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I. Cases of provocative violations of the rights 
and basic freedoms in criminal proceedings of Russian Federation
During June-September 2007, the All-Russia Public Movement “For Human Rights” has recorded the following examples of provocative violation of the rights and basic freedoms, protected by the European Convention, committed by the authorities of the Russian Federation. 
An example of such violation is bringing knowingly innocent persons to criminal responsibility. There also appears another tendency – such as use of indirect political repressions – accusation of a human rights advocate’s close relative.

1. Alina Zhukova case (City of Ufa)
A classical example of such form of repressions is a verdict brought against 22-years old citizen of the city of Ufa (capital of Bashkiria – a region in composition of the Russian Federation) student Alina Anatolyevna Zhukova. The Investigative Directorate of the Internal Affairs Department of Ufa city initiated a criminal case against her [Alina Zhukova] on 13 October 2006. She was charged with drug offence. The reason for the detention served a so-called “control procurement”, supposedly performed by a young man under militia provocation. The essence of the provocation was that a certain Fyodor Polyakov, who was planted by police a dose of marijuana, to avoid being brought to responsibility, agreed to create a situation in which he would pass to Alina Zhukova preliminarily marked money. By that moment, he already had in his pocket 2 packs with “plant substance” as supposedly received from Zhukova. Later on, having repented in having taken participation in the provocation, Fyodor Polyakov addressed an application to the Procuracy General of the Russian Federation, and personally arrived in court for giving testimony. However, at the beginning, the judge refused to conduct questioning the latter and later, the court considered the testimony be defamation against militia service. 
Russian human rights advocates deemed that aforementioned fabricated case was an example of indirect political repression, given Alina’s mother – a well-known human rights advocate Almira Rashitovna Zhukova is one of the leaders of the “For Human Rights” Movement local organization. Almira Zhukova has actively participated in defence of rights of convicts, disclosure of torture-like conditions in Bashkiria colonies, rendering assistance to victims of militia special operation in city of Blagoveshchensk in December 2004 (from 350 up to 1000 persons had suffered then from militia “sweeping”). Arrest of her daughter Alina happened several days after Almira Zhukova had hold a press conference, where she spoke about cruel slaughter against convicts of some colony in Meleuz city (Bashkiria), in which mass suicide attempts had been registered. Forced to act like a militia provocateur, Fyodor Polyakov testifies that he witnessed militia officers talking between themselves that the operation against Alina had served as revenge to her mother and that Alina’s case was hopeless.  

 On 14 October 2006, the Oktyabrsky District Court of the city of Ufa sanctioned arrest of Alina Zhukova. In spite of wave of protests and appeals from human rights advocates, the Bashkiria Supreme Court (second instance court) approved the arrest. 
 An all-Russia campaign against fabricated prosecution of the student has started. On 10 December 2006, participants of the Second All-Russia Congress in protection of human rights made a special statement “On Fabricating of Case against Alina Zhukova”. The statement said: “The All-Russia Congress in Protection of Human Rights deems “ordered” fabrication of criminal cases with respect to human rights advocates and their close relatives to be a way of pressuring the civil society, being a very dangerous practice, causing irreparable damage to judicial system in our country. In reality – it is a form of hostage taking, demonstration of real law-enforcement extremism. Such ordered slaughters become especially dangerous when actions of law-enforcement agencies, supervisory and judiciary instances are “inter-coordinated”. 
In July 2007, the City Court of Ufa sentenced Alina Zhukova to 7 years of deprivation of freedom. The court ignored position of the European Court for Human Rights, which had repeatedly underlined inadmissibility of accusation based on provocation as it breaks Art. 6 of the European Convention (Vanyan v. Russia; Khudobin v. Russia; Teixeira de Castro v. Portugalia). 

The cruelty of the verdict shocked everyone. Only after Ella Panfilova’s (the Chairperson of the President of the Russian Federation Council furthering the Development of Civil Society Institutions Supporting Civil Rights) appeal to the Bashkiria Procurator and after Henry Reznik’s (the Chairman of the Presidium of the Moscow City Bar Association) participation in cassational hearings on Zhukova’s case as observer from the Public Chamber of the Russian Federation, the Bashkiria Supreme Court has modified the charges and reduced term of sentence to 11 months. At the beginning of September, Albina [probably a misprint – translator’s note] was released.   

2. Continuous repressions in «Yukos» case
Presently, both in Russia and in western countries, conclusion that «Yukos» case is a political one and is accompanied by numerous violations of Russian and international law, has been practically declared a consensus and determines decisions of courts upon requests from the Russian part. Russian society expresses more sympathy and solidarity to those convicted in this case, in particular, to Mikhail Khodorkovsky, Platon Lebedev, Svetlana Bakhmina and Alexey Pichugin. In response, the authorities keep defiantly increasing hard and cruel treatment of the defendants.    

Official and half-official advocacy now presents «Yukos» and «Menatep» not only as tax fraudsters who decided to buy political influence, but as super-thieves, who had stolen hundreds of billions of dollars (!) from the state, and even as owners of some contract killers syndicate.  

As you know, the trial against «Yukos» Oil Company started on 19 June 2003, with arrest of military secret service retiree Alexey Pichugin - the head of the «Yukos»’s Economical Security Department. 

The defence has all grounds to state that after the arrest, FSB [Federal Security Service] officers, not having any reasons to participate in the investigation, had subjected him [Pichugin], to unlawful interrogation, having used psychotropic substances. They demanded Pichugin to give testimony against Mikhail Khodorkovsky, supposing that Pichugin, as a KGB veteran – an insider, could accuse the oil tycoon. However, Pichugin refused to give testimony. Then, grounded on testimony of convicted criminals-recidivists, Pichugin was doomed to 24 years of imprisonment in a colony of high security for assassinations, which he had supposedly committed on Nevzlin’s order. However, the Procuracy, not satisfied by the verdict, requested it to be reviewed as a too mild one. This shows a tendency to take revenge against “the traitors” - veterans of defence and law-enforcement agencies, who refused to support the state in its fight against the big business. As a result, in July 2007, the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation reviewed the verdict and doomed Pichugin to a lifelong imprisonment. The defence deems all the aforementioned unlawful. 

