpbl, OCTaBnss TaM AeTen M noexann Ha paboTy Myxa. Kpome MmalumHbl B
KOTOpoM s cuagena, Gbio ele HEeCKONbKO MallMH C BOOPYXEHHbIMK nogbmu. Cang-
OMUVH cKasan MHe, YTO 3HaeT YTO YMap He XU C HaMK, YTO Mbl HUBYEM HEBUHOBATHI,
HO [OMKeH BbINONHUTL npuka3. Korga Mbl goexanu o mecta paboTbl Myxa,
nponycTunu MalwiMHy B KOTOpou A cupena. B koHTope dupmbl crnipocunu rge myx
Haxo4uWTCs, €ro BbI3BanM U OH CeN K Ham B MawuHy. Mbl pasBepHynmMcb 1 noexanu, un
ocTanbHble MalWWHbl noexanu 3a Hamu. B mawumHe y myxa 3abpanv OOKYMEHTbl 1
TenedoH.

Cang-OMnH cnpawwmsan y Myxa rge Ymap, Ha 4To TOT OTBEeTWUn, 4Yto Ymap
noexan ne4ntbcs B MOCKBY M NOKa He MO3BOHWUT, HE 3HaAeT rae oH. [oTom oH crnpocun
MyXa, rae cnyxebHasa mawuHa Ymapa. Anum ckasan, 4To OHa CTOUT B ApryHe u 4To
YMap nonpocun noctaBuTb MallWHY Kyga HMbyab, noka oH BepHeTcs. Mbl 3aexanu B



Appendix 3

ApryH, 3abpanu mawmnHy 1 noexanu ganble mMumo 'yaepmeca B CTOPOHY XacastopTa
no Tpacce. Pam3aH KagblpoB unu Kakon-TO KOMaHAMP MHOIOKpPaTHO 3BOHWM y3HaTb
BEe3yT NN Hac 1 rae Mbl Haxogmmcs. Mbl CBEpHYNY Ha NpaBo, Npoexanu Kakne-To cena u
3aexanu BO ABOP cena, KoTopoe A He ono3Hana.

Hac Bbicagunn c ewe ogHOW OEBYOHKOW, 30BYT ee fAxuTa, oHa cecTpa >KeHbl
YMapa u pasBenu B pasHble CTOPOHbl. MeHs oTBenu noa HaBec, a MyXa BO ABOp, rae
ero OKpPY>XUINv BOOPYXEHHble IoAn, KOTopble Hac npusesnu. CHayana OHM 3awnu B
nomMeLLeHne, NOTOM HECKOSIbKO 4YerioBeK BbILSIO, MOLOLWM K MYXY W rokasann emy
CYMKy. £ ono3Hana 3Ty CyMKy, Tak Kak oHa Oblna C Hawen KBapTupbl U B HEW Gbinn
AOKYMEHTbI U AeHbrn. Bugumo oHn ee 3abpanu, korga genanu obbick. Ero o 4em-To
crnpawmBann, 9 3TO BMAeNa, HO He crnbllwana, Tak Kak Mexagy MHOW U MyxeMm 6bino
okorio 20 meTpoB. 3aTeM OHM ONATb 3alfM B NOMeELLeHMe, Yepe3 HEKOTopoe BpeMs
BbILLNN M Hayanu nsbmBatb Myxa BO ABOpe. S Kpuyana v KaablpoBew, KOTOPbIA MEHS
OXpaHAnN yrpoxan MHe, 4To ecnn s Byay BMeLLmMBaTbCs B NO6OU MyxXa MeHs1 3acTpendr.
OHM Hagenu Ha Hero HapyYHWKM 1 NOTaLLUIM Yepes ABOP KyAa-To.

Ha meHs kpyyanu 1 3anyrmuBanu, 4tobbl 1 packasana Bce YTo 3Hat. A crnbiwana
CTOHbl U KPUKM Myxa, Oblfia B LIOKE, HEe MOHMMAad 4YTO OHWM ChpalUMBaloT, U YTO UM
oTBeYaTb. S roBopuna 4YTo My HUBYEM HE BUHOBAT, YTO YMap C HAMK HE XMBET, YTO
Mbl He 3HaeMm rge OH, U YTo HaTtBopwun. KaablpoBLUbl NPOAOIKANM MHe Yrpoxartb,
roBOps: «Mbl pasgenaemcss C MYXeM W BO3bMeMcsi 3a Tebs, Tak 4YTo [gaBau
pacckasbiBan.» 51 He 3Hal CKOSIbKO 3TO MPOAOoSKanocb, HO OHW AaXe ckasanu, 4YTo
younn myxa. oToM OHWM nepecTtanu MeHs chnpawmBaTtb, OBOE MOJSIOAbIX MapHen
cKkasanu ceCTb B MaLLVHY, X YTO OHW OTBE3YT MeHsl AOMOW K AeTsaMm. A ckasana, 4To 6e3
My>Xa He noefy, U cnpaiwumBana rge oH u 4to ¢ HMM caenanu. MHe npukasanu 6biCcTpo
CeCTb B MalUMHy, MOKa KTO-TO He nepegyman wm s cornacunacb. MeHs nocagunu B
MaLLWHY N OTBE3NN JOMOMN.

CHavano Bce HaluuM NonbITKA (MOU 1 POACTBEHHUKOB) Y3HaTb, YTO C MY>XEM U rae
OH GObinn 6e3pe3ynbTatHbl. Hawwn gpysba M poacTBEHHMKM obpaluanncb Bclody, HO
HUKTO HEe CMOr MM MOMOYb A0ObITb MHAOPMAUMIO O €ro MEeCTOHAXOXOEeHUU W
dM3N4YECKOM COCTOAHUMN.

HakoHeu, B nepsoun nonosuHe siHBapst 2005 r. K HaM 3aluen 4YenoBek No MMEHn
Haxmygun. OH pacckasan Ham, YTO OH Cuaen B KaMepe C My>XEM M TOT MOMpPOCUN 3anTu
W gaTb 3HaTb HaM, 4YTO OH Haxoautca B ['yoepmece B nogsane wtaba Cb mn Bce
xopowo. OH MHE NocoBeTOBasn He CyBaTbCA Tyda, TaK KaK HUKTO He MPU3HaEeTCcsl YTo
Ann tam. lNocne aToro npuxogun ewe oauH Yyenosek oT Anu, KOTOPbIN cuaen ¢ HAM B
ogHon kamepe. OH 6bin ctapwe Anu, Xxygoun, 6onbHon, n 3sanu ero Maxmyg Vicpamnos
(ogHObamuney Myxa) u3 ctapblx ATOros.

B mapTte 2005 r., mon poacteeHHuk Myca Karmpos coobLimn MHe, YTO OH Buaen
Anun B 6aHe B 'yaepmece n 41O eMy yaanocb B HECKOSMbKUX CrioBax NeperoBopuTb C
HUM. Ero nprBesnu oxpaHHWKM MOMbITbCS M OH Oblnl BeCb 3apocluimn n 6opogaTbii.
MoTom 4 ctana e3guTb B 3Ty 6aHi0 B Hagexae, 4to ux dyayT npmBoauTb B 6aHi0 pas B
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Hedent, Ho 3Toro He npowusowno. OauH MoONoaoM 4YenoBeK, KOTOpbin paboTan B
napukmMaxepckorn npu 6aHe NoOMHTEpPECOBarCa YTO s TYT Aenato, KOro Ctopoxy? A emy
pacckasana nctopuio ¢ 6aHen, Ha 4TO OH pacckasan MHe, YTO MOCTPUr 1 NoBpun Myxa,
KOTOpPbIN ObIyT 3apOCLUNIN M YTO €ro eLle Heckopo npmee3yT B 6aHo. OH 3axoTen NoMoYb
MHe.

Y Hero 6bin 3HakomMbit Agam B witabe Cb 1 oH nonpocun ero MHe NoMoYb. Agam
BMOMMO Oymar, YTo S ABOOPOAHHAsA CecTpa NapuKmaxepa u roBOpusil MHE YTO C MYXeM
BCE HOpPMasibHO, ero XOpOoLWO KOPMAT, He Hago 6e3nokouTbcd. S ckasana 4To aToMy
NnoBepl TONMbKO ecrnn ero yBumxy. OH ckasan 4TO MOXEeT MHEe OaTb 3amnucKy, HO £
ckasana 4to A xody ero yBuaeTb. OH obewan MHe BCTpedy C MyXeM W ckasan
npuexatb k 9:00 k wtaby Cb, roe oH MeHs BCTPETUT.

Ha cnegywmi geHb k 9:00 9 npuexana B N'yaepmec ¢ ABOWPOAHHbIM BGpaTom B
wrtab Cb u ctana Tam xaatb Agama. MHe ckasanu 4to ero HeTy B wTtabe. HemHoro
nosxe noabexan Haw 3Hakombin bagpyoan ToscyntaHoB (OH coTpygHuk CB wu
OQHOCENbYaHUH MyXa), NoJoLesi KO MHe U Cpocusl 4YTo 4 TyT genat. A pacckasana
yto Agam obewan MHe NOMOYb yBUAETb Myxa HO Agama HeT. bagpynan Benen mHe
nogoXxgaTtb €ero B MalumMHe W 3awen Ha Tepputoputo wtadba Cb. Yepes HekoTopoe
BPEMSI OH 3aBE3 MEHS1 Ha TeppuTopuio WwTaba, B MalMHy Cen MyX U B NPUCYTCTBUM
bagpynan, Mbl C My>XeM NOroBOpuMSIM MUHYT NSATb. [10TOM My>Ka yBenu, a MeHs BbIBE3NN
3a TeppuTopuio WwTaba u g yexana JOMOWN.

B TeuyeHunn BecHbl n neta 2005 r. MHe He odmumanbHO NO3BONSANM nepefaBaTb
MY>XXY KOe-Kakume npoaykTbl M ogexnay. A crosna okono 6asbl LenbiMu OHAMU, MEHS
Xanenn, Ho 6osanucb HavanbcTBO. Korga MHe CcHavana paspewwunnv npuBo3vTb
nepefayn, s npuesxana ABa pasa B Hegenw. MHe ckasann 4To ecnu s Xouy
npoaosrmKaTb NPMHOCUTL Nepedaydn Myxy, TO 1 MOry 3TO AenaTb TONbKO pa3 B HEAEN!HO.
£ B OCHOBHOM Nepefasana efy v nHorga ogexagy XoTs MHe roBopunu, 4to y Anm Bce
€CTb U eMy HM4ero He Hago. BecHoln MHe yganoch elle oauH pas yBUAETb MyXa, 3TOT
pas B rapaxe, Ha TeppuTopun wTabda.

MHe MyX nepeaaBan 3asiBNeHUs, KOTOpble OH MpsiTan B Bewax, HO S UX B
npokypaTypy He nogasarna. MeHs npegynpeaunu 3Harowme nan: NpoKypop, BOEHHbIE,
W T.4., 4TO eCNn 9 NoAam 3asiBNEHUs1 B MPOKypaTypy, MOEro Myxa yobtoT. A 3asBneHus
npocTo Aepxxana AomMa.

A nbiTanach y3HaTb korga oTnycTtatr myxa. MHe 3BoHun Agam korga s1 6bina Ha
paboTe 1 ckasan 4ToO OH roBOpWIST NPO CUTyauuto Myxa ¢ Pam3aHom KagblpoBbiM 1 TOT
ckasan 4Ttobbl OH HE BMELLUMBArCS M YTO OH caM pasbepeTtca. Agam ckasan 4To Myxa
OTNYCTAT B TEYEHWNE OBYX OHEWN, HO 3TOr0 He CIy4nsnoch.

Mowu geTn 3Hanm 4Tto nx otua 3a6pan|/|, HO 4 UM npoaoJrKana obewiaTb Kaxabln
O€eHb, YTO OH BEPHETCA.
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910 npogosmkanock Ao 4 oktadbps 2005 r., korga ero HakoHewl OTNYCTUIM AOMOW.
£ 6bina Ha paboTe Korga MOM My BepHyncs, Ho bagpyaan no3soHun 1 npegynpeaun
4YTO MyXa OTNycKalT AOMOW. A ckasana 4TO MOBEPI KOrda Myxa ronoc ycnbiwy u
Torga bagpypoan B mawwuHe gan emy TenedoH n 4 norosopuna ¢ Ann. A nossoHuna
POACTBEHHMKAM WU OHW €ro BCTPETMNM AoMa, a s oTnpocunacb ¢ paboTbl 1 Korga s
npuexana gomon Anu yxe 6bin Tam.

Ero coctosiHme 6bino Tskenoe 1 K Hayany oH cebsi oueHb nNnoxo YyescteoBan. OT
Hero yxacHo BoHAMo. OH Obin o4yeHb GnegHbIn KM Xygow, oH noxyden Ha 20 kr, u
BOOOLLE O4YeHb MNOXO BbIrnsgen. Y Myxa Obis10 MHOrO NOBPEXAEHWUR: y Hero donenu
pebpa, Obln BbIBUTLI Tpoe BepxHWX 3yO6oB, noriomMaH nepegHun 3y6, M ocTanucb
HebonbLwKre wpambl Ha Horax. OH N3MEHUNCA U CTan OYeHb 3a4yMYMBbLIA U TOBOPUT YTO
HUKorga HesabyaeT, TO YTO caenanu € HUM 1 ¢ gpyrumu niogbMn. EMy odeHb Tskeno
nepeHecTn BCHO 3Ty HECNPaBEATMBOCTb.

A s rotoBa npucycTBOBaTh B Cye M AaBaTb NOKa3aHUS.
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My name is Mairbek Sharpudievich Israilov born on September 27, 1991. I am the

son of Sharpudi (Ali) Israilov.

On November 27, 2004, | was returning home from school at noon time. That day
classes were cancelled around noon and | immediately departed home. When | was
entering the apartment, in the hallway, in front of the apartment stood two armed
men. They asked me if | was Alikhan (Umar)’s brother, to which | answered yes
and walked into the apartment. My mother was already there. In the apartment
was also another man. Two armed men walked in after me and told us to go into
the kitchen, as they were going to search the apartment. They turned everything
upside down, scared my sisters, told us to stay locked in the apartment, not leave
anywhere and took our mother with them. Our mother retuned round 11 pm, at

which time we went to her parents’ house in Argun.

There was no news about our father while he was in detainment, aside from what
our mother told us about seeing him. On October 4, 2005, | received a telephone
call at home telling me that my father was released. When my father returned, 1
met him in the entrance way. He was very thin and pale. He changed; his speech

was affected and he stuttered.

I am willing to attend court and give evidence.
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MeHnsa 30ByT Mcpaunnos Manpbek LapnygmeBund, poxaeHHbln 27 ceHTadps 1991
r. A colH Ncpaunosa Wapnygu (Anu).

27 Hos6pa 2004 r. 5 Bo3BpaLLanca 4OMOM M3 LIKOSbl B NEPBOM 4acy. B TOT AeHb,
B LUKONE OTMEHMNMN YpOoKM OKoMo 12 4acoB u A cpa3y BepHynca gomon. Korga s
3axogun B KBapTuMpy, Ha nrnowagke nepen KBapTUPOM CTOANM [ABa BOOPYXKEHHbIX
yenoeka. OHM y MeHs cripocunu ecnu 4 6paTt AnnxaHa (Takke U3BecTeH Kak Ymap), Ha
4YTO 5 OTBETWUST A U 3allen B KBapTUpy, rae yxe Haxogunacb mama. B kBapTupe Ttakke
ObIn ewe OAMH YenoBek. 3a MHOM 3alUNK elle ABOe BOOPYXEHHbIX Mogen, KoTopble
ckasanu Ham, 4yTobbl Mbl 3aLUNN Ha KyXHIO, Tak Kak OHM ByayT obbiCKMBaTb KBapTUPY.
OHu BCe nepeBepHyNu, Hanyranu cecTpuyek, ckasanu 3akpbITbCH B KBapTUpe U HUKyaa
He BbIXOAMTb, a MaTb 3abpanu ¢ cobon. YacoB B 11 Beyepa maTb BEpPHynacb U Mbl
yexanu B ApryH K ee poantensm.

O6 oTue He ObINo HUKaKMX HOBOCTEW MOKa OH Obin B 3aKM4YeHue, KpoMe TOro
4YyTO Mama pacckasana 4YTto Bugena ero. 4 oktsabpa 2005 r. no TenedoHy MHe
No3BOHUIM, Korga A 6bin goma u ckasanu 4to otua otnyctunu. Korga oteu BepHynca s
ero Bctpetun B noave3ge. OH Obin o4yeHb xyaon u Genbii. OH M3MeHUncs,
pasroBapusar nmoxo 1 3aukarcs.

A roTos NpUCyCcTBOBaTb B Cyde€ U aBaTb NMNOKa3aHUA.
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OcHoBHasn Cb ba3za B LleHTOpown

B

OTa gmnarpamma HapucoBaHHas 23 aBrycta 2006 rogax, 4enoBeKkom
Haxo4MBLUMMCSA NOA 3adepkaHnem B gepeBHe LleHTopoi. OTo nomeTkn bbinun
cAenaHHbIe MO PacnopsKEHMIO 3TOr0 YeroBeKa.
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Appendix 7 (a)

doTtorpacdusa BbiouToro 3yda

doTorpaduma caenana 21 asrycra 2006r.



Appendix 7 (b)

doTtorpacdusa BbiouToro 3yda

doTorpadua caenaHa 21 asrycta 2006r.
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doTorpacusa nesoro KoneHa

doTorpaduma caenana 21 asrycra 2006r.
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PoTorpacumsa npaBoro KorneHa

®dororpadus caemana 21 asrycra 2006r.



A0. University Professor Dr. Daniele U. Risser
Specialist in Farensic Medicine
Under oath and judicially certified
Department of Forensic Medicine - Medieal University of Vienna
A~1090 Vienna, Sexisengasse 2 — Telephone 427 7/65701, Fax 4;,??,’965?

‘To the Federal Asylum Office { / f‘ //
he TS 2

EAST
05 14.374
QOtto Glockel Strasse 24 _
A-2514 Traiskirchen Vienna, 10/14/2005
ISTAMPED - Republic of Austria
Federal Asylum Office
Traiskitchen
Otio Glekel Steasse 24
2514 TRAISKIRCHEN].

[STAMPED: - Republic of Auvstria
Federal Asylum Office.
Easiern Intake Location
(date illegible, 2005)]

Re; ‘
TUmar Israiloy Entry No. 4050/05

The expert submits in the above merntioned asylum case the following

PERT OPINION

regarding-asylum sesker Vmar Israilov’s alleged injuries of signs of tortute.

[STAMPETY -~ Republic of Austria
Federal Asylum Office
Tralsknt.hcn
Noverber &, 2005]

Investigation Parsaant To Court Order:

Mr: Umar Tsrajlov: {Case Tdentification from-the F@deral Asylurs Office ofthe Repuhhc
of Austria — AIS 05 14374): -appears ot 1036! 00% together with M, Gurarm '

Choklionglidze (Student TIdentification — University of Vienna Regmtrauon No. ﬂ0{14596)
for-a forensic medical examination.

ttal ,4/{/ -




Mt (Zheikh61“11_'g:'l‘id‘&;@tﬁ;-ﬁs‘-rﬂa'__e_ Russian translator and explains to Urmar Israiloy which
type of exam will be performed.

Umnar {srailov {5 seked fo nameall injuties in chroiological order and to report how they
came about, His consent is obtained to be photographed by Mrs. Schwarz, photographer
atthe DGM [Department of Forensic Medicine] of the MUV [Medical University of
Viennal | |

[Mz. Israilov’s] Own Statements and Investigation:

180 i tall and weighs 78.5 kilos (clothed), young man in age-appropriate gencral- and
nutritional condition. (Photo 1)

““Tam 23 years old and do nothave a profession.”

“Tn April or May 2003, 1-was taken itito 3 basement by Chechen soldiers and there 1 was
beatén and kicked and was alsoinjured on the foot with ahot metal red. [ was also
injured-on the calf with this hot pieee of metal. They stabbed me with it [the metal rod).
They did the same to re:on my tightcalf. ¢

O the top of the right oot in line with tlje;_Big‘tqg, thete i5-an uncharacteristically
formed, soft, superficial, someiwhat hyper-pigmented scarred change in the skin.

Om the front of the lefi calf at the transition between the third of the calf that is closest wo
the body. &nd the middle third [of the calf] there is a lengthwise 2cm-long by almost | em
wide, oval, somewhal depressed scar, which is partially hyper-pigmented in the center,
and is somewhat bulging on the left edge: [Photos 2, 3]

“F July 2003, in this basement I'was injured on my face by a shot that grazed.me ot else
a fragment of a ricocheting bullet. While I-was sating. they fried to shoot ne in the foot
with an-automatic rifle. “The bullet bounced offthe-floor, off the wall, then the ceiling,
and = fragment of the bullet injured me under the lowet Iip.” J

FINDING: Below the right side ofithe lower lip, there is-an elongated, approximately 2
cm long and up to0.§ e wide, flat, somewhatyper-pigmented scar. (Thoto 4)

EXPERT OPINION

During the examination of 23-year-old Uniar Israilov, scars were found below the right
side of the lower lip; o the front of the [efi calf, andon the top of the tight foot.




It is definitely to be considerad.that the cause of thes¢ars found below the right side.of
the lowet lip is localized violence, such ag the ricocheting bullst as described by Mr.
Unoar Israilov,

The scar-on the front of the left catf can best be.explained by a tangential use of force
sueh ay, for exariple, a scrape. Tt chould he pointed out that scats of this type have
,.ﬁeguﬁntl;y-,b‘eejfn*ﬁﬁﬁe:;redaasa__qpps;qugertceufheat. N _

The superficial scar on the op of the right foat may best be. cxphained as the result of a
supe:rﬁcml, tangential force, sich.as a scrape. '

In summary. from the perspective. of the medical exarniner, several scars were fornd on
Ahe 23-vear-old Ummar Isiailuy, the: type. of which cdn -generally be observed after a -
healinig process of several motiths. [Thess scars] wmay have been caused by different
rmeans, including those deseribed by this young man.

Ao, Univ, Prof. Daniele U. Rissér

[STAMPED --Under oatl and nidiciglly certified expert
Dr. Daniele Risser '
Specialist in Fargnsic Medicing:
Area of Specialization 02.07]

See Appendix for fues.
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PoTorpachmsa neBon Horu

doTorpaduma caenana 21 asrycra 2006r.



Appendix 11

Chechnya 2004: “New” Methods of Anti-Terror. Hostage taking and repressive actions against

relatives of alleged combatants and terrorists

17.03.2005
FROM THE CONFLICT ZONE
BULLETIN OF HUMAN RIGHTS CENTER “MEMORIAL”

For the Chechen Republic the year 2004 was of special significance for a number of reasons.
Firstly, the war spilled over its borders and spread to the neighboring republics, primarily to
Ingushetia, Dagestan, North Ossetia and Kabardino-Balkariya. Secondly, it was a year of
qualitative change in the methods of the anti-terrorist operation. On the one hand, the process of
"Chechenization" has come to its logical completion. On the other hand, in conjunction, with
support and under the auspices of the Federal Center, previously individual cases of hostage-
taking, destruction of property and other forms of repressive actions against family members of

alleged combatants have become systematic.

If previously repressive actions against family members of alleged combatants were either
instances of revenge, or attempts to extort information about the fighters from their relatives, now
these methods have become a facfic used to exert pressure upon combatants in order to force
them to surrender. Thus, the methods of the state, which for over five years now has justified its
actions in the Chechen Republic by the necessity to combat terrorism, have finally concurred with

the methods of terrorists.

The ensuing thematic bulletin of HRC “Memorial” aims to systematize and analyze available data

on these forms of human rights abuse.

I. Hostage Taking and "Chechenization" of Conflict

One of the main justifications for the Second invasion of the Chechen Republic in 1999 used by

Kremlin was the necessity to combat enforced disappearance and hostage-taking. Indeed, in the
post-war period the problem of hostage-taking in Chechnya was acute: criminal groups abducted
for ransom foreigners, personnel of Russian security agencies, successful businessmen, mostly

local residents.

Strangely enough, the federal forces which came into the Republic to restore order, also indulged
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in hostage-taking. Among the most infamous methods was the use of civilians as "live shield". A
clear example of a this type of crime were the events in the village of Komsomolskoe in early
March 2000, when the civilians who fled the intense fire were for 3 days kept by the military
servicemen in a field between the village, where Chechen combatant groups were positioned,
and the station of the federal military forces. The following four years there were a few incidents
when representatives of the federal forces captured or even killed relatives of alleged
combatants, destroyed or set their houses on fire. However, in 2004 the reprisals against
relatives of insurgents, including hostage-taking, became significantly more frequent and

systematic.

The first public threats to the families of combatants and demands to isolate them were issued by
Akhmat-Hadzhi Kadyrov shortly before his death. Thus, on May 1st 2004, in Gudermes, at a
funeral in the Yamadaev family Kadyrov emphasized, that relatives and even neighbors of

Chechen combatants would be punished.

On June 9, Ramzan Kadyrov, the first deputy prime minister of the Chechen government, in his

interview to NTV channel said:

“‘We will punish their relatives according to law. They help bandits, but they say that they help
their relatives, their brothers and sisters. No, they help bandits. We will punish them according
law. And if

there is no such law, we will ask for it, we will turn to the Russian State Duma and they will pass
such a law so that it becomes possible to punish. Otherwise, the war in the Chechen Republic will

never end”.

In continuation of this topic, on October 20th 2004 Vladimir Oustinov, the Prosecutor General of
the Russian Federation, proposed to the State Duma to legalize "counter hostage-taking" and "a
simplified legal proceedings" against terrorists. At first, the reaction to this initiative was that of
applause. "The detention of relatives of terrorists during terrorist acts will certainly help us to safe
and rescue people", the Prosecutor General said. Boris Gryzlov, the speaker of the Russian State
Duma followed up on the Prosecutor's initiative and said that the Duma was ready to discuss an
amendment to the existing legislation “On Combat of Terrorism”: "If the given proposal is

formulated as an amendment, it will be considered",-he said.

The initiative of the Prosecutor General had been widely discussed within political circles and in
mass-media - and received an almost unanimously negative evaluation. The reaction of human

rights activists was predictable: for them the proposal to legalize crime, coming from a person
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who was supposed to monitor the respect of law, was a clear basis for his resignation. But even
MPs from "Edinaja Rossija" (Ljubov Sliska), the party most loyal to the incumbent executive, and
former representatives of special services (Gennady Gudkov) were likewise very critical. Thus,

the initiative of Prosecutor Oustinov did not get to implementation.

In fact, the Prosecutor General suggested to legalize the methods, which had already been

widely used by security agencies in Chechnya in 2004.

One of the reasons for wide bearing of collective responsibility practice in 2004, was the
completion of "Chechenization" of the conflict: the routine work for carrying out of the so-called
"anti-terrorist operation" in Chechnya was largely transferred to the security agencies manned by
ethnic Chechens. Their major task is to eliminate combatant networks on the plain, and to force
the fighters remaining in the hills to surrender to the authorities. For these purposes the Federal
Center provides the local security agencies with sufficient resources, administrative and political

support, and, most importantly, guarantees of impunity.

The policy of "Chechenization" allows for a number of strategic and propagandistic benefits.

First, it allows to represent the Chechen conflict not as a separatist, but as an intra-Chechen one.
One of the sides is positioned as “the legitimate authority" and declared the only partner for
"political settlement of the conflict" pursued by the federal center. This propaganda trick allows
the Kremlin to implement its “conflict resolution” plan, which completely excludes the possibility to

negotiate with the antagonist.

Second, Chechenization permits to divert the criticism of domestic human rights groups and of
the international community from the Federal Center and to channel it towards the local security
services. The involvement of federal military and security structures in the "anti-terrorist
operation" is minimized, or at least, not emphasized. In the last two years the pro-federal
Chechen security agencies have received a fair amount of criticism for human rights crimes. It is
tempting to present the current developments in Chechnya not as a new wave of grave and mass
human rights abuse committed by the federal side, for which the Russian Federation is to be held
responsible, but as “internal sorting outs” between Chechens. Such perception is facilitated by the
federal propaganda machine, which is promoting the image of “wicked Chechen”, for whom

kidnapping of people and hostage-taking is almost an organic element of traditional culture.

Consistent effort has been invested at the domestic and international levels to transfer the burden

of responsibility for human rights abuse in Chechnya from federal shoulders to the local
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authorities. Thus, during PACE discussions of the Resolution on Chechnya in October 2004, the
Russian delegation insisted on adopting an amendment, which divided responsibility for enforced
disappearance and hostage taking between the federal and Chechen authorities. In the
Constitution of the Chechen Republic “adopted” during the referendum of March 2004, the

responsibility for protection of human rights is placed on the republican authorities.

Thirdly, “Chechenization” has tactical advantages for the federal authorities at the level of
Chechnya itself. The leaders of Chechen fighters and their field commanders, eliminated by
Chechen security forces are not acquiring the aura of “martyrs and freedom fighters, killed by
foreign enemies”, which prevents popularization of the separatist ideology. On top of this, there
emerges a new stratum of people, dependent on the Russian authorities. Blood feud is still
relevant in Chechnya, acts of vengeance for killed relative will be executed even decades later,
which creates “blood dependency” of the new republican security services on the federal

authorities.

Pro-federal Chechen security agencies and armed formations include: the forces of Ministry of
Internal Affairs of the Chechen Republic, Spetznaz Battalions “Vostok” and “Zapad”, and Security
Service of the Chechen President under command of Ramzan Kadyrov. Another influential group

is of Movladi Baysarov, based in the village of Pobedinskoje, north-west of Grozny.

The social composition of these formations varies. The Battalion “Zapad” under command of
Said-Magomed Kakiev consists of those who in 1994 sided with the federal army. In the Battalion
“Vostok” under Sulim Yamadaev are those who fought on the side of separatists in the first war,
but changed sides in 1999. The most powerful security agency currently functioning in Chechnya
is the Security Service of the President of the Chechen Republic, created by Akhmad-Khadzi
Kadyrov, commonly referred to as ‘“the kadyrovisy’. The Security Service unites those who fought
in the first and in the second was on the side of separatists, but then agreed to surrender to
authorities under the personal guarantees of Akhmad-Khadzi Kadyrov. This structure is headed
by Akhmad-Khadzi's son, Ramzan Kadyrov. After assassination of Kadyrov-father this service
was reorganized into the regiment of Checkpoint Guard Service of Militia (MMNCM 2). However,
until now groups of armed people, who formally do not belong to the Security Service but claim
that they obey only direct orders of Ramzan Kadyrov are based in the Chechen settlements.
Recently, the republican security agencies recruited young men who have previously not been
involved in the conflict. In the conditions of high unemployment joining these services is about the

only option for young men to have stable income.
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2. Chechnya 2004: Repressions Against Family Members of Chechen Combatants as a Method
of Anti-terror

In January HRC “Memorial” reported the disappearance of 7 relatives of the leader of Chechen
separatists Aslan Maskhadov, including his elderly sister, two brothers, a niece, a nephew, and
two distant relatives. According to eye-witnesses, at different points during December 2004 all of
them were detained by personnel of Republican Security Service under command of Ramzan

Kadyrov and driven in the unknown direction.

This is not the first detainment of Aslan Maskhadov's family members. Thus, Aslan's brother,
Lecha Maskhadov, born 1936, was kidnapped in 2000 by the military unit of Beslan Gantemirov
and illegally detained for two months. The relatives claim that he spent 26 days in Gudermes

Temporary Detainment Facility (IVS) in cell N 10 and was subsequently transferred to FSB.

In the first days of September during hostage taking in the North Ossetian town of Beslan 12
relatives of Aslan Maskhadov were taken hostage: his sister Buchu and the family of his cousin.
Nephew Arthur Maskhadov was kidnapped from his own wedding together with the bride. At the
same time were detained the Semievs, relatives of Aslan Maskhadov's wife. On September 3,

after the emergency storming of school in Beslan, all of them were released.

The consequences of the recent detainment of Maskhadov family members turned out more
serious: as of March 9 2004, the whereabouts of the kidnapped remain unknown. The relatives
suppose that they are detained in the village of Tsentaroi at the base of Security Service under

command of Ramzan Kadyrov.

The kidnapping of Maskhadov's family members received attention of media and international
organizations: PACE and other international actors expressed their concern and protest. Few
people knew, however, that hostage taking of relatives of combatants as well as repressive

actions against them had been widely practiced in Chechnya in 2004.

One of the few cases, which received publicity in 2004 was hostage-taking of family members of

field commander, Minister of Defense of the Chechen Republic Ichkeria, Magomed Khambiev.
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According to various estimates, in between February 29 and March 1, 40 to 80 relatives of
Khambiev family were kidnapped from different settlements of Chechnya. Mass detentions were
carried out in the villages of Meskhety, Benoj, Turty-Khutor. In Grozny was kidnapped a 1st year
student of Medical school of Chechen State University, Aslambek Khambiev, born 1985.
According to his fellow-students, armed men in camouflage uniform detained Aslambek during a
lecture and drove him in the unknown direction.

Hostages were placed in the Temporary Detainment Facility (IVS) of Nozhaj-Yurt ROVD, in the
illegal detainment facilities on the bases of Ramzan Kadyrov and Sulim Yamadaev. Young men
were subjected to beatings. Through intermediaries Magomed Khambiev was delivered a
message with a demand to surrender immediately and “voluntary”, which he subsequently did to

save his relatives.

Along with hostage-taking, other punitive actions against relatives of alleged combatants were
practiced in 2004. Representatives of security agencies burnt houses and destroyed property of
these families. lllegal detainment and beatings of relatives and co-villagers aimed at extortion of
information about combatants were widespread. In early 2004 HRC “Memorial” registered such
cases almost on a monthly basis, after the infamous proposition of the Prosecutor General on

October 20, almost weekly.

Of special concern is the increase of crimes against women. In 2004 they acquired a mass
character. Most frequently among kidnapped and hostages were mothers, wives and sisters of
combatants. For Chechen men inability to protect their women and elders is a strong blow on
dignity. Hostage taking of combatant family members is not only morally wrong in itself, but it is
counterproductive, since it strengthens the motivation of combatants to continue the guerilla war
by urge for revenge. “This is not the end. They think they are masters here, because they have
guns and power. Wait until it gets warmer. They also have relatives...” said one of the women

who had been hostage.

Indeed, the new methods of anti-terror intensify confrontation, complicating the by now
catastrophic security conditions in Chechnya. Already in spring 2004 “Memorial” registered

punitive actions against Kadyrov people, committed by Chechen fighters.

On April 12, 2004 at about 8 p.m. a big group of armed men entered the village of Ishkhoi-Yurt,
Gudermes district of Chechnya. They had lists of villagers, who worked for the security forces.
Within several hours they killed seven militiamen and representatives of Kadyrov Security
Service. The fighters burnt the house of Dimaev family (their son works for Security Service),

subjected to fire the houses of Dzabrailovs (their cousin is alocal militiaman), house of Saaevs
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(son works for traffic police), house of Abdulkadyrovs (son works for Security Service). The
fighters intended to burn all these houses, and the houses of some other villagers, employed by
law enforcement agencies, but the relatives asked them not to do so, and promised that their men
would give up these jobs. The fighters repeatedly told local residents that after Kadyrov people
started to take hostage their women and children they were not going to limit their actions by any

moral norms.

At night on May 1 after a short fight the village of Alleroi, Kurchaloy district of Chechnya was
invaded by fighters of Akhmed Avdarkhanov group. The combatants headed towards the house
of Abuev family, whose son Suleiman worked for Kadyrov Security Service. Suleiman was not at
home and the fighters kidnapped Yusup Abuev, aged 22, Abukar Abuev aged 27, and Isa
Ousmaev, aged 26, the neighbor of Abuev family. The relatives of the hostages were told that the
young men were being kidnapped in retaliation for the murder of Ruslan Dalkhanov, who had
been earlier kidnapped from his house by “kadyrovtsy” under command of Suleiman Abuev.

Dalkhanov was tortured to death.

On November 9, in the proximity of the village of Alleroj was found a grave, which contained the
dead bodies of the three men, kidnapped by the Chechen fighters on May 1. Probably, these

people were killed soon after the kidnapping.

Such cases show vividly that the new methods of anti-terror intensify internal struggle and create

serious preconditions for civil war in Chechnya.

The appendix contains selected cases of the above analyzed human rights violations. The
security agency, which carried out the operation is indicated as stated by the eye-witnesses or

relatives.

Appendix

Selected Cases of Kidnappings, Murder, Hostage-Taking, lllegal Detainment, Beatings and
Destruction of Property of Relatives of Alleged Combatants and Terrorists

On January 19, at 1.40 a.m. more than 20 representatives of Russian power agencies arrived at
the house of Mutaev family, temporary residing in village Assinovskaya Sunzhensky district of
Chechnya, domicile address: Bershanskaia street, 60. They aimed to detain two young women -

Luiza Mutaeva, born 1984, and Madina Mutaeva, born 1988. Eventually they detained only the
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older sister and drove her into unknown direction.

Luiza Mutaeva is the sister of Malidzi Mutaeva, born 1971, who was allegedly a member of
Theater Terror in Moscow of October 2002. After the terrorist act, on December 4, 2002 at about
6 a.m. the Russian military servicemen blew up the house of Mutaev family, located in the village
of Assinovskaia, domicile address: D. Bednogo streef 12. On January 20, 2003, was kidnapped

Malidzi's brother-Isa Mutaev. Subsequently he “disappeared”.

On March 23 the representatives of federal power agency (reportedly FSB) kidnapped Mintsaeva
Yakha, 60 years old, from her house in Oktyabr'sky district of Grozny.

On March 25 women - trade vendors who worked as at the Central Market together with Yakha
protested in front of government building and demanded that the republican authorities released

the elderly lady. On March 26, Yakha Mintsaeva was released.

One year before the described events, the son of Yakha Mintsaeva was detained and brought to
the Russian military base in Khankala. Some time later the military servicemen tried to detain her
second son, but Yakha bribed him out. Subsequently, Yakha managed to buy her first son's

release. Yakha sent both of her sons to live with their relatives in Russia. Probably, these events

caused Yakha's detainment.

On March 28, in the village of Sleptsovsk Sunzhensky district of the Republic of Ingushetia a

group of armed men broke into the house of Gelagaev family.

At the moment of the assault the head of the family, Alkhazur Gelagaev, was not at home. Armed
men, who spoke Chechen and Russian languages demanded that Alkhazur's wife Iman
Khaletova, told them the address of her husband's brother Taus Gelagaev. When the woman
said that she knew nothing about the whereabouts of her brother-in-law, the military men threw
her on the floor, kicked her with boots, and then threatening to kill her took out a knife and cut
skin on her forehead and chest. Having grasped the baby their put the knife to his throat and told
Iman that they would cut if she doesn't tell them where Gelagaev was. Torture was stopped by

one of the men, who said in Russian “No victims here!”. Then the unidentified servicemen left.

In the end of March in the village of Alleroj the personnel of Chechen security agencies detained
Zhabrailov Khizir, born 1980 and Zhabrailov Ali, born 1979.

It was the second detainment of the young men by Chechen security forces. On November 4,
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2003 they were detained from their house and kept as hostages for over a month, in hope that
their brother, a participant of Chechen armed formations, surrenders to the authorities. In the
place of detainment Ali and Khizir Zhabrailov were beaten. The brothers were released under

condition that they bring their fighting brother to the authorities.

On August 10, 2004 Zhabrailov men were detained again, this time the father, Zabrailov Amandy,
born 1950, and his son Zhabrailov Ali, born 1979. They were released the following day, on
August 11. The family was prosecuted because one of their relatives Khadzi Zhabrailov

participated in the armed formations of the Chechen Republic Ichkeria.

Presently, Zhabrailovs are left in peace, because Khadzi has been killed and one of Amandy's

sons joined 'the kadyrovisy'and was even promoted to commander of a military unit.

On April 18, in the Republic of Ingushetia was kidnapped Aminat (Amant) Soslambekova, 23
years old, a resident of Chechnya. Every day Aminat was visiting the hospital where her
paralyzed brother was undergoing treatment in a separate ward under guard by representatives
of local law enforcement agencies. On April 18, Aminat Soslambekova as usual went to the

hospital and did not return back.

The year before the described events the brother of Soslambekova was heavily injured in cross
fire with the militiamen, which resulted in his paralysis. The same year he was sentenced to 4
years in prison, according to article 209 (Banditism) and 105 (Murder) of the Criminal Code of the

Russian Federation.

On May 3, 2004 Aminat Soslambekova was released. Before release the woman was warned
that she should not tell anybody of what happened to her. According to the neighbors, for a long
time after her release Soslambekova refused to talk even to her family members. Subsequently, it
became known that Aminat was kept in an isolated dark room with plastered walls and iron bed.
Bread and water was given to her on the third day only. She was interrogated: asked for the
names of fighters, vakhabites, for their addresses and whereabouts. She was warned to tell

everything she knew lest she should want to become “disappeared without trace”.

On May 2, a mop up operation was carried out in the village of Noibera, Gudermes region of

Chechnya. Regional military structures and 'kadyrovtsy' were called in to take part in this action.

During the course of this special operation Veziev Maskhud (Pakhrudi), aged 50 and resident in

Zhukova Street, was detained by “kadyrotsy” and taken away to an unknown destination. The
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accusation was made against Pakhrudi that his son was a member of the Chechen armed
resistance. Maskhud spent a week at 'the kadirovtsy' base. In a week he was released under

condition that he brings his son Gapur. Maskhud did not bring his son.

On November 27, 'kadyrovtsy' got on the track of Gapur and tried to detain him at a wedding of
his relative. In the course of the detainment Gapur and his uncle Salam were heavily injured; both

subsequently died of the received injuries.

On May 2, in Alleroi village of Kurchaloevski district of Chechnya, in response to operation carried
out by the combatant group of Akhmed Avdarkhanov, 'the kadyrovtsy' carried out a public punitive

raid.

Kadyrov's men set fire to the house of Said-Hasan Turlaev, whose son, according to villagers,
belonged to the group of field commander Ahmed Avdarhanov. For a considerable time the
members of Security Services of President refused to allow Said-Hasan's 22-year-old daughter to
leave the burning house. Only the intervention of the neighbours saved the girl's life. The
Buzurkaev family's house was also burnt. Their son belongs to the ranks of the armed troops of

the Chechen Repubilic Ichkeria.

'Kadyrovtsy' detained many local inhabitants, including school-age boys. Some were released
after questioning, but 9 people, all relatives of members of the combatant groups were taken
hostage: Sheikh-Akhmed Buzurkaev, aged 50, Ramzan Avdarkhanov, aged 70, Ahmed
Avdarkhanov, Aslan Butzugov, aged 25, Arsen Minkailov, aged 24, Isa El'siev, aged 32, and 3

members of the Aisultanov family.

Ramzan Avdarkhanov was seriously ill and was released on the first day, as 'kadyrovtsy' were
afraid he might die, however, was soon taken in again. Arsen Minkailov was released on 3 May,
Aslan and Alikhan Butsugov on 4 May; Isa El'siev and Ramzan Avdorkhanov on 6 May and
Sheikh-Akhmed Buzurkaev and and Nasurov Vakhid (schoolboy, the brother of fighter Nasurov)

were released a month later, on 2 June.

On August 10, from the Ajsultanov family men were kidnapped again: Takhir Ajsultanov, aged 23
and Alikhan Ajsultanov. They are relatives of Nurzhan Ajsultanova, detained in March 2004 and
accused of cooperation with Aslan Maskhadov. A few days later brothers Ajsultanov were

released. Nurzhan Ajsultanova remained in Tsentaroj prison until June 2004.



Appendix 11

On May 4, in the village of Alleroi, Kurchaloevski region, personnel of Kurchaloy ROVD detained
and placed in a Temporary Residence Facility (IVS) a local woman, Taus Buzurkaeva (born
1959). She was accused of being the mother of a member of the illegal armed formations. On 2
May 2004 her house was burnt down by members of Kadyrov Security Services. Buzurkaeva was

released on May 7 or 8.

At night of June 2 in the village of Starye Atagi, Groznensky (Selsky) district of Chechnya armed
men, dressed in the camouflage uniform, some of whom were wearing masks, broke into the
house of Khamzatov family, residents of Podgornaya street. Subsequently, it turned out that they
were the military servicemen based on the territory of former flour-mill at the outskirts of the
village. According to the neighbors, the military servicemen arrived by APCs, an YAZ car, a white

“Niva” car and a white mini-bus “Gazel” . None of the cars had registration numbers.

They seized the head of the family Khasan Khamzatov, born 1950, and started to beat him,
demanding that he revealed the whereabouts of his son. Khamzatov tried to explain that his son
had lived in Germany since 2000 and begged the military servicemen not to beat him since he

had just had an operation for extraction of hernia.

But the requests of the old man did not stop the military servicemen: Khamzatov's rib was broken
and one of his eyes seriously hurt. Khasan's wife was kept in a corner, with guns targeted at her,

she was verbally abused. The oldest son with his wife and children were closed in another house.

Simultaneously an unsanctioned search had been carried out: within three hours the military
servicemen turned everything in the house upside down, but found nothing that would interest
them. Afterwards they left the house, got on cars and the convoy entered the territory of the

military base.

On June 24 in the village of Samashki, Achkhoi-Martanovsky district, allegedly the personnel of
FSB kidnapped and drove into unknown direction a local resident, Abdulkhalit Dzabrailov, born
1957.

The kidnappers were wearing masks and camouflage uniform, they spoke unaccented Russian.
The relatives think that he was taken because of his 18 year old nephew, the participant of
Chechen armed formations, who lost his relatives in early childhood and was brought up in the
house of his uncle. In the last two years personnel of Russian security agencies paid several

visits to the Dzabrailov house.
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For a long time the whereabouts of the kidnapped remained unknown. However, in the end of
summer Ruslan Dzabrailov got into ambush in the center of village and was killed. The military
servicemen took his corpse with him. Soon intermediaries arrived to the house of Dzabrailov and

offered the family to buy two corpses of Abdulkhalit Dzabrailov and his nephew, for 10,000 USD,

At night in June 25 masked 'kadyrovtsy' broke into the house N 243, located in the town of
Gudermes, Krasnoarmejskaja street. They dragged Makhmut Dzabrailov, born 1952, his wife
Marzhan, born 1959, and their sons Ali, born 1983 and Magomed, born 1986 out of their beds,

forced them out of the house, and in their cars.

According to the information at the disposal of “Memorial”, one of the Dzabrailovs is a participant
of Chechen armed formations, therefore his relatives have been regularly detained. Earlier

'kadyrovtsy' kept hostage two other brothers of the combatant.

On June 31, prisoners, released from the illegal detainment facility in Tsentaroy told the

Dzabrailovs that their relatives were kept there.

Later it turned out that a few days before Makhmut, Marzhan, Ali and Magomed were seized
another member of Dzabrailov family, Musa, aged 41, was kidnapped from Gudermes. After the
detainment Musa Dzabrailov was brought to the same illegal prison and subjected to severe
torture. He was shot in his leg and then interrogated under torture. After 10 days of detainment he
was placed into the surgery department of Gudermes hospital N 2. His treatment continued for
three weeks. As soon as Musa was able to move on his own he was again taken in to Tsentaroy.

After that on August 31, the rest of Dzabrailovs were released.

On September 30, 2004 at the northern outskirts of Zhalargy village (300 meters from civilian
houses) was found a corpse, wrapped in a blanket. He was identified as Musa Dzabrailov.
Although there were two bullets in his body from TT pistol and two from Kalashnikov machine
gun, caliber 5,45 mm, most likely Musa died of beatings and torture. The bones on his hands and

legs were crashed, his skull was broken with a heavy object.

At night on July 30, at about 2 a.m. armed 'kadyrovtsy' broke into the house of Kagermanov
family, residents of Chaikina Street, in the city of Gudermes. They woke up 55 year old Adam
Kagermanov and having placed him in their car drove in the unknown direction. The relatives
were told by “Kadyrovtsy” that he would only be released if Adam's son, Aslan Kagermanov came

to pick him up. On the night of the detainment Aslan was not at home.
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On July 21 people, released from Tsentaroy prison told the family that Adam Kagermanov was

illegally detained on the territory of this prison.

On July 31, in the village of Dzalka, Gudermes district of Chechnya disappeared Dukvakha
Musalaev, 30 years old. He went to a funeral and did not return back. On August 1, the motobike
of Dukvakha was found 300 meters away from his house. After some time it turned out that the

man was detained by the representatives of local Security Service.

Dukvakha was detained for being a brother of suicide bomber, Larisa Musalaeva, who attempted
to kill Akhmad Kadyrov on May 14, 2003 in the village if llaskhan-Yurt. Another family member-
Imran Musalaev, born 1974, blew himself up by activating a grenade. In 2003 'kadyrovtsy'

kidnappped yet another Musalaev - Magomed, who subsequently disappeared.

According to the villagers, Dukhvakha did not keep contact with his sister or brothers. Two days
after Dukhvakha's disappearance his mother Zargan Musalaeva was kidnapped. Dukhvakha was

released one moth later. His mother was also released.

On August 2, in Mikenskaya village, Naursky district of Chechnya, unidentified persons in
camouflage uniform speaking Chechen kidnapped Magomadova Zaira, born 1981, a resident of
Shkolnaya street 26.

According to the mother of the kidnapped, Magomadova Rakiyat, unidentified persons arrived at
their house by four Niva cars of white color. They broke into the yard and grasped Zaira, who was
whitewashing the house. The military servicemen behaved rudely, they swore and threatened the
family with guns. The brother of Zaira said that his sister was not going anywhere without him.
Rakiyat started screaming, called for help, tried to persuade the unidentified persons to tell her
where they were taking her children. The military servicemen explained that they were the
personnel of the republican security service - 'kadyrovtsy', that her daughter was taken to Khose-
Yurt (Tsentaroy) and promised to release her the following day. After that the military servicemen

left, having dropped Zaira's brother out of their car.

At the crossroad of Naurskaya - Mikenskaya - Chernokozovo the militiamen from Naursky OVD

tried to stop the kidnappers. However, to avoid armed clashes the militiamen had to let them go.

On August 4, Magomadova Rakiyat turned to the Grozny office of “Memorial”. She suspected that
the kidnapping of her daughter was related to the murder of Zaira's husband, who was killed by

the representatives of federal and Ingush security agencies in. May 2004 in Nazran.
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On August 26, the personnel of local security agencies kidnapped Ramzan Avdarkhanov, Malkan
Ajsultanova and Bukhari Nasurov, residents of the village of Alleroj, Kurchaloy district of

Chechnya,

The woman was released 24 hours later. Two days later Bukhari Nasurov was dropped at the
outskirts of the village with his eyes blindfolded. Ramzan Avdarkhanov was also released.
According to the local residents, Ramzan Advarkhanov is the uncle of Akhmed Avdarkhanov, one
of the field commanders of Chechen combatants. He and his nephew had been previously

several times detained by the representatives of the Russian security services.

On September 2, at the checkpoint between Urus-Martan and Martan-Chu was detained Zura
Shamsudinova, born 1929.

The detainment was carried out by the personnel of FSB. They brought Shamsudinova first to the
military commandant in the regional center Urus-Martan, then home, where she was allowed to
take bags with groceries with her. The relatives of Shamsudinova were told that she would

remain in the military commandant office and that they could bring her food.

The detained woman was brought to the FSB of Urus-Martan district and placed in a cell at the

third floor of the military commandant office. According to Shamsudinova, she was treated

properly.

The representatives of FSB told Zura that she was detained because of the hostage-taking in
Beslan. The representatives of security services thought that Zura's son, Albek Bugaev was
among the terrorists inside the school. Zura claimed that she had not seen her son for over 1,5
years after the spokesman for Regeional Operations Headquarters, I. Shabalkin, declared that he
was killed during special operation carried out by federal troops. Shamsudinova asked to release
her and promised that she would stay at home and come upon the first call of authorities. The
representatives of FSB refused, however, and emphasized that they should be ready at any

moment to go to Beslan if such an order arrives.

On September 6, Zura Shamsudinova was released. The representatives of FSB apologized and
informed her that her son was not among the terrorists in the school.

Note: On January 2002 in the center of Urus-Martan unidentified armed men, who arrived by car
YAZ 2106 of white color, shot dead another son of Zura Shamsudinova, Al'vi Bugaev, born 1963.
This happened a few moments after he was released from the Temporary Detainment Facility

(IVS) of Temporary Department of Ministry of Interior (VOVD), where he had been detained from
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December 27, 2001. The third son of Zura Shamsudinova, born 1960, disappeared without trace
after detainment by representatives of security forces on January 23, 2003 in the village of

Chernorech'e, Zavodskoj district of Grozny.

On September 3 at about 4 a.m. in the village 7roitskaya, SunzhensKky district of Ingushetia
unidentified representatives of federal power agencies in masks kidnapped and drove into
unknown direction members of Masuev family: Masuev Turko, born 1931, his wife, Masueva
Zama, born 1944, their daughters: Kulsum, 1969, Petman, 1972, Khavu, 1976 and their younger
son Badrudi, 1978. The servicemen arrived at dawn by two armed personnel carriers (one of

them had registration number 041), by two trucks “Ural” and two “Niva” cars.

Later it turned out that Masuevs were brought to the military base at Khankala, where they were
detained together with the relatives of Aslan Maskhadov, Doku Oumarov and other leaders of
Chechen resistance. The reason for the detainment of Masuevs was their distant kin ties to the

field commander Doku Oumarov. After some time the family was released.

On Oclober 1in the village of Verkhnif Noybera, the forces of Checkpoint Guard Service named
after Akhmad Kadyrov carried out an operation for detainment of father and two brothers
Arzumaeyv, suspected of participation in combatant groups. The suspects themselves were not at
home, but their relatives and neighbors were taken, totally 8 persons, including a 13 year old boy
Lechi Arzumaev. All of them were brought to the village of Tsentaroy, Kurchaloy district of
Chechnya. Soon the hostages were released, but the boy was kept for a week. He was not

abused physically.

Two brothers Arzumaev, Umar-Khadzi, born 1976 and Umar-Solta were again detained in
January 2005. After his brothers were detained Lechi Arzumaev, born 1967 surrendered to

'kadyrovtsy', however, as of 22.02.05 his brothers remained detained.

In early Novemberin the village of Sogunty, Nozhaj-Yurt district of Chechnya, the personnel of
the Kadyrov Security Services detained relatives of Makharbi Temiraliev, who between two
Chechen wars worked in the sharia court in Nozhaj-Yurt. Oumar Temiraliev, aged 50, Khas-
Magomed Temiraliev, aged 54 (school teacher), and his 20 year old son remained hostages at

one of the “kadyrovtsy bases” for a month. A month later Temiralievs were released.

On November 14, in the village Alleroj, Kurchaloy district of Chechnya, the personnel of Kadyrov
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security service kidnapped Nasurov Khasmagomed, two of his sons, and Maskhadov Ramzan.

They were detained because of is the third brother Valid Nasurov, a Chechen fighter.

On November 26, the father and the sons Nasurov were released. They were brought home by

Abuev Sulejman, the commander of Alleroy unit of Kadyrov Security Service. One of Nasurov's

sons was heavily beaten. Now two of Nasurov brothers filed application to join Kadyrov Security
Services. Ramzan Maskhadov has not returned. As of March 8 2005, his whereabouts remain

unknown.

At night of November 16, at about 3 p.m. unidentified servicemen of OMON (allegedly Sunzensky
OMON, which functions in conjunction with Sunzensky ROVD) broke into the house of Umarov

Amkhad, born 1970, domicile address: village of Sernovodsk ulitsa Nagi Asueva, 5.

Umarov is a farmer, currently he lives alone. 6 OMON fighters broke into his home at night, woke
Umarov up and started beating him and demanding that he turned in his machine gun and other
weaponry. They also demanded to reveal the whereabouts of his brother-in-law, Khachukaev
Khizir, a field commander, general of Ichkerian army, the former commander of the famous
Galanchozhsky guard (Khachukaev is married to Umarov's sister). Having beaten Umarov until
he was half dead the OMON fighters left.

On November 16 at about 9 p.m. unidentified armed people broke into the house of Soltaev
family, residents of Kirova street, the village of Ofjskara Gudermes djstrict of Chechnya. Without
presenting their identity and without presenting any documents, they searched the house, and
detained Rizvan Akimovich Soltaev, born 1942, the office manager of local administration and his
son, Abdullakhi Soltaev, born 1978.

According to their co-villagers, the kidnapped father and son did not participate in the armed
actions against the federal army. They were taken hostages for their nephew, Ruslan Akhmadov,
a participant of Chechen armed formations, during Maskhadov time the director of Medical
equipment factory in Gudermes. As it turned out later, after the kidnapping Soltaevs were brought
to the illegal prison in Tsentaroy. They spent two weeks in Tsentaroy and were released after

Ruslan Akhmadov was caught.

On November 27 early morning in the village Mesker-Yurt, Shalinsky district the personnel of one
of the republican security agencies broke into the house of Ekiev Sup'yan and kidnapped him.
Before kidnapping they carried out an unsanctioned search in his house, using rough force in

respect of Ekiev. In the evening of the same day from the house of Ekiev was kidnapped his
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mother Jisma and his wife Petmat, born 1982. 4 small girls, including a breast-fed baby were left

alone without their mother or grandmother.

From conversations with the locals, “Memorial” found out the reason for hostage taking of the
Ekiev family. The day before, on November 26, in the neighboring village of Germenchuk
unidentified persons driving Zhiguli car (VAZ 21099) killed two local militiamen and disappeared.
Soon the car was found at the outskirts of Mesker-Yurt. This car for some time belonged to Eliev
Sup'yan but, according to the relatives, he had sold it a long time ago. All the villages
characterized Ekiev in very positive terms. For some time he worked as a deputy commander of

Kadyrov security service, based in Mesker-Yurt.

On December 2 2004 at the outskirts of Grozny was found the corpse of Ekiev Sup'yan, heavily

distorted by torture. His mother and wive were released 15 days later.

On November 27, in the village of Mesker-Yurt, the personnel of unidentified power agency
kidnapped Israilov Sherpuddi, born 1956, and his wife. The wife was released a few hours later.
Most likely Sherpuddi was taken hostage because his son Alikhan, who for some time worked in
the security service, left this job and disappeared from the village. Reportedly, the father was
taken in order to force his son to surrender. As of January 10, 2005 Sherpuddi Israilov remained

in the Tsentaroy prison.

On December 1, after 9 p.m. the personnel of Kadyrov security service burnt down the house of
Murdashev Vakhid, 1955, located at Sovietskaya streef and the house of his parents, located at
Marksa street. ' Kadyrovisy'brought a team of firemen along with them, in case the neighboring
houses were to be set on fire. As “a sign of generosity”, they left the animal shed for the family as

a shelter. The elderly mother of Murdaeshev, his wive and sister were taken hostage.

In 1997-1999 Murdashev Vakhid headed the State department for cadres in Maskhadov
administration. During the first Chechen campaign he joined the armed forces of separatists and

was a field commander.

Some time before the above described incident in his interview to Chechen TV Ramzan Kadyrov
said that he had received a video recording, with a speech of Maskhadov. In this speech
Maskhadov allegedly ordered to kill Ramzan's father, Akhmad Kadyrov. Murdashev was standing
next to Maskhadov and nodded in support. Kadyrov announced unlimited financial reward for

capture of Maskhadov and threatened Murdashev with reprisals.
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On December 23 in the village Ojskhara the personnel of Kadyrov security service broke into the
house of Turlaev Yunus (aged 75), resident of Nagornaja street. They ousted Yunus, his wife
Mandat (70 years old), his daughter and four small grand children out of the house and set it on

fire. They allowed to take only documents. The house and the belongings burnt down fully.

A week before this incident there were several assaults on Turlaev family. In the village of
Tsentaroi, they burnt the house of Nasurhanov Musrail, who was married to the second daughter
of Turlaev, Leila. Musrail and his two sons Nasurkhanov Khizir and Khas-Magomed were
kidnapped. In Grozny was kidnapped the oldest son of Leila Turlaeva, and in the village of
Verkhnyaja Noybera was kidnapped a son-in-law of Yunus Turlaev, Magomedov Nazir, aged 45
(the husband of Yunus's third daugher, Markha).

Turlaevs were released in February 2005. Turlaev family is prosecuted because of their son's

participation in armed formations.

http://www.memo.ru/hr/hotpoints/caucasl/index.htm
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The human rights situation in the Chechen Republic

Doc. 10283
20 September 2004

Report
Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights
Rapporteur: Mr Rudolf Bindig, Germany, Socialist Group

Summary

The human rights situation in the ChechenRepublic remains catastrophic. The report strongly
condemns human rights violations committed by all sides of the conflict, including the recent
spate of despicable terrorist attacks against civilian targets, other killings committed by illegal
armed formations and the numerous violations of human rights in the form of murder, forced
disappearances, torture, hostage-taking, rape and arbitrary detention committed by members of
different Federal and regional security forces during their “special” or “targeted” operations in
the Chechen Republic and, increasingly, in neighbouring regions. The report concludes that a
climate of impunity is still prevailing in the ChechenRepublic due to the fact that the Chechen
and Federal law enforcement authorities remain either unwilling or unable to hold accountable
for their actions the vast majority of perpetrators of serious human rights violations. The draft
resolution and recommendation make concrete proposals to help solve the human rights crisis
and urge in particular

the Government of the Russian Federation to end the climate of impunity in the
ChechenRepublic;

the Russian State Duma to set up a Committee of enquiry to investigate the alleged abuses by
different branches of the executive, in particular the different law enforcement bodies in the
ChechenRepublic and in neighbouring regions;

the Council of Europe’s member states to use every opportunity, in their bilateral and
multilateral relations with the Russian Federation, to recall the need to respect human rights
also in the fight against terrorism and separatism;

the Committee of Ministers to ensure that the discussion and debate of the human rights crisis
in the North Caucasus region of the Russian Federation remains a regular item on the agenda
of the Committee of Ministers and Ministers’ Deputies, to ensure that such discussions cover
reports and the follow-up of the implementation of recommendations made to the authorities by
all bodies and mechanisms of the Council of Europe and to urge the Government of the
Russian Federation to put an end to reprisals taken against any person in relation to the filing of
an application to the European Court of Human Rights.

l. Draft resolution [Link to the adopted text]

1. The Parliamentary Assembly stresses that the protection of human rights is the primary
objective of the Council of Europe and it therefore solemnly condemns all criminal acts
constituting serious human rights violations committed by all sides of the conflict in the
Chechen Republic.

2. This includes in particular the recent spate of despicable terrorist attacks beginning with
the downing of two airliners on 24 August 2004, the attack by a suicide bomber near Rizhskaya
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station in Moscow on 31 August 2004 and finally the hostage-taking of hundreds of innocent
children and their family members in Beslan and the horrific bloodbath on 3 September 2004.
There can be no excuse whatsoever for any such attacks on innocent civilians.

3. The Assembly also unequivocally condemns all other killings by illegal armed
formations, such as that on 9 May 2004 of the President of the Chechen Republic, Akhmad
Kadyrov, also causing other victims, and the numerous deaths involved in the co-ordinated
attacks by armed fighters in Ingushetia, the Chechen Republic and Dagestan on 22 June 2004
and a similar large-scale attack in Grozny on 20 August 2004. Both the death of innocent
bystanders and the “targeted” killings of persons considered by terrorists as responsible for
crimes left unpunished are totally unacceptable. The conflict in the ChechenRepublic must be
resolved by negotiation and criminals on all sides must receive their just punishment through
appropriate judicial procedures.

4. The Assembly also strongly condemns the numerous violations of human rights in the
form of murder, forced disappearance, torture, hostage-taking, rape and arbitrary detention
committed by members of different Federal and pro-Russian Chechen security forces during
their “special” or “targeted” operations in the Chechen Republic and, increasingly, in
neighbouring regions.

5. As recent events show, the situation in the ChechenRepublic is far from normal. Whilst
the reconstruction of some social infrastructures and the promise of the payment of
compensation to persons whose houses were destroyed is a positive factor, real economic
development requires trust between the Government and the people. The Assembly continues
to believe that there can be no peace and no sustainable political settlement in the
ChechenRepublic without bringing to justice the perpetrators of even the most serious human
rights violations and without ensuring that no further such violations will be committed in future.

6. The dramatic human rights situation in the ChechenRepublic described in the texts
adopted by the Assembly in April 2003 has unfortunately not improved significantly since then.
The number of “special operations” or “sweeps” by security forces has in fact significantly
decreased, in particular since the end of 2003. But arbitrary detentions, often followed by the
“disappearance”, torture or severe beatings of detainees and the theft or destruction of property
at the hands of security forces (Chechen and Federal) but also of certain rebel groups, are still
occurring on a massive scale, especially as seen against the background of the small
population of the Chechen Republic and the losses already suffered in previous years. A new
frightening trend is that of hostage-taking of relatives of suspected terrorists in order to force
them to give themselves up by threatening their relatives with torture and murder. Such
methods are totally unacceptable criminal acts that must be stamped out by the Federal
authorities.

7. The constitutional referendum of March 2003 and the elections for the Chechen
President in October 2003 and August 2004 have given rise to new types of violations of the
European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) which now also concern the people’s right to
free elections (Article 3 of Protocol No 1 to the ECHR) and to freedom of expression (Article 10
of the ECHR).

8. The climate of impunity diagnosed by the Assembly in Resolution 1323 (2003) and
Recommendation 1600 (2003) appears to be spreading to Ingushetia, where a number of
abuses took place in 2003 and early 2004 that are reminiscent of those taking place in the
Chechen Republic and which have remained largely unpunished. The conflict in the North
Caucasus appears to be spreading like an epidemic, threatening the rule of law throughout the
Russian Federation.

9. Regarding the elucidation of the crimes described in the report underlying Resolution
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1323 (2003) and Recommendation 1600 (2003), very little progress has been made and new
crimes committed in the meantime have not been met with any more successful action by the
Chechen and Federal prosecutors.

10. Whilst 799 complaints were registered in 2003 with the Military Prosecutor’s Office,
only three cases were referred to the courts in the same year. The 13 sentences passed by
military courts in 2003 concerned investigations started between 2000 and 2002.

11. The Chechen civilian prosecutor’s office received 4763 applications in 2003, including
554 from the Office of the Special Representative. In the same year, the civilian prosecutors
initiated 419 criminal cases, 15 of which were referred to court. 128 applications were
transmitted to the Military Prosecutor’s Office, which in turn transmitted 60 applications to the
civilian prosecutor’s office.

12. These figures are similar to those for the year 2002 and those received for the first
months of 2004 do not look better. There is thus very little progress in the prosecution of
perpetrators of human rights violations by the national law enforcement bodies.

13. The Assembly is outraged that serious crimes have been committed and have not yet
been elucidated against applicants and family members of applicants to the European Court of
Human Rights. Such acts are totally unacceptable as they may deter applications to the Court,
which is the centrepiece of the human rights protection mechanism established by the
European Convention on Human Rights.

14. The preventive measures recommended by the Council of Europe Commissioner for
Human Rights, in particular as regards the modalities of special operations or “sweeps” carried
out by security forces, such as the effective identification of all participants in such operations
and the rapid and strict prosecution of any violations of the rules, have yet to be implemented.

15. Consequently, the conclusions drawn by the Assembly in Resolution 1323 and
Recommendation 1600 (2003) remain valid: a climate of impunity is prevailing in the Chechen
Republic due to the fact that the Chechen and Federal law enforcement authorities are still
either unwilling or unable to hold accountable for their actions the vast majority of perpetrators
of serious human rights violations.

16. The Assembly therefore, reiterating its exhortations in paragraphs 9 and 10 of
Resolution 1323 (2003),

i. urges the Government of the Russian Federation to end the climate of impunity in the
ChechenRepublic,

a. by vigorously investigating and prosecuting all violations of human rights, without regard
to the identity of the perpetrators;

b. by implementing the recommendations of the Council of Europe Commissioner for
Human Rights;

C. by sending a clear signal from the highest political level that all security and law
enforcement officials must respect human rights in the execution of their duties at all times;

d. by enabling systematic monitoring by national and international human rights
organisations of human rights violations as well as of the measures taken by the competent
authorities to track down and punish perpetrators;
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e. and by facilitating access to the region by the national and international news media;

ii. urges the Russian State Duma to set up, as a matter of urgency, a parliamentary
committee of inquiry to investigate the alleged abuses by different branches of the executive, in
particular the different law enforcement bodies in the Chechen Republic and in neighbouring
regions such as Ingushetia, including the apparent dysfunctioning of the military prosecutor’'s
office in charge of the region;

iii. urges the member states of the Council of Europe to :

a. use every opportunity, in their bilateral and multilateral relations with the Russian
Federation, to recall the need to respect human rights also in the fight against terrorism and
separatism ;

b. continue applying the Geneva Convention relating to the Status of Refugees in granting
political asylum to applicants from the Chechen Republic, recalling that local human rights
activists, lawyers and relatives of suspected independence fighters are among those most
vulnerable to disappearance, torture and other most serious human rights abuses;

iv. supports the recommendation made by the Committee for the Prevention of Torture
(CPT) in its Public Statement of 10 July 2003 that members of the federal forces and law
enforcement agencies be reminded, through a formal statement emanating from the highest
political level, that they must respect the rights of persons in their custody, that any violations
will be the subject of severe sanctions and urges the Russian authorities to authorise without
further delay publication of all reports of visits to the North Caucasus region by CPT experts;

V. welcomes the positive trend towards the establishment of regional ombudsmen in the
Russian Federation and the initiative by the Commissioner for Human Rights of the Council of
Europe and the Ombudsman for Human Rights of the Russian Federation to promote the
establishment of a regional ombudsman for the ChechenRepublic.

Il. Draft recommendation [Link to the adopted text]

1. The Assembly refers to its Resolution ... (2004) on the Human Rights Situation in the
Chechen Republic, recalling that the continuing massive violations in the Chechen Republic are
by far the most serious human rights issue in any of the Council’s member states and that the
credibility of the whole Organisation depends on its ability to convince the Russian Federation
to meet its commitments in this respect.

2. Considering the insufficient progress in holding perpetrators of human rights violations
responsible, the Assembly reiterates all the recommendations addressed to the Committee of
Ministers in Recommendation 1600 (2003).

3. In view of the gravity of the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic, the
Assembly recommends to the Committee of Ministers to ensure that the discussion and debate
of the human rights crisis in the North Caucasus region of the Russian Federation remain a
regular item on the agenda of the Committee of Ministers and Ministers’ Deputies and to
ensure that such discussions cover reports and the follow-up of the implementation of their own
recommendations as well as recommendations made to the authorities by all other bodies and
mechanisms of the Council of Europe including: the Secretary General, the Parliamentary
Assembly, the Commissioner for Human Rights, the Committee for the Prevention of Torture,
the Venice Commission and European Commission against Racism and Intolerance;

4, The Assembly invites the Committee of Ministers,.in particular, to
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i. urge the Government of the Russian Federation to end the climate of impunity in the
ChechenRepublic,

a. by vigorously investigating and prosecuting all violations of human rights, without regard
to the identity of the perpetrators;

b. by sending a clear signal, at the highest level, that all security and law enforcement
officials must respect human rights in the execution of their duties at all times, and that any
violations will be subject to severe sanctions;

C. by putting an end to reprisals against any person taken in relation to the filing of an
application to the European Court of Human Rights, ensuring that all allegations of such crimes
are investigated promptly, thoroughly and independently and that all persons found responsible
for such crimes are brought to justice;

d. by enabling systematic monitoring by national and international human rights
organisations of violations committed by all sides and of the measures taken by the competent
authorities to track down and punish perpetrators;

e. by establishing as soon as possible an independent Ombudsman for the Chechen
Republic, who shall receive and process complaints about human rights violations in the region
and continue the work of the former Special Presidential Representative’s Office, also making
use of the files established by the latter, with the support of the Council of Europe experts;

f. and by facilitating access to the region by the national and international news media;

. step up the Council of Europe’s co-operation with the Government of the Russian
Federation, focusing on the development of the rule of law in the ChechenRepublic and on
concrete improvements of the human rights situation of the population of the ChechenRepublic,
in order to contribute to the implementation of the requests under sub-paragraph 4.i.

Il. Explanatory memorandum
by Mr Rudolf Bindig, Rapporteur

A. Introduction

1. This report is based on Order 586 in which the Assembly instructs its Committee on
Legal Affairs and Human Rights to report back to it at one of its 2004 part-sessions on the
implementation of Resolution 1323 (2003) and Recommendation 1600 (2003), as well as of the
recommendations of the Council of Europe Commissioner for Human Rights.

2. As its predecessor, this report is again based on information made available by the
competent Russian Federal and Chechen authorities, international organisations, NGO’s and
journalists. | would again like to single out Memorial, Human Rights Watch (HRW), Stichting
Chechnya Justice Initiative (SCJI), Amnesty International (Al) and the Moscow Helsinki Group
(MHG) for their especially valuable assistance.

3. I should like to thank especially the Russian Delegation to the Assembly for organising
my fact-finding visit to Moscow and the Chechen and IngushRepublics, together with Mr Gross,
during the first week of June 2004, and the Russian, Chechen and Ingush authorities for their
hospitality during our visit.
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4, In accordance with the Order, this report will concentrate on following up the
development of the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic since the adoption of the
above-mentioned resolution and recommendation in April 2003, and in particular the
implementation of the Assembly’s and the Commissioner’ recommendations.

5. The report will be sub-divided into two parts: first, it will look into the follow-up given to
last year's recommendations, including an update on the results of the investigations into some
of the most serious crimes described in last April’s report. Second, it will sum up the evolution
of the human rights situation since last year.

B. Implementation of Resolution 1323 (2003) and Recommendation 1600 (2003) and the
Commissioner’s recommendations

i Resolution 1323

Item 9.i. (Chechen fighters should immediately stop their terrorist activities and renounce all
forms of crime; any kind of support for Chechen fighters should cease immediately):

6. It is clear that terrorist and other criminal activities by Chechen fighters has not stopped.
The tab of incidents kept by the Secretary General’s experts on a monthly basis is telling.
Almost daily, armed rebels have attacked Russian or Chechen security forces, killing and
maiming hundreds of servicemen during 2003 and early 2004[1], but also representatives of
local administrations, polling stations, and other administrative buildings. Terrorist attacks on
targets outside the Chechen Republic have also continued, as sadly evidenced by the recent
spate of terrorist attacks beginning with the downing of two airliners on 24 August, the attack by
a suicide bomber near Rizhskaya station in Moscow on 31 August, and finally the hostage-
taking of hundreds of innocent children and their relatives in Beslan, which has ended in the
horrific bloodbath on 3 September. Other examples include the double suicide bombing of a
rock concert in Moscow in July 2003 killing the attackers and 15 other persons, the attack on a
passenger train in Yessentuki/North Caucasus (at least 42 killed) on 5 December 2003, that on
the hotel “National” in Moscow on 9 December 2003 (6 killed, 12 injured), and on the Moscow
metro on 6 February 2004 (40 killed, 134 injured). Most of these abominable crimes have not
yet been fully elucidated. The Russian authorities hold Chechen “bandits”, or international
terrorists responsible, flatly refusing to differentiate between Chechen nationalist oriented
rebels and other, more radical field commanders and terrorist organisations. Representatives of
Mr Maskhadov have consistently condemned any attacks on what they call “civilian targets”,
claiming that their leader had given strict orders to avoid hitting any such targets.

7. With respect to the murder of President Kadyrov on 9 May 2004, the rebel “field
commander” Shamil Bassayev has claimed responsibility for the attack, whilst more moderate
rebel leaders have distanced themselves from the attack.

8. As regards the coordinated attacks by armed fighters in Ingushetia, the Chechen
Republic and Dagestan on 22 June 2004 killing nearly 100 persons, representatives of the
rebel side have declared that these were part of the new strategy of “large-scale military
operations” announced by their leader in May 2004, replacing the “needle-prick tactics” of
recent years that had prompted the Russian side to claim that the rebel forces had been
practically eradicated. They claimed that 4000[2] fighters had participated in a series of large-
scale attacks throughout the region, targeting military objectives and law enforcement officials
who had “blood on their hands” and who had enjoyed impunity for too long. Some civilian
casualties, which they regretted, had been caused by the security forces’ indiscriminate use of
heavy weapons such as tanks and multiple rocket launchers in populated areas.

9. | deeply regret and condemn the new escalation of violence, including the attack on 13
July 2004 on the Acting President, Mr Abramaov, whom we met in June and who impressed us
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with his pragmatic commitment to reconstruction and social progress, and the assassination of
the leader of the Chechen branch of the United Russia party. | have also made this clear to all
my interlocutors on the Chechen rebel side, stressing that any executions, and even more so
extrajudicial ones, are totally unacceptable to the Council of Europe. | also took the initiative for
a declaration by the Bureau of the Assembly on 25 June condemning these attacks, but also
warning against any unlawful responses by the security forces.

The recent horrors show once again that this conflict cannot be resolved by military means
alone. Crimes committed on all sides must be punished by appropriate judicial means. Impunity
provokes new unlawful acts and leads to further escalation of violence.

Item 9. ii. (Russian forces to be better controlled and discipline enforced: all relevant military
and civilian regulations, constitutional guarantees, international law, including humanitarian law
and in particular the relevant provisions of the Geneva Conventions and the protocols thereto,
and the European Convention on Human Rights as well as the European Convention for the
Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, should be fully
respected during all operations, including full co-operation with the prokuratura before, during
and after such operations):

10. This item is also the object of the Council of Europe Human Rights Commissioner’s
recommendations, which the Russian side has accepted, but has not yet fully implemented.
This subject has also been specifically taken up by the CPT (cf. appended Public Statement
dated 10 July 2003).

11. It appears from studying a large number of descriptions of individual special operations
carried out by federal forces submitted by human rights organisations that some improvement
can be found compared to similar operations in earlier years, especially as concerns “collateral
damage” inflicted on bystanders. Also, it appears that a larger number of arrests of suspects by
federal forces is followed by a “happy ending” in the form of the release of such detainees,
often after the valiant intervention of family members, neighbours and, in a number of cases, of
law enforcement officials.

12. But it must be stressed that the implementation of such “targeted” or “special”
operations - terms that have taken the place of those of “mop-up operations” or “sweeps” used
earlier - is still far from the standards of the ECHR that the Russian Federation has subscribed
to, and that the Commissioner has translated into practical recommendations. Disciplinary
problems remain rampant, including problems such as alcoholism and corruption, which are still
an important cause for numerous violations of fundamental rights of the Chechen population.
Many cases of random shooting, beatings and looting are still reported as taking place during
such operations. The best preventive remedy — the effective identification of all participants in
such operations, and the rapid and strict prosecution of any violations of the rules, which are
indeed in place — is still not being used systematically. On the contrary, such operations still
take place primarily at night, and with all participants wearing masks. It has also been pointed
out repeatedly that the increased “targeting” of special operations, which are limited to
individual buildings or street sections, makes it more difficult for withesses of abuses to speak
out without being identified, as the number of witnesses is very much reduced.[3]

Item 9 iii.(in so far as the security situation allows, troops shall be confined to their barracks or
withdrawn from the ChechenRepublic altogether)

13. The number of Federal servicemen (regular military forces, special forces of the
Ministry of the Interior/Omon, and of the FSB) posted in the ChechenRepublic has remained
substantially the same as in early 2003, at about 70.000. The withdrawal of about 1.200 men
announced in March 2003 seems to be compensated by the stationing of an extra 1.200 Omon
troops announced by the President.in May 2004 during his visit after the assassination of
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President Kadyrov.

14. These forces are also by no means confined to barracks. The security situation, as
illustrated by the higher number of violent incidents, may indeed justify the need for continued,
visible presence of security forces — provided they fulfil their role correctly, in line with the
recommendation in item 9 ii. of Resolution 1323 (2003).

Item 9 iv. (all those suspected of committing abuses be thoroughly investigated and, if found
guilty, severely punished in accordance with the law, regardless of their rank and position)

15. This recommendation, which is absolutely central both as a precondition for national
reconciliation and a lasting political settlement, and as the best possible preventive measure
against new abuses, has unfortunately not been successfully implemented.

16. | have requested detailed information, from the office of the Prosecutor General of the
Russian Federation, and from the Chief Prosecutor of the ChechenRepublic, on the results
achieved concerning the investigation of a selection of crimes that have been brought to my
attention from different sides.

17. Concerning the crimes listed in the April 2003 reports, the replies received were the
following (the full text of my questions and of the replies received is appended):

18. As to the murder of numerous civilians in Alkhan-Yurt in December 1999, the
preliminary investigation has been suspended in view of “contradictory evidence on the
circumstances”, the relatives of the persons buried in the mass grave “not giving consent” to
exhumation[4].

19. As to the mass executions in Novye Aldy and Novaya Katyama suburbs of Grozny
(February/April 2000), the answer was merely that the “preliminary investigation continues”[5].

20. No reply was given as to the progress of the cases of the abduction of Ruslan Sh.
Alikhadzhiyev (on 17 May 2000)[6] and of the killing of Madina Mezhieva and Amkhad Gekaev.

21. As regards the mass grave in the “Zdorovye” dacha estate and the special operation in
the village of Mesker-Yurt, the “preliminary investigation continues”.

22. The cases of the abduction of S. Imakayev and of the murder of Kh. Yandiev (both
pending before the European Court of Human Rights) are still being “investigated by the
military prosecutor’s office”.[7]

23. Some progress seems to have been made only with regard to the cases of the murder
of the former head of administration of the village of Alkhan-Kala, M.K. Umazheva, and of the
torture of Alaudin Sadykov. In the former case, two wanted “bandits” were identified as
perpetrators, one killed in the meantime “when he showed armed resistance”. In the latter,
three interior ministry staff were identified as participants in the crime. One committed suicide,
two others are sought by the police.

24, Concerning the cases brought to my attention after March 2003, of the 24 cases |
submitted, | did not receive any reply for 10 cases. Whilst one case is still being checked up,
two are being “investigated by the Military Prosecutor’s Office”. In another case, | was told that
my information was mistaken, as the presumed kidnap victim, Mr N. Gatiev, had been arrested
by court order for participation in illegal armed formations. In six other cases, | was told that
“the preliminary investigation continues”, in four other cases the preliminary investigation has
been suspended, two of which (a case concerning the murder of a village chief, Mr Tsitsayev,
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and a mine explosion near the village of Assinovskaya) after participants of the “bandit groups”
who committed the crime were identified and are being sought. In one case, finally, that of the
abduction and ill-treatment of Mr Z. Murdalov, a serviceman, Mr Sergei Lapin, has been
indicted and is being tried before the Supreme Court of the ChechenRepublic. But | have learnt
in the meantime that the proceedings against him have been suspended since October 2003,
after he failed to appear in Court, because of his inability to stand trial due to mental illness. At
the same time, Mr Lapin, after he was first dismissed from OMON, was reinstated as a police
officer in the city of Nizhnevartovsk, where he was reportedly recently awarded a medal “For
Protecting Public Order”.

25. The replies show that even after many years, no progress has been made in holding
responsible the perpetrators even of such well-documented cases as those submitted to the
Russian authorities for their comments. Interestingly, most of the exceptions, i.e. cases in which
progress has been made towards identifying perpetrators, concern mostly attacks on village
administration heads and security staff or other crimes attributed to rebel fighters.

26. The lack of progress in the Imakaev case is particularly worrying, as it directly affects
access to the European Court of Human Rights[8]. | am deeply worried that another crime
against an applicant to the Court in Strasbourg, Zura Bitiyeva, involving the murder of the
applicant, of her husband, Ramzan Iduyev, their son Idris Iduyev and the applicant’s brother,
Abubakar Bitiyev, has occurred and has not yet been elucidated. Only a one year old child
survived the attack, which took place on 21 May 2003 in the Kalinovskaya settlement near one
of the main military bases in the ChechenRepublic. According to eyewitnesses, a group of 15
armed men in camouflage uniforms had committed the above-mentioned killings of Mrs
Bitiyeva and her family. Later the same morning, two other men — Turpal Imailov and Islambek
Gadiyev — were shot in their homes, allegedly by the same group. In addition, | have been
informed, in much detail, about several other cases in which family members of Strasbourg
applicants have been harrassed, threatened or even become victims of crimes.

27. As regards prosecution statistics for 2003 and early 2004, these are unfortunately as
dismal as those for 2002 that have prompted the Assembly to adopt Resolution 1323 and
Recommendation 1600 (2003):

28. In 2003 and early 2004, the Office of the Special Representative for Human Rights in
the Chechen Republic received 1799 applications, 547 of which concerning cases of missing
persons, 71 of which were transmitted to the Military Prosecutor’s Office, and 554 to the
Chechen Republic Prosecutor’s Office.

29. Following 799 complaints registered in 2003 with the Military Prosecutor’s Office (of
which 367 contained information on kidnapping/illegal detention of 496 residents), investigators
of the Military Prosecutor’s Office investigated 10 criminal cases on applications of Chechen
residents, i.e. 1.25% of complaints. Of these, 3 cases were referred to the courts in 2003. The
military courts passed 13 sentences in 2003 (two of which concerned investigations started in
2000, five started in 2001, and 6 started in 2002).

30. The Chechen civilian prosecutor’s office received 4763 applications in 2003, including
2242 concerning “illegal methods of investigation”, and 554 applications received from the
Office of the Special Representative. In 2003, the civilian prosecutors initiated 419 criminal
cases, 15 of which were referred to court. 128 applications from residents were submitted to
the Military Prosecutor’s Office, which in turn submitted 60 applications to the territorial
prosecutor’s office during the same period.

31. It should be noted that the number of actual violations is likely to exceed that of official
complaints, as | was told by human rights activists that in a number of documented cases
victims and their families have been discouraged from filing complaints by threats of reprisals.
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32. In a number of cases, promising investigations by civilian prosecutors were aborted as
soon as concrete leads point at the implication of members of the security forces.

33. As a result, it must be said that the climate of impunity noted in the 2003 report is still
prevailing.[9]

Item 9 v. (the recommendations of the Council of Europe Commissioner for Human Rights shall
be implemented immediately by the Russian Federation)

34. According to information received by the Human Rights Commissioner’s Office, the
recommendations, though accepted by the Russian authorities, are yet to be implemented. The
Commissioner is planning to travel to the ChechenRepublic in the near future and will take up
this issue.

Item 9. vi. (the Russian Federation authorise the publication of the reports of the CPT without
further delay):

35. The Russian authorities, in June 2003 have still not allowed the publication of the
reports of the CPT on its six visits to the ChechenRepublic, the most recent one in May 2003.
The CPT has nevertheless issued, on 10 July 2003, a “Public Statement” (text appended
hereto) pursuant to Article 10 para. 2 of the European Convention for the Prevention of Torture
and Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment. The CPT noted that there is “continued
resort to torture and other forms of ill-treatment by members of the law enforcement agencies
and federal forces operating in the Chechen Republic and that the action taken to bring to
justice those responsible is slow and — in many cases — ultimately ineffective”, and made a
number of recommendations.

36. The Assembly should throw its own weight behind the recommendations of the CPT,
which are the result of very thorough investigations during the six visits to the most important
detention facilities in ChechenRepublic, including the notorious ORB-2[10] in Grozny, and insist
that the Committee of Ministers finally hold a thorough discussion based on the CPT's findings.

Item 10 i. (better co-operation from the Russian authorities with national and international
mechanisms of redress, both judicial and non-judicial)

37. As regards cooperation by the Russian authorities with the European Court of Human
Rights, in the absence of contrary public information, it must be presumed that Russia is
fulfilling her international obligations as State Party to the ECHR. In this context, it should be
stressed that it is in Russia’s own interest to elucidate as soon as possible the crimes
committed against applicants to the Strasbourg Court and members of their families (in
particular, the Imakaev and Bitiyeva cases), and to efficiently protect all other applicants.

38. As regards non-judicial mechanisms of redress, the office of the Special
Representative of the President of the Russian Federation for Human Rights in the
ChechenRepublic set up in 2000 and last held by Mr Sultygov was abolished by presidential
decree in January 2004. | share the worries expressed by the President of the Assembly, Peter
Schieder, and the Council of Europe’s then Secretary General Walter Schwimmer. The
justification given by a spokesperson of the Kremlin that the then newly elected President of the
Chechen Republic, Achmad Kadyrov, in fact already fulfilled the function of a representative for
human rights is unsatisfactory, for two reasons: the first is that according to many reports from
human rights defenders working in the Chechen Republic, the different security forces under
the command of former President Kadyrov and his son, Ramzan Kadyrov, are themselves
suspected of being responsible for a considerable share of the disappearances and other
human rights violations; the second is that in those cases in which members of Russian forces
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are suspected of such violations, it is notoriously difficult for Chechen law enforcement officials
to take successful action[11].

Item 10 ii. (call on member states of the Council of Europe to pursue all avenues of
accountability with regard to the Russian Federation without further delay, including interstate
complaints before the European Court of Human Rights and the exercise of universal
jurisdiction for the most serious crimes committed in the Chechen Republic)

39. No interstate complaint has been introduced before the European Court of Human
Rights, and no country has exercised universal jurisdiction with regard to crimes committed in
the ChechenRepublic.

Item 10 iii. (if the efforts to bring to justice those responsible for human rights abuses are not
intensified, and the climate of impunity in the Chechen Republic prevails, the international
community should consider setting up an ad hoc tribunal to try war crimes and crimes against
humanity committed in the Chechen Republic;

40. As regards efforts to bring to justice those responsible for human rights abuses, it can
hardly be said that they have been intensified, given the statistics cited above. The number of
staff working for the military prosecutor’s office in the region[12] has not changed since 2002.
In view of these numbers, it must be said that a climate of impunity still prevails in the
ChechenRepublic. Nevertheless, the call for an international ad hoc tribunal, whilst welcomed
by some NGO'’s, has remained unheeded by the international community.

Item 10 iv. (urges the Russian Federation to ratify the Statute of the International Criminal Court
without delay)

41. Following the signature of the Rome Statute on 13 September 2000, a number of
senior politicians have spoken in favour of ratification[13], and inter-ministerial work and expert
consultations on necessary implementing legislation are under way[14]. Still, a final decision on
ratification does not yet seem to be taken at the highest level.[15]

il. Recommendation 1600 (2003)

Item 3. i. (call on the Committee of Ministers to reorient its assistance programmes in the North
Caucasus towards an amelioration of the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic as
the priority objective, and allocate sufficient funds to these programmes to make a real
difference)

42. The Council of Europe experts attached to the office of the Special Representative for
Human Rights in the ChechenRepublic, Mr Sultygov, were withdrawn for security reasons in
April 2003, after a bomb went off very close to their vehicle. Their task had been mainly to help
monitor the human rights situation in the region and help in the registration of complaints from
the population. Whilst the withdrawal of the experts was initially considered as only temporary,
they were unable to return to Chechnya until the end of 2003, by which time a hew agreement
was reached between the Russian Federation and the Council of Europe. An exchange of
letters between the Minister of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation, I. S. Ivanov, and the
Secretary General, W. Schwimmer[16] spells out the details of the agreement, following which
the permanent presence of Council of Europe experts is replaced by their involvement, at the
request of the Russian side, in the implementation of concrete tasks within the framework of the
agreed programme of cooperation in Chechnya. This programme includes items such as
expertise in the legislative field in the Chechen Republic, the development of local self-
government, psychological and social rehabilitation of women and orphans, human rights
training for law-enforcement organs and local police and penitentiary institutions as well as
seminars and training of Chechen students in the field of human rights. For security reasons, all
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activities with the exception of the library project are for the time being planned to take place
outside the region. The new programme of cooperation, whilst quite modest in its approach,
seems to correspond mostly to the priorities set by the Assembly. Its implementation is
scheduled to begin in August with a seminar on election law in Moscow, in view of the
presidential elections foreseen at the end of that month.

43. In my view, it is regrettable that a permanent presence of Council of Europe experts in
Chechnya is no longer foreseen, though it must be said that their actual possibilities for action
were always quite limited in view of the precarious security situation and their narrowly-defined
mandate.

44, | was told during my mission to Chechnya that the database of human rights
complaints the Council of Europe experts helped establish in Mr Sultygov’s office has been
preserved and continues to be used by the current head of the office, Mr Nukhachiev. The
Office of the Special Representative received 1799 new applications in 2003 and early 2004,
547 of which concerned cases of missing persons. The Office submitted 554 applications to the
Chechen Republic Prosecutor’s office. Unfortunately, despite our requests, we were unable to
pay a visit to this office, which had been moved from Znamenskoye to Grozny, during our
mission in June 2004.

Item 3. ii. (ensure that non-governmental organisations active in preventing and documenting
human rights violations in the ChechenRepublic, as well as those assisting their victims in
different ways, are involved in the said assistance programmes)

45, The reply of the Committee of Ministers to Assembly Recommendation 1600
(CM/AS(2003)Rec1600final) dated 2 June 2003 states that the Council of Europe is in constant
contact with NGQO's active in the Chechen Republic and that they are involved in the assistance
programmes whenever possible. The NGO'’s | consulted with in preparation of this report have
let me know that they have not yet been involved in any of the Council of Europe’s assistance
programmes.

Item 3. iii (take all possible measures to increase the effectiveness of the current mandate of
the Council of Europe experts working in the Office of the Special Representative of the
President of the Russian Federation for Human Rights in the Chechen Republic as regards
their possibility of influencing the human rights situation)

(see above para. 42 to 44, comments on item 3.i.)

Item 3. iv. (urge the Government of the Russian Federation to fully comply with the
recommendations addressed to it in paragraphs 9 and 10 of the above-mentioned Resolution
1323)

46. The Committee of Ministers states in its reply to Recommendation 1600 adopted on 28
May 2003 that regular discussions have taken place, since June 2000[17], in the Deputies on
the basis of reports by the Secretary General on the work of the Council of Europe experts
present in Chechnya under the item “Contribution of the Council of Europe towards restoration
of the rule of law, respect of human rights and democracy in Chechnya”. Whilst the reply
indicates that relevant recommendations by the Assembly are being taken into account during
these discussions, a formal decision to urge the Government of the Russian Federation to
comply with the above-mentioned Assembly’s specific recommendations has not been taken. In
particular, a reference to such a decision is not included in the Committee of Ministers’ reply to
Recommendation 1600. This omission marks a further step down in the strength of the
Committee of Ministers’ reaction from its reply to Assembly Recommendation 1593 on the
Evaluation of the prospects of a political solution to the conflict in the ChechenRepublic,
adopted by the Deputies on the same day. In this document it is still said that “[Ijn accordance
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with paragraph 4 of the recommendation, the Committee of Ministers duly brought the
Assembly’s Resolution 1315 (2003) to the attention of the Government of the Russian
Federation” — though without, as paragraph 4 of Recommendation 1593 had called for,
pressing for expeditious action on it.

Item 4. (petition to the Committee of Ministers by virtue of paragraph 1 of its 1994 Declaration
on compliance with commitments and recommendation to the Committee of Ministers to
instruct the Secretary General to take specific measures under paragraph 4 of the said
Declaration)

47. The Committee of Ministers’ reply to Recommendation 1600 does not include any
express mention of the 1994 Declaration on compliance with commitments.[18] The Committee
has also not taken a decision on any other occasion to give instructions to the Secretary
General to “make contacts, collect information and furnish advice on the human rights situation
in the ChechenRepublic”, as recommended by the Assembly. This omission is all the more
regrettable as Paragraph 4 of the 1994 Declaration has been used several times before in
response to concerns expressed by the Parliamentary Assembly[19].

48. The Assembly must continue reminding the Committee of Ministers as the Council of
Europe’s executive organ that the continuing massive human rights violations in the Chechen
Republic are by far the most serious human rights issue in any of the Council’'s member states
and that the credibility of the whole Organisation depends on its ability to convince the Russian
Federation to meet its commitments in this respect[20]. In my opinion, the Committee of
Ministers has done a poor job on this count, for “geopolitical” reasons, which have become less
and less acceptable in recent times to the public opinions of many countries belonging to the
Council of Europe and beyond.

C. The evolution of the human rights situation in the ChechenRepublic since 2003

i. Global assessment of the situation — statistics by “Memorial”

49, The dramatic human rights situation in Chechnya described in the texts adopted by the
Assembly in January and April 2003 has unfortunately not improved significantly since then.
The number of “special operations” or “sweeps” by the security forces seems to have
somewhat decreased, in particular just before the referendum in March and the presidential
election in October, and since the end of 2003. But arbitrary detentions, often followed by the
“disappearance”, torture or severe beatings of detainees, and the theft or destruction of
property at the hands of security forces (Chechen and Federal), but also of certain rebel
groups, are still occurring on a massive scale, especially as seen against the background of the
small population of the Chechen Republic, and the losses already suffered in previous years.

50. Statistics kept by “Memorial” reveal a total of 495 abductees for 2003 (177 in the first
five months of 2004), of whom 156 (92) were released or ransomed back, 52 (13) found dead,
and 287 (72) are still missing. The number of persons killed in the ChechenRepublic in 2003
was 446 (117 in the first five months of 2004), of which 297 (57) civilians, 72 (20) law
enforcement officials, 1 (4) head of administration, 38 (12) presumed members of “rebel”
forces, and another 38 (24) unknown persons. Whilst the statistics show a slight improvement
for the beginning of 2004, the effects of the “change of strategy” announced by the rebels as
shown in the large-scale attacks at the end of June are not yet taken into account. “Memorial”
stresses that the numbers for the entire ChechenRepublic may be three to four times higher
than its figures based on the incomplete monitoring of 25-30% of the territory. The true number
of abductions is thus likely to be closer to 1500-2000 for 2003, and that of killings only just
below. The significance of these numbers in relation to Chechnya’s population estimated at
between 800.000 and 1 million is obvious. There is hardly a family that has not suffered a death
or a disappearance.
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51. A depressingly familiar picture is painted by the description in the Report by the
Moscow Helsinki Group and “Memorial” Human Rights Centre (Chechnya 2003, Political
Process through the Looking Glass) of a dozen of individual incidents, which took place in just
over a week in early September 2003[21]. “Unknown armed people in masks and military
uniforms” driving unmarked armoured or other vehicles, breaking into houses, beating up and
abducting residents[22]; people arrested by Russian federal forces, some of them never to be
seen again, others abandoned after being severely beaten up and tortured[23]; “chaotic
gunfire” in urban districts[24], artillery attacks on villages[25], land mines killing inter alia a
mother of nine and another of eight children and maiming other women and children[26].

ii. New categories of violations of the European Convention on Human Rights in the wake
of the constitutional referendum and the Chechen presidential election

52. The constitutional referendum of March 2003 and the election for the Chechen
presidency in October 2003 have given rise to new categories of human rights violations, now
also including the people’s right to free elections (Article 3 of Protocol No. 1 to the ECHR) and
to freedom of expression (Article 10 ECHR), in addition to continuing violations of the right to
life (Article 2 ECHR), the prohibition of torture (Article 3 ECHR), and the rights to liberty and
security (Article 5 ECHR), and to the protection of property (Article 1 of Protocol No. 1), etc..

53. Violations of the Chechen population’s democratic rights were committed on the side of
those in power by way of gross manipulations of the electoral process[27], including an
unfettered use of administrative resources for one-sided propaganda, the intimidation and
sometimes physical aggression and annihilation of adversaries, as well as by manipulating
electoral lists and vote counts (including recourse to numerous “dead souls”).

54, A terrifying example[28] is the account of an incident on 9 September 2003, in the
Starpromyslovy district of the city of Grozny, in the Katayama settlement, on Zhukovsky street:
gunmen, presumably from the security service of Kadyrov, in cars without license plates
(windows covered with Kadyrov's portraits) stopped Bislan Khayauri for an ID check. After the
inspection, they shot him dead using their assault rifles. Then they blocked off the
neighbourhood where the house of the Khayauri family was located. Having fired at the house,
the gunmen broke into it and partially destroyed, partially stole the property from the house.
The victim’s father was a coordinator of the elections headquarters of Malik Saidullaev, one of
the candidates for the Chechen presidency. Katayama residents are sure that Bislan’s
assassination and the sack of the house were acts of deterrence and revenge on the part of
Kadyrov’s supporters against backers of Saidullaev.

55. Violations of the people’s democratic rights were also committed by armed rebels who
in turn attacked candidates and their supporters, as well as polling stations, in a number of
violent incidents, some of which could have made many more victims but for the vigilance of
the security forces.

56. An example[29] is that of Abdul-Wahid, mufti of the Vedeno district and his bodyguard,
who were killed on 26 August 2003 in the village of Elistanzhi. According to villagers, a group of
armed Chechens took them from their house at night and one of the killers read out some sort
of an order, after which the mufti was shot dead and his bodyguard stabbed to death. Villagers
point out that Abdul-Wahid was a close friend of Ahmat Kadyrov.

57. Another example[30] is the coordinated attack on the local TV station in the village of
Sernovodsk in the Sunzha district, when Magomed Astamirov, the station’s director, was forced
at gunpoint to play a videocassette with fighting scenes and an address by A. Maskhadov.
Three other groups of paramilitaries simultaneously seized an electric power plant, opened fire
on the local police station, and destroyed the local pre-election headquarters of Mr Kadyrov,
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after which they fired their guns in Lenina and Kirova streets, shouting “Allah Akbar!” and telling
onlookers to go home and watch the local TV channel. Fortunately, there were no casualties.

58. On 2 September 2003, Saipuddin Tsitsayev, head of the administration of the village of
Chechen-Aul near Grozny was killed at dawn, by unknown armed persons in masks who
stormed in his house, dragged him into the yard and shot him dead[31]. According to the
Russian authorities, participants of the “bandit” group who committed this crime have been
identified in the meantime and are being tracked down.

59. These incidents are but examples chosen more or less at random. They illustrate
together with other abuses the point of view of all NGO'’s active in the region that the
referendum and the presidential elections in 2003/2004 did not meet minimum standards for
democratic elections.

60. Moreover, | share the NGO'’s point of view that the security and human rights situation
in Chechnya are still such that truly democratic elections could not take place this summer.
Under the prevailing security conditions, meaningful election observation was also not possible.
For these reasons, | declined the invitation to be present during the presidential election at the
end of August, as | feared that my presence could be abused to lend international legitimacy to
an exercise that is not, and cannot be termed a democratic election.

iii. Climate of impunity still prevailing in Chechnya, and spreading to Ingushetia

61. The climate of impunity diagnosed by the Assembly in Resolution 1323 and
Recommendation 1600 is unfortunately still prevailing in the Chechen Republic[32], and it
appears to be spreading to Ingushetia, where a number of abuses took place in 2003 and early
2004 that are reminiscent of those taking place in the Chechen Republic[33].

62. The replacement on the side of the Federal forces of large-scale “mop-ups” by smaller
“targeted operations” has been described by NGO representatives as a false progress. Whilst
fewer persons are affected by such operations, they amount in their view to quasi-legalised
“death squad” activities. Because of the much smaller number of potential witnesses, it is also
more dangerous for victims' relatives to complain, as informers can be identified and subjected
to reprisals much more easily.

63. A new frightening trend is that of hostage-taking of relatives of suspected rebel fighters
in order to oblige them to give themselves up. A prominent case was that of Magomed
Khambiev, who “voluntarily” surrendered to the Chechen authorities on 8 March 2004. On 1
March 2004, a large-scale “special operation” had been carried out in Grozny, Benoi and
Nozhai-Yurt leading to the arrest of about 20 of his relatives. An ultimatum was then allegedly
addressed to Mr Khambiev via the elders that they would “all be shot” unless he surrendered
himself. After his surrender, the Khambiev family members were released again.[34] Ramzan
Kadyrov, son of the assassinated President and leader of the “presidential guard”, has
reportedly proposed to punish not only the fighters themselves but also their relatives.[35]
Some incidents reported by Memorial in May 2004 and by IHF in September 2004[36] seem to
show that these are not empty threats[37]. Needless to say that this goes straight in the face of
the European Convention of Human Rights, which allows for the punishment only of those who
committed criminal offences themselves, not their relatives.

64. During our meeting in June, the President of Ingushetia, Mr Zyazikov, impressed us
with his candid recognition of growing security problems in his Republic. Insisting that
“Ingushetia is not Chechnya”, he pledged that every disappearance would give rise to serious
prosecutorial investigation. He had also steadfastly refused requests from certain organisations
for permission to use vehicles without license plates. When we mentioned that we had seen
such vehicles during our visit, he severely admonished the Minister responsible, in our
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presence. When we raised the case of the missing prosecutor, Rachid Ozdoev[38], he assured
us of the unquestionable credibility of his father, who had earlier on the same day informed us
personally of the circumstances of his son’s disappearance, at the “Memorial” office in Nazran.
President Zyazikov assured us that he would do his utmost to clarify this case, and the other
disappearances that have recently occurred in his Republic[39]. He fully agreed with our
suggestion that the country urgently needs more law enforcement officials such as Rachid
Ozdoev, who do their job with courage and determination, to serve and protect all law-abiding
citizens, and who go after those who break the law, whoever they may be.

65. | am particularly saddened by the deterioration of the situation in Ingushetia, in
particular after the series of coordinated attacks at the end of June 2004, as this Republic has
shown a most impressive readiness to help the large number of refugees who crossed its
borders during the two Chechen wars. With some help from the international community, for
which President Zyazikov expressed his republic’s gratitude, the Ingush people, who number
480.000, accommodated over 500.000 refugees. | will not go into any details as regards the
situation of the Chechen refugees in Ingushetia, who have been subjected to different types of
pressures to make them return to Chechnya, as this is the topic of my colleague Iwinsky, who is
preparing a report on the situation of the refugees for the Migration Committee.

66. | share worries expressed by NGO representatives that the situation in the
ChechenRepublic can be likened to a cancer that threatens to spread throughout the Russian
Federation. Members of the security forces who have spent some time in Chechnya and are
rotated to other regions of the Federation are at risk of bringing home methods they have learnt
and got away with in Chechnya. The nationalistic tone prevailing in many media, and the anti-
caucasian sentiment spreading in the general population, and even in the courts, especially in
the newly introduced jury trials[40], is also negative fall-out of the conflict in the
ChechenRepublic.

67. | have prepared, in Appendix |, a selection of individual cases of abuses that have been
brought to my attention by different NGO's to raise in my report as examples, with the hope that
public attention may contribute to their resolution.

68. The cases presented in some more detail in Appendix Il are of particular significance to
me personally, as they were brought to my attention by the suffering relatives who attended the
meeting | had with them together with Andreas Gross at the Memorial office in Nazran.

69. The Kaplanov case[41] shows that not all abductions, not even all those committed by
members of the security services, have a “political” background. But it also illustrates the
reasons for the lack of confidence of citizens in the local, “street-level” law enforcement bodies.
By contrast, several of the victims’ relatives we met, desperate as they were, implored us to
inform President Putin of their plight — saying that if only he knew what is really going on, he
would personally ensure that law and order be restored, and their relatives freed.

70. This attitude is reflected in the position of the main Russian and international non-
governmental human rights organisations, who asked us to plead for the temporary instauration
of a state of emergency, or direct presidential rule, and for the postponing of any elections until
law and order would be restored in such a way. As parliamentarians working for human rights
and democracy, Mr Gross and | were rather surprised that organisations such as Memorial, and
regional representatives of other human rights groups pleaded for the introduction of martial
law and the postponement of elections. They explained that they preferred calling a spade a
spade, and hoped for a clear-cut assumption of responsibilities in such a case.

71. By contrast, the Federal and Chechen authorities continue to bet on “normalisation”,
refusing any talks with the secessionist camp, which they attempt to stamp out by any means.
Progress towards “normal life” is expected from planned injections of federal funds to further
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social development: reconstruction of social infrastructures, housing, disbursement of
compensation promised to those whose houses or apartments were destroyed during the
fighting.

72. During our mission in June, the Russian organisers made it a point of honour to show
us a number of realisations in this sense, in Grozny and in Znamenskoye, including two camps
for returning refugees (one consisting of small houses, the other a high-rise block of
apartments), several schools, a kindergarten, an orphanage, a maternity hospital, a
woodcrafting workshop, reconstructed administrative buildings, and last but not least Grozny
University, which has re-opened. These realisations are of course positive signs that efforts are
made, and bear fruit. But in view of the complete destruction of Grozny — it was enough to look
out of the window as we were transported in a convoy of armoured vehicles from one point to
the other — these efforts, however laudable, appear futile. Durable economic reconstruction and
development necessitates the population’s trust in those governing them. Such trust in turn
requires respect for human rights, in particular by members of the different law enforcement
bodies. This truism must be repeated again and again, and the Council of Europe owes it to its
important member state, the Russian Federation, not ever to give up.

D. Conclusion

73. The human rights situation in the ChechenRepublic remains catastrophic, and is
threatening to spread to other regions of the Russian Federation, undermining the rule of law.
The authorities’ efforts to improve the social situation have produced some results, but durable
social and economic progress requires regaining the people’s trust. This in turn necessitates
bringing to justice the perpetrators of the most serious human rights violations and taking the
necessary measures to avoid the repetition of such abuses.

74. For this reason, | propose to reiterate the appeals to the Russian authorities, and to the
illegal armed formations, to take the necessary measures to put an end to the climate of
impunity prevailing in the Chechen Republic, as spelt out in the draft resolution, and in the
recommendations by the CPT and by the Council of Europe Commissioner for Human Rights.

75. | also propose, in the draft recommendation, to continue reminding the Committee of
Ministers as the Council of Europe’s executive organ that the massive human rights violations
in the Chechen Republic are by far the most serious human rights issue in any of the Council’s
member states and that the credibility of the whole Organisation depends on its ability to
convince the Russian Federation to meet its commitments in this respect.

APPENDIX |

A selection of Individual Cases of Human Rights Abuses

1. Eliza Gaitamirova “disappeared” on 15 January 2004. She had been arrested in
December 2003 and held in a place of detention in Nalchik in Kabardino-Balkaria until 1
January 2004. A number of Chechen men were held alongside Ms Gaitamirova, but the
relatives were given no information concerning their whereabouts[42].

2. Imram Ezhiev, head of the Society of Russian-Chechen Friendship’s information centre
in the northern Caucasus, regional coordinator of the Moscow Helsinki Group and a member of
a working group on human rights in Chechnya organised by the Presidential Human Rights
Commission: he has been detained at least 17 times, last on 29 January 2004, shortly after he
accompanied the head of the Russian Presidential Human Rights Commission, Ella Pamfilova,
on a visit to IDP camps in Ingushetia. Several officers allegedly hit him on the back and beat his
head against the wall, while threatening to hand the men over to the Russian federal forces,
where they would “disappear” without a trace. Mr Ezhiev claimed that the police officers read
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the medical documents he carried with him and knew that he had a spinal injury when they hit
his back. The next morning, Ms Pamfilova learnt that the men had been detained and upon her
insistence, they were let go later that day. In March 2003, Mr Ezhiev had also been taken from
his car by armed, masked men and held for approximately three days, during which he was
reportedly tortured. His cousin Akhmed Ezhiev was shot and killed at his home in Shali on 18
December 2002.

3. In an “urgent action” dated 16 July 2004, Amnesty International informs about a new
worrisome incident in which more than 40 police officers raided the Society’s office in
Karabulak/Ingushetia on 12 July. According to Al, most of them wore masks and camouflage
and carried machine-guns. They searched the office without showing an arrest warrant and
apparently confiscated six videotapes, four computer discs and files containing testimonies of
victims of human rights violations against civilians by Russian federal forces in Chechnya, as
well as the names of the alleged perpetrators, and details of vehicles used to abduct civilians.
Imran Ezhiev arrived during the search and told the police that their activities were illegal
without a warrant. One officer allegedly shouted at him that it was illegal that he was born, and
that he was a Chechen, and threatened that they would find something criminal about him. One
of the human rights defenders of the Russian-Chechen Friendship Society, Khamzat Kuchiev,
was arrested on suspicion of involvement in terrorism, shortly after the police claimed they had
found two small plastic bags full of powder. Imran Ezhiev called the head of the Presidential
Human Rights Commission, Ella Pamfilova, in Moscow, for help. She reportedly called the
President of Ingushetia and asked him to intervene. As a result, Khamzat Kuchiev was
released a few hours later, and the police apparently apologised to him, but asked that the
NGO should not publicise the incident further. The Society nevertheless filed a complaint with
the Office of the Procurator of Ingushetia, for illegal search of its office, arbitrary detention of Mr
Kuchiev, and alleged fabrication of evidence.

4. Amnesty International remains seriously concerned for the safety of Imran Ezhiev and
other members of the Society.

5. Aslan Davletukaev's mutilated body was found on 16 January 2004 near Gudermes in
Chechnya. Mr Davletukaev had been working with the Society for Russian-Chechen Friendship
and had reportedly been kidnapped by Russian federal forces on 10 January.[43]

6. Arthur Akhmatukaev, a member of the Society for Russian-Chechen Friendship, who
had recently married the niece of Imran Ezhiev (cf. above), “disappeared” after he was taken
away on 4 August 2003 by Russian soldiers in an armoured vehicle.[44]

7. Aslan Shakhidovich Usmayev of the village of Tsentrovaya was found dead on 1
September 2003 in the eastern suburbs of Gudermes, near a filling station, some 150 m from a
local police station. He had undergone an operation at Gudermes city hospital no. 2. On 31
August, at midnight, armed persons wearing masks arrived in a UAZ jeep and stormed into the
hospital kidnapping A. Usmayev and a friend of his looking after him in the hospital. The same
night Usmayev’s friend was released. The murder was not reported to the law enforcement
bodies.[45]

8. Musa Khamkhoev and Ibragim Khashagulgov were killed and Akraham Kashagulgov
wounded in an alleged attack on a civilian car by a military helicopter on 25 March 2004 near
the Ingush village of Sleptsovskaya[46].

9. Maidat Tsitsaeva and five of her children were killed in the aerial bombing of her house
in the village of Rigakhoy, in the Vedeno region of Chechnya.[47]

10. Zelimkan Murdalov disappeared on 2 January 2001. A member of the military, Sergej
Lapin, has been prosecuted. The high-profile criminal proceedings are still going on.
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11. Ramzan Musaevich Shaipov was abducted on 8 May 2004 from his home at 23 Lenin
Street in Chiri-Yurt (Shalinski region) by Russian-speaking, unidentified men in camouflage
uniforms. During his arrest, the soldiers used violence against his wife, three-year old son and
small baby, which they threw on the floor. His wife saw the kidnappers making their escape in
unmarked vehicles (Niva, Zhiguli-7 and Gazel). At the time, to Armoured Personnel Carriers
were stationed on the edge of the village. Soldiers broke into the houses of the Shaipovs’
neighbours (the Astamirov and Aidamirov families) and went on the rampage, beating up inter
alia 78-year-old Aldan Astamirov. Shaipov’s relatives complained to the regional department of
internal affairs of the Shalinkski region, convinced of his innocence. The inhabitants of Chiri-
Yurt, incensed by the arbitrary detention, set up a barricade on the road between Chiri-Yurt and
Novye Atagi, demanding Shaipov’s release. Soldiers tried to disperse the picket by opening fire
with automatic weapons over the heads of the crowd, but the civilians did not give way. The
soldiers finally withdrew, but the Chechen authorities have nevertheless not responded to the
demands of the inhabitants of Chiri-Yurt.[48]

12. Adam Medov disappeared on 15 June 2004 in Karabulak. On 17 June in the evening,
his family was informed that their son was in the ROVD police station of the Sunzha district.
Family members gathered at the police station, and policemen even offered two of his brothers
to see him, although they were subsequently prevented from doing so. At about 23h30,
policemen informed the family that Adam was being taken away, one ROVD police officer
accompanying him to the “Kavkaz” checkpoint at the border to Chechnya. Since then, nothing
is known about Adam Medov’s whereabouts, and ROVD police now deny that he was even at
their station on 17 June at the said time[49].

13. Rasukhan Evloev and Ibragim Ismailov disappeared on 11 March 2004 near Nazran.
At a traffic police checkpoint, ten armed camouflaged persons, one of whom allegedly showed
an FSB identity card, forced the two young men to board one of their cars (VAZ-21099) and
took them away, not to be seen since[50].

14. Temur Khambulatov was arrested on 18 March 2004 at his house in the village of
Saveljevskaja, by a group of armed masked men travelling in military vehicles who told his
mother that they belonged to the FSB and were taking her son to the nearest police station. On
the next day, his mother was informed that he died in custody, most likely after having been
severely tortured. The Prosecutor’s Office of Naursky regiona initiated criminal case #
40560.[51]

15. Said-Magomed Aliev, an employee of the Czech “People in Need Foundation”, was
detained in Grozny on 14 April 2004, by armed masked persons.Five days later, his body was
found by a sheppard.[52]

16. Zelimkhan Isaev was detained on 9 May 2004 by a group of about 15 armed, masked
men. He was brought to the Urus-Martan ROVD (police) station. Only on 12 May, a lawyer
hired by his family was allowed to see him. According to the lawyer, he showed traces of
severe torture and needed urgent medical care. On 16 May at 11h30, he died of his
wounds.[53]

17. Ibragim Tsurov, an Ingush lawyer and member of the Bar of Chechnya, worked as a
lawyer at the Khankala military base in Grozny. On 26 April 2003, his car, in which he drove in
the company of three servicemen who also worked in Kankhala, was overtaken by two other
cars and several armed men in mask stopped his car, beat him and placed him in the boot of
their car. They drove off and left the three servicemen standing unharmed. Mr Tsurov was
never seen again. On 18 June 2003, the Grozny city prosecutor’s office opened an
investigation and eventually referred the case to the Military Procuracy. The military procuracy
opened an investigation, although it had refused to do so earlier. After more than a year, there
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has been no progress on the case. Mr Tsurov’s sister has desperately searched for her brother
and even travelled to Kankhala, where she identified her brother’s car in the yard of the base.
In attempting to obtain further information, she was threatened by military officials.

APPENDIX Il

Cases transmitted during the meeting in Memorial’'s Nazran office

1. Kidnapping of Bashir Adamovich Mutsolgov, born 1975, teacher, married with one very
young daughter: On 18 December 2003, Bashir Adamovich Mutsolgov left his father's house to
go to his own home, 50 m away. A white "Niva" jeep with tinted windows and its number
obscured by mud (only the region of registration was visible, no. 26) pulled up, and armed men
in uniform without insignia and black masks hit him in the stomach with a machine-gun butt and
threw him in the car.

2. A passer-by informed police at the Karabalakskiy station, who gave chase and stopped
the abductors, one of whom showed a special pass from the Regional Operational Force. The
police let them go apparently without actually examining the pass. The abductors (in cars
identified in the text) disappeared in the direction of the federal Rostov-Baku road. Persistent
inquiries revealed the involvement of the Directorate of the Federal Security Service of the
Russian Federation responsible for the Republic of Ingushetia and the ChechenRepublic and
the Regional Directorate for the North Caucasus. Mr Mutsolgov was held in an underground
cell at the FSB Directorate in Magas and taken the following day to Khankala in the Grozny
district. This information was provided by staff of the aforementioned directorates who wished
to remain anonymous. They also stated that he had been tortured and beaten into signing a
confession to crimes of which he knew nothing. To date no other information is available on Mr
Mutsolgov's whereabouts, the reason for his abduction or his state of health. The ill health of Mr
Mutsolgov's elderly parents is made worse by not knowing what has happened and officials'
refusal to say.

3. Abduction of Timur Mukhammedovich Yandiyev (born 1979): his son was abducted
outside the Ingushenergo plant in Nazran on 16 March 2004 by six masked men in camouflage
uniforms driving Gazel and Niva cars without registration numbers. The incident was witnessed
by the Ingushenergo security staff, who telephoned the police.

The cars passed the Kavkaz-20 border post on the Ingushetian-Chechen border in the direction
of Grozny, showing a Russian special services pass.

The prosecutor's office in Nazran has lodged criminal proceedings[54].

4, Letter dated 2 June 2004 from a retired federal judge, Boris Ozdoyev, whose son,
Rashid Ozdoyev, born 1975, was abducted.

5. Rashid Ozdoyev worked in the prosecutor's office for ten years, the last two as assistant
prosecutor of the Republic of Ingushetia, with responsibility for supervising the application of
the law in the FSB Directorate for Ingushetia.

In that capacity he had criticised, verbally and in writing, the murders and abductions committed
by FSB special operations staff and mobile detachments of the Ministry of Internal Affairs. He
had handed the last such written statement to the Prosecutor General's office and the State
Duma MP, Bashir Kodzoyev, when on a further training course in Moscow in early March.

6. On his way home, on 11 March, he was abducted in the Verkhniye Achaluki area of the
Malgobek district of Ingushetia by members of the FSB and a mobile unit of the Russian
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Ministry of Internal Affairs, in three cars. Only four days later, at the father's insistence, did the
prosecutor's office lodge criminal proceedings for abduction.

7. The father had to resort to making his own inquiries and an FSB officer in Ingushetia
indirectly involved in the abduction had given details of withesses having seen Rashid Ozdoyev
driven to an FSB garage. Over two months later, the investigator had not yet managed to
officially question those individuals, supposedly because the head of the FSB directorate, S.B.
Koryakov, would not allow this. The father has a taped statement from the aforementioned
FSB officer that his son was abducted on Koryakov's orders. His repeated petitions to the
country's highest authorities have been ignored.

8. He says that the number of killings and abductions in Ingushetia has fallen thanks to the
efforts of the Novaya Gazeta correspondent, Anna Politkovskaya, but the parents of over 40
abductees remain without news. Their only hope is that an international organisation will bring
this to the attention of the Russian President.

9. We raised Mr Ozdoev’s case during our meeting in June with Ingush President
Zyazikov , who emphatically and publicly promised us to personally follow up this case. On 2
August 2004, Novaya Gazeta published an article with the answer from Deputy Prosecutor
General Sergej Fridinsky to an inquiry of Duma Deputy Vladimir Ryzhkov regarding Mr.
Ozdoev's case, which does not appear to answer all the questions raised by the Deputy, and
by Mr OzdoevV’s father.[55] The further progress of investigations in this important case may
well give an indication of the political will of the competent federal authorities to deal with
alleged abuses of local FSB officials.

10. Petition to the head of the section supervising criminal investigations of the
Prosecutor's office, A.N. Mazhidov, from Khadizhat Daudovna Kaplanova:

11. Her home was forcibly entered by masked armed men who arrived in a vehicle with 40-
42 marked on the side. They searched the house demanding arms, US dollars, Russian
money and gold items. Not obtaining these, they took away her son Isu Gilchiyevich Kaplanov
(born 1965), her son-in-law, Ruslan Abuyazidovich Sadulayev (born 1962) and a neighbour,
Movsar Musaitov. The subsequent criminal case, no. 13093, established that the abductors
were the servicemen Dmitri Viktorovich Tikhonov, born 1971 and resident at ul. Zavodskaya
38/15, Yekaterinburg, and Sergey Borisovich Morozov, resident at ul. Vostochnaya 22-314,
Sverdlovsk. The deputy head of operations, Magomed Akhmedovich Batayev, has stated that
the abductees were taken to Khankala.

12. Mrs Kaplanova was aware of the involvement of Ayub Tsitsiyev, who had befriended
her son at business college and lent him 1,000 US dollars with subsequent demands for
interest. She had notified the investigator, R. lbragimov. Tsitsiyev was questioned as a
witness and admitted to hiring the aforementioned soldiers to collect the debt. Failing to collect
the debt, they had taken her son and son-in-law away.

13. She had repeatedly sent intermediaries to ask Tsitsiyev to hand over the abductees,
with promises that the debt would be paid, but he had categorically denied his involvement in
the abductions. However, he did admit involvement, linked to the debt, to the case investigator
M.A. Antipov in June 2003. She now calls for a criminal prosecution of Tsitsiyev.

14. The case investigator Klindukhov asked her to pay 65,000 roubles to Tsitsiyev, which
she refused to do. Following her complaint to the prosecutor about the investigator, the case
was handed to another investigator.

15. She asks for assistance in locating and obtaining the release of her son and son-in-law.
The following page (page 9) is a letter adding that the prosecutor, Yu.A. Ponamarev, had gone
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to Yekaterinburg to take statements from the soldiers who had abducted her son (Tikhonov and
Morozov) but they had been on a working trip to Moscow. After repeated trips to Yekaterinburg
the investigator M.A. Antipov had obtained statements from them confirming their involvement.
A statement from Tsitsiyev was also on the case-file, but it had disappeared when the case had
been passed to another investigator. She complains of an ineffective investigation, which is
now at a standstill.

APPENDIX 1l

Questions by Mr Bindig

(sent to the Russian authorities ahead of the fact-finding visit)
A. Introduction

As Rapporteur for the Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights on the human rights
situation in the Chechen Republic, Mr Bindig has been invited to visit Chechnya during the first
week of June, together with his colleagues, Mr Gross of the Political Affairs Committee, and Mr
Iwinski, of the Committee on Migration, Refugees and Population.

The purpose of this visit is to prepare the factual basis, in the most professional and neutral
manner, of the report that he has been asked to prepare, and which he is hoping to submit to
the Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights as soon as possible after his visit.

In order to prepare the visit, and thereby the future report, in the most efficient way, Mr Bindig
would be most grateful if you could transmit the following questions to the competent Russian
authorities, in particular to

Mr Vladimir Ustinov, the Procurator General of the Russian Federation,

the Chief Prosecutors of the Chechen and IngushRepublics, and the Chief Military Prosecutor
responsible for the ChechenRepublic;

Mr Vladimir Lukin, the newly appointed Commissioner on Human Rights in the Russian
Federation, who | was informed is acting for the time being as the Russian federal coordinator
for cooperation with the Council of Europe for the promotion of human rights in the Chechen
Republic, and

the President of the Chechen Republic, Mr Akhmad Kadyrov, who | was informed has assumed
his full constitutional responsibilities for human rights in Chechnya, including the supervision of
the Office of the former Special Representative of the Russian President for Human Rights in
Chechnya, Mr Sultygov, and to the said Office itself.

The first set of questions (below B.) is of a more general, statistical nature, mainly intended to
update the information concerning the year 2002 as presented in the letter of Mr Sultygov dated
28 February 2003 (Ref. No. A7-13/148)[encl.1]. The second set of questions (below C.)
concerns the progress of ongoing procedures in individual cases that were either already
mentioned in Mr Bindig’s previous report (Doc. 9732 dated 13 March 2003) [encl. 2] and in the
letter dated 28 February 2003 from Mr S. N.Fridinskiy to Mr Sultygov (Ref. No. 46-1879-
03)[encl.1], or that have been brought to his attention since then. The sources quoted are
enclosed in photocopy for more convenient reference.

Whilst Mr Bindig will need the replies in order to complete his report later in June, he would be
most greatful if he could be provided with part of this information before his planned visit in the
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first week of June so that any points that may need further clarification can be raised during the
meetings foreseen then.

As you can see also from the selection of the individual cases in Appendix I, which include a
number of terrorist outrages that are likely to be the responsibility of the one or other rebel
faction, it is Mr Bindig’s intention to reach the fairest possible conclusions on the human rights
situation in the Chechen Republic and on the efforts of the law enforcement structures to
punish all those responsible for violations, regardless of their status or rank.

B. General/statistical questions

1. a. How many applications from individuals and groups of individuals has the Office
of the Special Representative received in 2003, and since the beginning of 2004?

b. How many of these concerned cases of missing persons?

C. How many cases has the Office of the Special Representative submitted respectively to
the Chechen Republic Prosecutor’s Office and to the Military Prosecutor’s Office in 2003, and
since the beginning of 20047

2. a. How many applications has the Military Prosecutor’s Office received in 2003,
and, separately, since the beginning of 2004 (including those submitted by the Office of the
Special Representative) ?

b. How many staff members (professional staff/support staff) are dealing with these
applications? How has the number of staff evolved since 20027

C. How many of these applications have led to the institution of criminal cases?
d. How many of these cases were referred to the military courts?
e. How many of the applications received (above a.) were transmitted to the civil

prosecutor’s office?

f. How many convictions have resulted from the cases referred to the military courts
(above c.)?

g. What is the total number of convictions in 2003 and, separately, since the beginning of
20047

h. How many of these convictions concern cases instituted in 2000 (24), 2001 (251) and
2002 (145)?

i. How many servicemen were convicted over the course of 2003?
j- How many of the servicemen convicted in 2003 were officers?

K. What was the breakdown of the servicemen convicted in 2003 according to the type of
offenses concerned (in particular, murder, rape, assault/battery, theft)?

3. a. How many applications has the office of the Chief Prosecutor of the

ChechenRepublic received in 2003, and, separately, since the beginning of 2004 (including
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those transmitted by the Office of the Special Representative) ?

b. How many staff members (professional staff/support staff) are dealing with these
applications? How has the number evolved since 20027

C. How many of these applications concerned serious violations of human rights
(disappearances, murders, torture, assault/battery) ?

d. How many of these applications (above b.) have led to the institution of criminal cases?
e. How many of these cases (above c.) were referred to the Criminal Courts?

f. How many of these cases (above d.) have resulted in convictions?

g. How many of the applications (above b.) were transmitted to the military prosecutor’s
office?