The Kremlin’s fight against Khodorkovsky has turned him into a symbol of moral opposition to outrage and unlawfulness, to moral alternative to the existing regime. In January 2007, the Procuracy General of the Russian Federation took a new decision in a new trial against Khodorkovsky and Lebedev – they are charged with having “stolen” all oil, which had been produced by «Yukos». According to the law, investigation should be conducted in the region where the crime has been committed, i.e. in the city of Moscow. This would mean that Khodorkovsky, who has become a living reproach to Putin, on the eve of presidential elections should has been brought to Moscow and openly tried in one of the Moscow courts. Experience of a ten-days picket at the Meshchansky District Court in May 2005, frightened the authorities. In this connection, the Procuracy General and the Federal Service for Execution of Punishment took an absolutely unlawful decision to move the trial and investigation of a new case against Khodorkovsky and Lebedev to the east-Siberian city of Chita – in the region bounded by China and Mongolia. Twice - in March and April 2007, Moscow courts have found this decision unlawful. However, the Procuracy General refused to execute decision of the court and the Chita Court declared the investigation lawful. Finally, on 13 September, the Presidium of the Moscow City Court denied appeal of the judge of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation against decision of the Moscow courts about unlawfulness of investigation in Chita. Nevertheless, there is no way for Khodorkovsky and Lebedev to be transferred to the city of Moscow (where they had supposedly committed crimes, while managing the company and disposing of the shares) prior to the elections. 
3. Unlawful detainment of political prisoner Mikhail Trepashkin in solitary confinement
Another expressive example of revenge, taken by the state against its “insiders” – security service veterans, having objected to the state policy, became the case of attorney Mikhail Trepashkin.  On 22 October 2003 (three days prior to arrest of Mikhail Khodorkovsky), he was unlawfully arrested (as it is established by the court). A revolver happened to be planted in his car. When this charge was denied, in May 2004 he was doomed to 4 years labour camp for allegedly divulging state secrets of the liquidated KGB service and keeping some different-caliber cartridges at home.  

In violation of the law (Art. 73 of the Correctional Code of the Russian Federation – on serving sentence at correctional facilities within the territory of a constituent entity of the Russian Federation where the convicts resided), Mikhail Trepashkin was sent under convoy a thousand kilometers away – to the industrial Ural city of Nizhniy Tagil, Sverdlovsk Oblast. It takes approximately two days to get there by train from Moscow. Trepashkin is farther of five children and he suffers from bronchial asthma of IV-th (the gravest) form. However, on violation of the law, he has not been taken to the hospital and was taken away when a drop-counter was installed. After a number of fabricated charges of having committed disciplinary violations, administration started to appeal through the court, for Trepashkin being transferred to a minimum security correctional facility. In connection with the trial, starting with March 2007, Trepashkin has been kept in a solitary confinement. Presently, he is detained in a solitary confinement of a cell-type facility (PFRSI) of FGU IK-13 colony (the Nizhniy Tagil city, 622013, Festivalnaya str.), notwithstanding that by the decision the court, he had been sentenced to a labour-camp regime. 
In March 2007, by the decree of the Tagilstroyevsk District Court, M.I. Trepashkin, for supposedly having violated the regime, was transferred to IK-13 colony of minimum security until the term of the sentence is over. However, this decision has not entered into force, it has been appealed in the Sverdlovsk Oblast Court and after a cassational examination, the case was refereed to the lower court for elimination of procedural violations.

Hence, in violation of the law and regulations of the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, Trepashkin is serving his sentence in much graver conditions then it had been determined by the court. Principles of humanity and fair justice have been gravely violated in his respect. 
4. Anti-cough pills case
It is necessary to draw attention to such violation of human rights in Russia, as fabrication of judicial cases with the purpose to obtain indirect political profit - demonstration of their power and influence, by influential instances. The point is about such a malicious structure as the Federal Service for Control of Illegal Drug Traffic. It was founded, having substituted and with participation of employees of the Federal Tax Police, which was liquidated in spring 2004. At that time, it was headed by the ex-prime-minister Mikhail Fradkov. The new service was entrusted to FBI- officer and Vladimir Putin’s friend Viktor Cherkesov. Since, prior to that, drug traffic had been combated by militia service, the new institution rushed to prove its importance. They had inspired cases against veterinarians and medical specialists, prohibited many analgetics, alleviants and anti-asthma medicine. When this has caused mass protest campaigns, including international actions, and the Supreme Court of Russia declared medicine used by doctors lawful, the new institutions started hunting grannies, in whose gardens poppies happened to having grown, book stores and others. Especially losing has become a so-called “chemists case”, which has caused several rallies in Moscow. Leadership of some chemical company was arrested and charged with having sold ester (one supposedly could use it to purify heroine). In reality, the case was about refusal to pay release-money. When the court sent back the case, and released the arrested, Cherkesov’s institution created a new process, demonstrating its efficiency. 
On 10 September, the Tverskoy District Court of the city of Moscow sentenced two Byelorussian citizens Alexander Chechurov and Sergey Lagun, charged under Art. 188 para 2 (smuggling) of the CC RF and Art. 228/1 para 3 “d” (illegal production, procurement, storage, transportation, delivery or sale of drugs or psychotropic substances) for having sold “Tussal” medicine (anti-cough pills), which contains psychotropic substances, to 14 years of deprivation of liberty with serving their sentence in the high security colony each. 
This medicine is freely sold in pharmacies of Poland and Byelorussia. The accused have been defrauded to come to Moscow by way of provocation. The Drug control service has performed investigative works against citizens of another state, not having informed about their actions representatives of law-enforcement institutions of the Republic of Byelorussia.  

On 7 March 2007, the Federal Service for Drug Control staff members detained two Byelorussian citizens – Baranovichi residents Sergey Lagun and Alexander Chechurov at an attempt to sell a big batch of “Tussal” anti-cough pills. “Tussal” contains dekstrometorphan hydrobromide, a substance that is included in Russian list of psychotropic substances. However, this substance presents difficulty for extraction and for that reason, the medicine is allowed for personal use. A Federal Service for Drug Control staff member having contacted as a medical specialist Lagun and Chechurov through Internet, offered them to bring 1000 packs of “Tussal” to Moscow, having explained that the medicine was required for some pharmacy. This was a provocation, refused by the European Court. We see that this case is similar to Albina Zhukova’s case, which is examined in the first paragraph. 1000 packs of Tussal pills contain in aggregate 15 mg of dekstrometorphan hydrobromide. Thus, automatically, summing content of this substance in all medicines, it could be applied regulations on unlawful storage and procurement of psychotropic substances on a particularly large scale. However, experienced lawyers state that the point can be only about violation of trade rules – an attempt to sell a medicine in absence of a license for pharmaceutical activity. In Russia – it is just an administrative violation, punished with a fine. 
5. Lyudmila Kharlamova case (City of Orenburg) 
Annex

When examples of the outstanding cases of violation of the civil rights in the Russian justice had been prepared, the All-Russia Public Movement «The Other Russia» received casefile materials of «The Other Russia» activist Lyudmila Vladimirovna Kharlamova who was detained under a fabricated charge in drug offence. This is deemed to be a typical example of bringing those knowingly innocent to criminal responsibility, demonstration of political repressions, using such a time-tried trick as planting narcotics (similar to the aforementioned case of Alina Zhukova).

Secretary of «The Other Russia» Coalition Orenburg Steering Committee Lyudmila Vladimirovna Kharlamova was detained on 13 September 2007, 9 p.m. in Orenburg, Znamensk proyezd. The reason for the detention was that L.V. Kharlamova supposedly possessed 2 grams of heroin narcotic. Those events happened amid different provocations carried out against facilitators of «The Other Russia» regional conferences, aimed at failure of so-called “primaries” of oppositional forces, organized in August-September.    
Civil activists deem that persecution of Kharlamova is a political provocation aimed at frightening participants of «The Other Russia» Coalition and prevent her from participating in the All-Russia Coalition Meeting on 30 September 2007 in Moscow. 

A group of 6 persons carried out Kharlamova’s detention: one woman (Shumkina) and 5 men. Kharlamova has been well acquainted with all of them during last several years. Onу of them, A.A. Balabanov - staff member of the Constitutional Regime Section of the UFSB [FSB Department] for the Orenburg Oblast, others – staff members of the 8th Section of the UBOP [Directorate for Combating Organized Crime] UVD [Department of Internal Affairs] on combating terrorism and extremism, headed by acting chief of the Section B. Yermekov. 
L.V. Kharlamova informed through her defence lawyer what her detention procedure looked like. Staff of the UBOP UVD 8th Section twisted her hands behind her back, fixed handcuffs and then pressed her to a tree. Then Nikitin put a small packet in her pocket where the narcotic happened to be found. After that, they took Kharlamova to the first gambling place and fully searched her. She was taken to the UBOP on Dubitsky Street by midnight. Then a person, not being even an expert in the field, took cuts from her nails and scrapes from her fingers. An expert opinion, which certified heroin traces, is even of the same day – 13 September 2007! In other words, the expertise including execution of the official certificate, did not take more than 5 minutes! 

Kharlamova’s parents addressed an appeal to the Human Rights Ombudsman of the Russian Federation V.P. Lukin.
Kharlamova has repeatedly addressed to the Procuracy of the Oblast, to leadership of the UVD, to deputies of the Oblast Legislative Assembly complaining about being persecuted together with other representatives of the opposition by staff of the UBOP UVD 8th Section.    
Kharlamova’s parents report that their daughter had never used drugs; she is not registered in the Narcotic and Psychoneurologic Dispensary, graduated with honors from a college for teacher education this year and is an honored donor (i.e. regularly passes medical examination). Supposition that a donor, who is perfectly informed that he/she, being an active member of an oppositional organization, and is closely watched by the authorities could deal with drugs - is nonsense.
“Ordered” character of the actions taken against Kharlamova is confirmed by other facts as well:
On 15 September, the Leninsky Court of Orenburg city tried the case on choosing measure of restraint with respect to L.V. Kharlamova; her mother and sister arrived in the court to pass to the public defender some documents regarding L.V. Kharlamova. Before the beginning of the court session, staff members of the Leninsky ROVD [Local Police Precinct] detained Kharlamova’s mother and sister and took them to the Leninsky ROVD where the women were released only after the court had made a decision on placing Kharlamova in the investigative isolator. Hence, staff members of the Leninsky ROVD by their actions blocked for the necessary documents to be presented in the court and which could affect the decision taken by the court.
On 14 September, staff members of the UBOP 8th Section also participated in an unsanctioned search (under investigator’s order only) in L.V. Kharlamova’s apartment on the following address: Turkestanskaya ul., 126, kv. 55. I.N. Kharlamova – the mother of the detained reports that  staff member Belov entered a room with her daughters’ things (while other staff members were distracting attention of members of the family, asking them different questions), opened the wardrobe, hid himself behind the opened door of the wardrobe, took a bag and found a small packet with narcotics in the bag. No more drugs were found in the apartment. I.N. Kharlamova believes that it was Belov, who planted the narcotic in the bag. At the same time, during the search, police members seized numerous objects recorded in the search report and related to political activity of L.V. Kharlamova («Trudodni», «Drug Naroda», «Narodniy Nablyudatel», «Drugoi Vzglyad» newspaper circulations; «Limonov v. Putin» book, Kharlamova’s correspondence with convict A. Tonkikh, member of the former NBP [the National Bolshevik Party], records of «The Other Russia» Orenburg Conference, computer system unit and others). Obviously, all the aforementioned objects had nothing in common with the narcotics. 
Political character of persecution of L.V. Kharlamova is confirmed by the fact that the “Orenburg” channel, which is controlled by the region authorities, had been broadcasting the story during several days (including procedure of the search) in the “Orenburg News” program, reporting about guilt of Kharlamova, and drawing attention to her membership in «The Other Russia» organization. 
All the abovementioned points to a provocation happened in this case and aimed at discrediting local opposition and frightening its active members. Human rights advocates deem Kharlamova is a political prisoner – because she has been subjected to persecution under a fabricated criminal charge on political motives. 

II. Russian Penitentiary System under Putin 
Memorandum
This memorandum is based on experience of advocacy of the Russian Public Movement “For Human Rights” (created in November 1997) and the “Foundation In Defence of Rights of Inmates” founded in November 2006 and which has united activity on defence of rights of inmates, carried out by such well-known in Russia human rights organizations as the “Moscow Helsinki Group” (Lyudmila Alekseyeva), the “Center for Criminal Justice Reform” (Valery Abramkin), “For Civil Rights” Committee (Andrey Babushkin); “Social Partnership” Fund (Valery Borschev), “For Human Rights” Movement (Lev Ponomaryov).     

Russian authorities keep making increased efforts to present the case as if the Russian Federation Federal Service for Execution of Punishment system (FSIN RF, the successor of the Main Department for Execution of Punishment (GUIN) becomes more and more open, meeting modern European humanistic criteria and that the requirements of the European Court for Human Rights which has declared conditions in penal facilities torture-like (precedent case “Kalashnikov v. Russia”, application No. 47095/99 admitted on 15 July 2002), are executed.  

However, this does not correspond to reality. Paying compensations, Russian authorities avoid execution of that part of the decision, which states about making penitentiary system more human. A certain improvement in Russian prisons and colonies had been reached several years ago only due to a number of wide amnesties, commutation of sentence and increased budget funding. 
However, resource of these factors decreases: number of convicts increases again, number of those included in the amnesty list and those pardoned decreases, punishment of convicts as a part of total war against “criminal ideology” becomes more and more severe.      

The situation with human rights in penal institutions is getting worse. This is confirmed by an increased flow of applications submitted by convicts and their relatives to human rights organizations. 
At the same time, there is a practice of “Potemkin villages” when visitors are allowed to see some “model” colonies. At the same time, for human rights advocates and even members of the Ministry of Justice, access to torture-like colonies (press-zones), which are discussed below, is closed. There appeared a need to make a special amendment to Article 24 of the Correctional Code of the Russian Federation, which allows ombudsmen to visit places of confinement with no special permission; that right of theirs had not been acknowledged earlier. 
In January 2007, Russian President Vladimir Putin, meeting some human rights advocates, discussed in details problems of observing human rights in places of deprivation of freedom. He ordered the Ministry of Justice to develop a program for monitoring of colonies by human rights advocates. The head of penitentiary institution general Yury Kalinin repeatedly underlined in public the necessity of permanent contact with representatives of public organizations and complained that investigative facilities were overcrowded (courts always sanction arrest of suspected persons). 
However, in reality, human rights advocates have not managed to visit those places of confinement from which they had received information about grave violations of human rights – tortures, beatings; protest actions. There is no normal legal basis for visiting in Russia – a draft of a law, after having been kept several years in the Parliament, has just been scheduled for the second hearing. 
As a result, everything depends on facility officers. When administration of a prison or a colony wishes to hide facts of grave treatment or upheaval among the convicts, they use any reason not to allow even defence lawyers to visit the convicts. 