C. Questions on the follow-up given to specific cases[56]

1. Cases already mentioned in Mr Bindig’s previous report (doc. 9732 of 13 March 2003)

[encl.2] and in the letter dated 28 February from Mr S. N.Fridinskiy to Mr Sultygov (Ref. No. 46-
1879-03) [encl.1]

a. Murder of civilians in the village of Alkhan-Yurt in December 1999 (case no. 49152)
b. Mass execution in the Novye Aldy suburb of Grozny (case no. 12011)

C. Murder of civilians in the Novaya Katayama suburb of Grozny (cases no. 12131 and
12038)

d. Abduction of Ruslan Shamiyevich Alikhadzhiyev (case no. 22025)

e. Mass grave in the “Zdorovye” dacha estate (case no. 21037)

f. Special operation in the village of Mesker-Yurt, Shalinskiy district (case no. 59113)
g. Abduction of S.-M. Imakayev (case no. 59140)

h. Murder of the former head of administration of the village of Alkhan-Kala, M.K.

Umazheva (case no. 56185)

i. Killing of Madina Mezhieva and Amkhad Gekaev on 27 October 2001 (doc. 9732 para.
31)

j- Murder of Khadzhimurat Yandiev (doc. 9732 para. 33)
K. Torture of Alaudin Sadykov (doc. 9732 para. 41)
2. Cases brought to Mr Bindig’s attention after March 2003

a. Murder, on 2 September 2003, of Saipuddin Tsitsayev, head of the administration in the
village of Chechen Aul (MHG/Memarial, p. 30) [encl.3]
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b. Kidnapping, on 4 September 2003, of Irskhan Khaditovich Edilkhanov at 5 Melnichnaya
street in the village of Khamby-Irze in the Achkoi-Martan district (MHG/Memorial, p. 30) [encl.3]

C. Kidnapping, on 7 September 2003, of five local residents in the village of Chiri-Yurt in
the Grozny rural district (MHG/Memorial, p. 30) [encl.3]

d. Murder of three women, and maiming of three children, in a terrorist mine explosion, on
9 September 2003, in the village of Assinovskaya in the Sunzha district (MHG/Memorial p.
30/31) [encl.3]

e. Murder of Aslan Davletukaev, kidnapped on 10 January 2004 and found dead and
mutilated on 16 January near Gudermes (IHF press release of 23 January 2004) [encl.4]

f. Kidnapping of Ruslan Soltakhanov, on 13 February 2004 (IHF press release of 26
February 2004 [encl.5]/Al UA86/04 of 27 February 2004 [encl.6])

g. Detention and killing of Roustam Dzakalaev, on 3 February 2004, in the village of
Sleptsovskaja, Ingushetia (“Memorial” Bulletin February 2004) [encl.7]

h. Kidnapping, on 19 February 2004 in Osman-Yurt (Republic of Dagestan), of Nariman
Gatiev (“Memorial” Bulletin February 2004) [encl.7]

i. Kidnapping, on 25 February 2004 in Urus-Martan, of Khasan Dombaev and Aset
Dombaeva (“Memorial” Bulletin February 2004) [encl.7]

j- Killing of Umar Zabiev, wounding of Tamara Zabieva, on 10 June 2003 near the village
of Galshki (Zunzhenskij district) in Ingushetia — case no. 23 60 00 32 of 11 June 2003 (HRW
“Spreading dispair”, Sept. 2003, p. 18-19) [encl.8]

k. Kidnapping, on 4 July 2003, of Ali Astamirov (AFP journalist) in the center of Nazran
(Ingushetia)

l. Murder of Zura Bitiyeva, Ramzan Iduev, Idris Iduev and Abubakar Bitiyev, Turpal
Ismailov and Islambek Gadiev on 21 May 2003 (IHF/Still in a State of Terror, p. 11) [encl.9]

m. lll-treatment of numerous residents of Samashki (Achkoy Martan district) during a
“sweep operation” (zachistka) at the beginning of May 2003 (IHF/Still in a State of Terror, p. 12)
[encl.9]

n. Kidnapping of Khamzat Osmaev on 12 January 2004 in the village of Plievo, on the
outskirts of Nazran (Ingushetia) (Al UA 21/04 of 14 January 2004) [encl. 10]

0. Killing of Isa Magomedovich Musayev on 15 September 2003 in the village of Avtury in
the Shali disctrict (MHG/Memorial, Chechnya 2003, p. 47) [encl.3]

p. Extrajudicial executions of nine persons from Duba-Yurt in early April 2004 (HRW press
release, 13 April 2004) [encl.11]

g. Criminal investigation no. 45031 into the death of Samil Said-Khasanovich Akhmadov
and alleged intimidation of Larisa Sadulaeva

r. Extrajudicial execution on 10 April 2004 of Anzor Pokaev at his parents’ homein the
village of Starye Atagi
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S. Disappearence of Animat Dugaeva and Kurbika Zinabdieva on 16 May 2003 in the
village of Ulus-Kert (criminal case no. 54016 opened on 4 July 2003)

t. Disappearance of Zelimkhan Murdalov on 2 January 2001 (criminal case no. 15004 of 7
January 2001) — progress of the criminal proceedings against Sergei Lapin charged with
Murdalov’s ill-treatment and kidnapping, since the trial began in October 2003 in Grozny

u. Death on 8 April 2004 of Maidat Tsitsaeva and five of her children in the aerial bombing
of her house in the village of Rigakhoy in the Vedeno region of Chechnya [IHF/encl. 12]

V. Disappearance, on 15 January 2004, of Eliza Gaitamirova, subsequent to her arrest in
December 2003 and her detention in Nalchik (Kabardino-Balkaria) until 1 January 2004.

W. Abduction, on 11 March 2004, of Rashid Ozdoev, an Ingush deputy prosecutor, near
the village of Verkhnye Achaluki (AI/HRW/Memorial 8 April 2004) [encl.13].

X. Attack on a civilian car by a military helicopter on 25 March 2004 near the Ingush village
of Sleptsovskaya killing Musa Khamkhoev and Ibragim Khashagulgov. (AI/HRW/Memorial 8
April 2004) [encl.13].

APPENDIX IV

APPENDIX V

Information on the investigation of criminal cases on crimes committed
on the territory of the ChechenRepublic and indicated in

part "C" of the request submitted by Mr R. Bindig

1. Persons, who committed crimes, who were identified and against whom criminal proceedings
were instituted, or who were declared for federal search and will be detained:

a) Criminal proceedings were instituted against Sergei Lapin, who is accused of ill-treatment of
Z. Murdalov who was abducted. The criminal case is referred to the Supreme Court of the
ChechenRepublic.

b) Criminal case ? 12088 was initiated on torture of A. Sadykov. Participants in the crime are
identified. They are staff members of the Khanty-Mansiysk interior bodies: Moskvin - committed
suicide, Abdullaev and Zakharov are declared for search.

¢) Criminal case ? 56185 was initiated on the murder of the former head of administration of
the village of Alkhan-Kala M. Umazheva. It was proved that she was murdered by A. Mashugov
on the order of the bandit group leader Kh. Tazabaev. Both were declared for search.

On February 23, 2004 Kh. Tazabaev was killed during the operation on his detention near the
village of Ali-Yurt of the Nazran region (Republic of Ingushetia) when he showed armed
resistance. A. Mashugov is still declared for search.

d) Information about kidnapping of N. Gitiev is not true. Criminal proceedings were instituted
against him and he was arrested by the decision of the court for participation in illegal armed
formations and illegal bearing and storage of arms and ammunition. On April 19, 2004 the
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criminal case was referred to court with a sentence.

2. Preliminary investigation suspended, operative-and-search operations are carried out on
identification and detention of persons who committed crimes:

Criminal cases:

a) Criminal case ? 49152 - discovery of the bodies of A. Asuev, I. Usmanov, I. Muradov and M.
Sultanov in Alkhan-Yurt with traces of fire(arm) injuries. There are contradictory evidence on
the circumstances of causing body injuries. They may be a result of shelling of federal forces by
members of illegal armed formations as well as exchange of fire between them.

The bodies were buried by the relatives before the examination by the investigation group and
medical experts. The relatives do not give consent to exhumation.

b) Criminal case ? 42152 - murder of head of administration of the village of Chechen-Aul S.
Tsitsayev and injury of his son, militiaman. Participants of the bandit group who committed this
crime were identified. Operative-and-search activities are carried out, criminals are declared for
search.

c¢) Criminal case ? 44070 -mine explosion of the workers of the state farm "Assinovuskiy" near
the village of Assinovskaya - 2 women died and 5 were wounded.

Judging by the type of explosion mechanism a conclusion may be drawn that it was laid by
participants of illegal armed formations. Persons who committed this act are in operational
search.

d) Criminal case ? 48023 - murder of t. Ismailov, |. Gadiev, R. Iduev, Z. Bitieva, A. Bitiev in the
village of Kalinovskaya. Operative activities are carried out in order to identify persons who
committed this crime.

3. Preliminary investigation continues on the following criminal cases:
a) Criminal case ? 12011 - on (mass) murder of civilians in the Novye Aldy suburb of Grozny,

b) Criminal cases ? 12131, 12038 - on murder of civilians in the Novaya Katayama suburb of
Grozny;

c¢) Criminal case ? 21037 - mass grave in the "Zdorovye" dacha estate;

d) Criminal case ? 59113 - special operation in the village of Mesker-Yurt;

e) Criminal case ? 35002 - abduction and murder of A. Dovletukayev from the village of Avtury;
f) Criminal case ? 37016 - kidnapping of A. Dombayeva,;

g) Criminal case ? 22116 - killing of I. Musayev in the village of Avtury in the Shali district;

h) Criminal case ? 32025 - kidnapping and murder of 8 residents of the village of Duba-Yurt of
the Shali district;

i) Criminal case ? 34046 - kidnapping and murder of A. Pokayev;
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j) Criminal case ? 54016 - kidnapping of K. Zinabdiyeva and A. Dugayeva in the village ofUlus-
Kert of the Shatoy district.

4. Criminal cases investigated by the military prosecutor's office:
on kidnapping of S. Imakayev;

on disappearance of Kh. Yandieva;

on death of S. Akhmadov;

on death of M. Tsitsayeva and her children;

Information of the detention and further discharge of 5 residents of the village of Chiri-Yurt of
the Groznensky district is being checked (up).

APPENDIX VI

European Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment (CPT)

Public statement concerning the ChechenRepublic of the Russian Federation
(made on 10 July 2003)

1. The European Committee for the Prevention of Torture and Inhuman or Degrading
Treatment or Punishment (CPT) has carried out six visits to the ChechenRepublic since the
outbreak of the conflict which began in October 1999. During these visits, the Committee has
interviewed in private hundreds of persons about their experiences whilst detained, and held
talks with scores of federal and republican officials.

The CPT has witnessed for itself the extreme difficulties confronting the federal and
republican authorities in their efforts to restore the rule of law and achieve a lasting
reconciliation in this part of the Russian Federation. Acts causing great loss of life and human
suffering have been, and continue to be, committed by combatants opposing federal power
structures. The CPT condemns these acts and fully understands the need for a strong
response from State institutions. However, that response must never degenerate into acts of
torture or other forms of ill-treatment; a State must avoid the trap of abandoning civilised
values.

2. On 10 July 2001, the CPT issued a public statement concerning the ChechenRepublic.
It was prompted by the Russian authorities’ failure to cooperate with the Committee in relation
to two matters: the carrying out of a thorough and independent inquiry into events at the
Chernokozovo detention facility during the period December 1999 to early February 2000; and
action taken to uncover and prosecute cases of ill-treatment of persons deprived of their liberty
in the Chechen Republic in the course of the current conflict.

Subsequently, some steps forward have been made. The Russian authorities have
issued a number of orders and instructions aimed at reinforcing control over the operations
conducted by the federal forces. The structures of the civil and military prosecutors’ offices
have been developed, and mechanisms for better co-ordination between them introduced. In
the law enforcement sphere, there has been a progressive transfer of functions to Chechen
Internal Affairs structures. Reference can be made to the gradual restoration of the court
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system and the resumption of lawyers’ activity. The CPT also wishes to highlight that in the

course of its most recent visits, hardly any allegations were received of ill-treatment by staff

working in Ministry of Justice establishments in the Chechen Republic, namely SIZO No 2 in
Chernokozovo and the recently re-opened SIZO No 1 in Grozny.

3. However, in spite of sustained efforts by the CPT over the last two years, the Russian
authorities have failed to tackle effectively major problems related to the Committee’s mandate.
There is continued resort to torture and other forms of ill-treatment by members of the law
enforcement agencies and federal forces operating in the ChechenRepublic. Further, the action
taken to bring to justice those responsible is slow and — in many cases — ultimately ineffective.
Consequently, the CPT has been obliged to make this second public statement.

4, In the course of the CPT'’s visits to the Chechen Republic in 2002 and, most recently,
from 23 to 29 May 2003, a considerable number of persons interviewed independently at
different places alleged that they had been severely ill-treated whilst detained by law
enforcement agencies. The allegations were detailed and consistent, and concerned methods
such as very severe beating, the infliction of electric shocks, and asphyxiation using a plastic
bag or gas mask. In many cases, these allegations were supported by medical evidence. Some
persons examined by the delegation’s doctors displayed physical marks or conditions which
were fully consistent with their allegations. Documentation containing medical evidence
consistent with allegations of ill-treatment during periods of detention in law enforcement
agencies was also gathered.

The allegations of ill-treatment received by the CPT concerned law enforcement
establishments (Departments of Internal Affairs and certain Federal Security Service facilities)
throughout the territory of the ChechenRepublic and related to both official and unofficial places
of detention. As regards the latter, the Military Base at Khankala was referred to repeatedly.

5. One establishment stands out in terms of the frequency and gravity of the alleged ill-
treatment, namely ORB-2 (the Operative and Search Bureau of the North Caucasus Operations
Department of the Chief Directorate of the Russian Ministry of Internal Affairs in the Southern
Federal District) in Grozny.

ORB-2 has never appeared on any official list of detention facilities provided to the CPT.
However, persons certainly are being held there, on occasion for very lengthy periods of time.
In the course of its visits in 2002, the CPT received a large number of allegations of ill-
treatment concerning this establishment which were supported in several cases by clear
medical evidence gathered by its delegation. During the CPT’s most recent visit to the
ChechenRepublic, in May 2003, further allegations were received, once again supported in
some cases by medical evidence.

When the CPT re-visited ORB-2 in May 2003, it was holding 17 persons, some of whom
had been there for several months. The persons detained were extremely reluctant to speak to
the delegation and appeared to be terrified. From the information at its disposal, the CPT has
every reason to believe that they had been expressly warned to keep silent. All the on-site
observations made at ORB-2, including as regards the general attitude and demeanour of the
staff there, left the CPT deeply concerned about the fate of persons taken into custody at the
ORB.

The CPT has repeatedly recommended that a thorough, independent inquiry be carried
out into the methods used by ORB-2 staff when questioning detained persons; that
recommendation has never been addressed in a meaningful manner. To argue that “a formal,
written complaint is required for action to be taken” is an indefensible position to adopt given
the climate of fear and mistrust which currently pervades the ChechenRepublic, and constitutes
a dereliction of responsibility. The CPT calls upon the Russian authorities to put a stop to ill-
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treatment at ORB-2 in Grozny.

6. In the course of its visits to the ChechenRepublic in 2002 and 2003, the CPT has
gathered a considerable amount of information pointing to human rights violations during
special operations and other targeted activities conducted by federal power structures,
involving ill-treatment of detained persons and forced disappearances.

During the May 2002 visit, the CPT’s delegation met public prosecutors, military
commandants and members of the local administration in Argun, Kurchaloy and Urus-Martan.
They stated that large-scale special operations took place according to the provisions of Order
No 80 of 27 March 2002 by the Commander of the Allied Group of Forces for the conduct of
“anti-terrorist operations” in the North Caucasian region, with the participation of prosecutors,
and that there were no complaints about illegal detention and subsequent disappearances.
However, a certain number of targeted activities by unidentified forces were apparently
conducted without prior notification to the local military commanders and prosecutors. The
delegation’s interlocutors spoke of the appearance at night of units, whose members wore
masks and drove in vehicles without number plates, and who took away Chechen inhabitants to
unknown locations. Prosecutors said that they were powerless to find out who had performed
such activities and to locate the whereabouts of the persons detained. Some of the detained
persons subsequently reappeared, but were apparently so terrified that they refused to talk
about what had happened to them, let alone lodge complaints; others had disappeared without
trace or their bodies, frequently mutilated, had subsequently been found.

In its visit report, the CPT recommended that immediate measures be taken to exercise
due control over all special operations and targeted activities in the Chechen Republic.In this
connection, the Committee stressed the need for civil and military prosecutors to exercise close
supervision, for complete lists to be drawn up of all persons detained for checks, and for
information about their whereabouts to be provided without delay to their relatives.

7. The information at the CPT's disposal indicates that serious problems remain in this
area. According to reports received by the Committee, including via the Council of Europe’s
experts based in Chechnya, the Prosecutor of the ChechenRepublic has assessed that from
among the 565 criminal cases concerning abductions opened in 2002, there exists evidence in
approximately 300 of the involvement of members of the federal forces. This matter was
expressly raised with the Prosecutor by the CPT’s delegation when it met him in May 2003, and
he did not contest the assessment attributed to him. As regards 2003, senior members of the
Chechen Administration spoken to indicated that the problem of “disappearances” continued
unabated (the figure of 233 being mentioned for the first four months of the year), and that
there was evidence of the involvement of members of federal forces in a significant proportion
of those cases. The Military Prosecutor of the Allied Group of Forces also acknowledged that
there were cases of human rights violations by members of federal forces, including abductions
during targeted activities; he referred to one specific case in January 2003, in respect of which
trial proceedings would soon be opened. However, he emphasised that these violations were
crimes by individual officers and were not a reflection of State policy.

The fact that the existing orders and instructions are not always respected is explicitly
acknowledged in Order No 98/110 of 23 April 2003 by the Commander and Military Prosecutor
of the Allied Group of Forces. Hopefully, this latest text will prove more effective than its
predecessors. It is incumbent upon the Russian authorities to take adequate steps to ensure
that operations by their forces are conducted in accordance with the law and standing orders
and instructions, and that any violations committed during such operations are thoroughly and
expeditiously investigated. In this connection, the CPT wishes to emphasise the importance of
prosecutors being present not only during large-scale special operations but also when
targeted activities are carried out; for the time being, such a presence is not guaranteed.
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8. As regards action taken to bring to justice those responsible for acts of ill-treatment,
illegal detention and disappearances on the territory of the ChechenRepublic, to date it has
proven largely unproductive. A considerable number of cases have been opened in relation to
crimes committed by members of the federal forces and law enforcement agencies. However,
from the information provided by the Russian authorities to the CPT, it is clear that only a low
proportion of cases have resulted in judicial proceedings, and that very few have led to
sentences. Specific reference should be made to the investigations into violations committed by
members of federal power structures during the special operations in Alkhan-Kala in April 2001,
and Sernovodsk and Assinovskaya in July 2001; they have been slow and inconclusive,
apparently due to the inability to identify the specific perpetrators. This can only contribute to a
sense of impunity.

The CPT calls upon the Russian authorities to provide the Offices of the Prosecutor of
the Chechen Republic and the Military Prosecutor of the Allied Group of Forces for the conduct
of “anti-terrorist operations” in the North Caucasian region with the staff, resources and facilities
necessary for the effective investigation of cases involving allegations of ill-treatment, illegal
detention and disappearances.

In this connection, the need to substantially reinforce the forensic medical services in
the ChechenRepublic must be highlighted. At the present time they are not able to provide the
support required by the criminal justice system to deal with the problems referred to above. The
Forensic Medical Bureau of the ChechenRepublic faces enormous limitations in terms of
resources, equipment and staff, and there are still no possibilities to perform full autopsies on
the territory of the Republic. The CPT calls upon the Russian authorities to take the necessary
steps, as a matter of priority, to enable the Forensic Medical Bureau of the ChechenRepublic to
function adequately.

9. On numerous occasions in the course of its dialogue with the Russian authorities, the
CPT has stressed the importance of members of the federal forces and law enforcement
agencies in the Chechen Republic being reminded, through a formal statement emanating from
the highest political level, that they must respect the rights of persons in their custody (including
those detained during special operations and targeted activities) and that the ill-treatment of
such persons will be the subject of severe sanctions. A direct message of this kind from that
level would provide crucial - much needed - support to existing measures designed to counter
ill-treatment in the ChechenRepublic. As far as the CPT can ascertain, such a message has not
yet been delivered in a clear manner; it should be, without further delay.

10. In making this public statement, the CPT remains fully committed to continuing its
dialogue with the Russian authorities. The Committee is determined to pursue its co-operation
with the Russian authorities in order to assist them to abide, both in the ChechenRepublic and
elsewhere in the Russian Federation, by the fundamental principle that “no one shall be
subjected to torture or to inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment”. Failure to comply
with that principle will render it impossible to create the climate of confidence which is an
essential prerequisite for rebuilding civil society in the ChechenRepublic.

Reporting committee: Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights

Reference to committee: Order No. 586 (2003)

Draft resolution and draft recommendation adopted by the Committee on 16 September 2004
with respectively 16 votes in favour, 3 votes against and no abstentions and 20 votes in favour,
3 votes against and 1 abstention
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Members of the Committee: Mr Lintner (Chairperson), Mr Marty, Mr Jaskiernia, Mr Jurgens
(Vice-Chairpersons), Mrs Ahlgvist, Mr Akcam, Mr Aleuras, Mr Alibeyli (alternate: Mr R.
Huseynov), Mr Arabadjiev, Mr Arias Cafiete, Mrs Arifi, Mr Ates, Mrs Azevedo, Mr Barquero
Vazquez, Mr Bartumeu Cassany, Mrs Batet Lamafa, Mrs Bemelmans-Videc, Mr Berisha, Mr
Bindig, Mr Bokeria, Mr Bruce, Mrs Christmas-Mgller, Mr Cilevics, Mr Coifan, Mr Dell'Utri, Mr
Engeset, Mrs Err, Mr Fedorov, Mr Fico, Mr Frunda, Mr Gedei, Mr Goris, Mr Grebennikov, Mr
Gundiz, Mrs Hajiyeva, Mrs Hakl, Mr Holovaty, Mr Ivanov, Mr Jakic, Mr Jurica, Mr Kaufmann
(alternate: Mr Gross), Mr Kelber, Mr Kelemen, Mr Kovalev, Mr Kroll, Mr Kroupa, Mr Kucheida,
Mrs Leutheusser-Schnarrenberger, Mr Manzella, Mr Martins, Mr Masi, Mr Masson (alternate:
Mr Hunault), Mr McNamara, Mr Monfils, Mr Nachbar, Mr Nikolic (alternate: Mr JovaSevic), Mr
Olteanu, Mrs Ormonde, Mrs Pasternak, Mr Pavlov, Mr Pehrson, Mr Pellicini, Mrs Pétursdottir,
Mr Piscitello (alternate: Mr Budin), Mr Poroshenko, Mrs Paostoica, Mr Pourgourides, Mr Pullicino
Orlando, Mr Raguz, Mr Ransdorf, Mr Rochebloine, Mr Rustamyan, Mr Spindelegger, Mr
Stankevic, Mr Symonenko (alternate: Mr Shybko), Mr Takkula, Mr Varvitsiotis, Mr Wilkinson
(alternate: Mr Lloyd), Mrs Wohlwend, Mr Zhirinovsky, Mr ZiZic

N.B. The names of those members who were present at the meeting are printed in bold.

Secretariat of the Committee: Mr Schokkenbroek, Mr Schirmer, Mrs Clamer, Mr Milner

[1] The average death toll per day resulting from incidents reported in different media was
between 1.5 (mid-September 2003) and more than 10 (July/August 2003), according to the
“Chechnya in brief” reports regularly presented by the Secretary General’s staff. Whilst it is
often difficult to assess which side was responsible for a given incident, the involvement of
armed rebels is quite apparent in most cases involving firefights with Federal or Chechen
security forces, attacks on such forces using mines or roadside bombs, and attacks on
representatives of the pro-Russian Chechen administration and its locales.

[2] Other sources put the number of fighters involved at about 1500, and the official tally
reproduced in most media, which only refer to events in Ingushetia, speaks of about 200.

[3] Chechnya — Last Appeal before Oblivion, Report on Moscow-Ingushetia mission, December
17-24, 2003 (Anne Le Tallec, ACAT (Action des Chrétiens pour I’Abolition de la Torture), April
2004).

[4] IHF commented that in other cases (below) relatives had agreed to exhumations, which
had nevertheless not been carried out.

[5] The mass executions have given rise to a detailed report by Memorial which points to the
presence of Omon troops from St Petersburg and Ryazan troops in the area at the relevant
time.

[6]a description of the military operation including the use of armoured vehicles and helicopters
leading to the capture of the former Speaker of the Chechen Parliament can be found in the
Amnesty International Urgent Action Bulletin, Al Index: EUR 46/42/00, 13 September 2000.

[7] According to information received by SCJI, this is no longer the case. In a letter dated 10
July 2004 to Marzet Imakaeva, the prosecutor’s office informed her that the criminal
investigation into her husband'’s abduction was closed for “lack of a criminal offense”. The letter
states that Russian military servicemen had detained her husband in accordance with the law
and had later released him. Mrs Imakaeva takes note of the official confirmation of her
husband’s detention by Russian troups, which contradicts the Government's earlier
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submissions in the case, including a memorandum of 26 September 2003 to the Strasbourg
Human Rights Court, in which the Government representative states that “unidentified” persons
in camouflage uniforms detained S.-M. Imakaev and that there is “insufficient” evidence to
suspect the involvement of Russian federal forces. But Mrs Imakaeva finds implausible the
scenario presented by the Government regarding her husband'’s alleged release, and intends to
appeal against the prosecutor’s office’s decision to close the criminal investigation.

As regards the case of Khadjimurat Yandiev, SCJI informed me that the Military Procuracy of
military unit 20102 had refused to open a criminal case on the grounds that no crime had been
committed. The military procuracy referred to the fact that the victim’s body had never been
located and that on the video footage of his arrest by federal forces (which also shows that Kh.
Yandiev was beaten during his arrest and that the commanding officer ordered him to be
excecuted) the actual execution was not shown.

[8] At the meeting in Moscow on 31 May with Deputy General Prosecutor Sergeij Fridinskij, we
were told that the allegedly “disappeared” Mrs Imakaeva had turned up in the United States,
where she had obtained political asylum. | asked (HRW) for clarification, who gave me the

following information: the Imakaev family members who left for the United States several
months ago are:

1. Marzet Imakaeva (applicant)

2. Seda Imakaeva ~24 (Marzet's daughter), Shamil Imakaev, ~4 (Seda's son, Marzet's
grandson)

3. Magomed-Emir Imakaev~18 (Marzet's son), his wife, Kheda Imakaeva,~16.

The ones who disappeared (and have unfortunately NOT reappeared in the United States, or
anywhere else), are:

1. Said-Khusein Imakaev (Marzet's son), disappeared in December 2000, was 23 then
2. Said-Magomed Imakaev (Marzet's husband), disappeared June 2, 2002.
[9] This is also the conclusion of the major non-governmental human rights organisations.

[10] The Operative and Search Bureau of the North Caucasus Operations Department of the
Chief Directorate of the Russian Ministry of Internal Affairs in the Southern Federal District.

[11] according to the replies received from the Russian authorities, the Chechen Republic
Prosecutor’s office transmitted 128 applications to the Military Prosecutor’s Office in 2003. In
the same year, the Military Prosecutor’s office, which had also received 799 applications
directly from Chechen residents concerning wrongful acts of servicemen, investigated a total of
10 criminal cases, and referred 3 to the courts.

[12] 94 prosecutors and investigators in seven subordinate prosecutors’ offices in the region

[13] for example, Former Justice Minister Pavel Krasheninnikov and State Duma deputy
speaker Vladimir Lukin, cited in CICC/Europe/CIS/Russian Federation (6 May 2002)

[14] a conference on this topic was held in Moscow on 4-5 February 2004 by the Russian
Association of International Law



Appendix 19

[15] see Pravda.ru of 7 May 2002 : “PACE, which seems to be versatile for views and
members, constantly criticizes Russia for its violation of human rights in Chechnya and passes
proper resolutions. The PACE resolutions, happily, do not oblige us to anything. Though the
ICC is another thing. The ICC could institute criminal proceedings.”

[16] completed by a letter dated 28 June 2004 from Mr Lukin, the Human Rights Ombudsman
of the Russian Federation designated as the Federal interlocutor for the purposes of the joint
programme between the Russian Federation and the Council of Europe, addressed to the
Director General of Political Affairs of the Council of Europe, Mr Schumann.

[17] This date coincides closely with the petition of the Committee of Ministers by the Secretary
General under the 1994 Declaration of the Committee of Ministers on the fulfillment of
commitments; see below under Iltem 4.

[18] I was informed that earlier drafts of the reply had included a reference to the seizure, in
June 2000, of the Committee of Ministers by the Secretary General under para. 1 of the 1994
Declaration.

[19] in relation to Ukraine in 2001, Georgia in 2001, 2002, and 2003 and Moldova in 2002 (cf.
doc. Monitor/Inf (2004) 1 dated 22 January 2004).

[20] The International Helsinki Federation for Human Rights, in a public appeal dated 27
October 2003 extensively citing Assembly Recommendation 1600, has strongly urged the
Committee of Ministers to address the Chechnya question.

[21] pages 30-31.

[22] for example, on 4 September 2003, at around 4.45 am “agents of an unknown law-
enforcement structure of the Chechen Republic” arrested and drove away in a gray UAZ-452
vehicle without license plates Irskhan Khaditovich Edilkhanov (born in 1984) living at 5
Melnichaya street in the village of Khamby-Irze (Lermontovo) of the Achkhoi-Martan district.

[23] on 7 September 2003 arrest of five local residents by Russian federal forces in the village
of Chiri-Yurt in the Grozny rural district. According to the sources cited in the report (p. 30), two
of the detainees were abandoned on the outskirts of the village after being severely tortured
and beaten up. The whereabouts and fate of the other three detainees are unknown.

[24] On 10 September 2003 around 11 pm in the Avtarkhanovsky (Leninsky) district of Grozny.
According to residents, the fire came from the federal forces check-point at the end of the sixth
microdistrict. Residents spent the night in fear, but luckily, there were no casualties.

[25]7 September 2003: town of Urus-Martan; 11 September 2003: village of Makhety in the
Vedeno district (no casualties, but serious damage to property).

[26]9 September 2003: Mart Makhauri (mother of eight), Rosa Adayeva (mother of nine,
including a baby of 9 months) and another woman (a still unidentified refugee) killed and three
children injured in the explosion of a “self-made” landmine in the village of Assinovskaya in the
Sunzha district on their way from a tomato field. The mine exploded under the tractor carriage
transporting the women and children. On the scene of the explosion, a plastic bottle with a
remote control and lines going sideways were discovered. A demining unit demined another
similar mine at the scene of this terrorist attack that failed to explode. A criminal case was
initiated by the prosecutor’s office of the Sunzha district.

[27] An edifying testimony.is that of Alexander Mnatsakanyan, in: Chechnya 2003, Political
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Process through the Looking Glass, Moscow Helsinki Group/Memorial, p. 11: “Generally
speaking, when it comes down to electoral violations, officials immediately get hit with an odd
mix of blindness and visions. They saw lines to ballot boxes in deserted Grozny. They also
watched inspired and merry people. But they somehow overlooked the fact that a French
journalist took part in the voting after he produced his French (sic!) passport. It came unnoticed
that scores of people, for the sake of an experiment, were voting as “new arrivals” at several
polling stations. They failed to see a huge armed red-neck standing right behind a person
watching closely what he was writing in the ballot. I, on the other hand, saw that with my own
eyes.”

[28] source: “Memorial” Human Rights Centre, in: Chechnya 2003 [...], p. 26.

[29] Source: Russian-Chechen Friendship Society, in: Chechnya 2003, Political Process
Through the Looking Glass, MGH/Memorial, p. 21

[30] described in some more detail by “Memorial” HumanRightsCenter in: Chechnya 2003 [...],
p. 31

[31] source: MHG/Memorial, Chechnya 2003, Political Process through the Looking Glass, p.
30

[32] References to the “prevailing climate of impunity” in the Chechen Republic are also made
in the Secretary General’'s information document on the Council of Europe’s response to the
situation in the Chechen Republic (SG/Inf(2004)3 dated 16 January 2004, para. 54) and in the
US Department of State’s Country Report on Human Rights Practices - 2003 on Russia (page
3, with reference to my 2003 report, and page 13: “a climate of lawlessness, corruption and
impunity flourished”); see also FIDH report (no. 328/2) titled “Chechnya - Terror and Impunity: a
Planned System”, and a paper dated 20/06/2004 by Memorial on “How the Procuracy helps to
organise impunity in Chechnya”; as regards the still most disappointing law enforcement
statistics, see above para. 27-31.

[33] see “Ingushetia : Enforced « disappearances », extrajudicial killings and Unlawful
Detentions, December 2003 — June 2004", IHF, 4 August 2004

[34] source : Caucasian Knot /News /2004.
[35] according to NTV (cited in www.lenta.ru, 9 June 2004), Ramzan Kadyrov said:

“We shall punish their relatives in compliance with the law. They are helping the bandits and
they keep saying that they are helping their relatives, their brothers and sisters. But no, it is the
bandits that they are helping. We shall punish their relatives in compliance with the law. And if
there is no such law, we will ask for it. We will address the State Duma of the Russian
Federation with a request to adopt such a law so that they could be punished. Without this the
war in Chechnya shall never be over.”

[36] the case of Sultanbek Kagirov, detained on 10 December 2003, allegedly in order to oblige
one of his brothers, who is a rebel fighter, to turn himself in.

[37] In a special operation on 2 May 2004 in Noibera village (Gudermes region), Veziev
Pakhrudi, aged 50, resident in Zhukov Street, was allegedly detained by “Kadyrov's men”, on
the accusation that his son was a member of the Chechen armed resistance. Also on 2 May, in
Alleroi village of Kurchaloevski region, Kadyrov's men allegedly set fire to the house of Said-
Hasan Turlaev, whose son, according to villagers, belongs to the armed resistance. For a
considerable time, the security services allegedly refused to allow Said-Hasan’s 22-year-old
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daughter to leave the burning house, whose life was saved only by the intervention of the
neighbours. The Buzurkaev family home was also burnt; their son also belongs to the armed
resistance. 9 relatives of members of the illegal armed forces were taken hostage (Sheikh-
Akhmed Buzurkaev, 50, Ramzan Avdarkhanov, 70, Ahmed Avdarkhanov, Aslan Butzugov,
Arsen Minkailov, Isa El'siev, and three members of the Aisultanov family. Butzugov, El'siev,
Minkailov, Buzurkaev, R. Avdarkhanov, and one member of the Aisultanov family were later
released; as to the fate of the other 3 hostages, there was no information as of the end of May.

On 4 May, again in Alleroi village, Taus Buzurkaeva was allegedly arrested without the
Procurator’s sanction by internal affairs ministry troops under the command of Roman Ediev,
formerly a member of Kadyrov’s security services. She was accused of being the mother of a
member of the illegal armed forces (source: Memorial Bulletin, May 2004).

[38] cf. Appendix Il. para. 4 pp.

[39] see also Appendix | para. 3: President Zyazikov has apparently intervened personally,
following a call for help by the Society of Russian-Chechen Friendship, to have one of its
activists, Khamzat Kuchiev, freed from illegal detention by security forces.

[40] Family members of the victims of Captain Ulman, who was acquitted by a jury in Rostov-
on-Don on 29 April 2004 because he killed his civilian victims by order of his superior, whom
we met at the “Memorial” office in Nazran, told us about the humiliation they suffered in the
courtroom. They were under the impression that the members of the jury, who openly
fraternised with the accused, saw the victims and their relatives as the true culprits. The
acquittal has been appealed by the Military Prosecutor’s office. On 26 August, the Russian
Supreme Court has annulled the judgement of the Rostov court. The case will be retried before
another military tribunal.

[41] presented in Appendix Il. para. 10 — 15.

[42] source: Al note 24 February 2004 ; this case is one of those about which | had asked for
information prior to my visit to Chechnya, and for which | did not receive a reply yet.

[43] source : Al note 24 February 2004
[44] source : Al note 24 February 2004
[45] source : « Memorial » Human Rights Centre, in : Chechnya 2003 [...], p. 22.

[46] source : AI/HRW/Memorial 8 April 2004; case submitted to the Russian authorities for
comments, no answer received to date.

[47] source : IHF/Memorial 22 April 2004 ; case submitted to the Russian authorities for
comments ; according to the reply received, it is being “investigated by the military prosecutor’s
office”.

[48] source : Memorial Bulletin May 2004.

[49] The IHF report dated 4 August 2004 on Enforced Disappearances in Ingushetia (p. 9-10)
provides further detail on this case and informs that “Memorial” forwarded a complaint from Mr
MedoV's relatives to the EctHR in Strasbourg on 16 June 2004, which is said to be treated by
priority.

[50] Further detail in the above-mentioned IHF report of 4 August 2004, p. 8.
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[51] Further detail in the above-mentioned IHF report, pp. 4—6.
[52] Further detail in the above-mentioned IHF report, pp. 6-7.
[53] Further detail in the above-mentioned IHF report, pp. 7-9.

[54] The IHF report on enforced disappearances of 4 August 2004 (p. 8) has reprinted extracts
of a letter dated 22 April 2004 (2/581) by the Ingush Prosecution Service to the father of the
abducted, which shows that the numbers of the special “tags” by the alleged kidnappers
presented during the checkup correspond to codes of actual (official?) cars.

[55]cf. IHF, Ingushetia : enforced « disappearances », extrajudicial killings and unlawful
detentions, December 2003-June 2004, 4 August 2004, p. 4-5.

[56] Please note that in order to save space and avoid repetition, the incidents referred to are
not each time described as “alleged”. As long as legal certainty has not been established by a
court judgment, it must be understood that all the incidents brought to the attention of Mr Bindig
can only be “allegations”, albeit substantiated ones.

http://assembly.coe.int/main.asp?Link=/documents/workingdocs/doc04/edoc10283.htm
Accessed on 2-27-06
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Parliamentary Assembly
Assemblée parlementaire

Doc. 10774
21 December 2005

Human rights violations in the Chechen Republic: the Committee of Ministers’
responsibility vis-a-vis the Assembly’s concerns

Report
Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights
Rapporteur: Mr Rudolf Bindig, Germany, Socialist Group

Summary

The Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights is deeply concerned that a fair number of
governments, member states and the Committee of Ministers have failed to address the
ongoing serious human rights violations in the Chechen Republic in a regular, serious and
intensive manner — despite the fact that such violations still occur on a massive scale in a
climate of impunity in the Chechen Republic and, in some cases, in neighbouring regions.

The Committee urges the Committee of Ministers to confront its responsibilities in the face of
one of the most serious human rights issues in any of the Council of Europe’s member states. It
should relaunch its monitoring of the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic — which
has been at a standstill since spring 2004 — and discuss the consequences of Russia’s
insufficient co-operation with the Committee for the Prevention of Torture as well as take
“specific action” on the 1994 Declaration on compliance with commitments, as requested by the
Assembly in 2003. Otherwise, the committee warns, the lack of effective reaction by the
Council’'s executive body could seriously threaten the credibility of the whole Organisation.

. Draft resolution

1. The Parliamentary Assembly stresses that the protection of human rights is the core task
of all Council of Europe bodies and recalls its previous Resolutions 1323 (2003) and 1403
(2004) and Recommendations 1600 (2003) and 1679 (2004) on the human rights situation in
the Chechen Repubilic.

2. The Assembly is deeply concerned that a fair number of governments, member states
and the Committee of Ministers of the Council of Europe have failed to address the ongoing
serious human rights violations in a regular, serious and intensive manner, despite the fact that
such violations still occur on a massive scale in the Chechen Republic and, in somes cases,
neighbouring regions in a climate of impunity.

3. The Assembly reiterates its unambiguous condemnation of all acts of terrorism and
expresses its understanding of the difficulties the Russian Federation faces in combating
terrorism.

4, The Assembly welcomes the fact that a number of criminal cases were opened and
some perpetrators were taken to court and encourages the Public Prosecutor’s office to



Appendix 20

intensify its efforts. Nevertheless, the Assembly notes the lack of substantial progress of the
Prosecutor General’s Office in elucidating numerous human rights violations brought to its
attention in its previous reports on the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic. Impunity
fosters more crime.

5. Both federal and regional law enforcement authorities must continue to investigate
numerous specific and well-documented allegations of enforced disappearances, murder and
torture brought to the attention of international public opinion and of the Assembly in recent
months by non-governmental human rights organisations.

6. Emphasis must be placed on crimes against human rights defenders, lawyers,
prosecutors, judges, forensic doctors and other law enforcement officials and against
applicants to the European Court of Human Rights and their family members. It is intolerable
that reprisals against applicants to the Strasbourg Court take place and remain unpunished.

7. The Assembly urges the Russian delegation to the Assembly to request the setting-up,
within the Duma, of a committee of inquiry to investigate the failure of law enforcement
structures to hold responsible perpetrators of serious human rights violations such as
documented by the Assembly.

8. The Assembly fears that the excessively harsh manner in which the security forces act in
the region in no way contributes to restoring law and order in the region. On the contrary, it
produces more desperation, violence and thus instability.

9. Recalling the Council of Europe’s humanitarian and legal principles, the Assembly
strongly condemns human rights violations in the fight against terrorism, which have now for
well over a decade proven not only to be unlawful but also totally ineffective.

10. It stresses that in order to prevent future serious human rights violations, all law
inforcement agencies active in the Chechen Republic should receive additional orders from the
highest authorities to respect basic human rights in the course of the operations. This is
particularly true for certain Chechen security forces whose legal status is still unclear.

11. Both the democratic process and the fight against impunity must benefit from the work
of strong and independent non-governmental human rights organisations. The Assembly
welcomes the recent information according to which the Russian legislature has expressed its
intention to ensure the compatibility of the draft law on the legal status of non-governmental
organisations with the standards of the Council of Europe. Nevertheless, the Assembly is
concerned about reports on administrative and judicial harassment of some non-governmental
organisations.

12. In view of the seriousness of the human rights violations in the Chechen Republic, the
Assembly is most dissatisfied with the replies of the Committee of Ministers to its
recommendations. It regrets in particular that:

12.1. the Committee of Ministers’ monitoring of the human rights situation in the Chechen
Republic, launched by the Secretary General in June 2000, is now de facto at a standstill since
the spring of 2004, despite repeated calls by the Assembly to intensify monitoring efforts;

12.2. the Committee of Ministers did not take any “specific action” by virtue of the 1994
Declaration on compliance with commitments, after the Assembly had formally seized it in
Recommendation 1600 (2003). Such an omission is unacceptable, especially as the Assembly
had used for the first time the mechanism the Committee of Ministers had itself set up for this
purpose;
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13. The Assembly fears that the lack of effective reaction by the Council’'s executive body in
the face of the most serious human rights issue in any of the Council of Europe’s member
states undermines the credibility of the Organisation.

Il. Draft recommendation

1. The Parliamentary Assembly stresses that the protection of human rights is the core task
of all Council of Europe bodies and recalls Resolution ... (2006) and its previous
Recommendations 1600 (2003) and 1679 (2004) on the human rights situation in Chechnya,
regretting that serious human rights violations still occur on a massive scale in the Chechen
Republic and, in some cases, in neighbouring regions of the Northern Caucasus.

2. It urges the Committee of Ministers to confront its responsibilities in the face of one of the
most serious human rights issues in any of the Council of Europe’s member states, as the lack
of effective reaction by the Council’s executive body has the capacity to seriously threaten the
credibility of the whole Organisation.

3. The Assembly urges the Committee of Ministers to discuss ways and means to prevent
new human rights violations and to overcome the climate of impunity in the Chechen Republic
and to address appropriate recommendations to the Government of the Russian Federation.

4. It commends the Committee of Ministers for its positive response to the proposal on the
desirability of a Council of Europe field presence in the region. It is, however, dissatisfied with
the Committee of Ministers’ failure to obtain the full investigation of the bomb explosion that
effectively put to an end the continued presence of the Council of Europe in the Chechen
Republic.

5. In view of the seriousness of the situation, the Assembly

51. recommends relaunching the Committee of Ministers’ monitoring of the human rights
situation in the Chechen Republic;

5.2. invites the Committee of Ministers again to take “specific action” by virtue of the 1994
Declaration on compliance with commitments, after Recommendation 1600 (2003), which was
the first time that the Assembly had used this specific Committee of Ministers monitoring
mechanism;

5.3. reiterates its call to the Committee of Ministers to discuss the necessary consequences
of the public statements of the European Committee for the Prevention of Torture (CPT) on
insufficient co-operation of the Russian Federation with this important body.

6. In order to be able to take the required strong action, it invites the Committee of Ministers

to make use of all the possibilities provided by the Statute of the Council of Europe to reach
decisions, including votes by a two-thirds majority.

Il. Explanatory memorandum by Mr Rudolf Bindig, Rapporteur
CONTENTS
1. Introduction

2. THE EVOLUTION OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION IN THE CHECHEN
REPUBLIC SINCE 2004
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2.1. Still no end to human rights violations and de facto impunity of their perpetrators

2.2 Examples for alleged new human rights violations in the Chechen Republic since 2004
2.21. Unlawful killings, enforced disappearances, torture and illegal detention

2.2.2. Hostage-takings

2.2.3. Reprisals against applicants to the European Court of Human Rights or their family
members

2.2.4. Harassment of human rights defenders

2.3. Spread of the climate of impunity to territories adjacent to the Chechen Republic

3. THE COMMITTEE OF MINISTERS’ RESPONSIBILITY VIS-A-VIS THE ASSEMBLY’S
CONCERNS

3.1. The Assembly’s recommendations and the Committee of Ministers’ responses with
regard to the human rights situation in Chechnya

3.1.1. Taking an active role in putting an end to the climate of impunity

3.1.2. Proposal to set-up an international tribunal for Chechnya

3.1.3. Examination of the Russian law on terrorism and requirement for Russia to amend
the text to comply with the Council of Europe standards

3.1.4. Ensuring a continued presence of Council of Europe experts in Chechnya

3.1.5. Monitoring the human rights situation in Chechnya

3.1.6. No “specific action” after the Assembly’s seizure of the Committee of Ministers by

virtue of the 1994 Declaration on compliance with commitments

3.2. Assessment of the Committee of Ministers’ responses: a lack of effective reaction
which threatens the credibility of the Council of Europe

3.21. Committee of Ministers abandoning its responsibilities vis-a-vis the Assembly?
3.2.2. Committee of Ministers escaping its responsibilities towards its own commitments
3.2.3. Committee of Ministers lack of political determination threatens the Organisation’s
credibility

APPENDICES

- Appendix A: Letter of 12 October 2005 from Mr Rudolf Bindig, Rapporteur, to Mr Vladimir V.
Ustinov, Prosecutor General of the Russian Federation

o Appendix | to the letter from Mr Bindig to Mr Ustinov: Cases which were communicated to the
Prosecutor General’s office of the Russian Federation before, in the preparation of the previous
report on the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic

o Appendix Il to the letter from Mr Bindig to Mr Ustinov: New allegations of Human Rights
violations in the Chechen Republic brought to the attention of Mr Bindig after the October 2004
report on the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic (Doc 10283)

o Appendix Il to the letter from Mr Bindig to Mr Ustinov: Alleged spread of impunity to territories
adjacent to Chechnya

- Appendix B: New allegations of human rights violations in the Chechen Republic and in
territories adjacent to Chechnya, brought to the attention of Mr Bindig after the sending of the
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letter from Mr Bindig to Mr Ustinov, Prosecutor General of the Russian Federation, on 12
October 2005

- Appendix C: Letter of 6 December 2005 from Mr Viadimir V. Ustinov, Prosecutor General of
the Russian Federation, to Mr Rudolf Bindig, Rapporteur

1. Introduction

1. The protection of human rights is the core task of the Council of Europe and of all its
institutions. The joint action of the Assembly and of the Committee of Ministers is of particular
importance in this respect. Concerning the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic, the
Assembly adopted a number of resolutions as well as recommendations addressed to the
Committee of Ministers. Because of the extremely difficult human rights situation in the
Chechen Republic characterised by continuing most serious human rights violations it was to
be expected that the Committee of Ministers would deal intensively with the problems there and
react in a forthcoming way to the recommendations of the Assembly. In my opinion, both were
expectations were fulfilled insufficiently.

2. In this report | will first show how serious the human rights situation in the Chechen
Republic still is, making use of the newest information, and then discuss the measures taken by
the Committee of Ministers and its reactions to the recommendations of the Assembly. This will
show how important and necessary it is, to address a new urgent appeal to the Committee of
Ministers to address the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic intensively and to
insist vis-a-vis the Russian Federation on respecting the fundamental standards and principles
of our organisation in the Chechen Republic. In an environment of terror and fear, no positive
political development is possible.

2. THE EVOLUTION OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS SITUATION IN THE CHECHEN
REPUBLIC SINCE 2004

2.1. Still no end to human rights violations and de facto impunity of their perpetrators

3. The human rights situation in the Chechen Republic has unfortunately not improved
significantly since the adoption of my last report in October 2004. The conclusions made by the
Assembly one year ago remain valid. There is no end to gross human rights abuses in
Chechnya, in the form of murder, enforced disappearance, torture, hostage-taking, and
arbitrary detention. In addition, the climate of impunity is spreading further, beyond the
Chechen and Ingush Republics, into other regions in the Northern Caucasus, including North
Ossetia and more recently Kabardino-Balkaria. During the past months a number of abuses
took place in these republics that are reminiscent of those taking place in the Chechen
Republic, and which have also remained largely unpunished. As | had warned in my previous
report, the conflict in the Chechen Republic appears to be spreading like an epidemic,
threatening the rule of law throughout the Russian Federation.

4, There are still regular reports about “targeted operations” in the Chechen Republic, which
mostly take place at night, usually by armed men, in camouflage and often masked, who
typically arrive in a convoy of military vehicles whose identification plates are covered, and
during which one ore more persons are taken away in an unknown direction. In some cases the
individuals are released within a few days, often after having been beaten or tortured, in other
cases they remain missing, and in some cases their bodies are found bearing signs of a violent
death. Whilst fewer persons are now affected by such operations, which have replaced large-
scale “mop-ups”, they amount in the view of Russian human rights defenders to quasi-legalised
“death squad” activities. Because of the much smaller number of potential witnesses, it is also
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more dangerous for victims’ relatives to complain, as informers can be identified and subjected
to reprisals much more easily.

5. It can be difficult to attribute responsibility for these abductions. The language spoken by
the armed men — Russian, Chechen, Ingush, accented or not —, the type of vehicles used, and
if unmasked, their appearance, are often the few indications of their identity. In the cases in
which the prosecution opens criminal investigations, these almost always fail to identify the
individuals responsible, or the crimes are simply attributed to armed opposition groups.
Nevertheless, circumstances indicate in many cases that Federal or Chechen security forces
were responsible for what was in fact a “disappearance”. As mentioned in my previous report, a
growing number of abductions and other abuses are attributed to the so-called “Kadyrovtsy”,
the Chechen security force that is effectively under the command of Ramzan Kadyrov, the First
Deputy Prime Minister of Chechnya. The so-called “oil regiment”, another Chechen security
force, formerly part of the Security Service of the President of the Chechen Republic, and
headed by Adam Delimkhanov, has also reportedly been implicated in such “disappearances”.

6. In a briefing paper of July 2005, Amnesty International described a new trend in the
human rights abuses in the Northern Caucasus. Persons are reportedly being arbitrarily
detained and subjected to torture and ill-treatment, in order to force them to confess to crimes
that they have not committed. Once they have signed a “confession” they are transferred to
another detention facility where they have access to a lawyer; but the confession obtained
under duress appears to secure their conviction by the court1.

7. Statistics kept by the Russian NGO Memorial reveal a depressingly familiar situation.
Memorial recorded a total of 411 abductions of Chechen civilians in 2004 (152 in the first six
months of 2005), of whom 189 (58) were released or ransomed back, 24 (6) were found dead,
and 198 (86) are still missing. Moreover, the number of persons killed in the Chechen Republic
in 2004 was 310, of which 120 civilians, 105 law enforcement officials, 7 republican bureaucrats
of various ranks, 43 presumed members of “rebel” forces, and another 35 unknown persons.
However, Memorial stresses that their statistics are based on research conducted in about one-
third of the territory of the Chechen Republic, and that the true numbers may be three to four
times higher2.

8. Official statistics provide different, but still worrysome data. In his general report of
activities for 2004, the Commissioner for Human Rights of the Russian Federation, Mr Vladimir
Lukin, stated that “fundamental human rights — the right to life, to liberty and security — are
constantly violated in the Chechen Republic, where people still disappear, including civilians”3.
In an article of January 2005, the Russian Ambassador in Belgium confirmed that people
actually disappear in Chechnya. He cited the statistics of the “Committee of the Chechen
Government for ensuring constitutional rights of the Russian citizens living in the Chechen
Republic” (KomuteT NpasButensctea YeuveHckon Pecnybnukm no obecneyeHuto
KOHCTUTYLMOHHBIX NpaB rpaxaaH Poccuinckon ®egepaumm, NpoxmnsaioLLmMx Ha TEpPUTOpun
YeyeHckon Pecnybnukn) : according to this Committee, the total number of disappearances
from 1999 to December 2004 amounts to 1667. More than 100 persons who had disappeared
were released in 2004. The Russian Ambassador also stated that 148 members of the federal
forces and 117 Chechen policemen were killed in 20044. When the Chechen President Alu
Alkhanov came in Strasbourg on 26 October 2005, he indicated that 65 people remained
missing after being abducted in Chechnya from January through September 2005, and that
over the last months the successful investigation of disappearances increased to 21 per cent.
At a press conference in Moscow he also said that a growing number of abductions was
registered in October, in the run-up to the parliamentary elections5. Mr Alkhanov emphasised
that efforts were made to tackle this problem : a special “rapid reaction unit’” was created within
the Chechen Ministry of the Interior and equipped with a hot line enabling relatives to speedily
inform the authorities about cases of disappearances. Moreover, the work on the establishment
of a unified data base on disappeared persons is continuing and will encompass all
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disappearances since 1991. | strongly welcome these efforts and the Chechen President’s
strong personal commitment to the solution of the problem of enforced disappearances.

9. However, the actual investigations and prosecutions relating to killings, “disappearances”
and other serious human rights abuses, are still clearly insufficient.

10. One prominent example of the still-prevailing climate of impunity, but also of the central
authorities’ determination to fight against it, is the Ulman case — the trial of four Russian
servicemen accused of having killed six Chechen civilians in January 2002 near the village of
Dai. In April 2004, Captain Eduard Ulman and his men were acquitted by a jury court in the
southern Russian town of Rostov-on-Don, for having obeyed orders from an unnamed
commander. During my visit to the Northern Caucasus in May 2004, | met with a delegation of
the victim’s family members, who had attended the trial. They gave me a shocking account of
the hateful way in which they were treated in the courtroom — the victims felt that they were
treated as criminals, whilst the accused killers were celebrated as heroes. The acquittal was
appealed by the prosecution, but following an order for retrial from the Military Collegiate of the
Supreme Court, the men were again found not guilty by a jury at the same court on 19 May
2005. On 30 August 2005, the Russian Supreme Court overturned this verdict, too, and sent
the case back for retrial to the same court in Rostov, where a third hearing is scheduled in
November. While awaiting the new trial, the four men have not been suspended from their
posts in the Russian military intelligence unit (GRU). According to the lawyer for the families
whose relatives were killed, the majority of the witnesses in the case against the men are
serving in the same unit.

11. On 21 November 2005 a demonstration was organised in Grozny to protest against
alleged human rights violations committed by Russian soldiers. The participants demanded
punishment for those responsible for the recent killing of three Chechen civilians in the
Chechen village of Staraya Sunzha on 16 November 2005, and the shelling of the Chechen
town of Starye Atagi on 10 November 2005, in which six civilians were injured6. Military
prosecutors arrested three Russian soldiers who have admitted murdering three Chechen men
in Staraya Sunzha with the aim of robbering them. As regards the shelling of Starye Atagi, they
concluded it was an accident?.

12. Russian soldiers responsible for killings of Chechen civilians and other human rights
violations are often considered by the judges as non accountable for their crimes because they
were drunk or psychologically disturbed at the moment of the facts. On 15 November 2005, a
Grozny military court decided for the second time to subject Sergent Andrey Tikhonov to
additional psychiatric examination. Andrey Tikhonov is accused of having killed a Chechen
civilian, Adam Tukhshaev, on 18 January 2005 in the village of ltum-Kala. After Tikhonov
launched a grenade in Tukhshaev’s car, the latter was severely injured and then died8.

13. In order to obtain fresh information, from official sources, on the progress of the criminal
investigations on a large number of serious human rights violations, | sent a request for
information to the Prosecutor General of the Russian Federation, Mr Ustinov, on 12 October
2005. However, no reply was received by 5 December.

13a. | received a reply from Mr Ustinov on 6 December 2005 in the afternoon. Whilst | am
still awaiting the full translation of this important document, | have been briefed about its
content by the Secretariat. | was assured that this document contains precise data with regard
to the specific cases on which | had asked for information on the state of investigations, as well
as figures and statistics on the number of complaints relating to alleged serious human rights
violations examined by the civilian and military prosecutor’s offices in the Chechen Republic
and in Ingushetia, and on criminal cases opened. However, little information is provided on
indictments and convictions in the courts, and a first analysis of the document reveals that most
investigations have not led to tangible results : few cases made it to trial; most were
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suspended, transferred, or dismissed.

13b. As regards the Chechen Republic, the reply indicates that 251 complaints relating to
killings were examined by the prosecutor’s office of the Chechen Republic in 2004 (91 in the
first six months of 2005), in 151 (54) of which a criminal case was opened. The opening of a
criminal case was refused in 93 (29) cases, of which 89 (26) for “absence of crime”, and the
investigations in 7 (8) cases were transferred (presumably to the military prosecutor’s office). In
2004, 54 criminal cases relating to killings (31 in the first six months of 2005) involving 70 (34)
suspects were referred to the courts. The document also lists the number of complaints relating
to abductions received by the prosecutor’s office of the Chechen Republic, which amounts to
432 (211). A criminal case was opened in 168 (62) of these cases, and was refused in 261
(145); the investigations in 7 (8) cases were transferred (presumably to the military
prosecutors). Over the period 2000-2005 (taking into account the first six months of 2005) the
courts pronounced convictions for 30 persons accused in 21 criminal cases relating to
abductions. In addition, courts of other regions of the Russian Federation examined 4 criminal
cases against 6 suspects, the investigations of which were led by the prosecutor’s office of the
Chechen Republic. The reply of Mr Ustinov also provide information on cases of rape. In 2004,
the prosecutor’s office examined 9 complaints relating to rapes (12 in the first six months of
2005). A criminal case was opened in 1 (7) case(s), and was refused in 8 (5) for “absence of
crime”. In 2004, 6 criminal cases relating to rapes (5 in the first six months of 2005) involving 9
(10) suspects were referred to the courts.

13c. As regards Ingushetia, the reply of Mr Ustinov indicates that 88 complaints relating to
serious human rights violations were received by the prosecutor’s office of the Republic of
Ingushetia in 2004 (29 in the first six months of 2005), of which 3 (1) relating to killings, 72 (26)
relating to abductions, disappearances and torture, and 13 (2) relating to rapes. A criminal case
was opened in 3 (0) cases relating to killings, 30 (2) cases relating to abductions,
disappearances and torture, and 3 (1) cases relating to rapes. In 2004, 23 criminal cases were
referred to the courts (11 in the first six months of 2005), of which 19 (8) relating to killings, 4
(2) relating to abductions, and 0 (1) relating to rapes.

14. On 24 February 2005, the European Court of Human Rights ruled in three judgments
that there had been violations of the right to life and the prohibition of torture as well as the right
to an effective remedy and the peaceful enjoyment of possessions (Articles 2, 3 and 13 of the
European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (ECHR)
and Article 1 of Protocol 1 to the ECHR) in six cases from the Chechen Republic. These were
the first decisions of the Court on cases relating to alleged human rights violations in the
Chechen conflict. In the case of Khashiyev and Akayeva v. Russia, the European Court ruled
that the deaths of the relatives of the applicants who had been killed by servicemen were
attributable to the State, amounting to a violation of the right to life (Article 2). In the judgment in
the case of Isayeva, Yusupova and Bazayeva v. Russia and in the separate judgment
concerning a sixth case, Isayeva v. Russia, the European Court found that the Russian
authorities had failed to protect the right to life of the applicants and their relatives, in the
planning and execution of military operations. The Court awarded financial compensation to the
applicants in all six cases. A large number of Chechnya-related cases (more than 200) is still in
the Court’s pipeline. These cases raise the issue of lack of effective domestic remedies, as
courts, the prosecution or other law-enforcement institutions still do not function properly in the
Chechen Republic. They also raise the question of general measures to put an end to the
massive human rights abuses and the climate of impunity which still prevail in Chechnya

15. The adoption and implementation of general measures by the Russian authorities,
subsequently to the judgments of the European Court of Human Rights, would contribute to
ameliorate the human rights situation in Chechnya. Such measures should include, in
particular ; 1) the translation and large diffusion of the above-mentioned judgments of the
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European Court of Human Rights, with a summary of these judgments and an Explanatory
note; 2) the (re)opening of investigations and criminal cases against the persons responsible
for human rights violations in Chechnya — in particular, Russian Generals Vladimir Shamanov
and Yakov Nebitko should be prosecuted and suspended from their functions during the time of
the investigation, since they were held responsible by the Strasbourg Court for the
indiscriminate bombing of Chechen civilians in Katyr-Yurt in February 20009; 3) the revision of
the Russian law on terrorism to achieve compliance with the Council of Europe standards; 4)
the creation of a training system on European human rights standards for legal professions and
law-enforcement members.

2.2 Examples for alleged new human rights violations in the Chechen Republic since 2004

16. In the following, | would like to present some new examples for the different categories
of human rights violations that have been brought to my attention since the adoption of the
Assembly’s last report in October 200410.

2.21. Unlawful killings, enforced disappearances, torture and illegal detention

17. As regards unlawful killings of Chechen civilians by alleged members of the security
forces, one terrifying case is that of the Arsanukaev family. In the night of 18 October 2005,
masked and camouflaged security service personnel, reportedly Chechen-speaking, took away
65-year-old Salman Arsanukaev and his son Khamzat, aged 22, from their home in the village
Pobedinskoe, and then killed them. In the evening both corpses, with marks of violent death,
were found in a hole outside the village. On 2 October, another son of Salman Arsanakaeyv,
Supian, had been killed in Grozny. Before that, in April, his brother Selim Arsanakaev had been
detained and then killed : he was suspected of having murdered the head of administration of
the Nadterechnyi district, and was shot dead supposedly when he attempted to escape from
the police11.

18. Abductions, often followed by the “disappearance” of detainees and the theft or
destruction of property at the hands of security forces (Chechen and Federal) are still occurring
on a massive scale. On 2 October, at 4 p.m., the house where the Buraev family lived in
Grozny was reportedly surrounded by more than one hundred operatives of the Ministry of
Defence, the FSB and the Anti Terrorist Center (ATC) from the Staropromyslovsky district of
Grozny. They all spoke Chechen. At this time, Sazita Buraeva, her daughter Zarema Buraeva,
aged 24, and her sons Ali and Baudin, aged 18 and 22, as well as Zarema'’s two small children
(2 and 4 years old) were at home. After entering without introducing themselves, the
servicemen made Ali and Baudin Buraev lie on the ground and beat them heavily while
swearing. The mother tried to stop them, but the soldiers pointed their weapons at her. After
one hour, the commander asked Zarema questions about her deceased husband (killed in
April) and then made her follow them through the house. Zarema has not been seen since that
moment. The servicemen took Ali and Baudin Buraev with them, “questioning” them, kicking
them and beating them with their weapons as they moved toward their vehicles. Ali and Baudin
were not able to stand normally after that treatment. When trying to interfere, Sazita was told by
a soldier “You should consider yourself lucky not to be executed yourself’. This was the last
time Sazita saw her sons. Since that day Zarema Buraeva, Baudin Buraev and Ali Buraev
remain “disappeared”. The servicemen also “confiscated” 9.000 rubles, the TV set, the
computer and several other valuables12.

19. A large number of persons are detained arbitrarily, sometimes in unofficial locations,
where the detainees are subjected to torture and other ill-treatments. An example among many
others is that of Sultan Aliev, who was taken away without any explanations on 18 November
2004 from the yard of a large residential building in the Grozny district “1st Microrayon” by four
camouflaged persons not wearing masks : according to information from the HRC Memorial,
Sultan Aliev was kept in an-unofficial “prison”-and tortured, before he was released on the 21st
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day after his abduction13. But many individuals who have been subjected to torture and then
released are too frightened to complain about their treatment, especially to the authorities. For
instance, Aslan Chintigov, who had been abducted on 20 October 2005 from his home in the
village of Germenchuk by camouflaged and masked men and then released two days later,
said to representatives of “Memorial” that he did not want to speak about the circumstances of
his abduction and his detention: he recognized that he had been tortured, but refused to lodge
a complaint because he feared reprisals14. Shows in a joint report published on 25 November
2005 based on a joint on-site mission in September, FIDH, Memorial, the International Helsinki
Federation, the Norvegian Helsinki Committee and the Demos Centre15 provide numerous
new, well-documented examples of harrowing human rights violations, including the terrible
account of a father whose young son was tortured before him in order to make the father
confirm that his son had murdered a policeman16. These examples confirm that a climate of
terror, resulting in impunity, is still prevailing in Chechnya.

20. Serious human rights abuses are still committed in the course of larger-scale military
operation carried out by the federal forces, the so-called “zachistka”. On 14-16 January 2005, in
the Chechen village of Zumskoi, Itum-Kalinski district, a military operation was reportedly
carried out, which involved shelling of the settlement by artillery,. On 14 January, the village
was subjected to aerial attack; as a result, one house (belonging to Akhmud Tamaev) was
levelled to ground, and several other houses were seriously damaged. The same day, troops
landed in helicopters, which had previously subjected the village to rocket and machinegun fire,
regardless of the fact that there were no combatants in the village and no one resisted the
attack. In the village, the military servicemen carried out a mop-up operation with looting,
destruction of property and abductions of civilians. Late at night on 14 January the servicemen
detained a local resident named Shirvani Nasipov. In the morning of 15 January two other men
and a teenage boy were reportedly kidnapped: Magomed Emin Ibishev, Vakha Mukhaev and
his 15-year-old son Atabi Mukhaev. They have not been seen since then17.

21. As mentioned before, a large number of human rights violations are allegedly
committed by the so-called “Kadyrovtsy”. On 21 September 2005, a “zachistka” was reportedly
carried out in Novye Atagi by “Kadyrovtsy” who abducted five local young residents from the
Umkhaev and Khapaev families. In June 2005, local residents of Argun discovered in a rock
quarry the remains of a 25-year-old son of Ayna Usmanova, who had disappeared several days
ago : he had been arrested by “Kadyrovtsy” and released two days later, after having been
badly beaten; he was ordered to return in some days later for interrogation, which he did, and
was never seen or heard of again. On 26 November 2004, in the village of Germenchuk of
Shali district, police colonel Rivzan Abzatov and his collaborator Khabib Guduev were shot
dead by unmasked killers, two of whom were clearly identified as belonging to the
“Kadyrovtsy”18. In my view, the “Chechenisation” of human rights violations, which are
attributed more and more frequently to the so-called “Kadyrovtsy”, does not exonerate the
Federal authorities, which remain responsible for the protection of all Russian citizens,
including those living in the Chechen Republic.

2.2.2. Hostage-takings

22. Another frightening trend in Chechnya is that of hostage-taking of relatives of suspected
rebel fighters in order to force them to give themselves up by threatening their relatives with
murder and torture. Since the end of 2004, a growing number of arbitrary detentions,
“disappearances” and abductions of family members of suspected rebel fighters has been
reported by NGOs.

23. The most notorious case was the abduction in December 2004 of eight relatives, most
of them elderly and in fragile health, of the Chechen separatist leader Aslan Maskhadov,
carried out in the suburbs of Grozny by unknown armed persons most probably belonging to
the so-called “Kadyrovtsy”. Seven of them were released on 31 May 2005, after Maskhadov
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was killed in March. The eighth relative has been charged in connection with participation in an
armed group. Officials in Chechnya have denied that they were responsible for the detention of
the other seven individuals19.

24. Other cases were documented by NGOs. On 5 May 2005, members of security forces
of the Chechen Republic reportedly detained three brothers, Adam Sherimbekovich Chersiev,
Kureish Sherimbekovich Chersiev and Movla Sherimbekovich Chersiev, at the Oktiabrskoe
settlement in the Grozny (rural) district. Relatives of the brothers were informed that the latter
were kept as hostages, since one of the members of this family participated in the armed
resistance, and that the condition of their release was the fighter giving himself up.

25. On 10 May 2005, members of security services reportedly detained 70-year-old Maret
Usmanova Khutsaeva and her granddaughter Lipa Rashidovna Tsaeva, aged 16 or 17, from
their home in the village of Gekhi, Urus-Martan district. The following day the two women
returned home, having been released on the condition that Arbi Khutsaev, Maret Khutsaeva’s
son, give himself up to the authorities, and threatened that otherwise the men would return and
detain Maret Khutsaeva again20.

26. Such methods are totally unacceptable criminal acts which must be stamped out by the
Federal and Chechen authorities. In this regard | was astounded to learn about the statement
of the Russian Federation Prosecutor General Mr Ustinov made during a State Duma'’s hearing
in November 2004, where he suggested taking hostages as a possible measure to fight
terrorism21. The taking of hostages by any person, terrorist or serviceman cannot be tolerated
under any circumstances.

2.2.3. Reprisals against applicants to the European Court of Human Rights or their family
members
27. | am also extremely concerned about reports that a number of Chechen applicants to

the European Court of Human Rights have been subjected to reprisals. Such reprisals have
ranged from harassment and threats up to the murder of applicants or their close relatives
(Zoura Bitieva, who had lodged a complaint with the Court in May 2000 - No 57953/00 — and
whose complaint was declared admissible by the Court on 20 October 200522, and Anzor
Pokaev, whose father Sharfudin Sambiev filed an application in July 2003 - No. 38693/0423). It
appears that Chechen victims of human rights violations not only have extremely limited access
to justice in the Russian Federation, but also that their lives are endangered when they attempt
to seek justice through international mechanisms24.

28. Since my last report, new allegations of persecution of applicants to the European Court
of Human Rights or their family members, including the killing of an applicant, have been
brought to my attention. The most shocking case is that of the abduction and subsequent
murder of Said-Khusein Magomedovich Elmurzaev. Elmurzaev had filed an application with the
Court after the body of his son, Idris, was found on 9 April 2004 at the outskirts of the Serzhen-
Yurt village amoung eight other mutilated bodies. On 2 April 2005, armed men abducted Said-
Khusein Magomedovich ElImurzaev and another of his sons Suleiman Sayd-Khuseinovich
Elmurzaev from their houses in the village of Duba-Yurt. The perpetrators reportedly wore
camouflage uniforms and spoke unaccented Russian. On 8 May 2005, the body of Said-
Khusein Magomedovich Elmurzaev was found in the Sunzha River near the settlement
(stanitsa) of llyinska in the Groznenskiy district25.

29. Another serious case is that of Aslambek Salmanovich Utsaev, which is one of the
applicants in the case Tovmirzaeva and others v Russia (No 29133/03) currently pending
before the European Court26. On 4 July 2004, a large group (around 36) of armed military
personnel raided the home of Aslambek Salmanovich Utsaev and allegedly severely beat him.
On 30 July 2004, armed men in masks, again not providing any identification or explanation for
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their presence, entered the home of the Utsaevs and, without saying anything, and beat
Aslambek Utsaev again, on the head, face and torso27.

30. The “disappearance” of Yakub Magomadov, whose family had lodged a complaint with
the Court in 2001 and had received threats on a number of occasions, as well as pressure and
death threats against Zalina Medova, another applicant to the European Court of Human
Rights, have also been reported28.

31. These serious crimes which have been committed against applicants and family
members of applicants to the European Court of Human Rights have not yet been
elucidated29. Such acts are totally unacceptable, and must be a clear priority for law
enforcement authorities to investigate, as they may deter applications to the European Court of
Human Rights, which is the centrepiece of the human rights protection mechanism established
by the European Convention on Human Rights. | am therefore pleased that our colleague
Christos Pourgourides, in the report that he is preparing on the member states’ duty to
cooperate with the European Court of Human Rights, will cover cases of reprisals against
applicants to the Court and their families. In my view, it is a clear failure to co-operate with the
Court if a member country does not ensure the safety of applicants from reprisals.

224, Harassment of human rights defenders

32. Russian and international NGOs have reported a worrying trend of Russian and
Chechen authorities deliberately targeting human rights defenders, activists and independent
journalists criticising human rights violations in the Chechen Republic, and in some cases
subjecting them to severe harassment and even enforced disappearance30.

33. During the past months, the Russian-Chechen Friendship Society (RCFS), laureate of
the 2004 Recognition Award of the International Helsinki Federation, which provides
independent information about the human rights situation in Chechnya and other parts of the
North Caucasus and defends victims of violations, has become the target of a campaign of
harassment by the authorities, which simultaneously initiated a series of criminal and
administrative procedures against the RCFS.

34. First, the tax inspectorate of Nizhegorodski district (where the RCFS is based) claimed
on 15 August 2005 that the RCFS had violated the Tax Code and that they owed profit tax for
grants to implement specific human rights projects in the period from 2002 to 2004 from their
foreign donours31. The total amount of the claims, including fines, is more than one million
Rubles (around € 28.200). In addition, a criminal case was commenced on 2 September for tax
evasion. This fiscal harassment threatens the continuation of the RCFS’s activities. The RCFS
has filed a complaint against the federal tax inspection office in the region of Nizhniy Novgorod
who allegedly began a series of unauthorized withdrawals from their bank account on 26
August 2005.

35. Second, on 2 September 2005 the head of the RCFS and chief editor of the
“Pravozashshita” (“Human Rights Defence”) newspaper, Stas Dmitrievsky, was officially
charged by the Prosecutor’s Office of the Nizhny Novgorod Region under § 2b of Article 282 of
the Russian Criminal Code (“inciting hatred or enmity on the basis of ethnicity and religion”), for
having allowed the (re-) printing of two articles on the Chechen conflict in March and April 2004,
Aslan Maskhadov’s open letter to the European Parliament and Akhmed Zakaev’s appeal to
the people of Russia. On 15 November British human rights expert Professor Bill Bowring, who
was scheduled to monitor the trial of Stas Dmitrievsky, was refused entry to the Russian
Federation without explanation32. If convicted in this criminal case, Stas Dmitrievsky faces up
to 5 years imprisonment33.

36. Finally, in late September 2005 the Russian Ministry of Justice held a hearing to nullify



Appendix 20

the registration of the RCFS on the ground that by law it cannot use “Russian” in its name. This
case had begun in April 2005, when the Federal Registration Service under the Ministry of
Justice had initiated a court case against the RCFS because of its failure to provide the
required documents (documents, which had just been confiscated by the Tax Inspectorate). On
14 November 2005, the judge refused the Ministry of Justice in its civil action to liquidate the
RCFS34.

37. These coordinated efforts by the Russian authorities to close down the RCFS seem to
be politically motivated. As a result, the continuity of the RCFS’s important human rights work is
seriously put into question, and the members of the organisation feel personally endangered
because of ongoing harassment, in particular through the media. Several members of the
RCFS have in fact been persecuted or even killed during the past years35.

38. Another NGO under pressure by the Russian authorities is the Ingushetia-based
Chechen Committee for National Salvation (CCNS), which, like the RCFS, monitors and reports
on the situation in the North Caucasus. The CCNS is facing closure based on accusations of
distributing “extremist materials”, namely several press releases reporting “disappearances”
and torture of Chechen civilians by Russian security forces. While the Nazran District Court
found in favour of the organisation on 25 October 2004, the Supreme Court of the Republic of
Ingushetia overturned this decision on 10 February 2005, ordering the Nazran District Court to
re-examine the case. Court proceedings resumed in May 2005 and were ongoing as of this
writing. Separately, in January 2005, a lawyer working for the CCNS was detained by unnamed
armed men in Grozny and “disappeared”; he returned home three weeks later.

39. Another very recent case of particular concern is that of Osman Boliev, a Chechen
human rights activist living in Daghestan that was brought to my attention by a trusted Moscow
lawyer, Karinna Moskalenko, who knows Mr Boliev very well. On 15 November 2005, in the city
of Khasav-lurt, Daghestan, Osman Boliev was arrested by police on false charges (the police
said they found a grenade in his car), and is still being detained incommunicado. Osman Boliev
is the president of the human rights organisation “Romashka”. In close contact with Mrs
Moskalenko’s International Protection Center in Moscow, he has initiated several cases before
the European Court of Human Rights, one of which — Israilov v Russia —was granted priority
status. Mr Boliev’s lawyer Akhmad Umaev has not been allowed to meet his client in detention.
According to the information available through relatives it would appear that he was tortured in
order to give self-incriminating evidence. An urgent request for interim measures was
presented before the European Court of Human Rights on 21 November 2005.

40. The campaign of the Russian authorities against NGO’s and human rights defenders
working on the conflict in the Chechen Republic seems to be part of a more general threatening
freedom of expression and of association in the Russian Federation. In this context, the new
legislation passed by the State Duma in a first reading on 23 November36, which provides for
strict regulations on registration of NGO’s and tight control over their activities, are a particular
source of concern37. Russian NGO’s have expressed their fear that the proposed changes
might be a pretext to crack down on any organisation that criticise the authorities. Foreign-
based NGOs such as Amnesty International, Greenpeace etc. fear that they will be forced to
close down their representative offices in the Russian Federation.38.

2.3. Spread of the climate of impunity to territories adjacent to the Chechen Republic
41. Human rights violations of the type prevalent in the Chechen Republic have
unfortunately spilled over into the neighbouring Ingushetia and subsequently into other

republics in the Northern Caucasus.

42. NGO’s have documented a large number of human rights abuses, abductions and
torture, that have taken place in Ingushetia. In my last report, | gave an account of the
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disappearance of Mr Ozdoev, a prosecutor who disappeared after blowing the whistle in
Moscow on alleged illegal activities of the local FSB office. His father, a retired senior judge,
whom | met in Nazran last year, had given me an account of the evidence he had himself
collected. The President of Ingushetia, whom | met shortly thereafter, assured me solemnly that
he took the evidence provided by Mr Ozdoev senior very seriously and pledged to elucidate the
disappearance of his son. Unfortunately, he has still not succeeded, and the illicit acts that this
courageous public prosecutor had tried to stop are apparently still going on. A recent case is
the abduction of three men from a building site in Nazran : on 29 September 2005, llez
Khamkhoev, Magomed-Ali Barakhoev and Ruslan Yandiev were kidnapped by a group of
unknown armed people in masks and camouflage, who did not show any Ids but seemed to be
from the police (militia), and who took away the three men in an unknown direction39. Another
example is that of Bashir Velkhiev and Bekkhan Velkhiev, both of whom were reportedly
unlawfully detained on 20 July 2004 by seven unknown representatives of the RF Ministry of
Internal Affairs and servicemen of the Department against Organized Crime of the Ingushetia
Ministry of Internal Affairs (UBOP). In the UBOP building, the two men were severely beaten
and tortured with electricity. On 21 July Bekkhan was released by an investigator of the Nazran
prosecutor’s office, who informed him that his brother Bashir had died in the previous night on
the premises of the Ingush UBOP40.

43. These abuses have sometimes been committed in the course of “special operations” to
verify passports in refugee camps. A prominent example is that of the IDP camp “Konservny
Zavod” in Ordzhonikidzevskaya. On 2 August 2004, one hundred to one hundred fifty persons
reportedly penetrated into the camp and without presenting any kind of authorisation began to
examine the passports of the camp’s inhabitants. Nearly all of them wore masks, behaved very
rudely, insulted women and children and forced several camp inhabitants to lie down on the
ground, face down. During the operation seven persons were detained. The same evening,
three of them were released, while the others were brought to the regional administration of the
FSB in Magas. There, two brothers (Muslim and Adlan Khatchukaev) were severely beaten and
tortured with electric shocks. When they were released, they were warned that they would be
killed in case they tell what did happen to them and how they were treated. The torturers
wanted them to admit their participation in the armed raids on Ingushetia on 21-22 June.
Another detainee, Umalat Israilov, brutally beaten and tortured, was thrown into the trunk of a
car and taken to a dump near Ordzhonikidzevskaya. The whereabouts of the eighth person,
Sultan Khatuey, still remain unknown41.

44. Another worrying trend is that of abductions in Ingushetia of persons who are then
taken away and detained in the Chechen Republic, sometimes in unofficial places. Very
recently, on 20 October 2005, in the village of Trotskoye (Sunzhenski district), unknown armed
men wearing masks and camouflage uniforms who introduced themselves as employees of the
Chechen Ministry of Internal Affairs abducted Omar Khalrokhmanovitch Atuev. His wife and his
sister-in-law were later informed by an acquaintance that, in the first days after his abduction,
Omar would have been detained in the camp of the 7th company of the 2nd regiment named
after Akhmad-Khadji Kadyrov in the town of Atchkhoy-Martan in Chechnya, which is not a legal
place of detention. From there, he would have been taken away in an unknown direction.
Omar’s relatives have not heard from him since then. Omar Atuev is the representative for the
Northern Caucasus of the Russian State Duma member Viktor Cherepkov, who does not
exclude that the abduction was carried out by the “Kadyrovtsy”. Omar Atuev is widely respected
in the Chechen Republic because of his efforts to find a peaceful settlement of the conflict and
his refusal to join forces with either Maskhadov or Kadyrov. On 7 November 2005 the Sunzha
district state prosecutor’s office opened investigations into this case42.

45, In addition to Ingushetia, following the tragic terrorist attack on the school in Beslan on
1 September 2004 and the raid on Nalchik on 13 October 2005, Northern Ossetia and
Kabardino-Balkaria also became the scene of human rights violations committed with impunity.
For one year a growing number of abuses in these two republics has been reported.
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46. On 1 April 2005, in the North Ossetian village of Malgobek, members of an “unidentified
armed structure” abducted Hassan Egiev, who was then in custody in a detention facility in
Vladikavkaz (North Ossetia). During the interrogation, he was ill-treated and tortured : he was
tied upside down to the ceiling, beaten with a bottle on his head, and had needles driven under
his nails. Under torture, Hassan signed a paper confessing of having found a grenade ‘which
someone had put into his pocket when he had been arrested). Hassan'’s lawyer described his
state of health as appalling: his face and body were covered with bruises and he could hardly
move because of the beatings on his feet and other severe injuries. The lawyer filed a
complaint with the Deputy Prosecutor General of the Russian Federation, the head of the
Prosecutor General's Department for the Northern Caucasus, and the Prosecutor of North
Ossetia43.

47. Following the raid carried out by armed militants in Nalchik in October 2005, cases of
illegal detention and ill-treatments have also been reported in Kabardino-Balkaria. Human
Rights Watch recently accused Russian security forces of using ill-treatment to coerce
confessions from suspects detained over the October raid, and stated it has collected evidence
that at least eight detainees were subjected to ill-treatment which, in some cases, “may amount
to torture”44. HRW singled out the case of Rasul Kudaev, a former Guantanamo Bay prisoner,
who was arrested ten days after the Nalchik attacks. Kudayev’s lawyer told Human Rights
Watch that her client was severely beaten in detention and could not walk without assistance
when she saw him on 26 October. Moreover, lawyers for at least five of the ill-treated detainees
told Human Rights Watch that the officials who are investigating the October 13 attacks had
illegally barred them from representing their clients45. The Human Rights Center of Kabardino-
Balkaria, local branch of the important NGO “All Russia Movement for Human Rights”, also
accused the police of numerous cases of illegal detention and torture46. Lawyer Larissa
Dorogova, for her part, listed several suspicious deaths of suspects who were questioned by
the UBOP in Nalchik, such as that of Zaur Psanoukov, summoned for interrogation and dead
officially “after having fallen down from the third floor” of the UBOP building — whose windows
are reportedly secured by iron bars. Several cases have been submitted to the European Court
of Human Rights47.

48. Spreading human rights violations and the impunity of members of the security forces
for their lawless actions must not only be condemned as a matter of principle, but they are also
counter-productive from the perspective of our Russian friends: they contribute to the further
deterioration of the security situation in the entire Northern Caucasus region. | share the
analysis of the member of the State Duma Anatoly Yermolin, who recently likened the harsh
reaction of the authorities to “trying to stop the fire in the Caucasus by pouring fuel on it"48.

3. THE COMMITTEE OF MINISTERS’ RESPONSIBILITY VIS-A-VIS THE ASSEMBLY’S
CONCERNS

49, Since the beginning of the second Chechen conflict in 1999, the Assembly has adopted
a series of recommendations aimed at improving the human rights situation on the spot.
Through these recommendations the Assembly has urged the Committee of Ministers to
address the problem of human rights violations in Chechnya in a manner commensurate with
the gravity of the abuses in the region, in order to put an end to the most serious human rights
crisis in a member state at the present time. However, the successive replies of the Committee
of Ministers have been all the more disappointing as in the meantime the situation in the
Chechen Republic has not improved significantly. These answers — or their absence,
particularly with regard to the Assembly’s most significant requests — seem to indicate that the
Committee of Ministers has not taken all the necessary measures within its statutory powers in
view of the continuing massive human rights violations in Chechnya, and has not fulfilled its
responsibilities vis-a-vis the Assembly’s concerns.
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3.1. The Assembly’s recommendations and the Committee of Ministers’ responses with
regard to the human rights situation in Chechnya

50. During the past six years, the Parliamentary Assembly has regularly expressed its deep
concerns about the serious and persistent human rights violations in the Chechen Repubilic,
and has requested the Committee of Ministers to take effective action to remedy the disastrous
situation there. First, the Assembly urged the Committee of Ministers to take an active role in
putting an end to the climate of impunity which perpetuates and encourages new violations of
human rights. In this respect, the Assembly proposed to consider the setting-up of an
international tribunal for Chechnya, and called upon the Committee of Ministers to request that
the Russian law on terrorism be amended to comply with the Council of Europe standards.
Second, the Assembly urged the Committee of Ministers to ensure a continued presence of
Council of Europe experts in Chechnya and to monitor the human rights situation there. Finally,
the Assembly decided to seize the Council's executive organ by virtue of its own 1994
Declaration on compliance with commitments.

3.1.1. Taking an active role in putting an end to the climate of impunity

51. In its Recommendation 1498 (2001), the Assembly recommended “that the Committee of
Ministers take an active role in ensuring that the Russian authorities — without further delay —
hold accountable all those who have severely violated human rights in the Chechen Repubilic,
regardless of their position or nationality”. In Recommendation 1548 (2002), the Assembly also
urged the Committee of Ministers to “encourage the Russian authorities to take the necessary
measures to ensure that the rights guaranteed by the European Convention on Human Rights
are fully respected in the Chechen Republic, and that all those who violate these rights are
brought to account without further delay”.

52. Although the Committee of Ministers agreed, in its Reply to Recommendation 1498, that “a
more effective follow-up should be given to the applications concerning alleged crimes and
human rights violations”, the replies to Recommendations 1498 and 1548 do not provide any
indication that a clear message about the intolerable character of the situation was addressed
to the Russian side, or that any action was undertaken to ensure that the Assembly’s
recommendations are effectively implemented and that Russia effectively bring to justice those
responsible for human rights abuses.

53. In 2003 the insufficient progress in prosecuting perpetrators of human rights violations led
the Assembly to deplore the “failure of both the Russian authorities and the Council of Europe
to improve the human rights situation in Chechnya” (Recommendation 1600 (2003)).
Nevertheless the Assembly continued to request the Committee of Ministers to “urge the
Government of the Russian Federation to fully comply with the recommendations addressed to
it in paragraphs 9 and 10 of Resolution 1323” which stress, in particular, the necessity that “all
those suspected of committing abuses be thoroughly investigated and, if found guilty, severely
punished in accordance with the law, regardless of their rank and position”.

54. The Committee of Ministers stated in its reply to Recommendation 1600, adopted on 28
May 2003, that regular discussions had taken place, since June 2000, in the Deputies on the
basis of reports by the Secretary General on the work of Council of Europe experts present in
Chechnya under the agenda item “Contribution of the Council of Europe towards restoration of
the rule of law, respect of human rights and democracy in Chechnya”. Whilst the reply indicated
that relevant recommendations by the Assembly were being taken into account during these
discussions, a formal decision to urge the Government of the Russian Federation to comply
with the above-mentioned specific recommendations of the Assembly was never taken.

55. Considering that the dramatic human rights situation in the Chechen Republic had still not
improved significantly, the Assembly stated, during the autumn part-session of 2004, that its
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conclusions drawn in Resolution 1323 and Recommendation 1600 remained valid : “a climate
of impunity is prevailing in the Chechen Republic due to the fact that the Chechen and federal
law enforcement authorities are still either unwilling or unable to hold accountable for their
actions the vast majority of perpetrators of serious human rights violations”. The Assembly
therefore reiterated all the recommendations addressed to the Committee of Ministers in
Recommendation 1600 (2003), and invited it in particular to “urge the Government of the
Russian Federation to take additional measures to eliminate the climate of impunity in the
Chechen Republic by vigorously investigating and prosecuting all abuses, whatever the identity
of the perpetrators” (Recommendation 1679 (2004)).

56. In its reply of January 2005, the Committee of Ministers recognized that the human rights
situation in Chechnya “remains a cause of deep concern”. However, no specific step by the
Committee of Ministers towards the improvement of this situation can be found in the reply49.
The Committee of Ministers did not react to the Assembly’s recommendation “to establish
concrete benchmarks in order to measure the progress made towards meeting the
recommendations in Resolution 1403(2004) as well as a timetable for their implementation”.

3.1.2. Proposal to set-up an international tribunal for Chechnya

57. In Recommendation 1600 the Assembly recommended that the Committee of Ministers
“consider proposing to the international community the setting up of an ad hoc tribunal to try
war crimes and crimes against humanity committed in the Chechen Republic” if the climate of
impunity should continue to prevail. | would like to stress here that the idea of an international
tribunal for Chechnya was raised primarily in order to give a warning signal about the gravity of
human rights abuses and to incite the Committee of Ministers and the Russian authorities to
react. It was a very last resort to get the Committee of Ministers to send a clear signal to the
Russian authorities, so that the latter demonstrate their own willingness and ability to identify
and punish those responsible for human rights violations in Chechnya.

58. However the Committee of Ministers made no reference to this point in its reply, and later
recognized that it had not taken a position on this specific proposal of the Assembly in its reply
to a written question from Mr Sergey Kovalev in June 2003.

3.1.3. Examination of the Russian law on terrorism and requirement for Russia to amend
the text to comply with the Council of Europe standards

59. In its Recommendation 1498 (2001), the Assembly suggested that the Committee of
Ministers commission legal experts to examine the compliance of the 1998 Russian law on
terrorism with the European Convention on Human Rights and to make specific
recommendations to amend it.

60. The Committee of Ministers initially responded positively to this request, and in December
2002 the experts presented their conclusions and recommendations. This positive action is
worth being emphasised, as it was one of the two concrete measures (with the Council’s
experts presence in Chechnya) taken by the Committee of Ministers in response to the
Assembly’s recommendations on the human rights situation in Chechnya. In their report, the
experts stressed the need for the Russian law to clarify certain aspects, particularly in respect
of the powers, the limits and the responsibilities of persons who conduct counter-terrorist
measures. These questions are crucial in order to avoid creating an impression of impunity for
servicemen taking part in anti-terrorist operations.

61. In January 2003 the Assembly requested that the Russian law on terrorism be amended to
reflect the experts’ recommendations to ensure the law’s conformity with Council of Europe
standards (Resolution 1315 (2003)), called upon the Committee of Ministers to bring its
Resolution to the attention of the Russian Government and to insist on its expeditious
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implementation (Recommendation 1593 (2003)).

62. However, no follow-up was given to the experts’ recommendations - although such a follow-
up was essential in view of the situation on the spot - and the Committee of Ministers has to-
date not put this question on its agenda. This is most worrying, in particular as the final
amendments proposed in the State Duma appear to expand, rather than better control, the
freedom of action of federal servicemen50.

3.1.4. Ensuring a continued presence of Council of Europe experts in Chechnya

63. In its Recommendation 1444 of January 2000 the Assembly urged the Committee of
Ministers “to take rapidly, in close co-operation with the Russian authorities, the necessary
measures to ensure a Council of Europe presence in the region”.

64. In their reply of March 2000, the Deputies informed the Assembly that they had decided to
provide consultative expertise to the “Office of the Special Representative of the President of
the Russian Federation for ensuring human rights and freedoms in the Chechen Republic of
the Russian Federation” in the form of Council of Europe staff posted on the spot.

65. The continued presence of these experts from June 2000 to April 2003 was a positive step
towards the improvement of the human rights situation in Chechnya. They helped monitor the
human rights situation in the region and assisted in the registration of complaints from the
population. But their mandate seems to have been inadequate in view of the gravity of the
situation, given the scale of abuses and the considerable efforts needed to eliminate the
climate of impunity in the Chechen Republic. In its Recommendation 1600 (2003) the Assembly
therefore recommended that the Committee of Ministers “take all possible measures to
increase the effectiveness of the current mandate of the Council of Europe experts as regards
their possibility of influencing the human rights situation”. No specific action was taken by the
Deputies in this respect.

66. In its reply, adopted in May 2003, the Committee of Ministers emphasized the importance of
the continued presence of Council of Europe staff in the Chechen Republic since June 2000.
However, the Council’s experts attached to the Office of the Special Representative for Human
Rights were withdrawn for security reasons in late April 2003, after a bomb explosion near the
Office in Grozny on 21 April 2003, when the convoy of the experts was passing. In its Reply of
May 2003, the Committee of Ministers indicated that “the recent terrorist attacks and the
incident involving inter alia the Council of Europe experts may have an impact on the continued
presence of the experts in the immediate future”. Nevertheless the Committee of Ministers
initially seemed to consider that the withdrawal of the experts should be only temporary, since it
“expect[ed] the prolongation of the mandate for a period of six months” so that the Organization
could “continue its work in the Chechen Republic”. But the experts were unable to return to
Chechnya until the end of 2003, by which time a new agreement was reached between the
Russian Federation and the Council of Europe. According to this agreement, the “permanent
presence” of Council of Europe experts is replaced by their involvement”, at the request of the
Russian side, in the implementation of concrete tasks within the framework of the agreed
program of co-operation in Chechnya. Although this new program, quite modest in its
approach, seems to cover some of the priorities set by the Assembly, it is regrettable that a
permanent presence of Council of Europe experts in Chechnya is no longer foreseen, even if
the actual scope of tasks they could undertake would have been limited in view of the
precarious security situation and their narrowly-defined mandate.

67. Moreover, the Committee of Ministers should urge the Russian authorities to furnish more
explanations concerning the bomb explosion which had occurred near the convoy of the
experts in April 2003. On 23 September 2003 the Secretary General was informed by the
Special Representative of the Russian President for human rights in Chechnya that during the
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investigation of this criminal case, it was ascertained that the crime had been committed
against the representatives of the federal forces, and not against Council of Europe experts and
that further investigations were being carried out (see SG/Inf(2003)). Until now, the perpetrators
have yet to be identified, and the question of the responsibility for this act is still open. Although
this event was still defined as a simple “incident”, it seems to have been perceived as a rather
serious warning addressed to the Council of Europe experts51. This event must be fully
investigated since it put an end to the continued presence of the Council of Europe in the
Chechen Repubilic.

3.1.5. Monitoring the human rights situation in Chechnya

68. In its recommendations on Chechnya, the Assembly has regularly urged the Committee of
Ministers to continue to monitor action taken by the Russian Federation in order for the country
to fulfil its obligations both as a signatory of the ECHR and in response to the Assembly’s
recommendations and resolutions.

69. In most of its replies, the Committee of Ministers has referred to its regular discussions
under the agenda item “contribution of the Council of Europe towards restoration of the rule of
law, respect of human rights and democracy in Chechnya”. These discussions were based, in
particular, on information contained in the monthly interim reports by the Secretary General on
the work of the Council of Europe experts present in Chechnya, but also in the addenda
provided by the Monitoring Department of the Directorate of Strategic Planning in Strasbourg,
which were made available to the Parliamentary Assembly and were an important source of
information.

70. I would like to recall here the origin of the periodic reports on Chechnya, which the
Secretary General has presented to the Committee of Ministers for four years. In December
1999, by virtue of Article 52 of the ECHR, the Secretary General invited the Russian Federation
“to furnish, in the light of the case-law of the European Court of Human Rights, explanations
concerning the manner in which the Convention [was] implemented in Chechnya, and the risk
of violation which [might] result therefrom”. In May 2000, the Secretary General indicated that
he did not consider the replies provided by the Russian authorities as satisfactory explanations
for the purposes of Article 52 of the Convention. In June 2000, he issued a report by a team of
independent experts who found that the “replies given were not adequate” and that “the
Russian Federation has failed in its legal obligations as a Contracting State under Article 52 of
the Convention”. On the same day, in a letter to the Chairman of the Ministers’ Deputies, the
Secretary General considered it as his duty, in particular in the light of the findings of the
experts, to seize the Committee of Ministers of this matter by virtue of paragraph 1of the
Committee of Ministers’ 1994 Declaration on compliance with commitments accepted by
member states of the Council of Europe.

71. After the seizure by the Secretary General, the Committee of Ministers decided in October
2000 that “the Secretary General would, in the context of [the discussions under the item
‘contribution of the Council of Europe towards restoration of the rule of law, respect of human
rights and democracy in Chechnya’], provide the Deputies with additional relevant information”,
and further noted “that this decision is without prejudice to the continued validity of the 1994
Declaration on compliance with commitments”.

72. However, since April 2003, and as a direct consequence of the withdrawal of the experts,
no more reports based on information collected on the spot have been presented by the
Secretary General to the Committee of Ministers. Until July 2004, the Secretary General
nevertheless continued to present reports containing an overview of the human rights situation
in Chechnya. And what is particularly strange, is the fact that the last such report
(SG/Inf(2004)18), issued on 20 July 2004, was never put on the agenda of the Ministers’
Deputies. Moreover, despite the Committee of Ministers reply to the Assembly that it continues
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regular discussions on the subject (Reply to Recommendation 1600 (2003)), this type of
discussion does not seem to take place any more. The Deputies have not discussed Chechnya
under the item “contribution of the Council of Europe towards restoration of the rule of law,
respect of human rights and democracy in Chechnya” since the Spring of 2004.

73. In October 2004, in view of the gravity of the human rights situation in the Chechen
Republic, the Parliamentary Assembly recommended to the Committee of Ministers “to ensure
that the discussion and debate of the human rights crisis in the North Caucasus region of the
Russian Federation remain a regular item on [its] agenda, and to ensure that such discussions
cover reports and the follow-up of the implementation of [its] own recommendations as well as
recommendations made by all other bodies of the Council of Europe”, in particular the
Secretary General (Recommendation 1679 (2004)). Although the Deputies maintain in their
reply of January 2005 that they “will naturally continue to follow developments of the situation”,
the reply focuses on reviewing the implementation of co-operation activities, and not on
monitoring the human rights situation in Chechnya. Moreover, the only discussions on the
human rights situation in Chechnya in the Committee of Ministers since the Spring of 2004
have been held : 1) in the context of its replies to the Assembly’s recommendations of October
2004 and June 2005; 2) on the occasion of two exchanges of views, one with the
Commissioner for Human Rights of the Russian Federation, Mr Lukin, and the Commissioner
for Human Rights of the Chechen Republic, Mr Khasuev, on 14 January 2005, and the other
with Mr Lukin and the President of the Chechen Republic, Mr Alkhanov, on 26 October 2005; 3)
the human rights situation in Chechnya was also discussed when the Commissioner for Human
Rights, Mr Alvaro Gil-Robles, provided the Committee of Ministers with information on his visits
to the Russian Federation (7-10 February 2005 and 19-29 September 2004.)

74. The issue of a regular monitoring of the human rights situation in Chechnya was raised by
my colleague Mr Jurgens in a question to the Chairperson of the Committee of Ministers during
the PACE session in April 2005. In its response, the Committee of Ministers indicated that
“when he took up its functions, the Secretary General, Mr Terry Davis, proposed to pursue this
regular reporting [by the Secretary General on Chechnya]. He introduced a proposal to this
effect in the draft 2005 Programme of Activities. However, this proposal was not adopted due to
a lack of consensus in the Committee of Ministers”.

75. In its Recommendation 1710 (2005) on “Honouring of obligations and commitments by the
Russian Federation”, the Assembly again requested the Committee of Ministers to “ensure that
the discussion of the human rights crisis in and around Chechnya remains a regular item on
[its] agenda and, in particular, ensure that monitoring of the human rights situation [...]
continues, inter alia, under the auspices of the Secretary General, and that the results of such
monitoring are published”. No response to this recommendation has been received so far.

3.1.6. No “specific action” after the Assembly’s seizure of the Committee of Ministers by
virtue of the 1994 Declaration on compliance with commitments

76. In its Recommendation 1600 (2003), the Assembly seized the executive organ of the
Council of Europe by virtue of paragraph 1 of the 1994 Declaration on compliance with
commitments, with respect to the absence of significant improvement of the human rights
situation in the Chechen Republic.

77. However, in its reply of May 2003 the Committee of Ministers did not make any express
reference to this point and did not enter into a substantial assessment of possible measures in
response to the Assembly’s petition. The seizure was simply ignored!

78. In addition, the Assembly requested, in its Recommendation 1600(2003), that the
Committee of Ministers take specific action by virtue of paragraph 4 of the above-mentioned
Declaration by “instruct[ing] the Secretary General to make contacts, collect information and
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furnish advice on the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic”.

79. Again, no reference to this point can be found in the Deputies’ reply. The Committee of
Ministers has totally ignored this significant request by the Assembly.

3.2. Assessment of the Committee of Ministers’ responses: a lack of effective reaction
which threatens the credibility of the Council of Europe

80. In view of the gravity of the human rights situation and the absence of significant progress
in Chechnya, | am very disappointed by the unsatisfactory responses of the Committee of
Ministers. The Organisation’s executive organ has simply not fulfilled its responsibilities vis-a-
vis the Assembly, the Russian Federation and the international community as a whole. This can
endanger the Organisation’s credibility as a human rights “watchdog”.

3.2.1. Committee of Ministers abandoning its responsibilities vis-a-vis the Assembly?

81. The Committee of Ministers has not taken or considered seriously the Assembly’s
recommendations on Chechnya. Most of these recommendations have remained a dead-letter,
while the situation on the spot has not improved significantly. It is particularly regrettable that
the Committee of Ministers did not react to the Assembly’s recommendation to establish
concrete benchmarks in order to measure progress made towards meeting the
recommendations in Resolution 1403 (2004), as well as a timetable for their implementation.

82. The follow-up given to the few positive steps taken by the Committee of Ministers in
response to the Assembly’s recommendations has been clearly disappointing. The Deputies
have not had the courage to insist that Russia amend its law on terrorism in order to meet the
Council of Europe standards and to insist on the maintenance of the Organisation’s presence in
Chechnya on a permanent basis. These two points have - for the meantime — simply
disappeared from the Ministers Deputies’ agenda.

83. Neither has the Committee of Ministers show great courage in bringing its political weight to
bear on the Russian authorities to put an end to human rights abuses and the climate of
impunity which persist in Chechnya and to even try to implement the Assembly’s
recommendations in this respect. This is all the more regrettable as the Committee of Ministers
is the Council body, par excellence, which has the political ‘weight’ to place Russia under
pressure to improve the situation.

84. In addition, one matter above all — in respect of the institutional responsibility the Committee
of Ministers has with respect to the Assembly, and vice versa - the Committee of Ministers
ignored completely, in its Reply to Recommendation 1600, the fact that it had been formally
seized by the Assembly by virtue of paragraph 1 of its 1994 Declaration on compliance with
commitments. This omission, on the part of the Committee of Ministers, is a most regrettable
precedent, given that this was the first time that the Assembly has ever used paragraph 1 of the
1994 Declaration. Such an omission is totally unacceptable since the Assembly used the own
mechanism of the Committee of Ministers, which ignored it52.

85. Similarly, the Committee of Ministers did not react to the Assembly’s request to take
“specific action” by virtue of paragraph 4 of the above-mentioned Declaration. This omission
must be seen in the light of the fact that paragraph 4 has already been used several times
before by the Assembly. The Committee of Ministers, quite rightly, saw fit to take specific action
under paragraph 4 in other cases (Ukraine, Georgia, Moldova). It is therefore hardly
understandable that the Committee of Ministers did not consider it necessary to take such an
action in the case of Chechnya, which is clearly at present the most serious human rights crisis
in a member state.
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86. This lack of consistency, not to say the use of double standards, on the part of the
Committee of Ministers is deeply regrettable as the Assembly and the Committee of Ministers
share the common objective to improve the human rights situation in Chechnya. By petitioning
the Committee of Ministers to use its own monitoring mechanism and thereby demonstrate its
own effectiveness, the Assembly has shown its readiness to create synergies with the Council’s
executive organ. However, the Committee of Ministers seems no longer interested in
monitoring the human rights situation in Chechnya within the framework of its Declaration on
compliance with commitments or, indeed, within any other framework. It seems that a decision
of some kind, explicit or implicit, has been taken by the Committee of Ministers, and by two
successive Secretaries General, to stop monitoring the human rights situation in Chechnya,
without informing the Assembly. Responsibility for so doing has, in effect, been placed on the
European Court of Human Rights53 the Committee for the Prevention of Torture54 and, to a
lesser extent, the Council’'s Human Rights Commissioner55.

3.2.2. Committee of Ministers escaping its responsibilities towards its own commitments

87. With the adoption of its 1994 Declaration on compliance with commitments accepted by
member states, the Committee of Ministers had shown its determination to ensure full
compliance with these commitments by every member state. However, although the Committee
of Ministers has so far not taken any formal decision on the termination of regular reports
provided by the Secretary General56, it would appear that there exists a divergence of views,
within the Committee of Ministers (and perhaps hesitations on the part of the Secretary General
himself), as to the duty incumbent upon the Secretary General to provide the Ministers’
Deputies with regular reports on the human rights situation in Chechnya subsequent to the
Secretary General’s seizure of the executive organ on 26 June 2000, by virtue of paragraph 1
of the 1994 Declaration. In particular, the Russian side seems to have even put into question
the fact that the Secretary General seized the Committee of Ministers in 2000! Indeed, while
the Committee of Ministers’ draft reply to the Assembly recommendation 1600 (2003) still
mentioned the seizure by the Secretary General in 200057, the final text completely ignored
this seizure, after it had been amended by the Russia and Netherlands delegations58. This
change of attitude, or simply sitting on the fence, seems to indicate that the Committee of
Ministers, as the Organisation’s executive organ, presently lacks the courage even to assume
its responsibilities towards its own commitments.

88. In this regard, it is puzzling as to why the Committee of Ministers decided to remove the
reference to its own 1994 Declaration and to “the situation in the Chechen Republic of the
Russian Federation” in the Programme of Activities for 200559, while it should be the duty of
the Committee of Ministers to help the Russian authorities to comply with their commitments in
Chechnya, and to continue monitoring the human rights situation there.

89. The Committee of Ministers seems to justify this attitude by the absence of consensus
within the Deputies60. However, the rules of the Committee of Ministers envisage that
decisions be taken by a two-third majority vote when it appears to be necessary. In the
Chechen case, the Committee of Ministers should have clearly voted, in order to take concrete
decisions and effective actions to improve the human rights situation in Chechnya. But there
appears to exist a “gentlemen’s agreement” by which the Committee of Ministers decided not to
vote, and to adopt decision only by consensus. Such an agreement, which seems to have been
decided when Russia joined the Organisation, is fraught with danger since it can only lead to
the paralysis of the Council’s executive organ.

90. At their third Summit in Warsaw on 16-17 May 2005, the Heads of State and Government of
the Council of Europe decided to continue their efforts “to ensure strict compliance of the
commitments made by member states to the common standards to which they have
subscribed” and that “Monitoring must, as necessary, be accompanied by Council of Europe
assistance and technical support”. The way in which the Committee of Ministers deals with
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Chechnya reduced to the “accompanying” assistance and technical support without monitoring
does not seem to be compatible with the Warsaw Action Plan.

91. The effectiveness of the monitoring system is of crucial importance since several states,
including the Russian Federation, were allowed to join the Council of Europe on condition that
they strictly comply with a series of obligations and commitments taken at the time of their
accession. As a member of the Council of Europe, the Russian Federation is obliged to ensure
respect of the ECHR, the rule of law and democratic principles on the whole of its territory,
including the Chechen Republic. If an effective monitoring of the situation in Chechnya is not
carried out now, the Committee of Ministers is likely to face potentially insurmountable
difficulties in future, when supervising the execution of judgments of the European Court of
Human Rights with regard to Chechnya. And there is a growing number of complaints in this
respect.

92. If the Committee of Ministers continues to renegade on its responsibilities not only towards
the Assembly but also towards its own commitments taken in its 1994 Declaration, the
Secretary General really has no alternative but to should take the initiative and put the situation
in Chechnya on the agenda of an in camera meeting of the Ministers’ Deputies by virtue of
paragraph 5 of the “Procedure for Implementing the Declaration of November 1994 on
Compliance with Commitments accepted by member states of the Council of Europe”, adopted
by the Committee of Ministers on 20 April 1995. Indeed, this procedure allows any Delegation,
or the Secretary General, to put the situation in any member state on the Committee of
Ministers’ agenda, on the basis of own concerns or with reference to a discussion in the
Parliamentary Assembly. Moreover, according to paragraph 10 of this text, “nothing precludes
the Ministers’ Deputies from taking decisions in accordance with paragraph 4 of the 1994
Declaration, after a question has been on the agenda for a reasonable number of meetings”. It
is regrettable that this possibility has not yet been used neither by the Secretary General nor by
any delegation with regard to the situation in the Chechen Republic.

93. In the meantime, the Secretary General should continue to regularly provide information on
the situation in Chechnya to the Committee of Ministers, on the basis of the 1994 Declaration.
Indeed, paragraph 2 of the Declaration seems to indicate that the Secretary General is under
obligation to “forward the Committee of Ministers” such information as from the moment the
executive organ has been seized by virtue of paragraph 1, either by the Secretary General
himself or by the Assembly.

3.2.3. Committee of Ministers lack of political determination threatens the Organisation’s
credibility

94. The continuing massive human rights violations in the Chechen Republic are by far the
most serious human rights issue in any of the Council’s member states, and the lack of
effective reaction by the Council’s executive body seriously begins to threaten the credibility of
the whole Organisation.

95. The Governments represented in the Committee of Ministers are obviously not prepared to
insist vis-a-vis the Russian authorities on respect for human rights61. None of the Council of
Europe’s member states has as yet taken the decision to lodge an inter-state complaint against
Russia before the European Court of Human Rights, in spite of the Assembly’s
recommendation to this effect. Questions linked to the adoption of the Council’s budget seem to
play a role in this attitude. However, treating Russia in a different way from other countries
having human rights problems is, in my view, a degrading way to approach the Russian

people : Russia can and must assume its responsibilities and meet its commitments as a
member of the Council of Europe, and it is the duty of the Committee of Ministers to convince
its Government of this.
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96. The double standards applied by the Committee of Ministers, contingent in part at least on
the country’s size or resources, are simply not acceptable in view of the ongoing human rights
abuses in the Chechen Republic.

97. The Chechen case represents a huge challenge for the Council of Europe. Its executive
organ bears the primary responsibility for maintaining the Organisation’s credibility by showing
determination, courage and consistency in monitoring human rights commitments in all its
member states, including its largest one.

98. The upcoming Russian chairmanship of the Committee of Ministers presents both a
challenge and an opportunity in this respect, and it is in the interest both of the Council of
Europe and of the Russian Federation to use this opportunity in order to put an end to impunity
in Chechnya.

APPENDIX A

Letter of 12 October 2005 from Mr Rudolf Bindig, Rapporteur, to Mr Vladimir V. Ustinov,
Prosecutor General

As Rapporteur for the PACE Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights on "Human rights
violations in the Chechen Republic: the Committee of Ministers’ responsibility vis-a-vis the
Assembly’s concerns" ( Doc 9970), | am planning to include in my report an update on the
development of the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic, and in particular on the
progress the authorities have made in fighting impunity of perpetrators of serious human rights
violations.

The next report will be my last after many years of serving as PACE’s rapporteur on human
rights problems in the Chechen Republic. It is my intention, as always, to prepare the factual
basis of my report in the most neutral manner, giving the competent authorities ample
opportunity to present their views.

In my previous report on the human rights situation in the Chechen Republic ( Doc 10283), |
had raised a number of individual cases of human rights violations, with respect to some of
which your office had already informed me of the state of investigations.

Since the publication of my previous report, in September 2004, a large number of new cases
has been brought to my attention by non-governmental human rights organisations.

| would now be most grateful if you could provide me with information on the state of
investigations

i. in the older cases in which your office had informed me two years ago that investigations
were still pending, or on which no information was provided at the time (Appendix I);

ii. in the newer Chechen cases that have been brought to my attention since October 2004
(Appendix II);

iii. if at all possible, in the newer cases from neighbouring regions related to the Chechen
situation (Appendix lI).

In addition, in order to provide an objective picture of recent developments, it would be most
useful if you could provide me with statistical information
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i. on the number of complaints relating to alleged serious human rights violations (murder,
“disappearance”, torture, rape) received by the civilian and military prosecutor’s offices in the
Chechen Republic and in Ingushetia, and

ii. on criminal cases opened,

iii. indictments, and

iv. convictions by courts (ii.- iv. relating to cases as referred to under i.),

presented separately for the year 2004 and for the first part of 2005 (as far as you have data at
your disposal).

In order for me to take your information into account for my draft report, | would need to receive
it before 21 November 2005. Thank you very much in advance for your co-operation.

APPENDIX | to the letter from Mr Bindig to Mr Ustinov

Cases which were communicated to the Prosecutor General’s office of the Russian Federation
before, in the preparation of the previous report on the human rights situation in the Chechen
Republic (Doc 10283, Rapporteur Mr Bindig, October 2004)

1. Reply of the Russian authorities received (25 May 2004) — please update:
A. “Pending preliminary inquiry”:

a) Criminal case no. 12011 - on mass execution of civilians in the Novye Aldy suburb of
Grozny;

b) Criminal cases no. 12131, 12038 - on murder of civilians in the Novaya Katayama
suburb of Grozny;

d) Criminal case no. 21037 - mass grave in the "Zdorovye" dacha estate;

e) Criminal case no. 59113 - special operation in the village of Mesker-Yurt;

f) Criminal case no. 35002 - abduction and murder of Aslan Davletukayev from the village
of Avtury;

9) Criminal case no. 37016 - kidnapping of Aset Dombayeva;

h) Criminal case no. 22116 - killing of Isa Magomedovich Musayev in the village of Avtury
in the Shali district;

i) Criminal case no. 32025 - kidnapping and murder of 8 residents of the village of Duba-
Yurt of the Shali district;
j) Criminal case no. 34046 - kidnapping and murder of Anzor Pokayev;

k) Criminal case no. 54016 - kidnapping of Kurbika Zinabdiyeva and Animat Dugayeva in
the village of Ulus-Kert of the Shatoy district.

B. “Criminal cases investigated by the military prosecutor's office”:

a) on kidnapping of Said-Khusein Imakayev;

b) on disappearance of Khadzhimurat Yandiev;

c) on death of Samil Said-Khasanovich Akhmadoyv;

d) on death of Maidat Tsitsayeva and five of her children;



Appendix 20

C. “Information of the detention and further discharge of 5 residents of the village of Chiri-
Yurt of the Groznensky district was being checked (up).”

2. Cases submitted in 2004 on which no reply was received from the Russian authorities:

a) Abduction of Ruslan Shamiyevich Alikhadzhiyev (case no. 22025)

b) Killing of Madina Mezhieva and Amkhad Gekaev on 27 October 2001 (PACE Doc. 9732,
para. 31)

c) Arthur Akhmatukaev, a member of the Society for Russian-Chechen Friendship,
“disappeared” after he was taken away on 4 August 2003 by Russian soldiers in an armoured
vehicle (Al note 24 February 2004).

d) Aslan Shakhidovich Usmayev of the village of Tsentrovaya was found dead on 1 September
2003 in the eastern suburbs of Gudermes, near a filling station, some 150 m from a local police
station. On 31 August, at midnight, armed persons wearing masks arrived in a UAZ jeep and
stormed into the hospital kidnapping A. Usmayev (Memorial, in: Chechnya 2003, Political
Process through the Looking Glass, p. 22).

e) Ramzan Musaevich Shaipov was abducted on 8 May 2004 from his home at 23 Lenin Street
in Chiri-Yurt (Shalinski region) by Russian-speaking, unidentified men in camouflage uniforms
(Memorial Bulletin May 2004)

f) Adam Medov disappeared on 15 June 2004 in Karabulak (The IHF report dated 4 August
2004 on Enforced Disappearances in Ingushetia (p. 9-10)).

g) Rasukhan Evloev and Ibragim Ismailov disappeared on 11 March 2004 near Nazran. At a
traffic police checkpoint, ten armed camouflaged persons, one of whom allegedly showed an
FSB identity card, forced the two young men to board one of their cars (VAZ-21099) and took
them away, not to be seen since (IHF report of 4 August 2004).

h) Temur Khambulatov was arrested on 18 March 2004 at his house in the village of
Saveljevskaja, by a group of armed masked men travelling in military vehicles who told his
mother that they belonged to the FSB and were taking her son to the nearest police station. On
the next day, his mother was informed that he died in custody, most likely after having been
severely tortured. The Prosecutor’s Office of Naursky regiona initiated criminal case no. 40560
(IHF report of 4 August 2004)

i) Said-Magomed Aliev, an employee of the Czech “People in Need Foundation”, was detained
in Grozny on 14 April 2004, by armed masked persons. Five days later, his body was found by
a sheppard (IHF report of 4 August 2004).

j) Zelimkhan Isaev was detained on 9 May 2004 by a group of about 15 armed, masked men.
He was brought to the Urus-Martan ROVD (police) station. Only on 12 May, a lawyer hired by
his family was allowed to see him. According to the lawyer, he showed traces of severe torture
and needed urgent medical care. On 16 May at 11h30, he died of his wounds(IHF report of 4
August 2004).

k) Ibragim Tsurov, an Ingush lawyer and member of the Bar of Chechnya, worked as a lawyer
at the Khankala military base in Grozny. On 26 April 2003, his car, in which he drove in the
company of three servicemen who also worked in Kankhala, was overtaken by two other cars
and several armed men in mask stopped his car, beat him and placed him in the boot of their
car. They drove off and left the three servicemen standing unharmed. Mr Tsurov was never
seen again. On 18 June 2003, the Grozny city prosecutor’s office opened an investigation and
eventually referred the case to the Military Procuracy. The military procuracy opened an
investigation, although it had refused to do so earlier.

I) Kidnapping of Bashir Adamovich Mutsolgov on 18 December 2003. Persistent inquiries
revealed the involvement of the Directorate of the Federal Security Service of the Russian
Federation responsible for the Republic of Ingushetia and the Chechen Republic and the
Regional Directorate for the North Caucasus. Mr Mutsolgov was held in an underground cell at
the FSB Directorate in Magas and taken the following day to Khankala in the Grozny district.
m) Timur Mukhammedovich Yandiyev (born 1979): his son was abducted outside the
Ingushenergo plant in Nazran on 16 March 2004 by six masked men in camouflage uniforms
driving Gazel and Niva cars without registration numbers. The cars passed the Kavkaz-20
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border post on the Ingushetian-Chechen border in the direction of Grozny, showing a Russian
special services’ pass (The IHF report on enforced disappearances of 4 August 2004 (p. 8)).
n) Rashid Ozdoyev, assistant prosecutor of the Republic of Ingushetia, was abducted on 11
March 2004 in the Verkhniye Achaluki area of the Malgobek district of Ingushetia by members
of the FSB and a mobile unit of the Russian Ministry of Internal Affairs. The prosecutor's office
in Nazran has lodged criminal proceedings. (AI/HRW/Memorial 8 April 2004) [encl.13]

0) Murder, on 2 September 2003, of Saipuddin Tsitsayev, head of the administration in the
village of Chechen Aul (MHG/Memorial, p. 30) [encl.3]

p) Kidnapping, on 4 September 2003, of Irskhan Khaditovich Edilkhanov at 5 Melnichnaya
street in the village of Khamby-Irze in the Achkoi-Martan district (MHG/Memorial, p. 30) [encl.3]
q) Kidnapping, on 7 September 2003, of five local residents in the village of Chiri-Yurt in the
Grozny rural district (MHG/Memorial, p. 30) [encl.3]

r) Kidnapping of Ruslan Soltakhanov, on 13 February 2004 (IHF press release of 26 February
2004 [encl.5)/Al UA86/04 of 27 February 2004 [encl.6])

s) Detention and killing of Roustam Dzakalaev, on 3 February 2004, in the village of
Sleptsovskaja, Ingushetia (“Memorial” Bulletin February 2004 ) [encl.7]

t) Kidnapping, on 19 February 2004 in Osman-Yurt (Republic of Dagestan), of Nariman Gatiev
(“Memorial” Bulletin February 2004) [encl.7]

u) Kidnapping, on 25 February 2004 in Urus-Martan, of Khasan Dombaev and Aset Dombaeva
(“Memorial” Bulletin February 2004) [encl.7]

v) Killing of Umar Zabiev, wounding of Tamara Zabieva, on 10 June 2003 near the village of
Galshki (Zunzhenskij district) in Ingushetia — case no. 23 60 00 32 of 11 June 2003 (HRW
“Spreading dispair”, Sept. 2003, p. 18-19) [encl.8]

w) Murder of Zura Bitiyeva, Ramzan Iduev, Idris Iduev and Abubakar Bitiyev, Turpal Ismailov
and Islambek Gadiev on 21 May 2003 (IHF/Still in a State of Terror, p. 11) [encl.9]

x) lll-treatment of numerous residents of Samashki (Achkoy Martan district) during a “sweep
operation” (zachistka) at the beginning of May 2003 (IHF/Still in a State of Terror, p. 12) [encl.9]
y) Kidnapping of Khamzat Osmaev on 12 January 2004 in the village of Plievo, on the outskirts
of Nazran (Ingushetia) (Al UA 21/04 of 14 January 2004) [encl. 10]

z) Killing of Isa Magomedovich Musayev on 15 September 2003 in the village of Avtury in the
Shali disctrict (MHG/Memorial, Chechnya 2003, p. 47) [encl.3]

aa) Extrajudicial executions of nine persons from Duba-Yurt in early April 2004 (HRW press
release, 13 April 2004) [encl.11]

bb) Criminal investigation no. 45031 into the death of Samil Said-Khasanovich Akhmadov and
alleged intimidation of Larisa Sadulaeva

cc) Extrajudicial execution on 10 April 2004 of Anzor Pokaev at his parents’ home in the village
of Starye Atagi

dd) Disappearence of Animat Dugaeva and Kurbika Zinabdieva on 16 May 2003 in the village
of Ulus-Kert (criminal case no. 54016 opened on 4 July 2003)

ee) Death on 8 April 2004 of Maidat Tsitsaeva and five of her children in the aerial bombing of
her house in the village of Rigakhoy in the Vedeno region of Chechnya [IHF/encl. 12]

ff) Disappearance, on 15 January 2004, of Eliza Gaitamirova, subsequent to her arrest in
December 2003 and her detention in Nalchik (Kabardino-Balkaria) until 1 January 2004.

gg) Attack on a civilian car by a military helicopter on 25 March 2004 near the Ingush village of
Sleptsovskaya killing Musa Khamkhoev and Ibragim Khashagulgov. (AI/HRW/Memorial 8 April
2004) [encl.13].

APPENDIX Il to the letter from Mr Bindig to Mr Ustinov

NEW ALLEGATIONS OF HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS IN THE CHECHEN REPUBLIC
brought to the attention of Mr Bindig after the October 2004 report on the human rights situation
in the Chechen Republic (Doc 10283)



Appendix 20

l. Alleged enforced disappearances, extrajudicial killings, torture, illegal detention in the
Chechen Republic

1. Over the night of 13-14 September 2005, ten Novye Atagi residents were abducted in
the course of "zachistka" carried out by the federal forces. Five of the ten were released the
following day severely beaten up, while four remained in the custody of the Shali police and
were accused of murdering a policeman. The whereabouts of the tenth man, identified as Islam
Bakalov, remained unknown.

2. Citing local residents, the Nazran-based Council of Non-Governmental Organizations
reported on 16 September that law-enforcement bodies had captured and taken away six
young men in Novye Atagi on the night of September 14 and detained seven more local men
the following morning.

3. Despite the protests, a new “zachistka” was carried out, allegedly by "kadyrovtsy",.
According to Caucasian Knot, on 21 September 2005 armed men abducted five local young
residents from the families of Umkhayevs and Khapaevs in the Novye Atagi village (Caucasian
Knot; Amnesty International: EUR 46/039/2005).

4. On the night of 31 August 2005 armed men, who wore masks and camouflage uniform
and spoke unaccented Russian, abducted 20-year-old Rustam Magomadov from his house on
Yunaya Street in the Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny (Prague Watchdog, 31 August 2005).

5. On 26 August 2005, a group if unidentified men abducted two local residents of the
Pamiatoi village of the Shatoi district — Ibrahim Nimbulatov and Zelimkhan Babuyev, as
reported by Russian-Chechen Friendship Society (Caucasian Knot).

6. On 11 August 2005, about twenty unidentified men abducted Khamzat Musayev
(b.1947) from his house in the Paroboch village of the Shelkovskiydistrict of Chechnya, as
reported by Russian-Chechen Friendship Society referring to the local law enforcement bodies.
On the same day, about twenty armed men who came in three Zhiguli 99 cars kidnapped
Mukhamed-Ali Ayubov (b.1975) in the Leninskiy district of Groznyi (Caucasian Knot).

7. Three residents of the Starye Atagi village of the Groznenskiy (Selskiy) district of
Chechnya were abducted on 9 and 11 August 2005 by armed men, according to the witnesses
by "kadyrovtsy": Aslan Natayev, Zina Mazayeva and Emmedi Khamzatov (Caucasian Knot).

8. On 8 August 2005, at around 23.00, in the Groznenskiy district of Chechnya a group of
armed and camouflaged men abducted 40-year old local resident Suleiman Kurbanov from his
own house (Caucasian Knot).

9. On 8 August 2005, armed men who have arrived in Zhiguli cars abducted two residents of
Starye Atagi village of the Groznenskiy (Selskiy) district of Chechnya: Arbi Zayndiyevich
Sambiyev and Khasu Khasanovich Yakhiayev. They were released on 10 August. According to
Caucasian Knot they were kept in District Office of the Interior (ROVD) in Groznyi (Pobedy
Avenue) and were beaten. No charges were brought against them (Caucasian Knot).

10. On 6 August 2005, according to the Chechen Ministry of the Interior, armed men
kidnapped Israil Khadzhiev (b.1982) from his house in Argun. On 5 August, armed and
camouflaged men detained and abducted 6 residents of Sergen-Yurt village of the Shalinsky
district in Chechnya, reported Council of NGOs (Caucasian Knot).

11. On 27 July 2005, Chechen President’s security service (“kadyrovtsy”) conducted
“zachistka” in the city of Argun. According to local residents, “kadyrovtsy” carried out mass
detentions and unauthorised searches. More than 90 persons (all men older 14 years) were
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taken away but released hours later, except for one policeman Magomed Ayubov who was
reportedly accused of assisting Chechen fighters (Caucasian Knot).

12. Caucasian Knot reported on 26 July 2005 that a resident of Groznyi's Zavodskoi district
had reported to police that five cars with armed people in camouflage uniforms had pulled up to
the "Internet-Tsentr" café the previous day and abducted his 28-year-old son, an inspector in
the Chechen Interior Ministry's passport-visa department, along with one of his friends.