Thus, for example, Head of UFSIN of Russia for Omsk Oblast Papichev, answering question about possibility for public representatives and human rights organizations to visit correctional colonies of Omsk Oblast, said that he had an instruction from the UFSIN of Russia Director to prevent, under any reason, visits to the colonies of such human rights advocates as Lev Ponomaryov, Andrey Babushkin and Valery Abramkin. 
At the same time, Russian officials gladly visit western countries, “learning” how to organize such visits. However, in reality, the penitentiary institution becomes more and more inhuman and close. 
The materials, which the human rights advocates have obtained, show that the last years have been marked with fundamental changes in the Russian Federation Federal Service for Execution of Punishment (FSIN RF). Earlier, this system was called the Main Department for Execution of Punishments (GUIN) and since 1992, general Yury Kalinin has been the head of it. The system has practically gone beyond public and even law enforcement control and more and more bears the marks of repressive camp system of totalitarian type. Hence, taking into consideration high level of lawlessness and violence, it is more and more often being compared with the soviet-time GULAG. 
***

Under official data, as of 1 May 2007, facilities of the penal enforcement system comprised 888,1 thousands of people (532 – for 100.000 of population, i.e. – 2nd place in the world), including 709,9 thousands people in 766 correctional facilities, in 216 investigative isolators, 7 prisons and 160 facilities, operating in regime of investigative isolators - 165,9 thousands people; 12,1 thousands people in 62 juvenile correctional facilities. 62,4 thousands women serve their sentence in the facilities and women colonies are provided with 11 homes of children-orphans, in which 713 children live. The possibility of getting into a colony is testified by the fact that only one of two hundred verdicts- on average in different regions – is absolutory. 

***

It is highly possible, that a person, who gets into conditions of pre-trial sentence (investigative facilities – SIZO), will be subjected to torture-like conditions in overcrowded investigative facilities, by no means proper medical aid, significant risk of being infected with tuberculosis, HIV, hepatitis and other dangerous diseases. Torture-like conditions of SIZO have been repeatedly underlined even by general of internal service Yury Kalinin, the eternal head of the Russian system. “Under the international regulations, conditions in our investigative facilities can be classified as tortures. This comprises deprivation of sleep, air, space” (the statement of Kalinin is quoted according to the report of Yakov Gilinsky (Sankt-Peterburg), a famous Russian specialist, law professor, member of the Russian Federation Academy of Science (RAN) Sociological Institute. 

***

General Yury Kalinin admitted a torture-like character of placement in SIZO in general, because he lays the responsibility for the situation solely upon actions of Russian investigators and courts, which choose arrest as the most spread restriction measure and who has excessively overcrowded investigative isolators. 

However, this very report presented by Gilinsky, pointed to an unusually wide spread of physical and psychological tortures, applied to arrested persons and those confined during investigation – with the purpose of obtaining the evidence required. Many reports on human rights issues made by Russian and international organizations, as well as reports of federal and regional Human Rights Ombudsmen, state about torture being used as basis for investigation. The term “torture” is interpreted under Art. 1 of the International Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, which Russian Federation has signed and which it is obliged to execute. This definition does not include pain or suffering arising only from, inherent in or incidental to lawful sanctions.  

And after the verdict is brought and when the convict is placed to serve his sentence in a colony or a prison, he faces high risk of becoming a victim of torture-like conditions, direct violence and degrading or inhuman treatment from administration of the facility or its assignees from infamous “discipline and order” sections (SDiP – formal amateur organization of convicts). Besides, convicts face danger of being placed for a term of up to several months to much stricter conditions of solitary confinement – ShIZO (punishment isolator); PKT (a cell-type facility), EPKT (a common cell-type facility), SUS (tight security conditions), and PFRSI (premises used as an investigative isolator). In spite of requirements of the law, a convict can be placed to serve his sentence thousands kilometers away from his home, as it has happened with Muscovites Khodorkovsky, Lebedev and Trepashkin. This creates huge problems for members of family and lawyers of the convict.  

About recent dramatic events, connected with placement in internal prisons use [unfinished sentence - translator’s note]. As the “Committee for Human Rights” reports, convicts placed in PKT and ShIZO from the Facility IK-55/3 GUFSIN of Russia for Kaluga Oblast (Tovarkovo village) announced a hunger strike at the end of June. These convicts had been kept in solitary confinement for more than two months, since 18 May 2007. The convicts who announced a hunger strike, request to be transferred to at least BUR or SUS. They cannot receive correspondence from their relatives. Living conditions of confinement are awful: some cells do not have power supply for several days and toilets work with interruption. 
Administration of the facility refuses from giving any explanations with respect to these problems. In spite of the fact that a special human rights commission works in the colony, these questions remain unsolved. A prosecutor for supervision for execution of law, who had visited the colony, has not undertaken any actions in that respect. 
Besides “internal prisons”, the convict can be placed into one of so-called “press-zones” (in colonies and places inside torture-type colonies)*, serving for moral breakage of convicts. The monitoring of human rights organizations states that the number of such zones exceeds forty.
The convict risks to be infected with dangerous for life diseases: tuberculosis, HIV, hepatitis. There exists practice of placing healthy and infected persons together. The possibility of convicts to receive qualified medical aid and even documents to be declared disable and receive pension - is quite low..  

***

Dramatic situation in the system of execution of punishment creates permanent reasons for new cases of mass anti-violence protests of convicts, many aspects of systematical violation of human rights and non-transparency of the institution, is strongly denied by the FSIN RF leadership. 
When human rights advocates, exerting pressure upon the Procuracy and administration of federal and regional ombudsmen, succeed to initiate verification under complaints of the convicts or their relatives, the complainants are urgently taken to other colonies or are forced to withdraw their complaints. Very often, this is performed using sadist tortures, cruel beating and threats
In spite of high level of critics from the part of Human Rights Ombudsman Vladimir Lukin, former minister of justice and presently General Procurator Yury Chaika, and human rights organizations, “political long-liver” Yury Kalinin was not dismissed even after having submitted his resignation report. Taking into account reality of the Russian political life, this all testifies presence of influential protectors in the Kremlin circles of the highest level.     
Let us repeatedly underline that practically all earlier existed possibilities for human rights advocates, experts of the Human Rights Ombudsman and even deputies to visit the convicts - have been closed. 