13. Interfax reported on July 25 that a number of people had been abducted in and around
Groznyi over several days. The news agency quoted a source in the Chechen communications
department as saying that Akhmed Ibragimov, a security guard for the federal Transport and
Communications Ministry in Chechnya, was attacked by a group of masked people in Groznyi's
Staropromyslovskiy district, forced into a vehicle and driven away. Unknown armed assailants
in camouflage uniforms drove off a police lieutenant and a "passer-by in civilian clothes" in a
car belonging to one of the victims. Kheda Khasanova was reported missing after leaving her
home in the Groznensky district village of Alkhan-Yurt, while masked gunmen entered the
Shelkovskoi district home of forest establishment director Baysolta Gaziev on 23 July, marched
him out at gunpoint and shot him on the outskirts of the village of Kharkovskaya. (Chechnya
Weekly by the Jamestown Foundation, 27 July 2005 — Volume VI, Issue 29)

14. On 23 July 2005 Timur Abdullayev was abducted in Groznyi by 25 armed camouflaged
men. (Caucasian Knot)

15. On 15 July 2005, in the Leninskiy district of Groznyi seven or eight armed men in
camouflage abducted brothers Sankaevs and Aslan Usmanov, who was in brothers’ house at
that time, as reported by RIA “Novosti” with reference to sources in law enforcement agencies
of the republic. (Caucasian Knot)

16. On 13 July 2005, in the village Staroschedrinskaya of the Shelkovskiy district armed
camouflaged men abducted local resident Aleksei Semenenko (1981), as was reported by
Interfax. According to Memorial Nazran, Semenenko’s mother was told in the police’s Operative
and Search Bureau (ORB) in the village Naurskaya that her son’s body was found in a mined
car near the District Office of the Interior (ROVD) in Znamenskoye, which explosion killed 15
persons (this act of terrorism happened on 19 July 2005). But the first doctors, who arrived at
the place of the explosion, said that Semenenko was killed a few days before. (Caucasian
Knot)

17. On the same day in the similar circumstances, was abducted Mussa Davliev in the city
of Argun, as was reported by Interfax. (Caucasian Knot)

18. According to the Chechen Ministry of Interior, on 10 July 2005 in the Elistangi village of
the Vedenskiy district armed camouflaged people, reportedly from the federal law enforcement
agencies, captured and took away 30-year-old local woman - Razita (Raisa) Inderbaeva
(Caucasian Knot). The ORChD reported that on the same day, unknown armed persons in
camouflage uniforms kidnapped another Elistangi village resident, 18-year-old Said-Khamzat
Sataeva. Razita Inderbayeva was released on 17 July, no details on her detention and release
are available as yet.

19. On 11 July 2005, two persons (Beslan Abdulayev and Adlan Aliyev) have been
abducted in the Leninskiy district of the city of Groznyi, according to the Chechen Interior
Ministry. (Caucasian Knot)

20. According to the Chechen Ministry of the Interior, on 5 July 2005 a group of around 10
unidentified armed people in camouflage and masks shot dead a family of EImurzayevs (father
and two sons) in the village of Khimoi of the Sharoi district of Chechnya. The killers spoke
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Russian without accent. (Caucasian Knot)

21. Abdul-Azim Yangulbaev, head of administration in the village of Zumsoi, ltum-Kalinskiy
district of Chechnya, was killed on 4 July 2005, the Regional Operative Headquarters (ROSh)
for the Control over Counter-terrorist Operations in the North Caucasus told Interfax.
(Caucasian Knot; Memorial)

22. On 4 July 2005, a resident of the town of Argun, Abdi Zaypulayev, was kidnapped by
unidentified people. On 8 July, Abdi Zaypulayev, badly beaten by his kidnappers, was set free.
Relatives refused to reveal details of his release, but neighbours confirmed the ransom had
been paid. (Prague Watchdog, 12 July 2005)

23. On 2 July 2005, law enforcement or security agencies servicemen (reportedly
“kadyrovtsy”) abducted Shakhid Shirvanievich Chamayev, the Serzhen-Yurt (Shali district of
Chechnya) village administration head. On 6 July 2005, Shakhid Chamayev was released and,
according to Chechen-Russian Friendship Society, immediately left his village refusing to
comment on his abduction. (Caucasian Knot)

24. In June 2005, local residents discovered in a rock quarry near the town of Argun the
remains of a 25-year-old son of Ayna Usmanova, who had disappeared several days ago. He
was arrested by the "kadyrovtsy" and released two days later, badly beaten. However, he was
ordered to return in a few days for interrogation. After partially recovering at home, he then left
to keep the interrogation date. And he was never seen or heard from again.

25. In another case, two local residents, Timur Zukhayrayev and Adam Saykhayev, from
the Serzhen-Yurt village in the Shalinsky district, were illegally detained by “kadyrovtsy” without
any explanations given. Zukhayrayev was released the following day, but the whereabouts of
Saykhayev were unknown. (Prague Watchdog, 4 June 2005)

26. On 16 June 2005, after 11 p.m. the local resident of the Samashki village, Achkhoi-
Martanovskiy district, lles Khumidovich Kulaev (b.1979) was allegedly killed by servicemen of
unidentified Chechen law enforcement agency. (Memorial, 28 June 2005)

27. The Council of Chechen Non-governmental Organizations reported on 13 June 2005
that armed people in camouflage kidnapped a 50-year-old resident of Groznyi's Leninksy
district, Akhmad Elbiev, and that his fate remains unknown. Citing the Council of Chechen Non-
governmental Organizations and the Russian-Chechen Friendship Society (ORChD), the
Prima-News information agency reported on 10 June 2005 that armed people in camouflage
uniforms and travelling in several cars without license plates had abducted Vakhid Mairbekov
from his home in Groznyi's Zavodskoi district. On 9 June 2005, unknown people kidnapped
Said Muzuev, a 30-year-old inhabitant of the town of Samashki in the Achkoi-Martan district.
(Chechnya Weekly by the Jamestown Foundation, 8 June 2005 — Volume VI, Issue 22)

28. 17-year-old Muslim Kutsayev was illegally detained in his home in the Kurchaloysky
district on 5 June 2005 by the so-called “kadyrovtsy”, reported Memorial. His relatives found out
that he was held by the "kadyrovtsy" in the village of Mayrtup. According to Memorial Nazran,
Kutsaev was released after five days; he was brutally beaten.

29. In the adjacent Shalinsky district, 44-year-old Khanpasha Batayev, a resident of the
Avtury village, was also kidnapped, but by unknown assailants and his whereabouts were
unknown. (Prague Watchdog, 10 June 2005)

30. The Council of Chechen NGOs and the Russian-Chechen Friendship Society (ORChD)
reported that on 3 June 2005, armed raiders in camouflage uniforms and masks kidnapped 21-
year-old Ramzan Yunusov from his home the village of Samashki (Achkoi-Martan district).



Appendix 20

(Chechnya Weekly by the Jamestown Foundation, 8 June 2005 — Volume VI, Issue 22)

31. On 1 June 2005, some ten men in camouflage uniforms abducted Abubakar
Dushukueyv, a resident of the village of Urd-Yukhoi (Shatoi district). His whereabouts remained
unknown. That same day, some 12 men in camouflage abducted Usman Laiev, a policeman
and resident of the settlement of llinskaya (Groznensky Rural district). (Chechnya Weekly by
the Jamestown Foundation, 8 June 2005 — Volume VI, Issue 22)

32. On 30 May 2005, in the village of Novye Atagi, local resident Rizvan Usayev was
abducted by armed men in several motor vehicles. According to an unconfirmed version the
abduction may have been organized by members of the local law enforcement agencies.
(Prague Watchdog, 3 June 2005)

33. On 13 April 2005, at 12 a.m. representatives of security agencies kidnapped 41-year-
old Ramzan Mutsalkhanov, the resident of Zarechnaja Street, the Tangi-chu village of the Urus-
Martanovsky district. According to Memorial Nazran, at the end of April, Mutsalkhanov was
released. But he did not know where he had been kept, and which structure had kidnapped
him. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, April 2005)

34. On 11 April 2005, in the Zagryazhskiy village of the Staropromyslovsky district of
Groznyi from the house located in Dostoevskaja Street, 50, four unidentified military
servicemen in masks kidnapped Sulumbek Saiev, born 1966. (From the Conflict Zone,
Memorial, April 2005)

35. On 6 April 2005, at 4 a.m. from their house in the village of Katayama,
Staropromyslovsky district of Groznyi were kidnapped brothers Umar Tsetchoev (b. 1970) and
Ibrahim Tsetchoev (b. 1971). At around 3 p.m. Ibrahim Tsetchoev was released. Supposedly,
he and his brother were kept on the territory of patrol-post service regiment N 1 (IINMC-1), in the
micro-district of Ippodromny (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, April 2005). According to
Memorial Nazran, on 7 April, Umar Tsetchoev was released. The same unarmed armed person
who kidnapped the Tsetchoev brothers killed their neighbour Adam Torshhoev (cf. infra).

36. On 5 April 2005, in the village of Katayama, a group of armed men (allegedly
representatives of Russian security agencies) in camouflage with dogs and without masks
carried out an operation and detained 5 men. Subsequently, the body of Adam Torshkhoev
(b.1971), resident of 187 Shefskaja Street, was found in the ROVD of Staropromyslovsky
district. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, April 2005)

37. On 2 April 2005, at dawn from his house in 26 Gvardejskaja Street, the village of
Gekhi, Urus-Martanovsky district of Chechnya representatives of unidentified security agency,
some wearing masks, abducted Duk-Vakha Dadakhaev (b. 1980). On 12 April 2005, in the area
of ponds in the village of Kulary, Groznensky Selski District of Chechnya, militiamen found the
corpse of Dadakhaev with marks of violent death. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, April
2005)

38. On 25 February 2004, a group of armed men, some of whom spoke Russian and some
Chechen, took fifty-two-year-old Aset Dombaeva from her house in Urus-Martan. (Human
Rights Watch, March 2005)

39. On 18 February 2005, a VAZ-2107 car with five people inside (Khusein Sayd-
Khamzatovich Taramov, Kazbek Apaev, Khozh-Baudi Ozdamirov, Aslangirey Musikhanov, and
Anzor Makhkmirzaev) was shot at the checkpoint between the villages of Kurchaloi and
Geldagan by military servicemen who arrived by two APCs. (Chechnya Weekly by the
Jamestown Foundation, 23 February 2005 — Volume VI, Issue 8; Memorial)
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40. On 18 January 2005, at 3 a.m. unidentified armed people in masks and grey
camouflage, allegedly federal servicemen, broke into the Isayevs’ house in the village
Chechen-Aul, Kirov Street 34. Having beaten all family members, they took the 20 year old
Saikhan Isayev, disabled since childhood, with them. The servicemen came on four-door
“Taiga” vehicle and UAZ-469-«tablet» and spoke unaccented Russian. (International Helsinki
Federation for Human Rights, 30 March 2005)

41. On 14-16 January 2005, in the Chechen village of Zumsoi, Itum-Kalinsky district of
Chechnya, a military operation, which involved shelling of the settlement, was carried out. On
14 January, the village was subjected to aerial attack, as a result, one household (of Akhmud
Tamaev) was levelled to ground, and several other houses were seriously damaged. The same
day, the troops descended from helicopters. Before the servicemen landed, the helicopters
subjected the village to rocket and machinegun fire, regardless of the fact that there were no
combatants in the village and no one resisted the attack. In the village the military servicemen
carried out a mop-up operation with looting, destruction of property and abductions of civilians.
Late at night of 14 January the servicemen detained a local resident Shirvani Nasipov (b.1956).
In the morning of 15 January two other men and a teenage boy were kidnapped: Vakha
Mukhaev (b.1955), Magomed Emin Ibishev, aged 30, Atabi Mukhaev, 15 years old (son of
Mukhaev). (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, January 2005)

42. On 11 January 2005, early in the morning after 7 a.m. in the village of Argun armed
military servicemen abducted Elikh Abdurakhmanov (b. 1952), resident of Karla Marksa street.
(From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, January 2005)

43. On 2 January 2005, at about 4 p.m. in the village of Proletarskoje, Groznensky (Selsky)
district of Chechnya, unidentified representatives of Chechen power structures, who arrived by
over 10 UAZ cars abducted Zaurbek Gaziev (b.1981). At the moment of kidnapping the military
servicemen heavily injured Gaziev, his wife Lina Markhieva, wounded year and half old
Gaziev's daughter and intimidated another daughter, aged 2,5 years. (From the Conflict Zone,
Memorial, January 2005; Open Letter by the IHF, 12 January 2005)

44. On 27 December 2004, at about 3 a.m., a large group of armed men, all of whom
spoke unaccented Russian and came on a white Gazel minivan and an UAZ jeep, abducted
Salambek Alapaev (b. 1982) from his house in Sernodovsk on Demiana Bednogo Street.
(Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

45. On 21 December 2004, Chechen OMON police units carried out a special operation in
the women'’s training centre «Iman» (82 Vinogradniy Str., Groznyi), which resulted in the death
of Isa Sakayev (b. 1975), a native of the Belgatoy village (Shali district). (International Helsinki
Federation for Human Rights, 30 March 2005)

46. On 3 December 2004, unknown representatives of enforcement agencies, apparently
were federal military servicemen, abducted the disabled Rasul Mukaev (b. 1979) from his
village of Duba-Yurt, Shali district. (International Helsinki Federation for Human Rights, 30
March 2005; Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

47. On 27 November 2004 early morning, in the village Mesker-Yurt of the Shalinsky
district the personnel of one of the republican security agencies broke into the house of Supyan
Ekiev and kidnapped him. In the evening of the same day from the house of Ekiev were
kidnapped his mother Jisma Ekiev and his wife Petmat Ekiev (b.1982). On 2 December 2004,
at the outskirts of Groznyi the corpse of Supyan Ekiev, heavily distorted by torture, was found.
His mother and wife were released 15 days later. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial,
17.03.2005)

48. On 26 November 2004, at about 1 p.m., on the Lenin Street of Germenchuk, Shali
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district, two people were shot dead: police colonel Rizvan Abzatov (b. 1963) and his employee
Khabib Guduev (b. 1980). Since the killers were unmasked, several witnesses could recognize
one of them. He turned out to be Salambek Mezhidov, officer of the Security Service of the
President of the Chechen Republic. Later, the identity of the three other killers was also
established: Ruslan lkiev (also a “Kadyrovets”) and two alleged criminals wanted by police,
Rizvan Osmaev and Alvi Tasuev. (International Helsinki Federation, 30 March 2005)

49, On 25 November 2004 at about 9 p.m. unknown armed people in camouflage and
masks abducted Ramzan Edilbekov (b. 1950) from his residence at Groznyi, 9 Olimpiysky
proezd, apt 17. After 24 hours of detention and torture Ramzan Edilbekov was released. His
son was told that the prosecutor’s office initiated a criminal case on the abduction.
(International Helsinki Federation, 30 March 2005)

50. On 18 November 2004, Sultan Aliev (b. 1977), resident of 51 Kirov St. apt 53, was
abducted from the yard of a large residential building in the Groznyi district ‘“1st Microrayon’ by
four camouflaged people without masks. According to information from the HRC Memorial,
Sultan Aliev was set free on the 21st day after his abduction. He was kept in an unofficial
“prison” and tortured. (International Helsinki Federation, 30 March 2005)

51. According to HRC Memorial, on 19 November 2004 at 2 a.m., at 17 Kirov Street, 22-
year-old Zaur Khadisov was illegally detained by a group of armed masked camouflaged
persons wearing black spotted uniform. Zaur’s father managed to follow the column of cars with
soldiers (four VAZ-21099, a steel-coloured Niva and a Jeep Landcruiser) to the ‘RTS
Microrayon’, where power structures are located (patrol service, OMON). (International Helsinki
Federation, 30 March 2005)

52. On 14 November 2004, in the village Alleroj, Kurchaloy district of Chechnya, the
personnel of Kadyrov security service kidnapped Khasmagomed Nasurov, two of his sons, and
Ramzan Maskhadov. On 26 November, the father and the sons Nasurov were released.
Ramzan Maskhadov has not returned. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 17.03.2005)

53. Between 9 and 10 November 2004, at about 3 a.m., unknown armed persons in masks
abducted Mamed Akhmadov (b. 1982), citizen of Groznyi, who spent the night in the house of
his relatives, the Dzhauev family in Groznyi, 112 Lermontov Street. (International Helsinki
Federation, 30 March 2005)

54. In the night of 6 to 7 November 2004, two local residents Bodrudi Kantaev (b. 1964)
and Adam Demelkhanov (b. 1983) were abducted from the village of Starye Atagi, Groznyi
Rural district of the Chechen Republic, by unknown representatives of the law enforcement
agencies. In both cases the masked and camouflaged kidnappers, speaking predominantly
Russian, arrived in armoured personnel carriers, being apparently federal military troops.
(International Helsinki Federation for Human Rights, 30 March 2005; Human Rights Watch,
March 2005)

55. Bakar Khutiev (b. 1986) was abducted on 27 October 2004, at about 1.30 p.m., on
Titova Street in Argun, by three armed men in camouflage uniforms, one of whom was wearing
a mask. Khutiev was forced into a white Volga car (license plate no. 278, region 99). The men
then left with Khutiev, accompanied by two other cars, both silver VAZ-2199s. The prosecutor’s
office in Argun conducting the criminal investigation into the abduction (case no. 48047)
informed the family that the investigation had been suspended on 26 January 2005, due to the
impossibility of establishing the perpetrators. (Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

56. On 22 October 2004, Adam Baizatov (b. 1945) who lived in the village of Gikalo, was
abducted by a group of armed men in military uniforms, who put a sack on his head and threw
him in one of two cars parked nearby (light-green VAZ-2107, region no. 23). (Human Rights
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Watch, March 2005)

57. On 22 October 2004, at 8.45 p.m., a group of about ten soldiers burst into the family
home of Rasul Tutaev at 135 Kommunisticheskaia Street in Groznyi. According to Tutaev’s
relatives, there were several Chechens among them, but most of the soldiers spoke Russian
without an accent, were wearing grey military uniforms, and carried automatic weapons and
other special armaments, such as laser target-indicators. The soldiers arrived in two Gazel
minivans, one white (license plate no. 798 AKh, region 95) and one light blue, without license
plates. The Lenin district prosecutor’s office in Groznyi opened a criminal investigation into the
abduction of Rasul Tutaev (case no. 30136). (Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

58. On 9 October 2004, 47-year-old Zalpa Mintaeva, a mother of four, was taken from her
house in Argun by a group of armed men speaking unaccented Russian. (Human Rights
Watch, March 2005)

59. On 6 October 2004, at 4 a.m. seven unknown armed camouflaged people, wearing
light-colored masks who arrived by two cars — an UAZ and a VAZ-496 (so-called “tablet”) —
abducted Makka Akhyadova (Bariyat by passport, b. 1981) from the house of the Akhyadov
family, located at 31 Lugovaya Street in the village of Vedeno. (International Helsinki
Federation for Human Rights, 30 March 2005)

60. On 29 September 2004, Arbi Isiev (b. 1985) was abducted in Argun shortly after 1 p.m
by two men, one of whom wore the black T-shirt of a Special Police Force (OMON) uniform and
a mask, who forced Isiev into a white Volga car (model GAZ-3110) with black stripes on the
doors and without license plates. (Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

61. On 19 September 2004, at 2 a.m. a group of about twenty armed men wearing
camouflage uniforms and speaking unaccented Russian, and all but one masked, burst into the
yard of Shamkhan Tumaev’s family home at 13 Titova Street in the village of Valerik. The
prosecutor’s office in Achkhoi-Martan opened a criminal investigation into Tumaev’s abduction
(case no. 38043). (Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

62. At the dawn of 12 September 2004, a large group of armed men detained 37-year-old
Khalimat Sadulaeva, a mother of four, in her house in the town of Argun, about ten miles east
of Groznyi. (Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

63. On 27 August 2004, the family house of Sadulaevs living in village of Sernovodsk,
Sunzha district, was raided by a group of armed men in camouflage. Some of them also wore
black T-shirts with Ahmad Kadyrov's portrait. They wounded Imran Sadulaev, Irina (Malika)
Sadulaeva and Rizvan Sadulaev. Later that day, in total about 20 people from “power
structures” came to the hospital in two Model 9 “Zhiguli” cars and two “Tablets”, where the
injured were placed, and shot dead right Imran Sadulaev. Rizvan Sadulaev was detained and
later sentenced to imprisonment. (International Helsinki Federation for Human Rights, 1 June
2005)

64. On 3 August 2004, at around 7 p.m. a grey car UAZ (so-called “tablet”), registered in
the district 99 with license plate number 614 XXX abducted Khamid Magomaev and Assan
Mazaev, brought them to some military base. Assan Mazaev was tortured during the
interrogation. Khamid Magomaev is still disappeared. (International Helsinki Federation for
Human Rights, 1 June 2005)

65. On 2 August 2004, in the Mikenskaya village of the Naursky district of Chechnya,

unidentified persons in camouflage uniform speaking Chechen kidnapped Zaira Magomadova
(b.1981), a resident of 26 Shkolnaya Street. The military servicemen explained that they were
the personnel of the republican security service - 'kadyrovtsy', that her daughter was taken to
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Khose-Yurt (Tsentaroy) and promised to release her the following day. (From the Conflict Zone,
Memorial, 17.03.2005)

66. At night on 30 July 2004, at about 2 a.m. armed 'kadyrovtsy' broke into the house of
Kagermanov family, residents of Chaikina Street, in the city of Gudermes and abducted 55 year
old Adam Kagermanov. In August 2005 Kagermanov was released. He was in Tsentaroy prison
of "kadyrovtsy". (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 17.03.2005)

67. At about 5 a.m. on 4 July 2004, a group of camouflaged, armed and masked men burst
into the family home of Aslan Tazurkaev, 3 Ordzhonikidzhe Street, in the village of Novye Atagi
and abducted him. Tazurkaev’s relatives followed the abductors’ vehicles and saw them
entering a military base near the village, located at an abandoned grain milling complex known
to locals as “the mill”, where the Federal Security Service and military intelligence units are
based along with regular Ministry of Defense troops. At the relatives’ request, the prosecutor’s
office in Shali opened a criminal investigation into Tazurkaev’s abduction (case no. 36084). On
1 December 2004, the case was handed over to the military prosecutor’s office attached to
military unit no. 20116, based in Shali district. (Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

68. Adlan llaev (b.1987), Inver llaev (b.1982), Rustam llaev (b.1974), and Kazbek Bataev
(b.1983) have been abducted at around 4 a.m. on 4 July 2004 from house of Inver llaev, in the
village of Assinovskaia by about twenty soldiers in camouflage uniforms who came in the APCs
and spoke Russian without accent. Unofficial sources told the family that the operation had
been carried out by “military intelligence unit no. 127, stationed in Achkhoi-Martan. (Human
Rights Watch, March 2005; International Helsinki Federation, 1 June 2005)

69. On the evening of 24 June 2004, Sukhrat Tokhtarov (b. 1981) was abducted while
walking back to his house, 100 Nagornaia Street, in the village of Staryi Atagi. (Human Rights
Watch, March 2005)

70. At about 3 a.m. on 23 June 2004, about thirty soldiers, who arrived in an APC, an Ural
truck and a so-called tabletka minivan, burst into the home of the Dzhabrailov family at 46
Kooperativnaia Street in the village of Samashki. The soldiers, according to the witnesses,
spoke Russian without an accent. The soldiers abducted Abdulkhamid Dzhabrailov. Less then
a month after Abdulkhamid Dzhabrailov’s detention, his nephew, Ruslan Dzhabrailov, was also
“disappeared” on 10 August 2004 together with his friend, Adam Khamzatov. (Human Rights
Watch, March 2005)

71. On 13 June 2004, Yusup Baragev (b. 1985), a resident of the village of Novye Atagi,
was shot by masked, armed men taken away by soldiers. The prosecutor’s office in Shali
opened a criminal investigation (case no. 36088). (Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

72. At about 5 p.m. on 1 June 2004, nine cars arrived at the Sarali Seriev family home at
41 Kirov Street in the village of Belgatoi and abducted him. The Shali prosecutor’s office
opened a criminal investigation into the abduction (case no. 36076). (Human Rights Watch,
March 2005)

73. On 28 March 2004, in the Sleptsovsk village of the Sunzhensky district of the Republic
of Ingushetia a group of armed men broke into the house of Gelagaev family. At the moment of
the assault the head of the family, Alkhazur Gelagaev, was not at home. Armed men, who
spoke Chechen and Russian languages, demanded that Alkhazur's wife Iman Khaletova, told
them the address of her husband's brother Taus Gelagaev. When the woman said that she
knew nothing about the whereabouts of her brother-in-law, the military men threw her on the
floor, kicked her with boots, and then threatening to kill her took out a knife and cut skin on her
forehead and chest. Having grasped the baby they put the knife to his throat and told Iman that
they would cut if she doesn't tell them where Gelagaev was. Torture was stopped by one of the
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men, who said in Russian “No victims here!” Then the unidentified servicemen left. (From the
Conflict Zone, Memorial, 17.03.2005)

74. On 25 March 2004, Murad Maaev (b. 1983) abducted in Starye Atagi. One other
person, who was also detained in the village that night but released two days later, said that he
had been held at a military base located at the abandoned grain milling complex (“the mill”)
near the village and that he had seen Maaev there. (Human Rights Watch, March 2005)

75. On 20 March 2004, the house of Isa Eniev (b.1960), in the village of Ojskhara of the
Gudermes district of Chechnya was encircled by the servicemen of Kadyrov Security Service.
“Kadyrovtsy” broke into the house, made a pogrom, after that kidnapped Isa. The same day
Eniev was released. Several of his ribs had been broken; he had numerous injuries of his head
and body. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 31 March 2004)

76. On 18 March 2004, at night in the village of Kirova, Naursky district of Chechnya,
representatives of Russian power agencies, supposedly FSB, kidnapped and murdered
(tortured to death) Timur Khambulatov (b. 1979 or 1980). In response to relatives' demand to
present themselves and explain where they were taking Timur, the visitors responded that they
were from FSB and they arrested Khambulatov on the grounds of “suspicion of participation in
illegal armed formations.” A criminal case has been instigated by the prosecutor's office. Two
FSB officers were arrested and brought to the Department of Ministry of Internal Affairs of the
Russian Federation in the Chechen Republic. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 31 March
2004)

77. On 3 March 2004, at 5 p.m. in the village of Goy-Chu, Urus-Martanovsky Distrct of
Chechnya, the personnel of Russian of power agencies detained Khavadzhi Aduev (b.1970),
resident of Tsentralnaya Street. He was brought to cellar, where he was heavily beaten and
tortured. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 31 March 2004)

78. On 3 March 2004, in the forest grove between the villages Kurchaloy and Dzhalargi,
Kurchaloy district of Chechnya in a trench the remains of a human body with tied arms were
found. The personality of the victim was identified by clothes. It was Idris Mezhidov (b.1971) the
resident of the Achereshki village. The relatives of the victim claimed that Idris Mezhidov was
kidnapped by Russian military servicemen in the end of November 2001, during a mop up
operation. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 31 March 2004)

79. On 2 March 2004, in the neighbourhood of the village of Gikalo, Groznensky district of
Chechnya, the corpse of Khamzat Mudarov (b.1967) was found with traces of violent death.
Khamzat Mudarov was kidnapped on 14 February 2004 in Groznyi from the house of his
brother, domicile address Kayakentskaya, 76, by a group of military servicemen in masks.
According to the head of the family, Mudarov Zaur, the group of kidnappers was mixed: there
were Russian and Chechen servicemen. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 31 March 2004)
80. At around 2.30 a.m. on 19 January 2004, three vehicles (a UAZ jeep, a RAF minivan
and a VAZ-2199) arrived at the house of the Mutaev family, 60 Bershanskaia Street, in the
village of Assinovskaia. A group of about fifteen armed men, some of them masked, speaking
Russian without an accentm abducted Luiza Mutaeva (b. 1984). (Human Rights Watch, March
2005)

81. On 4 June 2005, Russian federal troops conducted a "mopping-up" operation in the
Chechen village of Borozdinovskaya, located in the north of the republic near the Dagestan
border. This security sweep was a response to the rebel attacks that intensified in northern
Chechnya this year. During the operation troops from the Vostok special forces battalion of the
Main Intelligence Department (GRU) of the RF Ministry of Defence, a unit that consists mostly
of Chechens, killed one elderly man, arrested 11 local men (Abakar Abdurakhmanovich Aliev
(b.1982), Magomed Tubalovich Isaev (b.1986), Akhmed Ramazanovich Kurbanaliev (b.1978),
Magomed Ramazanovich Kurbanaliev (b.1982), Akhmed Peyzulaevich Magomedov (b.1977),
Martukh Asludinovich Umarov (b.1987), Eduard Viacheslavovich Lachkov (b.1986), Akhmed
Abdurakhmanovich Magomedov (b.1979), Kamil Magomedov (b.1955), Shakhban
Nazirbekovich Magomedov, Said Nazirbekovich Magomedov (b.1960)) and burned four homes
to the ground. The armed men did not identify themselves but village residents recognised
among them servicemen of Vostok special battalion,-including someone called Khamzat, head
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of the local branch of the ‘United Russia’ party. Later, in July 2005 Kommersant disclosed that
the group of fighters from the Vostok battalion which entered the village was commanded by
Khamzat Gayrbekov (aka Boroda, “Beard”), intelligence chief of the battalion.

Il. Alleged hostage-takings

82. The Russian-Chechen Information Agency (RChIA), run by Russian-Chechen
Friendship Society, reported on 16 September 2005 that members of "federal power structures"
had kidnapped a woman identified as Toita Dzhabrailova in the Shali district village of Serzhen-
Yurt. The RChIA quoted Elistanzhi residents as saying she was probably detained because one
of her relatives is "an active member of the Chechen armed resistance." (Chechnya Weekly by
The Jamestown Foundation, 22 September 2005 - Volume VI, Issue 35).

83. In the early hours of 11 May 2005, unknown armed men, three wearing masks,
reportedly entered the Saidulaev’s house in the Oktyabrskiy district of Groznyi and took away
Kharon Saidulaev (b.1951) and his son, Apti Saidulaev. On 12 May, relatives managed to get
information which indicated that Kharon Saidulaev and Apti Saidulaev were being held by
security services under the control of Ramzan Kadyrov in the town of Argun. The reason given
for the detention was reportedly Kharon Saidulaev’s alleged links with armed opposition groups
in Chechnya, and Apti Saidulaev had been taken together with his father allegedly in order to
exert psychological pressure on the father to provide information. (Memorial, Chronicle of
Violence, May 2005; Amnesty International, 1 July 2005, EUR 46/029/2005).

84. Members of security services reportedly detained 70-year-old Maret Usmanovna
Khutsaeva and her granddaughter Lipa Rashidovna Tsaeva, aged 16 or 17, on 10 May 2005
from their home in the village of Gekhi, Urus-Martan district. It is reported that on 11 May the
two women returned home, having been released on the condition that Arbi Khutsaev give
himself up to the authorities, and threatened that otherwise the men would return and detain
Maret Khutsaeva again. (Memorial, Chronicle of Violence, May 2005; Amnesty International, 1
July 2005, EUR 46/029/2005).

85. On 6 May 2005 Memorial reported that unknown security forces abducted the father of
Dokku Umarov, field commander of Chechen fighters, from the Argunskiy state farm
(‘Goskhoz’), Chechnya. Dokku Umarov allegedly stated in an interview in May that his 70-year-
old father, his 45-year-old brother, his wife and six-month-old son had all been taken hostage,
allegedly by the "oil regiment", a security force, formerly part of the Security Service of the
President of the Chechen Republic, reportedly headed by Adam Delimkhanov, a close relative
of Ramzan Kadyrov. According to Interfax, on 12 August 2005, armed med kidnapped Natasha
Khumadova, Dokku Umarov’s sister, in Urus-Martan. See also infra paragraph on the abduction
of the Masuevs family. (Memorial, Chronicle of Violence, May 2005; Amnesty International, 1
July 2005, EUR 46/029/2005; Kavkaz Center, 9 May 2005; NEWSru).

86. At the night of 5 May 2005, in the village Oktyabrskoye, Groznenskiy (Selskiy) disctrict,
the servicemen of the Chechen law enforcement agencies abducted three local residents,
brothers Chersiyevs: Adam (b.1952), Kureish (b.1954), and Movla (b.1958). Their relatives
traced the abductors to the regiment of non-departamental protection (nonkBHeBegOMCTBEHHOM
oxpaHsbl) at the Yuzhna Street in the Leninskiy district of Groznyi (the so-called oil regiment).
After the picketing of the regiment, the relatives received the confirmation that the three
brothers were kept in the territory of the regiment as hostages, since of one of the members of
this family participated in the armed resistance. The condition of their release was the fighter
giving himself up. As of 27 June 2005, the brothers Chersiyevs were not released. (Caucasian
Knot)

87. According to Memorial, on 28 March 2005 Zaudi Saidulaev (b.1940) and his son, Musa
Saidulaev, were taken away by members of the security forces under the command of Ramzan
Kadyrov from the village of Mairtup in Kurchaloevskii district, Chechnya. There are claims that
another son of Zaudi Saidulaev is a member of an armed opposition group. (Memorial,
Chronicle of Violence, May 2005; Amnesty International, 1 July 2005, EUR 46/029/2005)

88. On 28 March, Usam Kadaev (b.1945), was reportedly detained by Russian armed
forces in the village of Kataiama, Staropromyslovskii district. An alleged reason for the
detention is claims that his 22-year-old son, Ismail Kadaeyv, is hiding from the authorities.
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(Memorial, Chronicle of Violence, May 2005; Amnesty International, 1 July 2005, EUR
46/029/2005)

89. The IHF researchers found out that in January 2005, approximately on the 22nd, a
group of “Kadyrovtsy” abducted a distant female relative of Shamil Basaev, Louiza, resident of
Vedeno and mother of two small children (three and five years of age). Louiza was dragged
from her house barefoot. When her children tried to hold on to her, they were beaten with rifle
butts. In the morning, she came back badly beaten and in a very distraught condition and
immediately left the village together with the children.

90. On 30 November 2004, unidentified armed persons, most likely members of Security
Services of the President of the Chechen Republic (“Kadyrovtsy”), alongside with some
specially seconded members of the Shali district police, burned down the house of the parents
of Vakhid Murdashev (b. 1955), at 38 Karl Marx St. of the Oiskhara village, also known as
Novogroznenskiy. They furthermore abducted his mother, Asmart Murdasheva (b. 1935), his
sister Tamara Murdasheva (b.1958) and his wife Zoya Dankaeva (b. 1958). Some days later,
presumably members of the same armed structures burned down Vakhid Murdashev’s own
house at 53 Sovetskaya St. (Memorial, Chronicle of Violence, May 2005; Amnesty
International, 1 July 2005, EUR 46/029/2005)

91. On 27 November 2004, in the village of Mesker-Yurt, the personnel of unidentified
power agency kidnapped Sherpuddi Israilov (b.1956). Reportedly, the father was taken in order
to force his son to surrender. (From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 17.03.2005)

92. In the suburbs of Groznyi on 3 December 2004, five relatives of Aslan Maskhadov were
abducted by unknown armed persons, most probably belonging to the Security Service of the
President of the Chechen Republic (“Kadyrovtsy”). These relatives were Buchu Abdulkadyrova
(sister, 67 years of age), Lecha Maskhadov (brother, 68 years of age), Lema Maskhadov
(brother, 55 years of age), Adam Reshiev (distant cousin, 54 years of age), and Ivkhan
Magomadov (nephew, 35 years of age). On 28 December, three more relatives of Aslan
Maskhadov were abducted under similar circumstances: Khadizhat Satueva (niece, 40 years of
age), Usman Satuev (son-in-law, 47 years of age), and Movlid Aguev (son-in-law, 35 years of
age). Seven relatives of Aslan Maskhadov were released on 31 May 2005.

Il. Alleged persecution of applicants to the European Court of Human Rights or their family
members

93. Relatives of the murdered residents of the Duba-Yurt village (on 9 April 2004, at the
outskirts of the Serzhen-Yurt village nine mutilated bodies have been found - see the 2004
PACE Report on the human rights situation in Chechnya by Mr Bindig, Doc. 10283, Appendix
[11.C.2.p.) complained to the European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) with the assistance of
the Justice Initiative in Chechnya NGO. On 2 April 2005, at 3 a.m. from their houses in the
Duba-Yurt village the armed men abducted Sayd-Khuseyn Magomedovich Elmurzaev and
Suleiman Sayd-Khuseynovich Elmurzaev, father and brother of Idris ElImurzaev, whose body
was found on 9 April 2004. Elmurzaevs were the applicants to the ECtHR. Abductors wore
camouflage, came on three mini-buses UAZ-452 (“tablet”) and spoke Russian without accent.
On 8 May 2005, the body of Sayd-Khuseyn Elmurzaev was found near the settlement (stanitsa)
llyinska of the Groznenskiy (Selskiy) district in the Sunzha River. (Memorial, 25 May 2005)

94, On 4 July 2004, and again on 30 July 2004, a large group (around 36) of armed military
personnel, who arrived in eight APCs and four other military vehicles, entered the home of
Aslambek Salmanovich Utsaev (b.1946) and allegedly severely beat him. Aslambek Utsaev is
one of the applicants in the case of Tovmirzaeva and others v. Russia (application no.
29133/03) currently pending before the ECtHR. The case concerns the illegal detention and
enforced “disappearance” by federal forces of four residents of Novye Atagi on 2 June 2002,
including Aslambek Utsaev’s son, Islam Aslambekovich Utsaev. Satsita Musaevna Utsaeva,
mother of wife Islam Utsaev and wife of Aslambek Utsaev, is also an applicant in the case. On
the morning of 30 July 2004, armed men in masks, not providing any identification or
explanation for their presence, again entered the home of the Utsaevs and, without saying
anything, again allegedly beat Aslambek Utsaev on the head, face and torso. (Amnesty
International, EUR 46/059/2004, 12 November 2004)

95. Reportedly, Yakub Magomadov, brother of Aiubkhan Magomadov, and his family who
appealed to the European Court of Human Rights in 2001 had been threatened on a number of
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occasions that they would "disappear"” if they did not stop looking for their brother (Aiubkhan
Adamovich Magomadov "disappeared"” on 2 October 2000, after having been detained by
members of the Russian federal forces). On 28 April 2004, a group of armed men in masks
entered the house of the Magomadov family in Kurchaloy and - allegedly beating a 16-year-old
nephew of Yakub Magomadov, who was the only person at home at that time, with the butts of
their machineguns - asked him about his uncle. On 16 May 2004, Yakub Magomadov’s family
in Chechnya learned that he had "disappeared". (Amnesty International, EUR 46/059/2004, 12
November 2004)

96. Zalina Medova said in an interview she has received both death threats and offers of
payoffs to press her to withdraw the application from the Court seeking action about her
husband, Adam Medov, a taxi driver who disappeared in June 2004. (Washington Post, 3 July
2005)

97. Marzet Imakayeva and her husband, Said-Magomed Imakayev, applied to the ECtHR
in February 2002, about 14 months after their 23-year-old son disappeared in Chechnya. In
June 2002, the Imakayevs' home was raided by men in uniform, and Said-Magomed Imakayev
was detained. He hasn't been seen since. Military and prosecution officials continued to harass
Imakayeva and have accused her of financing terrorism, according to court records.
(Washington Post, 3 July 2005)

APPENDIX Il to the letter from Mr Bindig to Mr Ustinov
ALLEGED SPREAD OF IMPUNITY TO TERRITORIES ADJACENT TO CHECHNYA

1. On 24 March 2005 security forces carried out a passport check in the area of the Ingush
town of Nazran known as Kamaz centre. At 9 a.m. the next morning, 25 March, a group of
armed men who came in two ‘Gazel’ minibuses without registration numbers abducted Vakha
Matuev. (Amnesty International, 30 September 2005, EUR 46/039/2005)

2. On 12 July 2005, Adam Albogachiyev (b.1983), the resident of the Ali-Yurt village in
Ingushetia, was abducted by several armed men in masks. (Prague Watchdog, 13 July 2005)

3. On 27 May 2005, the resident of Nasyr-Kort, Sovietskaya Street 63, Nazran, Ibragim
Dzaurov, was abducted from his house by a large group of soldiers and policemen who
approached the house in three armoured troop-carriers, three Gazelle micro-buses, one UAZ
(Tabletka) and a VAZ-21099. (Open Letter by the IHF, 2 June 2005)

4, On 23 May 2005, in the Plievo district of the city of Nazran (Ingushetia) armed
camouflaged and wearing masks men, who came on several cars and APC, abducted Adam
Alambekovich Gorchkhanov (b.1968). The servicemen severely beat Adam and his brother
Bashir, searched the house. They declared finding two guns but no witnesses were invited to
certify (the search was filmed on a video camera). The abductors allegedly belonged to the
North Caucasus Operative Department of the Russian Federation Federal Security Service. To
note, on 9 February 2005, Adam Ibragimovich Gorchkhanov (b.1976), cousin of Adam
Alambekovich Gorchkhanov, was also abducted. According to some sources he was kept in the
temporary detention facility of the Ingush Ministry of Interior in Vladikavkaz. (Memorial,
29.05.2005; Amnesty International, 1 July 2005, EUR 46/029/2005; Novaya Gazeta,
No0.40/2005, 6 June 2005)

5. On 1 April 2005, at 3.30 p.m., in the village of Malgobek, North Ossetia, members of an
unidentified armed structure abducted Hassan Egiev (b. 1978), residing 65, Kievskaya street.
Hassan was in custody in a detention facility in Vladikavkaz (North Ossetia). During the
interrogation, he was ill-treated and tortured. The lawyer filed a complaint on the ill-treatment
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and torture of his client with the Deputy Prosecutor General of the Russian Federation, N.I.
Shepel, the head of the Prosecutor General's Department for the Northern Caucasus, N.Z.
Khazikov, and the Prosecutor of North Ossetia, A.A. Bigulov. (International Helsinki Federation,
2 June 2005)

6. On 22 March 2005, Osman Bogatyrev, resident of Ingushetia, disappeared in Nalchik,
capital of Kabardino-Balkaria. Via unofficial channels, the family got the information that he was
arrested by members of law enforcement structures and was detained in the FSB premises in
Nalchik. The lawyer hired by relatives stated that Osman Bogatyrev was subjected to ill-
treatment — he was beaten several times - and torture. (International Helsinki Federation, 2
June 2005)

7. On 2 October 2004, four armed persons in a UAZ car arrived at Khamkhoev’s house in
the Mayskoe village and abducted Magomed Khamkhoev (b.1980). Magomed was taken to the
woods in the area of the so-called Lysaya Gora, where he was taken out of the car and beaten
with feet, hands and a gun-butt. Khamkhoev was hospitalized in the Nazran hospital in a bad
condition with the following diagnosis: closed brain wound, brain concussion, closed stomach
wound, multiple wounds of soft tissues, head, spine, hands, and feet. (International Helsinki
Federation, 2 June 2005)

8. On 23 September 2004, Aslan Inalov (b. 1977) “disappeared”. Through unofficial
contacts in the local branch of Federal Security Service in Magas, Ingushetia, Inalov’s relatives
found out that on the night of 23 September 2004, Inalov had been detained on his way to
Sernovodsk at a mobile checkpoint, and that the soldiers had then delivered him to the main
Kavkaz checkpoint on the main road from Ingushetia to Chechnya. The relatives also managed
to learn that for the first two months after his detention, Inalov was held by the Federal Security
Service in Magas, and then transferred to the Federal Security Service in Groznyi on 12
November 2004. (Human Rights Watch Briefing Paper, March 2005).

9. On 3 September 2004, three cars with around a dozen camouflaged, armed and
masked persons abducted Alaudi Khashiev (b.1974) in Nesterovskaya (Sunzha District,
Ingushetia). (International Helsinki Federation, 2 June 2005).

10. On 2 August 2004, the IDP camp “Konservny Zavod® in Ordzhonikidzevskaya,
Zelyonaya street 3, was surrounded by a large number of APCs and cars (there were “Niva”,
“Zhiguli” and “UAZ’-tabletka cars). One hundred to one hundred fifty armed persons penetrated
into the camp and without presenting any kind of authorization began to examine the passports
of the camp’s inhabitants. During the operation 7 persons were detained: Muslim Khatchukaev
(b.1983), Adlan Khatchukaev, Umar Akiev, Aslan Akiev, Umalat Israilov (b.1975, the head of
the camp), and Sultan Khatuev (b.1962). The same evening, the Akiev brothers were released.
The rest of the ISPs were brought to the regional administration of the Federal Security Service
(FSB) in Magas. Muslim and Adlan Khatchukaev in Magas, they were severely beaten and
tortured with electric shocks. When they were released, they were warned that they would be
killed in case they tell what did happen to them and how they were treated. The torturers
wanted them to admit their participation in the armed raids on Igushetia on 21-22 June. Umalat
Israilov, brutally beaten and tortured, was thrown into the trunk of a car and taken to a dump
near Ordzhonikidzevskaya. Khatuev’'s whereabouts still remain unknown. The Sunzha district
state prosecutor’s office opened investigations into his case (no. 04600054). (International
Helsinki Federation, 2 June 2005)

11. On 26 June 2004, the Ingush citizen Bekkhan Lolokhoev (b.1980) was unlawfully
detained in the house of his family in the village of Ekazhevo, and carried away in an unknown
direction. Bekkhan was severely beaten and tortured with electricity during the detention.
Torture was used to extort his confession of participating in the attack of 21-22 June 2004. He
was released in several days, but some days after his release, Bekkhan and one of his brothers
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were again detained, this time by the Nazran regional police department (GOVD). Without any
explanation they were kept for three days. They were not beaten and the treatment was
normal. (International Helsinki Federation, 2 June 2005)

12. On 20 July 2004, in the Barsuki district of Nazran, Ingushetia, Bashir Velkhiev (b.1963)
and Bekkhan Velkhiev (b.1965) were both unlawfully detained in the home of Bashir Velkhiev
by 7 unknown representatives of the RF Ministry of Internal Affairs and servicemen of the
Department against Organized Crime of the Ingushetia Ministry of Internal Affairs (UBOP).
Upon detention, Bashir and Bekkhan Velkhiev were taken to the building of the Ingush UBOP
(Department against Organized Crime),where they were tortured and interrogated in
connection with the 21-22 June armed raid of the rebel fighters on Ingushetia. Oon 21 July
2004, Bekkhan was released by an investigator of the Nazran prosecutor’s office. He informed
Bekkhan that his brother Bashir had died in the previous night in the premises of the Ingush
UBOP. (International Helsinki Federation, 2 June 2005)

13. On 20 July 2004, armed people in masks and camouflage belonging to an unidentified
unit of the Federal forces killed Beslan Arapkhanov (b.1966) at 1 Partizanskaya St., village of
Galashki, Sunzha district of Ingushetia. One of soldiers showed to Beslan's wife an ID showing
the name K. Kostenko, investigator from Republic of Ingushetia FSB department from
Zheleznovodsk. The two others, Alexander Gavrilov and Andrei Ershov, were witnesses.
Kostenko presented a search warrant for the house of Ruslan Khuchbarov, 7 Partizanskaya
Street, and asked Rima to sign it. The raid turned out to be a mistake and servicemen were
looking for another person who was leaving at the same street. (International Helsinki
Federation, 2 June 2005)

14. At the end of June 2005, a “mopping-up” (‘zachistka') operation has been carried out in
the MTF-1 Chechen refugee camp located near the town of Karabulak in Ingushetia. Unknown
armed men in camouflage speaking Russian abducted several 29-year-old Musa Saydumov, a
native of the village of Dyshne-Vedeno, and drove away with him. They also put two other
people into the vans: Suleyman Chachayev, an employee of the Chechen Interior Ministry, and
Taus Dadayev, a native of the town of Urus-Martan. They were released later except for Musa
Saydumov whose whereabouts were unknown since then. (Prague Watchdog, 30 June 2005)

15. On 2 March 2004, at about 4 p.m. in the municipal district of Altievo (Ingushetia) the
personnel of unidentified federal power agency carried out a special operation, which caused
two people dead and 1 injured. According to the eye-witnesses, the military servicemen (about
10 persons) in masks, who arrived by two cars YAZ and Zhiguli-9, blocked the tunnel.
Obviously, they followed a taxi car Zhiguli-6, of white colour. First they opened fire on Zhiguli-6,
killed its passenger (resident of the Chechen Republic Akhmed Basnukaev) and then subjected
to random fire the entire area. As a result of random fire the passengers of a passing by car
were wounded: Isa Khazbiev, and his daughter Madina Khazbieva (b.1979). Madina was taken
to the republican hospital in Nazran, and passed away three days later without regaining
consciousness. After the incident, the taxi driver, Adam Gagiev, ethnic Ingush, was brought to
the Ingush Department of FSB and interrogated under torture. The FSB agents wanted him to
admit that Basnukaev was more than a client for him. In the evening, Gagiev was released.
(From the Conflict Zone, Memorial, 31 March 2004)

A number of other cases of "disappearances”, illegal detentions, torture, etc. are documented in
the report by HRC Memorial “The Assembly Line of Violence: Human Rights Abuse During
Anti-terrorist Operations in Ingushetia”
(http://www.memo.ru/hr/hotpoints/N-Caucas/konnas/index.htm). On 20 July 2005, the report
was handed over to the RF President Vladimir Putin; on 25 July 2005 — to the President of the
Republic of Ingushetia, Murat Zyazikov.
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APPENDIX B

New allegations of human rights violations in the Chechen Republic and in territories adjacent
to Chechnya

brought to the attention of Mr Bindig after the sending of the letter from Mr Bindig to Mr Ustinov,
Prosecutor General of the Russian Federation, on 12 October 2005

l. Alleged enforced disappearances, extrajudicial killings, torture, illegal detention in the
Chechen Republic

1. On 16 November 2005, three Russian soldiers murdered Djambulat Dushaev, lusup
Usmanov and Khusain Akhmadov in the village of Staraya Sunzha, with the aim of robbering
them. (Kommersant, 19 November 2005)

2. In the night of 18 October 2005, masked and camouflaged security service personnel,
reportedly Chechen-speaking, took away 65-year-old Salman Arsanukaev and his son
Khamzat Arsanukaev, aged 22, from their home in the village Pobedinskoe, and then killed
them. In the evening both corpses, with marks of violent death, were found in a hole outside the
village. (Memorial, Chronicle of violence, October 2005)

3. On 17 October 2005, in the village of Sernovodsk, Sunzha District, security service
personnel abducted 23-year-old Rustam Sidekovich Idrisov and 22-year-old Rizvan
Akhmedovich Kushaev from their home on Sovkhoznaya Street. On 19 October, Rustam
Idrisov were released. The whereabouts of Rizvan remain unknown. (Memorial, Chronicle of
violence, October 2005)

4. On 9 October 2005, in the village of Kurtchaloy Isa Dazaevich Dzhabikhadjiev (b.1955)
was kidnapped from his home by unknown armed men. None of the district law-enforcement
bodies regognised having been involved in this abduction. (Memorial, Chronicle of violence,
October 2005)

5. On 5 October 2005, at 4 a.m. unidentified servicemen in masks abducted Ibragim
Shovkhalov (b.1974) from his home on Lenin Street in the village of Mesker-lurt, district
Shalinski. In the morning, his body were found in the outskirts of the village of Chechen-Aul. His
head was covered with a plastic bag. (Memorial, Chronicle of violence, October 2005)

6. On 2 October 2005, the house at Ivanov Street 37, Grozny, where the Buraev family
lived, was surrounded by more than one hundred representatives from the Ministry of Defence,
the FSB and the Anti Terrorist Center (ATC) from the Staropromyslovski district of Grozny.
They all spoke Chechen. The Commander of the operation did not introduced himself, but was
called “Iran” by the others. The servicemen abducted Zarema Buraeva (b.1982) and her two
brothers, Ali Buraev (b.1987, school boy) and Baudin Buraev (b.1984), after having beaten the
two boys with their feet and their weapons. Since that day the three persons remain
“disappeared” (Memorial, Chronicle of violence, October 2005, and Open Letter by the IHF, 26
October 2005).

Il. Alleged spread of impunity to territories adjacent to Chechnya

7. On 21 October 2005 in the Gamursievski “microrayon” of Nazran around 100 members
of an unidentified armed structure, wearing masks and speaking Russian without accent,
abducted Arkamat Gambotov (b.1980), a refugee from North Ossetia (Memorial, Chronicle of
violence, October 2005).
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8. On 29 September in Nazran three men were kidnapped from the site of a building that is
under construction in Moskovski Street, by a group of armed people in masks and camouflage,
who did not show any Ids but seemed to be from the police (militia) and who took away the
three men in an unknown direction. They were : llez Khamkhoev (b.1972) from the Ingush
village Alkun, temporary living in Nazran, Chechenskaya Street 4 ; Magomed-Ali Barakhoev
(b.1970), inhabitant of the Ingush village Galashki ; Ruslan Yandiev (b.1982), inhabitant of
Nazran, Moskovski Street 19/3. (Open Letter by the IHF, 10 November 2005)

APPENDIX C

Letter of 6 December 2005 from Mr Vladimir V. Ustinov, Prosecutor General of the Russian
Federation, to Mr Rudolf Bindig, Rapporteur

International Law Directorate of the Prosecutor General’s office of the Russian Federation

5 December 2005

Information and statistical data requested by the rapporteur of the Council of Europe
Parliamentary Assembly Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights, Rudolf Bindig, on
"Human Rights violations in the Chechen Republic" (laid out following the numbering pattern
and sequence suggested by Mr Bindig)

Appendix |

1. A

a) Criminal case no. 12011 was instituted by the prosecutor's office of Grozny on 5.3.2000,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "a", "8" and "x" of Article 105
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the killing of residents of
Novye Aldy village in the Grozny district of the Chechen Republic on 5.2.2000 by persons
unknown.
Preliminary investigations established that on 5.2.2000, between 9 am and 3 pm, during special
operations carried out by federal forces in Novye Aldy village in the Grozny area a number of
residents of that settlement were killed by persons unknown by automatic weapon fire. The
bodies of the victims, presenting bullet wounds and in some cases traces of heat burns, were
discovered by relatives and neighbours in streets and courtyards of the settlement.
On 10.5.2005 a decision was issued to indict S.G. Babin for the offence provided for in sub-
paragraph "x" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.
On 8.7.2005 a measure of restraint was taken against S.G. Babin in the form of restriction on
movements and he was placed on the wanted list.
On 9.8.2005 the preliminary criminal case investigation was suspended on grounds of having to
search for the accused.

b) Criminal case no. 12038 was instituted by the prosecutor's office of Grozny on 3.5.2000,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "a", "e" and "x" of Article 105
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code, concerning the killing of civilians in the
Novaya Katayama micro-district of the Staropromyslovskiy district of Grozny.

The opening of criminal proceedings was prompted by the publication on 27.4.2000 in the
"Novaya Gazeta" newspaper issue no. 12(583) of an article entitled "Freedom or death" stating
that mass murders of civilians had been committed in the Katayama micro-district of Grozny on
the evening of 19.2.2000 by servicemen of the 205th brigade of the Russian Federation Armed
Forces.

In the course of investigations in criminal case no. 12038 the following cases were combined in
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a single set of proceedings: Criminal case no. 20540020, instituted on 4.5.2000 by the
prosecutor's office of Malgobek in the Ingush Republic for the murders in Grozny of M.L.
Khashiyev and R.V. Taymaskhanov, and Criminal case no. 12131, instituted on 22.8.2000 by
the prosecutor's office of Grozny for the murder of A.A. Akayev.

The investigation established that in February 2000 in the Novaya Katayama micro-district of
the Staropromyslovskiy district of Grozny, 57 non-combattant civilians were killed and 4 people
disappeared without trace (or were abducted).

The witnesses interviewed, when confirming the death of specific individuals, stated that they
had not been eyewitnesses to the crime but had told by persons unknown to them that Russian
servicemen had committed these crimes. The operational search measures undertaken did not
identify any direct eyewitnesses to the crimes or the persons to whom the witnesses referred.
In the preliminary investigation the conclusion that crimes against residents of the Novaya
Katayama micro-district had been committed simultaneously, in the same place and by the
same people was not borne out by any objective evidence. Under Article 155 of the Russian
Federation Code of Criminal Procedure 12 pieces of case material were singled out concerning
8 facts regarding the discovery of 34 bodies and the wounding of one person, 3 facts regarding
the murder of 17 people and abduction of 1 person, and 1 fact regarding the disappearance of
3 people.

Criminal proceedings were instituted on the basis of all the aforementioned pieces of case
material.

In the framework of criminal case no. 12038 the killing of 6 people is being investigated: in the
period from 19.1.2000 to 21.1.2000 at no. 107, ulitsa Neftyanikov in the Staropromyslovskiy
district of Grozny unknown persons shot dead Kh.A. Khashiyev, L.A. Khashiyeva
(Taymaskhanova), R. Taymaskhanov, A. Taymaskhanov, M. Goygova, A. Goygov.

The criminal case is ongoing, and investigations and operational search measures are being
carried out to identify the perpetrators of the crime.

d) Criminal case no. 21037 was instituted in connection with the discovery of a mass grave on
the "Zdorove" dacha estate.

On 23.2.2001 the Internal Affairs Directorate responsible for the Chechen Republic of the
Russian Federation Ministry of Internal Affairs was informed by Mr M. Musayev that he had
discovered the bodies of relatives on land around a dacha: S-R.M. Musayev, M.A. Magomadov
and O.A. Mitayev, which he had removed from the dacha estate and buried.

Between 24.2.2001 and 1.3.2001 in the area indicated by Musayev on the land of the
"Zdorove" rural community of the Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny, 48 bodies were discovered in
various places, presenting signs of violent death, 5 of them women and 12 in skeletal form.
When the site was inspected, several corpses were found to be booby-trapped with MON-50
mines and F-1 grenades on a trip-wire.

Criminal case no. 21037 was instituted by the prosecutor's office of the Chechen Republic on
24.2.2001, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 105
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

From the statements of the witnesses questioned it emerges that in the period from 2000 to
February 2001 local residents in various areas of the Chechen Republic were arrested and
taken away to an unknown destination during the conducting of special operations. The
witnesses believe that the detainees were held at a military garrison at the Khankala military
observation post. After several days they were released, blindfolded and driven somewhere,
where they were abandoned. Some of the detainees did not return home, but their bodies were
found in February 2001 on the grounds of the "Zdorove" community of the Oktyabrskiy district
of Grozny.

On 23.5.2003 individual criminal cases regarding the murder of citizens whose bodies were
identified during the investigation were singled out from criminal case no. 21037 to be dealt with
separately and were sent for investigation by the territorial agencies concerned.

In total, 14 criminal cases were separated out from criminal case no. 21037, as follows.

On 3.6.2000, Ms N. Luluyeva, Ms M. Gakayeva, Ms R. Gakayeva, Ms T. Khamirzayeva, Ms A.
Elbuzukova and Mr Z. Tazurkayev were detained on ulitsa Mozdokskaya of the Leninskiy
district of Grozny. The bodies of the women were discovered on the "Zdorove" estate in



Appendix 20

February 2001. Tazurkayev's whereabouts remain unknown.

On 14.8.2000 S.1. Askhabov was abducted by persons unknown in Alkhan-Kala village in the
Grozny area of the Chechen Republic. His body was subsequently discovered on the "Zdorove"
estate.

On the evening of 14.10.2000 two brothers, E.A. Saltamuradov and Kh.A. Saltamuradov, were
abducted by unidentified armed individuals from the house at no. 5, ulitsa Chkalova, Mesker-
Yurt in the Shali district. Their bodies were subsequently discovered, bearing signs of a violent
death, on the "Zdorove" estate.

On 30.11.2000 U.A. Magomadov disappeared from Grozny. In February 2001 his body was
discovered on the "Zdorove" estate.

On 29.11.2000, at around midnight, R.R. Israilov was abducted by unidentified armed
individuals from the house at no. 105 ulitsa Lenina in the Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny. In
February 2001 his body was discovered on the "Zdorove" estate.

On 1.12.2000, at about 11 am, M.Sh. Manapov was detained outside the Administration
building of the Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny by persons unknown and taken away in a UAZ
jeep to an unknown destination. Manapov's body was subsequently discovered on the
"Zdorove" estate.

On 2.12.2000 in the Chechen town of Shali A.E. Chimayev disappeared in unexplained
circumstances. Chimayev's body was discovered on the "Zdorove" estate in February 2001.
On the evening of 10.12.2000 in Alkhan-Yurt village in the Urus-Martan district of the Chechen
Republic, a Mr Timarov and two brothers named Riskhnanov were detained and taken to an
unknown destination by unidentified armed individuals wearing camouflage uniform. In
February 2001 the bodies of all three were discovered, bearing signs of a violent death, on the
"Zdorove" estate.

On the evening of 11.12.2000 21 residents of the Raduzhnoye and Pobedinskoye villages in
the Grozny area of the Chechen Republic were detained. The detainees were transported to
the facilities of an unidentified unit, where they were held for several days. 18 of them were
then released, but the bodies of S.M. Musayev, O.D. Mitayev and M.A. Magomadov were
discovered on the "Zdorove" estate.

On 17.12.2000, at about 2 pm, in Znamenskoye village in the Nadterechnyy district of the
Chechen Republic A.O. Khasiyev disappeared in unexplained circumstances. His body was
discovered on the "Zdorove" estate in February 2001.

On 23.12.2000, at about 2 pm, U.A Edilbekov and A.M. Malsagov were abducted outside the
State university building in Grozny. Their bodies were subsequently discovered, bearing signs
of a violent death, on the "Zdorove" estate.

On 27.12.2000, at about 3 am, N.S. Dakayev was taken from the house at no. 5, ulitsa
Bolnichnaya in Urus-Martan by persons unknown. His body was discovered on the "Zdorove"
estate in February 2001.

On 17.1.2001 Kh. Ozdiyev, Sh. Ozdiyev, R. Aydamirov and I. Lorsanov were detained in
Alkhan-Kala village in the Grozny area of the Chechen Republic. The Ozdiyevs and Aydamirov
were subsequently released but Lorsanov's body was discovered on the "Zdorove" estate.

On 20.1.2001, during the day, I.Kh. Tazurkayev was taken from "Minutka" square in the
Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny by persons unknown and taken to an unknown destination. His
body, bearing signs of a violent death, was discovered on the "Zdorove" estate.

In this case, 25 bodies were identified, 184 witnesses were questioned concerning 123 persons
having disappeared without trace or been abducted in various circumstances from different
localities in the republic.

The preliminary criminal case investigation has been suspended while work is carried out to
gather further information on republic citizens having disappeared without trace or having been
abducted during the period 1.1.2001 to 24.2.2001.

e) Criminal case no. 59113 was instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 7.6.2002,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "x" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the claim by M. Didisheva that on 22.5.2002,
at about 4 pm, during a special operation to check identity papers in Mesker-Yurt village in the
Shali district of the Chechen Republic, village residents Apti S. Didishev, Adam S. Didishev and
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Abu S. Didishev were detained and driven off to an unknown destination.

In the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that, in the period from
21.5.2002 to 11.6.2002 in Mesker-Yurt village in the Shali district of the Chechen Republic, the
federal forces, acting on the command of the United Group of Forces in Chechnya, the
heliborne detachment of the civil defence authorities and the Internal Affairs Directorate
responsible for the Chechen Republic of the Russian Federation Ministry of Internal Affairs
carried out special measures to check identity papers and identify members of illegal armed
formations.

In the course of these special operations 208 people were brought to a filtration facility to run
checks and establish their identity. In the period from 21.5.2002 to 11.6.2002, when the special
operations were carried out in Mesker-Yurt village, the Shali district prosecutor's office received
8 reports from the Shali district department of internal affairs concerning military skirmishes
involving sub-divisions of the armed forces and members of illegal armed formations, during
which 9 members of illegal formations were killed; 4 of them were recognised as local residents
by relatives. One of them was Adam Saltamirzoyev, alias "Black Adam", the leader of an armed
formation.

After the special operations were completed the Shali district prosecutor's office received
applications from residents of the village of Mesker-Yurt concerning the arrest and subsequent
disappearance of certain individuals.