They are allowed to visit non-problematic institutions and according to already verified tours: library – dining-room. Operative access has been closed even for the Ministry of Justice officials. By his telegram No 10/1-50Т of 16.01.2006, Yu. Kalinin determined that access of mass media representatives for recording in the FSIN institutions could not be performed upon sanction of the regional administration – but “solely under coordination with the RF FSIN”!
As a result, in the non-controlled FSIN system was started to be worked out technology of control over convicts, which is typical for totalitarian systems only. 

First, this comprises creation of “press-zones” in approximately 20 regions of the Russian Federation. “Press-zones” are places of confinement, which serve for obtaining admission of guilt (and self-incrimination) as well as “correction of behavior” (psychological breakage) with help of tortures. 

Another totalitarian innovation became transformation of so-called “discipline and order sections” (SDiP) into brigades of convicts-“prison servants” (“red armbands”), who often play the role of “capo” in Nazi death camps (or, if you wish, a closer comparison would be functions of Kadirov’s special task forces). These SDiP brigades are very often rendered functions of operative control over convicts but, unlike official guarders, the law does not regulate their activity and they can perform unpunished abuse of power (“outrage” – “bespredel”). System modern system of red armbands in Russian colonies, in fact, unites experience of Nazi camps (capo) and Stalin’s camps, where convicts declared by NKVD as “socially close” managed lives of political prisoners (they were classified as fascists and Trotskyites).    

A significant element of a “new GULAG” became “collaboration” between criminal top dogs and administration in favour of suppressing protest against grave violation of rights of convicts. As a typical example, one can refer to events that happened after protests in Lgov in June-July 2005,, when hundreds of convicts had injured themselves protesting against beating and forced enrolling in sections. 

The last example can be a recent situation in Novokuznetsk Region Kemerovo Oblast, where administration transferred to starvation those convicts (including in the specialized colony for those suffering from tuberculosis), who had refused to enroll in the section. As a protest, two colonies started a hunger strike at the end of august, and remonstrant were severely beaten by the Special Forces.     

FSIN leadership succeeded to create a perfect system of torture control over the convicts, which includes prison servers, and convicts-red armbands, and mafia bosses.   

Special attention should be brought to the fact that even a simple threat to place the convict in a solitary confinement with reputation of a “press-zone” is enough for him to sign the evidence required by the investigator. This, for example, refers to infamous IK-1 (Yagul village, Zavyalov region, Republic of Udmurtiya), IK-2 (Yekaterinburg) and IK-3 (Lgov, Kursk Oblast), where beating has caused protest actions of hundreds of convicts for the night of 27 June 2005. In reality, the list of such zones is long. According to inaccurate data, such facilities are located in about twenty regions. 

Besides, there are complaints about awful food and absence of necessary treatment of convicts infected with tuberculosis, hepatitis and HIV.. 

          ***

Letters and applications, submitted by convicts and their relatives, show the following method of violence practiced in press-zones. Newly brought convicts should join discipline and order section (SDiP). In case of refusal, the life of the convict is turned into a hell: they are subjected to beating and inhuman treatment, including rape and assassination from the side of red armband “capo”, beating and unlawful prosecution by administration. A very important problem is confinement of convicts during many months in various “internal prisons”, the regime of which significantly differs from the one of the regime of serving the sentence, established by the court in the verdict. In point of fact, another punishment is applied upon a convict in an out-of-court order. First of all, we need to point out PFRSI – premises used as an investigative isolator –, which were created by the Decree of President Yeltsin in 1997 and in which, persons under investigation – not declared guilty yet! – are already confined on the territory of the colonies. 
The most terrible example of out-of-court stiffening is – under decision of the administration of the colony – endless placements in ShIZO (punishment cell – for the term of up to 15 days, however it can be repeated endlessly), in PKT (a cell-type facility – up to six months), a common cell-type facility (EPKT – up to 12 months extrajudicially) and in barracks with “tight security conditions” (SUS – the term is unlimited, up to 2-3 years). In such out-of-court “internal prisons” convicts are deprived or are significantly limited in correspondence, access to legal documents, parcels and visits.
Sometimes, in cases when relatives of the convicts upon complaints of the latter having been exposed to tortures and beating, manage to call lawyers or human rights representatives who are not personally acquainted with the victims, the meeting is arranged with an activist, who solemnly state that he has no complaints and does not want to meet the lawyers. This, for example, happened during visits executed after events which had taken place in Mordovia camps (at the location of Stalin’s Dubrovlag), where dozens of convicts had been beaten in March 2006. By the time the lawyer and the Human Rights Ombudsman visited the place of action victims of the beating had been hidden in a “zindan”- a hole under a local shop covered with planks. Then the convicts were quickly taken to distant regions.  

Human rights advocates received information about inhuman and sophisticated scoff performed by the prison officials in the correctional facility (IK-1) in Yagul village (Zavyalov region, Udmurtiya Oblast): beating, placement in punishment cell for many months, swilling with hose water in winter time. Convicts were placed with their head in the toilet bowl; they were forced to lick the floor… In the result – people swallow wire and nails just to escape from this torture chamber. 

Another example of violence was the following: on 19 June 2006, lawyers T. G. Akhmedova and E. L. Liptser submitted information about unusually severe and absolutely unprovoked beating by the Special Forces of several convicts placed in the Nizhneangarsk isolator for temporary confinement (IVS), Severobaikalsk Region, (Buryatia Republic). The beating took place after the defendants came back from the court after a recess in the court session had been announced. Another way to exert pressure upon the convicts by other convicts is when a colony-settlement is turned into a common zone by using convicts committed grave crimes and transferred to the colony-settlement for “good behavior”. Of course, using improvement of their situation and hoping for release on parole, such convicts are made cat’s paw for exerting pressure and violence on those who has not committed any serious crimes but has become the object of prosecution of the administration of the facility. This makes a fiction the idea of creation of colonies-settlement as a distant facility from those where convicts sentenced under more serious articles are confined. 

This technology of prosecution was discovered when human rights advocates had examined the situation in IK-13 of Nizhniy Tagil, where political prisoner Mikhail Trepashkin serves his sentence. This colony-settlement is created on the territory of a general regime colony, i.e. persons placed there – in violation of the decision of the court, which established the punishment – are fully deprived of freedom.
 .   

***

Situation in colony IK-13 (but in Kaliningrad Oblast this time) shows another aspect of torture treatment. Under testimony of convicts and their relatives, on this “island” of a new GULAG, quote: “the quality of medical aid presents real THREAT to life: total absence of medical supplies, refusal to place ill persons to hospital, impossibility to conduct medical examination and absence of medical specialists in the field, - all this empowers the administration to refuse taking medicine from relatives, referring themselves to “absence of the doctor’s prescription”. During many years, convicts cannot pass medical-social expert examination (MSE) for establishment of inability group.  A huge number of healthy convicts are infected with tuberculosis, HIV and hepatitis”.  

***

A whole complex of torture technologies is explained in a letter of convict Vitaly Knyazev, a participant of Lgov events and who addressed to the “For Human Rights” Movement in Komsomolsk-on-Amur. At the end of June 2005, from 400 to 600 convicts in colony of small town Lgov of Kursk Oblast injured themselves as  a sign of protest against cruel scoff performed by the administration and members of “discipline and order section”, and then addressed to the human rights ombudsman in Russia Vladimir Lukin. These events reflected in a world resonance and the Procuracy was forced to initiate criminal proceedings not only against the convicts, but against the heads of the colony who personally had beaten convict Aleksey Shatunov (those beatings have served the reason for the protest action). 
Knyazev was the only one convict who addressed to the European Court of Human Rights and in spite of tortures of excessive cruelty (he was fried with an electric water heater!), threats and pressure from criminal bosses, did not withdraw the complaint. Scoff of the prison officials caused that Vitaly Knyazev battered in himself three nails (“pintled” [“zashtirilsya”] in prison slang). Another convict – Aleksey Shatunov, who was declared the only victim of the colony leadership, withdrew his complaint submitted to the Strasburg.

***

Established character of systematical violation of human rights in colonies, in particular, because of sections of convicts created by the administration is testified by exchange of opinions at the meeting of human rights advocates with the President of the Russian Federation Vladimir Putin, which took place on 15 January 2007.

V. BORSCHEV [Valery Vasilyevich Borschev, expert of the Human Rights Ombudsman in the Russian Federation, President of “Social Partnership” Fund]: … a breaking up has happened during last 1-2 years. Correctional system is becoming of a closed type. Quite recently, Mordovia colonies served the sites of our successful joint experiments. Today they are closed for public. Even the Chairman of the Public Council under the Head of FSIN Regional Department, well known by his constructive view - and a former president of Mordovia – is not allowed to visit the colonies. A disgraceful baiting of human rights advocates is happening there. And not only there. The same closed-type system is in Tatarstan, Nizhniy Novgorod, Ural Okrug, Sankt-Peterburg, and Moscow. FSIN Deputy Director Semenyuk did not allow members of the Human Rights Commission of the Moscow city administration and its experts to visit SIZO, which violates Art. 19 of the Correctional Code. The system of cooperation between Correctional Code and human rights advocates, which, by joint efforts, they have been creating during many years, is being destroyed… It is impossible to conduct serious reformation of the Correctional Code in absence of public control and it is impossible to overcome all its defects. As one deputy said: “With no public control the system is drifting back to GULAG”… Generally speaking, we have serious problems with violence. In November (2006), I visited session of the UN Committee against Tortures, and their estimation of our situation was more severe that at the previous session which had been held five years ago and I had to listen to many unpleasant words. Last year, as the President of the Public Council under the Ministry of Justice, I visited Lgov colony of Kursk Oblast; there were protest actions and several hundreds of convicts had cut their veins. Both officers as well as the so-called “active” systematically beat the convicts. I received 254 complaints. In addition, two problems have been discovered. The first one: complaints about violation of the legislation do not reach the recipient. More over, under the law, as it is well known, letters addressed to the Procuracy, to the Human Rights Ombudsman do not require being censored; of course, they are examined and the Human Rights Ombudsman receives letters with a note that there are no complaints. When the letters are examined, the convict is being persuaded not to submit the complaint. Of course, it is understood that those negotiations are unequal. The second problem the following: there are so-called discipline and order sections in colonies. In violation of Art.111 of the Correctional Code, administration of the facility hands over to members of the sections - this notorious active - authorities to keep order. Of course, we understand the way they do it.
    V. ABRAMKIN (Valery Fyodorovich Abramkin, the President of the Criminal Justice Reform Assistance Fund): …  there is an unexpected increase, and during last two years “population” of prisons has grown faster that it had been decreasing and this is quite unpleasant. At the same time, there has been done much to improve the situation; the funding has increased four times and there were taken other measures to get free from our shame – investigative prisons which were called the hell on the earth. Now, everything seems to go to the right direction and we are trying to catch America again and are getting close already. Simultaneously, another unpleasant thing is taking place. We pointed out that correctional system, as it is called by its officials, is one of the most open, but at the same time, during about three years this system is becoming the most closed, impenetrable, even in comparison with the Ministry of Internal Affairs, Procuracy and others. The most closed. But if this happens this way, it means that they might have what to hide”. 

It is important to point out, that political prisoners are considered criminals, are placed with other criminals, and are subjected to all that persecution which is practiced with respect to persons deprived of freedom – including cases when other administration uses other convicts for that. This was the case with attack on Mikhail Khodorkovsky and false charges brought against Mikhail Trepashkin for having violated the order. 
Total number of political prisoners, according to information obtained by Russian human rights advocates, has reached several dozens of persons: this includes scientists, accused by special services in “espionage activity”, persons involved in “Yukos” case, Mikhail Trepashkin - defence lawyer of victims of terrorist attacks happened in autumn 1999 in Moscow (he has been unlawfully kept in solitary confinement for six months already); participants in radical-democratic oppositional movements, representatives from North Caucasus region, who have received false accusations in terrorism and religious extremism. Relatives of human rights advocates can also be considered victims of political persecution; criminal accusations are trumped in their respect as well. Such a case has happened with 22-year old student from Ufa Alina Zhukova – daughter of a famous Bashkirian human rights advocate Almira Zhukova. A frightened provocateur had planted drugs on her [Alina Zhukova] and, in spite of the fact that the provocateur came later o the court and told the truth, Alina was sentenced to 7 years of deprivation of freedom and only after a mass campaign, the second instance court sentenced her to 11 months of deprivation of freedom – the same term as she has spent in prison. Alina is at large now.    
III. On violation of  the Rights to Freedom of Assembly, Demonstrations and Associations Guaranteed by Protected by Article 11 of the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms

Memorandum
The practice of the anti-constitutional bans and barbaric scattering of pickets and demonstrations, creation of all kinds of obstacles to demonstrations if they are called the “March of the Dissenting” or if they are organized to protect rights of sexual minorities and legalization of soft drugs, as well as obstacles to hold assemblies and conferences if they are organized by the “Different Russia” coalition or ex-prime-minister Mikhail Kasyanov, is becoming increasingly common. 
The point is about the events happened in Moscow (3 September and 16 December 2006, 31 March 2007, 14 April, 5 and 27 May 2007), Saint-Petersburg (3 March and 15 April 2007) and Nizhniy Novgorod (24 March 2007), when demonstrations and pickets had been unlawfully banned and cruelly scattered. 
Especially cruelly, militia and internal forces had scattered the “March of the Dissenting” in Moscow (14.04) and Saint Petersburg (15.04), which had been broadcasted throughout the whole Europe. Hundreds of participants at the demonstrations, reporters and ordinary passers-by had been beaten and arrested. 
Remarkably cruel had been actions of militia during scattering of a small demonstration of marijuana legalization supporters on 5 May 2007. They beat (already in the backyard of the Arbat militia service) not only the participants at the demonstration, including girls, but also observers from youth human rights organizations who had been accompanying to the demonstration. Then, the arrested persons were tried at night and sentenced to 10-15 days of arrest. 
Militia watched as neo-Nazi attacked participants of anti-homophobia action against the walls of the Moscow Mayor’s office on 27 May. The same also happened both in 2006 and 2007. 