The following criminal cases were instituted concerning offences committed in the course of
special operations:

Criminal case no. 59114 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 10.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of S-M.I. Abubakarov from ulitsa
Lenina in Mesker-Yurt on 21.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59125 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 23.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of L.O. Temirkhanov from
ulitsa Moskovskaya in Mesker-Yurt on 21.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59126 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 23.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of A.A. Gachayev from ulitsa
Sheripov in Mesker-Yurt on 21.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59127 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 23.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of |.A. Ortsuyev from ulitsa
Lenina in Mesker-Yurt on 21.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59128 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 23.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "r", and "x" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of A.E. Israilov
and A.E. Israilov from ulitsa Lenina in Mesker-Yurt on 21.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59129 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 23.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "r" and "x" of Article 126 paragraph
2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of S.V. Magomadov and
S.V. Magomadov from ulitsa Shkolnaya in Mesker-Yurt on 27.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59133 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 26.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of V.A. Ibragimov in Mesker-
Yurt on 1.6.2002.

Criminal case no. 59134 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 26.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of .ShCh. Askhabov in
Mesker-Yurt on 22.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59135 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 24.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of A.M. Dudagov in Mesker-
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Yurt on 5.6.2002.

Criminal case no. 59136 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 27.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of R.L. Makhtykhanov in
Mesker-Yurt on 23.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59138 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 29.6.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of Sh.R. Makhmudov in
Mesker-Yurt on 21.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59163 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 17.7.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "e" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the detonation of a remote explosive device and
the subsequent death of M.S. Madayev in Mesker-Yurt during the carrying out of special
operations by members of Russian Federation armed forces on 4.6.2002.

Criminal case no. 59164 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 17.7.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "e" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the detonation of a remote explosive device and
the subsequent death of |.Ya. Khadzhimuradov in Mesker-Yurt during the carrying out of
special operations by members of Russian Federation armed forces on 4.6.2002.

Criminal case no. 59166 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 23.7.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "r" and "x" of Article 126 paragraph
2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of a resident of the
Karachayevo-Cherkess Republic, M.M. Magomedov, in Mesker-Yurt on 30.5.2002.

Criminal case no. 59171 instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 30.7.2002, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of I.G. Gachayev in Mesker-
Yurt on 2.6.2002.

Criminal case no. 59205 instituted by the prosecutor's office of the Chechen Republic on
6.8.2002, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of the Russian
Federation Criminal Code concerning the death of A.S. Saltamirzayev during special operations
carried out in the Mesker-Yurt area in the Shali district of the Chechen Republic at the end of
May 2002.

On 6.8.2002 the aforementioned criminal cases were combined in a single set of proceedings
assigned the number 59113.

At present, in criminal case no. 59113, investigations and operational search measures are
being carried out to establish who was involved in the committing of the crime.

f) On 17.1.2004, at around 10.20 am, by the destroyed building formerly housing the "Shovda"
restaurant by the Chernaya river in Dzhalka in the Gudermes district of the Chechen Republic,
the body of A.Sh. Dovletukayev was found, presenting signs of a violent death.

On 20.1.2004 criminal case no. 35002 was instituted by the Gudermes district prosecutor's
office citing the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.

It has not been established who committed the crime.

At present, the criminal case is ongoing within the Gudermes district prosecutor's office,
and investigations are being carried out.

g) On 25.2.2004, at about 2.30 pm, 8 unknown individuals wearing camouflage uniform and
masks and armed with automatic weapons, burst into the house at no. 39 ulitsa Kuybysheva in
the Chechen town of Urus-Martan and abducted Mr Kh.V. Dombayev and Ms A.A. Dombayeva.
After some time Kh.V. Dombayev was released, but A.A. Dombayeva's whereabouts remain
unknown at present.

The Urus-Martan district prosecutor's office instituted criminal case no. 37016 in this connection
on 6.3.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article
126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.
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The measures taken in the course of the preliminary investigation have not established Ms
Dombayeva's whereabouts. In their replies the municipal and district internal affairs agencies,
the FSB and the military commandant's office in the Chechen Republic stated that the staff of
these sub-units had not carried out special measures in the Urus-Martan district, A.A.
Dombayeva was not being held and had not been transferred to them. No unidentified bodies
resembling the person abducted have been found.

On 2.8.2004 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

h) On 14.8.2003 between 1 and 2 am persons unknown wearing camouflage uniforms and
carrying automatic weapons entered the house at no. 14, ulitsa Titova in Avtury village in the
Shali district of the Chechen Republic, which was home to the Musayev family, and, with a
clear intention to kill, fired a number of shots at Mr |.M. Musayev, causing his death.

On 14.8.2003 the Shali district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 22116 citing
elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.

On 8.7.2004 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

At present, investigations and operational search measures are being carried out to establish
who was involved in the committing of the crime.

i) On 31.3.2004 the prosecutor's office of the Shali district of the Chechen Republic instituted
Criminal case no. 36025 citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 126 paragraph 2
of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure concerning the abduction of 8 residents
of Duba-Yurt village in the Shali district.

In the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that on 27.3.2004, between
2 and 3 am, in Duba-Yurt village in the Shali district of the Chechen Republic unidentified
armed individuals wearing camouflage uniform and masks and driving five UAZ vehicles
abducted 8 village residents - B.A. Elmurzayev, Sh.Kh. EImurzayev, A.A. Murtazov, 1.S-Kh.
Elmurzayev, L.A. Shaipov, Kh.l. Khadzhimuradov, Sh.Kh. ElImurzayev and Z.U. Osmayev, who
were taken to an unknown destination.

On 9.4.2004, at about 12.30 pm, on the Beni-Tatol river bed in woodland 150 metres from the
Shali-Serzhen Yurt road, 9 bodies of men bearing signs of a violent death (multiple gunshot
wounds to various parts of the body, with their hands tied behind their backs).

The prosecutor's office Shali district instituted Criminal case no. 36027 on 9.4.2004, citing
elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.

In the course of investigations in the ongoing criminal case the victims have been identified as
the Duba-Yurt residents abducted on 27.3.2004 together with A.M. Mutsayev, who was
abducted by persons unknown on 11.2.2004 from the house at no. 145 ulitsa Saykhanova in
Grozny.

On 5.3.2004 the prosecutor's office of the Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny instituted Criminal case
no. 32026 citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "B" and "r" of
Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 24.4.2004 these criminal cases were combined in a single set of proceedings assigned
the number 32026.

On 25.7.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure. Operational search measures are being carried out to identify the
perpetrators of the crime.

j) On 11.4.2004 the prosecutor's office of the Grozny district of the Chechen Republic instituted
Criminal case no. 34046 citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and
"r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 and sub-paragraph. "x" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of the Russian
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Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction and murder of A.Sh. Pokayev (Sambiyev).
In the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that on 10.4.2004, at around 9
pm, a group of individuals wearing camouflage uniform and masks and carrying firearms,
driving 2 armoured personnel carriers and 2 Ural vehicles abducted A.Sh. Pokayev (Sambiyev),
born 1980, from the house at no. 91 ulitsa Kh. Nuradilova in Starye-Atagi village in the Grozny
district of the Chechen Republic.

On 11.4.2004, at around 9 am, on the roadside of the Grozny-Shatoy motorway, 20 metres
from the turn-off for the village of Prigorodnoye in the Grozny district, the body of A.Sh.
Pokayev (Sambiyev) was discovered, presenting signs of a violent death. Pokayev's body bore
multiple gunshot and stab and cut wounds.

On 2.4.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure, and operational search measures are being carried out to identify the
perpetrators of the crime.

k) On 16.5.2003, at around 3.40 am, four armoured personnel carriers drew up outside the
home of R.Z. Gekhayeva in Ulus-Kert village in the Shatoy district of the Chechen Republic.
Persons unknown wearing military uniform got out of the vehicles and, after beating R.Z.
Gekhayeva, took away her daughter, K.S.-Kh. Zinabdiyeva, born 1968, and a distant relative,
A.M. Dugayeva, born 1988, to an unknown destination.

On 7.6.2003 the Shatoy joint-district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 54016 citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs"a"”, "6" and "x" of Article 126 paragraph
2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The necessary steps have been taken in the course of the investigation to locate the persons
abducted and to identify the perpetrators of the crime.

On 27.6.2004 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

B.

a) Criminal case no. 34/35/0172-02 concerning the abduction of S-M.U. Imakayev was
instituted on 28.6.2002, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "r"
and "x" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code. On 12.9.2003 the
criminal case was sent to the Chief military prosecutor's office for further investigation.

b) Criminal case no. 34/00/0020-04D concerning the abduction of Kh.-M.A Yandiyev was
instituted on 14.7.2001, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of
Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code. At present it is being dealt
with by the United Group of Forces military prosecutor's office, and investigations are being
carried out to establish Yandiyev's whereabouts.

c) Criminal case no. 34/00/0016-04D concerning the abduction of Sh.S-Kh. Akhmadov was
instituted on 10.5.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 126 paragraph 1 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code. The involvement of federal forces servicemen in this
crime was not established in the course of investigations, and the criminal case has been
transferred to the investigative jurisdiction of the prosecutor's office of the Chechen Repubilic.
On 23.11.2005 the preliminary investigation into the case was reopened.

d) Criminal case no. 34/00/0015 concerning the death of M.K. Tsintsayeva and five of her
children was instituted on 16.4.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 109
paragraph 3 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code. The involvement of federal forces
servicemen in their death was not established in the course of the preliminary investigation and,
as a result, on 16.8.2005 the criminal case was dismissed on grounds of sub-paragraph 2 of
Article 24 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.
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C. On 9.9.2003 the prosecutor's office of the Shali district of the Chechen Republic received a
report of the abduction of residents of the village of Chiri-Yurt, M. Sheptukayev, |. Dovletbiyev,
A. Ismailov, A. Ismailov and A. Ismailov, by persons unknown driving an armoured personnel
carrier.

On 10.9.2003 these citizens were released. The verification material was sent to the military
prosecutor's office for military unit no. 20116 on the same day.

2.

a) On 17.5.2000, at around 11 am, a group of unidentified servicemen in Russian army uniform
and masks blockaded the town of Shali with a large number of armoured personnel carriers
and drove in several such carriers to no. 97 ulitsa Suvorova, where the former speaker of the
Parliament of the Chechen Republic-Ichkeria, R.Sh. Alikhadzhiyev, was with relatives and
friends. The servicemen detained Alikhadzhiyev, Muskhadzhiyev, Dombayev, Dombayev and
Basayev, blindfolded them and drove them away to an unknown destination (presumed to be in
the town of Argun or the district of Khankala), where they were held in a basement. On
18.5.2000 all of them, apart from R.Sh. Alikhadzhiyev, were driven out in a personnel carrier to
a place near the village of Avtury and released. Alikhadzhiyev has disappeared without trace.
The Shali district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 22025 on 27.7.2000, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code.

It has not been possible to establish who was involved in the crime.

On 26.1.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure. Operational search measures are being carried out to identify who was
involved in committing the crime.

b) The law enforcement agencies of the Chechen Republic have no information concerning the
killing of Madina Mezhiyeva on 27.10.2001.

In the absence of information as to where the crime was committed, it is impossible to carry out
checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

c) The law enforcement agencies of the Chechen Republic have no information concerning the
abduction of Artur Akhmatukayev.

In the absence of information as to when and where the crime was committed, it is impossible
to carry out checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

d) On 11.8.2003, at petrol station no. 1 in the town of Gudermes, A.Sh. Usmayev, born 1965,
was shot dead by a person unknown.

The Gudermes district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 32084 on 1.9.2003, citing
elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.

On 1.11.2003 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

Operational search measures are being carried out to identify the perpetrator of the crime.

e) On 8.5.2004, at around 11 pm, persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks
and armed with automatic weapons, burst into the house at no. 23 ulitsa Lenina in Chiri-Yurt
village in the Shali district, seized R.M. Shaipov, born 1974, and drove him away to an
unknown destination. His whereabouts remain unknown.

The Shali district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 36046 on 21.5.2004, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.
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On 12.6.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

Operational search measures are being carried out to locate the person abducted as well as to
identify those involved in committing the crime.

f) The prosecutor's office of the Ingush Republic instituted a criminal case on 22.7.2004, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of A.K. Medov and A.l.
Kushtonoshvili in the town of Karabulak on 15.6.2004. At present the preliminary investigation
in the criminal case has been suspended on grounds provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article
208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

g) The prosecutor's office of Nazran district in the Ingush Republic instituted a criminal case on
17.3.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "r" and "x" of
Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction with
the use of firearms of R.M. Yevloyev and |.Kh. Ismaylov by a group of unidentified individuals in
camouflage uniform, driving VAZ-21099 and VAZ-2121 vehicles, on 11.3.2004 at 9.50 pm at
the Volga-14 checkpoint.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case has been suspended on grounds provided for
in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

h) On 18.3.2004 during operational search measures carried out by staff of the Russian
Federation Federal Security Service directorate for the Chechen Republic in the Naursk region,
together with the helicopter detachment of the civil defence authorities and the Internal Affairs
Directorate responsible for the Chechen Republic of the Russian Federation Ministry of Internal
Affairs and Russian Federation internal affairs troops of special battalion 231, T.R.
Khambulatov, resident in flat 2, no. 8 ulitsa Dzerzhinskogo, Savelevskaya village in the Naursk
district of the Chechen Republic, where homemade explosives were found, was held and taken
to the Naursk district department of internal affairs. At about 8.20 am, T.R. Khambulatov died in
the office of the criminal investigation department of Naursk district department of internal
affairs. According to the conclusions of the forensic expert, lesions on Khambulatov's body in
the form of bruising, abrasions and haemorrhages had been made within a period of 24 hours
up to the onset of death and were described as causing minor damage to health. No direct link
was established between the combined traumas to the head, torso and limbs and the onset of
death.

On 29.6.2004 the ad interim prosecutor of Naursk district, P.K. Serkov, instituted Criminal case
no. 40046 concerning T.R. Khambulatov's death and the discovery of multiple lesions on his
body, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" Article 286 paragraph 3
of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 30.7.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure. Operational search measures are being carried out to establish the
whereabouts of the person abducted as well as to identify those involved in committing the
crime.

i) On 14.4.2004 S.L. Aliyev was taken by persons unknown from the courtyard of no. 33, ulitsa
B. Khmelnitskogo in the Leninskiy district of Grozny.

The Leninskiy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 30040 on 21.4.2004, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 21.4.2004, at around 5.40 pm, S.L. Aliyev's body was found, presenting signs of a violent
death, in a steam shaft on wasteland adjacent to bulvar Dudayeva in Grozny.

The prosecutor's office of the Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny instituted Criminal case no. 32035,



Appendix 20

citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "B" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The preliminary investigation has been suspended, and operational search measures are being
carried out to identify the perpetrators of this crime.

j) In connection with the death of Z.A. Isayev after resisting arrest, the military prosecution
authorities carried out checks with regard to staff of the Russian Federation Federal Security
Service directorate for the Chechen Republic in the Urus-Martan district in accordance with
Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as a result of
which the opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

Checks were also carried out in respect of staff of the Urus-Martan district internal affairs
department in this connection. The opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of
Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

k) On 26.4.2003, at around 12.30, on the way from Khankala to Vladikavkaz, on ulitsa
Saykhanova in the Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny persons unknown wearing masks and
carrying firearms, travelling in VAZ-2107 and VAZ-2121 vehicles stopped the VAZ-2110 car
driven by L.I. Tsurov, which was also carrying servicemen from unit 98311 (A.Yu. Samonin, S.V.
Nefedov and D.V. Skalaukh). The unknown individuals forced I.I. Tsurov into the boot of the
VAZ-2107 and drove him away to an unknown destination.

On 18.6.2003 the Oktyabrskiy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 40086.
On 14.1.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

Operational search measures are being carried out to locate the person abducted as well as to
identify those involved in committing the crime.

I) The prosecutor's office of Karabulak instituted criminal proceedings concerning the abduction
of B.A. Mutsolgov on 26.12.2003, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph
"a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The preliminary investigation established that on 18.12.2003, at around 4.20 pm, a group
of unidentified armed individuals in camouflage uniform forced B.A. Mutsolgov into a car
outside house no. 83 in the town of Karabulak and took him away to an unknown destination.
On 26.6.2004 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

m) On 16.3.2004, at around 4.30 pm, in Nazran, T.M. Yandiyev was abducted by persons
unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks and driving Niva and Gazel vehicles.
Criminal proceedings have been instituted, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article
126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

At present the preliminary investigation in the criminal case is suspended on grounds provided
for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

n) On 14.3.2004 criminal proceedings were instituted concerning the abduction of R.B.
Ozdoyev, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 126 paragraph 1 of the Russian
Federation Criminal Code.

In the course of investigations it was established that, on 11.3.2004 the deputy of the chief
prosecutor of the Ingush Republic, R.B. Ozdoyev, had travelled to Nalchik as a member of a
republic governmental commission and was returning home on the evening of the same day.
He was seen for the last time on 11.3.2004, at 5.10 pm outside the Ingush Republic
Government administration building as he walked towards the place where he had parked his
car.
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At present the preliminary investigation in the criminal case is suspended on grounds provided
for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

0) On 2.9.2003, at around 2.10 am, in Chechen-Aul village in the Grozny district of the
Chechen Republic between 17 and 20 unidentified individuals wearing masks and camouflage
uniform entered the courtyard of no. 4 ulitsa Novoselskaya, where they shot and killed S.S.
Tsitsayev, the head of the village administration of Chechen-Aul, born 1953, and also wounded
his brother, S.S. Tsitsayev, in the shoulder, after which they made off from the scene of the
crime.

On 2.9.2003 the Grozny district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 42152, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "6" and "x" of Article 105 paragraph 2,
Article 30 paragraph 3, and sub-paragraphs "6" and "e" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 2.9.2003, at around 2 am, in Chechen-Aul village in the Grozny district between 17 and 20
unidentified individuals wearing masks and camouflage uniforms entered the courtyard of no.
14 ulitsa Kirova and, using armed threats, seized a UAZ-3909 minibus belonging to Ch.I.
Asuyev, in which they made off from the scene of the crime.

The Grozny district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 42153 on 2.9.2003, citing
elements of the offence provided for in Article 166 paragraph 4 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.

On 12.9.2003 criminal cases nos. 42152 and 42153 were combined in a single set of
proceedings.

On 18.6.2004 the preliminary investigation was suspended on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure,
and steps are being taken to identify the perpetrators of the crime.

p) On 4.9.2003 the Achkha-Martan district department of internal affairs was notified by Kh.L.
Edilkhanov of the abduction on the night of 4.8.2003, from no. 5 ulitsa Melnichnoy in Khambi-
Izri village by unidentified armed individuals wearing camouflage uniform and masks, of his
son, |.Kh Edilkhanov, who was voluntarily released afterwards.

On 7.9.2003 the opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1
sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

q) On 9.9.2003 the prosecutor's office of the Shali district of the Chechen Republic received
reports of the abduction on 7.9.2003 of five residents of the village of Chiri-Yurt in the Shali
district of the Chechen Republic.

On 10.9.2003 these reports were passed on to the investigative jurisdiction of the military
prosecutor for military unit no. 20116.

r) The law enforcement agencies of the Chechen Republic have received no information
concerning the abduction of Ruslan Soltakhanov on 13.2.2004.

s) The prosecutor's office of the Sunzhenskiy district of the Ingush Republic instituted criminal
proceedings on 16.2.2004 concerning the abduction of R.S-M. Dzhakalayev and R.L.
Ibragimov, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a", "8", "r" and "x" of
Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 27.11.2004 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 126 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

t) The abduction of N.Kh. Gatiyev was reported on 19.2.2004. The checks carried out by the
prosecutor's office of the Khasavyurtovskiy district of the Republic of Dagestan established that
N.Kh. Gatiyev had been detained by the prosecutor's office of the Kurchaloyevskiy district of
the Chechen Republic on suspicion of a particularly serious crime as well as involvement in an
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illegal armed formation on the territory of the Chechen Republic.
As a result of these checks, the opening of a criminal case was refused.

u) see point 1.A.g

v) On 10.6.2003, on the motorway between the villages of Dattye and Galashka in the
Sunzhenskiy district of the Ingush Republic, a person unknown opened automatic weapon fire
from a site close to woodland at the side of the road on a ZIL-130 car carrying U.A. Zabiyev,
A.A. Zabiyev and T.S. Zabiyev. As a result T.S. Zabiyev was wounded in the back and neck,
A.A. Zabiyev received a tangential wound, while U.A. Zabiyev disappeared in unexplained
circumstances. On 11.6.2003 U.A. Zabiyev's body was found dumped not far away with
gunshot wounds.

Criminal proceedings were instituted citing elements of the offence provided for in Article
105 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.
On 19.6.2004 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

w) On 21.5.2003, between 3.30 and 4 am, in Kalinovskaya village in the Naursk district of the
Chechen Republic persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks and armed with
automatic weapons, burst into the household at no. 64 ulitsa Oktyabrskaya, where they killed
A.A. Gadiyev, stole his passport and fled the scene of the crime.

At the same time, in Kalinovskaya, persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks
and armed with automatic weapons, burst into the household at no. 23 ulitsa Kooperativnaya
and killed T.V. Islamov.

At the same time, in Kalinovskaya, persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks
and armed with automatic weapons, burst into the household at no. 7 ulitsa Filatova, where
they killed Z.Sh. Bitiyeva, A. Bitiyev, R.Kh. Iduyev and I.R. Iduyev.

The Naursk district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 48023 on 21.5.2003, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" and "x" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 9.7.2005 the preliminary investigation was suspended on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

x) The law enforcement agencies of the Achkha-Martan and Sunzhenskiy districts of the
Chechen Republic have received no information concerning ill-treatment of residents of the
village of Samashki during a special operation at the beginning of May 2003, and no checks
have been carried out.

y) On 12.1.2004, at around 5.30 pm, in the Pliyevo municipal district of Nazran, Kh.Kh.
Osmayev was abducted by a group of unknown armed individuals wearing camouflage uniform
and masks driving a "Gazel" car.

Criminal proceedings were instituted, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 26.1.2004 Kh.Kh. Osmayev was released near Magas airport.

On 22.5.2004 the preliminary investigation was suspended on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

z) On 14.8.2003, between 1 and 2 am, persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and
armed with automatic weapons entered the house at no. 14 ulitsa Titova in Avtury village in the
Shali district of the Chechen Republic, home of the Musayev family, and fired several shots at
I.M. Musayev with the clear intention of killing him, as a result of which he died.

The Shali district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 22116 on 14.8.2003, citing
elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.
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On 8.7.2004 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended as it had not
been possible to establish who was to be indicted.

aa) see point 1. A. i.

bb) On 11 and 12.3.2001 in the town of Argun in the Chechen Republic persons unknown
seized A-V.S. Yashurkayev, A.B. Gayrbekov, A.M. Tovzarkhanov, M. Batsiyev, R.
Viskhadzhiyev and S.M. Dikiyev and drove them away to an unknown destination.

The Argun joint district prosecutor's office instituted criminal case no. 45031 on 23.3.2001,
citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 126 paragraph 2 sub-paragraphs "a" and
"x" of the Russian Federation Criminal Code. In the course of the criminal case investigation it
was established that A.B. Gayrbekov, A.M. Tovzarkhanov and M.U. Batsiyev were killed in
unexplained circumstances. Their bodies were discovered with multiple gunshot wounds on
13.3.2001 in Khankala. The military prosecutor's office for military unit 20102 instituted and
investigated Criminal case no. 14/33/0132-01 in connection with the discovery of these bodies,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code. Given that the abduction of Argun residents and the
killing of the aforementioned individuals are interconnected, in order to ensure an all-round, full
investigation of the circumstances, Criminal case no. 45031 was transferred in May 2001 to the
investigative jurisdiction of the military prosecutor's office for the aforementioned military unit in
Khankala.

No information is available concerning intimidation of L. Sadulayeva in the carrying out of
investigative activities in case no. 45031 concerning the death of Sh.S-Kh. Akhmadov.

cc) see point 1 A. j.
dd) see point 1 A. k.
ee) see point 1. B. d.

ff) On 25.1.2004, at around 2 pm, persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks
and armed with automatic weapons snatched E.A. Gaytamirova, born 1973, from ulitsa
Budennogo in Gekhi village in the Urus-Martan district of the Chechen Republic.

The Urus-Martan district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 37007 on 25.1.2004,
citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.

E.A. Gaytamirova has now returned home after her abduction, which is confirmed by the record
of her interview on 9.9.2004 and the application requesting closure of the criminal case opened
in connection with her abduction.

On 28.9.2004 the criminal case was dismissed on grounds of Article 27 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 2 and Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure and also the explanatory note to Article 126 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.

gg) The prosecutor's office of the Ingush Republic instituted criminal proceedings on 26.3.2004,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "e" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the firing of shots from an unidentified
helicopter at a car carrying M.R. Khamkhoyev, A.Z. Khashagulgov, |.Kh. Khashagulgov and
M.M. Chaniyeva. M.R. Khamkhoyev died at the scene as a result of the wounds received. The
Khashagulgovs received gunshot wounds of varying gravity.

The criminal case is being dealt with by the Chief Directorate of the Southern Federal region.
The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds provided for in
sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.
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Appendix Il

l.

1.-3. Criminal case no. 46110 was instituted on 17.9.2005 by the prosecutor's office of the Shali
district of the Chechen Republic, citing sub-paragraphs "a", "8", "r" and "x" of Article 127
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

In the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that, between 10 and 13
September 2005 in Novye Atagi village in the Shali district, while carrying out checks to
establish involvement in various kinds of crime, unidentified staff of special militia regiment no.
2 of the Chechen Republic Internal Affairs Ministry, armed with automatic weapons, seized 7
residents of the village, M-E.M. Aguyev, |.Kh. Bakalov, M.A. Elikhanov, Sh.B. Khalayev, R.S.
Dalayev, S.S. Khalayev and A.Sh. Edilov, unlawfully and in violation of procedures.

The investigation is ongoing, and the time-limit has been extended to 17.12.2005.

4. On 29.8.2005, at around 6.15 am, 8 unidentified individuals wearing camouflage uniform and
masks and armed with automatic weapons, introducing themselves as representatives of the
Chechen Republic Internal Affairs Ministry law enforcement agencies, took R.R. Magomayev
from his home at no. 37 ulitsa Yunaya smena in the Voykovo area of Grozny and drove him
away to an unknown destination. On the same day (29.8.2005) R.R. Magomayev was allowed
to return home.

Following checks the opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24
paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

5. No reports have been received concerning the abduction of I. Nimbulatov and Z. Babuyev on
26.8.2005 in Pomyatoy village in the Shatoy district of the Chechen Republic.
The information provided is now being checked.

6. On 11.8.2005 the prosecutor's office of the Shelkovskoy district of the Chechen Republic
received a report from Z.A. Khuchiyeva that on 11.8.2005 persons unknown wearing
camouflage uniform and driving 2 VAZ-21099 vehicles took Kh.M. Musayev from the household
at no. 11 ulitsa Lesnaya in Paraboch village.

Following checks carried out by the Shelkovskoy district prosecutor's office, the opening of a
criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, since Kh.M. Musayev was allowed home on
the same day and was not subjected to any violence.

7. 0n 16.9.2005, at around 5 am, A.A. Natayev was seized from the house at no. 61 ulitsa
Sadovaya in Starye Atagi village in the Grozny district of the Chechen Republic and driven off
to an unknown destination. He was later released.

The opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

No reports of the abduction of Z. Mazayeva and E. Khamzatova at the same time as Natayev
have been received by Chechen law enforcement agencies.

8. On 8.8.2005 about 10 unidentified individuals driving two vehicles (a VAZ-2109 and a VAZ-
21012) seized S.U. Kurbanov in Prigorodnoye in the Grozny district of the Chechen Republic
and took him away. He was released on the same day.

The opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure and the explanatory note to
Article 126 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

9. No reports of the abduction of A.Z. Sambiyev and Kh.Kh. Yakhyayev on 8.8.2005 in Starye
Atagi village and their subsequent release on 10.8.2005 have been received by Chechen law
enforcement agencies.

The information provided is now being checked.
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10. On 4.8.2005, at around 11.50 pm, 4 unidentified armed individuals wearing camouflage
uniform and driving a VAZ-2110 vehicle abducted |.B. Khadzhiyev from the house at no. 47
ulitsa Voroshilova in Argun in the Chechen Republic.

On 17.8.2005 the Argun prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 58038, citing elements
of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian
Federation Criminal Code.

In the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that on 7.8.2005 I.B.
Khadzhiyev was released by these unidentified individuals without any demands or threats
being made.

On 17.10.2005 the preliminary investigation in criminal case no. 58038 was suspended on
grounds provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure.

11. The Argun prosecutor's office has checked the information regarding the detaining of militia-
man M. Ayubov. According to the information of the internal affairs department and the Argun
prosecutor's office, Ayubov was not detained.

On 18.11.2005 the Argun prosecutor's office refused to open a criminal case on grounds of
Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

12. On 24.7.2005, at around midday, unidentified armed individuals wearing camouflage
uniform abducted an official of the Chief Investigations Directorate of the Chechen Republic
Internal Affairs Ministry, chief lieutenant M.R. Mezhiyev, and A.A. Khasbulatov (Musayev) who
was with him at the time from the Internet-Tsentr cafe on prospekt Pobedy in Grozny. They also
took the VAZ-21099 car belonging to M.R. Mezhiyev.

The prosecutor's office of the Zavodskiy district of Grozny instituted Criminal case no. 41082 on
2.8.2005, citing elements of the crime provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "x" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code,

The preliminary investigation period has been extended for 4 months, namely until 2.12.2005.

13. On 25.7.2005 the abduction of an official of the security directorate of the Russian
Federation Ministry of Transport in the Chechen Republic, militia sergeant A.S. Ibragimov, was
reported.

Following checks carried out in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian
Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, the prosecutor's office of the Staropromyslovskiy
district of Grozny issued a decision on 26.7.2005 refusing to open a criminal case on grounds
of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

The law enforcement agencies of Urus-Martan in the Chechen Republic have no information
concerning the abduction on 25.7.2005 of Kheda Khasanova, who disappeared from her home
in Alkhan-Yurt village in the Urus-Martan district of the Chechen Republic. Checks are being
carried out by the Urus-Martan district prosecutor's office.

On 22.7.2005, at around 10.20 pm, in woodland 300 metres from the village of Kharkovskoye in
the Shelkovskoy district, about 4 unidentified individuals wearing camouflage uniform shot dead
B.B. Gaybiyev.

The Shelkovskoy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 51052 on 23.7.2005,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "x" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 23.9.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

14. As a result of checks on the report of the abduction on 23.7.2005 of T. Abdullayev on ulitsa
Tukhachevskogo in Grozny, it has been established that Abdullayev was detained by law
enforcement agencies and is currently in custody in the SIZO (pre-trial detention centre) in
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Vladikavkaz in the Republic of North Ossetiya-Alaniya.

On 24.8.2005 the prosecutor's office of the Leninskiy district of Grozny decided to refuse to
open a criminal case on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian
Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

15. As a result of checks on the report of the abduction on 15.7.2005 of the Sankayev brothers
and A.Sh. Usmanov from a house on pereulok Kiyevskiy in Grozny, the prosecutor's office of
the Leninskiy district of Grozny decided on 16.7.2005 to refuse to open a criminal case on
grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 and Article 148 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure, as the persons abducted had been released.

16. On 13.7.2005, at around 2 pm, outside the house at no. 45 ulitsa Lenina in
Novoshchedrinskaya village in the Shelkovskoy district of the Chechen Republic, unidentified
armed individuals wearing camouflage uniform pulled up in two VAZ-21099 vehicles, stopped
A.N. Semenenko to check his papers, and then put him in one of the cars and drove off to an
unknown destination.

The Shelkovskoy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 51049 on 16.7.2005.
In the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that on 17.7.2005 A.N.
Semenenko died in the committing of a terrorist act in Znamenskoye village in the
Nadterechnyy district of the Chechen Republic. The investigation in the case is ongoing.

17. On 12.7.2005 M.M. Davliyev was abducted from the house at no. 22 ulitsa Lineynaya in
Argun by persons unknown.

The checks carried out have established that he was voluntarily released by his abductors
and no demands of a material nature were made. M.M. Davliyev was not subjected to any
physical or psychological violence.

On 21.8.2005 the opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1
sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

18. Concerning the seizure of Ms R. Inderbayeva on 9.7.2005 in Elistanzhi village in the
Vedenskiy district of the Chechen Republic by unidentified armed individuals, the Vedenskiy
district prosecutor's office has carried out checks. Following these checks the opening of a
criminal case was refused on 10.7.2005 as Inderbayeva had been released on 9.7.2005, not
having been subjected to any violence.

The law enforcement agencies have not received any information on the abduction of the
resident of Elistanzhi village in the Vedenskiy district of the Chechen Republic named as Ms S.-
Kh. Satayeva. Checks are being carried out.

19. As a result of checks on the report of the abduction of B. Abdullayev on 11.7.2005 from
ulitsa Tukhachevskogo in Grozny, the prosecutor's office of the Leninskiy district of Grozny
decided on 15.7.2005 to refuse to open a criminal case on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1
sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure as he had been
released.

As a result of checks on the report of the abduction of A. Aliyev on 11.7.2005 from pereulok
Kiyevskiy in Grozny, the prosecutor's office of the Leninskiy district of Grozny decided on
19.7.2005 to refuse to open a criminal case on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as he had been released.

20. On 4.7.2005, during the night, a group of unidentified individuals wearing camouflage
uniform and masks and carrying automatic weapons burst into the Elmurzayev family home in
Khimoy village in the Sharoy district of the Chechen Republic and took the EImurzayevs (Gilani
Dzhabayevich, born 1950, Zhabrail Gilaniyevich, born 1987, and Izrail Gilaniyevich, born 1988)
out onto the street where they shot them.

The Shatoy joint district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 56001 on 4.7.2005,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of
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the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

In the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that G.Zh. Elmurzayev had
been a member of the gang led by S-A.M. Dadayev scattered around the Sharoy district of the
Chechen Republic since June 2004. After voluntarily leaving the gang, G.Zh. ElImurzayev had
given witness testimony concerning the attacks carried out by the Dadayev gang. According to
one of the versions heard by investigators, the members of the EImurzayev family were
murdered by members of the Dadayev gang.

On 4.10.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

21. On 4.7.2005, during the day-time, close to Burgaloy, A-A.A Yangulbayev, head of
administration in Zumsoy village in the ltum-Kalinskiy district was killed by unidentified
individuals wearing camouflage uniform and carrying automatic weapons. Operations on the
spot were directed by an investigation and operations group consisting of staff from the ltum-
Kalinskiy temporary internal affairs department and district department of internal affairs, as
well as the ltum-Kalinskiy district military command. When the investigation and operations
group arrived at the scene of the crime, it was ambushed and attacked with grenade launchers
and machine-gun fire, which resulted in the deaths of private V.S. Gromov of the military
command and M.M. Takayev of the ltum-Kalinskiy district department of internal affairs; R.M.
Imadayev, of the guard post patrol of the district department of internal affairs, was wounded.
The Shatoy joint district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 57005 on 4.7.2005,
citing elements of the crime provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 and Article 317 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 4.9.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

22. On 6.7.2005 the Argun internal affairs department received a missing person report from
M.A. Zaypulayeva concerning her husband, A.M. Zaypulayev.

Following checks carried out by the Argun internal affairs department, the opening of a criminal
case was refused on 28.7.2005 on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the
Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as A.M. Zaypulayev's abduction was not
objectively confirmed. It was established that between 4.7.2005 and 7.7.2005 A.M. Zaypulayev
was at a wedding in Shali. The claim that A.M. Zaypulayev paid for his release was not
objectively confirmed either.

23. Following checks carried out by the prosecutor's office of the Shali district of the Chechen
Republic concerning a report of the abduction on 2.7.2005 of the head of administration of the
village of Serzhen-Yurt in the Shali district, Sh.Sh. Chamayev, it has been established that, on
2.7.2005, he was escorted by staff of the Chechen Republic Internal Affairs Ministry special
militia regiment to the Internal Affairs Ministry headquarters to give a statement concerning
blackmail against him. Sh.Sh. Chamayev was neither detained nor abducted.

Following these checks, a decision was issued refusing to open a criminal case on grounds of
Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

24. Following checks, it has been established that in the period from June to July 2005 the
body of A. Usmanov was not found in the Argun area of the Chechen Republic. The Argun
internal affairs department and prosecutor's office have not received any missing person
reports concerning him.

25. Following checks on a report of the abduction of residents of Serzhen-Yurt village in the
Shali district of the Chechen Republic, T. Zukhayrayev and A. Saykhayev, it has been
established that T. Zukhayrayev and A. Saykhayev were not and are not resident in Serzhen-
Yurt. No abduction has taken place.
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On 18.11.2005 the Shali district prosecutor's office refused to open a criminal case on grounds
of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

26. During the night of 17.6.2005, at around 2 am, in Samashki village there was a skirmish
involving staff of the Achkhoy-Martan district department of internal affairs and the 7th company
of the Chechen Republic Internal Affairs Ministry special militia regiment, who were engaged in
operational search measures, and members of an illegal armed formation, in which an active
member of that formation, I.Kh. Kulayev, who had put up armed resistance, was fatally
wounded. A modernised Kalashnikov machine-gun, a Makarov pistol and munitions belonging
to Kulayev were found at the scene and removed. The Achkhoy-Martan joint district
prosecutor's office has checked the facts and refused to open a criminal case on grounds of
Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 4 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

27. Following checks on a report of the abduction of A.Sh. Elbiyev from ulitsa Mozdokskaya in
Grozny on 8.6.2005, the prosecutor's office of the Leninskiy district of Grozny took the decision
on 14.6.2005, in the light of the abducted person having been released, not to open a criminal
case on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure,

The prosecutor's office of the Zavodskiy district of Grozny did not open criminal proceedings
concerning the abduction of Vakhid Mairbekov on 10.6.2005, and no material or reports have
been received by the district prosecutor's office. Checks are being carried out.

The investigations section of the Achkhoy-Martan district department of internal affairs brought
Criminal case no. 48602 on 11 June 2005 under Article 208 paragraph 2 of the Russian
Federation Criminal Code concerning the involvement of Arsen Sayd-Hasanovich Mazuyev,
born 1975, in an illegal armed formation led by field commander Iriskhanov.

On 4.7.2005 a criminal case indicting Mazuyev of crimes provided for in Article 208 paragraph
2 and Article 222 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code was sent to court for
examination on the merits.

28. Following checks on the circumstances of the abduction of M.Kh. Kutsayev on 5.6.2005,
the prosecutor's office of the Kurchaloyevsky district of the Chechen Republic took a decision
on 22.7.2005 not to open a criminal case on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1
of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as Kutsayev had not been abducted by
anyone and was at home.

29. Following checks by the Shali district prosecutor's office concerning the abduction of Kh.
Batayev on 5.3.2004 in Avtury village in the Shalin district of the Chechen Republic, it was
established that Batayev was detained by persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform on
5.3.2004 and was released once it had been checked whether he was involved in an illegal
armed formation.

It was decided not to open a criminal case.

30. On 3.6.2005 the investigations directorate of the Russian Federation Federal Security
Service directorate for the Chechen Republic instituted Criminal case no. 76/21 under Article
208 paragraph 2 and Article 222 paragraph 3 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code in
connection with the involvement in 2001 of R.D. Yunusov in an illegal armed formation led by
Musostov. On 4.6.2005 the Achkhoy-Martan district court took a measure of restraint against
R.D. Yunusov in the form of custody. In a court ruling of 19.7.2005 Yunusov was found guilty
under Article 208 paragraph 2 and Article 222 paragraph 3 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code and given a cumulative sentence of 6 years' imprisonment in a standard-security
correctional facility.

31. On 1.6.2005, at around 4 am, about 10 unidentified armed individuals wearing camouflage
uniform and masks, driving UAZ and VAZ-2121 vehicles, took A.U. Dukushev and A.-S.S.
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Khazuyev from a house in Urd-Yukhoy village in the Shatoy district of the Chechen Republic
and drove them off to an unknown destination. During the night of 2 June 2005 they were set
free close to the village of Vashendaroy.

According to Dukushev and Khazuyev, the aforementioned unidentified armed individuals had
suggested to them that they come voluntarily to Vashendaroy to provide information on
possible involvement in illegal armed formations. After providing this information, Dukushev and
Khazuyev were released and made their own way home. They were not subjected to any
violence by the aforementioned individuals.

Following checks on 4.6.2005 it was decided not to open a criminal case.

On 1.6.2005 U.M. Laiyev, a member of the 8th company of the militia regiment of the Chechen
Republic Ministry of Internal Affairs security directorate, was taken from his house at no. 18
ulitsa Oktyabrskaya, in llinskaya village in the Grozny district of the Chechen Republic by
unidentified armed individuals to an unknown destination.

Following checks, it was established that U.M. Laiyev had been detained by staff of the
Security service of the President of the Chechen Republic, taken to Tsentrovoy and allowed to
return home after questioning. He has made no claims of any kind and, accordingly, the
opening of criminal proceedings was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

32. On 6.6.2005 the abduction of R.S. Utsayev was reported.

Checks were carried out in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure, and it was established that, on 31.5.2005, at around 1.30 am,
persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks and armed with automatic weapons,
pulled up in two VAZ-2110 vehicles and one VAZ-21099 vehicle, seized R.S. Utsayev, born
1972, and drove him off to an unknown destination. Following checks as to whether he was
involved in an illegal armed formation he was allowed to return home.

The opening of criminal proceedings was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

33. On 19.4.2005 the prosecutor's office of the Urus-Martan district of the Chechen Republic
received a report that on 13.4.2005, at around 11 am, R.M. Mutsalkhanov, born 1964, was
taken from his home at no. 6 ulitsa Zarechnaya, in Tangi-Chu village in the Urus-Martan district,
by persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks and armed with automatic
weapons and driven away to an unknown destination. R.M. Mutsalkhanov was released in
Urus-Martan on 23.4.2005 at around 5 pm.

R.M. Mutsalkhanov stated that he did not know where he had been held. He had been asked a
number of questions, in particular as to whether he knew anyone involved in an illegal armed
formation. He had not been subjected to any kind of physical or psychological pressure. R.M.
Mutsalkhanov also said that he had no claims against anyone regarding his detention.

On 24.5.2005 the Urus-Martan district prosecutor's office refused to open a criminal case on
grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

34. Following checks by the prosecutor's office of the Staropromyslovskiy district of Grozny
concerning the abduction on 11.4.2005 of S.S. Saiyev by persons unknown from the house at
no. 50 ulitsa Dostoyevskogo in Grozny, the opening of a criminal case was refused on
13.4.2005 on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure.

35. The abduction of U.A. Tsechoyev and |.A. Tsechoyev on 6.4.2005 was not recorded.
However, the files of checks into the killing of A. Torshkhoyev (see below) contain information
concerning the detention of those citizens by staff of militia guard post patrol regiment 1 to help
with inquiries, as they were neighbours of the Torshkhoyevs. After providing information U.A.
Tsechoyev and I.A. Tsechoyev were allowed to return home.
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36. On 6.4.2005 an armed assault was carried out on members of militia guard post patrol
regiment 1 of the Chechen Republic Internal Affairs Ministry as they checked citizens'
residence papers by A. Torshkhoyev, who opened fire with a pistol. A. Torshkhoyev was killed
when the militia-men returned fire. During an inspection of the scene, in the attic of the house
where A. Torshkhoyev lived, a cache of arms consisting of hand grenades and detonators,
explosives, shells and electrical wire, was found and confiscated. Checks were carried out in
accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure,
as a result of which the opening of criminal proceedings was refused.

37. 0n 6.4.2005, at around 2.30 pm, 250 metres from the Baku-Rostov road and 5 metres to
the right of the cross-country track leading to the "Kularinskiy" state farm brigade in the Grozny
district of the Chechen Republic, the body of an unidentified male aged about 30, presenting
signs of a violent death, was discovered.

The prosecutor's office of the Grozny district of the Chechen Republic instituted Criminal case
no. 44024 on 7.4.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

In the course of the preliminary investigation the body was identified as that of V.B.
Dadakhayev, born 1979. It was also established that he had been abducted on 2.4.2005 by
persons unknown from his house at no. 27 ulitsa Gvardeyskaya in Gekhi village in the Urus-
Martan district of the Chechen Repubilic.

On 7.8.2005 the preliminary investigation in criminal case no. 42152 was suspended on
grounds provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure, and operational search measures are being carried out.

38. see point | A.g

39. Concerning the killing of Kh.S-Kh. Taramov, K. Apayev, Kh-B. Ozdamirov, A. Musikhanov
and A. Makhmirzayev on 18.2.2005 at militia checkpoint 93 between the villages of Kurchaloy
and Geldagan, evidence was sent to the military prosecutor's office for military unit 20102 on
19.2.2005, it having been established that staff of the Russian Federation FSB had been
involved in the crime. The military prosecutor' office instituted Criminal case no. 34/33/0048-05.

40. On 18.1.2005, at 3 am, 16 or 17 unidentified individuals burst into the house at no. 19 ulitsa
Kirova, in Chechen-Aul village in the Grozny district of the Chechen Republic and abducted
S.S. Isayev, driving away in two vehicles (UAZ and NIVA) in the direction of the Grozny-Shatoy
road.

The Grozny district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 44048, citing elements of the
offence, provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code.

On 8.10.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

41. The material regarding checks on the seizing of V.M. Mukhayev, A.V. Mukhayev, M-E.Kh.
Ibishev and Sh.Sh. Nasirov on 15.1.2005 in Zumsoy village in the ltum-Kalinskiy district of the
Chechen Republic was sent on 20.1.2005 to the military prosecutor's office for border
authorities and border troops of the Russian FSB in the Chechen Republic for a decision on the
merits.

42. On 10.1.2005, at around 5 am, Russian-speaking unidentified armed individuals wearing
camouflage uniform, arriving in two armoured personnel carriers without licence plates and
Gazel and UAZ cars, abducted E.S. Abdurakhmanov, born 1957, from no. 77 ulitsa K. Marksa
in the town of Argun. He has not yet returned home. No body identified as his or with similar
features has been discovered on the territory of the Chechen Republic.

Criminal case no. 58002 was opened on 20.1.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for



Appendix 20

in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

It has not been possible to establish E.S. Abdurakhmanov's whereabouts or identify the
perpetrators of the crime. On 20.5.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was
suspended on grounds provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the
Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

43. On 5.8.2005 the prosecutor's office of the Grozny district of the Chechen Republic received
a report from the rights protection centre "Memorial" that on 2.1.2005, at around 3 am,
unidentified armed individuals entered the house at no. 2 ulitsa Stroiteley in Proletarskoye
village in the Grozny district, seized Z.M. Gaziyev, born 1981, and drove him away. The report
also mentioned that his wife had been wounded and Gaziyev family possessions had been
stolen.

The opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as the information was not
confirmed.

44. The Achkhoy-Martan joint district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 59000 on
6.1.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code concerning the abduction of S.S.
Alapayev by unidentified armed individuals wearing camouflage uniform during the night of
27.12.2004, at around 3 am, from the house at no. 24 ulitsa D. Bednogo in Sernovodsk village.
His whereabouts remain unknown.

On 12.6.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

45. Concerning the exchange of fire on 21.12.2004 on ulitsa Vinogradnaya in Grozny, Criminal
case no. 30148 has been opened, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 317 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The investigation has established that during an operation carried out by special forces to find
members of illegal armed formations a gang member, |.L. Sakayev, put up armed resistance
and was killed by return fire. Investigation in the criminal case is ongoing.

46. On 3.12.2004, at around 5 am, unknown individuals wearing camouflage uniform and
masks and armed with automatic weapons abducted R.Kh. Mukayev, born 1980, from the
house at no. 5 ulitsa Beregovoy in Duba-Yurt village in the Shali district of the Chechen
Republic. His whereabouts remain unknown.

Criminal case no. 36148 was opened on 23.12.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for
in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

In the course of the preliminary investigation it was not possible to identify the perpetrators of
the crime and, accordingly, the criminal case was suspended on 7.7.2005 on grounds provided
for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

47. Following checks by the Shali district prosecutor's office concerning the abduction of
Supyan Ekiyev, his mother Zhizma Ekiyeva and wife Petmat Ekiyeva on 27.11.2004 in Mesker-
Yurt village, it was established that these individuals were not resident in Mesker-Yurt.

On 27.11.2004 in connection with criminal case no. 36134 an R.S. lkiyev was detained in
Mesker-Yurt on suspicion of causing the deaths of members of Grozny investigations
department no. 2, R.R. Abzatov and Kh.A. Guduyev. R.S. Ikiyev was killed while putting up
armed resistance. His mother, A.Sh. Shakhayeva, when questioned on 18.11.2005, refused to
provide any clarification.

48. On 26.11.2004, at around 1 pm, in the house at no. 92 ulitsa A. Kadyrova, in Germenchuk
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village in the Shali district of the Chechen Republic 3 unidentified individuals armed with
automatic weapons killed the head of the 5th joint district department of ORB-2 section of the
Chief Directorate of the Russian Federation Ministry of Internal Affairs for the Southern Federal
Region, militia colonel R.R. Abzatov, and an officer-in-charge of operations from the same
department, Kh.A. Guduyev.

The Shali district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 36134 on 26.11.2004, citing
elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 2 sub-paragraph "a" of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code.

In the course of the investigation it was not possible to establish those involved in committing
the crime, as a result of which the preliminary investigation was suspended on 26.1.2005 on
grounds provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure.

49. On 25.11.2004, at around 9 pm, unidentified individuals armed with automatic weapons
abducted R.A. Edelbekov from flat 17, no. 9 Olimpiyskiy proyezd in the Leninskiy district of
Grozny.

The prosecutor's office carried out checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the
Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as a result of which it decided, on 4.12.2004,
to refuse to open criminal proceedings on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of
the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, since Edelbekov had been released.

50. On 18.11.2004 unidentified individuals armed with automatic weapons abducted S.Sh.
Aliyev in pereulok Kiyevskiy in the Leninskiy district of Grozny.

The Leninskiy district prosecutor's office carried out checks, as a result of which it refused to
open criminal proceedings on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the
Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as S.Sh. Aliyev had been released.

51. On 19.11.2004 a report was lodged that on the same day, at 2 am, 6 unidentified
individuals wearing camouflage uniform and armed with automatic weapons, driving Niva-
Chevrolet, VAZ-21099 and UAZ vehicles, forcefully took Z.Z. Khadisov from flat 42 at the
aforementioned address and drove him away to an unknown destination.

Following checks, the opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24
paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as the
abducted person had been released.

52. Concerning the abduction of Kh.-M.M. Nasurov, the Kurchaloyevskiy district prosecutor's
office carried out checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure and decided on 4.4.2005 not to open criminal proceedings on
grounds provided for in Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure, as Kh.-M.M. Nasurov had not been abducted by anyone and was
at home.

53. On 10.11.2004 M.Sh. Akhmadov, born 1981, was abducted by unidentified individuals
armed with automatic weapons from no. 116 ulitsa Lermontova in the Leninskiy district of
Grozny. He was released on the night of 7.12.2004.

The Leninskiy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 40142 on 25.11.2004,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 25.1.2005 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

54. Material concerning the abduction of residents of the village of Starye Atagi in the Grozny
district (B.Kh. Kantayev, A.A. Demelkhanov and A.B. Gadayev) was sent to the military
prosecutor's office for military unit 20102. The opening of a criminal case was refused on
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grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

55. On 7.10.2004, at around 1.30 pm, unidentified individuals wearing camouflage uniform and
armed with automatic weapons, driving a VAZ vehicle, abducted B.V. Khutiyev, born 6.3.1986,
from the house at no. 3 ulitsa Titova in the Chechen town of Argun and drove him away to an
unknown destination. He has not yet returned home. No body identified as his or with similar
features has been discovered on the territory of the Chechen Republic.

The Argun prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 48047 on 26.11.2004, citing elements
of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian
Federation Criminal Code.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 26.1.2005 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 2 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

56. Criminal case no. 34117 was instituted by the prosecutor's office of the Grozny district of
the Chechen Republic on 28.11.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-
paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 22.10.2004, at around midday, A.Yu. Bayzatov was abducted from the area of the market in
the centre of Gikalo village in the Grozny district by unidentified individuals wearing camouflage
uniforms and armed with automatic weapons, driving two VAZ-2107 vehicles.

On 28.2.2005 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

57. Criminal case no. 30136 was instituted by the prosecutor's office of the Leninskiy district of
Grozny on 19.11.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and
"B" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 22.10.2004, at around 9 pm, about 10 unidentified Russian-speaking individuals, without
masks, wearing dark military uniform and armed with automatic weapons and special
equipment (laser sights, helmets, body armour, blast shields) took R.Sh. Tutayev, born
17.4.1981, from his house at no. 135 ulitsa Kommunisticheskaya in the Leninskiy district of
Grozny. His whereabouts remain unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 19.2.2005 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

58. Criminal case no. 48046 was instituted by the Argun prosecutor's office on 2.11.2004, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 9.10.2004, at around 6 am, between 10 and 15 unidentified armed individuals wearing
camouflage uniform pulled up in white Gazel cars bearing state registration number "570" and a
silver Volga car with the identification no. "214", and abducted Z.A. Mintayeva, born 2.11.1957,
from the house at no. 29 ulitsa Stepnaya in the Chechen town of Argun. Ms Mintayeva has not
returned home and her body has not been found.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 18.2.2005 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

59. Criminal case no. 43052 was instituted by the Vedenskiy district prosecutor's office on
11.11.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 126 paragraph 1 of the
Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 6.10.2004, at 4 am, 10 unidentified armed individuals wearing camouflage uniform and
masks burst into the Akhyadov household at no. 31 ulitsa Lugovoy in Vedeno village in the
Vedenskiy district of the Chechen Republic and forcefully took B.L.-A. Akhyadova, born 1981,
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out into the street and drove her off to an unknown destination. Her whereabouts remain
unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 22.1.2005 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

60. Criminal case no. 48042 was instituted on 23.10.2004 by the Argun prosecutor's office,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 29.9.2004, at around 1 pm, three unidentified armed individuals wearing camouflage
uniform and driving a GAZ-3110 vehicle forced A.K. Isiyev, born 2.4.1985, into the car on ulitsa
Gudermesskaya in the Chechen town of Argun and drove him off to an unknown destination.
The measures carried out have not established his whereabouts, and he has not returned
home. His body has not been found on the territory of the Chechen Republic.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 23.12.2004 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

61. Criminal case no. 38043 was instituted by the Achkhoy-Martan joint district prosecutor's
office on 29.9.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article
126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 19.9.2004, at around 2 am, in Valerik village in the Achkhoy-Martan district of the Chechen
Republic unidentified individuals wearing camouflage uniform and armed with automatic
weapons, driving VAZ-2131 and UAZ-469 vehicles, seized Sh.Sh. Tumayev, born 1982, and
drove him off to an unknown destination. His whereabouts remain unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 29.1.2005 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

62. Criminal case no. 48038 was instituted by the Argun prosecutor's office on 12.10.2004,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 12.9.2004, at around 5 am, between 15 and 20 unidentified armed individuals wearing
camouflage uniform and driving VAZ-2106, VAZ-21099 and Gazel vehicles, seized Kh.Kh.
Sadulayeva, born 1967, from the house at no. 31 ulitsa Novaya in Argun and drove her off to
an unknown destination. Her whereabouts have not been established, and she has not
returned home. It is not known what has happened to her. Kh.Kh. Sadulayeva's body has not
been found on the territory of the Chechen Republic.

The preliminary investigation in the case was suspended on 17.1.2005 on grounds provided for
in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

63. Criminal case no. 49004 was instituted by the Achkhoy-Martan joint district prosecutor's
office on 27.8.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 317 of the Russian
Federation Criminal Code.

On 27.8.2004, during the day, A.L. Elbiyev and 1.S. Mamakayev, OMON troops in the Chechen
Republic Internal Affairs Ministry were wounded in an exchange of fire in the house at no. 32
ulitsa Lenina in Sernovodsk village in the Sunzhenskiy district of the Chechen Republic. A.L.
Elbiyev died from his wounds. |.A. Sadulayev, an active member of an illegal armed formation,
was killed during the gun battle, and R.A. Sadulayev was taken to hospital.

A criminal case indicting R.A. Sadulayev under Article 318 paragraph 1, Article 33 paragraph 5
and Article 208 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code was sent to the Achkhoy-
Martan district court, which sentenced him to one and a half years' imprisonment in a penal
colony.

64. Criminal case no. 49003 was instituted by the Achkhoy-Martan joint district prosecutor's
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office on 17.8.2004, citing elements of the crime provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 3.8.2004, at around 7 pm, persons unknown armed with automatic weapons, abducted
Kh.A. Magomayev, born 1956, from a farm in Sernovodsk village. It has not yet been possible
to establish his whereabouts.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 17.12.2004 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

65. On 2.8.2004 members of the security service of the Chechen Republic President detained
Z. Magomadova in Mekenskaya village in the Naursk district. She was allowed home 2 days
later.

Following checks carried out by the Naursk district prosecutor's office, it was refused on
9.8.2004 to open criminal proceedings on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of
the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

66. On 30.7.2004 persons unknown seized A.G. Kagerman on ulitsa Chaykina in Gudermes.
Kagerman was released 2 hours later but, instead of going home, he went to the Republic of
Dagestan where he spent a few weeks and then returned to Gudermes, where he lived with
friends for about 2 more weeks.

Following checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure, the opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24
paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

67. Criminal case no. 36084 was instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 17.7.2004,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 4.7.2004, at around 6 am, persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and armed with
automatic weapons burst into a household at no. 3 ulitsa Ordzhonikidze in Novye Atagi village,
and took away A.Kh. Tazurkayev by force. At the same time, at no. 41 ulitsa Ordzhonikidze,
D.Kh. Mudayev and D.Kh. Mudayev were unlawfully detained; they were released later on the
same day. Tazurkayev's whereabouts remain unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 2.7.2005 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

68. Criminal case no. 49009 was instituted by the Achkhoy-Martan joint district prosecutor's
office on 22.7.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "x" of
Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 4.7.2004, at around 4 am, unidentified armed individuals abducted I.M. llayev, R.A. llayev,
A.A. llayev and K.Z. Batayev in Assinovskaya village in the Sunzhenskiy district. The
whereabouts of these people remain unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 22.11.2004 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

69. No report has been received of the abduction of ShCh. Tokhtarov in Starye Atagi village in
the Grozny district on 24.6.2004. The Grozny district prosecutor's office is currently checking
the facts in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

70. Criminal case no. 38034 was instituted by the Achkhoy-Martan joint district prosecutor's
office on 8.7.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article
126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 24.6.2004, at around 3 am, in Samashki village in the Achkhoy-Martan of the Chechen
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Republic about 15 unidentified individuals armed with automatic weapons and wearing
camouflage uniform and masks, driving an Ural vehicle and an APC, abducted M.A. Zhabrailov,
born 1957, from the house at no. 46 ulitsa Kooperativnaya. His whereabouts remain unknown.
The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 8.10.2004 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

71. Criminal case no. 36088 was instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 3.8.2004,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 13.7.2004, at around 4.30 pm, unidentified individuals armed with automatic weapons and
driving a Gazel car, abducted Yu.U. Bargayev on ulitsa Lenina in Novye Atagi village in the
Shali district. His whereabouts remain unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 3.10.2004 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

72. Criminal case no. 36076 was instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 2.7.2004,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 1.6.2004 persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and armed with automatic
weapons abducted S.A.-M. Seriyev from the house at no. 41 ulitsa Kirova in Belgatoy village in
the Shali district. His whereabouts remain unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the case was suspended on 15.3.2005 on grounds provided for
in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

73. No reports have been received by the law enforcement agencies of an attack on the
Gelagayev family on 28.3.2004 in Sleptsovskaya village in the Sunzhenskiy district of the
Ingush Republic. Checks are now being carried out.

74. Criminal case no. 44068 was instituted by the Grozny district prosecutor's office on
14.7.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of the Russian
Federation Criminal Code.

On 25.3.2004, at around 8 pm, in Starye Atagi village in the Grozny district M.A. Maayev left his
house at no. 12 ulitsa Uchitelskaya and has not been seen since. Investigations in the criminal
case established that M.A. Maayev was an active member of an illegal armed formation and
had been taking part in military operations against federal forces.

The preliminary investigation in the case was suspended on 14.9.2005 on grounds provided for
in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

75. On 20.3.2004 |.M. Eniyev was seized by persons unknown. Eniyev has not reported this to
the law enforcement agencies. The Gudermes district prosecutor's office is now carrying out
checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

76. Criminal case no. 40046 was instituted by the prosecutor's office of the Naursk district of
the Chechen Republic on 29.6.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-
paragraph "a" of Article 286 paragraph 3 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 18.3.2004 during operational search measures as part of the "whirlwind anti-terror"
operation, staff of the Naursk district FSB criminal investigation department, the heliborne
detachment of the Chechen state security council and the Russian Federation Ministry of
Internal Affairs, the Naursk district department of internal affairs and also Russian Federation
internal affairs troops of special battalion 231 detained T.R. Khambulatov and took him to the
Naursk district department of internal affairs, where he died in the office of the criminal



Appendix 20

investigation department. According to the conclusions of the forensic examination on
26.4.2004 T.R. Khambulatov died as a result of secondary cardiomyopathy, complicated by
lung and heart failure. The opening of criminal proceedings in respect of staff of the Naursk
district FSB criminal investigation department and also the Russian Federation internal affairs
troops of special battalion 231 was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph
2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

The preliminary investigation in the case was suspended on 30.7.2005 on grounds provided for
in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

77. Concerning the abduction of Kh. Aduyev on 3.3.2004, the Urus-Martan district prosecutor's
office is carrying out checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure.

78. Criminal case no. 75026 was instituted by the Argun joint district prosecutor's office on
12.3.2002, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 3.3.2004 I.T. Mezhidov's body was found in woodland between the villages of Kurchaloy
and Dzhalargi, presenting signs of a violent death.

The preliminary investigation was suspended on 27.11.2004 on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

79. Criminal case no. 32018 was instituted by the prosecutor's office of the Oktyabrskiy district
of Grozny on 26.2.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and
"r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code. On 14.2.2004, at
around 9.30 pm, persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and armed with automatic
weapons abducted Kh.A. Mudarov from the house at no. 76 ulitsa Kayakentskaya in Grozny,
whose body was subsequently discovered in Gikalo village in the Grozny district. The Grozny
district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 34029 on 2.3.2004. The criminal cases in
question were combined in a single set of proceedings.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 26.5.2004 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code.

80. Criminal case no. 49516 instituted by the Achkhoy-Martan joint district prosecutor's office
on 27.4.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 19.1.2004, at around 2.30 am, persons unknown wearing camouflage uniform and masks
and armed with automatic weapons abducted L.D. Mutayeva, born 1984, from no. 60 ulitsa
Bershchanskaya in Assinovskaya village in the Sunzhenskiy district. Her whereabouts remain
unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the case was suspended on 27.8.2004 on grounds provided for
in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

81. Criminal case no. 51038 concerning the abduction of 11 residents of the village of
Borozdinovskaya in the Shelkovskoy district of the Chechen Republic has been passed on to
the military prosecutor for the United Group of Forces (Chechnya) for further investigation.

Il.

82. On 17.11.2005 the Shali district prosecutor's office received a report of the abduction of T.
Dzhabrailova on 16.9.2005 in Serzhen-Yurt village in the Shali district.

The Shali district prosecutor's office carried out checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145
of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure and refused to open criminal
proceedings on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure, as T. Dzhabrailova was not resident in Serzhen-Yurt and the
information on her abduction was not confirmed.
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83. On 11.5.2005, at 6.30 am, 10 unidentified individuals wearing camouflage uniform and
armed with automatic weapons, took Kh.Kh. Sadulayev and A.Kh. Sadulayev away from
building no. 57/68 ulitsa Burikov in the Oktyabrskiy district of Grozny. After checks on whether
they were involved in an illegal armed formation, they were released and taken home. No
physical or psychological violence was used against them.

Checks were carried out in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure, as a result of which the opening of a criminal case was refused on
grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.

84. No reports have been received of the abduction of M.U. Khutsayeva and L.P. Dayeva, and
checks are being carried out in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure.

85. No information is available on the abduction of the father of an illegal armed formation
commander, D. Umarov.

On 11.8.2005 S.S. Khumadov notified the prosecutor's office of the Urus-Martan district of the
Chechen Repubilic that, on 11.8.2005, at around 1 am, unmasked armed men burst into his
house at no. 16 ulitsa Zapadnaya in Urus-Martan and took N.Kh. Khumadova away without
explanation.

On 18.8.2005 N.Kh. Khumadova asked that the checks concerning her be dropped as she had
now returned home.