At the beginning of August, in the centre of Makhachkala (the capital of Dagestan) militia had beaten several women who announced a hunger strike requesting information about their disappeared relatives (about 30 young people disappeared in April-May 2007 in Dagestan; this is deemed to had been a secret operation of special services, similar to the Nazi “Night and Fog” operation).   

In September, Ingushetia President FSB [The Federal Security Service] general Zyazikov banned any rally in the republic. 
Nowadays, in dozens of Russian regions, authorities, under any reasons, prevent the “Different Russia” oppositional coalition from holding regional conferences, forcing it to cancel office lease agreements, cutting power supply, and arresting activists under trumped reasons.
FSB chasing caused repeated failures to hold the Seminar on Special Services Pressure on Human Rights Advocates in Nizhniy Novgorod Oblast. The Nizhniy Novgorod Human Rights Union organized the seminar, where it invited delegates from several regions. With great difficulty, the Seminar was hold on 11 September 2007 in rural area and confused FSB agents started search it the participants of the seminar. 
The same refers to persecution of the members of the Union of Steering Councils created at the First Russian Social Forum two years ago and participants of the absolutely lawful activities – “Different Russia” (Moscow, July 2006) and the Second Russian Social Forum (Saint Petersburg, July 2006). 
This shows that the rights to the freedom of assembly, demonstrations, and associations guaranteed by Articles 30 and 31 of the constitution and protected by Article 11 of the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms and Articles 21 and 22 of the International Pact on Civil and Political Rights are violated grossly and regularly in the Russian Federation. 
For a certain social and political spectrum, this virtually means a ban on full-fledged public activities. 
This “segment” includes both the left-wing socialists and right-wing liberals. Those comprising it have been criticizing the policy of the authorities bitterly and consistently; however, there is no way it can be referred to as a criterion of political extremism, even from the viewpoint of present-day Russian law enforcement practices. Since the associations and activists that have been subjected to the anti-constitutional persecution did not utter a single call for violence or overthrow of power, social, inter-ethnic, or religious enmity or dissent has not been provoked. On the contrary, all their mass activities, actions, and addresses were devoted to the protection of civil, political, social, and economic rights and protection of democratic values and institutions. 

By way of contrast, it is necessary to point out the overt inaction of the law enforcement authorities in the face of numerous ultra-nationalistic, racist, and right-wing radical groupings, such as the notorious Movement Against Illegal Immigration (DPNI), National Socialist Movement «Slav Union», and other. The provocative role of the DPNI in the disorders in Kondopog was pointed out in the annual report of the Human Rights Ombudsman in the Russian Federation V.P. Lukin. Nor is it considered a crime to post in the Internet the scenes of lynching and calls for lynching of those the extreme right-wing consider to be their adversaries – public figures, human rights activists, journalists…
The press has been reporting about connections between racist groupings and pro-power organizations, as well as about the formation within the youth pro-power movements of special militant brigades to carry out force actions against the opposition. And such assaults, including those with the use of special devices, have already taken place more than once. 
We will highlight the following most frequent measures taken by the authorities against public and political activists and participants of the “unauthorized” mass actions:
- Close chasing, including eavesdropping on mobile telephone conversations and computer correspondence;
- “Preventive” conversations held by militia and the FSB [the Federal Security Service] and threats aimed to prevent participation in the actions;
- Unlawful detentions for many hours under any, even the most absurd, pretence;
- Cruel forced scattering of mass actions, including with the use of special devices and even firearms (the way it happened near the Village of Miskindzhi, Dokuzpare Region, Republic of Dagestan, on 25 April 2006);
- Virtual internment of activists for several days at various facilities;
- Bringing false charges of minor hooliganism, violation of public order and procedure for holding mass activities;
- Bringing false charges of keeping ammunition and extremist materials; 
- Bringing false charges of keeping ammunition and extremist materials; 

- Bringing false criminal charges, including planting drugs.
Unfortunately, scattering demonstrations and arresting their participants is frequent police practices.  Law enforcement and supervisory authorities – militia, security authorities and prosecutors, as well as law enforcement authorities, courts – are not just unable to guarantee the lawful rights of those participating in mass actions, but, on the contrary, are consistently involved in their violation.  

The practices of “preventive” operations to prevent public activities carried out by the MVD [the Ministry of Internal Affairs] and the FSB since June 2006 revealed a very dangerous phenomenon – collusion between law-enforcement and enforcement authorities. Such “preventive operations” range from seizure of passports of human rights advocates and radical opposition leaders in the airport, as it happened in May 2007, when the latter tries to fly from Moscow to Samara for participation in the “March of Dissenting” and up to planting drugs as it happened on 13 September 2007 in Orenburg, when a provocation was made against organizer of the “Different Russia” primaries coalition Lyudmila Kharlamova. Drugs were planted on the girl and then she was arrested. 
Lyudmila Kharlamova takes part from the local organizational committee for holding primaries of the only oppositional presidential candidate. She was elected as a delegate from Orenburg to the all-Russia Assembly. 
In 2006, another victim of such a provocation became the leader of Volgograd members of the banned National Bolshevik Party Roman Khrenov. To prevent him from visiting the “Different Russia” first conference, drugs had been planted on “limonovets” in a similar way, in which result Roman had spent several months in prison. 
The possibility of such collusion among militia, Procuracy and courts during the “anti-Georgian activities” in Saint Petersburg in October 2006 is pointed out in the most recent annual report of the Human Rights Ombudsman in the Russian Federation V.P. Lukin. 
It is clear from the analysis of mass media reports and addresses to the human rights organizations, including those from the members of the associations themselves that suffered from the special operations, the technology is the following: 
· FSB and MVD ensure the chasing (field detection activities) and drawing up of the closed lists of “the unwanted”;
· MVD and, partly, FSB carry out “preventive” intimidation, as well as “create” grounds for detentions and for holding persons liable; 
· Administrative authorities ensure the “failure to approve” notices of holding the unwanted actions (first and foremost opposition demonstrations in the central streets, exactly where by implication of law the possibility of addressing those officials and institutions the requirements are brought to is ensured); 
· Supervisory authorities and instances (higher levels of law-enforcement authorities and prosecutors) “do not find” any violation of law and order (except for excessive acts whereby beating that entailed serious trauma took place during the detention); 
· Magistrate and district courts issue “needed” convictions, which are upheld by higher courts.
The repressive police system created is highly streamlined, and it is very difficult to hide from persecution: when necessary, people were detained even in the suburban buses, near railroad ticket-offices, and in the railroad cars, which attests to the all-out nature of chasing.  