When questioned on 18.8.2005 N.Kh. Khumadova explained that on 11.8.2005 unmasked
armed men had burst into the house and asked her to come with them. She did not know
where she had been taken, nor where she had been held as she had spent the whole time in
closed surroundings. She had been questioned about her brother, Doka Umarov. No one had
used any physical or psychological violence against her. In her statement N.Kh. Khumadova
said that she had been released voluntarily without any preconditions being imposed.

The opening of a criminal case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

86. Criminal case no. 44052 was instituted on 21.6.2005 citing elements of the offence
provided for in Article 127 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 5.5.2005, at around 3 am, K.Sh. Chersiyev and M.Sh. Chersiyev were abducted by persons
unknown in Oktyabrskoye village in the Grozny district and held in an unknown place until
10.10.2005, when they were released close to "Minutka" square in the Oktyabrskiy district of
Grozny.

The victims stated that they did not know the reasons why they had been detained, who had
detained them or where they had been held.

The preliminary investigation in the case was suspended on 27.8.2004 on grounds provided for
in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

87. Concerning the abduction of Z.Z. Saydulayev and M.Z. Saydulayev in Mayrtup village on
28.3.2005 the Kurchaloyevskiy district prosecutor's office carried out checks in accordance with
Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure and decided on
2.6.2005 not to open criminal proceedings on grounds provided for in Article 24 paragraph 1
sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, as no one had
abducted Z.Z. Saydulayev and M.Z. Saydulayev and they were found to be at home when the
checks were carried out.

88. No reports have been received of the abduction of U. Kadayev on 28.3.2005 from
Katayama village in the Staropromyslovskiy district of Grozny, and checks are being carried out
in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal
Procedure.
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89. No reports have been received of the abduction of a female relative of Basayev, Luiza, in
the Chechen village of Vedeno, and checks are being carried out in accordance with Articles
144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

90. Concerning the abduction of A. Murdasheva, Z. Murdasheva and T. Murdasheva, checks
are being carried out in accordance with Articles 144 and 145 of the Russian Federation Code
of Criminal Procedure.

91. Following checks regarding the seizing of Sh. Israilov, the opening of criminal proceedings
was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Code of Criminal Procedure, as the information concerning the abduction was not confirmed.

92. On 3.12.2004, at around 8.15 pm, unidentified armed individuals, driving NIVA, UAZ and
VAZ vehicles, unlawfully entered a private house at no. 26a ulitsa Sovkhoznya in the
Staropromyslovskiy district of Grozny and abducted A.A-K. Reshiyev.

The Staropromyslovskiy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 43007 on
27.1.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 3.12.2004, at around midnight, unidentified armed individuals, driving 7 UAZ vehicles,
unlawfully entered a private house at no. 62 ulitsa Turbinnaya in the Staropromyslovskiy district
of Grozny and abducted B.A. Abdulkadyrova (A.A. Maskhadov's sister).

The prosecutor's office of the Ogaropromyslovskiy district of Grozny instituted Criminal case no.
43009 on 27.1.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article
126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 29.12.2004, at around 1 am, unidentified armed individuals, driving three VAZ-21099
vehicles, unlawfully entered flat 4 in building no. 3 ulitsa Doprizyvnikov in the
Staropromyslovskiy district of Grozny and abducted R.R. Satuyev (A.A. Maskhadov's son-in-
law).

The Staropromyslovskiy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 43010 on
27.1.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 29.12.2004, at around 1 am, unidentified armed individuals, driving UAZ vehicles, unlawfully
entered a private house at no. 62 ulitsa Turbinnaya in Grozny and abducted Kh.V. Satuyeva
(A.A. Maskhadov's niece).

The Staropromyslovskiy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 43011 on
27.1.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 3.12.2004, at around 8.15 pm, unidentified armed individuals, driving 22 cars of various
makes, unlawfully entered a private house at no. 16 ulitsa Sovkhoznaya in Podgorny village in
the Staropromyslovskiy district of Grozny, and abducted L.A. Maskhadov (A.A. Maskhadov's
brother).

The Staropromyslovskiy district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 43012 on
27.1.2005, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 3.12.2004, at around 8 pm, unidentified armed individuals, driving 10 VAZ-21099 vehicles,
unlawfully entered a private house at no. 127 ulitsa Sovetskaya, in Pervomayskiy village in the
Grozny district and abducted L.A. Maskhadov (A.A. Maskhadov's brother).

The Grozny district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 44002 on 27.1.2005, citing
elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 3.12.2004, at around 8 pm, unidentified armed individuals, driving 10 VAZ-21099 vehicles,
unlawfully entered a private house at no. 87 ulitsa Sovetskaya, in Pervomayskiy village in the
Grozny district and abducted I.V. Magomadov (A.A. Maskhadov's nephew).

The Grozny district prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 44003 on 27.1.2005, citing
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elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of
the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 12.2.2005 Criminal cases nos. 43007, 43009, 43010, 43011, 43012, 44002 and 44003 were
combined in a single set of proceedings.

The criminal case proceedings were suspended on 10.11.2005 on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure,

as the persons to be indicted had not been identified.

M.

93. Criminal case no. 46060 was instituted by the Shali district prosecutor's office on 14.6.2005,
citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraphs "r" and "x" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 2.4.2005, at around 4 am, masked unidentified armed individuals driving 3 UAZ vehicles
abducted S-Kh.M. Elmurzayev, born 1944, and S-S.Kh. Elmurzayev, born 1978, from no. 23
ulitsa Rodnikovaya in Duba-Yurt village in the Shali district of the Chechen Republic, as well as
Sh.A. Bakayev, born 1949, from no. 188 ulitsa Sheripova, Duba-Yurt, and drove them away to
an unknown destination. Their whereabouts remain unknown.

The preliminary investigation in the case was suspended on 18.8.2005 on grounds provided for
in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

94. see point 32

95. Criminal case no. 44032 was instituted on 19.7.2004 in connection with the abduction of
Yakuba Magomadov, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" Article
126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The preliminary investigation was suspended on 5.7.2005 on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

96. Concerning anonymous threats to Zalina Medova in connection with her application
regarding the disappearance of Adam Medov, no information is available.

97. See point 1 B.a).

Appendix I

1. No reports concerning the abduction of Vakha Matuyev on 24.3.2005 in Nazran have been
received by the law enforcement agencies of the Ingush Republic. The information is currently
being checked.

2. 0n 12.7.2005 a group of unidentified individuals abducted A. Albogachiyev from his home in
Ali-Yurt village in the Nazran district of the Ingush Republic.

Criminal proceedings were instituted on the same day, citing elements of the offence provided
for in sub-paragraphs "a" and "r" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal
Code. Albogachiyev was set free a few days later.

The preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on 12.9.2005 on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

3-4. A.A. Gorchkhanov, A.l. Gorchkhanov and |. Dzaurov were detained on suspicion of
committing particularly serious crimes being investigated by the Chief Directorate of the
Southern Federal Region, which opted for custody as a measure of restraint.
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5. Following G.G. Egiyeva's allegation of unlawful investigation methods used on her son,
Kh.G. Egiyev, the prosecutor's office of the Zaterechnyy municipal district of Vladikavkaz of the
Republic of North Ossetiya-Alaniya carried out checks in accordance with Articles 144 and 145
of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure. As a result, the opening of a criminal
case was refused on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 1 of the Russian
Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

6. No reports concerning the abduction or disappearance of Osman Bogatyrev have been
received by the law enforcement agencies of the Republic of Kabardino-Balkariya.

This person has not been held by the Directorate of the Russian Federation FSB for that
Republic, nor has he been placed in a temporary detention facility of the Republic's Ministry of
Internal Affairs or in a pre-trial detention facility of the RF Ministry of Justice for that Republic.
The Directorate of the Russian Federation FSB for the Republic of Kabardino-Balkariya does
not have a departmental pre-trial detention facility on the territory of the Republic.

7. Concerning the report of the beating of M. Khamkhoyev by unidentified armed individuals on
2.10.2004 in Mayskoye village in the Republic of North Ossetiya-Alaniya, checks were carried
out and it was decided not to open a criminal case. The decision not to open criminal
proceedings was overturned on 18.11.2005 and the material has been sent for further checks.

8. The prosecutor's office of the Sunzhenskiy district of the Ingush Republic instituted criminal
proceedings on 4.8.2005 concerning the disappearance of A.A. Inalov, citing elements of the
offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

At present the preliminary investigation has been suspended on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

9. The prosecutor's office of the Sunzhenskiy district of the Ingush Republic has instituted
Criminal case no. 04600061 concerning the abduction of A.l. Khashiyev, citing elements of the
offence provided for in Article 126 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The preliminary investigation was suspended on 9.2.2005 on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

10. Criminal case no. 04600054 lodged concerning the abduction of S.A. Khatuyev, citing
elements of the offence provided for in Article 126 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code, was suspended on 11.4.2005 on grounds provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of
Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

11. Criminal case no. 04500027 has been instituted concerning the unlawful seizure and
detention of B. Lolokhoyev, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of
Article 286 paragraph 3 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The preliminary investigation was suspended on 27.6.2005 on grounds provided for in sub-
paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

12. On 20.8.2004, at around 8.30 am, in the Barsukinskiy municipal district of Nazran
unidentified staff of the Russian Internal Affairs Ministry and the Organised crime directorate of
the criminal militia of the Ingush Internal Affairs Ministry unlawfully detained Bashir U. Velkhiyev
and Bekkhan U. Velkhiyev and took them to the ministry building, where they abused their
powers by beating the two men up. Bashir U. Velkhiyev consequently died of his injuries on the
premises of the Organised crime department of the criminal militia of the Ingush Internal Affairs
Ministry.

Criminal proceedings were instituted, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 286
paragraph 3 sub-paragraph "B" of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

The investigation was suspended on 24.4.2005 on grounds provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of
Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.
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13. Criminal case no. 04600044, instituted with regard to the killing of B.S. Arapkhanov, citing
elements of the offence provided for in Article 105 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation
Criminal Code, was sent to the military prosecutor of the North Caucasus military district on
8.9.2004 for further investigation.

14. The detaining of M. Saydumov in June 2005 in the temporary holding camp for internally
displaced persons near Karabulak in the Ingush Republic was carried out on instructions of the
investigator of the prosecutor's office of the Leninskiy district of Grozny.

15. On 2.3.2004, during an operation to detain a member of an illegal armed formation, A.Kh.
Shamsadov (Basnukayev), two persons who happened to be in the vicinity, I.Kh. Khazbiyev
and M.l. Khazbiyeva, received bullet wounds, from which Ms Khazbiyeva died.

Criminal case no. 04560040 was instituted, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-
paragraph "e" of Article 105 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

On 23.9.2004 the criminal case was sent to the military prosecutor of the North Caucasus
military district for further investigation.

Section "B" for Appendix |

Information on the progress and results of criminal investigations on the territory of the
Chechen Republic regarding authorities of the military prosecutor's office

B. "Criminal cases investigated by the military prosecutor's office"

a) Criminal case no. 34/35/0172-02 concerning the abduction of S-M.U. Imakayev was
instituted on 28.6.2002, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a", "r" and
"x" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

12.9.2003 the case went for further investigation to the Chief military prosecutor's office, where
it was assigned no. 29/00/0015-03.

On 9.7.2004 the criminal case was dismissed on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure, whereupon the material
concerning the killing of Imakayev was separated out and sent to the prosecutor's office of the

Shatoy district of the Chechen Republic.

b) On 2.2.2000 during counter-terrorist operations in Alkhan-Kala village in the Grozny district
of the Chechen Republic, unidentified armed individuals seized Khadzhi-Murat Aslanbekrovich
Yandiyev, whose whereabouts remain unknown. The first deputy prosecutor of the Chechen
Republic, senior counsellor of justice V.G. Chernovyy, instituted criminal proceedings on
14.7.2001, citing elements of the offence provided for in sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code. The case was transferred to the military
prosecutor's office for the United Group of Forces (Chechnya) in 2004, where it was assigned
no. 34/00/0020-04. At present the case is being dealt with by the military prosecutor's office for
the United Group of Forces, and the necessary investigative and operational search measures
are being carried out to establish Yandiyev's whereabouts.

c) Between 10.3.2001 and 14.3.2001 M.U. Batsiyev, A-M.G. Tovzarkhanov, A.B. Gayrbekov,
A.S. Labazanov, R.M. Viskhadzhiyev, F.S-M. Dikiyev, Sh.S-Kh. Eldiyev, A.V. Yashurkayev,
A.M. Khutiyev and ShCh.S-Kh. Akhmadov were seized in Argun. On 13.3.2001 the bodies of
Batsiyev, Tovzarkhanov, Gayrbekov and Khutiyev were found in the Khankala area with
multiple gunshot wounds. On the same day, the military prosecutor's office for military unit
20102 instituted Criminal case no. 14/33/0132-01. On 23.3.2001 the Argun joint district
prosecutor's office instituted Criminal case no. 45031 concerning these abductions, which went
to the military prosecutor's office for military unit 20102 and was combined with criminal case
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no. 14/33/0132-01. The case was subsequently transferred to the military prosecutor's office for
the United Group of Forces (Chechnya) for preliminary investigation, where it was assigned no.
34/00/0010-04.

On 1.5.2002 ShCh.S-Kh. Akhmadov's body was found near a grain elevator on the outskirts of
Argun.

On 10.5.2004 Criminal case no. 34/00/0016-04 concerning the abduction and killing of ShCh.S-
Kh. Akhmadov by persons unknown was separated out for individual proceedings from case
no. 34/00/0010-04.

Investigations established that federal forces servicemen were not involved in the killing of
Akhmadov, and the case was consequently transferred on 25.11.2004 to the investigative
jurisdiction of the prosecutor's office of the Chechen Republic.

d) Criminal case no. 34/00/0015-04 concerning the death of M.K. Tsintsayeva and her five
children was instituted on 16.4.2004, citing elements of the offence provided for in Article 109
paragraph 3 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.

In the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that in 2000 the Damayev
family - 1.-A.M. Damayev, M.K. Tsintsayeva (Damayeva), D.l.-A. Damayeva and Zh.A.-D.
Damayeva - installed themselves in an empty house in Rigakhoy village in the Vedenskiy
district of the Chechen Republic without any documentary formalities or registration of
residence.

While living in the house, the Damayevs unlawfully kept munitions in their home (35 5.45 mm
cartridges, a 53-OF-462 artillery shell and 17 7.62 mm blank cartridges).

On 8.4.2004, at 2.30 pm, federal forces aircraft carried out a missile and bomb attack on an
illegal armed formation gathered in the Rigakhoy district.

The insurgents were killed by the air strike. Objective checks and reports show that the crew hit
the intended coordinates. Populated areas and households, including the Damayev household,
were not fired on.

Furthermore, as a result of the unlawful and incorrect storage of munitions, the artillery shell
exploded spontaneously, causing the collapse of the house and the death of M.K. Damayeva
(Tsintsayeva) and her five children.

The preliminary investigation in the case established that the decision to carry out a missile and
bombing attack on the insurgents was taken by the commander of the United Group of Forces
(Chechnya) lawfully and with justification. In carrying out their orders the air-crews did not
violate the law in any way. The death of the Damayev family was the result of unlawful acts by
the Damayevs themselves, linked to the unlawful storage of a source of special danger, namely
the artillery shell. On 16.8.2005 the criminal case was dismissed on grounds of Article 24
paragraph 1 sub-paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure (absence
of crime in the act).

C. Checks have been carried out on the information concerning the detaining and subsequent
release of 5 residents of Chiri-Yurt village in the Grozny district.

On 7.9.2003, A.Kh. Ismailov, A.Kh. Ismailov, A.Kh. Ismailov, M.I. Shaptukayev, and |.M.
Davletbiyev were detained during special measures in Chiri-Yurt village in the Shali district of
the Chechen Republic. As information regarding their participation in an illegal armed formation
was not confirmed, they were released on the same day.

With regard to their detention, the military prosecutor's office for military unit 20116 took a
decision on 19.9.2003 not to open a criminal case on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

C. 2. "Cases submitted in 2004 on which no reply was received from the Russian authorities"
1) On 18.12.2003 B.A. Mutsolgov was abducted by unidentified armed individuals in the Ingush
town of Karabulak and driven off to an unknown destination.

The military prosecutor's office for the United Group of Forces (Chechnya) carried out checks,
and it was established that special forces representatives had not carried out special measures
on 18.12.2003 on the territory of the Ingush Republic and had not detained Mutsolgov.
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The Karabulak prosecutor's office instituted criminal proceedings on 26.12.2003 concerning
B.A. Mutsolgov's abduction, citing sub-paragraph "a" of Article 126 paragraph 2 of the Russian
Federation Criminal Code.

On 26.6.2004 the preliminary investigation in the criminal case was suspended on grounds
provided for in sub-paragraph 1 of Article 208 paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of
Criminal Procedure.

gg) On 25.3.2004, at around 11 pm, on the outskirts of Ordzhonikidzevskaya village in the
Sunzhenskiy district of the Ingush Republic, a helicopter flown by unidentified servicemen
launched a missile attack at a UAZ-31514 jeep on the bank of the river Sunzha. Persons in the
car, A.Z. Khashagulgov and |.Kh. Khashagulgov sustained shrapnel wounds, while M.R.
Khamkhoyev died at the scene from his wounds. The military prosecutor's office for military unit
04062 instituted Criminal case no. 34/01/0014-04 on 26.3.2004, which, on the instructions of
the deputy prosecutor general for the Chief military prosecutor, was transferred on the same
day to the investigative jurisdiction of the Russian Federation prosecutor's office directorate in
the North Caucasus.

New allegations of human rights violations in the Chechen Republic

39. Concerning the deaths of Kh.S-Kh. Taramov, K. Apayev, Kh-B. Ozdamirov, A. Musikhanov
and A. Makhmirzayev at checkpoint 93 (between the villages of Kurchaloy and Geldagan) on
18.2.2005, the military prosecutor's office for military unit 20102 instituted Criminal case no.
34/33/0048-05 on 21.2.2005, which was subsequently transferred to the military prosecutor's
office for the United Group of Forces (Chechnya), where it was assigned no. 34/00/0005-05.
On 21.4.2005 the criminal case was dismissed on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 2 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

54. Concerning the abduction by persons unknown of residents of Starye Atagi village in the
Grozny district, B.Kh. Kantayev, A.A. Demelkhanov and A.B. Gadayev on 7.11.2004, the
prosecutor's office for military unit 20102 carried out checks. As the involvement of federal
forces servicemen in the abduction of the aforementioned citizens was not confirmed, it was
decided on 16.12.2004 not to open a criminal case on grounds of Article 24 paragraph 1 sub-
paragraph 1 of the Russian Federation Code of Criminal Procedure.

81. On 4.6.2005, in Borozdinovskaya village in the Shelkovskoy district of the Chechen
Republic, persons unknown killed 1 resident, burnt down 4 houses and abducted 11 other
people.

A criminal case was instituted on the same day and transferred to the military prosecutor's
office for the United Group of Forces (Chechnya), where it was assigned no. 34/00/0013-05. In
the course of the preliminary investigation it was established that the commander of one of the
sub-units of military unit 44822 (North Caucasus military district, Khankala village, Chechen
Republic) exceeded his authority by blockading the village of Borozdinovskaya and, with the
use of arms and special means, gathering the village's male population near the school, where
they were held for about 6 hours, while searches were carried out in individual households.

He was found guilty by Grozny garrison military court of the offences provided for in sub-
paragraphs "a" and "6" of Article 286 paragraph 3 of the Russian Federation Criminal Code.
Investigations are ongoing in the case.

Statistical data

In 2004, the prosecution authorities of the Chechen Republic examined 251 allegations and
reports of killings, and criminal cases were instituted for 151 of these; the opening of criminal
proceedings was refused in 93 cases, including 89 cases with absence of criminal event or
crime in the act. For 7 allegations it was decided to transfer the case to another authority's
investigative jurisdiction.
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In the first half of 2005, the prosecution authorities of the Chechen Republic examined 91
allegations and reports of killings, and criminal cases were instituted for 54 of these; the
opening of criminal proceedings was refused in 29 cases, including 26 cases in the absence of
criminal event or crime in the act. For 8 allegations, the cases were transferred to another
authority's investigative jurisdiction.

In 2004, the prosecution authorities of the Chechen Republic sent 54 criminal cases to court
regarding unlawful killings in respect of 70 individuals indicted.

In the first half of 2005, 31 criminal cases were sent to court regarding unlawful killings in
respect of 34 individuals indicted.

Concerning allegations and reports of rape in 2004, the prosecution authorities of the Chechen
Republic examined 9 allegations and instituted criminal proceedings in 1 case, while refusing to
open proceedings in the other 8 cases in the absence of crime in the act.

In the first half of 2005, 12 allegations of rape were examined, and criminal cases were
instituted for 7 of these, while the opening of criminal proceedings was refused in the other 5
cases.

In 2004, 6 criminal cases were sent to court in respect of 9 individuals indicted, and for the first
half of 2005, 5 were sent to court in respect of 10 individuals indicted.

Concerning abductions in 2004, 432 allegations and reports were recorded, and criminal cases
were instituted for 168 of these in connection with the abduction of 214 individuals, while the
opening of criminal proceedings was refused in 261 cases. For 3 allegations it was decided to
transfer the case to another authority's investigative jurisdiction.

In the first half of 2005, 211 allegations were recorded and, following examination, 62 criminal
cases were instituted in connection with the abduction of 114 individuals, while the opening of
criminal proceedings was refused in 145 cases. Reports of the abduction of 4 individuals were
transferred to another authority's investigative jurisdiction.

In the period 2000-2005 (as at the first half of the year) the courts of the Chechen Republic
examined 21 criminal cases regarding abductions, finding 30 defendants guilty.

In addition, courts in other Russian Federation constituent entities examined 4 criminal cases
against 6 defendants, which had been investigated by the prosecution authorities of the
Chechen Repubilic.

In 2004, the law enforcement agencies of the Ingush Republic received 88 allegations and
complaints from citizens concerning human rights violations, including 3 regarding unlawful
killings, 72 regarding abductions, disappearances, torture and similar, and 13 regarding rapes.
After these had been examined, 3 criminal cases were instituted for unlawful killings, 30 for
abductions, and 3 for rapes.

In 2004, 23 of these criminal cases were processed and sent to court, of which 19 concerned
unlawful killings and 4 concerned abductions.

In the first half of this year the law enforcement agencies of the Ingush Republic received 1
allegation concerning unlawful killing, 26 allegations concerning abductions, disappearances
and torture and 2 allegations concerning rape.

After these had been examined, 2 criminal cases were instituted for abduction, as was 1 case
for rape.

In the first half of 2005, 11 criminal cases in these categories were sent to court, of which 8
concerned unlawful killings, 2 concerned abductions and 1 concerned rape.

* k *

Reporting committee: Committee on Legal Affairs and Human Rights
Reference to committee: Doc 9970 and Reference No 2895 of 25 November 2003

Draft resolution and draft recommendation adopted by the Committee on 13 December 2005
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with 16 votes in favour, 4 votes against and 3 abstentions, and 12 votes in favour, 6 votes
against and 1 abstention, respectively.

Members of the Committee : Mr Dick Marty (Chairperson), Mr Jerzy Jaskiernia, Mr Erik
Jurgens, Mr Eduard Lintner (alternate: Mr Klaus-Jurgen Hedrich) (Vice-Chairpersons), Mrs
Birgitta Alhqvist, Mr Athanasios Alevras, Mr Gulamhuseyn Alibeyli, Mr Rafis Aliti, Mr Alexander
Arabadjiev, Mr Miguel Arias, Mr Birgir Armannsson, Mr José Luis Arnaut, Mr Giorgi Arveladzé,
Mr Abdilkadir Ates, Mrs Doris Barnett, Mr Jaume Bartumeu Cassany, Mrs Meritxell Batet, Mrs
Soledad Becerril, Mrs Marie-Louise Bemelmans-Videc, Mr Sali Berisha, Mr Rudolf Bindig, Mr
Erol Aslan Cebeci, Mrs Pia Christmas-Mgller, Mr Boriss Cilevi€s, Mr Andras Csaky, Mr Marcello
Dell'Utri, Mrs Lydie Err, Mr Jan Ertsborn, Mr Vaclav Exner, Mr Valeriy Fedorov, Mr Gyorgy
Frunda, Mr Jean-Charles Gardetto, Mr Joszef Gedei, Mr Stef Goris, Mr Valery Grebennikov, Ms
Gultakin Hajiyeva, Mrs Karin Hakl, Mr Nick Harvey, Mr Serhiy Holovaty, Mr Michel Hunault, Mrs
Fatme llyaz, Mr Sergei Ivanov, Mr Tomas Jirsa, Mr Antti Kaikkonen, Mr Uyriy Karmazin, Mr
Hans Kaufmann (alternate: Mr Andreas Gross), Mr Nikolay Kovalev (alternate: Mr Yuri
Sharandin), Mr Jean-Pierre Kucheida, Mrs Darja Lavtizar-Bebler, Mr Andrzej Lepper, Mrs
Sabine Leutheusser-Schnarrenberger, Mr Tony Lloyd, Mr Humfrey Malins (alternate: Lord John
Tomlinson), Mr Andrea Manzella, Mr Tito Masi, Mr Andrew Mclntosh, Mr Murat Mercan, Mr
Philippe Monfils, Mr Philippe Nachbar, Mr Tomislav Nikoli¢ (alternate: Mr LjubiSa JovasSevic),
Ms Ann Ormonde, Ms Agnieszka Pasternak, Mr Piero Pellicini, Mr Rino Piscitello, Mrs Maria
Postoico, Mr Christos Pourgourides, Mr Jeffrey Pullicino Orlando, Mr Martin Raguz, Mr
Frangois Rochebloine, Mr Armen Rustamyan, Mr Adrian Severin, Mr Michael Spindelegger,
Mrs Rodica Mihaela Stanoiu (alternate: Mr Adrian Paunescu), Mr Petro Symonenko, Mr Vojtech
Tkac, Mr @yvind Vaksdal, Mr Egidijus Vareikis, Mr Miltiadis Varvitsiotis, Mr José Vera Jardim,
Mrs Renate Wohlwend, Mr Viadimir Zhirinovsky (alternate: Mrs Natalia Narochnitskaya), Mr
Zoran Zizi¢, Mr Miomir Zuzul

N.B.: The names of the members who took part in the meeting are printed in bold

Secretariat of the Committee: Mr Drzemczewski, Mr Schirmer, Mrs Clamer, Ms Heurtin

1 See Mosnews, 30/09/2005, www. moshews.com .

2 See Memorial, “On the Situation of Residents of Chechnya in the Russian Federation, June
2004 — June 2005”, 2005. According to journalist Anna Politkovskaya (“Vsia Chechnya v krugu
sem’i,” Novaya gazeta, 9 June 2005) the federal forces are responsible for 10 percent of the
abductions; the fighters are guilty of 5 percent, while the units under Ramzan Kadyrov, which
are nominally part of the CR Ministry of the Interior as the security service of the CR President,
are responsible for 85 percent.

3 See Report on the activities of the Commissioner for Human Rights of the Russian
Federation, Appendix 4, 2004 (QOKITAL O OEATENIbHOCTU YINONHOMOYEHHOIO MO
MPABAM YEJTOBEKA B POCCUNCKOW ®EOQEPALIMM B 2004 rOLY, Mpunoxexue 4
MPUMEPBI TUMNYHbIX HAPYLEHW MPAB 1 CBOBO[ YENOBEKA M FTPAXXOAHVHA
MpaBa 1 cBOOOAbLI pOCCUICKUX rpaxaaH B YedeHckon Pecnybnvke),
www.ombudsman.gov.ru/doc/ezdoc/04d.shtml .

4 See the website of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation, « CtaTtba Nocna
Poccun B benbrum B.B.JlykoBa “Koro nogaepxmsaeTt YeuHa?”, onybnvkoBaHHas B 6€nbrMnckom
rasete “Tena” 19 auBapsa 2005 roga », 25/01/2005,

http://www.In.mid.ru/Brp_4.nsf/arh/0F3A92106013198FC3256F94003A1095?0OpenDocument .
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5 See The Moscow Times, 28/10/2005.

6 See AFP 21/11/2005 and RFE/RL 21/11/2005.

7 See RFE/RL 18/11/2005 and 21/11/2005.

8 See Chechen Society Newspaper N°25 (63), 23 November 2005.
9 See the case of Isaev v Russia, 24 February 2005.

10 The Appendix provides an updated compilation of individual cases of alleged human rights
violations in Chechnya and in territories adjacent to Chechnya.

11 See Memorial, Chronicle of violence, October 2005. For other cases, see Appendix.

12 See International Helsinki Federation, Open Letter on the “disappearance” of a woman and
her two brothers, 26 October 2005.

13 See International Helsinki Federation, 30 March 2005.

14 See Memorial, Chronicle of violence, October 2005.

15 Fédération Internationale des Ligues des droits de 'Homme, Memorial, International
Helsinki Federation, Norvegian Helsinki Committee, Centre Demos, joint report: “In a climate of
fear: ‘political process’ and parliamentary elections in Chechnya” 25 November 2005.

16 ibid., page 47.

17 See Memorial, From the conflict zone, January 2005. For other cases, see Appendix.

18 For more details on these cases and other cases, see Appendix.

19 See Amnesty International, EUR 46/029/2005, 1 July 2005.

20 For details on these cases and other cases, see Appendix.

21 See Moscow News, www.moscownews.com .

22 For details about the circumstances of the killing of Zoura Bitieva and her close relatives,
see paragraph 26 of my last report on the human rights situation in Chechnya, 20 September
2004, Doc.10283. This case is still not elucidated.

23 According to Amnesty International, on 10 April 2004 24-year-old Anzor Pokaev, whose
father Sharfudin Sambiev and nine other people from Starye Atagi filed an application in July
2003 with the European Court of Human rights, disappeared. His body was found about 10
kilometres from Starye Atagi the next morning with multiple gunshot wounds.

24 A report of the International Helsinki Federation, released on 15 September 2004, mentions
that some of the organisations that represent applicants from Chechnya before the ECHR,

namely Memorial, European Human Rights Advocacy Centre, and Chechnya Justice Initiative,
have reported incidents aimed at some of their clients. In letters to the ECHR they mention 13
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cases, with a total of 29 counts of abuse, in which different applicants have been persecuted in
connection with their search for justice. All in all, the cases of persecution of ECHR applicants
include both verbal and written threats, sometimes against other family members. In one case
an applicant lost his job. In two cases, soldiers illegally searched an applicant's house. At least
one of the applicants was robbed. In four cases, applicants were beaten. In one case, the
applicant went into hiding. In at least two cases the applicants are considering withdrawing their
applications to the courts. Two formally withdrew their applications. Federal forces are believed
to be involved in all of these cases. The organisations representing the applicants claim that
notifications about incidents from the ECHR to the Russian authorities have had a positive
effect in some cases, easing the pressure on individual applicants and their families.

25 Memorial, 25 May 2005.

26 This case concerns the illegal detention and enforced “disappearance” by federal forces of
four residents of Novye Atagi on 2 June 2002, including Aslambek Utsaev’s son, Islam
Aslambekovich Utsaev.

27 Amnesty International, EUR 46/059/2004, 12 November 2004.

28 See Appendix.

29 Since my previous report, there has been no progress in the investigation of the Imakaev
case. Said-Magomed Imakayev, who had lodged a complaint to the Court in February 2002
and was detained after a raid by men in uniform in June 2002, has not been seen since. His
wife, Marzet Imakayeva, obtained political asylum in the United States. The Court declared the
application admissible on 20 January 2005.

30 According to a report of the International Helsinki Federation, released in October 2004, 13
human rights activists were killed and 141 were persecuted in Chechnya during the past four
years.

31 The money which is treated as if it would be profit was for projects with the National
Endowment for Democracy (under the US State Department), the European Commission and
the Norvegian Helsinki Committee. All three projects are clear cut human rights projects without
any part which could be seen as profit. In addition, the USA and the European Union reportedly
have bilateral agreements with the Russian Federation that such grants are not taxed.

32 Upon arrival at Moscow’s Sheremetyevo Airport, Professor Bowring was questioned by the
FSB for more than four hours during which time his passport was withheld, and finally refused
entry despite the fact that all his papers were reportedly in order and he had a valid Russian
visa. A representative of the Ombudspersons Office of the Russian Federation, who called
authorities at the airport, was told that the Russian Federation has full discretion over whom to
admit. (See Joint Statement by the Moscow Helsinki Group and the International Helsinki
Federation for Human Rights, “British Lawyer Barred From Entering Russia to monitor trial of
the Russian-Chechen Friendship Society in Nizhny Novgorod”, 15 November 2005).

33 In such a case, Amnesty International has stated that it would consider Stas Dmitrievsky to
be a prisoner of conscience, because the two articles published do not contain any incitement
to hatred or enmity or any form of violence, but calls for a peaceful settlement of the conflict.
(See Amnesty International Public Statement “Executive Director of Russian-Chechen
Friendship Society, Stanislav Dmitrievskii, possible prisoner of conscience”, 15 November
2005).

34 As this decision was not appealed by the Justice Ministry within the 10 days period, in which
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this would have been possible, the judgment is final. See International Helsinki Federation,
“Legal Harassment Against the Russian-Chechen Friendship Society. An Update”, 29
November 2005.

35 For more details on these cases, see Amnesty International report “Russian Federation: The
Risk of Speaking Out. Attacks on Human Rights Defenders in the context of the armed conflict
in Chechnya”, 12 November 2004.

36 See The Moscow Times, 24/11/2005.

37 If the amendments are passed, NGOs will have to gain approval from a special state
commission within a year in order to be able to pursue their activities. The proposed changes
are officially aimed at curtailing money laundering by NGOs, and enabling the authorities to
step up their fight against terrorism and extremism on Russian territory.

38 They would have to reregister as a financially independent Russian structure - a status
many NGO'’s fear they might have difficulties obtaining in practice.

39 See International Helsinki Federation, Open Letter of 10 November 2005.

40 See International Helsinki Federation, “Ingushetia/ North Ossetia/ Kabardino Balkaria : The
Spread of Chechnya-type Human Rights violations”, 2 June 2005.

41 Ibid.
42 For other cases of human rights abuses in Ingushetia, see Appendix.

43 For other cases of human rights abuses in North Ossetia, see International Helsinki
Federation, “Ingushetia/ North Ossetia/ Kabardino Balkaria : The Spread of Chechnya-type
Human Rights violations”, 2 June 2005.

44 See Human Rights Watch, “Russia: Suspects in Caucasus Attack lll-Treated”, 18 November
2005.

45 Ibid.

46 See, in this connection, All-Russian Movement “For Human Rights”, “Chronicle of political
persecution in present day Russia”, Issue N°41, 10 November 2005, p.30 to 34.

47 See AFP, 08/11/2005.

48 Newsweek 28 November 2005

49 The only concrete measure mentioned in the reply is the appointment of a provisional
Human Rights Ombudsman of the Chechen Republic. However, this positive step is the result
of an initiative taken by the Commissioner for Human Rights of the Council of Europe, and not
by the Committee of Ministers.

50 For instance, during a State Duma’s hearing in November 2004, the Russian Federation
Prosecutor General Mr Ustinov suggested that “detaining terrorists’ relatives during a terror
attack would certainly help us save people”, and urged parliament to consider the issue as they
revise the law on terrorism. In response, Duma speaker Boris Gryzlov said Russia’s parliament
is prepared to consider an amendment to the existing law on terrorism to allow the possibility of
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federal forces taking hostages in the case of a terrorist attack. Moscow News,
WWW.MOSCOWNEWS.com .

51 See, in this connection, M. Henry’s book Tchétchénie : la réaction du Conseil de I'Europe
face a la Russie (2004), at p. 118-119.

52 Even in the Committee of Ministers’ draft reply to the Assembly recommendation 1600
(2003), before the amendments proposed by the Russia and Netherlands delegations, no
reference was made to the seizure by the Assembly.

53 More than 200 individual complaints from Chechnya have been filed with the Court so far.
On 24 February 2005, the Court ruled in three judgments that there had been violations of the
right to life and the prohibition of torture as well as the right to an effective remedy and the
peaceful enjoyment of possessions in the six cases from the Chechen Republic (Khashiyev and
Akayeva v. Russia; Isayeva, Yusupova and Bazayeva v. Russia; Isayeva v. Russia).

54 Seven visits to Chechnya and the North Caucasian region have been carried out by the CPT
so far. The last one took place in November 2004. In July 2001 and July 2003, the CPT issued
two public statements concerning the Chechen Republic. This was prompted by the Russian
authorities’ failure to cooperate, in particular with respect to the persisting torture and ill-
treatments of prisoners and the climate of impunity in Chechnya. See Public statement of 10
July 2001 [CPT/Inf (2001) 15] and Public statement of 10 July 2003 [CPT/Inf (2003) 33].

55 See the last report by Mr Alvaro Gil Robles on his visit to the Russian Federation (15 to 30
July 2004 and 19 to 29 September 2004), 20 April 2005, CommDH(2005)2. The issue of
applicants’ difficulties in being able to seize the European Court of Human Rights, which was
not dealt with in this report, merits particular attention. See also, in this connection, paragraph
29 of the present report.

56 Although it was decided to remove the reference to the 1994 Declaration in the title of
Project 2005/DSP/509 (now reading: “Regular reporting on the implementation of Project
2004/DGAP/188 [see CM/Del/Dec(2000)725, item1.7]"), adopted by the Deputies in December
2004, express reference was maintained, in square brackets, to the Committee of Ministers’
decision of October 2000 (CM/Del/Dec(2000)725, item 1.7) about the “Secretary General’'s
referral of a question to the Committee of Ministers by virtue of paragraph 1 of the 1994
Declaration on compliance with commitments”. The fact that this reference is maintained in the
final version of the Project, as adopted by the Deputies on 15th December 2004, is of crucial
relevance, since the Secretary General continues to be under the obligation to provide the
Committee of Ministers with regular information on the situation in Chechnya.

57 See CM/AS(2003)Rec1600 prov. 15 April 2003, paragraph 2.

58 See the amendments proposed by the Netherlands delegation, CM/AS(2003)Rec1600
prov.2 30 April 2003.

59 See the draft Programme of Activities for 2005, CM(2004)155 Volume Il, 20 September
2004, and the Programme of Activities for 2005, CM(2005)14, 31 January 2005.

60 The absence of consensus can not, nevertheless, justify the absence of regular reports and
discussions on the human rights situation in Chechnya in the second half of 2004, since such
reports and discussions were foreseen in the Programme of Activities for the whole year 2004.

61 In an article published by Le Monde on 30 June 2005 (« Le Conseil de 'Europe dynamité
par la Russie »), several diplomats, including Ambassadors, explained that the Governments
represented in the Committee of Ministers seem to “fear Russia”’, and-that “nobody dare tell
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anything” about Chechnya.
http://assembly.coe.int/main.asp?Link=/documents/workingdocs/doc05/edoc10774.htm
Accessed 2-27-06




JAABJIIEHHME O IPECTVIIIEHHH

51, Hizpaunor Ulaprynnu (Aswm) Sneduposudy, 1956 r.p., craik xepTBoit
JIHTENBHOT0 HESAKOHHOTO 3a/€pKaHmA, IpUMEHEH A IBITOK H pasHhlX BHAOB
>XeCTOKOro 0OpalleHus co CTopoHE! coTpyiaukos Ciyx6u besonacnocru [pesunenta
Gegencko#t Pecytnuxu (CB) m Antr-Teppopucrrueckoro LlenTpa YegeHcko
Pecrybnuxu (ATLI). 5 Taioke SBIAIOCE KEPTBOH HE3AKOHHOHK KOHPHUCKAIAH BOIBIIONR
CYMMBL JeHer coTpyIaMKaMy Ciy:x605 besonacHocTH. Hixe g1 KOPOTKO H3Xararo
coOBITHS, CBA3aHHEIE ¢ HapYIIeHUAMY MORX Ipas. S nporxy Bac Bo3OyIuTE YTONOBHOE
IEeNo 0 3THM NPECTYIUICHIAM B COOTBETCTRBIH cO cTaThaMu 140, 141, 144 1 145
Yronosao-lIponeccyaibHOro kKOAeKca i NpH3BaTh MEHS [IOTEPIERITMM B COOTBETCTBHA
co cT. 42 YIK. .

Most ceMbst COCTOMT 13 MecTy Yenorek: xena, Lllosne Bucxanosa, chin MatipGek
(1991 r.p.), nouepu Mapxa (1996 r.p.) m Mexmu (1997 r.p.). ¥ MeH1 T210ke 6CTb CHIH 0T
nepeoro Opaka, Ymap (Amixag) (1981 r.p.). ¥YMap poc ¢ MATEPEFO, 4 TIOCTE e CMEPTH, ¢
6abymmxolt B Meckep-IOpTe. B Hauane BTOpOro TedeHCKOTo KOHMIHKT2 MOl ChIH YMap
OB CRA3AH ¢ HOCBHKAMH. :

Becnol 2003 roaa s y3Hanm, yTo MO# ChiH YMap ObL7 cXBayeH. B KOHIE arpels
2003, xro-T0 M3 MECTHEIX cotpyaaukos Cb AHOHHMHO NepeJai MEe 3a0HCKY OT chlHa. B
3alMCKe ChIE MHE COOBINan, 4To 3anepikad u naxomutcd B Hentopoe. [Ipumepiio mects
HEMIETE CITYCTS; BBUTM OTIYIUEES! TBA Cr0 COCTYXHBLIA, C KOTOPHIMY OF paHee GoLT
3aJieprkaH, HO MOET0 ChIHA He OTIycTHIH. [foToM A y3HAN, YTO MOSr0 ChIHa 3aCTaBMIH
serymute B CB ¥ oH paboTaer B oxpane Pamsana Kaneiposa. 5 gayan ero pasblCKUBAaTh K
BCTPETHICA ¢ HUM, KOrja oH Npuexan ¢ KansiporsM B Bokcepekuit kinyd B I yaepmece.
Becnoit 2004 r. Pamzayg Kanpipos BasHauua ¥YMapa (MM A TMXaHa, KaK KaJelpoBLBl €10
3HANM) Ha JOJDKHOCTE KOMaHAYIOIEro MECTHEIM OTPAZIOM B cesie Meckep-IOpt. Bonrime
He xenas paborars y Kansiposa, o8 nokuayn Poceuro 9 wosbps 2004 r.

27 vosbps 2004, yepes JIBE HEJiEH [10CTIE €I0 OTHESA, &I cocnyxuser, Canz-
Omu Micmannos (M3BECTHBIN 104 KIBYKOH FPasBenuuk, a mo naciopty Cepred
Hemamnos) 3aexan Ko MHe Ha paBoTy U cKasall 9To & IOJDKeH exaTh ¢ HuM. Korna s cen B
MAaIlAEY, MOS JKEeHa YKe CHAena Tam. [lepen TeM, KaK 3aexaTh 3a MHOH, OHH NOOBIBAIN B
Moe#l KBapTHpe TAe HOKHIAIH MOIO KEHY Tieper ZoMoM. 1o ee BO3BPAINERHIO OHH
CKa3aiy YTO OHa JOJDKHZ IOSXaTh ¢ HUME KO MEe Ha paboTy. JIo 3ToTo oHM NpoBelH
0BEBICK B KBapTHPE, I'Ie BCE IepeBepHy M. Kak MBl IOTOM Y3HailH, IpH obrIcKke OHM
3abpaiy CYMOUKY I/le ME XPaHWIH BCE HaliM FOKYMEHTH ¥ B koTopoH 651me 178,000
pyOielf: BRpYYKa 3a IPOJaXy yaacTka 1 Jgrsie coepexerus. [locne 00mcKa, OHE
3arepid ZeTed B xBapTHpe, 3adpaliid KIoYb, nocam/z Y KEHY B MALIHEY, ¥ NPHEXaNy 32
MHOH.

Oun Hac oTse3nH B LieRTopod Ha rrasHyro 6asy Ch. Koraz sce BeUMTH U3
MEITEH, $ VBHAET 9T0 OHH TAKKE 3aIepKald elle OJHY XKEHIIHEY, J1153a _(ﬁxm‘a)
Caruesa, cecTpa KeHE! chiHa. [ia Oaze, Mens cOMaM ¢ HOI, HAENH HapyYIHHKH, #




[OBOTOKIIE MEHSA IO IBOPY — B 33 3LAHWS, TIe HAXOIMICA CIOpT3al. B crnopTsane ¢
MeHS CHITH KyPTKY, TyGIH, HOCKH, IPHKPEIHIE HapyTHUKHE 06 HOXKKY SHIBAPIHOTO
CTOIA, ¥ [IPMBS3AIH HOTH JKEJe3HOH IpoBONOKoi K OMHOMY H3 TPEHAXKEPOB.

TIoka 51 OBLT MpWBs3aH, MEHS JKecToxo H30mmi. buim yenopex BoceMs 1O
oyepey. BUIH IpRICaIoM IO XKHBOTY, HANKOH 10 KOCTAM, ¥ NEHAAIH HOTaM# 110 BCEMY
TENTy, & OCTAHABIMBAIH KOGOM TONBKO TOT14, KOTAa A TepsiT cosHanme. OHE XOTENH
3HATE, I'le HaX0IUTCH Anuxan. S moCTOsSHHO TOBOPHI 4TO OH B MocKkse, HO TeM He
MCEHeE OHH NPOIOIDKANH GHTH MEHS, 3814845 BCS TOT Xe BOTIPOC, XOTH U3CHeHNe
TIPOJIOIIKENOCE | TIOTOM. B MTOIe MHe BEIORITH TPH MepeIHEX 3y0a, CIOMANH JeTBepThIH,
a TaloKe ciomanu pedpa.

ITpuMepHO yepes oTdaca, 3aIIel Kakoi-To COTPYAHVK ¥ 3a5BHI 4TO 3HAET YTO
Anuxad naxermres B Honsme. Kax g moToM NOHSN, PaM3al IO3BOHHN MOEMY CEIHY B
TTonbITy B, YTpOoXKas eMy CKasal, 9T0 3alepiKail HaC B Y4TO TOT JOJUKEH BO3BPATHTHCS B
Yeamo. [To Beell BEpOSTHOCTH OHM Y3HAIN 0 MECTOHAX 0K IEHIE AJIIXaHa U3 COTOBOTO
Tenedona, rae OB COXpaHeH ero HoMmep B [Tonpume.

[Tocse 3Toro, OXY eme BeMHOT0 NoBYIH MeRs W HOTOM OJHH M3 HHX
CKOMAHJIOBAI IIPHHECTH KAKYHO-TO MAITKHKY, KOTOpas OKa3ajack 3eKTPHIECKEM
FeHEepaToOPOM, ¥ BEIIIIAeRa kak TeredoH ¢ pykosTKoH. OHI NPKBS3aNy IpOBOLA Ha
BTOPEIE (PALOM ¢ BONBIINM NaIklaMy) [aXbLbl paHee CBE3AHHBIX H PasyTIX HOT U
BIJTFOYAIM TOK Ha 2-3 MEHYTH! Ka¥IEH pas. DTo OBUI0 Kak Konmsap! OnH yBenuuvBany
TOX [TOCTETIEHHO, BPAIAL PYKOSTKY GHCTpEE, | 5 WYBCTBOBA, BYATO MCHS NO/HEMAET ¢
mona. Mers xinazo of Mo 0T ToKa ¥ IIPOBONIOKA, KOTOPOH OB CBA3AHEL MOM HOI'H
paspeiBaiia MHE KOXY. B pesyIbTaTe y MEES HOABUINCEH NIIYOOKHE PaHEl, KOTOpBIE
BIFOCTENCTRIHM Hauay THETE. OT 3TOF0 OCTANC IMpaM Ha JeBoH Hore, MEX Iy NATKOH 1
xocTouKoi. OHU TpeKpaINany 3T, TONLKO KOrpa 1 Tepan cosHanue. [lepen
NpONCIKEH)EM IIEITKH, OHH NPOAOIDKANIN OUTE MEHA, KaK NPEeKIE, CMEACE H MATCPACE.
Uepes 15 MUHYT (DOTOM) OHM OOIMAM MEHS INECTHIO BEAPAMY BOMEL, 4TODEI YCHIRTE
. Gonesoe mefictee ToKa. S| 4yBCTBOBAN, Kak Oynro 05l KaXpIH CYCTaB B MOSM TENIe
pa3peiBaeTcs. MOW MYUMTENH HaCHaKANMCh H3EBATENBCTBAMM OKONIO ITOTyHacs, TIOKa
MM 5T0 He Hajoeno. Yto M #ano 6rI0 eme, WHO OHM 3HAJH BCE, YTO HX MHTCPECOBAIO.

B urore, Mens 6WIH ¥ I0TpallEBany Gosee gaca. ocie MEITOK 3NeKTPHYECKIM
TOKQM, MEHS [IEDCTAIIMIM B YION CIOPT3ana, ¥ [PHKOBAJM OBOH pyKo# K Tpybe 0T
faTaped ¥ CHAJH IPOBONKY ¢ HoT. S 6B Bech MOKPBIA, H KPOBE LT CO pTa, TI0 JULY 1
1o goram. [1ocie 3TOro MeHs OCTABHIM B [IOKOE, TOJBKO IPHXOMHIK C eICH H HHOT /@
ITyCKalM B TYaneT. B 9Ty HOUb, KaJBIPOBILE, BRmodas Pamsana Kaasiposa, npuIim B
CHIOPT3AT M K3AEBATNCE HAJl APYrMMHU 381epKaHEBMA. ‘

Beuepom 30-ro Hoa0ps B 9-10 wacos Merd IIepeBeil 13 TI0pT3aa 3 OJHY U3
KaMmep, TJle IEpIKaNy ADYTHX 3aepKarHsX. B 00Iel cIOKHOCTH 4 HAXONHUICS B
1JeHTOpOE TETHIpE AHA. 3a 3TH JHH Y MEET HOBOCTEH 0 JKeHe He OBITO0, He SHAJL WK 60
OTIYCTIIH A0MOM, & TOIEKO NIPEANO0IOTral 3T, NOTOMY 4T0 HE pasy He BHICT ¢€ BO

IBODE.

%]



Ha cnemymuit nens, 1 nexabps 2004, Bee 3anepxanssie B LleETOpOe OBLIH
nepeBe/IeHb! U3 3TOro nomMeimerus. Menst, 213y (Sxury) CarueBy ¥ ellle HECKONLKHAX
YeroBek IepeBenH B I'yaepmec. Tam MEHA JEpiKaii B HOJBATE NBYX-9TaKHOTO 3MaHHUA B
TeUYeHHe TOYUTH OIMHAIaTH Mecaues. MeHd TaM He Tporald Ho g OBLI CBPII[BTE:HBM TOTO,
KaK IpYTHX 33JIeDIKaHHEBIX JKEeCTOKO 6HHH

SIxwTy cropo oTmyctine. JKenuaesr w3 HOBOTpO3HOT0 KOTOPEIX BMECTE CO MHOH
JOCTABMIH B [ yiepMec OCTAHCE TaM 0 KoHIa anpens. QM ObIH 3aTepiKRaHb TAK Kak
HX POACTREHEMK OBLI copaTHuKoM Macxanosa. TTocie cMepTH pOJICTBEHERKE, HX
ormyeTrid. 3 Mas 2005 nprBesNy YeTEHpeX HOBLIX 3aJepKaBHEIX, Tpoe 6parkes
HepcHeRH ¥ 0THa IIaBE 60eBEKOB Joky YMapora. OHE TaM HAXOAHIHCH BMECTE CO
MHOH 10 MOero ocBOOOX ICHI.

Co Bpemenem, % YCTAHOBHNA KOHTAKT ¢ BHEITHYM MHEpoM. Jepes npumMepuo 10
nred nocne npubsitis B [yaepmec, s CyMeln TIOCNaTh Yepe3 0CBOBOXISHHOTO
3AKIIOYEHHOTO BECTH CBOSH JKEHe 0 MOeM MEeCTOHaXO0XICHHH. ] I0TOM % MpUMepHO pas B
MECSL, HOCKIAN HOBOCTH TakumM e oOpa3oM. Hauusas co BTOPOH IIONOBUHE! MapTa MOS

JKeHa peryJusipHO NpHXOIIna Ba 6a3y M lepefiapana MHe 3allUCKkH, IPOXYKTH 1
TyaneTHEie IPUHAIIEKHOCTH Yepes OXPaHHUKOB, [(Bax bl HaM Pa3peliNy KOPOTKa: - -«
BHJETECA C HKEHOM. '

4 oxTs6ps 2005, B nepprii 1eHbs Pamaiana, Mie 06L5IBHJIH MTO MeHs OTifyCKaloT.

Hepez[ TeM, KaK MEeHA OTIIYCTHIIH, MEHS 3aBeIH Ha BTOPOH 3TaX. DT GLLN NEPBEIY pa3
xorna Mycmim Wisscos, komanmup CB (KOTOPYIO k 5TOMY BPEMEHH [ICPEHMEHOBATY B
ATII) conzBomm NEPCOHANLHO NOBOPHTE ¢o MEOH. OH ckazan mue: "Mzl Tebs celiuac
OTITYCKAeM, HO TEI HE MOJKEIlh PACCKA3KIBATE, I'Ie TH OB B 9T BHAeN. MEI Tebs

OTCIOMI2 YBOJIHM, HO OQUUHMATEHO HUYEro He GBUI0, M HeT HUKAKKX CefoB Wiy Oymar.”
ST cTIpoCHUY HAacYeT HeHer ¥ FoKyMmenToB. OH OTBETHN, YTO HacyeT JeHeT OH HE 3HaeT, HO
JOKYMEHTH TIOHMINET, B 9TOOB! § BEPHYJICA Uepe3 napy IHeH 32 muMu. S Bo3spammancs Ho
6e3 yenexa.

HIIyT B Moem cesie Meckep FOpt. 51 Taroke omygmn riopectky oT LlanuHcKoR
NpOKYpaTyphl, ¢ TpeboBatueM ABUTECS ¢ XeHol y cienopaTels Kaxaesa 23 ¢eBpanst B
10:00 yrpa. 5 moexan cam 23 deppans, HO Tam HUKOTO HE 0Ka3aloch ¥ TOTBKO B
CTeMYIEH TTOHEeNbHEK 1 BeTpeTics ¢ KaxaessM. TaM A y3ran, 4T0 HHOOpMAaI#s O
MOEM JIelie KaKMM-TO 08pasoM Iorala B IpOKypaTypy H MOH ciryyai 6511 YIOMAHYT B
noxnane [JapnamesTckoil AccamBnen Cosera EBpornst (TTACE), a rnaa poCCHACKOH
neneraryy 8 [TACE niotpefosan ofbacHeHr A 0T IpoKypaTypsl. 11ostomy Ianusckas
NPOKYPATYDa MeHs BeI3Bana, YTOGE 1 Jal 3asBJIeHde O CIyIHBIIEMCs. Kaxaes ONpOCKI
MeHs [ONIUCaTh 3adRIeHHe, 9TO 1 chexan B Poccuio ¢ sroB0BHKLOH, Kako#-To MalIkoi,
H IPUIYMAT BCEO 3TY HCTOPHIO YTOOEL CKPBITE 3TY BRIXOJKY. S MOHKMMAT, 9TO MEEs
MOTYT YOHTE, €CTH § He TIONIHITY 3TO 3afBiaeHne. M noanwcan 3aspleHne, KHHYT eMY B
THLO ¥ YHIE.

[UE)




IIepe3 HECKOIBEO MECHIeE [IOCHEe ITOr0 S MOKHEYI CBOK POIHEY, TaK KakK A
TIOHSIIT YTO MOS KU3HE H KHM3HE MOKX DOICTBCHHEHUKOR IIOK YI‘pOSOI‘;I.

X 09y HOSCHUTS YTO 1 H MOM DOJICTBEHHHKH TOTORBI JABATE [IOKa3a s
POCCHIICKIM NpaBOOXpaHUTeEHEIM OpraHaM II0 BEIIEH3J0KEHHEIM 00CTOITeTECTRAM,
Kak B TUCHLMEHHOM BHIE TAK U B YeTHOM. [Ipomy Bac cooBIIMTE Ha HEBXEYKA3aHHBIH
[IOYTOBSLA SIMUK eCilE TaKas He00X0IUMOCTE BOSHIKHET.

Iponry Bac MHe BEICTATE KOIFO TOCTAHOBICHNA NPUHATOTO 10 IAHHOMY
3aSBJIEHHIO B COOTBETCTRHH ¢o cT. 145 VIIK pemrenus B yCTaHOBNISHHEIH 38KOHOM CPOK

Ha [TOYTOBEIA ATIMK 55, Maplewood, New Jersey 07040, CILIA.

C yBaxeH#eM,

w2
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Excerpted from:

PARTIAL LIST OF PERSONS DETAINED IN THE NORTHERN CAUCASUS ZONE
CONFLICT ZONE WHO LATER DISSAPEARED IN 1999-2005. THESE PERSONS
WERE DETAINED BY REPRESENTATIVES OF FEDERAL LAW ENFORCEMENT
AND SECURITY AGENCIES AND BY THE LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT
AGENCIES UNDER FEDERAL CONTROL.

Chersiev Adam Sherimbekovich (born 1952), resident of the village Oktiabrskoe,
Groznenskii district, detained and has been missing.

On the night of May 5, in the village Oktiabrskoe, of Groznenskii district, three local
residents were abducted by representatives of Republican law-enforcement structures.
The abducted persons were the Chersiev’s borhers: Adam Sherimbekovich (born 1952),
Kureish Sherimbekovich (born 1954), Movla Sherimbekovich (born 1958.)

Their relatives managed to follow the cars in which the brothers were taken away. The
relatives established that the brothers were taken to the location of the unit of
Vnevedomstvennaia okhrana (a military unit) on Ujnaia Street in Leninskii district of
Grozny (so-called Neftepolk.) When the relatives addressed the commander of this unit
the latter refused to confirm whether the brothers were detained on the territory of his
regiment.

The relatives decided to picket the regiment’s headquarters until they receive information
concerning whereabouts of the abducted brothers. As a result, the relatives managed to
obtain information from the commandment of the regiment confirming the fact of the
brothers’ abduction.

It was established that they were taken hostage, as one member of this family was a
member of an armed group of the Chechen Republic of Ichkeria. The condition of their
release was that this fighter must surrender himself to the authorities. As of May 10,
relatives of the Chersievs brothers continued to picket the place in order to release the
abducted Chersievs brothers.

Chersiev Kureish Sherimbekovich (born 1952), resident of the village Oktiabrskoe,
Groznenskii district, detained and has been missing.

On the night of May 5, in the village Oktiabrskoe, of Groznenskii district, three local
residents were abducted by representatives of Republican law-enforcement structures.
The abducted persons were the Chersiev’s borhers: Adam Sherimbekovich (born 1952),
Kureish Sherimbekovich (born 1954), Movla Sherimbekovich (born 1958.)

Their relatives managed to follow the cars in which the brothers were taken away. The
relatives established that the brothers were taken to the location of the unit of
Vnevedomstvennaia okhrana (a military unit) on Ujnaia Street in Leninskii district of
Grozny (so-called Neftepolk.) When the relatives addressed the commander of this unit
the latter refused to confirm whether the brothers were detained on the territory of his
regiment.
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The relatives decided to picket the regiment’s headquarters until they receive information
concerning whereabouts of the abducted brothers. As a result, the relatives managed to
obtain information from the commandment of the regiment confirming the fact of the
brothers’ abduction.

It was established that they were taken hostage, as one member of this family was a
member of an armed group of the Chechen Republic of Ichkeria. The condition of their
release was that this fighter must surrender himself to the authorities. As of May 10,
relatives of the Chersievs brothers continued to picket the place in order to release the
abducted Chersievs brothers.

Chersiev Movla Sherimbekovich (born 1952), resident of the village Oktiabrskoe,
Groznenskii district, detained and has been missing.

On the night of May 5, in the village Oktiabrskoe, of Groznenskii district, three local
residents were abducted by representatives of Republican law-enforcement structures.
The abducted persons were the Chersiev’s borhers: Adam Sherimbekovich (born 1952),
Kureish Sherimbekovich (born 1954), Movla Sherimbekovich (born 1958).

Their relatives managed to follow the cars in which the brothers were taken away. The
relatives established that the brothers were taken to the location of the unit of
Vnevedomstvennaia okhrana (a military unit) on Ujnaia Street in Leninskii district of
Grozny (so-called Neftepolk.) When the relatives addressed the commander of this unit
the latter refused to confirm whether the brothers were detained on the territory of his
regiment.

The relatives decided to picket the regiment’s headquarters until they receive information
concerning whereabouts of the abducted brothers. As a result, the relatives managed to
obtain information from the commandment of the regiment confirming the fact of the
brothers’ abduction.

It was established that they were taken hostage, as one member of this family was a
member of an armed group of the Chechen Republic of Ichkeria. The condition of their
release was that this fighter must surrender himself to the authorities. As of May 10,
relatives of the Chersievs brothers continued to picket the place in order to release the
abducted Chersievs brothers.

IHEITIOJIHBIM CIIMCOK JINII, 3ATEPKAHHBIX
INPEACTABUTEJIAMU ®EJEPAJIBHbBIX U
MNOAKOHTPOJIBHBIX UM MECTHbBIX CHJIOBBIX
CTPYKTYP B 30HE BOOPYXEHHOI'O KOH®JIMKTA HA
CEBEPHOM KABKA3E, 1 3ATEM NCYE3HYBIIHNX
B 1999 - 2005 rr.

B 5TOT ciucok BKIIOYEHBI JIIOH, 3a/Iep:KaHHbIe HAa TeppuTopuu YeueHckoii Pecry0iauku u
Pecny0uxu UHrymerusi cOTpyIHMKAMU POCCUCKUX CHIOBBIX CTPYKTYP, a 3aTeM "'ncye3HyBIIMe' .
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ITOT CNHCOK 3aBeOMO HEMOJIOH, XOTS OH U COAeP:KUT cBeAeHus 0 npumepHo 1000 3agep:KaHHBIX H
"Hcye3HyBIIUX" JIOAAX, U3 KOTOPBIX Tesla 0oJ1ee ¢Ta HaliJeHbl H OMO3HAHBI, a 0CTAJIbHbIE
MPOAOJIAKAIT YUCIUThCS "'MponaBmuMu 0e3 BecTu" . Mexkay TeM, poccuiickue opuuuaibHbIe
HCTOYHHMKH Ha3bIBAIOT CylIeCTBEHHO 0osb1Me yncaa. OTCyTCTBYyeT eAnHoe 0(pHIHATbHO
NPU3HAHHOE YHCJI0 HcYe3HYBIINXB Havyase 2005 rosa npeacraBuTe/ I pa3HbIX BeJOMCTB Ha3bIBAJIHU
pa3ublie 3HavyeHus: 2090 3a nocieaHue nATh Jget, 2500 3a nocaeanue yersipe roaa, 2300 3a
nocJieiHue TP roja... Mexay tem, 6oJiee ABYX JieT Ha3a/ B CIHCKAX HCYe3HYBIINX, KOTOPHIE BeJa
pabouas rpynna npaBureibcTBa YUeuenckoii Pecny6aukn, yucaniaocs cbiuie 2800 yesioBek,
NpoNaBMINX 6e3 BeCTH, B OAABJISIOMIEM 00JLINIMHCTBE CJIy4aeB ''McYe3HYBIINX' MociIe 3a1epKaHus
COTpPYAHUKAMH (helepaIbHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYP. ""Memopnai' - HempaBUTeIbCTBEHHASI
OpraHu3anmsi ¢ OrPAHNYeHHBIMH PeCypcaMu U BO3MOKHOCTSIMH, HAIIl MOHUTOPHHT CHTYallHH €
NMpaBaMH YeJ0BeKa 0XBATHIBAET OT YeTBEePTH 10 M0JOBHHBI TeppuTtopuu Yeuenckoii Pecniydsinku, u
HAIIIM CBeJeHHs 3aBeJ0MO He MOJIHbI.

ITOT CNHCOK - KPATKHIi: B HEro BKJIIOYEHBI TOJIBKO Te, KTO IocJjie 3aJep:kanus ''mponana 0e3 pectn"
JUIS1 POACTBEHHUKOB HA VINTeJIbHOE BpeMsl (XOTS NPAKTHYECKH KAXK/IbIi 3a1epkaHHbId B YeuHe
"ucye3aer" Ha KaKoe-TO BpeMs MOCJIe 3a/IePKAHNs), U TOJBKO Te U3 "'mponaBmmux 6e3 BecTu'', 0 KOM
MBI 10CTOBEPHO 3HAaeM, YTO OHH ObLTH 3aaep:xanbl. Ham yaie Bcero Hen3BeCTHA BeJOMCTBEHHAs!
NPUHA/JIEKHOCTD "'BOOPY:KEHHBIX JIHI B KaMy(Jisizke Ha OpoHeTeXHUKe'', MPOM3BOAMBIINX
3ajiep:KaHue, MOITOMY MbI HCNIOJIb3yeM TePMHUH ''BOeHHOCTY:Kalue'' uin "coTpyTHUKH
(enepanbHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYP'.

MpeI pacniosiaraeM cBeieHUSIMH 0oJiee 4eM 0 MOJIYyTOpa ThICAYAX cJyqaeB ''mcue3HOBeHUs'" JI0/eid,
O/IHAKO B HACTOSIIIUI CMUCOK BKJIIOYEHBI JIMIIb T€, 0 KOM COOpaHa 10CcTOBepHasi HHpopManust
(HemocpeAcTBEHHO coTpyAHuKaMu ""Memopuana', WM e cBeJleHUs MOCTYNHWIH U3 MHOTHX
He3aBHCHMbIX HCTOYHHKOB, UMEKHTCS MAaTEPUAJIBI MePeNUCcKHU ¢ 0PUIHATBLHBIMA HHCTAHIMSIMM, U T.
n.). [lockosibKY yc/ioBHsI Halel paGoThl B 30He BOOPYKeHHOTo KoHGuInKTa B YeuHe He M0O3BOJISIOT
MOJIHOCTHIO NEPENPOBEPHTH Bce NMEIOLIHECH Y HAC IaHHbIE, Mbl BKJIIOYHJIM B CIHCOK JIMIIL cCaMble
OeccniopHble cJIyyau "'Mcye3HOBEeHHI" - HA caMOM JieJie X 3HAYMTEIBLHO 0oJIbIIIe.

ITOT CNHMCOK KPATKMIi elle U MOTOMY, YTO Ha Ka)KI0I'0 YeJIOBeKa AaHbI TOJbLKO "YCTAHOBOYHbIE
JNaHHbIe" U KpaTkas clpaBKa.

Kaxk10ro 13 HuX 10JIro HCKaJIM POACTBEHHUKH, 00paliaBIInecss B KOMEHAATYPbl, aIMHUHUCTPALNH,
paiiotaenast MB/l u ®CB, npokypaTtypy, B annapat CnenuaiabHoro npeacrasutens Ilpe3uaenta u
T.I. B ka:k1y10 cnpaBKy MOKHO ObLJIO ObI 100ABUTH HCTOPUIO MIOUCKOB: JUIMHHBIN CIIHCOK 3THX
o0paleHnii ¥ MOJTy4YeHHBIX 0TBeTOB. Yale Bcero, mouck ObL1 0e3ycnenieH - U Mbl He CTABUM B
KOHIe clIPaBKM ()pa3y ""HAa TaKoH-TO Mecsill TAKOI0-TO roJa He HaiiieH", XO0Tsl MOIJIH ObI.
IIpuBeneHsb! IHIIbL 06CTOSATEILCTBA 00HAPYKEHHUSI TEJI - VI TeX, YbH TeJIa HAlIeHbI.

B nociennue roasl B YeuHe HaXOAAT Tesa ""HcUe3HYBIIMX' WM LeJible 3aX0poHeHus. Bee
u3BecTHble II11 "Memopuasi' ono3HaHHbIE Tela U3 YHC/Ia HAiICHHBIX B TAKUX 3aXOPOHEHUsIX - 0y1b
TO 00HapYy:KeHHOe B JaYHOM MoceIKe B OKpecTHOCTAX XaHKaJbl 3uMoii 2001 r., niu Ha rpaHune
HNurymernu ocennio 2002 r. u T. 1. - TPHHA/VIEIKAT JIOASAM, PaHee 3a]ePKAHHBIX COTPYAHUKAMH
POCCHIICKHX CHJIOBBIX CTPYKTYP. JTH JIIOAH TAK/Ke BKIIOYEHbI B JAHHBIH CIIHCOK.

ITOT cNUCOK OyeT MONMOJHATHLCA U YTOUHATHCS 10 Mepe NOCTYIJIeHUs] HOBBIX CBe/leHMIi 00
HCYe3HYBIIMX JIOASX, O X0/1e UX MOMCKA, M0 XOAY NepPenucKH ¢ NPOKYPATypoii U HHBIMH
opUIMAIBLHBIMHA HHCTAHIUAMH. MBI Oyaem 0J1arofapHbI 3a J100bIe CBeJ¢HUS 0 MPONAaBIINX 0e3
BECTH B X0/1¢ BOOPY:KeHHOro KoHd1ukTa Ha CeBepHom Kapkase.



Appendix 26

YadrapxaHoB , MECTO )KUTENbCTBA: ¢. CenbMeHTay3€H.

13 aBrycra 2003 r. ocie Toro, kak Ha okpaute c. Maxkers! nogopBaiicst BTP, B cexne Obliia nponsseneHa
"3auncTka".BoeHHBIC BPBIBAIMCE B JIOMa U M30MBAJIM UX JKUTEJIEH, TpeOysl BEIIaTh BAHOBHUKOB B3pHIBa.
W36um HECKOJIBKO CTapuKOB, 0COOEHHO Tshkeno AOymyciuma AGyOakapoBa, eMy CIOMaId HECKOJIBKO
pebep. He magunm gaxe 6epeMeHHBIX XKeHIIUH. Tak, HanpuMep, Obita n30uta MaanHa ['asrupuesa,
KOTOpasi yepe3 HECKOJIBKO JTHEH MoCiIe 3TOr0 poJuiia MepTBOTo pedeHKa. B Xozie mpoBepok BOSHHbIC
3anepxanu Tpoux MyxanH: Cynrana AOybakapoBa, Xacana Dnp0y3aykaeBa u Baxy Xaraesa. [Ipu aTom
OHH TIOJIOKIJIN IOM OJJHOTO U3 3a/Iep>KaHHbIX, B KOTOPOM B 3TO BPEMS HAXOAWIUCH AETH U MOKHIIast
JKeHIIMHA. J[oM yanoce NOTyIIUTh, HO ABOPOBBIE IOCTPOMKH, Capail cocella U TOProBbIN JapeK CIIACTH HE
YAAJIOCh.

Tpoe 3amepkaHHbBIX OBUTH YBE3CHBI B HEU3BECTHOM HampasiieHHH. Ha »xaio0bl poJCTBEHHUKOB
MPEICTABUTEIN BIIACTH OTBETHIIM UM, UTO 3a/ICpP>KaHHBIC ObUIH YBE3CHEI B T'. MO3JIOK, HO BITOCIICICTBUH
BCE OHHU OBLTH OTIYIICHBL. TeM He MeHEe, HUKTO U3 HUX JJOMOW HE BEPHYJICS.

18 aBrycra Obuta mpoBeneHa "3aunctka’ ¢. CenmbMEHTay3eH, B X0/I¢ KOTOPOH OBUTH YBE3EHBI B HEH3BECTHOM
HaTpaBJICHUHU YETBEPO MECTHHIX Xkuteneil: YabmapxaHos, Myxrap WcaeBnd Illannos, Xacan AOys3unoBid
MyTyeB U €ro ChblH.

Hecmotpst Ha TO, uTO *)uTenu cent CenbMeHTay3eH 1 MaxKeTbl B TEUEHHE HECKOJIBKHUX JTHEH TIPOBOIMIIH
MUTHUHT y toma [IpaBurtensctBa B 'po3HOM U ake MEpEKpbIBaIM IBUKEHUE ABTOTPAHCIIOPTA, UM HE
yJIAJIOCh MOJIYYUTh HH(POPMALIHIO O CYIb0E YBE3EHHBIX BOCHHBIMHU JIIOJICH.

Yaraes Ucnam AxmartoBuy, 1982r.p., MecTO XHUTENBCTBA: TPOXK. B ¢. CTtapeie ATaru I'po3HEHCKOTO
(cenmpckoro) p-Ha, yi. X. Hypaannosa, 1. 97. Haraes Mcaam AxmaTtoBud, 1982 r. p., ipox. B ¢. Ctapsie
Araru I'po3HeHckoro (cenbckoro) p-Ha, yi. X. Hypanunosa, 1. 97; 3aaepxan u nponai 6e3 BeCTu.
3anepxkan 6 mapta 2002 r. COTpyIHUKaMHU (eiepaibHBIX CHJIOBBIX CTPYKTYp B Xo1¢ "3auuctku” ¢. Ctapbie
Araru. Korna Boennsle o B oM Yaraessix, Mcinam nui yait Ha kyxHe. Bcem My>kurHaM npukasanu
BBIITH BO JBOp, I'ie y Mcnama u ero 67-neTHero Asau B3sId JOKYMEHTHI "I IPOBEPKU Ha KOMIBIOTEPE -
MPOBEPAT U Cpa3y OTHMYCTAT", Kak cKka3ainu keHIuHaM. Mcnama nosenu k BTPy, asnro ornpaBunu
obparro. Cocemu kunynuchk kK BTPy y3HaTh, Kyna Be3yt M.Uaraesa - M Taxke OTBETIUIH: "HIYETO C HUM
He OyzeT, ero mposepst u cpasy ormycTit". BTP ¢ 3ama3zaHHBIME HOMEpaMK HAITPAaBUIICS Ha OKPaWHy cena,
rzie ObUT pacmosiokeH QUIbTPAYHKT, U Oojee o cynpbe Mcnama HuYero He M3BECTHO.

B xoze Toii "3auncTku" OBUTH 3a/epKaHbl U "HCYE3TH" AeCATh YeloBeK (6 MapTa - AXManoB AciiaH
ITaBmoBu4 (cm.), KanaeB Cann-Cenum Cannosud, [>kamaeB Mcmann MccaeBuu, Yarae Mciaam
Axmanosnd u [lokaeB Amup Illapdytanaosmy; 8 mapra - Maromanos M6parum Canmanoswd; 9 mapTa -
HcambaeB Maromen Xacanosuu; 10 mapra - 3akaeB Aoayin-Hacep Mycranaesuu, baiicapo Ajian
lapnytauaoBuy, XamkaeB Tumyp CynranoBud). PoicTBeHHHKH 3a/1epyKaHHBIX 00palaiiuch BO
BCEBO3MOXHbIE HHCTaHLUH, [ 'enepansHOTro [Ipokypopa PO B. B. Yerunosa. 13 mapta 2002 r.
pacriopspkenneM npeacenatens [Ipasurenscrsa UP C.HinbsicoBa Obuta co3iana crienuaibHasi KOMHCCHS 10
poBepKe 00CcTosITeNnbeTB "3auncTku" ¢. CTapble ATary, BKIIIO4as ciayva "MCUe3HOBEHUS" 3ajepiKaHHBIX -
OJTHAKO, KOMHCCHSI HE CMOTJIa BEISICHUTD CyABOY JiecaTH "mponaBuiux O0e3 Bectn'.

3ampoc 111 "Memopuan" Ne 164/02 ot 13 maprta 2002 r. 6611 HanpaBieH B [ enepansayto [Ipokypatypy
P® B.YcrunoBy. CornacHo 0TBeTy IpoKypopa cienctBerHoro otnena E.W. Jlunenko Ne 46/3-2554-02 ot
27 mapta 2002 r., 3anpoc HarnpasiieH npokypopy YP. CormacHo orBety A.P.I'mnpmaHOBa HauaabHHUKA
OT/IeJIa TI0 Ha/30py 3a paccieoBaHue npectymienuit, ot 7 ampens 2002 1. Ne 15/39-466-02, no dakty
coObITHii B X0z1e "3aunctku” B c. CTapbie Atarn Bo30yX/JIeHO YeThIpe YroJIoBHBIX Jena: 1. y/x Ne 56031
13.03.02, ct. 105 9. 2 . "A" o Qaxry 3amep>kaHus U TOXUIICHNS TPUHAIATH XuTeneit; 2. Ne 56029 cr.
317,30-105 nm. "A", "E" no ¢akTy 60eCTOJIKHOBEHHS, TOBJIEKILIETO YeloBeYecKue xepTbl; 3. No 56028
ct. 317, 30-105 mm. "A", "E" no ¢akTy 00SCTOIKHOBEHUS, MTOBJICKIIIETO YSTIOBEUCCKHE KEePTBBI; 4. No
56030 mo ct. 317.
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Yanaes IOnyc Ymaposuy, 1973r.p., MecTo xHUTeIbCTBA: OB IpONHKCaH B I'. 'po3HOM, JOM pa3pylleH,
IIPOK. C cembell Kak Oexxenel] B pogHoM c. [llanaxu. Yagaes FOnyc Ymaposud, 1973 1. p., OblI Iponucan
B T. ' po3HOM, J1I0OM paspyleH, poxk. C ceMbeil Kak OexeHen B pogHoM c. llanaxu, 3axepxan 1 your.
3anepxan BoeHHOCTYx)amumu 9 aBrycta 2000 r. B ¢. [Ilanaxxu B xo/e "3auncTku". T.K. HE OBLT TaM
nponucad. Cogepxancs B Ypyc-Mapranosckom BOB/I. V poacTBeHHUKOB IpuHUMany nepegauu 1o 13
aBTycTa, KOT/Ia OTKa3aJMCh, cka3as, uro F0.Y.YamaeB 0cBOOOXKIEH.

13 aBrycra 2000 r. BMecte ¢ K.JI.BaxaeBsm (cM.), HO.A.CarabaeBbiM 1 A.A.I'yTHeBBIM BBIBE3CH B
pacIoo)KeHHe YacTH BHYTPEHHNX BOWCK Ha I0XKHYIO OKpanHy ¢. KoMCOMONbCKoe, MOJBEPTHYT MBITKAM 1
your.

Teno 6s110 3KcTyMupoBaHo 23 aBrycra 2000 T., mocine Toro, Kak BHyTPEHHHE BOHCKA IIOKUHYIIH 3TO MECTO,
1 3aXOpOHEHO Ha Kianbumie B c. ['oiickoe, rae Torna xopoHWu Tena norudmmx B ¢. Komcomosnsckoe. [Ipu
Hepe3axOopOHEHNH BeJlaCh BUJIC03aIUCh, [0 KOTOPOil poacTBeHHUKH B MapTe 2001 r. ono3Hanu

10.Y Yanaesa.

VYronosHoe neno Ne 24048 6bu10 Bo30y)aeHO 18 okTs10pst 2000 1. 1o ¢1.126 YK 4. 2 P® (nmoxumieHne
yeJoBeka), Ha cepeanny 2001 r. yrojoBHOE J1e510 IpHOCTaHOBIEHO coriacHo cT.195 VIIK PO (3a
HEBO3MOXXHOCTBIO 0OHAPYXECHUSI JIMIL, MTOISKAIINX IPUBJICYCHUIO K OTBETCTBEHHOCTH).

Yanaxanos becian MoxaagueBuu, 19811.p., MecTo xuTenscTBa: r. Ypyc-MapraH, yin. KpacHoapmeiickas,
n. 58. Uanaxanos becnan Moxanuesuy, 1981 r. p., mpox. B r. Ypyc-Mapran, yn. KpacHoapmetlickas, 1. 58;
3aJieprkaH U rpornai 6e3 BecTu.

3aneprkaH cOTpyIHUKaMH (hesepaibHbIX CHIOBHIX CTPYKTYp 14 deBpainst 2002 1., u "ncues".

3ampoc I11] "Memopuan" B mpokyparypy ¥Ypyc-MapraHoBckoro paifoHa ncx. Ne 509/02 ot 25 nostops 2002
r. (m. 117).

Yanaes Cyaran bamanosuu, 1943r.p.. Yanaes Cynran bamanosuy, 1943 1. p., 3axepxan u npormai 6e3
BECTH.

3anmeprkaH BoeHHOCTY)amuMu (enepanbHbix et 17 saBaps 2000 r., yBeseHn Ha BTP u "ucues".
VYromnosHoe neno Ne 12284 Bo3Oy»xkaeHo mpoKypaTypoii r. ['po3nsrit 12 HostOpst 2000 1. mmo cT. 126 4. 1 YK
P® (moxumenne yenoseka). PoszpickHoe memo Ne 028 Bemet 3aBoackoit BOB/ r. ['po3Hsrii.

YananoB Aciaan CouicoexoBu4, 1979r.p., MeCTo XKUTEIBCTBA: MPOXK. B C. AJIXa3ypoBo Ypyc-
MapraHoBcKOTO p-Ha, yiI. TuroBa, a. 95. HananoB Acnan ConcoexoBud, 1979 r. p., IpoxK. B C.
AnxasypoBo Ypyc-MapTaHoBcKoro p-Ha, yi. TuTtoBa, 1. 95; 3afepikaH U pomnai 06e3 BeCTH.

3anmepkaH cCOTpYIHUKAMU (eepaTbHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYP B X0/¢ "aapecHo criernomneparuu’ okoro 5:00
ytpa 12 centabps 2000 r. B coOCTBeHHOM fjoMe B ¢. AnTxa3ypoBo Ypyc-MapTaHOBCKOTO p-Ha, yiI. TuTtosa,
1. 95. u "ucues"; BMecTe ¢ HUM ObLI 3a7eprkaH u "ucye3" ero Opar, YanaHos Jlema ConcOexoBuu.

3a YananoseiMu npuexaiu Ha BTP u 6enom aBromoomine BA3-2106. TTocne oObicka 0e3 00bsICHEHUS
NpUYMH ObUTH 3aJiepikaHbl yeTBepo OparbeB Yananobix: Jlema, Acnan, Baxa n ncuxuuecku 00JIbHOM
Becnan; kyma oHu OyIyT JOCTaBJICHBI, CKa3aHO He ObLI0. BoeHHbIe 3a0panu Takxke aBTomo0mis "Husa", u
yexainu (Kak IoKasai Mo3JJHee ONpoc cBuaeTesnel) yepe3 Ypyc-Mapran Ha XaHKaiy.

14 ceHTA0ps cOTpYAHUKH (he/iepaTbHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYP BHOBB nprexanu Ha BTP 6oprosoii Homep 823
Y BHOBB IIPOBEJIH OOBICK, Ha 3TOT pa3 OoJiee TIATENbHO, HO BHOBb HUYETO 3alpelIeHHOT0 3aKOHOM He
0OHApYKUIIH.

13 cents6pst yrpoM BOJIM3H €. ATXa3ypoBO BOCHHBIE BEIOPOCHIIN IIcMXxudecku 6ospHOTO becnana, a
npubnusuTenbHo 19 centsaops - Baxy Uamanosa. Ero ocBoboanim ¢ ycinoBuem, uto 3a JleMs u Acnana oH
cobepet 2000 gommapoB u AecaTs aBTOMaToB. OH OBLI CHIIBHO M30UT; IO €T0 IPEATIOIOKEHHIO, UX
coneprxanu B Xankane. Jlener u opyxus y HanaHOBBIX HEe ObLIO, HO KOTa OHHU SBWJINCH IS IEPETOBOPOB
B YCJIOBJICHHOE MECTO, BOCHHBIC HE IIPUEXANIN Ty/a, KaK U B IIOCIeAyOIue JBa qHs. YanaHoBbI
00paTUIIHCh K TIOCPEIHUKY, KoTophii 3ampocui 2000 10J1apoB, KOTOPHIC Yepe3 UeThIpe Mecsia
MIOCPETHUK BEpHYJI, Tak Kak He cMor HailTi Jlemy u AcnaHa.

YanaHoBbI 00paIlainch B paifloHHbIE OPraHbl BIACTH U CHJIOBBIE CTPYKTYPBI, YTOOBI BBISICHUTb, TJI€
COZIepIKaTcsl U B UeM OOBHHSIOTCS 33/IepXKaHHbIe, HO TaM 3asBJISIM O CBOCH HENPUYACTHOCTH K UX
3aJepAKAHUIO.

VYronosHoe neno Ne 25025 no dakry "ucuesnoBenus" Jlemsl u Acnana YanaHoBbIX BO30YXKIEHO
MIPOKYpaTypoit Ypyc-Mapranosckoro p-ua 15 despans 2001 1. mo c1. 126 4. 2 YK P® (noxunmenne
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4eJioBeKa), PUOoCcTaHoBieHo cornacHo c1.195 YIIK PO (3a HeBO3MOKHOCTBIO OOHAPYKEHHUS JIHIL,
NoJJIC)KallnX MPUBJICUYCHUIO K OTBeTCTBeHHOCTI/I).

Yananos Jlema CoscoexoBud, 1974r.p., MECTO KHUTENHCTBA: IPOXK. B C. ATIXa3ypoBo Ypyc-
MaptaHoBckoro p-Ha, yi. Turosa, 1. 95. Hananos Jlema CosncoexoBuu, 1974 r. p., mpox. B ¢. AltxazypoBo
Ypyc-MapraHoBckoro p-Ha, yi1. Tutosa, a. 95; 3amepxan u npomnan 6e3 BeCTH.

3anepkaH cOTpYIHUKAMU (eepaabHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYD B X0j€ "aapecHoi creromnepaiuu’ okoio 5:00
ytpa 12 cenrsops 2000 r. B coOCTBEeHHOM JjoMe B C. Anxa3ypoBo Ypyc-MapTaHoBcKoro p-Ha, yi. TUToBa,
1. 95. u "ucues"; BMecte ¢ HUM OB 3a7eprkaH U "ucye3" ero Opat, YanmanoB Acnan ConcbekoBuY (CM.).
YronosHoe neno Ne 25025 no daxry "ucuesnoBenus" Jlemsl u Acnana YanaHoBbIX BO30YXKIEHO
MpoKypaTypoit Ypyc-MapranoBckoro p-aa 15 ¢gespamns 2001 r. mo ct. 126 4. 2 YK PO (moxumenwne
YeNoBeKa), MPHOCTaHOBIECHO cornacHo cT.195 YIIK P® (32 HeBO3MOKHOCTHIO OOHAPY KSHUS JTHII,
MOJUICHKAIUX MPUBJICYEHUIO K OTBETCTBCHHOCTH).

YaraeB d:xxkam0yaat KymumeBud, 1965t.p.. Uaraes [xxamOynar Kymmuesud, 1965 r. p., 3agepxkan u
mponai 6e3 BeCTH.

3aneprkan Bo3ie knHoTearpa "Poguna" okomo 11:00 17 cerrsadps 2000 r. HeycTaHOBICHHBIMA
BOCHHOCITY>KaIlUMH (peepabHBIX CUI, U "ucues".

VYronosHoe neno Ne 12264 Bo30y»kaeHo mpokypaTypoii r. ['po3nsrit 9 HosOps 2000 1. mo 1. 126 4. 1 YK
P® (moxumenne yenoseka), nmproctanoBieHo 9 suBaps 2001 r. B mopsake ct. 195 4. 3 YIIK PO (3a
HEBO3MOYKHOCTBIO OOHAPYKESHUSI JIMLI, MTOJUIKAIINX IPUBICYCHUIO K OTBETCTBEHHOCTH). Po3bICKHOE Neno
Beget Jlennnckuit BOB/] r. I'po3HBIit.

YatyeB (UntyeB) Acianbex (Acnamodek) LxasapoBuy, 1964r.p., MECTO XUTENBCTBA: IPOXK. B C. 3aKaH-
IOpT Auxoii-Maptanosckoro p-Ha. Yatyes (UntyeB) Acnanbek (Aciaambek) Ixaraposud, 1964 r. p.,
npox. B ¢. 3akaH-l0pt Auxoli-MapTaHOBCKOro p-Ha; 33/iepXKaH 1 Nporiall 0e3 BECTH.

3aneprxad BoeHHOCTy)amumu 11 gexadps 2000 r. u yBe3eH B pacnojoxeHue 245-ro MOTOCTPEIKOBOTO
IOJIKa B OKpecTHOCTAX cena Tanru-Uy.

B nanpHeiineM poCTBEHHUKH 00paIaInch B pa3iIMyHble O(QUIMAIbHbIE HHCTAHIUH, OJJHAKO HUKAKHX
CBEJICHUH O HEM IOJIyYHTh HE CMOTJIH.

VYronosHoe neno Ne 27007 Bo30y»k1eHO poKypatypoii Auxoi-MapTaHoBckoro p-Ha YeueHckon
Pecny6immku io ct. 127 1. 2 VK P® (He3akoHHOE ITHIIeHHE CBOOOIBI), MPHOCTAaHOBICHO TTocie 10 ampens
2001 r.

VYronosHoe neno Ne 25090 Bo30y»xkeHO poKypaTypoii ¥Ypyc-Mapranosckoro p-Ha 12 ntons 2001 r. o
c1.126 YK P® (moxwuieHne 4eaoBeka), MpHoCTaHOBIEHO cornacHo c1.195 4.3 VIIK PO (3a
HEBO3MOXHOCTBIO OOHAPYKECHUSI JIMLI, MOJICKAIIUX IIPUBICYCHUIO K OTBETCTBCHHOCTH).

Yayae Cyaran MaromenoBu4, 1973r.p., MecTo kuTenbeTBa: T. ['po3HbIi, CTaponpoMBICIIOBCKHHA P-H, II.
Karasma, yn. Kamyxckast, 35; mpokuBail B KaueCTBE BRIHYKISHHOTO IepecereHia B ¢. 3akaH-lOpT Auxoii-
Mapranosckoro p-Ha. Yauaes Cyaran MaromenoBuy4, 7 mapta 1973 r.p., )xeHaT, ©IMeET IETEH; MPOX. T.
I'posnsrii, CTaponpoMbICIOBCKHH p-H, 1. Katasma, yi. Kamyxkckas, 35.

HUcues 2 depaist 2000 r. C 29 okrsopst 1999 r., BiexaB u3 ['po3noro, Yauaer BMecTe co cBoel ceMbeit
MPOXKMBaJ B Ka4eCTBE BBIHYKAEHHOI0 IiepecelyieHna B ¢. 3akaH-FOpT Auxoii-MapraHoBckoro p-Ha. B
Hauane ¢espanst 2000 r., korma yepes 3akan-FOpT mpoXoauIy BBILISIIIAE U3 OKPYKEHHOTo [ po3HOrO
6ot BO YPU, sxutenu no TpeGOBaHMIO KOMaHI0BaHUs (eepaibHbIX CHUII CTaNN ITOKUIATh cexo. Cpenu
HUX ObIIM M WwieHbl ceMbn YadaeBbix, kpome CynraHa, KOTOPBIH B 3TO BpeMsI HAXOMJICS BHE J0Ma.
PonHble He cTanmu ero J0XKUAaThesl, TaK Kak Ha cOOPBI M BBIXOJ] U3 cella ObIIO 1aHo Beero 4 yaca.
IMompocuB coceneit u 3HaKOMBIX niepenatb CynTaHy, 9TO €ro MacrnopT HaXOAUTCS y MaTepu, U 4TOObI OH
HCKaJl MX B coceHeM ceie, Yawaens! yim u3 3akan-tOpta. Uepes 4 qHs, Korja OHM BEpHYJIHCH Ha3a,
Cyrrrana B cene He 00Hapy KUIIH.

Yeprcues Moscap KynbaueBuu, mecto xurenscrsa: I. Bonrorpan. Uepkenes Moscap Kyinbauesuy,
1953 r.p., mpox. r. Boarorpan.

HacunscTBeHHO yBe3eHBI 13 cBOUX H0MOB 17 cenTs6ps 2002 . BOGHHBIMH B MacKaX, IPUEXaBIIAMU B C.
Iennarana Ha a\m mapku YA3 n bTPax.
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B 4.30 ytpa rpynna BoeHHOCHIyXaluxX BopBaiack Bo aop [llaiixaeBbix. OgHu cTanu Npou3BOIUTH OCMOTP
B JIOMaxX M XO3SIIICTBEHHBIX CTPOCHUSAX, APYTHE BBITAIMIN U3 JoMa DpcMuKka, 1966 r.p., U IPUHAINUCH ero
n30uBaTh, TpeOys yKazaTh MecTOHaxoX/1eHne OoeBuka Aiamupa ['ymaeBa, cocena 1o yiuue.
Pa30y>xeHHBI IITyMOM, BO JIBOP W3 IPYTOTro JI0Ma, B KOTOPOM JKHJI C )KEHOH M IByMSI MaJIOJIETHUMH
JETHMH, BBIILIEN M il Opat Opcmuka - Cyneliman. BoeHHbIe 6€3 peypex/IeHns] OTKPBUIN 110 HEMY
cTpensOy, IPUYMHNB paHEHHE, 3aTeM TOJJOIIIH K YIaBIIEeMy Ha 3MIIIO MY>KYHHE U CIIPOCHIIN UMS U
¢dammmuto. Korma Cyneiiman zHas3Bancs, yausmwinck: "Kak [lafixaes?" OanH 13 BOSHHBIX KyAa-TO
TTO3BOHMII IO PAalliU U cKasal: "MEI TyT oxHOTO "3aifna" yIoKWiu, 9To ¢ HuM nenats?" B oTBeT
mocysIIanock: "OkazaTe MEIUIIMHCKYTO IOMOIIG 1 3a0path”. BoerHocmyxamue nepess3anu CyneliMaHy
paHy, BBIBOJIOKJIM €T0 Ha YJIMILy U, 3aTOJIKAB B MAIIUHY, yEXaJIH.

B 10 e Bpems ¢ ynunbl ["arapruHa Opin yBe3eHH! emnle Tpoe Myx4urH: YepkcueB Moscap Kynpauesny,
MIPHUEXaBIINH B POJAHOE CEJIO HA TIOXOPOHBI POJICTBEHHUKA, U ABOIOPOAHBIE OpaThs D1nnoBsl — Bucapr
AxwmenoBuy, 35 net u Xusup CanmanoBuy, 27 neT.

VY1pom 17 ceHTsIOps 1 B TIOCIIETYIOIINE JTHH )KUTEIH Cella COOMPAJIMCh Mepe] paclooKeHneM "MECTHOH
KOMeHAaTypbl" 1 TpeGoBany HHPOPMAIHIO O 33AepXKaHHBIX Mosix. Ha TpeTuii neHp 6paThsi DIUIOBEI
BepHynuch nomoi. ITo caoBam Bucapra u Xusupa, Ux coaepkanu Ha TEPPUTOPUN KOMEHAATYPhI
Kypuanoiickoro paiiona. [llaiixaeBa mocneaHui pa3 OHH BUIEIH B IE€Hb CBOETO OCBOOOXKICHUS.
PoncTBeHHNKN 00paTHIINCH C 3asBICHUEM B PAOHHYIO IIPOKYpaTypy. YTOJIOBHOE AENO MO (aKTy
noxumenust Cyneiimana IllaiixaeBa n Mocapa Uepkcuesa 6bU10 BO30YXICHO TOJIBKO B CEPEANHE UIOHA
2003 r.; paHee oJaHHbIE 3aBICHUA pocTo ucyesnu. [1o cocrostamio Ha uroab 2003 T. MECTOHAX 0K ICHHE
u cynnOa [laiixaeBa n UepkcnueBa HEN3BECTHEI.

YepcueB Anam llepnmbexoBu4, 19521.p., MECTO )KHUTEIBCTBA: MPOX. B €. OKTAOpECKOE [ pO3ZHEHCKOTO
(cempckoro) paiiona. YepcueB Agam lllepumbexoBuy, 1952 . p., mpox. B ¢. Okmsabdpsckoe I po3nenckoeo
(cenvckoeo) paiiona; 3aepKaH U Iporan 6e3 BeCTH.

B Houb Ha 5 Mas 6 ¢. Okmsbpbckoe [ po3nencko2o (cenbckoeo) pationa COTPYAHUKAMHU PECITYOJTMKAHCKUX
CHJIOBBIX CTPYKTYP IOXHUIIEHBI TP MECTHBIX KUTENs, OpaThst UepcueBbl: Anam IllepumobexoBuy, 1952 r.
p., Kypeiim IllepuméexoBny, 1954 r. p., Mog.a lllepumoéexoBny, 1958 r. p.

POI[CTBCHHI/IKaM YAaJ1oChb NpOCICANTh 3a MalllMHAMH, B KOTOPBIX YBO3WJIN 6paTbeB " YCTaHOBUTb, YTO OHU
IIpoexaiay Ha TEPPUTOPHUIO MOJIKa BHEBEJOMCTBEHHOM OXpaHbl Ha yi. FOocnou B Jlenunckom paiione e.
I'posnwii (T.H. Hedrenonk). [Ipu oOparieHny poICTBEHHUKOB K KOMaH/IUPy 3TOTO HOApa3/IelICHNs], OH
OTKazaJcs IOATBEPANTH (hakT HaxoxIeHNs1 YepcrueBbIX Ha TEPPUTOPUH €0 YACTH.

Po/CTBEHHNKY ITOXUIEHHBIX OPaTheB MPUHSIIN PENICHHE MUKETHPOBATH MOJIK [0 TEX, TI0Ka HE Y3HAIOT O
MecTOHaxo1eHnn YepcneBbix. B pesynprare, poACTBEHHIKAM YAAIOCh JOOUTHCS ITOATBEP)KICHUS OT
komaHmoBaaus noinka BOXP ¢akra moxumenus OpatseB. BrIICHHIOCH, 9TO X 3a0paiii B KAa4eCTBE
3aJI0)KHUKOB, TaK KaK OJMH M3 WICHOB 3TOW CEMbU SBJICTCS YYACTHUKOM BOOPY)KEHHBIX (hOPMHUPOBAHHI
YPU. YcnoBue nx 0cBOOOKICHNUS - SIBKA C IIOBUHHOM 3TOTr0 60eBHKa. [1o cocrostamio Ha 10 mast
POACTBEHHUKH YepCHEBBIX NPOAOIDKAIOT MUKETHPOBAHUE, TPEOys 0CBOOOANTH IIOXUIIEHHBIX OpaTheB
YepcuessIx.

Yepcuen Kypeiim [HlepumbexoBuy, 1954r.p., MecTo *KHUTEIbCTBA: POXK. B €. OKTIOpHCKOE
I'posnenckoro (censckoro) pationa. Yepcues Kypeiim [llepumbexoBuy, 1954 1. p., mpox. B c.
Oxmsabpsckoe I posHenckozo (cenbcko2o) pationa; 3afepikad | mpomnai 0e3 BeCTH.

B HOub Ha 5 Mas 6 ¢. Okmsabpobckoe [ po3Henckozo (cenbckoeo) pationa COTpYAHUKaMH PECITYOJIMKaHCKUX
CHJIOBBIX CTPYKTYP IOXHILEHBI TP MECTHBIX XKHTeNs, Oparhsi UepcueBbl: Anam IllepuméexoBuy, 1952 r.
p., Kypeiim IllepuméexoBny, 1954 r. p., MogJa IllepumoéexoBny, 1958 r. p.

PoncTBeHHMKaM yiaock MPOCIIEANTh 32 MAaIIMHAMU, B KOTOPBIX YBO3HJIM OpaTheB U YCTAHOBUTD, YTO OHH
IIpoeXaiy Ha TEPPUTOPUIO MOJIKA BHEBEJOMCTBEHHOU OXpaHbl Ha yi1. FOoicnou B Jlenunckom paiione 2.
I'posnwii (T.H. Hedrenonk). [Ipu oOparieHny poICTBEHHUKOB K KOMaH/IUPy 3TOTO HOApa3IelICHNsI, OH
OTKa3aJIcsl MIOATBEPANTH (PaKT HaXOKACHUS YepCHeBhIX HAa TEPPUTOPUH €TO YACTH.

PojicTBeHHUKH TOXUIIEHHBIX OpaTheB MPUHSUIIN PEIICHNE MMKETHPOBATH MOJK JI0 TeX, II0Ka HEe Y3HAIOT O
MECTOHaXOXICHNH UepcueBriX. B pe3ynprare, poICTBEHHUKAM YIAlIOCh JOOHUTHCS IMOATBEPKACHUS OT
komaHmoBauus moka BOXP ¢akra moxuiineHus: OparseB. BEIICHHIOCH, YTO UX 3a0paiid B KAa4eCTBE
3aJI0)KHUKOB, TaK KaK OJIMH U3 YICHOB 3TOW CEMbH SIBISIETCS YIaCTHUKOM BOOPYKEHHBIX ()OPMHUPOBaHHIA
YPU. YcnoBue nx 0CBOOOXK/ICHUSI - sIBKA C MOBUHHOI 3TOro OoeBuka. 1o coctosiHuio Ha 10 mast
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POACTBEHHUKH YepCHEBBIX MPOA0JDKAIOT MUKETUPOBAHUE, TPEOYsI OCBOOOINTH OXUIIEHHBIX OpaTheB
Yepcuesslx.

Yepcue Mosaa lllepumbexoBuy, 1958r.p., MECTO KHUTETHCTBA: TIPOXK. B . OKTAOpHCKOE I pO3HEHCKOTO
(cenbckoro) paiiona. Yepcuer Mosia lllepumbexoBuy, 1958 . p. mpox. B ¢. Okmsibpbckoe
I'posnencroeo (cenvckoeo) paiiona; 3aepKaH U MPonai 6e3 BeCTH.

B HOub Ha 5 Mas 6 ¢. Okmsbpbckoe I po3Hencko2o (cenbckoeo) pationa COTpYAHUKaMHU PECITYOJIMKaHCKUX
CHJIOBBIX CTPYKTYP IOXHILEHBI TP MECTHBIX XHTelsl, Oparhsi UepcneBbl: Anam IllepumoexoBuy, 1952 1.
p., Kypeitm IllepuméexoBny, 1954 r. p., Mogaa IllepumoéexoBny, 1958 . p.

PoncTBeHHMKaM yiaoch MPOCIIeANTh 32 MAalIMHAMU, B KOTOPBIX YBO3HJIM OpaTheB U YCTAaHOBUTH, YTO OHH
MpOoeXaTy Ha TEPPUTOPHUIO TIOJIKA BHEBEIOMCTBCHHOM OXPaHBI Ha yii. FOuicHoul B JIenuHcKkom patioHe é.
I'posnovni (T.H. HeTemonK). [Ipu oOpameHnn poACTBEHHUKOB K KOMAHINPY 3TOTO MOAPA3AEICHUS, OH
OTKazajcs MOATBEPANTH (hakT HaxoxAeHUs UepcrueBbIX HA TEPPUTOPUH €0 JACTH.

PoncTBEHHNKH MMOXUIEHHBIX OPaThEB MPUHSIIN PENICHHE MUKETUPOBATH MOJK 0 TEX, II0Ka HE Y3HAIOT O
MecTOHaxoXIeHnH YepcueBhix. B pesynprare, poCTBEHHUKAM yIal0Ch JOOUTHCS TOATBEPIKACHUS OT
komaHoBaHus nojka BOXP ¢dakra noxuiieHus OparbeB. BeIICHHIOCH, YTO HX 3a0pajid B KA4eCTBE
3aJI0)KHUKOB, TaK KaK OJIMH U3 YWICHOB 3TOW CEMbH SIBIISIETCS YHaCTHUKOM BOOPYKEHHBIX ()OPMUPOBaHHUI
YPU. YcnoBue nx 0CBOOOXKICHUSI - sIBKA C MOBUHHOI 3TOro O0eBuka. [1o coctosiHuio Ha 10 mast
POACTBEHHUKHN YepCHEBBIX MPOAOIDKAIOT MUKETUPOBAHUE, TPEOYSI OCBOOOINTH OXUIIEHHBIX OpaTheB
UYepcueBbIX.

YepyxanoB Hcxan Pam3anoBuy, Mecto sxutesnbeTBa: npox. B noc. Oiicxapa (HoBorpo3neHckuid)
I'ynepmecckoro p-na. Uepyxanos Mcxan Pam3anoBuu, nposx. B oc. Oicxapa (HoBorpo3HeHckuit)
I'ynepmecckoro p-Ha; 3a1epxKaH 1 pora 0e3 BECTH.

3aneprkaH cCOTpyIHUKaMU (pefepabHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYP B X0/1€ "a/ipecHoil crenonepanuu’” B CBOEM
nome okoio 17:00 8 ssaBapst 2002 r. BMecte ¢ oToM YepyxanoBeiM Pam3zanom u 6parom UepyxaHOBBIM
Pycnmanom Pam3anoBudem, u "nucues".

PaiioHHbIE CHIIOBBIC CTPYKTYPBI OTPHIAIN CBOIO ITPUYACTHOCTH K UX 33/I€PKAHUIO.

1] "Memopuan" mHampasui 3amnpoc npoxypopy UP B.UepHoBy Ne 41/02 ot 12 staBaps 2002 T.

YepyxanoB Pam3aH , MeCTO )KHUTEIECTBA: MPOXK. B oc. Oticxapa (HoBorposuenckuit) I'ynepmecckoro p-
Ha. YepyxanoB Pam3an, mpox. B oc. Oiicxapa (HoBorposueHckuit) I'ynepmecckoro p-Ha; 3aiepkaH 1
mpomnai 6e3 BeCTH.

3aneprkaH COTpyIHUKAMH (heaepanbHBIX CHIOBBIX CTPYKTYP B X0/1¢€ "a/JpecHoil crenonepanun’ B CBOEM
nome okono 17:00 8 ssuBaps 2002 r. BMecTe chIHOBBsIME UepyxaHoBbIM Mcxanom Pam3anoBuueMm (cM.) 1
UepyxanoBeiM Pycnanom Pam3anosuuem, u "ucues".

PaiioHHBIE CUIIOBBIE CTPYKTYPBI OTPULIANIA CBOIO IIPUYACTHOCTD K UX 3aEPIKAHUIO.

[1L "Memopuan" Harpasui 3anpoc npokypopy UP B.UeprnoBy Ne 41/02 ot 12 siuBapsi 2002 r.

Yepyxanos Pycinan Pam3aHoBHMY, MECTO XUTENBCTBA: POXK. B 1oc. Oiicxapa (HoBorpo3HeHckwit)
I'ynepmecckoro p-aa. YepyxanoB Pycian Pam3anoBuy, npox. B moc. Oiicxapa (HoBorpo3neHckuit)
I'ynepmecckoro p-Ha; 3a/iepxKaH 1 Iporiai 0e3 BECTH.

3anepikaH coTpyIHUKaMU (eepanbHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYp B X0/1¢ "a/ipecHoil crenonepanun” B cBoeM
nome oxouo 17:00 8 saBapst 2002 r. BMecte Oparom UepyxanoBbiM Mcxanom Pam3anoBuuem (cM.) U oTLOM
UepyxanoBelM Pam3zanom, u "ucues".

PaiioHHbIEe CHIIOBBIE CTPYKTYPBI OTPHIAIN CBOIO MTPUYACTHOCTH K UX 33/I€PXKAHUIO.

[1L1 "Memopuan" HarpaBu 3arnpoc rnpokypopy UP B.Uepnory Ne 41/02 ot 12 suBapst 2002 r.

YuraeB Myxapoek A6aypaxmanoBu4, 1970r.p.. YUnraes MyxapOek Aomypaxmanosud, 1970 r. p.;
3ajiepkaH U mpornai 0e3 BecTu.

YyacTHUK BoOpy>KeHHBIX (popmupoBannii YPH, o ciioBam poacTBEHHUKOB, BMECTE CO CBOMM TOBAPHIIEM
CyneiimanoBbsIM bekxanoMm MukannoBuieM (CM.) peLIMIIM CIaThesl peepaaIbHbIM BOHCKaM, CI0XKUTh
OpYXXH€ 1 BEPHYThCS K MUPHON >KU3HH.

B nauane despans 2000 r. CynefimanoB u UnraeB BHIIIUTH K TTO3UITUSAM (eepanbHBIX CHI B paiiOHE Cell
Pournn-Yy u I'exu-Uy, 6611 00CTPEISIHBI POCCHICKAME BOSHHOCITYKAIUMH 1 3a/1epKaHbI; IPH 3TOM
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Bekxan CyneiimanoB Obu1 paneH (cBuaerenu 3aaepxanus - Cynran u Mciaam XaiaauxopoeBsl U ipyrue
skutenu ¢. Pourau-Uy).

Ponurenu bexxana CyneliMaHoBa y3HaIH 0 npoucieamem B konne Mapra 2000 r. 1 Hayaay MOUCKU ChIHA.
B ampene 2000 r. B ux pacnopsiKeHUU OKa3ajcsl JaTUPOBaHHbIN 12 anpens CIHICOK JIOAEH,
COJIEPKABILIUXCS HA TEPPUTOPUH CTaphIX CKJIAJ0B 3epHOXpaHunuia B ¢. Pomnu-Uy. B cnucke 3Haunmucsy
TIOJTHBIE NaHHbBIC U aapeca bekxana CyneitmanoBa n Myxapbeka Uuraesa. Ha tepputopun
3epHOXPAHMIINIIA AUCIOMUPOBAINCH MOJpa3AeieHus 245-T0 MOTOCTPEIKOBOTO ITOJIKA.

Kpowme Toro, B mapte 2000 1. math bekxana CyieiimanoBa Obiia BeI3BaHa B HTYIIETHIO, B CT.
CrenmoBcKylo, K COTPYAHUKY YTOJIOBHOTO po3bicka [IyroeBy SkyOy, KOTOpPBIi moka3ain eif eé sxe
3asBIIeHUE, IKOOBI npuinenmee u3 I'ynepmeca. I1yroes mosicHui, 4To OT HEro TpeOyIOT JaHHBIX Ha
bekxana CyneiiMaHOBa 1 MOATBEPKICHUE OKA3aHUN MaTepH 10 (aKTy 3a7ep>KaHus CbIHA. DTH JaHHbIC,
SIKOOBI, HCOOXOAUMBI Tl BO30YKICHHUS YTOJIOBHOTO JIeya.

Kpome Toro, B 07iHO# U3 ra3et poJCTBEHHUKH MPOYNTaIH, 4TO B PocToBe-Ha-/loHy ObLT OCyK/1eH
CyneiiMaHoB Ha 5 €T (UM, OTYECTBO, BO3pACT HE ObIIIM yKa3aHbl).

JlocTroBepHbIx cBefeHU 0 MecToHaxoxaeHnu CyneiiMaHoBa u Unraesa y poJCTBEHHUKOB HET.

Yuxye Maromen Cyaranosud, 1954r.p., mecto xurenscTBa: npox. B ¢. Ctapsie Ataru I'po3HeHCKOro
(cenbckoro) p-Ha, yiu. LlBerounas. YukyeB Maromen CyntanoBud, 1954 r. p., mpox. B c. Ctapeie Ataru
I'posnenckoro (cenbckoro) p-Ha, yi. L{BeTounas; 3aaepskaH 1 nponai 0e3 BeCTu.

3ajep)kaH COTpyIHUKaMH (DeiepatbHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYp B cBoeM nome 30 suBapst 2002 r., u "ucues".
OxoIto TpHIIaTH BOCHHBIX, Tpuexasime Ha BTPe u aBromo0mine YAS3 ¢ 3aMa3aHHBIMH HOMEpaMH,
BOPBAJIKCH B 1I0M UHMKYEBBIX M IPUKA3aJId BCEM BBIWTH 13 IoMa. Maromesa u ero IByX ChIHOBEH
MTOCTaBMJIM K CTEHKE, 3a0pany y HUX JOKYMEHTHI, B JoMe poBeiH 00bIcK. [Tacropra ceiHOBEl BEpHYIH, a
Maromeny npuKa3saiy CIE€0BaTh 32 HUMH - CKa3ajH, 4TO "OTIYCTAT, KaK TOJILKO MPOBEPST TOKYMEHTHI,
€CIIM 32 HUM HE 3HAYHUTCS HU4Yero mpoTuBo3akoHHOTo". ITocie 3toro M. Yukyes "ucues".

Poncreennnky oOpamiainch B pa3iHyHble OQUIMaIbHBIE CTPYKTYPHI, B TOM YHcie B IpoKyparypy YP, Ho
Ha koHer arperst 2002 1. o MmecToHaxoxaeHnH Maromena UnkyeBa HI9ero He H3BECTHO.

YumaeB Anam DmueBnd, 1963r.p., Mecto xutenbcTBa: mpox. B r.11lamm, yn. MensaudaHas n.71. Ynmaes
Anam Omuesud, 1963 r. p., mpox. B r.1Hamm, yin. MensamuHast .71, 3agepixad u your.

A.Uumaes panee padotan B MBJl YPH, Ho 5 mas 2000 r. 6bu1 ounmansHo amHuctupoBat, Llaniuackum
PO @©CBb 06b11a BeIZaHA COOTBETCTBYIOIIAS CIIPABKA.

3anepkaH BOCHHOCTY KaIllMMH, CTOSBIIMMH B 3acajie (Ha HEMOCTOSSHHOM 0J10K-11ocTy) Mexxay T. [llamu u c.
I'epmenuyk 3 nexadps 2000 r. [Tociie HeNPoOJOIKHUTENBHOI Oece/ibl BOGHHBIE HEOXKUIaHHO CXBATHIIH €ro,
HaJIeIH Hapy4HUKY, 3aTosikany B 1ok BTP u yBe3nu B cropony r.I'po3Horo. B Tot ke Beuep B
TEJIEBU3MOHHBIX HOBOCTSIX OBLIO OOBSBIECHO, YTO "3a/epkaH copaTHUK MacxanoBa Anam Unmaes".

Teno poACTBEHHUKH HAILIU U ONO3HANIU B [I0JBaJe OJHOU U3 a4 B JaYHOM MOCeNKe "310poBbe" psAaoM ¢
Xankayoi (rmaBHOU 6a30# QenepanbHBIX cuil B UedHe) U BEIBE3NIN OTTYA 32 BBIKYII B 3 THIC. JOJII. 15
¢espanst 2001 r. A.UnmaeB ObIT YOUT TpeMs BRICTPEIaMHU B 00J1aCTh CepAlia, Telo Ob11o 00e300pakeHo
TIBITKaMH.

A Yumaes 65u1 moxopoHeH Ha kianourie B [lamm 17 despanst 2000 .

VYromnosHoe neno Ne 21037 o ct. 105 4. 2 YK P® (yOuiictBo) "no paxTy 00HapYyKEHHS MacCOBOTO
3aXOpOHEHHs B JauHOM MaccuBe" ((hopMyJIMpoBKa NPOKypaTypsl) Bo30yxaeHo 24 mapta 2001 r. u
paccieyercs opranamu mpokyparypsl UeueHckoit PecryOnuku.

Yumaes Xacan J>KyHauI0BUY, MECTO KUTEIbCTBA: NpoXK. B ¢. Kypuanoil. Yumaes Xacan JxyHanznosud,
mpox. B ¢. Kypuanoii; 3anep:xan u your.

3ajepikaH cOTpyIHUKaMU (befiepanbHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYp B Xoze "3aunctku c. Kypuanoii 16 uions
2001 r., u "ucues"; BMecTe ¢ HUM ObUIM 3aJiepKaHbl, "ucuesnn”, a 21 uroHs ObUIM OOHAPYIKEHBI yOUTHIMU
Baxa MaromaioB u Xanmnaiia Xu3pHes.

16 uroHs 0K0J10 4 YacoB yTpa BOCHHBIE, TOIbEXABIINE HA MAIIMHAX C IPUITYIICHHBIMA MOTOPaMH, THXO
BOLLIH BO 1BOp YnmaeBa. B mome B 310 Bpemst Haxoaunuck caM Yumaes, 1948 r.p., ero 15-netHss nous u
xeHa. He ycnena npocHyBILascst 104b cka3aTh: "Y Hac KTO-TO XOAMT IO ABOPY" Kak B 10M, JOMasl IBEpU U
BEIOMBAsI OKHA, BOPBAIKMCH coyaThl. HUUero HU y KOro He CripaimuBasi, OHW Ha4ajH CPBIBATh JABEPH C
mKkadoB 1 mHQOHBEPOB, OIIPOKH/IBIBATH MEOEITh, B311aMbIBATh JOCKH MO AnBaHOM. He Halas Hidero
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KPUMHHAJIBHOTO, OHH, CO clioBaMu: "MpbI cTapuka 3abepem"” yBenu UnmMaena.
21 uroHs cpeau 0OHAPY)KEHHBIX B TOT JIEHb TPYIIOB €T0 TEJIO ObLIO OMO3HAHO POJICTBEHHUKAMH O
OOpBIBKaM OJC)KIBI (KCHA Y3HAIA NICPETUIIOBAHHBINA €10 BOPOTHHUK PyOaIlku).

YonaeB TumupJian AganueBud, 1978r.p., MECTO )KUTENBCTBA: MPOXK. B T. ApryH, yi. ['po3neHckas, 1. 23.
Yonaes Tumupnan Ananuesud, 1978 1. p., Ipox. B T. ApryH, yi. ['po3neHckas, a. 23; 3afepkaH U mporain
0e3 BecTH.

3ajepkaH cOTpyIHUKaMH (heiepabHBIX CHIIOBBIX CTPYKTYP B CBOEM JIOME B X0/Ie "aJJpeCHOTO
Mmeporpusitusa" okono 7:30 yrpa 12 okrs6pst 2001 . BoeHHBIE - 0K0OJIO COPOKa YENIOBEK B KaMy (DIIsHKHOM
¢dopme Ha 1Byx BTPax 0e3 ono3HaBaTesIbHBIX 3HAKOB - TTOIBEXAH K JIOMy TamMepiaHa, IecTepo 3allIi B
JI0M, emé MATh YeJI0BeK B oM OpaTa TamepnaHa, HAIPOTHB B TOM e IBope. BoeHHbIE Hauan 0OBICK; NX
HE 3aMHTEPECOBANIN JIOKYMEHTHI TaMmepiaHa, i KOrja JETH B UCITyTe CTAJIM IUIaKaTh, OWH N3 BOCHHBIX
NIPEAJIOKUI POJLOJKUTE pa3roBop Ha ynuue. Tam, He cka3aB HHU cioBa, T.Honaesa 3aTonkanu B BTPos
yBe3IU B CTOpoHy ['po3Horo, mociie yero oH "ucyes" - Ha konen Mmapta 2002 r. o ero cyp0e HU4ero He
M3BECTHO. A CIIYCTSI MHHYT ABaIIaTh MUHYT COCEIIU CHICTH Ha Omm3nexamniei ynure te ke BTPs1.
PojcTBeHHMKH 00paTHIIHCH C 3asBICHUSIMH K TpeacTaBuTento B. KaiamaHosa B r. ApryH, B ApryHCKYIO
MEXpaloHHYIO IPOKYpaTypy, B KOMEHAATYpY I'. ApryH, B IpokypaTypy YP.
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Dokku Umarov: “We are starting a war on the territory of Russia”
Chechenpress, Division of Mass Information, 09.05.05

The correspondent of the Chechen section of “Radio Liberty” Aiybov Alsan conducted a
short interview with the Minister of National Security of the Chechen Republic of
Ichkeria, the head of the Southern-Western front, Dokku Umarov. When asked about the
recent abductions by Russian terrorists of his relatives, Dokku Umarov said that his 70-
year-old father, 45-year-old-brother, his wife, and 6 month old child, were abducted.
Those who conducted the abduction were criminals from so-called Neftianoy Polk (oil
regiment) headed by Adam Delimkhanov, a close relative of the Kremlin marionette
Ramzan Kadyrov.

Dokku Umarov also stated that, with the help of the very same Kadyrov’s criminals,
Russian Security Services abducted several close relatives of a Minister of the Chechen
Republic of Ichkeria’s government Abdul-Vakhab Hussainov. He also shared with the
correspondent of “Radio Svoboda” (Radio Liberty) his concerns that the relatives of
Chechen leaders taken hostage by Russian forces, including relatives of the deceased
president Aslan Maskhadov, had been secretly killed by Putin’s terrorists because of
disclosure of this information by mass media around the world.

Referring to the correspondent’s words concerning the lack of information on battles in
Chechnya, Dokku Umarov mentioned that the lack of information does not demonstrate
decrease in the intensity of the clashes; it rather illustrates that Putin’s regime pressures
mass media and turned Chechnya into the zone closed fro independent journalists. He
also stated that in various regions of the country, especially in the mountains and hills,
battles take place on a daily basis and the enemy sustains heavy losses.

The correspondent asked how the death of president Aslan Maskhadov affected the
Resistance Forces. Dokku Umarov replied that although this is undoubtedly a heavy loss
for the Resistance and the entire Chechen nation, however it did not negatively affect
military capabilities and the unity of the Chechen fighters. According to Dokku Umarov,
the Chechen commandment has a necessary number of fighters and reservists in order to
quickly increase the number of fighters in the Resistance’s troops.

To the question concerning professional and personal qualities of the new Chechen
president Abdul-Khalim Sadulaev, Dokku Umarov stated that the new Chechen leader
without a doubt is held in great respect among the fighters and the commandment as a
man with expert knowledge of Sharia norms and the traditional Chechen law. He
emphasized that the fighters deeply respect Abdul-Khalim Sadulaev’s crystal honesty and
fairness. All members of the GKO (defense committee) Mojusul Shura, all commanders
and fighters of the resistance have already sworn to the new Chechen president.
Concerning further plans of GKO (defense committee) Mojusul Shura, Dokku Umarov
stated that so far the intention of the Resistance Forces to put the burden of military
actions on the military’s territories has been constrained by Aslan Maskhadov’s
requirements to conduct military operations within the borders of Chechnya. However,
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taking into consideration that today killings and abductions of Chechen civilians aren’t
just common but also have a demonstrative nature, the GKO (defense committee)
Mojusul Shura decided to start conducting large-scale operations on the territory of
Russia. According to Dokku Umarov, the Resistance forces are being regrouped, all
available forces are being counted, and the commandment decides on the direction of
main assaults.

Jokky Ymapon: «Mbl HaUnHaeM BOiiHy Ha TeppuTopun Poccum)
Yeuennpecc, Otnen CMU, 09.05.05r.

Koppecnornent yeueHckoit pexakiuu «Pagro Cobona» Ar60B Acian mpoBen
KOpPOTKO€ MHTEPBbIO ¢ MUHUCTpOM HannonaneHoit besonacnoctn YPU,
komaHayromuM FOro-3amagasiv ppontom Jlokky YmapossiM. Ha mpocs0y
KOPPECMOH/IEHTA MOATBEPAUTH HHPOPMAIMIO O HOBBIX MOXHUILIEHUAX
POCCHUICKHMH TEPPOPUCTAMH ETO POACTBEHHUKOB, JIOKKY YMapoB ckasad,

YTO MOXHIIEHBI ero 70-neTHul ore, 45-neTHUM Opart, KeHa 1

[ecTUMEeCSYHbINA pebeHoK. HemocpencTBeHHBIME UCTIOTHUTESIME TOXUIICHUS
SIBIJIMCH OAHJIUTHI U3 TaK HA3bIBAEMOT0 «HE(TSHOTO MOJIKa, TJIaBapeM
KOTOPBIX SBJISETCS HEKTO Aam JlennMxaHOB — OJMU3KHIA POJICTBEHHUK
KpemiieBCKoil MapuoHeTku Pam3ana Kanpiposa.

Jlokky YMapoB Take COOOIIMII, YTO POCCHICKHE CIELICTYKObI pyKaMH TEX Ke
KaJIbIPOBCKUX 0aHIUTOB MOXUTUIN HECKOJIBKO OJM3KUX POJACTBEHHUKOB
MuHHCTpa npaButenbeTBa YPU Xycannoa AOmyn-Baxaba. OH Takxke
nojenuics ¢ koppecnonzenTom «Panno CBo6oa» CBOUMHU ONACEHUSAMHU
OTHOCHUTEJILHO TOTO, YTO B35IThI€ POCCUHUCKUMU KapaTelsiMU B 3aJI0)KHUKU
POJCTBEHHUKHU YEUEHCKUX JIUIEPOB, B TOM YHCIIE U POACTBEHHUKHU

noruduiero mpesuaeHTa Aciana Macxasosa, yKe TaifHO yOUTBI Iy THHCKUMHU
TEpPPOPHCTAMU U3-3a OIVIACKU ATUX cBeeHUH B MupoBbIXx CMU.

Ha cnoBa koppecnonnenta «Paguo Croboaa» o ckyaoctu 00eBoit
nHpopmanuu u3 Yeunu, Jlokky YMapoB OTBETHII, UTO CKYAOCTh HH(POpMALUK
CBHJIETEJILCTBYET HE O CHU)KEHUU MHTEHCUBHOCTHU OOEBBIX NEHCTBUI, a
TOJIBKO 0 TOM, uTo pexxuM I[lyTtuna 3axxumaer CMU, npespatus YeuHto B
30HY, 3aKPBITYIO [UIsl HE3aBUCUMBIX KypHaIUCTOB. OH OTMETHII, UTO B
pa3IMYHbIX pailloHaX CTpaHbl, U OCOOEHHO B ropax U NPearopbsx,

©XEHEBHO YT MaclITaOHble OO ¢ OKKYTIaHTaMH U IPOTUBHUK HECET
TSKEIIbIE IOTEPH.

KoppecnonaeHT 3aa1 BOpoc 0 TOM, KaKue IMOCIEACTBUS ATl CUJ
ConpotuBieHus nosiekna rudens npesuaeHra Aciana Macxanosa. JIokky
YMapoB OTBETUJI, UTO 3TO O€3yCIIOBHO Tskenas noteps 1711 ConpoTUBICHUS
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¥ BCET0 YeUEHCKOIro Hapo/1a, OIHAKO Ha OOECTIOCOOHOCTH U CINIOYCHHOCTH
yeyeHCKUX O0uIoB rudenp Aciiana MacxagoBa He OKa3ajla HUKaKUX
HeratuBHbIX nocienctsui. [1o cnoBam Jlokky YmMapoBa, ueueHCKOe
KOMaHIOBaHUE JACPKUT MO PY>KbeM HEOOXOAMMOE KOJIUYECTBO OONUIIOB 1
o0yajjaeT HeOOXOIMMBIMU pe3epPBaMHU, UTOOBI B HYKHBIII MOMEHT PE3KO
YCWJIUTh KOJIMYECTBEHHBIN cocTaB OTps0B CONpOTUBICHUS.

Ha Bompoc o rocyapcTBEHHBIX M JIMYHBIX Ka4eCTBAaX HOBOI'O YEYEHCKOIO
npe3uaeHta Aoayn-Xamuma Cagynaesa, JJokky YMapoB 3asiBIIT, YTO HOBBIH
YEeUeHCKU JIUIep MOIb3yeTcs cpeid OONUIIOB U KOMaHIUPOB O€3yCI0BHBIM
aBTOPUTETOM Kak OnecTsiuii 3HaTok HopM [llapuara u yeueHCKOro
TPaJAULIMOHHOTO MIPaBa, U YTO MO Kaxe[aM IrTyOOKO UMIIOHHUPYET
KpHUCTaJbHasl YECTHOCTh U cupaBeniuBocTh AOayn-Xanuma CanynaeBa. Bee
yiersl [ KO — Mamxiucyins [lypa, Bce koManaupsl u 6oiisl COMpoOTHUBICHUS
y>Ke IPUHECIIN NIPUCATY HOBOMY ueueHcKkomy IIpesuneHry.

Koppecnonnent cnpocuit o ganpHenmux mianax I'KO — Mapxnucyns lypa.
Jlokky YMapoB 3asiBiII, 4TO HaMepeHue cuil CONpoTUBICHUS IEPEHECTH
BOCHHBIE JICUCTBUS HA TEPPUTOPUIO IIPOTUBHUKA JIO CUX IIOP CAEPKUBAIOCH
TpeboBaHusaMu AcnaHa MacxazoBa OorpaHHYMBAaTh OOEBBIE ONEPALUU
tepputopueit Yeunn. OgHAKO Tenepb, Koraa yOuinCcTBa U MOXUIIECHUS
YEeUCHCKMX MHUPHBIX KUTEIEH MPUOOpen He TOJIbKO MacIITaOHbIH, HO U
nemoHcTpatuBHbIi xapaktep, ' KO — Mamxnucyns Illypa npunsn pemenue eie
B 3TOM IOy IPUCTYNUTh K IMUPOKOMACIITAOHBIM OIEpaLisIM Ha TEPPUTOPUU
Poccun. Ha nannblii MOMEHT, 110 ciioBaM JIokKy YMapoBa, uaet
HeperpynnupoBKa noapasaencHuii ConpoTUBICHMs], y4€T BCEX HaJTUYHBIX CUII
U OIIPEAEIAIOTCS HAIIPABJICHUS TJIaBHBIX YIapOB.

http://www.chechenpress.info/events/2005/05/09/08.shtml
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