None of the responses from the prosecutors’ offices, even those that stated the militia actions were unlawful, mentioned large-scale field detection activities regarding civil activists. 
There were several waves of “preventive” persecutions of civil activists – in June-July 2006, December 2006, and February-May 2007 – when, under the pretence of ensuring security, large-scale special operations were launched in many regions of the country, aimed to intimidate thousands of people and to deprive of liberty hundreds of them. Those special operations were a result of collusion of officials and authorities. 
Of critical importance is that the aforementioned anti-constitutional actions of security authorities are supported by various departmental regulations and legislative acts. 

The content of some of them became known to the human rights activists when actions were taken to protect the citizens affected by:
- Militia actions during “filtering” in Blagoveshchensk in December 2004, when shockingly famous Order No. 870-dsp of the MVD RF of September 2002 and Attachment 1 to it, as well as training order of the head of Blagoveshchensk militia of February 2004, which presumed physical destruction of the demonstrators (!), became publicly known. Both the Prosecutor General’s Office and the Ministry of Justice declared Order No. 870 to be lawful, but, probably in order to assuage the general public, they stated that they replaced the requirement “annihilate on the spot” with “suppress criminal actions” and renamed “filtering points” with “points for checking the documents of the persons leaving the territory of emergency situation”;     

- Actions of the OMON [the Special Purpose Detachment of Militia] and militia during the scattering of the rally near the Village of Miskindzhi, Dokuzpare Region, Republic of Dagestan, on 25 April 2006, when it became known there was a letter from a security agency suggesting that there was some list of radical extremist organizations including: AKM, «Oborona», «Pora», NBP [the National Bolshevik Party], and the All-Russia Public Movement “For Human Rights”! The intent to hold mass actions near public institutions is deemed to be a criterion of “extremism”. It was exactly that circular letter by which the authorities justified their ban on the demonstration in the Dokuzpare Region which ended with the tragic events of 25 April;      

- Actions of the MVD and FSB on the eve of, and during, the July 2006 summit, when hundreds of civil and human rights activists – participants of the «Different Russia» Conference, Moscow, and the Second Russian Social Forum, Saint-Petersburg – fell victims of chasing and persecution. It became known then that there was Plan of Joint Actions of the GUVD [the Main Department for Internal Affairs] of Saint-Petersburg and Leningrad Oblast and the UFSB [the Department of the Federal Security Service] of Saint-Petersburg and Leningrad Oblast to Ensure the Safety of Preparation and Holding of the G-8 Activities in Saint-Petersburg and Meet the Requirements of Directives of the MVD and FSB of Russia No. 941 of 19 October 2005 and No. 968/861 of 29 October 2005. As per excerpt from the Plan prepared by Senior Inspector of the KRP for PT of the Field Headquarters of the GUVD, Militia Lieutenant-Colonel E.E. Trofimovich, he de facto gave instructions to persecute and block the arrival to the forum of the representatives of “informal” (unregistered) youth groups and anti-globalists along with the “armed gangs” and religious radicals (euphemism applied to the independent Islam flows). Quote: “2.1.3. “Carry out preventive activities, enhance field control over leaders and functionaries of the radical religious organizations, supporters of the “anti-globalist” movement, nationalistic movements engaged in the extremist activities, and informal youth groupings in order to prevent large-scale anti-social actions and provocations on their part. When information is received on the organizational activity of the “anti-globalist” movement supporters in Saint-Petersburg and other information deserving attention regarding the aforementioned organizations on the preparation or holding of any actions by them during the preparation and holding of the G-8 activities, take exhaustive measures, jointly with other law enforcement authorities, to prevent them.
2.1.4. During the preparation and holding of the G-8 activities, regional units of the interior and security authorities shall take additional measures to prevent any actions that might have negative implications on the part of extremist persons with regard to the diplomatic and other official representative offices of foreign states in Saint-Petersburg.”
The response to the inquiry filed with the prosecutor’s office stated that the Plan did not contravene the law..

 -  Actions of the militia and prefecture of the Central Administrative Area of Moscow on 3 September 2006 when “unapproved” picket “in memory of Beslan victims” was scattered at the Lubyanka Square. It was established during the trial that the double refusal to approve the notice was in pursuance of Order of the Mayor of Moscow No. 4-15-15258/623.08.06, para 6 of which ordered: “Bring to the notice of the organizers of public activities planed for 1-3 September 2006 under Art. 12 of Federal Law No. 54 “On Assemblies…” justified proposals to change their time or to file new notices when holding them is denied”. Declaring the ban on the picket unlawful by the mayor’s office and the Prosecutor’s Office of Moscow and the Tagansky District Court did not affect in any way the decision of the Moscow courts of all levels, including that of the Full Moscow City Court, which decided that a person has no right to participate in a mass action not approved by the authorities.
The special danger of the collusion between the branches of power and the backstage anti-constitutional law-making is that it creates the “shadow” system of political repressions the actions of which fully deprive citizens of the possibility of legal protection of their rights and lawful interests.
Today those in Russia who defend rights and freedoms formally guaranteed by law, but defending which dooms persons and organizations to repression and persecution, are under a firm impression that they are in front of a blank wall, that all those in power are united by frank pledge. 
When human rights advocates, following the barbaric scattering of 14 and 15 April, addressed a petition to the President Putin, they received a canting response from some official from the President Putin Administration staff, that execution of the right to freedom of assembly should not impede other citizens and with respect to beatings, the official proposed to take into consideration President Putin’s speech at a Russia-EU Summit press-conference. In response to a repeated address to the head of the Presidential Administration Sergey Sebyanin, another subordinate official informed about termination of the correspondence with the human rights advocates. 
Russian human rights advocates stated that in such conditions, the power itself looses its legal nature and, therefore, its moral and political legitimacy and the state is perceived exclusively as “machinery of violence” in the interest of ruling groups групп. Prevalence of such an attitude towards the state is a sign of the imminent sociopolitical crisis. And it is the glaring unlawful actions of the public authorities which create the premises for such a crisis.  

On 12 September 2007, a number of famous Russian human rights advocates, being part of the “Common Action” Initiative Group, made a public statement that such violations of right to freedom of assembly and political activity in the pre-election period turns parliamentary and presidential elections into not-free and unfair, and thus, challenges legitimacy of the state power supreme bodies in the Russian Federation.     

In order to stop the perfectly streamlined “shadow” machinery of police repressions, in order to stop “the extremism of law enforcement”, Russian general public, official law enforcement institutions, and bona fide professionals at the public authorities should unite their efforts. The issue should become publicly known for sure and become the subject of debate at the Council of Europe and the OSCE.
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